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Combat liberalism
-Mao

Tse-lung

WE stand for active ideological
struggle because it is the
eapon for ensuring unity within the Party and the revoLltionary organizations
in the interest of, our fight. Every
~ommunist and revolutionary
should take up this weapon.
But liberalism rejects ideological
struggle and stands for
unprincipled peace, thus giving rise to a decadent, philistine
ttitude and bringing about political degeneration
in certain
nits and individuals
in the Party and .the revolutionary

Whoever sides with the revolutionary
people is a revolutionary. Whoever sides
with imperialism, feudalism and bureaucrat-capitalism is a counter-'revolutionary.
Whoever sides with the revolutionary
people in words only but acts otherwise
is a revolutionary in speech. Whoever
sides with the revolutionary people in deed
•
as well as in word is a revolutio.;ary in
the full sense.
-Mao Tse-tung

rganizations.
Liberalism manifests itself in various ways.
To let things slide for the sake ~f peace and friendship
hen a person has clearly gone wrong, and refrain
from
rincipled argument
because he ii an old acquaintance,
a
llow townsman, a schoalmate,
a close friend, a loved one,
old colleague or old subordinate.
Or to touch on the
tter lightly instead of going into it thoroughly,
so as to
ep on good terms.
The result is that both the organization
d the individual are harmed.
This is one type of liberalism.
To indulge in irresponsible
criticism in private instead of
ctively p~tting forward one's suggestions to the organization.
o say nothing to people to their faces but to gossip behind
heir backs, or to say nothing at a meeting but to gossip
fterwards.
To show no regard at ali for the principles of
\ ollective life but to follow one's own inclination..
This is a
cond type.
To let things drift if they do not affect one personally;
o say as little as possible while knowing perfectly well what
s wrong, to be worldly wise and play safe and seek only to
void blame.
This is a third type ..
Not to obey orders but to give pride of place to one's
wn opinions.
To demand special consideration
from the
rganizatiori
but to reject its discipline.
This is a fourth
pe.
To enter into an argument and struggle against incorrect
s not for the sake of unity or progress or getting the
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work done properly, but in order to make personal attacks,
/pick quarrels, vent personal spite or seek revenge. This
is a fifth type.
To hear incorrect views without rebutting them and even
·to hear counter-revolutionary
remarks without reporting
them, but instead to take them calmly as if nothing had
l1appened. This is a sixth. type.
To be among the masses and fail to conduct propaganda
and agitation or speak at meetings or conduct investigations
and inquiries among them, and instead to be indifferent to
them and show no Concern for their well-being, forgetting
that one is a Communist and behaving as if one were an
ordinary non-Communist.
This is a seventh type.
To see someone harming the interests of the masses and
yet not feel indignant, or di~suade or stop him or reason
with him, but to allow him to continue. This is an eighth
type.
To work half-heartedly without a definite plan or direction; to work perfunctorily and muddle along-'So
10.11.
as one remains a monk, one goes on tolling the bell.' l~his
is a ninth type.
To regard oneself as having rendered 1;; eat service to
the revolution, to pride oneself on being a veteran, to
<Hsdain minor assignments while being quite unequal to
major tasks, to be slipshod in work and slack in study. This
is a tenth type.
To be aware of one's own mistakes and yet make no
attempt to correct them, taking a liberal attitude towards
oneself. This is an eleveilth type.
We could name more. But these eleven are the principal
types.
They are all manifestations of liberalism.
Liberalism is extremely harmful in a revolutionary collective. It is a corrosive which eats away unity, undermines
cohesion, causes apathy and creates dissension. It robs the
.revolutionary ranks of compact organization and strict dis'Cl.pline, prevents policies from being carried through and
alienates the Party organizations from the masses which th
Party leads. It is an extremely bad tendency.

COMBAT LIBERALISM
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Liberalism stems from petty. bourgeois selfishness, it places
personal interests first and tbe interests. of the revolution
second, and this gives rise to ideological, political and
organizational liberalism.·
People who are liberals look upon the principles of
Marxism as abstract dogma. They approve of Marxism, but
are not prepared to practise it or to practise it in full; they
are not prepared to leplace their liberalism by Marxism.
Tbese people have their Marxism, but they have their
liberalism as well-they talk Marxism but practise liberalism; they apply Marxism to others but liberalism to themselves. They keep both kinds of goods in stock and find
a use for each. This is how the minds of certain people
work.
Liberalism is a manifestation of opportunism and confl.ictsfundamentally with Marxism. It is negative and objecttIvely bas the effect of helping the enemy; that is why the
enemy welcomes its preservation in our midst. Such being
its nature, there should be no place for it in the ranks of
the revolution.
We must use Marxism, which is positive in spirit, to over. come liberalism, which is negative. A Communist shculd have
bigness.o~ mind and he should be staunch and active, looking
upon the mterests of the revolution as his very life and subordinating his personal interests to those of the revolution; always
and everywhere he should adhere to principle and wage a tireless struggle against all incorrect ideas and actions so as to
c.onsolidate the collective life of tpe Party and stren~then the
tIes between the Party and the masses ; he should be more
co~cerned about the Farty and the masses than about any
p~lvate person, and more concerned about others than about
hImself.
Only tbus can he be considered a Communist.
I
All loyal, bonest,.active and upright Communists must unite
to oppose tbe liberal tendencies shown by certain people among
us, and set them on the right path. This is one of the tasks on
Our ideological front.
(Written

on ~epternter

7, t937 )

NOTES

NOTES
THEY STAND UNMASKED
In the month of April, 1968, our "Marxist" heroes ar
going to arm themselves with an ideology.
Perhaps, if lef
to themselves, they would have preferred to do without thi
rather inconvenient thing, for absence of an ideology, like
ignorance, is sometimes a bliss to a certain type of persons
known as opportunists.
An ideology, rather an open formulation of it, is often unhelpful t(~,their cause, for this may
unmask their true faces.
Four years ago, when the Party Programme was adopted,
an unequivocal stand on ideological issues was considered too
premature. Lesser Communists might fer! troubled for want
of an ideology and might think that there could be no Party
Programme without an ideological basis but the ways of th
"Marxist"
leaders are different. So in the resolution I On
Ideological Differences, which they adopted at the Seventh "
Party Congress in October-November, 1964, they declared:
"The Tenali Convention which decided on convening this
Seventh Congress rightly came to the conclusion that withi
the short time between them and the Congress, it would not
be possible to organise a thorough-going discussion on these
differences, which was absolutely necessary to come to prope
conclusions." (Italics ours)
Their Draft Programme was prepared and circulated in
April, 1964, and a little over six months was considered
sufficient enough for discussing and adopting the programm
but not quite sufficient for "a thorough-going discussion" 0
the ideological differences and for clarifying their stand on
these issues. Ideology seemed irrelevant to the Programme!
So these rank opportunists could embellish the programme
with various Khruschevite gems like the following:
"If only the peoples of these countries that have won their
independence take their destinies in their own hands, they can,
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with the disinterested assistance of the mighty socialist system
with its ever-increasing capacity, rapidly overcome theireconomic dependence and backwardness, defend and strengthen
their national independence and trail a bright future for the
people." (Para 6)
Thus, on the plea of a lack of sufficient time-a characteristically false plea-the "Marxist" leaders shelved all ideological
<iiscussions and pushed through the Party Congress a Programme replete with contradictions. revisionist formulations
etc. Their purpose is now sufficiently clear. They and the
Dange revisionists are birds of the same feather, but in their
factional fight against Dange and the Dangeites they wanted
to exploit the deep resentment and the just revolt of the rank
and file comrades against the renegade clique-the unashamed
propagators of Soviet revisionism.
A clear ideological stand ,
would have given the game away.
So, when the ideological struggle was raging fiercest within
the international communist movement, our sham Marxists
were prevented by lack of sufficient time from taking an
unequivocal stand! In words, they were neutral between the
Marxist-Leninist camp headed by the great Communist Party
of China and the treacherous revisionist camp led by Khruschev
and his men. But in deeds, they were a part of the ,revisionist
camp, continually attacking the CPC on the issues of the
Sino-Indian border, the Kashmir issue etc., etc. And, among
other things, they peddled all the time the revisionist filth that
Soviet neo-colonial aid to the Indian reactionaries is socialist
aid that strengthens India's national independenee, declared
time and again that they fully supported the India Government
in its efforts to strengthen the defence of the country (efforts
which actually amount to robbing the toiling people in order
to pay the imperialist monopolies, the comprador big bour.geoisie and the big landlords), fully .supported the Soviet-U.S.
plan for the Tashkent conference, refused to recognise the
right of self-determination of the Kashmir people (and
of other nationalities like the Nagas and the Mizos),
were
quite
enamoured
of the Congress
variety
of
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parliamentary democracy and of tbe Indian Constitution,*
advocated, like tbe Dangeites, the peaceful path to People's
Democracy and Socialism,"'· and sent their General Secretary
P. Sundarayya immediately after the Party Congress in 1964
to Nanda to give a sort of undertaking to the Horne Minister
that though these sham Marxists might raise the slogan of
a People's Democratic Revolution, they would really "act as a
legal party and function openly." (Sundarayya Answers Nanda,
People's Democracy, 19. 9. 65). "The proletariat's
right to
revolution",
to use the words of Lenin, "was sold for a
mess of pottage-organisations
permitted by the present police
law." (The Collapse of the Second International). Heroics fer
the consumption of the rank and file comrades turned into
a whimper before Sundarayya's masters in New Delhi!
Behind a mask of .sham neutrality between MarxismLeninism on the one hand, and revisionism, on the other (as if
such neutrality is possible) this bunch of crafty opportunists
have been tirelessly peddling all kinds of revisionist filth and
•

In his Reply to Nanda, Basavapunniah accused the ruling
Congress Party of "trampling underfoot the civil liberties
and the fundamental rights guaranteed under the Constitution" (sic I), and of "making a mockery of democracy .
and the democratic way of life in the country" and
declared: "We stand by democracy and we defend it against
every assault on it, as it is valued by us not only in the
long-term interests of our cause but also in the immediate
interests of our Party." "The unjust, unwarranted and'
wholesale arrests and detentions of the leaders of our
P~rty", added Basavapunniah, "is nothing but a beginning
(SIC!) of the attack on democracy and its future in our
country".-People's Democracy, February 6, 1966).

""" In his Letter to Nanda Basavapunniah' bewailed that
though section 113 of their Programme dealing with the
path of transition is almost the same as sections 99 and
102 of the Dangeites' Programme adopted in Bombay and
though "the same phrases, almost akin passages" are found
in both the Programmes, Nanda chose to spread the 'base
slander' that the "Marxist" beroes were advocating the
path of violence! We hope our readers will forgive us
for quoting some lengthy extracts from Basavapunniah's
Letter to Nanda: "It is true, as Nanda states, tbat there
has been a new orientation in the world communist movement

NO'fES
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pursuing the revisionist path of class-collaboration and betrayal
of the Indian revolution. When during World War I, and
after, Lenin was fighting the great ideological struggle
against the leaders of the Second International
and the·
established Socialist Parties of Europe, that bad betrayed the
cause of socialism, Marxism demanded of every Marxist that
he should rally behind Lenin and Lenin's Party. An even
vaster and more difficult struggle faced the Marxist-Leninists.
when the leadership of the Soviet Party and of many other
Parties was usurped by the revisionists, bitter foes to the
cause of socialism. During the last few years Comrade Mao
Tse-tung and the Chinese Party, aided by Marxist-Leninist
Parties and groups in different countries, have waged a heroic
struggle against most of the old, established Parties under
the sway of the revisionists, smashed them ideologically as
Lenin had smashed their predecessors, and carried the struggle
on this question and the same is incorporated in the Moscow
Declaration of 1957, the Moscow statement of 81 Parties
in 1960 and such other documents. Unlike the earlier rare
and exceptional possibilities of the peaceful transition of the
Socialist revolution, new additional possibilities af it in some
countries has been visualized, under the new world conditions
that are obtaining today. 1he reasons given for this change
are the following: In view of tbe rapid change of tbe
strength between the forces of world sociali~m and
imperialism in favour of socialism, in view of the restricted
possibilities (sic P for tbe export of counter-revolution
by the imperialist states, and in view of the ever-expanding
ideas of socialism gripping more wider (!) seclions of
the people, it is expecled that all this would greatly
restrain the ruling classes from resorting to the adventures
of violence, and in some countries at least certain possilJ.i.lities have arisen for such a peaceful path to be explored and
utilized by the Communtsts of rhose countries. It is exactly
on rhe basis of this new assessment that we have introduced
this new concept of peaceful transition to socialism in our
Party Programme. The formulation of this concept as well
as the general warning against the danger of violence.
usually nnleashed by the ruling classes, is exactly similar to
the one put forth in the Programme of the Dangeites. Then
where does ·the question of our opposition to the 'new
orientation' and some others supporting it arise? It is an
outright slander."-People's Democracy, January 30, 1966L
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to a victorious end. Today Mao Tse-tung, Marxist-Leninist
all over the world agree, is the Lenin of our era and Mao
'Tse-tung's
Thought is the Marxism-Leninism of our age
when imperialism is crumbling to dust and socialism is
~arching towards final victory. Far from rallying behind Mao
Tse-tung and his Party during this historic struggle, as
Marxist-Leninists throughout the world have done , these wily,
<crafty opportunists, who talk the language of Marxism, have
in actual practice, served, like their Dangeite counterparts, as
"running dogs of U. S. imperialism and Soviet revisionism
and lackeys of the big Indian landlords and bourgeoisie"
{to quote the words of Peking's People's Daily).
An analysis of the Central Committee's Draft for the
.' Ideological Dis~ussion w~ll reveal its h~pocritical, deceitful
'character, WhIle pretendmg to acecpt Lemn's teachings in the
abstract, it repudiates them in the concrete, One may recall
Ranadive's own confession made in 1950 : "My pose to accept
Stalin and C.P.S. U. (B) only and at the same time attack on
Mao was nothing but a suhtle repudiation of Marxist-Leninism
/
-for I was rejecting the concrete application of the teachings
of Stalin on the colonial .question. And this has been the
essence of all bourgeois trends which masquerade as Marxismaccept in the abstract to repudiate, amend, ignore, revise in
the concrete:'
(Italics ours). The sting of the Draft is .actually i~ ~:s. t~i1.. ":?ile pretending to rebuke the Soviet
Party for Its deVIatIons from Marxism-Leninism, it Concenlrates all its fire against the Chinese Party for refusing to
respond to the revisionists' slogan of 'Unity in Action' and for
"i~terfe~ing" in the affairs of our Party. The long series of
articles 10 defence of the Draft published recently in People's
De'!10cracy, are even mere venomous attacks
against the
Chmese Party (though the CPC is hardly mentioned in these
articles) and all other Marxist-Leninist Parties and Groups.
We are publishing in this issue a few articles unmasking the
true character of the notorious ideological draft adopted at
Madurai.
.
Here, we may refer to the method by which this antiMarxist-Leninist, and rabidly anti-Chinese draft is going to
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be imposed on the Party c0mrades. "The only way," said
-Comrade Mao Tse-tung, "to settle questions of an ideological
nature or controversial issues among the people is by the
-democratic method, the method of discussion, of criticism,
-of persuasion and education, and not by the method of
-coercion or repression."
(On the Correct Handling of Contradictions Among the People). "This unity of democracy and
-centralism, of freedom and discipline", Mao Tse-tung said,
"'constitutes our democratic centralism." (Ibid). He further
-said, "This democratic method of resolving contradictions
-among the people [not only among Party members] was
epitomized in 1942 in the formula 'unity, criticism, unity.'
10 elaborate, it means starting from the desire for unity,
resolving contradictions through criticism or struggle, and
arriving at a new unity on a new basis. In our experience .this
is the correct method of resolving contradictions among the
;people." (Ibid)
What is the method of Ranadive, Sundarayya, Namboo·diripad, Basavapunniah and Co. for resolving differences on
ideological issues? It is the same old bureaucratic method
-of theirs, which is the very antithesis of the Marxist-Leninist
method and which has stifled the growth of the Party. They
adopted the same method while pushing their Programme
through the Party Congress: no Forum was published, no
V'iews contrary
to those of a handful of usurpers of the
·organizational machinery could find expression in the Party
-press, while the Party journals in different languages &nd all
-other Party publications made it their sole business to circulate
and popularize the official document and various articles in
defence of it. And this (plus the rigged elections within the
Party) these shameless men tried to palm off as demo~atic !
This time, too, the same method, utterly undemocratic,
bureaucratic and anti-Marxist-Leninist,
is being followed.
This time, too, the Party journals and Party publications in
-different languages have devoted all. the !>paceat their disposal
to propagating al1d defending the anti-Marxist-Leninist
views
<>fa hadful of usurpers of the Party machinery. AIl dissent,
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members have been expelled or quietly dropped and hundreds
of Branches, Local Committees and District Committees in
West Bengal have been formally dissolved
or quietly
Hundreds of Party Committees including the Andhra Statedisbanded
for
the
'crime'
of
opposing
the
counter-revolutionary
Plenum and the Assam State plenum, besides thousands of
comrades, have rejected the official draft and adopted reso- political line or the ideological draft of these disguised agents
of reaction. Similar things have happened also in o!her States.
lutions opposing it. From the Party press one cannot have
~he
entire rentral Committee Plenum affair is a rigged OI~e.
any inkling of this fact, for the Party journals only annour.ce
Revolts
are brewing within the Party against the counterthe names of Committees and Plenums which have supported
t"evo]utionary
political line as well as the bureaucratic and
the C.C. Draft and not those which have rejected it. People's
.dictatorial
methods
of functioning of Ranadive, Sundarayya,
Democracy and other party journals have published a long
Namboodiripad, Promode Dasgupta and Co. Naxalbari raised
I series of articles defending the Draft and attacking its critics
~lw
banner of revolt and revolutionary comrades throughout
but without mentioning who these critics are and withol"
jia
are rallying round it. The year 1967 marked the
publishing what they have actually said. The other day,
..••
l
storic
turning-point in the Indian revolution.
Comrades
Sundarayya thundered out at a Press Conference in Calcutta
.all
over
India
are
realizing
the
truth
of
Comrade
Mao Tsethat the Andhra alternative document was '.'untenable and
tung's words: "An erroneous leadership that endangers the
( anti-Marxist" and threatened Andhra comrades with disciplinary
revolution should not be accepted unconditionally but should be
measures (The Statesman,' March 20, 1968). These arch.resisted
resolutely."
revisionists, who withhold the Andhra document from the
In 1915, Lenin was saying:
Party ranks out of fear, violating all Party forms, have the
"The building of a revolutionary organisation must be beguncheek to sit in judgement over it! To these disguised counterthat
is demanded by the new historical situation, by the epoch
revolutionaries, Party democracy means their right to dictate
()f ..proletarian revolutionary
action-!ll!t it can be begun o~
and the duty of all other comrades to obey them. This i~
?, ~ver the heads of the old leaders, the stranglers
of revolutionar~
bourgeois democracy, the exploiters' democracy, which i
I
energy,
over
the
heads
of
the
old
party,
through
its destruction."
opposed to communist democracy, and the duty of a communis~
Collapse
of
the
Second
J>1.ternational-Lenin's
italics). The
is to rebel against it.
Communist movement has suffereu tG:l disastrously and too
We have seen what "a thorough-going discussion" these
long because our comrades allowed themselves to be deceived
agents of reaction within the,Party have organised. Comraces.
by the revisionists and Right opportunists, who "pay lip
are also aware that in many States, plenums at the district
'service to Marxism" but who bave really been "attacking
or the State level were held with hand-picked men. For
the quintessence of Marxism." Our comrades may well
example, in West Bengal, district plenums were held only in
.remember the words of Comrade Mao Tse-tung :
six out of sixteen districts and these, too, with comrades not
"As for criticism, do it in good time; don't get into theelected at local conferences but with men selected by the
habit of criticizing only after the event."
usurpers of the Party machinery. Besid~ the members of the
THE BUDGET FOR 1968-69-AN ANALYSIS
State Committee, the other participants from West Bengal
at the Central 'Committee Plenum at Burdwan will be those
The Indian Budget for 1968-69 has only one surprise
nominated by the arch· factionalist Promode Dasgupta and men
element-that
is its pompous way of presentation. Otherwise,
of his ilk. Comrades are also aware that thousands of Part,
it is all an affair of satellite economy faithfully implementing
all resolutions repudiating the C.C. stand, have been completely
suppressed.

I
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the directives of its financial metropolis.
The picture of an
austere Finance Min'ister'talking
of financial rectitude possibly
even in his sleep blandly presenting a huge deficit in the budget
, is more or less like that of a teetotaller betting a few shot!>
of whisky when nobody is looking-'-with
the difference that
this time everybody indeed is,
Of course, it is nothing strange that the budget will reveal
the servile, comprador
character
of Indian
economy.
We
can mention in passing some of its features like huge increase
in defence expenditure,
unusual
emphasis on indirect tax,
relief in tax burden on companies
on the pretext of simplification of the tax structure, aboliti9n
of distinction
between
earned and unearned
income, various cOI,lcessions to agrobased industries
and export industries to provide, needless to
mention, incentives to brave investors etc, But the virulence
of the exploiting classes has found its free outlet
in the
enormous
size of deficit financing.
Indeed the deficit of the
order of Rs. 315 crores is unsurpassed even in the long history
of in'debtedness
of a perpetually needy country
like India,
Actually, Mr. Morarji was joking
when he talked
about
reducing this amount to Rs. 290 crores
through
proposed
fiscal measures and he knew it. One can clearly see that deficit
financing is becoming an usual feature
in the fram.:-work
of an Indian budget (be it state or central) in spite of all
protestations
of financial
chastity .nf -our 'frugal'
Finance.
Minister.
This is, however, inevitable,
since deficit financing has to
be an integral part of the exploitative
machinery
set up bythe comprador bourgeoisie.
It is customary
to use inflation
as a technique
of internal
exploitation,
just as devaluation
lends itself to be one
for external
exploitation.
Deficit
financing can create an inflation
of more
or less a predetermined
order.
During
inflation,
there occurs a general
dilution of the, purchasing power of mon ey. But since the excess
money gets concentrated
in a few hands in the form of high
prices for goods
purchased,
what really happens is the
redistribution
of real income in favour of the richer classes~
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Obviously, a financial agent of imperialism,where.ver
operadtin~~
has to see that the process of inflation goes unmterrupte
lTh
a satellite country.
Apart from that,further
tigh~ening of the tax belt around the·
neck of the poor just to relIeve the p~essure on the potwIll be all too naked.
b e II'Ied fl u nkeys of foreign capitalists
.. t .
The artistic' poiot in the finger-work
of a finance m1DlS ry 1S
That is where . the fiscal
that t h e hand must not show.
deficit
financing
comes
almost pattlDg you on
stra t egy of
your back in your
capital development

spending
projects,

spree on de~ence and so-c~lled
without placmg a too ObVlOUS.

burden on common men.
Mr, Desai scores another budgetary
'first' in allocating
than 1000 crores on defence.
The amount
will be
more
.
' 'h' b
spent on purchase of arms, military con~tructlOn 1n w ~c
Ius engineers will be inducted and to ra1se a large standmg
surp
d '
, I' t
army.
This fits in the master-plan
of the.gran
1m~ena IS revisionist alliance for 'containment
of China',
Expenencc of
Vietnam war has shown them the need for a large army
, a statellit~ country
apparently
to be raised in the name
1n
.
of defence of the realm, but capable of being switched over to
the offensive as the imperialist task force.
Another aspect of defence spending is to create demand ~f a
pecific nature-the
demand for the products of collab?ratlOn
ndustries nurtured
by foreign capital.,
The allocatlOn for
he Bokaro steel plant is also to serve tb1S end.
There is, of course. an intimate connection
bet.ween the
formulation
of the present budget and the world-WIde reces-·
sionary trend highlighted by the dollar crisis.
Our 'colla~o:ation' industries are rigged up for the sole purpose of prov1dmg
dumping ground for high-priced foreign monopoly products like
machinery
and industrical
raw materials
to maintain
ll-n
artificial level of demand in these industries.
A huge alloca,
'd
•
tion on non-competing
Items
hke
etence,
sten.'I e cap1,'tal
projects (like the Bokaro steel plant) has to be prOVided for 10
the budget.
To complete the picture, one has to connect the fac~ that
during the last five years the total public debt has doubled itself,
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mainly due to unusual rise in loans from foreign sources,
principal components of which are PL 480 and U.S. Government loans.
Even a cursory analysis of the budget will reveal a relatively
greater emphasis on indirect tax. Placing a heavier tax burden
·directly on the poor and at the same time providing handsome
relief to the rich would have looked too indecent. Hence
an item like even 'postcard' h.as to be singled out for indirect
taxation, which even the poorest cannot avoid buying.
Increasing the tax rate on imported wine, Mr. Desai
·c1a:med to have salvaged his confirmed aversion to drinking,
which he was allegedly losing (and his God only knows
• how). This, however, drew a round of applause from the
House. It is a pity that our revisionists and neo-revision;sts
could not stay in the House to share the joke. They had
:already left the House in a huff over a flimsy issue.
Concessions to agriculture and agIO-based industries and
export in'dustries are designed to serve the f?reign monopoly
interests. Limited tax exemption on increased consumption
of ferti1iser~ is calculated to popularise certain brands of
fertilisers, chiefly produced from costly imports from the
U.S.A. A rebate to the extent of one·third of the costs of export
promotion drives will be granted. The central point of export
subsidy is to pay for costly imports by exporting more at
a cheaper price. Hence the slogan:
"Export at a loss"; to
complete the idea one may add, "the Government will bear
the loss from tax levied on common men."
With such
-custodians of foreign capital as Mr. Desai, these matters
are sure to be taken care of.
The business circles are expecting some accretion to
investible funds due to abolition of the Annuity Deposit
Scheme. A sum of Rs. 140 crores, purportedly earmarked
for building up a buffer stock in food-grains will be utilised
to support a large bureaucratic organisation like the Food
Corporation of India, as also to provide finance for hoarding
-and black-marketing in food-grains by the exploiters in the
.countryside.
( Continued on page 116)

Agrarian Reforms in liberated

China

I We are reprinting below two documents o£ 19~ republished
by the Central Committee of7& Communist Party of China
with notes by a special decision in May 194§, which may be of
practical help to the organisers in the rural areas in our
country.
-EditQrial Board, Liberation]
,

DECISION ON TWO DOCUMENTS OF 1933
BY CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF COMMUNIST
PARTY OF CHINA
The two documents of 1933 are
(1) How to Analyse
Classes and (2) Decisions on Some Questions regarding
Agrarian Struggle.
They were issued by the then Democratic
Government with a view to correcting certain deviations in
the practice of Agrarian Reforms and to properly solving
problems concerning Agrarian Reforms. These two documents
had been distributed to all the ranks of Party Organisers in
December, 1947 as reference documents.
The Central
Committee of the Communist Party of China has now decided
to promulgate them as formal documents for practical purposes.
Certain. minor parts of them that are found inapplicable,
having been omitted, the two documents fundamentally hold
good for the Agrarian Reforms of today. Some. portions
have either been slightly altered, or added witl1 "CC notes".
For problems that are not mentioned in these two documents,
as well as details about the demarcation
of kulak (rich
peasant) and the middle peasants, see other CC documents
concerned and the Address by Comrade JenPi-shih on January
12, 1948, "Important Questions Arising During the Agrarian
Reform".
-Central Committee of the Communist Party of
China, May 24, 1948.
'1933 DOCUMENT-I:

HOW TO ANALYSE

CLASSES

( 1) Landlord
A landlord is one who possesses land but does not labour
on it, or labour on it only on a secondary scale, and lives
2
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on exploitation.
The principal
form· of exploitation
by a
landlord is by means of rent. ~esides,
there are many other
ways of exploitation,
such as, granting
loans, or doing
manufacture
or business.
But the rent collection is the
principal form of the landlord's exploitation.
Those who act as
the trustees of communal
land, or collect rent on schoolowned land, also belong to the category of landlord.
Bankrupt
landlords
are regarded as landlords,
provided
they do not labour but live on rapacity, extortion or support
from their relatives or friends, and their standard of living
exceeds tbat of an average middle peasant.
Warlords,
bureaucrats, local ruffians and oppressive gentry,
being the political representatives
of the landlord class, are
the most notorious
among the landlord class. (Lower ranked
ruffians and oppressive gentry coming from kulaks are however not uncommon).
Domestic
managers
or rent-collectors
who work for landlords depend on the latter's exploitation
of peasants as their
principal source of living and whose living standard exceeds
that of an average middle peasant, are regarded as landlords.
Those who depend on lending money at usury as their
source of living and whose living standard
exceeds that of an
average middle peasant,
are usurers,
They are regarded as
landlords.

(2)

Kulak (Rich Peasant)

A kulak in general possesses land of his own.
Many
kulaks also lease land from others in addition to his own.
Some of them even possess no land at all, only leasing land
from others.
The two latter kinds of kulaks!are
however,
less common.
Most of kulaks possess better means of pro duc. tion and certain amount of capital as well. They themselves
, take actual part in labour, but they constantly depend on exploitation as one of the major sources of living.
The kulak's
principal form of exploitation
is labour-hiring.
Besides, they
also lease out land for exploitation,
grant loans, or engage in
manufacturing
or business.
Many kulaks
are managers
of
communal land. Chinese kulaks do not generally hire labourers.

1
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but exploit peasants
by means of rent and interest. Exploita~'
tion is the constant and principal part of a kulak's life

(3)

Middle Peasant

Many middle peasants possess land.
Some middle peasants _
possess land, but at the same time lease land from oth ers.,
Some middle peasants are even landless, cultivating only onland. leased from ot?ers. A middle peasant generally possesses
certam amoun! of Implements.
They entirely or principally,
depend on theIr own labour.
Many of them are exploited by'
others through small amount of rent or debt. Most of them
are not ~mployed as hired labourers while some of them ( welIto-do mIddle peasants)
some times even engage-th
h
1
l' htl'
I . .
oug on y
S Ig
y-m exp oItmg others. But the latter cases are occasI'o I
. . I'
na
an d no t pnncIpa m nature by themselves.
( 4)

Poor Peasant

. Some poor peasants possess meagre land and inadequate
Implements.
Some of them possess
inadequate
implement~
but no land at all, and generally have to lease land fromothe,rs. They are exploited in the form of rent, interest and
as hIred labour on a small scale.
The basic difference between a poor peasant and a 'ddl
tr . h
mI
esan les 1D t ~t while a poor peasant generally has to hire
out a small portIon of hi .• labour, a middle peasant
does not
generally have much need.
~
pea

(5)

Rural Labourer

Rural labourers,
including hired farm-workers
in general
possess neither land nor implement
Some of th ' h
r 'b
.
em ave very
neg ]~I ~e amount of land and implements, but depend entire 1
or prmclpalIy on wages from their own labour.
Y
1933 DOCUMENT-II:
DECISIONS
ON SOME QUESTIONS
REGARDING
AGRARIAN
STRUGGLE
There are many practical questions arising from the st rug
gle of land distribution and land investigation.
Mistak
h been
. d'
es ave
commItte
1D the execution
as a result of the absence of

LIBERATION

20

definite instructions on these questions in previous documents
or as a result of the instructions being often too vague, or a
a result of the misinterpretation of them on the part of govern
ment workers. With a view to correctly carrying out the Ian
struggle and retrieving and preventing possible errors, th
People's Committee, apart from ratifying the document "Ro
to Analyse Classes", has specially made the followin
decisions:
(1)

Labour:

When a family with one 01' more of its members spends
one-third or more of its time in the year in essential labour
it is defined as a "Labour Family".
When a family with one
or more of its members spending less than one-third of the
year in essential labour, or spending one-third of its time in
non-essential labour only, it is defined as a "Secondary Labour
Family".
NOTE: 1. A kulak (rich peasant) engages in labour himsel
while a landlord engages, if at· all, In secondary labou
only. The nature of labour that they engage themselves i
is, therefore, the principal criterion for distinguishing a kula
from a landlord.
2. Whether a family is to be classified as "Labour Family"
or a "Secondary Labour Family"(Kulak or Landlord Family)
depends upon the extent of labour undertaKen by an
individual member of the family. The family is regarde
as a Labour Family, when one of its members is engaged
in labour. The assumption that a Labour Family must hav
more than one of its members or even all its member
engaged in labour is, therefore, incorrect.
3. The standard period should be one-third of the year
Whether a family is classified as Labour Family ( ~ulak ) 0
a Secondary Labour Family (Landlord)
depends upo
whether its annual total essential labour (by all its members
exceeds or stands below the standard period, i.e., fo
months.
It must be pointed out that previously eve
families spending one-half of their time in the year .

I

AGRARIAN

REFORMS

21

essential labour were sometimes classified as Secondary
Labour Families. This was incorrect.
4. The term "Essential Labour" is the labour generally of the
prOfess of production,
such as, ploughing, planting,
reaping and various main labour in other sorts of production. It is not confined to agricultural production.
Wood-cuttIng, carrying, transporting,
spinnmg, weaving,
medical work, teaching and .otbers are "Essential Labour".
5. The term "Non-essential Labour" includes various kinds
of auxiliary labour which have only a secondary importance
in the process of production, such as, helping to cut
wood, to plant vegetables, to look 'after cattle, etc.
6. Labour is a principal indication to distinguish Kulak from
landlord. Thus, those who employ hired labour, without
rent and interest exploitation, directing and managing the
production themselves, but do not undertake any essential
, labour, must be classified as landlords.
7. Time prolongation required for constituting the status of
a landlord is three years. Those who have been living as
landlords for three consecutive years immediately before the
establishment of the revolutionary power, acquire the status
of a landlord.
Many mistakes committed during the Movement for Land
Distribution
and Land Investigation are derived from the
problem of distinguishing the Labour Family from the Secondary Labour Family. Some Labour families l\re mistaken for
Secondary Labour Families and regarded as landlords. Some
Secondary Labour Families are regarded as Labour Families
and misjUdged as kulaks. All these are due to lack of a definite
standard to distinguish a landlord from a kulak. Basing on the
above-mentioned decisions, such possible errors may be avoided.
However, the above decisions refer to general cases only.
Under special conditions, special treatments are needed. First,
there are big landlords with their family members participating
in production.
For instance, there is the case of one who
exploits a large sum of rent and interest, say over 100 piculs
(6 tons
altogether) of grain as rent , or over 1000 silver dollars
.
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as principal of loans, while his family and its expenses are no
'1:00 big. Even though in this case family members undertake
,essential labour over four months every year, it is still a landlord, not a kulak.
In the case of a big family with a large
amount of domestic expenses, even though getting leO piculs 0
:grain as rent and 1000 silver dollars as principal for lending,
be is not a landlord but a kulak if, and only if, the famil
members undertake essential labour.
Secondly, there is a dispute when a person judging from his
exploitation looks like a landlord, but from his standard of
living he cannot be classified as a landlord. For instance,
there is the case of one who has been a kulak or middle
peasant, but during years before revolution his family was
abruptly deprived of some man-power due to death or illness
and he is obliged to lease all his land to others or to employ
bired labourers to cultivate his land; consequently, his family
looks as if it is a landlord's family. If such a family is treated
as a landlord, it is not fair. He should be regarded by his original
status. A certain family is nominally a landlord, but his land
has already belonged to others.
His incomes derived from
-exploitation has become very meagre. His standard of living is
even inferior to that of a peasant.
Such a family may be
:regarded as a peasant even if it is a Secondary Labour Family.
It will be unfair to neglect these special cases in the Land
'Distribution and Land Investigation.
eotral Committee Note 1948 :
A big family with more than 15 members and one-third
of its total man-power undertaking essential labour
every year, is to be classified as a Labour Family.
(2)

Well-to-do Middle Peasant:
Well-to-do middle peasants are a section of middle peasants.
Their living conditions are above those of average middle
peasants. They do exploit others but slightl~. Their incomes
from exploitation are not more than 15 per cent of their total
..annual incomes.
However, under certain conditions ttose whose ix:ccmes
from exploitation exceed 15 percent but not over 30 per cent of
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their total annual incomes, are regarded as well-to-do middle
peasant, if the masses. express no opposition.
Under democratic, power, interests of well-to-do middle
peasants are to be well protected in the same way as common
middle peasants.
NOTE: 1. Well-to-do middle peasants are a part of middle
peasants. The difference between them and other middle
peasants is that they live better than average middle peasants,
with slight exploitation from others, while other middle
peasants generally do not exploit others.
2.

The difference between well-to-do middle peasants and
kulaks is that the annual income from exploitation of the
well-to-do middle peasants is not over 15 per cent of their
total annual incomes of the whole family, while that of the
kulaks exceeds this percentage. Such a margin is necessarily
to be introduced to distinguish classes.
3. The term "slight exploitation by well-to-do middle
peasants" denotes employing herd boys, hiring day-labourers or month-labourers, granting small amount of loans,
collecting small amount of mortgages, managing small
amount of school-land rent, leasing-small amount of land
to others etc. But these incomes from exploitation are
an insignificant portion of their family income, i.e., less
than 15 percent of their total income. Their principal
source of living depends on their own labour.
4. At the time of the establishment of revolutionary power,
those whose incomes from exploitation have reached the
same level as that of kulaks in the period immediately
preceding' for not longer than two years are regarded as
well-to-do middle peasants.
5. Under certain conditions, those whose incomes from exploitation exceed 15 per cent but not 30 percent of their
total'annual
income are regarded as well-to-do middle
peasants, if the masses express no opposition. Here the
expression of "under certain conditions"
denotes that
although their incomes from exploitation exceed 15 per cent
of their total annual income, they are big families, with
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few man-power, and their living conditions
become worsedue to famine or illness: under such conditions
those
whose incomes from exploitation do not exceed 30 per cent
of their total annual incomes should not be regarded as
kulaks but middle peasants. In case such conditions do not
exist, however, he whose incomes from exploitation
exceed
15 per cent of their total annual income is a kulak, and
not a well-to-do
middle peasant.
A fair judgement
of
such cases depends on the public opinion of the masses in
that locality.
In villages there are well-to-do middle peasants of a certain
number.
In many localities, during the Land Distribution
and Land Investigation Movement,
well-to-do middle peasants
are treated as kulaks.
This is incorrect.
There are cases
where common middle peasant,s have been classified as well-todo middle peasants.
Such mistakes should immediately
be
corrected.

EXAMPLE A: A family

with six members has two persons'
,
man-power.
, It possesses some land yielding 35 piculs
(4700 lbs altogether) of grain. This is worth 140 silver dollars.
The land is cultivated by the family members.
This family
possesses five rooms,
and one buffalo, and a water-tank
yielding 12 silver dollars annually.
From his coarse cereals.
and pig breeding he has an income of about 100 silver dollars
annually, He grants loans of three piculs of grains to others
at a rate of 50 per cent as interest
per annum
(totalling
1'5 piculs a year). This is worth six silver dollars per year
for four consecutive years.
He grants a loan of 100 silver
dollars at an interest-rate of 25 per cent per annum for five
consecutive years. The annual.interest
of this money loan is.
25 silver dollars. JUDGEMENT
• This family depends on its
own labour as the principal
source of living.
Its annual
incomes from its own products amount to silver 520 dollars,
while its annual
incomes from loan exploitation
amount
to only 31 silver dollars. Thus,the income from exploitation
is less than 15 per cent of total annual income.
The living
condition
is rather prosperous.
Because its exploitation
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is not on a large scale, it is a well-to-do
rather
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middle

peasant

than a kulak.

EXAMPLE B: A family with five members but possesses

only
one and a half man-powoc. It possesses some land yielding
17 piculs of grain annually. It also leases some la~d from
others yrelding 42 piculs at an annual rent of 25 plCuls of
grains for ten consecutive years. Incomes from coars.e cere~ls.
and pig breeding amount to 50 dollars annually. ThIS famIly
hires a herd boy for three years. It grants a loan of 60 silver
dollars at a rate of 30 per cent per ·annum, with an interest
of 18 silver dollars annually for four years, It has five rooms
and one buffalo. There is a peach-orchard
yielding 30 piculs
of peaches annually. JUDGEMENT:
This family depends
on tl;1eir own labour. The annual incomes from exploitation
are very insignificant-about
20 silver dollars.
But it is
exploited by others to an amount of 25 piculs of grains and
rent. There is hardly any surplus. This is merely a common
middle peasant rather than a well~to-do middle peasant.

(3)

Time and Quantity of Exploitation by Kulaks:

Those who
undertake
to do labour
and depend
on
exploitation as one part or a large part of their living sources
and
whose annual
incomes
exceed
15 per cent of the
total annual incomes for three consecutive
years immediately
before the establishment
of the revolutionary
power,
are
kulaks.
Under certain conditions, their annual incomes from
exploitation
even exceed 15 per cent but not 30 per cent of;
their total annual incomes; they are well-to-do middle peasants
but not ku!aks, if the masses express no opposition.
NOTE:
1. To determine tbe length of exploitation,
only the
time of the establishment of revolutionary
power should
be taken as the starting point.
No· otber time should be
taken as the starting point. No other time should be taken
as the starting point to determine the period of exploitation.
It is -incorrect
to take
into account
the exploiting
behaviour in unconsecutive
years far back in the past as.
a basis to determine class status.
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2.

The period of time for constituting
the status of a kula
must be three consecutive years of exploitation.
In case i
is less than three years or it is three unconsecutive
years,
even though the quantity of exploitation
is the same as that
•
by a kulak in the corresponding
period,
he is regarded
as a well-to-do middle peasant.

3.

Those whose income from exploitation
is less than 15
per cent of their total annual income even for three years or
stilI longer are not kulaks but well-to-do middle peasants.

4.

The term "Total Annual Income of a Family" denotes the
sum that includes their own products
and incomes from
exploitation.
For instance, in a family the total annual
self-prodl:1ction is 400 dollars, and the income from exploitation is 100 dollars making a total of 500 dollars. This
is the total annual
income.
Because the income from
exploitation
is 20 per cent of total aIinual income,
this
family is a kulak.
5. The term "Under
Certain
Conditions"
denotes
that
the family is big and man-power
is few, the living
conditions
are not prosperous
but
worsened due to
famine or illness.
Under such conditions
those whose
income from exploitation
exceeds even 15 per cent of to~al
annual income but is less than 30 per cent are regarded as
well-to-do
middle peasants, if the masses
express
no
opposition.
On such problems
the public opinion is very
important.
Such cases should be very carefully considered.
Well-to-do
middle peasants should not be mistaken for
kulaks to cause discontent
among the middle peasants.
At the same time, no kulaks should be mistaken
for wellto-do middle peasants to cause discontent
among the poor
peasants.
A careful deli beration and agreement from the
masses are necessary.
During Land Distribution
and Land
Investigation Movement, many disputes over the problem
of time and quantity
have been caused by the absence of
clear-out distinction between kulaks and well-to-do middle
peasants in the past. The above-mentioned
decisions may
serve to avoid such possible shortcomings.
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EXAMPLE
A:
A family of 11 members with 2 persons'
man-power
possesses
some land yielding 120 pic~ls. of
grain (worth 480 silver dollars), two tea-gardens
YIeldIng
30 silver dolIars annuallf, and a water tank yielding 15 silver
dollars annualIy.
Income from coarse cereals and pigbreeding amounts to 150 silver dolIars annually. It employed
a hired labourer
for seven consecutive
years up to. the
revolution. The annual surplus value from this exploited
labour is 60 silver dollars.
It grants loan of 250 silver
dollars at a rate of 30 per cent per annum,
with annual
interest of 75 dollars for five years up to the Revolution.
JUDGEMENT:
This family undertakes working labour
themselves, employs hired labour, granting large amount of
loans. Its income from exploitation exceeds 25 percent of its
total annual income. Although this is a big family, there is
still a large surplus after all the expenses have been met.
This is a kulak.
EXAMPLE
B:
A family
has three
members.
One of
them
undertakes
essential labour for four months every
year. It possesses 60 "piculs" of land of which 30 "piculs"
. are cultivated
by themselves
yielding 18 piculs of grain,
while the other 30 "piculs" of land are leased to others at an
annual rent of 12 piculs of grain for five years. There is one
buffalo yielding two piculs of grain as hire charges annually,
It grants loans of 120 silver dollars at a rate of 30 percent
per annum,
with an interest amounting
to 36 do lIars
annually for three years.
JUDGEMENT:
The incomes
from exploitation
of this family exceed its own production.
But there is one member uudertaking four months' essential
labour.
This family is a kulak.
(4)

Reactionary Kulak:
Kulaks having a record of serious reactionary deeds, before
and especially after the Revolution,
are defined as reactionary
kulaks. Landed
properties
belongin'g to reactionary
kulaks
and those belonging to their dependents
who participated in
reactionary
activities are to be confiscated.
This provision is applicable
to reactionary capitalists.
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NOTE: ,1. Only those kulaks who have a "record of serious
reac~lOnary deeds" are regarded as reactionary kulaks,
For mstance, during the Revolution, directing local militias
:~ slaughte~ workers and peasants; obstinately resisting
e,revolutIOnary governments, especially after the Revolut~on, orga~ising reactionary
societies;
or conducting
~en~us reactionary activities individually, such as, assassmatIon, ,espionage for the enemy; guiding the enemy forces
volu~tanly;
fleeing to KMT [Kuomintang) areas and
worklDg for KMT ; actively and systematically fighting theLand Distribution and Land Investigation Movement and
Ec onomlc.
R econstructlOn,
'
are serious reactionary deeds.
Among ~ulaks, land properties of those who have a record
of reactIOnary deeds but not playing as leading elements or
whose deeds are not very serious, are not to be confiscated
2, .Land properties belonging to those elements and excl~slvel~ to those elements who participated in such serious
reactionary deeds among reactionary kulaks, are to be confiscated.
.
3.

4.

Kulaks, temporarily going over to KMT areas for seeking
a way of living, are not to be treated as reactionary
kulaks.

The above provisions are applicable to reactionary
capitalists.
~n some localities, land properties belonging to kulaks
havmg no record of serious reactionary deeds,· were confiscated.
~ven th.e land properties belonging to some kulak elements
)~ reactIonary kulak families who did not participate in reactIOnary deeds, were confiscated. These are incorrect
Such
errors are derived from the "Act of Land Confiscatio~ in theKiangsi Provi?~e, Article 3", which reads:
"Properties of
all Kulak famIlies who participate in reactionary organisations.
are to be confiscated." In this provision the ring-leaders and
followers, participants and non-participants are not discriminated. Regarding the problem of their dependents, although
the latter half of the article pointed out that "the confiscated
properties belonging to the dependents
of the reactionaries)
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~ho did not participate in reactionary organisations, did not
take part in reactionary activities, and cut off the relations
with reactionary family members, may be returned to their
owners, if the masses express no opposition", there is still no
proper measure. Thus. f\uch an article should be altered
into the present form, Moreover, before now in some locaHties, the category of reactionary capitalists was over-simplified,
so that some commercial stores necessarily to be left intact
were confiscated.
This is also incorrect.
EXAMPLE:
There is a family with 9 members, one of
them undertaking working labour and another undertaking
secondary labour. It possesses 160 "piculs" of land,of which
80 "piculs" are cultivated by themselves yielding 56 piculs
of grains; another 80 "piculs" are leased to others at an
annual rent of 30 "piculs" for ten years. It possesses some
hiB-land yielding annual products worth 70 silver dollars. It
constantly employs one hired labourer. It borrows 425 silver
dollars at a rate of 25 per cent per annum for three years.
It lends 390 silver dollars to others at a rate of 30 per cent
per annum for five years. On~ of the family members has
enrolled himself as a captain in the Tsin Wei Tuan ( KMT
local garrison) for two years,having fought against the Red
Guards five times. Another one of the family members has
joined the AB Society (Anti-Bolshevik Society) for one year.
But he is not an important element in the society and without
much activity. Other members in the family have no apparent reactionary activities, JUDGEMENT:
This family is
a kulak. One of the family members has undertaken serious
reactionary work. Thus he is' a reactionary kulak. His properties are to be confiscated. But the properties belonging to
other members in the family are not to be confiscated. The
reason is that one of them did participate in AB iociety,but
that he is not an important element and without an active
record in it. His properties are also not to be confiscated.
<:entral Committee Note 1948 :
This provision is similarly applicable to other criminals
from among landlords and people of other class status.
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Land, House, Cattle and Implements
Possessed by Kulaks:

Kulaks, in observance of the government acts, enjoy the
right to treat their land, house, cattle, implements etc., and are
allowed to possess them. Nobody may violate such rights.
NOTE: 1. In recent time, farm-workers and paupers in some
localities exchange their own land, house, cattle, impiements
etc., even clothes and fertilisers for those which have been
decided as kulak's properties. This is improper.
2. After land problems have been properly solved, lands
allocated to kulaks and improved by them, should not be
exchanged by others. Cattle, implements, houses set up by
kulaks after the Revolution must not be confiscated again
nor be exchanged, even though there is a surplus.
Central Committee Note of 1948 :
This provision is similarly applicable to landlords.
(6) Bankrupt Landlords:
Landlords who have lost all or most of their exploitations
from their land properties before the Revolution, still undertaking no working labour, but depend on deception, extortion,
or support from their relatives or friends, and whose standard
of living exceeds that" of an average middle peasant, are defined
as bankrupt landlords. Bankrupt landlords are a part of the
land-lord class.
NOTE:
However, landlords after bankruptcy
depending
on their own labour as a portion -of their source of
living, reaching one-third of their annual living expenses,
may be regarded as kulaks.
NOTE: 1. It is incorrect to regard landlords who are partially
bankrupt as bankrupt landlords. The reason is that such
landlords still have some property fo'r conducting exploitation, but there is only some quantitative change in the
income from their exploitation.
2.

It is still further incorrect to regard these landlords who
undertake essential labour for one year after bankruptcy
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as bankrupt landlords.
The reason is that a landlord
undertaking essential labour for one year before the
Revolution has already changed into a worker, or a pauper,
or a peasant from a landlord.
3. It is also incorrect to treat those bankrupt landlord&
who have already undertaken some working labour as
landlords. The reason is that if their own labour has
attained the level sufficient to sustain one-third of their
annual expenses,such families should be treated as kulaks.
(7)

Paupers:
Besides workers and peasants, those who live entirely or
mainly on their own labour, or depend on a small amount of
fund running business themselves in order to earn their living,
are paupers. Jobless paupers in villages and small town&
should be allocated land.
NOTE : 1. There is a large number of paupers in cities,
and a number of them in villages and small towns. The
professions of paupers are multifarious. Professions of
some paupers are changeable according to seasons. Living
conditions of the paupers are generally very hard. Their
incomes always fail to meet their expenses.
2. Besides workers and peasants, independent producers,
free professionals, peddlers, small businessmen employing
no shop-keepers, and other kinds of labourers are included
in the category of paupers. The so-called independent
producer denotes- various small craftsmen producing and
selling their products by themselves. Such small craftsmen sometimes employ auxiliary labour, but principally
depend on their own labour. The so-called free professionals
are those who do not exploit others, such as physicians,
school-teachers, lawyers, journalists, 'writers, artists etc.
Free professionals sometimes employ assistants or employees
to share their household work. Such employment is not
included in the category of exploitation.
(8)

Intellectuals:
Intellectuals should not be regarded as a class. The class
origin of intellectuals is determined by the class status of
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the families in which they are born. However, the class stat
of an intellectual himself is determined by the method whie
the intellectual employs to secure his principal source 0
living.
Intellectuals, born of landlord
and bourgeois familie
in observance of the laws of democratic governments, shoul
be fuIJy employed to serve the democratic
govern men
They should be educated to overcome their landlord, bourgeoi
or petty-bourgeois ideology.
When intellectuals are doing some work without exploi
ting others, for instance, as teachers, editors, journalists
employed staff, writers, artists etc., they are intellectua
labourers. Such intellectual labourers should be ~ell protecte
by the laws of the democratic government.
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3. It is incorrect to regard the work of school-teachers,
physicians, etc., as not a kind of labour. ,
(9)

Vagabond Proletariat:
Workers, peasants and other sections of the people deprived
of their land and jobs due to the oppression and exploitation
by landlords and the bourgeoisie, and depending mainly on
corrupt means to earn their living for three consecutiv-e years,
immediately before the establishment of tre revolutionary
power, are defined as vagabond proletariat (colloquially,

rascals).
The policy towards the vagabond proletariat
adopted by
the democratic government is to win over the masses and to
fight against its exploiting classes and active, reactionary
elements to which they are affiliated. The principal measure
for winning over the vagabond proletariat are to recall them
NOTE: 1. In recent) times, in some localities, intellectual
to
production and allocate them land and work. Howe'ver,
are expelled. This is improper. It is a policy beneficial t
only those who may settle in villages and cultivate the land
the popular revolutionary movement to attract i~tellectuals
themselves
are to be allocated land.
who though born in landlord and bourgeois families ar
NOTE: 1. The term "depending on corrupt means as the
willing to serve the democratic government. During thei
principal source of living" denotes employing themselves in
work for the democratic governm'ent, it is necessary to solv
stealing, robbery,deception, beggary, gambling, prostitution,
their living problems.
and other abnormal occupations. It is improper to regard as
2. The class origin of intellectuals is determined by the clas
vagabonds
some persons with jobs or semi-jobless who
status of their families in which they are born. Fo
employ themselves partially in abnormal occupations, but
instance, those who~e families are of the landlord class, ar
do not depend on them as their principal source of living.
of landlord origin; those whose families are middl
It is still further improper to regard as vagabonds some
peasants are of middle peasant origin and so forth.
workers,peasants and paupers who are addicts to bad habits
However, the class status of the intellectuals themselves is
such as brothel-going, gambling, opium-smoking.
determined by the method which they employ to earn their
2. In some localities,active reactionary chiefs of the vagabond .
principal source of living. For instance, one who perproletariat (the so-ialled gangsters) are not punished, but
sonally is a landlord, is of the class status of landlord;
on the contrary, are allocated land. This is not correct.
capitalist-of
the class status of capitalist; and so forth.
In some localities, demands for land allotment by the
The class status of intellectuals who depend on their
common
vagabond proletariat are rejected. This is also not
family support as principal source of living, is determined
correct.
by the status of their families.
It is incorrect to regard
(10)
Religious Professionals :
intellectuals 'as an independent social element. It is also
Those who employ themselves as priests or catholic priests,
improper to regard the offspring of working people having
monks, Taoist priests, wizards, geomancers, fortune-tellers ,
been educated in schools as unsound elements.
3
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necromancers,-in
various professions thriving on superstiti
as their principal sources of living for three ye~rs immediate
before the Revolution, are defined as religious professionals.
(11) Land and Red-Armymen of Landlord-Kulak Class Origin:
Red-Armymen of landlord or kulak class origin, on cond
tion of firmly fighting for the interests of workers and peasant
no matter whether as a commander or a soldier, themselves an
their dependants enjoy the right to the land allotment.
NOTE: 1. According to the "Red-Armymen Treatment Ac
Article I", "retired Red-Armymen with their families in t
democratic areas, themselves and their dependants shoul
be allocated equal share of land, house, hill-land, fores
water-tank as that given to local poor peasants." Her
all Red-Armymen are included without discriminatio
But in some localities land distribution is based on cla
origin and regardless of their political behaviour. Eve
the land allocated to Red-Armymen, born of landlord-kula
families but firmly fighting for the interests of worke
and peasants, is confiscated anew. This is incorrect. '
2. The term "Red-Armymen's
dependants"
denote the'
father, mother, wife, son, daughter, and brother and siste
below 16. Relatives other than these should not enjo
such right.
(12) Workers Born of Kulak-Landlord Families:
Workers, born of kulak or landlord families, together wit
their wives enjoy the status of workers entir~ly and uncondi
tionally. However, other members of the family remain to b
treated as landlords or kulaks.
NOTE: 1. Oflandlord or kulak families, one whE>sells hi
labour for one year immediately before the Revolution
is regarded as worker. He himself and his wife are treate
as workers. Other members of his family remain as land
lords or kulaks and must not enjoy the right of a worker
In ease there are various elements, they are treated accord in
to their respective class status. For instance, one member
in the family depending on rent and interest as his principa
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source of living for three years is a landlord; the other
one depending on wages for his own labour as the
principal source of living for one year is a worker; another
running a small craft-workshop in a town as his principal
source of living is an independent producer. Class status
of respective members is determined by the nature of his
source of living during a definite period. They are treated
under the law of the democratic government according to
their respective class status.
2. Village-workers, independent producers, primary schoolteachers, physicians, etc., possessing small amounts of land,
who have left the village and leased their land to others
not as the principal source of living but due to difficulties
of maintaining their living in the village, are regarded as
common peasants and to be allocated land. They should
not be regarded as landlords.
(13) Class Status After Inter-marriage Between Landlord,
Kulak, and Capitalist on One Side and Worker, Peasant
and Pauper on the Other:
L Class status after inter-marriage between landlord-kulak
-capitalist class (LKC) and worker-peasant-pauper (WPP) is
determined by the time of marriage, whether before or after
the Revolution, by their original class status, and by the
living conditions after marriage.
2. Daughters of LKC class married to WPP class before
the Revolution, undertaking working labour as the principal
source of living for one year, are acknowledged to be of the
status of WPP class.
Class status of those who do not
undertake working labour or undertake working labour for
less than one year, remains unchanged and continues as their
original status. Daughters of WPP class married to LKC class
living the same life as t.nat of their husbands' families for five
years are acknowledged to be of the status of LKC class.
In case they live the same life as that of WPP class, i.e., depend
on their own labour, as the principal source of living, or live
the same life as that of their husbands' families for less than
five years, their original class status remains unchanged.
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3. Daughters of WPP class married to LKC class after the
Revolution retain unchanged their original status.
Daughters
of LKC class married to WPP class undertaking working labour
as the principal source of living for five years are acknowledged
to be of the status of WPP class. In case they do not undertake working labour or undertake working labour for less than
five years, their original class status remains unchanged.
4. The class status of sons and daughters is the same as
that of their fathers, no matter about the time of marriage and
class status of their parents.
,.
5. Before the Revolution, sons or daughters of WPP class
who have been sold by their parents to LKC class, and sons
taken by WPP class or by LKC class as sons-in-law living with
wifes' parents, are treated according to the above provisions
(from 1 to 4).
6. Before the Revolution, in the case of sons of WPP taken
by LKC class as adopted sons, no matter about the age at
which they are adopted, who live a life same as that of their
step-parents for five years from the time they are ten years old,
their class status is the same as that of their step-parents. If
they live a life same as that of their original parents, their
class status remains unchanged as that of their original parents.
Sons of LKC class adopted by WPP class as adopted sons living
a life same as that of step-parents for three years, have the
same class status as their step-parents. If they live the same life
as that of their original parents, their class status remains
unchanged as that of their original parents.
NOTE:

The above-mentioned
labour.

"labour"

includes bouse-bold

Central Committee Note, 1948 :
When article 3-the decision on the class status of
daughters of WPP class married to LKC class after
the Revolution, remaining unchanged as their original
one-is applied at present to those who are married
to landlord and kulak families, then the term "after
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the Revolution" should be explained as after the
present Land Reforms; while those who are married
to capitalist families will be treated in accordance
with Article 2.
(14) Landlord or Kulak .concurrently Industrial or Commercial
Enterpreneur :
1. In case landlords are concurrently industrial and commercial enterpreneurs,their land together with house and properties connected with the land are to be confiscated. But their
industry and commerce and shops, living quarters, and properties connected with industry and commerce are not to be
confiscated.
2. In case kulaks are concurrently industrial and commercial enterpreneurs, their land together with houses and properties connected with land are to be t,reated as that of a
kulak ; their industry and commerce together ~ith shops,
living quarters and properties are to be treated as those of
industrial and commercial enterpreneurs.
(15) Managing Agent of Communal Land:
Communal Land Managing is a kind of exploitation. But
it is necessary to distinguish communal land managing controlled by the LKC class from that controlled by the WPP
class.
NOTE: To manage land properties of some clan, ancestral
. temple, monastery, community, and society is defined as
Communal Land Managing. Doubtlessly, Communal Land
Managing is a kind of feudalistic exploitation. Landlords
and kulaks ,by means of communal land concentrate
in their own grip immense amount of land and property,
constituting one of the principal forms of feudalistic
exploitation.
Whenever communal lands are monopolized by a handful yielding a. large amount of income
from feudalistic exploitation, Communal Land Managing
must become a factor constituting a class characteristic
of their managi'ng agents. But there are communal lands
in small acreage alternatively managed by WPP class
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elements with the least sense of exploitation. This cannot
be a factor constituting the class characteristic of their
managing agents.
Those who regard all managing agents
of communal land as LKC class elements, are incorrect.
(16) Living Problems of Some Revolutionary Workers

l

Workers in democratic government and various revolu.
tionary organisations, who are not allocated land and
whose' living is very difficult, themselves together with their
dependants may be allocated land. Their difficulties may
also be solved by other means.
NOTE: The living problems of government workers allocated
land have been solved by· the orders of the Central
Government (i.e., to encourage the masses to cultivate
their land for them).
Here it denotes only those workers
yet to be allocated land. The term of "dependants'~
denotes their father, mother, wife, son, daughter, and broth~r
and sister below 16.
(17)

Public Land
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3. Debts after the Revolution without violating the Temporary Lending and Borrowing Act adopted by the Democratic
Government should be repaid.
NOTE: 1. Most of the debts in KMT areas, in the past and
at present, in cities and villages, are usurious exploitation.
But those who do not depend on usury as the principal
source of their living are not usurers. Such money-lenders
are treated in accordance with their class status. Those
who suppose that whoever undertake usurious exploitation
are "usurers" are incorrect.
2. The class status of those who have both debit and
credit is determined by the sum of their balance and income
from other forms of exploitation.
3. The account in shops must be repaid lest commerce
should suffer. Moreover, goods accounts (sale on credIt) are
included in the category of usury;
4. Debt disputes among the WPP elements are settled by
two parties; Those which cannot be settled by the two
parties will be settled by the democratic government.

i

During land distribution, a certain amount of land must be
reserved for. meeting. t.he expenses in public utilities in villages,
such as, bndge repamng, ferry boat, tea-drinking station, etc.
NOTE: Expenses in public utilities are decided by sub-district
. governments. A part of the public land may be voluntarily
cultivated by the masses.
(18) Debt Problem:
1. Money or goods lent by the LKC class elements to
the ~pp class before the Revolution including the principal
and Interest are to be cancelled except the credits provided by
shops. But money or goods deposited by the WPP elements
to landlord or kulak elements should be repaid.
. 2.. Those who depend on usurious exploitation as the
prmcIpal source of their living and whose living conditions
exceed that of the average middle peasant are defined as
usurers. Usurers are treated as landlords.

Communists must be ready at all
times to stand up for the truth
because truth is in the interests of
the ;people;
Communists must be
ready at all times to correct their
mistakes,
because mistakes are
against the interests of the people.
-Mao Tse-tung
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Marxism In China Toda
By Prof. George Thomso
Fifty years ago Lenin wrote :
. M~rx wa~ the genius who continued and completed the thre
chief I~eologlcal currents of the nineteenth century, represente
respe~tlvely by the three most advanced countries of humanity
claSSical German philosophy, classical English political econom
and .French socialism combined with French revolutionar
doctrmes.
. In this lecture· I shall suggest to you that since Lenin
tIme the three ideological currents mentioned by him ha
b~en joined by a fourth, namely Chinese classical philosophy
and that this fourth current is the source of some distinct"
features of Marxist theory as developed by Mao Tse-tung :
as applied in practice by the workers and peasants in Ch'
today.
lD
Ideological Environment
IN .HIS REPORT on the new Party constitution in 1945
LlU Shao-chi says:
"What Comrade. Mao Tse-tung has done as a disciple 0
Marx, Engels, Lenm and Stalin is to unite the th
.
M'
.h h
eones 0
arxlsm WIt t e actual practice of the Chinese revol f
th
.,
.
C
ulO
us g1VlDgns~ to hinese communism-the
thought of Ma
Tse-tung-whlch
has guided, and is guiding the Chi
' will make
ne
It
People t o a.ch'le.ve comp Iete emancipation.
great contnbutlon to the struggle for emancipation of
peoples, and particularly the peoples of the East.
a
• Repr~ducedl from The Broadsheet, May 1965. Professo
rI'homson l~ Professor of Greek at Birmingham University, Thi
paper was first delivered on March 15, 1965, at a lectur
sponsored by the China Policy Study Group.

"The Thought of Mao Tse-tung, from his world outlook to
his style of work, is Marxism applied to C~ina .in the pr.ocess
f development and perfection ... .It embodIes hIS analysIs of
~he present world situation and China's special conditions. It
is his theories and policies in regard to New Democracy, the
mancipation of the peasantry, the revolutionary united front,
:evolutionary wars, revolutionary bases, the establishment of
a Republic of New Democracy, Party-building, an~ culture •
All these theories and policies are as thoroughly MarxIst as they
are Chinese and are the highest expression of the intellect of
the Chinese people as well as their highest theoretical
attainment."
To put the matter in another way, the ideological environment into which Marx and Engels were born was
capitalist and predominantly Christian. In their youth they
were pupils of Hegel, the great bourgeois philosopher, whose
work can be traced back through Plato and Aristotle to
Heraclitus and Pythagoras, the founders of the European
philosophical tradition.
The environment into which Mao Tse-tung was born was.
predominantly feudal- and Confucian. As a young man he
had studied the writings of Confucius and the other classics of
Chinese philosophy, which had had as long a history as
European philosophy, Confucius being a contemporary of
Pythagoras; but the two philosophies had very different
histories, the differences corresponding to the differences
in the historical development of European and Chinese society.
Mao Tse-tung read The Communist Manifesto, the. first of the
Marxist classics to be translated into Chinese, when he was
in his twenties, and by that time he was already well versed
in Chinese classical philosophy.
Materialism and Idealism in Greek Philosophy
The most distinctive contribution of Mao Tse-tung to
Marxism, from a philosophical point of view, lies in his
treatment of dialectics: and of course dialectics belongs
to the very essence of Marxism, which is for that reason
also know!} as dialectical materialism in order to distinguish
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it, on tbe one hand, from the mechanical materialism of French
bourgeois philosophy and, on the otber, from Hegel's dialectical
idealism, It is therefore necessary for me to say something
about the history of dialectics in European philosophy, from
Heraclitus to Hegel and also about the place which it occupies
in classical Chinese philosophy.
The standpoint of the earliest Greek philosophers may
be described as primitive materialism or proto-materialism.
It differs from the materialism of later times in that it is not
consciously opposed to idealism, which had not yet emerged
as a philosophical principle, and it was inherently dialectical.
It may be summed up in the famous saying of Her~clitus,
"It is and it is not." All things are continually being transformed into their opposites, and therefore it may be said of
everything that "it is and it is not,"
With the consolidation of slave society in ancient Greece,
the ruling class, cut off from the labour of production,
developed an outlook which was predominantly
idealistic
and metaphysical : that is, it as.serted the primacy of spirit
over matter and denied the reality of change. This new
tendency culminated in Plato and Aristotle, whose work
exercised a lasting influence on the subsequent history of
European thought.
Plato was the father of philosophical
idealism, Aristotle of formal logic.
According to Aristotle, a thing "is either A, or not A",
that is, it cannot be both A and not-A. This was a direct
denial of the principle formulated by Heraclitus, that 'it is and
it is not.'
Plato's theory of ideas and Aristotelian logic formed the
philosophical basis of Christian theology, which dominated
European thought down to modern times. Thereafter, with
the rise of the modern bourgeoisie, the conflict between
materialism and idealism, between dialectics and metaphysics,
was renewed. It culminated in the work of the great German
philophers, Kant and Hegel, and, with the rise of the proletariat,
it was resolved in Marxism, the new dialectical materialism,
the theory tbat points the way to the communism of the future.
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h
Marxism may b e regar d ed as a reaffirmation, at
~ US~t1 higher level, of the outlook inherited by the
an lDfinl e Y
, "
'd
. G k philosophers from pnmltlve commUnIsm an
earlIest rtele bscured by what Marx calls the 'mystical veil'
subsequen Y 0
of class society.
S

in Ancient China
~"of .Dialectics
to China we find there

.

too, among, the earlIest
Turnmg,
.
b
an outlook which may be descnbed as protophllosoP ers,
d C th
matena. l'ISt wI'th a strong .sense ., of dialectics, an . lor h e
' that is to say 10 ChlOa, as 10 Greece, phllosop y
same reas on '
'".
1
'th the formulation of Ideas mhented from pre-c ass
began WI
,
. Ch'
't y, But the subsequent history of philosophy 10
lOa
socle
h
'£r rent
There
slavery
did
not
develop
to
t
e
same
d
was
l11e,
,
,
" ,
extent as I't dl'd I'n Greece' ' hence the rupture WIth prImltlve
modes of thinking was·less complete.
It is true that, from the time of Confucius, onwards,
idealism prevailed, but the outlook of Chinese philosophers
Te~ained empirical rather than metaphysical, and they nev~r
evolved a system of formal logic. In this the~e w~s gam
as well as loss. In particular, the sense of dlalectlcs was
preserved.
Take this passage, for example, from one of the greatest
of the Cbinese classics, the Tao Te Ching:
"Existence and non-existenc(1 generate one another, the
difficult and the easy complete one another, the long and t~e
short demonstrate one another, the high and the low explam
one another, the previous and the subsequent follow one
another."
To this let me add Dr. Joseph Needham's comment on
Aristotelian logic. Aristotelian logic, he says,
"Provided the natural sciences with an inadequate tool for
handling tbe greatest fact of nature, so well appreciated
by the Taoists-Change.
The so-called laws of identity,
contradiction, and the excluded middle, according to which X
must be either A or not-A and either B or not-B, were constantly being flouted
The natural sciences were always in the
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position of having to say, 'It is and yet it is not.' Hen
in due course the dialectical and many-valued logics of th
post-Hegelian world. Hence the extraordinary interest of th
traces of dialectical or dynamic logic in the ancient Chine
thinkers ... (Science and Civilization in China vol. II. p. 201)."
Mao Tse-tung's Distinctive Contribution
It is against this background that we should evaluate Ma
Tse-tung's distinctive contribution
to Marxist philosophy
which lies precisely in his treatment of contradictions and hi
dialectical theory of the relation between theory and practic
In his notes on Hegel, Lenin wrote :
"The identity of opposites ... is the recognition, discovery
of the contradictory, mutually exclusive, opposite tendencie
in all phenomena and processes of nature, including mind an
society. The condition for the knowledge of all processes 0
the world in their 'self-movement', in their spontaneou
developm,ent, in their real life, is the knowledge of them as
unity of opposites. Development is the 'struggle' of opposites ... '
To western students of philqsophy, trained without an
knowledge of Marxism, as most of them are -even today
this statement is almost devoid of meaning; but it woul
have presented no difficu}ty to students in the old China
brought up, as they all were, on ancient Chinese classics.
Before leaving the subject of classical Chinese philosophy
I must add a few words about Confucianism, which from th
Han Dynasty down to the present century was the establishe
religion, if we may call it so, of the Chinese Empire. Confucia
nism is concerned with man's conduct in relation to natur
and with the conduct of the individual in relation to society
it is human~stic and this-worldly, in contrast to Christianity
The individualism of western ethics-whether
the self-effacin
individualism of Catholic mysticism or the self-assertive
individualism of Calvinism-is
alien to Confucian ethics.
Confucianism differs also from Christianity in being essentiall
unwarlike.
Stalin's and Mao's Expositions Compared
Let us now compare Mao Tse-tung's
lectics with Stalin's. The comparison
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. tructive because the two treatises in question-On
l~:ntradiction and Dialectical and Historical Materialism-were
published about the same time, in the years 1937-8, and
therefore were written independently of one another.
Stalin's exposition of the four principles of dialectics may.
be summarised as follows: (1) all things are interconnected';
(2) all things are always changing;
(3) development takes
place through the transformation of quantitative changes into
qualitative changes; (4) development takes place through the
-struggle of opposites,
through the growth of internal
.contradictions.
Stalin's formulation qf the fourth principle may be quoted
in full :
"Internal contradictions
are inherent in all things and
phenomena of nature for they all have their negative and
positive sides, a past and a future, something dying away and
something developing:
and the struggle between these
opposites, the struggle between the old and the new, between
that which' is dying away and that which is being born, between
that which is disappearing and that which is developing,
constit~tes the internal content of the process of development,
the internal cO,ntent of the transformation of quantitative
changes into qualitative changes."
Mao's treatment of contradictions is subtler and more
profound. It may be summarised in his own words:
"Contradiction is present in all processes of objectively
existing things and of subjective \ thought and permeates all
these processes from beginning to end ; this is the universality
and absoluteness of contradiction;
Each contradiction and
each of its aspects have their respective characteristics; this
is the particularity and relativity of contradiction.
In given
conditions, opposites possess identity, and consequently can
coexist in a single entity and can transform themselves into
each other: this again is the particularity and relativity of
contradiction.
But the struggle of opposites is ceaseless:
it goes on both when the opposites are coexisting and
when they are transforming themselves into each other: this
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again is the universality and absoluteness of contradiction.
I
studying the particularity and relativity of contradiction, w
must give attention to the distinction between the principal an
the non-principal contradictions and to the distinction betwee
the principal aspect and the non-principal aspect of a contra
diction; in studying tbe universality of contradiction and th
struggle of opposites in contradiction, we must give attentio
to the distinction between the differefit forms of struggle."
Presented in this condensed form, the argument is abstra
and difficult to follow; but in the extended exposition, 0
which this is the concluding summary, each step in the argumen
is illustrated by simple, concrete examples.
I would draw special attention to Mao's' insistence 0
the different forms of struggle. This rests on the distinctio
between antagonistic and non-antagonistic
contradictionsdistinction which is not mentioned in Stalin's treatise on th
subject, though it had already been made by Lenin. No
only does Mao draw this. distinction, but he points out mor
than once that, in the development of a thing, antagonisti
contradictions, if correctly handled, may become non-antago
nistic, and conversely non-antagonistic
contradictions,
i
incorrectly handled, may become antagonistic;
"On the Correct Handling of Contradictions"
He developed this point later in his treatise On the Correc
Handling of Contradictions among the People, which was
published in 1957. I believe that this is one of his most
important contributions to Marxism, deserving much close
attention than it has yet received from Marxists in the west.
It could, I think, be shown, on the one hand, tbat Stalin'
errors were largely due to his failure to deal correctly wit
antagonistic and non-antagonistic contradictions and, on tb
other, that Mao Tse-tung's development of tbis aspect of
dialectics would not have been possible witbout the historical
experience of the October Revolution and of socialist construction in the Soviet Union: in other words, be was building
on the work already done by Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin.
Further, it is not, in my opinion, an accident that this
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development of Marxist dialectics was made in a country
with an ancient philosophical tradition wbich differs from the
European precisely in that it had never abandoned the
dialectical mode of thinking. It is, in short, an example
of tbe enricbment of Marxist theory that may be expected
to folIow from the successful application of the universal
truths of Marxism ,.to the concrete conditions of a formerly
backward country.
In order to show bow Marxist dialectics are being applied
in Cbina to political problems, let us consider Mao Tse-tung's
much-discussed characterisation of imperialism as a paper
tiger.
Lenin bad described imperialism as 'a colossus with feet
of clay'. A colossus is a gigantic statue made of stone and
therefore very strong; yet tbis statue has feet of clay and is
therefore liable to collapse. It is both strong and weak. This
is the unity of opposites. The idea of coloss.us is derived
from the ancient Greeks.' It belongs, therefore, to the European
tradition.
The Chinese use a different idea, drawn from their own
tradition. Imperialism, they say, is a 'paper tiger', but at the
same time it is a real tiger; it is and it is not a tiger. This
is how the matter has been explained by Mao Tse-tung :
"Just as there is not a single thing in the world without a
dual nature (this is the law of the unity of opposites) so
imperialism and all reactionaries have a dual nature-they
are
real tigers and paper tigers at the same time. In past- history,
before they won state power and for some time afterwards,
the slave-owning class, the feudal landlord class and the
bourgeoisie were vigorous, revolutionary and progressive; they
were real tigers. But with the lapse of time, because their
opposites-the slave class, the peasant class and the proletariat-grew in strength step by step, struggled against them
and became more and more formidable, these ruling classes
changed step by step into the reverse,changed into reactionaries,
changed into backward people, changed into paper tigers;
and eventually they were overthrown, or will be overthrown,
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by the people. On the one hand, they were real tig~rs.; they
ate people, ate people by the millions and tens. of mllhons ..:.
Were not these living tigers, iron tigers, real ·tIgers? But m
the end they changed into paper tigers, dead tigers, beancurd
tigers .... Hence, imperialism and all reactionaries, looked ~t
in essence from a longterm point of view, from a strategIc
point of ~iew, must be seen for what they are-paper tigers.
On this we should build our strategic thinking. On the other
hand they are also living tigers, iron tigers, real tigers, which
can 'eat people.
On this we should build our tactical
thinking. "
Theory of Knowledge

Let us now turn to the Marxist theory of knowledge as
expounded by Mao Tse-tung and see how it underlies the
Chinese theory and practice of 'the mass line'.
Human knowledge springs from social practice, that is,
through physical contact with the external world, particularly
through the labour of production. In its initial stage it
consists of perceptual knowledge, that is, knowledge based
directly on sense-impressions;
but through reflection and
discussion, together with further practice, it is raised to a
higher stage, the stage of rational knowledge, giving rise to
theories. This rational knowledge is then applied in practice
with the aim of changing the external world and in the course
of doing this the knowledge itself is deepened and enriched.
The external world includes society as well as nature, and
the human agency which changes it and is changed by it
consists not of isolated individuals, but of individuals living
and working together in a group or community or social
class; so their knowledge includes not only what they have
themselves acquired from practice, but also what they have
inherited through speech and writing. Thus the whole process
consists of a cyclical interaction
between knowledge and
practice.
In Mao's own words,
"Discover the truth through practice, and agaIn through
practice verify and develop. the ftruth, start from perceptua
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knowledge and actively develop it into rat~onal k~owledge;
start from rational knowledge and actIvel~ gUide revolub
t en
h b'
.
tionary practice to change both the su b"~ectIve and teo
~ectI:e
and agam
wor ld . Practice , knowledge, again practice,
knowledge. This form repeats itself in endless cycles, and with
each cycle the content of practice and knowledge rises to a
hi her level. Such is the whole of the dialectical materialist
th:ory of knowledge, and such is the dialectical meterialist
theory of the unity of knowing and doing."
Practical ApplicatiDn

This theory of knowledge has heen applied systematically
by the Chinese Communist Party in its practical work f?r
the purpose of giving correct leadership· to the masses m
accordance with the principle of the mass line.
To quote again from Mao:
"In all practical work of our Party, correct leadership
can only be developed on the principle of 'from the masses, to
the masses'. This means summing up (that is, co-ordinating •
and systematising after careful study) the views of the masses,
(that is,views scattered and unsystematic),then taking the resulting ideas back to the masses, explaining them and popularising them until the masses embrace them as their own, stand
up for them and translate them into action by way of testing
their correctness. Then it iS1necessary once more to sum up the
views of the masses so that the masses give them their wholehearted support...And so on, over and over again, so that
each time these ideas emerge with greater correctness and
become more vital and meaningful. This is what the Marxist
theory of knowledge teaches us."
Further, in order that the Party' may carry out the mass
line effectively, it is necessary to take note of the contradictions
that exist within the Party, within the masses of the people,
and between the people and the remnants of the former ruling
classes, namely the landlords and the capitalists.
Resolving Contradictions

Within the Party there is a contradiction
between the
leadership and the rank and file. This is resolved on the
4
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principle of democratic centralism, which is a cyclical inte! a
tion of same kind as that which operates between the Par
and the masses, except that within the Party it operates at
higher lev~l.
There is also a contradiction, both within the leadershi
and within the rank and file, between the more advance
members and the less advanced. This is resolved on th
principle of criticism and self-criticism.
It was Lenin who insisted that, without criticism withi
its own ranks conducted with a view to recognising its mistake
and drawing from them the nec~ssary lessons, it is not possibl
for a Party to fulfil its obligations to the masses. In the Chines
Communist Party the systematic practice of criticism and sclf
criticism has been cultivated to a higher degree than in an
other. Indeed, it has been carried far beyond the ranks 0
the Party and taken over by the masses of workers, peasants
soldiers and intellectuals, wh0 employ it habitually in thei
day-to-day activity to a degree that visitors from the west ofte
find astonishing.
Here, too, the Chinese Marxists have been drawing on
the ancient Confucian tradition of the self-cultivation of the
individual in the service of the community.
Among the masses there is a contradiction between th
industrial workers and the peasants, which is now being
resolved by the mechanism of agriculture and the development
of people's communes. Without an alliance between the
industrial proletariat and the peasantry the revolution would
have been impossible.
Contradictions Within Alliances
I speak of the contradiction between the industrial proletariat and the peasantry, and at the same time of an alliance
between the industrial
proletariat
and the peasantry.
Contradiction is inherent in the nature of alliance. The
workers and the peasants unite together in order to fight the
common enemy, thereby overcoming the principal contradiction,
but at the same time there exists between them a non-principal
co gradiction,
resolved through
ideological
struggle, in
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which the more backward class is raised to the level of the
more advanced.
This ques'tion of the alliance between the proletariat and
the peasantry is a decisive factor in the socialist revolution.
How, it is often a!lked, did it come about that the socialist
revolution succeeded in a country in which the industrial
proletariat formed such a tiny minority of t.pe population as
it did in China before the liberation?
To this it may be answered that the important considerations are two: first, the contradictions present in 'the objective
situation, creating the possibility of a revolution, and secondly,
the nature of the leadership given by the proletariat-in
other
words, not its numerical strength but its political strength.
its leadership depends on its ability to utilise correctly the
objective contradictions, both the contradictions between the
people and the enemy, and the contradictions existing within
the people.
When Marx and Engels wrote The Communist Man(festo
they believed that Germany was on the eve of a bourgeois
revolution to be followed immediately by a proletarian
revolution. Things turned out differently;
but note that,
in their opinion, the first proletarian revolution would break
out, not in England, which, being the most advanced capitalist
country, had the largest proletariat, but in Germany, which
was still feudal, where the old contradiction
between the
peasantry and the feudal aristocracy coexisted with the new
and growing contradictions between the feudal aristocracy
and the bourgeoisie and between the bourgeoisie and the
proletariat.
A bourgeois revolution, followed immediately by a proletarian revolution, did come eventually-not
in Germany,
however, nor in any other of the advanced capitalist countries,
but in backward Russia, where the numerically small but
politically advanced proletariat was able, under Lenin's leadership, to forge an alliance with the peasantry, to overthrow the
Tsarist autocracy, and turn the bourgeois revolution into
a proletarian revolution.
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Combining Unity with Struggle

•

As Mao Tse-tung has said, it was the salvoes of th
October Revolution that brought Marxism to China. At
that time China was even more backward then Tsarist
Russia-not
only feudal but semi-colonial. Its proletariat
was numerically insignificant, but it was led by a Party which
was armed not only with Marxism but with the experience 0
the practical application of Marxism provided by the October
Revolution.
In this way, taking full advantage of all the contradictions,
it was able to rally to its side the peasantry, which formed
the vast majority of the population together with a substantial
section of the capitalist class, the national bourgeoisie, against
the landlords and the foreign imperialists, isolating the main
enemy and combining unity with struggle in its handling 0
contradictions among the people.
Thus, as the socialist revolution spreads across the
world, the small size of the proletariat in the countries still
exploited by imperialism is offset by the intensity of class
contradictions
and the accumulation
of revolutionary
experience. This is what makes the 'Thought of Mao Tsetung' so important for the peoples of Africa and Latin
America still struggling for liberation.
Theory of Armed Struggle
All this was not achieved without setbacks and mistakes;
The nation-wide victory of 1949 would not have been possible
without the preceding years of armed struggle and the
experience of administering the Liberated Areas. It was then,
under the leadership of the Party, that the People's Liberation
Army took shape and developed a new theory of armed
struggle which was continuously tried, tested and further
developed through victories and defeats in the further course
of the struggle-a force adapted also for peaceful construction,
first in the Liberated Areas and later over the whole country,
active not only in productive labour but also in raising through
its example the ideological and moral level of the whole
people.
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Again, in the formation of the people's communes mistakes
were made owing to inexperience and overconfidence, combined
.....ithobjective difficulties; but through the application of the
mass line these mistakes were recognised and corrected. ~
was the people's communes that enabled the economy to stand
fue strain of the three bad years 1959-61 without loss
iife ; and at the sarrie time the difficulties of those years
~ed into the open the weaknesses in the communes and.
made it imperative that they should be rectified. In this way
a bad thing was turned into a good thing.

0t

Continuing Ideological Struggle
It must not, however, be supposed that in China today
the class struggle is over. The economy has been reorganised
on a socialist basis, but bourgeois and petty bourgeois and
even feudal ideas survive, and therefore the struggle must b,e
carried on at the ideological level as well as at the economic
level. The consolidation of the socialist system and the
transition to communism is a lengthy historical process,
which may be arrested, and even reversed, if there is any
relaxation of the ideological struggle. This, too, is in accord
with Mao Tse-tung's theory of contradiction.
In general, as he explains, the economic basis is the
principal aspect of the contradiction in the movement of
society, as opposed to the ideological superstructure, which
is the non-principal aspect; but in certain conditions the
non-principal aspect of a contradiction may be transformed
into the principal aspect, just as a non-antagonistic contrad;ction, if incorrec!iy handled, may become antagonistic.
The old ideas will not disappear of themselves: on the
contrary, they persist, and, if they are not fought, they will
reassert themselves even to the point of reacting on the
economic basis, and so bring about a revival of the old class
divisions.
J n this matter special attention is being given to the
upbringing of young people. On the one hand, the young
people enjoy an advantage over their parents in that they
have been brought up and educated in a socialist environment.
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On the other hand, for that very reason they have had n
direct endured of class oppression or of the sufferings an
sacrifices educated by their parents and grandparents in til
struggle for socialism.
In the schools, special measures are taken to ensure tha
they grow up fully aware of the struggle that had to be fough
to create the opportunities which they enjoy. In the factories
elderly workers who participated in those struggles are give
special positions-working in the factory library, for example
and special opportunities for passing on their experiences
In the people's communes, when new houses are built, on
or two of the old hovels are preserved, so that the old peopl
may point to them and say, '!That is where we lived befor
the Liberation."
In all this the aim is to ensure that th
revolutionary spirit shall be transmitted to the rising generati~n
The ideological struggle is conducted by means of dis
cussion-discussion
between members of a working group
discussion in the factory newspaper, discussion in the loca
press, discussion in the national press. Everywhere there i
discussion, not only of current issues, both national and inter
national, but also of theoretical questions such as those
have been discussing in this lecture. It is with the theoretica
discussions, and particularly with the study of Marxism, that
I am concerned now.
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evening classes, learning to read and write, an~ we used to
help each other in our struggles to master the scnpt.
As for Marxism, he used to say he believed in Marxism
-how could he help doing so, seeing that the Party believed
in it, and the Party had done so much for him; he would
then tell me, with tears in his eyes, of his life in the old
China and the changes that had been brought about since
Liberation; all this he owed to the Party; but as for
Marxism he could not hope to understand it because he
was only just beginning to read. Last September I revisited
Peking University and saw him again. He was now studying Marxism.
Class-consciousness ana Educational Levels

By comparison with the intellectuals the class-consciousness of the workers and peasants is high, but their 'educa.
tional level is low. For a long time this made it difficult for
them to study Marxist theory, but now this difficulty is being
overcome.
In 1958 some shipyard workers in Shanghai organised
on their own initiative a class on philosophy, and it was a
great success. Reports of it were published in the press,
and their example was followed by groups of workers and
peasants all over the country.
The movement suffered a
setback during the hard years 1959-61, but since then it
"Theory Grips the Masses"
has recovered its impetus and now it is stronger and broader
Marx said that, when theory grips the masses, it becomes than ever.
a material force. This is what is happening all over China
Early last year Yang Hsien-chen, a member of the Central
today.
Committee of the Party, published in one' of the newspapers
It may be added that, when theory grips the masses 0 an article on dialectics whi-eh has given rise to a nation-wide
the working class, the intellectuals are encouraged to reunite Controversy. Starting from the formula 'two combine into one',
themselves with practice, and so the division between manual taken from classical Chinese philosophy, Yang Hsien-chen
and mental labour, which is characteristic of class society, interpreted it in such a way as to suggest that the main
begins to disappear.
task in dialectics is not to disclose the contradictions
Ten years ago I spent six months at Peking University, between opposites, but on the contrary to stress those features
studying Chinese. My room was looked arter by a worker which they have in common; in other words, he held that
about thirty years old, whom I got to know quite well because the unity of opposites is primary and the struggle between
we used to meet several times every day. He was attending opposites is secondary.
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This view ,was immediately challenged. Hundreds
articles appeared in the press in all parts of the countr
most of them from workers and persants. At first th
opinions expressed
were more or less equally divid
between the two points of view, and so the controvers
has come to be known as 'two-into-one or one-inio-two'
but then the balance began to shift, and in the last fe
months the great majority of contributors have support
the second point of view, corresponding to Lenin's inte
pretation of dialectics, that in the relation between opposit
struggle is absolute and unity relative.
'
Never before in the history of philosophy has a theoretic
question been discussed on such a scale among the masse
of the people.
Applying Theoretical Knowledge to Production
.

During the past few years, on an ever-increasing scal
the f~ctories, in the fields, and in the units of the People'
LI~eratIon ~rmy, the workers and peasants have been applyin
theIr theoretical knowledge directly to problems of productio
Again and again it has been found that a series of classes 0
Marxist philosophy has been followed by improvements i
production.
The most popular textbooks are On Practice, On Contra
diction, and On the Correct
Handling of Contradictio
Among the People.
I was told of a factory worker who
after studying On Contrad.iction, set himself the task of identify
ing. the principal contradiction in the production process i
whIch he was engaged and so succeeded in solving certai
problems which he had previously left to the technicians i
charge of the machines. He discussed the resuIts with hi
workmates, and the group put forward proposals fo
rationalisation which were adopted by the management.
I was told of a peasant woman, a mother of five childre
who during the intervals of her work in the fields studie
all the works of Mao Tse-tung and all the main document
from both sides, on the international controversy. She ha
since been invited to open discussions in other parts 0
l~
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her own commune and in other communes, explaining how
she has succeeded in integrating theory with practice in such
a way as to raise the level of production.
Such people, after raising their own theoretical level,
improve their practice, thus serving as an example to their
fellow-workers, who in their turn become the nucleus for
ever wider study groups, leading to further improvements
in production and gradually raising the ideological and moral
level of the whole community.
Thus, the cyclical process described by Mao-practice,
knowledge, again practice and again knowledge-is
now
spreading all over China. And this is only a beginning.
Bridging Gap Between Manual and Mental Labour
Apart from the worker whom I have mentioned, my
closest friends at the Peking University were members of the
teaching staff, most of them young, and all except one of
petty bourgeois and bourgeois origin; the exception came
of an ex-landlord family. They were well read in Marxism,
but they had no contact with the workers. This was a great
problem for them. It had ,been proposed that they should
take classes in Marxism for the workers, but such classes.
had been tried and were not successful, because they did
not understand what the workers needed. We discussed this.
problem many times without finding any solution.
This, too, is now cbanged. For a number of years past
all Party and government officials bave been required to spend
a certain amount of time engaged in manual labour. For
recurrent periods-say,
a montb in the year-the
factory
manager works on the factory floor, tbe chairman of tbe
people's commune works in tbe fields, the general .serves.
in the ranks.
Among other sections of tbe professional classes manual
work is voluntary, but _there is no lack of volunteers. The
professors and lecturers of Peking University go to a village
in the Western Hills-a poor village short of labour, because
almost the wbole of the adult male population was killed
by the Japanese. There tbey work, and live with the peasants,
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"helping them on the land during the day and organisin
'Classes and lectures for them in the evenings.
Through thi
contact
with
the workers
they have raised their class
'Consciousness.
So with the students.
All of them spend a month or tw
every year working in the factories or in the fields alon
with the workers
and peasants in accordance
with th
principle of the three 'togethers'-'live
together, feed together,
work together'.
Meanwhile,
the number of working-class
students at the
1.IDiversities is increasing
steadily, and recently
experiments
have been carried out with a new type of school, in which
the children combine study with productive labour.
In this
way the mental workers are becoming manual workers, and
the manual workers are becoming mental workers.
Effect{ on the Arts
Outside the universities
and schools
the movement
for
participation
in manual
labour
embraces
all professional
people.
Writers,
painters,
architects,
actors,
musicians,
dancers-all
are involved.
Although
it began only a few
years ago, its effect on the arts is already apparent.
China has a very ancient tradition
of painting,
poetry
and music.
In painting
and in opera alike the traditional
style is being adapted
to
contemporary
themes.
It is
understood,
of course, that it is impossible
to effect changes
in the content without effecting changes also in the formhere, too, we have a unity of opposites;
but the aim is to
-develop the'content as the principal aspect of the contradiction
in such a way as to evolve organically a new unity correspon-ding to the new unity between the artists and the people.
There are, of course, many problems
to be solved, and
with the opening of every new exhibition of paintings,
with
the production of every new opera, these probiems
are eagerly
discussed.
But the first step has been taken.
The artist has
learnt that in order to inspire the people he must himself
seek inspiration
from the people.
And conversely.
thanks
to these closer contacts with the artists,
the artistic level
of the people is also being raised.
In all parts of the country,
popular
songs and dances,
arts and crafts-some
of which were on the verge of extinction fifteen years ago-are
being revived; western music and
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. own s ake and
ein introduced,
both for t h elr
.
are b
g .
I ments which can be used in developmg
e they contam e e
f
becaus f nal tra d't'
I IOns. In this way the artistic talents 0
the na 10
d peasants
are finding new channels
of
h
workers an
.
texpressIOn.
e.
t
becoming
more
and
more
a
creatIve
The ar s are
';t
of the whole people.
.
ac1l\1 ~
of this was to be seen in the grea~ pr<;>cesslOn
EVidence 1 I h d been present on this occasIOn m 1952.
on Octobg
third a~niversary of the Liberation.
The second
That was
The changes were
time
I was e presen t was on the fifteenth.
,

eaIlet

immense,
to a vast
The Gate of Heavenly
Peace now opens on
.
fI ked on the left by the Museurp. of the Revolution
square,
an
, C
and
of the People s
on gress,
th
and on
en 'ght by the Hall
h
I
k'
towards the monolith
which has been erected at t e
100 lllg
f h
h
their
d f the vista to the memory 0 t ose w 0 gave
e,n ~ th War of Liberation.
The procession
began punchves 10 e.
d d
tually at ten and finished punctually at twelve-seven
hun re
d fifty thousand people passing in wave after wave of colour,
an
movemen, t and musI'c drawn from all sections . of .the people
imaginahve
display that
an d every sphere Of national life-an
.,
some t·Imes took one's breath away, It was so" beauhful-a
brilliant manifestation
of an extremely
ancient. and .nc~
civilisation
which has suddenly burst into new hfe, remvIgorated by Marxism.
.
The same evening the square ~a.s filled agam under a
cascade of fireworks with over a ml~hon p~~ple, who d~nced
all night long hour after hour, rejoicmg, a hvmg embodlm:n~
of the last ~ovement
of Beethoven's Choral Symphony Wit
lts prophetic hymn to the brotherhood
of man.
Among the spectators, together with other national leaders
and foreign
visitors
from
all parts
of the world, was
Mao Tse-tung.
Let me conclude with his words:
"This process, the practice of changing the world, which
lS determined
in accordance
with scientific knowledge,
h~s
already reached a historic
moment !n the wor.ld and m
China, a great moment unprecedente~ I~ human hIstory, that
is, the moment for completely
balllshl~g darkness fro~ the
world and from China and for changmg the world IDto a
world of light su~h as never existed before."
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VICE-CHAIRMAN LIN PIAO'
Speech at Peking Rally
Commemorating 50th Anniversary of
October Revolution
Following is the full text of the speech made by
Vice-Chairman Lin Piao at the Peking rally
commemorating
the 50th Anniversary of the
October Revolution.
COMRADES,
Young Red Guard Fighters and Friends :
TODAY the Chinese people join the proletarians and revolu
tionary people throughout tbe world in grand and solem
commemoration of the 50th anniversary of the Great Octobe
Socialist Revolution.
.
The October Revolution led by the great Lenin was a turoin
point in human history.
The victory of the October Revolution broke through th
dark rule of capitalism, established the first state of th
dictatorship of the proletariat in the world and opened a ne
era of the world proletarian revolution.
For more than one hundred years since Marx and Enge'l
formulated the theory of scientific socialism, the internationa
proletariat, advancing wave upon wave and making heroi
sacrifices, has been waging arduous struggles for the grea
ideal of communism and has performed immortal exploits i
the cause of the emancipation of mankind.
In his struggle against the revisionism of the Second International and in the great practice of leading the Octobe
Socialist Revolution, Lenin solved a series of problems 0
t he proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the proletariat as well as the problem of victory for socialism i
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one co untry , thus developing Marxism to the stage of Leninism.
Leninism is Marxism in the era of imperialism and pr~le. n revolution . The salvoes of the October RevolutIOn
taCla
brought Leninism to all countries, so that the world took
on an entirely new look.
In the last fifty years, following the road of the October
Revolution under the banner of Marxism-Leninism,
the
proletariat and revolutionary people of the world have carried the world history forward to another entirely new era,
the er~ in which imperialism is heading for total collapse
and socialism is advancing to world-wide victory. It is
a great new era in which the proletariat and the bourgeoisie are locked in the decisive battle on a world-wide
scale.
Led by the great leader Chairman Mao, the Chinese
people have followed up their victory in the nationaldemocratic revolution with great victories in the socialist
revolution and socialist construction.
Socialist China has
become the mighty bulwark of world revolution. Adhering
to the road of the October Revolution, the heroic people of
Albania have raised a. bright red banner in Europe. By
their war against US imperialist aggression and for national
salvation, the Vietnamese people have set a brilliant example
of struggle against imperialism for the people of the whole
world. The movement of national-democratic revolution in
Asia, Africa and Latin America is developing vigorously.
The ranks of the Marxist-Leninists are growing steadily, and
a new situation has emerged in the international commun!st
movement.
Compared with half a century ago, the world proletarian
revolution today is far deeper in content, far broader in
~cope and far sharper in its struggle. The new historical era
has posed a series of important new problems for MarxistLeninists. However, in the final analysis, the most fundamental problem remains that of seizing and consolidating
political power.
Chairman

Mao

says: "The

aim of every revolutionary
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struggle in the world is the seizure and consolidation
political power." This is a great Marxist-Leninist truth.
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political power by force of arms. Under his leadership theChinese people went through the most protracted,
fierce,
arduous and complex people's revolutionary war in the history
The struggle between the Marxist-Leninists
and t
of the world proletarian revolution and founded the red
revisionists always focuses on this fundamental issue. T
political
power, the dictatorship of the proletariat.
modern revisionists, represented by Khrushchov and h
The
way
the Chinese people seized political power by
successors, Brezhnev, Kosygin and company, are wildI
opposing the revolution of the people of the world an force of arms under Chairman Mao's leadership may be:
summarized as follows :
have openly abandoned the dictatorship of the proletari
and brought about an all-round capitalist restoration in th
Under the leadership of the political party of the proletariat,
Soviet Union. This is a monstrous betrayal of the Octob
to arouse the peasant masses in the countryside to wage
Revolution. It is a monstrous betrayal of Marxism-Leninis
guerrilla war, unfold an agrarian revolution, build rural baseIt is a monstrous betrayal of the great Soviet people and th areas, use the countryside to encircle the cities and finally
people of the world. Therefore, if the proletariat fails t capture the cities. This is a great new development of the
road to the seizure of political power by force of arms indicated
smash the wanton attacks of the modern revisionists, if
does not firmly defend the road of the October Revolutio by the October Revolution.
opened up by the great Lenin, continue to advance alon
Chairman Mao has said: "As a rule, revolution starts,.
this road under the new historical conditions and thoroughl grows and triumphs first in those places in which the countersolve the question of how to seize and consolidate politic revolutionary forces are comparatively weak." Since in our
power, it will not be able to win final victory, or will probabl time all the reactionary ruling classes have a tight grip on
lose political power even after seizing it, and, like the Sovi the main cities, it is necessary for a revolutionary political
people, will come under the rule of a new privileged bourgeo' party to utilise the vulnerable links and areas of reactionary
stratum.
rule, :ulIy arouse the masses, conduct guerrilla warfare,.
bases and so build up and,
It is our good fortune that because Comrade Mao Ts estabhsh stable revolutionary
te~per
their
own
forces
and,
through prolonged fighting,
tung has comprehensively inherited and developed the teachin
of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin on proletarian revolutio stnve step by step for complete victory in the revolution~
and the dictatorship of the proletariat, the most fundament Hence, reliance on the masses to build rural revolutionary
issue of the world proletarian revolution, that is, the roa base areas and use the countryside to encircle the cities is,
to the seizure and consolidation of political power, has bee a historic task which the oppressed nations and peoples in
th~ world today must seriously study and tackle in their fight to.
brought to a higher stage in theory and in practice. 0
seIze
political power by force of arms.
great leader Chairman Mao has developed Marxism-Leninis
~~t
only has Comrade Mao Tse-tung creatively developed
and raised it to an entirely new peak. The ever-victoriou
LeDlDlsm
on the question of the seizure of political power
thought of Mao Tse-tung is Marxism-Leninism in the era i
which imperialism is heading for total collapse and socialis by the proletariat, he has made an epoch-making creative
development of Leninism on the most important
question
is advancing to world-wide victory.
of
our
time-the
question
of
consolidating
the
dictatorship
In the course of leading the great struggle of the Chines
proletariat and preventing the restoration of capitalism
revolution, Chairman Mao has with genius solved a who! f the
F
.
.
rom the first day of the VIctory of the October Revolution,
series of complicated problems concerning the seizure 0
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Lenin paid close attention to the consolidation of the new
born Soviet state. power. He recognised the sharp an
protracted nature of the class struggle under the dictatorshi
of the proletariat, pointing out that "the transition fro
capitalism to communism takes an entire historical epoc
Until this epoch is over, the exploiters inevitably cherish th
hope of restoration, and this hope turns into attempts a
restoration. "
The biggest lesson in the history of the internationa
communist movement in the last 50 years is the restoratio
of capitalism in the Soviet Union and other socialist countrie
This harsh fact has strikingly brought the Marxist-Leninist
of the world face to face with the question of how t
consolidate the' dictatorship of the proletariat and preven
the restoration of capitalism.
It is Comrade Mao Tse-tung, the great teacher of th
world proletariat of our time, who in the new historic
conditions, has systematically summed up the historic a
experience of the dictatorship of the proletariat in the worl
scientifically analysed the eontradictions in socialist societ
profoundly shown the taws of class struggle in socialist societ
and put forward a whole set of theory, line, principle
methods and policies ,for the continuation of the revolutio
under the dictatorship of the proletariat.
With suprem
courage and wisdom, Chairman Mao has successfully led th
first great proletarian cultural revolution in history. Th'
is an extremely important
landmark, demonstrating
th
Marxism- Leninism has developed to the stage of Mao Ts
tung's thought.
The victory of the great proletarian cultural revolutio
has opened up in China, which has a quarter of the world
population, a bright path for consolidating the dictatorshi
of the proletariat and for carrying the socialist revolutio
through to the end. The proietariat and the revolutiona
people of the world who are fighting imperialism, mode
revisionism and all reaction resolutely support our gre
proletarian cultural revolution. They find in the victory of t
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revolution tremendous inspiration, bright prospects and
greater confidence in victory.,
The imperialists headed by the United States and their
lackeys the modern revisionists and all the reactionaries have
taken great pains to curse and vilifiy our great proletarian
cultural revolution. This proves by negative example that
our victory has dealt the enemy a very heavy blow and that
they are nothing but a bunch of vampires that are bound to be
destroyed.
The world is moving forward. And theory, which reflects
the laws of the world, is likewise developing continuously.
Mao Tse-tung's thought is the banner of our era. Once
Mao Tse-tung's thought-Marxism-Leninism
at its highest in
the present era-is grasped, the oppressed nations and peoples
will, throu~h their own struggles, be able to win liberation.
Once Mao Tse-tung's
thought-Marxism-Lennism
at
its highest in the present era-is grasped, the countries that
have already established the dictatorship of the proletarIat
will, through their own struggles, be able to prevent th~
restoration of capitalism.
. ~nce Mao Tse-tung's
thought-Marxism-Leni~ism
at
Its hlg~est in the present era-is
grasped, the people of those
c~untnes where political power has been Usurped by revisionists
wIiI, through their own struggles be able t.o overthrow the
rule of revisionism and re-establish the dictatorship of the
proletariat.
. Once Marxism-Leninism,
Mao Tse-tung's
thought
is
Integr~ted with the revolutionary practice of the people of all
countnes, the entire old world will be shattered to smithereens
Comrades, young Red Guard fighters and friends'
.
Th
•.
e fifty years since the October Revolution have been
years of fierce struggle between socialism and capitalism
and between M arXIsm.
L"emD1smand modern revisionism with
the forme r wmnmg
"
.
'
one VIctory
after another. The imperialist
system
.
the
s resembl
. es a d ymg
person who is sinking fast, like
un settIng beyond the western hills. The emergence of
Kh rushchov r '"
. a product of imperialist policy
eVIslomsm IS
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and reflects the death-bed sh ggle of imperialism. Althou
imperialism and revisionism will go on making trouble
collusion with each other, the reactIonary adverse current ca
after all, never become the main current. The dialectics
history is irresistible.
Henceforth, the proletariat and t
revolutionary people of the world will raise still higher t
great red banner of Marxism-Leninism, Mao Tse-tung's thoug
and march forward in giant strides along the road open
up by the October Revolution I!
Those who betray the October revolution can never esca
the punishment of history. Khrushchov has long since falle
In redoubling its eflorts to pursue the policy of betrayal, t
Brezhnev-Kosygin clique will not last long either.
The prol
ta~iat and the working people of the Soviet Union, with the
glorious tradition of revolution will never forget the teachin
of the great Lenin and Stalin. They are sure to ,rise .
revolution under the banner of Leninism, overthrow the ru
of the reactionary revisionist clique and bring the Soviet Unio
back into the orbit of socialism.
Comrades, young Red Guard fighters and friends!
The situation in our great motherland is excellent. Und
the guidance of the latest instructions of the great lead
Chairman Mao, the great proletarian cultural revolution
forging ahead victoriously.
We must raise still higher the great banner of the Octob
Revolution; and the great banner of Marxism-Leninism.
Ma
Tse-tung's thought, and carry the great proletarian cultur
/revolution through to the end.
We must build our great motherland into
powerful base for world revolution.
We must give ever more vigorous support to the rev
lutionary struggles' of the proletariat and people of a
countries.
We must, together with the revolutionary people eve
where, carry through to the end the struggle against US-Ie
imperialism and against modern revisionism with the Sovi
revisionist renegade clique as its centre.
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We must intensify our efforts in studying and mastering
Mao Tse-tung's thought and disseminate it still more widely
throughout the world.
These are glorious tasks entrusted to the people of our
country by history, and they are our incumbent internationalist duty.
Our great leader Chairman Mao has given the call: "Let
the Marxist-Leninists of all countries unite, let the revolutionary
people of the whole world unite and overthrow imperialism,
modern revisionism and all reaction. A new world without
ilDp~rialism, without capitalism and without exploitation 01
man by man will surely be built."
Let us fight with courage for the realization of this great
call of Chairman Mao's!
Long live the great October Socialist Revolution!
Long live the great proletarian, cultural revolution!
Workers of all countries, unite!
Workers of all countries, unite with the oppressed peoples
and oppressed nations!
Long live the invincible Marxism, Leninism, Mao Tsetung's thought!
Long live the great teacher. great leader, great supreme
commander, great helmsman Chairman Mao! A long, long.
life to him!

WHy THE DEMONS ARE LAUGHING?

W~y the Demons are Laughing?
History is a mirror of life. With the approaching 5'
anniversary of the October Revolution, one can have a bett
understanding of the reality of tollay by reviewing past history.
50 years ago, the salvoes of the cruiser "Aurora" sound
. the death-knell for the capitalist old world and announc
the birth of the socialist new world. When the oppress
people of the whole world were hailing and saluting· t
Soviet of workers, peasants and soldiers of Petro grad, t
bourgeoisie in London, Paris and New York were infuriat
and g~nged up under the black banner against the Octob
Revolution.
In those days, the bourgeois' press of Europe and t
United States rabidly cursed the Bolsheviks as a group
"arrogant day-dreamers", "cold-blooded murderers" and "t
enemy of civilization".
They f~bricated horrible lies abo
starving Petro grad citizens vying with one another in buyi
human flesh and about a decree of the Soviet regime
the aIleged practice of c'ommunity of women. Counte
revolutionary
fanaticism had driven the New York Tim
to predict the impossibility of the continued existence of t
new regime. British economist J. M. Keynes, a notorio
advocate of capitalism, frankly clamoured for the use of arme
force to seal up the Russian breach. While the remna
gang of the Tsar from the dark corners of Moscow offer
one million roubles for the assassination of Lenin, t
chieftains of the imperialist powers, Lloyd George of Britai
Clemenceau of France and Woodrow Wilson of the Unite
States, conspired to kill the newly born Soviet regime .
its cradle with fire and sword.
How nuch malicious vituperation, how much base sland
and how many wild attacks the enemy had heaped on t
great Socialist Revolution which opened up a new era .
()f
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human history, on the great teacher of this revolution, Lenin
and his successor Stalin, on the glorious Bolshevik Party
And the heroic Soviet People since then! But the lies and
bayonets of the enemy failed to prevent the Soviet state
from marching
forward triumphantly ~nd instead, they
aroused the Soviet people's hatred for the old world and
determination to build a new world and brought out in
bold relief the Soviet people's heroic mettle as grave-diggers
of imperialism and a shock brigade of the international
proletariat. It was precisely the curses by imperialism and
the sabre-rattling in the anti-Soviet crusade at that time that
inspired in the oppressed peoples of the world a warm love
and respect for and confidence in the first socialist state.
The salvoes of the cruiser "Aurora" are still resounding
in the world today, 50 years after the October Revolution.
However, what Moscow gets from Washington, London and
the entire bourgeoisie of the West now is no longer malicious
vituperation and slander but paeans and warm applause.
The Soviet Union which had made Woodrow Wilson and
Lloyd George tremble then has today become "a law-abiding
citizen in the world community" in the eyes of Lyndon
Johnson and his like.
Can it be that the imperialist demons have changed into
benign angels? No, it is the renegades' degeneration and
betrayal that have brought forth the laughter of the demons.
Today, with the approach of the 50th anniversary of the
October Revolution, its native land, which is trampled under:oot by the Soviet revisionists' renegade clique, is changing
In every respect to the delight of imperialism.
The October Red flag was cut down by the October
renegades. The Red star which used to shine on the world at
the top of the Kremlin aas disappeared.
The Red Soviet
ship which had been sailing full sail towards communism
~as been sunk. The glorious socialist state has been turned
ID:o a den of vice where demons have their day and which is rife
?t'1th corruption. The old world order is restored on the soil
of the new world.
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It is precisely in this "jubilee" when the Soviet revision
ruling clique is trumpeting loudly about celebrating the 5
anniversary of the October Revolution, that they ha
surpassed other years in acts of betrayal: Nikolai Podgor
prostrated himself at the foot of the Pope, Alexei Kosy
became a new "comrade" in the Buckingham palace
Britain and a guest of honour of the U,S. President. T
blood of the south Vietnamese _people and sovereignty
the Arab states have been used by Leonid Brezhnev a
his ilk as capital for operating
the Soviet-U.S. count
revolutionary joint-stock company.
Japanese imperialis
which had its spine broken by the Soviet Red Army th
easily obtains tbe right to open up resources in Siberia toda
The fascist butchers of Indonesian revolutionaries have beco
the feIlow travellers and bosom friends of the new aristocra
in the Kremlin and so forth and so on.
The Soviet revisionist ruling clique, which has long open
the door to the Western way of life is -throwing itself mo
speedily into the lap of the West. Hollywood films are sho
in every two out of three cinemas in Moscow. Paris and Ne
York fashions are worshipped by the new bourgeoisie. Scho
children are indoctrinated
with Bible stories, while t
pampered sons and daughters of the privileged strata
mad after jazz and twist. Hotel
"Sovietskaya"
is bu
welcoming pot-bellied tourists from the West, while tbe pa
under the signboard
of Leninskoye Znamya .is keen
introducing "up-to-date hairdo.s in tbe present world".
Soviet revisionist bosses applauded and praised the exhibiti
publishing the American way of life. For this, a Lond
paper wrote with great satisfaction that the Soviet Uni
bas begun to taste the sweetness of Western life. T
propagandists
of Kremlin are incessantly peddling t
necessity of "peaceful co-existence" and Soviet and Americ
opera singers are presenting jointly Romeo and Juliet in fi
co-operation.
Moscow, which was called in the past
"East" by Western bourgeoisie, bas today
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the Western world. When Kosygin visited London in
;~bruary this year, the Bri~ish bourgeoisie co~ldn't. help
hal'I'Ill'" hl'm' • "Our world IS your world ,.... .Jet s dnnk to
the f~ture, yours as weH as ours." After the Soviet- U S.
't talks in Glassboro, Western newsmen noted
in high
sum ml
.
that
Johnson
now
understands
more
and
hkes
better
I
gee
-,
f I
the man at the belm of the Soviet Government.
T~ls hand u
of renegades, Khrushchov, Brezhnevand Kosygin, have won
the applause of imperialism because they have acted as agents
of the Western bourgeoisie in selling out tbe cause of the
October Revolution which imperialism has always been trying
to strangle for half a century.
Chairman Mao has said : "There is absolutely uo such thin:
in the world as love or hatred without reason or cau~e."
It is exactly from imperialism's love and hatred that people
can see more clearly the Soviet Union of today as compared
witb the past and the hideous features of the Soviet revisionist
renegades. Wbile commemorating tfie 50th anniversary of the
great October Revolution today, we should hate whatever
imperialism loves and love wbatever imperialislll hates. We
should expose to the world the crimes of the Soviet revisionist
nling clique in betraying the October Revolution and commit
it to a severe trial by history.

SOVIET UNION UNDER

Soviet Union Under
Revisionist Rule
I

The New Tsars in the Soviet Union Can
Never Cover Up Their Hideous Features
CHINA'S great proletarian cultural revolution, like sprin
thunder, has awakened the broad masses of f oviet workin
people who are suffering deeply. They have come to see eve
more clearly that the clique of the Soviet revisionist renegade
headed by Brezhnev and Kosygin are new Tsars savagel
oppressing and exploiting them.
To hide its own counter-revolutionary
features and hood
wink the Soviet people, the Soviet revisionist clique has on th
one hand claimed that the Soviet Union is "a society withou
privileged classes or strata" and that "the Soviet people kno
neither exploitation nor unemployment." . On the other hand
it has been hurling the most scurrilous abuse at China's grea
proletarian cultural revolution, alleging that lit has "attacke
tae working people's rights and interests" and "ravaged th
Chinese people's fruits of socialism." However, no amoun
of lies can deceive the clear-sighted Soviet people.
A Moscow working woman h~s angrily charged:
"W
workers know best that our factory directors and governmen
leaders are capitalists, almost the same as in Tsarist days.'
This working woman has indeed hit the Soviet revisioni
ruling clique where it hurts most.
This pack of renegades headed by Brezhnev and Kosygi
are t<;ldayriding on the backs of the Soviet working peopl
and imposing sanguinary fascist rule on them. Troops, polie
plain clothes men and "motorized police corps" act as bulli
over the entire Soviet Jand, and laws and decrees are issue
one after another against all those who resent revisionist rule
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Broad sections of working people are deprived of their
elementary political rights and subjected to all kinds of
persecution. Large numbers of revolutionaries have been
cast into "lunatic
asylums" and concentration
camps
where they suffer endless torture
and misery.
Does not
all this constitute the most savage attack on the working.
people's rights and interests? What difference is there between
this and the use by the tsars of whips, exile and gallows.
against the revolutionary workers and peasants?
The "new economic system" introduced by the BrezhnevKosygin renegade clique has resulted in an all-round restoration
of capitalism in the Soviet national economy. Socialist Stateenterprises have now become capitalist concerns in which
people of the privileged strata manage to amass enormous.
wealth and the workers are trodden down under the tyranny
of the new blood-suckers, the "directors" and "managers".
One of such people bluntly declared: "I'm the boss here,.
I have the right to do whatever I please."
The captain commanding a fleet of ~haling boats even
forced workers to do hard physical labour at the equator in
a scorching 50 degrees C. temperature while he and his wife"
were relaxing in the cool water of the white procelain tiled
swimming pool built on his boat. He repeatedly howled
with great hatred: "I will kick out these grumblers just as I
would chop cabbage leaves."
Ruthless exploitation and arbitrary dismissal of workers
are comm.on-place in the Soviet Union today. A considerablenumber of the unemployed live" by doing casual jobs, by
pawning their belongings or selling their blood. Some have
lost all hope and committed suicide.
Isn't all this arelentless
attack on the rights and interests of the working people l'
Is there any difference between this and the rule of the tsars
under which the pot-bellied capitalists fattened on the blood
and sweat of the workers?
In the Soviet Union today, the socialist agriculture built
up by Lenin and Stalin has been completely destroyed by tbis.
group of Soviet revisionist scabs. Collective and state farms.
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have been converted into capitalist estates for tbe new kulak
where land is re,divided among the "teams" and the reotin
of land, the hiring of labour, speculation and profiteerin
are widely practised. The polarization of the peasantry h
brought about an appalling gap between the rich and the poo
and the great majority of the peasants are subjected t
merciless exploitation and squeezed dry. The chairman 0
the "Baku Workers" Collective Farm in Azerbaijan draw
an average monthly salary of 1,076 rubles, while the monthl
earnin~s of the members of the farm average lesg than 3
rubles.
The director of the Ja~bul State Orchards and the Part
Secretary there appropriated 2·5 hectares of state land as tbe'
private plots which were tended by farm hands paid by th
State Orchards. Don't all this, too, relentlessly attack th
rights and interests of the working people? It reminds one 0
what the landed aristocrats said in Tsarist days: "Don't Ie
the muzhiks grow shaggy; they should b,e shorn .like sheep.'
Flaunting the tattered flag of "culture for the whole people,'
the Brezhnev-Kosygin renegade clique has flagrantly introduce
filthy "Western civili~ation" and the decadent bourgeois wa
of life into the country. Soviet society is now being swampe
by vulgarized jazz music, obscene dances, pornograph,i
motion pictures and fancy clothes. With the revisionist
-striving to poison tbe minds of the Soviet people with bourgeoi
ideology and counter-revolutionary
revisionist thinking, sue
ideas as how to seek personal gains at the expense E)f other
,and how to go after fame and fortune have become an accepte
philosophy of life. Is this any different from the tsaris
<lays when the ruling classes tried to enslave the people mentall
'by means of religion and reactionary decadent culture?
Under the guise of "international economic co-operation,
Brezhnev' and his kind are selling out Soviet teritory an
sovereignty cheap to international monopoly capital. There ha
been no end to their treasonable acts in pursuit of person
aggrandizement. U.S. monopoly capital under various labels ba
-entered the Ukraine, which was once ravaged by the fascists i
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h last world war. Sib, ria, which tbe Red Army and guerrillas
~:ce defended with their lives and blood a.gainst the Japanese
fascists, is noW open to Japanese plutocrats for plunder.
The big sell-out by Brezbnev and company, a course of
action which humiliates the nation and forfeits its sovereignty,
has subjected the Soviet working people to dual oppression
and exploitation. There is not a sbade of difference between
what the Soviet revisionist renegade clique bas done and tbe
evil deeds of the traitorous government which before the
October Revolution sold forestry and mineral resources in the
Urals and Siberia to the United States and offered tbe
petroleum resources of Baku to the British and French
capitalists on a silver platter.
These horrid realities show fully tbat the fruits of socialism
gained by the Soviet people at tbe cost of their blood and
lives bave been completely forfeited and the working people
are again subjected to capitalist enslavement and oppression.
The root cause of this tragedy of bistory lies in the fact that
tbe Soviet Party and State leadership has been usurped by th~
bandful of top capitalist roaders in tbe Communist Party of the
Soviet Union with Khrushchov and his successors Brezhnev
and Kosygin as their representatives.
It is precisely by summing up the historical experience of
tbe dictatorship of the' proletariat in other countries, and tbe
les~on of capitalist restoration in the Soviet Union in particular,
that our great leader Chairman Mao has put forward a whole
set of theory, line, principles and policies for the continuation
of the revolution under the dictatorship of the proletariat and
has, with matchless sweep and wisdom, personally initiated
and successfully led China's
great proletarian
cultural
revolution, thus opening up tbe bright path to the consolidation
of the dictatorship of the proletariat, to the prevention of tbe
restoration of capitalism, and to communism. The victory of
Cbina's great proletarian cultural revolution has upheld at
their very foundation the rights and interests of the working
people and has consolidated and increased the fruits of
socialism.
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Our great leader Chairman Mao teaches us: "I wool
advise comrades to remain firm in the conviction that t
masses of the Soviet people and of Party members and cadr
are good, that they desire reTolution and that revisionist rol
will not last long."
Today, more' and more Soviet people
are
drawin
inspiration and encouragement from China's great proletaria
cultural revolution. They have not only come to realize tha
a second revolution is necessary to overthrow revisionist rul
and re-establish the dictatorship of the proletariat in their
country. They are already struggling in various ways against
the Soviet revisionist renegade clique. It can be safel,
predicted that a revolutionary storm still more violent than
the October Revolution will sweep the Soviet land. Under
the guidance of Marxism-Leninism, Mao Tse-tung's thought.
the Soviet people will clear away the handful of pes
like Brezhnev and Kosygin, and the red star of the October
Revolution will once again shine forth with still greater
radiance.

II

Capitalist Restoration

In Agriculture

The Soviet revisiOfiist ruling clique is fast breaking up
and destroying the socialist system in agriculture and bringing
about the complete restoration of capitalism in the Soviet
countryside.
For many years now the Soviet revisionist ruling clique,
from Khrushchov down to Brezhnev, Kosygin and their like,
by introducing measures to undermine socialist economic
planning and socialist ownership in agriculture, have been
moving in _a big way to bring about the restoration or
capitalism in agriculture.
PROFIT TAKES COMMAND
As early as 1955, Khruschov
socialist planning in agriculture

launched the attack on
as "bureaucratic",
and

decided that the state should only fix the yearly quota of
agricultural and animal products which the collective and state
farms were required to sei! to the state, and leave the farms
to work out their own production plans. In 1958, he abolished
the system under which collective farms were obliged to
rovide the state with a fixed quota of agricultural and
~nimal products and replaced it with a new system of state
purchases from the farms. He then declared:
"We shall
buy grain where it is cheaper." In 1962, with his blessing.
a big "debate" concerning Liberman's recommendation tbat
profit be put in command took place. This "debate" was
aimed at preparing public opinion for the introduction of
the "new economic system" based on profit in agriculture and
<lther branches of the national economy.
The new Soviet leadership headed by Brezhnev and
Kosygin has closely followed in Khrushchov's foot-steps. At
Supreme Soviet sessions and plenary meetings of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union.
they urged enforcement of the "new economic system" with
the accent on profit, declaring tbat "the rate of profit should
be made the basis of objective assessment of tbe operations
of collective and state farms", and that the state will protect
and stimulate the free purchase of agricultural products, and
ensure the vigorous development of commercial relations.
The Soviet revisionist chiefs, from the higher to the lower
echelons, and the Soviet press all harped on the need "to
educate the people with the ruble". They called on state
llnd collective farms "to be good at running their affairs
profitably and finding the best way of doing this", and also,
"to be good at dealing witb the ruble cleverly and investing
it where it will turn a quick profit." Again and again they
demanded that tbe collective and state farms be given greater
"Independence" 'and that they be gradually given an entirely
free hand in selling their produce so as to develop "the
initiative of the enterprises in choosing the most profitable
fields."
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The new Soviet revisionist leadership has, in the last tw
years, passed a number of resolutions to enforce in agricuItu
the so-called "new economic system" with the rate of profi
as the main economic index. They allowed all collectiv
and state farms to determine independently the direction i
which their production would develop and draw up yearl
plans in accordance with the principle of developing produc
tion in those spheres 'which' yield the highe~t profits. The
now allow the farms to sell on the open market or to th
state at high prices their surplus of agricultural and anim
products after fulfilling the state purchase "quotas".
The
have authorized the state farms to decide how many worker
and staff they want, to recruit or dismiss workers, plan th
labour productivity and costs of production, decide on form
of payment for work and the organizational forms of the'
productive system, and distribute the bul~ of the profit i
any way they deem fit.
At the end of 1965, the Soviet revisionist ruling cliqu
placed a number of state farms, on an experimental basis
under the "new economic system". In mid-April last year.
they adopted a resolution on gradually switching state-ru
agricultural enterprises to a full business accounting system
and introducing the "new system" to 390 state farms an
other state-run agricultural enterprises embracing a total 0
9 million workers and employees.
Encouraged by the Soviet revisionist authorities, more and
more collective and state farms have, in the past few years,
divided up the land among the field teams or even among
the households and adopted the system of fixing output
quotas and giving bonuses for the overfulfilment of thes
quotas. All this has subverted socialist ownership ill Soviet
agriculture ..

to Soviet press reports, in the past two years, many collective
and state farms in the Russian S. F. S. R., the Moldavian and
other republics of the Soviet Union have, for the sake of profit.
arbitrarily reduced the. acreage under crops which are lellS
profitable, though the most important in the locality, and
increased that under more profitable crops, thus exploiting
their "freedom" to draw up their own production plans.
Many of them, under one pretext or another, refuse to honour
their contracts with the state and sell their products at high
prices in the open market instead. During the autumn- of 1966,
the farms in some republics, retions and territories, "acting
as if in agreement", stopped supplying Moscow and other
. big cities with tomatoes, cucumbers and other vegetables. It
turned out that these farms had decided to build their own canneries and sell their canned vegetables in the market for bigger
profits in competition with the state shops. In the Latvian
Republic, many collectivc farms have set up their own shops
or joint-stock companies to make fat profits by selling their
agricultural and subsidiary products at open market prices.
In the Soviet Union in the past few years many collective
farms and state farms have, for the sake of profit, been
engaged in a big way in lucrative business on the side and
exploited hired labour. It is reported that workshops for
making rings, ear-rings, brooches and other luxury goods.
have become the main occupation of many farms in the
Kostroma Region in the Russian Federal Republic. In some
farms, more people are working in side occupations than
in the fields even in the busy farming season. The management of some. state farms in the Moldavian Republic did
not scruple to employ teenagers at very low wages to do
heavy physical labour and threaten to fire them if they showed
the slightest dissatisfaction with their living and working
conditions and pay.

FREE COMPETITION ENCOURAGED
These regressive measures of the Soviet revisionist fulin
clique have pushed agriculture on to the capitalist road of fre
competition, the free market and profit-seeking. Accordin

PEASANTS HEAVILY EXPLOITED
As a result of the steps taken by the Soviet revisionist
ruling clique for the all-round restoration of capitalism in
the U.S.S.R., a new bourgeois privileged stratum has emerged
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in the Soviet countryside and is heavily exploiting the peasants
As Soviet press reports
show,
this privileged stratu
usually comprises the chairman,
specialists and other leadi
personnel of the collective farms.
Their pay is 10, 20 or ev
30 timei that of an ordinary
member.
Enjoying unfair a
excessive remuneration,
they are actually
expropriating
th
fruits of peasants' labour.
In 1965, the leading personnel of the Baku Worker Colle
tive Farm in the Azerbaijan Republic, for instance,
recei\ e
the following
average monthly
salaries:
chairman,
1,07
rubles; chief accountant,
756 rubles; chief agronomist
an
livestock technician,
391 rubles each.
By contrast,
an avera
farm member received less than 38 rubles.
This high-salaried
stratum
shows little interest in colle
tive production.
While receiving regular salaries from t
-collective farms, some of these people do not even bother t
perform their duties at the farms.
The chief agronomist of th
Burana Collective Farm had been on the Farm's
payroll f
two years, but he insisted on living in town and only droppe
in at the farm like a guest for a few hours each day.
Durin
the busy sugar-beet
season, the argonomist
of the sec on
brigade of the same farm failed to turn up in the fields fo
four or five days running.
One day he went to a wedding an
another day he was at a christening party,
The farm's outp
and income declined considerably and there were not enou
funds to finance production
or settle accounts with member
Farms are often overstaffed with non-productive
manageri
personnel.
Administrative
expenses of the Ak-Beshm Colle
tive Farm in Kirghizia
amounted to 17 per cent of the tot
sum paid out to members.
In the Bolshevik Collective Far
in the Minr>k Region of the Byelorussian
Republic,
there w
one administrative
worker
for every four members.
T
number of administrative
personnel
at the Gulyaev Collecti
Farm in the same region came to 12'6 per cent of the to
membership, yet they received 42'8 per cent of the total su
paid out to members,
Thus, nearly half the income earn
by the peasants
in the fields went to the top administrati
personnel.
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Thus heavily exploited, the collective farmers naturally lose
interest in so-called collective production.
In Byelorussia and
the western regions of the Ukrainian
Republic,
the collective
farm peasants generally- work less than 160 days a year for
"collective production".
Those in the Brest Region worked 138 days a year.
In
the Azerbaijan Republic, 93 per cent of the able-bodied collective farmers did not take part in "collective production"
in
the period under review,
This state of affairs is worrying the Soviet revisionist ruling
clique. On May 16, 1966, the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the Council of Ministers
passed a resolution
on increasing the material interest of the
collective farmers in the development
of collective production.
This "may deprive its individual members of all or part of the
supplementary
remuneration
and bonuses."
That is, in order
to drive the peasants
to work, the authorities
have even
resorted to fines. .
Resenting
such exploitation,
Soviet peasants and young
people in particular,
are quitting the farms in large numbers
and going to tbc cities, Some agricultural regions have reported
tbat the number of people leaving the farms was 30 or 40
per cent more than the number of people entering them.
And
tbis gap continues to widen.
SOVIET REVISIONISTS'
CRIMES
WILL PUT THEM IN THE DOCK
Fifty years ago, the great Lenin founded the first socialist
state in the world-the
Soviet Union.
After his death, Stalin
carried on his work and brought about the collectivization
of agriculture in the country.
These tremendous
acbievments
have now been forfeited by Khrushchov
and his successors.
The state farms and collective farms in the Soviet Union have
degenerated
into capitalist
enterprises
and Kulak economies.
Still, the Soviet revisionist rulers have the impudence
to talk
about "building communism,"
Fish eyes cannot pass for pearls,
as the Chinese saying goes. The capitalist
degeneration
of
Soviet agriculture
will help more and more Soviet people to
see what sort of tbing is this "communism"
advertised
by
the Soviet revisionist chiefs. Sooner or later, the great Soviet
people will rise in rebellion and put the revisionist renegades
III the dock for the crimes they have committed.
6
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A New Assessment of the History of
the C. P. I. : 1919-1928
-Bande Ali "ban

[ Continued from the previous issue]
X.

Strategy of Socialist Revolution for India: Roy & Dutt
Although

a Central

Committee

of the CPI

was formed

at Kanpur at the end of 1925, the most important question
of strategy (i.e., the stage of Indian revolution)
still created
a lot of confusion.
Although Stalin's famous speech at the
Communist University of the Toilers of the East in May 1925
clearly formulated the question, it is doubtful whether it
produced any effect on the Indian Party leaders at that time.
These leaders-Muzaffar
Ahmad, Dange, Ghate, Usmani et al
-were
wholly incapable of thinking for themselves.
They
.looked for guidance from abroad and this paralysing feature
became ingrained in their character.
In the above. mentioned speech Stalin divided the Indian
national bourgeoisie in the new situation into two sections: a
conciliatory group, the big bourgeoisie, which had already
betrayed the national cause and gone over to imperialism; and
a revolutionary bourgeoisie, that section of bourgeoisie which
could still playa revolutionary role.
In 1926, two books were published: one was Roy's The

1

Fut~re of Ind~an Politics, the. other was .R. P. Dutt's Modern
\ India. In hIS book Roy Ignored Stahn's formulation and
stuck to his old anti-Leninist strategy.
Roy puts the whole
bourgeoisie into one bloc, and excludes the revolutionary
section of the bourgeoisie from the national front. He says:
"Practically,
the bourgeois bloc seeks to make a uni~d
front with the imperialist forces 'of law and order to make the
country safe against any possible revolution .... The future of
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Indian politics (of national liberation)
will, therefore, be
determined by the social forces which still remain and will
always remain antagonistic
to imperialism.
These social
forces are composed of the workers, peasantry and the petty
bourgeoisie ( sIllall traders, artisans, employees, students, petty
intellectuals, etc. )" 1
Then again, "Both the leadership and organizational form
will naturally be determined
by the social character of the
movement. The social elements that will henceforth compose
the movement for national liberation are the petty intellectuals,
a.rtisans, small traders, peasantry and the proletariat.
In the
existing condition of Indian society, these all belong to the
oppressed and exploited class. The movement for national
liberation will take place on the basis of the struggle between
the exploiting and exploited classes. Henceforth the fight for
national freedom in India becomes a class struggle approximating to the final stage."2
Thus, once again Roy wanted to skip over the bourgeois
democratic stage of the Indian revolution and flatly gave a
call for a socialist leadership •
R. P. Dutt, on tbe other hand, came nearer to Stalin.
On
the question of strategy, he said: "The fight for nationallibera..
tion is a fight of many social strata of workers, of peasants, of
] the lower middle class, of the intelligentsia and even of a section of the bourgeoisie."~
But in spite of this assertion, Dutt
was not at all clear on this point. In the preface which he
added afterwards to his book, he put the entire bourgeoisie in
one 'l>locand said self· contradictorily : "The Indian bourgeoisie
is today a counter-revolutionary
force: they fear the social
revolution that would follow on national independence mbre
than they desire and therefore they have made their terms
with the imperia.lists and are all supporters of the Empire."4.

-

Roy, The Future of Indian Politics, London, 1926, p. 96
2" Ibid, p. 95
3. R. P. Dutt, Modern India, London, 1927, p. 129
i. Ibid, p. 17
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Thus we see that like Roy, Dutt also did not agree wit
Stalin, and both of them held more or less the same positio
on this most vital question.
As to tactics, Roy said that the proletariat will. of coura
have its own party-the
Communist Party.
But apart fro
this, the Party must also organise the forces of national revolu
tion in a democratic party.
"None of the existing Nationalis
parties [i e., the National Congress, Swarajya Party etc. ] co.
lerve the purpose." Roy suggested the formation of a ne
Congress in which "the proletariat will stand side by side wit
the petty-bourgeois and peasant masses, as most advance
democratic class."

15

gress and in the debates of the Congress itself India and the
colonial question @ccupied a prominent place. Around this
question both strategical, and tactical questions were focussed.
This theory was not very new, but there was novelty in Roy's

interpretation.
It was actually a further development of what Roy had
said earlier in his India in Transition. Roy's version of the
origin of the decolonization theory is as follows:
"While I was away in China (1927) a new comrade [Soumyendranath Tagore] from India came to Moscow. In his report
he emphasized on the rapid development of modern industry
in India .... In summarizing the debate on the report of the
As on the question of strategy, so on the question 0
Indian delegate, Bukharin [then Chairman of t,he Comintern]
tactics, Dutt was self-contradictory.
At first Dutt was oppose
suggested that the Commission set up for examining the questo the formation of a new mass party in place of the Congress
tion
should report on the process of such 'decolonization."'J.
I' He asked the CPI "to carryon a battle of clarification withi
Soon
after, Roy returned from China and took up the
the existing movement and organizations.
Within both th
matter
with
enthusiasm,
In a~ article Roy said that since the
Congress and the Swarajya Party, the Left-Nationalist element
First World War there has been increased industrialization in
should gather themselves round a popular national programme.
India and this has created a manufacturing bourgeoisie which
When the time comes the new forces will have to find thei
findi'i
itself competing with the imperialists in the exploitaform of organization and expression.
It is a matter of indi~:Ietion
of
the masses. This created a revolutionary situation
rence how this will arise ... 'a
that frightened the imperialists, and as its revolutionary
.Bu~ in the preface to his book Dutt says the opposite thing
potential increased, the imperialists granted concessions. The
whICh IS much nearer to Roy. The formation of a new mass
new
bourgeoisie were thus brought nearer to running their
party was no more "a matter of indifference," but was an "imOwn
affairs-hence
the term "decolonisation."
They were,
mediate p~oblem." Dutt said, "Only a new National movement, based on the workers and the peasants, and with a poli- moreover, drawn more and more into partnership with the
imperialists in exploiting the masses; in exchange for imperitical and social programme expressing the interests of the
alist
concessions, the bourgeoisie would dampen the revolumasses, can bring new life. The conditions for this are ripe."s
tionary ardour of the masses and help imperialism maintain
Xl. Roy's Decolonization Theory
i~s foothold. "The new economic policy of British Imperia.bsm in India", said Roy, "sharpens the class differentiation
Soon after returning from China, Roy came out with So
and ripens the class struggle in the face of which nationalist
new theory which beoame known as the Decolonization theory.
struggle
based upon capitalist antagonism loses its imporIn the discussions which preceded the Sixth Comintern Contance."lI

I

!

1. Roy: T~e Future of Indian Politics, p. 114
1. Dutt: Modern India. p. 148
3. Ibid, p. 18

I. Roy:
Our Differences, pp 29-31. Calcutta, 1938
M 2. Roy: The Role of the Indian Bourgeoisie in the National Revolution,
asses of India, Nov., 1927, p. 7
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All this means, and Roy had always maintained it, tha
the bourgeoisie was not a revolutionary factor and could no
be regarded as an ally in the revolution.
The followin
quotation makes this clear.
"The National Congress, in the coming annual seSSlOn,
going to declare peace with British imperialism ... The bour
geoisie are not only withdrawing themselves from the nationa
revolution, the withdrawal is but a prelude to a definit
stand against the national revolution together with Britis
imperialism .... The bourgeois nationalist
mevement is spli
up
into
h~~ties
all
of
which
are opposed to
/
~revolutionary struggle against imperialism ... It (the bourgeoi
usie) is no longer a, revolutionary force. Not only from th
point of view of tile internal conditions of India, but fro
the point of view of the present world conditions also th
Indian bourgeoisie is rallied on the side of the counter-revo
lution.
It cannot and does not lead or participate
in th
struggle for national freedom
Indian National Revolutio
has passed its bourgeois stage. It must still realize a progra
which, objectively and historically,
is the program of bour
geois revolution, but it is no longer a bourgeois revolution
because it can and will succeed only by breaking the b~und
of capitalist society." 1.
By putting all lihe "half a dozen parties" in the sam
basket and by discarding them all equally, Roy discard
also the left-wing of the bourgeoisie as a counter-revolutionar
force. The history of the next few years proved how who\1
wrong Roy was in his reading of the Indian situation.
Tb
bourgeois democratic stage of the Indian revolution was fa
from being complete-it
had hardly begun in right earnest
The only strategical and tactical imperative of the decoloniz
tion theory was to give a call for proletarian revolution ( i.e.
socialist revolution) which was nothing but Trotskyism wit

1

all its 'revolutionary' verbiage.
In this connection it is pertinent to ask ~hat ~ere th
objective conditions which led the Trotskyite brains of R

and Tagore to come to the conclusion that India at that time
bad started a general process of industI-iaJization and then to
formulate the theory of decolonization

?

The fact is that in order to secure an additional seat on the
governing body of the International
Labour
Organization
which had just been set up by the League of Nations at
Geneva, Lord Chelmsford on behalf of the Government of
India, manipulating highly dubious statistics, declared at the
session of the Council of the League of Nations in October
1922: "lot remains to justify India's specific claim to inclusion
among the eight states of chief industrial importance." Chelmsford gave the figure of "20 million industrial wage-earners"
in India.
It was obvious to anyone who knew anything
about India that this number included craftsmen, artisans,
domestic servants
etc.
The total
number
of workers
in establishments
employing more than 10 workers was 2.6
millions, of whom nearly 1 million were plantation work~rs,
not industrial.
Actually, the total number of workers commg

j

under the Factories Act was 1.3 millions.
An examination
of Indian statisticsl.
of those days
shows that what was going on in India was' not a process of
industrialization,
but a process of de-industrialization-the
gradual and steady decline of India's cottage industries without
the compensating advance of modern industry.
Moreover,
1_ The following

figures taken

from the

Indian Census, though mia-

leading, point out to the gradual decline of Indian industries

and decreasing

nUSlber of workers.
Percentage of Vadatioa

Total

( in millions )

population

Worling population
Persons employed
i. industries

( "

"

)

(in millons )

1921
319
146

1921-31
19.11
12'1
353
4'0
154

17-5

15'7

15'3

-12·e

11-1

11'0

10'0

- 9'1

5'3

4'9

4'3

-21'S

1911
315
149

Percentage of workers in industry
to the working

population

Peroentage of industrial
ill

1. Ibid, pp. 5-8
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merely a consideration
of the quantitative
factor is not
enough. The main contradiction lies in the strategic hold of
foreign financial capital on Indian industries.
At the Sixth Comintern Congress in July 1928 the question
of Decolonization was much debated.
One point of view had
already been presented in an article by Eugene Varga in
Inprecor. Varga argued that industrialization in India had
been much exaggerated by Roy and his supporlers and that
the actual British policy at that time was to arrest the
short-term trend towards a little industrialization
which
it had permitted during the First World War. But as to the
attitude towards the Indian bourgeoisie, Varga was not very
clear. Like Stalin, he did not divide the Indian bourgeoisie
into a compromising bourgeoisie and a revolutionary bourgeoisie. The Indian bourgeoisie, Varga said, was opposed to
/ British imperialism, it was nLlt for a "revolutionary fight
against it", their struggle was only "for an improvement
of their position within the Empire".1
It was the Indian
proletariat which would lead the nationalist struggle. Of.
course, proletarian leadership in the Indian national struggle.
had to be established-the
dispute was not on this point;
the question was about the phase of the Indian revolution,
whether it was bourgeois democratic revolution or socialist
revolution.
Varga's formulations were discussed at the Comintern's
Indian Commission which met in March-April, 1928. The British
and Indian members of the Commission opposed them.
R.P. Dutt, as the representative of the CPGB by now had more
influence with the CPI than had Roy. In a long article Dutt
partially agreed with Roy. He said:
"Today we are faced
with a noticeable arrest in the development of the policy.
•..There is a noticeable hardening against concessions and
conciliation towards the Indian bourgeoisie."
But Dutt
hastened to say that this did .not mean there was no industrialization in India at all.
"The whole character of the
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Varga, "Economics

and Economic

1927," Inprecor, March 104,1928

Policy in the Fourth

Quarter

of

in India is to secure indus-~

British policy of industrialization

tria/ization under British control."1
Then Dutt concluded:
"From every sign' of what is going on at present we can build
with confidence on our diagnosis of the continuing capitalist
and industrial evolution of India, with the acc lmpanying
political revolution ising oonsequences, and in particular on the
growth, both in numbers and in consequences, of the industrial
proletariat, alongside the intensifying agrarian crisis."
The theory of decolonization revolved round the attitude
to be taken towards the Indian Nacional Congress. (Roy's definition of the Congress was that it was a bourgeois organisation
with a petty bourgeois leadership.
For Roy the class-orientation of the Congress was the same as that of the Kuomintang.
/
Like Roy, Dutt also did not see that a division had taken V
place between the compromising (big)
bourgeoisie and the
revolutionary bourgeoisie (as was pointed out by Stalin). This
is how Dutt formulated it in the same article:
"In general, and on all fundamental questions, the role of
the Indian bourgeoisie since the collapse of the Non-cooperation movement has evolved in the direction of becoming more
and more clearly counter-revolutionary .... But at the same time
within the general framework of capitulation,
there takes
place a process of friction and antagonism which has recently
grown sharper .... Th us the role of the bourgeoisie in the
national struggle is not yet exhausted, and may even extend
under certain conditions; but it remains permanently limited
in scope by its fear and hostility towards any wider mass
revolutionary movement, and, therefore, very dangerous to the
real struggle against imperialism. It becomes the task of the
mass movement to exploit to the maximum the opportunities
presented by bourgeois resistance, as in the boycott of the
Simon Commission, but under independent leadership."

-

1. R. P. Dutt:

ater, it seems, putt
1.
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Labour Monthly,

June

discarded this theory.

1947, p 123, "It il impossible
yet to speak
indultrialization having taken place in India."

1928;

emphasis

in original.

He wrote in his India
of any general

Todav,

process

of

V
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Dutt further said that though the Indian bourgeoisie w
becoming more and more counter-revolutionary,
the petty
bourgeoisie was becoming more and more revolutionary.
From Roy's theory it logically followed that, the India
bourgeoisie ( the Congress) being treacherous, the workers an
peasants must have their own party.
Since 1922, Roy ha
been working on the idea of a two party system-a
mas
party to be called Workers' and Peasants' Party and an illega
OP, "an illegal apparatus of a legal mass party," and all mem
bers of the CP would automatically be members of the WPP
The WPP should form "working alliance" with "bourgeoi
parties" (i. e., Congress, Swarajya Party etc.) during the anti
imperialist struggle.
The ECCI did not agree with Roy and was opposed to th
formation of a mass party rival to the Congress, but i
approved of the idea of the workers and peasants having
party of their own, because they can no longer remain mer
adjuncts of the bourgeoisie, but "the working class must com
forward as an independent politic-al force and take up th
leadership"
in the anti-imperialist
struggle.
"In leadin
this movement the political party of the workers and peasant
must act in co-operatjon with, and· give the fulJrst support to
the bourgeois parI ies in so far as they struggle against imperi
lism in some wav or other." 1
The discussi~nB on the decolonization again brought up tht
question in the Colonial Commi~sion of the ECCI just befo
the Sixth Congress. The decision of the Colonial Committee wa
included in the 508-J age report of the ECCI which was t
serve as a basis for discussions at the Sixth Congress. In th'
report it was stated that:
"In the advanced stage of development [in India] it is n
longer possible for the bourgeois parties to force themselv
on the masses as the leaders of the national revolutionsr1
struggle. .I.' either is it possible to impress them with Iev~lutio
llsry slogans of independence unless they are accompamed b
an effort at revolutionary actions.
With the independen
-

1. - Quoted by Overstreet,

1'.

oS.
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slogan the bourgeois endeavours to keep under the influence of
the bourgeois leaders the Left nationalist elements composed
of the mass of the petty bourgeois and the intelligent!Oia."
Regarding the WPP, the ECCI report said: "The main
weak point of the Workers' and Peasants' Party is that, in vi'
practice, it is acting more as a Left-wing of the Congress than
as an independent political party.
The WPP cannot develop
into a party of mass national-revolutionary
struggle unless it
emancipates itself entirely from the influence of bourgeois
politicians and becomes transformed into a bloc' of the working
class with all the exploited masses under the leadership of the
proletariat. On. the other band, it is entirely out of the question
that the WPP should be a subBtitute for the Communist Party
the organisation of which is a.bsolutely necessary."J.

-

..--------.-..... .

-

-

1. The Communist International Between the Fifth and Sixth Worla
Concresses, London, 1928. pp 468-76, quoted by Overstreet, pp 109-10.

WIDESPREAD PEASANTS'

Widespread Peasants' Struggle
In India

Thf'

development

in the

Indian

peasants'

revolutionary

struggle is a great prelude to the Indian people's advance on
the road charted by Mao Tse-tung, declared the "People's
Daily" Commentator on February 26.
He adds that the road of the Indian revolution to victory
can only be the one pointed out by Mao Tse-tung, the one
traversed by the Chinese revolution, that is, under the leadership of the proletariat, to boldly arouse th;Peasan"t;, build
revolutionary rural base areas, wage a protracted armed
struggle, encircle the cities from the countryside and finally
seize them, and thus win ultimate nationwide victory.
Commentator writes:
Since Naxalbari, the flames of the Indian peasants' revolutionary armed struggle have been fast spreading in the country.
Guided by the great thought of Mao Tse-tung, the revolutionaries in the Indian Communist Party recently led the
peasants in a northern sector of Bihar state to engage in heroic
struggle to seize land by force of arms. To date, the peasant
movement of the Naxalbari type has broken
out in """"---.,
50 places
.
in eight states and union territories.
The mounting peasant struggle to seize land by force of
arms sweeps over India like a thunderbolt that pierces the
darkness enveloping the country and shakes the reactionary
rule of the Congress Party Government to its very foundations.
An excellent situation, never seen before, has taken shape in
the Indian revolution.
We cheer and greet with elation the
revolutionary storm that is rising among the Indian peasantry.
India is a semi-feudal and semi-colonial country.
The
Indian peasants amount to over 70 per cent of the 500 million
population.
The peasant problem is the fundamental problem
of India's national democratic revolution and the peasants arlil
the main force of this revolution.
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. The I~dian peasants are leading an extremely miserable
lIfe, g~oalllng under the three big mountains of imperialism,
feudalIsm and bur~aucrat-capitalism.
More than 75 per cent of
the land is owned by a handful of landlords, rich peasants and
rajahs, while the poor peasants who form more than 80 per
cent of the rural population own less than 25 per cent of the
land. The land-poor and landless peasants have to give 50 to
90 per cent of their annual produce to the landlords as rent
Savage exploitation has led to vast fields lying as wasteland:
Rural economy is on the verge of bankruptcy and starvation
threatens the whole country.
Millions of rural toilers die of
~unger every year and more than 200 million people are living
III the agony of starvation.
At least 40 million out of the
total 50 million people, mainly peasants, of Bihar state are
hunger-stricken.
The broad masses of the Indian peasants
~hrou~hout the country are languishing.
to nse and make revolution.

Their only way out

IS

This is exactly what the famished Indian peasants have
done or are beginning to do. From Bihar in the north down
to Kerala in the south, large numbers of peasants in the vast
rural areas have unfolded struQ'gles for land with whatever
primitive arms they can lay their hands on and have violently
shaken the foundation of feudal rule in the country.
Thev
~av~ trampled underfoot all "laws" and "orders" protectin~
he mterests of the landlord class and have overthrown the
rule of the imperialists, local tyrants, evil gentry and patri~rchallandlords in their regions. The revolutionary peasants
10 a number of areas have organized peasants' associations to
collect taxes from the la.ndlords and seize grain and land from
them. They have set up people's courts to try the die-hard
~andlords and evil gentry and punish them, formed themselves
:t~ people's armed forces with bows, arrows, spears and
h~P ured modern weapons to fight against the landlords or
"It back at the troops and police in their campaigns of
suppression".
In all places swept by the storm of peasant
revolut'
.
lOn, t h e slaves of yesterday-the
poor peasants-have
1'lsento their feet.

I
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The Indian reactionaries
are greatly alarmed
surging peasant revolutionary movement which they
"national catastrophe".
They grinded their teeth,
"It's terrible!"
But the Indian revolutionaries and

by the
called a
shouting
all other

revolutionaries in the world declare with joy:
"It's fine !"
Our great leader Chairman Mao Tse.tung pointed out 41
years ago:
"The national revolution requires a great change
in the countryside ... This change is now taking place, and it is
an important factor for the completion of the revolution."
It is likewise with the case of India at present.
In India
today, the feudal system is deep-rooted in the countryside.
The rajahs,
the patriarchal landlords and the bureauora.tcomprador bourgeoisie constitute the main social foundation
of imperialist rule in the country.
The landlord olass cruelly
exploits and oppresses the peasants by means of the feuda.l
Bystem and obstructs social progress in the political, economic.
~..

"...- and cultural fields.

In order to attain liberation, and sooial
it is imperative for the Indian
~<'peasants
to overthrow completely the foundation
of the
reactionary rule and bring about a great change in the

]&-r'r' progress and development,
-;
~/

countryside. .
.
Only by making such a cataclysmic revolution, completely
overthrowing the landlord class, local tyrants and evil gentry,
thoroughly smashing the feudal rule and emancipating the
poverty-stricken
peasants can India'a vast countryside
be
turned into a reliable base area on which the revolutions.ry
forces could depend to grow from strength to strength and from
which all-round victory could be seized eventually.
Only by
bringing about such a great change can the numerous peasants
become an inexhaustible source of the people's armed forces
and become the resolute participants in and supporters of the
people's revolutionary war. ~he road of the Indian revolution
to victory can only be the one pointed out by Mao Tse-tung,
t~
traversed b the Chinese revolution'
that is, under
t e leadership of the proletariat, to boldly arouse the peasants,
build revolutionary rural base areas, wage a protracted armed
struggle, encircle the cities from the countrYl.'ide and finally

I
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seir;ethem, and thus win ultimate nationwide victory.
We
witne~s today th~ development in the Indian people's adv&Dce
on thIS road of vIctory . .'
Th~ vi~or~us growth of the peasants' revolutionary struggle
in IndIa mdlcates a tremendous victory of the proletarian
revolutionary line over the revisionist line within the Indian
Communist Party.
There has existed for a Iona time within
the Indian C. P. a sharp struggle between the t:'o lines which
centres around whether the Indian revolution should follow the
road of the Chinese revolution or the revisionist "parliamentary
road". The renegade Dange group and the revisionists in the
Indian C. P., while opposing and hating the peasants' revolutionary struggle in India, have been doing their utmost to
advoc~te the formation of "non~Congress governments" by
defeatmg the Congress Party in elections. When the peasants'
armed struggle broke out in Naxalbari, the renegade Danae
c1iqu~and the revisionists in the Indian C. p. revealed th~r
ferocIOUSfeatures by serving as hawks and hounds
f th
I d'
0
e
~ Ian reactionaries in cracking down on the peasant revolutIOn. The so-called "non-Congress government" road h
completely bankrupt in India.
as gone
d ~e ' revolutionary forces of the Indian C. P . wh 0 are
~d
to follow the rQad of the Chinese revolution hav~
proclaImed that "the strategy employed by the gteat I ad
Mao T t.
.
e er
.
se- ung IS one whICh the Indian Marxists should adopt"
They
•
. go among the p~asants to propagate as widely as possibile
Chan'man Mao's brilliant tbesis that "political power grow
t
of the b
If"
B ou
' arre 0 a gun.
Once the great, invincible thouaht of
M:800 Ts t
.
0
I d'
e- ung IS grasped by the revolutionary
peasants of
n 180 • the flam es 0 f th elr
' revo I'utlOnary armed struggle will
Surely spread WI
'th' IIIt enslty.
'
Facts have proved th t th
several hund d 'll'
a
e
r
.
re mI IOn peasants in India possess inexhaustible
eVdolutIonarypotentialities and that once they become aw k
ne no
.
a eall;h
power WIll be able to hold them back. They will smash
rOad tl~bamm~lsthat bind them and rush forward along the
I eratIOn.

:0

pea:~~t~,n;le spa~k can start a prairie fire." Let the India.n
eVOlutIOnary storm rage more fiercely.

REBBLLION IS RIGHT

Rebellion Is Right!
[ We publish below the following reply to the show-cause notic
(dated
17. 1. 68) served by the so-called Bangalore Distric
Committee
of the CPI (M) on Comrades S. Ramkrishna an
A. K. Dutt.
-Editorial Board, Liberation.

This reply is a. repudiation

of the revisionist

political lin

pursued by the neo-revisionist clique in the leadership of th
a.p.I. (M), and an exposure of the bureaucratic organizations.
methods adopted by them.
'
CHARGE 1. You are doing propaganda against Part
Programme itself among party members and other sections 0
the'People.
REPLY:
The Party Programme framed by the neo-revi
sionist clique in the C. C. of the C. P. I. (M) contains.numerou
reformist formulations and analyses. We have been wagin
a.n inner-party ideological struggle to refute and repudia
revisionism.
The Party Programme is full of self_contradictions.
confused on fundamental issues and the neo-revisionist chie
tains have deliberately failed to analyse clearly the stage an
character of the Indian revolution, in order to fool and deceiv
the rank and file.
For instance, the Party Programme maintains that Indi
became an "independent"
and "newly liberated" countr
after August 15, 194:7, while at the same time, it characteriz
this so· called "liberation"
as a "transfer of power" (refer
paras 2, 3, 4 and 105).
The Programme also hints that this "independence" w
only formal, while at the same time it attempts to cover u
the comprador character of the Indian big bourgeoisie, t
lackeys of the imperialists.
Para g states:
"The big bourgeoisie compromised
imperialism and agreed that

British finance capital

wit

would
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allowed to continue its plunder, besides its acceptance to become a member of the British Commonwealth."
The colonial
bureaucracy and state apparatus were "kept intact" to suppress the masses and an alliance was made with the feudal
lords. This was "independence" and "liberation" !
The truth is that formal "independence"
was a screen
meant to disguise the real dependence on and rule of imperialism. After the "transfer of power" in 1947 India was
transformed from a colonial country under the direct rule of
imperialism into a semi· colonial country in which imperialism
continues its rule indi~ectly, through its lackeys, the domestic
reactionaries, i. e., the bureaucrat-comprador
bourgeoisie and
the big landlords.
However, the Programme cunningly slurs over the above
facts and states that "despite the transfer of power" in 1947
British imperialists "had hoped to make our independence
formal" but "the course of historical development since then
had been disappointing to the imperialists and their hopes
were belied." (Para 4)
We ask the neo-revisionist chieftains, do they or do they
not want to deliberately distort the facts of history by maintaining that "the course of historical development had been
disappointing to the imperialists?"
Do they not want us to
~elieve that the Indian big bourgeoisie is building up an
mdependent national economy and following an anti-imperialist policy ?
. Let us briefly survey the course of historical development
sI~ce 1947 which has been so "disappointing to the imperialIsts." British imperialism not merely continues to exploit
o.ur country but has increased its investments three to four
tImes since 1947. U. S. imperialism has taken its place as the
new boss, in addition to its number one accomplice, the Soviet
re~isionist clique. The ~ooo and odd collaboration agreements
WIth the imperialists;
the neo-colonialist exploitation and
~o~t~,ol of our country's economy through U. S. imperialist
. aId and loans of over 7 billion dollars (over Rs. 5,000 crores)
Inclu d"lDg the P. L. 480 agreement on foodgrains "aid";
U.S.'

-7

98

LIBERATION

imperialism's direct investments of $ 200 million; the a~tiChina policy followed by the Indian reactionaries in CollusI~n
with and at the dictates of U. S. imperialism and the SOVIet
revisionists'
these are the historical developments which, the
Programme 'claims, have "belied the hopes of the imperialists"
and "have been disappointing to the imperialists !"
.
.
Why are you, neo-revisionists, trying to screen U ..S. I~perIalism's domination and exploitation of our country m allIance
with the Soviet revisionist clique and coyer up the comprador
character of the Indian big bourgeoisie, when already on July
1st , 1950, on the occasion of the 29th Anniversary of the
C. P. C., the C. C. of the C. P. I. had "pledged to umte the
I

entire people of India against Anglo-American imperialism ,and
its Indian stooges 1" (Refer to document entitled "Greetmgs
to Communist Party of China on its 29th Anniversary, July
1st, 1950", as printed in Liberation No.3, Jan. '68)
The counter-revolutionary
Madurai resolution claims that
the Indian big bourgeoisie, which heads the Indian state and
government, is industrial, not comprador in character. If India
is independent and "liberated", and the big bourge~is~e is ~he
decisive force in regard to its conflicts and contradICtIOns WIth
imperialism (which it resolves "by pressure, bargain and
compromise", refer to pa.ra 15, Progr.) as the Programme and
the counter-revolutionary Madurai resolutions maintain, then
how can the present stage of the revolution be characterized
as the stage of People's Democracy 1 Why do you, rleo-revisionists, then not give the slogan for the socialist revolution?
A clear distinction must be made between the two revol!utionary stages, i.e., the national-democrattc
and the socialist
revolution.
You cannot mix up the two revulu.tionary stages.
The socialist revolution is only possible after the nationaldemocratic revolution, which is the necessary preparation for
it. The theory of "accomplishing both at Ol!~ stroke" has
been thoroughly repudiated both in theory and practice by
Chairman Mao Tse-tung and the rich experience of the Great
Chinese Revolution.
You, neo-revisionists, are deliberately
confusing the two distinct ~evolutionary stages in order to
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divert the broad masses of the Indian people and the workingclasS from the struggle against imperialism, feudalism and
bureaucrat-comprador
capitalism, and in order to sabotage
the new-democratic revolution.
The neo-revisionist chieftains are repeating their criminal
error of 1948-49, when under the leadership of B. T. Ranadive
they followed the Trotskyite 'theory of a single revolution' and
sabotaged the agrarian revolution in Telengana jus~ as today
they are attempting to sabotage the agrarian revolution in
Naxalbari.
Then, as today. they slandered the C. P. C.
and totally denied the validity of Comrade Mao Tse-tung's
brilliant exposition of the character and stages of the revolution in the colonial and semi-colonial countries' as expounded.
in his great masterpiece,
On New Democracy. ( Refer to
Liberation 3, "Pages From Party History." )
You, neo-revisionists, are opposed to revolution and Mao
Tse-tung's Thought and have no faith in the masses. You
have become tools of the imperialists.
You are hankering
after ministerial posts and always looking for new ways of
serving your masters. That is also why you have betrayed the
revolutionary armed struggle of the Naxalbari peasants where,
in the garb of the U. F. Ministry of West Bengal you have
unleashed brutal massacres using the military machine of the
reactionary classes, in the name of maintaining "law and
order."
The stage and character of our revolution is similar to that
of pre-liberated China. But the neo-revisionist chieftains deny
today that India's road is China's road, even though, after
their betrayal of the Telengana armed struggle, the C. C. of
the CPI were forced to admit ( however hypocritically) that
"The brave fighters of Telengana, Andhra, Mymensingh. etc.,
have already shown that the Chinese path is the path for India
also. The Central Committee is sure that following this path
tb.e Indian people can defeat the diabolical plans of AngloAmerican imperialism to make India its base of aggression
against the Soviet Union and China as well as of intervention
against the peoples of South-East -Asia, liberate their country
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from the imperialist grip and establish People's Democracy.'
(Refer to the above "Greetings to the CPC", July '50).
We, the revolutionaries in the CPI (M), maintain that th&
Indian revolution must take the road of relying on th
peasants, establishing rural base areas, persisting in protracted
armed struggle and using the countryside to encircle and
finally capture the cities. This is Mao Tse-tung's road and th&
road of Naxalbari.
Instead, you, neo-revisionists, preach "peaceful transition"
and bourgeois parliamentarism.
The notorious para 113 of
the Programme has often been quoted by the neo-revisionist
chieftains in defence of their opportunist tactics i.e., "the establishment of peoples democracy and socialist transformation
by peacef\ll means." To preach the possibility of "peaceful
transition" to socialism is nothing but creating illusions among
the masses and ranks and ideologically disarming them, no
matter how much is said about bearing in mind "th~t the
ruling classes never relinquish their power voluntarily."
History has no precedent of your counter-revolutionary road
of "peaceful transition" to socialism. And yet you neo-revi.
sionists, want the party to "strive to achieve the establishment
of people's democracy and socialist transformation by peaceful

means" !
Lenin said: "An oppressed class which does not strive tolearn to use arms, to acquire arms, only deserves to be treated
like slaves. We cannot, unless we have become bourgeois
pacifists or opportunists, forget that we are living in a class
society from which there is no way out, nor can there be, save
through class struggle. In every class society, whether based
on slavery, serfdom, or, as at present, on wage labour, the
oppressor class is always armed. Our slogan must be arming
of the proletariat to defeat, expropriate and disarm the bourgeoisie."
(Military Programme of Proletarian Revolution)
Comrade Mao Tse-tung teaches us : "The seizure of power
by armed force, the settlement of the issue by war, is the
central task and the highest form of revolution.
This Marxist-
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Leninist principl~ of revolution holds good universally, for
China and for all other countries."
We, revolutionaries of the C. p. 1. (M), firmly reject the
possibility of "peaceful transition" as stated in the Programme
and hold that "political power grows out of the barrel of a
gun." Only through armed struggle can the proletariat seize
power and establish a people's democracy, i.e., a new-democratic
state under "the joint dictatorship of several anti-imperialist
classes" ( Mao Tse.tung ), led by the proletariat.
The Programme revises. the Marxist-Leninist concept of
suffrage and parliamentary democracy as instruments of bourgeois rule and claims that they "can serve as instruments of the
people in their struggle for democracy, for defence of their
interests." (Para 71).
Lenin says in State and Revolution:
"We must also
note that Engels is most definite in calling universal suffrage
an instrument of bourgeois rule. Universal suffrage, he says,
'is the guage of the maturity of the working class. It cannot
and never will be anything more in the present-day state.' "
What is parliament?
How should revolutionaries make
use of the bourgeois parliament? Lenin said:
"To decide once in every few years which member of the
ruling class is to repress and crush the people through parliament-tha t is the real essence of bourgeois parliamentarism ...
the real business of "state" is performed behind the scenes and
is carried on by the departments, chancelleries and General
Staffs. Parliament itself is given up to talk for the special
purpose of fooling the "common people".

(State and Revolution)
Our revolutionary task is to participate in parliament in
order to expose the real essence of bourgeois parliamentarism
to the masses, not to build further illusions by babbling trash
about "parliamentary struggles" and the formation of parliamentary ministries which will give "great fillip to the revolut·
lOnary movement of the working people" (Para 112); nor to
Use parliament for the purpose of "bringing into existence
governments pledged to carry out a modest programme of
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gIvmg immediate relief to the people." (Para Il2).
reformist formulation has been often quoted to defend the n
revisionists' participation in the "non-Congress coalition min'
tries" of Bengal and Kerala, which have served as screens tc.
mask the rule of the imperialists and reactionaries.
Lenin said:
"Revolutien
enlightens aU classes with ,
rapidity and thoroughness unknown in normal peaceful time~
The capitalists, better organized and more experienced tha.n
anybody else in the affairs of class struggle and politics, learn
their lesson faster than the others.
Perceiving th.at the
position of the government was untenable, they resorted to,
method which for many decades, ever since 1848, has been
practised by the capitalists of other cO~llltries in order to
fool, divide and weaken the workers. This method is what is
known as a coalition government, that is, a joint cabinet
members of the bourgeoisie and the renegades from socialism."

or

(Lessons of the Revolution)
Facts have shown that the Kerala and Bengal Coalition
ministries set up within the framework of bourgeois parliamen.
tary democracy have only held back the revolutionary movement, and served as tools to protect the 'interests of the exploiters. The betrayal of the Naxalbari peasant revolt is the
outstanding example.
The central problem of every revolution is the seizure of
state power and the smashing of the state machinery.
The
main components of state power are the army aBd the police.
Without the seizure of power by armed struggle and the
smashing of the state machine of the landlords and capitalists,
th~re can be no people's power of any sort.
The programme slurs over the basic question of seizure of
power by the proletariat and how it is to be achieved, i.e.,
the tactical line, except vague and ambiguous terms like
"parliamentary
and extra-parliamentary
struggles" and, t~e
need "to face up to all contingencies, to any twist and turn I
the political life", which is meant, on the one hand, to rleceiv
the revolutionaries and the masses into believing that "extr
parliamentary struggle" includes armed struggle, while, on th

other, to assure the reactionaries that the neo-revisionist chieftains would limit the struggles of the working-class within the
bourgeois constitution and legality
On the question of the. right of nations to self-determination
the Programme adopts the reformist slogan of "autonomy".
It shows great keeness to defend the annexations of the Indian
bourgeoisie and denies the oppressed nationalities and national
minorities their right to self-determination.
It claims that
"widest autonomy" is sufficient. This is how the neo-revision• ist chieftains defend the interests of their masters, the Indian
reactionaries and the imperialists, and betray the liberation
movements of the oppressed nationalities
who are waging
armed struggle against the reactionaries.
However, the Party Programme, which contains

numerous

revisionist formulations, also has a revolutionary
aspect.
Para 97 correctly analyses (and we fully concur with th~s
analysis) the agrarian revolution as "the axis of the de~ocratic
revolution", and declares that "any failure to grasp Its full
significance and import is to miss the very essence of the
democratic revolution."
The neo-revisionist chieftains were
forced to include this aspect in order to keep up the revolu.
tionary pretence.
When the revolutionaries put into practice
this aspect of the programme the neo-revisionist chieftains
were immediately unmasked.
This revolutionary aspect of the
Programme was clearly made to serve as a mask by the neorevisionist chieftains to hide their renegade features.
The
revolutionary armed struggle of the Naxalbari peasants led by
the revolutionaries of the C. P. 1. (M) has heralded this very
agrarian revolution.
The neo-revisionist chieftains, who are
the tools of the reactionaries and the imperialists, were forced
to reveal their real renegade features when they treacherously
betrayed the agrarian revolution at Naxalbari in order to
save the class rule of the reactionaries and to save their own
skin and ministerial jobs.
It is the nee-revisionist chieftains, who talk so piously of
the "sanctity" of the Party Programme, who have in practice
opposed and betrayed the basic revolutionary aspect of the
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Programme while carrying out its numerous revisionist formulations to the letter. And these renegades charge us with
carrying out propaganda against the Programme!
These are only some of the basic points which show conclusively that the neo-revisionist Programme adopted at the
7th Congress at Calcutta in '64, is the theoretical basis of the
neo-revisionist chieftains' policy of class collaboration and
betrayal of the proletariat.
The Programme was adopted without proper discussion
among the ranks. It was therefore initially accepted by the
unsuspecting ranks who were deceived by the revolutionary
phrase-mongering and promises of the neo-revisionist chieftains.
But teday there is a great awakening among the ranks who
are inspired and led by Mao Tse.tung's Thought.
Nothing is
accepted unconditionally without criticism. Modern revisionism
will inevitably be swept away by the revolutionary ideology of
Marxism-Leninism.
which, in our era, is Mao Tse-tung's
Thought.
For three years the neo-revisionist
chieft~ins evaded
discussion on the international ideological controversy with
various excuses, such as "prep~ring for the general elections"
and "forming the U. F. Ministries."
But after the publication
of the counter-revolutionary anti-China Madurai resolutions
they were forced to come out as the defenders of Khruschov
revisionism, in spite of their "centrist" posture.
Charge 2. You are slandering the provincial leadership and
thus trying to bring down the prestige among the
ranks.

Reply:

This provincial leadersbip and the neo-revisionist
clique in the C. C. are birds of the same feather.
The P. C. can only act as lackeys of the neo-revisionists in the C. C. and share the spoils with them.
Their prestige among the ranks and people is so low
that no amount of slander could make an appreciable difference.
This charge is frivolous.
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Charge 3. You have gone to Shimoga without permission of
the D. C. and have distributed some leaflets among
the peasantry without the permission of the P. C.
and D. C. in Shirnoga.
Reply:
We have distributed copies of the Declaration of the
Revolutionaries of the C. P. 1. (M) (in Kannada)
among rank a.nd file members without permission of
the P. C. and D. C. in Shimoga District.
We have
called upon all the revolutionaries of the C.P.I. (M)
in Karnataka to openly repudiate the neo-revisionist
clique and openly to join hands with us who are
striving to build a genuine communist party in our
country.
We did not require the permission of the P. C.
and Shimoga D.C. to do this for these committees
are controlled by the neo-revisionists who are
opposed to revolution.
Comrade Mao Tse-tung teaches us:
"All
erroneous leadership that endangers the revolution
should not be accepted unconditionally but should
be resisted resolutely."
A party leadership which has betrayed MarxismLeninism and is following a counter-revolutionary
political line cannot impose its discipline.
Marxism-Leninism holds that political correctness and correctness in principle are the prerequisites for organizational subordination.
The proletariat's organizational line must be subordinated to
its political line.
How is the iron discipline of the proletariat
maintained?
Lenin formulated three conditions:
"(1) by the class consciousness of the proletarian
vanguard (i.e., the Communist Party) and by its
devotion to the proletariat;
(2) by its close contact
... primarily with the proletariat,
but also with the
non-proletarian masses of working people;
(3) by
the correctness of the political leadership exercised
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March/April '67. The ranks have no gre!Ltfascination for the so-called "general elections" but the

correct."
None of the above conditions are fulfilled by
you, neo-revisionist "leaders". Therefore, you cannot
impose discipline and any such attempts must end

p. C. had selected an unworthy

tion. The party leadership has betrayed revolution.
We must 'resolutely rebel against those party
committees and "leaders" who oppose revolution.
We must never be slavish to the neo-revisionists.
We must resolutely uphold the revolutionary line,
Mao Tse.tung's Thought and the path of Naxalbari
and expose and repudiate the treacherous political
line of the neo·revisionist chieftains who talk -of
"organizational
discipline'" while sacrificing the
political principles of the proletariat.
Charge 4. You have issued a statement to the press which has
appeared in Kannada Prabha (6. I. 68) in violation
of all party norms and programme.
This is a lie. We have not issued the statement to
the press which appeared in Kannada Prabha or any
other daily. We are not after cheap advertisements
in the bourgeois press like many of you, neorevisionists.
Charge 5. You are not pd.rticipating iIi any of the D. C. activities like collection of party funds, P. C. funds,
attending branch meeting, party meeting, procesReply:
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by this vanguarci ... provided the broad masses have
seen, from their own experience that they are

in grimacing, as Lenin observed.
The supreme principle for communists is revolu-

Reply:

REBELLION

sion etc.
For a long time the party ranks in Bangalore have
been rebelling against the revisionist political line
and bureaucratic organizational forms followed by
the Karnataka P. C.
The rebellion of the ranks against the P.C. came
to a climax on the question of the selection of a.
candidate for the so-called "general elections" in

candidate, without
taking into accou~t the opinion of the ranks. The
ranks and a section of the D.C. then openly revolted
and refused to accept the P.Co's candidate. The Polit
Bureau was forced to intervene and tried to save the
, face of their lackeys. But finding that the ranks could
not be tamed by threats the Polit Bureau endorsed
the candidate supported by the ranks. Then the
rank~ and a section of the D.C. boldly exposed the
bureaucratic methods and· corrupt practices of the
Provincial leadership and demanded the immediate
implementation of inner-party democracy. At the
same time the workers of the Hotel Workers Union
also rebelled against the corrupt and bureaucraticleadership
of the present 'ad-hoc'
Organizing
Committee secretary, and presented memorandums
to that effect to the neo-rev-isionist chieftains
Sundarraya and A.K. Gopalan. Fearing that iihe
"leaders" would be overthrown, the P.C. dissolved
the elected D.C. and installed in its place their
docile tools, the
present
'ad-hoc' Organizing
Committee. This was done with the knowledge and
approval of the Polit Bureau.
The various resolutions condemning this bureaucratic centralization
were ignored. Sundarayya
refused to meet both the party rank and file and the
hotel workers. "Disciplinary actions" were taken,
but at DO stage were the concerned members allowed
to be heard in person when "disciplinary action"
was taken against them.
This was the kind of organizational slavery
which the neo-revisionist "leaders" tried to enforce
on the rank and file.
Ignoring the numerous resolutions of protest
:-.gainst this autocratic act, the 'ad-hoc' clique imme-
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is correlative with centralism and freedom with discipline. They are two opposites of a single entity,
contradictory
as well as united, and we should
not one-sidedly emphasize one· to the denial of the
other. The unity of democracy and centralism, of

diate]y dissolved all the branches.
Our branch, the
Teachers' and Students' Branch submitted a resolution to the C. C. charging the P. C. with promoting
factionalism in the name of enforcing "discipline."
.Many other branches also submitted
resolutions

freedom and discipline,

protesting against the "disciplinary actions" and
refusing to recognise the illegal 'l;td-hoc' clique.
The P. C. had first appointed the 'ad-hoc' Organizing Committee for 6 months. But this clique
is now continuing in office for s,bout a year without
holding the District Conference and are now calling
themselves the "Bangalore D. C."
In this arbitrary manner, by crushing inner
party democracy, the neo-revisionist clique in the
P. C. had hoped to crush the revolt of the rank and
file.
But the rank and file in Bangalore have
thoroughly exposed and repudiated both the P. C.
and their tools, the 'ad-hoc' D. C,
You, neo-revisionists, have been using the threat
of expulsion to blackmail revolutionary comrades
who have rebelled against your revisionist political
line and organizational slavery not only in Bangalore
but all over India. And everywhere you have met
with resolute resistance and were forced finally to
admit defeat.
Comrade .Mao Tse-tung teaches us that the
many truths of Marxism-Leninism can be reduced to
"the right to rebeL" We, the revolutionary ranks
in Bangalore, have learnt this profound truth from
our own experience and struggles against you, neorevisionists.
You, neo-revisionists, claim that you are practising democratic centralism.
But when the ranks
demand inner party democracy and the right to
criticize, you say that this is anarchism.
But how
can there be correct centralization without democracy?
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constitutes

our democratic

centralism."
This is the correct relationship between democracy and centralism, but how can we expect revisionists to understand
revolutionary dialectics?
The neo-revisionist
bureaucratic
organizational
methods are derived from their revisionist political
line. Their organizational forms are meant to suit
a legal bourgeois parliamentary party, not the party
of the revolutionary

proletariat.

Charge 6. You are cyclostyling some material
am.ng party members and others.
Reply:

To propagate revolutionary

and distributing

ideol~gy is the duty of •

all true communists.
Charge 7. You

are

having

contact

with

expelled

party

members.
Reply:

We have contact with the revolutionaries of the
C. p. 1. (M) and we also want to have more contact
with all revolutionaries.
The International
Communist Movement has
expelled the neo-revisionist
chieftains,
whereas
we, the revolutionaries of the C. P. 1. (M) are a
part of the International Communist Movement.

1'HB PRINCIPAL CONTRADICT10N

The Principal Contradiction
In The World Today
.A Refutation of the CPI (M) Central Committee's Madurai
. IDraft Resolution on the Issoe of Contradictio~s
Chairman Mao has said:
" .. .in studying any complex
method in which there are two or more contradictions, we must
devote every effort to finding its principal contradiction.
Once this principal contradiction is grasped, all problems can
be readily resolved."
And:
"There are many contradictions
in the process of development of a complex thing, and one of
-them is necessarily the principal contradiction whose existence
and development determines the existence and development of
the other contradictions."
The Madurai Draft betrays

the C. Co's revisionist under-

fstanding of the nature of contradictions.
.
The neo.revisionists have failed to understand the Impor-tance of grasping the principal contradiction in the world
today. The neo-revisionists have also failed to understa~d
that the principal contradiction is not fixed or permanent.;. In
a different situation the contradictions can change posItIOn.
In the solving of any problem where there are tw~ ~r m~re
contradictions the vital and primary task is to dIstIngUIsh
cle;:trly the principal contradiction fr.OI~the other n~n~principal
contradictions, because it is "the prInCIpal contradICtIOn whose
existence and development determines the existence and
development of other contradictions."
What is the principal contradiction in the world today ~
The neo-revisionists have no answer to this question. A flood
of sophistry covers up their ignorance of dialectics. There are
four fundamental contradictions in the world today:
the
contradiction between the socialist camp and the imperialist
-camp; the contradiction between the proletariat and the

III

bourgeoisie in the capitalist
countries;
the contradiction
between the oppressed nations and imperialism;
and the contradictions among imperialist countries and among monopoly
oapitalist groups.
Of the four fundamental contradictions in the world today.
onl:¥,one can be the principal contradiction which will determine the existence and development of the others, although
these four fundamental contradictions are inter-related and
influence each other. The Soviet revisionists hola that the
~ontradiction between the socialist camp and the imperialist
{lamp is the sharpest of all the contradictions and, hence, the
principltl contradiction in the world today. They also hold '"
that the contradiction between the socialist camp and the
imperialist camp can be resolved by peaceful economic com-petition and peaceful co-existence. The other fundamental
world contradictions will also automatically disappear with the
-disappearance of the contradiction
between the camps of
socialism and imperialism and a new "world without wars an?
all-round co-operation" will appear.
They also maintain that
-through peaceful competition etc. imperialism will collapse of
itself and hence there is neither necessity nor justiication for
the oppressed peoples to wage wars of liberation against
imperialism.
The position of the neo-revosionists on the question of the
-principal contradiction in the world today is fundamentally the
same and their sophistry and confused verbiage is only an
attempt
to disguise this position. They maintain that the
contradiction between the socialist camp and the imperialist
camp remains the principal or "central contradiction of our
time" and, that in our epoch the international socialist system
is becoming the decisive factor in determining the course of
world development."
At the same time they try to deceive
the revolutionaries in the party by asserting that, "Notwithstanding the fact that it is so ( i.e., the central contradiction
is the one between the socialist camp and the imperialist
{lamp), the one (contradiction) between the imperialists and
~ppressed nations has got accentuated and assl1med the acutest
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form, ... and the intensification of this contradiction
is, of
course, influencing the course of all other contradictions, their
growth and development."
Wl1at a momentous discovery!
This is, indeed, "turning
dialectics into the meanest and basest sophistry", as Lenin had
described the weighty pronouncements of the revisionists of
the Second International.
It is obvious to us all that the intensification of anyone of
the four fundamental contradictions will influence the course,
development and growth of all other contradictions.
If the·
neo-revisionists of the C.C. were really to refute the standpoint
of the Soviet revisionists they would have to assert unequivocally that the contradiction between the imperialists and
tlte oppressed nations of Africa, Asia and Latin America, does
not merely influence the growth and development of the other
fundamental contr'l.dictions in the world today, but that it is.
the existence and development of this contradiction which
determines
the growth and development
of the other'
fundamental
contradictions.
In short, this contradiction
between the imperialists led by the U.S. and the revolutionary
peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America is the principal
contradiction in the world today.
And, hence, it is the
development of this contradiction that is determining thedevelopment of the struggle of the world's peoples against U.S.
imperialism and the reactionaries of all countries.
Why is the contradiction between the revolutionary peoples
of Asia, Africa and Latin America and the imperialists headed
by the U.S. the principal contradiction in the world today?
The victory of the Great Chinese Revolution brought about.
s. fundamental change in the world balance of forces, in the
struggle between world imperialism and the oppressed peoples.
This victory "breached imperialism in the East" and gave a
great impetus "to the national liberation struggles in Asia,
Africa and Latin America which entered a new historical
period."
After World War II, U. S. imperialism has become the
biggest international exploiter.
It is the main force of war
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and aggression in the world today, and the most ferocious
enemy of the peoples of all countries. The Soviet revisionists
are U. S. imperialism's main ally in its scheme of domination
and plunder of the world.
U. S. imperialism's main targets of exploitation and aggression are the colonial and semi-colonial countries of Asia,
Africa and Latin America. Hence, the main arena of struggle
against imperialism headed by the U. S. is in Asia, Africa, and
. Latin America, the storm-centres of revolution today. The
national liberation revolutions in these continents, whose focal
point is the heroic war of liberation waged by the Vietnamese
people against U. S. imperialist aggression, are the most important forces dealing direct and mortal blows at U. S. imperialism and i.s lackeys. Today the revolutionary peoples of
Asia, Africa and Latin America, who form the vast majority
of the world's population, are undermining the foundations of
the rule of imperialism and colonialism by waging people's war
under the guidance of Mao Tse-tung's thought.
Since World War II, advancing wave upon wave, the
national liberation struggles of the peoples of China, Korea.,
Vietnam, Laos, Cuba, Indonesia, Philippines, Burma, Thailand,
Algeria, Tanzania, South Yemen and other countries, have
developed into an irresistible and invincible revolutionary
force which is sweeping U. S.-led imperialism into the dustbin
of history.
The contradictions in the contemporary world are concen- atrated in Asia, Africa and Latin America. The contradiction
between the oppressed. peoples and the imperialists, between
the peasantry and feudalism, bet/ween the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie, the contradictions among the imperialists themselves and between the imperialists and the socialist countries
are all concentrated here. Therefore, as Comrade Lin Piao
says, "in the final analysis, the whole cause of the world
revolution hinges on the revolutionary struggles of Asian,
African and Latin American countries who make up the
overwhelming majority of the world's population."
(Long
Live The Victory Of People's War). Hence, it is the develop-
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ment of the national liberation struggles of the oppressed
peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America under the guidance
of Mao Tse-tung's thought, which is determining the course
of devolopment of the world revolution today.
Materialist dialectics holds that, "The fundamental cause of
development of a thing is not external but internal; it lies in
the contradictoriness within the thing."
(Mao Tse-tung, On
Contradiction).
Therefore, the fundamental
cause of the
collapse of imperialism must be found in the development of
its internal contradictions.
The development of the external
contradiction i.e., the contradiction between the socialist camp
and the imperialist camp, although it is very sharp, can only
influence and bring about favourable conditions for the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed peoples. It is the development and intensification of the principal contradiction with
the imperialist
camp, Le., the contradiction between the
oppressed nations and the imperialists led by the U. S., which
is the fundamental cause for the collapse of imperialism and
the further development of th'e socialist camp.
The superiority of the socialist system and its achievements
in construction C'Lninspire but never replace the revolutionary
struggles of the oppressed peoples and nations. The oppressed
peoples can win liberation only through their own revolutionary struggle. The liberation of the masses is achieved by the
masses themselves.
This is a fundamental truth of MarxismLeninism.
That is why, the contradiction between the oppressed nations and the U. S. imperialists cannot be resolved through the
peaceful economic competition between the socialist and imperialist countries. This contradiction can only be resolved
by the revolutionary struggles ,of the oppressed peoples, which
must inevitably lead to the fina.l collapse of imperialism.
Comrade Lin Piao has said :
"At present, the main battlefield of the fierce struggle
between the people of the world on the one side and U. S.
imperialism and its lackeys on the other is the vast area of
Asia, Africa and Latin America.
[n the world as a whole, this
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isthe area where the people suffer worst from imperialist
oppression and where imperialist rule is most vulnera ble. Since
WorldWar II, revolutionary storms have been rising in this
area, and today they have become the most important force
directly pounding
U. S. imperialism.
The contradiction
between the revolutionary peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin
America and the imperialists headed by the United States is
-the principal contradiction in the contemporary world. The
development of this contradiction is promoting the struggle of
the people of the whole world against U. S. imperialism and
its lackeys." (Long Live The Victory of People's War)
Why are the neo-revisionists deliberately confusing the
issueof the principal contradiction in the world today 1 .Why
dothey side with the Soviet revisionists and maintain that the
contradictions between the socialist camp and the imperialist
camp is the central or the principal one in the world today 1
. The ~eason is that the neo-revisionists are opposed to
people's war and revolution. They have no faith in the masses
a.ndare afraid of U. S. imperialism.
That is why, they maintain that India is an "independent"
and "newly liberated"
country and praise the Indian "bureaucrat-comprador"
bourgeoisie, the lackeys of U. S. imperialism, in a sly' attempt to
cover up the neo-colonialist aggression of U. S. imperialism
against our country.
Finally, with this Madurai document, they hope to succeed
in continuing to deceive the revolutionaries in the party, by
pretending to side with the general line of the C.P.C. on certain
issues while on the basic, fundamental issues they support and
follow the line of Khruschov revisionists, as the neo-revisionist
standpoint on the issue of thE'l fundamental contradictions in
the world today clearly demonstrates.

VNITY IN ACTION

"Unity in Action" With WhomRevolutionary People or the
Revisionist Clique ?
-Parlha Choudhury

"D' Isgulse
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counter-revolutIOnaries",

said Mao Tse-tung,

"conceal their true features by giving a false impression. But
since they oppose the revolution, it is impossible for them to
cover up their true features completely." The desperate
attempts Ranadivet Sundarayya, Namboodiripad, Jyoti Basu
and Co. are making to conceal their true features remind us
of these words of Comrade Mao Tse-tung. The CPI (M)
Central Committee's Draft for the Ideological Discussion and
the long. series of articles in its defence represent a pitiful
attempt on the part of their authors to conceal their true
features by prostituting
Marxism as they have ever been
doing. This attempt to hoodwink
Parly comrades with
Marxist catcllwords is quite in keeping with their historic role
as tools of the imperialist-feudal-comprador
combine in
opposing the tide of revolution that has set in.
The Draft seems to be an exercise in abstract theorising
which, while criticising the revisionists' stand on ideological
issues as a sort of mistake or deviation, lashes out at the great
Communist Party of China for its alleged anti-Marxist stand
on the issue of "Unity in action" and for its "interference"
in the affairs of the Indian Party. The lengthy articles in
defence of .the Draft are even more rabid in their attacks
against the CPC (though they carefully refrain from mentioning the CPC) and other Marxist-Leninist
Parties and
Groups, which oppose the revisionist
slogan. It is not
accidental that neither the Draft nor the seemingly endless
articles do anywhere mention that the thought of Mao Tse-tung
is the Marxism-Leninism of our era-the era when imperia-
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]ism is heading towards collapse and proletarian revolution
is on the eve of its final victory-just
as Leninism was the .
Marxism of the era of imperialism and proletarian revolutions.
Nor do they anywhere acknowledge the leading role of Mao /
Tse-tung's Party in the World Communist movement of today.
How can a bunch of opportunists declare unequivocally as
fnver Hoxha did at the Fifth Congress of the Albanian Party
of Labour in November, 1966 ?
"The PLA (Albanian Party of Labour) thinks that all the
parties and Marxist-Leninist forces, as equal and independent, must closely unite with the Communist Party of China
and the People's Republic of China to form an iron block
against which our enemies would break their heads. We
do not care at all for the slanders of the revisionists and
their imperialists that by. joining China we became her
'satellite' and lost 'independence'."
It will be our purpose to show by analysing the arguments
-of this miserable bunch of counter-revolutionaries-the
arguments in defence of the revisionists' slogan of "unity in
action"-that
while pretending to accept Lenin's teachings in
the abstract, thcy actually repudiate them in the concrete.
Ranadive, Sundarayya, Namboodiripad, Basavapunniah and
Co. have now joined in the world-wide revisionist chorus
Clamouring for "unity in action" between Marxist-Leninists
and revisionists for the ostensible purpose of lending support
to the heroic struggle of the Vietnamese people against U.S.
imperialism.
What are the arguments these neo-revisionists put forward
to justify the revisionist slogan of ' unity in action ?'
"The stark reality, today," these "Marxists" lament, "is that
the small socialist republic of North Vietnam, together with
its patriotic fighters in South Vietnam, is fighting alone against
U.S. aggression and is making unheard of sacrifi~
notwithstanding the fact that she is a member of the world socialist
camp which has become a formidable f~rce in the present era."
~Italics ours). Pointing out that the slogan of unity in action
IS not "an immediate and practicable one," the Draft continues;

lIS

"But the freedom-lovers and proletarian revolutionaries of the
whole world are extremely concerned and agitated over the
brutal and fascist war on the Vietnamese people and deSirt
united action by the socialist States, particularly the Soviet
Union and China, so that the aggressors might be speedily
driven out and peace restored in Vietnam. Our Party cannot
but share this legitimate urge of the people, all over the world,
and eagerly look for such a heartening development as Soon
as possible". (Italics ours).
Then the Draft mentions the conditions that must the
fulfilled if "unity in action" is to be forged. First, there must
exist minimum mutual confidence between the Chinese and
Soviet leaders as "the unity in action proposed in this concrete
case is nothing short of military action with its own serious
cons.equences." Second, the Soviet leaders "will have to
abandon the facile notion of maintaining world peace in colla.
boration with the most aggressive U. S. imperialists."
Both
these conditions, the Draft notes, are absent at present. Yet,
the C.C. of the CPI (M) "cannot subscribe to the view that the
slogan of unity in action in principle is wrong, since it advocates
unity in action between the revisionist leaders of the CPSU
and the Marxist-Leninist leaders of the CPC, since the contra·
diction between revisionism and Marxism-Leninism is by nature
antagonistic, and such united action is impermissible." (Italics
ours)
Then follows a homily on how to buIld up a united front
and how to avoid the mistake of not distinguishing between
the Soviet leaders and the masses behind them. These "MarxistLeninist" warriors battling against revisionisJ;D, on the one
hand, and dogmatism and left sectarianism, on the other,
point out that "the very concepts of united front, united
action, etc., advocated by communists presuppose
action
against a common enemy, at a particular stage of development,
together with several other classes and parties with whom the
proletariat has its contradictions, at times."
About thirty columns of the precious pages of People'S
Democracy have been devoted to answering critics who oppo
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this slogan. Most of the space has been taken up in elaborating
the sermon on the united front and on the necessity of rescuing
the Soviet people from the clutches of the revisionists by
developing the class struggle and waging a real, not .,erbal,
struggle against U.S. imperialism. Not only Comrade Lenin
but Comrade Dimitrov also has been invoked to defend the
slogan of "unity in action." Quite a lengthy extract from
Comrade Dimitrov's report to the Seventh Congress of the
Communist International has been given.
At the same time sly attempts have been made in an article
in defence of the Draft to represent the Soviet Union as
playing today a genuine anti-imperialist role in Vietnam.
The article says: "It should also be noted that our critics'
estimate of the role which the Soviet Union is playing in Vietnam at present in distinction from the past, does not
tally with the estimate of the leaders of Vietnam." (People'~
Democracy), February 18, 1968. After quoting from a
message of Comrade Ho Chi Minh and other Vietnamese
leaders to the Soviet Party and Government on the occasion
of the 50th Anniversary of the October Revolution to prove
th~t the Soviet revisionist clique is rendering valuable assistance
to Vietnam, it jumps to the conclusion: "they (the Vietnamese
leaders) clearly indicate that a united action of the entire
socialist camp will be of tremendous help to them." (Ibid)
In the message itself there is not a single word about 'the
socialist camp' or about 'united action.' This utterly dishonest
conclusion which the Ranadives seek to force on unsuspecting.
comrade~ is part of the trickery they have played too long.
They have also invoked Kim II Sung, who said: "Even those
who once took to revisionism have found it hardly possible
to hold out before the world public opinion without supporting
the Vietnamese people. This is a good thing, by no means
bad, ... There may be some who condemn the U.S. imperialist
aggression and support Vietnamese people in order to make
up for their past mistakes which they repent [who ate those
repentant sinners ?], others may join in the anti-imperialist
struggle, though reluctantly, under pressure from their own
people and the peoples throughout the world, although their
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fundamental position remains unchanged. But whatever their
motives, it is necessary to enlist all these forces in the joint
anti-imperialist struggle."
Does the "joint anti-imperialist struggle" proposed by Kim
11Sung mean joint "military action" which the Draft envisages.
If so, what about the two minimum conditions which, according to the Draft, needed to be fulfilled before there was any
practical possibility of such struggle-the
minimum mutual
confidence between the Chinese and the Soviet leaders, the
basis of which, the Draft says, the Soviet leaders had destroyed,
and the Soviet leaders' abandonment of the policy of collaboration with the U.S. imperialists? Did the Ranadives forget
these conditions of theirs when they approvingly quoted Kim
11Sung?
But with 'deadly' sarcasm they wrote: "We hope our critics
will not ascribe to the Korean leader a lack of desire to resist
American imperialism or think that he has fallen victim to the
cunning change of tactics of the revisionists."
In this connection we cannot but refer to the following
formulation of Kim Il Sung's included in his report to the
Korean Party in October, 1966 :
"In our society ( in North Korea) there exist no socio-economic and material sources for the emergence of outdated
ideas ... One may commit a leftist error if one emphasizes class
struggle only ... forgetting that the alliance of the working class,
peasantry, and intellectuals constitutes the basis for social
relations under socialism ... this may cause unrest in society."
It is an astounding statement from the leader of a country half
of which is administered by stooges of U. S. imperialism and
occupied by fifty thousand American troops and where the
American way of life flourishes. "Consequently," Progressive
Labour observed, "this point of view obliterates the dictatorship of the proletariat,
and prevents class struggle against
old and new bourgeois forces because of the fear of 'unrest'
-a nice cozy estimate in which the stage is set for the restoration of capitalism." ("Road to Revolution-II",
Progressive
Labour, February-March, 1967).
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We have digressed.
Let us now return to Ranadive,
-Sundarayya, Namboodiripad,
Basavapunniah and Co. In
the Draft they admit that the slogan of "unity in action"
is not "an immediate and practicable one" but they put
up a brave fight for 'a true Marxist-Leninist
principle'
which the CPC and other Marxist-Leninist Parties and Groups
are supposed to oppose.
But in the articles, the ideal
seems capable of realization now and they convey the impression that what prevents it is "the sectarian and disruptive
outlook," "the extra-Left stand", the anti-Leninist policy,
the ignorance of the ABC of Marxism and the factional motives
of those who oppose the slogan.
Let us first take up the question of building up a united
front against U. S. imperialism. Our "Marxist"
warriors
maintain that the Soviet leaders, though revisionist, should
be welcomed as a member of the front. Profuse quotations
from Lenin and Dimitrov are offered in support of their view.
The principle that they state is unquestionable but what is
pernicious is the manner in which this Leninist principle is
prostituted in the interests of the revisionists. The working
class and its party should build up a united front against a
common enemy with classes and parties with which it has at
least a temporary identity of interests. In the thirties, when
fascism was emerging, there was such a basis for a partial
and temporary unity between the working class and other
elasses including a large section of the bourgeoisie-the classes
which were all threatened by the rise of fascism.
"During World War II", to quote from "Road to Revolution-II", Progressive Labour of February-March,
1967, "the
Soyiet Union was in alliance with the U. S. Both wanted the
defeat of Hitler but each for a different reason. Since the
defeat of Hitler was critical for mankind's progress to socialism, there was a basis for partial and temporary unity. And
the result was that the socialist revolution did advance.
"But in the case of Vietnam, things are quite the opposite.
Both the Soviet Union and the U. S. want the revolution
crushed now! Therefore, there is no basis for partial and
temporary unity with the revisionists."
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several other East European states. To quote again from
Road to Revolution-II, "The Soviet Union has changed from
being a country whose means of production were owned by
the working people to one controlled and owned by a new
exploiting class whose origins are in the former managerialtechnical-professional strata. Profit-the
private appropriation of the society's economic surplus-has replaced planning.
the economy for the benefit of the workers. Profit has been r
brought,to the fore in all aspects of the Soviet economy."
\

In its letter of March 22, 1966, the Central Committee of
the CPC wrote to the Central Committee of the CPSU :
"Despite the tricks you have been playing to deceive people~
you are pursuing U. S.-Soviet collaboration for the domination of the world with your whole heart and soul. In mouthing
a few words against U. S. imperialism and in making a show of
su~porting anti-imperialist struggles, you are conducting only
mmor attacks on U. S. imperialism while rendering it major
help .... Your clamour for 'united action,' especially on the
Vietnam question, is nothing but a trap for the purpose pf
deceiving the Soviet people and the revolutionary people of
the world. You have all along been acting in co-ordination
with the United States in its plot for peace talks, vainly
attempting to sell out the struggle of the Vietnamese people
against U. S. aggression and for national salvation and to
drag the Vietnam question into the orbit of Soviet-U. S. collaboration. You have worked hand in glove with the United
States in a whole series of dirty deals inside and outside the
United Nations. In close co-ordination
with the counter.( re~olution~ry 'global strategy', you are now actively trying to
buIld a rmg ,of encirclement around socialist China. Not
only have you excluded yourselves from the international
united front of all the peoples against U. S. imperialism and
is lackeys, you have even aligned yourselves with U. S. imperialism, the main enemy of the people of the world, and the
reactionaries of all countries in a vain attempt to establish a
Holy Alliance against China, against the people, against the
national liberation movement and against the MarxistLeninists. "

f

Today, revisionism is the main ally of imperialism. What
are its main goals? "The main goals of revisionism," to quote
from Road to Revolution-II, "are to crush existing revolutionary movememts, to prevent the development of new revolutionary movements, and to subvert socialism and restore
capitalism where the revolution has triumphed."
Under cover
of the slogan of "a state of the whole people" the revisionists
have already restored capitalism in the Soviet Union and
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Though outwardly the means of production are still socially
owned, the economic processes and relations that have recently
been introduced are more and more dominated by capitalist
characteristics and, as a result, social wealth is turning intoits opposite. "Within the Soviet Union the essence of capita- '\
lism has been restored. Everything from Liberman's plan to
the ability to will complete personal fortunes to heirs gives the
game away." ( Road to Revolution ••II)
The Soviet state apparatus and the leadership of the Soviet
Party have no doub~ been usurped by the representatives of the
new capitalist forces though, as Mao Tse-tung has said, these
forces will surely be overthrown by the Soviet workers. While
restoring capitalism to the Soviet Union, its new rulers are
trying their best to practise counter-revolution abroad. "Like
any other nation which is developing an economy based on
private profit," Road to Revolution-II points out, "The Soviet
Union needs areas to exploit." Under the guise of "International Socialist Division of Labour," they have sougiitto
stifle the industrial development of other socialist countries
and turn them into the appendage of their economy. By
• extending economic and military aid they try to establish
their neo-colonial
domination over countries
like India
\ and Indonesia. It is the objective needs of the new ruling
classes of the Soviet Union that force them to practise
counter-revolution
both at home and abroad and play
the role of the junior partner of U.S. imperialism. Its
foreign policy is inevitably a projection of its internal
policy. It has built up close political and economic
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~ relations with all reactionary governments on earth including
the Sato Government of Japan, the C I A-led military clique of
Indonesia, the U.S. satellites of Latin America. To put out
the flame of national liberation struggle in different countries
it actively colludes with U.S. imperialism and the worst
reactionary regimes in different countries-the
Congo, Iraq,
Indonesia, India etc.-whom,
while mouthing the slogan of
,. a world without arms and war, it arms to the teeth. It was
(Khrushchev who declared in 1960: "Any local war might
J spark off the conflagration of a world war." On this false
plea Khruschev and his heirs have tried their best to sabotage
all national liberation struggles, while, at the same time, they
have placed all kinds of military hardware, besides economic
aid, at the disposal of the reactionary ruling classes seeking to
strangle the revolutionaries.
Their policy of active hostility
towards China and of close collaboration with U.S. imperialism
' is quite well-known. The Soviet policy towards Vietnam is
[ not isolated from but part of their global strategy. Until 1964,
Khruschev and his men openly refused to support the Vietnamese revolutionaries.
In the early months of 1965, when the
U.S.-puppet regime in South Vietnam was on the verge of
collapse, the Soviet revisionists came out with offers of help to
the Vietnamese people. Why do the Soviet leaders help
'" Vietnam against U.S. aggression? Because they are forced
to. They are caught in the meshes of an insoluble contradiction.
Though accomplices of U.S. imperialism, they are obliged to
preserve the facade of being anti-imperialists
in order to
maintain their own rule and to deceive millions of people at
home and abroad.
Explaining the significance of the informal talks Kosygin,
had with Vice-President Hubert Humphrey and Secretary of
State Dean Rusk in New Delhi in January, 1966, the U.S.
President's Adviser McGeorge Bundy said in a television
interview on January 16, 1966 :
"The public position of the Soviet Union is one of strong
support for the specific objectives, for the conditions set down
by the government of North Vietnam.

1
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It has been made clear to us over a long period of time
that the Soviet Government hopes there can be a peaceful
settlement. "
In another telecast on the same day Hubert Humphrey
told his audience I
,·It is a fact that the Soviets are trying to build a
containment wall around China. This was part of the reason
Jor Tashkent and that was well done.
"Its (the U.S.S.R;'s) main concern is Communist China
rather than anything the U.S. may be doing."
In an article which appeared in the New York Post and
other U.S. papers on May 14, 1966, Washington columnist Jack
Anderson wrote :
"This column has obtained a copy of the intelligence report
summarizing
Kosygin's views. It shows that Russia is
extremely anxious to keep the Vietnam war from exploding
and would welcome a peace conference. Kosygin even said
that he understood the American predicament in Vietnam ...

!

"'In several recent interviews off the record', reports
the secret intelligence dispatch, 'Kosygin said he understands
the U. S. cannot cease its efforts in Viet Nam 'by itself'
vithout 'other people doing something reciprocally'.
" 'He described his country's relations with the U. S. as
~ood and said that the U.S.S.R. intends to continue its policy
of no conflict with the U. So' "

This policy of 'no conflict' and active collaboration with
the U.S. imperialists has yielded a large number of agreements
and treaties between the U. S. and Soviet rulers, the latest
of which is the Draft Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty.
While the revisionist leaders of the Soviet Union are offering
uch less aid to the revolutionary fighters of Vietnam than
'hat they are pouring into India, they actively help the U.S.
mperialists to shift thousands of soldiers and most of their
guns from Europe to Vietnam.
What common interests, even temporary, form the basis
of unity, even partial and unstable, between anti-imperialists
and revolutionaries, on the one hand, and these counter-
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The Reserve Bank of India timed its announcement of
lowering the Bank rate with the proposed withdrawal of
certain types of corporate taxes for the reported purpose of
simplification of the tax structure. Stock Exchanges in Calcutta
and Bombay are evidently taking on a cheery note. A glow
of satisfaction, however well disguised, is clearly discernible
in the outlook of the business world. The President of the
Bengal Chamber of Commerce, which is well-known for its
patronage of the foreign capital invested in Indi!!, even
praised the budget as an 'imaginative' one.
There is a popular misconception that budgets are, up to a .
point at least, the handiwork of the concerned Finance I
Minister. This is far from the truth. Take, for instance, th( ~
present budget. It was preceded by the circulation among
the M. P.s of an 'Economic
survey,' prepared by th
Government officials. It contained all the high lights of th
budget proposals. The imperio list powers regard the bureaucrac
as very trustworthy and, inde· :d, they have been trained to 100
after monopoly interests. Tt.1t they performed their jobs well .
evident from the certificates of the Chambers of Commerce.
I

I

Thus was staged the budgetary drama with the usu
parliamentary fanfare, in which everyone
went through t
motions of an annual ritual. Such peJJformances often provi
scope for exercise in nameology for our scholars.
In Nebr'
era, some budgets .were termed
'Lame Duck' budge
'Pedestrian' budget etc.
Tbis one has earned tbe epith
'Revival' budget! It is a matter of conjecture, however, whetbi:
the economy will survive the heavy dose. prescribed in
name of 'revival', or get caught in the fires of a run-i.;!
inflation like the one that engulfed China during thl 11
phase of the Chiang rule.
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