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Harrison Salisbury writes:

“I cannot think of a book more
Important, more timely;,
more valuable’’

Han Suyins
Windin the
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MaoTsetung & The Chihese
Revolution 1949-1975

Drawing on her extensive personal
knowledge of today’s China, Dr. Han
concludes the sweeping narrative she
began in The Morning Deluge. “We
read her,” Mr. Salisbury continues,
“with an interest and an attention
which is unlike that which other
\ works on China arouse. There is
. no other interpreter of China
with her special insights.”

Fthoda Nathans
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USCPFA NEWS

Upon hearing of the passing of Chairman
Mao Tsetung on September 9, 1976, the
following cable was sent to Hua Guo-feng,
the Chinese People’s Association for Friend-
ship with Foreign Countries in Peking, and
other representatives of the Chinese people:

“On behalf of the members of the U.S.-
China Peoples Friendship Associations,
please accept deep and heartfelt sympathy
on the death of Chairman Mao Tsetung.
Chairman Mao’s death is a tremendous loss
to the people of China and to the people of
the world. Mao Tsetung lived a full, mean-
ingful, and productive life. He relied on and
trusted the common people, united them,
taught them self-reliance, to struggle, to
serve each other, and improve the quality
of life. We salute the great leader of the
Chinese Communist Party and the Chinese
people. Chairman Mao’s thoughts and
examples will be the legacy to the common
people throughout the world. We pledge
ourselves to honor his memory by redoub-
ling our efforts to deepen the friendship
between the people of the United States and
the People’s Republic of China. We will
continue to work to implement the Shang-
hai Communique for the establishment of
full diplomatic relations between the
United States of America and the People’s
Republic of China, the only legal govern-
ment of the Chinese people.

Frank Pestana
National Chairman, USCPFA”

NEew CHINA also sent a cable to the Chinese
People’s Association for Friendship with
Foreign Countries:

“Chairman Mao himself has said that
death can be heavier than Mount Tai or
lighter than a feather. His own death is
heavier than many Mount Tais. We feel it
deeply, and we sympathize with the grief
of our Chinese friends who feel the loss
more directly. Chairman Mao wrote in a
poem published in January: ‘Nothing is
hard in this world if you dare to scale the
heights.” We will take inspiration from Mao
Tsetung’s own daring, and, relying on the
great American people, we will strive to
turn our grief into strength and redouble
our efforts to build active and lasting
friendship based on mutual understanding
between our two great peoples.”

“Each convention is livelier and larger than
the last. Obviously we are growing!”
happily observed William Hinton, the out-
going chairman of the US-China Peoples
Friendship Association. More than 700
people assembled at Philadelphia’s Sheraton
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Airport Inn over Labor Day weekend for
the third annual convention of the USCPFA,
with delegates representing 77 local chapters
throughout the nation (an increase of 19
in one year), 22 new organizing committees,
and a membership that has grown steadily
to approach 7,000.

Almost unanimously, the convention
passed action resolutions on the questions
that are uppermost in the minds of the
American people at this time:

—A major USCPFA drive was mandated
around the normalization of U.S.-
China relations and settling the Taiwan
issue. Renewing the commitment to nor-
malization made at the 1975 convention,
the new resolution also spelled out methods
for implementing it: forming coalitions
with other concerned groups, letter-writing
campaigns aimed at political candidates,
conferences, and stressing the theme of
normalization in all USCPFA activities.

—A four-year campaign was launched to
help ensure the admission of the All-China
Sports Federation to the 198c Moscow
Olympics as the sole representative of the
Chinese people.

—Locals were urged to make a broad
effort to explain China’s foreign policy to
Americans. Delegates agreed that all mem-
bers need to learn more about this so they
can correct and combat public distortions
of China’s policy. The resolution reafirmed
that USCPFA members should explain
China’s stands to audiences but are not
obligated to agree with them.

A major focus of discussion during the
weekend was how to continue bringing the
message of people-to-people friendship to
Americans of differing racial and class
backgrounds. While all agreed on the aim,
there were sharply divergent views on how
to implement it. Delegates passed a resolu-
tion requiring, among other things, that at
least two minority and two working class
people participate in every friendship tour.

Many new faces appear in this year’s
slate of national officers. Elected to the
National Steering Committee were:

West Coast: Ellen Brotsky, San Fran-
cisco, Calif.; Debby George, Portland,
Ore.; Linda Shin, Los Angeles, Calif.
Midwest: Sylvia Fischer, Chicago, Ill.;
Sylvia Jackson, St. Louis, Mo.; Joseleyne

Slade Tien, Lansing, Mich. East Coast:
John Dove, Boston, Mass.; Alan Feigen-
berg, New York, N.Y.; Roy Johnson,
Washington, D.C. South: Elaine Budd,
Gainesville, Fla.; Bob McFarland, New
Orleans, La.; David Nolan, Atlanta, Ga.
At-large : Koji Ariyoshi, Honolulu, Hawaii;
Janet Goldwasser, Detroit, Mich.; Frank
Pestana, Los Angeles, Calif.; Margaret
Whitman, Nassau County, N.Y.

The NSC elected Frank Pestana as this
year’s National Chairman.

The convention also unanimously desig-
nated five honorary members of the
National Steering Committee. Max Granich,
William Hinton, Helen Rosen, Dr. Samuel
Rosen, and Randolph Sailer were named
for their long and steadfast devotion to
friendship between the American and
Chinese peoples.

The four-day convention schedule was
filled with workshops, educationals, and
cultural events which allowed delegates to
meet people from other parts of the
country, exchange experiences, discuss
problems, and rejoice in the human richness
of the Association. James Veneris, a former

New China s



MAO TSETUNG POEMS. First official English translation of 39
poems, including “Reascending Chingkangshan” and “Two
Birds: A Dialogue.” FLP, 1976.53 pp. cloth$1.75 paper$1.00

ﬂlll[ilinlﬁlﬂ{#

GREATLEADER CHAIRMAN MAO WILL LIVE FOREVERIN
OUR HEARTS. A pictorial album published in eternal memory
of Chairman Mao. The set of 63 photographs of Chairman Mao
was taken in different historical periods and issued by Hsinhua
News Agency. Joint Publ. 1976. 48 pp. $1.75

DAWN BLOSSOMS PLUCKED AT DUSK by Lu Hsun. A collection of ten
essays written in 1926. FLP, 1976. 120 pp. $1.00

WORKERS, PEASANTS AND SOLDIERS CRITICIZE LIN PIAO AND CON-
FUCIUS. A collection of articles. FLP, 1976. 108 pp. $.75

WIND IN THE TOWER, Mao Tsetung & The Chinese Revolution 1949-1975
by Han Suyin. Little Brown, 1976. 404 pp. cloth $12.95

“History of Modern China” Series—written by the history department of
Futan University and Shanghai Teacher’'s University:

THE REFORM MOVEMENT OF 1898. FLP, 1976. 136 pp. $1.00
THE TAIPING REVOLUTION. FLP, 1976. 188 pp. $1.25

Send payment with orders to: FREE CATALOG ON REQUEST
BOOKS NEW CHINA, INC. TERMS AND DISCOUNT POLICY FOR BULK OR-

53 East Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10002 | DERS AND T0 ORGANIZATIONS ARE AVAILABLE
(212) 233-6565 ON REQUEST.

OUROMAN

Got a mania to roam? Here’ a free book
full of European tours with the accent on
high adventure, and low cost! We spotlight
romantic Romania. = from the Dracula
country of the wild Carpathians and
the painted monasteries of Moldavia
Lo sophisticated Bucharest and

the swinging Black Sea resorts

Our TOUROMANIA

brochure lists hundreds

of vacation bargains

independent tours in

Romuania, from S 23 a day,

und multi-country escorted

tours including Romania .

Storybook Europe! It really

still exists. Letus guide you 1o it!

Visit Romania en route
to the People’s Republic of China.

ROMANIAN NATIONAL TOURIST OFFICE
500 Fifth Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10036 Dept:

Please send my free copies of the TOUROMANIA '76
tour brochure and guidebook to Romania

Name

Address

City State Zip

Il ¢
| P ML e —" A S ——

6 December 1976

prisoner of the Chinese in Korea who chose
to live in China, gave a brief, moving add-
ress. Delegates also heard British writer and
filmmaker Felix Greene describe his recent
trip to Tibet; Nobel Prize physicist C. N.
Yang speak on normalizing relations with
China; and Judge George W. Crockett, Jr.,
a Black jurist, share his impressions of the
Chinese legal system.

Peter Perl

Hartford, Conn.

The USCPFA conducted a national cam-
paign during the spring and summer to
educate the American people on China and
the Olympics and to get the International
Olympic Committee (IOC) to admit the
All-China Sports Federation to the Olympic
Games as the sole representative of China.

A petition initiated by the USCPFA and
addressed to the IOC resulted in neatly
4,000 signatures as of mid-July. A number
of Associations sent the IOC telegrams
supporting the PRC’s admission to the
Games, and USCPFA members and locals
wrote letters answering the many news-
paper editorials and articles that totally
ignored or misrepresented the facts of the
situation. (See “The Olympics Rhubarb”
in this issue.) :

Acting for the National USCPFA, the
New York City Committee on Normaliza-
tion, together with the Eastern Region
Normalization Committee, called a national
press conference in New York City on July
o that brought together prominent U.S.
sports figures, USCPFA spokespeople, and
the deputy head of the Taiwan Delegation
to the Third National Games in Peking in
September 1975.

For the press conference, the Norfolk
chapter contacted Dr. Richard E. Lapchick,
executive director of ARENA : The Institute
for Sport and Social Analysis, who spoke
about why his organization supports
China’s admission to the Olympics. Boston
arranged for Red Sox pitcher Bill Lee to
speak. Other participants were Dr. Philip
Shinnick, Director of Sports Studies at
Rutgers, former world record holder in the
long jump and Olympic Team member in
1964 and alternate in 1968;and Y. Y. Huang,
a U.S. resident who was born and raised in
Taiwan and pitched on the Taiwan base-
ball team at the 1975 National Games in
Peking.

USCPFA representatives at the press con-
ference included William Hinton, chairman
of the 1975—76 National Steering Com-
mittee; Helen Rosen, member of the
1975-76 NSC; and Frank Kehl from the
New York Association. Press coverage
included a column in the New York Post
and a very positive piece in Long Island’s
Newsday, fifth largest daily in the U.S.

Creative approaches for taking the



Olympics issue out to the American people
were developed in a number of cities.

In Philadelphia, USCPFA members dis-
tributed 2,000 leaflets at the All-Star game,
held a press conference which produced a
very favorable article by Jack McKinney
in the Daily News, participated in three
radio talk shows, and sent the entire local
membership a letter about the issue and a
copy of the petition.

At the end of May, Pittsburgh drew 100
people to an all-day China Fair focusing on
normalization of U.S.-China relations, with
Frank Kehl as keynote speaker. Pittsburgh
also sent letters and mailgrams to the U.S.
representatives on the IOC, provided
information to local sports reporters, pub-
lished letters in all major papers refuting
anti-China fallacies, and leafleted two
professional baseball games. At one Pirates
game they got 30-40 signatures on the
national petition. Many people were sur-
prised to find out China was not now in the
Olympics and glad to learn the facts behind
the newspaper headlines. A continuing
column on normalization was initiated in
the first issue of the Pittsburgh newsletter
with an article on “China and the
Olympics.”

In Eugene, members took the issue directly
to some of the Olympic-bound U.S. athletes
who came to Eugene in June for the track-
and-field trials that determined which
athletes would go to Montreal. They col-
lected about 40 signatures on the petition
and got much positive response.

Seattle members appeared on a Sunday-
evening listener-sponsored radio show to
discuss all aspects of the Olympics issue.
After the program, half a dozen listeners
called in to say they were grateful to finally
hear the real story and wanted to know
more about the Association. The sports
editor of the Seattle Times interviewed a
USCPFA member from Taiwan who
expressed the hope that in the 1980 Olym-
pics Taiwan athletes would be competing
under the flag of the PRC.

Champaign-Urbana members took turns
soliciting signatures on the petition at the
entrance to the University of Illinois student
union and collected 500 names.

In Albany the petition also got a good
response. Members set up a table at the
League of Arts Celebration, July 3-4, and
got over 1oo signatures. Three members of
the steering committee ecach wrote to a
different local newspaper; all three letters
were published.

Many other Associations, too numerous
to mention, also gathered signatures, wrote
letters, and generally participated in taking
the issue to the American people and mak-
ing the campaign a success — although
much still needs to be done to ensure China’s
admission to the next Olympics.
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“Happiness Canal”

by Chin Wen-mei.



Mao Tsetung
and the Road to

the Future

by Han Suyin

Excerpts from the new book, “Wind in the Tower: Mao Tsetung
and the Chinese Revolution, 1949-1975"

Dr. Han’s book, completed in 1975, was published shortly before
Chairman Mao’s death on September 9, 1976.

N the spring of 1949, before the last military campaigns of
the War of Liberation (1946-1949) between the Red armies
under Mao Tsetung and the Kuomintang forces of Chiang
Kai-Shek had ended, victory was already certain for the
former, a military and a political triumph of unparalleled

scope. Overnight, China’s destiny was changed and also the world
balance of power.

In that early, wind-frozen March, the dusty, bleak village of Hsi-
paipo in North China was host to the Seventh Central Committee
of the Chinese Communist Party assembling for its second plenum.
The occasion was momentous; the decisions taken would decide
the future of China. Countrywide victory was imminent; the
People’s Liberation Army stood poised, ready to advance into
South China. Although Mao Tsetung was to receive an urgent
cable from Stalin asking him to desist from prosecuting the war to
the end (“Leave South China to Chiang,” Stalin advised), he ig-

Dr. HaN Suvin, born and brought up in China, is the author of 15 books.
Wind in the Tower and The Morning Deluge: Mao Tsetung and the
Chinese Revolution, 1893~1954 (1972) are based on research and interviews
compiled during yearly visits to China over two decades.

The excerpts printed here as a continuous narrative are culled from Chapters 1
and 7. With one exception, Dr. Han’s footnotes have been omitted. Emphasis
within quotations and all ellipsis marks are the author’s. The words in square
brackets have been supplied by the editors for continuity.

Copyright © 1976 by Han Suyin from Wind in the Tower: Mao Tsctung
and the Chinese Revolution, 1949-1975. Reprinted by arrangement with
Little, Brown and Company.

nored it, and the plenum would back him. In April, Mao would
issue orders for the army to advance, and on October 1 the
People’s Republic of China would come into being.

Mao Tsetung was 56 years old. The photographs of that year
show him more portly than in his youth, master of the situation,
and knowing it. His speeches are free of bombast, but also of self-
deprecation. “The Chinese people, one-quarter of humanity,
have stood up. . . . From now on no one will insult us again.”

Twenty-five years later, in October 1974, Mao Tsetung was
almost 81 years old. The firecrackers of the October anniversary
spread vast bouquets of lights, petals of flame in the Peking sky.
A quarter of a century had passed since he had uttered these words,
and there had been no turning back. Mao Tsetung was still alert
of mind, with flashes of wit and humor as he conversed with the
world’s statesmen, kings and presidents who now thronged to
Peking. He blandly kissed the hand of Imelda Marcos of the
Philippines, and satisfied his ever young thirst for knowledge in
talks with nuclear physicists.

In those 25 years the People’s Republic of China had become a
giant poised for prosperity and power, an acknowledged miracle.
She had confounded all predictions, accomplished what had been
deemed impossible. She aroused hope and fervor in the breasts of
millions of the dispossessed, and the name of Mao Tsetung was
known throughout the world.

But Mao Tsetung was old, and deliberately made it known to
his people. He had long ago prepared for death. In the year 1974
all pictures and portraits of Mao in public squares and streets,
which until then had shown him almost farcically young and
apple-cheeked, were retouched to show his true face, with
wrinkles, and white in his hair. Television films of his interviews
implacably revealed his aged appearance. Mao himself had asked
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that he be shown as he was . . . to prepare the people for the time
when he would no longer be with them.

Mao’s work will remain: his writings, his way of thinking and
doing, Mao Tsetung Thought — that body of revolutionary
experience and knowledge, practice of day to day revolution, the
teaching of a whole people in the science of revolution. Because of
Mao, this knowledge is not confined to an elite but has pervaded
the minds of the Chinese people, has become a way of living and a
way of thinking. China has changed more radically and thoroughly
in this quarter-century than any other country in the world, and
she has only just begun.

None of this happened without challenge; no moment of these
25 years was free from ‘“struggle,” contention, controversy,
polemics, and even war. Not one day of these 25 years but was
witness to strife, both overt and covert; continuous high drama.

During this quarter-century the Chinese people transformed the
Chinese earth and began to transform themselves. This immense
metamorphosis — one-quarter of the world’s people live in China ~
started while the guns were still loud, in that spring of 1949, in the
frostbitten village of Hsipaipo. Thirty-four Central Committee
members and 19 alternates assembled to discuss the blueprint of
the future. In the shambles and chaos of the devastated country,
decisions, a “line,” policies were to be devised to cope not only
with the enormous immediate problems of famine and chaos, but
also to chart the road to the future.

A/IID the general exhilaration of a relieved population welcom-
ing the PLA [People’s Liberation Army] as liberators, it
would have been possible for Mao Tsetung to institute immediately
a far more radical program for change than the one he set out at
the plenum. Mao enjoyed immense prestige, reinforced by the
astonishing good behavior of the armies he led. “The occupation
of eight or nine provinces and scores of big cities will require a
huge number of working cadres, and to solve this problem the
army must rely chiefly on itself” (Mao, February 1949). Army
cadres were to learn to manage industry and commerce, run
schools and newspapers, handle foreign affairs . . . and so they did.

But Mao never entertained the thought of a military dictatorship
drastically enforcing radical measures. He has no taste for massive
“purges” or arbitrary shortcuts. Though he thinks that the true
way that governs the world of men is the way of radical change,
he would not order change from above, imposing a system on a
supine and exhausted people. Mao’s way is to teach, to involve
the people wholly in every transformation undertaken; to educate
them into thinking and wielding power for themselves. Mao’s
vision was to transform China into a “strong, prosperous, inde-
pendent, modern industrial socialist state” by combining effective
leadership with the broadest participation by the people. A radical
transformation of society by compulsion would not work.

The whole emphasis of Mao’s speech at the second plenum is
on a blueprint for civilian order. The army is to be turned into “a
working force” of civilian cadres. The Party must rally as many
groups as possible, not only workers and peasants but also the
urban petty bourgeoisie and national bourgeoisie,* the intellec-
tuals, all those “who can cooperate with us.”

Mao is a dialectician; he knows that every situation carries its
obverse within it. The very success of the move, rallying so many
diverse individuals and groups, might well drown revolutionary
goals in an indecisive liberalism; just so, too, were the well-
disciplined forces of the PLA now dangerously swollen with
Kuomintang deserters (almost two million of them).

It was therefore essential to set down a clear line, guiding prin-
ciples, for the period to come. Within the Party itself, Mao
Tsetung had to deal with divaricating groups. A strong right wing

*National bourgeoisie: The capitalist sector involved in industry or

commerce using its own assets, and not exporting capital abroad.

10 December 1976

had as its chief protagonist the Party vice-chairman, Liu Shao-chi,
considered Mao’s closest comrade in arms. An extreme left wing,
small but raucous, called for the total liquidation of the
bourgeoisie and immediate communism. And there was the dan-
gerous euphoria of triumph, warping revolutionary will and vigi-
lance. Now the tough peasant guerillas had come to the cities,
would the cities corrupt them? No one better understood the
danger than Mao. He warned: “With victory, certain moods may
grow within the Party . . . arrogance, the airs of a self-styled hero,
mnertia . . . love of pleasure. . . . With victory, the people will be
grateful to us and the bourgeoisie will come forward to flatter
us. ...”

The right wing in the Party was influential. Its arguments ap-
peared rational, and it was backed by many of the intelligentsia
newly rallied to the victors. Paradoxically, it could quote Mao to
undo Mao; for only a few years back, not thinking victory could
be achieved for a decade at least, Mao had spoken of a “new
democratic stage” for “decades.” And the formula Liu Shao-chi
put up was *“‘consolidation of the new democratic stage.”

The new democratic stage Mao had talked about in 1940, how-
ever, was already outpaced by events in 1949. The phenomenon
historians know as the acceleration of history has nowhere been
more evident that in the last 30 years, and in China particularly.
Mao had not expected victory in three short years. The situation
brought about by the swift and total collapse of the Kuomintang
meant that all programs must be updated. “To make revolution
when conditions are not ripe . . . is adventurism . . . but not to
make revolution when conditions are ripe . . . is unpardonable.”

During the nine days of March § to 13, Mao Tsetung fought,
for the vision, the orientation, the leadership which would trans-
form China, bring it to power and prosperity, but also and above
all to social justice, independence, and the true liberation of the
minds of its people. The struggle between two views, two con-
cepts, of what China should become was initiated then.

ONCE asked by Edgar Snow what he considered to be the most
difficult and painful thing in his life, Mao Tsetung replied,
“The intra-Party struggle.” Yet willfully, deliberately, paradoxi-
cally, Mao Tsetung also relied on intra-Party struggle to propel
the Party forward, to make its members progress in knowledge
and understanding.

The Chinese Communist Party had never been a monolithic
entity, not since its birth in 1921. Six times during the years 1921
to 1949 it was subject to internecine strife representing opposite
ideological concepts, which on at least five occasions threatened
its very existence. In the next 2§ years, through to 1974, four more
major struggles within the Party would occur.

In the long and bitter “major struggle” against Wang Ming,
lasting from 1935 to 1945, Mao devised the ways and means of
turning intra-Party struggle into a motive force. The great rectifi-
cation (1942-1945) which climaxed the struggle against Wang
Ming had confirmed the efficiency of Mao’s methods in dealing
with the problem.*

These methods — unity, criticism, self-criticism, unity again —
eschewed physical violence and arbitrary punishment; Mao is
known as generous to his foes (he insisted in 1945 that his defeated
opponent Wang Ming should still be given a place on the Central
Committee). But this benevolence knows no ideological compro-
mise.

[Mao’s principle of collective Party leadership] was designed to

*Wang Ming: In the early 1930s he advocated the adventurist policy
of centering revolutionary struggle in the cities rather than the country-
side; during the War of Resistance Against Japan he urged capitulation
to the leaderhsip of Chiang Kai-shek. The great rectification: movement
to educate the cadres in Marxist-Leninist theory and practice and to
eliminate bureaucracy, dogmatism, and stereotyped writing. (Eds.)



prevent the monopolizing of decision making by a single indivi-
dual: there would be divergent views, and decisions must be taken
by consensus. The practice of “democratic centralism” which
Mao repeatedly emphasized during his long career was possible
only if debate and contention were admitted as normal, necessary
and constant within the Party.

Just as there is class struggle in society, so is this class struggle
reflected within the Party, where it becomes an ideological con-
frontation between two “lines” of political thinking.

There is, therefore, a permanent “two-line struggle,” overt or
covert, latent or erupting into open crisis, at all times within the
Party. And this, far from being untoward, is actually as it should
be, for it corresponds to the law of dialectics, the unity of opposites,
which is a universal law governing all phenomena, events, and
things in the universe. Prevalent ideas and trends are incarnate in
people, idea bearers, who form groups or cliques. The Party
cannot escape this universal law.,

Chairman Mao
in Yenan,
1942. (Photo:
China Photo

Service)

“Contradictions exist in the process of development of all
things.” So long as these contradictions remain on the plane of
divergences of opinion, and do not harm the course of the revolu-
tion or the Party’s existence, they can be admitted. Should they
escalate to threaten the Party’s existence, to split it, or to deviate
the Party from its goal, then major struggles take place.

Tosee inthis permanent confrontation merely a “power struggle”
between personalities is simplistic. True, personalities do count;
with their foibles, their secret desires, their greed, ambition,
capacity for intrigue, jealousy, envy . . . But these personal
characteristics are secondary. Class standpoint is the framework
upon which is grafted attitude and behavior, which will determine
the individual’s role in the struggle.

Mao’s contribution to revolutionary science is to have devised
methods of handling these negative elements so as to fuel progress;
to have posited these struggles as necessary and inevitable. The
preservation of Party unity is founded on the paradox of incessant
struggle within the Party. Without ideological struggle, the Party
would become ossified and decay. Struggle guarantees its dynam-
ism; progress can only come through “contradictions” to be solved.

Repeatedly during this last quarter-century Mao would bring to
attention the “dark side” of the Party ; would enjoin Party members
to “use their heads,” would speak against blind obedience. But it
was only because of the cultural revolution that this knowledge

became common among all the people in China, and the notion
of two-line struggle within the Party was accepted and evident to
each man and woman (and even to schoolchildren). Prior to 1966
no one dared assume that any directive from “on high” could be
wrong. The average Party member expected “deviations” and evil
to come from below, or from non-Party people, never from the very
top of the Party itself. Today it is no longer so. “Higher authority”
is not necessarily correct.

ATHOUGH little publicized, the two-line struggle at the second
plenum was intense. It was preceded by abundant dis-
cussions on economic problems: restoration of production in the
cities ; the city-countryside relationship ; flow of exchanges between
city and countryside.

Liu Shao-chi argued that nationalization of the major industries,
which under Chiang Kai-shek had been in the hands of the bureau-
cratic capitalists as a monopoly, was enough to create a state
industrial sector; apart from that the private sector of small
capitalist concerns must be encouraged to expand and be given a
“free hand.” “At the present time it is better to allow the forces of
capitalism full play to expand production.” This expansion of a
private sector would put production back on its feet, increase
employment of workers (many of them now unemployed because
of industrial shutdowns), and supply consumer needs. These two
sectors, one nationalized, one private, would be kept for two or
three decades. This was the meaning of “consolidation of the new
democratic stage.” The capitalists were “essential” for the re-
habilitation period. They alone had the knowhow necessary to
run enterprises, and the very word “socialism” panicked them —
hence it must not be used.

The arguments seemed plausible; the end would have been a
system such as prevails in India, which although it dubs itself
“socialist” is a nineteenth-century type of capitalism in its exploita-
tive qualities. Though unversed in industrial economics (as he
freely acknowledged), Mao Tsetung was aware of the devouring
potential of capitalist enterprise. The coexistence of a state sector
(which would perforce be sabotaged by the private sector, as
occurs in India, or else be inefficient through lack of knowhow)
with a private sector would immensely favor capitalist develop-
ment. But capitalist expansion would mean exploitation of the
workers and peasants: betrayal of the revolution.

It all boiled down, in Marxist terminology, to different class
stands. Liu, who argued for maintaining “for decades” this am-
biguous system, was actually trying to preserve and even to
strengthen the capitalist class. He invoked Lenin’s New Economic
Policy, but this did not impress Mao, who knew his Lenin far
better and knew how Lenin’s concepts had been distorted in the
USSR.

“On whom shall we rely in our struggle in the cities? Some
muddleheaded comrades think we should rely not on the working

class but on the masses of the poor. . . . Some comrades who are
even more muddleheaded think we should rely on the bour-
geoisie. . . .

“We must wholeheartedly rely on the working class, unite with
the rest of the laboring masses, win over the intellectuals, and win
over to our side as many of the national bourgeoisie elements as
possible . . . or neutralize them. . . .

“Our present policy is to regulate capitalism, not to destroy it,
but the national bourgeoisie cannot be the leader of the revolution,
nor should it have the chief role in state power.”

Mao Tsetung through reasoned debate and persuasion carried
the vote in the Central Committee. The policy of “controlling,
regulating, and restricting” though not forbidding capitalism was
passed.

Another problem discussed at the plenum, the city-countryside
relationship, was also formulated by some right-wing economists
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as an “industry versus agriculture” contradiction. Liberal econo-
mists joined hands with Liu’s “Marxist”” formulation to argue that
the first priority was heavy industrialization; whatever funds there
were should be invested chiefly in industrial “rehabilitation.” For
had not this been the “socialist road” taken by the USSR ? They
posited the problem in terms of a “contradiction” between urban
and rural development; to divert funds to alleviate the immense
misery of the countryside would not be “socialism.”

Bluntly, this meant a continuation of what had been the hall-
mark of Chinese society before 1949: domination of city over
countryside; exploitation of the countryside majority (over 85 per-
cent of the population) by the urban minority.

The point is fundamental: throughout the next 2§ years the
problem would recur. Mao Tsetung would never give in on this

matter. The countryside must no longer be exploited by the cities.

Mao’s refusal to sacrifice the peasantry for “production and re-
habilitation” indicates also his refusal to accept blindly the Soviet
Russian pattern. The right wing argued that Stalin himself in 1928
had said that the peasantry must make its “tribute” to the buildup
of heavy industry as a priority. But Mao replied that it was not
possible to build a socialist industry based on a feudal countryside,
or one where cruel exploitation held sway. If the countryside
remained neglected and exploited and backward while industry
flourished, that would mean capitalism and not socialism, whether
a “nationalized” state sector in industry was created or not. “Only
through socialism . . . can our motherland free herself from a semi-
colonial, semifeudal state and take the road to independence,
freedom, peace, unity and prosperity,” said Mao at the plenum.
And “without socialization of agriculture there can be no complete,
consolidated socialism.”

In arguing that the peasant must not be sacrificed, Mao was not
only standing solidly on the side of the majority of laboring people,
but he also had the rank and file of the Party with him. In 1949,
2 percent of the Party members were from the working class,
73 percent were poor and middle peasants, and 25 percent were
from the urban petty bourgeoisie or were intellectuals or rich
peasants. However, this 25 percent were influential; they were
literate, with technical and administrative ability; wielding an
influence disproportionate to their number, holding administra-
tive posts in the newly liberated cities. Already complaints of the
“peasant” ways of some of the army cadres (whose tough guerilla
habits were alien to urban ways) had come from these urban-
oriented officials. It was at this point that the persistent rumor
began that Mao as a “peasant” leader did not understand city
problems, nor did his rural warriors.

Liu Shao-chi argued that there should not be land reform, so
as not to disturb production, but a return to the rent reduction
system operated in Yenan.* Undue socialization in the countryside
would bring confusion. The peasant was “‘basically conservative
... slothful, easygoing . . . only interested in food and profit,” said
Liu.

This contemptuous view of the peasant masses was vigorously
resisted by Mao. “Under no circumstances should the villages be
ignored and only the cities given attention, such thinking is entirely
wrong.” Mao conceded that the minds of the peasantry must be
changed by “socialist education . . . this is the most important
problem.” However, socialist education must be accompanied by
tangible steps: land reform, and collectivization step by step. This
would receive the support of the poor and middle peasantry, 70
percent of China’s population.

“Only when each peasant has a farm and three horses can there
be socialism in the countryside,” retorted Liu Shao-chi.

The plenum finally passed resolutions that the state economy

*Yenan: Base area in North Shensi, established in 1935 after the Long
March. (Eds.)
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and not private economy should be “in the leadership role,” and
that agriculture should be led from individual operation to col-
lective development “‘step by step.” Priority for manufactured
goods would go to the rural areas; the supply differences between
city and countryside were to disappear.

[But] the two-line struggle on the ideology and strategy of de-
velopment continued. It would be 1953 before Mao Tsetung won
a clear victory on the definition of the period ~ “consolidation of
new democracy” or “transition to socialism.” Liu Shao-chi
appeared to surrender to Mao’s policies. But as the ensuing years
would show, he continued to hold on to his own views.

‘ N 7HY did Mao Tsetung, despite his clear knowledge of Liu,

despite his bursts of irritation against Liu, keep the relation-
ship going, allow Liu so much latitude and power for so long?
Why did Liu become Mao’s heir in 1959, only to be expelled from
the Party in 19682 Why was the tremendous upheaval of the
cultural revolution “entirely necessary and appropriate,” and the
only means whereby Liu Shao-chi could be removed?

The answer to these questions is the story of China’s dynamic
building during the past quarter of a century. In this gigantic
drama personalities and events intertwine.

What kind of person was Liu Shao-chi? Mao is glowingly,
glaringly accessible, his foibles known, his charisma evident. But
even Edgar Snow, who met Liu several times, found him unyield-
ing to description. So did the imaginative André Malraux, whose
apt description (to the author, in a personal interview) was: “A
gramophone record.” Liu could never achieve that immediate
warmth which characterized Mao. Tales of Mao’s wit, bursts of
laughter or anger, acerbic irony or apt quotation abound. He is a
living story, a legend and a reality. But Liu needed an organization
around him to come alive.

Liu was probably a far abler committeeman than Mao; he was
a good apparatus organizer, a lover of order, rules, and programs.
Diplomats found him answering questions in a meticulous style,
unlike Mao’s apparently rambling talk, But Liu had no earthiness;;
he was at ease only in an office. He was an executive of merit but
not a mass leader; a man who needed an organization to buttress
him, discomforted by spontaneous or unexpected phenomena.

In short, Liu was a typical mandarin, a Confucianist bureaucrat,
such as China produced by the millions during 2,500 years of
Confucianism,

What of the relationship between Liu and Mao? This relation-
ship, with its built-in “contradiction,” can be dated to 1937, when
a disheartened Liu was in Yenan, “holed up to write his reports”
as his “good friend” Chang Kuo-tao says. He produced a long
diatribe condemning all CCP policies for the past 16 years, dub-
bing them “left adventurism,” reproving peasant uprisings as
reckless. Liu wanted a merger of the CCP with the Kuomintang,
dissolution of the Red Army, and a CCP campaign to “reform the
Kuomintang from within.”

This capitulationist stance caused “a severe shock” and was
called “outrageous” by some Politburo members. Mao, however,
sought Liu out, reasoned with him, and brought him around.

There were personal, practical, and ideological reasons for
Mao’s behavior. To begin with, Mao’s behavior towards erring
colleagues is to seek them out, talk with them, persuade them to
correct their errors, Mao not only taught this method for Party
unity, he practiced it. His authority, and the high regard and
respect surrounding him (even from those who disagree with him),
were earned by this trait in his makeup, which he has established
within Party norms. Backbiting, malice, slander, harsh and cruel
treatment towards comrades repel Mao. “Save the patient by
curing the disease” was Mao’s motto. Ideological deviations are a
disease, to be cured by patient teaching, persuasion, criticism and
self-criticism. Throughout his life Mao Tsetung would never
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believe that men could not change, or that they would be un-
willing to do so once they knew the truth.

Party unity was Mao’s overriding concern. To add more
antagonism by treating Liu harshly would have strengthened the
opposition to Mao. Liu had been frank, openly stating his views.
Up to the end of his long and bitter struggle against Liu, Mao
would still insist that Liu “did things openly.”

But there were other sound reasons for Mao’s gestures. Liu was
leading underground organizations in the areas behind Japanese
lines, controlled the liaison links with the cities and the urban
intelligentsia, inaccessible to the rural guerillas who had Long
Marched their way to the base in Yenan. Liu thus built up his own
headquarters within the Party, side by side with Mao’s. He was
valued by Mao as a hardworking organization man. And there is
no better evidence of Mao’s concern for Party unity, and the
future of the revolution, than that he not only put up with Liu but

Chairman Mao
visiting
Chingkangshan,
1965. (Photo:
Hsinhua News
Agency)

also gave him power and honor, hoping all the while to “convert”
him from his right-wing views.

From 1945 onward, when Liu Shao-chi’s position as vice-chair-
man was secure, the occasions on which he opposed Mao multi-
plied; he seems to have gone on believing until the end that he was
right (he died in 1974 of cancer, aged 76). But the climate intro-
duced in the Party by Mao Tsetung, the style of handling Party
unity by admitting debate and opposite views, the ‘“‘struggle by
persuasion,” is the reason that the “alliance and struggle” situa-
tion with Liu endured so long.

Until 1965, despite many occasions when Mao Tsetung berated
Liu Shao-chi (more or less openly), he would not take action
against Liu, because he still hoped that Liu was “curable.” But
when the “contradictions” with Liu grew to a point which Mao
Tsetung felt jeopardized the future of the Chinese revolution, he
called upon the Chinese masses to topple Liu Shao-chi.

The two men differed above all in their concept of revolution, of
what a Communist Party should be. For Liu Shao-chi, the Party
was an elite of good and honorable men, assiduously striving for
correctness, operating an efficiently honest bureaucracy, acting
with objective paternalism towards the docile and subservient
people, who had to be “led” at all times. This view, whether Liu
knew it or not, was elitist Confucianism, related to the “tutelage”
concept under which Chiang Kai-shek had operated during 20
years.



For Mao, the Party leaders could err; the Party must, therefore,
at all times “‘struggle” with itself and relate itself to the masses;
once it became an elite, it betrayed the revolution. The Party’s job
was not to do things for the people, but to teach the people to
become the decision makers, master the policies, and carry them
out themselves. “It is to the advantage of tyrants that the people
remain stupid; it is to our advantage that they be intelligent.”

Liu was attracted and repelled by Mao’s talent for fruitful chaos,
by his great vision and fire and poetry, by the elemental strength
which is Mao Tsetung, yet all the more insistent upon his own
aloofness, his self-centered gentleman’s pride. Liu must have been
irked by Mao’s combination of uncouthness and elegance, jocose
ribaldry and classic wit, all those diametrical opposites which make
up Mao Tsetung’s personality. The most galling thing of all must
have been Mao’s immense popularity with the people; even when
going against Mao’s line, Liu would have to quote Mao to get a
hearing.

Liu would never have imagined the cultural revolution; that
Mao would risk destroying his own organization to protect the
revolution could not be understood by a man for whom the
organization was all, the revolution a by-product of the Party.
Liu would always be afraid of the tempests that Mao called to
birth; the release of the masses’ initiative, those immense tidal
waves which have shaken China and made her leap forward into
her own future.

OET and peasant, classicist and Marxist theoretician,
master of the strategy of modern war, and liberator of
the creative energy of his people, Mao in his thinking
and his vision of the world transcends national boun-
daries. The most important thing he has taught all men

is that there is no end, only perpetual beginnings, in a revolution.
At 82 Mao is as ready as at 22 to launch into the future, as deter-
mined to press on as when he wrote the poem “Seize the day, seize
the hour!”

To change the world and to change man has been man’s age-old
dream; Mao has shown that man’s self-willed transformation is a
determining factor in societal change. All moral and ethical values
of the past are challenged in this self-remolding; so often they are
but props of ancient tyrannies. “History has set us a great task,
not only to know the world, but to transform it,” said Mao,
quoting Marx and speaking as a Communist, in the vanguard of
a proletariat whose historical destiny it is to change the world. But
for this the proletariat must remold itself as well; the vanguard
must constantly overhaul its own assumptions; all too easily can
it be perverted and become the very exploiter it sought to lay low.
“Socialist society, born out of the old exploiting societies, is . . .
still stamped with the birthmarks of the old society from whose
womb it emerges,” Marx had said. And Mao repeats it.

Another lesson which Mao has taught the world is that in
socialism there must be revolution within the revolution; that the
people must have the right to revolt against the leadership when it
errs. The legitimation of dissent, revolt, is the guarantee for pre-
serving revolutionary purity; as recently as July 1975 Mao stated it
was “healthy for our state and our Party” to put up big-character
posters, accusing high-ranking officials in the streets of Peking and
other cities.

This perpetual “blooming and contending” is seized upon by
those who have not understood Mao’s thinking as evidence that
China’s revolution will fail. There is talk of power struggles and
of tensions, instability and internecine conflict at Mao’s death;
withering corruption and warlordism. How can China achieve
the drive, popular mobilization, and technological competence
for the gigantic task still before her without using material incen-
tives? Zeal and abnegation sooner or later will yield to
“revolutionary fatigue.” The rising tide of consumer expectations

will inevitably catch hold of the Chinese people. Complacency and
inertia will slow down, not accelerate, China’s progress. So runs
the argument against Mao’s line today. Mao Tsetung would be
the last man to gainsay such dire predictions. Every day, for the
last five years, the Chinese press has warned against the dangers
of revisionism, of capitalist restoration in China. Every day there
are exposures of errors and misdeeds; frank and revealing articles
debate the two-line struggle and the class struggle which goes on
among the 8oo millions and in the Party.

Since 1971, and Lin Piao’s death, the consciousness of this
danger — revisionism, capitalist restoration — has haunted Mao
more than ever. In 1966 already he had written to his wife Chiang
Ching: “If the right stages an anti-Communist coup d’etat in
China, I am sure they will know no peace either and their rule will
most probably be short-lived . . . because it will not be tolerated
by the revolutionaries who are 9o percent of the people.” But
because the system was not yet consolidated enough, “if people
like Lin Piao come to power, it will be quite easy for them to rig
up a capitalist system.”

1t is in the full knowledge of this danger that consolidation and
political education movements have been undertaken since 1971.
The Tenth Party Congress of August 1973 and the new Party
constitution ; the National People’s Congress of January 1975 and
the new state constitution which replaces the 1954 constitution;
the movements against Confucius and for the establishment of the
dictatorship of the proletariat — all are geared towards the ultimate
goal: speeding up the continuing revolution of China to attain
communism as swiftly as possible.

HE stimulus which made this acceleration possible is un-

doubtedly the Lin Piao affair, since criticism of Lin Piao,
linked to the anti-Confucius drive, is still going on years after his
death.

“A bad thing . . . can turn into a good one.” The negative lesson
of Lin Piao brought about a profound psychological change
among the Chinese millions. One instance is the succession issue.

Mao, after his visit to Moscow in 1957, was perturbed by the
changes in the USSR and the crisis of succession after Stalin. He
then tried to establish a succession, for he was aware of the
deep-rooted tradition of the Chinese people that demands incarna-
tion of supreme authority in one individual. Even up to the early
1960’s peasants would come to kneel before the portrait of Mao in
Heavenly Peace Square in Peking and say: “We have a new
emperor.”

By 1964 Mao’s views on succession had changed; no single
person could be really entrusted with an authority compared to
his own. He was beginning to doubt Liu Shao-chi, and he realized
that a collective leadership could not stand up against a single
unscrupulous figure, who would not exhibit the integrity, forbear-
ance and compunction Mao had shown in using power, because
the masses were still not aware of the danger. Mao’s most fetching
quality is perhaps his candid and prolonged faith in his colleagues
and comrades. “People can change, can’t they ?”” he said in October
1966, when he was still trying to save Liu Shao-chi. But in 1971,
after Lin Piao’s treachery, it was a sad Mao who observed: “It
seems very difficult for those who have committed gross errors of
line to change.” Undeniably, Lin Piao’s betrayal caused Mao great
personal grief.

In order to assure his heritage, Lin Piao had utilized a tradition
far older than Marxism: that of the Confucian ruler, superman,
genius, representing heaven’s will, adhering to “the rites” and
tradition. “Collective leadership weakens personal responsibility,”
said Lin Piao. “On his part there was a process of development
and self-exposure, and on our part there was also a process of
getting to know him,” said Chou En-lai later (August 1973).

In 1964 Mao began his great campaign for training a generation
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of “successors,” not one but “millions of them.” This is to be the
Party’s central task; it enforces a handing over of power, not to a
small clique but to the masses in general. And it makes collective
leadership essential. The new constitution of January 1975 repeats:
“All power in the People’s Republic of China bclongs to the
people,” who are to exercise this power through elected people’s
congresses at all levels, and have the power to supervisc the
deputies elected and to replace them at any time according to
provisions of law.

The shock of Lin Piao’s treachery and death was salutary; it
wrenched millions away from their traditional demand for a
father-image incarnation of power; suddenly the two-line struggle
made sense for many who had been puzzled by it.

The discovery of betrayal “among the highest” made the idea
of a collective leadership acceptable and popular. It was now
imperative that there be more and better understanding of
political theory, so that it would be more difficult for another
Lin Piao to rise. “We should study more, read more Marxist-
Leninist works,” said Mao. Lenin had said that “On the ground
cleared of one bourgeois generation, new ones continually appear
as long as the ground gives rise to them.”

“For a long time to come there will still be two-line struggles
within the Party . . . 10, 20, 30 times . . . Lin Piaos will appear
again, and so will persons like Wang Ming, Liu Shao-chi, Peng
Teh-huai.”* Thus Chou En-lai, quoting Mao, who had said that
even when communism was reached, there would still be contra-
dictions and struggles, albeit in a different form. Even then “some
people like Chiang Kai-shek” might still emerge.

The difference is that now people expect such confrontations.
The secrecy which surrounded intra-Party struggle and caused a
shock every time a crisis occurred is being openly criticized by
some of the younger “masses.” There is at present possibly too
much gossip about the continuing struggle, surmise about who is
at loggerheads with whom, which caused Red Flag in October
1974 to admonish people “not to listen to alleyway rumor-
mongering.”

Because the masses now feel they have a right to know, and read
the press with so much greater political acumen and critical sense
than before the cultural revolution, the two-line struggle may
somewhat change in aspect. Explosive situations peter out under
the weight of public opinion (inevitable as the arguments develop),
and new and as yet unpredictable forms of “struggle” may now
occur.

There is no obvious bourgeois class in China; but the example
of Lin Piao and his supporters showed how easily it could resur-
rect. Where, how, in what manner was a new bourgeoisie en-
gendered in a socialist state? How could it be curbed and pre-
vented from usurping power? This is the meaning of the
“dictatorship of the proletariat” over the tenacious bourgeoisie.

“There is no ten-thousand-li Great Wall between the working
class and the bourgeoisie in the old society . . . in the transition
period, all need to transform themselves” (Mao, 1974). The pro-
letariat is not born with a priori Marxist correctness; it also has to
remold itself; and only when it achieves the emancipation of all
mankind will it also be emancipated. The lesson of the USSR was
that a neo-bourgeoisie, a new exploiting class, could crop up as a
“state capitalist monopolist bourgeoisie of bureaucrats and state
functionaries” which would have even more power than ordinary
capitalists, with no competition to curb it. The crux of the matter
was in the problem of ownership. Who really owns the industries,
agriculture, the various sectors of the economy? Who really is the
decision maker?

*Peng Teh-huai: Minister of Defense from the early 1950s until 1959
who attacked the Great Leap Forward and the formation of the com-
munes, and advocated dependence on Soviet economic and military

aid. (Eds.)
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Lenin had already analyzed the problem. “Small production
engenders capitalism and the bourgeotsie continuously, daily,
hourly, spontaneously, and on a mass scale.” “This also occurs
among a section of the workers and a section of the Party mem-
bers,” added Mao Tsetung. “Both within the ranks of the pro-
letariat and among the personnel of state organs there are people
who follow the bourgeois style of life.”

This wholesale denunciation of the “bourgeois wind” empha-
sizes the constant vigilance which must be exercised. This can
only be done with the most open debate and permeability to
criticism from the lower levels upward.

Only a proletariat imbued with scientific Marxist ideas, with a
commitment to them, and occupying positions in all sectors,
including the universities, the news media, and the administration,
can curb and control this perennial rise of “bourgeois” ideas.
Once the proletariat allow the newly engendered bourgeoisie -
who resent participation in physical labor, who resist having their
children work in the countryside and use influence, corruption,
and pressure to get them into universities, who will spout but not
perform; and who still put family ties, clan ties, above the public
good - into positions where they can manipulate government
machinery, then China will surely slide into the same state as the
USSR, a “‘state capitalist monopoly bourgeoisie” of bureaucrats
and state functionaries.

Just as in 1949, there are in China today a right tendency which
wants no change, or change so slow that political advance is en-
dangered, and a left wing which wants immediate and drastic
change. Both will damage the goal of accelerated political and
economic advance. It is necessary once again to read Mao Tsctung,
to seec how he functioned in leading the tremendous’advance of
the Chinese people, step by step, never faltering but flexibly, from
medieval to modern times in less than three decades.

The meaning of ‘“all-round dictatorship over the bourgeoisie”
in all spheres and at all stages of development is precisely this
awareness and curbing in the ideological sphere, in order to abolish
all classes and all class distinctions, all the relations of production
and the social relations corresponding to them which give rise to
classes. This really means a wholesale revolution of all the ideas
that result from past social relations. Only careful, vigilant res-
triction to prevent capitalism in the countryside from re-emergence
can do it, and over a certain period of years.

Will this political leap forward jeopardize economic advance?
Will there be resistance to it on such a scale that China will
become “‘revisionist” ?

The experience of the last 25 years disproves this contention.
Despite all dire predictions, China has been advancing so swiftly
in the building of her own prosperity because of, not in spite of,
the swift ideological prosecution of the revolution. But it will
mean that turbulent two-line struggling will continue. From now
on it will consciously involve - for it must — the majority, the
masses.

Nothing on this scale, or of this importance, has been attempted
by any “socialist country,” least of all by the USSR, where on the
contrary political revolution was halted in favor of “economic
advance” and there was a retrogression: inequalities are worse
than ever; agriculture is at almost the same production level as
before 1917; and the USSR has changed into a predatory
imperialist power, with vaulting ambitions of world domination,
an economy totally militarized, but backward in consumer goods
and amenities for the people.

By pushing her revolution forward China has turned her back on
hegemonic ambition, and trusted not only her own people but all
the people of the world to do the same one day, including the
Russian and American peoples.

And who can say that, in the long term, Mao Tsetung’s vision
of the future will be wrong? ®



If It's Tuesday,
This Must Be Texas

by Tom Gold

Chinese visitors tour the U.S. at a gallop

Betiween China’s Liberation in 1949 and the
Shanghai Communique of 1972, when there
was virtually no contact between the U.S.
and Chinese governments, individual Ameri-
cans only occasionally visited the People’s
Republic. A big breakthrough came when
the U.S. Table Tennis Team was invited to
tour China in April of 1971, and the Chinese
accepted an invitation for an exchange visit
the following year.

The National Committee on United
States-China Relations, a private organiza-
tion, was selected to help host the Chinese
Table Tennis Delegation in April 1972. That
fall, the Committee on Scholarly Communi-

cation with the People’s Republic of China
(CSCPRC), another private group supported
by several U.S. professional societies,
assisted in a visit by Chinese scientists and
physicians. The following year a CSCPRC
delegation was invited to China and, while
there, worked out the first “package” of
exchanges with  China’s  counterpart
organization, the Scientific and Technical
Association.

In the summer and fall of 1974 I was
asked to travel with Chinese groups being
hosted by the National Committee and the
CSCPRC. Below are some of my experi-
ences with two of the delegations.

At a dinner party, members of the Chinese agricultural delegation
present gifts to their American hosts. (All photos: T. Gold)

Friendship is a two-way street. Although
much has been written about the experiences
of Americans in China, little has been re-
ported here about the visits to our country of
several hundred Chinese since the Shanghai
Communique of 1972, which paved the way
for people-to-people exchanges between the
two countries. Having had the good fortune
to accompany several groups of Chinese
during their tours in the United States, I have
seen firsthand the great reservoir of friend-
ship and enthusiasm for China that exists
throughout America and have also had a
chance to observe how the Chinese react to
our society.

The Agricultural Sciences Delegation, for
which I helped arrange a tour and was a co-
leader, and the Wushu (Martial Arts) Dele-
gation, with which I was an interpreter,
offered fascinating contrasts in their inter-
action with Americans. The latter was an
entertainment troupe of 35 people, marvel-
ously skilled in the traditional Chinese
boxing, sword play, and acrobatics collec-
tively called wushu, who moved constantly
amid large crowds, while the former con-
sisted of just ten men and women ranging in
age from the 20s to the 70s who sought
intensive technical and scientific exchanges
about agriculture with small groups of
Americans.

Since the American and Chinese scientific
communities had been estranged for over
two decades, the basic plan of the scientific
visit was to whisk the Chinese around to six
or seven advanced agricultural research
centers dealing with subjects in which they
had expressed interest. They could thus get
a general impression of the type of research
being done in the United States and, it was
hoped, would feel inclined to return to spend

Tom GoLD is a graduate student in Boston who
visited China with the USCPFA in 1975.
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To grow better crops: in a Champaign, Illinois, cornfield, Chinese agricultural scientists swap

data with their American host, Dr. Howell of the University of Illinois.

more time in just a few places. The Chinese
expression for this kind of touring is zou-ma
kan-hua - ‘“‘viewing flowers from horse-
back” — and it describes the situation quite
accurately.

The science group was an interesting mix-
ture: older intellectuals, some educated in
the U.S. and the Soviet Union; an educated
youth who had settled in the countryside;
and an interpreter with experience in Asia
and Africa. Women held up one-third of the
sky.

The members were interested in cotton,
corn, wheat, and soybeans. To accommo-
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date everyone we twice had to divide the
delegation. On the first split, I went with the
cotton subgroup of four Chinese to Texas
A & M while the wheat subgroup went to
the University of Minnesota. Our adven-
tures on the Texas trip will give an idea of
one of these galloping tours.

The original plan was to fly to Dallas after
a stop in Stoneville, Mississippi, then go by
hired vanto Texas A & M at College Station,
appreciating the Texas landscape en route.
But the plane was two hours late and we
wound up driving for six hours through the
vast Texas darkness. The only glamour was

A

provided by a Texas Highway Patrol escort
the entire way.

In College Station we headed for the Holi-
day Inn, whose neon sign read “Welcome
Chinese Delegates.” Our local coordinator
had been patiently waiting all evening. Since
it was 11:45 and we had not had dinner,
Professor Yu, the head of the delegation,
sent the coordinator home and the rest of us
went down the highway for a snack at
Sambo’s.

It was Saturday night. Sambo’s was the
only place in town still open, and it was
jumping. Tables were crowded with teenage




girls performing for their male counterparts,
and vice versa. A large group of bowlers
came in. Qur party found a table and ordered
sandwiches, with the exception of Professor
Yu. He had discovered earlier that his favor-
ite American food was pie, so he asked for
chocolate cream pie (the only flavor left) and
declined to order anything else. However,
while I was explaining what Saturday night
means in small-town USA, he consumed
someone else’s salad and orange juice.
Sunday was a free day. After breakfast
(the Chinese loved grits) and a glance
through the newspaper, we strolled around

town, visiting a Piggly Wiggly supermarket
and a residential area.

That afternoon a reception at a private
home enabled us to meet the local notables
and the scientists we would be talking with
during the next few days. The Chinese
presented gifts — fans and silk embroideries —
to the host and hostess and then joined small
clusters of Americans. Later we toured the
house and noted the microwave oven, dish-
washer, and sprinkler system.

The formal briefings began at the univer-
sity on Monday with explanations of
land-grant colleges, the peculiarities of
Texas agriculture, and the research interests
at Texas A & M. Professor Yu spoke a bit
about cotton-growing in China.

Then came a round of sessions in labs and
field plots at which each expert discussed
work in progress and the latest findings.
Interspersed were meals and tea and the
distribution of many reprints of scientific
articles.

Two young women from Taiwan assisted
with technical interpreting. Both were
apprehensive about meeting “mainland
Chinese.” That night one of them brought
her husband and a few others to our motel
for a chat with the delegation. The Chinese
attach much importance to helping their
compatriots from Taiwan get a clear picture
of the People’s Republic to correct the dis-
torted view they grew up with.

I did similar informational work with
some Texas A & M people, telling them
about Chinese history, the necessity of revo-
lution, and the new China. The Americans
were cager to learn about their guests and
their country, so I made a great effort to
dispel negative preconceptions and answer
their many questions. The Americans and
Chinese quickly took to each other and got
along famously on a scientist-to-scientist and
person-to-person level. In some cases, two
scientists working on similar projects would
begin discussing their work early in the
morning and continue non-stop until day’s
end.

On the final day there was a quick morn-
ing briefing and then packing before we
boarded a commuter plane to Dallas. A
spinoff of Hurricane Carmen hit us a half-
hour before takeoff but Juckily disappeared
as quickly as it had come. At the Dallas
airport we had Fritos, Hershey bars, and
cokes to tide us over as we waited to com-
plete the trip to Champaign, Illinois, where
we were reunited with the other half of our
delegation.

I recount details to impress upon readers
that these trips are 24-hour-a-day introduc-
tions to the most sophisticated and most
banal aspects of American life. Things we
take for granted — a small-town eatery on
Saturday night or the ritual of changing
planes — are often matters of great curiosity

to foreign guests. Multiply these impressions
by ten and you have an idea of a Chinese
scientific visit to the U.S. My role was a
mixture of tour leader, interpreter, inter-
mediary, sinologist, public relations man,
and constant companion.

Chinese-American exchanges are of great
significance, but to the participants, as time
passes, they boil down to experiences in
human interaction. One thing that impressed
the Chinese even more than the high level of
science and technology, the advanced equip-
ment, the skyscrapers, the wealth, or the
landscape was the friendliness of the Ameri-
cans they met. [ can only speculate as to their
preconceptions, but their comments showed
they were truly overwhelmed by what they
experienced — the ovations, the autograph
seekers, and the moving farewells.

After a visit to a family farm near Cham-
paign, Liu Yu-xiang, a woman scientist, and
I were chatting about our impressions of
each other. She said, “You are like the sun at
eight or nine o’clock in the morning” — a
famous quote from Chairman Mao. Then
she added, “You young people have a great
hope for the future.”

In ChampaignIlearned that Fiddler on the
Roof was to be on television. I was eager to
see how the Chinese would react to that
story. In the afternoon we attended a recep-
tion given by the Chancellor of the Univer-
sity of lllinois. Afterwards we stopped off at
a Kentucky Fried Chicken (fried chicken had
become a favorite food) and bought dinners
to go. We convened in a motel room to eat
and watch the film. I explained the historical
setting and then translated.

The Chinese were greatly interested. If I
laughed at something impossible to trans-
late, they would badger me to explain it. As
I had hoped, they began to discuss the
movie’s relevance to their own history and
struggle. Oh, yes, they had had arranged
marriages, and low status of women, and
family oppression, and other feudal rem-
nants of Confucius, but now all that was
changed. Later, in discussing some aspect of
the old China, they would smile and exclaim,
“Tradition!”

On the bus to Ames, lowa, Ms. Xie and
Mr. Xu elaborated. Ms. Xie felt the ending
was bad — it should have shown the younger
people with their hopes for the future; and
not made us sympathize with the old man
threatened by the loss of his old-fashioned
ways. Mr. Xu said each daughter suffered
from a different kind of oppression: money
and feudal tradition, czarist political oppres-
sion, and the racism of the old czars.

*

The Wushu Delegation toured for 25 days,
visiting and performing before enthusiastic
standing-room-only crowds in Honolulu,
San Francisco, New York, and Washington,
D.C. There were receptions, visits to a fac-
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The Wushu troupe visits the UN building in New York City.

tory, a museum, a ranch, schools and
homes, a picnic complete with frisbees, a trip
to the White House, and get-togethers with
local chapters of the US-China Peoples
Friendship Association. We tried to reach as
many people as possible through personal
contact and the media. Everywhere we went
there was a mob scene.

Members of the delegation came from
different occupations, backgrounds, and
regions of China. They included officials of
the All-China Sports Federation, physical
education teachers, truck drivers and other
workers, a typist, and students, among them
three children. There is no formal Wushu
group as such in China, comparable to the
Shenyang Acrobats who are famous as a
team. The Wushu performers were selected
from all over China after competitions at
various levels.

The plane trip from San Francisco to New
York gave the visitors a chance to experience
American society in microcosm. I translated
a Walt Disney film that was shown in flight.
It concerned a bourgeois careerist who gets
his daughter admitted to college through the
back door, is appalled when she drops out
and takes up with leftist protesters, but con-
vinces her to return to the good life after
treating her to lunch at a swank Fisherman’s
Wharf restaurant. The Chinese liked the
slapstick. We leafed through the airline’s
magazine and I explained the ads and the
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Members of the Wushu troupe visit Sea Life Park in Honolulu.




meaning of “the good life” as personified by
an unctuous-looking headwaiter in a tuxedo.
Two Girl Scouts in uniform paraded up and
down the plane’s aisle but I never succeeded
to my own satisfaction in explaining to my
Chinese companions the difference between
the Girl Scouts of America and the Red
Guards.

We had a snack of lox and cream cheese
and worked together to polish up my trans-
lation of a speech to be delivered upon
arrival. As I sat between Gao Xi-an and
Kang Ge-wu, they requested that I write out
the English alphabet. Gao was a 30-year-old
worker in a factory in Xian (Sian) that makes
parts for bridges. Although he had never
studied a foreign language, he carefully and
imaginatively transcribed the English sounds
in Chinese characters. Kang, a student at the
Peking Physical Education College, wrote
the lyrics of the children’s song “I Love
Peking’s Tian An Men” in my notebook and
we ran through it until I could do it solo.

After we landed, our buses to the city were
stuck in traffic and this provided an oppor-
tunity to point out landmarks of the New
York skyline.

Zhang Fu-yun was a 29-year-old physical
education teacher from Shanghai whose
Wushu skill electrified the audiences. One
night, riding back to the hotel after a Madi-
son Square Garden show, he told me with
great feeling: “When I am on stage after a
performance and see the American friends
standing and smiling and applauding us, I
know I am serving the people. The Ameri-
cans are truly a great people.”

Captain of the 13 women performers was
Chen Dao-yun. After her return to China I
was glad to read an article she had written,
published in People’s Daily, describing her
favorable impressions of Chinese-American
friendship. Among them she cited the Bilt-
more Hotel chef in New York who prepared
a special cake for the delegation. In icing it
bore the Tian An Men seal, the Wushu team
pennant, and “Bon Voyage” in Chinese.

“This was no ordinary cake,” Chen
wrote. “This was a symbol of Chinese-
American friendship.” And she added,
“During this visit and these performances, I
felt deeply that foreign friends watch the
show so enthusiastically not only because
they like Wushu, but because they desire to
understand China and promote friendship.”

To see something of American middle-
classlife, the Wushu group visited Columbia,
Maryland, a planned community located
between Washington and Baltimore. After
looking at the recreational facilities, we split
up and went to separate homes for lunch. 1
accompanied a group visiting a Black family.

Chen Dao-yun, who is about five feet tall,
affectionately greeted one of the daughters
of the house and asked how old she was.
When the girl, who was about five feet five,

Zhang Fu-yun (back to camera) performs a dazzling Wushu maneuver for an American

audience.

replied “eleven,” Chen was flabbergasted.
Then the girl asked Chen the same question;
when the answer came back “twenty-five,”
it was the daughter’s turn for amazement.
Excitedly, she told another child, “She’s
twenty-five!”

As we toured the house, a local news
reporter tried to ask the Chinese some
provocative questions. Gao Xi-an was
puzzled at the idea of a 30-year mortgage. He
told his hosts about his own small rent,
which covered everything. The reporter
asked, “Would you like a house like this?”
Gao replied, “In the future we’ll have houses
like this too.” The reporter persisted, “But
would you like a house like this?” Gao
chose not to reply.

After a light lunch we looked at the play-
room, which contained a pool table. Li Lian-
jie and Qiu Fang-jian, aged 11 and 19, caught
on instantly and were hard at it until we had
to leave.

As the entire delegation reassembled,
photos were snapped and farewells said.
Zhou Tao, an ebullient truck driver from
Shandong (Shantung) intent on learning
some English, burst into “Home on the
Range,” singing in unison with his host
family. The Chinese had learned the song
phonetically before leaving China and sang
it on several occasions for American friends.

*

Since I traveled with these friends from
China we have not been out of touch. I have
exchanged letters with several of the Wushu

Delegation and when in China last year I met
friends from both groups. They told me how
they fondly recalled their trips to America
and how they had told friends about the
places they visited and people they met. The
agricultural scientists were utilizing informa-
tion gained during their tour.

The exchanges between our two countries
have been going on now for several years and
it appears that short-term trips will be the
rule for some time to come. Many obstacles
remain before we can increase the number of
longer visits. But each exchange leads to
greater understanding on both sides and
there is a cumulative effect.

When discussing intellectuals, Mao
Tsetung once wrote: “Our government
workers, writers, artists, teachers, and
scientific research workers should seize
every opportunity to get close to the workers
and peasants. Some can go to factories or
villages just to look around; this may be
called ‘looking at the flowers while on horse-
back’ and s better than nothing at all. Others
can stay there for a few months conducting
investigations and making friends; this may
be called ‘dismounting to look at the flowers.’
Still others can stay and live there for a con-
siderable time, say two or three years or even
longer ; this may be called ‘settling down.” ”

The potential of viewing from horseback
has in large part been realized. Both Ameri-
cans and Chinese can hope, before too long,
to enter the next stage and xia-ma kan-hua —
“dismount to look at the flowers.” )
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The Olympics
Rhubarb

by Peter Perl

Who's really playing games with the Games?

In July 1976, headlines all over the world
broke the startling news that athletes repre-
senting the Chiang regime on Taiwan were
barred from the summer Olympic Games in
Montreal, Canada. International Olympic
Committee (IOC) members, many sports-
writers, and U.S. government officials ex-
pressed outrage at the Canadian govern-
ment’s position — which was, simply, that
these athletes could not enter Canada to
compete in the games so long as they claimed
to represent the “Republic of China.” IOC
chairman Lord Killanin of Ireland solemnly
announced that “the whole world is abso-
lutely fed up with politics interfering with
sport,” thereby ignoring the fact that it is
precisely political maneuvering which has
kept the Chiang regime in the Olympics and
excluded the 8co million people — one-fourth
of humanity — of the People’s Republic of
China (PRC).

Despite efforts by groups such as the US-
China Peoples Friendship Association to
publicize the history behind the Canadian
decision, Canada has been vilified in much
of the Western press for depriving “poor
little Taiwan” of its “rightful” place in the
Olympics. The facts are that the “Republic
of China” on Taiwan has never been
officially voted into the Olympic Movement,
whereas the People’s Republic of China has.

PETER PERL is a journalist who has worked on daily
and monthly publications in Connecticut.

The chronology on page 23 has been excerpted
from “Why Is China Not at the Olympics?”,
Montreal Canada-China  Society and Amitiés
Québec-Chine, 1976; ARENA: The Institute for
Sport and Social Analysis, news release, July 9,
1976; *“The Historical Background to the China
Question and the IOC,” Iranian National
Olympic Committee, Teheran, July 10, 1976.
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Athletes representing the Chiang regime
have competed in former Olympics solely by
virtue of unilateral actions taken in the 1950s
by then IOC president Avery Brundage, an
American, and through the acquiescence
over the years of certain other IOC members.

No one — including the U.S. government,

i—

the People’s Republic of China, and the so-
called “Republic of China” — claims that
Taiwan is an independent nation, or any-
thing but an integral part of China. The
“Republic of China” does not claim to be the
government of Taiwan, but the legitimate
government of all of China. The claim of

Shi Yu-gui of Taiwan Province, now living in Japan, in competition
at the Third National Games. (Photo: Hsinhua News Agency)



course dates back to 1949, when Chiang
Kai-shek, his leadership totally rejected by
the Chinese people, fled to the Chinese
island province of Taiwan. The government
he set up (now led by his son Chiang Ching-
kuo) includes legislators who, having fled
the mainland in 1949, are periodically “re-
elected” to represent provinces in which
they have not set foot for almost 30 years!

Most nations, including Canada, have
long since rejected what Canadian Premier
Pierre  Trudeau «calls the ““Alice-in-
Wonderland” quality of the Chiang regime’s
claims, and now recognize the People’s
Republic as the sole legitimate government
of China. The PRC has been seated in the
UN, and the Chiang regime expelled. A
number of national sports federations recog-
nize PRC delegates as the only rightful
representatives of China at national and
international games. The position that the
PRC should be represented in the Olympics,
and the “Republic of China” expelled, is
supported by the Supreme Council of Sports
in Africa, the Asian Games Federation, a
host of Third World countries, Japan,
Yugoslavia, and many other nations. The
U.S. government and the I0C - whose
membership is weighted toward men of
position and wealth from the larger Western
countries - are among the dwindling number
of Chiang supporters.

The People’s Republic, after being voted
into the Olympic Movement and competing
in the 1952 Helsinki Games, withdrew in
1958 after its protests on the status of Taiwan
were ignored. The Chinese position is that
they cannot participate in any international
body — whether it is the UN or the Olympic
Movement — which also recognizes the
Chiang regime. Such participation would
imply some form of endorsement for that
regime as the rightful government either of
China or of Taiwan Province. The Chiang
forces have thus clung tenaciously to mem-
bership in a variety of world organizations,
trying to take advantage of China’s prin-
cipled stand in order to keep it from
participating in world bodies.

A brief look at the historical record (see
box) clearly shows that it is the IOC, not the
Canadians or the PRC, which has made the
Olympics a political football on the China
question. Despite the 1954 vote to recognize
the PRC All-China Sports Federation as sole
representative of China, and the 1959 ruling
that the regime on Taiwan “no longer repre-
sents sports in the entire country of China,”
a whole series of IOC back-room maneuvers
has kept the fictional “Republic of China’ in
the Olympics — even at the expense of the
I0C’s own rules. These twists and turns of
policy have moved the IOC from a “two
Chinas” stance, which managed to recognize
both the PRC and the “Republic of China,”
to a ‘“one China, one Taiwan” position,

1952: The People’s Republic of China (PRC) sends a team representing
all of China to the Helsinki Olympics.

1954: The annual meeting of the International Olympic Committee (IOC)
votes 23-21 to recognize the PRC All-China Sports Federation as sole
representative of China. But Avery Brundage, American president of the
IOC, unilaterally declares: “The IOC also recognizes Taiwan.”

1956: At the IOC Melbourne meeting, China protests Brundage’s unilateral
reinterpretation of Olympic rules.

1957: At the IOC Sofia meeting, China protests again.

1958: With no change in the situation, China withdraws from the Olympic
Movement.

1959: The IOC declares that the “Republic of China” (the Chiang Kai-shek
regime) can no longer claim to be the “Chinese Olympic Committee” since
“it does not administer sport in China.” After strong objections from the
U.S. government, Avery Brundage proposes that Chiang regime representa-
tives be readmitted not as the “China Olympic Committee” but as the
“Republic of China.”

1960: During the Rome Olympics, the IOC obliges Chiang regime repre-
sentatives to march under the banner of “Formosa,” an old Portuguese
name for Taiwan Island. The “Republic of China” protests, but participates
anyway.

1964—72: The Chiang regime is allowed to compete in the Tokyo, Mexico
City, and Munich Olympics as the “Republic of China.”

1970: Learning of attempts by certain IOC members to make friendly over-
tures to China, Avery Brundage, despite overwhelming rejection by the
Executive Committee, reports to the IOC General Assembly that the
Executive Committee recommends Henry Hsu — a Chiang regime repre-
sentative — for membership. Hsu is elected.

1971: Despite heavy U.S. government pressure on smaller nations, the
United Nations votes overwhelmingly to seat the PRC as the legitimate
government of China and to expel the Chiang regime.

1973: The Chiang regime has itself designated as an ‘“‘area” under 10C
rules — even though other IOC rules allow ““areas” separate status only by
permission of a national Olympic Committee, which in this case could only
be that of the PRC.

1974: The USSR admits athletes from the “Republic of China” to the World
University Games held in Moscow. During the World Bicycle Champion-
ships in Montreal, the Canadian government refuses entry to cyclists from
Taiwan claiming to represent the “Republic of China.”

1975 : In April Canada informs the IOC’s Lord Killanin that it cannot assure
entry of athletes claiming to represent the “Republic of China.” In May, at
a joint Rome meeting of the IOC Executive Committee and the National
Olympic Committees, 17 nations urge the Olympic Movement to accept the
application of the PRC which had been submitted at the IOC’s request. At
the IOC Executive Board meeting in Lausanne, there is an all-day debate
on the PRC application; the U.S. and Bulgaria oppose admission of the
PRC, while the USSR boycotts the debate. No decision is reached.

1976: On May 28, the Canadian government restates its official position to
the IOC — that it would not allow Taiwan Province athletes to enter Canada
so long as they claimed to represent the “Republic of China.” On July 1,
Monique Berlioux, current IOC Executive Secretary and former personal
secretary to Brundage, threatens to decertify the Montreal Olympics if the
Canadian government does not back down. On July 16, after two weeks
of maneuvering by pro-Chiang IOC members; of sensationalistic news
coverage which portrays the Chiang regime as the “underdog” without
giving the true history of the regime’s membership in the IOC; of U.S.
government pressure on the Canadian government and boycott threats by
the U.S. Olympic Committee; of one compromise proposal after another
to save face for the IOC and the Chiang regime — the outcome is announced:
the Canadian government holds firm to its basic position, the Games are
not canceled, and Chiang regime representatives refuse to compete unless
they can officially call themselves the “Republic of China.” During this
two-week period, the question of the PRC’s readmission to the IOC is
never discussed by the 10C.



which recognizes the Chiang regime but
leaves rather murky the question of exactly
what it represents (a “nation,” an “area ?).

In 1976, faced with the Canadian refusal
to go along with the farce of recognizing the
Chiang regime’s athletes as “China’s” dele-
gation to the Olympics, the IOC did its best
to whip up sympathy for the Chiang regime
as an underdog and threatened to cancel the
Games entirely if Canada did not change its
stand. When this proved unpopular, and
Canada refused to buckle under to combined
IOC-U.S. pressure, the IOC brought forth
various compromise proposals designed to
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allow “Republic of China” athletes to com-
pete under another label and to save face for
those caught in these inconsistencies.

Even sportswriters who had criticized
Canada becamefed up with these maneuv-
ers. The U.S. Olympic Committee (USOC),
which had threatened to boycott the Games,
was faced with a rebellion in the ranks of its
athletes and coaches, and backed down. The
Chiang regime sports representatives, left
high and dry by their erstwhile USOC and
1I0C allies, refused to compete under any
label but “Republic of China.”

Even after the “Republic of China”
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The Taiwan delegation to the 1975 Third National Games in Peking. (Photo: Hsinhua News Agency).

athletes packed their bags and left, however,
the distortions continued. The IOC and the
U.S. government have portrayed Canada as
caving in to Chinese pressure for fear of
jeopardizing trade relations with the PRC.
The IOC also accused Canada of waiting
until the last minute before the July Games
before announcing the “Republic of China”
ban. But both claims are false.

Canada has stood on the principle of “one
China, the PRC” since it severed ties with
Chiang and recognized the PRC in 1970.
“Republic of China” representatives have
not been permitted to enter Canada since



then. Even manufactured goods are not
allowed into Canada if they bear the mis-
nomer ‘“Republic of China” instead of
“Made in Taiwan.” Canada had officially
informed the IOC as early as May 28 that it
would not recognize “Republic of China”
athletes in the July Olympics, and in an
Olympics-related boxing tournament earlier
that year three boxers so designated were
refused entry into Canada.

Those who have criticized Canada’s stand
have also accused the PRC of trying to block
Taiwan Province athletes from competition
(while virtually ignoring the longstanding
exclusion of athletes from the mainland).
But, in fact, since the 1950s, the PRC has
invited athletes from Taiwan to compete for
spotson China’s national team, guaranteeing
full passage and travel visas between Taiwan
Province and the mainland. The Chiang
regime has never permitted this. However,

Taiwan-born athletes who now live else-
where (either on the mainland or overseas)
have regularly participated in the Chinese
National Games and as part of the Chinese
delegation to the Asian Games in Teheran in
1974.

To date there has been no decision on
acceptance of the PRC as the sole representa-
tive of the Chinese people at future
Olympics. The Chiang regime still clings to
its position in the IOC, and certain forces in
that body seem determined to maintain the
status quo — although from past experience
it seems clear that the “Republic of China”
will be repackaged under whatever label
seems salable at the time. In the 1975 debate
on the issue, the U.S. delegate opposed
admission of the PRC, while the Soviet dele-
gate boycotted the discussion. Soviet officials
at Montreal, when questioned about what
would happen at the 1980 Olympics in

Ex-Olympian Speaks Out

Olympic Movement. . . .

possible.

Sincerely,

Eugene, Ore.

To the International Olympic Committee:

As a member of the 1972 U.S. Olympic Track and
Field team, a member of the 1971 and 1975 U.S. Pan-
American teams, a member of the U.S. track team which
visited the People’s Republic of China, and a veteran of
some 17 years of competition, I am writing to urge the
acceptance of the People’s Republic of China into the

The fact that the athletes of the world’s most populous
nation are not included in the world’s greatest attempt at
promoting friendship through athletics most certainly
hinders the objectives of the Olympic Movement. The
“friendship first, competition second”” motto with which
the Chinese have received visiting athletic teams certainly
fits in with the Olympic ideals. . . .

The reality is that there is only one China, and that
China and its 800 million people are not now represented
in what cannot yet be called a worldwide movement.

Realistically, as well as idealistically, the admission of
the People’s Republic of China to the Olympic Move-
ment will be mutually beneficial. Action to include the
People’s Republic of China should be taken as soon as

P. Michael (Mike) Manley

29 June 1976

Moscow, answered with deceptive simplicity
that the USSR as host would recognize
whomever the IOC recognized.

The Olympics controversy over the
“Republic of China” dramatizes the con-
tinuing U.S. failure to uphold its commit-
ment expressed in the 1972 Shanghai
Communique: “all Chinese on either side of
the Taiwan Strait maintain that there is but
one China and that Taiwan is a part of
China. The United States Government does
not challenge that position.” Since then,
however, despite popular support for
recognition of the People’s Republic, the
U.S. government has failed to disengage itself
from the Chiang regime.

While reducing troops and withdrawing
some aircraft, the United States simul-
taneously increased its arms sales by almost
100 percent in 1975 and arranged for the
Northrop Corporation to build 180 F5E jet
fighters onTaiwan — more than offsetting the
withdrawal of fighter planes. Massive new
private investments have been encouraged,
and five new “Republic of China” consulates
have been opened in this country. Threats by
President Ford and the head of the U.S.
Olympic Committee to withdraw from the
Olympics if Chiang regime athletes were
blocked were ultimately futile attempts to
ensure the continued usurpation of China’s
rightful position in world athletics.

China’s friends in the international Olym-
pic Movement will undoubtedly press to seat
the PRC and to expel the Chiang group — as
the National Olympic Committee of Iran,
among others, already has. China’s friends
in the United States, with the US-China
Peoples Friendship Association playing an
important role, can be expected to pick up
the baton as well. During the furor over the
Montreal Olympics, the USCPFA campaign
to set the record straight attracted wide-
spread support. Several thousand Americans
signed USCPFA petitions urging the IOC to
recognize the PRC and change Taiwan from
full-nation status to its proper position as a
province of China, whose athletes could
compete as part of the regular national dele-
gation. This position was endorsed also by
several sports groups, including ARENA:
The Institute for Sport and Social Analysis,
which includes a long list of sportswriters
and athletes.

When the People’s Republic of China
finally takes its rightful place in the Olympic
Movement, it will not just be a victory for the
Chinese athletes from all provinces who will
finally be able to compete in the Games. The
real winners will be the sports fans and
Olympic competitors from all over the world
who will be able at last to see the athletic
representatives of one-quarter of humanity -
and to judge for themselves the Chinese
practice of “friendship first, competition
second.” °
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Incident at
ian An Men

by Wayne Decker, John Duray, and Jane Wheeler

Eyewitness account o f historic demonstrations

What really happened in Peking’s Tian An
Men Square on April 5? We were among a
group of American visitors who witnessed
some of the dramatic events in a week that
included violent counterrevolutionary inci-
dents, the removal of former Acting Premier
Deng Xiao-ping (Teng Hsiao-ping) from all
his leadership posts, the election of Hua
Guo-feng as the new Premier, and the largest
major street demonstrations in China since
the Cultural Revolution. Why did these
things happen, what did they mean?

Eyewitness to History

When we arrived in Peking on the evening
of March 30, we saw thousands of people
involved in a tribute to Chou En-lai. Long
lines of workers, students, and neighbor-
hood groups were carrying wreaths honor-
ing the late Premier to be placed at the
Monument to the People’s Heroes. Our
guides told us that this was the time of the
traditional Qing Ming (Ching Ming) festival,
an ancient holiday commemorating the
dead. This year in Peking, Qing Ming was
being celebrated on a a larger scale than in
recent years because it was focused on the
revered Premier Chou.

When we asked whether our group might
also present a wreath, we were politely told
it was best not to. Our friends suggested that
we could honor Chou by remembering him
in our hearts and emulating his revolution-
ary spirit. The government was trying to dis-
courage extensive celebration of the feudal
holiday. This was our first inkling that ten-
sion surrounded the Qing Ming activities

WAYNE DEecker, JoHN Duray, and Jane
WHEELER are USCPFA activists from the Balti-
more, Pittsburgh, and West Side Los Angeles
Associations respectively. They and 19 others were
part of a National Activists Study Tour that visited
China during the events described.
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and that some people may have had other
motives for participating than honoring
Chou’s memory.

On Monday, April 5, as our group was
returning from Dazhai (Tachai) around 5
P.M.,, some of us drove past Tian An Men.
The square was filled with thousands of

people. Shortly afterward, from our hotel
windows, several of us noticed smoke rising
from the direction of the square. We heard
rumors from other foreigners at our hotel
that the removal over the weekend of the
hundreds of wreaths that had piled up near
the monument had brought a large crowd to

A small group of counterrevolutionaries manipulate the spontaneous sentiments of grief
and respect for the late Premier. Urging the people to bring wreaths to the Monument
to the People’s Heroes, they planned to symbolically link the revolutionary Chou with
the capitalist-roader Deng Xiao-ping, provoke a violent incident, and claim that the
army was “suppressing the people.” Instead, Peking’s Workers’ Militia - volunteers
from local factories — led in putting a swift end to their plan. (Photo: J. Duray)



the square during the day and that violent
incidents of some proportion had occurred.

Those who visited Tian An Men on Mon-
day night encountered an exceedingly tense
atmosphere, with soldiers, militia, and police
on duty. We were free to walk around the
square, but when we stopped, a militiaman
politely but firmly asked us to keep moving.
We noticed that wreaths had been removed
and that no one was sitting in front of the
gate to the old imperial Forbidden City, as is
the custom in quieter times.

The rumors about Monday’s violence
were corroborated by the absence of people
in the usually crowded square on Tuesday
and Wednesday, but the Chinese press did
not speculate on the as yet unclear nature of
events. Two days later we learned from
Radio Peking that although as many as
100,000 people had gathered at the square on
April 5, only a fairly small number were
involved in the violence; the others “came to
see what was happening.” (Remembering
our ride past the square on Monday after-
noon, we found this quite believable.) The
violent events of that day had included the
burning of cars, the looting and burning of a
People’s Liberation Army barracks, and
personal attacks with knives and daggers
against army soldiers and other citizens who
tried to stop the vandalism.

Early Wednesday evening a few of us
walked to Tian An Men where we saw a
large crowd of people listening to radio
broadcasts from loudspeakers. As we re-
turned to the hotel a large formation of
people marched out of the night, carrying red
flags, beating a cadence on drums and cym-
bals, and shouting slogans. This parade
struck us as an event of great significance,
but we had no idea of the reasons behind it,
since we had been unable to understand
what was being said through the loud-
speakers.

Back at the hotel we met with others from
our group. Since about one-third of our 22
people read and spoke Chinese with varying
proficiency, we were able to ask the workers
on our floor if such a parade was common.
In an excited conversation carried on in both
English and Chinese, they told us that a radio
broadcast had announced that the Central
Committee of the Chinese Communist Party
had removed Deng Xiao-ping, the Acting
Premier and Vice-chairman of the Party,
from all his leadership posts and had elected
Hua Guo-feng as Premier and First Vice-
chairman of the Party, a newly created post.

Why had this happened ? One factor, they
told us, was the strong suspicion of Deng’s
involvement in Monday’s violence at Tian
An Men. It seemed that a number of people
had tried to use the Qing Ming commemora-
tion of Chou En-lai to create a “counter-
revolutionary political incident™ in support
of Deng Xiao-ping and his policies and had

tried to link Deng with the popular late
Premier. When we asked the workers about
the connection between Chou En-lai and
Deng, they made a very clear distinction.
While Chou had always taken the lead in
supporting the masses of the Chinese people,
our friends in the hotel felt that Deng’s

policies favored the establishment of a small
ruling elite in China. One worker, obviously
disturbed by the question, said pointedly,
“Don’t speak of Chou En-lai and Deng
Xiao-ping in the same sentence. Premier
Chou En-lai was a very great man.”

It was after talking to these hotel workers
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“The area was the scene of mass parades. Trucks crowded Changan Boulevarde for hours. It
was the kind of scene you remember for the rest of your life.” (Photo: C. Mellor)

announces Deng Xiao-ping’s dismissal from office and the appointment
of Hua Guo-feng as the new Premier. (Photo: W. Decker)
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that we heard the earlier-mentioned report
of Monday’s incident on Radio Peking.
When the program was over, we suddenly
realized that all the workers except one were
gone from our floor. Then we heard loud
noise from outside the hotel and went run-
ning out to see what was happening. We
found a large parade, much like the one a
few of us had seen earlier in the evening, and
when we moved closer to the marchers we
recognized some of the hotel workers from
our floor. Though it was a very cold night in
Peking, some of them had not stopped to put
on their overcoats and wore only their thin
white cotton service jackets.

This was the beginning of a night of vigor-
ous marches and celebrations supporting the
two decisions of the Central Committee. The
din of cymbals, gongs, and drums was punc-
tuated only by the shouting of chants as the
entire area quickly filled up with more and
more people. Trucks loaded with militia,
peasants, industrial workers, and neighbor-
hood groups crowded Changan Boulevard
for hours to the accompaniment of militant
drumbeats. The drama of the scene was tre-
mendous; it was the kind of event you
remember for the rest of your life.

At first, recalling the tension of the pre-
vious three days, we felt it was inappropriate
for us to try to mingle, even in small groups.
But, wanting to absorb as much of the scene
as possible, we put aside our misgivings and
walked up and down Changan Boulevard,
through Tian An Men Square, watching the
celebration. We felt we were watching his-
tory in the making - history being made by
the people.

The demonstrators greeted us with warm
smiles, and some on foot and in passing
trucks clapped as they noticed us on the
streets. We applauded in return. At one point
an especially enthusiastic member of our
group raised his fist and shouted Mao Zhuxi
wan sui! — “Long live Chairman Mao!”
When the shout was returned by a group of
Chinese on a passing truck, our misgivings
completely disappeared.

Inlight of the number of “dateline Peking”
and “eyewitness” accounts that appeared in
the Western press about these events, it is
perhaps significant that we saw no other
Westerners in or around the square during
that whole long evening. As the night wore
on there were fewer foot-marchers, but the
truck convoys continued. Finally, at 3:30 in
the morning, the last of us returned to the
hotel, utterly exhausted — but the demonstra-
tion was still going on in the streets.

After a brief sleep, we awoke at 7 A.M. to
find the parades still going strong. Thurs-
day’s marches, however, had much more of a
holiday feeling. Crowds of schoolchildren in
brightly colored clothes filled the streets,
waving flags and banners. Despite the holi-
day atmosphere, however, factories, schools,
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At Qinghua (Tsinghua) University outside Peking, in a courtyard set aside for the
purpose, rows and rows of big-character posters signed by teachers, students, and
cadres express support of the Central Committee decision. (Photo: Hsinhua News Agency)
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Home-made flags flying, trucks bring people from factories and outlying communes
to central Peking to join the celebration. (Photo: C. Mellor)
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On foot, by bicycle, or in hastily decorated trucks, more and more people join the
demonstrations — clapping, cheering, singing, and shouting slogans. (Photo: D. Gunnell)

and stores were still operating as usual —
people found time during their regular work
or school schedules to join the celebration,
much as the hotel workers had done the
night before.

Peking’s mood was duplicated in other
cities we visited, where mass parades and
rallies had been held simultaneously with the
events in the capital. Wall signs and big-
character posters supporting the two deci-
sions of the Central Committee were
everywhere.

Friends of China may wonder, as we did
ourselves, how all of this fits into the broader
context of the continuing Chinese Revolu-
tion. Our conversations in China and our
reading of Chinese press materials helped us
place the dramatic events of April in per-
spective,

Cultural Revolution Deepens

We were aware before our departure for
China that Deng Xiao-ping and possibly
others in government were under serious
criticism (although not by name) in the cur-
rent political campaign to “beat back the
right deviationist attempt to reverse correct
verdicts” — in other words, the campaign to
prevent misleaders from undoing the
achievements of the Cultural Revolution. To

put it very simply, the aims of the Cultural
Revolution that began in 1966 were to stop
the development of a new elite, a special
intellectual/managerial class; to ensure that
China’s government serves the interests of
the broad masses of the people; and to
guarantee that China’s political and cultural
life is shaped by full, active, and knowledge-
able participation by the workers and
peasants.

Deng Xiao-ping stood accused of attempt-
ing to negate these aims and of trying to
restore pre-Cultural Revolution standards
and goals in many fields. During our group’s
visit to Qinghua (Tsinghua) University in
Peking, we learned that the current political
campaign against Deng and others like him
grew out of a debate at Qinghua about the
merits of the educational changes in China
since 1966. Overall, the campaign is con-
sidered a continuation and deepening of the
Cultural Revolution. The “socialist new
things,” as they are called, which emerged
from the Cultural Revolution were pointed
out to us and held up for praise wherever we
went.

“Socialist new things” in government and
administration include:

e the establishment, at all levels from work-
shop floor or peasant brigade on’ up, of

Revolutionary Committees with worker and
peasant representation to handle the daily
operation of factories and communes;

e cadre schools, combining study and
manual labor in six-month terms;

e a requirement that all cadres participate
regularly in physical labor on the job, to
remind government and Party officials of
their duty to “serve the people” and help
them to keep in touch with the masses.

In education, the new forms and institu-
tions include:

* “open-door” education, which links the
classroom with society by sending students
and teachers to factories and communes to
learn the practical problems of production,
and by bringing workers and peasants to
schools and universities as instructors;

e agricultural and technical institutes estab-
lished by peasants and workers within their
communes or factories, stressing the idea
that scientific and technical knowledge is not
the private property of a select few;

 “open-door” scientific and technical re-
search linking the scientist in the lab with
mass experimentation by people at the grass-
roots level.

“Socialist new things” in health care
include:

e a network of paramedical workers known
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At Tian An Men Square, site of the original incident, a huge parade of workers,
peasants, and soldiers caps the celebration. (Photo: Hsinhua News Agency)

as “barefoot doctors” and ‘“‘Red medical
workers”;

e the establishment of cooperative medical
health services in the countryside.

The new developments in art and culture
are typified by:

» modern revolutionary operas and plays
stressing the heroism and outlook of work-
ing people;

e “spare-time” worker and peasant artists,
such as the Huxian (Huhsien) peasant paint-
ers, who create works reflecting their daily
lives and concerns.

These “socialist new things” from the
Cultural Revolution are the very features
that initially excited many Americans’ inter-
est in the People’s Republic, and are so much
a part of our image of new China that we
tend to take their existence for granted. Yet
Deng Xiao-ping and those linked to him, we
were told, voiced harsh criticisms of the
“socialist new things” in order to undermine
and do away with them - thereby “reversing
correct verdicts” and trying to carry China
back to the pre-1966 period.

What sort of criticisms did Deng Xiao-
ping and his supporters make ? One common
thread ran through all they said: the desire
to put “experts” and “authorities” in com-
mand, coupled with disdain for the abilities
of ordinary workers and peasants. Accord-
ing to Chinese sources, Deng promoted the
idea that leadership should be based on
technical expertise or professional ability,
rather than on the will to serve the people
wholeheartedly. “Relying on the workers,
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peasants, and soldiers is only relative,” he
said, in contrast to the revolutionary belief
that relying on them is how history is made.
Moreover, Deng thought that young cadres
who emerged during the Cultural Revolu-
tion had been promoted too fast, and he
wanted large numbers of them removed
from their leadership posts. This was seen as

an attempt to sabotage the “three-in-one
combination” (old, middle-aged, and young)
of the Revolutionary Committees.

Deng reportedly insisted that the Com-
munist Party leadership in China erred
in “not understanding professionalism,”
whereas the workers, peasants, students, and
cadres we spoke to all across the country
welcomed the fact that these “socialist new
things” try to integrate technical experts and
high-level research with the workers’ and
peasants’ own efforts to increase production
and improve technology.

Deng Xiao-ping’s attacks on the achieve-
ments of the Cultural Revolution struck at
something close to the hearts of China’s
working people. They view him as the latest
representative of a long line of “capitalist
roaders.” These are people who achieved
responsible posts in the government and the
Communist Party, and then attempted to
steer China’s development along a path of
specialization and bureaucratic decision-
making, ignoring the needs of the people and
downgrading their ability to participate
effectively in all areas of society.

One old cadre in Shanghai summed up the
sentiment of the people we encountered
throughout our three-week visit. Asked
about the significance of the current cam-
paign, he explained that for the Chinese
people, identifying and combatting the
influence of “‘capitalist roaders” among
Party leaders had been a long and continuing
process, and that the current struggle repre-
sented a major turning point: “For 27 years
we weren’t clear about this question: now
we are clear.” ®

Members of the USCPFA National Activists Study Tour - eyewitnesses to many of
the Tian An Men events — pose with their Chinese guides. (Photo: D. Gunnell)



Worker to Worker

by Sylvia Sandroff

Trade unionists find out how Chinese working people live

““Answers, answers, you're always looking
for answers,” our Chinese guide laughed.
“What may be answers for here, today, may
be different for there, tomorrow. Take back
impressions, not answers.”

But our group of trade unionists from 11
different industries knew that when our tour
of the People’s Republic was over, the people
back home would want answers about the
new China. In particular, we wanted to
know how the Chinese system of govern-
ment affected the lot and life of working
people.

Before we could begin to satisfy our
curiosity, we had to overcome the decades of
isolation from China that had left us Ameri-
cans with little knowledge. And, for their
part, the Chinese knew little about our
group. Expecting American union members
to be only from heavy industry, they had
arranged our trip to emphasize factories and
mines. They were surprised by the presence
of teachers, entertainers, hospital, office, and
government workers. They hastily shifted
the tour to cover the interests of our group,
and as we went along we requested other
changes. Our repeated requests resulted in
our paper mill workers visiting two paper
mills not on the schedule, our baker promot-
ing a visit to a noodle factory, and our
construction worker leading the group to an
apartment house site where we were given
bamboo hard-hats to wear.

After many hours of trading information,
we began to understand the essential fact
about Chinese economic life — that the
country is run by and for the working people
Since Liberation, China has been able to plan
its economy. Wages and prices are set
centrally, with the National People’s Con-
gress — the highest law-making body -
responsible for the wage system. Workers

SYLVIA SANDROEF is a former member of District
1199, National Union of Hospital and Health Care
Employees, and is presently working in the health
field. She visited China in September 1974.

Many women - like these workers in a machine tools plant — now hold jobs that were
formerly “for men only.” (Photo: N. Woronov)

have a strong voice in deciding their produc-
tion quotas.

Although overall planning is done at the
national level, benefits, wages, and working
conditions do vary from place to place
because of uneven resources and political
development. In a brand-new factory, for
example, safety conditions are superior to
those of an older plant. In China’s largest
auto factory,in Changchun, we learned that
while the government sets wages according
to an eight-grade system, workers are
assigned to their grades by their own com-
mittees, according to the work they do, their
skill, and how long they have worked, with
high-seniority workers getting the higher
salaries. This unequal wage system is seen
as a hold-over from the old society, however,

not the way of the future, and wherever
possible, the inequalities are being reduced.

The pay of auto workers ranged from
$16.75 to $57 per month. People who work
under dangerous or difficult conditions are
entitled to supplements which are called
“reliefs.” For example, workers in very
dusty areas are given extra wages for nutri-
tional relief; those working in extremes of
heat or cold get extra pay for special cloth-
ing. Workers at the gigantic forge we visited
got nutritional relief and also a break every
two hours with refreshments provided by
the plant.

A bench worker we spoke to at the auto
plant was in the sixth wage grade, earning
$33.50 a month plus reliefs, for a total of
$42.50, so the reliefs made an appreciable
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difference. To illustrate the actual buying
power of his wages, this worker told us that
before Liberation his father earned the
money equivalent of about 107 pounds of
rice a month; the son’s wages would buy
534 pounds, though of course he does not
spend all of his earnings on rice.

We asked to eat at the auto workers’
cafeteria rather than to return to our hotel
for lunch. Here, as elsewhere, the food was
very cheap and as good as any we got in our
hotels. A dish of pork and beans was four
cents; soup with meat and vegetables was
seven cents. Many workers and their families
eat three meals a day at the plant; a full-
course dinner, we were told, costs about
20 cents,

When we visited the home of Ms. Zou, an
auto worker, she described her budget with-
out a trace of hesitation. Her family’s incomc
is $85 a month for three workers. Her
monthly rent, including utilities, is $6.25,
and food and other expenses run about $5o0.
“What are you saving for >’ I asked, and she
answered, somewhat surprised, ‘I have
three daughters!” as if expecting us to under-
stand. Our guide explained: “We have no
dowries, but when our children get married
we like to give them nice presents.”

A radical difference between pay scales

Clinics provide free medical care for workers and their families. (Photo: D. Bronson) in China and the United States is that

While their parents work, pre-school children play at day-care centers on the factory grounds. (Photo: H. Glasser)
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Lathe operator. (Photo: C. Kissinger)
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managerial positions do not generally carry
a higher salary. Since the Cultural Revolu-
tion, leadership is viewed as a responsibility,
not a privilege. As we went through the
Heavy Machine Plant in Shenyang we were
introduced to a man working on one of the
machines who was the “responsible person”
for this enormous factory. He was doing his
“labor time,” spending at least one month
every year on the shop floor to keep in touch
with the actual experience of production and
to maintain close ties with the workers.
Although he was vice-chairman of the
Revolutionary Committee, his salary was
the same as it had been when he was a
machinist.

A highlight of our factory tours was a
visit to a metal ware plant in Tianjin
(Tientsin) in which 109 blind workers, 5 deaf
mutes, 9 physically handicapped, and about
so non-handicapped people work. Special
buses bring the handicapped workers to the
factory, local grocery stores make deliveries,
a team of tailors comes in once a week to
mend clothes, and Braille books and ortho-
pedic appliances are supplied free. The
responsible person of the factory was a blind
man who recalled the life of a blind person
before Liberation. They were at the very
bottom of society. They could only get
money through begging on the streets and
“nobody cared whether we lived or died.”
In new China, handicapped people are
encouraged to fully participate in the politi-
cal and social life of the community. The
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metal ware factory we toured, the first of its
kind in Tianjin, served as a model for the
additional 13 now in operation. As if to cap
their achievements, the workers ended our
visit with a magic show and musical per-
formance in which the blind vice-chairman
sang in a lovely tenor voice.

Grievances

The day-to-day work of the American
trade union officials in our tour group con-
sists of interpreting union contracts and
settling workers’ grievances. We asked a lot
of questions about workers’ rights in China
and how their grievances are handled. The
concept of “grievances” was hard to explain
to the Chinese, who no longer live with the
“boss versus worker” situation. When we
finally made clear what we meant, they said
complaints of any kind are brought to the
factory Revolutionary Committee and can
be appealed to the next higher body, usually
the municipal Revolutionary Committee.
Everyone has the constitutional right to
“speak out freely, air views fully, hold great
debates, and write big-character posters.”
Moreover, the Constitution specifically
guarantees workers the right to strike.

Another right of workers is to refuse to
work if they feel that conditions are unsafe
and may endanger their lives. We were told
of the miner in Tangshan who reported to
his team leader that a pipe was leaking and
might be dangerous. The team leader, in his
eagerness to meet the production quota, told
the workers it wasn’t really risky — to go
ahead and work. The workers discussed the
possible danger among themselves and voted
not to work. The team leader then had no
choice but to call the maintenance depart-
ment. Workers can’t be fired in China, and
he couldn’t have gotten a court injunction
against their work stoppage even if he had
wanted to, because in China the people are
the owners of the mine.

Safety

As trade unionists we were particularly
alert to safety precautions on the job. At the
No. One Auto Factory in Changchun, our
electrician pointed out some exposed wires
to the committee escorting us, which hastily
had them taken care of. The senior workers
have a particular responsibility for safety
and there is an ongoing safety education
program with special meetings held twice
a month. The relatively small number of
accidents, 11 during the first nine months of
the year for this large plant, attested to the
effectiveness of the program.

At Shenyang Wool and Textile Mill a
member of the Revolutionary Committee
brought up the problem of their ‘“‘industrial
environment.” The looms generate tremen-
dous noise and throw a lot of waste and dust
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into the air. He felt the matter required more
attention than was presently being given.
Qur group offered criticism of the open
sandals worn by many factory workers
(especially in the south) and the general lack
of safety footgear in the factories we visited.

The most impressive advances in safety
we found were in the Lin Shi mine in
Tangshan. The mine had a go-year history
of occupation by foreign owners, and
suffered two notorious massacres during the
Japanese occupation. The mine owners had
treated the workers as “tools that could
talk.” They paid a death benefit of $20 for
a miner killed at work, but $100 for a mule
killed in the same accident. The British and
Japanese abandoned the mine because it was
no longer profitable, but after Liberation it
was reopened. “We need the coal and we
had the people who could get it out,” our
guide explained ; “under the new system it is
profitable.”

The once common disasters of floods, gas
explosions, and cave-ins are no longer a
danger at Lin Shi because of strictly enforced
safety regulations. Ventilation is carefully
controlled by state law; if a mine cannot
supply 6 to 9 cubic meters of air per person,
the miners are not permitted to go down to
work. The temperature is kept cool enough
so the workers don’t have to strip to the
waist anymore.

Our group was quite thrilled at the invita-
tion to journey deep into the pits clothed in
heavy miner’s clothing. We saw how strong
jets of water are used with the coal-cutting
machine to keep the dust down — a precau-
tion against black lung disease, which we
were told is now under control. Yet, even
with all the safety precautions, the life of a
miner is still a very hard one. That is why
miners retire at 55, five years earlier than
other male workers. One retired miner we
met volunteers his time at the orchard run
by the mine. ““After 44 years in the mine,” he
told us, “anything I do out in the sun is not
work.”

Benefits

Wages, working conditions, and griev-
ances are not the only concerns of active
American trade unionists. The medical
insurance, pension plans, and welfare funds
of American unions are examples of efforts
to improve the total living conditions of
working people. In China, free on-the-job
medical care, day care for workers’ children,
and decent housing are also considered
workers’ rights. Under China’s socialist
system, these benefits are part of a highly
integrated system to meet all human needs.

An example of how the housing need is
being met was revealed to us on a construc-
tion site in Shenyang. The site was near our
hotel, and though not on our schedule, a

visit was arranged after we repeatedly re-
quested it. The buildings were similar to
those of a New York City housing project.
We were told that the foundation had been
dug by high school students as part of their
participation in production. The guide
pointed out that the painters working on the
sills and frames of the casement windows
were women. (It seemed our constant ques-
tioning on the role of women had preceded
us because they pointed out the women
workers without our first asking.) One-
quarter of the workers on this site were
women.

We asked who pays for these buildings
and they said “us.” The rent paid by the
people in the city goes to their equivalent of a
housing authority and is used to construct
new housing. I was disappointed that the
new apartments would have shared toilet
facilities and no showers, so that residents
would have to use public baths. The auto
workers’ homes we had visited in the north
were built in 1958 but had better facilities.
The guide explained that the need for hous-
ing in this area was very acute. He pointed
out the row of sheds, without sanitary
facilities, where people who will occupy the
new buildings now live. ‘“The first priority,”
he said, “is to get people out of the hovels
now, rathef than wait until we can afford to
build the ideal housing for all.”

The spirit of friendly confrontation
marked many of the question-and-answer
sessions between the guides and our group.
In the first few places we visited we were
asked to submit all questions in advance, but
we found this very unsatisfactory and asked
that our questions be answered one by one.
We persisted in this and in most places our
proposal was accepted, so we were able to
trade information in earnest with the
Chinese. On our last night, when our
guide chided us about wanting ‘“‘answers,
answers,” we told him we expected to be
asked many questions when we got home.
He grinned and kidded us: “Have them
submit their questions in advance - and
ignore those you don’t know.”

Since returning I've had to admit ignor-
ance on many aspects of China, because a
three-week trip does not make one an expert.
But there’s one question I always have
pleasure answering. When someone asks
how the Chinese feel about American
workers, I always recall a warm day outside
a miner’s home in Tangshan when we
noticed a grape vine loaded with big purple
grapes. One of our group told the hostess
that in our country the grape pickers had
been on strike and that we had been boy-
cotting grapes for a long time. Hearing this,
the neighbors immediately ran to the vines
and brought us cluster after cluster of the
grapes, until we had to plead “enough.” @



China’s Nuclear
Policies

An interview with Jonathan D. Pollack

“The atom bomb is a paper tiger.” It’s people, not weapons, that count

Is China’s current nuclear capacity a threat
to the U.S.¢?

That’s really two or more questions. One
has to look not just at Chinese capacities,
and their conduct in developing and deploy-
ing nuclear weapons, but at their intentions —
the underlying policies which guide these
developments. Since 1963, even before their
first nuclear test, official Chinese policy has
been that ‘“at no time and under no circum-
stances will China be the first to use nuclear
weapons.” China has in fact never deviated
from this defensive posture, either in its
stated policies or in its actions.

But purely in terms of capabilities — that is,
appropriate weapons and a delivery system
that could reach the U.S. mainland — the
Chinese are not even close to being a
“threat.” The Chinese have no military bases
outside of China from which to launch an
attack, and no submarine-based missiles.
They do not have even a limited-range
ICBM - intercontinental ballistic missile —
system. The Chinese purportedly tested
such a missile as early as 1970, but have
never deployed it. To reach even the nearest
mainland cities, the Chinese would need
missiles or bombers with a range of 6,000
miles or more. According to the best avail-
able estimates, China’s principal delivery
system now consists of:

Number Kind Range in Miles
50 Medium-range ballistic missiles 700
20-30  Intermediate-range missiles 1,750
400 Medium-range bombers 1,000
65 Intermediate-range bombers 2,000

In quantity of weaponry, sophistication,

Dr. JoNATHAN D. POLLACK is a Research Fellow
in the Harvard University Program for Science and
International Affairs. His area of specialization is
China and international armaments.

or “reach,” advanced nuclear technology is
still really a two-power game between the
U.S. and the USSR. China’s entire weapons
stockpile is somewhere around 300 nuclear
and thermonuclear warheads. To put that in

Dr. Jonathan D. Pollack

context, estimates of U.S. stockpiles, world-
wide, go as high as 20,000 warheads, includ-
ing 1,054 land-based ICBMs; the Chinese
have zero. In terms of sophistication, China’s
current weapons systems are roughly equiva-
lent to systems deployed by the U.S. and the
USSR since the late 1950s. Their medium-
range bomber, for instance, is based on a
Soviet-designed plane of 1950 vintage. By
no conceivable calculation, then, do China’s
present capacities threaten the U.S.

Is this generally accepted now? Haven’t
we been warned a number of times about the
danger of a Chinese nuclear attack?

Indeed, succeeding secretaries of defense —
MacNamara, Clifford, Laird - issued grim
warnings about the potential Chinese threat.
From the time of the first Chinese nuclear test
in 1964, there was evidence of technological
capabilities beyond what we expected them

to have. Then, the fourth Chinese test was
fired from a rocket, and China took only
some 32 months to go from its first nuclear
to its first thermonuclear explosion — a
shorter time than it had taken any other
nuclear power. So, from very early on,
Chinese nuclear power was feared because
their progress seemed so rapid.

The China issue also got wrapped up in
the politics of the anti-ballistic missile
debate. For some time the official rationale
for deploying a “thin” ABM system was as a
defense against Chinese missiles — since the
system obviously couldn’t cope with the
vastly greater Soviet capacity. This rationale
later changed but at the time it argued for an
exaggeration of Chinese potential. Only
since the early 1970s has there been a general
reassessment, partly due to the quasi-
normalization of Chinese-American rela-
tions, and partly because of the way the
Chinese nuclear program has proceeded —
and not proceeded.

How has the Chinese program “proceeded
and not proceeded”?

The whole development and disposition
of Chinese nuclear forces strongly suggests a
limited, defensive program. Let me explain.
In a purely offensive or first-strike strategy
the idea is to strike without warning and
totally disarm your enemy’s ability to
retaliate. For that, you need to match or
exceed your opponent’s warmaking capa-
cities while keeping up your own defenses
against a possible first strike. Your delivery
systems must be geared toward very rapid
release, and it helps to get your weapons as
close to the enemy as possible — on foreign
bases if necessary, or aboard submarines.

A second-strike or purely defensive
strategy is quite different. It involves the
ability to inflict some unacceptable damage
on an attacker #f you are attacked; the idea
is to deter an attack. De Gaulle once talked
about French nuclear strategy as the capa-
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city to “tear off an arm” of the Soviet
Union if the Soviets attacked France. The
Chinese have dispersed their missiles widely,
hidden them in caves, camouflaged them,
put up dummy missiles, and they rotate
their bombers from airbase to airbase. A
Soviet military planner, then — and the
Chinese believe an attack is most likely to
come from the USSR at this time — can’t be
certain he’s identified and located every
Chinese warhead, which would presum-
ably make him hesitate before ordering an
attack.

Thie disposition of Chinese missiles — plac-
ing them in caves, and so on — and the fact
that they presently rely on liquid-fuel
missiles rather than the more “rapid-fire”
solid-fuel missiles employed by the Ameri-
cans and Soviets, are also signs that China’s
systems are simply not geared toward quick
release of nuclear weapons in a first strike.

But given the relatively small size of
China’s nuclear forces, isn’t their strategy
of necessity defensive at this point?

Certainly. But there is also considerable
evidence they are quite content to have a
defensive force only. Despite early fears that
they would do so, they have deployed no
nuclear forces abroad, either on bases or
submarines. They have shown no inclination
to use nuclear weapons to intimidate or
control small non-nuclear nations, or in
general to make their military weight felt in
international affairs. Finally, since the early
1970s the Chinese have refrained from
deploying systems which they have shown
themselves perfectly capable of deploying,
such as intermediate-range missiles and
bombers. Some argue that the Chinese are
merely concentrating on research for long-
term developments instead of present
deployments, and certainly Chinese research
continues. But I can see no sign that they are
taking certain steps — increased testing, and
so on — they would have to be taking if they
were really going “full speed ahead.”

The limitations on the Chinese program
also coincide with debates in the Chinese
press which indicated some individuals
were placing an overly great credence in the
power of nuclear weapons in world politics.
It seems evident to me that the opposite
viewpoint, which has always been Mao
Tsetung’s viewpoint and a major influence
in Chinese foreign policy, carried the day.
All these developments of course are thor-
oughly consistent with China’s stated goal —
a credible defense, not a reaching after
“superpower” status.

Don’t other nuclear nations claim that
their weapons systems are essentially defen-
sive?

Certainly no nuclear nation except China
has made a flat “no-first-use” declaration.
The notion of keeping one’s options open
runs very deep in Soviet and American mili-
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tary planning. The idea is that, for example,
if the U.S. can threaten the USSR with un-
acceptable damage for certain kinds of acts,
such as a conventional invasion of Western
Europe, the mere threat would deter an
invasion. And, for that, one must retain the
“first-use” option.

Is that what’s called ““nuclear blackmail” ¢

Not exactly. Nuclear blackmail can be
roughly defined as an instance where a
nuclear nation threatens use of those
weapons to gain advantages it otherwise
could not have. The Cuban missile crisis of
1962 involved mutual nuclear blackmail -
the Soviets threatening nuclear retaliation
if the U.S. invaded Cuba, and the Americans
threatening the USSR unless the missiles
were removed from Cuba.

In fact, most of the blatant instances of

were more interested in war than in peace,
but since then the Chinese arguments have
gained considerable support, since both
treaties in fact tend to certify a world divided
into two categories — the nuclear and non-
nuclear powers.

Giving the nuclear nations . . .

Exactly — the potential to dominate, if they
so wish, the non-nuclear nations. And given
the pre-eminence of the U.S. and the USSR in
nuclear weaponry, the treaties can be seen as
an endorsement of dominance by the two
superpowers. The Chinese are also highly
skeptical of any arms control agreements
involving only the two superpowers, such as
the SALT negotiations, which the Chinese
term a “smokescreen” behind which the
superpowers continue to ‘‘contend for hege-
mony.” Now whether or not one believes the

The atom bomb is a paper tiger. This famous saying by Chairman Mao
Tsetung is known to all. This was our view in the past and thisis still our
view at present. China is developing nuclear weapons not because we
believe in the omnipotence of nuclear weapons and that China plans to
use nuclear weapons. The truth is exactly to the contrary. In develop-
ing nuclear weapons, China’s aim is to break the nuclear monopoly of
the nuclear powers and to eliminate nuclear weapons. “Detonation
Statement” following China’s first nuclear test, October 16, 1964.

nuclear blackmail have been directed against
China. In 1953, just after President Eisen-
hower assumed office, the U.S. stated it
would use “all military means at our dis-
posal” if the Korean armistice negotiations
did not proceed to end the fighting in Korea.
During the Taiwan Strait incident of 1958 —
as we know from documents of the time,
since declassified — not only did the U.S. hint
at possible use of nuclear weapons, but
contingency plans were made for such use.
Various sources report that Soviet military
planners were considering a pre-emptive
strike on Chinese nuclear facilities during the
Sino-Soviet border conflict of 1969. At any
rate there was during this whole period some
reason for the Chinese to feel threatened and
to develop a defensive nuclear force.

Why has China refused to endorse the
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty of 1963 or the Non-
Proliferation Treaty of 1968¢

The Chinese reject the essential premises
of these treaties — their argument being that
no nation has the right to dictate the terms of
another nation’s defense program. Accept-
ance of these treaties would necessarily
prevent non-nuclear nations from develop-
ing nuclear weapons systems — as it would
have prevented China’s own nuclear
development. At the time, China’s refusal
was seen as an indication that the Chinese

U.S. and the USSR are locked in a struggle
for world dominance, the Chinese criticisms
are in essence quite accurate. The wholesale
upgrading of American and Soviet strategic
forces has actually continued, independent
of any agreements reached.

Don’t the Chinese support any disarma-
ment proposal?

Oh, yes. The Chinese propose that all
nations, not just the nuclear ones, take part
in a conference for “the complete prohibi-
tion and thorough destruction of nuclear
weapons.” As an earnest of intent, the
Chinese also call upon the nuclear nations,
especially the superpowers, to adopt “no-
first-use” declarations and withdraw nuclear
armaments within their own borders. So far
no nuclear nation except China has adopted
such policies or shown much interest in the
Chinese proposals. '

In view of the Chinese attitude toward
“non-proliferation” — that it is wrong to
deprive another people of means of defense —
have the Chinese supplied nuclear tech-
nology to Third World countries or
revolutionary movements?

No - neither weapons, materials, nor
technology. Reportedly both Libya and
Egypt sought at different times to buy
nuclear devices from the Chinese, but were
politely turned down. If this seems inconsis-
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tent with China’s stated policy, let me offer
a quote from a 196§ press conference by then
Foreign Minister Chen Yi, as reported in
Peking Review: “Any country with a fair
basis in industry, . . . science and technology
will be able to manufacture atom bombs,
with or without Chinese assistance. . . . [But]
in our view, the role of atom bombs should
not be overstressed.”

The Chinese argument seems to be that if
a state has the wherewithal and wants to
spend the money to develop nuclear
weapons, the Chinese will not interfere, nor
discourage it, but neither will they contribute
to it. I think this accords with the Chinese
attitude that atomic weapons are a some-
times necessary, but regrettable, evil, and
that one should not place too great a reliance
on them.

Mao Tsetung once called the atomic bomb
a “paper tiger” . ..

Yes; that statement and others by Mao
have been seen as evidence that he and other
Chinese leaders underrate the dangers of
nuclear war, and that this would lead to a
certain recklessness in Chinese policies. In
my judgment the Chinese have made some
rather realistic estimates of the possibilities
and limitations of nuclear weapons. Let me
give you another Mao quote, from a Decem-
ber 12, 1958, Politburo speech: “Only with
man can there be soil, only with soil can
there be wealth ; if a man is killed, what’s the
use of occupying soil ? I don’t see the reason
for the atom bomb, Conventional weapons
are still the thing.”

His meaning is that an imperialist nation
would not be likely to use nuclear weapons
on a large scale against a nation it meant to
control, because in the process the imperial-
ist nation would destroy precisely the things
it desired — resources, manpower, productive
capacities, or markets. He has also been
quoted to the effect that China has less to
fear from nuclear attack than other nations
because China’s population is so huge and so
highly dispersed — a simple statement of fact.
One could theoretically destroy all of
China’s major cities and still not even begin
to conquer China’s vast land area, its people,
or indeed its productive capacities. The same
is true, though to a lesser extent, of some
other countries. In 1963, the USSR made
some proposal about using nuclear weapons

Upon China’s first nuclear explosion, the Chinese Government
solemnly declared to the whole world . . . that at no time and in no
circumstances would China be the first to use nuclear weapons. We
always mean what we say. Speech by the Chairman of the PRC delega-
tion, Chiao Kuan-hua, at the Plenary Meeting of the UN General

Assembly, November 24, 1971.

to support’ revolutionary movements; on
November 19 of that year the Chinese asked,
via the editorial departments of People’s

Daily and Red Flag:
“How would a socialist country use
nuclear weapons to support . . . revolution-

ary struggle . . . ? Would it use nuclear
weapons on an area where a war of national
liberation or a revolutionary civil war was in
progress, thereby subjecting both the revo-
lutionary people and the imperialists to a
nuclear strike ? Or would it be the first to use
nuclear weapons against an imperialist
country which was waging a conventional
war of aggression elsewhere? Obviously, in
either case it is absolutely impermissible for
a socialist country to use nuclear weapons.”

Basically, Mao believes there will be a
certain “rationality” in using nuclear
weapons, and, as in these instances, such
weapons do not always provide a means of
obtaining one’s real objectives. “Conven-
tional weapons are still the thing.”

What about using weapons for nuclear
blackmail?

The Chinese are rather contemptuous of
nuclear blackmail, not only in principle but
also as a practical strategy. Suppose you
threaten nuclear attack, and your bluff is
called, what do you do? Attack, and risk
retaliation from the threatened nation or a
third party? Or back down, risking em-
barrassment and serious loss of “credibility”
for future actions? Thus, in the Chinese
view, nuclear weapons are powerful, but not
necessarily decisive, and a nuclear nation
should not fool itself into believing those
weapons give it more power than it actually
has.

The corollary of course is that people
should not submit to nuclear blackmail or be
terrorized by a nuclear attack which may
never occur. One of Mao’s classic dictums is
“dig tunnels deep, store grain everywhere,

The Chinese Government is loyal to Marxism-Leninism and proletarian
internationalism. We believe in the people. It is the people who decide
the outcome of war, and not any weapon. The destiny of China is
decided by the Chinese people, and the destiny of the world by the
peoples of the world, and not by the nuclear weapon....

We are convinced that nuclear weapons, which are after all created
by man, certainly will be eliminated by man. “Detonation Statement,”’

October 16, 1964.

never seek hegemony,” and as most people
know, the Chinese have built numerous
tunnels for civilian defense against nuclear
attack. Now I seriously doubt the tnnnel
system provides complete protection; cer-
tainly it does not mean, say, that in a massive
attack on Shanghai all Shanghai’s people
would survive safely underground. And I
think the Chinese are perfectly aware of this.
But the tunnels do convey, visibly and
directly to every Chinese citizen, a sense that
while there is danger and one must prepare
for the worst, one must also prepare to sur-
vive for the world which comes after the
“worst” — and that the Chinese will survive
as a people. Which takes us back to the
original quote. Atomic bombs have “tiger-
ish” aspects — they are dangerous — but they
have “paper” aspects as well, and one must
not, in Mao’s view, confuse respect for the
tiger with fear of paper bombast.

After the first Chinese nuclear test in 1964,
President Lyndon B. Johnson said: “The
Chinese Communist nuclear weapons pro-
gramis a tragedy for the Chinese people who
bave suffered so much under the Chinese
regime. Scarce economic resources that
could have been used to improve the well-
being of the Chinese people have been used
to produce a crude nuclear device which can
only increase the sense of insecurity of the
Chinese people. Other Asian nations have
wisely chosen instead to work for the well-
being of their people through economic
development and peaceful use of the atom.”

Has even a limited nuclear program been
a heavy economic burden to the Chinese?
How does Chinese spending compare with
Soviet and American spending?

Let’s accept the fact that highly specific
assessments of Chinese defense spending —or
comparisons between American, Soviet, and
Chinese spending — are almost impossible. I
am quite skeptical of the methods used to
calculate these costs. The Soviets and Ameri-
cans at least publish “defense budgets,” and
we can and do then quibble about their
accuracy and relative sizes; the Chinese
publish no figures. Estimates of China’s
defense budget range between 10 and 15
billion dollars, but that’s a very murky
figure. As a very rough comparison, the
official American budget goes slightly over
100 billion, and the Soviet budget — well, just
within this past year the CIA virtually
doubled its estimate of Soviet spending to an
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Fall/Winter/Spring
Vacations

ITCs, OTCs, and TGCs have, during
1976, entered the traveler’s lexicon,
and should be part of yours. The
abbreviations stand for Inclusive
Tour Charters, One-stop Tour Chart-
ers, and Travel Group Charters, and
they're just the thing for budget-
conscious travelers. To wit (all
prices from New York):

* Portugal — On Tuesdays, weekly,
to Lisbon, all-inclusive, $339, two
weeks $405. Various combinations,
such as Lisbon/Algarve, Lisbon/
Madeira, etc.

* Yugoslavia — Weekly on Satur-
days to Dubrovnik, November 6 to
March 26, $510.

* East Africa — 16-day Charter
Safari, deluxe, superb itinerary in
Kenya and Tanzania, all-inclusive,
$1,199. Every two weeks, October
10 to April 24.

¢ India — A new charter program
every few weeks to Delhi, Jaipur,
Agra, Benares and Khajuraho, Janu-
ary 18 to April 27, $1,199.

* Greece — Yes, a two-week ITC at
Christmas, price to be announced ~
but it will be low, like around $600
all-inclusive ? Write for brochure.

South America - Consider
Ecuador! A new group-excursion
fare, $362 from New York, $257
from Miami, plus $151 for land
arrangements in Quito, Guayaaquil,
and Cuenca comes to $513 for
seven nights from New York, $408
from Miami for four people traveling
together. Air tickets good for up to
30 days! Also Ecuador/Peru.

Our Own Special Tours

* Algeria—Yes! One week, Decem-
ber 24—-January 1, two weeks De-
cember 17-January 1, prices to be
announced. First week Tipasa, Tichy,
Ras-Bouira, Constantine, visiting
communes, factories, Roman ruins,
meetings. Second week into the
Sahara!
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equivalent of about 103.8 billion in Ameri-
can dollars. I would stress that none of
these figures is really trustworthy.

In my view a more effective measure of
defense effort may be actual military forces
deployed and the kinds of technology or
weaponry they have. And here it seems quite
evident that in terms of defense effort versus
civilian needs, the Chinese have done
considerably better than the U.S. or the
USSR. In sheer numbers or sophistication, as
I’'ve said, the Chinese nuclear effort is
extremely modest compared to Soviet and
American forces. China’s army, navy, and
air force depend on weapons essentially
derived from 1950s technologies. The navy
is a small coastal defense force. The army -
by all accounts a talented, well-educated
pool of people — performs vital functions in
the civilian economy in production, con-
struction, soctal services, and what we would
call management functions. In effect the
army may make net contributions to the
civilian economy rather than being a drain
upon it. This is one reason comparisons of
defense spending are so difficult.

China has not engaged in the constant
round of updating and acquisition of
advanced weapons systems that can add so
enormously to defense spending, since they
involve heavy industry and electronics — high
technology areas requiring heavy invest-
ments. The Chinese have said for some time
that their priorities are agriculture first,
light industry second, and heavy industry
last. With the exception of iron and steel,
useful in the civilian economy, it seems to me
the Chinese are quite conscious of these
priorities. In 1967 and 1968, for instance,
scientists connected with the nuclear defense
program came under heavy attack not only
for “elitist” tendencies but for monopolizing
more than their share of economic resources
and scientific manpower. And in August
1971, People’s Daily stated: “Electronic
technology is a new technology, used in
developing the national economy and
national defense industry. Together with
atomic technology and jet engine tech-
nology, it is generally regarded as a criterion
or measure of development of a country’s
industry. However, advances in special tech-
nology are one thing, while the foundation
and center are another. . . . The various
branches of industry in China . . . must be
developed proportionately.”

It’s interesting to note that Lin Piao,
defense minister in the period of China’s
initial nuclear development and strongly
identified with that program, was coming
under attack at about this time for other
“errors.” And certain limitations on the
program became clearly visible by late
1973 — just about the time lag one might
expect if the decision to set these limits
coincided with Lin’s downfall, flight, and

death. This suggests to me, though I have no
real proof, that Lin led a faction supporting
major developments in weaponry and
heavier defense spending, while Mao and his
supporters insisted on limits.

'm also impressed by the frequent
Chinese press attacks on the “militarization”
of the Soviet economy, meaning the over-
whelming Soviet emphasis on heavy industry
and defense rather than civilian needs. I
think these attacks not only express a
genuine Chinese distaste for this kind of
priority, but are an indirect way of criticizing
those in China who might favor heavier
defense spending.

If I can sum up, the Chinese are basically
wary about the defense drain on the civilian
economy; they attempt to limit spending to
provide only for genuine defense needs, and
no more. This inevitably suggests — and it is
a point I would want to make — that much
Soviet and American spending may be,
simply, superfluous.

Many people are concerned these days
about the dangers of accident or sabotage to
nuclear reactors. Have the Chinese taken
any notice of this problem?

What you're talking about are the large-
capacity, power-generating reactors. The
Chinese have avowed little interest in
nuclear energy to generate electricity. China
has some 20 percent of the world’s proven
coal reserves, large amounts of oil, and sub-
stantial amounts of still untapped water-
power. From their point of view it would
make little economic sense to invest in
nuclear power sources, particularly since
their energy needs are not nearly so great as
in the more developed countries. The
Chinese do have a few small research
reactors, used in their weapons program; so
far as 1 know they have had no problems
containing dangerous radioactive sub-
stances or preventing accidents and sabotage.

Overall, has the possession of nuclear
weapons made any significant differences in
China’s foreign policies?

I honestly don’t think so. From the first,
China’s position was that their nuclear pro-
gram was a burdensome but necessary
defensive measure and that they had no
“superpower” ambitions, and they have in
fact developed a highly limited, defensive
program. Contrary to expectations, they
have not indulged in nuclear blackmail or
grandiose foreign adventures. They haven’t
entered into the familiar spiral of weapons
acquisition, such that a new system is barely
in place before it is judged obsolete. I find
this encouraging. China thus far seems to
have avoided the pattern set by the two
superpowers: an endless, costly arms race
which generates ever more anxiety and
frustration, and which perhaps has no real
end in greater security. That, I think, is the
overall conclusion I would want to offer. ®
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by Dorothy Loo Kehl

“For pure military strategy and tactical
handling of a great army in retreat nothing
has been seen in China to compare with Chu
Teb’s splendid generalship of the Long
March. [He had the] sheer personal magnet-
ismof leadership,and therare humanquality
which inspires in followers that . . . faith and
devotion that gives men the courage to die in
a cause. . ..” —Edgar Snow in Red Star Over
China.

Chu Teh died July 6 at the age of 90. He
was a leading member of the Central Com-
mittee of the Communist Party of China and
Chairman of the Standing Committee of the
National People’s Congress. Together with
Chairman Mao Tsetung, Chu Teh founded
the Red Army which later became the
People’s Liberation Army.

He was born in Yilong County, Sichuan
(Szechuan) to a poor peasant family. As a
young boy, he had to do hard physical work,
like all other boys from peasant families.
Thus from very early on he understood the
plight of millions of Chinese peasants. He
also trained his body to excellent health.

When the 1911 revolution started, led by
Sun Yat-sen, Chu Teh was a cadet in the
Yunnan Military Academy. He joined the
revolution to bring the Manchu Dynasty
down. Later, in 1915, as a 29-year-old
brigadier-general in the Nationalist Kuomin-
tang (KMT) Army, he revolted against Yuan
Shih-kai’s attempt to restore the monarchy.

With great sympathy for the suffering of
the common people and a fervor to find a
way to save China, Chu Teh left Yunnan,
traveled to Shanghai, and with iron deter-
mination shook off the opium habit he had
acquired while in the KMT Army. In 1922 he
set sail for Germany to learn more about
social revolution. There he met Chou En-lai
and joined the Communist Party of China as
a secret member. While in Germany, he

studied Marxism-Leninism, attended many
workers’ and other political meetings, and
walked every street in Berlin, looking and
listening, in order to understand the situa-
tion there. Later, he went to Moscow to
deepen his knowledge of Marxist theory.
Returning to China in 1925, he rejoined
the KMT Army, this time to carry out tasks
as a communist. The Nanchang Uprising in
1927 marked his public renouncement of the
now counterrevolutionary KMT. He then

led part of the peasant and worker soldiers
into the countryside, finally to the Jinggang
(Chingkang) Mountains to meet with Mao
Tsetung’s troops. There they organized their
soldiers into the Fourth Army of the Red
Army. Chu Teh was elected commander-in-
chief with Mao Tsetung as the political
commissar.

Stories of his devotion to his soldiers are
numerous and moving. While fighting the
revolutionary war in the countryside, he
lived and ate like the rank and file. He would
make his rounds to the soldiers every night
and sit with them telling stories and listening
to their talk. The soldiers always gathered
around him, touching him with their big
rough hands, and he would put his arm
around their shoulders as they talked. He
loved the soldiers like a father.

Chu Teh served as the commander-in-
chief of the Red Army throughout the Long
March, the War Against Japan, and the
Civil War against Chiang Kai-shek which
ended in 1949. After Liberation, he became
the Vice-chairman of the People’s Republic.
Up until his death, he served in leading
positions in the People’s Liberation Army,
the National People’s Congress, the Party
Central Committee, and the Politburo of the
Central Committee.

He joined the revolutionary movement in
his youth, and he did not leave it until the
day he died. ®

Mao Tsetung and Chu Teh discuss military operations during the War of
Resistance Against Japan (1937—45). Chu was commander-in-chief of the
Eighth Route Army. (Photo: Hsinhua News Agency)
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Friendship Has A History

W. E. B. Du Bois

by Michael T. Martin and Lamont H. Yeakey

Scholar, teacher, lecturer, writer, editor,
political activist — the great African-
American Dr. W. E. B. Du Bois (1868-1963)
was all of these in a life that spanned three
continents and decades of tireless effort to
achieve equality for Black Americans and
other oppressed peoples, particularly in
Africa. He was a friend of China as well.

Born at a time when Blacks in America
had just discarded the shackles of chattel
slavery, Du Bois did pioneering investiga-
tions of the history and social conditions
of Black people and organized an 18-year
cycle of conferences at Atlanta University
(where he taught from 1897 to 1910) on
aspects of Black life in America. He helped
found the Niagara Movement in 1905, the
immediate forerunner of the National
Association for the Advancement of Colored
People which Du Bois also helped found four
years later and whose paper, The Crisis, he
edited until 1934.

Among his numerous activities, Du Bois
was a strong friend of the Chinese people,
aiding them in their fight against imperialism
and publicizing the achievements of their
revolution. His interest in Asia began early,
a direct outgrowth of his involvement in the
struggles of Blacks in America and Africa.
Studying the forms and consequences of
contact between racial groups, he observed
that throughout the world peoples of color
were being exploited and oppressed by
FEuropean and U.S. colonialism. “The prob-
lem of the 20th century is the problem of the
color line,” he wrote in 1900 — the same year
in which, at a Pan-African Conference, he
delivered an address ““To the Nations of the
World” calling for recognition and support
of Asian peoples.

The connections that Du Bois drew be-
tween the struggles of Blacks in America and
the anti-colonial struggles of African and
Asian peoples grew firmer as he began to
develop a philosophy and program of action

MicaaeL T. MARTIN is Dircctor of the Special
Services Programs at Hunter College. LAMoNT H.
YEeakey feaches U.S. history at Queens College.
Both visited China in 1973.
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On October 1, 1962 - China’s National Day — Dr. Du Bois and Shirley Graham Du Bois
with Chairman Mao Tsetung. (Photo: Hsinhua News Agency)

that would demystify racist social theories,
generate solidarity among the non-white
majority of the world, and elevate African
and Asian peoples to a position of absolute
equality with white peoples.

Though his efforts against colonialism
and imperialism were primarily devoted to
the emancipation of Africa through the Pan-
African movement which he helped to
organize after World War [, Du Bois realized
that the struggles in the East were a signifi-
cant part of the worldwide anti-colonial
movement that would shape the future. He
therefore used every means at his disposal -
publication, lectures, debates, conferences,
and even the Pan-African Congresses he
sponsored — to promote solidarity among
black, brown, and yellow peoples.

Du Bois’ first visit to China occurred in
1936, at a time when Japan had already
invaded northeast China but little was
known abroad about the heroic struggles of
the Chinese Communist Party and its army.
Perceiving the importance of this vast

country to the future of the world, Du Bois
wrote:

““China is inconceivable. . . . And this I
know: any attempt to explain the world
without giving China a place of extra-
ordinary prominence, is futile. Perhaps the
riddle of the universe will be settled in China,
and if not, in no part of the world which
ignores China.”

In concrete support of the Chinese people,
he contributed to relief organizations and
opposed the Japanese aggression against the
mainland. But he believed that the British
and Americans posed an even greater threat
to China’s sovereignty and would help China
only to further their own ends. He argued
that once Japan was defeated, the West
would move to re-establish control over
China. Yet he was convinced that in spite of
“Great Britain, France, and the United
States” having their “eyes fixed upon the
wealth of China and her possibilities as a
subject nation,” China would rise again.
Anticipating the future victories of its



In 1917, Dr Du Bois (upper right) was one of the leaders of a demonstration
against the lynching of Black people in the United States. His

struggles against racism and oppression in his own country led him to support the
struggles of the peoples of Asia and Africa against imperialistic Western nations,
and to rejoice with the Chinese in 1949 when they at last freed themselves

from foreign domination. (Photo: Schomburg Collection)

people, he wrote: “In the history of Chinese
culture there has been repeated retrogression
and recovery ; but there has always remained
that fine central core of effective human pro-
gress. Given time and opportunity, China
will again become great and powerful.”

In 1945, Du Bois presided over the Fifth
Pan-African Congress, and for the first time
the organization expressed specific support
of China’s liberation struggle. The resolu-
tion adopted there said in part: “We desire
to see freedom and real national indepen-
dence in Egypt, in China, and in India.”
Over the next decade Du Bois maintained
and strengthened his bond with the Chinese
people. In 1948 he was an honorary member
of the China Welfare Fund headed by Soong
Ching Ling, widow of Sun Yat-sen. He
applauded the success of the Chinese
Revolution in 1949, and opposed the Korean
War that began in 1950, warning Black
Americans not to become tools of U.S.
interest in Asia:

“Perhaps worst of all today is the use of
American Negro troops in Korea. Not only
is this bound to leave a legacy of hate
between yellow nations and black, but the
effect on the Negroes of America at being in
a sense compelled to murder colored folk
who suffer from the same race prejudice that
Negroes in the United States have long
suffered and still suffer; at being almost
forced to be the dumb tools of business
corporations seeking to dominate China and
Asia — this is bound to result in the exacer-
bation of prejudice and inner conflict here in
America.”

In 1956, Du Bois was invited by the
People’s Republic to lecture and participate
in the 25oth anniversary commemoration of
the birth of Benjamin Franklin, an inter-
national friendship project sponsored by the

World Council of Peace in several countries.
The U.S. government, which had been poli-
tically persecuting Du Bois since 1951 for
his role in the Peace Information Center and
his stand on the Korean War, refused to
validate his passport and Du Bois was
unable to attend.

Two years later, however, while on a trip
that would traverse half the planet, Du Bois
and his second wife, Shirley Graham Du
Bois, a prolific writer and political activist,
received a cable inviting them to China.
Defying the U.S. State Department’s pro-
hibition, the Du Boises proceeded via the
Soviet Union to Peking in early February
1959. Asked at the airport whether he
wanted his visit kept secret, Du Bois replied:
“My wife and I were honored by an invita-
tion from the People’s Republic of China.
We were happy to accept it and here we are.
So far as we are concerned you can tell the
whole world!”

The Du Boises spent three months in
China traveling from Peking to Shanghai to
Wuhan, then up the Yangtze River to
Zhongjing (Chungking), on to Chengdu and
still farther west in Sichuan (Szechuan)
Province to visit the national minorities that
live near the Tibetan Autonomous Region,
and then back east to Guangdong and
Guangzhou (Kwangtung, Kwangchow). It
was while Du Bois was in Wuhan that he
finally met Mao Tsetung. Discussing his
work with Mao, Du Bois mentioned the mis-
takes he felt he had made in his efforts to
help liberate Black Americans. Shirley
Graham Du Bois recalls Chairman Mao’s
reply: “The only deplorable mistake a man
makes is when he lies down and lets the
enemy walk over him. . .. The Communist
Party of China has made all the mistakes
there are to make!. . . But we never give up!
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Mistakes are but stepping stones upon which
one may climb higher and higher. . ..”

Throughout China, Du Bois saw the
results of the people’s determination to free
themselves from exploitation and oppres-
sion. The Chinese worker, he wrote, ‘“has
exorcised the Great Fear that haunts the
West; the fear of losing his job; the fear of
falling sick; the fear of accident; the fear of
inability to educate his children; the fear of
daring to take a vacation . . . the Chinese sit
high above these fears and laugh with joy.”

The changes in the situation of Chinese
women, among the most oppressed of
China’s exploited millions before Libera-
tion, struck Du Bois sharply. At the steel
plant he and his wife visited in Wuhan, he
was surprised to see a crane that moved 100
tons being operated by a driver with red-
ribboned braids and a rosy face. “Look
Shirley, it’s a girl"”” Du Bois shouted.

“The women of China are becoming
free,” he wrote in admiration. “They wear
pants so that they can walk, climb and dig;
and climb and dig they do. . . . They occupy
positions from ministers of state to loco-
motive engineers, lawyers, doctors, clerks
and laborers . . . they are strong and healthy
and beautiful not simply of leg and false
bosom, but of brain, brawn, and rich
emotion.”

“China is not utopia,” he said. “Fifth
Avenue has better shops where the rich can
buy and the whores parade. Detroit has more
and better cars. The best American housing
outstrips the Chinese, and Chinese women
are not nearly as well-dressed as the guests
of the Waldorf-Astoria. But the Chinese
worker is happy.”

The Chinese people respected Du Bois’
achievements and while he was in Peking
celebrated his 91st birthday as a national
event. A pre-birthday dinner was hosted by
Premier Chou En-lai and at a birthday
banquet he received numerous gifts from the
Chinese people as well as greetings from
friends and supporters throughout the
world, including the leader and “Wise Old
Man of China,” Chairman Mao.

That day, prior to the banquet, Du Bois
had spoken at Peking University. In an
atmosphere ignited by urgency and purpose,
he addressed not only the students and
faculty before him but, by radio broadcast,
the peoples of Africa as well. Warning
Africans of the West’s intentions, he
reiterated what he had on so many occasions
stated: “China is flesh of your flesh and
blood of your blood. China is colored and
knows to what a colored skin in this modern
world subjects its owner. But China knows
more, much more than this: she knows what
to do about it.”

Du Bois meant that new societies would
require not simply national independence
but also the establishment of socialism. He
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had long ago noted that capitalism perpetu-
ated the “color line” and concepts of racial
inferiority “in order to make profits out of
cheap labor, both black and white.” At the
1957 All-African Conference in Ghana, in a
speech written by him and delivered by his
wife, he had urged his listeners: “Your bond
is no mere color of skin but the deeper ex-
periences of wage slavery and contempt. . . .
Africa, awake, put on the beautiful robes of
Pan-African Socialism.”

In China Du Bois saw the embodiment of
values and the force of will he so earnestly
hoped Africa would one day possess. China’s
secret, he felt, “is that the vast majority of a
billion human beings have been convinced
that human nature in some of its darkest
recesses can be changed, if change is
necessary.”

And change, Du Bois believed, was neces-
sary. To emancipate all African and Asian
peoples required the development of a revo-
lutionary outlook opposed to every form of
foreign colonialism and oppression and to
the formation of privileged classes within the
liberated nations. This was the outlook he
found in China.

“I have traveled widely on this earth since
my first trip to Europe 67 years ago. ... L have
seen most of the civilized world and much of
its backward regions. Many leading nations
I have visited repeatedly. But I have never
seen a nation which so amazed and touched
me as China in 1959.”

In 1961, Du Bois accepted the invitation of
Kwame Nkrumah to live in Ghana and
direct the preparation and publication of the
Encyclopedia Africana. The next year, while
Du Bois was convalescing from a serious
operation he had undergone in London, his
wife suggested that they return to China for
a period of recuperation. ‘“Where had he
found the greatest hope for abundant life?
The answer was clear in my mind: China....
Where could he better recharge himself ?”

The Du Boises arrived in Peking in time to
celebrate the r3th anniversary of the People’s
Republic and stayed there until Du Bois had
recovered his strength and could resume his
monumental work in Accra. He became a
Ghanaian citizen shortly before his death in
1963.

W. E. B. Du Bois’ identification with
China was deeply rooted in the knowledge of
colonial exploitation and racial persecution
experienced by African and Asian peoples. A
realist, he understood that societies are con-
structed by “‘unfinished” people and that no
society, China’s included, is a utopia. He
recognized, too, that there are cultural, poli-
tical, and historical differences between the
Chinese people and the peoples of Africa.
Nevertheless, he hoped that there would be
mutual cooperation and friendship among
them in the worldwide struggle against
colonialism and imperialism. °
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Film

Making the Break. A feature film in color,
with English subtitles on a separate film
strip. Produced by the People’s Republic of
China, December 1975. 16 mm. 2 hours.
Available through locals of the USCPFA.

Although set during the Great Leap Forward
(1958—60) when education in the People’s
Republic first came in for serious revolution-
ary criticism, Making the Break is very much
a film about China today. Produced last year
in only 70 days as workers in the film indus-
try rushed to join the nationwide debate and
struggle now blazing over the future of
education, it asks, in dramatic form: Whom,
and what, is education for? Who should be
admitted to college? Shall graduates be a
privileged group set apart from those whose
labor made their education possible? Who
should make educational policy?

The film illustrates the conflicts implied by
these questions through a highly moving and
exciting story which left this reviewer over-
whelmed and drained after the first viewing
and only slightly critical after the second.
Making the Break is a departure from many
earlier Chinese movies in that the characters
are not mere stereotyped carriers of correct
and incorrect ideas, but complex human
beings shown in the process of struggle. The
hero does not come ready-made with all the
correct answers. Backward forces are found
among the peasants and enemies exist within
the Party — just as in real-life China today.
While some scenes are stretched a bit larger
than life to make a point, the sentiments ex-
pressed by the characters are so genuine that
American viewers will readily relate to them.

The story begins when Lung Gwo-zheng
is asked to leave his position as head of a tree
farm to be president and Party Secretary of
Pine Mountain Agricultural College, a
branch of the new Jiangxi (Kiangsi) Com-
munist Labor University. President Lung is a
former cowherd and a graduate of Kang Da
(Resist Japan Military and Political College),
which was set up in Yan’an (Yenan) during
the Japanese invasion to train worker and
peasant leaders. The new university is to
provide higher education for workers and
peasants after the model of Kang Da.

Zao Zhong-he, a veteran educator trained
under the old system, is made vice-president
and takes charge of preparations. He wants
to establish the college in a big city far from
the farmland and to admit only students
with the best academic records.

Sun Zi-jing, dean of education and teacher
of veterinary science, is also a hard-line
traditionalist at the beginning of the film.
Although he wants the college ultimately to
serve the needs of the local farmers, he is



blinded by his training and his awe of
“credentials” into following Vice-president
Zao.

When President Lung arrives at Pine
Mountain, Zao and Sun try to convince him
to build in the city because there are no
qualified students in the countryside and no
contractors to oversee the construction of
the school.

“No students ?” exclaims Lung, “I don’t
believe it!”’ He goes to the admissions build-
ing and finds students demanding to get in:
“In the old society, we poor couldn’t get into
school. Now the Chinese Communist Party
has brought the schools to our doorstep, but
we still can’t get in!”

President Lung insists that an agricultural
college must be near agriculture and that
traditional academic standards must not be
used to prevent politically well-qualified
students from enrolling. After all, what is the
purpose of education — to make work easier
through knowledge or to exempt students
from work because they can pass exams ? He
enlists the help of a representative from the
Poor and Lower Middle Peasants’ Associa-
tion to select students who have won the
admiration of their neighbors for hard work
and community leadership. These students
know the needs of the farming population
and will be able to put their new knowledge

his point when the young blacksmith, Jiang
Da-nian, is admitted: “These calluses on his
hands are excellent qualifications!”

Other successful candidates include a pig-
keeper, Xu Niu-zai, and young Li Jin-feng
who, refusing to be tied down by mother-
hood, has become known as a grower of
good seeds. These students are not as literate
as people from more privileged back-
grounds, but they have a higher degree of
socialist consciousness.

After admission, the students anxiously
ask where the classrooms, dormitories, and
labs of Pine Mountain College are located.
With a sweep of his hand President Lung
indicates the mountainous woodlands. The
camera cuts to a scene of students and
teachers and President Lung working up a
sweat felling trees and building the campus
themselves.

As school opens, conflicts break out about
what should be studied and where. The
students want to coordinate their book
learning with field experience. But the tradi-
tional curriculum follows the academic
rather than the agricultural calendar, so
planting is taught in the fall and harvesting
in the spring. Dean Sun uses up precious time
showing endless pictures of horses the world
over and teaching about the functions of
horses’ tails. But there are no horses in the
area, and he has little to say about the native

Scene from Making the Break.
(Photo: China Reconstructs)

pigs and water buffaloes. A student asks:
“Are we being trained to go to Inner Mon-
golia to raise horses ?”

The teacher replies, “Our present system
of education is the crystallization of many
generations of educators; it has its own
built-in logic. How can country bumpkins
have better ideas on the teaching curriculum
than famous scholars ?”

President Lung supports the students, but
Vice-president Zao and his colleague, an
official named Zhao, arrange for Lung to
take a field trip to study “well-known”
agricultural colleges in cities. They hope he
will see the wisdom in traditional education
and be humbled. Lung is gravely dis-
appointed on this tour. He finds that
students at “well-known” colleges have for-
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USCPFA Statement of Principles

Goal:

T'o build active and lasting
[friendship based on mutual understanding
between the people of the United States
and the people of China.
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gotten who sent them to school. When a
mother brings some home-made cloth shoes
to her son, he cries, “These shoes are for hill-
billies! Take them back. I'll never go back to
that little mountain gully.” Lung is broken-
hearted: “Who will benefit from this kind of
education ?”’ Yet, although he knows the old
system is wrong, he is not sure what the next
step should be.

While Lung is away, a commune near Pine
Mountain College is threatened with an
insect blight. Students have to choose be-
tween helping their neighbors save the crop
or getting a good mark on a surprise exam
Vice-president Zao has sprung on them. We
see one student nervously trying to memorize
formulas while worrying about the crops
and finally dashing out to help the peasants
with his mind still on the formulas. When 15
worker-peasant students are expelled from
the college because they missed the exam to
deal with the emergency, students and local
farmers are outraged: “Are we here to get
grades or to learn to help our neighbors?
How can education be so divorced from
people’s needs?”

“The goal of school,” says Vice-president
Zao, ““is to train high-quality personnel; if
worker-peasant students can’t keep up,
they’ll just have to drop out. That’s the law
of natural selection.”

“But we want to be the masters of know-
ledge, not the slaves of books,” reply the
students. Xu Niu-zai, the pig-keeper, puts up
a poster: “Less about horses, more about
pigs and water buffaloes!”

Zao orders Xu to tear it down and stop
disturbing order in the school - “Students
should listen, not tell their teachers what to
do.” As Xu tears it down, his classmates are
appalled. How could he capitulate before
such injustice? But in a moment he has put
up a still bigger poster and is loudly cheered.

Zao and his cohorts are indignant at these
working-class victories. “Are we running a
college or a farm?” “Who ever heard of
classes in the fields or students with bare
feet?” “Remember what Marx said, ‘From
each according to his ability.’” Students
should study; let the farmers go back to
farming.”

As the struggle deepens, Vice-president
Zao tries to send his daughter off to a “well-
known” college. She is humiliated when he
gives her an acceptance letter he obtained
through influence. This fully exposes him as
someone plotting to resurrect a system of
special privileges and consciously trying to
steer society away from socialism. His
daughter criticizes him for expelling her
friends from a school they have built with
their own hands and chooses to stay at Pine
Mountain College and make it serve the
working class.

After difficult struggle and soul-searching,
Dean Sun is won over to revolutionary



education and joins the campaign to
inoculate water buffalo. He is proud to see
one of his students come back to school after
having quit under pressure from his father to
earn extra money as soon as he learned the
special skill of castrating pigs. The student
returns the money to the peasants and vows
to use his skills to help them rather than to
profit from their needs.

The battles in education overlap with
struggles in other areas of society. The young
student and mother, Li Jin-feng, leads a fight
against private farm plots, a new Party policy
instigated by the then president of China,
Liu Shao-chi. “It means dividing up the land
and going it alone! That’s going backward,”
she says. Over the objections of several Party
leaders, she mobilizes the farmers and re-
verses Liu’s policy.

The “break’ in Making the Break is not a
clean one. The cultural legacy of the old
system dies hard; those plotting counter-
revolution try again and again to discredit
socialist innovations. Conservative bureau-
crats and educators, persisting in their lost
cause, try to fire President Lung, expel him
from the Party, and close down the college.
Lung, together with the new breed of
students, teachers, and farmers, is eager to
consolidate each progressive change, but
with each new setback they must overcome
disillusionments and rally to fight back.
Making the Break graphically demonstrates
that the struggle for a classless society will be
long and difficult, and that not every battle
will be won. But it also shows that when
working people stand together, those who
seek to turn back the clock and restore the
old system of privileges are bound to fail.

A potential problem in showing this film
is that the subtitles are on a separate film
strip and cannot be easily coordinated with
the dialogue. I hope this will be corrected
soon, because Making the Break is bound to
be popular in the U.S.

James T. Caldwell
New York, N.Y.

Note on Spelling of Chinese Words

Chinese proper names in NEw CHINA
are generally spelled in Hanyu pinyin,
the romanization system now used in
the People’s Republic to render pro-
nunciation in the official common
dialect. Since pinyin is relatively new
to Americans, in most cases the more
familiar spellings are given in paren-
theses at a word’s first appearance in
each article. In book titles or direct
quotations using other forms of roman-
ization, the pinyin follows in square
brackets. A few familiar proper nouns
are spelled as they usually appear in
U.S. publications.

CHINA: FROM THE SKETCHBOOKS OF CHEN CHI

A glimpse of modern China after its great revolution — a great change in
human life, yet a legacy of thousands of years of civilization.

120 pages of ink-brush drawings, six full-color watercolor reproductions,
poetry and calligraphy. Regular edition $10.

Deluxe edition $100. Limited to 250 copies, signed and numbered, with an
original 18’ x 26" color lithograph, signed and numbered.

Make check or money order payable to: Chen Chi Studio, 15 Gramercy Park,
New York, N.Y. 10003. Please add sales tax if you are a New York resident.
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Silk Gowns

Imported Directly
from China
Marvelous
Holiday Gifts

Multi-color Silk
Hand-embroidered
Chinese

Christmas Tree
Ornaments

Peking Jewelry Chinese-look Fashions

CHINESE EMPORIUM

154 West 57th St.
New York City, N.Y. 1c019 17“'
(212) Plaza 7-8555 L

A Unique Educational Resource
for Students and Teachers
The Complete Set of
Four Historic and
Exclusive Interviews
with Chou En-lai
Plus special articles on
National Minorities,
Education, Health Care,
and Women in China
Available in the First
Four Issues of New China

Vol. 1, No. 1: Women in China; Criticizing
Confucius; Growing Old in New China;
All About Pandas; Chou En-lai on Classes
and Class Struggle

Vol. 1, No. 2: Health Care for 800 Million
People; Religion in the People’'s Repub-
lic; Shirley MacLaine Talks About China;
Chou En-lai on the Danger of Absolutist
Thinking and the Practical Application of
the Concept "'Public First, Self Second"

Vol. 1, No. 3: China's National Minorities;
Interview with Nobel Prize Winner C. N.
Yang; How China Kicked the Drug Habit;
The Taiwan Question; Chou En-lai on the
Cultural Revolution and Socialist Educa-
tion

Vol. 1, No. 4: The Continuing Revolution
in Education; China's Foreign Aid;

|
|
|
|
L
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Sast Wind

Books, Gifts, and Food from China
2801 Broadway, New York, N.Y. 10025

Tel: (212) 666-6644

1
1. We do mail orders:
e
LA
s

mail-order catalog.

Utensils, Ingredients, and Cookbooks
for Chinese Cooking. Send for our

Moormend’s, Inc.

1228 Madison Avenue

Between 88th and 89th Streets

New York, N.Y. 10028

Trunks — Photo Supplies — Lightweight Luggage
Expert repairing done on the premises

r \ Discount to USCPFA members with this ad.
=)
E.E %“

Revolutionary Theater; U.S. Athletes in
China; Chou En-lai on the Nixon Visit,
U.S.-China Relations, and the Case of
Lin Piao

Order now. Each copy, $1. Set ot
four, $3.50. Thirty percent dis-
count on ten or more of any sngle
issue.

I amenclosing $ for(please
indicate the number of copies of
each issue):

Vol. 1, No. 1
Vol. 1, No. 2
Vol. 1, No. 3
Vol. 1, No. 4
Namea
Address
City State Zip

Make checks payable to New China.
Send the completed form and your
check in the prepaid envelope attached
to the subscription form inserted in this
magazine.

-
|
|
|
|
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Temple Garden Restaurant

Szechuan, Mandarin, and Shanghai Cuisine
Cocktail Lounge

Open every day till midnight
Private Party Room

16 Pell Street — Chinatown
New York City
Tel: (212) 233-5544

B S Wi

=
gﬁ Hee Seung Fung
L Teahouse, Inc.

Delicious Chinese Dim Sem
Lunches, Dinners, Afternoon Tea
Banquets and Catering
Take-out Service

46 Bowery (near Canal)
Chinatown — New York City
Tel: (212) 374-1319

Classified Ads

The classified rate is 5o cents a word. There is a 15-word
minimum and a 6o-word maximum. The advertiser’s
address counts as two words. Deadline for the next
issue, published in mid-April, is January 15. Send classi-
fieds — prepaid — to New China, 41 Union Square West,
Rm. 721, N.Y., N.Y. 10003.

Fed up with black-on-white copies? 1-2-3 Copy Center,
123 Fifth Ave., NYC, offers “color a day” copies, while
you wait, Monday and Wednesday — Blue Ink. Tuesday
and Thursday — Red. 84 x 11, }” margins all around.
100 copies, $3.10, each additional 100, $1.10. Other
colors? Call us at (212) 473-2700. 1-2-3 has been xerox-
ing and duplicating for New China since its inception.

How China Kicked the Habit, slide or filmstrip kit
illustrating how drugs came to old China and how new
China solved the drug abuse problem. 59 slides, script
in English & Spanish, and resource materials. $25 to
purchase, $5 for one-week rental. Specify slides or
filmstrip. Excellent for classroom or community group.
Order from School Resources Committee, USCPFA-
New York, 41 Union Square West, Rm. 1228, N.Y.,
N.Y. 10003,

Comprehensive literature packets on: health care — $7;
literature and art — $6; women — $5; and education —
$s5.50. Also, Friendship Kit for kindergarten through
grade 3 — $7. Includes maps, stamps, a game, papercuts
etc. Send orders and inquiries to USCPFA-New York,
Rm. 1228, 41 Union Square West, N.Y., N.Y. 10003.

USCPFA pampbhlets on “The Taiwan Question: Road-
block to Friendship” and “Opium and China: New
China Kicked the Habit.” Single copies, 25 cents; 50—
200, 20 cents; over 200, 15 cents. For single or small
orders write to the nearest USCPFA chapter; for bulk
orders write USCPFA National Office. Addresses,
inside back cover.

ONE CHINA - U.S. OUT OF TAIWAN: button in red
and yellow, 5o cents, Order from the nearest USCPFA
chapter. Addresses, inside back cover.
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The US—-China Peoples Friendship Association

National Office: 2700 W. 3rd St., Rm. 102, Los Angeles,
Calif. 90057 (213) 388-9569

West Coast

Western Region: 50 Oak St., Rm. 502, San Francisco, Calif. 94102
(415) 863-0537

Corvallis: P.O. Box 1362, Corvallis, Ore. 97330

Denver: P.O. Box 4502, Santa Fe Station, Denver, Colo. 80204

East Bay: 2054 University Ave., Rm. 401, Berkeley, Calif. 94704

Eugene: 1710 Olive St., Eugene, Ore. 97401

Fresno: P.O. Box 5634, Fresno, Calif. 93755

Hawaii: 410 Nahua St., Honolulu, Hawaii 96815

Long Beach: P.O. Box 14617, Long Beach, Calif. go814

Los Angeles: 2500 W. 6th St., Rm. 218, Los Angeles, Calif. 90057

Mid-Peninsula: 424 Lytton, Palo Alto, Calif. 94301

New Mexico: P.O. Box 26771, Albuquerque, N.M. 87125

Olympia: 5104 Brassfield Rd. S.E., Olympia, Wash. 98501

Orange County: P.O. Box 986, Anaheim, Calif. 92803

Phoenix: 2026 Campo Alegre, Tempe, Ariz. 85281

Pomona Valley: P.O. Box 172, Alta Loma, Calif. 91701

Portland: P.O. Box 10595, Portland, Ore. 97210

San Diego: 6701 Vista Del Mar, La Jolla, Calif. 92037

San Francisco: 5o Oak St., Rm. 502, San Francisco, Calif. 94102

Santa Barbara: P.O. Box 2052, Santa Barbara, Calif. 93102

Santa Cruz: P.O. Box 2692, Eastside Station, Santa Cruz, Calif. 95063

Seattle: 1314 N.E. 43rd St., Seattle, Wash. 98105

Sonoma County: P.O. Box 7217, Santa Rosa, Calif. 95401

South Bay: 408 S. 8th St., San Jose, Calif. 95112

Stockton: 1719 W. Willow, Stockton, Calif. 95206

Tacoma: 706 N. Pine, Tacoma, Wash. 98406

Tucson: 2451 N. Santa Rita Ave., Tucson, Ariz. 85719

West Side Los Angeles: P.O. Box 24480, Los Angeles, Calif. 90024

Western Region Organizing Committees

Hawaii Island: P.O. Box 1660, Keaau, Hawaii 96749

Humboldt County: P.O. Box 352, Trinidad, Calif. 95570

Maui: P.O. Box 967, Wailuku, Maui, Hawaii 96793

North Bay: P.O. Box 894, Sonoma, Calif. 95476

Pasadena: 1105 Armada Dr., Pasadena, Calif. 91103

Sacramento: 1919 Rockwood Dr., Sacramento, Calif. 95825

Salinas: c/o Alice Michael, Box 851, Salinas, Calif. 93901

San Luis Obispo: c/o Dennis Lazo, 649 Pismo, San Luis Obispo,
Calif. 93401

Santa Fe: P.O. Box 2328, Santa Fe, N.M. 87502

Taos: P.O. Box 214, San Cristobal, N.M. 87564

Whittier: 11348 Monte Vista, Whittier, Calif. go6o1

Midwest

Midwest Region: 407 S. Dearborn, Suite 1085, Chicago, Ill. 60605
(312) 922-3414

Ames: P.O. Box 1085, lowa State University, Ames, Iowa 50010

Ann Arbor: P.O. Box 523, Ann Arbor, Mich. 48104

Champaign-Urbana: P.O. Box 2889, Sta. A, Champaign, Ill. 61820

Chicago: 407 S. Dearborn, Suite 1085, Chicago, Ill. 60605

Cincinnati: P.O. Box 23091, Cincinnati, Ohio 45223

Columbus: P.O. Box 3079, Columbus, Ohio 43210

De Kalb: c/o Loeser, 303 Delcy, De Kalb, IIl. o115

Des Moines: 1532 11th St., Des Moines, Iowa 50314

Detroit: P.O. Box 793, Detroit, Mich. 48232

Greater Lansing: P.O. Box 1341, East Lansing, Mich. 48823

Indianapolis: 3529 S. New Jersey St., Indianapolis, Ind. 46227

TIowa City: P.O. Box 1625, lowa City, lowa 52240

Kansas City: P.O. Box 6179, Kansas City, Mo. 64110

Madison: 1127 University Ave., Madison, Wisc. 53715

Milwaukee: 712 E. Meinecke, Milwaukee, Wisc. 53212

Minnesota: P.O. Box 35416, Minneapolis, Minn. 55435

Mt. Pleasant: P.O. Box 151, Mt. Pleasant, Mich. 48858
St. Louis: P.O. Box 3111, St. Louis, Mo. 63130
Yellow Springs: P.O. Box 242, Yellow Springs, Ohio 45387

Midwest Region Organizing Committee
Cleveland: P.O. Box 10299, Cleveland, Ohio 44110

East Coast

Eastern Region: P.O. Box 63, Essex Station, Boston, Mass. 02112
(617) 436-1332

Albany: 395 Hamilton St., Albany, N.Y. 12210

Amberst: 3 Langworth Rd., Northampton, Mass. oroéo

Baltimore: P.O. Box 7142, Baltimore, Md. 21218

Binghamton: SUNY, Binghamton, N.Y. 13901

Boston: P.O. Box 63, Essex Station, Boston, Mass. 02112

Buffalo: c/o Lutze, 15 Stevenson St., Buffalo, N.Y. 14220

Burlington: ¢/o Graves, 4 Logwood Rd., S. Burlington, Vt. 05401

Central New Jersey: 20 Nassau St., Rm. 243, Princeton, N.J. 08540

Connecticut Valley: P.O. Box 220, Farmington, Conn. 06032

Hanover: Box 272, Hanover, N.H. 03755

Ithaca: 211 Delaware, Ithaca, N.Y. 14850

Nassau County: P.O. Box 337, Glen Head, N.Y. 11545

New Haven: P.O. Box 2035, Yale Station, New Haven, Conn. 06520

New York City: 41 Union Square West, Rm. 1228, New York,
N.Y. 10003 d

Norfolk: P.O. Box 11101, Norfolk, Va. 23517

North Jersey: 865 Lincoln Place, Teaneck, N.]J. 07666

Philadelphia: 1717 Spruce St., Philadelphia, Pa. 19103

Pittsburgh: 5818 Stanton Ave., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15206

Stony Brook: P.O. Box 707, Stony Brook, N.Y. 11790

Storrs: P.O. Box 381, Storrs, Conn. 06268

Washington, D.C.: P.O. Box 40503, Washington, D.C. 20016

Westchester: P.O. Box 313, Main P.O., New Rochelle, N.Y. 10802

Eastern Region Organizing Committees

Charlottesville: t1r Washington Ave., Charlottesville, Va. 22903
Emery-Glade Springs: Rte. 2, Box 348, Glade Springs, Va. 24340
Metropolitan New Jersey: 1022 Rose St., A-7, Plainfield, N.J. 07060
Plattsburg: Gravelly Point, Mounted Road #8, Plattsburg, N.Y. 1201
Providence: 32-A Doyle, Providence, R.I. 02906

Richmond: c/o Bless, 4818 W. Franklin, Richmond, Va. 23226
Syracuse: 504 Allen St., Syracuse, N.Y. 13210

South

Southern Region: P.O. Box 1163, Auburn, Ala. 36830

(205) 821-3783
Atlanta: P.O. Box 54664, Atlanta, Ga. 30308
Austin: P.O. Box 1152, Austin, Tex. 78767
Birmingham: 3715 Leeds Rd., Birmingham, Ala. 35213
Gainesville: P.O. Box 169, Gainesville, Fla. 32602
Houston: P.O. Box 6614, Houston, Tex. 77005
Knoxville: ¢/o Manning, 756 Merchants Rd., Knoxville, Tenn. 37912
Miami: P.O. Box or1828, Flagler Station, Miami, Fla. 33101
Nashville: P.O. Box 12474, Nashville, Tenn. 37212
New Orleans: P.O. Box 15735, New Orleans, La. 70115
North Carolina Triangle: 106 N. Estes, Chapel Hill, N.C. 27514
Sarasota: P.O. Box 3953, Sarasota, Fla. 33578

Southern Region Organizing Committees

East Alabama: P.O. Box 1163, Auburn, Ala. 36830
Lexington: 114 Woodford Dr., Lexington, Ky. 40504

San Antonio: P.O. Box 12254, San Antonio, Tex. 78212
Southwest Virginia: 337-A Chestnut St., Norton, Va. 24273
Tampa: P.O. Box 3123, Tampa, Fla. 33601

Tuscaloosa: 1630 1oth St., Tuscaloosa, Ala. 35401
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— just published this year — 39 poems in English — paper, $1, cloth $1.75
— beautiful full-color reproductions — $5.95
— all color prints — $5.95
— photo album of China’s agricultural advances — $3.95

— summing-up report at the National
Conference on Learning from Tachai in Agriculture, October 15, 1975, by Hua Kuo-feng — 35 cents

— exciting novel of a women'’s militia unit just after Liberation in the

1950s —$1.95
— collection of Lu Hsun essays written in 1926 —$1.00
— B0 cents
-$1.25
-$1.00
— reports of the Chinese journalist delegation to Cambodia — 50 cents
— black-and-white and color plates with short text in English —
$7.95
— 75 cents
— a new revolutionary opera — $1.25
— the story of a well-known model agricultural village — $1.00
T-3 (6) — 85 cents
T-4 (5) — 70 cents
T-5 (5) — 70 cents
T-7 (6) —$1.50
T-8
(4) — 65 cents
T-9 (4) — 60 cents
T-12 (4) — 60 cents

(airmail), $3/year $3/year
(airmail), $4.50/year $4/year
$4/year $9.60/year

A complete catalog of books, magazines, posters, papercuts, records, greeting cards, postage stamps,
etc., from China is available free on request from China Books and Periodicals. Place your orders
with your local US-China Peoples Friendship Association or:

China Books & Periodicals, Inc.

2929 24th Street 125 Fifth Avenue 210 W. Madison Street
San Francisco, Calif. 94110 New York, N.Y. 10003 Chicago, Ill. 60606
(415) 282-2994 (212) 677-2650 (312) 782-6004



