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July 22, 1959
Dear Comrade Swabeck:

I have read your article "The Third Chinese Revolution and Its Communes,"”
in which you glorify the communes as & "superior type of socio-economic organi=
zation.” You stated many instances to prove your point, such as "food produc-
tion in 1958 « « « . doubling the 1957 output,” "crowded population has ad-
vanced from the malnutrition and famines of yore to a living diet today," "the
most celebrated were the home made blast furnaces," "steel production was doubls”
and "formation of communes came from the peasants themselves” .ees Otce .

‘Most of your information ceme from Gerald Clark, Caradian reporter, Lord
John Boyd Orr, food authority and some official publications of the CCP.

You disagree vith the position taken by Comrades Peng and Mel lei-tar of
Hongkong, and show your doubt of the informatlion supplied by them by quoting
Gerald Clark's words -- "A day of personal observation in Peking yields more
than a year of second~hapd guessing in the listening post of Hongkong." You
also refute Mells conclmsion that the communes system in China is worse than the
slave system of ancient Rome by asking him the following question: '"What ass
counts for this incredible comparison with ancient Rome?" ... "during the en-
tire Roman epoch very little progress was registered in the sphere of production.
The tools of the cultivator retained their primitive formee.ses How does this com-
pare with the giant strides made in Chinese production?"

Although I em & Chinese, but since I have been awa;'r from my native land for
& number of years, I cannot give you my persomal account of the present Chinese
situation, yet I disegree with your way of depreciating the information and ‘udg-
rent of the Hongkong comrades by invoking Mr, Clarkts statement. It may apply
quite correctly to a non-Chinese, betause most of them neither can read Chinese
newspapers nor talk to Chinese people in Chinese, so the only information they
can get is "second~hand guessing." But for the comrades in Hongkong, it is
different. ,They read Chinese newgpepers and magazines from China and talk to
Chinese coming from China, And most of the people they talk to are pro-CP work-
ers, overseas students (Chinese students from South-east Asia who go to China
to study, and return hope during their vacations), and even members of the CCP
and its youth groups The information from these people, most of whom doubtless-
1y are strong supporters of Maols Regime, should surely be given serious cansids
eration, Mel Iei.Tar?s article was mostly baesed on such information. Any Marx-
ist analysis should be based on facts. Although I, with the help of Mr, Peter
Schulz, translated Mei!s article, I cannot defend his point without giving
facts. So I wrote to Mel and received his letter recently. The following is
the translation of his whole letter in which you may £ind certain facts which
substantiate his viewpoint,

Sincerely yours,

L.
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July 8, 1959
Dear L.:

From your letter we know that our comrades in the U.S. are having a heated
discussion on the communes. We also held discussions on this subject but withe
out big controversy, for we have more or less the same opinion (with the
exception of Maheki)s I have a feeling that some comrades in the U.S. sre over-
glorifying the present situation in China., This over-glorification often has
en influsnce on the conclusions drawn from & discussion., Let up take up the
subject of the increase of production. According to what J. wrote us, comrades
in the U.S. thought that the organized labor after the commmnization would
belp increase sociallst accumulation in China, Just look at the official fig-
ures, 1t would seem to be true. Moreover, we cannot get any correct figures
to counterpose those of the CCP, If there were to be another "blossom and
contend” campaign, I think we would get the true figures to prove our present
estimation, However, according to the facts, we do know we should doubt the
truthfulness of the increase of production. The food production was doubled
last year in the official statistics, but this year, so far, according to the
facts, has been one of famine and starvation, The sltuation is getting so
serious that we dare not, but have to bellieve it, since most of the informa-
tion concerning this situation comes from the pro-CCP or members of the CCP_.

A Malsyan-Chinese student, arriving recently at Hongkong via Hainan Islands
fne of two biggest islands in south-east China, the other being Formosa) from
Peking, told us that the food situation inside Peking is very bed; peasants in
the Peking suburbs get only one steamed bread loaf a plece for each meal, while
the o0ld women get half a piece (steamed bread is the main food in Northern
China as rice is in the South, An ordinary person should have three or four
steamed bread loaves or eight ounces of rice for each meal). The situation in
Halpan Island is even worse: peasants look like beggars, ill-fed and wearing
rotten clothing; many are loitering in front of the restsurants to try to get
food, in spite of the signs of "sold out" hanging on most of them,

The brother of a worker in Hongkoz:g; a leader of the local CP®s youth
group, wrote to his brother that the chief of his village (Ching-yun Heien in
Kwangtung) had started to orgenize People to move out from his locality to ese.
cape famine, The brother of another worker in Hongkong, a secretary of the
local youth group and a correspondent of the National Youth (a newspaper pub~-
lished by the CP!s youth group), used to urge his brother to_return to China.
Naturally he would not speak anything egainst his motherland. Recently, howe
ever, as his whole family is living in starvation conditions » he wrote to his
brother, saying: "The difficulty which we are confronted with at present is the
most serious one since 1949." He hoped that his brother would send some salted
fishes to their mother who hgs not hed any meat dlet for the last six months,

They live in Chung-shan Hslen, which is claimed by the CCP as cne of the most
productive areas,

Some ex-workers in Hongkong (those left Hongkong and went back to their
mtive village to participate in production) wrote us that the quota of rice
for each peasant i1s anly three of four ounces a day, which i1s not enough for two
moals of rice soup. They eat rice soup in the messhall, which is quite 8 dise
tance from where they work and by the time they get back to work, they are hune
8rye Déspite of the yells and howls of their foremen, the pessants? enthusiasm
in farmwork are lacking, being so weak physically,
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Some workers who came back from China recently efter visiting thelr fami-
lies in China, told us that some peasants stole potato seeds at night which
vere jJust planted the same morning. Bananas and quinces on the nationalized
farms are being stolen on & large scale by hungry peasants. Some mothers feed
their children with the young buds of quince trees. Men In groups are search=
ing the hills and mountains for wild frudts and gresses to feed themselves from
hunger. They said the famine this year 1s Just as bad as 1t was during the
Japanese occupation. By the end of May thousands of peasants escaped.to Canton
from nearby villages; they slept in the rallway station and along the lopely
streets and small lanes in the city. The city authority held meetings all
night and failed to convince them to return home. Finally by refusing to give
them any food quotas, part of them were driven back to their villages. Accord=-
ing to eye~wlitnesses, this is nothing less than a peasants? strikes.

When these workers teold us these stories, though with tears in their eyes,
which often become red, they still asked us at the end of it, that these stories
should not be told to too many people, lest meny of them might become disillu-
sioned with the mother country. Judging from thelr sincere attitude, it can be
sure that they are not lyinge.

From the above mentioned facts, apparently, that the CCP is helpless in
confronting the food shortage situation: lacking enough food to feed the peas=
ants to let them have enough energy to work. Any government, even those without
any consideration for the welfare of their people, wlll not let things go on like
this, if they can do anything for it. This food shortage, I consider, is due to
the adventurous movement of the 'great leap forward" and the forced commniza=-
tion. The forced communization has greatly reduced the interest of the peaseants
in production.

It is quite possible that the food production in 1958 was decreased.

Mel
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Los Angeles, California
Auvgust 24, 1959

Dear Comrede L,:

Your letter of July 22, with the enclosure from M. at Hongkong, of July 8,
I have received by way of New York. I notice that you question the position
I have taken in our discussion of the Chinese Commnes. Likewise you question
the facts I have attempted to adduce from such information as 1s avallable, and
you think that I depreciate the iInformation and Jjudgment of the Hong Kong com-
rades. What you say about their source of informatlion may be entirely true,
but it was certainly not presented in very convincing fashion in the erticle
recelved from M. in Februarys Much less convincing was his reference to slave
labor camps,

I agree with you that "Any Marxist analysis should be based on facts."
But this principle could heydly apply to M.!s article in which he tells us, that
"the workerts wage hes been reduced and the peasants can no longer get even
enough to eatese families have been abolished...reorganized according to their
age and sex, They now live along & strict military line. Cooking equipment
has been confiscated...Babies and children have been taken away from their
mothers and have been put in houses called ‘nurseries?! ...the people?s anger and
resentment has reached a high point. Riots and cheos have occurred in various

placesSses o

Where are the facts to substantiate these very rash assertions? No evi-
dence is sutmitted. And what cbjectlve observers have to tell points in the
opposite direction.

Take for example the extensive report of James S. Duncen describing his
recent visit to China, which appeared in a series of articles in The Telegram,
Toronto, Ontario, (These bave been reprinted in booklet form under the title )
"China's Great Leap Forward.") Duncan is an industrialist, Big Business men
and a Tory, Not a friend of revolution anywhexe, he observed the development
in China and 1ts Communes from the critical viewpoint of the bourgeoisie. But
he presents an objective report of what he saw:

"From my observations meny of the stories about segregation of the sexes,
cruslty and the forceful separation of children from their parents are vastly
exaggerated, if not a complete distortion of the truth." Speaking about the
children, Duncan says: 'The nurseries and kindergartens were well run, well
::ﬁoirviasd. end the children were apparently adequately looked after, happy and

thy. ‘

An another point in his report Duncan tells of "the policies pursued by
the People 's Republic and apparently not only willingly but enthusiastically
accepted by the great majority of its citizens...The bloodless transmutation of
220,000,000 freeholders into regimented working forces took place in three stages
over the unbelievable short span of six years between 1953 and 1958 without up-
risings or major oppositions."

In my opinion the observations mede by Duncan come far closer to the real
Situation than the rather distorted picture painted by Comrade M.!s article. And
to tell you the truth, the case for greater reliance on the information and judg-
ment of the Hong Kong comredes is not improved by his lstter of July 8.
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The bad food situation in Peking, to which he refers, does contain an ele-
ment of reality. But it 1s important to bear in mind that this city!s popula-
tion has been swelled by & tremendous Influx of workers engaged in all the new
activities; it has grown from 1,300,000 to 4,600,000 during the last ten years.
In Peking, as in several major cities, the food situation was aggravated for one
thing, by last yearts great diversion to home-made blast furnaces and the strain
on rather inadequate supply facllitiles caused by the transport of steel, In
addition to these, and other factors that could be mentioned, there is the ex~-
tensive export of foodstuff to the Soviet Union in payment for material aid to
industrialization,.

Referring to & village in Kwangtung Province, Ms cites reports in this
same letter, of a start to orgsnize people to move out from the locallty to es~
cape famine..."the famine this year is just as bad as 1t was during the Japanese
occupation,” if{ is saide And M, adds reports of thousands of peasants
escaping into Canton and driven back to thelr villages by refusal to allot them
food quotas. Though his letter was written on July 8, Comrade M, does not men-
tlon the flood dilsaster that ravaged the Kwengtung Province in June, causing
great hardship. .

Again I must ask, how can these stories be accepted at face value, when
they run emtirely contrary to other information coming from the Hong Kong com=
rades themselves? For example, in the pamphlet published by the Hong Kong
group in March, called "Eyewitness Reports of the Commmnal Rural Areas," the
following statement was featured:

"After Commmnization the starvation which existed to a great extent under
Chiang's regime, and in certain areas in the first few years after liberation,
has disappeared,”

However, instead of arguing about the value of information and judgment of
the Hong Kong comrades, let us turn our attention to the essential point in this
discussion,.

One must assume the existence of great hardships, inequalities, gaps and
disproportions of develcpmentsin China, To a certain degiree these are inevit-
able under conditions c¢f rapid collectivization and Industrialization of a back~
vard agrarian society. Hardships, such as overworking people, caused by abuse
or mismanagement have nodoubt occurred, otherwise the Central Committee meeting
of the CCP last December would not have felt obliged to caution against them.
But the weight of all available information clearly indicates that such are not
typical of the overzll picture of developments. And this overall picture of
Progress maede, which, moreover, corresponds to Chinals most pressing needs, is
for us the most important aspect.

This is the basic framework from which our anslysis must begin. And only
within that framework can hardships and disproportions be properly understood.
Likewise polemical criticism can have Jjustification and real meaning only when
Proceeding from this basic framework,

How then should we evaluate the overall picture? Here, I think two funda=-
mental questions demand primery consideration. Firstly, have the developments
of the Chinese revolution brought improvement in the meterial conditions of the
yeople: Secondly, is the basic direction proceeding toward the socialist reorw
ganizatlon of society? To me it seems evident that both questions must be
énswered in the affirmative.
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Is it not a fact that since the earlier land reforms in China through the
various stages of transformation in the countryside, i.e., from the mutual aid
organizations through the cooperatives and the collectives to the Communes, sag-
ricultural production has Increased at each successive stage, including higher
yields per acre? Due to the more effective application of coopsrative labor on
a constantly enlarged scale the vast projects of irrigation and various other
forms of soll end crop improvement became posaible., These are facts now common-
ly aclknowledged by all objective observers, The results of improved living cone
ditions for the rural population are equally recognized.

Side by side with progress in the countryside a great industrial structure
is rising, spreading a network of mines, mills and plants throughout the coun-
try, and recording a corresponding spurt in industrial production. By the end
of 1958 practically one hundred percent of all industry was nationalized while
in trade and commerce less than three percent remained in private hands. In
other vwords, developments in Chins followed the lead gilven by the Communist Meni-
festo, viz., to use the proletarian political supremacy “to wrest by degrees all
capital from the bourgeoisle, to centralize all instrumemts of production in
the hands of the states...and to increase the total of productive forces as rapid-
1y as possible."” In China the pace has been rapld indeed; it has been one of
great leaps and setting bold targets which apparently have been attained. This,
I hope you will agree, is the correct interpretation, and it leaves no room for
unfounded charges of adventurism.

Workers are provided insurance for health, welfare, maternity, old age,
etc., and free education includes technical schooling. A great effort is made
to provide housing for workers in the urban centers and I believe Duncan is
approximately correct in saying: ‘'There is a remarkable degrse of equality in
China among all categories of vworkers in living standards and earning power,"

Disputes about the official Peking figures of production increases in in-
dustry anmd agriculture will neither prove helpful nor clarifying. Economic
Planning requires honest control figures. Statistical faking would produce
chaos and defeat utterly the economic plans. And the fact remains, even if
allowing for discounts because of exaggerations, China's positive economic galns
since 1949 cannot be disputeds These are far more impressive than anything capi-
talism can show, and they bear eloquent testimony to the great power and ingen-
uity called into being by the revolution, All in all, these important factors
ocan be interpreted by Marxists only as affirmative proof of material progress
for the people.

Even Duncan does not hesitate to say that such is the case. He sums up
his impressions from his own point of view and in his own fashion. "One impor-
tant factor stands out among all others which contribute strength and support
to the Communistic Govermment. Conditions, distressing as they may be, are
measurably better than 10 years ago when the Communists assumed power., Whether
we like 1t or not, the incéntrovertible evidence is that the Government of Mao
Tse-tung has brought to the people of China, peace, unity a sense of national
accomplishment, hope for the future and sufficient food so that the spectre of
starvation no longer haunts them."

Let us see whether the basic direction of these developments in the cone-
tinuing revolutlion are leading toward the socialist reconstruction of society.
What stands out on the China scems -~ as a result, first of collectivization of
agriculture, and second, the establishment of Communss, -= is the disappearance
of the small peasant plots. The peasantry is no longer a private property
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owning class, Collective ouwnership of the land i1s held by the Communss, and the
peasants are transformed into wage workesrs. Petty bourgeols ideology based on
private property 1s not likely to fetter the younger generation, Instead there
vill be a strengthening of socialist elements. The archalc agricultural rela~
tions of the past besed on landlord ouwnership, have ceased to exist. They are
replaced by new relatioms of collective ownershlp and ocollective production
efforts, which represent a most necessary and fundamental part of the socialist
transformation of society,

In combination with industrislization, progressing side by side with these
developments, the motive force for cultural advance is taking on form and sube
stances And out of that arises the only canceivable basis for socislism, As
this historical process unfolds, it strengthens the basis of the proletariat
as the ruling class,

This overall plcture of developments in China must, therefore, be said
to be one of material progress for its people marching steadily toward the
soclalist reconstruction of society. For a Marxist analysis, this is the de=
termining factor standing out above all other considerations. At each succes-
slve stage the revoluticn has advanced uninterruptedly; it has now reached a
qualitetively higher level than the mere fulfillment of bourgeois-democratic
tasks laid down at its inception by the Commnist Party regime. In spite of
these earlier limitations and deformations imposed upon it by this regime, the
permanent revolution prevailed.

We are revolutionary internationalists, and we are comscious partisans of
the Chinese revoluticn, This imposes upon us the duty of applying the Marxist
method of analysis. Doing otherwise invokes the peril of becoming mere oute
siders, condemned to the frustrating position of carping critics with a faction-
el axe to grind, Worse yet, it leads to the fatally false canclusions that
equate Communes with slave labor camps. Because of this danger I urge you and
the Hong Kong comredes to give the most serious consideration to the points
that I have tried to emphesize in this letter.

Comradely yours,

Arne Swabeck
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November 2, 1959
Dear Comrade Swabeck:

Because of my illness, 1 have delayed answering your letter of
August 27, 1959.

First of all I want to apologize for my poor English. The reason I
translated Mei lei-tarts letter of July 8, 1959 was not to "substantiate”
(T misused’ this word) the viewpoint of Mel Iei~tar but rather to give you
some information about China, '

Secondly, I should like to advise you to adjust your way of thinking
a 1little bit, not to rely too much on some bourgeols reperts, nor to deprecate
too much the Jjudgment and information supplied by Hong Kong comrades. If you
think "a day of personal observation in Peking yields more than a year of
second~hand guessing in the listening post of Hong Kong," I would say " a day
of second~hand guessing in Hong Kong yields more than a hundred years of
third-hand guessing in Los Angeles,"” Some comrades in Hong Kong get real
information from China and some of them have even been in China for quite a
long time; while the only thing a comrade in the U.S., can do is to read reports
from bourgeois newspapers and "guess,"

Take your evaluation of Mei lei-tar’s article and his letter as
examples. You think that the observation made by the Canadian industrialist,
Duncan, is far closer than the "distorted" picture painted by Mei lei-tarls
article in February and that the case for greater reliance on the information
and jJudgwent of the Hong Kong comrades is not improved by Meils letter of
July 8.

The first thing I ask you to notice 1s that Mel leietar’s article
was written last December when the communes campaign was at the height of
chaos, confusion and fever. The situation in the communes was so bad that
Mao had to resign in order to quiet down some criticisms from the ranks, I
vould say M 1 lei-tar!s equating the commune system as it existed before last
December to the ancient Roman slave system was justified so far as the situ-
ation then was concerned., But this evaluation certainly could not apply to
the commune system which Duncan saw last May, because there has been a subs-
tantial change since last December.

According to recent reports from the Hong Kong comrades as well as
from bourgeols newspapers, everything has reverted back to the condition of
the old callectives. Only the name "commune” remains, For example, the supply
system has been cancelled., The private plot of land bas been restored. The
free market has been partially restored. The community dining halls have been
disbanded in some places, etc. The present commne system is Just a larger
collective farm; not the first shoots of commmunism as the CCP claimed a year
ago. Marxism 1s & living science. If you use Duncan’s description of the
communes to refute Mel lei-tar?'s evaluation, I would say that you have used
the wrong tense of verbi

Your criticism of Meits letter of July 8 seems to me also unfair.
The letter was written before the flood disester in China., The essence of the
letter vas to express same doubts about the truthfulness of the increase of
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production and to explain that the main reason for the food shortage lay in the
forced commnization which had greetly reduced the interest of the peasants in
production. He said in his letter “If there were to be another *!blossom and cons
tend! cempaign, we would get the true figures to prove our present estimation,"
But history did not compel him %o wait too long. On August 26, 1959, the CCP
itself openly admitted that its 1958 production figures hed been overstated

and the goals for 1959 were reduced.

But you vwere not convinced by his explanatien of the reason for food shore
tage, You had some other reasons. JYou thought the bPad food situation in Peking
was due to the ever growing city population. But the city populatlion has grad-
ually grown for the pest ten years. Why then was there not a food shortage
in the past? 3

Nor is the extensive export of foodstuffSthe main reason for the shortage,
Premier Chou En-lai stated on August 26, 1959, at the Plenary meeting of the
Standing Committee of the Second Natlonal People’s Congress: "Some people sus=
rect that the strain on supply of certain commodities was due to exoessive ©Xe
ports. This conforms still less to the factsa."

The inadequate transportation was also not the reason for the food shortage
all over the country last Spring., As Mel wrote me in his _recent letter, “"The
CCP did not think this / the insdequacy of trensportation; was the reason,for
food shortage last spring when thousands of peasants rushed into Canton last My
in order to get something to stop their hunger, the CCP cadres explained over
and over agein, in their street corner meetings (trying to persusde the peasant:
to go back to the countryside), that the mein reason for food shortage was that
the peasants ate too much food when the communes were first set~up. They said
they had better go back to their countryside and wait for two months until
the summer harvest."

As fcr the Dum':an report, I do net questiorr the value-and genuineness of it

But what I doubt is that what he has seen In New China is an overall picture.
Considering the short period he has stayed, the language barrier he has been
confronted with, and the pecullar hospitality of the Chinese (I know this be~
cause vwe always treat guests with the best things we have)}. I would say that
what he saw was probably the best and selected part of the country, but not the
real and overall picture of New China., Had Mr, Duncen gone deep into the

countryside without any language barrier, he could have seen the real China,
the real condition of the Chinese peasants., If you still think that the ob-
servations made by Duncan come far closer to the real situatien than pictures
presented by the comrades in Hong Kong, I would say it is unforgiveble parti-

ality and a serious blow to Marxism, the living sclence.

I think the point upon which we differ is not whether the basic direction
of New China should proceed toward the socialist reorganization of society; the
question is how to build it. To me, coercive communization is certainly
not the principle £6r bduilding social:!.sm in China, On the contrary, it not
only reduces the peasant?s interest in production, but also damages the alliance
tetween the peasantry and the working classe

In conclusion let me cite a paragraph from Lenin'’s Selected Works which
gay help clarify your way of thinking about the problem of the Chinese People is
omunes$
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"In relation to the landlords and the capitalists our aim i1s complete ex-
propristion. But we should not tolerate any violence towards the middle peas-
try. Even in regard to the rich peasants We are not as decisive as we are in
regard to the bourgeolsie. We do not demand the absolute expropriation of the
rich peassants and the kulaks. This distinction is made in our program. We
say that the resistance and the counter-revolutionary activities of the rich
peasants must be suppressed., That is not complste expropriation." (Ilenints
Selected Works, VOlQ 2’ Pe 1}58.)

Comradely yours,
Le

P.Se I have asked Comrade Peng to answer the theoretical
roints you raided. im your I&%ter.
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Los Angeles, California
December 10, 1959

Dear Comrade L.t

I am sorry to have delayed my reply to your letter of November 2 for so
longe The rveason is that I have been preoccupied in an attempt, jointly with
Comrade John ILiang, to make a thorough analysis of our position on the Chinese
revolution. This is now about completed; 1t will be entitled, "The Third
Chinese Revolution, Its Communes and the Regime," and will appear in an early
issue of the Discussion Bulletin., I hope that you will make sure to get a
copy end study the contents for it presents my views far more comprehensively
than is possible in a letter,

Meenwhile, I do not consider it fruitful to contlnue discussion about
which informatlion on China is most reliable. The fact is that sufficient ine-
formatlon is avallable to enable a falr estimate of the overall developmentse
A much more important question 1s: How do we interpret the information?

On this point, the most disturbing aspect is the tendency displayed by
you and some of our Chinese comrades in Hong Kong to accentuate the difficul-
tles that still prevail in China., These difficulties are selzed upon and pre=
gsented gleefully «- s0 t0 speak, 1in an effort to substantiate certain views, cer.
tain preconcelved notions that have little semblance with the realities of the
siltuation. Unfortunately, we have too much of these tendencies here in our
rarty also. But this cannot be regarded as & very healthy attitude toward a
great revolution.

Our Chinese comrades, who know their countryt!s past history, should be
especially aware that serious difficulties would arise when & poor and predoml=-
nantly agrarian society issues out of the revolution and enters the stage of
transition toward socialism, There will in this early stage still be mater-
ial wants, shortcomings of various kinds, yes, even mistakes in calculation
and planning. Such, however, are due primarlly to the cultural and economic
backwardness inherited from the past. Marx had special reference to difficul=-
ties of this transition stage when he penned the “Critique of the Gotha Pro-
grem,” Here is the way he put it:

"What we have to deal with here is & communist soclety, not as it has
developed on 1ts own foundations, but, on the contrary, as it emerges from capi-
talist soclety; which 1s thus in every respect, economically, morally and inte-
lectually, still stamped with the birtlmerks of the old society from whose
womb it emerges."

This applies to the difficulties of the food situation, that you again
mention in your recent letter, as it applies to all other aspects of life in
China todays Your denial that recent rapid growth of city populations, inade-
quate supply system and export of foodstuffs did contribute to food shortages
does not sound convincing. You guote Chou En-Iai on exports. What he said was
that there had been no excessive exports. But ebove all, it should be remem-
bered that China does not yet bave the means of mechanizing agriculture and
producing food aplenty because she is still stamped economically with the
birthmarks of the old societye. '

Instead of viewing these difficulties with sympathy as genuine revolu-
tionary pertisans would do, you permit yourself to fall into the trap of the
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earping critics who have a factional axe to grind, You insist that the forced
commmnization, as you call 1t, "greatly reduced the interests of the peasants
in production." Such an idea can arise only out of & preconceived notion that
the country is Stalinist dominated and everything must, therefore, go wroang.
How would you substantiate this charge? The notion of forced communization may
8t1ll linger in your mind, but there is no such evidence in China., On the con-
trary, all the evidence shows that the Communes have the support of the over=-
whelming majority of the people,

Moreover, the reorganization of the countryside followed by and large
lenints advice which you quote In your letters The landlords were expropriated.
There was no violence toward the middle peasants or rich peasants. They were
not expropriated. They vwere given their own choice of joining, first the co-
operatlves, and later the Communes; which they did when they saw the more effec-
tive work and better returns of cooperative labor.

But you tell me now that “everything has retreated back to the conditions
of the old collectives, Only the name commune remains." In support of this
contention you cite certain modifications made, such as alloting private plots
of land to peasants for gardening, disbanding community dining halls in some
places, etc.

Yes, both the regime and the Communes show realistlc flexibillty, ready
for modification where such are needed., That, however, does not change the
basic essence of the communes. The large scals cooperative labor and its more
retional division of labor remein in effect. Above all, the social transforma-
tion of peasants from owners and cultivators of midget plots into wage workers
collectively tilling the land that is owned by all Cormune members in common ==
this basic essence still remains in effecte And 1t is precisely this trensfore
mation of agricultural relations that forms the most necessary precondition for
Chinats advance to her manifest socialist destinye.

So, with this let us try to find the answer to the question you raise, of
how to proceed toward the soclalist reorganization of society. In China it is
demonstrated concretely: Nationalized economy and planned production plus ine
dustrislization side by side with transformation of agricultural relations
from individual cultivators and owners of midget plots to cooperative labor and
collective ownership of the land in the Communes,

We lknow, so far, of no better way to proceed. Every step forward on this
road spells advence for the revolution, for the country and for humanity., It
strengthens the commmnity of interest between workers and peasants and preserves
the alliance between them. These positive measures we must support; and we must
support them unconditionally.

The negative attitude of seizing with relish upon and magnifying every
difficulty and every shortcoming serves no progressive purpose; it is not worthy
of revoluticnists. We know well enough that these shortcomings exist, and
spokesmen for the bourgeoisie will in any case try to make the most of them, A
sharp reorientation of views and attitudes on this question is necessary. We
should conceive of ourselves as genuine partisans of the greatest revolution of
our time, By extolling its positive achlevements we have & great opportunity to
w;.in workers elsewhere and inspire them with enthusiasm for revolutionary sociale

S



You mention in your letter that Marxism 1s & living sclence. Yes, and I
want to add, by applying Marxism in this menner we help to preserve its valid-
ity as a l}iving sclence.

Comradely yours,

Arne Swabeck
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THE THIRD CHINESE REVOLUTION,
THE COMMJNES AND THE REGIME
by Arne Swabeck and John Liang
The Political Committee re jected the article, Ten Years of the Chinese Reve.

olution, which we wrote for the International Socialist Review. One of the
reasons given for the rejection stated:

"If the general line implied by these assertions (assertions made in the
article) should be confirmed as an expression of changing reality, the party
would have to recognize both what is new and what has been overthrown in our
present basic position. The consequent political and theoretical conclusions
would have to be drawn to the full."

Two important and related questions are ralsed here. The first appears in
the reference to changing reality; the second, the political and theoretical con-
clusions to follow. Together they concern the essence of the method we employ
in adopting basic positions. It is our duty to subject ever-changing reality
to constant and thorough examination as a means of arriving at correct political
and theoretical conclusions. We test our theory against the facts of life, and
thereby give our theory a chance to develop.

What is the "basié position” to which the Political Committee drawas atten-
tion? Presumably it dates back to the resolution on "The Third Chinese Revolu-
tion and its Aftermath," presented to our 1955 Plenum, Four years have passed
since then. During the interim the actual developments in China have called
into question a number of major postulates contained in this document. For ex-
ample, the resolution asserts categorically:

¥eeosln agriculture the ever increasing demand the regime is compelled to
make upon the peasants while it is unable to supply them with manufactured
goods is bound to bring it into a head-on collision with the peasantry.”

let us lesave aside the somewhat reckless character of this statement. Even
the most perfect regime would be compelled, for some time, to make demands
upon the peasants even though unable to supply them with manufactured goods.
Meanwhile, it would have to take all the measures necessary to safeguard the
revolution. Yet the theme of an inevitable collision 1s repeated several times
in the resolution and the regime is characterized as Stalinist. The theme
forms a part of "our basic position" on China. At another poimt it is set
forth even more gpecifically:

"The bureaucracy quickly comes into collision with the peasantry...8uch a
collision is shaping up in China today. It is a collision with a 400 million
mags of individual cultivators of midget peasant plots."

Do these assertions correspond to the actual course of events <~ the chang=-
ing reality? If they do not it is mandatory for us to inquire what is new and
vhat has been overthrown in our "our present basic positicm." Changing realilty
provides its own compulsion for constant and thorough examination at every stage
and it demands that corresponding political and theoretical conclusions be
drawn to the full. For Marxists, this is axiomatic.
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The fact is that the prophesied collision dld not occur, while present
developments point in the exact opposite direction. The reason for this is the
changing reality itself: the socisl and economic position of the once existing
400 million individual cultivators of midget peasant plots has been decisively
altered.

A Question of Life and Death Necessity

Had they remeined individual cultivators of midget plots, the peasants
would have been condemmed to a life of semi starvation. Besides, the old diffe:x
entiation between poor and rich peasants would reappear and seep through every
pore of the agricultural economy. On that basis there would have been no way
to undertake great public worke, such as irrigation, reforestation, etc., to
improve the fertility of the soil, as well as to combat and to overcome the
perennial scourges of drought and flodd. Agriculture would have continued on
its backward, dwarfish and limited scale. There would have been no way to
attain the agricultural surpluses so essential to the accumilation of capital
for industrialization. In short, there could have been no assurance of the
future development of the revolution and its first conquests would have been
seriously endangered.

The need to unify the midget peessant plots into a soclalist type of socio-
economic structure, first, through cooperatives, next by collectivization and
finally by the communes, based on large scale cooperative labor, was a life anc.
death question for the peasantry, for agriculture and for soclety. If China was
to industrialize, agriculture had to be subjected to planning, so that certain
areas could be utillzed for industrisl crops, like cotton, while others concen~
trated on grain, and so on. This could only be done if the farm units were
sufficiently large. When the first Flve Year Plan began, the reorganization of
agriculture had to follow suit. Peassantst living standards gradually improved
and agricultural surpluses became avallable for capital accumulaticn.

This helped to satisfy the demsnd the regime was compelled to make upon
the peasants. But the regime was still not able to supply the peasants with
manufactured goods; mechanization of agriculture was out of the question until
& sufficlent industrial basis had been attained. Meanwhile, the Commune form
of organization enabled local artisens to establish small industrisl enterprises
based on local resources and local technique. These provided better tools for
local needs, and they served thus on an elementary level to bridge the time gap
until manufactuyed goods and modern implements could be furnished by the inw
dustry rising repidly in the urban centerse.

False Adalysis of Militant Articles

How are vwe to appraise these developments in the Chinese countryside? Are
We critical commentators with & factional axe to grind or partisans of the
revolution? Reading the articles on the Communes that have appeasred in The
Militant one gains the distinct impression that the former is the case. The
most eloquent testimony to the vast creative powers of a great revolution is
almost entirely overlooked in the Militant articles. The revolutionary signi-
ficance of the Commmes finds clear expression in the hostile attacks of the
imperialist bourgeoisie, but it escapes entirely the attention of the Militent
writers, New China's immense advance, when notmnimized, is acknowledged only
grudgingly. The great leep forward which has astonished an incredulous world,
is simply denied, By specious reasoning, developments in China are made to
8ppear as something other than they really are,
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In a perfunctory fashion the Commnes are asserted to be progressive,
but in a sense guite unrelated to thelr actual nature. The real essence of
this progressive nature does not appeer in the articles. One aspect of what
the Communes made possible -~ namely, the large scale mobilization of coopera-
tive labor -~ 1s presented merely as & restoration of Chinat!s traditional farme
ing methods. In this manner the article of September 7, 1959, summarizes the
great strides made in Ankuo county, Hopel Province: "In short Ankuo was adopte
ing China's traditional farming methods as described jn King!s book." And
further in the same vein: "The Chinese goverrment has been compelled ever
since 1t took power to restore Chinese traditional farming methods.”

Though the Commmes signify, above all, new relations between men, they
are presented in the Militant meinly as relations between things. Whexre the
relations between men asre touched upon, en unpardonable comparison occurs be-
tween the old and the new China,

The Communist Perty, we are told in the article of September 14, is not
the first regime to conduct mobilizations for public works -- dikes, canals,
reservoirs, etce This dates back to the periodic levies of 40 centuries ago.
However, there is this essential difference: all mobilizations of the past were
by means of conscription imposed on the peesantry by & central dynasty or by
provincisl satreps and benefitting primerily the large landholders. The present
mobilizations are those of voluntary, cooperetive labor, benefitting the pees-
ants and advancing the country further along the roed of socislist reconstruc-
tion.

In The Militant article of November 16, the author treats what he calls
"The struggld. betvween the individualistic end collective tendencies within the
Qommmes (which) have clearly not been resolved and continue to plague the
Chinese CP." What is supposed to be the basis for the individuslistic tenden-
cles? Appravently it is the individual patches of ground alloted to the members
of the Commnes where they may ralse some extra beans, a few fowl, or even pigs.
The New Statesman 1s called upon as authority for this contention: “The Chinese
themselves still admit that the peasants tend to neglect commnal work and pro-
duce ?.s much &8 they can on the small private holdings that had to be allowed
them."

Possibly this is one problem among many others that are bound to arise in
the transition of a backward country from capitalism to socialism, But when
the author of the Militant article applies Trotsky!s criticism of the private
holdings of Stalin's collectives in mechanical fashion to entirely different
conditions in China, a theoretical absurdity results.

The individual vegetable patches alloted to members of the Communes are
equated with the private plots held by Soviet collective farmers -~ a residue
of petty bourgeois private entarprise of the NEP period. For Soviet collective
faxrmers these private plots still account for about one third of their total
incomes An amazing 56% of the Soviet dairy cows are still, to this day, indi-
viduslly owned and 40% of the nation's meat supply comes from these private
plots, reports E.K. Eerltermayer from Kherkov in a recent issue of The Wall
Street Journal, After having satisffed the state with delivered guotas s these

mers sell the products from their private plots at profiteble prices in the
“free" market where the gentry buy choice goods not within the range of what
yorkeys can afford. This more than anything else contributes to maintaining the
vetty propristorship ideology in the Soviet countryside.



For China the essential difference is, first of all, that this kind of
relationship between peasants, "free" merket and gentry does not exist. Second=-
ly the small family garden plots repressnt one of the modifications made in
the Commme system. They are designed to ease the life of the Commune members.
Not sufficiently large for profitable individual enterprise, the members can
use the output of their plots merely to supplement & still mesgre diet, the
same as they are free to do home cooking, if they so prefer, rather than eat
in the communal dining rooms.

Transforming the Chinese Countryside

However, the real essence of the Communes and their progressive nature
goes far beyond anything that appears in The Militant articles, Estimates of
the Chinese peasantry conteined in our 1955 resolution are now completely out-
dateds The Commnes have transformed the Chinese countryside; they have des=-
troyed the confining integument of past agricultural relations. For Marxists,
this is of supreme importance. Millions of former peasants are no longer indi-
vidual owners of tiny plots. All land 1s owned collectively by the Communes,
also implements and livestock.

An Australian Professor of Far Eastern History, C.P. Fitzgerald, vwho lived
Pr several years in China end made a return visit in 1956, relates developments
in his book, Floodtide in China, Referring to the socialist type of coopera=
tives and collsctives, the stage reached in 1956, he says: "All land is pooled;
all boundaries are removed, all visible record of separate ownership of indiv-
idual holdings disappears, The owners, now members, retain title to an equal
share of the Co~operatives! joint property, but not a share proportionate to
the smller or greater holding which they pooled in the new organization.”

Thus the third Chinese revolution has effected a most decisive shake=up
of property relations in the village as in the c¢ity. The landlord class has
ceased to exist, The basic features of peasant life, the very elements that
make a peasant what he 1s, are disappearing as a result of the disappearance of
subsistence or fragmentary faxm plots. The individual peasant cultivator, and
the individual reasant owner, are no more. The peasant has entered the coopera=-
tive labor force of the Communes as a wage worker. What does this signify if
not the disappearance of the Peasantry es & property owning class?

To this assertion, which we made in the article, Ten Years of the Chinese
Revolution, the Political Committee objected, calling it "a sweeping statement."
Yet it corresponds to reality. It haprens to be & trus desoription of a sweep-,
ing change in agricultural relations, Chenging reality is most sharply illum~
inated by the Commmes. The social transformation they are bringing about in
the countryside is the real measure of their progressive nature,

For a once backward agrarian soclety like China, these radical developments
in the countryslde are decisive. Without them China could not advance to its
socialist destiny, for the collectivization of peasant holdings in a still
Predominantiyegricultural country must be understood as an essential and fundaw
mental part of the socialist transformation of society. Unfolding side by side
with the rapidly advancing industrialization, these developments tend to dimine
ish considerably the age-o0ld difference between town and country. They mark a
beginning of the liquidation of the "idiocy of rural life,"

The Communes plen and carry out their own meny-sided activities in agric~
ulture and local public works as well as in local handicrafts » industry, sani-
tatlon, welfare, education, etcs Their efforts in these fields are integrated
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with national state planning. The former peasants thereby enter more direct-
ly into the system of planned economy alongside the workers in soclalized
industry. The identity of iInterest between both 1s strengthened. Both share
the need and the desire to advance the common vweal., As & result, the "alli-
ance of workers and peasants" will be reaffirmed on a higher level.

Under these condltions the very nature of the former peasantg 1s bound to
change, Their petty bourgeois psychology and private property urges are not
immutable. Such characteristics must in time disappear when altered social
conditions bring material gains and propel soclety forward. The older genera=~
tion, with its set habits and thinking, mey be skeptical, but the youth is
not bound by the chains of tradition. Of course, it is still too early to
ascribe socialist consciousness to the former peesants. But it is an estab-
lished fact that they have become active and willing participants in the course
toward soclalization of the land with its collective living and labor. This
alters their relationship to the whole social and economic structure, It al=-
ters, similarly, their relation to the regime which is actively promoting and
supporting these profoundly revolutionary developments., For Marxists, this
should be considered as an elementary lesson of history.

What dces all this convey to us if not a powerful demonstration of cheng-
ing reality? The facts demand recognition. And on this score it should not
be difficult to ascertein “both what is new and what has been overthrown in
our present basic position,”

How to BEnlist Voluntary Peasant Cooperation

One important reason for the success in transforming Chinese agricultural
relations lies in the methods pursued by the Peking regime. They stand in the
sharpest contrast to Shalin's collectivization, forced through by police
terror in the teeth of ferocious peasant resistance., Stalin's measures
brought the Soviet Union to the edge of disaster. Obviously, the Chinese CP
leaders learned a lesson from this experience, for their methods have been
those of persuasion designed to enlist voluntary peasant cooperation,

On December 15, 1953, the CCP Central Cormittee adopted & directive for
the development of agricultural producers! cooperatives, It declared s "they
(the cooperatives) represent a transitional form through which the peasants
can be induced to advance naturally and willingly to socialism." It stressed
as "a basic principle” that the development "should bte voluntary on the part
of the peasanis...Compulsion and commandism and expropriating the peasants?
means Sf production are criminal acts...blind, rash adventurism is totelly
wronge.

At this point we may be reminded that Stalin drafted "the most democratic
constitution in the world" at the very height of his murderous campaign to
destroy a whole generation of revolutionists, But the essential difference is
that the directives of the Peking regime to use means of persuasion Were acw-
tually carried out. This is attested by numerous observers » both friendly end
unfriendly. .

Peter Townsend presents in his book, China Phoenix (published in Britain)
& comprehensive description of Chine, old and new. He knows both, having
lived there from 1941 through 1954. His description of agricultural organiza~
tion from the first mutual aid teams to the cooperatives » emphasizes the
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Preedom of voluntary choice., Skeptical peasants were left alone until they

saw the more effective work with better returns and then came along. "Over and
above the economic gain," seys Townsend, "there was human advance." FProfessor
Fitzgerald, the Australisn historian, is well aware that outside obpservers
suspect intimidation and forclble measures agalnst the peasants; but his reply
is: "In China no such evidence is visible.,” Gerald Clark, the Canadian repor=
ter who visited China in 1958-1959, says in his book, Impatient Glant; Red
China Today:s "There is no evidence at all that the establishment (of the co=-
operativesg me} with passive resistance, still less wilth open deflance.” Simi-
lar testimony comes from other objective observers.

A Swiss journalist, Peter Schmid, who does not conceal his hostllity to
%e Peking regime, went to a Coomune in what he called virgin territory by the
Pearl River in South China, He tells the story in his book, The New Face of
China: "Properly orgenized labor teams were harvesting suger cane or digging
irrigation trenches across newly laid-out sugar cane plantationsc..l was struck
by the fact that whexever I saw people working there was a distinctly cheerful
and relsxed atmosphere,.”

Heavy pressure from above to achieve the rural transformation was to be
expected; but actual ccercion is unnecessary where peopls willingly cooperate.
In fact, the merger of about 700,000 cooperatives or collectives into 26,000
Communes within a few months would have been inconceivable without a strong
impulse coming from the peasants themselves, Their own pressing needs =~ their
reed to eat, to live and to prevent naturel disasters =~ as well as the need
to increase farm output, appears to have been the real driving force. The
peasants were quite eager to implement the measures promoted by the regime,
Thus, both the impulse from below and the manifest direction from above converw
ged in mutual interaction,

Are the Communes Self-governing?

The greatest assurance to the peasants was the right to manage their own
affairss The grass roots control established at the outset when the peasants
dealt harshly with the landlords, was continueds It is maintained in the Com=
mness These are self-governing politico-economic units, Commune management
and political administration are integrated under the direction of an elected
administrative cormittees And, for the benefit of those who question the
facts of local selfwgovernment and genuine elections, let us call on the testi-
mony of actual observers.

Peter Townsend describes village elections shortly after liberation.
"Anyone over eighteen, who was not & traitor, a& landlord, or mentally deficient,
¢ould vote." Because of the great 1lliteracy, and the need to have a secret
ballot, he says, voting was often done by dropping beans in bowls placed be-
hind the backs of candidates seated in full view of the voters.

In another instance, Townsend, who speaks Chinese and did not need to rely
on interpreters, asked a peasant about his cooperative orgenizatlion, its funce
tion and its meetings:

"Can you say what you like at the meetings?"
"But. why not?" He was genuinely surprised at the question. "I can even

say the manager 1s no good if I want to, We elscted him in, We?ll elect him .
out 1if need be,"”
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Professor Fitzgereld, who travelled over large parts of China in 1956,
tells about the Higher Stage Cooperative and the manner of their administra-
tion: "The members elect the working Committee which directs the management
of the farm; they can dismiss this committee, which is composed of members of
the farm itself, without any outside govermment appointed personnel. It 1s
claimed thet the right and power of control is real and effective; each co=~
operative is, in fact, an sutonomous unit, managing its own affairs. It 1s al-
80 apparent that the managing committee always consists of !poor peasants! of-
ten party members or wholehearted supporters of the regime,"

How this works out in practice was related In The New étatesman by ReHsSe
Crossman, the British Labor MP who visited three Commnes in 1950

"In each Commune I was informed that the committee had been elected by a
show of hands at simultaneous mass meetings...In contrast with what I had seen
in Russia, moreover, there was no question of the peasants? being controlled by
university experts or party bosses. No leader with whom I talked had been a
communist before 1949; indeed all had been illiterate peasants, Now they
struck me as self-confident men of action."

Are the Workers! Interests Protected?

As regards conditions of the working class, the contrast between new
China and Stalin?s Russia, or even present day Russia, 1s no less glaring.
Naturelly, the creation of a technicelly qualified industrial labor force 1s a
difficult problem for a backward agrerian society., Stalin’s solution to this
problem displayed the mogt cynical disregard for the most precious component of
ell capital ~- human labor power, Draconian labor laws were superimposed on
monstrous inequalities; and the latter aspect still vremains in the Soviet Union.

How has this problem been approached in China? Iet us note first a com=-
Prehensive account of a leading Chinese Trotskyist, published in Fourth Interna-
tional, March-April and July-August, 1953. It reports conditions of labor up
to the end of 1951, Running through the account are gritielsms of the regime
but acknowledging its efforts to assure the leading role of the proletariat,
Protect its interests and win its support by methods of persuasion. Dun Tse-
hwel, a CCP leader, is quoted on the permissibility of using authoritarian
methods to get this support:

"No, absolutely no. We must wait for the attaimment of consciousness by
the working class..+if the opinion of the mess is opposed to that of the leaderw
ship, what can be done? Can 1t be overcome by the use of authority? No, abso~
lutely no, The comrades in the unions must respect the opinion of the majority.
And the comrades were urged to explain patiently in orxder to gain the confidence
of the workers,

Concerning the trade unions, sponsored by the regime, our Trotskyist repor=
ter says: 'We can state that in the spring and summer of 1950 the unions were
& capitalist instrument in the hands of the govermment. Today they represent
the organization of the working class. We must now admit that » if not from the
standpoint of its immediate interest » 8t least from that of its long-term intere
est, the unions are the protective organizations of the proletariat,”

By his further portrayal, our Trotskyist reporter made it am;ply'c.'lsar that
the extreme inequalities of Soviet conditions had not been reproduced on Chinese
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soll. More recent observers bring the same verdict. Most generally these can
be summed up in the menner of James S. Duncan, the Canadian industrialist who
stated on his return from a China visit last year: "There is a remarkable
degree of equallity among all categories of workers in living standards and

earning powers."
Do Workers Participate in Control of Production?

Not so well publiclized is the question of the workers relations to managee
ment end control of production. An early account appears in the Fourth Interma-
tional, December, 1949, also written by a leading Chinese Trotekyiste His ine
Erpretation of Comminist Party policies in regions then taken over ls some=
what faulty, but he refers to unions, control committees, and a Congress of
Workers Delegates set up for Manchurian plants. The North East Daily News, he
says, chided party members for their wrong behavior toward these bodies and he
quotes from the paper: "It will not be possible to long maintain the positive
attitude of the workers if we do not protect them by methods of democratic man-
agement. DBesldes the menager, the engineers and the supervisory personnel, the
Control committees must include & majority of workers. These vworkers should be
elected by the unions or by the Congress of Workers Delegates,"

The Common Program adopted at the time of the formation of the new governw
rent in Peking provided among other important points: “The. system of workers?
participation in the administration of production shall, for the present period
be established in state-owned enterprises.” Apparently this had been carried
into effects Peter Townsend describes how Factory Administrative Committees
operate in these enterprises, Half of their members, he says, are elected
Worker representatives, and these committees declde on production plans pre-
rared by government industrial bureaus. Close liason i1s maintained between
these committees and the Staff and Workers' Representative Councils, also
elected bodies (replaced in small concerns by mess meetings). Similar refer-
ences to workerg?! factory committees occurs in Solomon Adler?!s book, The
Chinese Economy, And finally, at the CCP Eighth Congress, Chou En-lai stated:

"To encourage the mess of workers and staff to take an active part in
managing enterprises and in exercising supervision over administrative work, we
are promoting e system of workers! councils in the enterprises.”

This goes considerably beyond whet we see in the Soviet Union. But =~ and
this 1s & legitimate question == is there, in the case of China, a yawning gulf
between democratic aim and directive, on the one hand, and actual performance
on the other? Is there, in fact, an unbridled dictatorship, not of the pro-
letariat, but of an uncontrolled bureaucrecy? The evidence, some of which We
have produced, is thet democratic control at the local level, and in industry,
is considerable and encouraged by Peking. Full demooratic control is an attrie
bute of & socialist society and has still to be attained.

How About Popularly Elected Government?

Originally the naticnal government came into being in 1949 as a united
front coalition, and it was so named, Townsend writes that out of the 662
delegates forming the Peoplet!s Political Consultative Conference & small minore
ity were selected directly by the political perties, the CP, the Democratic leaw
:é':ue and the Kuomintang Revolutionary Committee. The mejority represented

peoplets orgenizations" -- trade unions, student organizations » Women's organw
lzations, cultural and scientific groups s Tield armies, national minorities, etc
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in edditlon to some specially invited prominent people, including former
Kucmintang generals. The Communists were, of course, the predcminant force.

This body was later superseded by the Natuonal People’s Congress. Says
Townsend: "..eby 1953 the votes cast by electors in villages, city lanes and
other %cells! had replaced the hitherto supreme organ of the United Frontaee
with a government elected in accordance with tdemocratic centralism?® whereby
the lower electoral bodles elected representatives to those a step higher,
vwhich in turn elected representatives to those immediately above.”

Describing the first such regular election in Peking, Townsend points out
that representatives were elected directly from large factorles, from univer=
sities and from city wards; smaller units could combine to elect joint repre-
gsentatives, "All were subject to recall at the elector!s demand.” This is
remarkably similar to the elections to the All-Russian Congress of Soviets at
the time of the Bolshevik Revolution.

Evidently the rule of the Chinese Communist Party is so unchallenged and
unopposed that 1t can afford to maintain the democratic elsctoral forms. It
can also afford to have elements of & coalition still in the government., Of
its present 13 to 14 million membership, the trained cadre extends into and
Integrates with all aspects of social, political and economic life, all mass
organizations and most likely, all the administrative organs in city end ville

age.
On the Nature of the Regime

However, any attempt to define the nature of the Peking regime brings up
the question originelly posed: Does "our present basic position" correspond to
reality? Can the regime be defined by simple allusions to its tyaining in the
school of Stalinism, or by reference to Stalinist characteristics allen to
socialism? Suoch references are not very helpful for serious study. We are obw
liged to test our previously formulated characterizetion of the regime against
the reality of its development, rather than try to fit the facts of history
to preconceived notions. We should analyze cerefully both the similarities and
the contrasts of Chinsse development with those of the Stalin regime in the
Sovit Union.

We have alweys attributed the rise of the Stalinist bureaucracy, and its
crystallization into a privileged caste, to the conditions of a particular his-
torical junctuxe. Basically, its rise was due to the world situation and a
special correlation of intermal factors eand forces. Mention need be made here
only of such outstanding factors as the economic backwardness of the country
and its lsolation in a hostile capitalist world. Working class sacrifices,
vweariness from the civil war and the economic distress that followed the revo-
dution left the road open to leadership for careerists. The necessary re-
treat from wer commnism to the New Economic Policy erboldened the petty bour-
geols social strata, They became points of support for the rising party and
state bursaucracye.

International developments pushed with mighty force in the same direction.
A serles of working olass defeats, beginning with the retreat in Germany in 1923
rose to the greatest disaster in the terrible messacre of the second Chinese
revolution 1n 1927, To this can be added the lapse into fascist barbarism in
Italy and Germany. However, as Trotsky pointed out, there was in these events
not anly a chronological, but also & causel comnnection which worked in two



dirvections: "The leaders of the bureaucracy promoted the defeats; the defeats
promoted the yise of the bureaucracy.” Still for the Stalinist bureaucracy

to triumph in the Soviet Union it had . to strengle the leninist party and des-
troy physically the whole generation that led the revolution to victory under

Ienin and Trotsky.

In this manner we interpreted the Stalinist degeneration on historical
materialist grounds. For us the rise of Stalinism signified a parasitic growth
vhich is not endovwed with any quality of permsnence. Such a monstrosity 1s
not likely to be reproduced elsewhere under different historical conditions,

If we maintain that this has happened in Chlna nevertheless, we violate our
own well established materialist conception of history.

This 1s precisely what is wrong with "our present basic position," The
1955 resolution predicts that the "insoluble contradiction which charagterizes
the USSR, and which renders the regime that of permanent orisis, is now being
reproduced on Chinese soil.” In actuallty, what is being produced on Chinese
soil renders our position contradictory. But this contradiction 1s not insol=-
uble; 1t can, and it must be eliminated. '

Wpat is Different in the Case of China?

The thixd Chinese revolution unfolds in a distinctly different historical
period and under different historical conditions. To be sure, the new China
started out from a position even more economically backward than did the young
Soviet state. But it did not suffer from the same isolation, A serious breach
has been made in the imperialist encirclement; and the Chinese revolution, in
its development, has been able to draw aseistance from the now well advanced
resources of the Soviet Union, both military and economic.

While a class struggle stalemate prevalled in the metropolitan capital=
ist centers, the period in which the third Chinese revolution unfolded was
not marked by serious international working class defeats. Quite the contrary,
The new China quickly became a powerhouse extending the revolution to North
Korea and Norxrth Viet Nam, It set in train colonial revolts in Asia, that
swept through the Middle East into Africa.

Internally, the correlation of class forces since the overthrow of the
Kuomintang and the expulsion of the imperidlists, has in all decisive res-
Pects become increasingly favorable for further revolutionary advance. Instead
of oompulsion to make retreats, the power unleashed by the revolutionary overw
rn propelled the new regime forwarde Therefore, in this case as vell, we
Should endeavor to seek out, not only the ohronological, but also the causal
connections between events and the nature of the regire,

Viewing these connections historically we observe the continuity between
the 1ll-fated second Chimese revolution of 1925-27 and its triumph in 1949,
The interim was filled in by en unremitting civil war,

A predominantly peasant army, opereting primarily in the countryside,
under Commmist Party leadership, fought the Kuominteng armies as it resisted
the Japanese invasion, In this civil war, and the amti~imperialist struggle,
the leadership and the cadres were selected, tested, hardened, and their
forces organized. Though often the CCP policy was ore of veering, shifting
back and forth, and conciliating the Kuomintang, in the final analysis Chiang
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Kai-shek and the peasants dscided the issue of vwhich road to pursue. Chiang
re Jected class conciliation and the peasants took matters into thelr own hands

and advp.nced on 'l:he landlordse.

There was more active worker perticipation in the revolutionary struggle
than is commonly believed, Not only did the most resolute elsments surge into
the countryside to fight with the army of liberation, but the Townsend xeport,
previously mentioned, describes the links with the underground organization in
the cities, Usually these depended on a core of workers; in some cases they
reached numexically larxge proportions. And when the CCP was forced to take up
the struggle for power its victory wes facllitated by the exceptional weakness
of the Kuomintang regime and the impossibility of effective imperialist inter-
vention,

The revolutidn of 1925-27 was defeated primaxrily due to the Menshevik
policy of Stalin which subordinated the CCP to the Kuomintange The resurgence
in 1947-49 triumphed when the CCP engaged in & struggle for power by revolue
tionary means, disregarxding Stalin's policy of coelition with Chlang Kaf=-shek,

this action the Chinese Commmunist Party departed from Stalinism in the pro

2L
exrly accepted sSense of this texrm and E' roved itself an edequate instrument for

the historic tasks

Empiricism of Chinese CP leaders

To be sure, this revolutionary overturn did not correspond to patterns we
had anticipated since 1917. It did not follow the classical lines of the
Russian revolution. There the reciprocal relationship between party and class
assumed 1ts ideal form. At éach stage of its development the spontaneous mass
movement was led by a consciously revolutionary party, founded on internation-
alism and leading the struggle for povwer in the name of & distinctly socialist
Progrem., Yet even this party, the Bolshevik Party, became a genuinely revolu-
tionary party only in struggle. Until Lenin arrived In Petrograd and published
hils famous “April Theses," the Bolshevik central committee had pursued an
opportunist, class-collaborationist policy that could have spelled defeat for
the Russian Revolution. It corrected itself in time by rejecting class concil-
istion and embarking on the road of revoluticnary class struggle.

The Chinese Communist Party leaders clung much longer to their class-con=
ciliationist line, But an exceptionally favoreble international conjuncture at
the end of World War II, coupled with relentless pressure by the Chinese masses,
led to a revolutionary triumph that in fact contradicted the progrem of the
partys Even as the Chinese Commmist Party took power, its leaders held to
their view that the Chinese revolution would te consummated in two stages, the
bourgeois=democratic and the soclalist., Hence no initial socialist measures
were undertaken. The Common Program adopted by the Pecple!s Political Consule
tatlve Conference, In September 1949, projected the solution of only the bour-
geols-democratic tasks., It provided for the transfer of land to the peasants
and economic econstruction was to be based on policies “benefitting both
capital and labore.” No attempt was made to resolve contradictions between capi-
talism and the new order, but only to soften them. "Bureaucratic capital” was
confiscated and made state propertys This included all former Kuomintang=owned
enterprises which made up the major portion of the modern economy,.

However, China dld not then face the kind of situation that confronted the
Soviet Union after the revolutionary victory. What the Soviet problems were
Trotsky explained to the delegates at the Fourth Congress of the Comintern.



Speaking on the conditions for socialist construction Trotsky declared:

"Once power has been conquered, the task of reconstruction, above all in
the egonomy, becomes posed as the key and, at the same time the most difficult
taske" But, he went on: "What is rational in economic life doss not always
coincide with what is necessary in politics.” With this Trotsky referred to
some of the requirements of socialist constryction ard the conditions of civil
var, He continued: "It 1s perfectly obvious that from the economic stand-
point the expropriation of the bourgeoisie is justified to the extent that the
workers? state is able to organize the exploitation of the enterprises upon
new beginnings. The wholesale, overall nationalization which we carried thro-
ugh in 1917-18 was completely out of harmony with the condition I have Jjust
describved. The organizational potentialities of the vworkers? state lagged
far behind total naticnalization, But the whole point is that under the pres-
sure of Civil War we had to cerry this nationalizatlion through.®

In China, the organizational potentialitles of the new order were no less
Inadequate for total nationalization. Even though the Kuomintang opposition
wvas annihilated and the remaining capitalist forces Were exceptionally weak,
the Communist Party regime kept economic construction donfined within the
limits of bourgeois~democratic tasks, That is, it did so up until the imperi-
alist intervention in Korea and the attempted strangulation of the Chinese reve
olution by the economic blockade instituted in 1351e The CCP leaders were then
compelled to make a turn. They could take no other measures than those avallw-
able to & working class power -- measures of the class struggle.

Theory of Permenent Revolution Confirmed

Subsequently the CCP leaders put forward their genexal line of the transis
tion to socialisme Where private capitalist enterprise had previously been
encouraged to develop under government control, it was now to be restricted
and gradually transformed in order to attain "the step by step abolition of
systems of exploitation and the building of a . socialist society." At the end
of 1952 the first Five Year Plan was launched. Industrialization now becams
& prime objective,

In agriculture the march of events proceeded from the early mutual aid
groups to producers cooperatives and collectives, culminating in the socialist
type of soclo-economic organization -- the Commnes. Unfolding side by side
with Industrialization, this powerful combination constitutes the motive force
for the whole newer culture, while providing a material foundation for the
goclalist transformation of society.

Thus, regardless of the misconceptions, empirical improvization and oppor=
tunism of the CCP leaders, the uninterrupted development of the Chinese revolu-
tion stands out clearly and conclusively. Each new stage has been firmly an-
chored in the preceding one, each stage elevated society to qualitatively high-
er levels in which the socialist direction is unmistakeble. What this signi-
fieis_‘iis & striking confirmation of the theory of permanent or continuous reve
olution,

The course of development in China shows & revolution in gestation, une
folding, maturing == not the degeneration of a victorious proletarian povwer,
It 1s the opposite of what brought the brutal Stalinist regime into being. On
the world arena Stalin began his climb toward power by opposition to the Ger-
man revolution in 1923; Maots first important intermational action was to aid
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materially and militarily the revolutionary forces in the Korean civil war,
And for all the differences with the Bolshevik triumph prior to the Stelin
exa, the course of the Chinese revolution remalns still in the October
stage. There 18 no Thermidor.

The question 1s: shall we recognize this objective reslity or cling
stubbornly to what is called “our present basic position?” Do we still ine
sist on the characterization of the Peking regime contained in the 1955 res=
olution?

The resolution sayss "...the same besic cadre under Mao who rode the
revolutionary wave to power are now following in Stelints footsteps in China,!
And further, “the Chinese Stalinist bureaucracy has intxenched itself as an
uncontrolled caste alien to soclalism,” This was written in 1955, Yet in
1959, in utter disregard of verified facts, it has been reiterated in the Den
Roberts series of articles on the Communes that appeared in the Militant. In
fact, these articles went further than the resolution by referring to the Pek-
ing regime as the representative of an “"economically privileged caste...,which
seohas elevated itself above the working class and peasantry and bosses these
classes, (and)...promotes its own separate economic interests." (The Militant,

September 21, 1959.) o

For these flat assertions no evidence whatever is submitted. If we wexe
to accept them at face velus it would be incumbent upon us to inquire what has
gone wrong with the process of history. How did 1t happen that a Stalinist-
type party acted and continued to act es a revolutionary party? Is it not
high time to stop trying to fit the facts of history into an arbitrary polie-
‘tical framework? In practical terms, this requires that we reappraise "our
present basic position" as set forth in the 1955 resolution. To maintain now
that the Pekdng regime is practically identical with the Soviet regime of
Stalin-Khrushchev, which crystallized in a period of revolutionary retreat,
vould be to divorce the Chinese revolution from its roots in time and circume
stance, It would be contrary to facts and contrary to political logic. The
positian taken in the 1955 resolution can be maintained only by sacrificing
the materialist prinociple and dialectical method that constitute the heart of
Marxism.

Viewing the Peking regime as & carbon copy of the Kremlin regime, which is
vhat the 1955 resolution and the Roberts articles did, violates our time~honor«
ed concept of the reciprooal relationship between party and class. Trotsky
dealt with this question in his preface to the History of the Russian Revolue.
tion. He wrote: 'Without a guiding organization the energy of the masses
would dissipate like steam not enclosed in a piston-box. But nevertheless
what moves things 1s not the piston or the bax, but the steam.” In China, the
8team was provided by a mighty mass movement that could not be halted but in-
sisted on going all the way. The masses not only welcomed, but they demanded,
and themselves undertook the most decisive shake~-up and abolition of bourgeois
property in city and village., The Communist Party not only rode but s &8 its
policies show, tried to guide the rising revolutionary wave » With vhich it was
ompelled to keep step. This dislectical relatiomship of party and class was
the decisive factor, Aside from the early limitations alreedy noted, the party
promoted measures essential for the socialist reorganization of society.

We learned in the elsmentary school of Marxism that men make their history
in given conditlioning surroundings and on the basis of exlsting relations, This
holds true far ruling regimes as for socisl classes. The nature of & regime,
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while becoming an objective part of the historical process, 1s at the same
time subject to the laws of historical developmente

Just as the Stalin regime was conditioned in its riss by the factors of
revolutionary retreat, so the Mao reglme has been conditioned in 1ts develop-
ment by the distinctive factors of revolutionary advance.

Bureaucratic Centralism and Its Opposite

There are certaln similarities between the two regimes =« Peking and Mose
coWw. But there are also differences - and the differences are greater, The
differences are decislive for a correct political appraisal of the Peking re=
gime, If one examines declarations of the Chirese Communist Party and speeches
by its leaders during the Kiangsi "Soviet" period and the later Yenan period,
one finds cleaer evidence of treining in the Stalin school.* More recent mater-
ial of the same kind shows elements of an increasing departure from this school.

We do not question the existence of a highly centralized Communist Party
regime., It 1s visible in all aspects of Chinese life. Nor can we doubt the
existence of both a bureaucrecy and bureaucratism. Yet there still is a con-
trast, not a resemblance, between Peking and Moscow. Bureaucratism arises
from the need to apportion an insufficient rnational producte The poorexr the
soclety that issues from a revolution, the more dangerous 1s bureaucratism to
socialist developments In the case of China, party members and leaders are
constantly admonished to be above reproach, to live with the people and learn
from the people; there are rectification campaigns to correct abuses, last
but not least, there are the regular measures obliging party and state offici-
ds to do part-time stints of manual labor each year in agriculture, industry
or on construction sites. Intellectusls, in contrast to their past traditional
aloofness from manual labor and laborers, are similarly required to engage part-
time in physical work, to combine Jabor with learming in order to discourage a
recurrence of bourgeois notions, Professional army officers have to serve one
month each year es privates, On the whole these are sound principles; where
excesses8 have occurred or where people have been driven too hard by bureaucra=-
We means, or by too great zeal, the regime has shown sufficient flexibility to
medgx corrections end to slacken the pace.

The very real existence of a highly centralized regime, with its negative
attributes, conveys only one side of the picture in China. The opposite side,
that of stimmlating creative mass initlative, is just as important. Self=-gov-
erning Communes tend to counteract excessive or stifling powers of centraliza=-
tion. Participation in industriel management byelected worker representatives,
even though this falls short of real workers control of production, will tend
in the same direction. Besides, the existing socialist type of productive re-
lations assures a contlnued growth of industry and of the Chinese proletariat,
numerically end qualitatively. The industrial workers will advance not only in
skills and culture but in socialist consciousness, thereby increasing their
soclal weight and tending to act as a restraint on bureaucratic manifestations.

--‘--‘é-.'.-‘------.-----"---‘------—‘.

* Excerpts have been compiled in & Documentary History of Chinese Communism
by Brandt, Schwartz and Fairbank,
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Dedication, Austerity and Mass Support

However, granting the existence of bureaucratic tendencies does not at
all Justify the characterization of the Peking regime as the rule of a privie
leged caste in the sense that we have always understood it -- a hardened soc-
ial formation of a parasitic nature, standing above the people, consuming an
inordinate share of the national income and concerned primarily with the pro=-
tection of its own powers and privileges against the masses. There is no
evidence for such an assumption, Nor is there any evidence of an omnipresent
police system which would be required to protect such a caste.

Towngend mentions a certain degree of social differentiation, the only
example in his whole book of about 400 pages. Oedres who drew their provisions
from the govermment would eat in "bigger kitchens,” or "little kitchens." To
the former came department heads, ministers and those of similar ranke Their
fare contained more meat than was served in the more common "1little kitchens."
But Townsend adds: "After searching for those riotously living Communists of
tom cne scometimes heers,l came onrone who qualified for the description.”

More recent verification is contained in Gerald Clark?s booke *Mao Tse=
tung, Chu Teh and Chou En-lai lead austere, almost monastic existences, dedica~
ted to the building of & netion; and millions follow suit," he reports.

Describing the strong desire to Jjoin the Communist Party that he encoun=-
tered everywhere, especially among the youth, Clark comrents, "The desire for
membership is not motivated by any specisl privileges, for Chipnese Communists,
unlike thelr comrades in the Soviet Union, are not yet treated +to any financi-
el gains, Stlll in the spirit of a religlous revival, those who preach Commune-
ism work in an austere, dedicated fashion, their reward the gradual conversion
of the masses."

What is the response of the masses? Do they support the regime? This is
& decisive question, The answer is the enthuslasm and the unselfish striving
by the overvhelming majority of the people to build what they believe to be a
new and better world under the present regime.

Observers who were there say that 1s so. Perhaps their verdict can be
ammed up in the phrase of Felix Greene, formerly chief of the British Broade
casting Corporationts American bureau: "My own observation convinced me that
the reg'ﬂ:me enjoys the support of the overwhelming majority of the Chinese
reople,

James Muir, chairmen and president of the Royal Bank of Canala, was even
more specific. He concluded his swing through China with this view of things:
"The vast majority of the people of China have a government they vant, a govern-
ment which is improving their lot, a govermment in which they have caonfidence;

a government whioh stands no chance whatscever of being supplanted."” Other
witnesses could be cited to the same effect.

What Then Must be Our Approach?

A few fundamental questions remain to be considered, particularly the quese
tion of our own methodology. If we agree that reality is ever changing and
always menifested concretely, then our thinking must reflect these same chare
acteristics, and be likewise concrete and changeable s for only the application
of this method can assure a reascnably correct positiona
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With this as our point of departure, we should re-examine the 1955 reso-
Iution which is presummbly still the expression of “our basic position" on
Chine. It contains too many arbitrarily conceived formlas -- inevitable
collision of the bureaucracy with individual cultivators of peasent plots,
inevitable collision with the working class, crisis regime, uncontrolled caste
elien to socialism, etc. Are these to remain rigidly fixed no matter what
occura? Unforbtunately this has been the case so fare. Adherence to these for=
mulas accounts basically for the fallure of the Militant to comprehend and ex-
pound the real significance of the Chinese revolution.

Even the most scientifically precise formulas can be only limited and
provisional in nature because they have reference to developments that are
transient and changing. For & revolutionary party to remain trapped, & victim
of formulas of the past, would be disastrous. Particularly would this be the
case When the issue is the greatest revolution of our generatlon.

The fundamental changes that have taken place in China, decisilve for the
future of the continually advancing revolution, require us to arrive at a clear
i.e. Marxist, understanding of their significance. They have not unfolded
according to norms that we laid down, but it would be unbecoming of us to twrn
our backs on them on that accounts We must recognize and accept changing
reality as it really occurs. It indicates clearly "both what 1s new and what
has been overthrown In our present basic position." The consequent political
and theoretical conclusions must be drawn to the full.

It is our opinion that the program and slogan of the political revolu-
tion is invalid for China, for the simple reason that the Peking regime is
not a Stalinist-type regime hindering the country?!s advance. Bureaucratism
there is -~ but this is not a distinctive and exclusive characteristic of
Stalinism; it existed in the Soviet Union in the earliest years of the revolu-
tion, ceusing Lenin to declare, at the 10th Congress of the Russian Communist
Party on December 30, 1920, during the discussion on the trade union quesuion?
"Our state is a workers! state with bureauworatic distortions."” The Bolshevik
answar to the problem of bureaucratic distortions was & perpetual striving to
increase the participation of the masses in all phases of government == in
other words, an enlargement and extension of democratic control, That is what
is needed :in China, The ansvwer to bureaucratism is not a call for the over=
throv of the present Peking regime -~ which would be regarded by thz masssqe
as counter-revolutionary =~ but a program of democratic demands designed to
curb and break down bureaucratic arbitrariness through ever greater populay
participation in, and control over, all phases of the national life.

Revolutionary Policies Must Be Supported

Despite immense progress, great diffliculties lle ahead for China. The
1life of the people is still grim though greatly improved. Imperialist boycott
denles China full access to the world market. Severe hardships result from
being restricted to internal accumulation for the necessary capital to indus-
trializes Economic plans executed in & backward agrarian soclety develop gans
and disproportions. In the absence of mechanization, overall labor productiv-
ity remains low. The ancient in tools and methods still exists alongside the
more modern. Development of the productive forces therefore proceeds uneveniy.
Anticipating the difficulties attendant upon the trensition from capitalism tou
socialism, Marx wrote in his Critique of the Gotha Program: *What we have to
deal with here is communist society, not as it has developed on its own founda~-
tions, but, on the contrary, as it erexrges from capitalist society; which is
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thus in every respect, economically, morally and intellectually, stamped with
the birthmarks of the old soclety from whose womb 1t emerges."

The negative factors and influences Marx had in mind cannot, and in the
cage of China have not, altered the basic course toward the soclalist reconstruc
tion of society, which is now firmly laid down. The class foundation of this
course 1s the alliance of workers and peasants under the leadership of the in-
dustrial working-class, officlally avowed by Pekinge

The major policies and actions embodied in this basic course -~ nationale
ized economy, state planning and Industrialization side by side with the trans-
Prmation of agricultural relations =~ were promoted by the regime and they are
identified with the regime, These policies, and the accomplishments recorded,
demand unconditional endorsement on our part. Owxr support of these revolution-
ary developments must of necessity be critical of all bureaucratic manifesta-
tions and emphasize demands for specific democratic measures without which the
road to socialism cannot be assureds These should include democracy in the
rarty with free opportunity for all members to criticize and to control poli-
cies and leadership. Similarly, democracy in all the organs of government,
through the various levels from the local to the national, requires full
powers of control in the hands of the people. In the economic domain éemocra-
tic control control by the masses of working people of state planning in produc-
tion end distribution at all levels is essential to enable timely review of re=-
sults in the light of actual experience, and to reduce inequalities to the mini-
mme JImplicitly and explicitly our position should include the idea that in
China such measures can be attained by means of reform.

We do not deny the possibility that a parasitic caste could arise in China
w~ if there should be a new and protracted periocd of reaction in the working
class and colonial movement, compounded by treacherous maneuvers with imperiale-
ism, But recent indications point to further imperialist decline and decay and
a rising revolutlonary tide, especially in the remaining colonial countries.

The dialectical relationship between these coming struggles and the fur-
ther development of the Peking regime will, of course, be reflected in Peking's
foreign policy, its intermationalism, or lack of ite Houwever, without entering
into a discussion here of this complex problem, the following should be noted.
The Soviet crushing of the Hungarian revolution was supported by the Peking ree
gimes Yet there 1s no reason to assume that Peking is oppressed by the same
fear of proletarian revolutions ard colonial upheavals as the Kremlin bureau~ .
cxrgts, who arxe obsessed with their line of peaceful co~existence.

The Peking position in Agia, surrounded directly by the undéveloped worldaf
wich it is a part, dictates the necessity of extending the revolution to the
whole area, The fate of Chinats transition to socialism is bound up with this
no less than it is with the world proleterian revolution.

This 18 where we come in, for the realization of the world proletarian revo
lution depends essentially on the understanding, the foresight and actions of
its consciously revolutionary elements. But first we must become genuine par-
tisans of the Chinese revolution and give unqualified support to its positive
gains. We should do so in conformity with the following correct affirmaticn
of our 1955 resolutions
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"The impact of the Third Chinese Revolution, the soclal transformation it
brought about, the blows it delivered to world capltalism have been second onw
ly to those of the 1917 revolution in Russia, The *Russian Question! has been
the main axis in vorld politics for nearly four decades; it now has found its
extension and deepening in the !Chinese Question,.!"

December 12, 1959



