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ABSTRACT

One of the most distinctive aspects of podern Chinese politics
is the role of "Mao Tse-tung's thought." This study investigates
the concrete political and ideological process which gave rise to
Mao's thought within the Chinese Communist Party, with special refer-
ence to the years 1935-45. This decade, which overlaps the Yenan
period in Chinese Communist historiography, opens with Mao Tse-tung's
rise to power at the Tsunyl Conference, and cléses with the formal
incorporation of his thought into the new CCP constitution at the

Party's Seventh Congress.

In the course of the study, It became apparent that Mao Tse~

tung played a strong personal role in fostering the cult of His own
person and thought. However, he received the enthusiasiic support of a
small group of Party intellectuals who gathered around him, of whom the
most important is Ch'en Po—ta; Pending further research, conclusions re~
garding Ch'en's role must remain tentatiVe; but the initial evidence does
suggest his influence on certain aspects of Mao's thinking, and in the
formulation of a historio-philosophical rationale for Mao's claim to

ideological supremacy.

The study falls into two main periods; 1935-4Q0 were years of
ideological creativity, when the basic ideas behind Sinified Marxism were
worked out by Mao and Ch'en; 1940-45 were years of ideological consol-
idation, when the two men worked to systematize and disseminate Mao's
thought as the CCP's official guiding doctrine. The conclusion emerges

that the cult of Mao and his thought was not merely a simple concomitant of



}
b
b

Mao's rise to power during this period. Rather, the dual cult was
consciously created and propagated within and without the CCP as a
deliberate act of policy on the part of the éscendant Maoists, with
Mao and Ch'en very much at the core of this policy.

From time to time, developments within the CCP, in Chinese do-
mestic politics, and in the international arena intervened to accel-
erate or retard the Maoists' deliberate campaign to foster the ascen-
dancy of Mao's thought. However, by the time of the CCP's Seventh
Congress in 1945, the victorious Maoists had succeeded in their joint
drive for the "primitive accumulation" of political and ideological
power. Mao's power was by no means absolute, but the Chinese Com-
munist Party -- and shortly the entire nation -~ had entered the
era of "™ao Tse-tung's thought."

In sum, this study contributes to our understanding of the
Chinese Communist movement in four areas. It develops previous dis-
cussions of the ideological history of the CCP, especially regarding
the emergence of the concepts of the "Sinification of Marxism" and
"Mao Tse-tung's thought."™ In using these ideological concepis as
points of reference, this thesis also offers a distinctive approach
to the study of elite politics within the CCP during the Yenan
period. At the same time, Mao Tse-tung's personal role in fostering
the twin cult of himself and his thought is brought into sharper focus
than in previous studies. Finally, our knowledge of the early career
of Ch'en Po-ta is considerably enhanced, particularly regarding his

role as Party ideologist and historian in the service of Mao Tse~tung.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION: IN SEARCH OF A CHINESE WAY

(i) Scope of the Study

" The appearance of "Mao Tse-tung's thought" (Mao Ze—doﬁg gi-~
xiang) as a specific ideological concept in July 1943 is an event of
considerable importance in the history of the Chinese Communist Par-
1y. In the ensuing years Mao's thought has become a major factor
in Chinese politics, and the subject of a good deal of criticism and
pralse. To some, "Mao Tse-tung's thought" represents the creative
development of orthodox Marxism-Leninism, while to others it repre-
sents the CCP's break from the mainstream of the international com-
munist movement. (Perhaps in reality it means both?) Surprisingly,
there has been little attempt to subject the historical process
which gave rise to Mao's thought to a thorough analysis. The valu-
able paper by Noriyuki Tokuda is too brief to be fully satisfactory,
and the passing attention given this suﬁject in any number of more

general treatments of the Chinese Communist movement is even less

‘adequate.l Accordingly, this study attempts an analysis-of the

1Tokuda's paper was originally published in Japanese as Mo Taku-
+5-shugi, 1935-1945 (The Formation of Mao Tse-tungism, 1935-1945),
Tokyo: Keld Tslshin, 1971. It was later presented at a conference
in the United States (Sante Fe, August 1971) with the title, "Mao
Tse-tung's Ideological Cohesion with the Party and the Revolutionary
Movement, 1935-1945." Part of the original study was also published
in English in Japan, entitled "Yenan Rectification Movement: Mao
Tse-tung's Big Push toward Charismatic Leadership during 1941-42,"

The Developing Economies (Tokyo), IX (March 1971), pp. 83-99. K'ung

Te-liang has also published a very brief article entitled "First Ap-
pearance of 'Mao Tse-tung's Thought' " Issues and Studies, IX:5 (Feb-
ruary 1973), pp. 34-41. .
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political and ideological process which gave rise to the concept of
Mao Tse-tung's thought within the CCP between the years 1935-45. It
was during this decade that Mao Tse-tung gradually achieved the
fusion of political and ideological authority in his own person, from
the time of his limited viectory at the Tsunyi Conference in 1935 to
thé formél incorporation of his thought into the CCP's new constitu-
tion in 1945. These ten years conveniently overlap what is known as
the Yenan period in Chinese Communist historiography, an important
era which has inspired some excellent book-length studies to which
later reference will be made. None, however, has paid special attén-
tion to the ideological aspects of the political struggle that domi-
nated so much of the CCP's immer life during this key decade. Boyd
Compton's translation. of the CCP's famous "rectification documents”
1s of course extremely important, but it is hardly a substitute for

a serious monograph on ﬁhe Pafty's ideological developmeht during the
Yenan years. We are not attempting t6~wri£e such a monograph here,

but it is hoped that this study will throw additional light on the

.'debates that accompanied Mao Tse-tung's emergence as the Party's

leading ideological spokesman, and on.the'specific political con=
text in whiéh they took place. As is indicafed by the recent publi-
cation of the purported diaries of Péter‘V1adimifov, a Comintern
representative in Yeﬁan during 1942-45, a good deal of controversy

still surrounds the CCP's development during these critical years.2

2Mao's China (Party Reform Documents, 1942-44), Trans. and
Introd. by Boyd Compton, Seattle: University of Washington Press,
1952, Peter Vliadimirov, The Vladimirov Diaries (Yenan, China: 1942-
45), Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday and Company, 1975. Since their
publication, these diaries have sparked off considerable debate as
to their authenticity. While it is likely that they have been judi-
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It should be emphasized that we.are not proposing a study of the
evolution and content of the whole range of Mao Tséntung's political
thought. Althougﬁ this subject is far from being exhausted, it has
been the focus of.many able writers in the field, of whom the most

prominent is Stuart R. Schram.3

Ratﬁer, our interest is inhthe
concrete ideological and political process that gave rise to "Mao
Tse-tung's thought" as a formal ideological concept within the CCP,
and which led to its adoption as the official "guiding thought" of
the Chinese Party. As such, we are not primarily concerned with
whether (in any empirical. sense) Mao's thought i1s sophisticated or
not, original or not, orthodox or not, Chinese or not, relevant or
not. These problems are'best left to the philosopher or the revo-
lutionary, in whose judgement the subjective factor has an acknow-
1edged place. For ouf part, we are interested in asking more empi-
rical questions: Did the emergehce of Mao's thought reflect the in-
tellectual concerns of China In the 1930's and 1940's, or was it es-

sentially an extraneous development? Did the concept of Mao's

thought spring full-blown from the minds of its advocates, or did it

ciously edited by the Soviet authorities, much of the diaries do ring
true. Consequently, we have referred to them from time to time on
issues which appear to be clarified further by Viadimirov's notes and
comments. That the diaries serve to blacken Mao Tse-tung's personal
character and leadership is only too obvious, but this need not deter
us from using one of the more remarkable sources on the Yenan period.

3Schram's well-known study is The Political Thought of Mao Tse-

tung, 2nd¢ ed., Harmondsworth, England: Penguin Books, 1969. Three
other titles should be noted: Arthur A, Cohen, The Communism of Mao
Tse-tung, Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1964; Frederick Wake-
man, Jr., History and Will (Philosophical Perspectives of Mao Tse-
tung's Thought ), Berkeley: University of California‘ Press, 1973; and
James Chieh Hsiung, ed., The Logic of "Maoism" (Critiques and Expli-
cation), New York: Praeger Publishers, 1974.




/““ "

. - PR Al “ . LR R T

13

represent the culmination of previous ideological movements within
the CCP? Did Mao's thought emerge simply as a natural coneomitaﬁt
of Mao Tse—tung‘s‘growing political power in the Party, or was it
the product of a deliberate act of conscious creation on the part of
its proponents? Which individuals or groups within the CCP suppor-
ted the elevation of Mao's thought as the Party's official body of
doctrine? Who opposed such a move? Who simply went along? To what
extent was the emergence of Mao's thought affected by developments
within the CCP itself, or by domestic or foreign events beyond the
control of the Party? Finally, we want to kndw exactly what "Mao
Tse-tung's thoughtﬁ meant in the minds of its proponents, and what
relationship they felt it ﬁad 1o orthodox Marxist theory on the one
hand, and to Chinese history and culture (broadly defined) on the
other.- The pursuit of such questions is of course highly interesting
in itself, but it also provides an excéllent framework to study the
history of the CCP during the Yenan period. In particular, this
approach places Mao Tse-tung's rise to power in bold relief, for his
growing ideological stature became both a major issue in defining
his personal authority in the CCP, and a éentral point of attack on
the part of his critics and opponents within the Party and without.
Surely this is the essence of what we might call ideological history,
that is, the study of the evolution of political ideas in the context
of political power, and of the nature and consequences of their mu-

tual interaction.

Throughout the study, we have given extensive coverage both to

the evolution of ideas and to thé struggle for power within the CCP,



T eere s Emaa camzeus Fed s

. " e v PR

14

and, less importantly, between the CCP and the Chinese Nationalist
Party. As the study progressed, it became apparent that it fell na-
turally into two'éistinct periods, each with its own specific charac-
ter. The first period (1935-40) is one of idedlogical ereativify,
when Mao Tse-tung and his associates worked out the basic elements of
their distinctive ideology, namely, "Sinified"” Marxism-Leninism. With
the publication of Mao's "On New Democracy” in January 1940, this
initial creative period came to a close; the basic thinking and wri-
ting had been done, although the new concept of the "Sinificatlon of
Marxisﬁ" was not yet widely accepted throughout the CCP. The second
period (1940;45) is essentially one of ideoiogical consolidation,
when the ascendant Maoists responded to a series of challenges by re-
moulding the ideology of the CCP along the lines that had been worked
out previously. The task now was to systematige and dissemiﬁaté the
basic ébnbepts of Sinified Marxism-Leninism ("Mao Tse-tung's thought! )
throughout the CCP, and beyond it to Chinese society as a whole.

This period closes in June 1945, when Mao's.thought was incorporated

into the new Party constitution, and the Chinese people were exhorted

to rally under the banner of Mao Tse—tungl Mao's ascendancy within

the Chinese Communist Party was perhaps not as absolute as it ap-

‘peared in later years, but there can be no gainsaying the fact that

the CCP -- and shortly the nation itself -- had entered the era of

Mao Tse-tung and "Maoc Tse-tung's thought."

In the course of research it soon became clear that considerable
attention would have to be given to the personal role of Mao Tse-tung.

The importance Mao came to attach to the role of ideology in the
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revolutionary movement, combined with the considerable doubt evinced
by many of the Party's top leaders regarding his competence as a
Marxist-Leninist theoretician, did mﬁch to stimulate his determina-
tion to acquire undisputed authority as the CCP's leading spokesman
on all questions of doctrine. Consequently, Mao's pervasive influénce
is to be seen at every important juncture in the evolutionary pro-
cess that gave rise to the Party's acceptance of his own thought as
its official guiding ideoclogy. Yet, Mao could not possibly have ac-
complished this feat unaided, and one's attehtion is thus drawn to
other individuals who played a role in the process. Mao surrounded
himself with a small band of Party theoreticians firmly committed to -
his cause, including such figures as Ai Ssu-ch'i, Chou Yang, Chang
Ju=hsin, and Ch'en Po-ta. These individuals, and many- others besides,
came to be recognized as Mao's pefsoﬁal "think tank," people who
helped Mao formulate his ideas, and who worked assiduously to win
their widespread acceptance throughout the Party. They comprised the
intellectual machine that stood behind Mao in the course of his strug;
gles during the Yenén period, andvin many respects Mao's triumph in
1945 was very mueh‘their triumph as well. Indeed; the high dggree

of awareness with which Mao and his small band of theorists promoted
his claims to ideological supremacy suggests that the formulation of
Mao Tse-tung's thought was an act of conseious creation, and not sim-
ply the result of a seemingly inevitable procéss in the ideological

development of the CCP.

Of this group, it is Ch'en Po-ta who clearly emerges as the

singie most important figure other than Mao himself in the conscious
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creation of Mao Tee-tung's thought. Consequently, we have paild

. special attention to Ch'en's position in the ideological debates

within the CCP during 1935-45 with a view to asqertaining his role
in helping to férmﬁlate and propagate the concept of Mao Tse-tung's
thought. Although the precise relationship between Mao and his enig-
matic politicai secretary has remained obscure, academic opinion has
tended to underrate Ch'en's importance in the Maoist camp, and his
pgrsonal intellectual influence on Mao. Tately, however, Ch'en's
key role in the Cultural Revolution in the late 1960's has caused
gome second thougﬁts as to his relationship ﬁith Mao, and a éhift ﬁo
a more positive evaluation is now in sight. It has now been recog-

nized, for example, that in times of need Mao has usually "turned to

his most trusted supporters, especially Ch'en Po-ta."4 Certainly,

this study demonstrates guite clearly that Ch'en Po-ta had emerged

as a Party theorist in his own right prior to meeting Maoc in the A
summer of 1937, that he directly influenced Mao's own thinking in cer-
tain important respects during the Yenan periéd, that he played a
central role in the Party's Rectification Campaign of 1942-43, and
that he became the leading architect of the "Maoist myth" that has
dominated the official history of the CCP right to the present day.
Indeed, Ch'en Was'extremelyvﬁrolific between 1935 and 1945, and no

attempt has been made to discuss the full range of his writings

4On this point, see Michel C. Oksenberg, "Policy Making Under
Mao, 1949-68: An Overview," in John M.H. Lindbeck, ed., China: Man-
agement of a Revolutionary Society, London: Allen and Unwin, 1971,
p. 98. According to a recent dispatch by the Peking correspondent of
The Globe and Mail (Toronto), a directive of the CCP Central Committee
has acknowledged that Mao's Selected Works may have to be purged of
the influence of Ch'en Po-ta. For further details on this tacit ad-
mission of Ch'en's role in shaping Mao's thought, see "Chinese Hint
That Mao's Works May Be Revised," The New York Times, & September 1974.
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and ideas during this period. The focus of our discussion is rather
on those aspects of Ch'en's thought which are particularly relevant

to his role in fostering the development of Mab's thought as the CCP's
official ideology. Nonetheless, the present work does considerably
augment the existing body of knowledge concerning Ch'en Po-ta's role

in the Chinese Communist movement during the Yenan era.

By 1945, Mao Tse-tung's thought had emerged as an enormously
powerful phenomenon within the ranks of the CCP. As our study makes
clear, there were important reasons for this: In the first place,
the creation of a truly distinctive Chinese communist ideology had
great appeal to many of the Party's urban intellectuals who sought

some visible symbol of China's cultural independence fromthe West,

Jincluding the Soviet Unioﬁ. Second, Mao and his cldse supporters

were aware of the need for Mao to build up a distinctive ideological
profile as a weapon against the power of the Moscow-oriented Returned
Students, and indeed of Moscow itself. Third, most members of the
CCP, regardless of their perscnal views, appreciated the need for the
CCP to put forward a relatively coherent ideological doctrine that
would win the allegiance of China's masses in competition with the
ideological blandishments of Chiang Kai-shek and the Nationalists.
The theoretical key that opened the door to the creation of Mao Tse-
tung's thought was of courée the coneept of the "Sinification of
Marxism." Based on the ideas of both Mao and Ch'en Po-ta, thg Sini-
fication of Marxism allowed for the formulation of an interpretation
of Marxism-ILeninism that was claimed to be at once distinetly Chinese

and indispﬁtably seientific. Only when foreign Marxist theory was
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tested in the crucible of Chinése revolutionary practice, it was ar-
gued, would a new living theoretical construct emerge with the in-
delible stamp of Chinese genius. Given Lenin's_diotum that without
a revolutionary theory there can be no revolutionary movement, we
can appreciate Li Wei-han's later claim that:

The establishment in theé Party of the idea of integrating

the universal truth of Marxism-Leninism with the concrete

practice of the Chinese revolution was the most fundamen-

" tal question -~ a question of deecisive significance -~ in

building the Communist Party /Gf China7.?
The path from the Sinification of Marxism to the creation of Meo Tse-
tung's thought was by no means inevitable, but Mao and his closeisﬁpm
" porters ensured that there would be no serious opposition to Mao's
claim to theoreticai supremacy within the GCP.‘ When outfight oppos-
ition did surface, as in the case of Wang Shih-wei and other dissident
intellectuals, it was vigorously qppoéed and ultimately suéprgssed.
Yet such actiop was exceptional; as much as anything, the triumph of
Mao's thought was due to years of painstaking ideclogical and poli-
tical work.on the part of the Maoists, and, most importantly, to the'
growing‘réalization withip the CCP that in the final analysis Mao's
ideas seemed to work. Had Mao;s 1eadefship and policies suffered a
severe setback during 1935-45, his thought might well occupy the
place in the official history of the Chinese revolution now taken by
that of Ch'en Tu-hsiu. ‘In the evolution of Mao Tse-tung's thought
as the CCP's official doectrine, as in most other historical phenomena,

one is hard put to avoid the conclusion that nothing succeeds quite

like success;

5Li Wei-han, The Struggle for Proletarian Leadership in the
Period of the New-Democratic Revolution in China, Peking: Foreilgn
Languages Press, 1962, p. 98. ‘
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While our study must of necessity give special prominence to
both Mao Tse-tung and Ch'en Po-ta in the conscious creation of Mao
Tse-tung's thought, we have kept purely blographical discussion to a
bare minimum. Nor have we paid much attention to their activities
prior to 1935, when this study commences. This omission is easily
made good in the case of Mao Tse-tung, whose early life and ideas
have been subjected to considerable scrutiny by a variety of writers.
Should the reader be interested in pursuing the details of Mao's
career prior to 1935, he has only to turn to a host of excellent
studies on the subject.6 Unfortunately, the same is not true of Ch'en
Po—ta,.who has so far received scant attention from students of the
Chinese CbmmunistAmovement; Parris H. Chang has written anAafticle
which is perhaps the only special study of Ch'en Po-ta, but it focu-
ses on Ch'en's role in the Cultural Revolution in the 1960's, with
little in the way of detailgd background information on Ch'en.7 It
would thus seem appropriate to preface our present étudy with some
brief comments on Ch'en Po-ta's 1ife and thought prior to 1935, with

particular emphasis on those aspects which are most relevant to our

6Two prominent biographies of Mao are Jerome Ch'en, Maoc and
the Chinese Revolution, ILondon: Oxford University Press, 1965; and
Stuart Schram, Mao Tse-tung, Harmondsworth, England: Penguin Books,
1966. A detailed treatment of Mao's later career is Edward E. Rice,
Mao's Way, Berkeley: University of California Press, 1972. Other
studies of Mao's rise to power . will be c1ted throughout the text,
and need not be mentioned at this time.

"parris H. Chang, "The Role of Ch'en Po-ta in the Cultural
Revolution," Asia Quarterly, I (1973), pp. 17-58.
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discussion of his role in the creation of Mao Tse-tung's thought
during 1935-45. Additional material on Ch'en's early career can be
found in the various biographical sources listed in the footnotes to

the following discussion.

Throughout the study, we have made extensive use of direct
quotation from the writings of the principal figures involved. Al-
though this might seem exceséively tedious to some, it does help to
clarify the points under diséussion, and to reduce ambiguities to a
mininum. In certain cases, as with Ch'en Po-ta, many of the writings
under consideration have not been transléted or even discussed to
any great extent in English-language studies of the Chinese Communist
movement.‘ Accordingly, extensive éitation from some of Ch'enfé more
interesting and/of important works will give the reader a better
insight into Ch'en's mode of analysis and expression. In any study
of the evolution of ideas or ideologies, it is often desirable to
permit the individual protagonists to speak for themselves rather
than through the intervention of a second party. It is hoped that |
the elaritj thus gained Will more than offset the possible tedium

that this approach might induce in the minds of certain readers.
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(ii) Ch'en Po-ta: The Formative Years

Ch'en Po-ta is one of the few top-ranking CCP leaders to have
been born into a "poor peasant" family; on this all the sources
agrée.8 At the time of his birth in 1904 (or 1903 in the Chinese
reckoning ) Chtents family was living in Huian county, Fukién, repor-
tedly one of the poorest areas in the province. Ch'en's personal
name is Shang-yu, but ever gince the 1930's he has been widely known
as Po-ta, a pen-name he adopted while teaching in Peking under the
alias of yet another name, Chihamei.g' When he was still a child,

the family left Huian and settled in or near the town of Chimel in

T'ungan county, on the mainland opposite the island city of Amoy.

8As is the case with most CCP leaders, biographical sources

on Ch'en Po-ta are not particularly substantial, but nonetheless a
good deal of information can be gleaned from those that are avail.-
able. Among the most useful sources are the relevant entries in
Howard L. Boorman and Richard C. Howard, eds., Biographical Diction-
ary of Republican China, New York: Columbia University Press, 1967,
I, pp. 221-223; Chinese Communist Who's Who, Taipei: Institute of
International Relations, 1970, I, pp. 104-105; IS, VI:7 (April 1970),
pp. 87-93; Donald W. Klein and Ann B. Clark, eds., Blographic Dic-
tionary of Chinese Communism, 1921-1965, Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard
University Press, 1971, I, pp. 122-125; Li Feng-min, ed., Zhong-gong
shou~yau shi-lue hui-bian (Chronologies of Chinese Communist Leaders),
Taipel: Institute for the Study of Chinese Communist Problems, 1969,
pp. 81-100; and Who's Who in Communist China, 2nd ed., Hong Kong:
Unlon Research Institute, 1969~ 70, I, pp. 94-95. Also see Hsllan Mbu,

"Chen Bo-da jiu wei lu-mian zhi mi -~ shi zao-nian de 'fan-gong zi-
shou! yi-an jie-lu le ma?" (The Mystery of Ch'en Po-ta's Disappear-
ance -- Has His "Secret Surrender and Anti-Communist Confessions" in
the Early Years Been Revealed?), Zhong-gong yan-jiu (Studies in
Chinese Communism), V:3 (10 March 1971), pp. 28-42; and Shao Nan,
"Chen Bo-da shi-lue," (Biography of Ch'en Po-ta), ZGYJ, V:8 (10
August 1971, pp. 85-94. Additional sources can be found in later
notes to this chapter, and in the selected bibliography.

9Ch'en 's original name (yuan—m1ng) is Shang-yu; his alternate
name (you—mlng)ls Chih-mei; his pen-name (bi-ming), and the one by
which he is commonly known, is Po-ta. See the blography of Ch'en in
Fei-qing yan-jiu (Studles in Bandit Affairs), II:2 {February.1968),
p. 97.
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A studious child, Ch'en was accepted at about the age of eight into
a "new style" school recently established in Chimei by a wealthy
overseas Chinese. The school gradually expanded to include secon-
dary education and teacher training, and Ch'en continued his educa-
tion through all three levels. Aftef leaving Chimei, he went to
Canton for a brief stay, but in early 1925 he enrolled in the newly
established Shanghai Labour Universityf Although a creation of the
recent Nationalist-Communist united frbnt, the university was in fact
controlled by the Communists, and included such Party leaders as
Ch'i Ch'iu-pai on its faculty. Ch'en was apparently quite left-wing
by the time he entered the university, and he played an active role
in ‘student activities both on and off the campus. It was at about
this time that he jdined the Communist Party along with his close
friend, Jao Shu-shih, who was later to become a leading Party .
figure.lo After completing his studies in Shanghai, Ch'en traveled
south to Changchow, Fukien, where General Chang Chen's 49th division
of the National Revolutionary Army (KMT) was stationed. Chang (a
fellow Huian villager) offered Ch'en a post as a secretary, and he
soon won Chang's esteem for hisiliterary ébility. Within a short
space of time most of Chang's speeches and articles were passing
through his young assistant's hands, and it is said that Ch'en
exercised considerable influence on Chang's thinking during this

period. During the Nationalist suppression of the Communists in

' 10Mbst sources agree that Ch'en joined the CCP in 1927 (presum-
ably before the Party was suppressed in April of that year), but it
may in fact have been a little earlier. See for example Klein and
Clark, op. eit., I, p. 122; Gendai Chugoku jimmei jiten (Biographical
Dictionary of Contemporary China ), Tokyo: Gaikd jih® sha, 1962, p.
488; anid Bol'shaya Sovetskaya Entsiklopedya (Large Soviet Encyclo-
pedia ), Moscow, XINVII (April 1957), p. 488, Many thanks to Mr, David
Barrett for translating the third source from the Russian, ~
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the spring of 1927, however, Ch'en fled to Shanghal and thence to Nan-
king, where he was arrested and imprisoned. With Chang Chen's per-

sonal intervention, Ch'en was apparently encouraged to write a "letter

of repentance" in which he repudiated the Communists and promised to

devote himself to the study of Sun Yat«sen's Three Peopleis Principles.
11

e Gt AN e S Ve

He was thereupon released from prison, and given a new start in life.

eoanr cda

By this time it was perhaps toc late for Ch'en to turn over a
new leaf, for immediately upon his release from prison he re-estab-
lished contact with the CCP. He was greatly changed, however, for
the near destruction of the Party had a profound impact on his
thinking. He recalled in later years that after the failure of the
revolution of 1924-27:

Henceforth, and for a long time after, matters such as

the pursuit of Marxist-Ieninist truth and how to grasp

Marxism-Leninism to comprehend the Eroblems of the Chi-
nese revolution swirled in my mind. 2

R
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The Communist de¢bacle of 1927 had not destroyed his faith in the
ultimate correciness of Marxism-Leninism, but it instilled in him a
desire to study afresh the application of the foreign théory in the
specific context of Chinese society. Shortly thereafter, the Party
arranged for him to go to Moscow for further education along with
many other young activists who had survived the holocaust. Ch'en
enrolled at Sun Yat-sen Uhiversity, where he took intensive courses

in both Russian language and Marxist-Leninist philosophy. He was not

11For this account of Ch'en's imprisonment and release, see
Shao Nan, op. eit., p. 86. :

Penten Po-ta,. "Si-xiang de fan-xing" (Reflection in Thought),
Jie-fang ri-bao (Liberation Daily). (28 August 1942),p. 4.

|
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very active politically during these years, but he established a
s0lid foundation in the historical and theoretical aspects of
Marxism—Leninism and its application in Russia. Indeed, his studies
in Moscow provided the intellectual basis for his later emergence as

a leading CCP theorist and historian, from the mid-1930's on.

Ch'en's modest political role during his stay in the Soviet
Union was a function not only of his desire to study, but also of
the particular situation prevailing amongst the Chinese students at
Sun Yat-sen University at the time. In its early years, the CCP
gent many young members to Moscow to continue their education, among
them the group that later became known within the Party as the:
"Returned Students" (or the "Iwenty-eight Bolsheviks"). ILed by Ch'en
Shao-yu (Wang Ming) and Ch'in Pang-hsien (Po-Ku), the members of this
group were known at the university as the "intefnational faction"
(guo-ji-pai) because of their primary loyalty to the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union and the Communist international. Ch'en, on the
other hand, belongéd to the "branch faction"~(zhi5bu~pai), a large
group of sﬁudents who acknowledged the direct authority of the CCP
itself, and of its officlal representatives in Moscow. Considerable
tensioﬁ developed between the two groups, especially in 1930 when
Stalin launched a major purge of the CPSU in the aftermath of his

victory over Trotsky and Bukharin. This purge stimuldated the inter-

~nationalist faction at Sun Yat-sen University to put their own house

in order, and.it is said that Po Ku (and probably Wang Ming also)

singled out Ch'en for engaging in "sectarian activities," and warned
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him of diseciplinary action if he persisted.13 ‘In all likeiihood.then,

~ Ch'en had personal as well as ldeological réasons for supporting Mao

Tse-tung during his crucial struggle with the Returned Students in
Yenan in the late 1930's and early 1940's. A private grudge had been
added to Ch'en's previous disdain for their rigid adherence to the
Soviet (i.e., Stalinist) version of Marxism-Leninism and its appli-

cation to China.

Po Ku's threat of punishment never materialized, for sometime in
late 1930 or early 1931 Ch'en left Moscow to return to China. He
finally settled in Peking, where he secured a lecturer's post at
China University, at that time one of the city's leading strongholds
of left-wing students. It was apparently at this time aléb that he
married Chu Yu-jen, a Szechwanese girl and fellow student whom Ch'en
had met in Moscow and who returned to China with him.14 At China
University Ch'en lectured on ancient (pre-Ch'in) Chinese history and
philosophy under the alias of Ch'en Chih-mei. He used his teaching
post as a base from which he could take part in underground Party

activities, and write polemical articles against enemies of the CCP.

137he most detailed account of Sun Yat-sen University in the
late 1920's is provided by one of its former Chinese students, who
was himself one of the Twenty-eight Bolsheviks. See Yieh Sheng
(Sheng Chung-liang), Sun Yat-sen University in Moscow and the Chinese
Revolution (A Personal Account), Lawrence: Center for East Asian
Studies, University of Kansas, 1971. See also the recollections of
Chang Kuo-t'ao, The Rise of the Chinese Communist Party, Lawrence:
University of Kansas Press, 1971, II, pp. 88-102.

14Shao Nan, op. cit., p. 85, and Hstan Mou, op. cit., p. 28
are the only sources to claim that Ch'en is married. Hsilan further

‘c¢laims that Chu Yu-jen is the sister of Chu Yu-lun, the wife of

Lo I-nung, the well-known CCP leader who was executed in 1928. TFor
details on Lo, see Boorman and Howard, op. cit., II, pp. 431-433; and
Klein and Clark, op. cit., I, pp. 639-641. :
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under his newly acquired pen-name, Ch'en Po-ta. His teaching duties
did not prevent him from undertaking Party work in Tientsin in

1933, in cooperation with K'o Ch'ing-shih, Nan Han-chen, Chu Ch'i-
wen and other later well-known Party’figures.l5 This experience
doubtless proved useful in late 1935, when Ch'en worked with the same
men to give a definite political direction to the famous student move-

ment that erupted in Peking in December of that year.

By the autumn of 1935 Ch'en was on the threshold of a new stage
in his life, for the December Ninth Movement would push him to nation-
al prominence among Marxist writers in the Nationalist-controlled
part of China. Yet by all accounts Ch'en was a most unbecoming
revolutionary, for he was a short and stocky individual with thick
glasses and a strong south Fukimese accent made all the more unintel-
ligible by.a pronounced stammer. Nor did his personality do much to
enhance his image, for he seems to have been cast In a strict mould;
he neither smoked nor drank, nor was he inelined to engage in idle
conversation even with his comrades in the Party. He was more a crea-
ture of the mind, and his mind was best expressed through the pen.
According to one source, Ch'en had been tutored by his elder brother
Tun-yu, with the result that his "written Chinese was rather good and

his calligraphy was very beautiful.":l‘6

Inarticulate in speech, it
was through’ the medium of the written word that Ch'en Po-ta was to
climb high in the ranks of the CCP. Indeed, his career was to have

much in it reminiscent of the scholar-official of traditional China,

15WWCC, PP. 94-95. It is not known 1if Ch'en had a secret Party

name for use in his underground activities in Peking and Tientsin,

16£§, VI:7, p. 87. Nothing much is known about Tun-yu; he
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Ch'en's basic philosophy in these early years is illustrated in

a long review article he wrote in the spring of 1935.17

To begin,
Ch'en tackles what he regards as the "most fundamental problem in
philosophy", namely, the problem of the relationship between thinking
and existence. Relterating the Marxist position that matter exists
independently of human cognition, he‘asserts that there is no such
thing as "abstraet truth", but only "concrete truth." Man's percep-
tion of concrete truth is only partial, and must‘develop through his
practice in the natural and social worlds. Man's task is thus to
apply his partial (relative) truth in actual practice and in fhis
way gradually approach complete (absolute) truth. What intellectual
tool is man to employ in his progress from.the perception of ?élative
truth to the comprehension of absolute truth? For Ch'en, it is the
law of dialectiecs, or the science of thé contradictions inherent in
all natural and social phenomena. Rejecting the idealisis' belief
that contradictions exist merely as figures of speech or categories
in logic, Ch'en argues on the contrary that:

Dialectiés are inherent in living matter, and are the soul

of the countless things in the universe. If there were no

contradictions and no dialectics, there would_he no uni-

verse, no nature, no socliety, and no thought.

Since dialectics are the very "soul" of the objective world, man must

apparently taught at an overseas Chinese school in Burma for many
years, but later returned to China.

170h'en Po-ta, "Fu-bai ghe-xue de mo-luo" (The Decline of a Dec-
adent Philosophy), Du-shu sheng-huo (Reading Life), Shanghai: Du-
shu sheng-huo she, IV:1 (10 May 1936), pp. 48-57; and IV:2 (25 May
1936), pp. 39-41. Although the article is dated 14 March 1935, it
was not published until the much later date cited above. .

18

Tbid., (pt. 1), p. 54.
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use this tool 10 comprehend the real world existing independently of
hig consciousness. Ch'en rejects the idealists' charge that dialec-
tical materialists (viz, Marxists) are dogmatists who apply the
concept of dialectics in a rigid manner, and arrange the facts of the
real world according to a fixed formula. In his opinion; "genuine"
Marxists.

...approach and grasp objective things only in a living

way (huo-sheng-sheng de), only in. the course of their

own practice. They then proceed to analyse the internal

and external commections in the development of things on

the basis of the things' concreteness and totality, and

to analyse the various aspects of the concrete contra-

dictions inheérent in the things.19

But, ask the idealists, is the law of dialectics itself dila-
lectical; that is, are contradictions inherent in it as well as the
rest of the objeetive world? Ch'en answers in the affirmative, but
rejects the implication that these inherent contradictions will even-
tually negate themselves, and hence the law of dialectics itself. On
the contrary, he argues, history has demonstrated that the science
of dialectics has itself developed as a result of these inner contra-
diétions from a lower to a higher stage. Thus, modern dialectical
materialism is an improvement on both the primitive dialectieal
materialism of ancient Greece and Hegel's more sophisticated dialec-

tical idealism. How does this process of change and improvement

come about? According to Ch'en:

lgloc. cit.
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Since 1ts creation, dialectical materialism has devel-

oped into new stages, and is justnow again developing

into a new stage. .This process is based on the devel-

opment of history, of man's practice, and of the law of

dialectics itself. This development /of dialectiecal

materialism/ is not merely quantitative, but also qual-

itative.20
Previously, Ch'en had stated that modern dialectical materialism
(Marxism-Leninism) was a "brand new thing," the product of the devel-
opment of the dialectic from lower to higher stages. But if Marxism-
Leninism is in turn developing into a new stage, will another "brand
new thing" be produced? And if so, what will it be? Ch'en does not
answer this question in his article of 1935, but in the following
vears the answer slowly began to emerge. Finally, Ch'en responds
to the allegation that dialectical materialists in China are in dan-
ger of being ensnared in foreign '"nets." The implication is that Chi-
nese Marxists are subservient to outside influences (i.e., Moscow), and
aré not really in command of their own professed philosophy. Ch'en
rejects this suggestion, remarking that it is the Chinese idealists
who really "erawl up to 'foreign' masters.! They simply regurgitate
the anti-Marxist philosophy of such foreign thinkers as Hume, Kant,
Bergsen, Russell, Dewey, et al., whose theories are nothing but

opium used to "enslave their own people and the people of the

coloniés."21

Ch'en's emphasis on the need to apply dialectical materialism
to Chinese probleﬁs in a "living way," and his firm denial that
Chinese Marxists are in danger of being ensnared in foreign "nets"

should be noted. They suggest that he was less than happy with

201hid., pp. 54-55.

ZlIbid., (pt. 2), p. 40.



. . N . . e . o B P

L e e ey

30

China's status as a mere borrower of the new "scientific" philosophy

.of the proletariat, forever indebted to the West (including Russia)

for philogophical enlightenment. But was China only a borrower of
dialectiéal materialism, or did it in fact have_én indeﬁendent elaim -
to a 'Marxist' tradition in the realm of thought? Ch'en was at this
time beginning to take the latter position, as illustrated in his
views on T'an Ssu-t'ung, the radical Chinese reformer who was executed
in 1898. In'late 1933, Ch'en drafted é lengthy essay on T'an's
philosophy, claiming that T'an's thought contained elements of elem-~
entary materialism and incomplete dial'eé'tics.z2 Thus by 1933 Ch'en
was attempting to satisfy himself as to the indigenous Chinese roots
of 'Marxism.' FEventually, his search for the origins of dialectical
materialism in China was to lead him back to the philosophy of clas-
sical a.n"t::'Lqu:isby.2-3 For Ch'en, China's long history is not something
simply to be rejected; on the contrary, Chinese Marxists like himself
are able to inherit the "most outstanding aspects" of the thought of
T'an Ssu-t'ung precisely because they are the "inheritors of all the

outstanding thought of China. "<

220nten Po-ta, "Lun Zhong-guo gi-meng si-xiang-jla Tan Si-tong"
(On the Chinese Enlightened Thinker T'an Ssu-t'ung) (15 December 1933)
in Ch'en Po-ta, Zai wen-hua zhen-xian shang (On the Cultural Front),
Hong Kong: Sheng~huo shu-dian, 1939, pp. 181, 209.

23The search for precedents of dlalectical materialism in China's
past was a source of constant fascination for many CCP intellectuals.
For example, the Party theorist and historian Hsll Meng-ch'iu once
commented to Nym Wales that as a student in the early 1920's he had
read a study entitled. Ancient Communism in Chinese Society. "It was
not correct,”" he recollected, "but we read it with interest." See
Nym Wales (Helen F. Snow), Red Dust (Autobiographies of Chinese Com-
mmnists), Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1952, p. 59.

240hhen Po-ta,_”Téﬁ Si-tong,"‘p. 244. The reformer Ts'ai Yian-ptei
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- By 1935 Ch'en Po-ta had moved toward an interpretatién of Marxiém-
leninism that would: (1) establish its compatibility with Chinese
society by finding elements of dialectical materialism in China's rich
historical reco.rd»;. and (2) encourage the "development of Marxism-
Leninism in China through its "living",appliéation in the course of
the Chinese revolution. Such an interpretation would fend off attacks
from the Right, fér it countered their cilaim that Marxism-Leninism
was basically incompatible with Chinese séciety, and in any event was
being applied too dogmatically by its Chinese adherents. Also, Ch'en's
interpretation did muéh to appeal to the nmationalistic feeiings of all
non-Marxist Chinese, fqr it held out the possibility of developing
a new philosophical System that was truly Chinese in both its histor-
ical origins and contemporéry form. At the same time, Ch'en was to
fall under attack from the left, many of whom argued that Marxism's
sharp critique aﬂ'feudal society would be blunted by any attempt to
reconéile Marxist theory and Chinese history. Further, the Left

maintained that.any attempt 1o develop Marxism-Leninism by adapting

it to Chinese conditions would distort its universal scientific qual-~

ity, applicable'regardiesé of time and place. Even so, Ch'en's intér~
pretation of Marxismpleninism‘wés 10 prove more relevant to the needs
of a new Nationalist-Communist united front against Japan than did

that of the Leftists within the CCP. Ch'en's views on Marxist theory

were also more in_accord_with those of Mao Tse-tung, who in 1935

was also impressed by T'an Ssu~t'ung, receiving from him in particular
the "inspiration to create a synthesized philosophy." See Robert K.
Sakai, "Ts'al Yuan-p'el as a Synthesizer of Western.and Chinese.
Thought," Papers on China, Cambridge, Mass.: Center for Fast Asian
Studies, Harvard University, III (May 1949), p. 173.
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commenced his drive to supreme power in the CCP in the face of strong
opposition from the leftist Returned Students. TIn the ensuing years,
Ch'en's views on Marxism-Leninism were to become increasingly explicit
along the lines we have discussed, and increasingly in the service of
Mao Tse-tung. In the autumn of 1935, however, Ch'en Po-ta was at a
turning point in his own career; at the age of thirty-one, the in-
articulate lecturer at China University was about to become one of
the CCP's most effective spokesmen in ﬂhe struggle for a new united
front against Japan; Tt was in the context of this struggle that
Ch'en elaborated on his interpretation of Marxism-Leninism, and in

so doing established his position as a rising young theorist in the

ranks of the Chinese Communist Party.
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CHAPTER II

CH'EN PO-TA, MAO TSE-TUNG, AND THE DEVELOPMENT:

OF MARXTSM IN CHINA, 1935-37

(i) Nationalism and National Forms

Following thé defeat of the Communists in the revolution of 1925~
27, many of China's leftist intellectuals turned to a reconsideration
of revolutionary theéry in light of China's specific history and
social system. Mariism became increasingly accepted by wide sections
of the intelligentsié (including the students) as the true science of
society, and grgat efforts were made to translate both classical and
cgntemporary Marxist-Ieninist works into Chinese. There was litile
questioning of the general proposition that a correct grasp of theory
was essential as a guide to soclal practice, and much attention was
devoted to working out a suitable theoretical position within the
framework of Mlarxism.1 ‘Ironically, nationalism became an ever more
powerful force in the political life of the nation precisely at the
moment when 1argernumbers of intellectuals were abandoning their tra-
ditional belief systems in favour of an essentially foreign body of
thought. Nationalism had been an important political factor in China

for at least a decade, but it received a great stimulus in the 1930's

, lFor a brief but useful discussion of the various schools of
thought in the "Controversy on China's Social History," see Benjamin
I. Schwartz, "A Marxist Controversy on China," Far Fastern Quarterly,
XIII (1954), pp. 143-153. ‘ ~
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from the growing Japanese threat, especially after the attack on
the northeast in 1931. The student movement in particular became
increasingly nationalistic and militant, and the largely student-
organized December Ninth Movement of 1935-36 had a profound impact
on the entire country. Many later leaders of the CCP (including
Ch'en Po-ta himself) were to rise to prominence during this and

- . . . . . 2
similar campaigns against Japan's increasing aggression.

Inevitably, this rapid rise in nationalism had an immediate im-
pact on China's two major political parties. This was especially
true of the KMT, .which had always been quite nationalistic, and which
became eéen more so under the leadership of Chiang Kai-shek. By the
early 1930's the "Nationalist Restoraﬁion" had been well and truly
launched, with Chiang*declafing that a major task of the revclution
was to "revive our Chinese culture, to restore our people's ancient

3

virtues, to proclaim our Chinese national soul." It was at about

this time too that the Nationalists launched a concerted attempt to
establish their own ideology as the basis for China's reconstruction,
a problem which in one writer's opinion lay "at the root of the Kuom-

"4

intang's concern in the thirties. Whatever the shortcomings of the

2On the rapid growth of nationalism among the students during
the 1930's, see John Israel, Student Nationalism in China, 1927-1937,
Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1966.

3For an excellent discussion of the "Nationalist Restoration"
in the mid-1930's see Mary C. Wright, "From Revolution ‘o Restoration:
The Transformation of Kuomintang Ideology", FEQ, XIV (1955), pp. 515-
532. The quotation from Chiang is on p. 525.

4Jamés C. Thomson, While China Faced West (American Reformers in
Nationalist China, 1928-1937), Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University
Press, 1969, p. 17. _
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KMT's New Life Movement of 1934-35, there is no doubt that it repre-
sented an attempt to win the youth of China to the Nationalist cause.
The attention devoted to China's "national soul" was not character-
istic of Chiang Kai-shek élone; rather, it formed the basis of what
was to develop into a major debate in the mid-thirties on the nature
of the Western impact on China. In the 1920's, people as diverse as
Hu Shih and Ch'en Tu-hsiu had argued in favour‘of the widespread in-
troduction of Western influences into China, but with the rise of
nationalism in the wake‘of Japanese dggression this relatively un-
eritical attitude became suspect. A landmark in the debate was the
pﬁblication'in Januéry 1935 of a joint declaration by ten leading
academics who opposed the "wholesale Westernization" approach taken
by their more zealcus colleagues. While agreeing that China had much
to learn from the West, they argued that it was mistaken to advocate
the too complete imita%ion of England, the United States, the Soviet
Union, Italy, or Germany:

We demand a cultural construction on the Chinese basis....

We must examine our heritage, weed out what should be

weeded out, and preserve what should be preserved....It is

right and necessary to absorb Western culture. Bul we

should absorb what is worth absorbing and not, with the

attitude of total acceptance, absorb its dregs also.

There is no doubt that the ten professors in question approached the

\ 5For an account of the New Life Movement, see Samuel C. Chu,
The New Life Movement, 1934-1937, New York: ZEast Asian Institute,
Columbia University, 1957.

6For this quotation and its source, see the translation in
Wm. Theodore de Bary, et al., Sources of Chinese Tradition, New
York: Columbia University Press, 1960, pp. 854-856,
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problem of Westernization from an essentially conservative point of

view, but their concern reflected the increasing nationalism of the

age. As such, it was in tune with the times, and could not be light-
ly dismissed by political activists in any camp who wished to relate
to the temper of these turbulent years., As we saw in Chapter I, Ch'en
Po-ta himself was much concerned in the spring of 1935 with refuting
the allegation that Chinese dialectical materialists were overly in-
fluenced by their "foreign masters," and assuring his readers that
the. "new philosophy" he espoused was on the point of entering a

higher stage in its development in China.

It was in this general intellectual climate that the December
Ninth Movement broke out at the end of 1935, and by the following

spring the movement had spread from Peking to every part of the

“ecountry. The students demanded that the Nationalist government ter-

minate its campaigns against the Communists, and join with them in a

new united front against Japan. At this time China University, where

. Ch'en was teaching, had the largest number of CCP members of any

university in Peking, and it played a major role in the campaign along

with Yenching and Tsinghua, two leading universities in the capital,

Shih-Li-teh, who headed the Liaism Department of the Peking Students'

Federation at the time, later revealed that Ch'en was a "responsible
comrade" in the CCP's Northern Bureau and played an active role in

the mavement.7 Nothing specific is known about his activities,

7Johﬂ Israel, "The December 9th Movement: A Case Study in
Chinese Communist Historiography," in Albert Feuerwerker, ed., His-
tory in Communist China, Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1968, pp. 247-
276. For Shih Li-teh's comments on Ch'en's role, see Li Ch'ang, et
al,, "Yi-er-jiu" hui-yi~lu (Reminiscences of "December Ninth"), -
Peking: Zhong-guo ging-nian chu-ban-she, 1961, p. 39.
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other than that he worked in cooperation with K'o Ch'ing-shih, Nan
Han-chen and other later luminaries in the CCP. It was also about
this time that he got to Xmow Liu Shao-ch'i, who headed the Party's
Northern Bureau in the mid-thirties, and established good personal
relations with him. Liu, it is said, thought highly of Ch'en at the

'time.8

Following the Comintern's initiative, the CCP toc had been moving
(albeit more slowly) toward a united front policy, and the December
Ninth Movement did much to prepare public opinion for some kind of

9 In

renewedAcopperation between fhe Communists and the Nationalists.
December 1935 Chou Yang, a leading CCP cadre in cultural affairs in
Shanghai, disbanded the League of Left-Wing Writers and set up & new
body, the United Association of Chinese Writérs. The task-of the

new organization was to pléﬁ down militant left-wing literature in
favour of cooperation with all writers, Marxist or not, who opposed
Japan. Chou and his associates put forward the slogan of "national
defence literature” as the umbrells under which all patriotic writers
could work toward a common cause, the defence of China against Japan—_
ese aggression. Thls slogan won the immediate support of many Commun-

ist intellectuals such as Kuo Mo-jo, A1l Ssu-ch'i, Ho Kan-chih and

Ch'en Po-ta himself, but it was not accepted by others. Indeed, an

SFQYJ, I1:2, p. 98,
For a detailed comparison of the Comintern's and the CCP's atti-
tude toward the new united front, see Gregor Benton, "The *Second
Wang Ming Line' (1935-38)," The China Quarterly, 61 (March 1975), pp.
6.1"'94 . - .
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influential group of leftist writers including Lu Hsln, Hu Feng, Feng

Hslieh~feng, and Mao Tun shdrtly after organized another associlation

of their own, the Chinese Litefary Workers., They adopted a slogan

which they felt was béth more comprehensive and more radical than that

of their rivals, namely, "mass 1iteréture'of national revolutionary
10

war."

Central to Chou Yang's slogan of hational def'ence literature was
the concept of "national forms” (min-zu xing-shi), the ideas behind
which ﬁere‘largely those of Ch'il Chiu-pai, the CCP leader who had

been executed by'the Nationalists in 1935. As certain of Ch'iU's 1it-

’ erarj ideas were to influence the attitudes of Ch'en Po-ta and ultim-

ately Mao Tse-tung towards Marxist-Leninist theérj, a brief comment
on~ Ch'i's literary thinking is in order. In the early 1930'54 Ch'u
had developed his own views on thé question of "common speech" in
language and "national forms" in literature. Regarding language, he
felt'that the Méy Fourth Movement had not gone far enough in making
the written language accessibie to the common people. The so-called
"plain speech" (bai-hua) of the twenties was in fact an awkward mix-
ture of Chinese and foreign elements, and was to a large extent in-
comprehenéible tq the ordinary man when read aloud. Ch'l therefore

-

advocated the creation of a real bai~hua which ordinary people could

Opor an outline of this literary debate, see Merle Goldman,
Literary Dissent in Communist China, Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard Univ-
ersity Press, 1967, pp. 5-17. For more detail see Hsia Tsi-an, "Iu
Hsin and the Dissolution of the League of Leftist Writers," in Hsia
Tsi-an, The Gate of Darkness (Studies on the lLeftist Literary Move-
ment in China), Seattle:- University of Washington Press, 1968, pp.
101-145. . : :
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understand when spoken, but he did not favour the uncritical use of
the language of the peasantis, which he regarded as often obscure., In-
stead, he felt that the language of China's new urban working class,
who were exposed to the modernizing influences of the eities, was fast
becoming a kind of national "common speech" (pu-tong-hua). As suech,
this developing language of the proletariat could be the starting
point of a new mass revolutionary literature, although this did not
preclude the use, when necessary, of local dialects in written form.
He even suggested that in the future'it might be desirable to encour-

age particular regional literatures; for example, a Kwangiung or a

Fukien literature. In fact, Ch'i called for a flexible attitude to-

ward the written language, providing the starting point was thé
easlly understood pu-tong-hua of the urban proletariat. Given this,
it was even possible 1o use certain foréign expressions if it were
felt desirable or necessary.ll On the question of literature, ch'ya
sharply rejected the common view in left-wing literary circles that
new contents demanded new forms. On the céntrary, he argued that
traditional literary forms could be given new content, and sugges-
ted that the yan-yi (historical romance) of the past could be used
to 1llustrate modern revolutionary history. For example, one could
envisage a new yan-yi entitled "The Canton Commune" (Guangszhou gong-
she) or, perhaps, "Chu and Mao Boldy Descend the Chingkang Mountain

(Zhu Mao da xia Jin-gang shan). Ch'\i also maintained that certain

enry Ch'iu-pai, "Da-zhong wen-yi de wen-ti" (The Problem of
Literature and.Art for the Masses), (5 March 1932), in Qu Qui-bai
wen-ji (Collected Works of Ch'#l Ch'iu-pai), Peking: Ren-min wen-xue

chu~-ban-she, 1953, II, pp. 884-893. See especilally pp. 887—889._
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0ld forms in literature were superior to certain new forms, in that
they werellinked.direetly to traditiopal oral literature and took the
form of easily understood narration.  He criticizea the arrogance of
those writers who held that while the literary level of the masses
should be raised, there could be no lowering of standards in order to
cater to their existing tastes. According to this view, the masses
should be taught to appreciate nmew forms in literature, and there
shoﬁld be no going back to traditional forms. Ch'l did not deny the
valué of new fo?ms in literature; rather, he believed that old and new
forms could be used at the same time, with the masses gradually coming
to accept the new forms. Providing the content of révolutionary

mass literature was éuitably progressive, it was possiblé to experi-

ment with many different forms both old and:new.12

' These were the basic ideas behind the concept of national forms
promoted by Chou Yang's new*organization, for Chou himself had been
greatly infiuenced by Ch'ﬁ Ch'iu-pai in the early 1930's when they
worked togethér in the League of Left-Wing Writers. But the group
of writers centered around Lu Hslin remained suspicious of Chou Yang's
new writers association and the literafy ideas it espoused. They
felt that Chou's organization would .be diluted with non-Marxist
writers, and that the revolutionary'coptent of national defence liter-
ature would succumb to the tide of nationalism that was sweeping over
the country. In later years Mao Tun, one of the Lu Hsiin group, com-

plained that the emphasis laid upon naticnalism at this time

.12Ibid;, pp. 890-892.
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"overshadowed the importance of the class outlook."13 The dis~
pute was embittered by various personal quarrels among some of the
leading personalities on both sides, but it was essentially ideo-
logical in nature. It was aiso guite serioﬁs; in her study of the
issue, Merle Goldman has concluded that Lu Hsun and Feng Hslleh-feng
in particular "masterminded and spearheaded a policy of deliberate

insubordination to the party's cultural directives."14

This open
dispute in the cultural field was an acute embarrassment to the CCP
in its efforts to launch a new united front, and Ai Ssu~ch'i com- .
plained bitterly that the "most important danger at the present time
is...left-wing dogmatism." These left—wing dogmatists, wrote Ai,
"have & most advanced appearance, but they repeatedly sell out; and
their surrender harms those who are united to save the eountry."15
Ai's accusation was of course directed at the Miterary leftists” in
Shanghal, but it was similar to the charges Mao Tse-tung was leveling

against the Returned Student faction within the leadership of the

Party in the remote fastness of Yenan.

In October 1936, with the dispute over the two‘slogans in full

13Mao Tun, "Literature in the Kuomintang Controlied Areas", in
The People's New Literature, Peking: Cultural Press, 1950, p. 75.

Y6o1dman, op. cit., p. 13.

15Ai Ssu-ch'i, "Lun si-xiang wen-hua wen-ti" (On the Problem
of Thought and Culture), in Hsia Cheng-nung, Xian jie-duan de Zhong-
guo si-xiang yun-dong (Contemporary Intellectual Movements in China),
Shanghai: Yi-ban shu-dian, 1937, p. 30.
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swing, Ch'en Po-ta intervened with a proposal which he hoped would
unite the two sideé.l6 He recognized that disputes weré an inevit-
able part of life, but felt that this particular one had dragged on
for so long that the only people benefiting from it were the enemy;
hence hisicall for an "armiétice" among the warring factions on the
literary front. Nonetheless, he Immediately endorsed the slogan of
national defence literature and called upon its left-wing opponents
to recognize its validity in a united front setting. He acknow-
ledged that certain people felt that this slogan lacked a radical
ring, but he poinfed out that it was designed to further the goals

of the united front against Japan. As such, it had to be broad
enough to apﬁeal to large numbers of people who were opposed to Japan
for a wide variety of reasons arising from their differing social in-
terests. Also, argued Ch'en, the idea of national defence should be
iiberally interpreted to inelude such revolutionary causes as “oppo—
sition to darkness and oppression, demands for freedom and trans-
formation of the life of the people, and opposition to orthodoxy and -
superstition.” All these things, Ch'en pointed out, are equélly
concérned with national defence. With national defence defined so

broadly, was there any need for the altermative slogan of mass

16The discussion in this paragraph is based on Ch'en Po-ta,

"Wen-yi-jie liang-ge kou-hzo de lun-zheng ying-gai xiu-zhan" (There
Should be a Truce in the Dispute Over the Two Slogans in the Liter-
ary and Art World) (October 1936), in Guo-fang wen-xue lun-zhan

(The Debate on National Defence Literature), Shanghai: Xin-chao she,
1936, pp. 597-602. The text of Ch'en's essay used here is in ZGYJ,
V:8 (10 August 1971), pp. 112-113.
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literature of national revolutionary war? Yes, said Ch'en, there

was. This siogan:éhould represent the forees of the Left in the
literary world, but only under the umbrella of national defence liter-
ature, and not as an opposing slogan. The more radical form of liter-
ature should be a key element and thé major force in national defence
literature. Hence, the slogan of the Lu Hslin group was to represent
the "individual standpoint of left-wing writers" within the united
front in the'literary field, but it could not be the slogan of the

united front in literature itself. Having suggested this compromise

by which the two opposing groups might cooperate in a common struggle

against Japan, Ch'en called upon the individuals involved on both
sides to "sacrifice their prejudices"” and reunite, As the war with
Japan ominously appreached, the leftist faction among the Shanghai

writers reluctantly accepted the idea of a broad united front against

- Japan, and Ch'en's efforts certainly played a role in this develop-

ment.17

Nevertheless, several important members of the original
group never really accepted the CCP's authority in the cultural field,
until they were forced to do so during the Reciification Movement at

Yenan in the early 1940's, or after the Communists' vietory in 1949.

17Soon after his fall from power in 1970, Ch'en's support of
national defence literature in 1936 was denigrated as an example of
"pight capitulationism" on the literary front. For an exhaustive
discussion of this issue, see Hsllan Mou, "Chen Bo-da yu san-shi
nian~dai wen-yi liang-ge kou-hao de lun-zheng" (Ch'en Po-ta and the
Dispute over the Two Slogans .in Art and Literature During the 1930's),
ZGYJ, V:8 (10 August 1971), pp. 4-22.
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(ii) Ch'en's "New Enlightenment Movement"

Although the December Ninth Movement helped the Communists in
their efforts to form a new united front, the literary dispute in
Shanghal illustrated the difficulty in finding the right slogans

which would be accepted by all the major political groupings con-

cerned. On 10 September 1936 the left-wing Shanghail periodical Du-

shu sheng-huo (Reading Life) published a special issue in an attempt

to spark off a broad movement on the cultural front, and Ch'en Po-ta
rose to the oceasion by calling for a "New Enlightenment Movement"
(xin gi-meng yun-dong, henceforth simply NEM).18 According to a con-
temporary account by Ho Kan-chih, Ch'en was the first personA"con-

sciously" to raise the question of a new intellectual movement to

’accompany the political forces generated by the December Ninth Move-

ment. Ho also declared that Ch'en's first two articles on the NEM
were the "earliest calls" for and the Y"foundation stonesil of the en-

tire movement.l9

Ch'en's proposals provoked a lively debate in poli-
tical and intellectual eircles throughout the country, and won the
immediate support of Chou Yang, Ai Ssu-ch'i, Ho Kan-chih, Hu Ch'iao-

mu and other leading CCP intellechals. The response from non-Marxists

18Ch‘en Po-ta, "Xin zhe-xue=zhe de zi-ji pi-pan he guan-yu xin

gqi-meng yun-dong de jian-yi" (A New Philosopher's Self-criticism and .
Proposal for a New Enlightenment Movement ), Du-shu sheng-huo (Reading
Life), IV:9 (10 September 1936), pp. 453-455.

19HD Kan-chih, Jin-dai Zhong-guo gi-meng yun-dong shi (A History
of the Modern Chinese Enlightenment Movement ), Shanghai: Sheng-huo
shu~dian, 1938, pp. 206-208.
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was more reserved and cfitical, as could be expected, but from this
time on Ch'en became an increésingly well known figure in the numer-
ous debates on the united front prior to the Japanese invasion in

July 1937.

What exactly was the NEM? Or, perhaps more accurately, what did
Ch'én think it shouldbe? 1In a series of related essays, Ch'en devel-
oped the theme that the NEM should be a "second New Culture Movement ,
-- a cultural salvation movement", similar tolyet different from the
May Fourth Movement of 1919. During this famous movement, argues
Ch'en, there was no conflict of interest between enlightenment and
patriotism,‘the reason being that:

Fighters of the New Culture Movement were at the same time

fighters of the patriotic movement, and fighters of the

patriotic movement equally became fighters of the New Cul-

ture Movement.

Yet in spite of this important similarity, there is a crueial dif-
ference between the May Fourth Movement and the NEM, for in the
intervening years dialectics (dong de luo-ji) have replaced formal

logic_as the dominént philosophical system in China. Consegquently,

Marxists are to be the main force of the present NEM, and the "con-

- crete application of dialectics will become the central conceran" of

this new movement. As in the case of the united front in literature,
so in the NEM; the Communists will willingly cooperate with other
groups in the united front, but will not voluntarily relinquish

their leading role. Having established this point, Ch'en then

2OCh'en.Po—ta, "Ian xin qi-meng yun-dong" (On the new Enlight-
enment Movement ), Xin shi-ji (New Century), I:2(1 October 1936).
The text used here is in Hsia Cheng-nung, op. cit., pp. 67-75. The
passage cited is on p. 68,
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declares that the "recognition or denial of dialectics!" is by no
means the criteri@n for papticipation in the NEM; the only criteria
are the "defence of the motherland and the enlightenment of the
people."” Ch'en concludes thaﬁ the NEM will develop widely only if
it is constructed on the basis of "noh—sectarianism.ﬂ Accordingly,
it should include individuals from various social strata, providing
they support the defence of China against Japan and resist the cur-
rent attempts to revive traditionalism;zl In spite of these efforts
to broaden the appeal of the NEM, Ch'en's proposals were attacked as
being "excessivély narrow in scope and excessively leftist in expres-
sidn," and his.ultimate insistance on the leading role of Marxism in
the NEM probably (_iid much to undermine its .general appeal to non-
Mérxists in the cultural-field.22 Nonetheless, the NEM's normal
course of developmént was cut short by the Japanese invasion in mig-
1937, when intellectual debate in Peking and Shanghai came 1o an

abrupt halt. The NEM might have been more successful had it not been

for the intervention of the war, but this must remain speculative.

Although Ch'en deélared that Marxists should play the main role
in the NEM, this did not impl& that tﬁey were without serious short-
comings. On the contrary, in his original article calling for the
NEM, Ch'en suggested that in the field of philosophy (his own special
area of interest) Marxists should carry out a thorough "self-criti-

cism" as part of their contribution to the new movement. Specifically,

“LTpid., pp. 73-75.

22Ho Kan-chih, op. cit., p. 220.
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they should eriticize themselves for having failed to (1) make a
systematic critiqué of China's traditional philosophical systems, and
(2) integrate in a satisfactofy way Marxist theory and the praciical
politics of China. Both of these points are relevant to our discus-
sion. In Ch'en's opinion, Marxism has become the dominant philosophy
in China in the years since the failure of the revolution of 1925-27,
yet Marxists have failed to deal effectively with the two important
problems referred to above. In the first place, laments Ch'en:

There is, in general, a lack of a systematic, penetrating

eritique of. China's old traditional thought, and this

millenia-old ruling traditional thought has become today

a powerful tool which the imperialists (especially the Ja-

panese imperialists) and traitors are using to enslave the

consciousness of the Chinese people.23'

In calling for a "systematic, penetrating critique" of China's

philosophical heritage, Ch'en is by no means impiying.that it

should be totally rejected. In another article, for example, he
suggests that in struggling for "a China with a new culture" it is
necessary to "defend the best traditions in Chinese culture."z4 One
of these traditions no doubt relates to his eariier discovery that
dialectical materialism existed independently in China prior to the

introduction of Marxism in the twentieth century. The time has come,

23Ch'en, "Yin zhe-xue-zhe de zi-ji pi-pan", p. 453.

24Ch'en Po-ta, "Wen-hua shang de da lian-he yu xin gi-meng yun-
dong de 1li-shi te-dian" (The Great Unity in Culture and the Histor-
ical Characteristics of the New Enlightenment Movement) (Summer 1937),
in Hsia Cheng-nung, op. c¢it., pp. 128-137. The reference is to p.
128. Also see Ch'en Po-ta, "Xue-xi pi-ping (Study and Criticsm)
(Spring 1937%), in Ch'en, Zai wen-hua zhen-xian shang, pp. 28-33.
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argues Ch'en;for China's Marxist philosophers to evaluate the legacy
of the past on the basis of dialectical materlalsm. However, in addi-
tion to having faile& to deal adequately with China's intellectual

heritage, Ch'en also complains that:

The greater part of China's Marxist philosophers have not
integrated practical politics into their philosophical
writings, and have not successfully used examples from
China's living politics to elucidate dialectics, thus con-
eretizing dialectical materialism in Chinese problems and
further enriching it....Hence Marxism can easily become
empty talk and can be misrepresented by others. 5

-~ In a later article Ch'en suggests that Al Ssu-ch'i's efforts in the

popularization of Marxist philosophy are "epoch—making;" but are

"gtill inadequate" regarding the union of philosophy and the "total

reality of China's history."26 For Ch'en, this inability of Marxist

theorists to combine their new philosophy with the historical and

contemporary reality of China is deplorable; in such a situation

. theory becomes separated from reality and this in turn strengthens

the tendency of theory to lag behind reality. Thus, Marxist-Leninist
theory loses its ability to serve as the guiding ideology of the rev-
olutionary movement, dooming the Chinese revolution to ultimate fail-

ure.

Ch'en's twin calls for the preservation of the "best traditions"

in Chinese culture, and for the "enrichment" of Marxism by "conecre-

25Ch'en, U¥in - zhe-xue-zhe de zi-ji pi-pan", p. 453.

'26Ch'en Po-ta, "Zai lun xin gi-meng yung-dong: si-xiang de zi-
you yu zi-you de si-xiang" (Again on the New Enlightenment Movement:
Freedom of Thought and Free Thought), in Ren-shi yue-kan (Knowledge
Monthly), I:1 (16 May 1937%?). The text used here is in Hsia Cheng-
nung, op. eit., pp. 84-99. The reference is - to p. 90.




LR

A ' . - i E—— - . T e 3 i el
. .

[P

PRI

W b o

49

tizing" it in Chinese reality were probably worrying to certain sec=
tions of the CCP. bmarxism appeared to be in very great danger in
Ch'en's hands of losing its status as the scientific philosophy of
the international proletariat, and becoming rather a cultural philo-
sophy serving only the interests of the Chinese nation. The strong
cultural overtones in Ch'en's thinking were even more pronounced in
the views of Chang Shen-fu, another young Marxist theorist involved
in the debate on the New Enlightenment Movement. In an essay of 4
May 1937, for example, Chang supported Ch'en's proposal for such a
movement, declaring that it should be "rational, synthetic, and scien-
tific." Marxism, of coﬁrse, was to provide the basic "rational" and
"seieﬁtific“Acontent of the NEM, but this should fe seen in the con=
text of Chang's ideas conéerning."synthesis“ as applied 1o the cul-
tural sphere. Chang strongly defended the need to infuse Chinese
culture with the new culture from the West, and he rejected the stub-
born defence of Chinese tradition to the exclusion of Western in-
fluences. The task at hand, argued Chang, was to strike the proper
balance between traditional Chinese and modern Western elements in
the "genuinely new culture" that the NEM was to create for China:
- There should be a dialectical or organic synthesis /zong-

he/ of the various cultures existing at the present time.

As a rule, the creation of a genuinely new culture results

from the fusion /jie-he/ of two dissimilar cultures. When

a foreign culture (or civilization) is transplanted, it

cannot grow if it does not conform to the soil in 596 Jlocal
place..../and does not/ bear a national character.

270hang Shen-fu, "Wu-si yun-dong yu xin gi-meng yun-dong" (The
May Fourth Movement and the New Enlightenment Mbvement) (4 May 1937),
in Hsia Cheng-nung, op. elt., pp. 108-109.
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It should be noted that‘Chang equates "culture" with "eivilization,"
and does not 1limit his discussion of cultural synthesis merely to the
narrower fields of art and literature. This is in keeping with the
broad sociological approach to culture characteristic of Marxists
like Chang, but it does raise questions about Marxism itself. Surely,
the revolutionary philosophy of the proletariat was itself part and
parcel of the Weste;n cultural (or civilizational) impact of the West.
If so, would not Marxism also be gynthesized with traditional Chinese
culture in Chang's formulations? In his essay, Chang did not deal
specifically with the possible theoretical implications of his argu-
nent for cultural synthesis; However, there were épparently other
Marxists who were not blind to the nuances of Chang's ideas, which

were similar to those of Ch'en Po-ta himself.

Small wonder, then, that Ch'en felt it necessary to attack cer-
tain unnamed "literary Pharisees" for suggesting that ig a new united
front Marxism would quickly degenerate into "united philosophy™ (1lian-
he zhe-xue) or "patriotic philosophy" {ai-guo zhe-xue), and would
logse its "philosophical party nature"28= These charges of course im-
plied that Marxism and nationalism were irreconcilable, and this was
the brunt, of the criticism the literary leftists levelled against the
united front policy and the probable consequences that would flow
from it. Bﬁt were Marxism and nationalism indeed incompatible? Not
according to Ch'en, who agreed with his cfitics that Marxism in the
present era in China would have the appearaﬁce of being a patriotic

philosophy. In the face of Japanese aggression, argued Ch'en, any

‘280h'en, "Wen-hua shang de da lian-he", pp. 128-130.
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philosophy which was not patriotic would be of no use to the Chinese
people. But thé patriotism he was advocating was not to be confused
with "ordinary" patriotism. Ch'en's kind of patriotism had its "own

historical characteristic,™ in that under the right. circumstances it

‘might "rather quickly transform itself into /the basls of7 a new

rational social 1life." In other words, Ch'en's patriotic philosophy
was at one and the same time Marxist philosophy, for it emerged in a
historical situation characterized by a patriotism that was different
from ordinary patriotism (i.e., bourgeois nationalism).29 In firmly
rejeetipg the charge that there was any conflict of interest between
Marxist philosophy and Chinese nationalism, Ch'en provides us with
the key to.his fundamental understanding of Marxism itself: |

The real task of our philosophy /viz,. Marxism/ is to
transform the world, but in our present circumstances the
task of our philosophy is to serve the defence of the
motheriand. Our philosophy is the philosophy that will
liberate all mankind, but at the same time it is also the
present patriotic philosophy of us Chinese people. Our
new philosophy is not abstract dogma; it must struggle
under each concrete historical situation, and within each
concrete historical environment, for each genuinely pro-
gressive cause. In China, which is suffering ammexation
/by Japan/, the cause of 8ational liberation is a very
great progressivevcause.3 '

For Ch'en, Marxism is not "abstract. dogma" which exists independently
of a specific time and place; it is rather a living philesophy which
ig .intimately bound'ﬁp with the "concrete historical situation" and

"eonerete historical enviromment" peculiar to China.

2pia., p. 136.

3Ompia., p. 130.
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While Ch'en played-a major role within the CCP in redefining the
nature of Marxism in the light of growing nationalism in the immediate

years frior to 1937, this is not to suggest that he was alone in his

" efforts. Rather, he was simply one of the leading spokesmen of the

important group of urban Party intellectuals who enthusiastically ac-
cepted the Party's demand for a new united front in the face of Japan-

ese aggression. In the spring of 1937, some six months after the NEM

" had been launched by Ch'en, the CCP theorist Hsia Cheng-nung edited

a collection of articles relating to the movement. Three of Ch'en's
most important articles were»included, in addition to contributions
by such well known figures as Ai Ssu-ch'i, Ho Kan-chih, Chou Yang and
othefs. In his concluding essay, Hsia attempted to uncover the "prin-
31 Ide-
ology, says'Héia, is based-on class, aﬁd the ideology of the leading
class at a given moment in history is the "leading element" in any
contemporary ideological movement. Hence, this leading element es-

tablishes the fundamental principles of the ideological movement in

question. In European intellectual history the leading role of the

' bourgeoisie and its ideology is 'quite clear, but in China things are

different, Both in terms of_poiitical progressiveness and sheer
numberé,.the "Iébouring masses" play this leading role in present-
day China, and in China's contemporary ideological movements as well.
In other words,'£he ideology of the laboﬁring masses (viz., Marxism-

Leninism) is to be the leading element in the New Enlightenment Move-

| ment. However, because of China's "special character" the labouring

31The discussion in this paragraph is based on Hsia Cheng-nung,

.op. eit., pp. 207-208. :
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masses have certain limitations in comparison with their European
counterparts. First, the Chinese masses are undertaking two historiec
tasks, one of which is their own and one the bourgeoisie's. They
must first help satisfy the demands of the bourgeoisie, and only then
move on to the realization of their own aspirations. Second, the
Chinese masses have not yet gone through the tempering process of
capitalist society, nor have they fully experienced the effects of the
(bourgeois) liberation of the individual. In the realm of thought,
these two historical limitations have not been conducive to the tho-
rough elimination of feudal thoughf from the ranks of the Chinese
labouring masses, nor to the systematic establishment of their own
class ideology and fighting forces. In consequence, the Chinese
masses are "a little backward" in comparison with the labouring clas-
ses of Eufope, America and certain other countries. In light of this
analysis, Hsia is forced to the conclusion that:

Although it takes the ideology of the labouring masses as

its gulde, China's ideological movement in its present

stage /i.e., the NEM/ definitely cannot take the philoso-

phy of the European proletariat and transfer it to China

in an unchanged form. It is only when it is applied to

real problems that dialectical materialism can exist and

be of significance. It itself will then develop. We can-

not deny that the sharpest and most correct weapon in to-

day's ideological movement is dialectical materialism,

© but we must pay special attention to the fact that the pre-

sent stage is one in which dialectical materialism will

develop in China.3?

By early 1937, then, there was a feeling among certain CCP in-

tellectuals in the cities that the time had come for Marxism-Leninism

- to "8evelop" in China. .0n1y>if it took form in the course of concrete

32

Loe. .eit. -
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struggles in China, they argued, would Marxism-Leninism be relevant
to the special needs of the Chinese people at this crucial moment in
their history. In proposing his New Enlightenment Movement, Ch'en
Po-ta had clearly indicated that it was only through the reconcilia-
tion of the philosophy of the internaﬁional proletariat and the rising
nationalism of the Chinese ﬁeoﬁle that Marxism-Ieninism could develop
in China. In his support for "national forms" in literature, for the
preservation of the "best traditions" in Chinese culture, for a "sys-
tematie critique" of China's traditional philosophy, and for the "en-
richment" of dialectical materialism by "concretizing"” it in Chinese
problems, Ch'en was pointing -- however imprecisely -- toward the
later concept of the "Sinification of Marxism." Indeed, left to it=
self Ch'en's New Enlightenment Movement might well have led to a more
or less explicit theory along these lines, but events intervened to
deny this as a possibility. Prior to the Japanese invasion of China
in July 1937, many of the active participants in the movement (inclu-
ding Ch'en himself) fled to the safety of.Yenan.‘ There they were 1o
become the core of fhe ideological and propaganda machine which Mao
Tse-tung Was busily assembling in the course of his struggle with the
Returned Students. At this point in our study it becomes necessary
to discuss Mao's rise to power and his attitude toward Marxism-Lenin-
ism, for he achieved supremacy within the CCP precisely at the moment
whenhCh’en Po-ta and hﬁs urban colleagues were calling for the devel-
opment of Marxism-Leninism in China. Mao was thinking similar
thoughts, although he had soméwhat different views on the specific
question of the correct attitude toward China's history and tradition-

al philosophy.
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(1ii) Mao Tse-tung's Rise to Power

Mao Tse-tung's rise to supreme power in the CCP dates from late
1934, when the military failures of the Returned Students gave him
the chance to re-establish his power in both the Red Army and the
Party organization at Juichin. This in turn placed him in a strong
position at the crucial meeting at Tsunyl in January 1935, when the
Party leadership convened.to reorganize itself during the Long March.33
The precise details of the Tsunyl Conference remain obscure to this

day, but there can be little doubt that the meeting was a most impor-

tant milestone in Mao's career. He was re-elected to the Politburo

and to the chairmanship of the important Military Affairs Committee,

positions which provided the basis for his eventual domination of the
Party.34 Nonetheless, Mao's support was far from overwhelming and,
as Hu Chi;hsi has pointed out, came largely from the army, especially
the dedicated Maoist faction which by that time probably dominated
it.35 The delicate balance of power 1s indicated by the fact that in

spite of Mao's real gainé it was Chang Wen-t'ien who was elected

- secretary-general of the Party, and there was no criticism of the

33For a plausible account of Mao's ?olitical comeback prior to
the Tsunyl Conference, see Dieter Heinzig, "The Otto Braun Memoirs
and Mao's Rise to Power," CQ, 46 (April-June 1971), pp. 274-288.

34Henry G. Schwartz, "The Nature of Leadership: The Chinese
Communists, 1930-1945," World Polities, XXII:4 (July 1970), p. 560.

35Hu Chi-hsi, "Hua Fu, the Fifth Campaign of Encirclement and
the Tsun-yi Conference," CQ, 43 (July-September 1970), p. 46.




ar e x

4 L et e N

. Ve, v

A N Nu Iy ==

56

Party's political line (i.e., the political line of the Returned
Students).36 While some of the Returned Students were prepared to

admit to errors in the military sphere, they would not countenance

eriticism in the more important realm of politics.

In spite of Chang Kuo-t'ao's open opposition to Mao's growiﬁg>
power after Tsunyi, Mag's First Army completed its epile Loné March
in Qctober 1935 and settled down in its new home in Shensi. During
a temporary stay in the small town of Wayaopéo, the Politburo con-
veﬁed a full meeting to review the situation in the Party and the
country-as a whole. Official sources have called this meeting "one
of the most important ever called" by thé‘CCP Central Committee, and

37

the reasons are not hard to fathom. Cdnvened ip_mid—December, the
conferencé declared its suppoft for the policy of a united front in
China in line with the Comintern's decisions earlier‘thaf year. This
policy gave fhe CCP a new lease on life and set the stage for the
Party's rapid growth during the war against Japan. It was also at
Wayaopao that Mao abandoned the compromise he had made at Tsunyl, and

came out'with a direct attack on the political line of the Returned

Students. In a Politburo resolution of 25 December (which clearly

36Mao Ze-dong ji (Collected Works of Mao Tse-tung), edited under
the direetion of Takuechi Minoru, Tokyo: Hokubo sha, 1970-74, IV,
P. 393. This ten-volume collection of Mao's writings in their orig-
inal form will be used as the standard reference to Mao's works ex-
cept for those released after 1949, when. the present official Chinese
texts will be used. On Mao's position at the Tsunyi Conference, see
also Jerome Ch'en, "Resolutions of the Tsun-yi Conference," CQ, 40
(October-December 1969), p. 13. —

o Ze-dong xuan-ji (Selected Works of Mao Tse-tung), Peking:
Ren-min chu-ban she, 1967, I, p. 128.
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reflected his opinions), Mao paid lip-service to the need to guard
against the right, yet he went on to declare that the "main danger"
was a "'left!’ cloéededoor teﬁdency" which had exiéted for some time
within the Party. That the leftists in question were none other than
the Returned Students is suggested by the resolution's conclusion
that the "basic source" of leftism within the Party is its propon-
ents' "inability to apply Marxism-Leninism-Stalinism in a living way
to China's specific conefete environment, thus rendering Marxism-
Leninism-Stalinism a lifeless dogma."38 This charge of "dogmatism"
was to become a major theme in Mao's struggles with the Returned
Students, and the "living" application of Marxism-Leninism to' China

the very cornerstone of his approach to problems of ideology.

The Wayaopao Conference was crucial to Mao's rise to power be-

-cause it turned the tables on the Returned Students and pladed them

squarely on the defensive. No longer the tireless scourgers of

"right opportynism" in the Party, they would now have to devote their
energies to'deflecting the charge that they themselves were guilty of
a serious left deviation. Mao's growing prestige within the CCP fol-

lowing the meeting at Wayaopao is reflected in the comments of Edgar

Snow, the American-journalist who interviewed Mao and other Party

leaders in July 1936. After spending some time with the Communists
in the small town of Paoan, Snow reported that in his dealings with

a wide variety of people, "I never met one who did not like 'the

Chairman' -- as everyone called him -- and admire him. The role of
his personality in the movement was clearly immense.'" Broadening his
38

““Mao, Ji V, p. 36.
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scope, Snow further declared that "the influence of Mao Tse-tung
throughout the Communlst world of China is probably greater than that
of anyone else." Yet in spite of Mao's dominant position Snow could
observe that therewas " -- as yet, at least -- no ritual of hero-
worship built up around him. I never:met a Chinese Red who drivelled

39 This was in mid-1936; by the summer

'oﬁr—great—leader' phrases.™
of the following year the cult of the "great leader" was beginning to

make its appearance.

The last few months of 1936 were of supreme importance to both
Mao and the CCP. They witnessed the destruction of Chang Kuo-t'ao
as a forcé to be reckoned with, and the legitimization of the Party
és a result of the Sian Incident&in December of that year, when Chlang

Kai-shek was forced to agree to a new united front with the Communists.

The first of these two events .further consolidated Mao's leading pos-

ition within the CCP; the second presented him with the opportunity

of Becoming a truly national leader as well, in direct competition
with Chiang. In April 1937 the Politburo met in Yenan to discuss the
newisituation érising:from the Sian Incident, and in May a natlonal
conference of the Party was convened to discuss the new line. Accor-
ding to Chang Kuo-t'ao, Mao further sfrengthened his position at |
this conference by supporting Liu Shao-ch'i's critique of the Party's
leftist errors iﬁ the past. Liu's report antagonized the Returned
Students, and Mao's support of Liu's position marked the beginning

of the Mao-Liu coalition thatbwas‘eventually to dominate the Party.

39Edgar Snow, Red Star Over China, London: Victor Gollancz Ltd.,
1937, pp. 82-83.
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Certainly, it was soon after the May conference that Liu was trans-
ferred to Yenan, and took up an increasingly 1mportant number of Party

40 In a few months'

posts, probably with the personal support of Mao.
time Mao was to be confronted by Wang Ming, the one remaining Returned
Student who could pose a serious challenge to Mao's position in the
Party. Wang's attitude toward Mao was clearly revealed in an article
of mid-1937, in which he twice referred to "Comrades Chu Teh and Mao
Tse~-tung" as the leaders of the Chinese Red Army. Not only was Mao
ranked second to Chu, but both were describéd solely as military as

opposed to political leaders of the Chinese Communist movement.4l

In spite of Wang Ming's hesitations, by the late spring of 1937
Mao Tse-tung was very much the first among equals in the CCP, and
early signs of a personallty cult began to make their appearance. On

22 June, Liberatlon, the CCP's new central organ, publlshed its first

woodeut portrait of Mao, and a close comparison of this with the por-

trait of Chu Teh published in the same journal on 16 June reveals
Mao's growihg pre-eminence. The two pictures in question were done

by the same artist, but his treatment of the two leaders is radically

4OCha.ng Kuo-t'ao's version of the beginnings of the Mao-Liu al-
liance is in his introduction to the Collected Works of Liu Shao-ch'i,
Hong Kong: Union Research Institute, I (1968) pp. vi-viii. For fur-
ther details on this admittedly obscure episode, see James Pinckney
Harrison, The Long March to Power (A History of the Chinese Communist
Party, 1921- 72), New York: . Praeger Publishers, 1972, pp. 282-283 and
notes. -

. 41Wang Ming, China Can Win! (The New Stage in the Aggression of
Japanese Imperialism and the New Period in the Struggle of the Chinese
People), New York: Workers Library Publishers, 1937, pp. 10, 28.
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different. Both Chu and Mao are shown full face, but the background
scene to Mac -- marching columns with flags flying -- is much more
dynamic than the scene bﬁcking up Chu. In addition, Mao's face 'is
strikingly illuminated by the glowing rays of the sun, a motif which
has associations with the emperor in traditional China and which was
to become the hallmark of the later cult of Mac. Finally, whereas an
empty space beside Chu's picture is filled with decorative lines, a
similar one below Mao's portrait contains a quotation from Mao calling
for the "complete liﬁeration of our nation and society.” The marching
columns, the rays of sun, the apt quotation -- all of these indicate
that the cult of Mao was definitely in the making by June 1937, and

42

possibly earlier. This is further suggested by the publication of

Mao's first collection of writings, the Collected Essays of Mao Tse-

tuhg, in Shanghai in December 1937.43' No other Communist leader at
the time was to have a similar honour, and none has had since during

his own lifetime.

42For Chu's portrait, see Jie-fang, 6 (14 June 1937), p. 25; for

Mao's portrait and quotation, see JF, 7 (22 June 1937), p. 24. The

sun motif reached its zenith during the Cultural Revolution in the
late 1960's, when a popular song ("Dong-fang hong" -- "The East is
Red" ) directly comparing Mao to the rising sun virtually became the
national anthem of China. Likewise, the use of quotations from Mao
reached its peak in the "Little Red Book" phenomenon of the same per-
iod. For a detailed treatment of the cult of Mao at the height of its
development, see Robert W. Rinden, "The Cult of Mao Tse-tung," a paper
delivered at the Conference on Ideology and Polities in Contemporary
China, Sante Fe, USA, 2-6 August 1971. Interestingly, Mao later ac-
knowledged his support for the cult as a means of increasing his poli-
tical power during the Cultural Revolution, but confessed that it had
perhaps been overdone, and should henceforth be toned down. See Edgar
Snow's conversation with Mao Tse-tung (10 December 1970) in Edgar Snow,
The Long Revolution, New York: Random House, 1971, pp. 168-170.

43The volume in question is Mao Ze-dong lun-wen ji (Collected Eg--
says of Mao Tse-tung)}, Shanghai: no pub.,. 1937.-
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Thus far we have not discussed the question of Moscow's attitude

toward Mao, but with his rapid rise to a commanding position in the

" CCP it now’becomes necessary to do so. Prior to Tsunyl the Comintern

always had a major say in selecting the top leadership oflthe Chinese
Party, but this tradition was broken at Tsunyi itself. No doubt Mos-
cow's likely attitude was heatedly debated by everyone concerned;
would Mao's victory be accepted as a falt accompli, or would fhere

be efforts made to replace him with someone -- perhaps Wang Ming --
with closer pefsonal links to the CPSU? Charles B. Mclane has made a
close study of Soviet attitudes toward Mao during these critical years,
and he has concluded that on the whole Mao was highly regarded in Mos-
cow. Yet while the Comintern was appreciative of Mao's efforts as a
rural peasant leader, there was some reluctance to promote his claims
as a top Party leader. Indeed, when Ii Li-san fell from power in late

1930 Moscow replaced him with a leadership of its own choosing, thus

- ignoring whatever claims Mao and others in the field might have had

to Li's pos_t.44 Nevertheless, Moscow's success In this instance
marked the end of an era; it was the "last identifiable instance of
outright Soviet intervention in the internal affairs of the Chinese

45 As McLane pointed out in his study of the period,

Communist Party."
the early 1930's witnessed a gradual decline in Moscow's interest in
maintaining strict supervision over the internal affairs of the CCP,

and Moscow's gradual disengagement from the affairs of the Chinese

44For details on Moscow's early attitude toward Mao, see Charles
B. McLane, Soviet Policy and the Chinese Communists, 1931-1946, New
York: Columbia University Press, 1958, pp. 29-34. -

451bid., p. 9
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Party was accelerated by the Sian Incident in December 1936.46

Stalin placed great hopes on the united front wﬁich emerged from this
episode, and his attention soon focused on the task of strengthening
the KMT and its armies in the struggle against Japan. Thus it was
that Mao's rise to power in the CCP was accompanied by a ﬁarked de=
cline in Soviet intervention in the intermal affairs of the Chinese
Party. After years of subordination to the will of Moscow, the cen=
ter of the world revolution, the Chinese Communists under Mao were at

last becoming masters of their own house.

(iv) Mao's Search for "Correct" . Theory

It was in this favourable environment -- growing power within the
Party and declining interference by Moscow -- that Mao turned to what
was probably his first concerted attempt to master Marxist-Leninist
theory. When Edgar Snow met Mac in the summer of 1936, he found him
to be an "ardent student of philosophy:"

Once, when I was having some nightly interviews with him on

Communist history, a visitor brought him several new books

on philosophy, and Mao asked me to postpone our engagements,

He comsumed these books in three or four nights of intensive
reading, during which he seemed oblivious to everything else.47

- The summer of 1936, we will recall, was precisely when Ch'en Po-ta

and his colleagues were preparing to launch their New Enlightenment
Movement. From a later essay of Mao's we know that he was aware of
the main outlines of the NEM, for he referred to the "broad movement

of dialectical materialistic philosop " which had recently developed

46For Soviet attitudes on the Sian Incident and its aftermath,
see ibid., pp. 79-91. : '

47Snow, Red Star, pp. 85-86.
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48 Mao's interest in philosophy was

in China's intellectual cireles.
probably genuine, but there is no doubt that his voracious appetite
for new books in mid-1936 was whetted by the fierce-ideological dis-
pute which had erupted at Wayaopao a few months previously. The
argument over "correct" theory was at the core of Mao's sﬁruggle with
the Returned Students, all of whom had studied Marxism-Leninism at
Sun Yat-sen University in Moscow for several years, spoke and read
Russian fluently, and were well versed in the history of the CPSU. If
Mao had one outstanding ﬁulnerability in his new position as leader of
the CCP, it was to be found in his inadequate grasp of fofmal Marxist-
Ieninist theory. In light of this, Snow's description of him in the

sumer of. 1936 as an "ardent student of philosophy" certainly rings

true.

While Mao’lacked a systematic knowledge of Marxism-Leninism at
this time, it should not be éonstrued from this that he had nb views
on theory, or ideology, aé such. On the contrary, by the time of the
Tsunyl Conference Mao had come to s&me very.firm conclusions about
the role of ideo;ogy in the revolutionary movement. At Tsunyi he had
been unable to drive home his attack on the Returned Studenfé' poli-
tical line, but at.Wayaopao he was in a much stronger position and
could speak more'openly on political and ideological matters. It was
at this impoftaﬁt meeting that.he firmly established the key princi-
ple that was basic to his understandigg of the revolution, namely,
that the‘CCP's proletarian nature was determined by its ideology, not

by its social composition. In a resolution expressing Mao's line

480, Ji VI, p. 275.
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(adopted 25 December 1935), the Politburo emphasized the need to ex-
pand the Party rapidly if the new uniﬁed front strategy was to be suc-
cessful. Since Cﬁina was an economically backward country, this im-
plied that peasgnts and petty bourgesis intellectuals would always

be in the majoritylwithin the Party. Howe#er, this in no way jeopar-
dized the CCP's status as a proper Bolshevik party, the reasons being

that:
The major criterion in the Party's absorption of new members
is whether or not they are able to struggle resolutely for
what the Party advocates. Attention should be paid to social
composition, but this is not the major criterion. We should
make the Party a smelting furnace of communism /yi-ge gong-
chan-zhu-yi de rong-lu/, and take numerous new members who
wish to struggle for whdat the Communist Party advoeates and
temper them into Bolshevik fighters with the highest class
consciousness. .The struggle between the two lines within the
Party and communist education are the methods to achieve this
aim. Bolshevik unity in ideology within the Party is the con-
crete expression of the firm proletarian leadership of the
Party.49

Several comments should be made regarding this passage. One, it re-
affirms Mao's earlier belief that ideology, not social composition,
determines the CCP's ability to exercise the hegemony of the prole-

20 Two, it extends the analogy of the "smelting furnace"

49Mao, Ji V, p. 38. For the Returned Students' earlier critique
of Mao's "mistaken viewpoint" on the role of the peasants in the revo-
lution in China, see Ch'en Shao-yu, Wei Zhong-gong geng-jia Bu-er-sai- .
wei-ke-hua er dou-zheng {Struggle for the Further Bolshevization of
the CCP), Moscow: no pub., March 1932. The complete text of this im-
portant pamphlet is in Hsiao Tso-liang, Power Relations within the
Chinese Communist Movement,. 1930-34, Seattle: University of Washing-
ton Press, 1961, 1967, 1L (The Chinese Documents), pp. 499-609. The
reference is to p. 559. See also Hsiao, op. cit., I (A Study of Doc-
uments ), pp. 202-207, for information on the background to the pam-
phlet. ’

50Needless to say, this view was squarely at odds with repeated
Comintern directives reminding the CCP that its proletarian nature
lay "not only in its politieal line but in its composition and the
role played by the workers in all of its leading organs." For further
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(which Mao had used at the Kut'ien Conference in December 1929) from
the Red Army to the CCP itself, thus opening the Party's doors wide
1o peasant and intellectual elements. Three, in calling for a stirug-
gle between the "two lines" in the Party, the passage virtually de-
clared war on the Returmed Students, as the same resolution also de-
clared left deviationism to constitute the main danger in the Party
at that ﬁime. It ig important to remember the political context of
this resolution, which simply restated ideological positions at which
Mao had arrived between 1927 and 1930. When he propounded them in
the earlier period he did so merely as a rural cadre in the CCP; when
the Politburo repeated them at Wayacpao Mac was the de facto leader

of the entire Party. The union of organizational power and political

.ideology had eluded Mao- during the period of the Kiangsi Soviet (1931-

34), but at Wayaopao the fusion at last began to take place.

At Wayaopao Mao had declared unéquivocally that the leftists in
the Party (viz, the Returned Students) had reduced Marxism~Leninism
to a "lifeless dogma" because they were unable to unite theory with
"China's specific conecrete envirorment." Yet in calling for the union
of Marxist theory and Chinese practice Mao was by no means offering
original views on the subjéct, for the CCP had been attempting to do
this very thing ever since its founding in 1921. There was general
agreement that in applying Marxism-Leninism to0 China, full account

would have to be taken of the country's particular socio-cultural

details on this Gomintern resolution of 26 August 1931‘ see H&1¥ne
‘Carrére d'Encausse and Stuart R. Schram, Marxism and Asia, Baltimore:
Penguin Books, 1969, p. 246.
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characteristics. This of course begs the question of how one is to
distinguish between "correct" and "incorrect" integration of theory
and practice, but by late 1936 Mao had clearly made up his mind about

this. In an important series of lectures delivered in December 1936

to the students of the newly-established Red Army College at Paoan,

Mao had the following to say about the military theories of the Re-
turned Students:

Without a doubt all of these theories were incorrect.

They were mechanistic...and were the theories and prac-

tices of stupid and ignorant people. They did not have

the slightest flavour of Marxism about them; indeed,

they were anti-Marxist.- l
Mao's comments were of course directed at the Réturned Students' mili-
tary theoriés in this instance, but the implications must have been
fairly obvious to all concerned. It would be highly unlikely that
such "stupid ahd ignorant people” would be able to handle the broad.

scope of Marxist-Leninist theory in an intelligent way. In the course

‘of these lectures, Mao was primarily concerned with military affairs,

but he did provide a few clues to his developing approach to more
general Marxist-Leninist theory as weiLl.52 Very early on he stressed

the need to study military problems in the context of a specific time

Do, 71V, p. 127.

52Many writers have noted the intimate connection between Mao's
military thought and his thinking in general. Stuart Schram, for ex-
ample, has stressed the "organic link between Mao's military thought
and his mind and personality as a whole." Schram, Political Thought,
p. 265. In addition, the Communist writer Hu Ch'iao-mu has claimed
that the book based on Mao's military lectures of 1936 constitutes an
"important political and philosophical work, because it makes a pene-~
trating analysis of the laws of the Chinese revolution as a whole."
Hu Ch'iaso-mu, Thirty Years of the Communist Party of Chlna, Peking:
Foreign lLanguages Press, 1954, pp. 42-43.
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and place, and declared his opposition to a "mechanical approach to

the problem of war." He called upon the Party and army to learn from
countries other than éhina, but rejected the notion that this fund of
knowledge provided all that was needed to be known. Instead, he sug-
gested that the military theories of the past were simply the raw mat-

erials from which people today would fashion new theories to meet new

_ situations. It is necessary to study the conclusions derived from

the experience of the past, argued Mao, but:

We should verify these conclusibns in the light of our own

experience and assimilate what is useful, reject what is

useless, and create what is specifically our own. The lat-

ter is very important, for otherwise we cannot direct a

war .23
Mao is of course dealing here with the correct approach to the.theory
of revolutionary war, but it is immediately obvious that the creative
adaptation which-he is'advocating was coming to characterize his ap-
proach to the theory of revolution itself. No longer content with
simply exposing thg shértcomings of the thgories expounded by the
Returned Students, he was now groping toward the union of theory and -
practice that would be at one and the same timé "correct! and "spe-
cifically our own." Indeed, an& new theory.that resulted'frdm the
uﬁion ovaérxis{ theory and Chinesé practice would by neceSéity.be‘
distinet from the Marxist theory that existed prior to such a union.
As Ch'en Po-ta had pointed out a few months previously, Marxism which
was not concretized in Chinese problems soon degenerated into mere

"empty talk" and could easily be misrepresented by others. Surely

this was the essence of Mao's critique of the Marxist-Leninist theory

2Mao, Ji V, pp. 96-97.
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espoused by the Returned Students, theory which had been concretized
in Russian rather than Chinese problems., Had they not, after all,
misrepresented Marxism-Leninism by taking its specific Russian form

and treating it out of context of time and place as a universal form?

During 1935 Mao's at@acks on the "anti-Marxist" theories of the
Returned Students were accompanied by his increasing insistence on
the autonomy of the CCP vis-a-vis Moscow. At no time did Mao re-
pudiate the CPSU's leading position in the international Communist
movement, but thére is no migtaking his efforts to gain a greater de-
gree of independence for the CCP than the Comintern had previously
tolerated. This is.seen in his remarks to Edgar Snow in the summer
of 1936, remarks which Mao knew would find their way back to the
Kremlin. While acknowledging the leading role of the Comintern, and
the CCP's membership in it, Mao made it quite clear that:

This in no sense means that Soviet China is ruled by Mos-

cow or by the Comintern. We are certainly not fighting

for an emancipated China in order to turn the country over

to Moscow!24
Mao was not purely defensive in his attitude toward the CCP's role
in the world revolutionary movement. Not only was he beginning to
assert the-aﬁtonomy of the CCP with regard to Moscow, but he was also
claiming a more positive role for the Chinese Party in an internation-
al context. This claim was most clearly articulated in the series of |

lectures Mao delivered in December 1936 to the students of the Red

Army College. Although he was primarily concerned with military

54Nho Tse-tung, as reported by Edgar Snow in his interview with
Mao on 23 July 1936. The passage cited is translated and documented
in Schram, Political Thought, p. 419.
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questions in these lectures, he was able to touch on international
affairs as well. Turning to the subject of the CCP's impact abroad,
he stated in no uncertain terms that:

The Chinese Communist Party has led and continues to lead

a stirring, msgnificent and viectorious revolutionary war.

This war is not only the banner of China's liberation, but

possesses international revolutionary significance as well.

The eyes of the revolutionary people around the world are

upon us. In the new stage, the stage of the anti-Japanese

national revolutionary war, we will lead the Chinese revo-

lution to its completion, and exert a profound influence on

the revolution in the East and throughout the world.??
For Mao, the often-thwarted Chinese revolution was at last coming of
age, and the CCP was about to claim its legitimate place in the fore-
front of the international struggle. It is in this broader inter- -
national context -- as in the national context too -- that we must
see Mao's later efforts to improve his credentials as an important

Marxist-Leninist theorist in addition to his standing as a successful

political and military leader.

(v) Mao, Ch'en, and Marxism-Leninism

By mid~1937 it was apparent that Mao Tse-tung and Ch'en Po-ta
(ana their like-minded colleagues) were moving toward a common posi-
tion regarding Marxist-Leninist theory. Botﬁ of them felt that
Marxist-Leninists in China had failed to integrate in a satisfactory
way the universal truth of dialectical materialism and the concrete
practice of the Chinese revolution. For Meo, fhis~failure reduced

Marxism-Leninism to "lifeless dogma" and, for Ch'en, to mere "empty

talk." This emasculated the theory of the proletafiat, and it lost

its ability to serve as a reliable guide to the revolutionary

PoMao, 31V, p. 102.




AP T 5 e T i pewn s w2

P e

R P

-

o o eu . “ et P N . " B

70

process in China. Yet, change was in the air; Mao's rapid rise to
power in the CCP gave him the chance to put forward his own "correct"
interpretation of the doectrine, while Ch'en and his urban colleagues
perceived in their New Enlightenment Movement the possibility of
Marxism~-Leninism actually “devéloping" in China. Both Mao and Ch'en
were searching for a new ideology that was at once Marxist and Chi-
nese, and their later collaboration in Yenan is not surprising. But
this growing similarity in their views prompts at least two questions
which should be dealt with briefly. First, is there any reason to
believe that the two men were aware -- and possibly influenced by --
each other's writings on Marxism-Leninism during 1936 and the first
half of 1937? Secénd, despite the apparent similarity in theif views,
is there any evidence to suggest that there were major differences in
their approaches to the problem of Marxism-Leninism in China? It is
impossible ?o answer the first ques£ion definitively, but it seems
that the two men were not greatly influenced by each other at this
time. Ch'en was no doubt aware of generalvdevelopments concerning
the Party's struggle deep within China, but it is unlikely that he
and his colleagues in Peking had access to détailed information con-
cerning inner-Party affairs until some monfhs after the Sian Incident
in December 1936, when the CCP was able to operate more openly. This
is especially true of Mao's important speechgs on the Party's inter-
nal pfoblems, mostlof which were delivered at closed meetings and
nof circulated at the time. In any event, in none of Ch'en's articles

during this period does he once refer to Mao'by name, nor does he dis-

cuss the affairs of the CCP as such in view of its status as an il-

legal party. Likewise, while Mao was aware of the New Enlightenment
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Movement in urban China, he never discussed it at any length, nor

referred to Ch'en and his comnection with it.

That the two men were unaffected by each other except in the
most general sense is further suggested by a comparison of their at-
titudes toward the relationship between Marxism-Leninism and China's
traditional philosophies._ Both men believed that Marxist-Leninist
theory should be integrated with Chinese reality, but this similarity
of opinion in fact masks an important difference in their overall ap-
proach to the problem. Thié reinforces the likelihood that they de-
veloped their views inﬁependently of each other, and in response to
different values they held and different situations they faced. Ch'en
Po-ta was a Communist, but he was also a professor of ancient Chinese
history and philosophy at one of Peking's leading universities. His
professional milieu was academic, and even in his political activi-
ties he was primarily concerned with cultural matters, philosophy in
particular. This is not to deny his practical experience in political
struggle, for he had worked in Chang Chen's army, had been imprisoned
and exiled, and had been directly involved in the December Ninth Move-
ment. Nonetheless, it was rather typical of the man that when he
called for the union of Marxist theory and Chinese reality, he linked
this demand with another for a thorough study of China's traditional
thought. Nor was his attitude entirely negative, for elsewhere he
had called for the pfeservation of the "best traditions in Chinese
culture," one of which was undoubtedly the existence (in his opinion,
at any rate) of dialectical materialism in China prior to its intro-

duction from the West; Ch'en's attitude toward China's traditional
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philosophy at this time appeared to be selective; he would ruthless-
1y discard its reactionary‘elements, but with equal fervor defend and
preserve its more ﬁrogressive aspects. This approach became more
evident in Ch'en's writings as time went on, and was doubtless encou-
raged by the current upsurge of nationalism in China. The temper of
the times demanded that Marxists who wished to remain politically
relevant should seek to find elements of congruence rather than dis-
sonance between their new philosophy from the West and China's own

philosophical heritage.

At this time, however, Mao Tse-tung took a much harder line on
China's traditional philosophy than did Ch'en. Mao had a good gen-
eral education in the early part of the century, and was still at
normal school at the time of the Bussian revolution of 1917. The
tides from the West were flowing strongly then, and Mao and his con-
temporaries tended to be somewhat indiscriminate in their rejectlon
of the past.’ Since the early 1920's Mao had been a busy political
activist, with little opportunity for study, and for the past ten
years he had lived mostly in the countryside. Like Ch'en, Mao had
come to advocate the more effective union of Marxist theory and
Chinese practice, but he saw little congruence between Marxism and
traditional Chinese philosophy. In the spring and summer of 1937
he delivered a series of lectures in Yenan on the subject of dia-

lectical materialism, in which he concluded that:
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Because of the backwardness of China's soecial develop-
ment, the dialectical materialist philosophical currents
developing in China today have not emerged from the in-
heritance and transformation of our own philosophiecal
legacy, but have emerged from the study of Marxism-Lenin-
ism. If we wish to ensure that the dialectical material-
ist currents of thought will deeply penetrate into and
continue to develop in China, and moreover will firmly
direct the Chinese revolution along the road to complete
vietory, then we must struggle with the various decadent
philosophies currently existing /in China/. /We must7
hoist the flag of criticism on the ideological front
throughout the whole country, and thereby liguidate the
philosophical heritage of ancient China. Only thus can
we Teach our goal.? ‘

This is certainly a blunt statement, and it was written for a militant
audience at the Anti-Japanese University. But 1t is unlikely that
Cﬁ'en Po-ta would have endorsed it at the time; apart from his own
convictions, by mid-1937 it had simply become impolitic to call for
the "liquidation™ pf.China's philosophical heritage. In the ensuing
ﬁonths, Mao was to change his stand on this issue, doubtless under

the urgings of his new political secretary.

This difference in Mao's and Ch'en's attitudes toward China's
philosophical legacy serves to highlight a subtle but significant

difference in their approaches to the problem of the union of Marxist

- theory and Chinese reality. Both men were good Marxists in that they

firmly believed the union of theory and practice to be the essential

prerequisite to the successful direction of the revolutionary process;

" To this extent they shared a common apﬁroach to the question of the

unity of Marxist-leninist theory and Chinese reality. Yet Mao's con-
cern in this regard had a certain practical/political ring to it.

It was practical insofar as it emerged as a result of Mao's long

‘ 56Mao,_ Ji VI, p. 275.
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struggles on the revolutionary front to reconcile the theory he had
read with the rather different reality he had encountered. His con~
cern emerged from a pressing practical need to find theories which
were useful to the survival and growth of the political and military
movement he was leading. As a young man he had rather uncritically
accepted the basic premises of Marxism-Leninism, and it was only in
the céurse of actual revolutionary practice that he had perceived the
rather notieéable divergences between‘fhe Western theory and the
Chinese reality. His concern to bring theory more into line with
reality was thus firmly grounded in the concrete itasks he faced in
leading the practical movement deep in the Chinese countryside.57
This concern was also political in natufe insofar as it emerged and
developed in the context of a fierce struggle for supreme power in the
CCP between Maco and the Returned Students. The unity of theory and
practice was desirable to Mao because the new theory it produced
would -- provided he could claim it as his own -- confer a much-
needed ideoclogical legitimacy on his leadership of the Party. Mao's
rise to power in the CCP would then be seen as not merely the result
of historical chance, but rather as the iﬁevitable consequence of
Mao's correct grasp of theory. Thus the new theory (by whatever name)

could well become a political weapon which Mao could wield in his

57By his own admission, it was only in the spring of 1925 that
Mac first began to appreciate the revolutionary potential of the
peasantry as opposed to that of the urban proletariat. See his com-
ments in Snow, Red Star, p. 157. It was not until 1927, when he was
thirty-four years old, that Mao began to translate his new awareness
of the peasants' revolutionary potential into important political
writings such as his famous "Report on an Investigation of the Peasant
Movement in Hunan," (March 1927). Key passages from this important re-
port have been translated in their original form in Schram, Politiecal
Thought,, pp. 250-259. ’ T
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efforts to consolidate and strengthen his leading position in the
Party. It would, at the same time, assist him in establishing a cer- -
tain degree of ideclogical and organizational independence from

Moscow and the Comintern.

Ch'en approached the unity of Marxist theory and Chinese reality
from quite a different perspeetive. His concern was much more theor-
etical in that it grew out of Ch'en's étrong grasp of Mﬁrxist—Leninism
(picked up in Moscow) being filtered through the "Controversy on
China's Social History" which dominated urban intellectual cirecles in
the early 1930's. While Mao was refining his ideas in the practical .
struggle in the countryside, Ch'en was re-defining his concept of
Marxist théory in heated polemics with a wide range of political theo-
rists in China's major eities.. It was in the course of these rather
academic and theoretical debates that Ch'en began to work out the
correct relationship between Marxist-Leninist theory and Chinese
reality. There was also a much stronger cultural element in Ch'en's
desire to unite théory and practice than in the case of Mao. As a
young lecturer in ancient Chinese history and philosophy at a Peking
university, he was well pléced to respond favourably to the rising
tide of nationaliSm in China's eities after 1931, For Ch'en, the

new theory which would result from the union of Marxism-Leninism and

' Chinese reality was desirable because it would establish a livingl

relationship between Marxism and Chinese culture, make Marxism more
acceptable to the avefage Chinese person and -- very importantly --

symbolizeé China's cultural independence from the West.
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A1l this is not to suggest that there was no overlapping in the
attitudes of Mao and Ch'en on the question of uniting Marxist theory
and Chinese reality. It is obvious, for example, that Mao's desire
for po;itical independencé from the Soviet Union (and ité more zea-
lous allies in the CCP) contaiped elements of Ch'en's desire for
cultural independence from the West in general, In time, Mao came
to place much greater emphasis on the-broader cultural dimensions of
the unity of Marxism-Leninism and the distinctive features of the
Chinese people and nation. Thus by October 1938 he had moved to the
position of equating the union of Marxist theory and Chinese reality
with the new and startling concept of the "Sinification" of Marxism,
a more culturally charged term than he had evér used before. In fact,
Mao had picked up the term from Ch'en, who first used it in an essay
of" May 1938,'SEVera1 ﬁonths before it was adopted by Mao in his iﬁ—
portant report to the CCP's Sixth Plenum in October of that yeaf.
Even so, Mao was to employ'fhis cultural term in decidedly political

ways, for it-very quickly became identified with the swelling Maoist

campaign against Wang Ming and the Returned Students.




[P

o

.

v

S

N

CHAPTER III
TOWARD.THE MAQIST MYTH, 1937-38

(i) Mao's Philosophy of 'Sinification!

In the months since Wayaopao Mao had relentlessly attacked the
Returned Students' version of Marxism-Leninism, but he had not come
up with a clear-cut alternative which was distinctly his own. By the
spring of 1937 the time had come for Mao to put forward such an alter-
native, for the emerging united front necessitated a substantial in-
take of new Party members, and provided unprecedented opportunities
for open propaganda work in the Nationalist-controlled areas of China.
At such a critical juncture it would‘not do if the CCP were itself
in ideological disarray, especially among the Party's top leadership.
Mao revealed his awareness of this problem in his opening report of
3 May 1937 to the Party's national conference in Yenan. He reaffirmed
the need to struggle resblutely against the twin evils of right ané
left deviationism, and called for the education of thousands of cadres
td meet the demands of the new united front. In his concluding re-
marks, he once again turned to the importance of ideology within
the Party:

In order to overcome /These/ undesirable tendenciles, it

is necessary to raise the Marxist-Leninist theoretical

level of the entire Party. This theory alone is the
compass to guide the Chinese revolution to vietory.l

Yo, Ji V, p. 204.
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In calling for a néw campaign to raise tﬁe Party's theoretical
level, ﬂao did not fail to make his own personal contribution. In the
spring and summer of 1937, he delivered a series of lectures on dia-
lectical materialism at the Anti-Japanese University in Yenan (the
former Red Army College). These lectures are avallable today in two
forms, neither of which is complete in itself: (1) some "lecture
notes" originally published in 1938; and (2) two philosophical essays
published separately in 1950 and 1952.» Most scholars have accepted
the original lecture notes as genuine, and this is the position taken
here.2 As for the two later essays, the editors of Mao's Selected
Works have themselves pointed out that in their present form they are
revisions of the original lectures Mao delivered in 1937.3 That they
were actually delivered in 1937 (in however different a form) is ap-
parent from the basic similarity in the ideas expressed in the earlier
lecture notes and those in the later essays. Nevertheless, since the
two essays have indeed been revised, we propose to confine our analy-
sis basically to the earlier lecture notes. We will only refer to the

later essays when there appears to be a definite continuity in thought

2Schram (Political Thoughi, pp. 84-88) discusses at some length
the question of the authenticity of Mao's early lectures on Marxist
philosophy, and accepts them as genuine. He rejects in particular
John E. Rue's suggestion that they were forged by Mao's enemies in
the Party with a view to discrediting him as a theorist. On this
point see John E. Rue, "Is Mao Tse-tung's 'Dialectical Materialism' a
Forgery?," Journal of Asian Studies, XXVI:3 (May 1967), pp. 464-468.

. 3Mao, XJ I, pp. 259, 274. For the argument that these two essays
were substantially revised prior to publication, see Cohen, op. cit.,
pp. 22-28.
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on a c?rtain issue which is of importance to our discussion.4 In his
lectures on dialectical materialism Mao argued the case for certain
immediate political concerns such as the united front with the Nation-
alists, but the real Importance of these lectures lies elsewhere. As
D.W.Y. Kwok has suggested, Mao's philosophical efforts at this time
"elearly reveal his determination to become both the theoretical and
practiéal scientist of society and its revolution."5 Mao had already
proven himself a master of practice, but to establish his reputation
as a theoretician as well was a prereqﬁisite to his being accepted as
the top leader of a political party calling itself communist. The
ideal of unity of theory and practice embodied in one leading indi-
vidﬁal was deeply ingréined in the Marxist-Leninist tradition (and,
incidently, in thie Chinese political tradition also), especially since
the example of Lenin himself. Even Stalin was busily establishing his
reputation as a theorist in the course of the bitter immer-party dis-

putes which dominated Soviet politicecs in the 1930's. It is most im-

probable that Stalin's efforts in this regard went unnoticed in Yenan,

4In a private communication, Stuart Schram has brought to the
author's attention the existence of an anonymous version of Mao's
lectures which contains one of the essays ("On Practice") in "sub-
stantially its present form." Said to be a reprint of an edition
which originally appeared in Chungking in September 1944, this anony-
mous version is Bian-zheng-fa wei-wu-lun (Dialectical Materialism),
Chungking?: Zhong-guo chu-ban she, 1946. Interestingly, the preface
to the 1946 reprint claims that these lectures are "extremely good,"
for they discuss dialectical materialism in an idiommuch more rele-
vant to Chinese needs and conditions than do most texts on the same
subject. This of course is precisely the strength of Mao's lectures,
in spite of their shortcomings in other ways, and they probably had
much appeal to a Chinese readership for this reason.

’D.W.Y. Kwok, Scientism in Chinese Thought, 1900-1950, New
Haven: Yale University Press, 1965, p. 197.
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where Mao was likewise éttempting to establish his undisputed supre-

macy in the Chinese Party.

In the course of his lectures Mao expressed the hope that he might
one day publish a book on dialectical materialism, for those existing
in China at the time were either mistaken in content or badly written.
In particular, he felt that China had no "explanatory book" on dialec-
tical materialism which was effective‘in its "use of common language
and diséussion of personal experience." Nevertheless, he confessed
that he himself was just beginning the study of dialectical material-
ism, and was unable to write a "good book" for the time being.6 With
the ﬁpsurge of the Anti-Japanese War in mid-1937 it is unlikely that
the book was ever writteﬁ; in any case, the incomplete lecture notes

are all that are available for study at the present time, It is not

.our intention to discuss the entire content of Mao's lectures, or to

evaluate thelr merits as Marxist philosophy. Most students of the
subject tend to agree with Mao that in 1937 he was as yet unable to
write a "good book" on dialectical materialism. Karl Wittfogel and
C.R. Chao, for example, have amply demonstrated that the lectures are
full éf plagiarisms from Chinese translations of contemporary Soviet
writinés on Marxist philosophy.7 Apparently, even some of Mao's col-
leagues in the higher echelons of the CCP were less than enthusiastic
about Mao's efforts in this field. It is said that Teng Fa in parti-

cular once remarked that the lectures were "full of errors," with

OVao, Ji VI, p. 303.

7K.A. Wittfogel and C.R. Chao, "Some Remarks on Mao's Handling
of Concepts and Problems of Dialectics," Studies in Soviet Thought,
I1I:4 (December 1963), pp. 251-277.
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Chou En-lai agreeing that this was possible.8 It was perhaps for
this reason that the lectures never received extensive publicity out-

side Yenan, it not being until the spring of 1942 that Chang Ju-hsin
' 9

publicly referred to them in Liberation Daily.

Regardless of their shortcomipgs as Marxist theory, Mao's lec-
tures are of the utmost importance to our present discussion; it is
in his critique of idealism that Mao developed, at least in outline,
a philosophical justification for the Sinification of Marxism. When
individuals think, argues Mao, they are compelled to use concepts, and
this can easily cause their knowledge to be split into two aspects.
One aspect is reality, which is of an individual and particular nature;
the other is concepts, which are of a general nature. With idealists,
this separation of the general and the particular can be dangerous,
for they push this separation -~ whiqh is necessary in the process of
thinking -- to the point where it distorts their view of reality it-
self. That is, idealists come to regard generality (concepts) as
objective reality, and particularity (reality) merely as a form of

existence of generality. In other words, the real is subordinated to

8Allen S. Whiting and Sheng Shih-ts'ai Sinkiang: Pawn or

Pivot?, Bast Lansing: Michigan State University Press, 1958, pp. 229~
231. This information is based on the personal recollections of
General Sheng Shih-ts'ai, who apparently discussed some of Mao's early

philosophical writings with Teng and Chou in late 1939 or early 1940.

9Chang.Ju~hsin, "Xue-x1 he zhang-wo Mao Ze-dong de 1li-lun he ce-
lue" (Study and Grasp Mao Tse-tung's Theory and Strategy), JFRB (18-
19 February 1942), p. 3 both issues. This article will be discussed
fully in Chapter VII in the context of the Rectification Movement of

1942-43.
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the conceptual, and becomes simply a form of existence of the con-
ceptual, For Mao, this is not valid because:
Particularity and generality are in actual fact inter-
connected and inseparable; if separated .they depart from
objective truth. Objective truth is manifested in the
unity of the general and the particular. If there is no
particularity, generality cannot exist; if there is no
generality, it is not possible to have particularity.lO
Mao does not carry this line of argument any further in his original
lecture notes (or at least in the fragments available for study), but

he does so in the revised version of his lecture on contradictions.

In "On Contradicetion," Mao applies the theory elucidated above to the

study of actual historical phenomena such as the "historical roots of

Leninism." According to Mao, Stalin, in his discussion of Leninism

in his Foundations of Leninism (1924), provided a "model" for under-

standing the particularity and generality of a thing, and their inter-
connection. Stalin pointed out that Leninism has a universal charéc—
ter insofar as it is "Marxism of the era of imperialism and proletar-
ian revolution"; af the same time Leninism has a particular character
inasmuch as Russia was the specific "birthplace of the theory and tac-
tics of the proletarian revolution.” Eurther, argues Mao, Stalin ex-
plained that the universal character of Leninism (its Marxian-ness)

is contained within its particular character (its Russian—ness).ll
Given Mao's belief that the general and the particular character of

a thing cannot be separated, the implication is that Leninism as a

theory of revolution cannot be separated from its societal background.

0o, Ji VI, p. 269.

l1M;ao, XJ I, pp. 293-295.
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In other words, Mao is Saying that there is no pure, abstract Marxist
theory in Leninism that can rise above Leninism's concrete Russian
origins. Therefore, Leninism is nothing more or less than the union

of Marxist theory and Russian practice; it is 'Russianized’ Mhrxism.l2

If this analysis is correct, it ralses two imporitant questions.
First, 1s Leninism simply the sum total éf its parts (Marxism plus
Russia), or is it in fact something qualitatively different? Second,
since Leninism has both a genéral (Marxist) and a particular (Russian)
character, can it be applied to countries other than Russia -- China
for example? The answer to the first question is suggested by Mao's
treatment of Leninism as the integral union of the general and the
particular, i.e., the conceptual and the objectively real. But, one
might ask, what relationship is established between concept and re-
ality or, in qther words, between consciousness and matter? Mao
responds by using the idealists as a negative example, for they are
unable to grasp the "materialist truth" that "consciousness is lim-
ited by matter," and think instead that "only consciousness is active,
whereas matter is merely an inert, composite entity." He then con-~
cludes that "only dialectical materialism correctly shows the active
role of thought; and at the same {time points out the limitation im-
posed upon thought by'matter."l3 If indeed matter is more than an
"inert, composite entity" and is able to impose limitations upon

thought, this leads to the logical conclusion that Leninism is not

12Ma.o ddes not use this térm, but his line of argument leads
directly to this conclusion, and was eventually to lead to the coin-
age of the term, "Sinification."

a0, Ji VI, pp. 269-270.
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simply the sum total of Marxism plus Russia; rather, it is the inte-
gral combination of the two, in which the original Marxism (thought )
has been changed {limited) by Russia (matter). To repeat for the

sake of clarity, Leninism is not simply Marxism in its original German
form dressed up in a Russian idiom; it is instead 'Russianized' Marx-
ism which is qualitatively different from Marx's original theore-

tical formulations.

Turning to our second query, it would éppear that Leninism, be-
cause of its Russian character, cannot be transplanted successfully
to any other'country. Or if it can, does this imply that Leninism
would have to be applied to the new country in its entirety, in its
pure Russian form? Mao could easily reject the first possibility as
Marxism in its West European form ﬁad been successfully transplanted
to Russia. Yet Mac had to reject the second possibility also in
light of the fact that he had been criticizing the Returned Students
for attempting to do that very thing, and with disastrous results.
Nevertﬁeless, Mao does affirm the applicability of Leninism to China,
but in a new form, by pointing out that general character represents
"universal truth for all times and all countries, which admits of
no exception," while individual character "exists conditionally and

14

temporarily and hence is relative." This would mean that Leninism's
general character (its Marxian-ness) would be valid for China because
it represents "universal truth." As for Leninism's particular char-

acter (its Russian-ness), it could be dispensed with because it is

merely "relative." The implication is that once transplanted to

YMao, XJ I, pp. 294-295.
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China, Leninism would have to shed its Russian particular character
and adopt a Chinese particular character. Thus, the integral com-
bination of Marxist general character and Chinese particular charac-
ter would be 'Sinified‘' Marxism; as such, it coqld not be referred to
as Leninism, for Leninism is 'Russianized' Marxism containing both

universal and particular character.

Would 'Sinified' Marxism be different from but egqual to Leninigm,
or would it be both a different and superior form of Marxism? We will

recall that Ch'en Po-ta had elaimed earlier that modernm dialectical

‘materialism (Marxism-Leninism) is a higher stage of development over

both the crude dialectical materialism of classical Greece, and the
more sophisticated dialectical idealism of Hegel. From his lecture
notes, 1t would appear that Mao fully accepted the idea of the quali-
tative development of Marxism from its original nineteenth-century
form to newer and higher forms. For example, while acknowledging the
role of Marx and Engels in founding the modern form of dialectical
materialism, Mao does not hesitate to point out that "Lenin developed
this theory." As he sees it, Leninism is not simply a different but
equal form of Marx's original theory, but rather a different and sup-
erior form. Nor 1s development beyond Leninism an impossibility; in
light of the vietory of the socialist revolution in Russia and the
arrival of the era of world proletarian revoiution, the theory of dia-
lectical materialism "has enfered a new stage of development which

15

will enrich its content even more." For Mao, Leninism represented

both the adaptation and development of Marxism. in a particular Russian

Prao, 71 VI, p. 300.



. 4 I.

86

gsetting. Now, in the summer of 1937, he was contemplating a similar
adaptation and development of Leninism in China's particular environ-
ment. This suggests that the new theoretical synthesis which would
appear in China would represent a higher formulation than did Lenin-~
ism itself. Such a claim would obviously have had serious reper-
cussions on the CCP's (and Mao's) relations with Moscow, and it is
probably for this reason that its full implications were not spelled
out at the tiﬁe. Nonetheless, there cén be no doubt that the essen-
tial philosophical basis of the claim was worked out by Mao in.1937,
and this formed the theoretical underpinning of the later creation of
Mao Tse-tung's thought. For Ch'en Po~ta and his like-minded urban
colleagues, it was a claim they could accept. Had they not themselves
predicted that_with the advent of their New Enlightenment Movement

the time had come for Marxism to develop in China?

(ii) Ch'en's Rise in the Maoist Camp

In the summer of 1937, when Mzo was delivering his lectures on
dialectical materialism, where was Ch'en Po-ta, and what was he doing?
It seems that he left Peking sometime in June, shortly before the
Japanese invasion of north China the following month, As a member
of the CCP's Northern Bureau, Ch'en made his way secretly to Yenan,
where he was in a position to meet Mao personally for the first time.
According to some reports Mao was not immediately impressed by Ch'en,
because the latter was a rather inarticulate individual who did not
enjoy'sqcial activities. Mao, however, was increasingly impressed

by Ch'en's abilities as a writer, and shortly thereafter Ch'en was
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asked to act as Mao's political secretary (zheng-zhi mi—s'hu).16 The

fact that he was chosen for this important assignment from among the
numerous young Party intellectuals who were then flooding into Yenan
is an indication of Mao's high regard for Ch'en, who was then thirty-
three years old. As political secretary, Ch'en was responsible for
drafting and/or editing many of Mao's speeches, articles, and tele-
grams, including those concerned with foreign affairs.l7 Ch'en was
now at the very centre of the Maoist camp at Yenan, and it was from
this time on that the two individuals developed what one writer has

called their "symbiotie™ relationship.l8

Ch'en had other responsibilities as well, some of which likely
preceded -~ and prepared the ground for -- his'appointment as Mao's
political secretary. According to Boyd Compton, an outstanding fea-
ture of the Yenan period was the rather important educational system
that functioned under the CCP Central Committee. Prior to 1935,
selected cadres from national Communist parties were sent to Moscow
for advanced training in Mhrxisaneninism,-aé indeed Ch'en had been
himself. After the Comintern's Seventh Congress in 1935, however,
there was an Increasing emphasis on the deﬁelopment‘of higher Party ‘

schools in individual countries. With regard to China, for example,

l6Boorman'and Howard, op. eit., I, p. 221. Also see Ch'ao Wen-
tao's biography of Ch'en in Xin Zhong-guo ren-wu zhi (Biographies of
New China)}, Hong Kong: Zhou-mou bao-she, 1950, p. 227.

70qyy, I1:2 (February 1968), p. 98.

18Robert S. Elegant, Mao's Great Revolution, New York: World

Publishing Company, 1971, p. 257.
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" the early years of the Yenan period saw the establishment of the Cen-

tral Party School, the Marxist-Leninist Institute (reorganized in 1941
as the Central Research Institute), the Anti-Japanese Military and
Political University, the Lu Hslin Academy of Arts and Letters, the
Academy of Natural Sciences, and other similar bodies.19 This mush-
rooming educational system, which developed side by side with Mao's
growing power in the Party, provided him with the means to exercise

a degree of ideological control over the Party which had never been
possible before. It was this educational system that Was to serve as
the incubator for Mao's 1aterlBectification-Mbvement of 1942-43. 1In
the meantime, these new educational and research organizations pro-
vided a natural outlet for the talents of the many CCP intellectuals
from the nation's cities who were then streaming into Yenan in the
wake of the Japanese invasion. Ch'en Po-ta occupied a prominent
position in this important group of people from shortly after his ar-
rival in Yenan., He was appointed head of the research section in

the CCP's Propaganda Bureau -- an obviously key position -- and under;
took unspecified responsibilities at the Marxiét—Leninist Institute

as well. He also lectured on politicai questions at Iu Hsin Academy
and, according to one account, even found time from his many political

duties to write a musical drema entitled Song of the Villages for the

itinerant theatrical troupes of the Academy. Of more immediate in-
terest, however, was his appointment at the CCP's Central Party
School, where he became director of the "China Problems Research Sec-

tion" (Zhong-guo wen-ti yan-jiu shi) and lectured primarily on

1900mpton, op. cit., pp. xxx~xx%xi.



. e . - P P
. .

89

0 This special research section

"China Problems" (Zhong~guo wen—ti).2
within the Central Party School seems to have dealt with problems of
the revolution peculiar to China as opposed to problems of the world
revolutioﬁ in general. This certainly fits in with Ch'en's long-
standing concern that Chinese Marxists should unite their "new philo-
sophy" more successfully with the conerete problems posed by the revo-
lution in China. Indeed, many of the articles Ch'en wrote during

1937-38 specifically dealt with the problem of the application of

Marxism-ILeninism in China, and we shall discuss them in due course.

Ch'en's arrival in Yenan in mid;l937 prompts an interesting
question. Was he in any way involved in the preparation of Mao's
lectures on dialectical materialism, in which Mao developed the
rationale fér the Sinification of Marxism? On the face of it, it
seems highly unlikely that Ch'en had anything to do with these lec-
tures in their original form.21 In the first place, Ch'en arrived
in Yenan just as Mao was preparing to deliver the lectures; given
the normal amount of delay before the two men could have met -- and
considering the earlier suggestion that it took some time for Mao
to warm to Ch'en -- it seems doubtful that Ch'en was involved in
Mao's initial steps in philosophy.‘ Second, Ch'en had spent the ten

years since 1927 primarily engaged in thé study and interpretation

20Boorman and Howard, op. c¢it., p. 221; Ch'ao Wen-tao, op. ecit.,
p. 227; Klein and Clark, op. eit., p. 122, Elegant (p. 257) is
the only source to mention the play, but gives no further details.

21Ch'en's influence is more likely to have been felt in the
revision of part of Mac's lectures for publication in 1950 and 1952,
but this is a separate question beyond our present concerns.
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of Marxism-Leninism, whgreas'by his own admission Mao had only recent-
1y commenced the serious study of dialectical materialism. In light
of this, it is highly unlikely that, if Ch'en indeed did have a sub-
stantial influence on the preparation of these lectures, they would
have been full of the "plagiarisms" and "errors" referred to previous-
ly. Ch'en was fluent in Russian and well-versed in Soviet develop-
ments, and his early writings display a ready familiarity with both
Marxist and non-Marxist philosophy; he had no need to plagiarize
Chinese translations of Soviet works on philosophy. Third, Ch'en's

influence is denied by Mao's rather harsh call in these lectures for

the "liquidation" of China's traditional philosophy, a position that

Ch'en would scarcely have endorsed in mid-1937. For all these reasons
it is most improbable that Ch'en had any substaﬁtial influence on
Mao's early efforts in philosophy. He was, however, to have a defin-

ite influence on Mao's thinking in 1938 and subsequent years.

We will recall that at the Party's national conference in May
1937 Mao had called upon everyone in the Pariy to raise their "Marx-
ist-Leninist theoretical level.™ His 6wn philosophical lectures were
designed to be his personal contribution to this new ideological cam-
paign, and Liberation naturally enough lent its support. In the
special issue of 6 September 1937 it introduced a supplement con-
cerned with the problems of theory and feseafch. The editor noted
that the new section was designed‘to assist the reader in his study
of theoretical questions, and the hope was expreséed that such a
supplement would be published regularly once or twice a month in the

future. The first supplement (and the second) was taken up by



9l

translated excerpts of Stalin's new official history of the CPSU, but
the editor declared his intention of publishing in future issues study
materials specifically relating to the "problems of the Chinese revo-

lution."22

Ch'en Po-ta, as the directorlof the special section of the
Central Party School dealing with the "China Question," was probably
responsible for preparing these materials for the newspaper. Yet after
only a few issues this new theoretical supplement died out, having con-
fined itself exclusively to translated materials from Russian sources.
Nothing further was mentioned about the special study materials on the
Chinese revolution, and it appears that none were ever published. In

spite of his personal encoufagement, Mao's ideological campaign seemed

to be getting off to a bad start.

In late 1937 Ch'en wrote a long article which was obviously in-
tended for'publication in Liberation's new supplement. In this essay
Ch'en refutes the allegatioﬁ that SunAYat;sen had rejected Marxism
aé & solution to China's problems. He argues on the contrary that
Sun's basic ideas are in harmony with much of Marxism, although he
does admit that on certain important points Sun "misunderstood" the
real nature of Marxist theory. Hence he proceeds to clarify the
position regarding (1) the materialist view of history; (2) the na-
ture of the class struggle; (3) the question of surplus value; (4)

the problem of social reformism; and (5) the methods of achieving

2Z-JF, 13-14-15 (joint issue of 6 September 1937), pp. 166-167.
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socialism.23 It is the last section which is of interest to us here,
for in it Ch'en deals with the question of Marxism's applicability to
China. Marxism, argues Ch'en, is without doubt the esseﬁtial intel-
lectuai key to understanding the development of society, but it is not
a dogma -- when history changes Marxism must change along with it. For
example, Lenin and Stalin developed Marxism to accord with new prob=-
lems arising after Marx's and Engel's -death, but their development of
Marxism was firmly based on Marxism itéelf. Hence, says Ch'en, "Len-
iniém is merely the development of Marxism under new historical con-
ditions."z4 In developing Marxism, Lenin and Stalin did not depart
from the "fundamental thinking" of Marxism, i.e., the core idea that
socialism can be coﬁstructed only after the proletariat have become

the "political masters" of the social system in question. The seizure

.of political power by the proletariat was characteristic of the so-

clalist revolution in Russia, and will be equally true of socialist
revolutions in all other countries as well. Apart from this essen-
tial point, however, Marxism is really quite fléxible; indeed, there
can be a wide variety of specific methods emplo&ed in bringing about
the soclalist revolution, methods which véry "in accordance with the
historical and economic conditions of each country." -For example,

Ch'en agrees with the idea that the proletariat can seize power

23Ch'en Po=ta, "Guan-yu Ma-ke-si xue-shuo de ruo-gan bian-zheng"
(Some Clarifications Concerning Marxist Theory), in Sun Zhong-shan
xian-sheng xuan-ji (Selected Works of Sun Yat- sen), no pl.: Xin-hua
shu-dian, 1945, pp. 310-335. Ch'en's article is part of an appen-
dix to this collection of Sun's writings. According to a note by
Ch'en, the essay was originally drafted in the winter of 1937, but
only published (with revisions) in 1939, when it was assigned as study
material for the Red Army.

%1014., p. 330,
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through peaceful means provided the concrete historical conditions are
right, although he does not elaborate further on this. In his con-

cluding comments, he reminds the reader that when Marxism was first

introduced into Russia the Slavophiles claimed that the new philosophy

was foreign and unsuitable to Russia, and would be harmful if intro-
duced into the country. Nonetheless, he says, Marxism was in fact
successfully applied in Russia and the cries of the Slavophiles came

to nothing.25

There are a few points we should makezegardingthié essay: One,
Ch'en's. 1deas on the néed for Marxism to change in response to new
historical situations are similar to the opinions Mao expressed in
his lectures on philosophy the previous summer. (These ideas are
closely linked to the views on Marxism which Ch'en developed in 1935-
36.) Hence the two men appear to have shared a similar attitﬁde to-
ward Marxist theory, and this similarity no doubt formed the basis of
their close cooperation during the Yenan years and after. Two, Ch'en
re-affirmed his belief that traditional Chinese philosophy contains
elements of 'Marxism', however tenuous. Mo-tzu, for example, was
aware of the idea of the class struggle, as seen in his statement
that "the strong are.certain to oppress the Weak; the rich are cer-
tain to be pifiless toward the poor" (qiang bi ling ruo, fu bi bao

26

gua). This attitude toward traditional philosophy constituted a

25
26

Ibid., pp. 332-334.

Tbid., p. 318.
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major difference between Ch'en's and Mao's views on the relationship
between Marxism and Chinese culture, although the difference was to
be resolved in dué course. Three, this essay contains what appears
to be Ch'en's first reference to Mac Tse-tung, whom he quotes briefly
on the desirability, if conditions are appropriate, of the peaceful

seizure of power by the proletzamieﬂ:.’2'7

Significantly, Ch'en quotes
Mao on a question of Marxist theory (mot political or military con-
cerns ), and this probably indicates Ch'en's acceptance of Mao's grow-
ing claims és the CCP's pre-eminent theoretician. In any event, Ch'en
does not refgr to or quote any other CCP leader in the course of his
lengthy article; there is no mention, for instance, of Chang Wen-t'ien,
who was apparently considered at the time to be "one of the /Party's/

best theorists, second to Mho."28

Ch'en wrote this article in the winter of 1937, but for some
unexplained reason it was not published until 1939. This is pos-
sibly due to Ch'en's concern with pointing out Sun Yat-sen's many
“misunderstandings" of Marxist theory, and his insistence that social-
ism in China could not be constructed until the proletariat had be-
come the "political masters" of the nation. ih late 1937, with the
new united front with the Nationalists just taking shape, Ch'en's

article was probably regarded as being too leftist in tone. By

271p1d., pp. 333-334.

28This at any rate is Nym Wales' observation, based on her visit
to Yenan in the summer of 1937, and it seems to confirm Chang's con-
tinuing status as a top Party theoretician. It is equally clear, how-
ever, that even he had by this time fallen into Mao's growing shadow.
See Nym Wales (Helen F. Snow), My Yenan Notebooks, Madison, Conn:
mimeo., 1961, p. 200.
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1939, however, the united front had been reduced to a fiction, and the
publication of the article would have been less of an embarrassment
to CCP-KMT relations. It is also likely that Ch'en's essay was shelved
for the time being partly as a consequence of the failure of Mao's
ideoclogical campaign in the latter half of 1937 to get off the ground.
This failure is not difficult to explain, for Wang Ming returned from
Moscow to Yenan shortly after the campaign gotﬁnderﬂway. Wang was
the acknowledged leader of the Returned Students, and the only re-
maining person with sufficient stature (other than Stalin) to chal-

lenge Mao's growing domination of the CCP.

(iii) Mao, Ch'en, and the "Maoist Myth"

Wang Ming arrived in Yenan in late October 1937 aboard a Soviet
military airceraft, and Mao and other Party leaders were on hand to
greet him. As a prominent figure both in the CCP and the Comintern,
Wang's credentialé were very strong indeed, and Mao must have felt
uneasy about Wang's return to China. More worrying, perhaps, were
the official instructions from Stalin that Wang was sure to be
brinéing with him, for there was no certainty that they would be
favourable to Mao. As it turned out, Staliﬁ's instructions had a
mixed impact on Mao's fortunmes, althouéh they ultimately worked to
his advantage., According to Wang, Stalin felt that Mao Tse-tung
should be confirmed as the CCP's top leader in deference to the exis-
ting situation, and Mao must have taken considerable satiéfaétion from
this. His triumph was bittersweet, however, for Stalin apparently
urged the Russian-educated leaders in the Party (vié, the Returned

Students )} to help Mao overcome his ignorance of Marxism-Leninism,
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lack of an internationdlist outlook, and tendenéy toward narrow
empiricism. This must have been particularly galling to Mao, for

he had only recently delivered his lectures on dialectical material=
ism in an effort to improve his reputation as a theorist. Yet, he
was probably pleased with another of Stalin's instructions to the
effect that Chang Wen-t'ien was unsuitable for the post of secretary-
general of the CCP, a position he had held since January 1935. (Chang

was apparently under suspicion in Moscow because of his connections

| with the Trotskyists while he was a student at Sun Yat-sen University.)

Chang understandably took umbrage at this accusation, and the unity
of the Returned Students began to fragment as Wang played off Chang
and Po Ku against each other in an attempi to succeed to the post of
secretary-general of the Party. Mao's hand was further strengthened
by yet another of Stalin's directives, suggesting that in the new
conditions of the Anti-Japanese War the CCP should be as self-reliant
as possible, and no longer bound by Comintern policy regarding China.
Notwithstanding Stalin's slur upon Mao's theoretical abilities, the
overall impact of the instructions from Moscow was to strengthen
Mao's position. He had been confirmed as the Party's top leader, the
erstwhile unity of the Returned Students had been fractured, and the
Party's movement towards self-reliance had been approved by no less

an authority than Stalin himself.2?

29This interpretation of Stalin's "three-point instruction" is
based on the factual account given in Warren Kuo, Analytical History
of the Chinese Communist Party, Taipei: "Institute of International
Relations, 1966-1971, III, pp. 326~330.
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Neverthelesé, it took some time before the full implications of
Stalin's directives began to work decisively in Mao's favour. In the
neantime, a fierce struggle for power erupted between Mao and Wang,
with the initial advantage going to the latter. Upon Wang's return
to Yenan, a lengthy session of the Politburo was convened to listen
to his report on Moscow's (and his own) desire for faster progress
towards a close united front with the Nationalists. Mao apparently
held his tongue for the time being, but in November an important
meeting of "Party activists" was held at which Mao launched a stinging
attack on Wang and his supporters. Mao claimed that Wang and his
group had become unprincipled opportunists in their excessive zeal for
coéoperation with the Natibnalists. As such unprincipled co-operation
with the KMT could‘easily lead to subversion within the CCP, Mao
maintained that the only correct policy for the Communists was one of
"independence and initiative within the united front."BO The details
of the dispute do not concern us here, but one recent study has con-
cluded that, compared to the line espoused by Mao, Wang Ming's poli-
clies towards the KMT "were 'accomodationist' and framed with one eye

31 The struggle flared up again

on Moscow's forelgn policy needs."
in December, when the Politbﬁro met in formal session to make a com-
plete review of the Party's general line. According to Chang Kuo-

t'ao, it was at this meeting that Wang suddenly (without consulting

anyone beforehand) proposed a new slate of members for the Politburo,

in which Chang Wen-t'ien was demoted to seventh place. Mao resented

30M‘ao, XJ II, pp. 358-364.
3

1Ben.ton, op. cit., p. 9.
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the fact that Wang had not consulted him prior to submitting his new
slate, but upon Wang's assurance that he had no intention of "seizing

32

the commander's seal," Mao went along with Wang's proposals. Wang's
tactics succeeded in placing Mao on the defensive, and in the follow-
ing months Wang was ab;e to win a good deal of support for his "con-
ciliationist" policies towards the KMI, even from such people as Chu
Teh and Chou En-lai. Indeed, Wang's return to China had the immediate
effect of "temporarily shifting the CCP towards the Right," and this
in turn strengthened the position of Wang and the Returned Students

in the Party hierarchy.33

Wang Ming's hand was further strengthened by the Politburo's
decision (13 December) to convene the CCP's Seventh Congress in the
"shortest possible time." Wang no doubt regarded a new congress as

the proper forum in which to realign the Party leadershkip, and es-

pecially to undo what had been done at Tsunyi in 1935, This must have

been extremely worrying to Mao, for the Tsunyi Conflerence had been

a hastily arranged affair with some important Politburo members mis-
sing (e.g., Chang Kuo-t'ao, and Wang Ming himself), and it had been
held without the knowledge (let alone approval) of the Comintern.
That the Seventh Congress was going to be a real showdown between the
Maoists and the Returned Students is clearly suggested by the agenda.
The "central task" of the congress was té discuss and decide upon the
best way to carry out the united front against Japan. In addition,

the congress was to make a "basic summation!" of the CCP's history

32Chang Kuo-t'ao, op. eit., II, p. 572.

33Ben'bon, op. eit., pp. 75, 9.
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since the Sixth Congress in 1928, which had been held in Mbscow.34

In his study of the subject, Gregor Benton has concluded that, upon
his return to Yenan, Wang Ming's "political onslaught on Mao...and
his arrogant behavior in the Party added up to an indisputable bid

n32 Certainly, the decision to convene the Seventh

for leadership.
Congress in the near future presented Wang with a perfect opportunity
td attempt this very thing. As for Mao, it was incumbent upon him to

prevent the congress from being held until such time as his position

was secure from the "onslaught" of Wang and the Returned Students.

Being under severe attack on the political front, i1t was per-
haps natural that Mao should turn to the military sphere to strengthen
his position. Numerous articles began to appear in early 1938 on the
importance of the army; on 11 January, for example, the army comman-
der Ch'en Po-chiln published an article in Liberation which was little
more than a public relations effort on behalf of Mao. It consisted
of a lengthy excerpt of a military text written by Mao in 1934 ("Guer-
rilla Warfare"), with Ch'en expressing the hope that it would be help-
ful to "leading cadres" throughout the Party involved in active war-

36

fare. Mao personally added to his growing stature as the CCP's

. pre-eminent military thinker at this time. On 30 May 1938 he pub-

lished a new article on guerrilla warfare, and between 26 May and 3
June he gave an important series of lectures on protracted war,

which were published in Liberation on 1 July 1938. Mao's lengthy

33¥, 28 (11 Jemuary 1938), pp. 21-22.

35Benton, op. cit., p. 77.

36Ch'en Po-chiln, "Lun kang-Ri you-ji zhan-zheng de ji-ben zhan-

ghu -- xi-ji" (On the Raid -~ theBasic Tactic in the Guerrilla War

Against Japan", JF, 28 (11 January 1938), pp. 14-19.
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treatise took pride of place in this special issue of Yenan's leading
journal, which ee;ebrated the second anniversary of the Sino-Japanese
‘War and the seventeenth anniversary of the fouhding of the CCP. Mao's
growing prestige is further indicated by the fact that the opening
page of this special issue is half cdvered by a handwritten message
from Mao himself, encouraging people to persist in the war against

Japan.37

In spite of Mao's efforts in Marxist philosophy, we would
agree with Noriyuki Tokuda that at thié eritical juncture in Mao's
rise to power, his theory of warfare was perhaps the "corner-stone of
the foundation supporting the.legitimacy of his 1eadership."38 Not
surprisingly, then, we see that Mao abandoned philosophy in favour of

strategy when it came to a final showdown between himself and his

Moscow-educated opponents.

Wang Ming's line in early 1938 was to a considerable extent
based on two propositions, namely, "genuine" co-operation with the
KMT, and all-out defence of Wuhan, the new national capital. This
was in sharp contrast to Mao's line, which stressed a looser relation-
ship with the Nationalists, and mobile warfare rather than the defence
of fixed points. As it turned out, Wang's two-point strategy was in
tatters by the autumn; the KMT had arbitrarily closed down the CCP's
organizations in Wuhan, and the citﬁ itself was about to fall to the
encircling Japanese. Wang's personal power quickly eroded along with
his politicaliand military gtrategy, and as a result his campaign

against Mao failed to sustain its momentum. If Wang had planned to

373, 4344 (joint issue of 1 July 1938), p. 1.

'38Tokuda, op. cit., p. 1l6.
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attempt a re-organization of the Party leadership at the coming Party

congress (a reasonable assumption), his hopes were rudely shattered.

~ First, the proposed Seventh Congress never took place; the Sixth

Plenum of the Sixth Congress was held instead, with Mao explainihg
that "because of the tensions of war" it had been impessible to pre-~
pare adequately for a formal congress.39 Second, rather than being
dislodged by Wang Ming and his supporters, Mao was actually able to
reinforce his position. Indeed, official sources claim that although
Mao had been severely challenged by Wang and his group, their "right
deviation" was at last "basically overcome" at the Sixth Plenum, the
fesult being "unanimity of thought" in the Party 1eadership.40 There
may be some exaggeration in this claim, but most students of the
period agree that it is essentially correct. According to Lyman P.
van Slyke, for example, at the Sixth Plenum "no purge was carried out,
but the Returned Students, the last group standing iﬂ the way of Mao's
complete control of the Party, were probably reduqed in importance

41

and forced to recognize Mao's supremacy." This coneciusion is rein-
forced by the acknowledgement of Mao's supremacy within the CCP in an

article on him in the 1938 edition of the Large Soviet Encyclopedia
42

published in Moscow. We do not know whether Stalin had ultimately

o, Ji VI, p. 164.

40See the editorial comments in Mao, XJ II, pp. 357, 502, 506.

41L.yman P. van Slyke, Enemies and Friends (The United Front in
Chinese Communist History), Stanford: Stanford University Press,
1967, p. 107.

42

For details on this reference, se€ Mclane, op. cit., p. 34.
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backed Wang Ming in his" final attempt to wrest power from Mao, but
with Wang's failure to do so it now became prudent on Moscow's part

to acknowledge publicly Mao's pre-eminence in the CCP.

In the meantime, Ch'en Po-ta had estéblished himself in the
Maoist camp, and his writings began to reflect Mao's growing power.
Ch'en made his first appearance in Liberétion on 1 April 1938 with a
short article on Sun Yat-sen's views oﬁ the concept of the united

front. Both Ch'en and Ai Ssu-ch'i (who also contributed to this issue

"of the journal) were introduced to the readers as "professors" whose

"new interpretations" of Sun's theories were worthy of some atien-
tion.43 In this article ahd others in the spring of 1938, Ch'en
avoided any discussion of Marxist theory, an omission probably die-
tated by the tense situation within the Party resulting from Wang
Ming's return from Russia.' Nonetheless, Ch'en returned to the ques-
tion of Marxist theory on 1 July 1938, the seventeenth anniversary
of the CCP. Liberation's special issue on that date contained three
articles celebrating the Party's anniversary, one each by Lo Fu (Chang
Wen-t'ien), Lin Po-ch'i (Lin Tsu-han), and Ch'en himself (in that or-
der). Lin's essay was a brief eulogy to the CCP and its heroic
struggle against Japan, and was probably contributed by Lin in his

relatively neutral capacity as the chairman of the government of the

43Ch'en Po-ta, "Sun Zhong-shan xian-sheng guan-yu min-zu ge-
ming tong-yi zhan-xian si-xiang de fa-zhan" (The Development of Mr.
Sun Yat-sen's Thought Concerning the United Front in the National
Revolution), JF, 33 (1 April 1938), p. 136.
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Yenan base area. 's essay was more substantial (and will be
discussed below), and no doubt represented the genéral views of the
Returned Students. Ch'en's lengthy article, while coming last, was
clearly the most important'of the three pieces, and should be seen
as representing the views of the Maoist faction. Indeed, the three
articles represented a kind of united frpnt within the upper echelons
of the CCP itself, and it is significant that Ch'en, a relative. new-
comer to Yenan, should have been chosen by the Mroists to articulate
thelr positidn. »Ch'en's re;ationship with Mao had become very close
by this time, and the publication of his essay on the Party's anniv-
ersary markéd his emergence as a leading spokesman for the Maoist
camp.45 In the space of a single year, Ch'en had made the transi-

tion from his obscure lectureship in Peking to the inner circle of

the Maoist machine at Yenan. He was on his way to the top.

Ch'en's article of 1 July is representative of much of his later
writings, for it is equally concerned with Marxist theory and CCP
history. For the time being we would like to consider the latter
only, saving his treatment of theorﬁ for discussion a little later.
(See Chapter IV following.) It is Ch'en's contention that the CCP
has become an important factor in Chinese politics due to the fact
that it has persisted in the "struggle between two lines."™ This

struggle, says Ch'en, commenced at the birth of the Party in 1921,

44Lin Po-ch'l, "Wei-da de gi-yueh" (Glorious July), JF, 43-44
(joint issue of 1 July 1938), pp. 70-71.

40

Material on the personal aspects of Ch'en's relationship to

" Mao is extremely scarce. For a rare anecdote reflecting Mao's concern
" for Ch'en in 1938, see Ho Ch'ing-hua, "Sui-cong Mao gzhu-xi zai Shen-

bei" (With Chairman Mao in North Shensi), Hong-qil piao-piaoc (Red Flag
Flying), XIII (October 1959), pp. 52-53.
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and has continued right up to the present déy. He then chronicles
this history of struggle within the Party, and one is immediately
reminded of the treatment of Party history formally adopted by the
Seventh Congress in 1945. The "right épportunism" of Ch'en Tu-hsiu,
the "adventurism" of Ch'\l Ch'iu-pai (who is unnamed), and the "lef-
tist" line of Ii Li-san are all included in Ch'en's account, Indeed,
in 1light of Ch'en's later concern with Party history in 1943-44, it
is more than likely that his essay of 1938 was the prototype of the
official history adopted in 1945. {(See Chapter X for a discussion

of this issue.) In spite of this similarity with the 1945 resolution
on Part& history, however, there is a basic difference in Ch'en's
treatment of the Returned Students. They are nowhere mentioned by
name, either individually or collectively; neither is Mao nor any
other member of his faction. Ch'en is clearly writing to a formula
agreed upon by Mao and the Returned Students. The only people to be
mentioned by name are (1) the negative examples -- Ch'en Tu-hsiu, Li
Li-san, Chang Kuo-t'ao, ete.; and (2) the martyrs -- Li Ta-chao, Pleng

46 But if Ch'en did not criticize the Re-

P'ai, Ch'd Ch'iu-pai, ete.
turned Students by name, he did so indirectly, with one of the nega-

tive examples taking the blame.

Ch'en conceded that the Party's Fourth Plenum in January 1931
had maintained the Party's "Bolshevik unity," but he also claimed that
this plenum was followed during the years of the Kiangsi Soviet by a

struggle against both left and right opportunism. Left opportunism,

46Ch'en Po-ta, "Wo-men ji-xu li-shi de shi-ye gian-jin" (We
Will Continue to Advance Toward our Historical Goall,gz; 43-44
(joint issue of 1 July 1938), pp. 74-75, 77.
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according to Ch'en, was.characterized during this period by a lack

of understanding of the nature of the democratic revolution, a neglect
of the consolidation of the worker-peasant alliance, and "adventur-
istic proposals" for attacks on key cities at times of military suc-
cesses. Right opportunism, on the other hand, exhibited a pessimistiec,
defeatist attitude in times of difficuliy, and a tendency toward flight-
ism. It is quite obvious that the ehafacteristics of left opportunism
are in fact those of the Returned Students (as perceived by the Mao-
ists), while the short-comings of the right opportunists are without

a doubt those of Chang Kuo-t'zo. Ungble to refer to the Returned
Students by name, Ch'en gets over the difficulty very simply by de-
claring that both left and right opportunism. are best represen%ed by
Chang Kuo-t'ao! Chang is also charged with having carried out suc-
cessive left and right lines dﬁring the Party's attempts to co-operate

with the KMT in the new united fromt.%’

For the time being Ch'en and
the Maoists had to usé Chang Kuo-t'ao as a whipping-boy in place of
the Returned Students. It was pretty obvious, however, that if

Ch'en's account in any represented the Maoist reconstruction of Party

history, the Returned Students we?e not going to fare very well at all.

Ch'en's account of Party history is as significant for its
timing as its content. As we will recall, one of the tasks assigned
to the coming Seventh Congress was to make é "basic summation" of
Party history since the Sixth Congress in 1928. Although no mention

was made of the proposed congress, the editors of Liberation announced

471bia, p. 75.




106

in the special issue of 1 July 1938 a campaign to collect as much
material as possible on the Party's past. People were urged to send
in whatever materials they possessed: documents and publications is-
sued by both the Party center and local organizations; essays, arti-
cles, and books written by individual Party members; personal remin-
iscences concerning the Party's history -- all were requested. Accor-
ding to the editorial note, the purpose of the collection was to fur-
ther the study of the "experience and lessons of the Chinese revolu-
tion," and it was hoped that everyone ﬁould co-operate in the task

48 In light of the review of Party history due

of gathering materials.
at the coming Seventh Congress, and seen in the context of this call
for historical materials on the Party, Ch'en's account of 1 July must
be seen as the initial step in the Maoists' official reconstruction
of Party history. As such, it is also a firm indieation that the
Maoists were finally asserting their supremacy over Wang Ming and
the Returned Students. This is further suggested by the fact that Lo
Fu's article commemorating the Party's seventeenth anniversary mekes
no detailed analysis of Party history comparable to Ch'en's. The
Returned Students were to have little sayvin the forthecoming recon-

struction of Party history in the wake of Mao's rise to supreme

power.

48JF 43-44 (joint issue of 1 July 1938), p. 69. This campaign
t0 gather documentary material on the CCP's history was of consider-
able importance, for nearly all of the Party's official records had
been lost during the Long March. For Hsli Meng-ch'iu's comments on
this problem, see Nym Wales, Red Dust, pp. ix, 57, 76. '
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By the summer of 1938 the major elements of the future "Maoist
myth" were clearly discernable: (1) Mao's successful 1eadershi§ of
the practical movement since the Tsunyl Conference; (2) his gradual
displacement of all opposition groups in the Party; (3) his increasing
independence from the influence of Mbscow; (4) his growing stature as
the .Party's leading military strategist; and (5) his emergence (how-
ever tentatively) as a Marxist-Leninist theorist in his own righ‘t.49
Mao was by this time very much the firét amongst equals, and we have
already noted the initial signs of his cult appearing‘in.June 1937.
Two more indicators should be noted now: In a report of 9 July 1938
Lin Piao, president of the Anti-Japanese University and one of the
Red Army's leading commanders, openly praised "Comrade Mao's leader-
ship genius", and on 15 July Liberation published its second woodecut

50 By mid-1938 the Maoists were in a position to in-

portrait of Mao.
corporate the key elements of the Maoist myth into the officisl re-
view of Party history promised at the coming Seventh Congress. As
the individual chosen to write the first draft of the Maoist recon-

struction of the CCP's history, Ch'en Po-ta emerged as one of the

1eading architects of the Maoist myth itself.

49For an interpretation of certain aspects of the "™aoist myth,"
see William F, Dorrill, "Transfer of Legitimacy in the Chinese Com-
munist Party: Origins of the Maoist Myth," in John Wilson Lewis, ed.,
Party Leadership and Revolutionary Power in China, Cambridge: Cam-
- bridge University Press, 1970, pp. 69-113.

50Liﬂ Piao is cited in Jerome Ch'en, Mso, p. 20. For Mao's
second portrait in Liberation, see JF, 45 (I5 July 1938), p. 4.







































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































