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ABSTRACT

The central question which will be considered in this thesis is
how Mao Zedong formulated a concept of imperialism and
resistance to it, to enable and continue the socialist
revolution in China. The specific focus in this thesis 1is an
explanation of how Mao understood imperialism in order to use
it and to turn it into anti-imperialism, the origins of his
ideas, his theoretical development of it and his application of
this idea in practice. At the same time, it will be examined
how other aspects of Mao's thinking were 1linked to this
central, strategic concept.

The thesis begins by examining Mao's connection and
indebtedness to Marx and Lenin: this has not yet been done with
regard to his use of the concept of 'imperialism'. This thesis,
besides being a contribution to the history of Marxism
therefore, aims to fill a gap in research on Mao. It will help
to establish how Mao used the concepts of imperialism and anti-
imperialism. In addition, my research is part of the discussion
as to what degree Marxism has been revised in the process.

The argument essentially will be that Mao, basing himself
on Marx and Lenin, used their concepts to adapt Marxism-
Leninism in a novel manner in Chinese circumstances, first to
win the revolution, and then to construct what he regarded as
socialism. Thus the thesis will do two things: a) it will
clarify Mao's relationship to Marx and Lenin: Why did Mao's
Marxism-Leninism take the form it did? Did Mao stand on Lenin's
shoulders?; and b) it will contribute to understanding why the
Chinese Communist Party won the revolution.
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'IMPERIALISM' AND 'ANTI-IMPERIALISM' IN MAO ZEDONG:
ORIGINS AND DEVELOPMENT OF A REVOLUTIONARY STRATEGY

1. INTRODUCTION

The concept of 'imperialism', seen as an exploitative
international system, has been perhaps the most widely used of
all Marxist-Leninist categories, influencing not only all
sections of the communist movement, but much third world
nationalism as well. Little present in Marx, it was given
codification in the writings of Lenin around the time of the
First World War: its function was not only to explain how and
why more developed capitalist countries dominated the colonial
world, but also to provide an explanation for conflict in the
international system as a whole and, through that explanation,
to suggest a strategy for challenging capitalist rule on a
global scale. It therefore became an organizing principle for
communist revolutionary strategy in the first half of the
twentieth century: analysis of ‘'imperialism' provided not only
an explanation for the dynamics of international relations and
for the impact of the advanced capitalist states on the third
world, but also a means for opposing this system within
specific countries and on the international plane. The most
important of all this opposition was, of course, that of China,
a country containing a quarter of the human race and where,
from the 1920s onwards, a revolutionary communist movement
challenged and eventually overcame its domestic and
international opponents. Central to that challenge was the
conception of 'imperialism' and 'anti-imperialism' developed by

the leader of that revolution, Mao Zedong. It is not so much



any theoretical or analytical originality that justifies its
examination in the pages which follow, but rather the means by
which this concept was applied to China and the importance
which it occupied in the Chinese Communist Party's
revolutionary strategy. The interrelationship of national and
class oppression and exploitation and the forces this dialectic
generates was understood by Mao and became part of his thinking

and action.

Mao and the Marxist Tradition

The central question which will be considered is how Mao
Zedong formulated a concept of imperialism and resistance to it
to enable and continue the socialist revolution in China. The
specific focus in this thesis is an explanation of how Mao
understood imperialism in order to use it and to turn it into
anti-imperialism, the origins of his ideas, his theoretical
development of it and his application of this idea into
practice. At the same time, it will be examined how other
aspects of Mao's thinking were 1linked to this central,
strategic concept.

I will begin by examining Mao's connection and
indebtedness to Marx and Lenin: this has not yet been done with
regard to his use of the concept 'imperialism'. The second and
third chapters therefore lay out the antecedents and
theoretical framework within which Mao operated. This thesis,
besides being a contribution to the history of Marxism

therefore, aims to fill a gap in research on Mao. It will help



to establish how Mao used the concepts of imperialism and anti-
imperialism. In addition, my research is part of the discussion
as to what degree Marxism has been revised in the process.

This thesis will make clear what Mao meant by the term
imperialism and how he used it. The central goal of the thesis
is, therefore after providing the background 4in Marx and
Engels, to analyze Mao's view on imperialism as manifested in
his writings. While the historical context of Mao's thinking
will be provided, this is not the main focus of the chapters.
Imperialism is the pivotal concept, which properly understood
can give a key to understanding his policies. This will then
enable me to examine how other aspects (United Front, class
etc.) of Mao's thinking were linked to this central, strategic
concept.

This touches on the much debated issue of Mao's use of
Marxism itself. Mao used - perhaps invented - the concept of
'sinification of Marxism' as any effective Marxism required
national forms. Mao's idea of the 'sinification of Marxism' has
been used as evideﬁce that he subsumed Marxism within His
nationalism and Chinese culture. However, the way he
'‘nationalized' Marxism was fashioned by Marxism, and its tasks
were defined by revolutionary considerations of <class and
class-consciousness. Mao and his dealings with imperialism are
an example of this sinification and actualization of Marxism.
My argument is that, despite this sinification, Mao stands in a
broad sense within a Marxist-Leninist tradition. He did not
‘break from orthodox Marxism through his emphasis on

developments within the superstructure. There are elements of



voluntarism in Mao - but, does not all actual revolutionary
politics involve voluntarism? There is also at times an
uncertain grasp of Marxist-Leninist theory and a lack of rigour
in his analysis. But there are also significant elements of an
orthodox Marxism. In addition, anybody using the concepts of
class analysis in terms of a social and national revolution,
discussing alliances with different groups, using the concept
of relations of production, operates largely in a Marxist-
Leninist paradigm.

The argument is essentially that Mao, basing himself on
Marx and Lenin, used their concepts to adapt Marxism-Leninism
in a nével manner in Chinese circumstances, first to win the
revolution, and then to construct what he regarded as
socialism. Thus this thesis will do two things: (a) it will
clarify Mao's relationship to Marx and Lenin: Why did Mao's
Marxism-Leninism take the form it did? Did Mao stand on Lenin's
shoulders?; and (b) it will contribﬁté to understanding why the
Chinese Communist Party won the revolution. Mao agreed with
Lenin's idea of political action in the interest éf certain
classes. He was a Bolshevik, not a Menshevik, i.e. not someone
who wanted to wait until the time and production forces were
'‘ripe' and history had developed appropriately.

There are however, two obvious problems with this
approach. First there is the problem of language. Mao wrote in
Chinese but his major writings and actions are accessible. Not

only do I have Mao's works, five volumes of his Selected Works

in mind but also Kau's and Martin's complete works.!

Additionally, numerous secondary works are available for a



serious study of Mao and his thought. I do not want to claim
that there are no problems with translating a foreign language,
but, at least for my purpose, it is not an insuperable problem.
If translation is no insuperable problem, then Mao's
fragmentary literary output is, which is also the case with
Lenin and Marx. Mao's writings can be divided by their length.
He wrote numerous letters, directives, editorials, public
addresses and lectures, intra-party memoranda, poems, polemical
rejoinders against adversaries, and interviews with domestic
and foreign correspondents; and these were often quite short.
His longer writings deal with a variety of topics, but nowhere
did he leave behind one detailed, comprehensive, and closely-
argued document setting out in its entirety his understanding
and analysis of imperialism and anti-imperialism. Mao is a
political writer in the first place, he is a political figure
like Lenin. "Politics", Mao asserted, "[is] the concentrated

expression of economics."?

This definition had been coined by
Lenin, though in a different context of a polemic with Bukharin
and Trotsky.3 It is clear from the official version of On New
Democracy that Mao used Lenin's definition of politics as 'the
concentrated expression of economics', but there is no citation
in the original text. He is not a theoretician such as Marx, or
even Lenin, but acts of course on the basis of a certain
theory.

Many of Mao's writings were produced in direct response to
the ever-changing socio-economic environment. On the one hand,

one should expect in these responses to the political scene,

disunity and discontinuity. There cannot be unity in the sense
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of an 'essential' Mao, one who would have the same assessment
on different issues during the fifty years and more he wrote
and was politically active. The development of Mao's thought is
a response to the changing political and economic domestic and
international context. Taking this into consideration, one
should not be surprised to find differences and changes, even
silences in his thought. On the other hand, there is of course
continuity. The same can be said of many influential thinkers:
discussing their work now involves reassembling it. In fact,
Mao's views on imperialism and anti-imperialism are scattered
throughout his writings. As a result, an exercise in exegetical
interpretation is the obvious methodology. We aim to identify
references to imperialism and anti-imperialism, piece them
together, and analyze the picture that emerges. In so doing, I
will reconstruct Mao's thoughts on imperialism and anti-
imperialism and trace these to the thought of Lenin and Marx.
The key point of this thesis is to elucidate the use of this
concept by Mao, Lenin and Marx. The thesis is about the use of
a concept, it is a thesis on political thought and it is a
contribution to the history of Marxism. We will make clear the
shifting meaning of the concept imperialism and its meaning in
the context of Mao's thought, that 1is the response to
imperialism, that is anti-imperialism, becomes the priority.
After a statement like this, are there any pretensions to

objectivity left? The erkenntnisleitende Interesse (Habermas)

could not be expressed more clearly! To avoid this subjectivity
as much as possible, I have tried to let the texts speak for

themselves, sometimes at great length, in the hope of making
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Mao's original intention clear. Of course, an interpreter of
the text 1is needed and this must mean an anticipatory
framework. However, I have added to the exegetical methodology
an openness of my theoretical premises for my interpretation.
Naturally, Foucault would have never accepted that texts speak
for themselves. But I would deny that any interpretation can
only be the interpretation of the interpreter, not that of the
authors (in this case Marx, Lenin and Mao) under investigation.
One will, of course, never be able to get into the mind of Mao,
but one can make an effort to get as close as possible to these
authors' intent.

This does not deny the possibility that other writers,
even with the same perspective, might come to a different
interpretation of Mao's use of the concept of imperialism and
-anti-imperialism. But up to now, no one has written a detailed
work on the development of the concept of imperialism from Marx
to Lenin to Mao. There are writings on nationalism in all of
these writers. But these works do not take the concept of
imperialism as their central focus. The issue here is, how does
one trace the concept of imperialism and its emphasis on anti-
imperialism in Mao and Lenin and Marx? How does one understand
and locate Mao, as he is not just part of a general discourse
on nationalism,' but derives from Marxism-Leninism? This
argument might not be new, but there is no systematic and
logical prosecution of this key concept in Lenin, as prepared
by Marx and the development of it by Mao. In the following
pages a picture of consistency and difference, contradictions

and silences, and similarities and connections will be
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developed. Mao's anti-imperialism is not just a product of a
national response to imperialism, but is inspired by earlier
concepts of imperialism in the Marxist-Leninist tradition. It
is part of the discussion in Marxist theories of imperialism of
the interrelationship of national and class oppression and
exploitation. There 1is no uniform Marxist body of thought
spanning continents and more than a century dealing with these
issues. For this reason alone there are contradictions and
silences. Marxism is an evolving body of theory and practice.
Mao's conception of imperialism and anti-imperialism was part
of this evolving and dynamic political and theoretical
tradition.

It is a Marxist axiom that changed historical
circumstances necessitate new analysis and strategies. This is
exactly what Mao attempted, a 1logical and systematical
reconstruction of this attempt will be provided.

I come to Mao's theory of imperialism by tracing it back
to Marx and Lenin. Marx and Lenin are the stepping stones Mao
uses to comprehend Chinese realities, or as Isaac Deutscher put
it: "... Chinese communism descends straight from Bolsheviém.
Mao stands on Lenin's shoulders."! In this process of using Marx
and Lenin the similarities and differences between these
thinkers and practitioners will become obvious. Mao used, but
also adapted, Marxist-Leninist concepts, and one key concept
among these is imperialism. The centrality of imperialism was
beyond doubt for Mao and, therefore, a proper understanding of
it is central to assessing the Chinese revolution, as it was

for the Bolsheviks. This centrality of imperialism was
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recognized for the first time by Lenin. His model is organized
around the concepts of capital accumulation, imperial
expansion, interstate conflict, violence, national differences,
national oppression and the national struggle; but still it is
concerned to maintain the orthodox Marxist importance of class.
For example, one of Lenin's adjustments to Marx's and Engels'
concepts of class is the invention of the labour aristocracy.
Taken together, these provided the elements for a general
theory of the international system and the place of
revolutionary politics within it.

Although the concept of imperialism was little used in
Marx's time - he only employed it himself with reference to
Napoleon III - he did address certain themes which Lenin would
later take up in his characterization of the international
system through a definition of imperialism. These themes are:
the process of accumulation, crises of accumulation, and the
geographical spread of capitalist relations of production. Marx
analyzed the nature of exploitative capitalism. A crucial
element in Marxist understanding of capitalism is the need to
constantly accumulate and to expand to avoid a 'tendential fall
of the rate of profit'. That is why, Marx believed, industrial
capitalists are in favour of free trade rather than
protectionism. The world market needs to be opened up to serve
as a temporary safety valve to avoid crisis in the domestic-
capitalist economy. Marx's and Engel's model is one of a world
capitalist system divided into social classes, particularly
workers and capitalists. Nations were to them, in general,

obstacles to the actual realization of this model.
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Lenin was very much aware of this development of
capitalism on a global 1level. He saw the concentration and
centralization of capitalism developing before his eyes,
something Marx observed only in its beginnings. Capitalism was
in this process changing its nature from competitive to
monopoly capitalism. Despite his emphasis on  monopoly
capitalism and the economic side of imperialism, Lenin never
neglected its military or political facets. Inter-capitalist
conflict led to the First World War. With the spread of
imperialism on a world scale, Lenin, contrary to Marx and
Engels, emphasized national differences, national oppression
and the national struggle; but he also still emphasized the
importance of class.

Mao did not provide a theoretical analysis of the inherent
economic laws of imperialism, but took over a Marxist-Leninist
chabulary. He tried to wunderstand how to resist further
occupation and exploitation, and to develop from this ‘a non-
dogmatic use of Marxist-Leninist principles for China. What is
interesting about Mao is what implicit theories of the
interrelation of class and nation lie behind ‘his analytical

writings and his tactical positions.

Marx and Lenin: Capitalism and its Contradiction

This introduction will establish the intellectual legacy with
which Mao operated in China. The argument is that Mao used, and
in some respects developed, concepts which were earlier

addressed by Marx and Lenin. Mao's formulation of imperialism
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and resistance to it grew out of a substantial body of debate
within the Marxist tradition on the question of how capitalism
became a global phenomenon and how it generated resistance to
itself. Marx believed that this global development of
capitalism could not substantially avoid crisis and revolution,
and the eventual socialist revolution in European
industrialized countries would bring with it an end to war.
This development of capitalism to a new stage of monopoly
capitalism, according to Lenin, had the effect of saving
capitalism from revolution longer than expected by Marx. But
within it, monopoly capitalism still carried the seeds of its
own destruction. Domestic competition was transferred onto the
global 1level. All advanced capitalist countries wanted to
benefit from profits in outer-European regions. A desperate
struggle was under way in Lenin's time to secure these safety
Yglves. Heightened tensions and wars were the inevitable
result. The socialist revolution in Europe in the meantime was
postponed and capitalist nationalisms opposed each other in
their attempt to occupy colonies, but colonial nationalism was
also awakened to oppose the exploitation in the colonies. Lenin
conceptualized these diverse developments in Europe and the
colonies in his concept of 'uneven and combined developmenf'.
In Europe, some profited more than others from exploitation,
e.g. the labour aristocracy, something Marx and Engels had
already become aware of. In addition certain industries
profited more than others: uneven growth took place in
capitalist countries. In their move to the colonies capitalists

were, Lenin believed, not interested in a planned
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industrialization of colonies. Lenin saw clearly that there was
uneven growth in the colonies. Compared to Marx this was a new
element; for him, conceptualized in his 'Double Mission of
Capitalism', capitalism was essentially acting positively in
the colonies. It was the material preparation for socialism. On
the one hand, capitalism destroyed the old traditional, feudal
mode of production; on the other, capitalism would build
sociéties in its own image. Insofar as it produced
industrialization and also <created the bourgeoisie and
proletariat, Marx regarded it positively in the hope for an
eventual transition to socialism.

Lenin observed at close quarters the uneven impact of
capitalism in Russia where the unevenness of growth led to an
uneven development of capitalism. It resulted in deep tensions,
which he saw replicated in the colonies. This heterogeneity
meant that new options for the revolution were opened. The new
bourgeoisie gained from intervention; old feudal elements
suffered; a working class was generated, if only in its
infancy. Social tensions rose to boiling point, as the
peasantry was, of course, also shaken by these developments.

Developments which occurred one after the other over time
in Europe, feudalism to capitalism to potentially socialism
would be combined in one phase in Russia and in the colonies,
too. There was simultaneously in the colonies a struggle
against feudalism and against capitalism. In Russia the divided
bourgeoisie was not able to conduct a proper bourgeois-
capitalist revolution. The Communist Party took over this task

by leading Russia into socialism. The Communist Party was born
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in the special conditions of uneven development and even though
it might not consist of numerous workers, the consciousness of
the people who joined was particularly high and sharpened. In
these circumstances Russia could skip the distinct capitalist
phase and proceed into socialism. Yet this Russian opportunity
was unsustainable on its own: for Lenin the revolution in
Russia was exceptional and could really only survive if
virtually simultaneous socialist revolutions occurred in the
heartland of capitalism - Europe.

Marx also addressed the issue of skipping capitalism to go
forward to socialism. He was asked for advice by narodniks who
believed that the traditional village community in Russia still
contained all the elements necessary for an unalienated mode of
production. Even though Marx was to a certain extent ambiguous
in his reply, the following analysis will show that on balance,
yhilst there are no blueprints and iron laws in socio-economic
development, avoiding the capitalist phase in Russia was out of
the question.

Even though Lenin concurred with Marx concerning Russia,
he believed that in the <colonies the situation would be
different if certain conditions were observed. Anti-imperialist
struggles in the colonies were not only in the short run useful
for Lenin in that they weakened imperialism, but there was now
the realistic chance of national 1liberation 1leading to
socialism. It was necessary for the local communist party to
guide the struggle iﬁ the colonies to be allied to local
bourgeois anti-imperialist forces, but without being sucked in

by them. The task for the local communist party, he argued was
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to continue this anti-imperialist liberation into socialism.
This view of national liberation is completely contradictory to
the one held by Marx and Engels. For them the European and
local nationalist bourgeoisie had to destroy fully the feudal
elements, build up industrialization and not be weakened in
this by a 1local 1liberation movement. They feared that a
liberation movement would lead to an exchange of feudal elites
rather than a breakthrough towards capitalism, and thus later
on socialism. They hoped for a socialist revolution in the most
developed countries, not only in one, and with highly developed
commodity economies. If, however, nationalist forces were led
by the most conscious vanguard of the working class, one could
not but grasp the opportunity to end foreign and domestic
capitalist exploitation, Lenin argued. It will be demonstrated
that Marx and Lenin considered capitalism to be a dynamic
system continually seeking to accumulate and inevitably
expanding beyond national boundaries to create an international
division of labour, 1linking capitalist countries to the
colonies. Marx developed a general conception of the inner
logic of capital, and Lenin derived from it a more historically
specific analysis of the operation of late nineteenth-early
twentieth century capitalism and its political and military

outcomes.

'Imperialism' and 'Anti-Imperialism' in the Chinese Revolution

Despite the many theoretical problems with Lenin's theory of

imperialism, Lenin gave Mao a framework for understanding and
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responding to imperialism; it gave him an understanding of the
potential for socialist revolution in the colonies. After all,
it is not so much the fact of the crucifixion of Jesus which is
of interest, but that people two thousand years later still
believe in it. In the same way it is of significant theoretical
and political interest to understand why Mao used Lenin's
concept of imperialism. That imperialism was central to China
was not doubted by Sun Yatsen, Chiang Kaishek and Mao Zedong
alike - the question was how to assess it and respond to it.

Mao recognized the uneven impact of imperialism on China
and with it the potential for a combined development of anti-
feudal, anti-imperialist, and anti-capitalist struggle in China
leading to socialism. It had not created capitalist
industrialization in depth, however, even though, in Mao's
opinion, the sprouts of capitalism had already existed. But
;mperialism had accelerated this process and had brought
forward the question of the national-democratic revolution
which was to be followed later by the socialist revolution on
the political agenda.

As Lenin had already postulated, the socialist revolution
could only be successful if certain conditions were observed.
Mao is the person who, using Marxist-Leninist concepts, played
a key role in bringing about a successful anti-imperialist
revolution in China. In the process, he changed this Marxist-
Leninist framework, adapting it to a new context and a
different time. As the proletariat was numerically very weak,
even weaker than in Russia, and too weak for Mao to begin

thinking about the early achievement of socialism, one of the
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key questions for Mao was to identify the forces who would
support - or not - an anti-imperialist struggle. This was the
question he also addressed to international forces, in terms of
the new world order offered by Lenin and the Soviet Union, by
President Wilson and the United States after the First World
War, and of course by Japan's co-prosperity sphere in Asia.
Thus Mao was able to use imperialist countries in his
resistance to Japanese imperialism in particular and
imperialism in China in general. This did not mean an automatic
alliance with the Soviet Union to the exclusion of imperialist
countries, but at the time of Japanese aggression it involved
the possibility of cooperation with less aggressive imperialist
governments, e.g. the United States and Great Britain, making
use of differences between 1imperialist countries to his
advantage. This international strategy was matched by one of
qomestic alliances, an equally important part of the ‘anti-
imperialist' strategy. Here, the opportunity to make mistakes
and to ally oneself in the wrong way had already been pointed
out by Lenin. The Chinese Communist Party made exactly this
mistake in the 1920s acting on Comintern advice not to take the
leadership in the alliance with the national bourgeoisie; it
needed to take this line due to its weakness, but the result
was disaster. In 1927 Chiang Kaishek virtually smashed the
Chinese Communist Party: the cities were occupied by the KMT,
the proletariat crushed. The only practical solution was, after
1927, to take refuge in the countryside among the peasants.
This move to the countryside, however, was not merely a

desperate attempt to escape but a logical move in a country
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where the socio-economic problems of the peasantry were
massive. Mao advocated very early a re-orientation of the
tactics and strategy of the Chinese Communist Party ¢to
accomodate the political and economic demands of the peasantry.

Accordingly, the peasants and the countryside became the
heartland for a socialist revolution. Marx would have been
utterly astonished to hear a self-declared Marxist-Leninist
propose such a strategy. But, Mao argued, if this struggle in
the countryside was guided by the most conscious vanguard of
the revolution, the workers, or at least by peasants and
intellectuals with a worker's consciousness, a socialist
revolution would still be an ultimate possibility. This is made
clear in many of Mao's writings from the 1927-30 period, when
he was developing a strategy for rural revolution. This could
only succeed, according to Mao, with working class leadership.
yenin could have only but agreed.

Through endless meanders of compromise Mao, charming
and bullying, according to the audience he was addressing, led
the Chinese Communist Party after 1935 (the Zunyi Conference)
through what are termed the twin dangers of putschism and
accommodation. it was the anti-imperialist nationalism of the
Chinese Communist Party which gave it access to the broad
masses of people from diverse socio-economic backgrounds. Even
Chiang was obliged to join a Second United Front. This very
close relationship between Marxism-Leninism and national
struggle does not mean, in Mao's view, that Marxism is used as
a convenient cover for nationalist goals, but signifies an

active inter-connection between Marxism and nationalism. Marx
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and Engels did not condemn all occurrences of nationalism,
particularly after studying Irish and Polish nationalism. The
ambiguities and inconsistencies in Marx and Lenin concerning
the nationalist question opened the way for Mao to connect
nationalism and the social revolution within a Marxist-Leninist
framework. This interrelation of national and class oppression
and exploitation is one of the main questions at issue in
Marxist theories of imperialism, and will be a major pre-
occupation for this thesis.

This interaction narrowed the gap between Marxist-Leninist
principles and the practice of revolution in China. The
struggle against Japan was not in the first place a struggle
for socialism, but for nationalist independence in the
bourgeois-democratic phase. This remained the case even after
the defeat of Japan. To eliminate -the danger of another
imperialist country taking control of China, this bourgeois-
democratic revolution had to be continued, but now against
Chiang and the feudal elements in the KMT. Mao's view of how to
accomplish the socialist revolution meant that he eventually
realized that socialism was not on the agenda for decades, as
he put it. What was to be done and implemented was the
bourgeois-democratic revolution of the four classes under the
leadership of the Chinese Communist Party. For him one could
work together with bourgeois nationalist elements - something
which led to noticeable socio-economic successes after 19409.
Mao extended cooperation with the national bourgeoisie beyond
anything Lenin had ever envisaged, challenging in the process

‘Moscow's ideological monopoly. The Chinese Communist Party's
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victory reinforced the belief in different conceptions of the
road to socialism. One example had been the victory of the
Bolshevik revolution in 1917 which had been an economic and
political struggle culminating in an armed uprising in the
cities. The other was the Chinese road, using the countryside

to surround the cities in a long-drawn out struggle.

Summary of Chapters

Mao's concept of imperialism was a crucial part of his
strategy for the success of the revolution in China. It will be
retraced how he came to his concept through Marx and Lenin. Mao
developed a specific way of understanding imperialism and
applying it to the conditions in China. In this process he
adapted the Marxist-Leninist framework by subtracting from, and
adding to, it. It is these changes which enabled the continued
attempts to achieve the nationalist and socialist revolutions
in China.

This thesis will examine the origins of the Marxist theory
of imperialism, how Mao understood the concept, how he used it,
and the relationship in which he stands to Marx and Lenin. Mao
attempted to restate Marxism-Leninism in China in meaningful,
indigenous terms, but he did so in a way which is recognizably
Marxist-Leninist. It is this purpose which the thesis will
pursue, and it will do so by examining the issues covered in
the following chapters.

The thesis's significance lies not only in the fact that

little attention has been devoted to Mao's theory of
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imperialism, but also in the fact that it provides a genealogy

of the concept of imperialism in Mao's thought and it addresses

the way he operationalized the concept to pursue the anti-

imperialist revolutionary struggle in China.

ENDNOTES

Everybody knows that Mao only spoke Chinese. My Chinese is
regrettably very 1limited. Can I nevertheless write a
thesis about a key concept in Mao's thought? The lack of
Chinese did not stop Max Weber or Karl Marx from writing
about China - and at their time the availability of
translations from the Chinese was indeed severely
restricted. This is obviously not the case nowadays. The

" lack of language proficiency can only be an issue if none

or only a 1limited number of translations exist. The
question is, of course, not whether one knows how to read
Chinese, but how to read the material available - how to
read a body of text. In other words, what are the
questions one intends to adopt. There were always two
definitions of Mao Zedong's thought: (a) what he actually
thought about, wrote and said during his long life, and
(b) what was printed in the Selected Works. This thesis is
not an attempt to compare the original, un-doctored
writings of Mao with the officially sanctioned, printed
material even though references to differences will be
made where necessary.

Mao Tse-tung, Selected Works, vol. II, On New Democracy,
(Foreign Language Press:Peking), 1975, p. 340.

V.I. Lenin, "Once Again on the Trade Unions, the Current
Situation and the Mistakes of Trotsky and Bukharin", in
V.I. Lenin, Collected Works, (Foreign Languages Publishing
House:Moscow) 1963, vol. 32, p. 83.

Isaac Deutscher, Ironies of History. Essays on
Contemporary Communism, (Oxford University Press: London)
1966, p. 90.
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2. MARX AND ENGELS ON IMPERIALISM

(i) Definition of Imperialism. The Lack of Use of the Concept

by Marx and Engels.

This chapter will establish the intellectual framework
within‘which Mao operated in China, arguing that he used
concepts which had been addressed earlier by Marx and Lenin.
Although he did not define imperialism as Lenin understood it,
Marx laid the foundation for Lenin's use of the concept by
analyzing the crises inherent in capitalism which led it to
expand globally. He discussed the issues of concentration and
centralization of capitalism and how this led to free trade, a
policy which was demanded by the most advanced groups in
England in the mid-nineteenth century. The effect of capitalism
on the colonies was considered by Marx to be essentially
positive in ‘.tghat it destroyed the old feudal or Asiatic mode of
production. For Lenin, however - and this is a significant
difference from Marx - this move to capitalism creates an
uneven development of old and new elements. Capitalism does not
penetrate all layers of colonial societies, nor do peogple
receive imperialism with open arms. Imperialism creates
resistance. The effect of imperialism is so uneven that the
result is a social formation with a mix of old and new, where
in Russia and also in China, the possibility of a successful
revolution is suddenly thrust upon the Communist Party. This

situation does not reflect a textbook recipe for making
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revolution, as in China workers were thin on the ground and the
revolution had to re-orientate itself to the countryside and
peasants which differed sharply from Marx's view of the main
actor and area of re;rolution. Lenin realized the need for, and
importance of, 1including peasants in the revolution, a
development which was pushed even further by Mao. The
resistance created by imperialism 1led to a fanning of
nationa_lism and a nationalist 1liberation struggle. Marx had
hoped that nationalism would be overcome by class-conscious
workers worldwide. Lenin acknowledged the positive power of
nationalism in colonialism and extended support for it. Anti-
imperialist nationalism however had stirred very diverse groups
of people to fight for infiuence. This opened the way to
strengthen one's own forces - which were still quite weak in
China - if one could find the right allies; but it also
influenced the Communist Party away from an undiluted pursuit
of social. revolution. This issue was very important to Mao, and
Lenin had ciiscussed with M. N. Roy: what the role of the
Communist Party in an anti-imperialist alliance should be.
Eventually Mao was able to develop a United Front concept which
was a symbol for his acceptance of general Marxist-Leninist
‘ideas adapted to a specific Chinese situation. He believed
strongly in the ‘abstract' universal principles of Marxism-
Leninism, and also that Marxism as a total ideology resulted
from the union of these abstract principles and the 'laws'
depicting the regularities of particular national contexts.
After establishing the basic principles of Marxism and

Leninism in the treatment of capitalism and imperialism, it
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will become clear how Mao took these principles and used them
in the particular context of defeating imperialism and
achieving the socialist revolution in China.

In commonly accepted definitions, imperialism is described
as an expansionist policy of European powers to influence,
exploit and dominate the people of non-European, usually weaker
countries by overt or covert political military, economic and
ideological means. Such an analysis distinguishes between
earlier unilateral systems of market relations and today's
vastly complex integrated capitalist mode of production. What
is specific to the Marxist perspective, however, is that
imperialism is seen not as the aggregation of an unequal flow
of commodities and capital, but as the world-scale process of
the extension of capitalism that has been taking place since
the middle of the eighteenth century. As Krippendorff has
pointed out:

The-Aqualitative new element, which begins with

imperialism which takes over from crude colonialism,

is therefore not the creation of an internationally
communicative unit; however it is the beginning of
the creation of an interdependent social systemn,
whose individual parts are not able anymore to
develop autonomously nor according to their own laws,
but on the contrary develop in the interest of some
societies - the capitalist industrialist nation-
states of Europe and North America - and they will be
subjected to a radical social and economic
transformation.?
Unlike the Roman, Oriental, Arab, or other earlier forms of
imperial domination and colonialism, modern imperialism,
Krippendorff continues, is defined as "the active economic
integration of pre-industrial societies into the capitalist

mode of production". In this way the system of capitalist

production with its specific exchange and production relations
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has become an international mode of production. A multitude of
factors - non-economic as well as economic - caused this
particular development in response to structural socioeconomic
needs.

In order to gauge the distinctiveness of this approach,
let us consider the contrary definition of Hans Kohn:

Western imperialism has had only a brief day in

history. Its sun is now setting and though this sun

has been shining over many injustices and cruelties,

in no way worse than the normal cruelties in Asia and

Africa, it has brought lasting benefits to Asia and

Africa, as the imperialism of Alexander the Great and

of the Romans did for their empires, and has awakened

and revitalised lethargic civilisations.?

According to the Marxist view, such an indiscriminate
~definition empties the concept of any useful and distinct
content and makes it impossible to employ in concrete analysis.
Benjamin J. Cohen's characterization of imperialism as "any
relationship of effective domination or control, political or
ééonomic,_direct or indirect, of one nation over another", or
George Lichtpeim's similar definition are both examples of this
widespread ugderstanding of the concept.? The problem with these
writers is not that they equate imperialism with formal
political conquest, but that they fail to explain why those
conquests occurred, and to understand the territorial
imperatives of caﬁitalist expansion in the era of finance
capital.

When it is not regarded as an age-old phenomenon having no
specific application to capitalism, imperialism is interpreted
as being simultaneously new and old. Schumpeter, for example,

believed that imperialism was not a result of capitalism, but

on the contrary a preceding stage which would naturally
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disappear with capitalism's full development.

The history of the concept of imperialism is a relatively
brief one, for even as recently as the eighteenth century the
term was unknown; only the adjective 'imperialist', used to
describe a supporter of the Imperial and Catholic Majesty,
Emperor of the Romans might have been known to a few learned
scholars. The French word 1'impérialisme first appeared with the
Bonapartist revival under Louis-Philippe's monarchy (1830-48),
and later came to represent the form of rule adopted by
Napoleon III after he seized power in December 1852 - that is,
a rule based upon military pomp, appeals to the mob and the
influence of the stock exchange.*

When we come to Marx himself, his use of the term
'imperialism' was identical to that of the Bonapartist revival

period. One of the best-known examples is.in The Eighteenth

Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte (1852), where he referred to ‘'the

hidden impérialism of Le National. (Le National was the journal

of the repuﬂiican bourgeoisie.)® Further on in the same article
he used the term in connection with the role of the French
peasantry in the transition from the Second Republic to the
Bonapartist regime (1848-52). After accusing the bourgeoisie of
hypocrisy for its allegations that the peasantry 'betrayed'. it
to Bonaparte, he argued that in reality the bourgeoisie itself
nurtured the imperialism of the peasant class.®

Such fleeting references might suggest that Marx himself
contributed very little indeed to what has become known as the

'Marxist concept of imperialism'. However, it will be shown

that Marx's general theory of capitalism, together with his own
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and Engels's writings on the expansion of capitalism in regions
outside Europe, and their writings on the relations of nation
are full of references to class and laid part of the crucial
foundations on which Lenin and Mao Zedong were able to build
their concept of imperialism. I shall return in detail to the
question of whether the concept underwent any fundamental
transformation in the hands of these later writers.

The writings of Marx and Engels directly concerned with
the E;st and Far East - the principal area of capitalist
expansion in their time - are scattered throughout their huge
corpus of books, articles and letters. But as Kubalkova and
Cruickshank have wryly remarked, they "were inconsiderate
enough to fail to provide for their readers a neatly referenced
synthesis of their work with the main ideas and theories
carefully p].otted“.7 Marx and Engels were very interested in the
development of capitalism in and outside Europe, but they were
less concerned with Asia as such. "Marx concentrated his
energies on @he study of capitalism, and he dealt with the rest
of history in varying degrees of detail, but mainly in so far
as it bore on the origins and development of capitalism."® They
saw Asia mainly in connection with the impact of European
industrial capitalism, so that their interest in Asia developed
as a result of the expansion of capitalism. Moreover, their
major works on the rise and consolidation of capitalist society
naturally focused on its core country, England, and their
intérest in Asia only developed after 1848 from their analyses
of European industrial capitalism.’ The principal sources are

the articles that Marx and Engels wrote for the New York Daily
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Tribune between 1851 and 1862. When reading these articles it
is necessary to bear in mind that they were running

commentaries and reports on contemporary, often military,

events - quite a different-“genre from their theoretical
writings proper - with a relative lack of economic or class
analysis.10

In this material Marx and Engels were concerned mostly
with 1India, but also China. This 1is partly because they
happenéd to be living in England at the time when it was trying
to enforce the conditions for free trade. If they had been
living in Holland, for example, they would quite probably have
written more about Java. More importantly, however, they
regarded England as the pivot of the capitalist world, whose
inherent mechanisms and expansionist tendencies indicated the
direction in which capitalism itself would develop. They
believed that England could not be treated siﬁbly as a country
along with other countries. England was the metropolis of
capital. Eng}and was "the representative of European industry
in the worid market".! For this reason it is sometimes
appropriate for the reader mentally to replace the word
'England' with the more general term 'capitalist country' or
even '‘capitalism'. Similarly, in the nature of its
exploitation, India came to be seen by Marx and Engels as
typifying a process whose significance transcended its own
particularities. And what happened to China was not peculiar to
China, but represented what was to happen to all other such
countries, to a greater or lesser degree.

Thus, although Marx and Engels did not directly analyze
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imperialism, they did lay the foundation for Lenin to construct
his theory. The advantage of starting with Marx is that he
alone has developed a general theory of the dynamic of the
capitalist mode of production as a totality. At the heart of
his theory is the process of capital accumulation. This general
theory allows specific historical applications and models to be

developed - as Lenin later did to account for imperialism.

(ii) Capitalism's Double Mission

Marx and Engels understood that while it was transforming
them, capitalism was bringing unprecedented misery to the
colonies.!? One might assume that their use of the term 'misery’
entailed a moral evaluation of such phenomena as ciyil wars,
invasions, famines, conquests or European despotism grafted
upon Oriental despotism. In reality, however, they perceived
misery as{t a necessary consequence of the complete
disintegratién of the existing social framework in colonial
societies. As they said of China, the death-hour of the old
society was "rapidly drawing nigh".'’ Marx described how England
had destroyed the village-community system in India, which had
remained self-sufficient for centuries. This work of
destruction was not caused primarily by the British army or the
British taxman, but by the imposition of free trade and steam
machines. "It was the British intruder who broke up the Indian

hand-loom and destroyed the spinning-wheel."!® Later in the same

article Marx wrote: "British steam power and science destroyed,
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over the whole surface of Hindostan, the union between

wl6

agriculture and manufacturing industry. It was this union

that Marx described in a letter as the "solid foundation for

stagnant Asiatic despotism".!” This process of disintegration

revealed the "real history of British rule".!® Marx and Engels
condemned the British capitalists for their plunder, violence,
torture; in a word, for their barbarism. Indeed, they compared
them unfavourably with "the Calmuck hordes of Genghis Khan and
Timur".®

However significant and impressive this emotional
condemnation may be, Marx and Engels never unconditionally
damned colonialism. This is regretted by some writers: "It
would be a pleasure to report that Marx opposed the British
occupation of India from the beginning, and that he welcomed
the uprising of 1857 L Others, in én attempt to_overcome
the implicit ideological embarrassment, have argued that there
was a fundamental shift in Marx's position. Mohiri, for
example, isfﬁof the opinion that in the 1850s, Marx assessed
colonialism as a progressive force, but that from the 1860s
onwards his view had changed to one of hostility and contempt.21
Nevertheless, one should not minimize the importance that Marx
and Engels consistently attached to the growth of _the
productive forces made possible by the introduction of
capitalism in the colonies. Authors like Davis, who are eager
to disco&er a shift from acceptance of colonialism to active
opposition,?® do not seem to understand this basic point. It

appears likely that Marx and Engels exaggerated the depth and

effect of capitalist penetration in the colonies, but as Mandel
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