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REDNESS AND PROFICIENCY

Refuting Yao Po-mao's Theory of "Complete Unity" of
Redness and Proficiency

by
14 Yu-shuo (7};— :]:] I;%’ )
(Shanghal Wen-hui Pao, January 19, 1965)

Comrade Yao Po-mao (hﬂ&14é7 jfa ) has concocted the po-called "two types
of contradictions” to Justify Comrade Yang Hsien-chen's "eoubine two into one"
theory. To prove that the sontradiction "with identity as itz essential feature"
has "objective exl.gtence,"” he citea the contradiction between redness and proficliency
as an example. He maintains that the contradiction between redness and proficlency
belongs to the category of contradictions "with identity as their essential fenture,"”
and that they are "completely united.”

Further, he says, mrhe ptruggle between two aspects of the contradietion will
not result in one aspect being ' qurmounted, ' 'eliminated’ and 1gvercome' by the other
but in mutual promotion and common advencement. Both aspecis are. eternelly green
and will never become textinet.'"  This contradiction should be resplved, he says,
py "integrating, uniting and nonnecting the two, thus leombining two«into one.'"

This type of inference is entirely wrong.

The Contradiction between Redness end proficiency
Ts Concrete and Real

Conrrnde Yao Po-mac talks glibly aboub concrete analysis of conerete contra-
dictions. But it appears from two of his articles that, whenever he touches upen
such copcrete opposlies as redness and proficiency, he always substitutes conceptual

sophl stry for conerete analysis. I we are to mnalyze seriously such opposites a8
rednesa and proficlency, we grould begin with the social content of the contradiction

between redness and proficlency.

R Tn the soclalist soclety, the redness we have in mind means placing prole-
thrian politics 1n command., while proficiency means professional gbility to serve
proletarian politica. The relstionship between redness and proficiency is essentially
one between politics and professions. Polities is the soul and commander of pro-
fessions. Toerefore, one must use redness to lead proficlency forwasrd and becoume
both red snd proficient 5o as to render a better service 4o -pocialist revolution and

gociallist construction.

Comrade ¥Yao Po-mac ertifieially cute the two apart and reprasaits redness and
proficiency ag being irrelevant to each other. Hiec intentions are clear. That is,
he does not want to put politics in command of professions and doea not want pro-
Pessions to serve politics. Co '

Tn fact, professlons are inseparable from politics. Professlionsg geparated from
revolutionary politics are 1ikely to serve reactlonary politics. A profession that
does not serve proletarian politics is bound 4o serve bourgeols politics. Either
thias or that, and there is no room for compromi.ge. ' .

If we examine the concrete manlfestations ‘of the contradiction bebween redness
and proficlency and analyze problems on the basla of reality, we ghall find that the
contrediction between redness and proflclency finda.twbrmain expressions:

One expression is the contradiction Hetween "red and proficient“ and "pro-
ficlent but not red.” The Party wents us to be both red and proficient. Influenced
by bourgeols jdeas gome intellectuals streas the importence of specialization and want
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to be proficientdut nob red; they even think redness will hinder proficiency.
Thus, 'red and proficient” and "proficient but not red" will inevitebly lead to &

sharp struggle.

Redness and proficiency--the two aspects of & contradiction--are not parallel
to each ofher in their relationship.  Redness always occuples the leading position
in the contradiction.  The nature of things is mainly determined by the principal
aspect of the contradiction that has acquired a dominant position. In terms of
thought, this contradiction 1a one between preletarian thought and pourgeois thought.
Tt will take quite a long time to determine the outcame of this struggle.

Redness 1s in the leading position in the contradiction between redness
and proficiency. This should be affirmed but it does not mean that proficiency is
unimportant. Some comrades take the view that redness means proficlency. This
view, too, is one that does not meet the requirement of being both red and proficient.
If one has entnusissm for gocialist revolution and construction but lacks practical,
profeasional xnowledge, redneas will be nothing by a fancy- without proficiency,
what doces redness commard? One who is not profi cient is likely to become an empty-
headed statesman. Care should certainly be teken to avoid this erronedus under standing.

Whatever the cmse, the two are, in fact, & contradiction petween the dis-
ruption 57 redness and pwoficiency and the demand for both redness and proficiency.
The struggle telween these contradictory opposites is absolute. The only difference
lies in =he nature of the contradiction., It is inconcelvable that both redneas and
proficiency can be achieved without a serious atruggle.

pnother expreasion of the contradiction between radness and proficlency
is that politizs and profession together are at once adaptable and inccmpatible.
Tais ig pecszuse radness and oroficiency cannot possibly run parallel to each cther in
the course of developmeut. At ome time, the development of redness is fast and that
of proficisncy bLlow. AL another, the development of proficlency ig fast asnd that of
redness 310W. Thsv ia Lo say, contradiction exists from beginning to end between
redness and proficiency in the course of development. Imbalance 15 entirely a normal
phencmenon while valance and unity of opposites 1g a temporary phepomenon. FPor this
reason, they must be promptly adjusted so as to achieve a relative balance petween
redness snd proficiency. -

Without struggle it is impossible to effect the transition from imbalance to
balance. This struggzle mast be repeatad many times pefore redness and proficiency
can develop. Tt is necessary to elevate the content of redness and proficiency
constantly in Teal Mife.  So far ad revolutionary intellectuals are concerned, redness
and proficiency call for constant endeavor and have no limit.

The contradiction between redness end proficlency Comrade Yao Po-mao has
in mind is merely a merry—go-round'in conception and i incongruocus with real life.
May we ask: How can you exclude from such opposites as redness and proficiency the
Pundmmental contradiction between "hoth red and proficiency” and “sroficlent tut not
red"?

Further, on the ground that redneas and proficlency cannot eliminate each
other, Comrade Yao Fo-mao Aenies the class content of this contrediction. That 1s,
he denies that the contradiction vetween redness and proficiency 1s egsentially 2
struggle between two kinds of world cutlook and thought of the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie. : - '

As we know, the class nature of redness 1s ao clear nobody can deny it. Profi-
ciency refers to scientific kunowledge which includes social sclence and natural
sciznce. Social Beience has a very strong class nature. While natural sclence
1tgelf has no clags pature, yet natural sclence workers besr e c¢lass nature for they
are dcminated by the thought of a particular class when conducting aclentific repgearch.
There cancct be & "vacuum sone” in their ideologleel domain, and either proletarlan
thought or bourgeois thought occupies a dominant position in 1%. _The aocialiat-bgoclety
i one in which clasces and class struggle exist.

-
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"I'n a class goclety everyone 1ives within the status of & particular class and
every mode of thought is inverisbly stamped with the brand of a cless.” {"On
Practice™) Intellectuals belong to a particular class. How can it be said that
their different attitudes toward the question of redness and proficlercy do not
represent an acute struggle for promoting proletarian thought and desiroying ‘bour-
geois thought?

Thus, in denying the struggle involved in the contradiction between redness and
proficiency, Comrade Yao Po-mao substitutes so-called “concrete analysls" for class
anplysis and does away with class struggle.

The Theory of "Complete Unity" Runs Counter to the
Dialectic Identity

Canrade Yao Po-mac denies the abgoluteness of struggle between redness
and proficlemcy. Does he then refer to the identity of contradiction when he claims
“redness and proficiency are completely united?® Mo, they are entirely two different
things.

The identity of comtradiciions means that the two sspects of a contradiction
are "interdependent” and "transform inte their opppsites” under given conditions.
The "ecombination” or "iransformation" of redness and proficiency mentioned by Comrade
Yao Po-mao is an equivalent of "eombine two into one" and is anything put s dialectlc
identity. : .

Chaizrman Mao says: 'The two agpeclts of every contradiction find the pre-
supposition of theixr exlstence each in its opposite aspecs and boih eco-exist in an
entity.” ("On Contradiction™) ’ "

Comrade Yac Po-mao represents the combination of redness and proficlency as a
tptusl empodiment.'  With sueh a Meatual embodiment,"” do not the difference between
redness and proficlency, rontradiction and struggle, go out of existence?

The combination of redness and proficiency as We understand 1t presupposes recog-
nigiop of contradiction. It means a combination through struggle end movement. The
nore they atruggle against each other, the more closely they are combinad.  Without
stroggie, a combination would mean "mixing mud for plaster” and "y mixture."  Without
interasl connections how can the combination move redness and proficiency forward?

In fach, when he talks gbout "combination" of redness and proficlency, Comrade Yao
Po-wao actislly tries to "substitute proficiency for pedness” in the name of “"coim-
pinasion” and lead the intellectuals datray. "

In analyzing the contradiction between regdness and proflciency, Comrade Yao
Po-wao denies the transformatioh of redness and proficlency into their oppogltes. In
his oplnion, the tranaformation of redness and proficiency.into their opposltes does
not mean that "one aspect "mgmounts,' 'eliminates’ and ‘overccmes' the other; 1t
means mubtnal promotion and common advancement,.” This argument iz glso untenable.

The transformation of rednegs and proflclency is concrete. Through struggle
of mind those who are "proficlent but not red" are awakened and aroused to cast away
their errcneous ldea of glving importance to proficlency to the neglect of redneas and
head for the correct rosd of Loth redness and proficiency. - T they win in the
struggle and become both red and proficlent ingtead of being only proficient but not
red, it means the comtradiction 1s transformed. "Redness” has been excluded from
the minds of those who were formerly only proficlent but not red; through criticiam
and educatlon they have realized that polltics. is the soul.and commander and that they
must be both red and proficient. Ir this way, "redness" has shifted to the leading
position and become the fgoul” and “commender.” .

Does not this mean that the positions of the contradictory aspects have undergone
fundamental transformatlon? In this sense, the tranaformation of redness and profi-
clency 1s likewlse one of " qurmounting,” "eliminating” and toyercoming” one aspect by

t
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the other. But it is an ideologlcal struggle for promoting proletarian and destroy-
ing bourgeols ideas, It ‘1. pot "eliminating" proficiency by redness or "eliminating”
vedness by proficlency ab Ccomrade Yao Po-mao sophisticates. Without destruction,

there is no construction.

. 1t {g.obvious that without destroying bourgeois thought proletarian thought cannct
be proamoted. Can it be naid that bourgeols thought may be allowed to "co-exist
forever” with proletarian thought and remain “eternally green”?

Another ground on vhich Comrade Yao Po-mao denles transformation of redness
and proficiency into their opposites is that redness and proficlency "promote each
sthe- snd advance together."

"Mutual promotion and common advancement" is a reflection of the gstruggle between
redness and proficiency. Promotion and advancement contaln a factor of transforma-
tion, but they do not amount to transformation. To realize tranafomation,d'erinite
ronditions have to be fulfilled, the most important one belng ptruggle; othervise, no
transformation can be achieved.

The so-called "mutual promotion” signifies that only through "sromotion' can one
"press forward:.” A persom who made no movement before thls also goes forward after
we has been urged, criticlzed and subjected to struggle. Por this reason, -every day,
every monthk and every year We must urge those who are not willing to go forward to
empark upon the red and proficient road.

The so-called "common advancement” 15 aimed at enabling thoge, whose proletarian
awareness 15 not at a high level, to realize--through criticlsm, education and their
gan ghruggle of minds--that "proficiency but ao redness” is & blind glley, that they
sa-ry responsibllibies on their shoulders today and thst at no time can they ceparate
comrselves from politics--elther proletarian politics or pourgeois polities. In this
ay, Their class awereness will be raised gradually. Thus, "common advencement"” must
alse go through struggle.

' - .
vao Po-mao's "mutual promotion and coummon sdvancement” is based on his theory of
“aorpiste unity."  Here ne denies the struggle of opposites. Eis “promotion” and
vadvancenant” are elther abatruse speculations or idle talk to deceive others.
7 . .

Another ground on which Comrade Yao Po-mao denles the tranaformation of red-
aese and proficlency is "comnectlon and transformation are {dentical."™ To prove thls, he
quotes Leuln's words, "Eyerything is ..... commected by transitions" and "Connection
aeana transition.”

It should be pointed out that here Comrade Yao Po-mac guotes the words out of
conteyt. The original text ia: "gverything is vermittelt = mediated, bound into
One, connected by transitions.” The seccnd sentence ig: ~ "Concerning the exposition
on nonnection and transition {connection meane trangition}..e... ... (Collected
Works of TLenin, Vol. 38, p. 103, 192)

¥What Tenin meana here is that connection is the medium of tra.nsitidn and that if
they do not exigt in the same entity, there will be no internal connectlon, nor trangi-
ticn.

Fow Yso Po-mao deliberately omits " g mediated, bound into One" from the first
quotation. In doing so0, he cancels by the stroke of a pen the importance of the
sentence: connection is the medium of transition. . In the second quotation he cltes
only the words of emphasis written by Lenin in brackets and, regardless of the context,
uses the words to gerve his purpose. What he does 1= actually.a dighonest twist of

¢ciagsic works.

Tt mast be pointed out that these words of lenin's precisely make the Hotd
import of identily clear: mutusl connection and mutual. transformation. . Flrst, he
makes a diptinction between connectlon and transformation by.wey of explaining that
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connection is éistinet from trensformation.  Then he explains the close relatiopghip
betwesn dialectic connection and transformation. From the dlalectical polnt of‘{
view, the relationship between connection and transformation should be like this:
there ia transformation within connection while connection is maintained through
transformation. Here the crux of the matter still 1ies in mutual transformation.
The reason 45 that tie contradictory aapects not only depend on each other but, more
importany still, tpansform themselves into thelr opposites.

Comrade Ync Po-mao olaims that connection and transformation are one and the !
same talng. myie means that he pubstitutes connection for tranaformation. And
the comnection be has in mind is the "4 nadvisibility" of two profiles of a contradic-
tion and & connection without struggle. Does not the "transformation” he has in
mind become idle talk?

Lepin savas Mmat distingul.shes the dialectical tranaition from the
undialectizal tranaition? The leap. The contradiction. The interruption of
gradualness. The unity (_identity) of Being and not-Being." (Collected Works of Ienin,
vol. 38, p. 31k ) Since Conrade Yao Po-mao denies the struggle between redness and
proficiency and denies the qualitative change between the fwo, then the "transformation”
he has in mind can only be wrialectical transformation.

It ts whe task of revolutionaries to éffect the transformation, %o bring
aboat teansformatiion of things and to achieve the objective of revelution. Comrade
vap Po-mac denifes the transfocmation of redness and proficlency into thelr opposites
and presches a pon-revolutionary "bheory." We are, of course, against his theory.

somrade Yao Po-mac says: "Redness and proficlency are completely united."
Gh- e they are "eowpletely anited™ 1% would mean that tae relativity of identity is
Amalad and wneonditional nidentity™ 1s presched. n, other ‘words, the unity ig made
abscliuhbe gnd the ebsulnieness of the struggle of opposites ig.excluded. This shoWs
thet tne “complete woitir" pxpounded by Comrade Tao Po-mao is an out-and-oub "aombine

e imte ona” tneony.

tihine Two Into One" Cannob Regolve the Contradiction
hetwees Redness and Proficlency 2}"5

Corrade Yao Fo-mac bakes the view that the contradiction between redness and
spoficisncy shovdd ve reaclved by "combining, uniting and comnecting the two, by ' com=
Wining two into ome.'” :

In cre cpinton, “cumbine twe into one” cannot resolve the contradlcetion between
redness and proi‘icicru:.y--—i‘t can only mean s theory of reconciling ‘contradictiona.

Tet's look a% history and veality and ses whether there ig "complete unity"
ar full atruggls between redness and proficlency. History is the best witneas and
fanhs speak loudsr than words. -

To replize redness and proficiency 15 a historical process of strugele.
Controversy over the question of redness and proficlency arose on several occasions
in the past 15 years since liberstion. After 1iberation, the Party required the
{ptellectuals to study both politics and professions . Soma people openly disagreed
with 1% and prociaimed: "Having mastered mathematics, physics and chemistry cne can
travel all over the world without fear." This viewpoint--beconing proficient and not
red and depending on shility for a llving--was eriticized by us as SCON &8 it was
preasented. .

In 1957, bourgeols rightists sgeln sdvanced their ghatrd theory of "becoming
proficient first and red second.” Set against the Party's "ye both red aml proficient”
wabciword, this sbsurd thecry wes taken as one of the fegtures of thelr attacks on the
Party. The anti-rightist atruggle beat off the frantic attacks by the rightists end
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awoke many people in the middle, who began to realize that "be proficient first and
ved second" was a plot and a trick. oo

However, the bourgeols ides of "vecoming only proficient and not red" 4id not
come to an end and still manifested itself stubbornly in new forms when opportunitiesa
cere presented, A few years ago; some people asdvanced a harmful theory that "one
«ill become red afier he has becomé proficient;” they fried to enter the blind alley--
"nroficient but not red"--which had been subjected to criticism on many ocasslons.

Moreover, these theories nlways appeared alternatively to deceive those whope
class awareness was not high.

Facts have proved time and again that destruction of the bourgeols ideas over
+ho question of redness and proficiency is & repetitious process and can by no means
ve completed with several rounds of struggle.

From the above review of the process of struggle over the question of
redness and proficlency, it is clear that in realizing redness and proficliency it
is essensial to criticize various shades of the erroneous idea of “becoming proficient
vt pot red”--and that this involves complicated struggles. Whether it is reflected °
in soclety or in individuals, the struggle is exceptionally sharp, bearing on the
questicn of vwho triumphs over whom.

Purther, it should be renlized that this struggle is by no means one that can win
eterral =2ase through one supreme effort--it will go backward and forward. It went
packuard and forward in the past; 1t goes backward and forward today. It may be
tevpp for granted that it will ge backwaerd and rorward in the future.

.
Ihe class struggle has its ups and downs during the transition period, and the
wergy over the question of redness and proficiency will go on. Though the forms
wpgie may be different, yet the fundamental question remains the same: Be both
res and proficient or be proficient but not red?

Gow can Comrade Yao Po-med, who glibly advocates "eoncrete analysis of concrete
f-zniems,” disregard historical facts? )

Rome inshances in real life can likewise confirm that this struggle is
2- ta. We want o "promote the proletarian and destroy the bourgeols' but those
imnaed with strong bourgeols ideas will always have their backs to & hill and fight
stubbornliy. Through their social connections and family relations they are doing
aver ing in their power to disseminate thelr politico-ideclogical influence and
przach TOUrTeois individualism. .

They advocate! "Depend_op-ability for a living" and "one who has ability cannot

be beaten by others.” They say, those whose family origin is not good can only "win
fame" prefessionally.  Others say! "s policy of brinksmanship must be adopted
politicaliy but = policy of strength must be adopted professionally." They Bay:

"pase hard htests professionally, pass muster politically and lead a good life." There
are fhose wko have no ambition and only went to acquire "some gkilla," find a good job
and nmske ends meet. .

# e do not guard against these bourgeols ldeas and let them lnfluence us, every
harm will be done so far ad transformation of the intellectuals 18 concerned. This
ghevs that only by arming ourselves with Marxism-leninism and the thought of Mao Tae-
tung and by combating the erroneous tendencles can we Ansure that our forces will
Ttorpe ahead along the red and proficlent road.

Contradictions are exposed for the purpose of resolving them in a better
way. aince the "combine two into one"” road is impassable, there is only one way out:
correck resolution of the contradiction between redness and proficlency.

Tve contradiction between redness and proficlency 18 & non-ahtagonistic contra-
diction among the pecple. To resolve this contradiction, we can only adopt the/
il : ‘ : N




limited Circulation - 1 - . He. 138

rormula—-"unity-criticism-unity,"--that 1s, "proceeding from 4 desire for unity we
should resolve the contradiction through criticism or struggle 80 al to achieve new
unity on a nev pasis." ("On the Correct Handling of Contradictions among the People)

The criticism referred t£o here implies étruggle. Only 5y regolvihg the contra-
diction through critieism or gtruggle can real unity be achieved. And unity is
precisely a result of struggle. .

~ The watchword, "he both red and proficlen ," proposed by the Party is a correct
policy for uniting the intellectuals. Tf, in the courae of carrylng out this policy,
we do not conduct the necessary eriticism and struggle against the erroncous ldeas
opposed to the requirement of redness and proficiency, bub "eombine two into one,”
invariably come to terms with them, yield room %o them and remain indifferent, then
it will be impossible to achieve unity. ’

Tn dealing with the iptellectuals, the Party always ingists on "achieving unity

through struggle." That is why many intellectuals are constantly able to make preater
progress on the red and proficient road. Conversely, if we give up gtruggle, some
people will be allowed to go astray and become "only proficient but not red." Are

the past lessons in this connectlion not great enough for us to learn?

Comrade Yao Po-mac believes that to use "combine two into one” to resolve
the contradiction between redness and proficiency--a contradiction whose "egsential
feature is identity"--is not a theory of reconciling contradiction. This is indeed
a strange talk and fantastic theory. ' ’ ‘

Since Comrade Yan Po-mao's two types of contradictions" are subjectively concoched
and the premise is wrong, this sophistry will of course not help him. All contradic-
tions (including the contradiction between redness and proficiency) are irreconcilable.
Contradictions are only different in nature and are by no means distinct from one on-
other in terms of non-reconeiliation.  The struggle for resolving contradictions is a
driving force behind things.

Over the guestion of redness and proficiency, Comrade Yac Po-maoc denies contra-
diction, denies the struggle of opposites and denies "mutual tranaformation” of the
two nspects of & contradiction. Wnat is it if not a real theory of reconciling

contradiction?

A Wrong Theoretical Basis ¢reated for "Proficiency
Without Redness.

:

Comrade Yao Po~mao's theory that redness and proficiency are "ecompletely
united™ is none other than & reflection, in the question of redness and proficiency,
of the mcute clasa struggle in the ideologieal domain. ’

During the aociallst period, it involves 2 fﬁndémental change for the in-
tellectuals to use the proletarian world outlock for transforming thelr bourgeois one.
Put not everybody 1s able to do 8O. e 1”7

Scme with their minds full of the bourgeocis world outlook hove not completely
shifted to the side of the proletariat in taking their gtand and examining things and
dare pot loock at the question in the face. ‘They are 1n favor of new things but are
arwilling to part with old things. Someblmes they want to make progress politically
but dare not look BquaTely at their ideological remolding. They want to keep, pace
with the trend of development but mark time. .

Tt is at this juncture that Yao Po-meo comes forward with his theory of "complete
unlty" of redness and proficlency--a sugar-coated polson that caters to the needs of
certain intellectusls who are afraid of ideologlcal remolding. This not only lures
the intellectuals away from politics but also cregtes a so-called theoretical pasis

for their inapility to remold thelr minda congelously.
W




Limited Circulation -8 - 7 No. 138

According to Comrade Yao Po-mao’s logic, redness and proficiency are "completely
united” and may be "combined into one."  If 5o, are not ideological and political
work and the struggle to "promcte proletarian and destroy vourgeois ideas” entirely
uwnneczssary? Is it redundant for intellectuals to integrate themselves with workera
and peasants? Is it redundant to steel oneself in the stormy class strupgle?

Yao Po-mao's theory of "complete unity" of redness and proficiency virtually
creates a 'theoretical basis" and a legal basis for those who want to be "only pro-
ficient and not ted.” As the theory of "proficlency srithout redness” is 50 odious
that its open presentatlion will certainly be opposed by the people, Yao Po-mac has exerted
a lot of effort to embellish it skilfully. His allegationz that "the two should be
combined," "redness and proficiency promote each other," and "connection and trans-
formaticn are essentially one and the same thing,” etc., are, bluntly speaking, nothing
but an attempt to blur the dividing 1ine between right and wrong, between "redness
&nd oroficiency” and "proficiency without redness.” It 1s an atbempt to dissuade people
from smashing the kingdom of bourgeois thought in the depth of the soul of certain
persons, from conducting a struggle for 'pramoting proletarian and destroying bourgeols
ideas," and from upholding proletarian politics. ’

I# & struggls for "promoting proletarian and destroying bourgeols ideas” is not
wanted, it does not mean there is no struggle. Ir proletarian politics is not
wanted, it does not mean politics is not wanted. Yet Comrade Yao Po-mao dares not
make this point openly. He evades the issue and equivocates. His aim is %o “unite"
{the two thoughts! enly proficiency, and no redness, then to go further and eventually
exclude 'redness and proficiency’ altogether, Are not Comrade Yao Po-mac's intentions
quite clear?

"hoth redness and proficiency’ and "only proficiency but no redness' are

fundamentally two different roads.  The former is'a proletarian road and the latter
a bourgenis blind alley. The former will train proletarian fighters who become one
with the working peosile. = latfer will train spiritual nobility who ride on the
vacks of the people.

ne bourpecisie will always do everything in its power to guide the intellectuals
to the dangervus road which leads to proficiency but not redness, whereas the prole-
tnriat will elways gpuide the intellectuals to the road whieh Ieads to both redness
and proficiency. Tnis being so, the struggle petween the two thoughts and two roads
over the gquestion of redness and proficiency i& inevitable and a protracted one.

It may definitely be said that as long &8 the effect of bourgeois thought exists,
this strugole will exisx. What Yao Po-mao advocates is precisely intended to setl
"enly proficiency but no »adness” apainst the correct direction of both redness and

proficiency.

Tt would be very dangerous to follow the road concelved by Comrade Yao Po-mao.
"Combining two into one'--that is, combining "hoth redness and proficiency” with "only
proficiency but no redness”--will have only one result: "only profieclency but no redness"”
will prevail over "both redness and proficiency.” If so, the younger generation we
bring up will certainly become new bourgeols intellectuals. Golng in this direction,
revolutionary specialists will degenerate into dependents of the bourgeolsle. What
is it, if not = "1ife-and-death" struggle, if things are allowed to take their own
course? Does Comrade Yao Po-mac flatly deny thot the contradietion between redness
and proficirncy is not a "1fe-and-death” struggle? --Have you ever thought about the
serious, evil consequences that will follow your "theory"?

Without destructicn, there will be ne construction; there will be no controlled
flow if the river is not dammed. Tn order to let intellectuala take the road that
leads to both redness and proficlency, we mist struggle not only against the wrong road
that leads only tc proficiency but not redness, but also against .all wrong theorles
that pave the way for "only proficiency but no redness,
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Without struggle, there cen be no progress; without struggle there will be no
advancement . Viewed from this angle our controversy with Camrade Yao Po-mao OVET
the question of redneas and proficiency will acquire & deeper significance. We are
convinced that as & result of this controversy the overwhelming majorify of our
comrades will be able to see through Comrade Yaso Pao-mac's trick and realize that his
"complete unity' theory is a very harmful one that meets the needs of the bourgeoisie.

* * *

SINKIANG

Spring Festival Message from Sinkiang Production-
Construction Corps

(Shanghai  Chieh-fang Jih-pao, February 1, 1965)

On the eve of the Spring Festival, the headquarters and political department
of the Sinkiang Production-Construction Corps wrote to the CCP Shanghai Municipal
Committee and Shenghal People's Council, of fering warm greetings and sending best
regards to the municipal Party and government leadership, to all people of the muni-
cipality and to the parents and teachers of the youths taking part in frontier cons-
truction.

The letter refers to the progress made by the youths from Shanghal in thought,
labor and work, saying they are growing up fast as a shock force for the construction
of Sinkiang. ’

The letter introduces the great achievements made by the -Sinkiang Production-
Construction Corps oveT the past year. Total production of grain increased by 16
per cent compared with 1663; per-mow output topped the peak level in the history of
1and reclamation; total production of cotton inereased by more than 60 per cent
comprred with 1963. freater headway was also made in economic conatruction in other
fields.

Tne letbter points out that these achievements were gcored with the energetic

aid of the whole nation and were the crystallization of the cémmon labor performed by
the whole body of workers of the Corps and the youths taking part in the construction
of Sinkiang. The youths from Shanghai taking part in the . construction of Sinkiang
achieved a greal success in the great work of building and defending the frontier.

Shanghai sent large numbers of outstanding educated youths to Sinkiang
#n recent years to take part in the socinlist construction of Sinkiang. Under the
care of Party organizations and veteran fighters, they are growiﬁg up fast and in
healthy ways &5 2 shock force for the construction of Sinkiang. Large numbers of
advanced elements have emerged from their ranks. g

Of the Shanghai youths assigned to the first agricultural aivision of the Corps
in 1963 and 1964, more than 10 thousand were rated tive-good workers or good produc-
tion hands. More than a thousand of these five-good workers and good production
hands were pramoted to basic-level cadres.

On the eve of the Hational Day last year, maﬁ&uoutstanding youths from Shanghai
joined the Chinese Communist Party and the Young Communisgt League.

Yor example, Comrade Ying Fen, who came to the frontier region in August 1963, not
only got used to the labor 1ife and became strong physically but also aequired many
gkills of agricultural production in & 1ittle more than one year. On many occasions,
he won the titles of "five-good worker," "good production hand' and "model YCL member . "
Highly respected by new and old workers he Joined the Chinese Communist Party in October
last year. . .

Comrade Hsiung Han-ying, who has Joined the Party, ia_now'députy commander of
the 3rd ccupany, 18t battalion, Shengli Fo. o Farm of the ‘Corps. Over the past year
and more, she gtrenuously studied Chairman Meo's writings, took an pchive part in
farm activities and anderwent hard training to acquire basic skills. The 20 moW
of paddy rlce ecultivated by her 1pat year ylelded more than 500 catties each.




