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The most perplexing problem which the Great 
Proletarian Cultural Revolution in China raises for 
analysts concerns the view of history with which to 
interpret it. Most Westerners have ii unilinear per- 
spective whicli sees a straightforward transition from 
traditional society (with its agriculturally based econ- 
omy, diffuse social relationships, and custom-bound 
orientation) to modern society (with its industrial 
economy, rational and functionally specific social 
relationships and secular mentality). This tends also 
to be the official view of tlie social sciences as they 
have developed in the West as well as that upon 
which governmental policies, journalistic commen- 
tary and individual judgement are most often based. 
A variation of this perspective is the classical Marxist 
view in whicli human society is seen to be moving in 
a series of dialectically determined steps away from 
traditional, agrarian social arrangements toward a 
modern urban industrial society parallel to that 
postulated by tlie dominant \Vestern view but with 
certain qualitative differences. 

While this viewpoint prevails in the developed 
countries of the world, the llaoists have raised a 
second possibility which seeks to bridge the contra- 
diction between traditionality and modernity. In 
this view, historical evolution is not an irreversible 
progression toward the urban industrial society. 
Rather, an organic synthesis between agrarian and 
industrial economies and between rural and urban 
patterns of social relationship seems to be the goal 
of historical movement--at least for those societies 
which are not already ovenvhelmingly urbanized. 

Quite clearly, what one sees in the Chinese cul- 
tural revolution of the late 1960’s and what sort of 
implications one draws from it depend heavily upon 
tlie particular historical perspective from which one 
is operating. Two recently published works on the 
cultural revolution must be viewed against a back- 
ground of contradictory perspectives. 

The collection of essays edited by Baum and Ben- 
nett brings together the perspectives of eleven 
IVestern Sinologists and three official Chinese state- 
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ments, principlly b y  Lin Piao, heir nppnrent to hluo 
Tsc.-tung. The essays are adniirnbly well chosen to 
give both a n  ordered survey of the complex events 
themselves , ind  an outline of the principld interpre- 
tations put forw’itrd to explain them. 

In tlie first group of essays, the origins of tlle 
cultural revolution are generally traced to the WO- 

nomic, socinl and ideologicnl strains that emerged 
from Chind’5 disastrous Great Leap Forward of 
1957-60. As a result of this failure of hlaoist policy, 
tivo competing “lines” within the Chinese Com- 
inunist Party were brought into the open: one repre- 
sented by the ‘‘experts” who fii\fored a more 
pragmatic path to economic development more or 
less along Soviet lines, the other represented by the 
“reds” who \Vilnted to continue the reconstruction of 
Chinese society along ideological lines even at tlie 
cost of slo\ving the pace of industrinliziition. 
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China in Ferment: Perspectives on the Cul-  
tural ReuoZrctwn, edited by Richarcl Bnum with 
Louise B. Bennett. Prentice-Hall. 945 pp. $6.95. 

China: The Revolution Continrcerl, by Jan 
hlyrdal and Gun Kessle. Pantheon Books. 199 pp. 
$5.95. 

From this basis of agreement, at least two di- 
\!ergent interpretations of the situation in China 
before the cultural revolution emerge. The official 
Maoist position is articulated by Defense hlinister 
Lin Piu0 who argues that the cultural revolution was 
really a continuation of tlie class struggle-a conflict 
between the proletarian masses led by Mao Tse-tung 
and the revisionist bureaucrats in both party and 
state led by the counter-revolutionary Chief of State, 
Liu Shao-ch’i. Economic difficulties resulting from 
the Great Le:ip period, he insists, were seized upon 
by these ‘%bourgeois power holders” in order to mount 
an attack upon hfao’s “pro1et:irian l!eadquarters.” The 
contrary view is presented by Sinologists Philip 
Bridgham and Charles Neuhauser who fail to see 
any organized opposition to Mao either before or 
after the Great Leap, arguing instead that Mao used 
tlie specter of: bourgeois counter-revolution to esplain 
the failures of the 1957-60 period and to refurbisli his 
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personal authority. While klao faced no organized 
opposition, however, !vir. Neuhauser asserts that he 
did face nn organizational crisis within the Party as 
revolutionary zeal gradually faded and as bureau- 
criitic and economic rationality had the effect of 
“scaling down” Maoist policies. 

In  ;I second set of essays ;inalpzing the causes and 
meaning of tlie cultural revolution, the Maoist posi- 
tion is presented by Gerald Tannenbaum, who sees 
tlie revolution a s  the product of a counter-attack by 
I\-f;io against the entrenched elites in the state and 
Party bureaucrucics. Even though the economic base 
of Chinese society had changed, lie argues, there 
remained strong elements of “feudal and bourgeois 
ideology” in China, and this cultural superstructure 
thrbatened to subvert the economic base. Hence, the 
necessity for cultural revolution. 

Otlier Sinologists find different explanations for the 
events of the late 1960’s. Franz Michael sees it as 
chiefly a power struggle among competing elites for 
the control of the party. Jack Gray asserts that the 
revolution was fundamentally a struggle between 
two different strategies of economic development. 
Ricliard Baum nrgues that the cultural revolution 
may hest he understood as a reaction ag3inst increas- 
ing secularization and the decline of ideological 
commitment in a rapidly modernizing China. Per- 
haps tlie most intriguing perspective is provided by 
psycliiatrist, Robert Lifton, who suggests that the 
cultural revolution was a product of a deep-seated 
psychological drive in an aging hlao to achieve 
imniortality tlirough the perpetuation of his revolu- 
tionary ;iccomplisliments. Lifton argues that Mao’s 
ultimate dread is not his personal passing but the 
death of the revolution. The cultural revolution may 
be seen ;is a quest for rebirth in the face of an un- 
mastered deatli anxiety. 

The most dramatic events of the cultural revolu- 
tion took pliice between the C.C.P. Central Com- 
mittee meeting of September, 1965, and the Ninth 
Party Congress of April, 1969. A chronological ar- 
rangement of essays by Richard Baum, Philip Bridg- 
ham, and Ralph Powell describes the complicated 
path of the revolution during this period as it alter- 
nated between chaotic and sometimes violent periods 
of “revolution” and army-dominated periods of “re- 
trenchment,” finally ending with the disbanding of 
the Red Guards and the drafting of a new constitu- 
tion in wliich the dominant position of Mao and Lin 
Pino wis  confirmed. In the cuurse of these turbulent 
?.ears, tlie position of the army was substantially 
strengthened vis-i-vis the Party and state bureauc- 
racies. 

The volume concludes with an interesting com- 

bination of general assessments of the cultural 
revolution. The official >hois t  position is again rep- 
resented by Lin Piao, who holds that it was neces- 
sary to purge bourgeois “capitalist roaders” and that 
cultural revolution was but  a prelude to the long 
class struggle which will be necessary for decades to 
come, Indeed, a permanent revolution has been 
launched, he declares, through which the nature of 
man will be transformed and social institutions fun- 
damentally altered. 

In contrast to the optimism of Lin Piao, Professor 
Tang Tsou suggests that the cultural revolution 
actually destroyed tlie basis of authority in China 
and undercut the one institution-the Party-that 
might have acted as both an integrating and modern- 
izing agent. In effect, he argues, the cultural revolu- 
tion sabotaged the long-term goals of the regime by 
leaving China politically impotent. In a more sympa- 
thetic vein, Richard Pfeffer concludes that the cul- 
tural revolution was a dramatic and innovative 
demonstration of the theory and practice of perma. 
nent revolution. He sees this example as having 
sparked a new movement throughout the world, a 
quest for ever more responsive institutions. 

One of the most interesting evaluations is provided 
by Louise Bennett, who raises the basic question of 
historical perspective by calling attention to the 
tendency among \Vestern analysts to assume that the 
modernization of Chinese society will inevitably pro- 
duce social structures and normative characteristics 
similar to those found in existing industrial societies. 
She argues that Maoism may represent a third alter- 
native to traditionality and modernity. Mao’s empha- 
sis upon political mobilization, decentralization, and 
the “big push” method of economic development are, 
she suggests, major contributions to the theory of 
economic development and societal change. 

IVhereas the Baum and Bennett collection aims 
chiefly a t  presenting a balanced analytical view of 
the cultural revolution, tlie volume by Jan Myrdal 
and his wife Gun Kessle is a brilliant polemic in 
support of that revolution. In tIiis work, tlie son of 
the famous sociologist has produced an ethnography 
of a Chinese village in 1970. It  builds upon Myrdal’s 
earlier book, Report from a Chinese Village, which 
was based upon field investigations in the same vil- 
lage in 1962. By reporting verbatim tlie observations 
of the villagers, Myrdal is able to give us a fascinat- 
ing glimpse of the impact which the cultural revolu- 
tion had upon concrete individuals in a particular 
location. Adding to a vivid portrait of rural China 
are Gun Kessle’s seventy exceptional photographs of 
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the same village and many of its inhabitants. 
The author gives general significance to his work 

by arguing that the village in which he conducted his 
study, Liu Ling, is typical of rural Chinese villages 
in terms of its general organization and character- 
istics. It is his conviction that only by observing “far 
down.  . . in a workers’ district in the province or in 
the countryside” can one discover what is real about 
social change. “To view the cultural revolution from 
‘outside,’ from ‘above,’ ” he says, “gives a distorted 
perspective.” 

\\7hat Jan Myrdal found in Liu Ling after eight 
years absence was a comprehensive transformation of 
life which, in his view, was wholly to the good. 
Production had increased significantly, physical im- 
provements were everywhere, personal incomes and 
purchasing power had risen, and medical care was 
better. Nearly all of the earthen “caves” of the 
village, for example, were replaced with newly built 
stone “caves” capable of lasting five hundred years 
without major repairs. Clothes and other consumer 
goods were available in greater quantity and variety. 
The village radio had become obsolete with the 
availability of an individual receiver for each family. 
And most of this improvement, he reports, is directly 
attributable to the impact of the cultural revolution! 

\Vhat most impressed XIyrdal were the changes he 
found in tlie individual villagers themselves. Not only 
had everyone read Qrtotcltiotis from hlao Tse-tritig, 
but Xlaoist thought had also become the universal 
guide to individual and collective behavior. \Vithout 
exception, the villagers interviewed by hfyrdal spoke 
of the cultural revolution as an experience of personal 
rediscovery and redirection. Similarly, community ac- 
complishments in agriculture, health, etc., were seen 
by tlie villagers to be largely tlie results of the new 
Maoist thinking which the Red Guards had stimu- 
lated when they first visited the village in 1966. 

Particularly interesting is Myrdal’s account of the 
period of criticism and self-criticism in the yillage. 
Here we get a detailed account of the process of 
revolution in miniature-an instance of the social 
shake-up which occurred in hundreds of thousands 
of similar villages throughout China. He describes 
the way in which the authority of the local leaders 
w a s  eroded and liow the traditional norms of com- 
munity consensus were then utilized to achieve the 
almost total conversion of tlie villagers to the hlaoist 
line. From the perspective of the villagers, the 
process was simple and natural. The Red Guards 
who came to the village from Peking to learn from 
the villagers were polite, respectful and “paid their 
way.” They read aloud quotations from Mao and 
raised questions about those aspects of village life 

\\.liicli did not serm to conform to the hlaoist path. 
In reporting thc lvords of villager Fu Hno-tsao, for 
e\-nmple, 11 yrdal writes : 

The Red Guards were well organized. They di- 
\idcc1 themsel\w up ancl visited every household in 
the village. They rcatl quotations and told us about 
the cultlira1 revolution in Peking and Shanghai. Never 
before had we had so many strangers in the village. 
They d e c l  11s about our li\.es. They wanted to Iram 
from tis. They asked us liow we managed things here 
in the brigade. They entered into discussions with 
the Icmling cadres of the brigade and, at open mcet- 
ings, askcd about \vork-points and so forth. 

\’illagers were cncouraged to criticize local leaders 
and one another at meetings ,incl through “big 
character posters.” \\’omen were mobilized and en- 
couraged for tlie firsi time to attend the study and 
criticism meetings u4iich wcrr org,inizecl two or 
three times a week. Indeed, universal participation 
,incl criticism quickly became the new norm in the 
villnge. Local leaders confessed their errors in  having 
follo\ved the “black line” of Liu Shao Ch’i, and once 1 

having seen the errors of their jvilys, they were 
usiinlly reinstated. 111 the solution of personal :incl 
public problems alike, group deliberations inspired 
by the tliought of Ala0 became st,incLard. 

In ;I chapter entitled “Polemical Digression,” hlyr- 
dal takes an opportunity to demonstrate tlie unfair 
and ideologically unsound distortions which have 
been created by Soviet propagandists concerning the 
cultural revolution. In reality, lio\vcver, hlyrdnl’s 
entire effort is intended ;is an argument against those 
\vliose ideological prejndices will not permit them to 
see the truth about Maoist China. E i l ~ h  page is a 
carcful i;ttempt to illustr,ite the principal values of 
XIaoism iind the way in which those values are 
realized in d‘aily life. 

0 .  

The two volumes iinilc~r consideration provide 
interesting insights about the cultural revolution, but 
they differ fundnmcnt~illy in the way they handle 
historical and ideological perspective and its impact 
upon the selection and interpretation of data. In the 
Bnum-Bennett book, there is a constant tension be- 
tween the contradictory historical perspectives of the 
AIaoists, who assume that it is possible to create k i  

new society that combines the goals of the revolution 
with the requirements of industrialization, and the 
non-Xlaoists, who assume that the social structures 
and value orientations of modernization are a given. 
The virtue of this particular collection, however, 
is that a tension does exist among the different 
analyses it brings together. The reader is alerted to 
tlie unresolved controversy underlying these treat- 



ments. 13y the simple fact of juxtaposition, the per- 
spective- of one analysis tends to qualify another. 

The hivrdal-Kessle book raises the same problem 
\vithout creating the same internal tension. Here, the 
identity of perspective between author and subjects 
is so complete that their comments frequently blur in- 
distinguisliably into one another. Myrdal criticizes the 
So\iets and others for viewing the cultural revolution 
through ideological glasses, yet his own ideological 
commitment prevents him from giving us a critical 
andysis wit11 a sharp ring of reality about it, When 
villilger after villager, for example, relates his or her 
stoiy with words, phrases and concepts generated in 
Peking :it the height of the cultural revolution, it 

does not strike the author as unusual. If Myrdal is 
really “telling it like it is,” then his failure even to 
comment on the obvious pervasiveness and effective- 
ness of the Maoist indoctrination campaign during 
the cultural revolution is a major shortcoming. In  
general, hlyrdal seems more concerned with provid- 
ing an ideologically inspired object lesson than cre- 
ating a field study which carefully probes the 
symbols, purposes and customs which motivate his 
subjects. I t  is perhaps not surprising, therefore, that 
one is left in the end with the impression that the 
transformation of human nature toward which the 
hlaoists look as a distant goal has already taken place 
in the village of Liu Ling. 

UNDERSTANDING THE PENTAGON 

There is ;i certain level of writing on social and 
politicd issues tliat stands between good journ a I ’  Ism 
iind genuine scholarship. Good journalism attempts 
to assemble and report as much pertinent d,  ‘I t a as is 
available. Genuine scholarship, by making clear a 
theoretical framework or a verifiable testing tech- 
niquc, considers the weight that should be given to 
Lwious facts to lie used far explanatory, interpretive 
o r  constructi\,e reasons. These two books fall at  that 
certain levcl ( though hielman’s tends more toward 
scholiirsliip a n d  Plate’s toward journalism ). Both men 
assemble ;i nide range of pertinent data and place it 
i n  ;I particular framework (for both authors this 
framework is their concern that America pursue a 
p i t h  to pexe) .  

I n  Petifagoti Cupitalistti, Seymour Xlelman con- 
tinues his decade-long concern with issues that relate 
military ;iffairs, economic conditions and interna- 
tionnl policy, an effort he began in 1962 with The 
P C ~ C I C C  Race and which was echoed in his 1965 volume 
Orrr Dcplctctl Society and i n  a plethora of articles. 
The +-pose of the present volume is to show that 
the Pentagon, 11y its decision-making power, has now 
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brought the United States to the verge of a system 
of state management. The capacity of the Depart- 
ment of Defense (see especially Chapter 2) to affect 
nearly every branch of the nation’s economy and to 
determine major directions in the international arena 
indicates that the managerial directors of the U.S. 
have arrived at a combination of ideological, political 
and economic powers comparable to those held under 
National Socialism or under People’s Democracies- 
but without nationalization of industry. Further- 
more, he argues, this shift took place during the 
1960’s and we are therefore confronting a brand new 
phenomenon. 

Understonding Doomsday, by Thomas G. 
Plate. Simon & Schuster. 221 pp. $6.95/2.95. 

hlelman has some secondary themes: the subver- 
sion of the open quest for truth in the universities, 
the toying with frightening modes of destruction 
such as biochemical warfare, and the continuation of 
poverty. Indeed, even this familiar list of social ills 
and the various indications that 1984 may be with us 
in 1974 are shown to accompany the problems of 
statist management, though Melman does not always 
claim direct causation. Throughout, there are bits 
and pieces of data that are usually hard to come by. 


