

















ting back from them some of the extra money they
were allowed to earn.

In China, Red Guards and Maoists said very little about
the people who coveted special rewards and privileges
and fled to Taiwan or Hong Kong (this was not a cur-
rent issue) but rather complained about those who had
looked after their selfish interests by entrenching them-
selves in certain sections of the Party and in other
bureaucratic posts, where they were slowing down and
even trying to reverse the progress towards commu-
nism. The educational system was faulted for perpetu-
ating class divisions by preserving a curriculum and
system of examinations that had been inherited from
a class society and had never been thoroughly revolu-
tionalized. Not only were there natural privileges that
inhered to the sons of intellectuals and the middle class
under the present system, but it was charged that in
certain universities special discrimination had been
practiced against the sons of peasants and workers be-
cause of the snobbishness and “revisionist attitudes” of
the professors and administrators. Certain magazines
and other cultural institutions, such as theatre groups
and (until recently) the opera were charged with pro-
moting bourgeois virtues such as individualism and
philanthropy, rather than encouraging the ideologic
and spiritual attitudes of communism.

I don’t want to be misleading. The Chinese were very
definite in stating that capitalism had been restored in
the Soviet Union or (depending on who 1 was talking
too) that it was in the process of being restored. They
also said that there were Revisionists in China, some of
them within the Communist Party, who wanted to re-
store capitalism to China. But when I said that I had
spent three weeks in the Soviet Union and was con-
vinced that the Russians had not gone capitalist and
from what I could see did not intend to, they answered
by referring to exaggerated Russian differentials in
wages and income. They told me that the maximum
income differentials in China were about five to one.
In the early days of the Revolution the gap was approxi-
mately ten to one, but this had been gradually reduced
by a process of freezing the top levels and gradually
raising the lower ones. By contrast they argued that the
differentials were far greater in the Soviet Union—for
movie stars, administrators, managers, famous intellec-
tuals, ete. They argued that in contrast to China, the
Soviet Union was widening the gap. This is what they
called the restoration of capitalism. The main political
conflict in China, they argued, was between those who
wanted to reduce the five-to-one differential and a small
minority who wanted to increase it.

Strength or Weakness?

The turmoil of the Cultural Revolution is generally inter-
preted in the United States, on both the left and the
right, as evidence of weakness and failure in China.
After watching this revolution for eleven short days
and talking at length with some of those taking part, I
tend to think that it is a sign of strength and vitality.
Of course there are aspects that I find distasteful, in-
cluding the sloganeering and the ritualistic study and
praise of the writings of Mao. Will the pressures to

conformism sap the strongly libertarian attitudes which
are so noticeable in the Red Guards and (contrary to
the assumptions of most Westerners) in Chinese society
generally? One would have to spend much longer in
China than I did to appraise the dynamics of this turbu-
lent continuing revolution. But it is clear to me that
many of the participants are striving to achieve an un-
precedented combination’ of communist solidarity and
individual freedom, which would avoid both the drab
conformism of the ant heap and capitalism’s individual-
istic rat race for special privilege at the expense of
one’s fellows.

My impression was that the loudspeakers and mass
rallies, the shouting of slogans and the beating of cym-
bals and drums, the public readings of the words of
Mao on airplanes and trains—most of which I found
offensive—were not as coercive as they sound second-
hand. There were times when I was reminded of the
singing of “The Star Spangled Banner” at baseball
games or the group recitals of the pledge of allegiance
in our schools and at P.T.A. meetings. There were other
times vhen I wondered whether a more apt comparison
might not be with the singing of “We Shall Overcome”
at civil-rights rallies or in preparation for an encounter
with the authorities in a civil-disobedience action.

I especially deplore the humiliation of revisionists and
other “sinners” by placing dunce caps on their heads
and parading them through the streets. Who can judge
whether robbing a man of his dignity in this manner
is not both as cruel to the victim and as spiritually cor-
rupting to the practitioners as shooting a man or sen-
tencing him to prison? I have already said that I spoke
to no one in China who justified such incidents and
that the top Maoist leadership has condemned them,
but I have no way of knowing how widespread this and
similar practices have become. The Western press de-
lights in presenting them as typical of what is going
on in China but we may find out later that they repre-
sent but a few instances in which the holligan spirit
has taken over.

It is ironic that Americans condemn the turbulence and
excesses of the Cultural Revolution as if they reflected
an innate Communist evil and a Chinese predisposition
to violence. Americans should at least take care to place
these activities in the context of the expected American
invasion. The nuclear bomb tests of the fifties, the con-
sciousness of omnipresent fallout, the sense of impend-
ing doom in a nuclear holocaust contributed to the
emergence of a new mood in the United States, and
the end of student apathy. The American invasion of
Vietnam, with its million dead or mutilated child vic-
tims, and its message (as read in China) that the
United States will go to any extreme to prevent Asian
self-determination and dignity is a major factor in pro-
ducing the present mood in China. The massacre of
nearly a million Indonesians in a Washington-aided
pro-Western coup was hailed in the United States as a
triumph of American foreign policy but not surpris-
ingly it helped produce a different psychology in neigh-
boring China—a psychology in which the Chinese may
find a new unity of purpose.
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