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PREFACE

The follow ing analysis atte.pts to specify Mao Tse-tung’s chang-

ing perception of the Soviet Union as revealed in the 1969 version

of Mz~ 
‘th-Vur~ asu-h8l4ng t~zn 8ui! No systematic translation of

this volume has been done, although portions of it appear in two

sources: Stuart Schram (ed.), Chairirian !4zo ~~~~~ ~ the Peop le

(Westminster , Md.: Pantheon , 1975) ; and ~~~ lan~ ~)f Mu. Toe- tung

~~~~~~~ 2 volumes (Washington : Joint Publication Research Service,

February 20, 194 , e
~ 1269-l/2). All page references in this Paper

are to the original Ch inese vers ion.

I am deepl~ indebted to Anna Sun Ford for her excellent assis-

tance in the research for this Paper .

This is a preliminary analysis and I have made no attempt to

integrate it into the relevant data available from other sources.
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MAO FSL-TUNG’S PERCEPTION OF THE SOVIET UN i ON AS CO*IJNI CATLD IN DIL

MAO TSE-TUNG SSU-HSIA.NG WAN SIll! (,1969)

Kenneth L ieber thal

Ihe  19b9 volume of .‘•I~ T e~-~~:~ ’i~j  so:4—haiang ~.A1’: 8.4 :; ! is the most

L o m p r e h en s i v e  c o l l e c t i o n  ava i l ab le  to date of Mao Ise-tun g ’s unpublished

post-194
~

) speeches. W h i l e  encompassing texts from 195i to 1968 , the

-.olume ’ s s t r e n g t h  centers  overwhelmingly  on the 1956-n period . This is

not . however , a comprehensive co l lec t ion  of Mao ’ s speeches ar id wr it i n g s

even for  l )
~~-65. Selectivity seems to have been exercised so as to

por~ r.t~ a re 1ativ elv ;~~ :~~:c Part Chairman , one who h e l i e v e s  in the

~t h : is  iasni of the :::i — ses but never luse~. sight of the need to accor~pany

p u p u l a r  n o : i h L .~ t ion ~ i t h  Strong organi:ationa l leader -.hi p a:id the con-

comitan t necessit y of re ta in in g a sober .iwarene~ of the weaknesses as

nell .is the .irtu es i~~ China ’s populace. Thus , for i:i~tance , this vol-

ime om its Mao ’s talk at the Augus t 1958 Peitaiho Conference , where h~

i ll acco int s he waxed euphoric over the Great Leap Forward , but it in-

ci i ~te il l .~f his major speeches of late l~it ; s and l9S:) on the need t o

zone w :  the Great Lea~ and consolidate the gains already ..ade .
3 The

f a c t  i t t h i s  -. olume f i r s t  c i r c u l a t e d  in 1~)b~) , dun n8: a perio d of rad—

ici l consolidation of the Cultura l Revolution , helps explain the tas k s

for this selectivity. An authoritative Chinese official in a conver-

~ation with Prc1cssor \llen Whitin g asserted that the texts of the

~~~ ~he Thought of Mi .‘r~i’-tung, put together in 1969 and never
officially published in China. This volume became available in the West
in 19~~ via Taiwan intelligence sources.

The text of this speech has never been made public and its content
is inferred from articles in the Chinese press at the time .

3Some of these , especially the Chairman’s speeches at the 1959- Second
Chengchow conference , highligh t how far to the “right” Mao had gone by
early 1959--farther than previous documentation has suggested .

- - -  - .- - -~~~---- -~~~ —-.-~~~~~~~~ -~~~~~~~~~~~ -------~~ - -- .—.-- -—- -- -— —------ — —  - - --- —- -.- ___________-



1

speeches in this volume are basically accurate (“some are stenograph i c

notes that have not been reviewed by Mao for errors”) but that the

volume itself is the product of “factional” pol itics in the PRC .4 lie

thus obliquely confirmed the biased nature of the picture of Mao pre-

sented in this volume .

This brief paper analyzes Mao Tse-tung ’s chang ing conception of the

USSR as revealed h~’ the materi als in this extraordinari ly rich collection

of  writings .5 Since this volume was put together at a time of great t en-

sion in S:no-~ oviet relation s, we must briefly consider the degree to

which the picture of Mao ’s renarks regarding the USSR has been di storted ,

were his doriestic pol icy recorirnendations , in the ~e1ection of do crent S.

Two facts suggest that editori al selectivity aimed far more at domestic

pronouncements than at foreign policy in general and Soviet affairs in

particular. Fir st , materials on foreign affairs as a whole were only

sparing 1~ permitted to leak into the public domain during the Cultural

Revolution , in sharp contrast to the re7: ~: ‘~ l~’ unrestricted plundering

of archival records regarding certain aspects of domestic polic y .6 Thus ,

it seems likely that the co~~ilers of this volume
7 

had to choose among

documents made avaiJab le because they concerned key aspects of  domestic

poli cy, and the co ents on foreign policy issues usual ly  crept in more

~s appendages than as the viscera of the presentations. 
Secondly, the

4Thic conversation took place in Peking in October 19~s.
5The volume runs over 700 pages in Chinese.
6Some domestic policy spheres--such as public security--remained

out of bounds to the Red ~~ards .
7These are anonymous , but they almo st certain ly represen t a faction

wi th in  the government or Party bureaucracy toward the end of the Cultural
Revolution .
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image of the USSR presented in these documents is by no means uniformly

host ile , and in some instances is even more conciliatory than that con-

veyed by the public media of the time .
8 Indeed , these documents reveal

that Mao retained a rather complex set of ideas regarding the U SSR; at

the s irn e time , they demonstrate quite conclusivel y that the Chinese

l’ a rtv hurm~an ’s core assumptions about the Soviet system changed

d r a m a t i c a l l y  over the  p er iod  l9 5 8- l9b2 .~

The following inquiry focuses on Mao ’s perceptions of the Soviet

system it~.elf and the implications of his changing perceptions in

this sphere for Sino -Sovi et relations. As of 1955 , Mao explicitly

regarded the Soviet system as both socialist and a model for building

socialism. e . en if one that should be evaluated critic a ll y . By ~~
hr v i e w e d  thi s same system as a new form of imper iali sm -—called “social

imperialis m in the Chinese media --and eschewed it both as either model

or ally What steps marked this transition , when did they occur , and

what were their impli ca ti o ns , as Mao articulated them , for Sino-Soviet

rel .it i O f l S ’ The documents in T.~’~; ~~~~~~ ~~ n ~~~~~~ ~1:~ TB.—tn’;:’

(1 ‘~~~ - : - r t h e  fol  I o w i n g  answers to these quest ions. 10

P u r i n g  195( ’-spring 1958 , Mao became i nc r ea s ing ly  c oncerned w i t h

the need for China to develop a distinctive approach to the building of

8For instanc e, Mao in January 1962 still affirms the need to learn
from some positive aspects of the Soviet model--see below .

9Thus, these documents give little solace , for ins tance , to those
who hare argued that Mao “had It in” for the Soviets since the 1930’s,
si nce 1945 , since 1949, or since any of the numerous other dates that
have been specified as the time when Mao final ly realized the irredeem-
ably perfidious nature of the Soviet system and its leadership.

‘°The public media and other available collections of Mao’s
wr iti ngs and speeches obviously comprise important additional sources
of Information on these same questions. 

- — .— -. - r- _
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soc ia l i sm.  Khrushchev ’s de- S ta lin iza t ion  speech s imply  h i g h l i gh ted

someth ing  to which  Mao had already developed a s e n s i t i v i t y - - t h e  in-

a p p l i c a b i l i t y  of c e r t a i n  aspects of the So v i e t  model to China ’s specific

cond i t ions . t h u s , du r i n g  t h i s  period Mao i n c r e a s i n g l y  wre stled with the

probier of d i s t i n g u i s h i n g  those aspec t s  of the Soy tet mode l that C h i n a

-.h1 i i d  e - u la t e from those t h a t  the PRC shoul d d i scard  in favor of  ., more

d i - ~t i n c t i v e  C h i n e s e  sy s t e m .  Mao ’ s q ue s t  d u r i : ;~: t h e s e  ~ea r s i n c l u d e d

c r i t  i c a l  remarks conce rn ing  t a c t  i c a l  errors  in , tor instance , Sovi et

t o r e  ~gm policy - J a n u a r y  l~~~~) . personal and spec i t i c  .i~.j ~ect s of

~‘~r - i •h~~he’. ‘ s l e id er ship (J ew.Ir\ t9~~ ) . the J i e a v v  han ded n ess ot ~, v i e :

i n t e r n a l poi ~~ ~-\pri 1 1~ T~ and so f o r t h .  Mao conc l uded t h a t , w h i l e

Ch i n a  had and wou ld c u t  inue to  have  much to  I e ar n  f i o r n  t h e  ~ Ov l e t e ~ 
-

p.’: t e n. e • he I’R C mu st  take a cr i t  ical  ra ther  t h i n  m e c h a n i c - i l

.Clsorbing and app ly ing t h i s  exper ience  ( M a r c h  1( ~ , l~i~~S) 14

Perhaps Mao’s views at t h i s  t ime are best summed up in a M ar c h

10 , 1958 speech , in which he predicted that China would need over time

to learn less from the USSR as the PRC acqui red  more knowled ge i t s e l f .

T h e  “F e n ~r ea t  R e l a t i o n s h i ps ,”5 he added , was the blueprint for Chinese

development--it is uniquely Chinese , and yet at the same time it in-

corporates the bas i c  principles that are ethodied in Soviet development. 16

82-83. All pages refer to the original Chinese edition of
t h i s  volume .

Lpg 84.
13
Pg. 105.

14Pg. 161 .
‘5Written in April 1956--text in Stuart Schram (ed.), Chairr,~a,i Mz~

T-z ~ k*~ t. the P~o; .~. (New York : Pantheon, 1974), pp. 61-83.

162-63.
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l’hese views of the Chairman regarding the Soviet experience began

to change in significan t ways as of the spring of 1958. Specifically,

on March 20, 1958 Mao co~mnented that the Soviets “have di scarded some

(essential elements) of Leninism , (they ar e) becom ing le tharg ic.”

h is analysis at this time suggested that the Soviet Union had become

too complacent and that th i s  complacency i t s e l f  re f lec ted  the develop-

ment of the USSR into a mi ght>’ industrial power. Mao argued , essentially,

that success in industriali :ation produces arrogance , ri gidit y , and

complacency- -and he articulated his fear that this may in fact preview

China ’s future ,I1SO . 18 From this time fo rward , we f ind  Mao appealing

beyond the current Soi ict  l e ade r sh ip  d i r e c t l y  back to  S t a l i n , or more

often to Lenin and Marx , for ideolog i cal leg itimation .19

Ihi ’~ incr easing sensitivit y to the changing nature of Soviet society

and the ideol og ical failin gs of the current Soviet leadership led Mao

t o  hei ghtened .iwareue s of the national security implications of these

developments f r  China . In September lOSO , for instance ,
20 Mao stressed

(in relation t o  the l’’ eng Teh-hu ai  a f f a i r )  t ha t  i t  is intolerable to

.illow foreign Commimi st parties to meddle in Chinese Comiminist Party

affairs. Mao thus seems to have concluded by la te  1959 that the Soviet

Union had become an advanced industrial society; that this in turn had

skewed the USSR ’s foreign and domestic po l ic ies ;  that the Soviet leadership

‘7Pg. 166.
‘8Pg. 169.
19For instance in May 1958: pp. 194-99 , 216.
‘0Pg. 316.

Iii ~~~ — - -_ ~ - - -~~----~ - .~~~~~
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had become ideolog i c a l l y  d e v i a n t ; and tha t  the Soviet Union had attempt-

ed to meddle in the Chinese Communist Party (and would probabl y continue

to  do so ’~) .

Ihe nation al security aspects of Mao ’s anal ysis become more pro-

nounced during 1960. For instance , in his talk of March .~2 , l0(~0,~~

the Chair :’ian noted that revisionists and semi—revis ionists within the

inte rn it :onil Communist move::ient romprised one of the three types of’

people who voc i terous lv opposed China. Indeed Mao hinted oblique ly at

thi n tine that t he re  m i g h t  be some concern about a S o v i e t  armed a t t a c k

on China and i n d i c a t e d  t ha t  Corum un ist  p a r t y  r e v i s i o n i s t s  w o u l d  inter-

mittently attack China for man Years to come. These remarks stand in

sharp contrast to Mao ’s earlier comments during 1i o1 -l 95 8 and even in

1~
)S’i , which it  no time hinted that the Soviet Union actively collaborated

with the imperialists or night pose a securit y threat of any type to

China . The ooncern  during the earlier period focused , rather , on the

appropriateness of various aspects of the Soviet model and the correct-

ne~ s of Soviet tactics in particular situations , and i t  extended

e v e n t u a l ly  to Soviet meddl ing  in Chi nese polit ics. By contrast , the

discussion s of March of 1960, however , clearly assume that the Soviets

are ‘~~~~ allies in the international scene and regard the Soviets , indeed ,

as possible enemies.

Little information in this volume elucidates Mao’s views during

1961-1962 other than his comments on the Soviet ~~~~ o k  on Po~ iti~,i ’

F ’~~~r~y,
” which purportedly were written during these years. The

coments on the ~‘.r~book , whi le  ex tensive , on the whole say l i t t l e

2l~~ 316-18.
22~~ 319-398.

— —- -- - -~~~~-‘- 
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about the potential aggressiveness of the Soviet Union against China .

The re i s . however , an important thread of the argument that does pre-

view Mao’s later conclusions that the Soviet system had degenerated i n to

first hureoucratic -cap italism and then social-imperialism.

Mao argues in these “notes” that there is a continuing class

s t rugg le in  t h e  Soviet Union of which  t he  Soviet  leaders are unaware .

The s~ stem :n,tv c h i r n ~t i t s  c l a s s  na tu r e  because it stresses individual

incentiv es without due sensitivit y to the fact that capitalist tendencies

and cap italist influences remain strong for a long period of time after

a soci a list system has been set up.~
3 

These structural flaws extend

even to the system of one-man management , which Mao regards as indis-

tinguishable from pr actice in c a p i t a l i s t  count r ies . 24 Thus , the Soviet

system is structurall y v u l n e r a b l e  to degeneration into some form of

bureauc ratic capital i sm. Soviet views on t he i n te rn a t i on al scene ,

moreover , su)~ge st to ‘1.io th at this degenerat ion j s  al r eady w e l l  ad

vanced . Moscow ’s dual stress on the non-inevitability of war and the

des irability of disarmament~~ indicates that the USSR has ceased to

view the in t e rna t iona l  arena from a proletar ian c lass  perspective and ,

Mao implies , has become something other than socialist. The major

specific propositions of Mao’s argument are as follows:

1) The Soviets incorrectly believe that a particular stage of

devel opment can be consol idated (i.e., cannot change as a

23
Pp. 381-4.

353.
25Pg. 340.
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func t ion  of internal  con t rad ic t ions ) . 26 Rela tedly ,  the

Soviet leaders do not recognize the continuing contradictions

between two leve ls  of ownership in the Soviet Un ion (owner-

sh ip  by the whole people and col lec t ive  ownership) . 2 ’  I t  is

in fact the contradictions between these two levels of owner-

ship that continue to drive Sovi .’t soc ia l  development forward ;

2) The Soviets do not fully appreciate the general importance of

the superstructure and the’ role of the superstructure in effect-

ing changes in the subs t ruc ture . Ihus , fo r ins tance , they do

not understand the very serious ramifications of maintaining a

sy s t e m  of i n d i v i d u a l i n c e n t i v e s  as pe rvas ive  as that  ex ten t  in

the  U SSR . Through piece work forms of renumeration , the Sov iet s
‘ (I

cater too much to individu a l interests , and this de .“~~ -~~~~~~
-

keeps alive the clas s strugg le between socialism ~with it s

emphasis upon collectiv ism ) and captt alisn (with its emp h a s i s

on In d i v i d u a l advancement)  in the  Soviet Union .~~

3) The Soviet system of individua l material incentives stems in

turn from a fundamental misconception about how to speed U~

product ion development under s o c i a l i s m . Indeed , to rely on

the d i s t r i b u t i o n  of consume r goods to speed up the development

26Pg . 338.
27~~, 336, 347 .
28~ , 334-46 .
29~ , 358, 367. This current stress on material incentives is in

fact a reaction to an over-stress on collectivism under Stalin , and will
eventually produce its reaction : pg. 371 .

3O~~ 381-4.

- - - L~~~~~~~~~_~~’t- ~~~~~~~~~
- - —
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of production under soc i a l i sm amounts to no less than “revision-

ism of the correct Mar xist out1ook .”~~

4) I lie or i e’iit .tt ion of any country is determined by its social sys-

t e m .  \ s o c iali s t system predispose’s one t o  oppose imperialism.
32

~) l’ho e ~h bel iev e war can be’ eliminated while imperialism ex-

ist s IN’ ‘ ‘ d e v o i d  of Ma r ~~i s r n - L e n i n i s m . ’’ ’
~ And the same is true

t - r  t~iose who propose’ d i s a r m a m e n t  in v i e w  01  the tact that

se ip o n  1 Fe  hemse I .es an e ress ion of t h e  i n te r n at  ional  cl ass

S t  r i ~~.: I c

In  ~ ien , n Sovi et leaders hive r e l i e d  oii i n d i v i d u a l  ma t e r i a l  rewards

to develop pr ~l u  ion . - , ‘; nii to the tac t that i n  so doing they con—

if l uc  ~ ~ u t - : : ’ ’  th e .eeds ot c i p i t  i i  i sm in S o v i e t  so~ iety. (lass s t ruggle

t i  - cont in :ies in t h e  US SR , and recent Soviet a t  i v i t i e - in t he  i n t e r —

:: at ional Irma indic a te : i t  the ant i— soc ialist for ce s are in the ascent

in ‘t.’~ L~’w

‘~ i - l ’s t o w  av a ilable speeches during l9~2 flesh out and conf i rm the

* above analysis. H is January  30 , l9~ 2 speech at an Ln larged Centra l  Work

Conference hint s somewhat obli quely
35 that the Soviet Union has now be-

~omc a “capitalist countr . . .a reac t ionary  fascis t  d i c t a t o r s h ip . ”

I n  t h i s  speech , he l i s t s  the enemies of the revolutionary masses through-

Out the world as falling into three categories :36 i mperialism ,

35 , 362- 3 .
32 -Pg. ~~8.
33P g. 340 .
34P g. 340.
35Pp. - toa~- 

-
.

36Pp. 408-9 , 1 18.
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reactionaries , and revisionism. The Soviets have joined the Yugoslavs

in that last category , as Mao confirms
3 tha t  the Soviet par ty  and

s t a t e  leadership has been usurped by the revisionists. The Chairman

n e v e r t h e l e s s  m a i n t a i n s 38 the  c o n t i n u i n g  need both to  learn  from the

good experiences of the 5 ov i e t  Union and to absorb lessons b u e  ~ a t i v e

e xample from t h e i r  d e f e a t s .

~v mid - \ugust , 1962 Mao had remo~ e~1 a l l  doubt aS to the flat ure ot

t he  So~ ot Union  inter nall y and the r o l e  i t  had a~ - - uined in the inter-

nat ional arena . lIe ,ass ertod ~~
1 
th at ‘r e visionism ;t ill e x i t s  in the

Sovie t  Un i on ” and accused  the Soviets of c . a t e r i n g  t o  the interests of

internat ion.a l cap i t a  i i  sm. The ~ov iet s had become , in shor t , ‘‘ 0~~~~ L t  r -

revolutionaries. ” Mao it the same time cited the  USSR to demons t ra te

that capitalism could indeed be restored in socialist societie s . Itit se

themes s i r t  aced .a~:at n in his September 24 , l iu2 . speech to  the Tenth

Plenum of the t~th CC. h ere 10 Mao interpreted cl a ss struggle within the

socialist camp as a question concerning “st r g ~ 1es between the pro-

Iet ar iat and the bourgeoisie , between Ma r ’ism- Lenini sm and an t i - M a r x i s m -

Leninism , between Marxism -Lenini sm and revisionicm .” lie further mcii-

t i o ned the  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  be t w een  t he  w o r l d ’ s people and r e v i s i o n i sm

as one of a number of c o n t r a d i c t i o n , c h a r a c te r i : i n g  contemporary

international relations.

The 1969 ?.“i; .‘~~‘e t)w Th~~jht ~~

‘ 

~ti~ ~~~~~~ contains almost no

co ents by the Chairman on the nature of the Soviet sstem during 1963.

3’Pg. 418.
— 38Pg. 418.

39P g . 4 24.
40

Pg. 433 .
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The sole exce p tion 41 motes that  “the Soviets have ceased to carry out c lass

st r i i~~~1e s i n c e  l U 3 , ~ , ” w i t h o u t  wh~ ch , Mao laments , “the dictatorshi p

of the proletariat is dep riv ed of ’ a reliable soci al foundation .” By

l9~ 4 , however . ~ta :t roduce,l a dist i n~ t lv new and important element

int o his ai a l . s i s  of t h e  Soviet Iiiion in  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s .  On

February 1 of h a t  e a r , “tao referred to the threatening posture

of :. ~ : ‘ ~~; u’n’er~ a1 i s t  and re~ I s o n i s t  forces in  t h e  n i t e r n a t i o na l

arena In thi s c nta ’~~t he ~ t ’iit ioned :a p o t e n t i a l  nuc l ear s t r i k e  . a g . a i i i s t

C h i n a .  In  “t a r5h he’ r e i t e r a t e d  that ‘‘it i~~ t he  t ::r~ eoisi e who i s  fl

- - - 43po~ e’r in the soviet i i  oil today , i t i s  ~h r u s l a c h e ’ v w h o  is in power. ’’

Related l y , he i e’:’~ar~ ecl th at the ~trug~:le ,a~ .ainst i mperial s~ and re-

,
. is I n i  sm on St 1 tuted Ch iri a ‘s current mat or concerns. By May 11

i , ~1.a - character :rd the 5oviet Union as f l  lows - ‘‘The Soviet

Union to5I.a v i S  .a d i c t a t o r s h i p  ~f t i e  b :ir ~:e o r s i e , a d i c t a t o r s h i p of

hi ~ ca i t  . 1 1 1  st  • a l i i  1 c r-  t vp e F ;a sc i st  dictatorship, they are all

hoo ii ~:-a n , they arc w i  r - c than tic ;.aii l i e .

-\ t ane If. , 1 H - f  ~- -v-a’ri t !~ ~Ia suggest s that he was still .afltlcl -

pa ting --a t least in the near future--a higher prob ability of war with

the im periali s ts than that wi th the revisioni sts . He observed46 that

“when war breaks out i t  is  up to China to sustain (its own defense),

3t
Pg. 441.

4,
~P g. 455 .

43Pg. 4~.(.
44 -Pg. 4
45 P g. 496 .
46

Pg. 501.

-

~

,
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i t  is impossible to rely on the revisionists ,” Thus , he no longer saw

the Soviet nuclear umbrella or conventional support as of any si gn i t i -

cance , but he did still regard war with the imperial ists rather t han

the revisionists as the most l i k e l y  scenar io .

On .J une 18 , l it , l , Mao returned to the question of collusion and

drew an important di s tin c t ion- - namely , that while revisionism doe’ s not

oppose imperia lism
3 and indeed colludes with it , contradictions between

revision i sm and imper ialism remain and contradicti ons also exist among

- -18 --..a r i.:a - . r e v l .l )n I -- t parties. Thus , :a’~ early - as mi d— l 0 ,4 ‘Ii c~’r ceived

of the relat ionshi p between rev i sionism and impe rial ism a - - one ot lo t h

co l 1u’~~on and content ion . lie a t  t~~~~~t time r e co ’rii :0, 1 1 ’ . n ’rd break

up U. S. — ‘ • 1 0 t co l l i - - i on • w:i rn i t i~ on a! y 1 : • 0 , t o  - 
-

.i~ .iin st the danger ot tI . S. - S o v i e t  w o r l d  - t : : :: , at ton throug h - . i ~

siring t ’ ~~i s  . a r e  t , a I~~. ‘t a n ioi ced h s  c ncc’~~n
”0 th t he  S o v i e t  ‘ i n

cove’ ted Ch i r i o  e t err i - r. in S in k  i a i r  g .a ; rd I Ic ’ i 1 n ang.

Mao I -u’ — t mg -
~ by ~na 1 - 1 ~) , l  fully reo. gn r :ed he nit i on a l

cecurit . thr ea t tFc ’ ISsR 1ost’ t to i h i n a , al t : - - l ~~n ‘- f - -. w ’ s a c t  u,a l larc,’’-

s~~a l e r - p and weapons -b’~’ i - .mrnt- t o  the  S o v i e t  F a r  Eas d;d be—

g i n  until 1U( ~~. Ma p e r c e i v e d  t h i s  t h r ea t  as the inevitable vx~ icsce nc e

of an internal degener at :on of the Sov iet ~ y s t e m  and spec if~ed it in

terms of either a p o ssible nuclear strike against the Phi or territorial

desi gns on Chinese Sinkian g or Heilungkiang. lie , moreover , had already

47
Pg. 511 .

48Pg. 514.
49Pg . 539.
50Pp. 540-1 .

-
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developed the i n t e l l e c t u a l framework tha t  at the end of the decade

as the bas i s  t o t ’ i,hinta ‘s opening to the West —— i .e. , t h a t

the  USSR bo t h  colluded and contended with the United States , the latter

i ding ~an open r i i  wed ge for dim ini shing the Soviet —American threat

th rc u~:?’ .adr i t di p l i:t~a t ic t. a rit ’ia v e r lr i g.

I l ie  1 i I : . n —  t a ’ ., : .‘:‘ ., — ; ..t : ~~~. ~~~~~~~~ : -
, col lec t  ion thus pro—

- . idt ’~ im l’)rt .an t . it stant ly e ’  m t  orr a t ion on Mao ls c-tun g ’s c h a n g i n g

; c ’rce ;t i ‘ns f the nature ot n i ~ l o t  ‘,oc ic t~ ar i d the concomitant re—

l i t  ton ’~hmt’ of ‘ -  ~~~‘- . i t  and Chinese pou t ic~ . \ crt ’ ,at deal of

m ,at e r ial a l r e , a . i i  anal y ze d and ~~r t l m s h e d  i n the  b est  however , must

be hr uc~i t to bear t i  n i h  e the ,at ’~~ c i i i  m e  in  t’ul icr h i s t o r i c a l

cont e~~t . In a L ,  t ion , “ ta ’ ’ s . 1 0 w ’ -. a -  sumnri ;ari zed a bove even a late

a 1 O f  let t a mu i t  i t tide of ~~ue st ions man swe red c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  i~~ e —

i f  ‘ n Soviet ch~a 1 l en ge . th e s p e c i f i c  form’, it would eventuall y

c means by w~~ ch ~i ,  re t -Am erican contr adictions could be

e~ p l o t t e d  ~~st n i - n t  it.ibi\ b~- h m n a . a rid , mos t fundamental lv , the ma g—

t i  t- idc he ~‘ -. ict t h r e a t  i s  ‘m p a r r ! wit P h a t  po e.! 1’. the Inalor

i ’~; ’er i alm t power t I l t g l a r e  I a t  (b o a  tr ~~ -acro ss the’ P a c i f i c .  Analy st s

mu -5t look t~~ the m a t cr ’i .ils on Ch i na durin g a-nd after ‘.he ( aitura l

Re ’, ol t i i for the an swer s to the se c r i t  i cal tur ’.t r ons

“‘ I) on ald .,a~’or i i , a. — ,
‘ :‘t ’t~~ - ‘ ‘:“.‘ ‘t  ~ i i u : a : .  l,r i ffith , ~~~.

Will i ,lm :;r~ :
‘fith , ‘ ; a. _ ‘ ‘ . a.” , )~t4~~~~~(.’ ;

\ I exande r ~,a l i i  n , ‘f ‘‘ . ra’ I • ‘. . ‘‘ - ‘. Z ‘ “rr,~n Io”t ; and Lowent h a l
Hudson a rat ‘Ii Farquhar , 2;’ ‘F —S, t’ I. t ‘ .‘; a . , t o name only a few of
t ? ~~’ more p r ru n e n t  studies
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