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A CRITICISM OF THE VARIOUS VIEWS

SUPPORTING THE CHINESE RURAL PEOPIE S COMMUNES

What Our Attitude Should Be

By Peng

The rural people’s commune movement was propelled by the Chinese Communist
party (CCP) on an immense scale and at a ferocious tempo. Productive relations
in asgriculture were upset; personal lives of 500 million peasants thrown into
turmoil. Not only were the masses in all of China affected, especially the
peasantry, in whom it aroused fright, enxiety, illusory hopes and opposition;
it became a worldewide issve. Landowners, capitalists and imperialists, espec=
ially the Americans and the gangster Chiang and Company, vehemently denounced the
movement., Burcaucrats in the Soviet bloc outside of China, and Stalinists the
world over, exhibited the reticence that goes with great uneasinsss. On the
other hand, among petty~bourgsols circles abroad, especially among intellectuals
far from China, it appeared that an ideal world had been realigzed in the peoplels.
communes. They accepted them naively, and praised them lavishly.

Faced with something of such extraordinary and bewildering complexity, revol-
utionary Marxists; 1.e., Trotskyists, require careful and detailed study to reach
a correct objective estimete., We find ourselves compslled to utilize Merxist
method and theory as & gulds, and especially to recall the theory and strategy of
Engels and lenin in regard %o the peasantry. To reach & correct position on the
communes we must considexr the experience and lsssons of agricultural reconstruc-
tion in Russia for ths forty years since the October Revolution and in the East
European countries for the past ten years. In addition, in our analysis and
synthesls, we must collect the most dependable facts available on the Chinese
- commune movement itself. If we confine our approach merely to an abstract prin-
ciple, to & one-sided formula, or the propaganda of the CCP, or make a hasty
appraisal and decision as to what our standpoint and attitude toward the communes
should be, we inevitably risk being careless and arbitrery, and can even stumble
into the road of compromise with Stalinism and s betrayal of Marxism, Divergences
in opiniaon have appeared over the Chinese communes, a8 is evident in the documents
which bave so far been published (mainly those of the Chinsse and American com-
rades)., If these differences should deepen and develop to their logical conclu~
sion, they can involve principles and lead to unfortunate consequences. It is my
hope that through full and democratic discussion internationally we can clear up
the differences and arrive at a common policy. I believe that the truth will
emerge in a serious discussion and gain the approval of the masjority.

Superiority of Iarge-Scale Farming
And the Principle of Voluniary Peasant Participation

Among the arguments sdduced in support of the peoplets communes, the most
powerful is the "superiority of largeescale famming."” This stems from the axiom
in Marxist politjcal economy that "large=-scale produgtion is superior to produc~
tion by small units.” .

A systematic exponent of this ldea 1s our Chinese Comrade Msh-ki. In his
long article, 'The Peoplets Commmes," he writes: ",..characteristic of the
pPeople s commupes are the *large scale! and the 'collective ownership.! The so=-
celled 'large scale! is obtained through the merger of many co-operativeS...o 99%
of the peasantry at present have joined the people!s communes. There are 26,000,
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each including an aversge of 5,000 peasant households, over 10,000 laborers and
60,000 mus (Six mu equal one 8cYe.) see The agricultural economists tell us that
in agriculture as well as In industry largeescale production 1s superior to pro-
duction by small unitseess” (“The People®s Communes,” by Meh-ki, p. 4. The
article has not been translated into English,) .

That large-scale production is superior to production by small units in agrie-
culture as well as in industry is a general principle of economics that is une
douttedly true. That is why all socialists adhering to Marxism maintain that
individual peasant farming must give way to agricultural collectives. Only as
the scattered, less-productive small-peasant economy is superseded by co-oper=
ative ownership can the peasant become integrated into highly productive sociale-
ist economy. But this "economic principle" is closely related to end inseparable
from the “"political principle” -« the "voluntary participation" of the peasants
in large=gcale units or collegtives. If only the "economic principle" is taken,
while the “political principle" is overlooked or abandoned, then instead of adven-
tages, damage and even worse csn occur to the work of soclalist comstruction.

Obviously ==~ at least from the Marxist viewpoint == the difference between
the peasants and the workers 1s qualitative. The peasants represent a transition-
al formation left over from pre-capitalist society which has not been assimilated
by the capitalist system (but which undergoes continuous differentiation under
the influence of capitelism); a portion of them have declined gradually, becoming
hired peasants or laborers =~ the proletariat of rural areas; while a smaller
portion have become big peasants or rich peasants -~ rural capitalists. Engels
pointed out in "The Peasant Question in France and Germany"'s “This small peasant,
Just like the small handlcraeftemen, ls therefore a toiler who ¢iffers from the
modern proletarian in thet he still possesses his instruments of labor; hence a
survival of a past mode of production." (Selected Works, Merx and Engels, Vol,
II, 1951, Moscow Edition, p. 383.) .

In the same article, Engels analyzed in detail the gradual decline of the
small peasant under the pressure of capitalist large=-scale production and
concludeds

"The common possession of the means of production is thus set forth here as
the sQle principal goal to be striven for., Not only in industry, where the ground
bas already been prepared, but in general, hence also in agriculture.” (Ibid.,

De 387.) .

Engels pointed out the superiority of largeescale production from the econ-
omic vievwpoint, and the necessity for the common possession of the means of pro-
duction in agriculture, the replacement of small individual peasant holdings by
collective ownership, but at the same time he declared:

Yesolt 18 jJust as evident that when we are in possession of state power we
shall not even think of forcibly exproprieting the small peasants (regerdless of
whether with or without compensation)}, as we shall have to do in the case of the
big landowners. Our task relative to the small peasants consists, in the first
Place, in effecting a transition of his private enterprise and privete possession
to co-operstive ones, not forcibly but by dint of example and the proffer of
social essistance for this purpose, And then of course we shall have ample means
of showing to the small peasant prospective adventages that must be obvicus to him
even today." (Ibid., ps 393.}
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*We of course are decidedly on the side of the small psasant; we shall do
everything at all permissible to make his lot more bearable, to facllitate hls
transition to the co-operative should he decide to do so, and even to make 1t
possible for him to remain on his smell holding for a protracted length of time
to think the matter over, should he still be unable to bring himself to this
decision.” (Ibid., Pe 391"-0)

Engels thus combined diaslectically the "economic principle® with the "willing-
ness of the peasant”; that is, he combined the principle of large=-scale production
in agricultural collectives with the principle of voluntary perticipation by the
peasant, in this way establishing a basic norm governing the attitude of the
proletariat toward the peasantry, hence determining the strategic direction for
agricultural reconstruction and the alllance between the workers and peasants.
Since then all revolutionary Marxists have accepted this as thelr gulding prin-
ciple in action. The Bolsheviks, after the selzure of power and the establishment
of the Soviet govermment following the October Revolution, applied under leninls
leadership the principle laid down by Engels. For example, Lenin said in his
speech "At the First Congress of Agricultural Commmnes and Agricultural Artels':

"0f course, from all the activities of the Soviet government you know what
tremendous significance we attach to the commmnes, artels, and all organizations
generally that aim at transforming and gradually assisting the transformation of
small, individual, pessant farming into social, co-operative or artel farming.
You are aware that the Soviet government has long ago assigned a fund of one
billion rubles to assist efforts of this kinde The !'Statutes of Socialist Agrare
ian Measurest! particularly stress the significance of commmmes, artels and all
enterprises £or the common cultivation of the land, and the Soviet govermment is
exerting every effort in order that this law shall not remain on paper only, and
that it shall really produce the benefits it is intended to produce.

"The importance of enterprises of this kind is tremendous, because if the
old, poverty-stricken peasant husbandry remained unchanged there could te no
question of building up & stable socialist society." (Selected Works, V.I. lenin,
Vol. II, Part 2, 1952 Moscow Edition, pe 294, ) , -

In the above paregraph, immediately after emphasizing the significance of
the aim of trensforming small, individual peasant farming into communss, artels
and similar enterprises for c¢ommon cultivation of the land, Lenin illustrated
methods for caryylng out this aim,

YOnly if we succeed in proving to the peasants in practice the advantages

of common, collective, co-operative, artel cultivation of the soil, only if we
succeed in helping the peasant by means of co-operative or artel farming, will the
working class, which holds the state power, be really able to convince the peasant
of the correctness of its pclicy and to secure the real and durable following of
the millions of peasants. It is therefore impossible to exaggerate the import-
ance of every measurs intended to encourage co-operative, artel forms of agrie
culture. We have millions of individual farms in our country, scattered and
dispersed throughout remote rural districts. It would be absolutely absurd to™
attempt to reshape these farms in any rapld way, by issuing an order or bringing
ressure to bear from without. We fully realize that we can influence the
millions of small peasant farms only gradually and cautlously and by a successful
Practical exa_mg;lg « For the peasants are far too practical and cling far too
tenaclously to the old methods of agriculture to consent to any seriocus change
merely on the besis of advice or the indications contained in books, Thet is
impossible and 1t would be absurde Only when it is proved in practice , by
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experience comprehensible to the peasants, that the transition to the co-operative,
artel foxm of agriculture is essential and possible, shall we be entitled to say
that in this vast peasant country, Russia, an important step towards soclallst
agriculture has been taken," (Ibid., pps 294=95. My emphasis,)

Lenin states very clearly in the above paregraph that to prove “the advan~
rages of common, collective, co-operative, artel cultivation of the goil," it is
absolutely forbidden to use compulsive measures; we can enly convince the millions
of small peasants by practical example, and only in this way bring them to the
side of the working class. This policy is not limited to Russis, but holds also
in the advanced capitalist countries. In his "Preliminary Draft of Theses on the
Agrarian Question” for the Second Congress of the Communist International, Lenin
wrote 2

"In the majority of capitalist countries the proletarian state should not
Immedjately abolish private property completely; at all events, it gusrantees both
the small and the middle peasantry not only the preservation of their plots of

land, but also the enlargement of the latter by the addition of the total area
they usually rented (abolition of rent)e

"Tne combination of measures of this kind with a ruthless struggle against
the bourgeolsie fully guarantees the success of the policy of neutrallzation. The
proletarian state must effect the passage to collective farming with extreme
caution and only very gradually, by the force of example, without any coerclon of
‘the middle peasant." (Ibid., pp. 453-54%. My emphasis.)

: "The victory of Socialism over capitalism, and the consolidation of Socialism,
may be regarded as ensured only when the prolstarian state, having completely
suppressed all resistence on the part of the exploiters and secured complete stab-

- 111ty for itself and complete obedience, reorganized the whole af u*%ustry on
large-scale collective lines and on a modern technical basis (founded on the elec=-
trification of every branch of economic activity). This alone will enable the
towns to render such radical assistance, technical and social, to the backward and

scattered rural populations es will create..the material basis for enormously
raising the groductivif% of agricultural and of farm labor in general, thereby
stimulating the smell t 1llers by the force of example and in their own interests
to adopt large-scale, collective, mechenized a8gricultuX®.” (ibide, PPe Fo8=50a
My emphasisj . -

The "principle of voluntary peasant participation"; namely, the objection to
coerclve measures to force the peasants into collectivgs, Lenin stressed particule
arly, concretely and in detail in his “Report on Work in the Rural Districts"
delivered at the Eighth Congress of the Russian Communist party in 1919: .

"We must particularly stress the truth that here, by the very nature of the
case, coercive methods can accomplish nothing., The economic task here is an
entirely different one.... Here coercion would ruin the whole cause. What is
required here 1s prolonged educational work. We have to glve the peasant, who not
only in our country but all over the world is a practical men and & realist,
concrete examples to prove that the *kommunia® is the best possible thing."
(Tbid., pe 185+186. Emphasis in the original,) o

“On this question We must say that we do encourage communes » but that they
mst be so organized as to gein the confidence of the peasantse...Nothing is more

Stupld than the very ideas of applying coercion in economic relations with the
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middle peasant.” (Ibid., pe 186. Emphasis in original.)

ihen 1t is stated that we mist strive to galn the peasants! voluntaxy
consent, it means that they must be persuaded, and persuaded by practicel deeds.
They will not allow themselves to be convinced by mere words, and they are per-
fectly right in that. It would be a bad thing if they allow themselves to be
convinced merely by reading decrees and agltational leaeflets, If it were possible
Yo _reshape economic life in this way, such reshaping would not he worth a brass
fa EB' thid.’ P _1_8-7(1 w emph&sis.) v

"We must liye. in peace with him, In a communist society the middle peasants
will be on our side only when we allsviate and ameliorate their economic con-
ditionse If tomorrow we could supply one hundred thousand firste-class tractors,
provide them with fuel, provide them with drivers «- you know very well that this
at present 1s sheer fantasy -~ the middle peasant would say: 'I am for the kome
mniat (i.e., for commnism), But in oxder to do that we must first defeat the
international bourgeoisie, we must compel them to give us these tractors, or so
develop our productive forces as to be sble to provide them ourselves. That is
the only correct way to pose this question.” (Ibide, pe 189.)

It was because of his resolute objection to forced collsctivization, end in-
slstence on model examples to persuade the peasants in agricultural recomstruction
that Lenin considered collectivization or co-operation to be absolutely impossible
of accomplishment hastily or even within & brief time. Consequently he said in his
essay, "On Co-operation”: "But it will take a whole historical epoch to get the
whole population to take part in the work of the co-operatives. . « At best Wwe can
achieve this in one ér two decades.” (Ibid., De 718.)

According to lenin, if Russis, 'with all its backwardness s was to eventually
arrive at socialism (including agricultural collectivization), one condition was
absolutely essential, namely electrification. He gave the following explanation:

"If we construct scores of district electric povwer stations. . « if we trans-
mit electric power from these to every village, if we obtaln a sufficient number
of electric motors and other machinery, we shall not need, or shall hardly need,
transitional steges, intermediary links between patriarchalism and Socialiem.

But we know perfectly well that at least ten years will be required to complete
only the first stage of this fone? condition; a reduction of this period is cone
ceivable only if the proletarian revolution is victorious in such countries as
England, Germany or America." ('"The Tax in Kind," Ibid., Dpe 550.)

I have patiently quoted examples of lenin’s repeated emphasis on the correct
principle in agricultural collectivization -- the need for the voluntary consent
of the peasants, I have done this not only tecause the bureaucrats in the Staline
ist parties have vlolated this principle, but also because quite a few Trotskyists,
deluded by the current Chinese rural people!s commnes, have also forgotten or
neglected it,

In the period following the death of Lenin, Stalin, compromising with the
rich peasants, abandoned, or, at least, delayed agricultural collectivization. The
growth of the rich peasants was facilitated, leading to a serious food famine.
Beginning in 1929, under the threat of the mounting influence of the rich peasants,
Stalin jumped from one extrems to the other, forcing all peasants by decree to
Join collectives despite their resistance. He even mobllized the Red Army and
the GFU to suppress the opposition of the rich peasants and the great msjority of
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the middle peasants. The tragie results of the forced collectivization are well
¥xnown to us; they testify thet violation of the will of the peasants leads to
dire consequences.

Forced collectivization in Eastern Europe after World Wer II provided fresh
evidence that such measures create dissatisfaction among the peasants, and lead to
stagnation and even retrogression in agricultural production. Chronic food
shortages forced Tito and Gomulke to readjust and even dissolve some collectives
in order to allay the crisis,

In the struggle between Trotsky and Stalin, agricultural collectivization be-
came an importent issue, Trotsky fully sccepted the principle estadblished by
Engels and lenin of respecting the will of the peasants in agricultural collectivi-
zation, When Stalin made his compromise with the rich peasants and delayed collec-
tivization in 1926, the left Opposition led by Trotsky called for a policy of
collectivization. Iater when Stalin introduced forced collectivization in the
face of peasant resistance, Trotsky relentlessly attecked it as adventurism that
would lead to disaster. Findlly in the Transitional Program of the Fourth Interna-
tional Trectsky summarized as the gulding strategy for the alliance of workers and
peasants, Engels? and lenints principles for the nationalization of land and
collectivization and drew the tragic lesson of its malpractice in Russia under
Stalin.

¥The program for the nationalization of the land and collectivization of age

riculture should be so drawn that from its very basis it should exclude the possl=-
bility of expropriation of small farmers and thelr compulsory collectivization.
The farmer will remain owner of his plot of land as long as he himeelf believes

1t possible or necessary. In order to rehabilitate the program of sccialism in
the eyes of the farmer, it is necessary to expose mercilessly the Stalinist methods
of collectivization, which are dictated not by the interests of the farmers or
vorkers but by the interests of the bureaucracy.”

Now let us turn to’ the Chinese communes. Were they formed with the voluntary
consent of the peasants, or as the CCP propagenda puts it, with the enthusiastic
support of the peasant masses? Maheki, who supports the communes, made the

following Judgment:

“The commune movement as a whole was lergely compulsory in characters « o e
Though the CCP agrees in words with the principle of voluntary cansent by the
peasants, it has not complied with it in deeds., The people?s communes started as
an experiment in April, 1958, but the documents concerning them were first pub-
lished in August, 19584. Then in a period of not more then two months 99% of the
rural population was orgenized into the communes, In such a short period, the
superiority of the communes could not be proved by an increase in production and
by an improvement in the standard of living of ths people. Also there was in-
sufficient time for discussion among the masses on how to form the commues, « « »
All ves decided simply by decree in this hastily organized movement." (*The
People's Commmunes," by Maheki, ppe 17-18.)

In fact, the CCP inherited the traditional Stalinist practice and policy in
agricultural production. For a relatively long time after taking power, the CCP,
compromising with the landlords and rich peasants, suppressed its program of nae
ticnalization of the land and its intention of collectivizing agriculture. Even
the urgent task of confiscating the land of the rich peasants and distributing it
to the poor peasants wes postponed. Later, during the Korean War, after encounter=~
ing the resistance of the landlords, rich peasants and bourgeoisie, the CCP wes



=

forced to solve the problem of distributing the land to the poor peasants, but
8t111 hesitated to project a policy of agricultural collectivization. In 1955,
Jumping from one extreme to the other as Stalin did in 1929, the CCP suddenly
announced agricultural collectivization. In less than & year all Chinese peasants
had joined the co~operatives. This forced collectivization Inevitably arcused
the resentment of the peasants, causing general unrest, chaotic conditions and
even riots in the rurel areas during 1957. Some co-operatives were dissolved by
the peasants themselves. To meet this awkward situation, the CCP repressed the
dissatisfaction and resistance of the peesants under guise of an "anti-rightist"
campaigne, In an attempt to turn the peasents? attention away from resistence, it
forced them, under the slogan of a "great leap forward," to work doubly hard to
increase production. The move intq people’s communes carrled the “great leap
forward" to its culmination.

The utter violation of Engels! and lenints principles on the agrarian ques-
tion and agricultural reconstruction, and hence the violation of the strategy of
the alliance of workers and pessants, is amply proved by the extreme inconsistency
with vwhich the CCP dealt with the agrariasn questlion ~- the abrupt shift from right
to left In agricultural reconstruction, as indicated above. We are Justified in
seying, thercfore, that the co-operative movement in 1955 and the general estab=-
lishment of peoplets communes in September 1958 were "dictated not by the interests
of the farmers or workers but by the interests of the bureaucracy."

Comrede Mah-ki acknowledges the wvalidity of the principle of voluntary
peasant participation in agricultural collectivization. He says:

"The commune, no doubt, is vastly superior, but since it signifies a great
change in productive relations and soclal life, an experimental stage and concrete
examples are necessary to obtaln the full understanding and hesrty support of the
massess Otherwlse, the imprudent forced communization will encounter mass resis-
tances Moreover, the lack of tested planning and experiment loads the new system
with defects which bring much unnecessary suffering and great inconvenience to the
masses, increasing their misgivings and opposition. That is why all Marxists in-
slst on the principle of voluntary consent by the peasants in agrarian collectivi-
zation.” (The People’s Communes, by Mah-ki, pe 17.)

If Comrade Mah~ki had actually insisted "on the principle of voluntary con-
sent by the peasants in agrarian socializatiop" and if the "imprudent forced
commnization” mentioned by him above i1s a fact, then his sypport in general of
the CCP's handling of the communes is not only self-contradictory, but signifies
abandorment of his Insistence on the principle of voluntary consent by the peasants

Why does Comrade Mah-ki take such a contradictory position on such an impor-
tant issue, an issue which is so basic to the alliance of the workers and peasants
and which affects the dally life of 500 million peasants? It is obvious that by
insisting one-sidedly on the "superiority of large-scale agrarian production" and
by falling victim to a delusion in which he sees the commwme as "vastly superior,"
he overlooks the ominous result of the "imprudent forced commnization.” Conse~ |
quently, he fails to understand the decisive role played by the "principle of volun-
tary consent” in "agricultural collectivization" about which Lenin warned us:" We
mst particularly stress the truth that here, by the very nature of the case,
coercive methods can accomplish nothing,” "“Here coercion would ruin the whole
cause” and "Nothing 1s more stupid than the very idea of applying coercion in eco-
nomic relations with the middle peasants.” Comrade Meh-ki forgets or neglects, in
addition, the painful lesson of Stalints forced collectivization and the fresh exw
Perlence of forced collectivization in Eastern Burope during the past ten years.
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If Comade Mah-ki will make & careful study of lenin's writings and the
experience of the forced collectivizations in Russia and in Eastern Europe, I
telleve he will coms to the following conclusion:

That Ylarge-scale agrarian production 1s superior to production by small
units”; "the commune is vastly superior"; but in view of the “lack of an exper=-
imental gtage and concrete examples” to “obtain the full underystanding and
hearty support of the masses,” "impyudent forced communigzation" 1s adventurism.
That "coercive methods can aceomplish nothing®; “coercion would ruln the whole
cause”; therefore, commnes of this type "are digtated not by the interests of
the peasants or workers but by the interests of the bureaucracy."

let us leave aside for the moment the principle of voluntary peasant parti-
cipation. We remain with “the superiority of large-scale agrarian production.”
But this is not something §ll powerfuls As Comrade Mah-ki observes: “The super=
lority of large-scale production has its limitation; nemely, increasing a farm's
size hinges on the agrarian technical level, to over-do it has disadvantages."
("The People's Communes.") This 1s especially true where sgrarian technique is
at such & lovw level as in China - not only are modern mAchinery and draft
animals lacking, but the greater part of farming is done by primitive means,
depending virtually on humsn labor alcone. On the other hand, the communes were
set up on & grandiose scale -- averaging 60,000 mu with 5,000 households, guite
a few ranging from & hundred thousand to several hundred %housand mu with 15,000
to more than 30,000 houssholds. (Shen Ioh Associstion Dispatches; October 1958,
Peoplets Dally.} The readily apperent contrediction between such extraordinarily
large-scale farms and the low technique can only be overcome by agrarian mechan~
ization and electrification. These absolutely cannot be achieved in a short
pericd of time.

Though lenin held in high esteem the superiority of large-scale agrarian
production and insisted on practicing collectivization, he emphasized at the
same time the principle of voluntary peasant participation, pointing out in
rarticular that collectivization must be carried out gradually in combination
with mechenization and electrification. He saild, as we noted, that it "will
take & whole historical epoch to get the whole population to take part in the
vork of the co~operatives....At best we can achieve this in one or two decades,"

Disregarding for the time being the item of "unnecessary suffering and
great inconvenience to the peasants" -= which increases their "misgivings and
opposition” «= from the viewpoint pyrely of production, the copmune is unprofit=-
able. A real increase in agrerian productivity depends on the general appli-
cation of modern technique (tractors, chemical fertilizers, elsctrification, etc.)
If an increase rests solely on lengthened hours and increased intensity, dependent
in turn on the rigid or militarized organization of labor, the increase in '
production at best can be only temporary; it ceannot make up for the backwardness
of the sgrarlan technique. Consequently it remeins open to question whether the
communes bave increesed productivity and, if they have, by how much. (I will
return to this point later.) .

Another argument raised in support of the communes is: large-scale communes
facilitate huge 1rrigation projects and public works such as opening up new
acreage to irrigation, dredging rivers, erecting flood controls, etc. Comrede
Mah-ki declares: "The commune movement developed large-scale irrigetion projects
vhich are greatly peeded."” This 1s the same as saying that in order to underteke
large=-scale irrigation projects and other public works, large-scale commnes must
e s:t upe Such a statement is not only absurd in theory, it is unrealistic in
practice.
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Let us follow Comrade Mah-ki more closely in his remarks about accomplishe
ments in irrigation: "Less than 20% of the farm land in Chine was irrigated in
1952; now it has incressed to 55%, 30% of which was accomplished at the high tide
of the advanced co-operative movement in two periods: <from the winter of 1955
to the following spring and from the winter of 1957 to the following spring.”
("The Peoplets Commmnes.") This indicates that 30% of the new land brought under
irrigation can be credited to the advanced.co-operatives before the establishment
of the communes. They can be oredited with only 5%

Liu Shao Chi, now Chairman of the Chinese government, said in his fReport
t0 the Second Session of the Eighth National Congress” in May 1958: *“The most
outstanding leap forward in agriculture is the opening up of new acreage to irri-
gation by the cooperatives, ZEnlarged and nevw irrigation areas have been increased
by 350,000,000 mu which is 80,000,000 mu more than the increase in the eight years
immedlately after the liberation."” What Comrade Mah-ki and Chairman Liu Shao Chi
say comes to the same thing; namely, without largeescale commnes large-scele
irrigation was achieved within the original framework of co-operatives, This dis-
credits the theory that only large-scale communes can hendle large-scele irrigation
projects.

Actually, the construction of really large«scele irrigation projects: such
as big reservoirs, high dams, river dredging, especielly controls on the Yellow,
Yangtze, and Pearl rivers cannot be carried ocut on a commune, or even provincial
scale, but only the level of the state power. This stands to reason. Immense
human power, & large quantity of machine equipment and high industrial technigue
are required to bulld large-scele reservoirs, floodgetes (such as the Yellow
River Floodgate now under construction), and to dredge rivers. In the pest, the
controlling of the Hual River and some large-scale floodgates and reservolirs
(such as the “Tunglin Dam" near Peking, etc.) required the support of the state
pover,

In a word, it is completely in violation of the basic principles of Engels
and Ienin on the agrarian gquestion and agricultural collectivization to separate
the guperiority of large-scale farming from voluntary consent by the peasants and
to use the former as &n argument to support the commmes, It is absurd to claim
that the construction of large-scale irrigastion and public works depends upon the
construction of commnes,

The "Great Productive Increase in Farming"

and "From Enslavement for Women to Equaliyy"

Besldes the "superiority of large-scale farming," the two suppositions most
convincing to thoge who support and glorify the "advantages" of the peoplets
communes are the "great productive increase in farming" and K "from enslavement for
women to equality," For instance, Comrade Liang in hig commgntary on the "Draft
Resolution on the Chinese Communes" submitted by the Secretariat of the Sogialist
Workers Party, held that "the progressive character of the communes as superior
forms of soclo-economic organization, fis/ proven by the great productive increases
already achleved and the smashing of outeworn social and family relationships.”
Liang's suppositions are also contained in "The Communes in China® (Draft Resole
ution Proposed by NC Members in Los Angeles); they constitute the chief reasons
advanced for supporting the communes. The "great productive increases in farming"
of the communes is described in the Draft Resolution of the Los Angeles comrades
as follows:

“The economic adventages deriving from the communes have already been proven.
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The 1958 cotton crop and the early rice crop verm double that of 1957« The

wheat crop was up 60 per cente Work teams opered up 69 million scres to new-
irrigation.... These &and derivatlive accomplishments are due to the advantages
of the new productive form of the communc...” (See SWP Discussion Bulletin,

Vol. 20, No. 8, pe 40.) .-

The Draft Resolution also emphasized: "This economlc yardstick is for histor-
ical materialists the basic measure of progress.” (Ibid., ps 40.) Right, “This
economic yardstick is for historical materialistg the basic measure of progress”i.
Unfortunately these productive increases in farming and derivative accomplishments
have no, or little, comnectlion with the communes.

The communes began to spread in the early part of September 1958, (after the
"Resolution on Establishment of People's Commnes in the Rural Areas" was announcec
by the Political Bureau of the Central Committee of the CCP, August 29, 1958).
Wheat was harvested in the middle of June, the early rice crop between July and
Auvgust, while cotton, raised in the summer, was ripe for harvest by the time the
communes Were established. These, therefore, harvested & crop ralsed by the
cooperatives. It is surprising that the author of “The Communes of China"
could commit such & blunder as to credit the communegs with achievements of the
co-operatives, Evidently he 1s uninformed on the harvest time for early rice,
vheat and cotton. This alone 1s sufficient to demonstrate the author!s careless-
ness.

As to "work teams" opening up "69 million acres to new irrigation," this
likewise dogs not corrgspond to the facts. On this, as we see from the report
of Comrede Mah-ki, out of the 35% increasse in new arees opened to irrigation since
the CCP took power, 30% was accomplished before the establishment of the communes.
To credit the communes before they were organlized for opening up new areas to
irrigation astonishes use.

We must understand that the great increase in farm production in 1958 was
neither an achievement of the communes nor a "miracle" ascribable to the co-op-
eratives (due to lack of agricultursl machinery, eleciricity, chemical fertilizers,
insecticides, etc., a "miracle" is not possible), but is the direct result of
the increase in hours and the jncrease in Intensity of labor ruthlessly forced
on the peasants by the CCP in the "bitter battle” against nature,.

Since the winter of 1957, particularly after the general line in agriculture
was announced 8t the second session of the Eighth Party Congress in early May
1958, the peasants, under the slogan of the "Great Leap Forward," have worked
day and night -- 12 hours, 15 hours, even 18 hours; practicing deep plowing,
bullding and repairing dems and canals, collecting fertilizer, opening up areas
to new irrigation, etc. Farm production increased tremendously under the extra-
ordinary intensity of labor. Even Comrade Mah-ki, who supports the communes,
admlitted: "A big part of the increase in farm production is due to the extreme
intensity of labor (men, women, aged and children engaging in the *bitter battle!?
day and night)." ("The People?!s Communes,” by Mah-ki, p. 15.) This is not a
normel development in sgriculture, since the length of the work day and the
intensity of labor cannot be kept up over a long period, while such primitive
ml:el;iwds of obtaining fertilizer and opening up new areas to lrrigation are

ted . *

*Fertilizer collected by peasants consists mostly of dirt dug from sewers and
ponds or the earth from the walls of old dismantled houses » etc. Such sources,
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like the scrap iron collected for blast furnaces, cannot be tapped for longe. The
nevw areas opened up for irrigation are mostly front yards or back yards, or
fallow land along river and forest edges -« areas again which are limited.

Even with land reform and collectivization, the heightening of farm production
will proceed at a slow tempo if there is no general application of machinery,
electric povwer, chemical fertilizers, insecticlides and if the voluntary partici-
pation of the peasantry is lacking. This has been proved by Chinese experience
itselfs In his report on "Government Work" at the Second Naetional Peoplet's
Congress April 18, 1959, Chou En lai admit§: “"Due to the fulfilliment and over=-
fulfillment of the First Five Year Plan, the total cost of industry and agri-
culture was 68% greater than in 1952; the total cost of industry being 140% and
that of agrioculture 25%." Let us, for the time being, admit that Chou's report
 coincldes with fact. (In reality, CCP official reports always exaggerate. The
great food shortage this year disproves the reported doubling of farm products
last year,) Thus the averege yearly rate of increase in industry in the five
years of the first plan cen be put at 28%; agriculture at 5. It is beyond
reasonsble dispute that the development of agriculture occurred at a slow tempo
during the five years before 1958, which is to be taken as relatively normal,

The tremendous increase reported this year is abnormal, (the total cost of agrie-
culture alone in 1950 was 64% greater than in 1952 -- same yeport of Chou). It is
the result of the extraordinary increase in intensity of the peasants? labor,

The rate of Increase in 1958 absolutely cannot be meintained by simply de-
Pending on what peasant labor can accomplish under the whip. The phrenetic in«
crease In labor time and intensity to increase the rate of production will inevie
tably engender its opposite. All the facts that have become evident since the es-
tablishment of the communes have tended to prove this. After their entry into the
communes, the peasants were forced to continue working "energetically,” intensity
of labor was increased even more, the great majority of women were put to work at
the same intensity as men; this exceedingly harsh drive, neglecting the wellebe=-
ing of the masses, soon met with bitter resigtance and resentment from the
reasants. Hence the CCP was compelled to prescribe last December in a 'Besolu-
tion On Some Questions Concerning the People's Communes” & minimm of “eight
hours! sleep and four hours for meals and recreation daily"; that is, the work-
ing day should not exceed 12 hours. (In fact, it still exgeeds 12 hours.)

A l2-hour day cennot be kept up indefinitely, for, due to the lack of machin-
ery and draft enimals, almost all fairm work means physical labor. The peasants
dig the earth with simple hoes, stoop to trensplant young rice plants and sow
seeds, carry fertilizer and graein on their shoulders with a pole, use hand power
for irrigation through & water-lifting apparatus, etc. All this requires endur=
anoe beyond that of horses and oxen, if the 12-hour day 1s continued for longe*
Thus the growing peasant dissatisfaction eventually reaches open opposition. .
First, general sabotage, which daemages crops, decreases production and lowers the
rete of expansion. The CCP has been compelled to ecknowledge many instences of
this. For example, Tao Chu, the First Secretary of the Kwangtung Provincial

% The Los Angeles draft resolution on "The Communes in China® states: “As with
all forced merches, hardships are ingvitable." How should, this sentence be
interpreted by the Chinsse pessants? Even if they agreed that the American
Trotskyists are not defenders of the CCP, they would surely bleme them for utter
lack of understanding of how they are overworked and for indifference to their
unbearable suffering in a "bitter bettle™ indescribably damaging to their health.
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Committee of the Communist Party, said in his report on the "Investigation of the
Hu-Men Commune“: "There is sabotage, waste and lack of enthysiasm among the
msses.” (Peoplets Daily, Feb. 25, 1959.} The "lack of enthusiasm among the
masses" means passive sabotage dus to overworke ,This exists not only in the Hu-
Men commune; it is a general phenomenon in the great majority of communes., Consew=
quently, for the past half year the People's Dailly continually speaks of absentee-
ism and inefficlency among some members of the communes, and calls for enforcee
ment of the “production responsibility system" (the so~called "fixed quota syse
tem"”) and the "incentive penalty system."

The so-called “production responsibility system" gives each unit a fixed pro-
duction target; the "incentlve pen2lty system" penalizes absenteeism and lack of
enthusiasm, (Tao Chu recommends docking two days? pay for each deay's absence.)
But this increasingly severe forced labor with its penalty system, not only
cannot raise production, it will further arouse passive resistance among the masses
Even during the autumn harvest a year ago, when the commines were first establi-
shed, mass sabotage had already shown what serious effect it could have., Vice
Premler Ten Tzu-hul admitted at the Second National People s Congress in 1959:
Ylast year ve reaped less in spite of a fine crop." This means that at the autumn
harvest great waste and 10ss occurred dus to sabotage emong the peasantry. This
occurred again in the sumer harvest this year according to reports in recent
issues of the People!s Daily.

Preclsely because of this pmssive resistance of the peasantry, the CCP had
to admit further: "In oxder to get high yileld we need tractors, large amounts of
chemical fertllizers, modern agricultural machinery and effective insecticides.
At present our country does not have these prerequisites; consequently, farm pro-
duction is very unsteady; We cen have & bumper harvest one year and a poor harvest
in another. » » « This year some coomunes have scored an increase in unit-area
yield, but total sowing areas were much less than last year. Thus, there was ac-
tually no increase and in some cases even decreases were reported.” (People'g
Deily, June 11, 1950.)

After reaching the conclusion that the "great productive increases in farme
ing" were not the "accomplishment" of the communes, as I sought to point out, and
then reading the acknowledgment by the CCP that "farm production is very unsteady"
due to the lack of modern farming "prerequisites,"” and that "this year. « « there
vwas actually no increase and in some cases even decreases Were reported," I wone
der what the author of "The Commmes in China" thinks,

This "form of socio-economic organization," put into practice on such a
large scale, had not been sublected to test. Instead of erediting it for an in-
crease in productlon accomplished before it came into exlstence, we should have re-
tained cool heads, analyzed carefully its productive possibilities and contradic-
tions so as to arrive at a conclusion or jJudgment subject to the test of events
and criticism. Only by a serious attitude of this kind in dealing with an impor=
tent 1ssue can we lay claim to being “historical materialisiss." Otherwise, the so=
called “economic yardstick" becomes a mere caricature.

We also find in - "The Communes in China": "The advence by the way of
such collectives is, s « from enslavement for women to equslitye o o" (Op. cit.,
Pe 39 ) This statement is further explained: (A) "The communes have plowed up
8nd pulverized the crust of outworn social and family relations. . « " (Ibid., p.
39.) end (B) "« o . they have accelerated the liberation of women from domestic
slavery, opened up new avenues of cultural development, and are narrowing the age-
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0ld eultural gulf between city ard country." (Ibid,, p., 40.) (A) apperently re-
fers to the equality of women with men throygh_ liberation from the bonds of the
feudsl or patriarchal family; while (B) refers to the liberation of women from
"domestic slavery” and their stepping into "new avenues of cultural development.”

What (A) and (B) refer to is surely epoch-meking., But the question remains:
Have the communes actually led to this kind of "liberation" for women? TFirst, let
us investigate the facts. As everyone knows, Chinese women, before she third
Chinese rvevolution, had been recognized in law to have equal status with men; such
as the right of inheritance, equal rights in education, participation in social and
political spheres and freedom in marriage. Of course, this legal equality was far
from being realized in reality, especially in the rural areas, But it 1s undenie.:
able that the Chinese women had won a preliminary stage in their liberation from
patriarchel relations, Because of this relative freedom & great meny women partie
cipated in revolutionary activities, After taking power, the CCP proclaimed fur-
their measures establishing legal equality for women such as equsl pay for equal
work, complete freedom in marriage and divorce, etc. And by participating in ell
kinds of social movements such as land reform, agricultural co-operatives, etc.,
the Chinese women, especlally those in the rurael areas, have, no doudt, broken
with the traditional patriarchy and obtained equality with men. This is certainly
an important contribution, mede by the CCP after it took power, toward the libere-
tion of women. It was noted in "The Third Chinese Revolution and Its Aftermath”
(Discussion Dreft, 1955): The Revolution "destroyed the Aslen relations in the,
family and swept awsy other feudalistic rubbish,” {p. 1.) All this was accome
plished 8 few years before the establishment of the_ communes and has no connece
tion with them. The author of "The Communes in China," crediting the commmnes for
bringing women “from enslavement « « o to equality," again gets his facts chrone
ologically out ¢f order as he did in doubling fsrm production (crediting the
cmmumes with an early rice crop, whesat crop, etc. which were actually due to the
co-operatives ).

Doubtlessly, only liberation from “domestic slavery” will make 1t possible
for women to win genuine, thorough-going liberation. But, the general establish-
ment of community kitchens and nurseries as prerequisites for the complete libera=-
tion of women, which every communist stands for, is conceivable only under highly
developed material and cultural conditions., At present, neither the Chinese rural
areas nor the advanced Western countries have achileved these.

Under such unfavorable materiasl and cultural conditions, the CCP's reckless
and forcible replacement of family life with collective life, unavoidably brings
innumerable inconveniences and suffering to the masses. Comrade Mah-ki, a support-
er of the communes, especilally their community kitchens and nurseries, has to say
this when confronted with undeniable facts: "Just as in the commune movement as a
whole, this great leap (meaning the community kitchen established to liberate
women -- Peng) was made _with too much ferocity and compulsion, hence the cadres wer
overboard in mesny things. For instance, by sudden order everybody had to eat in
the mess halls; all stoves in private homes were dismantled or centralized, and no
food rations were issued to individuals. Yet the meals in the mess halls are in-
sufficient and bad in quality., There is rice but no hot water, no special care for
the aged, children and sick ones. Though called community kitchens, actuslly
there 1s no mess hall; people eat in the open or take meals home on rainy and
vwindy days...vworst of all is the fact that the cadres have their own smell mess
halisi" (“The People‘'s Communes," by Mah-ki, pe 10.)

In the above paregraph, Comrade Mah-ki gives just a bare sketch of the commn~
al kitchens without analyzing theilr many serious shortcomings and contredictions.
Yet it 18 enough to prove that they are unbearable, I am sure that except for a
few, who never had enough to eat, the great majority of the peasantry harbor
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resentment against the commmal kitchens. They &t least find them inconvenient.

The situation in the nurseries is not much better. Too meny children are
crowded into small rooms without any nursery equipment and placed in charge of
1lliterate or disabled old women. Under these conditions, how can the children
be well cered for? That 1s why mothers are “physically in the field, while
thair)m.‘lnds are back home." (The mothers worry about their children all the
time. . -

What is the actual situation of the women liberated from “domestic slavery”
and precipitated into social production? Comrade Mah-kl, who gupports this kind
of "liveration of women," gives us the following description and explanation:

Yeestequality® with men has been demanded of women in physical output since
commnization; they work on farms, dams, highways, mines and fsctories - day
and night in the *bititer battle,?! even during menstruation, pregnancy and after
giving birth...the customs and prejudices of thousands of years cannot be broken
at one stroke; the masses see things differently. This plus these shortcomings
in the process of practicing the new system explain why the suspicion and resent-
ment of the masses ere growing to such a large extent. After the Plenary Session
of the Eighth Central Committee of the CCP, these shortcomings became the target
for investigation in the check-up of the commmunes., But these shortcomings can
only be solved thoroughly when genuine proletarian democracy is fully realized
in the communes and in the country as & whole." ("The People’s Commune," by
wh“ki ? P 10‘) R

* e

Here we can draw & conclusion from Comrade Mah~kits description and explan-
ation: "Before genuine proletarian democracy is fully realized in the communes
and in the country as a whole," the sufferings (Comrade Mah-kl called them
"shortcomings” ) of women liberated from the family to perticipate in productive
labor cannot be "thoroughly solved.¥ Tne problem here is reduced to how to
Yrealize genuine proletarian democracy” in "the communes and in the country as
& whole." . '

Comrade Mah-ki has also provided us with sufficient material to answer the
questions I posed before: (A) “the meals in the mess halls are insufficient and
bad in qualitye.s' which proves that they are worse then those at home; the same
goes for the nmurseyies. (B) Since commmnization, "fequality? with men has been
demanded of women in physical output day-snd-night in the 'bitter battlet,.."
which is harder and more harmful to their bodies and minds than “domestic slavery."
This 1s the logical conclusion to forcibly replacing family life with collsctive
life. The main aim of this CCP policy is not the thoroughgoing liberation of
women but the mobilization of meximum labor power in pushing the great leap
forward in agriculture. Hence the brilliant idee of pushing all the women in
the rursl areas out of their home responsibilities and into the greatly nseded
labor force, there to work them with the same intensity as men. From "domestic
slavery," the women are simply thrown into "social slavery," ,

I should like to repeat: for an entire people, especially & rural popul-
ation to eat in community kitchens, all the children to be placed in nurseries,
all the women to be liberated from “domestic slavery" apd fully included in
social production, 1s conceivable oply under highly developed socislism, after
the full victory of the world proletarien social revolution.

And even after the full victory of the world proletarian socisl revolution,
in the advenced countries with highly devedoped :msterial resources and culture,
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the whole people should not be forced to join commnity kitchens at once, nor
the children forced into nurseries at one stroke, This is stupld and absurd.
First, let us establish model commnity kitchens and nurseries so that the
people cen see for themselves that this 1s preferable to homeecooked meals and
keeping the children at homs, Gradqually. they willl join voluntarily, By then
soclalist collsgtive life will be closely linked in reelity with its name.

We should understand that the disappearance of the family system, & herie
tage of thousands of years, and the full participation of women, freed from "dom-
estic slavery,” in social production on a basis of equality with men marks not
only the complgte liberation of women, but also mankind®s entrance into the
ideal soclety of genuine {reedom, equality and happiness. Even after the
complete victory of the world socialist revolution, it can be gradually realized
only over a relatively long perlode Since the "family" was gradually formed
during the dissolution of primivive communist sgciety, it can dle but gradually
with the development of the future communist soclety.

Under primitive material and cultural conditions such as exist in China's
rural areas and under an chbjective situation in which the world socialist revol-
ution is still far from victory, with no planning and within & few months, the
CCP with unprecedented ruieness and arbitrariness forced the whole peesant mass
to suddenly abandon their family life for the "socialist collective life."
Besldes discrediting the porspective of commungs and socialist collective, life,
the result was inevitably to give today's communes a bad name among the masaes
and to sow distrust and hatred against the urban proletariat (which has not been
communized ), thereby dealing a heavy blow to the alliance of workers and
peasants,

It can safely be predicted that the community kitchen and nursery cannot be
mintained for a long period. Under compulsion of necessity, in the not too
distant future, they will be reorganized or the great majority of them will be
disbandeds The return from “collective life" to "family life" means the
complete benkruptey of the communes, If, disregayrding the unyillingness and
opposition of the peasants, the CCP seeks to maintain this collective life repre-
sented by the communal kitchen and nursery in order to prove the absolute
correctness of the commune policy of the CCP and Chairman Mso, then the commmnal
kitchen and nursery, together with the unbeerable forced labor, will becoms
centers of a highly explosive situation within the communes, which can touch
off & disaster.

Is ”Voluntagz Peasant Cooperation’ Evident in the Commnes?
Am,thez ‘Administered by Elected Counclls,
Rot by Bu;peaucm_tic Edict"?

Comrade Liang, in criticizing the "Draft Resolution on the Chinese Communes,"
vwhich had been submitted by the Secretayiat, wrote:

"On page 7 of the draft, Par. 4, our support of the communes is made to
depend, not on thelr essentially progressive character, but on 'Ythe readiness
of the peasants to accept them.! How and by whom is this !readinesst! to be
determined? It might be recalled that we supported, with great consistency,
the collectivization of farming in the Soviet Union despite peasant resistance.
What we opposed was the rude and violent forcing of the peasantry by the Sialin
rogive. In the case of Chinafs communes, there 1s nc evidence so far bf mass -
coerclon by the Peking govermment, but consldereble evidence of voluntary

agartt ccopexatic. .eve



«16=

"The fact that the Communes are administered by elected councils, not by
burea rratic edict, is an important fact demending a place in the resolution,”
(SWP Discussion Bulletin, Vol. 20, No. 8, pe 36, Emphasis in the original,)

. The 1dea expressed here by Comrade Liang was fully supported by National
Commitiee members in Los Angeles in their proposed Draft Resolution, “The
Communes in China® (see page 4O of the SWP Discussion Bulletin) and wgs supported
and defended with special vigor by Comrade Swabeck. (See page 5 of his article,
"The Third Chinese Revolution end Its Communes,” In SWP Discussion Bulletin
Vol. 20, No. 13.) Since this is one of the main ayrguments they offer in advoce
ating support and sanction of the commmnes, discussion of 1t 1s in order.

First, I should like to point out that Comrede Liang does not cite evidence,
he simply makes the statement that Yconsiderable evidence" exists of “voluntary
peasant cooperation' in the conmuneg and asserts 1t as a "fact" that "the come
munes are administered by elected councils, not by bureaugratic edicte” If he
has "considerable evidence” and "faot,” e should shere it with his readerss
Otheywise they may feel in¢lined to challenge his unsupported assertions.

YA great amount of coercion was used in forming the commmes...the masses
had no chance to consider all the practical problems. These were decided simply
by the CCP ocadres and passed on as orders to the peasants," Mah~kl wrote this
in his article, "The People's Commmmes."” Living close to the mainland of Chins,
following all the CCP official Chinese newspapers and documents and reading the
reports of forelgn visitors to the mainland, he is also in frequent touch with
Chinese ooming from the mainland. Among the supporters of the commmnes, Comrade
Mahekits account can be teken as at least more trustworthy than that of such
ocomrades as Liang and Swabeck, who are far away from China, who are unable to
read official publications in the original Chinese and who depend heavily on
reports of certain foreign visitors to China., Iet us now consider the communes
in the light of theory and facts leaving aside Comrade Mah-kit!s account for the
time being.

(A) Ninety-nine percent of the rural population are in the communes
(500,000,000}, Is it conceivable that within the short space of three months
(September to December, 1958) such tremendous numbers of the rural population
would of their own volition and not under compulsion join the communes and start
living collectively; that is, all the women leave the family circle, work with
the men In teams and eat in the commnity kitchen, by these acts alorne bringing
to an end the system of private property?

I cited at some length above the attitude of Ienin on the peasant guestion.
He emphasized that the pessant is conservative and realistic: 'They will not
allow themselves to be convinced by mere words.” “We have to give the peasant,
Who not only in our country but all over the world is a practical men and a
realist, concrete examples to prove that the *kormuniat® is the best possible
thing.," Consequently "it will take a whole historical epoch to get the whole
population to take part in the work of the co-operatives..., at best we can
achieve this In ons or two decades.” Instead of showing the masses "cancrete
examples to prove that the commune js the best possible thing,™ the GCP set tasks
for accomplishment in a fev¥ months which require a historical period or at best
one or two decades. They organized 99% of the peasants into communes without
"mass coercion.” If this is what actually happened, then not only is lenin's
vwhole theory on, the peasant guestion and his fundamental policy in regard to
agricultural collectivization completely overthrown; the lessons to be drawn
from the experlence in collectivizing agriculture in Russia (forty years) and
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the East European countries (ten years) becoms meaningless} The only conclusian
we can drav is that the Chinese peasants are completely different from those in
the rest of the world; they are not "realists," but "born commnists” or are
Yagpecially inolined to collectivization," As goon ag the call for collectlvi-
zation and commmnization was announced, they unhesitatingly, or as CCP propa-
ganda puts it, "enthusiastically" Joined upiii I should like Comrade Liang,
Comrade Swabeck,and the others t¢ consider the implications of such & "conclus
sion"}

(B) Are the Chinese peasants “born communists" or "especially inclined to
collectivization”? Iet us check some facts that haye appeared in official CCP
publications:

The People®s Daily of September 24, 1958, revealed that in setting up
communes in the environs of Hangchow: 'The poor and middle peasants thought
that since a rational distribution of producte 1s diffioult, peasant enthus-
iasm in production 1s not likely to Pe encourasged; while the upper middle
peasants vacillated, worried that the communes, on such a large scale and with
such an enormous membership could not work out.”

Tne reports of L1 Jun-hwa, first secretary of the Ho-pu County Committee
of the Commmist party in Kwantung province and Ho Wen=-ll, & section head of the
Ho-pu County coe~operative, reported in the South Dally, Canton, in October
1958: "Capitalist ideology and behavior is still dominant among the upper
middle peasants. This includes some party members and some lower cadres who
come from the upper middle peasants. They loathe and oppose the commnes. A
minority of them lack enthusiasm in production. They eat and drink heavily,
hide thelr property and reserve of food, dig green vegetables from their
private plots of land and slaughter their domestic animals and poultry.”

Political Study, No. 10, 1958, published in Peking, pointed out: “In the
movement of the people!s commnes, quite a few peasants still intend to go back
to capitalism; they do not welcoms, but cppose the commnes vwhose alm is to el-
iminate the remmants of the private property system. (The reference is to take
ing over the peasants?® private plots of land, private orchards, domestic ani-
mals and poultry, homes and private bank deposits. -= Penge.) Even scme party
cadres, due to their particularist ideology, oppose this elimination of the
remnants of the private property system. Hence they become an obstacle to
setting up and consolidating the peoplels commmes,"

Ta Kung Peo, & newspaper rublished in Peking, revealed December 8, 1958:
"A general loss of grein, cotton, tobacco end hemp occurs on the way to the
gtorehouses, No one kept an eye on more than ten percels of cotton left on the
highway for four or five deys."

A report published by the Yang Cheng Evening Post in Canton, December 20,
1958, informed us: "Peasants in the Kwantung province have rushed into the
city recently to avoid communization. This was considered by the city authore
ities as not only increasing difficulties in city management and security, but
also as affecting the consolidation of the commines snd the peasants? enthus-
iasm in production,®

Red Flag, No. 12, 1958, e theoretical jouwrnal published in Peking, re-
ported: "Since the peoplets communes were set up In such great haste and on
such & large scale, and with the complete elimination of private property, the
ideological preparation of the cadres could not keop pace with it., The
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ideological struggle between two tendencies (for or ageinst the commnes --
Peng) among the masses has found receptive soil among some cadres; they doubt
that ‘commmnism will raise labor enthusiasm?! and are returning to the ideology
of locelism and individualisme. Some of them have even lsd the masses in hiding
property to keep it from being included in the communes."

Such bits of information were disclosed either aociientally or purposefully
by the officials. The actual reaction of the peasants toward the communes has
certainly not been reported in detail or systematlically, and what we have been
glven is most certeinly distortede Yet it 1s sufficient to show that the
Chinese peasants are neither “born commnists,”" nor “especially inclined to colw-
lsctivization.”" ILilke peasantg elsewhere in the world, the Chinese peasants are
“realists," imbued with "capitalist ideology and behavior,” and afraid of “the
¢limination of the remnapts of the private property systemy” Consequently, they
did not welcome but opposed the communes, Thelr general way of opposing the
commmes 1s through "sabotage”: l.es, "lack of enthusiasm in production,”
"damaging faxrm products,” "slaughtering domestic animals and poultry,” “eutting
down fruit trees,” "fleeing to the cities,” etc. Moreover, these idees and
acts have also "found receptive soil among some cadres.”

The *lack of enthusiesm in production” will, of course, reduce the rate of
sgricultuyal production. '"Demeging farm products” is reflected in last yearts
“lower harvest in spite of & fine crop" (admitted by Teng Tzi-hui, Vice Premier)
the "slaughtering of domestic animals and poultry" has caused a shortege of non-
staple foods in the whole country and & scarcity of meat in the citles. In
spite of the daliy exhortations of the People?s Delly to the peasants to raise
plenty of livestock, plgs, etcs, the shortage of non-staple foods and meat is
getting worse and worse.

Here we come to a very important question: How did it happen that the CCP,
despite the opposition of the pessants (at least a pert of them), could
successfully orgenize 500 million people in the communes within a few months
and yet claim that no "rude and violent" methods Were used as in Stalin?s time?
In reaching an ansvwer, the following cansiderations should be borne in mine: -

(A} In the co-operatives, the distribution of products was based mainly
on the workday; some poor peasants with large families, few of them able to
work, could barely maintain the lowest standard of living and often went hungrye.
They ralsed both hends at the begimning in favor of the commnes when they were
told about "free meals" in the community kitchen.

(B) The CCP strove through its cadres among the peasants to propegandize
the “advantages" of the commnes. For exsmple, "The People ¥s Communes are the
best, form for the transition from collective owngrship to ownership by the people
as a vhole. It contalns the first shoots of communisms « « such as the communal
kitchens, nurseries and sewing facilitles to emancipate women from the household;
& wage system, namely, baslc wages plus awerds peid directly to the members.
Members get food and clothing allowances, housing and child=-birth care, educae
tion and medical treatment, weddings and funerals." ("The Advantages of the
Communes," Red Flag, No. 8, 1958.) Offered such beautiful pictures, quite a few
peasants, especially the young ones, found 1t easy to accept the commnes and
even gave them naive and enthusiastic support.

(2} Beginning in the autumn of 1957, the CCP waged &n extensive anti=
rightist "socialist construction campaign” in the rural areas. Under the “"antie
rightist"” slogan, the CCP attacked not only the rich peasants, but also the
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middle peasants who were dissatisfied with the CCP's policy of collectivizatione
The hardest blows fell above &ll on left elsments who dared to criticize the
CCP*s policy openly. (They were sent to border regions or labor concentration
camps for reform.) Having just experienced such a severe "anti~-rightist" cam-
peign, the peasant masses naturally feared to publicly defy the CCP!s order to
get up the commmses,

(D) A great part of the 12 million members of the Young Commnist League
vere stationed in the rural areas when the commmunes were established. These
organivations hold full power over the rural economic, financial, political,
military and social affairs, It was clear to every peasent from the beginning
thet 1f he openly opposed setting up the communes, he would face very harsh re=-
prisals.

" Under such begullement and intimidation, the peasants unwillingly accepted
the paytyt's order to form the communes. They could only resort to anonymous
gotg of sabotage such as "lack of enthusiasm in production,” "slaughtering dcmes-
tie enimals and poultry,” “sutting down frult trees,” "damaging farm products" or
"fleedng to the citles," etce. Comrade Mahekl had the following to say about this

"The CCP's policy on the people's commmes, though compulsory, was carried
qut, as in so many other dealings with the peasants, mainly through an orgeniza=-
tional drive instead of by force. Through psuedo discussion, the CCP manages to
stampede the masses into accepting its policy. The messes lack not only an in-
dependent organization, btut also a political staff to clarify and systematize
their dissatisfaction with the CCP. Consequently, their enthusissm for soclale
ism has often been manufactured and their opposition to the CCP*s policy re-
mains uncrystallized.” ("The People’s Communes.")

The explenation that "the CCP's policy on the peoplet!s commmnes although
compulsory, wes carrfed out. . . mainly through an organizationsl drive instead
of by force" is factusally correcte But to make the pollicy compulsory and carry
it out by means of an "organizational drive" though different from the "rude and
viclent" methods used by Stalin, is still “goercion." As Lenin said: "It
would be sbsplutely absurd to attempt to reshape thoge farms (Today it 1s the
commmnes in thnga 44 Penge.) in any rapid way, by issuing an_order or bringing
Dressure to btear from without.”
 Moreavef; ohe tust understand that the reason why the CCP has not adopted
Stelints “tudé and violént" methods in settini up agricultural producer's co=
opsrativey and the people’s cormunes 1§ that it dearned some lessons from the
tragedy of &olléctivization in the Soviet Unior end has sought to avoid the
same gross mistakes in China. Similarly the coer¢ive collectivization in the
postwar Eagt European countries was also accomplished mainly "through an organe
izhtional drive instead of by force." Cen we, therefore, permit outselves to
conclude: "There is no evidence so far of mass coercion by the governments of
the East European countriles"?

From the above facts and accompanying theoretical enalysis, it is beyond
reasonable dispute thet the establishment of the people!s commmes by the CCP
lsadership did not occur through voluntary acceptance by the peasantry but by
mass coercions In the light of this, how could a Trotskyist, inheriting Engelst
and Ienint's traditional principle that collectivization is conditionsl on volune
tary ecceptance by the peasantry, support and glorify the CCP!s policy of coer=
cive commnization?
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The "Draft Resolution on the Chinese Communes" subtmitted by the Secretariat
stated: '"Our support of the 'rurel pecple’s commues? must, therefore, be govs:
ermed by the readiness of the peasants to accept them." This is completely
corrects For it is based not only on Engels and Lenin!s traditional standpoint
of voluntary collectivization, but also follows faithfully the position on asgric-
wltural collectivization in our Trsnsitional Progrem.

But Comyade Liang is cleerly in conflict with this programs This is suffi-
cient to show that on the problem of the Chinese people?!s communes he has de-
parted from Trotskyism. He even openly declared: 'We supported, with great con-
sistency, the collectivization of farming in the Soyiet Union despite peasant
resistance.” I must ask, whom does this "we" include? We Trotskyista? No, ab~
solutely not! The left Oppositionists (the Trotskyists) stood unanimously with
Trotsky in severely criticizing and resolutely opposing Stalint?!s policy of
collectivization which coerced the peasants into collectives "despite their
resistance." Trotsky expressed this viewpoint not only in meny articles at the
time, but also in the Transitional Program as follows: "In order to rehabili-
tate the program of socialism in the eyes of the farmer, i1t is necessary to ex=
pose mercllessly the Stalinist methods of collectivizatlion, which are dictated
not by the interests of the farmers or workers but by the interests of the bur-
eaucracy." Consequently, I can assert that at that time (1929-32) those "who
supported, with great consistency, the collectivization in the Soviet Unien
despite peasant resistance" vwere not we Trotskyists, but the Stalinists in every
countrye.

Comrade Liang bases his support of the commumes on their “essentially pro=
gressive character," According to him, whether peasant resistance exlsts or not
has nothing to do with the "essentially progressive character" of the communese.
In other words, in order to support the “essentially progressjve character” of
the communes, he disregards opposition by the peasants to the commmes. This is
& revision of Engels? and Lenin’s principles on agricultural collectivization.
For they maintained the “essentlally progressive character" of collectivization
in agriculture, yet insigted that it be a voluntary matter among the peasants
when the proletariat proceed to collectivization after taking power. If Com=
rade Liang denies the validity of Engels’® and Lenints principle of letting the
reasants decide when to join, he should state this openly. (Stalin publicly
declared, when he forced the peasants into the collectives in 1929, that Engels?
Principle of leaving it up to the peasants was "too cautious" and did not fit the
situation in the Soviet Union.)

Moreover, if Comrade Liang continues to insist on this stand, he should
further propose the revisién of the points on the nationalization of land and
collectivization of agriculture in our Transitional Program, for there it is une
ambiguously stated: "The program for the nstionalization of the land and collec~
tivization of agriculiure should be so drawn that from its very basis it should
exclude the possibility of expropriation of small farmers and their compulsory
collectivization.” (My emphasis,) If Comrade Liing is faithful to the logic
of his own thinking vwords ". . + « should excludee e « «" in the program should
be revised to read "o o o should NOT excludee. + o« "

How Do the '"Councills" Administer the Communes?

Comrade Liang says: “The fact that the Commures are administrated by
elected councils, not by byreaucratic edictse.” In other words the administra-
tion and the internal life of the communes are entirely democratic. But what
is "the fact“? How are the “councils" elected? These questions are related to

. v [ .
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basic problem of a democratic system, and Comrade Liang is obviously not interested
in this aspect. As soon a8s he heard about "elected councils,” he concluded that

a8 democratic system had been realized in the commnes and that “bureaucratic
edict"” was no more.

Was this what really happened? Let us determine the facts. When the communes
vere organized all over the country, in the previous organizations "the upper
structure was changed while the lower structure remsined unchanged.” The "commune
committee” was formed by combining local "peoplet!s committees” and "co-operative
comitteeg.” This was the so-~called "merger of township govermnment and commune
into one." ,The "Resolution on the Establishment of People's Communes in the Rural
Areas" (Aygust 29, 1958) states: "The township governments and the commnes should
become one, with the township committee of the Party becoming the Party Committee
of the commune and township people's council becoming the administrative committee
of the commne." In carrying out the resolution and setting up the communes, this
becomes: "The teumship chief is at the same time the commune chief, the township
party secretary is the commune party secretary, the tounship peoplets congress is
the commune congress, and the township people's council is the administrative
committee of the commune.” Ko election was held at the time. After the commnes
wa¥e set up generally, elections were held in some commnes and commune counclls
vere elscted by the peasants to administer the economic, finsncial, political,
military, police, educational and other affairs of the communes.

The election of these “councils" was conducted in the same way as that of the
"people 's congress." As a rule, the township party secretary or the commune party
gecretary (some township party secretaries became commne party secretaries after
the commnes were set up) proposed & list of candidates, always nominating party
leaders or cedres., The peasants, having gone through the procedure of voting for
the township people’s congress in the past, were quite familiar with this kind of
election. They knew very well that their only right was to approve, not oppose,
the list of candidates., When the election was held, they cast their votes or raisec
their hands in favor of the "candidates list." This was how the so-called "commne
councils” were elected. Consequently “the meyger of township government and commune
into one" actuaslly was "the merger of party and commne into one." For the commune
chief is, in most communes, the first secretery of the commune party committee and
the members of the commmune council are members of the commune party committee. It
is well known that all the economic, financial, political, military, police and
educational affairs are controlled by the party, especially the first secretary
of the party. There 1s a common saying in the communes: "Party secretary commands
all," meaning that all the importent affairs of the commune are handled and
decided by the "party secretary." Hence the commune party secretary is the dicta-
tor of the coomne Just as Meo Tge-tung is the dictator of the central government.
(Although Mso has nominslly quit the chairmanship of the central govermment, he is,
in fact, still the dictator.} 8o it can be sald that every commune is a replica
in miniature of the central governmeny.

Let us ask Comrede Liang: Are these 'counclls,” created by such elections,
fully in accord with democrecy? Can such "elected councils,” in conducting the ade~
ministration of the commnes, represent the interests and wishes of the messes,
rather then the interests of bureaucracy? Or as Comrade Swabeck puts it: "It
looks more like & reaamable form of democracy”$ (“The Third Chinese Revolgt.ion
and Its Communes,” pe 5.)
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If Comrades Liang and Swabeck really believe what they assert, then not only
the eommnes comprising 500 million pessents, but also every level of govermment
in China, is a reasonable form of democracy, since every level of the peoplels
congress is “elected by the Peoplet the same way &s in the communes., So what we
bave is not the dictatorship of the. buresucracy but proletarian or socialist
democracy in China. This not only completely reverses our assessment of the na=
ture of the CCP and its regime, but also repudiates the resolution "The Third
Chinese Revolution and Its Aftermath" (which was approved by Comrade¢s Liang and
Swabeck) passed by the SWP in 1955, since this resolution asserts that the CCP
is a Stalinist perty end its govermmental regime a bureaucratic dictatorship

necessitating political revolution.

Furthermore, to extend the logic Implied in the thinking of these two comrades,
proletarian or sccialist democracy has also bteen achieved in the Soviet Union as
vell as in the East European countries, since the "Soviets" in the Soviet Union and
the "peoplets councils" in the East European countryies als¢ claim to be “elected
by the people” or to be approved in accordance "with universal electoral rights.”
From this you can see how 2 false judgment or concept, followed to its logical ,
end, finally bringe us to an amazing conclusion. A Chinese proverb says: “Hair!s
difference; thousand-mile gap." .

Trotsky told us: "The bureaucracy replaced the Soviets as class organs with
the filction of universal electoral rights =~ in the s$yle of Hitler-Goebbels."
(The Transitional Progrem.} If Comrades Liang end Swateck have not yet forgotten
the reaning of Trotsky's words, they should seek to understand what the "elected
councils” of the present commmes are, Actually the commune "councils" are copiles
of the former tounship "people!s councils” or "people!s commiitees.” The Chinese
"peoplets councils"” are patterned after those in the East European countries. And
,the "peoplets councils” in the East European countries are a varlation of Stalints
"goviets.” Whcever does not understand this will become totally confused trylng
to understand the problem of the Chinese regime and will fall into irreparable
erroxs.,

Certain definite conditions are required to realize socialist democracy.
First of all, the worker and peasant masses must enjoy complete freedom of speech,
Press, assembly, assoclation and belief; the secret ballot must exist at every
level during elections; finally, and most important of all, the legality of every
workert!s perty that accepts socialism must be guaranteed. But in China today,
as well as in the East European countries, these conditions are abesent. The
communes, consequently, cannot te isolated and administered democratically just by
themselves, Their "councils," both in form and content, are not different from
the former township, “people's councils," and as a result are run only by “bureau-
cratic edict.” Such, things as arbitxsrily increasing the hours of labor (from 12
to 15, even t¢ 18 hours a day), compelling women to do the same emount of. intensi-
fled work as men; forcing the peasants to dismantle thelr stoves and leave home to
eat in the commnal kltchen, etc., are enough to prove the ruthlessness of the bur~
eaucYacy,

Are the Commures a “Superior Type of Socio-Economic Organization,” ox
Are They an Lifectiye Instrument in the Hends of the CCP for Exploit-
ing and Controlling the Peasants? ' )

I quoted above Comrade Liang’s words: ". . , the progressive character of the
Communes as superior forms of socio-economic organization, proven by the great pro-
ductive increase already achleveds o « " The phrase “superior forms of socio-eco=
nomic organization" in Comrade Liang's statement was adopted in “The Communes in
China" (Draft Resolution Proposed by NC Members in Los Angeles) with the follow-
ing explaration:
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"The communes are. s s & superior type of soclo-economic organization, sure
pessing any yet installed in a predominantly peasant country., The large-scele
utilization of co-operative labor and the resulting production of agricultural
surpluses can serve to speed up the accumulation of capital imperatively needed
for China's industrislizatione In this way the communes can make &n indispen=-
sable contribution to the building of the economic basis for socislism.” (SWP
Discussion Bulletin, Vols 20, Nos 8, pe 40}

That “the communes are & superior type of soci‘o—economic organization” is a
sociological eveluatione According to Marxist soclology, whether a “socio-econo-
mic organization" is Ya superior type" depends on the harmony of its inner strucs .
ture; l.e., no contradiction betwsen the productive forces and the relations of
production, and coordination among the various branches of production.

The present peoplet!s communes are described as ¥a basic social organization
for the all-round development of agriculture, forestry, enimal husbandry, side
occupations and fishery, as well as for the all~round combination of economic, ; o
political, cultural and military affairs where Industry, agriculture, trade, educa~
tion and military affairs merge into one." (Red Fleg, August 1958} Thus the
communes, plctured as self-contained and gelf=-supported social units, are represen-
ted as utoplas; yet they are rife with contradictions. It is absolutely impossible
to achieve rational division of labor and cooperation among the various branches
of production, together with the specialization necessary in each of the branches
of production, inside the commmes despite their large size (the average is about
five thousand households, and the largest about thirty thousand}. This 1a:due to
the fact that they engage simultasneously in numerous branches of production such
ag agrioulture, forestry, side occupations, animal husbandry, fishery and indus-
trys This kind of set-up in production must inevitably lead to chaos, backwardness
and primitiveness. First, it weakens the commune by dissipating its forces into
80 many branches of production. Thus the diversion from concentration in agricule
tural. production. Everybody knows that the communes were ordered to set up varie
ous kinds of industry, even & steel industry (for example, the blast furnaces),
thus not only introducing confusion into the state industrislplan but placing de-
mands on the communes far beyond their own capacity. For only if they were fully
equipped with modern machinery could the cammune industries compete with other in-
dustries and maintain their own existence. IAacking this prerequisite, the communes
can only set up a few handicraft workshops (most of them were transferred from the
co-operatives). This testifies that the commune industries are backward, out-
moded and incompatible with modern industry. Consequently, judged by its mode of
production, the commune is not "a superior type of socio-economic orgenization,”
but a backward or conservative "type."

The utopianism of the commune manifests itself in such fantasies as attempts
to eliminate the difference between city and country, worker and peasent, mental
and manual labor through the alle-round development of industry end agriculture;
attempts to supersede the system of pay according to work by a system of rationing
through the communal kitchen plus other collective bensfits.,

Until the commines have been in exlstence for a relatively long periocd of time
it 1s premature, if not careless arbitrariness, to assert that they are "a superior
type of socio~economic organization." .

If we consider the commune as “a superior type of agricultural co-operative"
(the fact is that its actual foundation of production is egriculture ), then dus to
its large scele and the huge labor force avallable, it is possible that it can in-
crease agricultural procduction through the "large=scale utilization of co-operative
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labor” and "can sgrve to speed up the accumulation of capital imperatively
needed for Chinats industrialization,” if the following conditions prevail:

(A) That the peasants join the commune voluntarily. Their living condi-
tions should gradually be improved in order to raise thelr enthusiasm in their
work and to increase production.

(B) That genuine democracy 18 observed in commmne manasgements The adminis-
trative committee should be elected by secret ballot among the entire membership;
officlals should be subject to recall at any time; important planning in produc-
tion and distribution should be based on the real interests of the peasant masses
and discussed freely and thoroughly among all the membership and then decided by
ma jority vote.

(C) That taxes and prices set for the purchase of agricultural products by
the government are reasonably applied. Industrial products should be made avail-
able as rapidly as possible to the peasants at reasonable cost.

(D) That the government provides the technique and large amount of capital
necessary to construct agricultural machinery plants, electiric power stations,
vehicle manufacturing plants (such as truck factories) and so on, to graduslly
equip the peasants with modern agricultural implements so as to lessen heavy phy=-
slcal labor and steadily increase productivity.

In the absence of the above conditions, the communes, dependent simply on
sheer B8ize and a huge labor force, will find it difTicull to increase productiv-
ity. Moreover, the dissatisfaction aroused among the peasants decreases produce
tion. Poland’s latest experience confirms this. Gomulka reported at the Eighth
Plenum of the Centrel Committee of the United Workers party of Poland on October
20, 1956, that after six years collectivization, the value of agricultural prod-
ucts per hectare of land owned by individual farmers was 621.1 zlotys; while that
of the co-0peratives was 517.3 zlotys. In other words, the value of production
on large-scale collective farme was 16.7% less per hectare than that of indivie
dual farms.

As I indicated above, the msjority of peasants were coerced or inveigled in-
to Joining the communes in China. ILiving conditions for the majority of them have
not improved but deteriorated. First of all, working hours and intensity of
labor have been greatly increased; a great part of the women are put to work
with the same intensity as men; food supplies in the communal kitchens are nelthe:
sufficient nor good in quality; small smounts of wages are continually in are
rears; the health of the peasants is deteriorating and they are frequently sick,
vhile medicines are in extremely short supply. All these conditions bhave great-
1y dampened the peasants?® enthusiasm in production.

Since the administration of the communes is in complete violation of demo-
cracy, the peasants naturally become more passive ~- everything is decided by
"bureaucratic edict,"”

Government taxes on the communes are far above those placed on the agricule
al co-operatives, The latter were taxed 15%, and, at most, 25% of their total
income. No quota is fixed for the communes; it is said, "let them decide for
themselves.” Thils actually means that the communes pay as high a tax as possi-
ble. Consequently the tax on the communes is often more than 30%. For example,
the Red Star People'!s Commune of Sui County, Hunan Province, paid out 32% of
its total income in taxes,
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Prices paid for agricultural products are variable end not set by the govern:
ment although it purchases almost everything not consumed in the commnes them=-
selves, Often prices are set by the local government agents or cadres. To
please the upper bureaucrats, they always make prices very low. On the other
hand industrial products supplied to the cammunes by the government are elither
insufficient or poor in quality and at prices always higher than those 1n the
open market,

The commune bears the administrative, military, educational and production
expenses (developing various branches of production for self~-sufficiency and
self-support): these, plus the accumulation fund, quite often amount to 50% of
the total income. For exsmple, in the Chain Nan People ‘s Commune of Heilunkiang
Province, the accumilation fund and expenses are 48% of totel income; in other
communes they even reach 60%. So, in general, only 20% remeins of the total in-
come (after deducting 30% for taxes, and 50% for the accumulastion fund snd admine
istrative expenses)., How cen the communes maintain their members except on the
lowest of standards?

Though the CCP has widely publicized great improvements in sgricultural
techniques, what has actuaslly been done is little. The State Budget for 1359
provides ample evidence for this conclusion, I1i Hsien-nlen, the Finence Minis-
ter, reported at the Second National People’s Congress that the sgricultural ine
vestment for 1959 is one billion yuans; that is, 3% of the total budget., How
effective can this small smount be in meeting the sgricultural needs of such a
vast country? According to the CCP, the improvement of agricultural techniques
1s the business of the peasants and they "must rely meinly on their cwn accumula=
tions to expand their economy” (Peking Reyiew, No. 17, 1959, Ps 29)e This is
why the communes are continually urged by the ¢fficial CCP newspsapers to recon-
struct and make their own agrarian tools, collect fertilizer, practice deep plow-

ing, etc.

The policy toward the peasants in the period of agricultural co-cperatives
was basically to increase production by intensifying peasant labor to the utmost,
to exploit the peasants? surplus labor by collecting taxes, to purchasse agricul-
turel products at low prices and raise the prices of industrial products. The
aim of this policy was to meet the expenses of the huge bureaucratic apparatus
and to “speed up the sccumilation of capital imperatively needed for Chinals
industrjalization,.”

But the co-operetifes were small and scattered, therefore difficult to con=-
trol, So, Mao Tse-tung, on inspecting several experimental peopls?s communes in
Hupan Privince, August 1958, declared immediately that "It is better to set up
the communes, because it 1s easier to lead by merging industry, agriculture, ex=-
change, culture and education and military affairs into one." Here the euphemis-
tic Yeasier to lead” obviously means “easier' for the bureaugrats to arbitrarily
explolt and control, the peasant masseg, Events since then have confirmed this.

The large labor force of the peasants has been concentrated and expanded;
the former through the merger of the co-operatives and the latter through the
liberaticn of women from “"domestic slavery" via communal kitchena, etc. Thus,
by practicing "large-scale utilization of co-operative labor," “production of
agricultural surpluses" can be increased. Also, it is easier, through the
communes, to apply higher taxes to the peasants, to lower what 1s paid for
their products and to raise the price of industrial products which they must buy.
Is this not enough to show that the communes have become the most convenient in-
strument for the CCP to exploit the surplus labor of the peasants?
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Intensification and exploitation of the peasants?! labor to the utmost will
inevitably arouse the resentment and resistance of the peasants. Therefore,
strict organization, constant supervision and tight control becoms absolute
necessities., This is why the policies of “getting organized along military
lines," “working as if fighting a battle" and "living the collective way" wexre
invented, In order to carry out these policleg thoroughly, the CCP put special
emphasls on the organization of the militia as the communes began. On this
point, Comrade Mah=-ki, & supporter of the communes, hes made the following
rether deep analysiss

"The mein purpose of widely developing the militia at the beginning of the
commune movement was obviously to administer production and privete life in the
commune by meens of military orgenizetion and discipline., The CCP?s policy was
not to gradually substitute the militia system for the noneproductive regular
armmy. Serving as the assistant to and reserve for the regular army, the militia
is provided with the most backward weapons manufactured by local arsenals.
Militismen are divided into two groupss basic and ordinary. The Communist
party maintsins tabsolute guidance?! of the militiamen and all the weapons are
1ssued to the most *reliable elements.®! From pest eXperilence we know that those
who criticize officisl policies are all classified as 'unreliable! elements and
the left opposition as trightist elements.!?

“Maots words that fthe militis is a combination organization for labor, ed-
ucation and gymnastics,® became, in fact, the principle in organizing end direct-
ing the militlia. The members of the commune are organized into units such as
regiment, battalion, company, etc., for the purpose of military treining end
similar activitiess In correspondence with the policies of !getting organized
along military lines,? ‘'working as if fighting a battle?! and tliving the collec=-
tive way,! the work of production and the private life of the peasants are super-
vised by the commanders of the military units to which they belong. This militia
system has assumed virtual control of every aspect of the peasants! life and has
e liminated completely any individusl freedom by imposing the harshest military
discipline, Its military significance becomes secondary.," ("The Peoplels
Commnes," by Maheki, ps 2. My emphasis,) . ..

It is true that the CCP "having felt the general dissatisfaction among the
masses" (the words of Comrade Maheki), ennounced last December at the Sixth
Plenary Session of the Eighth Central Committee of the party: “The leading
bodies of the militia and production organizations should be separated,"” and "it
is absolutely impermissible to impair one iota of the democratic life in the |,
commnes and 1in the militia organization on pretext of getting organized along
military lines.!" But these official statements bave not changed in essence
"gotting organized along military lines,” "working as if fighting & battle," and
“living the collective way," The peasenis continue to be organized in produgtion
teams: Dig, medium and small (equal to the regiment, battalion and compeny, etca,
The chief of each team decides when and where the peasents gather snd march to
work, He directs, supervises and speeds up the peasants? work with a megaphone.
Also he arbitrarily decides the working hours of the group and extends them Whene
ever he thinks it necessary. After work, the peasaents march back to the commune
ity kitchen for supper. Is this not & militarized labor organization}

Moreover, the peasant is deprived of the freedom to change his work assigne
ment or to move from one section of the commune to another, or, even to another
communes For instance, he cannot refuse to transfer to a yemote place even
though 1t means being sepsrated from his wife for a period of time; and he cannot
get a Job, food and living quarters elsewhere If he does not get & permit issued
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by the head of the commune to which he belongse Bound to the communes, the
peasants bear resemblance to.the  serfs of the middle ages,

Still another item is worthy of attention; that is, the recruiting of labor
forces to meet the needs of the city factoriess This is in the hands of the
communes, whose chiefs esrrange such assignments. In the eyes of the peasants, to
vork in the city is considered very lucky. Those considered the most active are
certainly in line for first choice for these assignments. Thus, freedom to work
In the city 1is excluded.

These actual facts of life under the slogans of “getting orgsnized along
military lines, working as if fighting a battls, and living the collective way"
have never been seen in any “type of socioesconomic organization” in modern times
except in labor concentration camps. .

Consequently, we are able to say that despite thelr "progressilve character,"
the present peoplet!s communes, due to the contradlctions, chaos, coerelon and
deprivation of peasant freedom, can hardly be termed "a superior type of socio-
economic organization,” but only an effective instrument for the CCP to exploit
and control the peasanis. The commnes cannot "make an indispensable contribus
tlon to the bullding of the economic basis for gocialism"; instesd they arouse
the distrust and resentment of the peasants toward "sociglism" and damage the
cause of socialism. As Lenin saids "For the name ‘agricultural commme?! is a
great one; it is assoclated with the gonception of Commmunisme It will be a good
thing if the communes in practice show that they are Indeed seriously working
for the improvement of peasant husbandry; that will undoubtedly increase the
authority of the Communists and the Commwnilst Party. But it has frequently
happened that the communes bave only succeeded in provaking a negative attitude
among the peasantry, and the word ‘commune?® has even at times become a call to
fight Communism;" ("Speech at the First Congress of Agricultural Communes and
Agr;culi):ural Artels," in Selected Worka , Vol. II, part 2, 1952 Moscow edition,
Pe 297+

The general food shortage that began earlier this year, and the current
liguidation as I write these lines, of communal kitchens in many communes, have
been verified by various sources, The food shortage shows in a negative way that
the CCP was unreliabls when it announced the doubling of food production last
year. Why has the shortage of food become so acute that the food quota of come
mune members has been reduced to twoe-thirds, or even one-hslf and city residents
can hardly get enough food? Any other explanation is wnlikely except that the
bumper figures on the harvest last year were fake.

The communes were set up in accordance with two principles -~ “large scale"
and "collsctive ownership." The communal kitchen is a concrete illuystration of,
"collective ownership.” Now, many of them along with nurseries, at least those
in Kwangtung province, have been disbanded., From social production women have
been returned to "domestic slavery." On this, Teng Tzu~hui, the Vice Premier,
has openly admitigd "the failure of the community kitchens," and proclaimed that
"in the future the socialization of households in the countyyside should be an a
yoluntary besise." This shows that one of the fundamental principles upon which
the communes were established is being abandgned. Thus, the comrmunes have begun
to expose thelr bankruptecy "in principle,"

The general shortage of food and the forced abendonmeshof a number of comm: ..
al kitchens are undoubtedly evidence of a serious crisis due to the CCP's use oy
coercion in setting up the communes. Various cluee indicate that Mao and Co. are
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now meeting to consider this orisis, Perhaps in the near future, the CCP will
once again “"ad just" its policy towards the communes as it did at the Sixth Plen=-
ary Session of the Central Committee of the party last year, That is to say,
under pressure of growing discontent among the peasant masses all over the coun-
try, the CCP will again empirically meke certaln changes in the communes by way
of appeasement. But to save face, they will never admit that their commune
rolicy is fundsmentally wrong; nor will they give up their basic poliecy of exw
Ploliting and controlling the peasents., Consequently the communes will be maine-
tained, as will the recurring crises.

In the future, when the author of "The Communes in China” (Draft Resolution
Proposed by NC members in Los Angeles) witnesses a certain chenge in the commmnes
he probebly will say that this is exactly what he predicted in his draft:

"Their organization and operation will very likely undergo further modifica=
tions, But such revisions, and even a retreat from their present status, would
not vitiate the progressive character of the communes any more than the retreat
from collectivization in Poland has negated the progressive character of collec-
tive farms over private proprietorship and individual production.” (Op. cit.,

Pe ,4'0.) . -

This statement separates the “progressive character of the communes” from
the principle of voluntary consent by the peasants and uses the former ag the
sole criterion in evaluating the communese. I pointed out the error in thils in
criticizing Comrade Lisng!s position above. Here I would like to discuss In par=-
ticular the reference to the change in the policy of collectivization in Poland.

Gomulka in pointing out that the value of production per hectare in the
collective farm was 16.T% lower than that on the individual farm stated that this
lag was due to the policy of coercive collectivization. So after coming to
povwer, he reorgaenizZed or disbanded certain immature collective farms and dis-
continued forced collectivization. But he did this not because forced collec~
tivization had "negated the progressive character of collective farms over pri-
vate proprietorship and individual production,” but merely because he thought
that the consent of the peasants together with mechanization in agriculture were
prerequisites for the successful realization of collectivization and increased
Production in agriculture. This viewpoint was clearly evident in his report on
“The Central Task of Polish Agriculture from 1559 to 1965" at the Second Central
Committee of the United Workers Party of Poland, June 22,,61959.

In his report Gomulks emphasized the importence of planning and "the decis-
ive significance of increasing the actual wages and income of the rural popula-
tion" in the development of agriculture. Therefore, "the total inyestment in
agrigulture in 1959-65 is put at 13 billion zoltys, of which 9 billlon zoltys is
allocated to lmproving production, that is, in mechanization, improvement of soil
and the comstruction of 1,200,000 duildings both for housing and production.”

He particularly emphasized the manufacture of 112,000 tractors between 1959 to
1965 to increase production end to promote collectivization in agriculture. His
conclusion was: ‘'The party insists on the progrem of socialist reconstruction in
the countryside, and is fully aware that the completion of this program can only
be realized under the condition of large~-scale agricultural economy, l.e., the
collectivization of production. The aim of this reconstruction is first of all,
the enlargement of agricultural production. And the collective peasant economy
can be established only through the consent of the peasants." (My emphasis,)
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The proposals and conclusions emphasized by Gomulke in his report could
not be taken as evidence that the "retreat! in agricultural policy in Poland
had "negated the progressive charagter of gollective farms over private pro-
prietorship and individual production®; but they do underline the need to pay
more attention to the actual interests and the voluntary consent of the peas-
ants; that is, the need to abandon Stalints coercive methods and return to, or
at least approach more closely, lenint!s point of view in the natlonalization of
land and collectivization of agriculture, The author of the "The Communes
in China" describes the Polish policy in agricultural collectivization as hav-
ing not "negated the progressive character of collective farms. « " But his
approach misses the essence, and reveals that this author adopts the same in-
correct viewpoint in approaching the change in Polish agrarian policy as he does
in the problem of the Chinese communes, Here is a demonstration that an ine
correct viewpoint in one set of events often becomes the basis for a similar
approach to comparable phenomenon,

We Trotskyists should understand that despite holding to the Stalinist viewe
roint on certain issues, Gomulka'®s latest policy in nationalization of land and
agricultural collsctivization is correct in principle. He is the first one to
abandon Stalin's coercive methods and to turn toward lenints viewpoint, In
this, he is much more correct than Mao Tse-tung.

The present Chinese people's communes have already exhibited all kinds of
contrxadictions and are in serious crisis., In order to halt the extension of the
orisis and a posslbly disastrous outcome, the Polish experience should be accep-
ted as & pattern and China should undertake a similar bold "retreat," that is,
from ultra-adventurism back to Lenin's viewpoint. The communes, on the basls
of the actual interests and voluntary participatlion of the peasants, should un=-
dergo complete change, following thorough investigation. I will return to the
point more specifically in the final section of this article.

A Faw More Words on Comrades Liang and Swabeck

In the foregoing I criticized the main data on vwhich Comrades Liang and Swa=-
beck based their support of the communes. Here I wish to deal with the attitude
and basic tendency which they reveal in their study of the communes,

In stating his Judgment on the commmnes in his commentary on “The Draft
Resolution on Chinese Communes," Comrade Liang presents neither our basic theory
nor historical examples, For instsnce he simply says: "The draft largely re=~
peats the sins and errors of the Roberts! article,” But what are the 'sins and
errors” of the Roberts?! article, "The Chinese Communes’? Liang doesn’t specify.
With one stroke, through an unsupported assertion, he wWipes away enother come
rade!s opinion. To me, the general viewpoint of Roberts? article, especially its
conclusion, is baslcally correct; and even the facts cited by him are tentatively
correct and able to withstand criticisms At least they are more dependable than
those cited by Comrade Liang,

Another special reason advanced by Comrade Lisng for supporting the communes
deserves comment: 'The continuing drum-fire of hostile comment on the Commmunes
by capltalist propegandists places us squarely before the need to take a clear=-
cut pesition on what, essentially, 1s & clags-struggle issue: FOR or AGAINST
the Communes?” (Emphasis in the originals) According to the formula of a “class-
struggle issue" advanced here by Comrade Liang, we should be for something if
the "capitalist propagendists” give it "hostile comment” and we should be aéainst
it if they favor it. This is ultra-mechanicel formal logic having nothing in
common with Marxist dialectics. '
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All of us remember the continued and vigorous attacks on Stalin®s buresucra«
tic dictatorship by all the “capitalist propegandists." According to Comrade
Liang!s "logic,” we should have supported the former, But Trotsky, instead of
supporting it, subjected 1t to penetrating criticism, The difference was that
the "capitalist propagandists" considered Stalints bureaucratic dictatorship to
be the product of Bolshevism gnd socialist property relations; Trotsky consider-
ed 1t to be the result of the betrayal of Bolshevism and hence a hindrance to
the rational development of socialist relations.

A fresh example occurred when all the "capitalist propagandists” furiously
attacked Russia for putting down the Hungarjan Revolution with tanks, At the
time we Trotskyists did not give up our relentless eriticism of the Kremlints
role in this event. The difference was that the "capitalist propagandists”
criticized it from the viewpolnt of bourgeoils nationalism as an "intervention
of Russian imperialism"; while we criticized it as & betrayal by.the Kremlin of
the interests of the Hungarian working class and the world socialist revolution.
And at that time the "Trotskylsts" who "took a clear=-cut position" were the
Marcyites who later lgft our movement.

Today the reason for the continuous and vigorous attacks on the communes
by the "capltalist propagandists" is that they see them eliminating the rem-
nants of the holy private~property system and the holy family system conmected
with it. We see the forcible introduction of the communes within a short per-
iod by the CCP as adventurism and as against the peasants?®! will. We hold to
this view because China today does not have the material and cultural prerequis-
ites for eliminating the remnants of the private-prorerty system and superseding
family life with the collective life of socialism; and because, therefore, the
CCP policy is very harmful to the alliance of workers and peasants end to social-
ism. Superficially our criticism sounds the same as that of the "capitalist pro-
pegandists,” but the substance and class position represented by us is the exact
opposite. As the French proverb puts it: *“One tongue, two languages.”

Comrade Swabeck in his article, "The Third Chinese Revolution and Its
Comrunes," quoted quite extensively fyom the reports of & few foreigners who hed
visited China (disregarding the truthfulness of these reports) to defend his
position on the superiority of the communes. Unfortunately, the facts quoted by
him either have no connection with the communes or have been proclaimed banke-
rupt by the CCP. For instance:

(A) "No less significant is the vast public progress mede possible by
the Communeg. « » » Ag One concrete exemple that witnessed by the Montreal repor-
ter can be mentioned: A huge dam and reservoir rear Peking, completed in the
phenomenally short time of 160 days by 400,000 !volunteers.!" ("The Third
Chinese Revolution and Its Communes,® In SWP Discussion Bullgtin, Vol. 20, No. 13,

page 3s)

The "huge dam and reservoir"; il.e., the "Tung-lin Dam" near Peking was
completed before the communes by the great megs of workers and surburban peas-
ants of Peking mobilizéd by the Central government.

(B) "In addition to the demonstrated econmic gains , cultural advance is
symbolized by an increase of primary school pupils from 64.3 million in 1957 to
84 million in September 1958." (Ibid., ps 3e)

The fact cited here (admitting it to be txue) was also achieved before the
communes. They begen in "September 1958, "
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(C) The “home-made™ or “backeyard" blast furnmaces, highly extolled by Come
rade Swabeck ag the "most celebrated”: "smell end medium industrial enterprises”
initiated by the compunes, ended in fact, unfortunately, in Ya filascos" They
had been abandoned long before Swabeck!s article was published, although the CCP
did not formally discontinue them until July 1959. I wonder how Comrade Swabeck
will explain this,

Comrade Swabeck devoted considerable discussion to the problem of the pexr=-
manent revolution in China in the latter part of his article. I can only state
that his interpretation of this problem is incorrect. (Unfortunately I don’t
have space here to go into it.) He had not one word to_say about the CCP’s for-
eign policy, "peaceful coexistence" (i.e., the "Five Principles" stipulated by
Chou En-lai and Nehru of India), The sudden shift from right tQ left of Maols
internal policy originates from this extremely reactionary foreign policy which,
inherited in toto from the Stalinist theory of "socialism in one country" (now
Mao has developed it into his theory of "communism in one country"), contrae
venes the permsnent revolution, Mao neither believes in nor understands the
decisive role which the victory of the world socialist revolution, particularly
the victory of the world soclalist revolution, particularly the victory of the
proletarien revolution in the advanced countries, would play in bringing the
Chinese socjalist revolution to victory. To maintain his own power, Mao started
by compromising in all possible ways with the bourgeoisie and landlords in an
attempt to bulld the “New Democracy" soclal system (i.e., non-socialist, non-
capitalist) within a few decades. Iater under pressure of imperialist interven-
tion (especially American intervention in Korea) and the counter-offensive of
the domestic bourgeoisie and landlords, he pragmatically Jumped from ultra-right
opportunism to ultraeleft adventurism. Thus, he sought to exploit to'th utrost
the surplus labor of the workers and peasants in an attempt to facilitate indui-~
trial development and to build socialism in one countrye And his reckless intro=-
duction of the communes within & short perilod is the culmination of adventurism
in the application of the theory of "socilalism in one country” or “communism in
one countryo "

In addition, in the articles by Comrades Liang and Swabeck discussing the
Chinese rural commmnes, which concern the lives of 500 million peasants, there
is not ane word about the principle developed by Engels, lenin and Trotsky on the
nationalization of land and voluntary peasant participation in agrarian collec-
tivization, It is very significant, for it indicates how they have neglected
the traditional Merxist position on the agrarian question and our position on
the alliance of the workers and peasants set forth in our Transitional Program.

It is because of this complete disregard of the traditional Marxist position
that their position on the communes is the same as that of the revisionist Pablo,
or at least, very close to it.

Jean Paul Martin, who speaks with complete authority for Pablo, wrote an
article,"” *Uninterrupted?! Revolution in China," which wes published in "Quatrieme
International” of November 1958. Besides acclaiming that "China is cuyrently
in & state of,'uninterrupted’® revolution," ard praising the stupendous develop-
ment of lts industry and agriculture, the mein point of his article is the
gr;:t significance to China of the commmnes in the rural areas. For example, he
saids

"All this is not simply boasts, hypocrisy or infantilism; it is pride, the
lmmensity of her stature confronting the world of the twentieth century. China
feels in herself unlimited forces awekening. Her vision of the world , quite
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different from that of any other power, is a mixture perhaps of infantilism, nor-
mal for a country still sleeping yesterday in the past, now entering with such
impetuosity end such fury into the atomic age and real gigantism.”

Besides such abstract eulogles as above, Martin declared: “The administra-
tive committees of the communes are in reelity *popular town councils,?! soviets."
This political appraisal of the comnunes is almost identical with that of Com- |
rades Liang and Swabeclk; namely, “the Communes are administered by elected coun-
cils, not by bureaucratic edict.”,

Having appraised the nature of the CCP end its regime in the light of
Pablo's revisionlism, it is not strange for Martin to have such an appraisal of
the communes. It is the logical development of Pabloite revisionism, Comrades
Liang and Swabeck, who opposed Pablot!s revisionism in the past, have arrived at
almost the same political conclusion on the people’s communes today as Pablo.
This is worth some thought on their part.

Finally, I should point out in psssing that the errors of Comrades Liang
and Swabeck on the lssue of the people*s conmunes go far beyond those of Comrade
Mah-ki. Comrade Mahekl does not paint up the communes, but gives them serious
criticism in light of the facts; his error is that he places too much weight on
the superiority of the communes?® large-scale production and neglects the prin-
ciple of voluntary peasant consent. This is not an error in principls, but a
bias and is easy to correct. But the errors of Comrades Liang and Swabeck inter-
sect with principles, and if not recognized in time, can lead them into the
swamp of revisionism,

Our Attitude Toward the Communes

{1} We have always held to and persistently meintained the necessity for
ratiopalization of the land and agrarian collectivization, considering it to be
the only possible form through which the scattered individual peasant economy
can be brought to socialist relations. But at the same time we hold to the
principle put down in our Transitional Progrem by Trotsky: "The program for
the nationalization of the land and collectivization of agriculture should be so
drawn that from its very basis it should exclude the possibility of expropria-
tion of smell farmers and thelr compulsory collectivization." That is to say,
in the prectice of agrarian collectivization, it is necessary to convince the
peasants by concrete example, bringing them to believe that collectivizatlion is
in fact beneficial to them, hence calling forth their voluntary participation.

Therefore, we severely criticlzed Stalinls forced collectivization and,
toge ther with Trotsky, considered it to be "dictated not by the Interests of the
farmers or workers but by the interests of the bureaucracy."

(2) Taking the Chinese rursl communes as & case of large-scale agrarian
collectivization, and considering it in the light of the general principle of
collectivization, we are for it; but, at the same time, in view of the fact that
since the collectivization is on such & large=-scale and combines the practice of
collective life in all rural areas (substituting the communal kitchens and nure
sery for famlly life), we consider it an absolute necessity to use concrete ex-
emples to win the voluntary participation of the peasants.

The policy practiced by the CCP toward the communes at present has greater
compulsory character than CCP policy toward the former agricultural co-operatives.
Consequently 1t is adventuristic and is dictated not by the interests of the
farmers or workers but by the interests of the bureaucracys
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(3) Forced entry into the commnes == all the peasant masses are forced
into Ygetting organized along military lines," "working as if fighting a battle,"
"living the collective way" - and the extraordinary increase in the intensity
of labor has brought not oply numerous dislocations, suffering and 111 health
to the peasants, but the intensification of contradiotions, lower agricultural
production (as the current shortage of food and dailly recessities in the cities
shows) end injury to the alliance of workers and peasents, If persisted in, it
will end in chaos and even cause uprisings in the rurel areas, setting back the
future of sociaslism,

(4) In confronting this very serious situation, for the benefit of the
majority of the peasant masses and the strengthening of the workers and peas-
ents alllance, we advocate the following policy toward the present compmnes:

(A) We call for an immediate end full democratic discussion on the communes
athong the workers and peasants of Chinae This should be done in each commmne.
A secret ballot should be taken, Those commmnes approved by the members, or a
majority of them, will, of course, be maintaineds Those not approved should be
dissolved into the pre~commune co~operativese In addition, farm tools and land
should be distributed to those peasants who went to join neither the communes
nox the co-0ps.

(B) The administrative committees of the remaining communes should be
elected through secret ballot by the members with the provision that inefficient
officials can be recalled at any time, Production, distribution and the impor-
tant welfare planning of the communes should be deécided beforeband by mejority
opinion through open discussion among all the memberse The communal kitchen and
nursexry should be based on the principle of voluntary participation. All this
should apply also to the co-operatives,

(C} The agricultural tax should be applied retionally to communes, co=
operatives and individual peasant households =~ & maximum of not more than 20%
of their total incame; prires of agricultural products purchased by the govern-
ment should be determined reasonably (i.e., according to the genersl market
price); the peasants should be supplied with industrial products at reasonable
prices.

(5) This important measure, involving the lives of 500 million peasants
end the alliance of the workers and peasants =~ the people’s commmnes -- has not

been ogenla disoussed by the worker and peasant masses nor by the membership of
the CCPs With Maots word ~- “"Cemmunes are better" «- at the beginning of Aug-

ust 1958, every local section of the CCP acted at onee as if 1t had received an
imperial edict; ample proof that the CCP acts politically not only as a one=
party dictatorship, but also as a Stalinist-type personal dictatorshipe In ore
der to end this personal dictatorship with its vicious results, China needs
freedom of speech, press, assembly, association and belief among the workers and
peasents. And to guaxantee these freedoms and rights to the worker and peasant
masses and to correct effectively the wrong policies which run counter to the
interests of the peasants and workers, the existence and activities of working=
class parties adhering to socialist principles should be made legitimate, Only
through such means can the dictatorship of a party, or a group, or a person be
avolded and soclallst democracy reallzed.

(6) In order to carry out the measures indicated above, the fantasy proe-
regated by the CCP that commnism will be realized in the rural areas within a
few years (or several decades) must be rejecteds Instead it should be proclaimed
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that the actual fulfillment of collectivizatlon -+ helightened farm production,
guaranteed real improvements in the lives of the 500 million peasants and the
industrislization of the country -~ can only become a possibility with assis-
tance from the proletariat in the advanced countries upon the victory of the
worid socialist revoluticn. Henoe the theory of "socialism in one country” or
"comnism in one country" and the illusion of "peaceful coexistence” related

to 1t, must be rejected entirely. The maln aim of foreign policy should be to
ald the world proletarian socialist revolution; first of all the Japanese and
Indian proletarian revolutions. Just as Comrade Roberts said: “Successful
workingeclass revolutions in Western Europe and the United Stateg, leading ‘o
the elaboretion of a world soclalist economic plan, would enable China to take
the great leap forward in the shortest possible times « » « A socialist over-
turn in Japan alone would transform Chinals prospects overnight. The economies
of the two countries would gear together naturally. Japan would be able to masse
produce power-driven pumps, plows, carts, trucks, 1ift forks and dwedges for
China's farms. + « While making equipment available for industrial development."
("The Chinese Communes, by Daniel Roherts."” In SWP Discussion Bulletin, Vol., 20,
No. 8, page 9) _ August 19, 1959

POSTSCRIEPT

Three weeks after finishing the above article, I received the People!ls
Daily of August 27, in which appeared the "Communique of the State Statistical
Bureau of China on the Revision of 1958 Agricultural Figures" end the "Resolution
on Developing the Campaign for Increasing Productian and Pragticing Economy"
passed by the Eighth Central Committee of the CCP at its Eighth Plenary Sesgion.
I quote below some excernts from these two documents and make brief criticism as
& postscript to my articls,

The “Communique of the State Statistical Bureau of China on the Revislon
of 1958 Agricultural Figures" states:

"China reaped e bumper harvest in 1958 wnmatched before in 1ts history.
Owing to lack of experience in estimating the output of such an unprecedented
bumper harvest, the agricultural statistical organs in most cases made overw
assesements. At the same time, during the bumper autwm harvest, man-poWer was
not very well arranged, and the harvesting, threshing and storage were somewhat
inadequate. As a result there were some losses and the harvest did not conform
to the estimated figures., After repeated check-ups and verifications in the
first half of this year, it was found that some of the 1958 agricultural statise
tlcal figures previously released were higher than the actual amount gathered.
The revised 1958 agriculturel statistical figures are as follows: Total grain
output 500,000,000,000 catties (250,000,000 tons). 35% more then in 1957; to=
tel cotton output, 42,000,000 tan (2, 100,000 tons), 28% more than in 195T. » o "
(3shinhua News Agency, August 27, 1959, page 18.) ,

From the figures quoted in the above "commnique," (the truthfulness of
which 1s still in question) the following points are workh our attention:

(A) The statistics in industry and egriculture published by the CCP were
not complled after production to record the actual amount of increase, but were
advance estimates, an “"assessment" or prediction. Here, for the first time, the
secret statistical methods of the CCP are revealed. Of course, this revelation
was forced from them by the resentment end dissatisfaction of the masses aroused
by the general food shortage when the so-called bumper harvest proved in faet
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to be not so large, Hence, We can See what little reliance can be placed in the
production figures put out by the CCP for industry and agriculturel

(B} How did it happen that after the establishment of the communes "the
man power wes not very well arranged and the harvesting, threshing and storage
vere somewhat inedequate”™? Obviously, the great majority of peasants were forced
to join the commmes, that is why they vented thelir feelings by sabotaging and
damaging the autumn harvest.

(C) The increase for grain was 35% over 1957, not doubls or 100% &s had
been claimed; the increase for cotton was 28% over 1957, not 60%. What a big
difference between the actual figures now reported and those figures about "the
great productive increases in farming" quoted by the author of "The Communeg in
China"{ This especially deals a great blow to the arguments of Comrade Swabeck
becauge he had emphasized: "In this manner China has revelutlionized the feeding
of its millions. Food grain production in 1958 reached the astounding total of
375 million tons, doubling the 1957 output of 185 million tons. With this the
teening, crowded population has advanced from the malnutrition and famines of
yore to a living diet today, This is confirmed by Lord John Orr, world author-
ity on food and popwlation, who declared upon return from his recent visit,
that China is solving its food problem.” ("The Third Chinese Revolution and Its
Communes," SWP Discussion Bulletin, Vol. 20, No. 13, pe 3)¢ According to the
revised statistics published by the CCP, the doubling of the 1958 output, which
was 80 highly praised by Comrade Swabeck, is declared false, and a question mark
is placed on the "confirmation" by the highly recommended “Lord John Orr, world
authority on food and population,.” .

(D} In my article, I said that the CCP official reports on the increase in
agricultural production were exaggerated and that the CCPis widely proclaimed
doubling of the 1957 output was unrealiable, as proved negatively by the genere
al food shortage. My distrust of the officlal CCP reports stemmed from general
distrust of the acts and words of Stalinlst bureaucrats. The revised statistics
now published by the CCP not only shows that our distrust of official CCP re-
borts is completely justifisd, but proves that the discrepancies far exceeded
vhat we had imagined, since the difference between the two reports on actual
amount of grain gathered was 65%. What a hard lesson for those who only depend
on the official reports to study and judge the development of Chinesce agriculture,
especially for Comrade Swabeck who blindly believes the official CCP reportsi

Following are several points in the “Resolution on Developing the Campaign
for Increasing Production and Practicing Economy" adopted by the Central Committec
of the Chinese Communist Party at its Eighth Plepary Session on August 16, 1959,
vhich are worth teking up here,

{A) The resolution states: "During the check-up, the principles of manage-
ment end business accounting at different levels, of 'to each according to his
work? end more income for those who do more work have been implemented.” (Pek~
ing Review, September 1, 1959, ps Te} This signifies the elimination, "in _prine
ciple,” of the "rational system" originally prescribed for the communes of "to
© each p3rtly according to his negds," and the abandonment, "in principle," of
marching toward communilsm by gradually replacing the system of "to each according
to his work," Here demonstrably the utopia of the CCP, under the merciless
lesscn of ciycumstances, has been returned to its starting point. It is also
evident that the CCP, in order to fulfill the aims of the "Great Leap Forward,"
is attempting to put pressure on a part of the peasants (those with greatest

-
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capacity for work) with the material incentive of "more incoms for those who do
more work," This attempt will inevitably have two bed results: first a detrl-
mental effect on the peasantst® health; and pecond, & widening of the differentia=-
tion at the two poles; i.e., rich and poor peasants in the commnes.

(B] "It has been decided that at the present stage a three-level type of
ownership of the means of production should be instituted in the peoplels come
mnes. Ownership at the production brigade level constitutes the basic one.
Ownership at the commune level constitutes another pert. « « A small part of the
ownership should also be vested in the production team." (Ibide, ppe 7-8¢) To
g0 by the decision that "ownership at the production brigede level constitutes
the basic one" in this three-jewel type of ownership of the means of production,
the commune has actually turned back to the former producer?s co-operative, ine
asmuch as the production brigade is the same size as the former producers® co=
operative, and was reorganized from the latter. On this, the CCP has officlally
admitted: "In the present people’s communes. « o Ownership is basically the
: in the co-operative.” (The

op 11y, Augus ' us, in production and ¢isiri-
bution, especially “ownership," the commune actually has almost dissolved into
the originel produogrst co-opeyatives It is time now for Comrades Mah-kl,
ldang, etcs 10 re-examine their opinions on the communes. (The former praises
highly the "superiority of large-scale production” of the commune and the latter
paints 1t ag & "superior type of socio-economic organization.")

(C) I pointed out that the community kitchens, because they were forced
upon the peasants, absolutely could not be kept up -= "in the not too distant
future, they will be reorganized or the great majority of them will be disbenw
deds" Now the resolution states: "With regard to the commmnity dining=rooms in
the yurel areas, the principle of meking vigorous efforts to run them well and
voluntary participation should be adhered to; grains should be distributed to
each family on the basis of a fixed allocation for each individual; a food tice
ket system should be introduced in the community dininge-rooms, with unconsumed
food being returned to the person who saves it." (Peking Review, Sept, 1, 1959,
Ps 10s) This open admonition to adhere to "voluntary participstion” in the dine
ing-rooms is the same as admitting “in principle” that the former measures forow
ing the peasants to participate in the community kitchens were wrong and absurd.
Also, it 1s the same as permitting women "in princip}s’ to return home to do the
cocking. Thus, the women are going back to "domestic slavery.® This fact should
prove sobering to Comrades Liang and the others who highly praised the vway the
communes freed wamen from “domestic slavery."

(D) YOn the basis of verified statistics on sgricultural production in
1958 « o ¢ The Plenary Session recommends that the State Council, submit a
proposal to the Standipg Committee of the National Peoplet!s Congress, for adjuste~
ing the 1959 plan. « « « the target for grain is about 10% over the verified
1958 output of 500,000,000,000 cattiess” (People?’s Deily, August 27.) The tar=
get for grain in 1959 was eriginally 1,000,000,000,000. catties, Now the read=-
Justed targeis -are cut to almost half the original goali; This indicates hew
arbitrary the planning 1s in agricultural production under the CCP pureaucracy .
led by Mao Tse-tung, end to wha} depths they have reached in their ignorance, -
econfusion, impudence and self~-contradiction, '

The readjusted target also testifies to the correctness of our jJudgment
that dve to the lack of modern mechanization and chemical fertilizers, etca, the
beightening of faym production will still proceed "at & slow tempo.,” Here is a
little victory for Mesrxist analygis and Judgment.
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(E) "The Eighth Plenary Session of the Eighth Central Committee of the
Chinege Communist Party calls on the whole party, the people of all nationalities
in the country under the leadership of the Central Committee of the CCP ¢ o+ «
to overcome a brand of rightist ideas and sentiments."” (Peoplets Daily, Aug.
27.) But who holds "rightist ideas and sentiments"? Those who are "skeptilcal
of the great leap foxward and the people’s commnese ¢ o " (Chou En-lails re-
port delivered on August 26 at the plenary meeting of the Standing Committee of
the Second Nationsl People!s Congress), and those who conslder the blg leap for-
ward and the peoplet!s communes as “petty-bourgeois fanaticism." (The editorial
that appeared in the People’s Daily on August 27, 1959 under the title of "Oppose
Right Deviations « +")

The CCP!s call for a fight to uphold "the superiority of the peoplels come-
munes"against "right opportunists™ and “rightist ideas and sentiments,” as pro=
claimed in the editorial of the Pgople *s Daily, "Oppose Right Deviation," shows .
that criticism and opposition to the big leap forward and the peoplels commune
movement among the broed messes of workers and peasants have becoms very effec~
tive and widespread. The opposition even attacks this movement as "petty bour-
geois fanaticism.” Chou En~lail has publicly edmitted that "This kind of think-
ing and sentiment has grown in the past two months." (See Ghou's report.) This
shows that the messes of workers and peasants, from practical experience in life,
have already sensed the dire consequences of the adventurism in the policies
forced upon them by the CCP,

To allay this resentment and oriticism of the masses, the CCP on the one
hand mekes some concessions (as shown in the resolution); and, on the other hand,
increases repression under guise of a fight against "right opportunists.” But
until"the petty-bourgeocis fanaticism" evident in thege adventurist policies is
finally eliminated, the resentment apd criticism of the masses will continue to
develops Consequently, we have reason to predict that the commune movement
will prove unstable, crises will continue to break out. Only by carrying out
;he proposals indicated in "Our Attitude Toward the Commumnes" can this outcome
e avoided. ,
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