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Clausewitz and Mao compares the evolution of the
military theories of Carl von Clausewitz and Mao Tse-tung
through an examination of their repective experiences with
war and revolution. The historical contexts in which each
pursued their studies of war receive extensive treatment
and serve as a basis for a direct comparison of the
military writings of Clausewitz and Mao.

The comparison identifies similarities existing
between the theories of Clausewitz in Mao in both a
technical and philosophical sense. The relationship
between politics and war is emphasized, as is the social

nature of war.
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INTRODUCTION

Carl von Clausewitz joined the Prussian army in 1782 at
the age of 12, a few months before revolutionary France
defeated the Austro-FPrussians at Valmy. Within the year he
experienced his first combat, serving as a Fahnenjunker
in Prussia’s renewed effort to destroy "this nightmare.”1
For the next 23 years Clausewitz witnessed and
participated in the wars of the revolution and the wars of
the French Empire. His personal experience with revolution
and his personal involvement in the Prussian reform
movement conditioned the formulation of the thought and
philosophy that resulted in the posthumous publication of
On_HMar, Judged by Bernard Brody “not simply the greatest,
but the only great book about war."2

One hundred years after Clausewitz® initiation into the
violent reality of war and revolution, Mao Tse-tung was
born in Shaoshan, Hunan Province. Revolution also
conditioned the thought and philosophy of +the future

Chairman of the Peoples Republic, not only as a

lRoger Parkinson, Clausewitz: @ Biographwvy (New York:
Steiln eand Day. 1878), 24. A Fshnenjunker wams =u special non-
commissilionsed officer roughly equivalent to corporal.

2H10hn.1 Howard, Claumaxwite { New York: Ox f oxrd
University Presa. 1883).



2
participant, but as a protagonist. Without the benefit of
any formal military train{;g, Mao formulated his own magnum
opus “on war” and applied his theories in over twenty years
of constant armed conflict.
Revolutions of world historical importance led

Clausewitz and Mao to reach similar conclusions in

formulating their respective philosophies of war. Their

analysis of the relationship between politics and war, the
social nature of armies and the relationship between
society and the state are essentially analogous.
Clausewitz and Mao identified the inherently violent nature
of war and its tendency to become absolute unless 1limited
by political aims. Products of separate cultural and
political milieus, they both saw in revolution a stimulus
for the transformation of war. If revolution transforms
armies and war, then the relationship between politics,
society and war must be very close. Clausewitz used the
term "Peoples War“® over one-hundred years before Mao gave
it a modern meaning. Mao, without benefit of any direct
contact with the works of Clausewitz, expanded his notion
of the relationship between policy and war%. With Mao war

and policy became inextricably intertwined; it was no

3Kar1 von Cleusewitsz, On Wezx (Princeton: Princaton
University Press. 1878), 47B.

4Raymond Aron, Clausaewitz, Philogophar of  Waw
(Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hell, 1885), 278. For a
dissenting view see R. Lynn Rylender, "Heao as [ 3
Clausewitzian Stratesgist,” Hilitsry Review 81, <¢18B81>: 13.
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longer possible to differentiate between the soldier and
the politician, the military and the ;olitical.

The intellectual worlds of Clausewitz and Mao provide
the key to understanding the subsequent evolution of their
theory and practice. The conditions of war and revolution
provided the primary components of those worlds. In
tracing the evolution of theory through emphasizing
practice, one pays homage to the methodology of both
Clausewitz and Mao. Clausewitz’s admonition that
"knowledge must become capability”58 is echoed in Mao’s
observation that “"to learn is no easy matter and to apply
what has been learned is even harder.”® An examination of
the practical experiences of Mao and Clausewitz, their

acquisition of knowledge and 1learning, defines the

evolution of their theory.

Rylender argues that because Hao qQquoted Clausewlitse
directly on one ocoeasion he may have utilirzed his 1ideas in
developring his own theory of guerille warfare.

Bclausewitz, Har, 147.

8Hac Toee-tunsg, Salactad Militaxyvy Writings, {Peking:
Forelgn lLanguage Press, 1888), 84.



CHAPTER ONE

The emperor reigned supreme in the feudal 2tate. . .relying
on the landed gentr»y a8 the mainztay of the entire sy=stem
of rule——Mao.

Carl von Clausewitz was born into a family of
questionable nobility on June 1, 1780, a condition that
directly affected the careers of his father and brothers.?
The death of Frederick II and the remarriage of
Clausewitz’s widowed grandmother to a family with a
background of unQuestionable noble status proved
fortuitous: the 1less oppressive atmosphere of Frederick
William III°s reign and the new family connection enabled
Carl von Clausewitz’ entry into Prussian service to go
unchallenged.®

Lieutenant Frederick Gabrial von Clausewitz, Carl’'s
father, retired from the army following the end of the
Seven Years War. Retirement resulted from a debilitating
war wound, according to the Clausewitzes, or because of

Frederick’ s non-noble origins, according to the Prussian

7Peter Paret, Clausewits and the Stata. (New York:
Oxford University Press. i87e>, 15. The Cleausewits
family s origins aere still controversial, Bee Parkin=son,
Clausewitsz, P20, who does not question Clausewiteze s noble
status.

®paret, Statae. 15.
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army.® Denied a continuous career in the army after the
demand for officers during the wars of Frederick ended,
Frederick von Clausewitz was appointed a minor tax
collector in the town of Burg. The vyounger Clausewitz
described the influence of the elder when he wrote that he
"grew up in the Prussian army...saw almost no one but
officers...In short, from the beginning national feeling
and even caste sentiment were as pronounced and firmly
rooted as could be expected."10

Given the circumstance of profound national feeling and
caste sentiment evident from his youth, Clausewitz served
the state as member of a privileged class. Lacking the
benefits of ownership of 1land, privilege "was the result
of effort and a sense of allegiance that bound him and his
family to the state.”11

Clausewitz’s first experience with war, during the siege
Mainz in 1793, influenced the subsequent development of his
thought. The bloody Austro-Prussian victory was followed by
relative inactivity, when a strong pursuit may have decided
the issue.12 Clausewitz later described the reason for

Prussian lethargy: “Prussia had nothing to defend or to

Hparet, Statae, 13.
101p44., 17.
1l11p3d., 17.

12g ¢ qven T, Ro 99, Quaat Ffor Victory: PFPranch Militarw
Stretagy. 1782-1788 {(New York: A. S. Barnes 1873).
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conguer in Alsace. Her march in 1792 through Lorraine to
Champagne had been made in a spirit of chivalry, but since
as things turned out that operation promised little more,
she pursued the war without enthusiasm.”13 The lack of a
clear political object allowed a French recovery,
frustrated Allied intentions and also frustrated the young

Clausewitz. 14

Unable to define a clear political object on the Rhine,
the Prussians had no such problem finding more compelling
political concerns to the east. Rebellion in the Polish
provinces, fear of the Austro-Russian alliance and
financial problems outweighed current anti-republican
sentiment. In 1785 Prussia signed the Peace of Basil and
withdrew from the war.15

For Clausewitz and for Europe the years following 1785
were a period of fundamental change. The advent of
Napoleonic warfare destroyed the European balance of power.
Recognition of the changes taking place in the European
system did not occur among the upper echelons of leadership
of Prussia.

One "“‘Prussian” general who was aware of the changes

taking place throughout Europe was Gerhard von Scharnhorst.

13cieusewitz, Har, B31,
l4pgrkinson., Cleusaewite, 27.

15Roasa, Stephen T. Eurgopasan Diplometic Hiatgory 1788
18135 {(Garden City: Doubleday. 1888), 108-112, Ross
details the leok of ooherent polioy on the part of either
the Prussiens or the Frenoh.
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A Hannovarian by birth, Scharnhorst obtained a commission
in the Prussian army after establishing his reputation in
the War of the First Coalition.1® In 1801 Clausewitz gained
admittance to the Institution for the Young Officers, which

employed Scharnhorst as the superintendent of the

artillery.17? To Clausewitz the influence of von
Scharnhorst, "“the father and mother and friend of my
soul,”18 was profound. Scharnhorst recognized the
abilities of Clausewitz and of fered friendship,

encouragement and connections to the upper 1levels of
Prussian 1leadership. In addition Scharnhorst imparted
to Clausewitz an "essentially unideological view of social
and political arrangements” that paralleled his approach to
war.18

Ideological faith in the abilities of the army of
Frederick the Great ensured disaster when Prussia chose to
face Napoleon without allies in the fall of 1806. The
defeat and subsequent humiliation of Prussia incited
Clausewitz. Caste sentiment and provincialism paled in the
face of defeat. A radicalized patriot, Clausewitz rejected

absolutist Prussia and supported "revolution from above.”

Clausewitz participated in the reform movement, which

18gordon A. Craig. The Pgolitica of thae Pruagian Armv
(New York: Preaeger. 1B88), 25.

17parkinsen, Clausawitz, 27.
181p14a., 393.

18pgaret, Stata, 73.



advocated the arming of a peasant militia, universal
service without exemption, admittance of the bourgeoisie
into the officer corps and the unleashing of Prussian and
German nationalism in order to mobilize the mass of the

population against the French.

How ever great the maocrifice..a new world of perpetual
pPeace and brightness already lies oclearly before us...our
faith in wasging this war 13 based upon the new China-—-Mao

"A bloody and honorable fight assures the rebirth of
the people...such a struggle is the seed of 1life from which
a new tree inevitably will blossom."20 So wrote Clausewitz
on the occasion of his resignation from Prussian service
following the ratification of the Franco-Prussian Treaty
in March of 1812. Three-hundred other Prussian officers,
nearly one-fourth of the officer corps, also submitted
their resignations.21

Napoleon imposed twin military humiliations on the
Prussians, at Jena-Auerstadt(1807), and followed them with

twin diplomatic humiliations. Clausewitz described the

20gar1 von Clausewitse, Her, Pglitica and Pawuar
{(Chiceago: Regnary, irB82), 301. This edition of excerpts
from (On War aelso contains the essay I Believe and pProfess,
in whioh Claueewits dencunces the treaty aof 1812 in
extremely patriotic terme.

2lyMartin Kitchen. A_Military Hiastaory of  Garmany
{(Secaucue: The Citidel Press, 18786), 52,
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first settlement, dictated by Napoleon at Tilsit (1809),
as the only possible result of "the most downright
-stupidity to which methodicism ever led."22 At Tilsit
Prussia 1lost half of its territory. Required to pay a
large indemnity and forced to suffer the costs of
occupation, the terms inflicted by Napoleon were
“"completely shattering and encompassed the destruction of
the old Prussian state."23

Six years elapsed between Jena and the Franco-Prussian
Treaty of 1812 which precipitated the exodus of Clausewitz
and many of his fellow officers. Prussia sacrificed
the reforms achieved during this period to the realities of
power, “for that state (Prussia) could at any time be
brought to an end by a stroke of Napoleon's pen."24 To

avoid a "stroke of Napoleon’s pen,"” the Prussians allowed
the French to renew the military occupation of Prussia. In
the event of a Russian-French conflict, Napoleon required
Prussia to provide him with an army corps.

The aforementioned treaties nearly accomplished the
physical destruction of the Prussian state. The feudal
Prussian social system, despotic political rule and

extremely rigid class structure, conditions llargely

responsible for Prussian defeat, remained intact. Prussian

2201nua.witz. ¥ay, 210.
23craig, Balitica, 35.

24yalter Goerlite,. Tha OGarmen Gaenaral Staff {Haw
York: Preaeger, 1888B), 32.
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political institutions, especially the army and civil
service, continued to dominate the state.

The humiliations at the hands of the French resulted
from the deterioration of the Prussian Army beginning with
the reign of Frederick the Great. Changes in Prussian
service designed to protect agricultural production,
ultimately starved the army of recruits. The progressive
diminution of the classes of Prussian subjects 1liable to
conscription, in which entire provinces were exempted from
service, reduced the national cohesion of the army. By
Napoleon’s time mercenaries comprised more than half of the
soldiers in Prussian‘army.25 The French accomplished a
military revolution during the same period. Political
revolution unleashed French patriotism and social reform
transformed the military. A vast national army, unfettered
by absolutist tradition, had come to dominate Prussia, and
all of Europe.

Clausewitz’s impassioned call for national resistance
and regeneration stands in stark contrast to his better
known, unemotional’ and philosophical analysis of war.
His famous aphorism that “war is an extension of politics
by other means”28 defines Clausewitz’s view regarding the

period of military reform. As an observer, Clausewitz

28yi3i111am Shaenehan. Brxusaian Militaery Baforma J17885-31813
(New York: AMS Press, 1888), 48,

28cjausewite, Karl wvon, On _¥Wagr (Baltimore: Penguin
Rooks, 1888), 402,
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believed thgt military reform in early 13th century
Prussia was essentially a political problem. The
destruction of political and social conventions that made
possible the rebirth of the French nation-state also
changed the character of that nation’s armed forces. Just
as war is an extension of politics by other means, so a
nation’s armed forces are a reflection of that nation’s
political and social structure. To phrase it another way,
a nation’s ability to make war is conditioned by and is a
direct result of its political "and social abilities.
Clausewitz analyzed the changes that had taken place in the
the nature of war as follows:
The wars of the French Revolution suddenly
opened up e whole new world of military
manifestationa. At first it was somewhat raw and

Primitive: later Bonaparte orystallised it into a
grandiose system that achieved Buccesses which

amazed everyone....Very few of the new
manifeatations in war oan be asoribed to new
inventions or new departures in ideeasn . They

result meinly from the transformation of sococilety
and new mooial conditionsa.27

Defeat by and acquiescence to Napoleon radicalized much
of Prussia’s officer corps. National humiliation led
Clausewitz and others to seek re-birth and renewal. The
indemnity and treaty limitations on the size of Prussia’s
armed forces were in part responsible for preventing
significant reform and resistance to Napoleon. Greater

responsibility for preventing reform rests with King

2701&u-oﬁitz. ¥ar, B15.
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Frederick William III in\particular and the aristocracy in
general, who found in the advocates of reform "Jacobins"
and "Revolutionary equality mongering."2®8

The forces of reaction found an unlikely ally in the
person of Napoleon, who forced the dismissal of minister
to the king, Karl vom Stein, an advocate of universal
service. Illustrative of the attitude of the conservatives
were the comments of General York, who pronounced on the
occasion of Stein’'s dismissal, "One mad head is already
smashed; the remaining nest of vipers will dissolve in its
own poison."Z2@e

Ultimately the advocates of reform and of active
resistance to Napoleon triumphed. Even General York
disobeyed the King s instructions and, in the wake of the
destruction of Napoleon's Grande Armee in Russia, withdrew
his corps from French service. Would-be saviours of
Prussia, conservative or otherwise, came to realize that
"Just as France instituted universal service in 1783 in
order to protect the revolution...so universal service was
needed in Prussia to protect the state against France."20

The Prussian military reforms were a practical reaction

to French military superiority that was clearly the result

283cerlite, Staff, 32.
28pgoter Peret, Yark snd the Bra of Pruasasian Military
Baforma 18071815, (Princeton: Princeton University

Press) 4.

30gitchen, Militarwv, 44.
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of the social changes brought about by the French
Revolution. Military reform was inext;icably bound-up with
social and political reform, a situation that was as true
for Prussia in 1807 as it had been for for France in 1792.
The French experience with war and revolution was the
primary factor that conditioned the Clausewitz response to
defeat. The transformation of the French army would serve
as model, however incomplete Prussia’s emulation, for the
new Prussian army.

Clausewitz evaluation of the transformation of war by
the French provides insight into the meaning of policy.
Participation of the individual French citizen in a war
"handed back to the people,” implies that policy, and 1its
extension war, 1is made and carried out by citizens.
Participation in the army is a political act, an act of
policy, on the part of an individual. Mass participation
by revolutionary soldiers pushes war toward the
absolute.

By revolutioneary methodes, the Frenoh had
burned away the old concept of war, ae 1if with
acid. They unleeshed the terrible power of war
from its former confines. Now 1t moved 1in ite
neked form dregging pessive force with it. .War

was hended back to the peocple. from whom 1t had
been teken away in part,..Now wear had thrown off

ite shecklea. What would be built upon this
broeader and firmer basgsis would only become
31

epparent little by little.
Clausewitz’s statement is prophetic when viewed from the

perspective of modern war. Clausewitz anticipated the mass

Slcleusewits, Han, 228,
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citizen armies and the degree of political mob;}ization

achieved by national states in the 20th century.

The FPrenoh Revolution wee @ naetion-wide convulsion a2
irresietikle in its effects as Q volcaenic eruption- -
NapPoleon

The transformation of the French military in the years

1792-1806 paralle;ed that of French society. The
radicalism and euphoria, so characteristic of the early
years of the Republic and the revolutionary army, gave way
to the order, reason and technical virtuosity of the
Napoleonic empire. The political radicalism of
revolutionary France in which "Tens of thousands of heads
had to be 1lopped off by the guillotine to assure the
complete solidarity.of the French nation, "32 was matched by
an equivalent military radicalism. Massacres of more than
eight-thousand emigres and Spanish prisoners of war took
place on the order of the Convention.33 Revolutionaries
willing to initiate a reign of terror also had no qualms
about prosecuting war to its fullest extent. Jacobin
egalitarianism, as expressed by Robespierre, would rather

see ten-thousand men perish than a principle."34 The

92gerhard Ritter, Tha Suaxrd _and the Scaptar (Miami:
Universlty of Hismil Press, 1l8BB) 44 .

Baﬂittnr, Sugord, 45.

S4,12red  Vagts. A Hiastory of Milirariam (New York:
FPree Presas 168538) 114.
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radicalism of French Revolution, which Clausewitz detested,
provided a concrete practical example of the specter of war
pushed by political considerations to its 1limits. “One
mnight wonder whether there is any truth at all in our
concept of the absolute character of war were it not for
the fact that with our own eyes we have seen warfare
achieve this state of perfection."35

“"The French Revolution was the first modern movement
where the people sought to worship themselves outside any
Christian or dynastic frame work."®8 This self-worship, in
order to defend the Revolution, enabled the levee en masse,
which in turn enabled the formation of mass armies. The
Revolution became synonymous with the country. Enemies of
the revolution also became class enemies, and therefore
enemies of France and the people.

Self-worship also initiated specific changes in military
tactics for both technical and 3ideological reasons.
Technically, the untrained draftees could not master,
without extensive training, the intricacies of formal
military drill that had been utilized by the Ancien KRegime.
Thgoughout the rest of Europe, “the drill of the
parade ground actually was used on the battlefield,"”

and not as an instrument of indoctrination and

asclnusowitz, Hax, 58BO0.

383, Christopher Herold, Thae Mind aof Napaolaaon (New
York: Columbia University Press, 1855) l12.



i6
regimentation of behavior as it 1is used today.27? The
individual soldier should, in the words of the 18th century
French Marshal Maurice de Saxe, “be transformed into
machines, which can take on life only through the voices of
their officers."38
Unable to train and fight in the o0ld manner, the
revolutionary soldiers of France, as their contemporaries
in the American Revolution, invented new methods.
Henceforth the untrained were "“led to attack 1in deep
columns, a formation which called for less drill-instilled
order, and were preceded and flanked by swarms of
tirailleurs"3® The tirailleurs, or skirmishers, provided
the firepower the column could not provide. Scharnhorst
compared French tactics to the Prussian as follows:
The phy®iocel egility end high intelligence
of the common men enables the French tiraeilleurs
to profit from all edveanteages offered by the
terrain aend the generael Situsation, while the
Phlegmaetio Germansa, Bohemiens, end Dutch form on
open ground end do nothing but whaet their officer
orders them to do...40
This system was both more mobile and more flexible than

the old linear tactics epitomized by Frederick the Great’s

army. In addition, the massed fire tactics of Frederick II,

37gunther E. Rothenberg Tha Ar:t of Warfarae in tha Aga
af Napaolaion, (Bloomington: Indisnae Universility Preass,
ia78>., 165.

SBParnt. ¥aork, 1B8.

98yagte, Militaxiam, 115

40paret, Yark, 77.
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with opposing "“walking batteries™ blasting away at - close
range, had resulted in casualties of up to 50%.41 The
skirmisher’s use of available cover also improved the
soldier’s prospects for survival on the battlefield.
Citizen soldiers "indoctrinated now, and for a long time to
come with the idea that he as an individual was entitled to
live."42

The general chaos and breakdown the French army
experienced in revolution led to another innovation. The
armies of absolutism relied on the baggage train and on the
establishment of magazines as their principle source of
supply. The French army in revolution could not rely on
regular deliveries of supplies, and in fact suffered
greatly because of the breakdown of any coherent supply
system. Typically, this condition was exploited by leaders
such as Napoleon, as his address to the army of Italy
illustrates:

Soldiera, you are in tatters. hungry; the
government owea you everything and cen g1ive youk

nothing. ..X will lead you into the most fertile
Plaina in the world. Rich provinocea and sreat
ocitiliea will be in you power: there you will find
honor, fame and riohea. Soldiere of the Army of
Italy. will you be found lacking in courage or
lovalty?43

To survive in these circumstances the revolutionary

armies 1lived off the land. Foraging became a major pre-

4lpothenburg., Harfara. 12.
42yagte, Militariam, 111.

43Herold, Mind, 217.
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occupation of the French soldiers. Clausewitz relates that
the "French sent their soldiers into the field and drove
their generals into battle--feeding, reinforcing, and
stimulating their armies by having them procure, steal,
and loot everything they needed."4¢

Abandonment of the depot system and baggage train
increased the mobility of the French many times over.
Freed from the constraints of a traditional supply system,
the French were able continually to outmaneuver their
opponents both tactically and strategically. In addition
enemy territory was expected to bear much of the costs of
waging war.

The service least affected by the revolution was the
artillery, the most technically advanced service. The
artillery had the highest percentage of officers drawn from
the bourgeoisie. Artillery officers generally owed their
positions to their abilities rather than to social status
or origins. Technicians in the army, as well as those in
French bureaucracy, tended to support the Republic as the
Ancien Regime had not provided them with rewards
consummate to their special skills and ambitions. Less
affected by the emigration of officers drawn from the
nobility than the rest of the ard&, the artillery was

primarily responsible for the successful defense of France

4401qumsewite, Qn _Waxr, S13,
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in the early years of the Revolution.4% Elevation of the
artillery to a position superior in status to both the
cavalry and the infantry took place in 1787.48
The most famous technician to rise through the ranks
of the military due to his merit was Napoleon himself, the
ultimate example of how tradition had been overcome by the
revolution. This 1lesson could not have been 1lost on
Clausewitz, whose brother had been insultingly turned away
from service with the Prussian artillery by Frederick II in
1786, because of his bourgeois origins.47
In addition to realizing a modern tactical doctrine,
superior mobility and a technical elite, the French army in
revolution also acquired a new strategic goal. An unlimited
political aim, the exportation of revolution, expressed
itself in the prosecution of unlimited wars: wars that
were unlimited in that they were designed to achieve the
complete destruction of the enemy’s military power.48
Napoleon’s strategy has been described as "the very epitome
of resolute militancy”4S The contrast between the

unlimited political goals of revolutionary France and the

4%Roaa. XYictaorv, 33, see David Q. Chendler, Tha
Campalgna of Napalaan (New York: Maecmillen, 1888), 357-

385 for [ comPlete account of the evolution of French
aertillery from the reveolution through Nepocleon.
4Bpsthenberg, Harfara, 10B.
47Parot, State, 14.

4871p4d., 32.

4%pitter, SQuward, 47.
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limited aims of the o0ld states of Europe 1is no less
N
striking than the contrast between Napoleon’'s wars of
conguest and the “gentleman’'s war” as practiced in
Frederick II‘s time. According to Clausewitz:
'“4n the daye of the Silesian campalgns,
war wad 2till an affair for governments
alone .. .The Generals opposing Frederick the Great

were ecting on instructions--~which implied that
caution was one of thelr distinguishing

characteristics. But now the opponent of the
Austriens and Prussians was--to put it bluntly--
the God of War himselr."50
This new political aim was reinforced by a radical
political ideology. Propaganda becanme a necessary
aid in organizing the population and popularizing the
government and the wars of revolution. National honor,
moral Jjustice and the 1liberation of fellow European
citizens from feudalism turned the wars of the revolution
into wars of ideas. As Joachim Murat saw it "the use of
ideas in raising and inspiring armies...(is) an
indispensable part of domestic troubles and foreign war."S51
The changes brought by the French revolution greatly
affected the nature of war. War as practiced by the French

Republic and by Napoleon as "heir and tamer of the

Revolution, "862 resulted in "“twenty years of victories"53

S0pi1eumewits, Har, B583.

Blgp, W Phippsa.s Tha Armiaas aof +the Firat Pranch
Rapublic, (London: Oxford University Prese. 1B828), 278.

B2pitter. Swaxd,

53011u:¢w1tz, Har. 408.
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for the French. Clausewitz summed up the changes in war
brought about by the French Revolution as follows:
Suddenly war aegain becaeme the businses of
the peocple——a pecple of thirty millions, all of
whom considered themselves to be citiegenas...The
pPpecple became a participaent in war...tha full
welght of the nation was thrown into the bealance.
The resource® and efforte now avalleble for wse
surpaessed all conventional limits: nothing now
impeded the vigor with which war could be waged,

and consequently the opponents of France faced
the utmost poril.54

4

Between staetes there 18 neither law nor right saeve the law
of the strongest-~-Fichte.

Military and diplomatic humiliation clearly demonstrated
a major failure on the part of the Prussian state. The
practical and technical reasons for the humiliation had
been made clear, while the root causes of failure were open
to interpretation.

The rigid "parade-ground” methods of the Frederickian
system proved themselves inferior to the fluid mobility of
the French. The Prussian canton system, which had
excluded entire provinces from conscription, had also
proved inferior to the methods of the French, who were able
to raise mass armies through universal service. The "least
trained branch of the Prussian army,"%% the Prussian

Artillery, who dispersed their pieces at the brigade level,

B4cieusewite, Har, ES2,

553hunahnn. Bafarma, 22.
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proved inadequate to ths French, who fought in mass
formations with weapons that were technically superior.58

Military humiliation also demonstrated, to those capable
of thoughtful and unbiased reflection, the unserviceability
of the Prussian economy and the provincial character of her
social system. The Prussian state could not support a mass
army nor could it successfully wage a modern technical war
without reform of its absolutism.

In evaluating the causes of defeat in 1806, the
reformers of the Prussian army typically differed in their
conclusions regarding the nature of and reasons for
failure. Conservative generals such as York von
Watenburg, Karl EKnesebeck and Count H. C. von Lottum, saw
no fundamental flaws in the Prussian system as such. Poor
leadership and bad luck had led to defeat and no basic
changes in the system were required.57 The opposite view
was based on the belief that military solutions were
insufficient and that defeat was the result of the corrupt
political policies of the Prussian monarchy. This radical
view is best expressed by Clausewitz, who wrote that "“the
victories of the Revolution are chiefly to be ascribed to
the erroneous policy of the Governments by which it was

opposed. "5¢€

58Rothenberg, Harfara, 75.
B7¢Craig, BPolitica., 3989.

5Ec1nunew1tz. Harx, 408B.
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The Military Reorganization Committee reconciled the
proponents of these two contradictory evaluations of utter
defeat, one group dedicated to little or no change, the
other to a revolution in policy. The committee was
initially composed of members of both camps, but came to be
dominated by reformers such as Scharnhorst, Gneisenau,
Herman von Boyen and C. W. von Grolman. "“Reconciliation"
was achieved by the reassignment of conservative members of
the commission.&®

The "erroneous policy"” that von Clausewitz identified as
the cause of defeat was primarily political. The effects
of the French Revolution "were evidently brought about much
less through new methods and views introduced by the French
in the conduct of War than through the changes which it
wrought in state-craft and civil administration, in the
character of Governments, in the condition of the
people, etc.”80

The reformers saw technical and tactical inferiority as
the result of inferior political policy, not as the result
of a French monopoly on military prowess. Technical
reform of the backward Prussian army required social
and political change.

Attempts to change the mechanistic fire tactics

inherited from Frederick encountered two major problems:

589ghenehan., Raforma, 101-102.

€0cilaumawite, War, 408.
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natural antipathy to change on the part of the Junker class
and the severity of Prussian military service. The\}unkers
saw something valuable in the Frederickian tradition of
drill, honorable and distinctly Prussian. "The platoon
fire was the true palladium of the Prussians,” while the

new tactics "“might be good for the French, a vivacious

race, it dishonors the Germans...it means dishonoring their
national character by taking their famous firing away from
them."81

In reaction to this misconception Scharnhorst “employed
the word “line’ as a synonym for military reaction,” and
provided realists with an ideological basis for reform,
noting “the pre-Jacobin existence of 1light troops in
Prussia."®2 By linking tactical reform to the 1legacy of
Frederick, however misleading the factual basis for such
clainms, Scharnhorst portrayed reform as a logical
extension of tradition. The statement is also revealing
in that it 3llustrates that opposition to reform was not a
result of honest disagreement regarding technical
questions, but was in fact an ideological struggle
regarding social change. Garrison duty required that
Clausewitz practice the famous Prussian drill. Drill was

“the whole basis of the Prussian method of fighting war,

Blyggts, Militsriam, 135.

B2paret, Yark, 244,
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and Clausewitz drilled it and drilled it until he was sick
of it."ea Clausewitz became most critical of the king at
this time. One can only speculate on the debilitating
effect that constant drill had on the morale of
imaginative officers like Clausewitz, who wished to develop
new tactical methods to deal with those of the French.

The incorporation of new tactics also required a
narrowing of the gulf between the individual soldier and
the state. Frederick’s army had “consisted of demoralized
men, often the dregs of society, press-ganged foreigners
and prisoners of war, unwilling peasants and unreliable
mercenaries, the whole motley crew held together by violent
brutal discipline and ferocious punishments.”84 Such an
army was unable to operate in wooded areas, march by night
or perform effective reconnaissance, as large numbers of
men would take the opportunity to desert.€5

The open order of an expanded light infantry, Prussia’s
answer to the French tirailleurs, also increased the
opportunity for desertion. Abandonment of or less reliance
on the baggage train also had the same result. Unlike the
French soldier, who regarded himself as a part of the
nation with an interest in the fate of that nation, the

typical soldier in Prussian service had no such loyalties.

Baptrkin-on. Clausawize, 30.
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It is difficult to foster love of country in an army
consisting of 50X mercenaries. In addition the ill effects
of brutal treatment on the patriotism of the Prussian
solders is not hard to imagine. Peter Paret describes the
logic of such brutality as follows: "If deserters were
whipped or executed even in peacetime, it seemed a small
matter to use the cane or the flat of the sword on soldiers
who were awkward at drill."e€€ Gneisenau, writing in
1807, described the failure of the Prussian State to
incorporate 1its citizens as willing participants in the
state: "every effort has been made to make men useful to
the state machine...but so far less has been done to make
them free and noble and independent so that they believe
that they are part of the whole and that they possess a
value in themselves."€7

The gap that existed between the State and the people
also existed between the army and people. In contrast to
the melding of army and people that would exist in wunified
Germany, the mass of the population in Prussia regarded
"the army as an alien establishment serving the king rather
than the 1land.”"8® This gap not only existed among the
peasants subject to —conscription, but also among the

wealthy and the middle class. A commercial society in

8Cpaeret, York, 1B.
B7craig, Bolitica, 41.

B8craig, Baolitica. 40.
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Magdeburg had a rule stating "“Dogs and Officers not
Admitted."€®

Of all the elements of the Prussian state, only the
nobility engaged in a relationship with its government and
army based on conviction rather than blind obedience.?0
The peasantry and the bourgeoisie did not participate in
national life to the same extent as they did in Britain and
France. The nobility did not assimilate significant
numbers of commoners into the noble class. By Imperial
court decision the peasantry was undiscoverable as an
estate in the German constitution.?1

A reduction of the tensions and the divisions that
existed between class, army and people could be partially
achieved, as in the French model, through appeals to
patriotism. The danger to the state, as evidenced by
military occupation, would seem to provide such an
opportunity.

The advocacy of patriotism and support of the state by
its citizens would seem a policy somewhat beyond
ideological contention. Such was not the case. Suspicions
about the utility and propriety of releasing national

passion were endemic in the opponents of reform. Prussian

88gcariite, Staff, 3I2.
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Minister of Justice and Cultural Affairs von Zedlitz
described the patriotic passions unleashed by war as an
"unnatural state of affairs,” indeed a "veritable disease
of the imagination.”"72

Prussian political policies institutionalized reaction,
fragmented the state socially and had driven a wedge
between the people and the army as well between the people
and the state. Such a state had always avoided the
militancy of total war. Frederick the Great, according to
Ritter, "gained followers not so much as a war hero but
rather as a sovereign of peace, as the "sublime
Antimachiavelli. " "73 Ritter also describes Prussian

reluctance to wage total war:

As late ...a3 18Q8B 1t could heppen that
soldiers head to freeze and go hungry in campa
pitched in the open, vwhile trees and fences and

even great pillea of firewood might haeave provided

them with reeady-made fuel and the bursting barns

and larders of nearby villeges and towns could

them emple provender. 74
Although the army was instrumental in transforming
Prussia from a provincial to a great power, militarism 1in
a modern sense had not yet developed. Germany had not

embarked on the road that "led from political war to

warlike politics"78

72Rpitter, Sumard, 98.
?31b1d, 39.
741p1d. 12.
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The Prussian kings had no compelling reason, until the
advent of Napolgbn, to risk their fragile state and army by
subjecting them to the rigors of "ungentlemanly” war. The
fact that the Napoleonic revolution threatened both the
monarchy and the state convinced the Prussian 1leaders to
make "war a concern of the people, and with half her former
population, without money or credit, she mobilized a force
twice as large as he had in 1806."78 and became "foremost
among those states which combined to defeat the
Corsican.”"?? Preservation of the Prussian state demanded
reform. Prussia became a great power through militarism
and could remain a great power only through its

maintenance. French imperialism provided the catalyst for

reform.

All imperislists are paper tigers-——Hao

Scharnhorst 1led the reform movement in the military.
Scharnhorst entrusted Clausewitz as his adjutant with
making suggestions and with the drafting of his proposals
and plans.?7¢e In June of 1807 Clausewitz authored, with

Crown Prince August, a memorandum which contained many of

78c1ausewitz, Har, 582.
77creig, Balitica, 37.
7°P¢rk1n-on. Clausawite 87. Pearkineon desoribes

Clausewitz as Sohearnhocrst’s secretary. Shenehan, Bafaorma.
describes Cleausewitz @és his sdiutent P. 10X.

.
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the ideas essential to the ggform movement. The memorandum
influenced the king’s "Guidelines for the Reorganization of
the Army," which included “suggestions” for the formation
of light troops, incorporation of the divisional system and
also raised the question of admittance to the officer corps

of the bourgecisie. The Clausewitz memorandum contained

all of these proposals and also recommended conscription
with out exemption, an end to corporal punishment and
further proposed that all soldiers be made eligible for
promotion regardless of class.?® The actual specific
effects of the memorandum on the king and on the Military
Reorganization Committee can not be ascertained. It is
sufficient to say that it stands as a basic summary of the
spirit of the Prussian military reformers at that time. The
memorandum advocated a mixture of practical, technical,
social and political change.

The implementation of most of the practical and
technical changes suggested by Clausewitz took place by the
end of 1808. The king, who was not ideologically opposed to
the divisional reorganization and the wunification of
administration in the Ministry of War, silenced the critics
of reform. The question of the composition of the officer
corps and the reform of the Canton system was of course

another matter.

79perkinson. Clausawitz, B88.
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A law dating from August 6, 1808 signaled the Ffirst
significant military reform of political consequence. The
Prussians achieved the democratization of the officer
corps, admitting citizens of any class who met specific
educational requirements. Few except those of noble birth
could meet such requirements, 1limiting the initial impact
of this reform .€0 The recall of Stein, dismissed only a
few weeks after Jena, aided the military reformers in their
endeavours to achieve social and political reform.

Stein’s view that "We must train the nation to conduct
its own affairs, and to grow out of its present condition
of childhood in which an overbearing government wishes to
control the people,”®2 was in complete accordance with the
views of Scharnhorst. In a letter to von Clausewitz,
Scharnhorst described his view of the purpose of reform:
"to kindle a sense of independence in the nation; we must
enable the nation to understand itself and to take control
of its own affairs"©3

The partnership of Stein and Scharnhorst succeeded.
Both realized that the problems of the Prussian army "were,
in fact a terrible judgement against the political and
military system of the past.”®3 The most shameful part of

the recent disaster being “"the fact that the Prussian

°°sh-n¢.h-.n. Baform, 128.
Blpayrkinson., Claumawite, 100.
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people had so openly disassociated themselves from their
government , " €4 Stein’s appointment saw the first major
attempt to bridge the gap between people and government.
The abolition of serfdom was proclaimed in October of 1807,
to be followed in November of 1808 by institution of the
local government of cities. The abolition of hereditary

servitude followed Stein’'s departure in 1810.€5
The question of universal service and the establishment
of the Landwher, or militia, provided the reformers, both
political and military, with their greatest challenge. Not
until 1813, after the defeat of Napoleon in Russia, the
defection of General York and the establishment of an East
Prussian Landwher, was a country wide militia
established. €€ Of the militia Clausewitz wrote:
Prussia taught us in 1813 that rapid efforts
can 1increase an army s strength aix times 1f we

make us of a militie, and, what 1is more,., that the
militie ocan fight es well in foreign ocountries asm

at home . All these cases have shown what an
enormous contribution the heart and temper of a
nation oan make to the sum total of its

politics, war potentiel. and fighting strength.
Now that governments have become oconsoious of
these resocurces, we cannot expect them to remailn
unused in the future, whether the wWar 1is fought
in self-defense or in order to satisfy intense
anbition.a7

B3Craig. _Palitica, 40.
Bdrpida, 0.
88Meinecke, Libaration, BO-81.

B8craig., Politicm, S8-80. See Shanahan, BRafaorma, for a
an account of the politics of organizing the landwhexr.
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Clausewitz’s experience observing the political
implications of reform reinforced his conclusions about the
political nature of war. Clausewitz also concluded that
political policy was superior to military policy, and
supported social and political change to strengthen the
state. The radicalism of Clausewitz grew from patriotism

tempered by concern for the state.

To avert my gaxe, to be anything at all apart from
fetherlend end national honor. Everything I am or might be
I owe to these two earthly goda end without them nothing
would be left of me but en empPty mshell--Karl von Cleusewit=z

The reformers believed Prussia’s inferior political and
social system and its absolutist policy resulted in defeat.
The Prussian reformers however, were not revolutionaries.
Clausewitz himself, among the most critical of the
reformers, was a conservative, concerned primarily with
preserving the Prussian army and state.®®

Ideologically, many of the reformers were committed to
the idea that the liberation of Germany, as opposed to that
of Prussia alone, should be the primary goal. Patriotism
could provide the impetus to unite the nation against a
common enemy. Nationalist war aims, 1limited ¢to the

destruction of Napoleon and the liberation, was a political

policy that was easily understandable by the masses and

a

88parkinson, Ciauaamite, 302.
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would not threaten the state. That an intellectual
basis for such a movement existed is evidenced by the
writings of Fichte, Arndt and Jahn. The birth of
nationalism in Germany was a force that could not be
resisted, even by the King of Prussia. Arndt was one of
the first to call upon the German people to revolt against

Napoleon, without consulting their rulers.®8 Frederick

Ludwig Jahn, advocate of defensive war, derided wars of
conquest as inhuman and foolish. The standing armies that
made such wars possible were to be disbanded, the defense
of the nation to be borne by the people in a militia.®o
Fichte's anti-monarchist writings, indicative of the
politicized liberal intellectual, attempted to synthesize
the needs of the state with the inalienable rights of the
individual.®1

Most of the major figures of the reform movement,
like Fichte, Arndt and Jahn, were not Prussians by birth.
The Prussian noble class viewed Stein, Scharnhorst and
Gneisenau with a certain amount of suspicion because of
their non-Prussian origins. Frederick the III of
Hohenzollern, and his aristocratic supporters, were more
interested in dynastic preservation than in any specific

“"German"” nationalisnm. Ultimately nationalism became

89y etnecke, Liharatiaon, 20.
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a force out of the control of the monarchy. In 1812
York’s unauthorized defection from French service followed
nass resignations of Prussian officers. The birth of
German nationalism provided one aspect of policy necessary
to wage total war. The will power of Clausewitz and
Gneisenau provided the other aspect of policy Prussia

needed to wage total war.

Metternich’s policy of balance of power threatened to
break apart the coalition raised against Napoleon.
Austrian fear of Prussian and Russian power delineated a
limited goal in Austria’s war against the French.
Destruction of French power was not desirable, nor was the
abdication of Napoleon a pre-requisite for the Austrians to
make peace.®92

The Prussians, particularly Gneisenau, demanded a march
on Paris. Clausewitz wrote at the time "operations must
continue without delay until the peace...a rebellion in
the army and in the provinces would meet us half way.®3
Field Marshall Karl 2zu Schwarzenberg, the Austrian
comnander commented, "Blucher and still more Gneisenau,
are urging the march on Paris with such perfectly childish
rage that they trample underfoot every single rule
of warfare, Regardless of the rear, and of their right

flanks, they do nothing but plan parties in the Palais

nzChnndlar. Campaigna, 847,
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Royal."©+< The Prussians had found their unlimited
political goal enabling the prosecution of total war.
Conscription and the Landwrher had enabled the
construction of a mass army of 162,000 nmen. Prussian
insistence on the total destruction of Napoleon led to the
the signing of Quadruple Alliance of Chaumont, in which

Prussia, Russia, Austria and England agreed not to pursue a

separate peace with the French and to enforce the peace for
twenty years.®8 The capture of Paris in 1814 and the
defeat of Napoleon in the hundred days campaign are
testament to the success of the reformers. The fate and
subsequent history of the reforms are testament to the
resilience of Pruss.ian conservatism and due to the method

of reform itself.

It is possible that smoconer or later we wWill have to defend
the King of Prussle egainst his own ermy--Ceger Alexander T

An important difference existed between the
"destruction” of Prussian social conventions and those
which had taken place in France. Destruction did not come

through revolution from below but through reform from
above. The conditions necessary for national rebirth did

not require a reign of terror. The absolute Prussian

S41pb1d., 245.
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monarchy had existed in its pre-1788 form in order to
support the army. If preservation of the army required a
re-ordering of the social structure of the state, that
would be accomplished as well.

The first condition of the Prussian military reforms,
because of the social changes such reforms necessitated,
was their 1limitation. While serfdom was abolished,
conscription proclaimed, and the brutality and length of
service moderated, all of these reforms were in practice
incomplete. Sufficient to preserve both Prussia as a state
and the Hohenzollerns as a dynasty, the reform movement was
stillborn. The structure of the state, the power and
conservatism of the aristocracy and the backward nature of
the peasantry, all conspired to prevent true revolutionary
reform from occurring.

The reforms implemented in Prussia were not initiated by
social revolution from below, as in the French case, but
from above as a reaction to military disaster. The
following quote, by an unnamed Prussian minister to the
French ambassador, however overstated, is illustrative of
the views of the Prussian ruling class regarding the method

of refornm.

The wholesome revolution whicech you have
carried through from below will take Place in
Prussie from ebove....In a fsw years their will no

longer be & privileged cless in Prusﬂia.“gq

B8prederick Herte, Tha Garmaen Public Mind in tha

Nipateanth Canturw. (Ottowa: Rowman and Littlefield,
1875), 20.
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Social change was advocated more for its utility rather
than \}or any intrinsic moral wvalue. Military reform
addressed specific social problems in order to achieve
specific military goals. If it had been possible to defeat
Napoleon and withstand the forces for 1liberalization and
change unleashed by the French Revolution, then the
Prussian State would have continued in its previous form.

Following the defeat of Napoleon, the forces of reaction
immediately attacked the Landwher as unnecessary and
expensive. By 1819 the Landwher had been largely
incorporated into the professional standing army.e? The
link between the army and people had been effectively
severed and was not to be renewed until the reintroduction
of the reforms during the wars of Bismarck®®

The reform movement reinforced the idea that state power

could overcome the need for change without the
destructiveness of revolution. Change could be controlled
and directed to serve the needs of state and army. Social

and political aspirations could be utilized or rejected at
will and became just another tool of the state. Krieger
describes the reform movement as follows:

It was an incluesive. conjunctive movement
which rejected the either or in favor of the both

and H it added liberal arrangementsy to the
exieting etate and eoccilety. ssserted the inherent
compatibility of these end indeed of all

87craig, Balitica, B1.
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Politicel princirles and interests with ona
ancther." 99 \

This revolution from above 1left grave social and
political problems unresolved and their solutions defered
until Hitler s reordering and “democratization™ of the
German state and army in the 1830°s. At this time class
war, regional favoritism and Junker domination of the
German army and state ended.

For Clausewitz, the French revolution and the Prussian
revolution from above were evidence of the rebirth of
absolute total war. The power of the state now conspired
to organize and popularize war among politicized citizens
who regarded the state as their own. The sixteen years
following Waterloo, wuntil the death of Clausewitz in 1831,
were spent in the systematic development of these ideas.
Clausewitz’s relative success as a philosopher for all
times 1is illustrated in the parallels that exist between
his work and that of Mao Tse-tung, perhaps the only true

philosopher of war produced in the 20th century.

ﬂauriogor, Fraadaom. 140.



CHAPTER TWO

The first capitaelist that 1 strug&led with wes my father--

Mao

Mao Tse~tung’ s development as a military theorist took
place in an atmosphere of almost constant armed struggle.
Immersed in revolution from 1811, Mao wrote his most
important military works in the late 1830s, relying on the
practical knowledge of twenty years of conflict as the
basis of theory. Mao’s theories, derived from practice,
exhibit characteristics both uniquely Chinese and
strikingly original. In the main, however, his theories
are Clausewitzian. Congruent experiences with revolution,
Mao from the inside and Clausewitz from the outside, 1led
each to reach similar conclusions regarding the nature of
war,

Mao Tse-tung’'s experience with revolution, 1like that of
Clausewitz, began at age thirteen. Mao reports that he
participated in a "United Front," consisting of himself,
his mother, brother and the family's hired 1labourer, 1in

order to oppose the "Ruling Power,” Mao’'s strict father,

Mao Jen-shen. 100

100gggear Snow, Rad Star Ovaer Chine {(New York: Garden

City Publliahing Co., 1838)., 1l14.
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Mao cites a division in this "“United Front of the

Opposition," as the source of his first experience with
revolutionary tactics: “My mother advocated a policy of
indirect attack. She criticized any overt display of

emotion and attempts at open rebellion against the Ruling
Power. She said it was not the Chinese way.” Mao’s more

direct tactics also produced good results: "I learned that
when I defended my rights by open rebellion my father
relented, but when I remained meek and submissive he only
cursed and beat me the more."101

Edgar Snow reports that Mao "used all these political
terms humorously...laughing as he recalled such incidents,"”
but a political dimension does exist in the conflicts with
his father. Mao describes his mother as “"a kind woman,
generous and sympathetic, and ever ready to share what she
had. She pitied the poor and often gave them rice...during
famines. But she could not do so when my father was
present.'"102 Mao viewed these conflicts as *“dialectical
struggle,” and "“did not sympathize” with his father, "a
rich farmer” and a rice merchant.103

Unlike Clausewitz who identified with a class and

privilege that was perhaps not his by birth, Mao “learned

to hate” his father and the privilege associated with his

101lgnow, Star. 115.
102514, 114.
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family’'s modest wealth. Mao was repelled by his father
because he identified him with corrupt and outdated v#Eues
of old China. The social situation in his own house and
village mirrored that of the rest of the nation, a
situation that Mao believed should change. Mao’s
description of the "class structure” of his home life is an
indication of the relationship that Mao perceived between
politics and concrete life experience.

The Oedipal implications of the father-son
relationship is a subject of much speculation.104 Given
the climate of social ferment and political disintegration
that existed in China in the first decade of the 20th
century, generational conflicts were perhaps not
uncommon. 108 Of more interest is the fact that Mao related
the conflicts of his childhood to Edgar Snow in political
terms, the implication being that his class and political
consciousness date from these experiences in adolescence.
It also suggests that by the time of Mao’s interviews with

Edgar Snow he saw a political dimension in all

relationships, even in close personal ones.

1041 owe22 Dittmer, "Mao and the Politiocs of Revolutionary
Horality,"” Asisn Survav 27, (March 1887). 3le. See also
Luocian Pye. Haao Taa-tung: Tha man in the lLeasdar (New York:
Ba2io Books, 1878). and Han Suyin, Iha Morning Dalugsa
(Boston: Little. Brown & Co.. 1872) for disoussions of
this issgue. Dittmer considers the Oedipal ocomplex "quite
explioit,” Pye emphasized Hao s relationship with hie
mother» and Han Suyin sees conflict between generations
inevitable in the atmosphere of a changing China.
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Famine in Changsha resulted in a rebellion of "ordinary
people 1like my own family.” The governor arrested and
beheaded the 1leaders of the uprisings, events “which

influenced my whole life,”108 Conflict between a powerful
landlord and the EKe Lao Hui secret society directly
affected Mao’s family: "“One time the Ke Lao Hui robbed our

family. I said that they were right to do so, for people

had nothing.” 107 Revolts, riots, banditry, famine and
class division intruded on Mao’s family life and
conditioned the development of his social and political
conscience.

Mao’s schooling began at the age of eight. He later
claimed that his hatred of Confucius began at this young
age.108 Mapo preferred tales of banditry and adventure such
as Story of the Marshes, Romance of the Three Kingdoms and
Journey _to the West, books which "did more than anything

else...to color Zedong’'s mental world."310@ From the Storv

of the Marshes, the great traditional novel of peasant

revolt," 2310 Mao developed a strong sense of romanticism

108guyin, Daluga. 112.
1oeSnow. Star, 117.

107g¢uart Schrem ed. Chseirman Maa Talka to the Paopla
(New York: Pantheon Books, 1874), 2189.

10Bpobert Payne, Mao Taa-tung (New York: Weybright &
Talley, 1888), 30.
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110g¢tuart Sochrem., Msa Taa-Tung (Middlemaex: Penguin
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regarding struggle against corruption and tyranny. He also
gained his first exposure to guerrilla tactics from this
story of bandits who "gather in a mountain fortress to
resist tyranny."111

In 1810 Mao traveled to Changsha to continue his
education. Mao freely admitted his vulnerability to the
values and prejudices of "bourgeois and petty bourgeois

feelings implanted in me in the bourgeois schools. 112 He
believed "intellectuals were the only clean people in the

world, while in comparison workers and peasants were

dirty."113 Mao's exposure to the western idea of
socialism, "social reform with vague collectivist
overtones,” occurred at this time, "although Marxism was

not even a spot on the horizon."114 This exposure probably
moderated his views on the peasantry, as did his deepening
nationalism.

A desire personally to express nationalistic feelings
and military heroism inspired Mao to Join the Hunan
revolutionary army when opposition to the Manchus turned
to military revolt, in October of 1911.118 Mao, as a common

soldier, received the only formal military education of

1llguyin, Deluga. 37.

112400 Tese-tuna. Salectad Worka, vol. 3 (New York:
International Publishere, 1855), 73.
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his life at this time. Significantly, Mao refused to Jjoin
a student regiment, preferring the company of illiterate
peasant soldiers.11e
In 1917 Mao led the student’s volunteer army, defending
the school against local warlords. Mao employed a device
well known in the Hunanese countryside, cutting bamboos in

such a way as to blind anyone attempting to scale the
walls. 117

Mao published his first article in April, 1917, A
Study of Physical Education, in which he lamented the
weakness of the people and state.

Ouxr nation i wenting in strength. The
military sspirit has not been enocouraged. . .If our
bodies are not stronsg we wWill be afraid es soon
as we See enemy soldierw, and then how oan we
aetteln sur goals and meke ocurselven roapected?lla

Mao“’s conclusion: "The principle aim of physical education
is military heroism.” 118 In this publication Mao expresses
intense nationalism, anti-imperialism and links achievement
of policy goals to a military means. The historical

circumstance of foreign presence and China’s weakness

radicalized Mao politically by his twenty-fourth year.

1l18perri111, Maon. 24.
117gahream, Maa Taa-tung, 43.

118grpyart Schram ed. Tha Palitical Thought af Maag Taa-
Inag (New York: Praeger, 1888), 1s82.

118114,
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Mao’s identification with heroic, military solutions to
China’s problems are illustrated in incidents and writings
from his pre-Marxist period. Also evident is an
understanding of the relationship between military power
and politics and a deep concern for the fate of China.
From the beginning of Mao’s experience, armed struggle
accompanied the political struggle being waged for Chinese
regeneration. Chaos and disintegration provided the
background for Mao’s formative years as he, along with
thousands of other educated Chinese youths, sought to
discover a way to bring China into the 20th century, defeat
the warlords and end imperialist humiliations.

The Russian Revolution confronted Mao with an ideology
which translated theory into action. Mao re-read the works
of Marx and Lenin and speculated on their potential as a
model for China. If Russia, a large and backward nation,
could transform itself through revolution, China wmight
follow the example. By 1920 Mao considered himself a
Marxist and advocated revolution, as opposed to "several
dozen years of education.”120

In the works of Marx and Lenin, Mao found the political
means to transform China. He was yet to define a military

means applicable to China.

120g390-Yu, Mso Tasa-tung end T Werae Baggara (Syracuaae:

Syracuse University Press. 1858),. 54.



Ags you would not use good 1iron to meke & nail, so you would
not use & good mean to make a soldier—~-Traditional Chinese
Proverb

The armies of the warlords with which Mao first came
into contact had a great deal in common with those of
Prussia in 1792. A warlord, 1like a ruler in absolutist
Europe, commanded what amounted to a private army. Each
decided policy, made alliances, waged war and pursued
foreign relations independently. The primary goal of
policy concerned the preservation and extension of power.
Each developed political administrations dedicated to
exploiting agrarian economies in order to build up military
power. Each in effect waged class war against its own
citizens as they sought alliances favoring one segment of
the population at the expense of another. Wu P'ei Fu,
who controlled Mao’s home province of Hunan from 1920 until
1926, ruled over a population greater than that of
Napoleonic France and commanded an army twice the size of

the one fielded by Napoleon at Jena.1l21

121pdorie Wou, Militeriem 4n Maodarxn China (Daewson:
Australian Netioconal University Press, 1878), B1l. Wou
credite Wu P°el Pu‘s aermy with a strength of 375, 000. See
Terrill, Mao , p. 54 for e comparison of the population of
Nepoleonic France with Kunan, Wu P°el Fu's principle power
base. Terrill (p. 2) also describes pre-revolutionary China
as "the aencien res&Fime of one f£ifth of mankind."”
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The warlords, like the minor princess of Europe,
“loaned” or sold the services of their solders. Political
alliance as well as money bought service. Considered the

personal property of their leaders, the soldiers of the
warlords, like those of absolutist Europe, subscribed to no
particular political belief or ideology. The warlords
repressed larger social or national goals, sacrificing
national unity to the point where foreign governments dealt
with individual warlords as separate entities.122

China‘’s warlords treated soldiers even more abysmally
than Prussia had treated drafted peasants, a condition that
did not change with the domination of Chiang Kai-shek, the
ultimate warlord. "Going into the army was usually a death
sentence, more men.died on their way to the army,...than
after getting into it."123 In both armies the 1landless
peasant, the debtor and impressed prisoners of war made up
the bulk of the rank and file. The eighteenth century
spectacle of illiterate Prussian peasant draftees, dragged
in chains through the streets on their way to the army, was
repeated in twentieth century China.124 Similar
concerns motivated Chinese soldiers and Prussia’s peasant

levees and mercenaries. Evans Carlson’s observation that

122you, Militariam, 148.

123Theodore H. White and Annalee Jacoby, Thundaxr aut aof
China, (New York: Williem Sloane Assocoiates, 1848), 133.

124gvane Fordyce Cearlson, Tha Chinaasa Armyvy (New York:
Institute of Pacific Reletions,. 1840), 31.
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the Chinese soldier "fought for the material success of the
man who paid hi;, rather than for an ideal,” 128 is egually
applicable to the soldiers of Europe before the French
Revolution.

A much larger gap existed between the army and people of
pre-revolutionary China than had existed in Frederick III’s
Prussia. Unlike Prussia where an alliance between a noble
landed gentry and the monarchy assured support of the army
by a powerful segment of society, in China the army and
soldiers were universally maligned.12e Warlords allied
with each other, 1landlords, the bourgeoisie or foreigners
as a matter of convenience.127 Service in the army being
unacceptable to all who could avoid it, the army became the
province of the poor. Probably 70 percent of the warlords
were uneducated and of very low social origins12e, Social
mobility did exist to a certain extent in the Chinese army,
due to its constant expansion beginning in the last decade
of the nineteenth century.128

The low social origins of the Chinese militarists did
not mitigate the traditionally bad behavior of Chinese

armies towards native populations. The extreme discipline

128carison, Army, 14.

1281p44, 3.

127 5ameas E. Sheridaen. Chinas in Digintagration., (New York:
The Free Press, 1878), 357-58,

128you, maditariam., 10.

1287544, 311.
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with which Prussian offisers controlled their troops
extended to the troops”™ relations with civilians. The
system of control that prevented outrages against civilians
in Prussia did not exist in China, where "to loot and rape
was part of the job."130 The brutal behavior of the armies
of the Nationalists equalled that of the Japanese: "they

all (Chinese near the front) said that the enemy was better
than the Chinese troops. When they mentioned the Chinese
troops, they felt them to be a third party and not their
own troops at all."131

Mao believed the chaos of warlordism essential to the
development of a successful communist movement in China.
In his essay Why is it that Red Political Power can Exist
in China? Mao wrote:

The prolonged splits and wara within the White
regime provide & oondition for the emergence and
pPersistence of one or more small Red eaream under
the leadership of the Communist Party aemidet the
encirocolement of the White rozin..laz

Perhaps the dominant characteristic of warlordism and
also of the Prussian state was militarism. All political
concerns were subordinated to the concerns of maintaining

military power at the expense of a rational foreign or

domestic policy. Chiang Kai-shek’s "unification” of the

1300rerril11,_Maa. 100.
133White, Thundar, 144.

132490 Tese-tunsg, _Salscted Military Writinga (Pekinag:
Poreilagn Lenguage Preaa, 1888), 13.
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warlord factions actually changed litt{?. The substance of
the warlord armies and politics remained the same.
Following Chiang’s victorious Northern Expedition, the
major warlords were allowed to join the EKMT and retain
command of their troops. They retained independence,
albeit with reduced autonomy, and also retained much of
their former power.133

The legacy of warlordism persisted throughout the anti-
Japanese war and the revolutionary war that followed. The
army of the KMT continued all of the abuses of the warlord
era and its officers still wused their positions for
personal aggrandizement. The Eighth Route Army 1in the
period of the second united front “"operated
independently...in the manner of the Kuomintang’s warlord
allies.134

Early Republican China exhibited all of the social and
political shortcomings of European absolutism. The warlord
armies collapsed when confronted with the politically
and socially unified Japanese, Jjust as the Prussian army
collapsed in its first encounters with Napoleonic France.
The difference between these two situations exists only in
degree. While Prussian political institutions were merely
regressive, Chinese institutions disintegrated. Military

failure in Republican China reflected 1its political

133gheridan. Disintagration., 1B8.

134ark Belden. Tha ¥Yapan Wey in Ravolutionary Chins
¢(Cambridge: Harvard Univerailty Presd. 1871), 1386,
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incoherence. While absolutist Prussia remained a
competitor in the European balance of power throughout the
crisis of the Napoleonic wars and reform, China suffered
political collapse, occupation and humiliation by a host of

nations.

Imitate the heroces of Liang Shan P o--~-Maol3dS

Mao’s first substantive experience combating warlordism
occurred during Communist participation in the KMT “s
Northern Expedition. The Communist alliance with the KMT,
the First United Front, produced a prodigious amount of
activity on the part of Mao Tse-tung. As secretary of the

Propaganda Department and as head of the Peasant Institute

of the KMT, Mao insisted that the center of revolution "was

in the countryside.”"138 Neglect of the peasants by the
KMT led to their association with the Communists almost by
default. During the First United Front few prominent EKMT

leaders could be found to maintain influence in its own

Peasant Department.137

1358chram. HMea Taa-tung, 43. Liang Shan P o was the name
of the mountain fortress in Storyv of tha Salt Marabes.

Mao @ adwvice to hisa fellow studente in 19017 rejacts
evolution in favor of armed etruggle.

138g5yy1n, Daluga. 128.

13730hn B. Rue, Heo Tesa-tung in Oppamition 1827-19338

{(Stanford: Stanford Univerelity Press, 188€), 42.
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The success of the Northern Expedition in Hunan, in
which CCP organized peasants played a maJjor role,
reinforced Mao’s lean towards the peasantry. "Mao exulted
in excess“13® displayed by the peasants in revolution. 1In
the end CCP success in organizing peasants and workers
antagonized Chiang Kai-shek and the right wing of the EKMT.
In March of 1927 Chiang split with the CCP and massacred as
many of its members as possible.

After the massacres the Communists indulged in an
illadvised period of insurrection that killed three-fourths
of the membership of Hunan’s Communist party. Mao and
around 1,000 followers retreated into the Chingkang
mountains and established themselves in a fortress, much
like the bandits in Storv of the Salt Marshes.

The military struggle in the Chingkang mountains 1lasted
nine years. During this period Mao observed and critiqued
the tactics, structure and politics of the KMT and warlord
armies. Mao eradicated social and political inequalities

in his armies, seeking to build an efficient highly

motivated force. The warlords based their “revolution®
on the bourgeoisie, landlords and foreigners. Mao based
his revolution on the peasantry. KNMT armies and

administration rapaciously extorted funds from the

peasants, while “"Mao had rolled back the ways of

135'!'.::-111. Hao, B3.
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millennia, 139 with armies that took nothing that could
not be paid for. Warlord troops fought for money and
power. Mao supplied his troops with compelling national and
political goals. In the end the motive of defeating
Japanese imperialism and solving the land problem in the
countryside triumphed over mere greed. Carlson vividly
described the difference between the Communist and KNT
guerrillas, whose effectiveness,
depends almost entirely on the amount of
ethical indoctrination which they have
aessivilaeted. If they are thoroughly disciplined
and inspired with a high ssnee of duty, they are
very effeotive. Without such training they tend
to degenerate into banditsa,h 140
Mao“s rolling back of "the ways of millennia"” meant that
for the first time in Chinese history the people had an
army with which they could identify. If Clausewitz and the
Prussian reformers "handed war back to the people,” Mao
gave war to the Chinese people for the first time. Hearing
the phrase “our Red Army"” from peasant children, Edgar
Snow commented that "obviously it wasn’t China."14®* Evans
Carlson described the unique place in Chinese history

enjoyed by the Red army in more direct terms: “"The extent

138Terri111, Man. 100.
140cgri1eon, Army. 33.

l4lgnow, Star., BO.
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to which the men of the Eighth Route Army have broken with
Chinese tradition is unprecedented.™ 142
Mao, a peasant himself and a student of the peasantry,
understood the warlord soldiers. In 1928 he described
the transformation of mercenary peasant soldiers after
their recruitment into the Red Army as follows:
The majority of the Red Army @eocldiers come
from the mercenary armies. but their character
changes onoe they are in the Red Army...The Red
Army has abolished the mercenary system, making

the men feel they are fighting for themselves and
the peoprle. not for somebody elme. 143

Mao’s soldiers did not serve in an army as much as in a
political workshop." 144 Mao recruited bandits and
deserters from warlord and EKMT armies, entrusting his
political workshop with the task of conversion. Mao
designed his appeals to potential Red Army recruits to
overcome social inequities in the countryside and 1link
the people and party through culpability in revolutionary
acts:
First kill your reactionary superior offilocers:
then unite with the workerea, reasants, and all
the tolling maessee of your area to overthrow the
fucking Kuomintang Government; configoate the
land of the landlord cless and distribute it
aemong the poor peasants; confiscate the food and

the housesa of the wealthy aend distribute them
among the poor...orgeanlilsg yourselves to run your

1"’“’C!n.:.-luc»n. Armyv, 42.
143Mac, Milirarw., 28.

l44rex»»111, Maa., S8B.
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own affairse. In this way you will have
created... a Soviet government.l148

Essential to the survival of the Red Army, the
radicalization of “enemy"” soldiers not only affected the
common soldier but officers as well. The most significant
political radicalization of a KMT officer resulted in the
famous Sian incident. Warlord Chang Hsueh-liang "responded
sympathetically to the Communist appeal that Chinese should
not fight Chinese,” and kidnapped Chiang Kai-shek and
forced his cooperation in a united front against
Japan. 148 In contrast the KMT offered little to all but a
tiny segment of the Chinese population. A head without a
body, the KMT ruled through military and commercial power
and with the aid of foreign governments. Personal
loyalties, bribery and corruption cemented the 1loose
alliance of warlords comprising the KMT.

Mao’s policy appealed to the awakening political
conscicusness and nationalism of the peasants, advocating
unity against the Japanese and social revolution.
The Communists coordinated political and military policy to
achieve support. During the anti-Japanese war:

The baaic guerrilla problem lay - 4in
coordineting aegraeriaen revolution with militaery

victory...To attempt land redistribution
Pprematurely merely invited severe reprisal. Yet

l48gchram, Thauzhr, 218.

148gneridan, Disintagration, 254.



57

conorete benefits were essentlial i1f the peasanta
were to support the militery struggle., or even

distinguieh the partiasenas from local bandita and

warlorad nrmion.147

Thus Mao built a new army that exhibited none of the
characteristics of the ''semi-feudal"” warlord armies of the
nationalists. Mao’s army gained popular support. The Red
Army did not institute a draft but received a steady supply
of volunteers. The peasants viewed the Red army as their
own army and not as an alien force to be avoided.

The political failure of the KMT Government to reform
itself and solve the problems of the countryside crippled
its abilities to organize the Chinese people and field an
effective army. Clausewitz attributed the victories of
the French to "the erroneous policy of the governments by
which it was opposed.” The erroneous policy of .the
Japanese and KMT also accounted in large measure for Mao’s
success. Mao ascribed previous imperialist victories to
a lack of policy, a problem solved in modern times by the
leadership of the Communist Party:

Our enemy ia probably atlll ocherishing fond
dreems of emulating the Yuan oconguest of the
Sung dynaeaty, the Ching oonQuasats of the Ming
Dynaesty, the British occcupation of North America
and India, the Latln occupation of Central and
South America, etc. But suoch dreams have no

practical value in present day Chinae...we now
have the Communiat Party and the Red Army.14e

147g61den, Yanan. 77.

148450, Military. 145.



S8

The principle policy of the Communist Party and the Red
xrny was "protracted guerrilla warfare (which) is something
quite new in the entire history of war."148 Protracted
guerrilla warfare was also something quite new in the
history of politics. Commnunist mobilization enabled the
peasants, ‘a “passive element in politics, 180 to act
politically. The importance of a peasant fighting the
Japanese or joining one of the many Communist associations
did not 1lie 1in its practical effect as much as in its
political effect. The peasant developed a political
consciousness for the first time. In the same fashion that
Prussian reforms enabled the lower classes of Prﬁssia to
actively participate in the national life of the state, so
Commnunist 1leadership facilitated the birth of peasant
nationalism in China.

Protracted guerrilla warfare differed from previous
irregular warfare in its scope and in its political and
revolutionary character. Previous guerrilla movements
depended primarily on the motivation of nationalism, and in
the case of the Spanish fighting Napoleon, religion. In

protracted war social revolution and nationalism were

united in order to mobilize military power. Protracted
war did not depend on outside help. It was based on 1long
148114,

1580cheimers A. Johnaon, EBassant Naticnsliam and

Cammuniest Paoauar. {(Stanford: Stanford Univergity
Prese, 1882), B89,
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term self reliance, in which the enemy provides the
principle source of supply. Irregular war usually
accomplished little more than harassment and discomfort to
the enemy. Given the scale of China’s protracted guerrilla
war, "it has broken out of the bounds of tactics to knock
at the gates of strategy."151 The ultimate aim of
protracted guerrilla war is its transformation to regular
war, in which the guerrillas form large scale units that
fight a conventional war of annihilation.182 The
significant difference between Mao’'s concept of protracted
war and previous irregular wars consisted in its political
element. Inseparable political and military components
characterized protracted war:
The basic political principile of China’s
War of Resistance AgZainst Japan, 1. e. , 1tws
politiocal aim, is to drive out Japanase
imperialism and build an 1independent, free and
happy China. 153
The military aim is intimately coupled with a much larger
political goal. Achievement of the military aim, with its
"sacrifices that will be great,"” is much more palatable

when linked with a future that is "free and happy."154

1851Me0, military, 154.
1852yp34, 158.
1831n34, 155.

1841p44, 181.
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10

Concealed within strength there ia weaknasao, and in
weakness, satrsngth.

Mao saw in the polarity of the ancient concept of Yin-

Yang the basis for successfully combating the warlords and

the 1later the Japanese. Mao’s military thought is the
direct antithesis of warlordism. As a Marxist, Mao
familiarized himself with the Hegalian dialectic. As a

Chinese, Mao familiarized himself with the concept of the

unity of opposites Yin and Yang . The Yin and the Yang
are intrinsic and universal. They represent a balance of
opposites; male and female, dark and light, action and

reaction etc. All human behavior and phenomenon possess
this duality, this balance. Mao reconciled Marxist
dialectics with traditional Chinese philosophy by
postulating that the unity of Yin-Yang seldom achieves
egquilibrium; contradiction rather than balance
characterizes the unity of opposites, giving rise to a new
unity conditioned by the old. In his essay On
Contradiction Mao writes:

When the old unity and its conetituent
opposites vield Place to a new unity and its

oconetituent oppoeites, a New proocessa emerges in
Place of the o0ld...Contradictlion exiate in the
process of development ofr all things, and
contradiction runa through the proocess of

developmnent o?f each thing from beginning to
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end: thies i1s the univereality and ebeoclutneas of
ocontradiotion 1858
In applying the theory of contradiction to war in
general, Mao believed "War is the highest form of struggle
for resolving contradictions, when they have developed to a
certain stage, between classes, states, or political

groups . 188

Two types of contradictions exist; antagonistic and non-
antagonistic. Antagonistic contradictions, such as those
between classes, 1inevitably result in open conflict and
wars of revolution. Contradiction continues even after the
triumph of socialism, but antagonistic class
contradictions, and therefore war, will disappear.187

The theory of contradiction defines the nature of
guerrilla warfare. The military power of conventional
armies, evidenced by lavish supply systems and heavy
equipment, exhibits 1its weakness when confronted with
guerrilla units. Unable to match the guerrillas in
mobility and tied to vulnerable supply lines, conventional
armies cannot force combat with the guerrillas. If the

conventional armies disperse their strength to garrison

1°5xao Tasa-tung, Salaectad Warks, Vol. II, (Feking:
Poreign Language Press, 1854), 21.

158”‘0‘ Msliararywy, 78.
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large areas or to attack small guerrilla units, they
themselves become vulnerable to attack. X

Reliance on the peasant makes it next to impossible to
separate the guerrillas from their source of supply. The
villages supply the guerrillas with food, recruits, money
and intelligence. The vivid image of the guerilla warriors
as "fish" swimming in a "“sea" of peasants is both
instructional and traditionally Chinese .1&€

Only by “"draining the water"” is it possible to separate
the fish from the sea. The Japanese practiced this policy,
sanko-seisaku ("kill all, burn all, destroy all’) in
operations against the Communists in the early 1940s.
Based on German practices developed to combat partisans in
Eastern Europe, sanko-seisaku was not so much policy as
atrocity. Draining the water radicalized entire
populations, ultimately creating more "fish” than it
destroyed.1te

Mao opposed the militarism of warlords, who sublimated
all other concerns to those of the army, by rejecting the
"purely military viewpoint."” 180 Mao’'s genius lay in his
utilization of the most powerful resource in China, the

peasantry. Mao substituted the political organization of a

radicalized peasantry for the industrial power and military

188rerr111, Maa. ©5.
1883onneon, Nationaliam., 58.

180Mea, Military, 53.
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professionalism of his enemies.!®1 Unless his enemies were
able to respond in kind and compete for the support of the
peasant masses, ultimately the Chinese Communists would
"drown their enemies in the ocean of people’s war."182

If Revolutionary France "had burned away the old concept
of war,” then Mao and his cadres burned away the old
concept of both war and politics in China. Previous
Chinese armies "had only asked for a soldier’s body, never
before his mind!" 183 and previous Chinese governments used

the peasants only for taxation and exploitation, seldom as

the basis of political power. Mao ‘s political army
mobilized rural society in its totality. Nationalism,
directed against the Japanese, and economic reform,

directed against feudal landlords, enabled the waging of

protracted guerrilla war.

11

From the beginning Mao stressed the 3importance of
understanding the specific political and historical
context in which China fought its revolutionary war. All

of the essays in Selected Military Writings begin with

181lg L. Katzenbach, “"Time., Space and Will: The Politico-
Military vVvViewa of Maoc Tae—-tung.” in Tha Guarrillae-and How
to FPight Him ¢(New York: Praeg8er, 1882), 12.

182p3cherd H. Boloman, A Bavolution ia not & Dinner
Partv (Garden Cilty: Deocubleday, 1975), 111.
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discussions of the social, political and historical factors
conditioning the progress of the revolution. Mao believed
that military considerations are not understandable apart
from their specific political context.
They fsay that 1t ia enough merely to study
the laws of war in general. or to put it more
conoretely, that 1t 1s enough merely to follow the
military menuals publiashed by the reactionary

Chineaa government of the reactionary military
acedemies in China. 184

Mao believed that it is not enough just to understand the
mechanics of war. War is an extension of policy. China’s
revolutionary war is an extension of the Communists Party’s
political policy in the countryside.

If one accepts the political nature of Maoist military
thought then it is necessary to examine the evolution of
Maoist politics. Parallel to the “"heretical” notion (in
traditional China) of a people’s army of peasants, Mao
committed an additional heresy by advocating a Marxist
revolution based on the peasantry, an ideological heresy
that alienated him from Communists at home and abroad and
also made him the pariah of the city-based EKMT. Mao
suggested political tactics contrary to traditional China
and to orthodox Marxism. While other Communist leaders
attempted to apply the Russian model of revolutionary war
waged conventionally, Mao developed a distinctly Chinese

model of revolutionary war, protracted guerrilla war.

184Meo, Militarv, 78.
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Clausewitz and the Prussian reformers learned that the

practical utility of an idea is not necessarily related to

its political viability. Mao, in his struggle to preserve
and expand Red political power through peasant
revolutionary warfare, learned a similar lesson. Mao

suffered three expulsions from the Central Committee of the
CCP and eight reprimands before his elevation to Chairman
of the party in January of 1935. Incarceration in Yu-tu
prison followed his third expulsion in 1934. 1es

In the early 1920s Mao followed the traditional Marxist
line, organizing "a childish proletariat,”2e® <the miners
of Anyuan. Mao’s emphasis had completely changed by 1927,
when he first wrote of the efficacy of peasant based
revolution. His Report on an Investigation of the Peasant
Movement in Hunan, advocates the conquest of power through
peasant uprising, “the central issue in the national
revolution."187

Mao recognized the immense power of the peasantry,
“a force so swift and violent that no power, however great,
will be able to hold it back."188 Mao saw three choices

open to the party: "To march at their head and lead them?

184pao0, Militarv, 78.
18%5pvue, Queoaitian, ©-10.
laeSuyin. Ralugae, BB.
187pue, Qonaoaition, B3.
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To trail behind them, gesticulating and criticizing? Or to
stand in their way and oppose them?“1e€e

After Mao’s retreat to the Chingkang Mountains he
abandoned the policy of Central Committee of the CCP and
the Comintern. He developed a guerrilla base among the
peasants in the Kiangsi-Hunan border area. Mao defeated
the first three KMT extermination campaigns launched by
Chiang Kai~shek against the Kiangsi base, However he did
not defeat three successive "left" lines launched against
him by the 1leadership of his own party. Political
orthodoxy delineated opposition to Mao's tactics. Mao’s
opponents asked "How can there be Marxism in the Mountains
of Chingkangshan?"170 and derided his “"timid
Guerrillaism."171 The instructions of the party and the
Comintern to abandon guerrilla warfare and pursue a policy
of city-based uprisings and positional warfare eventually
resulted in the destruction of the base areas. After these
multiple disasters Mao became Chairman of the Party, for as
Chou En-~lai said "He has been right all the time and we
should listen to him."372

The resolution of the political struggles within the

party insured the viability of Mao’s peasant based version

188400, Warka, 24.
170suyin, Deluga, 201.
171Ter8111. Mrao., 1189.
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of Communist revolution. Henceforth the Red Army used
military tactics based not on Marxist theory or Russian
experience but on Chinese practice. Mao described
the nature of theory and practice:

There is only one type of true theory: that

which is derived from the observation of
obJeoctive reality and probed by obdeotive
reality...Those who regaerd NMarxigm-Leninism ag

religious dogmae show.. .blind ignorance. We must
tell them openly, "your dogma is of no usa, " o»r,
to uee an impolite formulation, “Your dognma is
less useful thaen shit.  We =mee that dog shit can

fertilize the filields e«end man s can feed the dog.
And dogmas? They can "t fertilirza the fields, nor
can they feed a dog. Of whet use are they?.. .0Ounr
doctrine is not dogma. it is [ guide to
aotion.17a
Mao’s rejection of dogma added up to a rejection of
Stalinism. Mao’s anti-Stalinist attitude surfaces
politically, but 1is most apparent in “"his flexible,
nativistic, and mind-over matter military tactics."17<4
Mao identified military power as a condition for the
existence of Communist political power in China as early as
1928.176 It is significant that during the lLong March Mao
carried with him no books on Marxism-Leninism, only the

Practical experience with revolution conditioned the

179gohraem, Thaught, 178-8.

174Terrill, Mao, 128.



evolution of Maoist military theory in much the same way it
influenced the thought of Clausewitz. Practice and utility
prevailed against ideology. Survival of the Prussian state
and survival of the Chinese revolution depended on
transcending the material limitations 1imposed by their
respective circumstances. Political mobilization provided

the means of overcoming material limitations.

Mao reveals himself as a Clausewitzian of the highest
order upon examination of his military policy. Throughout
his career Mao’s military policy remained indissolubly
linked to his political policy. Mao pursued military
policy solely for its political effect. Red Army
discipline, the strategy and tactics of guerrilla warfare
and the establishment of the anti-Japanese united front
flowed naturally from Mao's political goal of peasant
revolution. Revolution requires power. No other class
equalled the peasants in terms of political potential,
Political power regquires an army. The Red army must be
friendly to the peasants and draw power from then. The
development of people’s war and guerrilla tactics provides
a strategic method enabling the extension of power and
therefore of the revolution. Participation in the united

front serves this policy because: “"We cannot even discuss
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communism if we are robbed of a country in which to

N
practice it,"177

Mao’s success as a soldier is directly attributable to
his understanding and practice of Clausewitz’s most famous
dictum that "war is an extension of policy by other means.”
Mao was first and foremost a revolutionary. The
circumstances of revolutionary China dictated that he
become a soldier. The context of revolutionary war
illustrated to Clausewitz and Mao the political and social
nature of war and accounts for much of the similarity that

exists in their analysis of war.

178gnow, Star, 455.



CHAPTER THREE: CONCLUSION

Theoretical works must be evaluated in 1light of an
author’s predisposition to a particular point of view. An
author’s cultural, class or professional background may
excessively condition or distort an otherwise evenhanded
analysis. The “predjudice"” of nationalism furnished the
primary motivation for both Clausewitz and Mao. Clausewitz
freely admitted his life long hatred of the French and
Mao’s adoption of Marxism-Leninism grew from a hatred of
class privilege and imperialism. Factional opposition to
their ideas existed in the extreme, which could lead theory
to degenerate into political conflict. Neither Clausewit:z
nor Mao however, allowed personal prejudice or political
expediency to intrude upon their cogent, systematic studies
of war.

Clausewitz, under the tutelage of Scharnhorst, embraced
a scholarly, "non-ideological approach to war."178 In
reforming the Prussian army and writing accurately and
truthfully about the nature of war Clausewitz believed he
best protected and served the people and the state.
Clausewitz’s extreme nationalism did not prevent his
criticism of the failings of the Prussian state and

monarchy, and his antipathy to the French Revolution did



not deter an appreciation of the abilities of Napoleon,
whom he described as "the God of War himself." 177

While Mao’s writings often contain Marxist Jjargon, he
did not base his military actions or theory on “foreign"
Marxist ideology, but on Chinese practice. The methods of
the Red Army had to work and Mao did not hesitate to
discard or create ideology when "conventional” party wisdom
proved inadequate. In his military writings Mao gquotes
Story of the Salt Marshes and Sun Tzu's Axt of War and
even Clausewitz"s QOn War, but he does not gquote the
voluminous military writings of Marx and Engels.17¢€ Mao
briefly cites Lenin’s essay On Guerrilla Wari7e and
offers the following quote from his Socialism and War
“War is the continuation of politics by other means."1€0

In summation, military necessity and intellectual
honesty characterized the military works of Clausewitz and
Mao. Neither proceeded from preconceptions based on the
past or on prevailing views. In fact each expressed
opinions provoking extremely disfavorable reactions among

the leaders they served. Enemies at court stifled

177c1ausewite, Har., 5€3,

178a0, Military, 109, 18. and Meo Tse-tung. i
Parfara (New York: Prasgar., 1881), 48. Mao repeats some
of ths quotations from Sun T=su throughout his writings. He

also qQquotes Starwv of thae Sglt Masrahaa in his philosophicsl
eseayY "On Practice.," Horka, wvol. 2., 21.
17®4e0. Quarrilla. 486.

1800, Militrarv, 227.
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Clausewitz’s career and Mao endured imprisonment and
expulsion from the Central Committee of his own party.
Their respective rejections of convention in the face of
powerful opposition further indicates a willingness to

place the integrity and practicality of learning and

scholarship above short-term political expediency.

13

The ragsocel has a "common mense” bordering on wit--Marx

Marxists have always appreciated Clausewitz for his
identification of the political and social nature of war,
for the systematic method of his thought and for his role
in organizing a truly popular militia, "“at least as far as
this was possible in an absolute monarchy, 1861 Engels
referred to Clausewitz as "that natural genius,“182 and
Lenin wrote that "Marxists have always rightly regarded
this thesis ("War is the Continuation of Politiecs by other
Means ") as the theoretical basis of views on the
significance of any war."183

Marxists readily accepted Clausewitz’s idea of a

people ‘s war in which entire populations participate in the

181K er1l Marx and Frederick Bngels, Collactad Warka, (New
York: International Publighera, 1888), 22:188.

18271534, 39:305.
183V. I. Lenin. "Soocilalism and War." 1in Tha Lenin

Anthaolagy, ed. Robert C. Tucker (New YOrk: W, W. Norton.
1875>, 188.
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defense of the state, and saw in it a basis for civil war

and revolution. In addition, war, 1like all other human
endeavours, does not exist in a vacuum but "arises from
basic social needs, and social arrangements of

production." 184 War is a progressive instrument for change

as well as an instrument of oppression. In all cases war
is a continuation of political struggle which in turn is a
continuation of class-struggle.

Mao viewed war in substantially the same manner as other
Marxists. Mao identified the political dimension to war
observed by Clausewitz and recognized by Marx, Engels and
Lenin. He also believed in the study of war as a tool for
revolution and used military history to further his own
understanding of war:

All militery laews and militaery theories...are
the experience of past wars summed up by people 1in
former daeys or in our own times. We should
saeriously study these. leseons paid for 1in blood,
which are a heritage of past waras.185

Clausewitz’s advocacy of the use of military history,
"in which he anticipates R. G. Collingwood’s idea of
history as the re-enactment of past deeds, "188 is echoed in

Lenin and Mao. "Lenin said that the most essential thing

in Marxism, the living soul of Marxism, is the

184y . B, Gallie, Philomsophaera of Paascae and War. (Londen:
Cambridge University Press. 1l878), 78.

185Mq0, Hilitary, 87.

188ggal11e. Rasca. 42.



74
concrete analysis of concrete conditions." 187 Such study
of the past provided the basis of Marxist economic theory,
but application in the real world is the final step in the
formulation of theory. Historical study, however
imperfect, is also the only alternative to actual
experience in war. Peter Paret comments on Clausewitz’s
view: "History had the additional function of expanding
the student’s or reader’s experience, or substituting for
it when experience was lacking, "18€ but ultimately
"knowledge must become capability."18©

Marxists in general and Mao in particular agreed with
Clausewitz that no substitute exists for practice.
Knowledge without practice in the real world is useless.
Mao, in Strategy in China’s Revolutionary War, defines the

relationship between learning from the past and doing:

It 19 not easy to learn and apply. .. Reading

i3 learning. but applying 1s also learning end

the more 1important kind of learning at that...Our

chief method is to learn warfare through
unrfaro.lgo

Clausewitz in Book II of Qn ¥ar, On the Theory of War,

describes the problem in substantially the same terms, with

187Mao, Militarv, 94.

IBBPotor. Paret, "The Genesis Of On War,"” introduction to
On Wgr by Carl von Clausewilite (Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1878). 23.

188ciqusewitz, Her, 147.

180Mgqo, Militarvw, B7-88.
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additional emphasis on the intellectual difficulties

command:

“The knowledge required in wvar is very
eimpls. but at the saeme time 1t is not easy to
eppPly...The difficulty increases with every step
up the ladder: and at the top—--1it beocomes emong
the most extreme to which the mind can ba
subjected." 181

of

Clausewitz’'s advice that "knowledge must become capability"”

is recognized by W. B. Gallie. In his discussion of the
philosophical contributions of Clausewitz he concludes :
One could say. in the current Jergon. that
they were centered on the idea of practice and
itse implications for #cilence in &eneral...In
other words, the conflicting interests, aims,
means and moves in sthich war oconsists continuaelly
affect each cther rociproeally,lez
Clausewitz separated war from the confines of
mechanistic, obJjective science and brought it into the
realm of social science. War and polities do not react
according to mathematical principles but according to the
dynamics of distinctly human characteristiecs. Clausewitz

clearly defines this view of war in Book II, Chapter Three,

Art of War or Science of War :

War 19 part of men”"s sSocial exigstence...War
ie not an exercise of the will directed at
inenimate matter. as is the case with the

mechanical arts, or at matter which 1is animate
but passive and ¥ilelding, es 1s the caeseée with ths

191C1¢u-.w1t:. Haxr, 1l48.

182Ggal11e, Basca, 42.



human mind end emotiocons in the fine arte. In

war, the will 13 directed at an animate obJect

theat roacta.las

Mao describes war in much the same way, identifying war’s
social components with an emphasis on its relation to

outside phenomenon:

War 19 the highest form of strugglie for

resolving contradictione., when they have devsloped

to Q certain steage., between clesses, nations,

states, or politiceael groups...Unless Yyou

understand the actueal circumstences of wvar, ite

naeture and 1ite releations to other things, ¥you will

not know the laws of war.194

War is not an exact science subject to laws and formula,
but a continuous social and political process, constantly
changing and evolving. Theory cannot be applied
dogmatically but can only serve as a guide to order one’s
thinking. War is a mode of conflict operating in relation
to other dynamic reacting obJjects and is an expression of

something other than emotion, it is a reflection of the

social relations of man.

In his identification of war as “an act of human

intercourse”" 185 Clausewitz reveals his basic humanistic

15301nu-.w1tz. Har», 148.
184Me0. Mildtary, 70.

lgaclcus.wits. Har, 148.
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approach to the problems of war. The historical examples
of the French Revolution and Prussian defeat and rebirth
led Clausewitz to stress the importance of the human
element in  war. Mao’s studies of the peasantry and
participation in revolutionary war led him to substantially
the same conclusion. Clausewitz ‘s continuous struggle to
retain the Landwher illustrates his belief in the military
value of non-professional soldiers ‘“"sprung from the
people." 1986 Mao also believed the technical abilities
and equipment of professionals could be overcome by
mobilization of the human element:
Weapons are an important factor in war,
but not the decilisive factor: it i1s peopile, not
things that are decisive. The oontest of strength
is not only a contest of military anag economic
power, but alwo e contest of human power and

morale. Military and «oonomio power ie
necessarily wielded by people.1987

In his Defense Plan for Silesia (1811), Clausewitz
showed an appreciation of the ability of «civilians to
overcome material military power. He proposed that
Gneisenau "make a Spain out of Silesia,” and that
volunteers fight the French with pikes and fowling
pieces. 1998

Clausewitz, in his evaluation of the human element 1in

war, paid great attention to the concept of the "military

188parkinson, Clausawitz, 28€.
187mMa0, H4lirary, 217-218.

l88parkingon, Qlausewite, 130,




genius."” The personalities of soldiers “are such important
factors that in war above all it is vital not to wunderrate
them." 1868 The characteristics Clausewitz identified as
indicative of military genius include physical courage,

determination and "a strong mind rather than a brilliant

one." 200 (Clausewitz prefers the "inquiring rather than the

creative mind, the comprehensive rather than the
specialized approach, the calm rather than the excitable
head. " 203.

Mao’s evaluation of the qualities necessary for
effective leadership are also based on practicality, will

and results:

"In resal life. we cannot ask for "ever—
vioctorious generals.," who are few end far
between in history. What we ocan ask for ise

generals who are brave and sagaocicuns and who
normally win their battles in the course of [
war, To become both wiee and courageous ocne must
acquire a method., a method to be explayed in
learning aes well as in applving-zoz
The basic humanism evident in the works of Clausewitz and
Mao lead naturally to their respective concerns for the
political element in war. Organizing human activity is

primarily a political task, therefore the reciprocity

between military and political action.

199(: lausewite, Esr, 8B.
200144, 103.
20lrpia, 113.

202M@0, Military, 85.
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Philosophically Clausewitz and Mao exhibited a basiec
similarity in their approach to war. Derived from
historical example and practice, their theories expressed a
belief in the essential ability of human beings to defend
themselves effectively regardless of their social origins
or deficiencies in their technical ability to wage war.
The social nature of war delineates that political
organization and leadership unlocks the intrinsic military
potential of social groups, a potential that is
proportional to the dedication and political will of the
group.

15

The philosophical similarity between Clausewitz and Mao
produced a similarity in the practical sphere. Comparisons
between the writings of Clausewitz and Mao. when they are
made, generally begin with a discussion of Clausewitz’s
Chapter The People in Arms (Book VI, Chapter Twenty-
six).=203 Clausewitz’s direct knowledge of guerrilla war
existed second hand, through reports from Spain. In On

War, he mentions the Spanish insurgency only once,

20335hn  =. Teshjean, “The Traensatlantic Clausewiteg, "
Naval ¥ar Collegae Raviaw. as, (1882>: 78. Tashjean
discusses the improvidence of this view. See Howard,
Clsusawlite, 72, and Rylander>. "Clausewltzian,"” 18-18, for
examplea of this type of ocomparison.
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describing it simply as‘ma war of attrition."204 His
conclusions are of interest when compared with those of
Mao, as his limited information forced him to extrapolate a
great deal from other more familiar forms of warfare. 1In
contrast with all other aspects of war, in which
Clausewitz’'s analysis is much more developed and systematic
than Mao’s, here the situation is reversed. Mao’'s writings
are all based on guerrilla experience and are as detailed
and systematic as Clausewitz’s writings (5 pages) on the
subject are brief.

Clausewitz exhibited a fascination for popular uprisings
demonstrated by his support of the establishment of a
militia and of other irregular forces to combat Napoleon.
Clausewitz’s vivid imagination enabled him to conceptualize
the probable course and essential characteristics of a
people’s war, and enabled him to evaluate its utility and
relationship to conventional forces without any direct
knowledge of it.

Clausewitz begins by discussing opposition to this
nineteenth-century phenomenon, described by its detractors
as "a means of revolution and legalized anarchy...as much a
threat to the social order at home as it is to the

enemy."2085 Mao’'s awareness of the social ramifications of

arming the people is self-evident. Mao did not question

204ci1gugewite, Har, B15.

2051h14, 479.
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the inevitability of peasant revolt in China, only if the
Communist party would lead it. Clausewitz outlines five
conditions under which a people’ s war can be effective:

1.The war must be fought in the interior of the
country.

2.It must not be decided by a single stroke.
3.The theatre of operations must be fairly large.
4.The national character must be suited to that

type of war.
S.The country must be rough and inaccessible,
because of mountains or forests, marshes, or the
local methods of cultivation.Z20®
Mao emphasized and in practice took advantage of all of
these conditions in waging guerrilla warfare against the
KMT and the Japanese. The establishment of bases in remote
or protected regions of China, satisfies Clausewitz’s
first requirement. His second condition, that the war not
be a short one, to a degree anticipates Mao’'s concept of
protracted war. The scale of guerrilla operations,
including the 6,000 mile long march, aptly demonstrates the
utility of a large area of operations, Clausewitz’s third
condition. Mao also exploited China“s history of rebellion
and the difficulty of China’'s terrain, the fourth and fifth
conditions Clausewitz considered essential for successfully
waging small wars.
Clausewitz and Mao each portrayed the nature and tactics

of people’s war in strikingly similar ways. Clausewitz

described the course of peoples war as follows: *“Like

208clqueewitz, Maxr, 480.
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smoldering embers it consumes the basic foundation of the
the enemy forces...The flames will spread 1like a brush
fire,b" 207 Mao’s depiction uses similar imagery: "All
China is 1littered with dry faggots which will soon be
aflame... A single spark can start a prairie fire, ” is an

apt description of how the current situation will

develop."20¢€ Their respective comments on guerrilla
tactics resemble each other as well. Guerrilla’s should not
"pulverize the core but...nibble at the shell around the
edges (Clausewitz),”208 and should "avoid the solid and
attack the hollow(Mao)."210

Tactical similarities also exist in more specific form.
Clausewitz identified the principle tactical goal of
insurgents as preservation of one’s forces by avoiding
major defensive battles, a goal which entails mobility and
possible abandonment of territory. Mao addresses this
problem by his statement, “to gain territory is no cause

for jJoy and to lose territory is no cause for sorrow."211

20801 qumewits, Har, 480.
207151d, 4B1.

208pMg0, Military, 68.
ZDECIaunewitz. Wer, 4B0.
21040, @Guerrilla, 48.

211pMg0 Tese—-tung. Beaic Tgectiaca (New York: Praeger.
18885, B7.
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Mao’s famous sixteen character formula,

The enemy advances, we retreat:

The enemy camps, we harass:

The enemy tires, we attack:

The enemy retreats, we pursuve. 212
is descriptive of all successful guerrilla campaigns in
history. Of more significance is the extent to which
Clausewitz anticipated the modern phenomenon of protracted
war, and the extent to which Mao transcended "guerrillaism"”

in a strategic sense, turning a tactical device into a

comprehensive strategic method.

18

Mao’s name will always be associated with guerrilla
warfare, and in a practical sense this association 1is
correct. Mao’s success with guerrillas in China served as
a model for much of the Third World in the wars of
liberation that followed World War II. However, Mao’s
major contribution to military theory, his concept of
protracted war, is not based on guerrilla war, but regular
war. When Mao wrote, "“In the War of Resistance Against
Japan, regular warfare is primary and guerrilla .warfare
supplementary, 213 he reveals the essence of protracted
war. With Mao’s division of guerrilla struggle into phases

in which the insurgents eventually form large conventional

2124e0, Militasry, 72.

2131p14, 153,
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units, guerrilla warfare "has broken out of the realm of
tactics to knock at the gates of strategy."214 Differences
between regular and irregular war are minor: “Guerrilla
Warfare is different only in degree and in form."215

Mao 1is correct when he describes protracted war as
"something entirely new in the history of warfare."218
Previous to Mao, no theoretical basis existed for the
transformation from low level guerrilla tactics to regular
conventional war. The guerrillas in Spain achieved notable
successes, but ultimately relied on Wellington to eject
the French. Without corresponding regular forces,
guerrillas remained an adjunct, an annoying curiosity.
With Mao irregular warfare came into its own as a method
to organize, train and politicize a regular army. Only a
conventional army can fight large battles, destroy enemy
forces and capture cities. Guerrilla war provided the
environment in which to build such an army.

Clausewitz appreciated the essential guerrilla problem
that Mao solved in his development of protracted war:

To be realistio, cne must therafore think of
@ general insurreotion within the framework of a

war conducted by the the regular rmy, and
cocordinated in one ell-encompessing plan.217

214310. Military, 155.
21871p1d, 183.
2181p14, 154.

2l7cileusewits, Haxr, 480,
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In the final paragraph of The People in Arms, Clausewitz
describes a scenario akin to the counter-offensive stage of
protracted war:
Once the wvictor 19 engaged in 2iegaa, once
he has left gstrong garrisons all along the way to
form his l1ine of communication, or has even sent

ocout detachments to secure his freedom of movement
and keep adJoining provinces from &iving him

trouble;once he has been weakened by a wvariety of
los9es in men and materiel, the time has come for
the defending ermy to take the field
again.. .raking the invader with their strategio
enfilade.?18
The composition of the army that takes the field 1is not
well defined. Presumably a mixture of irregulars and

fortress troops emerge from their bastions and fight in a

conventional manner.

17

If one takes Mao at his word and views protracted war as
conventional war with a guerrilla aspect, then the barriers
between Mao, who epitomizes guerrilla war, and Clausewitz,
who "laid the groundwork for all subsequent theoretical
military thought,"219 diminish. Clausewitz is perhaps the
outstanding example of the military theoretician imn the
west. The view of Mao’s guerrillaism as the limit of his

military thought is refuted through an examination of

2leclauﬂew1tg. Har, 4B83.

21BTrevor Dupuy, lndarastending War, (New York: Paragon,
ig87), 21.
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protracted war in 1light of conventional Clausewitzian
doctrine.

Mao based protracted war on “"tactical offensives within
the strategic defensive,™ and advised, "strictly avoid
passive defence."220 Clausewitz advocated a similar
course of action, “never allowing this important strategic
means of defense (an armed uprising) to turn into tactical
defense.”221 (Clausewitz devotes 32 chapters in QOn HWar, to
the subject of defense and offense. His conclusion, that
the defensive is the stronger form of war, is “at odds
with prevalent opinion” in his own day as well as in
ours.222 Mao’s @ defensive success with "timid
guerrillaism,” is brought to mind, as is the stalemate
brought about by the superiority the defensive exhibited
in the First World War.

A successful defense without subsequent offensive action
is wultimately indecisive. The counter-attack stage in
protracted war and Clausewitz’s "sudden powerful transition
to the offensive--the flashing sword of vengeance,”223 are

analogous. War develops to a culminating point of

victory, 224 when the superiority of one side over the

220490, Militarw, 1B7-158,
221c1.~usow1tz. Har. 481,
222rvni4, @78.

22371p124, sEO.

2241rn1d, BE8B.
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other reaches the point of decision, resulting in the
destruction of weaker.

Clausewitz identified the destruction of the enemy’s
armed forces as the main military objective in war. This
ensures the achievement of the political objective. Mao’s
concept of a "War of Annihilation, “22% in which a mere
routing of the enemy is insufficient, brings to mind the
Clausewitz inspired campaigns of Moltke and the writings of
Schlieffen. Each believed moderation in war unrealistic
and unjustified, anything less than total annihilation
leaves one vulnerable to an enemy who rejects defeat.

Clausewitz saw in the mass mobilizations of the French
Revolution and the Napoleonic wars the tendency for wars to
become absolute. Mao viewed this tendency in a different
manner, dividing all wars into just and unjust wars. These
wars represent the struggle between, classes, revolution
and counter revolution and ultimately between §good and
evil. "The war we wage is part of a final battle...a most
lofty and glorious undertaking for the salvation of
mankind."228  War reaches toward the absolute for Mao in
terms of its role in resolving class struggle, a "war waged
by the great majority of mankind."227

Clausewitz 1is best known for his linking of policy and

war. The political idea is the supreme contribution of

228a0. Militarwv, B0-81.

2271b14, B81.
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Clausewitz to the study of war. War is an instrument, a
tool of policy, not a separate entity. Mao developed
Clausewitz’s supreme idea to its 1logical conclusions,
providing the 20th century extension of Clausewitz’s
theory. For Hao war is not only an extension of politics,

"war 1is politics,”22€ "politics with bloodshed."228 This

reciprocity 1is illustrated by a remark Mao made regarding
the period of he Second United Front: "When the
Nationalists are wrong we criticise them. In the past we
used the machine gun to criticise them. Now we use the pen
and the tongue."230

Mao applies Clausewitz’s most famous dictum in practice

as well as in theory:

What 18 politicel mobili=zation? Piret, it
means telling the army and the peocople about the
politiocal obJective of the war. .. Next... the

Rtepwm and policies to attain this obJjective muet
alwo be meke clear; that 18, there mumst be a
Ppolitiocal prozram.zal
Few acknowledged disciples of Clausewitz would go so far as
to share with the army and people the objectives of war and

the steps and policies necessary to achieve those

objectives,

228ne0. Harka, vol. 3, 202.
228M4gqo, Militarv., 229.
zauT-rrill. Maa. 135.

231ya0, HWorka. Vel. 3, 200.
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Any comparison of the theories of Clausewitz and Mao
must investigate the possibility that ‘Mao studied
Clausewitz and derived his theories of war from him. The

possibility also exists that Mao gained knowledge of

Clausewitz through the works of Lenin, an acknowledged
practitioner of Clausewitzian methods.

E. L. Katzenbach does not document his statement that
Mao ‘"quotes...Clausewitz, whom he studied in Chinese
translation as early as 1828."238 R. L. Rylander cites
"considerable, if circumstantial, evidence that suggests
that Mao studied QOn War.,"” in the middle and late
1830s.237 Jacques Guillermaz calls attention to Mao’s
quotation of Clausewitz in his essay On Protracted ¥ar
(1938)238 and Yeh Ch’'ing ascribes Mao's knowledge of
Clausewitz to his reading of Lenin’'s Socialism and War.238®

It is difficult to imagine Mao making a systematic study
of QOn War in 1928, the year of the establishment of the

first communist guerrilla base and a year of constant

2aexatzonbach. “wiliivt, 12.

237Rylgndor. "Claugewiteian.,” 18.

zaeJucQues Guillermaz, “"The Solder.,” 1in Dick Wilaon,
ed _ ., Hac Tase-—-tung 1n the Scales of Hilgataorw (Cambridge:

Cembrid&e Univeralilty Prass, 18B77), 128.

238yenh ch-ing. Inmide Meo Tge-Tung Thought (New York:
Exproaition Preaa, 1875.
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combat.240 It is more likely that Més’s familiarity with
Clausewitz stems from his reading of Lenin. Mao’s direct
quotation of Clausewitz in On Protracted War is attributed
to Lenin’s Socialism and War in a footnote.241 Lenin
acknowledges Clausewitz as the source of the quotation that
Mao cites. One must assume that Mao’s knowledge of
Clausewitz, 1like the quotation, comes second hand from
Lenin’'s Socialism and War. Three brief paragraphs, all
concerning war as a continuation of politics, comprise
Lenin’s discussion of the validity of Clausewitz’'s theories
for Marxists.242 It certainly does not represent the body
of Clausewitz’s theory nor does it provide a basis from
which Mao could have derived a major part of his theory.
Less 1likely 1is the notion that Mao read Lenin‘s more
extensive critique and notes regarding Qo _War, as they were
deleted from Russian editions of Leninskii sbornik after
1930.243 Stuart Schram points out that the quotation in
question, "War is the continuation of politices by
other. . .means, "244 reads "War 1is a special political

technique for the realization of certain political

24%Rye, Qppasitian, B7-111.
24lMgo, HMilitarwv, 288.
2421,6nin, “War," 1B9.

243po1f H. W. Theen, Lenin: Ganasias and Daevelopmant.
{(New York: J. B. Lippincott, 1873), 18F.

244pM0s, HMilirawy, 277.
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AN
objectives,” in the original text. The change from an
indirect paraphrase of Clausewitz to direct quotation
occurred in 1951, thirteen years after the writing of On
Protracted War.248 From this belated acknowledgment of

Clausewitz, via Lenin, one can surmise that Mao did not

have direct access to either Clausewitz or Lenin in Yenan
in the late 1930s. Direct access would have resulted in
direct quotation, not the inadequate paraphrase Mao later
changed.
Mao himself is clear on the subject of the origins of
his military thinking:
I have nevser attended militaery sesochool. Bor

have I read a book on military atrategdy. Peoprle

2ay that I relied on Eaomenca of tha __Thras
Elpgdaomea and Sun tesu's Axrt of war for my

cambaligne. I said I had never read 8un Tgu s Axt

af War. I have read Ramanca of +tha Thraa

Eingdoma...LLater when I wrote about what I called
246

problems of stretegy I had @ look at Sun Tsu.

Mao must be regarded as an original thinker whose
thought evolved from practice and observation. Exposure to
Clausewitz through Lenin reinforced Mao’s thinking, but did
little or nothing to condition it. Mao’s major writings on
military affairs took place after ten years of practice
waging war. The similarity between Clausewitz and Mao
stem from the abilities of each to identify and understand
universals in war applicable to all times, and to all modes

of combat.

24%g0ohrem, Thaught, 2885.

2483 43111erma=, "Soldier," 128.
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in my view Clausewitz level 18 on that of Copernicus,
Newton end Derwin--J. F. C. Fuller

No one 2inca Lenin haes had sauch a Powarful effaect on
history——Andre Malraux

An observer appalled by the excesses of revolution,
Clausewitz advocated transformation of the state to avoid
revolution. Mao had no state to preserve. The power of
the Red Army and therefore that of the party, existed only
precariously. Clausewitz chose to serve Prussia, advocating
social reform and the mobilization of the entire nation to
participate in defense of the state. Mao served China by
mobilizing the nation to resist the Japanese and by
creating a new state.

The similarities in their respective studies of war
underscore the abilities of each, the veracity of their
conclusions and an essential unity of great themes and
ideas east or west. Clausewitz’s relevance in the 20th
century is illustrated by the harmony existing between his
ideas and those of Mao. The Chinese example, repeated
most significantly in Viet Nam and most recently in
Afghanistan, is further evidence of the relevance of
Clausewitz and Mao. Conflicts such as these graphically
exhibit the reciprocity, identified by Clausewitz and Mao,
that exists between politics and war. There is 1little

reason to expect that this will change in the future.
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