uar hh Viatnan, _mil wpqciai on China (10/20) takes s on a xsirrhi.o
Journiy not only on ths question of 'the greatly lmroved ohances for pekcs in
Vistoau" (81lagedly creeted by the soecalled aultwral revolution in Chiss), but
alyo in the nt.ur of reemiting the nistory of stalin's Ruseia during the 1930'-..
Thais period, according to Profsagsr Frans Schwmann who authorsd Tihat Is
Hoppaning In Chinai®, is swpposed to have Mought tho sens of woriers into
cadre pou.tmm at ¢ll levels of the ormisutioml systwm." So that 1s thnt
Ruuin’t est.nbunlnnmt of "orced labor . ‘oASpS W8 all about a8 the doudo of
t.ho 1930'3 reschad m clivax, intsrnally, in the infamouws Hovoow m-!:!p

tho Eit-.nustal'.'.n Paoti Pau-hapu T should !mre been prapu-ad ror W.Schm
nighturuh prumut:loa ot m—rmlution a3 revolution by his fmmt.o
ttatmt. ‘that o4 cloze am.logy to what Mu huppened in China mey be fouml ln

. tht'..Ja"&obm appul to the people of Parix." I admit I wes not. It is trus .

thet the uhitmh.tng of Mao%s (endfor Lin's) self-created turacil in Chim is
- writings et are a

‘not etypiod of Protnm Sahm'lht.ﬂnu edadrturs of erudition and !he:l.lt

npoloz.t:l.us. but I did not think ho would write that unsbashedly sbout Rusahn

hintory, lh:gn.ns out the very peried in which tho workers! stato Lad bua

trmfomod i..-xto its opposite, a -utmpzmut. socliely.

Evidently, nothing, inoluding his own writings, stops Prof.Schurmann trou

his unfounded nln\;ptiom snd overconfident conolusions regerding either Russis g
or Chins, Thus, he modsstly introduses his major work, Ideclogy and Cresnisatisn . .
ip Commupist Chdna, with thess wordsi"The writing of this book has baan, 1ixe
the Chinese Rewolution, & long process climaxed by an 2ot." This, doapi.t{o_ tho
fact that a fey pages later, he vwill kiitw to confoes that, dedpits 3

of research (1957-65) in Ciinese, Japanese and Malayan languageq,




of mmm the arug."(p.12) This did not stop him the following ¥y
" hie sxtisle on "Chlne?s Power Structurs® (The Dislewat, S9p.3966) with what samm
haﬂ tom Just as salfevident in 1965: "Chins i todey rulad by & trinity of
e!—gl.ns.ud power? PEAps; ‘Brvichentuka dysg. Srididyonly trouble is that by then
nev, uz“'-a-lmﬂ. fomi anpgn:'od seemingly out of novhere, and yot fully organised
a8 ml 43 "&3‘5&! idth l&o‘l Thot!ght" imarintsd on nﬂ...ims of leaflets, paaphli‘bl.
poeterl a3 photographg: the so-callsd Red Guards, ?l:r !‘rnn being dismaysd by this .
urpracelantsi phenousnon, Professsr Schuwrmenn, who could conclude n-rls 600 pngu
of text on t:z&uqsc Comanist orgeaisation by loaving the Aruy out’ of coua:l.dmtiom
.app-rad 511 too rud}?'gafgggy to tho sponta mity of tha now "mass mumt"
(tﬁoulnndd o ymms stndattl swirand into the strscta and _gmg tho ra’ dctmsa
muda"-m’ ﬂpm:is.fﬁ)ﬁw’{urem Just in tize so that "when Moo Tas-tung ard Lin
m -’d.t tbattuvhudnotcwplctdycmm t.hodnyatthlplm-yluunzot‘
tlu Cﬂ:ﬁﬂ Gmi ttae, they were callsd on te spmhnd the ullpaign agsinst m
omsiﬁpmtl.,.. The use of these teen-ige red defense (cicl) guords, with the
ermy it the bockground, thus awcidl the sppearance of military power emarging as the
leading organising fores of tho comn 7 |
New, whuthar, in the tirmofl in China, we are allsgedly perticipating in a
"a0hool of rovolution", or are witncssing a new form of Bonapartism, the point is

that s2mt is immediataly at stake are the lives of the Vietnsmese nesple. Simnce
Prof, sbhm is slso moved by this crucial factor in Chinase foreign policy,

we shouli be abls teo t:h-ﬁ an aresa of agresment, Unfortunately, he is by now spire
ning new fairy tales that, "just as in Russia™, in the 1930%s, 'so now in China, -
cpponants tc the 'left' and 'rightt ware eliminatsd... Sors and dzughterg of tha
poor &rs coming into leadsrship positions in China," No one need, howevsr, hold
hiz breath too long; it turns out that the one who is really the golden meen is

noné other than Mao himpell, We ars told to act at once lest any Iurther sscalstion

of the Vietnam war "will arouse the voloss of preventive acticn in China.8 The
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Rl

prosf of Mso’s oppocition to W1elt adventurien® *We mAght ncts " states Praf.
So@m, nLin fa_;a's' stroag edvoosdy of 'mitud freat tagtics in his astisle on

Prefs Sa‘:im’mrm dm“‘*"m““ ur 2z i yetaen Wi Lo wusl

ml\dd plm of the CCP, Yot the reassn is aiq;lo mugh; m/ sutuv?h‘tmot
_eppodite in comt mqw.wul e TIL 1s :l-pnuihlo t.u mve 'united nation® with
thea,¥ (Rusaisn Comowdsts) Maroover, as Pref, Schurasns knovs very will even if
ke 18 silent on the questim, thix rejection of united sotion to aid Vietnsw which
u wdar & wmm beaberduent !.a not only rejoation of united action with
muauw b‘ht !d.th eny ¥hs do not mqmtianin&ly !‘ouml the Chinese m&n

i t-

!"or & a:hole gemeration now the Vietnimeue poople hive known nsthing but war,. "

thnu omu. 19 it too mush to aak that we stop apologetios rm- Hm's
Chine long enough to work out anti-war action in favar of self-determination for
the Vietnouese that would, while fighting &mmun. be independent of
Comtvmist Chinmoe interpretation LAGrld events?

-Qctober 23,1566
Detroit, Micadgan




