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From the first deys of ite existence, the Communist Party of :
Chine hes fought the battle on the ideological front against Inperial-.
ists, feudalists and bourgeois reformists. The then still youthful
Marxists Id Ta~cheo, Mao Tse-tung, Tsai Ho-hsin, Chu Chiu-po, Yua Teie.
yin, and others alwed stunning blows against the subjective«idealis®
philosophy of American pragmatism, which in China wus represented by
Hu-Shih and his followers; they conducted an unrslepbing battle with'
every variation of ideallst philoscphy which had been introluced into
China from the West: positivism, Inbuitivism, Nietzscheanism, Kentism,
Machism, The Chinese representatives of these yrhilosophical movements
hostile to Marxisam were Liang Chi-Chao; Chang Chiung~mai, Chang Turg-
sun, Ting Weng-kiang, and others., The Marxisis also cpposed the Bud-
dhist and Confucisn phiiocsophical éystems,‘which,weré propagated by
Iiang Shu-ming, T%ai Hsiu, and others. The Chinese comnunists exposed
the reactionary philosophy of "vitalism," "biologism" and of other sys-
tems which had been set forth in the weitings of T'al Chi~t*ao, Chan
Li~fu, T'ao Hsi-sheng and other Kuomintang "theoreblelanso” The Marx=
iste showed convincingly that all these rank reactiomaries had broxen:
with the philosophical basis.of Sun Yat-sen's revoluiionary teachings.

By struggling consistently with right-wing opportunism and ligui- .
dationism, with xevisicnism and dogmatismy with secharianism, empirle-
cism and other verieties of opportunism, the Chinese communists, headed -
by Mao Tse-tung,  learned how to reveal the theorstical roots, the vie-
cious methodology and anti-scientific views of the apostates from Marxe-
ism in a profound mamier. Coo I L c

In the weke of these battles the ideological-political level of
menbers of the party wes raised and its theoretical cadres were
strengthened, ‘ ’

The victory of the peoplels revo]htion and the esteblishment of
the democratic dictatorship of the people gave the working class and
toiling masses broed accees 10 theoretlcal knowledge, to the mastery
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of Marxism-Ieninism. By doing much work in the sphere of the ideologie
cal education of toilers and the education and re-education of the in=
telllgentsia, the Cormunist Party broadened the implacable struggle
with the influences of the reunants. of. feudal and bourgeois -ideclogies,
At the end OFf 1S54 end in. 1955, the Chinesg" communists ‘together with
the progressive intelligentsia. annib*lated ‘the. pro-imperia]ist ‘philosoe
phy: of Pragmatism as teught by Hu~Shih, exposed the countéftevolution-
ary essence ‘of the pragmatic views of Hu Feng and his group in the
sphere of esthetics, as well as the retrog@ade idpalist philosophy and
the landowner-bourgeois sociology of Liang Shu-ming and- his?dxsciples, L
All these victories on the ideological front were undoubbtedly of im- .
rortance for the developuent of the socialist revolutlon in uhe fleﬁd “
of economy in 1956-57. ' Diine o R
In 1957-58 o national movement for the regulatlon of style and
for-a st%uggle,w*th'bourgeo&s 1deologv which had ‘appeared with the'
development. of the socialist: revoluulon on thL ‘potitical - and 1deologi~
cal fronts was Pounded in-China, . In esseticé, 'this was. a strugglé be-"'
tween two roadd of development in China° “the gocialist and - +he cao“ tale=
ist road... The. V¢ctorv ‘in‘this slruggle was Tepregented; by; the. so;uxion
0P the . central question - “Who-whomz" =='in the'field of pol*tlcs and
ideoclogy« An analysis -of “this - svruggle has therefore undoubtedly “eal
sc1entif1c and political 81gn1f1cance.””“ : L :

o Ih thls art;cle we will 1imit ourselves to an: examination of the
‘views.of bourgeois” ‘right-wing -elements and reV1sionists on. some basic
“‘problems of phllosophy and. - 5001ology, nd to an. account of. the critioism

of’ these Views by the Chinese communists."ﬁf-=* e

As is known, the rightawing bou:geois elements in China usnd as’
“’theww platform the problems of scienoo and culturey: attemp+ing Mo libe
_erate" science fiam politics, which: -means’ in ‘essence from the leadership

‘- of the Communist Party. They strove for a Fevival: of bourgeois S081=

" ology and- historiography, idealist, philosophy and bou"ge01s économic

L*’teacniogs. Attemptlng to utilize. thn novenent for . the . regulation of

v style to the¢r advantageg they. went over o the: offensive on tha ideo=

" -Jogical Trout, having published in the Kuangminiz .Jihpao of 9 June 1957,

a programmatic ‘document, »"Sone  Chservations -on the Droblem about the
Science System in Our Country,” which had been'drafted | by profesaors
+Tseng Chao-Iung, T’ung Li~chou, Chien Wéi-chang and others under the
supervis1on of Chang Po-ﬂhun,iﬁo S _ ,

The SC1entists with a roactiOnary leaning attempted to “found in

. - counterbaslance to the government organs which were guiding scientific
. .work different "independept” organizations, and societies.which are free
_from "interference” by the ‘Communist Party of China, In June of 1957 a

‘YCommittee of Sociologies™ ifs. formed on the initiative of. Fel Hsiao-
t'ung, Chen Ia, WU T8ing-han and:. other. p,ofessors. Lt
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Prof. Chen Cheng-han and others suggested the setting up.of a
"committee of Economic Planning” by bourgeois economists, which would
be able to control the government’s actions, Hsu Mu-yun and others
wanted to organize a revisionist "corporation of philosophers.”

The opponents of Marxism in Chiva often tried to appear under the
flag of "improvement" or "correction" of Marxist teachings. Thus,
Prof. Hsu Mu~yun =~ scilentific collaborator of the Institute of Fhi~
losophy in the Chinese Academy of Sciences and former assistant rector
of Wuhan University, now expelled from the ranks of the Communist
Party -- wrote more than 20 articles during the spring and summer of
1957 in vhich he came out against Marxism-Leninism under the slogan
"subject everything which etill does not correspond to contemporary
conditions to revision” (Chehsueh Yenchiu, 1957, No 6, Do 33)s

Hsu Mu-yun published an article in the pages of the Shanghal
paper, Werhung Pao, in which he "definzd" the Marxist position on the
pature oF manms  in the sixth thesis about Feuerbach, Karl Marx wrote:
"ihe nature of man is not an abstract ome, which is inherent in &if-
Perent individusls. In its reality it is a totality of all social '
attitudes" (Ko Marx and F. Engels, Coll, Wks., 2nd eds, Vol 3; Pa 3)e
Developing this position, Mao Tse-tung said in 1942: "Is there such
a thing as human rature in life? OF course there is. Bub only cop=
crete human nature and not abstract humen nature exists in. the world,
In a society of classes there exists only,humanvnatureﬂwhich is imbuaed
with a definite class character, and not a non-class human nature"
(Mao Tse-tung, Sels WKS., Vol 4, pp.4158n159), In opposition ‘o this,
Hsu Mu-yung attempted to show the abstract, non-class existence of
some general human nature, referring despite this in .. an attempt
at transforming social rclations in China, "If the universzlity of
puman neture dces not exist (he wrote), then how will the Chinese bour-
gesisie transform itself and become socialist?" (Wephung Pao, 7-8 June
1957). Is it not evident that social transformations in Chipa from the
poeition of a "universal human nature" are being presented in a per-
verted memer as the result of the "community" of the proletariat and
the bourgeoisie, in the absence of a class struggle in the couniry.

Hsu Mu-yun also “corrects" F. Engels. In 1092, in the foreword
to "The Condition of the Working Class in England," F. Engels nmenticned
the immaturity of some formulations in this work of his younger yearSe
He wrote: "Thus, for instance, heavy stress is put in the book (par-
ticularly at the end) on the fact that communism is nob simply the
party doctrine of the working ciass, but a theory whose final aim is
the liberation of the whole society, including capitelists, from the
narrow boundaries of contemporary relations. This assertion is true
in the abstract semse, but is useless in practice, and to a large ex-
fent even worse than that. If the propertied classes & emselves: do
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not feel any need for liberation and evén- oppose the self-llberation

of the worklng class with all their. might, then the working class must .
preparée and carry’ out the social revolution'alone" (K. Marx and Fo -
Engels, Sel, Wks,, Vol II, 1955; Po 391). ‘Hsu Mu-yur, once again re-

ferring to China®s experience, declared this explanation of F.. Engels

to be untrue, since "Time, place and’ conditlons'have changed..-That :~
which Engels. regarded to be frue in the" abstract sense has acquired . -
practical meaning in contemnorary China ‘esey the Chinese bourgeoisie . -
not only did not of er opposition to the- liberation of the working -
class; but itself felt the need for:liberation from capitallst produc~ s
tion relations. - It itself accepted<the socialist transformation and’ = -
struggles for its uransformat4on 1nto a working class" (Chehsaeh Yen-

Opposing thel%uwist-Leninist theory of the class struggle, Hsu

Mi-yun stated in the article, ."To Whom Does +the Truth Belong?" that

it is erromevus ‘to think that the truth belongs only to the prole= .
tariat, ‘He wrobe: ,'%m the vresent there are no longe* antagonls*ia.u"
contradictlons between the bourgeoisie and- the proletariat enoy the. -
bourgeois elements have gradual ly been proletarilnized in the process : .
of the socialist transformation vedy" the proletarians do not always.
have approach to practical problems™ (Wengyi Yuepso, 1 May 1957). ..
Attempting to refute the Merxist position on the class character of
ideology, Hsu Mu~yun asserted-in effect that "the truth belongs to :-
alle" In his obker arbticles Hsu Mu~yun insisted that. the difference
between “the Chinese, bourgeoisie and the country's working class exists . .-

only in a direct relationship to their activitles, axd that the. theo"y e

of a class struggle 1n4China is an expression.of "sectarianlsm»

Hsu Mu—yun also a tempted to confuse the- basic question of phi- f
losophy concerning ‘the relation of thought to De*ngo, He contended that
idealism and materialism ‘have general. oud 1ines ‘in "‘ialectic thought

which both the idealists and the materialisis have" {Cheéhsueh Yenchin, = -
1957, No" 6, Do 38), slurring over that which is most ba81c in the P

trast between ‘the materlalist and. idealist dialeCuIC. L

Such Were the attempus bv Hsu Mumyun and his colleagues from the -
"corporation of philosophers“ t0. recohcile the 1Leology of the bour=
geoisie with the ideology of the proletarlab, and materlalism thh
idealism.,”j _ . 5 ST

Just as little originallty is there 1n Hsu Nu-yun's "theory of
truth," which the author states’ in-the £61lcwing mamnér: "In order:
to find out whether reality and practlce conform to one or-another
thought and’ thing in the ideas of man it is necessary to ask for. the
opinions of others, If people's opiniers coincide with mine, then my .
opinion is real, objective -and universally-récognized truth" (Chehsueh
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Yenchin, 1957, No 6, Pe 41). This ressoning is nothing new, It is
eosentially a rehash of Bogdanovis theory of "social-organizationsl
experience," If onme is to cousider "“the opinion of rany" as truth,
then one can accept God and death as an objective reality, since many
people still believe in thelr existence. In criticizing the Machist
Bogdanov, V. I, Lenin wrote: "Io think that phileosophical idealism
will disappear by substituting the consclousness of mankind for the
consciousness of the individual, or social ~organizational expericnce
for personal experience, is the same as to think that capitalismis
disappearance can be effected by the substitution of a stock company
for & single capitelist" (V. I, Lenin, Works, Vol 14, pp. 217-218)e

One of Hsu Mu-yun's articles was devoted to external and irternal -
categories of philosophye. The author's reasoning about these philo-
sophical categories hes a definite political orientation, For in-
stance, Hau Ma-yun views the criticism of ome communist by another,
and particularly criticism from sbove, as an illegal "attack from
without." He mekes an effort o prove that the class struggle 18 the
result of the fact that the advenced class 1s provoked by the resis-
tance of reactionary forces iuside the counirys Thus it is though as
if the bourgeoisie has now become the defender of socialism in China,
and the communists are artificially kindling the cléss wer in the coun-
try. Hsu Mu-yun asserts further that to solve antsgonistic oppositions
and to carry out the struggle with counterrevolutionary elements is im~-
possible before zll contradictions among the people have been overcone,
Tt is this thesls of his which is being used in defense of ‘the counter-
revolution, As long as it is certain that interpal contradictions are
inherent in the development of a soclety, that they arise regularly
and continuously, that they are overcome and appear anew, it will con-
gequently =- according to Hsu Mi-yun =-- never be possible to overcome
antagonistic comtradictions, From this it Pollows that it is impossi-
bles to suppress the counterrevolution until all the mistakes and short~
comings, which it uses in its interest, are overcome, .

Despite the fact thet the reactionary essence of the anti-
scientific philosophy of pragmatlsm bas been thoroughly exposed and -
the influence of thls reactiomsry trend has been fundementally under- -
mined in China, some right-wing philosophers have attempted to re=- -
habilitate pragmatism and specifically its neyest veriety -~ Dewey's
{nstrumentalisme Thus Chen Yu~-sung, assistant dean of the pedagogical
faculty of the Peping Pedagogical Institute, came out with an arbicle
as Tar back as the spring of 1957, in which he tried to maintain that -
Dewey's philosophy can be turned against faith in the supernabural,
that it does not deny the existence of an objective reallty, and that
it is not the philosophy of imperialism. In Chen Yu-sung‘s words, the
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main spearhead of the struggle must be directeﬁ not against pragmatism, '
but against monism, inc uding materialism, wnich the people of China

are doing incorrectly, "'kil11ng w1th one stroke‘ pragmat*sm" (Wenhing e
Pao 3 nPI‘il 1957)0 . . .

Prof. Chen Yu»sung’s attempt at contrastin pragmatism £6 reli- T
gion is, however, absurd, for ideglism 18 inseparable ‘from religion, o
Va Is Lenin writes: "Pragmatism ridicules metaphysics’ and materialism -
and idealism, extols ‘expérience and experience alone, recogn*zes prac-ﬂﬂi
tice as ‘the. only criterion,.o. and aso nost satisfactOrily removes Godjf
from all thi§ For practical PuUrposés, only for practicé; without any
metaphysics, without any way out for the reapportioning of exper nce
(v. I, Lenln, Works, Vbl 1#, Po 327)0,;(u

Another ardent defender of pragmatism was one of” the active men o
of the righ*Wing-bourgeois bloc, Wu Tding<chao, professor at the -~ -~
People's. University, A disciple of Bu-shik, he tame out ‘against "abe -
stract PhllOSOgthal reasoning," ‘which means against problems of prin-
ciples and for.a. "concrete, swmple study" and” sointion of p~oblems e
"dxop after drop," which in essence means denying th ngs and phenomenao

, wu T51ng—chao regards sociologv as 8 simple interrelation of orob-‘
1ems. “the’ population problem, family life, poljtical ‘and ’ jusidical ¢
problems, etc. ~= but not'as a study of the development of‘soci Lys o
He .openly calls his ‘method "the theory of totalityo_ “Coming ‘out ¢
against monistic views, first and foremost against didlectical’ ‘and
historical materialism, he. thinks that "geographic, bﬁological, psy- -
chologxcal, cultural and’ other factors ‘have an’ equal influence on- 80="
cial life.” . Inke a vragmatist, he ‘thinks that truth is ‘only’ ‘condi~’
tional temporary and relative, that each indivldual dofines it ac-"
cording 40 his own Judgment,” and. tHat therefore “social problems can- -
not generally be solved with uhe aid of. some sort of legiSTat ‘
(kwanguing Jihpao, 6 April 1957). As the Chinese Press noted, such
deductions cast doubt on the entire creative work of the people which
ig aimed at the solution of social coutradictions.

Opposing Meriist methodology, Wu Tsing-chao needed 't0 lean ‘only
on facts, to proceed only from concrete reality, Since ‘facts and- reality
are for pragmatists a subaective category of’ 1deas. Therefore “his ap-~
Peel 8s.a matter QP fact 81gn1fies an” a tempt todo’ only suporficial
research on phenomena, to 4o it oneSided, unob je¢tive and iticorrect, -
Announcing that "hgpotheses must.not proceed from dogmattsm," Wu‘Tsing-
chao regects the . lawe -of social development ‘revealed by ‘Marxisme G
Lenlnism. As far as’ concerns practice, wa TSing*chao, Just like the ‘
other . pragmatists, interprets it as’ being ‘gomething subjeetive and
personal. . Fof him there exist both “personal truth™ and- "personal

practice.” Wu Tsing-chao asserts in his book, "Sociological Essays,’
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that the social character is "mysterious," "abstract," "beyond the
grasp of the mind," that it can be comprehended only from the Suand-v
point of a subdective ezperienceo :

Wu Tsing-chao declares that the cause of the destitution and the
poverty of the Chinese people prior to the Liberation was to be found:
not in the semi-feudal, seml-colonlal social eystem but, first and
foremost, in the "lag of the cultural factor," "backwardness in re-
sourcefulness," "lag in the development of sc1ence"' that the exis-
tence of these was the result of the fact that the "intellect and
talents of the Chinese had not been applied o these matters" and
that "very little of the beneficial things had been adopted from other
civilized countries during the building of a cultural foundation in
China." According to Wu Tsing~chao, in order to convert China into a
mighty industrial power one needs only to develop science; to do tkis.
it is necessary eoe firs* to reduce China to the former position of
national enslavement {!) in order "fo begin to take. on civilization
from other countries" (Kwangming Jihpao, 6 April 1957)e Wu Tsing-chao
also holds China'’s lag regponsible for the overpopulation. He writes? -
"Overpopulation is the greatest enemy., Our country Las a considerable
population density.c. If China had only 30 million people, life would
be considerably better and all problems would be much more easily ,
solved" (Kwangming Jibpao, 6 April 1957). For a reduetion of the popu- .
lation he proposcd an "active enoblement of the race of the people”
(Kwengming Jihpac, 6 April 1657) with the help of an "increase in the
birthrate of people from the h*gher strate of society and a reduction .
in the birthrate of pecple from the lower strata" (Kwangming Jihpeo,

6 April 1557), that is, bourgeois eugenics. Wu Teing-chao goes so far
as to assert that a civil war would naturally and effectively do away
with overpopulation, This neo-Malthusian theory of Wu T51ng—chao Justi-~
fies the wars of imperialist occupation,troops and Kuomintang bands
against the Chinese people prior to .the formation of the CPR, and calls
in fact for a new intervention by the imberiallsts and for a counter-
revolutionary uprising in China, =

‘According to Wu Tsing-chao, ‘a geographic factor had even been the
cauge for the country’s poverty prior to the ILiberation: shortage of
land for agriculture and natural calamities, On the basis of this he
contended that the problems ‘of the scarcity of land and an effective
struggle with natural calemities could allegedly be solved also without
basic changes in China’s social production relations, i i.eo; without the
liquidation of feudal and usurious exploitation, Declaring that "the
problems of life of the Chinese peasants could not be solved with the
6id of the peasant movement..,” (Kwengming Jihpao, 6 April 1957), he
openly opposes the agrarian revolution and comes out for the immortali-
zation of landlord aggression., Fipally, Wu Tsing-chao finds the
causes for the poverty and backwardness in old China to lie in psychic
factors, in the fact that the Chinese suffer from "a lack of personal
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persistence" and that Mghe - Chﬁnese workers have bad habits." The
anti-popular charactér of this. "concept" requiras no commentaryg

‘Pretending thet his theory "surpasses all the other’theories of L
the.origin of the state,“ Wi Tsing~chao is.only repeating what one has
heard before. from bourgedis sociologyy wh*ch contends “that- the Btate
came into being onJy for Jefense from forelgn enemies, that' .1t arose.

a considerable tiie prior 0 the .existence of classes; -and that. it is
therefore not a nrouuct of ‘¢lass: antagonisms ‘and a veapon ‘for the sup-
pression of one class by gnother,”. Showering Praise on the bourgeois
system, Wu Tsing-chao writes® that "under contemporary conditions all
the capitalist states, without excepuion and. not darending on,whe*hﬁr :
they are a one-party dictatorship or have a mul“inparcy system, serve. .
the. interests of all or of the majority of people, a8’ Lhey themselves
declare" (Kvengming Jihpao, 6 April 1957). Extolling bourgeois par- .
liarentarianism and” its characteristic compet*tiveness of pariies, Wu
Taing~-chao atuempwed «= 83 he himseld- ¢arer aam*uted ~-=- to provoke.a .-
-8plit of the unmited front in order o convert the demécratic parties.
into an opposition to the Commnist Party, to facilitate’ the. overtLrow
-of the people’s ;ule and the revival of capltalism.- e

The most 1nfluen+1al figure and chief champ;on emong the right—
wing scholars of the rehabilitation of . bourgeois soeiclogy was a dis~-
‘eiple of the. British bcurgeois seciologist and-defender of. colon*allsm,
‘Be' Mal;novsky, Prof, Fei ‘Hsiao-tfung -~ asgistant’ director. of the Cen-
tral Institute of Notional ‘Minorities for the CPR., . Fei ‘Hsiao~t'ung had
" been educated ‘in England and the USA. Follcwing Mallnovsky's meuhod,
he. conducted "social research" in differeént regions of China and ubi-

- 1ized the collected data for ‘& eulogy.of American=British dmperdalism

and-.in defense of the interests of_the Chinese" lahdowners and usurers.
'iThus in 148, when land Yeform wae introduced in the” Aiberated regions,
" Pel: 381ao-t‘ung published a book, . "Concerning the Reorganization of
the Countryside," in which heé atressed that it 48 ‘hecessary o retain
landlord ownership which gave the landlord en’ opportunity to. develop

‘o industry.. Afier the formation of the CPR, Fel Hsimo-~t'ung returned

’ﬁto Chine. from the ‘USA. * Pariing from his American colleagues; he told
" then frankly. that he 18’ going to tbe hcmeland not to assist the con=
- mmists, bubt to propagate ‘bourgeois liberalism in"China. His activity
©in the CFR, particularly 'in 195657, .showed thet this ‘bourgeois s0-
- ciologist did indeed not spare ‘his streng*h in the struggle againsu
"-'sociallsm., T N : S
In February of 1957; FEi Hsiao»t'ung published an article in,the
'pages .of the newspaper Wephung Pao: entit;ed A Few Words about So-
~ ciologyy" in which he" proposed ‘o review all the basic probles of the
7 reégime.of Peqple’s China, ' In & conference Of Agitprop. workers, . ‘con=-
© - voked: by the Central Committee of the Communist Party of Chlna, Fei
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Hsiso-ttung provosed to replace Marxist teaching about society with
bourgeols sociology, demanded the legal restoration of bourgeois po-
litical doctrines, historiography, Jurisprudence, and insisted on the
transfer of the function of studying Chinese soclety ani the prepara-
tion of cadrees to bourgeois specialists, On 24 May 1957, Fei Hsiao-
ttung published an article in ggggggLigh@ao under the significant head-
line "Spring Has Arrived for the Imtelligentsia." The contents of this
article were subsequently included "in the scientific program”.of the
right-wingers which was published on 9 June 1957« S :

What did Fei Hslao-t'ung offer the Chinese people? In his wrltings
Fei Heiao-tlung developed the theory of moral control of the Chinese
society." He asserted that the social order supports the morals, that
"Chinese society" is a "moral socieby," and the only thing China nceds
is a proper "moral government.! He even suggested the creation of a
"scciety of a moral government," which would emerge from the Chinese
peopletls tradition of self-restraint, which is promoting the preserva~
tion of a "barren syshtem of economy’ in the Chinese soclety, in which
the people are supriied only with the meager gifts of nature and ave
not attempting to struggle actively with it. ' ’

In his opinion, the development of Western science and technclogy
was furthered by a Christian world outlook and uniimited wants which -
gtimulated ran®s struggle with nature; the-development of sclence and
technology necesearily leads to foreign expansion, and therefore re-
sistance by backward people to the "scientific-technological advance"
of Western capitzlism is useless, To raise the economic level of the
country, Fei Hsiao-t'ung and his confederates proposed to develop, not
heavy industry, but agriculture in conjunction with home industry and
small rural trading., TFel Hslao-tfung openly attacked the general line .
of the Communlst Party. : _ : :

In 1956, enjoying the privileges of a deputy of the All-China As-
sembly of Peoplets Representatives, Feli Hsiao-t%ung conducted research
in some rural regions of the country, Through material tendentiously
gathered by him and his helpers he wrote a book in whicsh he tried to
put the achievements of socialist buillding in the countryside in doubt,
and to discredit the agrarian policy of the Communis®t Party and the
people’s rule, Perverting facts, Fei Hsiao-t'ung attempted to show.
that the indivisible fund.of the coospzwative economy -- schools,
creches, kindergartens, clubs, dispensaries, radio points, reading
huts, and cthers more--- are not the: property of the peasantry.

Fei Hsiso-t'ung counseled the peasants to obtain an iumprovement
of their material situation not through the strengthening of coopera=
tives and the raising of labor activity, but through trading and other
supplementary earnings. He also came ocut against government and coop-
erative administration of local and.home industry, proposing to divide
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it among the peasants. The councils" of Fei Hsiao-t'ung are a program
of kulak, capltalist development of the countryside.i.u_,‘ .

‘Also in 1956, on a job for the national government, Fei Hsiao-t'ung
headed a group to do resezrch on the situation of pational minorities
in Yunan Province, Under the cover of "sclentific research, " Fel |
Hsiao~ttung engaged in hunting up material diaorediting party ‘and go-ffﬁ
vernment policy. Together with the exploiting leadership 6f the na~ '
tional minorities he defended the nationalist program, cpposed ‘the CPC

natiional policy and the friendship of the peoples of China. He'cons =~ '

tended that the Preservation of the unity of the socialist reg:i.m'= ‘Che
viously makes a true-equality of pecples impogsible, that ecopomic and
cultural prosperity of the national minorities will nof be achieved

through a common struggle of all the pzoples of - China for the strength-‘Atdofn""

ening of the national-democratic system and the building of socialism, |
but through mutual alienation of the people., He leveled sharp eriti— -
cisms at the communi@ts and’tollers: of the Han (Chwnese) people, BUD~

porting insolent attempss by some local bourgeois nationalists to ex- fj7; 'A

clude all the Han people from work in administrative, social, and '
party organizations of the national reglons. : Fel Heiao-t fung came uP
with provocative announcerrents to the effect tha* so"ialzsu content”

and national form'of cultire are mubually exclusive, and tried to pre-"
serve the old, or exploztatlve, contenv of natlonal cultures.

After research in the situation of the nationallty of the Tsingpo
in Yunan Province, Fei Hsiao-t%ung put forward a provocative slogans -
"First enlightenment, then enrichment," which was opposed to the poli-"
cies of the Communisi Party based on the Marxist-Leninist thesis that
the development of agriculture.forms the foundation for the raising of :
the cultural 1evel and uhe‘welldbelng ‘of. the peopleoﬁ

The v1olent ‘attacks by‘bourgeois phllosophers and BOciologis+s on
dialectical and historical materialism met with a. decisive rebuff from S
the entire advénced intelligentsia’in the CFRs  Bourgeois idooTogy; in’

pexrticular the phllosophical and’ soclological view of right~W1ng bour-1 ’:r

geois scholars, was subjected 0 gharp criticism in the pages of the"
party press, With this gim extensive discussions in sc1en+if1c and
educational establishments were organized in which both Wul¢»known
scholars and young people took part, : Principal: theoretical Gebates

did not only decisively’ expose tlie” reactlonary: essence of bourgecis Cee T

views, They also served ab ‘an inportant :school for, the mastery of "
Marxist theory not only-by “young scholars, but also by representatives o
of the old intelligentsia who have had a bourgeois educat*on, bu; who g
sincerely support the Communist Party.

The debates generated extensive interest in Merxist theory among
the broad masses of Chinese toilers. Civcles for the study of phi-
losophy were formed in enterprises, establishmente and educational
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institutions, and in military units. Thelr audiences not only studied
the works of the fcunders of Marxism-Ieninism and of the prominent
figures of the Chinese and internstional commmnist moveument, but they
also analyzed concrete conditions in enterprisee, establishments, and
others more, based on theoretical conditions, brought to light diffi-
culties concerning work, and plawned ways and means to overcome them.

- The ideological-political growth of the theoretical cadres of the
party was furthered by the timely exposure of the erroneous actions
of a number of well=known scholars who according to their political
leanings were not supporters of the right-wing bourgeols bloc, The
views of these scholars, which had an objective-revisionist character,
were close o bourgeoils right-wing ldeology and contemporary interna-
tional revisionism, The revisionist views of the rector of Pelping
University, Profeseor of Economy Ma Yin-chu, of professors Fen Yu-lan
(History of Chinese Philosophy) .and Ho Ling (Hlstory of Western Fhi-

loscphy ) of the same university, were exposed, -

In Janvary 1958, Profs Ma Yin-chu published a book, My Economlc -
Eggoryz Philosophical Thought and Political Position, wvhich alicited
Serious Criticism from the scientific coamunity. JIn defense of hls
position Mo Yin-chu published a number of articles in Chinese news-
papers., M2 Yin-chu's philosophical views are characterized by eclec~
ticism, He aseerts, for instance, that the thesis of the Chinese phi-
losophers of the pericd during the rule of the Sung Dynasty, Chen Yi
and Chu Hei, thet "Ii (reason, ideal -- Ed.) precedes matter"” in effect
corresponds to the laws. of dialectical materielism (Ma Yin-chu, My Eco-
nomic Theory, Philosophical Thought and Political Position, Peiping,
1556, pp. O end 10)« Ma Yin-chu forcerully propagandizes the theory
of the "cyclical revolution," according to which things and phenomena
develop in a closed circle in which "one link follows the other, and
beginning and end are locked ‘together". (Ma Yin-chu, My Ecomomic =
Theory.se, Pe 88). He passes this condition off as a law of the dialec~-
tic, as though this is belng spresd not only in the economic sphere, but
also in every sector of the material and spiritual life of the socletye
For this very reason the theory defended by him is anti-sclentific and
metaphysicale In contrast to the dielectlcal method, which tries to
register the detailed relatiounship of phenomena, it only establishes a
single-line, simple and direct connection between closely adjolning
phenomena. According to this "theory," the relationship, for instance,
between the production of food and the population is only a relation-
ship between products and the stomachs of the consumers, Ma Yin-chu
does not take into account the relaticnship either between products and
their producers or, what is even more important, between people in
the process of prcduction. Mo Yin-chu's "method” pays attention only
to external commections between different links and does not consider
their internal and much more essential aspect. For instance, he sees
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only an external connec*ion.befween overpqpulatlon, the misery and ‘the
‘cultural backwardness of colonialist countries, and draws the erroneous
conclusion.that the population growth in any social structure’ inevita=
bly leads to the 1mpoverlshmcnt and the: reduction of accumuletion, and
that 1t,impedes the development of industry science and culbture in- the
country. Making use of such methods, one cannot, -for ingtance, explain
why in Peoplets China the u.prswn.nfT in econonmy and culture takes place
together with the growth of the populat;on. co T

Ma Yln-chu's "method" recalla +he notorious theory of "rotation,
which was w1dely disseminated ‘back in ruwral China; later it was used °
by some Véstern bourgeois hlstoriaus and sociologists 1n *he form o;
the tﬁeory of’ "cyclic recurrence,". o ; »

' Despite, the dialectic, ha Yinuchu believes tnat balance 1s a
basic thing in _development, and that:a violation of the balancé iB
,sonething temporary, transient, that the etruggle of ‘opposites is: -
onxy a violat lon-of the. balance, which inevltably must be restoredo_

The popula*ion‘prdblem is considered dlfferently by the Communist
Party of China, Marxists start with the agsumption that man 1s the
most valuable. capﬁtal of pocietye. -Liu Sheo~chi said- in his speech.at
the second session of the Eighth. CPC Congress, in which he: criticized
some scholars who had asserted - that a large populatvion prevents the -
‘creation of an accumulation- v"They see in man only a ‘consuter and
think that many. people mean many consumers; and they do not ses man
in the first place as a producer, and. 8o they do not consider that
many’ peopce ‘means 1t is possible to consune a great deal :of- products’
and to create great stor g of scocks, It is quite dbvicus. that their
views go counter to Marxism-Leninism" (Second Session of ‘the Eighth '
All-China Congrcss of the . ComMLnist Party of China, Mbscow, State Po-
litical Publlshing Hbuse, 1948, pg hé). S ' g

_ The sclentlfic commun*ty qf China recently seriouslj criticized'-'
and refuted the views of a,specialﬂs on the history of Chinese phi-- -
losophy, Erof. Fen Yu-lan, which for many years stood on an’ idealist - -
position, ' Though he repeatedly announced his readiness to adhere to
the correct, progressive scientific-political position after the Lib=-
eration of China, cld views were however agaln creeping into his speeches
at discussions which took place in 1957 at Peiping University on probe-
lems of the history of Chinese philosophy, and also into some artlcles,
views which were now being passed off by him as "genuine Marxism" and
as "real dialectical materialism,”

As an historian of Chinese philosophy, Fen Yu-lan came out quite

correctly for the assimilation of the heritage of the ancient Chinese
philosophers, Chinese scholars who are Merxists pay great attention
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to the'étudy of'fhé’best;traditions of'Chinesevculture. ~But in spite
of the fact that the party also calls for an approach to the culture
and ideclogy of anclect Chine from sclentific positions which strictly

take into account the concrete historical condition and class essence

of this or that idea and tradition of the past; Fen Yu-lan somehow
finds in the philosophical systems of anclent times some "abstract or
general aspect” which must and should be inherited in its entirety.
Thus, in his words, if Kung-tzu pald great attention to the principle
of "Jen" (humanism, love), and ‘the bourgeois reformer Tian Ssu-tiung
also spoke at the end of the 19th century about “Jen," and Peoplefs
Chine also propagendizes love toward the fatherland, toward the people,
"Jen" has therefore a general abstract meaning which is peculiar to

- all times and to all classes =~ it 1s an -external, universal category.
~ Such an "analysis" conceals the fact that the Confucian "Jen" was ¢on-

nected with the moral norms of a slaveholding or pre-feudal systenm
during the periocd of the Western Chouy thet Tfan gsu~ttung introduced
into the concept of "Jen" the new content of & then progressive bour-
geois humapism =-- it corceals the democratic idea of equality and
brotherhood, and the fact that sociallist humanism by no mesns simply
succeeds the "general abstract meaning" of the bumanism of the past,
but has a specific cless character. Making a muddle of things, Fen
Yu-lan conceals class antagonisms in the developuent of ideologles, and
tries o balance idealism with materialism, - These aims serve the the-
sis advanced by him to the effect that "in the history of philosophy
there bave been neither purely idealistic nor.purely materialistic
views, just as there is no such thing in pature as a rigid square or

a rigid circle" (Chehsueh Yenchiu, 1957, No 5, Ps T6)e In other words,
1f the ideologies OF thic or that scholar have peculiarly contradic-
tory views and reasonings, then it is generally impossible to judge
whether it belongs to one of the philosophic camps.- Such an approach
leads 0 an incorrect estimation of the thinkers of the pasto.

Fen Yu-lan_éomplains,that "China has inarecénﬁ times disclaimed
quite a few of the ancient‘Chinese philosophers, and has inherited
guite little from them" (Chehsueh Yenchiu, 1957, No 6 Do 25)s Mean-

while he tries to defend The 'right' for joint existence of feudal

ideology and proletarian ideology. " Meanwhile, the Varxist-Leninist
approach to the ideological inheritance emphasizes that with respect
to its historic past, "it is impossible in this case to interpret
everything uneritically and without proofs It is necessary to dis=~
tinguish all the rot engendered by the ruling classes of feudal antig=-
uity from the fine anciert national cultureocss _But this esteem has to
beccme apparent by allobting history a fitting place in science, by
respecting the dialectical development: of history, but not by exuliing
about the o0ld and ‘defaming the present and not by admiring all sorts
of feudal poisons" (Mao Tse-tung, Sel. Wks,, Vol 3, Pp. 271-272)e
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" Profs, Ho Iing, Chen Heiu-tsal and others; calling themselves

"genuine Marxists,V undertook to defend idealism against the-"dogra=
tists" -~ among whom they counted the Marxiets == in their speeches. :
during dlscussions of the problems of the history of Chinese philosophy -
at Pelping Unlversity in 1957, and in articles’ published by them at: -
that time.  Ho Ling wrote, "I also think that idealism has positive -
aspects not only as regards. the avai.ability of materialism ‘and- the;: _,:.
dialectic. for idealist elements, but also in the senss; that idealﬁsm .
in itself covtains positive traits" (Collection of Moterials. oncthe
Dlscussions of the Hismo;y of Ph.]osOphV of Chlna Pelplng, 1958
Po 198)- PR e o

These vuloarized views met their desprved rebuff. _mnus, Profo R
Chou Chl-tszey, polemicizing with Ho Ling, pointed out that there actu-.
ally can be a rational core in the views of the philosopher~ldealists,-ih :
but it is cortal ned in.these views only when ‘they bave a contradictory, -
inconslstent chalact@rg when they contaln along with idealism also. ma=
te*ialistlc idegs wnich also form fhis ramional core. BT ;“ e

The dellbprate searchings by some Chiﬂese scholars fOr a ratwonal-. R
core in idealism signify.in fact an attempt to ‘slur over the pelitical . .0
importance of the: struvggle.of two direotions in phllosophy, ‘and pro=.: ..
tect idealism from party criticism, “Closing ‘ranks with the right= . -, . .-
wingers, these scholars-.oppose partynmlndedness épartlinost/'in sci-~; s e
ence, they oppose "interference" by:government and party in.a philoso= .. i
phy which, as it were, enjoys the right of exuerritorialitj, and which - -
must be protected against ‘the "encroachment™ of politics ‘and -the class .1 i:
struggle, China's ideplogical- struggle reconfirms the. truth.that ,
everything which opposes. proletarian, communisb party-mlndedness in
philosophy. in. fact alds reactlona R T D L

An imnortant role 1n the 8 ruggle acainst ideallst philosophy e
was played by the Jouruals-Chehsueh Yeénchlu (Organ of the Institute of -
Philosophy of.the Chinese Academy .of" ciences) and Hain Chiendhe, by -
the newsparers "enmig n -Jihpeo, Kuangmwnggdihpmo and by g number o* theo- PR
retical organs of thc Commanisr Pax»v-and scibntiflc insﬁitutlons, they-g;,,;
systematically pUblisde critleal articles in which the revls*onists',~
"theorems". inimical to Marxismnlenlnlsm'were exposedQ In' the course
of the ideological struggle with the boufgeois philosoph““s and re-~~» RPENEIRR
visionists, books gnd collected works were published, such ag the ¢Ole: - =~
lection of articles. by Profi: Knan~feng Concerning the Methodology. of .- ’
Revisionists in Discussiona about the Historv of Cninesa Philoaophy, APNEIE
and the coilection of erticles To.a (riticism of Ve yin-chu's boos My -
Economic Theory, Philosophical: Though® and Politicel Positiomy Ma~.. ... /.-
fTerials on, Criticism OF tne lntermediste line, and others, which played;gwi
an important role in the raising of:the. 1deological-theoretical level
of the toilers of the Chinese People’s Republice.
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The strenuous struggle on the ideological front continues in
China. The Communist Party rallies the progressive intelligenisla
+0 Marxist-Leninist pesitions; it organizes systemablc criticism
and the exposure of all bourgeois and revisionist views; it defends
the only scientific world outlook: MNarxism-Leninism,

5646 ~-END -
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