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INTRODUCTION
1

The seizure of power in China by the Teng
Hsiao-ping revisionist clique stunned the com-
munist movement in our country. Some organi-
zations displayed their opportunism and hast-
ened to consolidate themselves around the in-
creasingly open reactionary line of the
Chinese Communist Party. Both the Trotsky-
ites and the Soviet revisionists jumped on
new opportunities to prove that their bank-
rupt lines were "right all along." But most
importantly, the betrayal of first the
Russian and then the Chinese revolutions, and
the ugly reality of the present-day Russian
and Chinese regimes, have aided in the ef-
forts of the bourgeoisie to alienate the work-
ing class from communism and weaken the revo-
lutionary movement.

All of this points to the need to carefully
study the questions of the dictatorship of the
proletariat and the construction of social-
ism. Before October 1976 many of us had not
paid enough attention to the developments in
the class struggle in China, and the tremend-
ous power that the bourgeois forces in China
displayed took us by surprise. While there
were initial efforts made to expose the bour-
geois line of the Teng Hsiao-ping group, the
reasons why this group was able to emerge
victorious was largely a mystery to us.

In February 1979 the Party of Labor of
Albania published Imperialism and the Revolu-
t^ion. In this book Enver Hoxha advanced an
outline of the PLA's analysis of the events
in China and laid the blame for the denegra-
tion of the Chinese revolution on the line of
the CPC's leader, Mao Tse-tung. Among other
things, Enver Hoxha criticized the policy of
the CPC towards the national bourgeoise fol-
lowing the victory of the Chinese revolution
in 1949:

The revisionist concepts of Mao Tse-tung
have their basis in the policy of colla-
boration and alliance with the bour-
geoisie, which the Communist Party of
China has always applied.. . . The re-
volution in China, which brought about
the liberation of the country, the cre-
ation of an independent Chinese state,
was a great victory for the Chinese
people, and for the world anti-
imperialist and democratic forces. Af-
ter liberation many positive changes
were made in China: the domination by
foreign imperialism and big landowners
was liquidated, poverty and unemploy-
ment were combatted, a series of socio-
economic reforms in favor of the work-
ing masses were carried out, the educa-
tional and cultural backwardness was
fought against, a series of economic
measures were taken, for the reconstruct-
ion of the country ravaged by war, and
some transformations of a socialist
character were made. . . . From the

adoption of these measures and the fact
that the Communist Party came to power,
it appeared as if China was going to socialism.
But things did not turn out this way. Having
"Mao Tse-tung thought" as the basis of its ac-
tivity, the Conrminist Party of China, which af-
ter the triumph of the bourgeois democratic revo-
lution ought to have proceeded cautiously without
being leftist and without skipping stages, proved
to be "democratic," liberal, opportunist and did
not lead the country consistently on the correct
road to socialism.

The tendency advocated by "Mao Tse-tung thought"
that the bourgeois democratic stage of the revolu-
tion had to continue for a long time was kept
alive in China. Mao-Tse tung insisted that in
this stage the premises for socialism would be
created parallel with the development of capital-
ism, to which he gave priority. Also linked with
this is his thesis on the coexistence of social-
ism with the bourgeoisie for a very long time, pre-
senting this as something beneficial both for so-
cialism and to the bourgeoisie.

The transition from the bourgeois-democratic re-
volution to the socialist revolution can be re-
alized only when the proletariat resolutely re-
moves the bourgeoisie from power and expropriates
it. As long as the working class in China shared
power with the bourgeoisie, as long as the bour-
geoisie preserved its privileges, the state power
that was established in China could not be the
state power of the proletariat and, consequently,
the Chinese revolution could not grow into a so-
cialist revolution.

The Communist Party of China has maintained a
benevolent opportunist stand towards the exploit-
ing classes, and Mao Tse-tung has openly advocated
the peaceful integration of capitalist elements
into socialism.

Proceeding from such anti-Marxist concepts, ac-
cording to which with the lapse of time the class
enemies will be corrected, he advocated class
conciliation with them and allowed them to conti-
nue to enrich themselves, to exploit, to speak,
and to act freely against the revolution.

As a result of these anti-Marxist concepts about
contradictions, about classes, and their role in
revolution that "Mao Tse-tung thought" advocates,
China never proceeded on the correct road of so-
cialist construction. It is not just the economic,
political, and ideological and social remnants of
the past that have survived and continue to exist
in Chinese society, but the exploiting classes
continue to exist there as classes, and still re-
main in power. 11

There was immediate and widespread resistence
in this country to the criticisms that the
PLA raised of Mao Tse-tungrs line. The Re-
volutionary Communist Party (USA) quickly pub-
lished attacks on the PLA calling it dogmatic
an Trotskyite.2] They took up the task of



defending Mao Tse-tung's views on the united
front, alliance with the national bourgeoisie
in the socialist stage of the revolution, how
to carry out class struggle in the Party and
in socialist society in general, and so
forth. They claimed that in criticizing the
line of Mao Tse-tung on "New Democracy," the
PLA was actually negating the differences be-
tween the bourgeois-democratic and the so-
cialist stages of revolution in colonial and 2.
semi-colonial countries. They attacked the
PLA for maintaining that the bourgeoisie did
not exist as a class in socialist society,
and said that this was tantamount to denying
the existence of class struggle in socialist
society. They pointed to the PLA's criti-
cisms of the Chinese Cultural Revolution in
particular as a sure sign that it opposed the
proletariat in socialist society.

Two outstanding features of the polemics by
the RCP were:
1. Their acceptance of the line of Mao Tse-

tung as the beginning and end of Marxism,
the standard against which all lines are
to be judged. The RCP uses Marxist-
Leninist theory and the historical exper-
ience of the Chinese revolution only to
the extent that these agree with the 3,
views of Mao Tse-tung.

2. Their ignorance of Albanian history and
their refusal to examine even casually
the development of the line and practice
of the PLA. They declare that the PLA's
line is dogmatic, idealist, sectarian,
bureaucratic, Trotskyite, etc. without
bothering to see what the results of that
line have been in the practice of the
bourgeois-democratic and socialist revo-
lutions in Albania. For the RCP the
PLA's line is incorrect because it con-
tradicts the line and practice of the
Chinese Communist Party.

This paper examines the development of the
lines of the CPC and the PLA as well as the
history of the construction of socialism in
both China and Albania, focusing on specific
questions with specific limitations:

1. The class struggle between the proletar-
iat and the bourgeoisie is the focus of
this paper. This struggle, which deter-
mined the course of history in both coun- 4.
tries, affected all spheres of society,
but can be seen in the most concentrated
way in the struggle for control of the
Party, the state, and industry. For this

reason, the paper concentrates on these
areas and only deals with the collectivi-
zation of agriculture in passing, not in
a thorough way. This is a great weakness
because industry and agriculture are not
isolated but connected with each other,
as is the peasantry with both the prole-
tariat and the bourgeoisie.

The time period covered is between the
triumph of the national-democratic revo-
lutions in Albania and China (in 1944 and
1949 respectively) and 1957. The major
task of both the Albanian and Chinese
proletariat in this period was the po-
litical and economic expropriation of the
landlords and the bourgeoisie, the esta-
blishment and consolidation of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat and the trans-
ition to socialist relations of product-
ion. These initial years of revolution-
ary power in China and Albania were deci-
sive and laid the groundwork for subse-
quent events in both countries. A future
paper will take up the developments in
Chinese and Albanian history in the last
two decades.

The establishment and consolidation of
the dictatorship of the proletariat and
the expropriation of bourgeois political
and economic power consists of two inter-
related aspects: (1) the establishment of
centralized proletarian control from
above through the establishment of a
state apparatus firmly in the control of
a genuine proletarian party; and (2) the
establishment of direct worker and peas-
ant control from below. It is only to
the extent that direct worker and peasant
control from below exists that the prole-
tarian party and state can remain popular
and democratic and resist bourgeois de-
generation from within; it is only on the
basis of centralized proletarian control
from above that worker and peasant con-
trol from below can be established and
perfected. This paper is particularly
concerned with this question and examines
the extent to which proletarian control
from above and below was established in
China and how it is being consolidated in
Albania.

Although some of the theoretical conclu-
sions of Lenin and Stalin are introduced,
no attempt is made here to sum up the
Soviet experience.



I. CHINA

1. "NEW DEMOCRACY"

During the revolutionary civil war led by the
Chinese Communist Party against theKuomintang
Government, the CPC identified the enemy
classes as the big landlords and the "bureau-
crat-capitalists. " The bureaucrat capitalist
class, or the big bourgeoisie in China, ac-
cording to Mao, consisted of four enormously
wealthy families, Chiang, Soong, Kung and
Chen, who controlled the state sector of the
economy. This sector included most of
China's heavy industry, the greatest share of
which was developed by the Japanese imperial-
ists and nationalized by the Koumintang go-
vernment following World War II. 1]

The remainder of the Chinese bourgeoisie the
CPC considered "national capitalists" and
allies in the national democratic revolution.
This sector of the bourgeoisie controlled
two-thirds of the modern industrial product-
ion in China at the time of the revolution.2]
The enterprises of the national bourgeoisie

were mostly concentrated in light industry
(textiles, food products, etc.) but also in-
cluded mines, steel mills, etc. Among them
were large-scale modern factories and mills
employing tens of thousands of workers each.

The program put forward by the CPC during the
national-democratic revolution was designed
to win the cooperation of the national bour-
geoisie, emphasizing that there would be a
place for them in the "New Democractic" so-
ciety that the CPC proposed. Mao outlined
the economic program of the CPC as follows:

Confiscate the land of the feudal
classes and turn it over to the pea-
sants. Confiscate monopoly captial,
headed by Chiang Kai-shek, T.V. Soong,
H.H. Kung and Chen Li-fu, and turn it
over to the new democratic state,
Protect the industry and commerce of
the national bourgeoisie. These are
the three major economic polices of
the new democratic revolution. 3]

In view of China's economic backward-
ness, even after the country-wide vic-
tory of the revolution, it will still
be necessary to permit the existence
for a long time of a capitalist sector
of the economy represented by the ex-
tensive upper petty bougeoisie and
middle bourgeoisie.4]

In the political sphere, Mao made it clear
that the CPC did not intend to set up the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat but rather a co-
alition government of the four classes that
the CPC defined as democratic and revolution-
ary - the proletariat, the peasantry, the
petty-bourgeoisie and the national bourgeoisie.

The politics of the New Democracy which
we advocate consists of the overthrow
of external oppression and of internal
feudal and fascist oppression, and
then the setting up not of the old type
of democracy but of a political system
which is a united front of all the de-
mocratic classes. These views are com-
pletely in accord with the revolution-
ary views of Dr. Sun Yat-sen-

...Some people are suspi-
cious and think that once in power,
the Communist Party will follow
Russia's example and establish the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat and a one
party system. Our answer is that a new
democratic state based on an alliance
of the democratic classes is different
in principle from a socialist state
under the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat. 5^

This democratic coalition government was to
be under the leadership of the proletariat
but it was to be different in principle from
the dictatorship of the proletariat. This
was because Mao foresaw the national democra-
tic stage of the revolution continuing after
the overthrow of the Koumintang government
and the establishment of a democratic



coalition government. While he explained
that the CPC's immediate program was the
overthrow of the Koumintang government, he
added that "Our general programme of New
Democracy will remain unchanged throughout
the stage of the bourgeois-democratic revolu-
tion, that is, for several decades."61

During this stage, which he called "New Demo-
cracy," Mao said, "the working class will be
able to build up the strength to lead China
in the direction of socialism, though capital-
ism will still be enabled to grow to an aP~_,
propriate extent for a fairly long period."''
And, he added, that although there would be
contradictions between classes during the
stage of New Democracy, these would not have
to be resolved violently or in an antagonist-
ic manner. Instead they would be resolved
through adjustments and cooperation.

Of course, there are still contradict-
ions among these classes, notably the
contradiction between labor and capi-
tal, and consequently each has its own
particular demands. But throughout
the stage of New Democracy, these con-
tradictions, these different demands,
will not grow and transcend the demands
which all have in common and should not
be allowed to do so; they can be ad-
justed. Given such adjustment, these
classes can together accomplish the
political, economic and cultural tasks
of the new democratic state."®>

The demands that the national bourgeoisie and
the proletariat had in common were bougeois-
democratic demands. Yet, Mao said, the dif-
fering demands of the proletariat, i.e.,
socialist revolution, were not to be allowed
to transcend the common demands throughout
the stage of "New Democracy." On the other
hand7 howeveF, Mao made it clear that social-
ism was to follow "New Democracy." What then
was the meaning of Mao Tse-tung's line?

In Mao's view the national bourgeoisie would
not necessarily abandon and turn against the
revolution after the seizure of power. He
said that if the contradiction between the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie was handled
correctly, as a contradiction "among the
people," through "unity-struggle-unity," then
the proletariat could peacefully lead the na-
tional bourgeoisie into socialism. After
the triumph of the revolution in 1949 Mao did
not see the united front becoming narrower,
but rather broader. He told members of the
CPC that although many of the national bour-
geoisie had sided with the Koumintang govern-
ment and "were our enemies before . . . now
they have broken with the enemy camp and come
over to our side." He added, ". . .we
should unite with these people who more or
less can be united with.9] And Mao reaffirm-
ed that the alliance with the national bour-
geoisie was not to be a short term, but a
long term alliance. In the spring of 1950,
in a speech to the national bourgeoisie,
among others, Mao said:

As for those who have made contribu-
tions in the revolutionary war and in
the revolutionary transformation of
the land system and who continue to
do so in the coming years of economic
and cultural construction, the people
will not forget them when the time
comes for nationalizing private indus-
try and socializing agriculture (which
is still quite far off), and they will
have a bright future. This is how our
country steadily advances; it has
passed through the war and is under-
going new democratic reforms, and in
the future it will enter the new era
of socialism unhurriedly and with pro-
per arrangements when our economy and
culture are flourishing, when condi-
tions are ripe and when the transition
has been fully considered and endorsed
by the whole nation. ̂'

Mao painted a pleasant, peaceful and gradual
picture of the transition to socialism in
China. In the following sections we will see
how Mao's line squared with the reality of
class struggle in China following the victory
of the revolution.

2. FOUR CLASSES IN POWER

In September 1949, on the eve of the libera-
tion of the entire country, the CPC invited
eight parties which represented the upper pet-
ty bourgeoisie and the national bourgeoisie,
as well as individuals from these classes, to
join it in forming the Chinese People's Poli-
tical Consultative Conference which was to
act as a provisional congress. The CPPCC of-
ficially set up the new Chinese government.

Mao Tse-tung was designated as Chairman of
the Central People's Government Council, the
highest decision-making body, and three CPC
members, as well as three representatives of
the national bourgeoisie, served under him as
Vice-chairmen. The membership of the Council
was made up of 32 CPC members, 32 members of
the bourgeois parties and nine "democratic
personalities" - who were generally bourgeois
as well.11!

Chou En-lai headed the Government Affairs
Council, the highest executive body, and di-
rectly under him served ten CPC members and
11 members of the bourgeois parties and "de-
mocratic personalities." Of the ministries,
16 were headed by CPC members while members
of the bourgeois parties were put in charge
of the other 15. A bourgeois representative
was chosen to head the Supreme Court while a
CPC member was named Procurator-General. •"]

The CPC's leadership of the new government
was guaranteed by its strength, popular sup-
port and, first and foremost, the People's
Liberation Army. The democratic parties were
relatively small, did not have significant
mass support outside Of bourgeois and intel-
lectual circles, and had no independent mili-
tary power. Their over-representation weight

i



in the new government did not threaten the
leading role of the CPC but it did determine
that the post-revolutionary Chinese govern-
ment was most definitely a coalition govern-
ment with the national bourgeoisie, different
in principle from a dictatorship over the
bourgeoisie.

The CPPCC adopted a "Common Programme" which
served as a provisional constitution. This
programme called for primary emphasis to go
towards the development of the state sector
which the new revolutionary government had
taken over from the Koumintang government.
At the same time it called for the expansion
of the private sector and reaffirmed that the
new government was to protect

. . . the public property of the
state and of the cooperatives and
. . . the economic interests and pri-
vate property of workers, peasants,
the petty bourgeoisie and the nation-
al bourgeoisie. It must develop the
people's economy of New Democracy and
steadily transform the country from an
agricultural to an industrial one.
The basic principle for the economic
construction of the People's Republic
of China is to develop production and
bring about a prosperous economy
through the policies of taking into
account both public and private in-
terests, of benefitting both labour
and capital, of mutual aid between
city and countryside, and circulation
of goods between China and abroad.
The state shall coordinate and regu-
late state-owned economy, co-operative
economy, the individual economy of
peasants and handicraftsmen, private
capitalist economy, and state capital-
ist economy.13]

The period of reconstruction following the
triumph of the revolution (1949-1952) proved
to be as bright a period for the national
bourgeoisie as the CPC had promised. It has
even been called by some "the second golden
age of the Chinese national bourgeoisie"(the
first being the years following World War

Between January 1950 and December 1951 in the
eight leading Chinese cities, 92,000 new pri-
vate enterprises were set up with state sup-
port. 15] Private industrial production al-
most doubled in the first four years after
the revolution, from 6,825,000,000 yuan in
1949 to 13,109,000,000 yuan in 19537~T5]

3. GRADUAL AND PEACEFUL TRANSITION TO
SOCIALISM.

When the People's Liberation Army marched in-
to the major Chinese cities in 1948 and 1949
the CPC had very few and weak ties with the
working class. The CPC organization in the
cities in the "white areas," under the lead-
ership of Lin Shao-chi, was small and had
concentrated its attention on developing

close relations with the progressive, anti-
Kuomintang circles among the national bour-
geoisie, the intelligentsia and the students.
As we have seen, the CPC wanted the support
and assistance of these sectors in assuming
power and in reconstructing the country. On
the other hand, the CPC had lost most of the
ties with the working class that it had de-
veloped in the 1920's. Trade unions were
weak or non-existent.

In taking over and re-establishing production
in formerly Koumintang-owned heavy industrial
centers concentrated in the northeastern pro-
vinces, the CPC depended greatly on organiz-
ing the workers themselves, and instituted
embryonic forms of workers' participation in
management.17] In the coastal cities where
the enterprises of the national bourgeoisie
were concentrated, the CPC depended largely
on the cooperation of the national bour-
geoisie. In 1952, after two years of rapid
growth of the private industry and commerce
of the national bourgeoisie, the CPC initiat-
ed a mass campaign, known as the struggle
against the "five evils" or "Wu-fan," to curb
the illegal activity and profiteering that
had accompanied capitalist development and
pave the way for stronger government control
of private industry. This campaign was pre-
ceded by a similar campaign against the
"three evils" in the state sector.

The largest concentration of industry in
China lay in Shanghai; almost all of it in
private hands. In a three week period during
the campaign against the "five evils,"
160,000 workers were mobilized in Shanghai to
attend meetings to expose the illegal acti-
vities in their enterprises, and 50,000
people joined inspection brigades. Through
the campaign the trade unions were organized
and strengthened, and many workers were re-
cruited into the Party.1^1

The primary purpose of the campaign was to
draw capitalist industry closer to govern-
ment control by breaking the economic inde-
pendence of the capitalists. This was done
through heavy taxes and fines as well as
strengthening government control over the
supply of raw materials. The government then
gave the capitalist enterprises contracts and
financed them. The "Wu-fan" campaign marked
the beginning of a new stage in which private
industry and commerce was increasingly con-
trolled by the state apparatus, a process
which led to the nationalization of all pri-
vate enterprise by 1956. Workers' participa-
tion in management developed unevenly in dif-
ferent factories depending on the strength
of the proletariat and the bourgeoisie.

The "Wu-fan" campaign was unquestionably a
step forward, but its effectiveness was re-
stricted by the CPC's conception of alliance
with the national bourgeoisie in building so-
cialism. Mao saw the campaign as part of the
CPC's "unity-struggle-unity" approach to the
national bourgeoisie. He said an aim of the
campaign was to:



Get thoroughly clear about the situa-
tion in private industry and commerce
so as the better to unite with and
control the bourgeoisie and develop
the country's planned economy. [Em-
phasis added.

6
organization, representing the alliance with
the national bourgeoisie, played an overall
reactionary role in the coming years.

The framework for the "Wu-fan" campaign and
the construction of the ACFICC fit into the
CPC's long-term "co-operative" strategy for

Although the masses of workers were mobilized the transformation of capitalist industry
and played the key role in the success of the which Mao outlined as follows:
"Wu-fan" campaign, the overall direction of
the campaign in Shanghai was not put in the
hands of mass working class organizations.
Rather, the CPC sought the cooperation of the
largest and most influential capitalists in
Shanghai in achieving government restriction
of industry, and these capitalists were
therefore invited to participate in the new-
ly formed "Shanghai Increase Production,
Practice Economy Committee" which directed
the campaign against the "five evils."20]

The campaign was officially called to an end
in June 1952 with the convocation of the Pre-
patory Conference of the All-China Federation
of Industrial and Commercial Circles," which
was to include the directors of all major
businesses in China and was to be led by the
most "progressive" capitalists - those that
favored state control. Chen Yun, the Minist-
er of Commerce,21] addressed this conference,
telling the capitalists:

After the conclusion of these movements
all lawful industrial and commercial
enterprises beneficial to the native
economy and the people's livelihood 22]
are expected to prosper on a new basis.

Recently we have lowered bank rates and
we shall grant loans to privately owned
enterprises on the widest possible
scale. Needless to say, the interests
of our country's industry and commerce
will be well served thereby.

. . . very favorable conditions have
been created for national economic con-
struction and for the development of
lawful private industry and commerce.
From now on industrialists and merchants
can devote their energies more fully to
developing production and improving
their businesses. '

If government functionaries free them-
selves of the "three evils," private
enterprises abstain from the "five
vices," and, under the leadership of
State economy, abide by the economic
policies of the State, then we can
look forward to even greater and
healthier prosperity from now on.^4]

The All-China Federaltion of Industrial and
Commercial Circles, basically a management
organization, overwhelmingly made up of re-
presentatives of the national bourgeoisie,
was set up as the organization to oversee the
transformation of private into state enter-
prises and the rationalization and concentra-
tion of the Chinese economy. This

The transformation of capitalism in-
to socialism is to be accomplished
through state capitalism. With ap-
proximately 3,800,000 workers and shop
assistants, private industry and com-
merce are a big asset to the state
and play a large part inthe nation's
economy and the people's livelihood.
Not only do they provide the state
with goods, but they can also accumu-
late capital and train cadres for the
state. Some capitalists keep them-
selves at a great distance from the
state and have not changed their pro-
fits before everything mentality. Some
workers are advancing too fast and
won't allow the capitalists to make
any profit at all. We should try to
educate these workers and capitalists
and help them gradually (but the soon-
er the better) adapt themselves to our
state policy, namely, to make China's
private industry and commerce mainly
serve the nation's economy and the
people's livelihood and partly earn
profits for the capitalists and in
this way embark on the path of state
capitalism. The following table shows
the distribution of profits in state
capitalist enterprises:

Income tax 34.5%
Welfare fund 15.0%
Accumulation fund 30.0%
Dividends to Capitalists 20.5%
Total: 100.0%

It is necessary to go on educating the
capitalists in patriotism, and to this
end we should systematically cultivate
a number of them who have a broader
vision and are ready to lean towards
the Communist Party and the People's
Government, so that most of the other
capitalists may be convinced through
them.

Not only must the implementation of
state capitalism be based on what is
necessary and feasible (see the Common
Programme), but it must also be volun-
tary on the part of the capitalists,
because it is a co-operative under-
taking and co-operation admits of no
coercion.

As for the completion of the task for
the entire transition period, which
consists of the basic accomplishments
of the country's industrializatimrr^and
the socialist transformation of agri-
culture, handicrafts, and capitalist



industry and commerce, this cannot
be done in three to five years, but
will instead take a period of several
five year plans. [Emphasis added.]25]

In 1953, as the Chinese government began
seriously embarking on the path of gradually
implementing state control of private indus-
try, Mao still saw the socialist transforma-
tion of industry as being tied to the accom-
plishment of China's industrialization and
taking a period of several five year plans.
The line outlined by Mao for the gradual
transformation of capitalist industry was,
in turn, part of the general line of the CPC
for the transition to socialism:

The general line or the general task
of the Party for the transition is
basically to accomplish the industri-
alization of the country and the so-
cialist transformation of agriculture,
handicrafts and capitalist industry
and commerce in ten to fifteen years,
or a little longer. This general line
is a beacon illuminating our work in
all fields. Do not depart from this
general line, otherwise "Left" or
Right mistakes will occur,

Some people think the period of trans-
ition is too long and give way to im-
patience. This will lead to "Left"
deviationist mistakes. Others have
remained where they were after the
victory of the democratic revolution.
They fail to realize there is a change
in the character of the revolution and
they go on pushing their "New Democra-
cy" instead of socialist transforma-
tion. This will lead to Right devia-
tionist mistakes. 26]

Mao, as can be seen, opposed the unrestrict-
ed development of private enterprise, but at
the same time he opposed any kind of radical
transformation that would rupture the alli-
ance that the CPC had developed with the na-
tional bourgeoisie. He saw gradually guid-
ing capitalist industry into the state sect-
or of the economy in cooperation with the
capitalists and without replacing the capi-
talist management in general. This could be
accomplished smoothly, he said, by "treating
the contradiction between the working class
and the national bourgeoisie as a contradict-
ion among the people."

This was the general line of the CPC. The
liberal approach to the bourgeoisie which it
reflected would allow the bourgeoisie to
consolidate its position in Chinese society
under new conditions.

4. LIU SHAO-CHI AND THE RIGHT WING OF THE
CPC

Liu Shao-chi was the CPC's highest ranking
leader in the cities, the "white areas," be-
fore the revolution. He had extensive rela-
tions with the national bourgeoisie and, in

fact, his wife was from that class. Liu was
on good terms with her brother, who was an
important businessman. Liu's actions since
liberation have shown that he acted as a re-
presentative and agent of the bourgeoisie in
the CPC.

Liu Shao-chi championed the immediate inter-
ests and demands of the national bourgeoisie
after liberation, saying: "There must be no
restriction [of private enterprise] for seven
or eight years. This is beneficial to the
state, the workers and production." 27] How-
ever, Liu had a more "farsighted" program of
national development than many of the nation-
al bourgeoisie who were mainly interested in
maintaining and expanding their own individu-
al operations and profits. Liu intended to
develop state capitalism, which called for
nationalization of most large-scale industry
and a certain degree of centralized planning.
So, in the end, Liu was not against the re-
striction of industry and commerce in general.
In 1949 Liu had explained his view of"social-
ism" to a group of leading industrialists:

Now, in the stage of New Democracy,
you capitalists can bring your ini-
tiative into full play. And what
should you do in the future during
the transition to socialism? Last
time I talked to Mr. Sung Fei-ching
I said: "Now you run only one factory.
In the future, you can run two, three
, . . eight factories. When the
country makes the transition to social-
ism, you can hand the factories over
to the state on the latter's order, or
the state will buy them up; if the
state has no money temporarily it can
issue bonds. Then the state will en-
trust the running of the eight factor-
ies to you and you will remain the
manager, but a manager of state fact-
ories. As you are capable you will be
given eight more factories, altogether
you will be entrusted with 16 factor-
ies to run. Your salary will not be
reduced but increased; however, you
will have to run them well.' Will
you do this? Mr. Sung said: "Of
course I will!" You will be called
to a meeting to discuss how to carry
through the transition to socialism.
You will certainly not frown, but all
of you will come to the meeting with
beaming faces.28]

This was Liu's "socialism"!

Liu was in favor of state ownership and some
forms of centralized planning, in order to
attempt to stem the anarchy that the Chinese
economy had suffered so greatly from. But
Liu intended to see that this state owner-
ship and planning was actually in the hands
of the bourgeoisie.

To guarantee that the economic and political
system that would emerge out of "New Demo-
cracy" would be state capitalist, under



bourgeois rule, Liu had definite programma-
tic goals:

1. The Party shall be transformed in-
to one in which the bourgeoisie had
hegemony. Members should be recruited
from management and technical person-
nel as well as skilled workers.

2. As long as the Party is influenced
by the proletariat it should not have
"undue authority" in government or in-
dustry. Management should be in the
hands of (bourgeois) experts without
(proletarian) political or ideologic-
al "interference."

3. Profitability should be the main
regulator in economic planning, not
social needs or (proletarian) politic-
al goals. Within certain limits en-
terprise management should have "flex-
ibility," planning should not be
"overcentralized"(nor £an it be by
the bourgeoisie).

4. The division of labor between ma-
nagement and production workers should
be maintained. Workers should not "in-
terfere" with management, nor should
managers "waste their time" in product-
ion. Bourgeois incomes must be main-
tained. Wage differences should not
be narrowed, but expanded.

5. Trade unions and other workers
organizations should not concern them-
selves with (proletarian) politics but
should only be concerned with product-
ion goals and workers' welfare.29]

And so on.

Liu Shao-chi, of course, was not working
alone. Among his initial collaborators he
counted other top Party leaders, as well as
powerful leaders of the national bourgeoisie.
and the bourgeois intellectuals. Teng Hsaio-
ping was among the most important of his col-
laborators.

The efforts of the the Liu-Teng group to es-
tablish bourgeois hegemony and consolidate
capitalist relations of production were car-
ried out under the cover of the general line
of the CPC for the transition to socialism,
as formulated by Mao.

Their work to strengthen their "bourgeois
headquarters" was explained as efforts to
strengthen the Party's alliance with the na-
tional bourgeoisie and this, of course, was
exactly what it was. They used the United
Front Department of the CPC, the Chinese
People's Political Consultative Conference,
the All-China Federation of Industry and Com-
merce, and other organizations that were the
concrete expressions of this alliance as
their headquarters. In addition, the na-
tional bourgeoisie and the bourgeois intel-
lectuals also strengthened their organization

through the bourgeois-democratic parties as
well as newly-created "professional" organi-
zations. This activity was encouraged by the
CPC as long as it was led by the "progressive"
capitalists and intellectuals (those that fa-
vored state capitalism) and was coordinated
with the CPC United Front Department (dominat-
ed by the Liu-Teng group).

The CPC's line of "unity-struggle-unity" with
the national bourgeoisie was used by this
group to curb the extreme individualism and
fragmentation of the national bourgeoisie and
unite this class with the right-wing sectors
of the Party under the leadership of the Liu-
Teng group. With this in mind, they led the
campaigns to "re-educate" and "remould" the
capitalists.

The CPC's line that the bourgeoisie could be
"remoulded" and peacefully "integrated" into
socialism was a perfect cover for their plans
to establish bourgeois rule under the sign-
board of socialism. In post-revolutionary
society the bourgeoisie had tremendous in-
fluence. They managed private industry and
commerce. The bourgeois intellectuals wield-
ed great influence in the state sector of the
economy. And, of course, being a "New Demo-
cratic" coalition government, representatives
of the national bourgeoisie filled top govern-
mental posts. In all of these spheres they
worked closely and openly with the right wing
of the Party. Their goal was to accomplish
the "socialist" transformation without dis-
turbing their position in society.

The CPC's line of gradual transition would
give them time to consolidate their power.
While the Liu-Teng group were the most vocal
opponents of the "execesses" of the campaigns
to restrict private capital and were the
strongest supporters of prolonging the transi-
tion, they nevertheless supported the move-
ment towards nationalization and state con-
trol when they could use it to strengthen the
bourgeois class as a whole. To a certain de-
gree they supported limiting corruption, spe-
culation, and excessive profiteering on the
part of individual capitalists that harmed
the economy as a whole. They also favored
bankrupting small capitalists through econom-
ic measures and the diversion of this capital
into large-scale state-controlled industry ne-
cessary to move the entire economy forward.
The largest national capitalists, and the Liu-
Teng group as a whole, were in the van of the
movement to create "joint-state-private" en-
terprises for whole trades in 1954. In this
way small enterprises were merged into large
enterprises and the resulting large-scale
corporations were placed in the hands of the
largest capitalists, along with state repre-
sentatives.

All of these developments were part of a ra-
tinalization and concentration of industry,
a process that happens in both capitalist and
socialist societies. This process could lead
to the concentration of the power of the
bourgeoisie or the proletariat, depending on



which class wields political and economic
control. Liu Shao-chi was quick to criticize
anyone who argued for a radical transforma-
tion that would genuinely expropriate the
bourgeoisie's political and economic power,
saying that they were deviating from the
CPC's general line of "gradual and peaceful
transition to socialism."

The tendency of deviating from the
Party's general line to the "Left" has
manifested itself mainly in demanding
that socialism be achieved overnight,
in demanding that some method of expro-
priation be used to squeeze out capi-
talist industry and commerce and force
them to go bankrupt, in not admitting
that we should adopt measures for ad-
vancing, step by step, to socialism,
and in not believing that we could at-
tain the goal of socialist revolution
by peaceful means.30]

They say that we have "not made a
thorough enough job of it" that we are
"too compromising" and that we have
"departed from Marxism." With such
nonsense they try to confuse the
people. They suggest that we sever
our alliance with the national bour-
geoisie and immediately deprive them
of all they have got.31]

It is quite obvious that had our Party
accepted any of these views, we would
not be able to build socialism, or be
successfully building socialism as we
are today. 32]

In order to consolidate their power the
bourgeois forces were waging a life and
death struggle against the proletariat.
They had to organize and strengthen their
own class and at the same time defeat prole-
tarian influence in the Party and disable its
mass organizations, such as the trade unions.
By 1953 the Liu Shao-chi forces had placed
themselves in charge of the national trade
union structure. By 1956, by their own ad-
mission, the trade unions had become bureau-
cratized and isolated from the masses. This
was done by following the path of economism.
According to the Rightest leadership of the
trade unions these organizations were only
to concern themselves with economic tasks
and not with the political tasks of the pro-
letariat - the struggle for the dictatorship
of the proletariat, the development of work-
ers ' control and the expropriation of the
bourgeoisie. Addressing the Seventh Con-
gress of the All-China Federation of Trade
Unions in 1953, Hsu Chi-chen said "the trade
unions under the peoples democratic dicta-
torship must consider the improvement of
production as their central task, and on
this basis gradually improve the material
and cultural life of the workers." 33]

Liu Shao-chi, who was elected honorary
chairman of the All-China Federation of
Trade Unions at that Congress, added a

note on the trade unions' ideological tasks:

. . . we must strengthen the commu-
nist education among the workers and
raise their political consciousness,
so that they may realize the identity
of the interests of all the people, of
the state and of their own. At the same
time we must adopt the method of criti-
cism and self-criticism to overcome the
defects and correct the mistakes exist-
ing in the various enterprises, oppose
bureaucracy, oppose all kinds of breach
of labour discipline and greatly
strengthen labour discipline. 33]

This "communist education" that he spoke of
was, of course, the bourgeois lie of "the
identity of interests of all the people" -
of capitalists and workers alike. At the
same time Liu was telling the capitalists:

You must fight the workers. If you
fail to do so, don't blame the Commu-
nist Party if in the future the work-
ers fight till your factories are
ruined. 35]

5. THE TRANSFORMATION OF INDUSTRY AND
COMMERCE

Mao Tse-tung, as well as other leaders of
the CPC, were not part of this reactionary
bourgeois group in the CPC. During the per-
iod of Reconstruction (1949-1952) and the
Korean War, judging from the articles in the
Selected Works of Mao Tse-tung and from his-
torical accounts, there was little conflict
between Mao and the Liu-Teng group. However,
starting in the spring of 1953, that is, as
the CPC's plan for the transition to social-
ism was getting underway, Mao found himself
in increasing opposition to this segment of
the Party. He argued against the idea of
"firmly establishing the new-democratic so-
cial order"36land the idea of "equality be-
tween the public and private sectors," say-
ing that these paths would inevitably lead
to capitalism, that the state sector was the
leading sector of the economy and must be
expanded, the private sector being drawn in-
to it. He reminded the Rightests that the
Party's policy was to rely on the working
class and not on the bourgeoisie. He warn-
ed against the bourgeoisie's "sugar coated
bullets" and called for a struggle against
bourgeois ideas in the Party.'! He said
that the bourgeoisie's aim was to develop
capitalism and that the contradiction be-
tween the bourgeoisie and the proletariat
was antagonistic.38]

However, at the same time, he continued to
expound the CPC's general line for the
transition period: the coalition government
of four classes, the gradual and peaceful
transition to socialism, the "remoulding"
and integration of the bourgeoisie into so-
cialism, and "treating the contradition
with the national bourgeoisie as a contra-
diction among the people" (even though it
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was antagnoistic) , etc. While he had criti-
cisms of those who were in charge of economic
planning, virtually all of whom were in the
Liu-Teng camp, he waged no struggle to remove
any of this group from office.

In 1954 Kao K'ang was removed from office for
attempting to set up an "independent kingdom"
under his direction in Manchuria. However,
there has never been any thorough-going po-
litical criticism of him and we cannot be
sure of what exactly the political content
of this struggle was. It is clear, however,
that the Liu-Teng group, as well as Mao, op-
posed him.391

In 1955 Mao became increasingly worried
about the slowness of the transition and es-
pecially the lack of initiative in pushing
ahead the collectivization of agriculture.
The Liu-Teng group opposed collectivization
as "premature." However Mao Tsertung won a
major battle over this issue and over the
course of the next year agriculture was
largely collectivized, although this process
would suffer setbacks later.

That fall Mao initiated a campaign against
Right-wing intellectuals and counterrevolu-
tionaries in the Party. During this cam-
paign some local CPC officials were removed,
including Pan Han-nien in Shanghai,^OJ who
had collaborated with the illegal manuevering
of capitalists during the "Five Evils" cam-
paign and who apparently opposed the trans-
formation of industry. • At the same time,
tens of thousands of government and party
cadre were temporarily removed from their po-
sitions and sent down to the countryside to
work. By mid-1956 most of them were rein-
stated in their old positions, many receiv-
ing apologies.^l]

During this period, however, there was little
conflict between Mao and the leadership of
the bourgeoisie, the Liu-Teng group, over
whether to proceed with the nationalization
of industry and commerce. The Liu-Teng group
figured that they could use this nationaliza-
tion process to their advantage so they took
charge of speeding up the process. By the
end of 1956 virtually all private industry
(with the exception of handicrafts) was con-
verted into "joint-state-private" enter-
prises. This massive transformation was ac-
companied by parades of businessmen beating
gongs and carrying red flags as they marched
to government ministries to petition to have
their companies converted into joint-state-
private companies. The capitalists were
placed at the head of the new joint-state-
private companies and new state-appointed
officials joined them in management. The
capitalists received their former salaries
and privileges as well as 5% annual interest
on their investment (which continued until
1966) . In addition, this transformation
paved the way for many of them to be appoint-
ed to higher positions in the state economic
and political structure. Su Fu-ling, the
owner of a large flour mill in Peking, summed

up his experience in the transformation as
follows:

Of course, I was very worried at that
time about how the Communist Party
would treat us. However the People's
Government invited me to take part in
various meetings immediately after
Beijing was liberated, and later, ap-
pointed me secretary-general of the
preparatory body for setting up the
Beijing committee of the Chinese
People's Political Consultative Con-
ference. I realized that only by ac-
cepting socialist transformation could
there be a bright future for me. When
the flour mill became a joint-state-
private enterprise in 1954, I was given
a leading post in the mill. Besides
the fixed interest, I have received a
relatively high pay. I was elected a
member of the Municipal People's go-
vernment in 1957.42J

Jung Yi-jen, China's biggest capitalist be-
fore liberation, a "leader" in the campaign
against the "Five Evils" in 1952, and a lead-
er of the "progressive" capitalists' movement
for nationalization in 1954-1956, was main-
tained as manager of his huge Sung-Sing Tex-
tile Corporation after it became "joint state-
private" in 1955. The next year he was ap-
pointed as well to the post of General Direct-
or of Textiles in Shensi. Shortly after that
he was appointed Deputy Mayor of Shanghai and
in 1959 Deputy Minister for the Textile In-
dustry. His brother also served as a Deputy
Mayor of Shanghai. ^'

Another national capitalist, the scion of a
"great" Chinese industrial family, was given
responsibility for the operation of more than
fifty factories and also served on the Na-
tional People's Congress. In the 1960's his
brother organized a new watch industry in
Shanghai which turned out 850,000 watches a
year 44]

In 1957, Chen Ching-yu, a national capital-
ist in the major industrial city of Wuhan
and Chairman of the Federation of Industry
and Commerce in that city, was promoted to .
become Deputy Governor of Hopeh province.
These are examples of a general phenomenon
that occurred in China after liberation and
increased after the nationalizations in 1956.

In the early 1960's there were still 300,000
national capitalists who were receiving in-
terest payments.46] & western expert on ma-
nagement described the life-style of the
more wealthy Chinese capitalists when he vi-
sited there in 1966:

Liu Tsing-kee, a member of both the
Shanghai Congress and the National
People's Congress, is a leading tex-
tile tycoon, who's assets have included
five major mills (now jointly owned
with the state), employing some 11,000
people, personal interest payments
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amounting to some $400,000 annually,
and a monthly salary of $300. His
family's total assets, including
broad real estate holdings, have been
valued at $16 million. Mr. Liu did in-
herit much of his father's wealth se-
veral years ago, and since he is al-
ready a capitalist, there was apparent-
ly no social stigma involved.. . . His
sumptuous home is filled with many
three-hundred-year-old antiques - some
as old as six-hundred years. He employs
four servants and has a chauffeur-
driven Humber sedan. Another Mr. Liu,
who is in the match business, gets
$320,000 in interest annually and has
also held various key state positions.

Obviously, as far as the Chinese national
bourgeoisie was concerned, the transformation
of industry was accomplished in 1956 much the
way Liu Shao-chi had predicted seven years
earlier. They no longer owned their indus-
try privately but they maintained their po-
sitions as well as their incomes. They had
maintained their political and economic po-
wer through their alliance with the Right-
wing of the CPC.

In 1956 the industrialists and businessmen
assembled in the National Congress of the
All-China Federation of Industry and Com-
merce, passed a resolution which showed their
view of the process of this "transition"
period. They resolved to "strengthen our
self-transformation and unequivocally ac-
knowledge the consistency between the state
and our own interests." 48]

The nature of the state at that point was not
completely consistent with their interests,
but they were working hard to make it that
way.

6. THE EIGHTH CONGRESS OF THE CPC

The Eighth Congress of the CPC was held in
September 1956. In the course of the seven
years between the overthrow of the Kuomintang
government and the convocation of this Con-
gress a revitalized bourgeoisie, a new bour-
geoisie that was composed of both the upper
strata of the national bourgeoisie and a sec-
tor of the CPC that shared the same bourgeois
ideology and goals, had consolidated tremend-
ous power in the Party, the State and the
economy. The dominance the bourgeoisie had
acheived in these fields was reflected in the
documents of the Eighth Party Congress. Liu
Shao-chi, the leader of this developing cross-
bred class, gave the Political Report of the
Central Committee of the Communist Party of
China at the Congress. In his report he ex-
plained that power must continue to be shared
with the national bourgeoisie even though, ac-
cording to him, the state was in essence a
form of the dictatorship of the proletariat:

Some people may ask: Since our people's
democratic dictatorship at the present
stage is in essence a form of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat, how is

it that other classes, other parties
and democratic personalities having
no party affiliations participate in
exercizing state power?

The national bourgeoisie occupies a
special position in our people's de-
mocratic dictatorship and in our
people's democratic united front.
During the War of Resistance to
Japanese Aggression, certain repre-
sentative indivudals from among the
national bourgeoisie had already been
brought into the government organs in
the revolutionary bases.. . . Since
the founding of the People's Republic,
even more representatives of the na-
tional bourgeoisie and its parties
have been taking part in the organs
of our state, which is a dictatorship
of the proletariat in character. Fur-
thermore, they have continued to main-
tain the political alliance with the
working class and the Communist Party
in the building of socialism.

It is our view that, from now on a
policy of long-term coexistence of
the Communist Party and the democratic
parties and of mutual supervision be-
tween them should be adopted.

. .! . the broadest united front and
the broadest patriotic unity, instead
of impairing our proletarian dictator-
ship, are conducive to its consolida- ^gi
tion and development. [Emphasis added.I

He also summed up the progress of "socialist
transformation" of industry in alliance with
the national bourgeoisie:

After the founding of the People's
Republic of China [the national
bourgeoisie]have given support to the
people's democratic dictatorship, the
Common Programme and the Constitution,
expressed their willingness to conti-
nue to oppose imperialism, and stood
for the land reform; but they also
have a strong desire to develop capi-
talism. Therefore our policy towards
the national bourgeoisie is, as in
the past, still one of simultaneously
uniting with them and waging struggles
against them, of attaining unity with
them through struggle.... As re-
strictions placed by the state on ca-
pitalist industry and commerce clash
with the narrow class interests of
the bourgeoisie, it is inevitable
that many of the capitalists should
show opposition to or violate these
restrictions. The struggle between
restriction and counter-restriction
has been the chief form of class strug-
gle inside our country for the past
few years, reflecting the chief class
contradiction in our country - the
contradiction between the working
class and the bourgeoisie.



12
In the course of these struggles, at-
tention was paid to avoiding and cor-
recting the mistake of imposing on ca-
pitalist economy too rigid or too many
restrictions. The basic policy of the
Party and the state has been to com-
pletely isolate, through these strug-
gles, those few capitalist elements
who persist in their illegal activities
from the masses of people as well as
from the other members of the bour-
geoisie, and to rally together the
great majority of the capitalist ele-
ments willing to abide by the laws and
decrees of the state.... It can now
be stated with conviction that with
the exception of a very few die-hards
who still attempt to put up resistance,
it is possible, in the economic sphere,
for iiL? overwhelming majority of the
HMi Jrona i-._b 9H rgeoisie to accept social -
i.§t j-ra 1 sformation and gradually change
into real working peopleT

. . . the extremely complex and arduous
historical task of converting the sys-
tem of private ownership of the means
of production into the system of public
ownership has now been basically accom-
plished in our country. The question
of who will win in the struggle between
socialism and capitalism in our country
has now been decided.50]

Liu was willing to mouth rhetoric about the
"dictatorship of the proletariat" and
"struggle" against the bourgeoisie as long
as this "dictatorship" was to include and
not suppress the bourgeoisie, and this
"struggle" was to be carried out in a non-
antagonistic, peaceful manner with the goal
of rallying together the great majority of
"good" capitalists.

The Eighth Congress, in adopting Liu's re-
port, took his conclusions one step farther
and passed a resolution in which it declared
that " . . . the contradiction between the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie in_our coun-
try has been basically resolved.. . :" and
that this had been done through the trans-
formation of private industry into public.
The old national bourgeois elements had
maintained their political and economic po-
wer and new bourgeois elements were consoli-
dating rapidly in the state sector, but was
this dangerous? On the contrary, according
to Liu Shao-chi, this "winning the bour-
geoisie over to socialism" was an unprece-
dented victory for the Party's general line
of peaceful and gradual transition. He said
enthusiastically: "The fact that our bour-
geoisie has heralded its acceptance of so-
cialist transformation with a fanfare of _,
gongs and drums is something of a miracle.

Of course it was no "miracle" that led the
bourgeoisie to accept the nationalization in
the way that they did, but rather the com-
bination of the pressure of the proletariat
and their recognition that by taking charge

of the process they could preserve and con-
centrate their power. Their efforts to con-
solidate their power was accompanied by an
attack on the power of the working class
both within the Party and State and at indi-
vidual workplaces. The working class, there-
fore, was much more apprehensive about the
way this transformation was being carried
out than was the bourgeoisie. Chen Yun,
Minister of Commerce and one of the top
bourgeois agents in the Party, addressed
this question in his speech to the Eighth
Party Congress:

. . . workers and employees have given
warm support to the change-over to
state-private management, and every-
where they have organized socialist
emulation drives. But because we have
not done enough work for them, some of
them are asking: "How is it that we
have even fewer rights and functions
than before the change-over?" "Why are
the former capitalists still in posi-
tions of authority?"

Prior to the recent change-over of
private enterprises, it was absolute-
ly necessary to have such supervision
of production by the workers. But now
that these enterprises have been con-
verted into joint-state-private enter-
prises, the working class should take
a further step forward and, instead
of merely supervising production,
should put into effect direct manage-
ment by the state, which is led by the
working class.. . . As to the capital-
ists and their associates, whatever
position of authority they may still
retain in the joint state-private en-
terprises ,differs fundamentally from
what it was prior to the change-over.53]

This was pure demogogy on the part of a bour-
geois con artist. If the state were truly
under the hegemony of the working class when
it assumed ownership of private enterprises
it would have no desire to cut back on the
supervisory power that the working class had
been able to win from the capitalists (with
state support) while the enterprise was still
in private hands. Instead it would rely on
this supervision to ensure the success of
the transition and isolate the capitalists.
As the socialist relations of production
were perfected the workers in a factory
would gain more and more direct control over
production under the centralized guidance of
the proletarian state. The fact that the
workers' power decreased and that of the ca-
pitalists was maintained (or increased)
clearly shows the class nature of the "trans-
formation" of these enterprises and the tre-
mendous influence of the boureoisie in the
state.

The bourgeoisie's attack on the power of the
working class and its efforts to expand its
own power was greatly stepped up in all
spheres at the time of the Eighth Party
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Congress. This was done under the cover of
a supposed "rectification campaign" to com-
bat "subjectivism, sectarianism and bureau-
cracy." This "rectification campaign" in
China coincided with a "rectification cam-
paign" that was launched at the same time by
the revisionists in the Soviet Party. Taking
advantage of weaknesses in the Soviet Party
and state, the Krushchevite revisionists
called for a campaign against "dogmatism,
sectarianism, bureaucracy and Stalinism," and
urged revisionists in Eastern European
Parties along the same path. Under the ban-
ner of combatting "dogmatism" they opposed
Marxism-Leninism and called for the free flow
of bourgeois and revisionist ideas. The slo-
gan of combatting "sectarianism" was used to
squash the struggle against revisionists, op-
portunists and bourgeois elements. The cam-
paign against "bureaucracy" was designed to
break down those aspects of centralized eco-
nomic planning that hemmed in the develop-
ment of capitalism.

The "rectification campaign" launched at the
time of the Eighth Party Congress of the CPC
in 1956 was to be used by the Chinese revi-
sionists in much the same way as their coun-
terparts in the Soviet Union and Eastern
Europe were using supposed "rectification"
measures.

7. DECENTRALIZATION OF THE ECONOMY AND THE
WAGE REFORM OF 1956.

After explaining to the workers the "funda-
mentally different position" of the capital-
ists after nationalization, Chen Yun went on
to lay out the economic reforms that the CPC
intended to implement which amounted to ex-
panding the role of the capitalist free mark-
et "on the basis of the decisive victory of
socialism."

. . . as a result of the decisive suc-
cesses we.have achieved in the social-
ist transformation of capitalist in-
dustry and commerce, certain measures
taken by state economic departments in
the past few years, and particularly
in the past two years, to restrict
capitalist industry and commerce have
now become unnecessary. These measures
were indispensable and effective at the
time. Now, however, they are quite un-
warranted. Not only that, they were
not without shortcomings at the time
they were enforced. To continue them
now would inevitably hamper the further
development of the national economy.

First we should change the purchasing
and marketing arrangements now esta-
blished between industrial and commer-
cial enterprises. The system of state
commercial departments giving the fac-
tories orders for processing and manu-
facturing goods should be replaced by
a system of factories themselves pur-
chasing raw materials and marketing
products.

That is to say, the practice we follow-
ed prior to the winter of 1953 should,
in general, be restored on the basis
of our socialist economy.. . .

We must correct our mistake of focus-
ing attention on centralized product-
ion and management. Otherwise, the
defects already seen in production, in
circulation and in service of customers
will get worse.

Thirdly, we must cross out from our
regulations governing market control
all those provisions which were meant
to restrict the speculative activities
of capitalist industry and commerce..
. . minor local products, now purchased
in a unified way by local supply and
marketing cooperatives, should be al-
lowed to be freely purchased, trans-
ported and marketed by state shops,
cooperative groups and supply and mar-
keting cooperatives in different parts
of the country.. . . Those provisions
in the regulations for controlling in-
dustry and commerce which are out of
keeping with the situation today should
be revised in order to meet the needs
of free purchasing, marketing and trans-
portation. That is, in marketing, we
think of stabilizing prices simply as
"unifying prices" or "freezing prices."
. . . We should not become worried if
prices go up for a time within certain
limits.. . . Factories manufacturing
articles of daily use should be allow-
ed to make their own production plans
in light of market conditions without
being tied down to the reference fi-
gures in the state plan. As for the
profits to be handed over to the state
treasury, the amount should be deter-
mined bythe factory's actual receipts
at the end of the year.. . . Will all
these measures combine to bring about
the danger of re-emergence of the ca-
pitalist free market in our country?
No, that will never be the case. The
adoption of the above-mentioned
measures will never lead to re-emergence
of a capitalist market, but will further
the growth of a socialist market adapt-
ed to our conditions and needs of the
people. 54]

Chen Yun's "market socialism," like the
"market socialism" of other revisionists,
is not socialism but capitalism. The devel-
opment of socialist relations of production
is impossible without centralized economic
planning by a proletariat state. Without
steadily increasing centralized
planning there is no way the economy can be
regulated except through the anarchistic
methods of the "law of value" and the capi-
talist market. The reforms that Chen Yun out-
lined freed the great majority of enter-
prises to set their own production plans,
freely purchasing raw materials, and deter-
mining when, where and at what price to mar-
ket their products, etc.
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As a natural companion of these reforms the
government also decided that profitability
and not production was to be the main factor
in industrial accountability. "1 &11 of this
represented a reversal of the minimal amount
of centralized planning that had been
achieved in China and let loose the anarchist-
ic forces of capitalist economic relations.

Bourgeois classes attempt to stem the disast-
rous effects of the anarchy of the market by
introducing a certain degree of economic
planning, placing sectors of industry under
state control, etc. These measures limit the
absolute, rule of the market and of profits,
but their purpose in the long run, under
bourgeois rule, is to protect the rate of re-
turn on capital investment, to protect their
profits. The bourgeoisie cannot escape from
using profits as the motor force of their
economic structure because of their class
interests and, therefore, they cannot really
develop centralized economic planning. The
actions of the revisionist Liu-Teng group
reflect this bourgeois attack.

Bourgeois economists who have analyzed the
history of economic planning in China say
that the Chinese never achieved a very high
degree of centralized planning during the
First Five Year Plan (1953-1958). The im-
plementation of centralized planning was not
really accomplished until 1955, and before
it was perfected to any extent the reforms
of 1956 reversed the movement towards cen-
tralization. 56] & bourgeois economist judged
that the economic reforms in China in 1956
were just as sweeping as those carried out in
the Soviet Union under Krushchev and that
while a few major industries were operated
according to a central plan, the great major-
ity (80%) of Chinese industrial enterprises
were more independent than those in the
Soviet Union.^'1 Another bourgeois "China
expert" compar.ed China's economic planning in
the early 1960's with that of Yugoslavia be-
cause of the degree of autonomy of the manage-
ment of individual enterprises.58]

Following the economic reforms of 1956 the
Chinese economy went through a sharp down-
turn in 1957. No longer so committed to a
central plan, the management of enterprises
pursued various methods of turning over a
higher rate of profit that did not necessari-
ly conform with the needs of society to ex-
pand industrial output rapidly and increase
capital construction. In response to the
downturn the State Council issued a direct-
ive in November, 1957, stating:

. . . with the exception of leading
administrative personnel (directors,
deputy directors, managers and deputy
managers) and principal technical per-
sonnel, all other employees and work-
ers may be hired and fired by the en-
terprise concerned. On the condition
that the total number of workers and
employees is not increased, an enter-
prise may readjust its organization

and personnel. •'[Emphasis added.]

Central authorities criticized industrial
enterprise for hiring 1,250,000 "too many"
workers in 1956 and called on local manage-
ments to lay off "excessive" labor force in
order to cut costs. This effort to get
enterprises to lay off workers was accompan-
ied 'by new laws introducing mandatory retire-
ment ages and campaigns to convince women to
remain at home as housewives.60] This bour-
geois response to the downturn that their ca-
pitalist economic reforms had created was al-
so reflected in another directive issued by
the State Council in the same month which
said:

At present the wages for ordinary and
miscellaneous workers in the various
departments and localities are general-
ly somewhat too high. In view of the
fact that ordinary and miscellaneous
workers only engage in simple physical
labor and are generally recruited lo-
cally, the former's excessively high
wages as compared with those of the
peasants will necessarily arouse the
discontent of the latter.61]

One of the fundamental goals of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat is to gradually nar-
row the differences between city and country,
between peasant and worker, inherited from
feudal and capitalist society, for only on
this basis can a classless communist society
be built. However, this directive is not
genuinely interested in this but only reveals
the absolute contempt that the bourgeois
agents in the state council had for the
masses of "ordinary and miscellaneous" work-
ers as well as the peasantry.62] jn a so-
cialist country there is a division between
the fund of accumulation (that is, for rein-
vestment, etc.) and the fund for consumption
(that is, for wages, etc.). This division
is made in a planned way according to the
social needs of the nation and in a way that
allows for the gradual improvement of the
living conditions of the masses. Under ca-
pitalism, on the contrary, the capitalists
are forced to attempt to drive down the wa-
ges of the masses in order to raise their
own profit rate so that they can produce in
a competitive manner. Especially at times
of economic downturn the capitalists must
cut labor costs to restore high profit rates
so production can be resumed at an acceler-
ated rate. Through their economic reforms
the developing bourgeois class in China cre-
ated a similar framework for their economic
decision-making.

This bourgeois approach to "straightening
out the economy" (which the Liu-Teng revi-
sionist group repeated in many ways in the
process of consolidating their economic and
political control in 1962 and 1977 as well)
should be compared to the proletarian ap-
proach to economic difficulties and dispro-
portions that have occurred in socialist
construction at various times in all



socialist states. A proletarian state's re-
sponse is not to raise prices so that only
privileged, high income sectors can afford
basic necessities, but rather to ration
those basic necessities; it is not to lower
the wages of workers and raise those of ma-
nagement and technical personnel, but rather
to ask all to by-pass raises in pay (while
many times the prices of basic necessities
are lowered) and endure hardships, while
waging a specific campaign to cut the wages
of the higher paid strata; it is~not to put
increasing emphasis on the profitability of
capital investment, in this way attempting
to discourage "unnecessary" investment, but
rather to redistribute the nation's limited
investment capital according to revised
plans which more correctly reflect the most
pressing social needs; it is not to lay off
workers, but, on the contrary, to mobilize
the entire population, including school-
children, to work overtime to help fulfill
the economic plan and produce the products
that the nation needs.

While these representatives of the bour-
cjooisie were cutting the wages of the masses
of workers they were raising the wages of ma-
nagerial and technical personnel. Wage dif-
ferentials between manual and mental labor
had remained very large after liberation.
However, in 1955, the Second Session of the
National People's Congress decided:

We must step by step establish reason-
able wage scales so' that the wages of
workers in various branches of pro-
duction will be properly graded in re-
lation to their skills, thus eliminat-
ing egalitarianism in the wage system
as well as other unreasonable condi-
tions and adhering to the principle of
"to each according to his work." Wages
for unskilled workers must not be fix-
ed at too high a level. During these
five years bigger increases in wages
must be given to highly skilled tech-
nical personnel and scientific re-
search personnel.°2]

That year, in accordance with their bourgeois
view of the socialist principle of "to each
according to their work," a new wage system
was implemented in which production workers,
who actually created the nation's wealth,
were paid as low as thirty yuan monthly,
while managerial and technical"personnel, who
actually created no value through their own
efforts, were payed up to 560 yuan_ per month.
63] in 1956 another major wage reform was im-
plemented, standardizing the entire nation's
wage system with an eight-grade wage scale
which further strengthened the differential
between manual and mental labor. In addi-
tion, the 1956 wage reform greatly extended
the use of piece work and bonuses as product-
ion incentives.64]

15
8. THE "RECTIFICATION" OF THE PARTY

Besides the economic measures taken to en-
sure the development of capitalist relations
the Liu-Teng group also took other measures
to facilitate their efforts to ensure bour-
geois hegemony over the Party and the State
and the spread of bourgeois ideology. At
the'Eighth Party Congress Liu Shao-chi cau-
tioned Party members to "respect the author-
ity" of the national bourgeois and bourgeois
intellectual state officials.

Representatives of the democratic par-
ties and democrats without party affil-
iations occupy important posts in many
of our state organs. There are also
large numbers of non-Party personnel
working in our government organs,
schools, enterprises and armed forces.
This situation requires that members
of our Party establish good relations
and work in cooperation with them.
The reason why we must raise this
question is that there are still mem-
bers of our Party who hold that every-
thing must be "of one colour"; who are
willing to see non-Party people work
in state organs; who do not consult
with them when the circumstances re-
quire, and do not respect the authori-
ty that goes with their posts. This
is a kind of sectarian viewpoint. . .
The Party must teach its members who
are not good at co-operating with non-
Party people to speedily overcome such
shortcomings. This, at present, is
one of the important tasks in consoli-
dating the people's democratic united
front.65]

Along with this campaign against "sectarian-
ism" Liu Shao-chi was concerned with extend-
ing "democracy." This was further explain-
ed in a resolution adopted by the Congress
that called for "letting diverse schools of
thought contend and flowers of many kinds
blossom:"

We should carry out the Party's policy
of uniting with, educating and remould-
ing the intellectuals and the principle
of "letting diverse schools of thought
contend" and encourage them to culti-
vate independent thinking and engage
in free discussion.... We should con-
tinue to adhere to the principle of
"letting flowers of many kinds blossom"
foster art and literature on an exten-
sive scale, encourage in every way
creative work in art and literature.
promote art and literary criticism.66]

All of this was designed to give the bour-
geois intelligentsia the opportunity to
freely propagate bourgeois ideology. At
the same time the revisionists
wanted no restrictions on their activity
and efforts to spread bourgeois ideas in
the Party. Teng Hsiao-ping told the
Congress:
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In the period when our Party was do-
minated by "Leftist" opportunists,
errors were committed by pushing
inner-Party struggle to the extreme.
A policy of excessively harsh strug-
gle and of wanton punishment (the
so-called "ruthless struggle" and
"merciless blow") was carried on
within the Party. As a result,
Party unity, inner-Party democracy
and the initiative of the rank-and-
file Party membership all suffered
severe damage and the advance of the
Party's cause was seriously hindered.
Now, although such wrong treatment of
comrades' shortcomings and mistakes
is no longer a dominant feature in
Party life, it still exists in some
organizations, and attention must be
paid to rectifying it. 67^

The goal of the Liu-Teng group to transform
the CPC into a completely bourgeois party
can be seen clearly in their recruitment
policy. A western China expert reports that
"the emphasis on urban recruitment during
the mid-1950"s was on strengthening the up-
per levels of the Party by drawing in those
who already occupied positions of socio-
economic importance, intellectuals and tech-
nicians were favored over workers, and
skilled workers were given preference over
the non-skilled." 68]

During the year 1956 alone, 635,137 intel-
lectuals were recruited into the Party. Al-
together, by 1956, one-third of the nation's
intelligentsia, the great majory of which
had been inherited from pre-revolutionary
days and was closely tied with the national
bourgeoisie, had been recruited into the
CPC. Many of them had been recruited di-
rectly from the bourgeois-democratic par-
ties. By 1956 there were more intellectuals
in the Party than workers and the percent-
age was growing. 69] This recruitment poli-
cy led to a situation in which nearly all
managerial personnel in industry were Party
members, while only a small percentage of
the production workers had been recuited
(10-20% of all personnel, including admin-
istrators, were party members).7°1 Party
membership was not only disproportionately
concentrated in management, but, even more
important, rank assignments in the Party
were determined largely by the importance
of cadre in the industrialization process:;1J
Managers of enterprises would typically
have powerful positions in the Party as
well. The extent to which this became true
can be seen in a 1966 survey of the party
organizations in 33 major industrial enter-
prises in China. In the majority of these
not one worker was a member of the party
committees, the leading bodies of the party
organizations in the plants. With the ex-
ception of three firms, the rest of the
party committees had only one or two work-
ers (out of seven to thirty members).7^J

Explaining this anti-working class cadres

policy, Teng Hsiao-ping said at the Eighth
Party Congress:

The distinction that was hitherto made
in the procedure of admitting new
members has been removed because the
former classification of social status
has lost or is losing its original
meaning. Both before the Seventh
Congress [in 1945] and for a consider-
able period afterwards it was essential
to have different procedures of admis-
sion for applicants of different so-
cial status and this served a very
good purpose. But in recent years
the situation has basically changed.
The difference between workers and of-
fice employees is now only a matter of
division of labour within the same
class.73]

With this revisionist thesis of "a division
of labor within the same class" Teng Hsiao-
ping was denying the absolute necessity of
the hegemony of the proletariat and paving
the way for bourgeois elements to consoli-
date their control in the Party. This
thesis was a cover for his efforts to trans-
form the CPC into a party of a technical
and managerial elite which would place it-
self above the working masses, oppressing
and exploiting them.

9. "CONTRADICTIONS AMONG THE PEOPLE"

Mao Tse-tung did not agree with the thesis
of Liu Shao-chi and Teng Hsiao-ping that
the "question of who will win in the strug-
gle between socialism and capitalism in our
country has now been decided" and that "the
contradiction between the proletariat and
the bourgeoisie has been basically resolved"
theses that were designed to demobilize the
working class and lull it to sleep. In
February 1957, four months after the Eighth
Party Congress, he said in his well-known
speech On the Correct Handling of the Con-
tradictions Among the People:

Class struggle is by no means over.
The class struggle between the prole-
tariat and the bourgeoisie, the class
struggle between the various political
forces, and the class struggle between
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie
in the ideological field will still
be protracted and tortuous and at
times even very sharp. The proletar-
iat seeks to transform the world ac-
cording to its own world outlook, and
so does the bourgeoisie. In this re-
spect, the question of which will win
out, socialism or capitalism, is not
really settled yet. 74J

However, how was this class struggle to be
carried out? As he always had, Mao main-
tained that this struggle could and should
be carried out in a non-antagonistic and
peaceful way based on the principle of
"unity-struggle-unity."
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We are confronted with two types of
contradictions - those between our-
selves and the enemy and those among
the people. The two are totally
different in nature. ... In our
country, the contradiction between
the working class and the national
bourgeois i e comes under the category
o'f_contradlctions among the people. . . .
In~~the period of~socialist revolution,
exploitation of the working class for
profit constitutes one side of the
character of the national bourgeoisie,
while its support for the Constitution
and its willingness to accept social-
ist transformation constitute the other.
. . . The contradiction between the na-
tional bourgeoisie and the working class
is one between exploiter and exploited,
and is by nature antagonistic. But in
the concrete conditions of China, this
antagonistic contradiction between the
two classes, if properly handled, can
be transformed into a non-antagonistic
one. However, the contradiction between
the working class and the national
bourgeoisie will change into a contra-
diction between ourselves and the
enemy if we do not handle it properly
and do not follow the policy of uniting
wi tn ' criticizing and educating the
nationaT^ourgeoisTe, or if the national
bo uFgeo I s i e "doe s not accept this policy
of ours.

Dictatorship does not apply within the
ranks of the people. The people can-
not exercise dictatorship over them-
selves , nor must one section of the
people oppress another . . . . [The] de-
inocratic method of resolving contra-
dictions among the people was epito-
mized in 1942 in the formula "unity-
criticism-unity." To elaborate, that
means starting from the desire for
unity, resolving contradictions through
criticism or struggle, and arriving at
a new unity on that basis. And since
the liberation of the whole country we
have employed this same method of
" unitv̂ĉ̂tĵciŝm̂unitY" in our rela-
tions with the democratic parties and

and commercial circles .

In ordinary circumstances, contradict-
ions among the people are not antagon-
istic. But if they are not handled
properly, or if we relax our vigilence
or relax our guard, antagonism may
arise. In a socialist country, a de-
velopment of this kind is usually only
a localized and temporary phenomenon.
The reason is that the system of ex-
ploitation of man by man has been
abolished and the interests of the
people are fundamentally identical .
Today, matters stand as follows: The
large scale, turbulent class struggles
of the masses characteristic of the
times of revolution have in the main
come to an end, but class struggle is

by no means entirely over.. . .
[T]ime is needed for our socialist
system to become established and
consolidated, for the masses to
become accustomed to the new system,
and for government personnel to learn
and acquire experience. It is therefore
imperative for us at this juncture to
raise the question of distinguishing
contradictions among the people of all
nationalities in our countries for the
new battle, the battle against nature,
develop our economy and culture, help
the whole national traverse this . ". .
period of t'ransTjETon relatively smooth-
ly, consolidate our new system and
build up our new state. ~

Those with a Right deviation in their
thinking make no distinction between
ourselves and the enemy and take the
enemy for our own people.. . . Those
with a "Left" deviation in their think-
ing magnify contradictions between our-
selves and the enemy to such an extent
that they take certain contradictions
among the people for contradictions'
with the enemy and regard as counter-
revolutionaries people who are actually
not. After liberation, we rooted out
a number of counterrevolutionaries.
Some were sentenced to death for major
crimes.... Since 1956, however, there
has been a radical change in the situa-
tion.In ~the country as a whole, the
bulk of the counterrevolutionaries have
been cleared out. Our basic task has
changed from unfettering the productive
forces to protecting and expanding them
in the context of the new relations of
production. [Emphasis added.] 75]

While saying that the bourgeoisie wanted to
develop capitalism, Mao Tse-tung urged the
proletariat to continue to struggle to unite
with the national bourgeoisie and treat the
contradiction between the two classes as
one "among the people." The proletariat
could not exercise dictatorship over the
bourgeoisie for the bourgeoisie was part
of "the people" and therefore should share
in exercising this dictatorship. He caut-
ioned members of the Party from taking the
bourgeoisie and its agents in the Party for
the enemy and further added that the "radic-
al change" since 1956 had led to a situation
in which the "interests of the people are
fundamentally identical."

In this speech Mao went on to endorse the
slogan "let a hundred flowers blossom and a
hundred schools of thought contend" which
the bourgeoisie and their agents were using
to spread bourgeois and revisionist ideolo-
gy. He then elaborated the Party's policy
towards the bourgeois-democratic parties
which Liu Shao-chi had touched on at the
Eighth Party Congress.

The slogan "long term coexistence
and mutual supervision" is also a
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product of China's specific histori-
cal conditions. It was not put for-
ward all of the sudden, but had been
in the making for several years.
When the socialist system was in the
main established last year, the slo-
gan was formulated in explicit terms.
Why should the bourgeois and the
petty-bourgeois democratic forces be
allowed to exist side by side with
the party of the working class for a
long period of time? Because we have
no reason for not adopting the policy
of long term co-existence with all
those political parties which are
truly devoted to the task of uniting
the people.

Mutual supervision is obviously not
a one-sided matter; it means that the
Communist Party can exercise supervi-
sion over the democratic parties, and
vice versa. Why should the democratic
parties be allowed to exercize super-
vision over the Communist Party?. . .
We all know that supervision over the
Communist Party is mainly exercised
by the working people and the Party
membership, but it augments the bene-
fit to us to have supervision by the
democratic parties, too. 76]

The bourgeois-democratic parties were not
"devoting themselves to the task of uniting
the people for the cause of socialism." Mao
was speaking in the middle of an all-out of-
fensive by the bourgeoisie and the revision-
ists to consolidate their power. The
publication and promotion of this speech
thoughout China in 1957 could not but fur-
ther ideologically disarm the proletariat
in its life-and-death struggle with the
bourgeoisie by continuing and intensifying
the illusions promoted by the CPC about
"peaceful" class struggle.

In this same period Mao also joined the Liu-
Teng group in urging a further decentrali-
zation of economic planning, calling for
the initiative of the local authorities to
be brought into full play.

The relationship between the central
and local authorities constitutes
another contradiction. To resolve
this contradiction, our attention
should now be focussed on how to en-
large the powers of the local author-

ities to some extent, give them
greater independence and let them do
more, all on the premise that the
unified leadership of the central
authorities is to be strengthened.
. . . We must not follow the example
of the Soviet Union in concentrating
everything in the hands of the central
authorities, shackling the local au-
thorities and denying them the right
to independent action,77]

With his references to "strong and unified
central leadership," Mao's call to "bring
the initiative of local authorities to full
play" might be seen as dialectical and de-
mocratic-centralist. But this decentrali-
zation must be seen in the context in which
it took place.

China had not yet achieved a very high de-
gree of centralized planning and in fact was
just then nationalizing the entire capital-
ist sector. But Mao did not call for a
step-by-step movement towards developing
the apparatus to strengthen centralized
planning but rather stressed "enlarging the
powers of the local authorities." Without
exception bourgeois writers describe Mao as
a strong advocate of decentralization at
this time and this is borne out by the fact
that during the "Great Leap Forward" (1958-
1960), when Mao enjoyed great influence,
centralized economic planning was broken
down to an unprecedented degree.78] Bour-
geois writers, as well as leftist intellect-
uals sympathetic to Mao, describe a strug-
gle between him and the bureaucracts of the
Liu-Teng group, who, according to them, re-
fused to break with "Stalinist centralism."
In reality, however, the Liu-Teng group,
like Krushchev and Tito, also advocated de-
centralization because their efforts to de-
velop capitalism demanded a large degree of
decentralization.

While the positions of the Liu-Teng group
and Mao Tse-tung coincided on tha question
of decentralization, Mao disagreed sharply
with many of the other bourgeois reforms
that the Liu-Teng group were implementing.
These sharp disagreements would lead Mao to
mobilize the masses against the policies of
the Liu-Teng group in the coming years. The
victories and ultimate defeat of the prole-
tariat in China under the leadership of Mao
Tse-tung will be dealt with in the next pa-
per.
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II. ALBANIA

1. THE DEMOCRATIC REVOLUTION

The Albanian revolution was accomplished
through a war of national liberation against
the Italian and German occupation during
World War II. In 1941 the Communist Party
of Albania (as the Party of Labor of Albania
was then called) was founded. The next
year the young Party called on all Albanian
patriots to join it in forming the National
Liberation Front to coordinate and lead the
growing armed resistance to the Italian
Fascist occupation of Albania. Following
the organization of the NLF elements led by
the native bourgeoisie organized another
anti-Italian resistance organization, the
National Front (Balli Kombetar) in order to
oppose the NLF and maneuver to set up bour-
geois rule once the fascists had been
driven from the country.

The relationship between these two organiza-
tions was hostile from the beginning, but
they cooperated in specific campaigns in the
early stages of the struggle. As the event-
ual capitulation of the Italian fascists
became evident, the British and Americans
put pressure on the two organizations to
unite, attempting to prepare the way for the
bourgeois elements in control of "Balli
Kombetar" to maneuver their way into power.
In August 1943, one month before the capitu-
lation of the Italians, a representative of
the NLF met with the "Balli Kombetar" and
agreed to a proposal for joint rule follow-
ing liberation. The leadership of the CPA,
however, rejected this agreement as capitul-
ation to the bourgeoisie and instead set an
independent path for the NLF. In September
1943, 50,000 German troops marched into
Albania to replace the Italians. The new
occupiers set up a puppet government with
which the "patriots" of the "Balli Kombetar"
cooperated to oppose the NLF. Meanwhile, a
section of the NLF, at the urging of the
British imperialists, split off and formed
the "Legality" organization, dedicated to
the restoration of the Albanian monarchy.
The NLF was forced to wage armed struggle
against not only the German occupation
troops, but also the "Balli Kombetar,"
which had chosen to ally with the Germans.
and "Legality," which was now the British
and American choice as the new rulers of
Albania. In the course of a year of strug-
gle the CPA was able to expose both of these
organizations as agents of imperialism and
defeat them politically and militarily.

Using its two powerful weapons, the
Democratic Front and the National Li- .
beration Army, and not forgetting for
one moment the perspective of the de-
velopment of the revolution and the
achievement of its final objective,
the Party never shared the power with
the bourgeoisie but kept inviolate
the leadership of the working class
in the new political state power. It

defeated the pressure, which internal
reaction and the U.S. and British im-
perialists exerted during the war and
in the early post-liberation years,
to bring representatives of the land-
owners and the reactionary bourgeoisie
into the leadership of the people's
power. It also defeated the treacher-

. ous stand of opportunist elements in
its own leadership, who surrendered
to the enemy pressure and agreed to
share the power with the bourgeoisie.1]

In November 1944 Albania became the first
of the Eastern Europoean nations to triumph
over the German invaders, and, along with
Yugoslavia, the only one to do so without
the aid of the Soviet Red Army. The new
state power that was established by the CPA
was a People's Democracy based on the alli-
ance of the proletariat and the poor
peasantry. The Albanian Party was the only
Party in Eastern Europe that did not set
up some form of coalition government with
the bourgeoisie following liberation. The
new Albanian government represented only
the exploited and oppressed classes and ex-
cluded all of the exploiting classes.

2. CONCILIATION WITH OR EXPROPRIATION AND
SUPPRESSION OF THE BOURGEOISIE?

The new Albanian government immediately ex-
propriated the property of the big land-
lords, the foreign capitalists and all
Albanian capitalists who had gone into ex-
ile. The land of the big landlords was
handed over to those that tilled it; the
expropriated mines and other industrial en-
terprises along with all banks, became
state property. In addition, within six
months, all means of transport were nation-
alized with fixed compensation.2] These
initial expropriations of the landlords,
imperialists and fugitive bourgeoisie were
the decided outcome of the democratic revo-
lution. However, during the first year
and a half following the seizure of power,
a fierce struggle raged within the CPA as
to how to proceed from there, revolving
around what line should be taken towards
the local bourgeoisie. Some of the Party,
led by Sejfulla Maleshova, maintained that
in the period after the triumph of the re-
volution a certain degree of reconciliation
with the bourgeoisie was necessary and
would be beneficial in the reconstruction
of the country. Enver Hoxha summed up
Maleshova's views as follows:

Sejfulla Maleshova negated the Party
and stood for the creation of other
social democratic parties in the
Front,3J he was in favor of sharing
power with the bourgeoisie. Sejfulla
Maleshova was against the revolution-
ary economic and social reforms; he
was for open and sincere collabora-
tion with the bourgeoisie; he object-
ed to the confiscation of their pro-
perty and factories; he stood for the
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extinguishing of class struggle and
for peaceful integration of the ca-
pitalist element into socialism.4]

Sejfulla has always maintained a va-
cillating and very often opportunist
stand towards the private sector of
the economy. He considered this
sector as a reliable support for the
state. He argued this by saying that
private capital was very strong and
of considerable amount, and that the
private owners, at this initial stage,
were better able to administer and
direct an enterprise successfully,
because they were experienced.. . . •"

Enver Hoxha, on the contrary, believed that
the bourgeoisie should not be allowed to
participate in the government and could not
be relied on to rebuild the economy; he
favored their expropriation as quickly as
possible.

We should cut off all possibilities
for private capital to develop and
strengthen itself. Any laxity in
this direction means allowing the
bourgeoisie to become strong, allow-
ing the creation of a new industrial
bourgeois class to impede our pro-
gress towards socialism.. . . Every-
thing for the state sector, merciless
struggle against private capital; as
much help as possible for the consumer
and producer cooperatives, so that
these can become a great support for
the state. J

Enver Hoxha reminded Party members that the
bourgeoisie were enemies of the revolution
and that to slow down the struggle against
them and other reactionaries at that point
would lead to the failure of the revolution.

"We shall defeat the reaction with strug-
gle and through struggle, "we shall de-
feat the private sector through strug-
gle" and other such theories were con-
tinually mentioned, but in practice it
was forgotten that w° were in struggle
with the reaction and the private sec-
tor of the economy, and that we had to
keep this struggle going and not slow
it down. I mentioned earlier that at
the time of the liberation of Albania
conditions were very favorable to con-
tinue this struggle, but it was slack-
ened and this is where opportunism ap-
pears. . . . This reached the stage
where enemies of the people, represent-
atives of reaction, were invited to
stand for elections to the assembly,
and a coalition in the elections and
similar suicidal actions were proposed
to the Catholic clergy.?]

The PLA sums up that this initial struggle
after the seizure of power was critical to
the future of the revolution, the develop-
ment of proletarian power and socialism.

With his right opportunist viewpoints
Sejfulla Maleshova had become a mouth-
piece and defender of the interests of
the local bourgeoisie and of the im-
perialists within the Party; he had
turned into one of their lackeys. If
these viewpoints were not exposed and
combatted, the Party line and the con-
struction of socialism in Albania would
have been endangered and obstructed.
Their elimination was an urgent and
vital question.8]

The struggle came to a head and was deci-
sively resolved in the winter of 1945-1946.
The Fifth Plenum of the Central Committee of
the CPA in February 1946 condemned Male-
shova 's viewpoints and removed him from the
Central Committee.9] Between November 1945
and June 1946 ten percent of the membership
of the Party were expelled, while many new
members were recruited. In the Democratic
Front "a radical purge of hostile elements"
was carried out and its social composition
was thus improved so that it represented -,gi
only the interests of the laboring masses.
Along with these and other measures,

. . . the Central Committee took
steps to raise the theoretical level
of the communists, which was quite
low. This became more urgent because
the Party organizations did not feel
that the study of a Marxist-Leninist
theory was absolutely necessary. For
this purpose theoretical courses and
circles were opened and individual
study was organized. Besides, agita-
tion and propaganda among the masses
of people was extended using new forms
and methods.11J

The exposure of the opportunist line of
Sejfulla Maleshova made it possible for the
CPA to intensify the socialist revolution
in all fields. After the Fifth Plenum it
was decided to set about the collectiviza-
tion of agriculture and establish model
state farms, and a new phase of nationaliza-
tions began. The power stations, construct-
ion materials industry, the entire existing
light and food processing industries, which
had been mainly in the hands of the local
bourgeoisie, became state property. By the
end of 1947 production by private capital- ̂ 2
ist industry was almost entirely eliminated.

The nationalization of the principal
means of production in Albania was done
quickly and without compensation. It
took place as a result of the deep
class differentiation which was made
during the National Liberation War and
after the war, and which led to the
elimination of the political domina-
tion of the bourgeoisie. This also
removed the principal obstacle to the
elimination of its economic base-

The rapid expropriation of the bourgeoisie
would have been impossible without the
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direct organization of the workers to take
the management of production out of the
hands of the capitalists.

State control of production and dis-
tribution was the first prepartory
step towards the nationalization of
the principal means of production.
This was established in December 1944.
Assisted by Party organs and state
commissars, the workers took part
vigorously in the organization of
production and the management of en-
terprises. They thus had the opport-
unity to test their forces and gain
experience in managing production.
Through the workers' control the pro-
duction capacity of enterprises, the
sources and reserves of new materials
and fuels were assessed. This pre-
pared the ground for the working class
to take over the enterprises and run
them once they were nationalized. ••

The radical policy of the CPA towards expro-
priation of the bourgeoisie was not neces-
sarily the easiest way to facilitate the
economic reconstruction of war-ravaged
Albania. Rapid expropriation was bound to
cause some economic disruption.

The rapid rates of the socialization
had its own difficulties, as well.
The working class and the state took
over the means of production without
being fully prepared to manage them
efficiently. Engineers and techni-
cians with experience and loyal to the
revolution were lacking. Nevertheless,
due to the good organization and the
all-around political preparation of
the workers and, likewise, to the state
control which had been established in
the capitalist enterprises, the na-
tionalization was carried through
without economic upheavals and damage. '

In order to minimize economic disruption
the CPA was willing to retain bourgeois-
trained specialists in the nationalized
enterprises and continue paying them high
wages. But Enver Hoxha explained that they
should be closely supervised, not only from
above, but from below, by the masses as
well:

Great care should be taken of these
specialists too. They should be put
to work; their work should be appre-
ciated, but at the same time, the work
they do should be checked, and no op-
portunist stand should be maintained
toward them to the detriment of the
work. Besides this, regarding the
question of state power, not only
should we exercize the maximum check-
up from within and accept construct-
ive crticism and self-criticism, but
at the same time we should encourage
the initiative of the masses in giving
direct assistance to the state power

and exercising check up over the peo-
ple employed in it. The [popularly
elected People's] councils, from which
the executive committees emerge, should
truly exercize their powers both in
appointing cadres to committees, and in
controlling them and dismissing them
when they do not carry out their work

• well. To act otherwise means to pre-
serve the form of the people's power,
but in content to allow the old spirit
and method to hold sway. We should
struggle against this with the greatest
severity.

On the question of state power, the
enemy will do its utmost to fight us.
It will fight against the form of the
regime, using as arguments the mis-
takes and laxity of some officials.
. . . On the other hand, the enemy will
endeavour to penetrate the state power
in order to sabotage, to slow down the
work, and to introduce all the vices
of the bourgeois regime into it, and
if given a free hand, will capture
the key positions in various sectors.
There are numerous examples of this,
and they should teach us a lesson.15]

Thus the radical measures that were taken by
the CPA to eliminate bourgeois political and
economic power were accompanied by measures
to counter the possibility of the re-
emergence of bourgeois political power from
within the new proletarian state and state
controlled economy.

3. THE STRUGGLE AGAINST THE TITOITE
REVISIONISTS

The expropriation of the old exploiting
classes in Albania was accompanied by in-
creasing Albanian dependence on Yugoslavia.
This produced a very dangerous situation
which threatened to turn back the advance
towards socialism and once again reduce
Albania to a semi-colonial existence.

During the war of liberation the CPA had
cooperated extensively with the Communist
Party of Yugoslavia. After liberation, how-
ever, the less-than-friendly aims of the
Yugoslav Party, under the leadership of the
revisionist Tito group, slowly became clear.
Tito and his clique intended to turn Albania
into a colony which would produce raw ma-
terials and agricultural products to be pro-
cessed in Yugoslavia. In fact, their final
aim was to incorporate Albania into the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. Toward this
end, the Tito group enlisted the support of
some of the top leadership of the CPA, in-
cluding Koci Xoxe. The efforts of the Yugo-
slav and Albanian Titoites reached their
high point at the Eighth Plenum of the CC
of the CPA in early 1948. Because of the
fact that the nature of their plans was
still not clear to many Albanians, Koci
Xoxe and others suceeded in passing resolu-
tions to merge the Yugoslav and Albanian
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armies, develop a joint economic plan and
take measures against leaders of the CPA
that opposed their plans.

Enver Hoxha, Mehmet Shehu and other oppo-
nents of the Titoites' designs were able to
convince the members of the Central Commit-
tee of the CPA of the revisionist nature of
the Yugoslav leaders after the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union, under Stalin's
leadership, published an open letter to
the Yugoslav leadership criticizing its main
deviations. At the Eleventh Plenum of the
Central Committee of the CPA in September
1948, the Titoite plan was defeated. Over
the course of the next two years fourteen
of the thirty-one members of the CC were
removed and eight percent of the Party mem-
bership was purged in connection with this
struggle, and a major propaganda campaign
was carried out in Albania against the
"Yugoslav road to capitalism." 16]

The significance of this victory was not on-
ly that the Albanians avoided the submission
of their nation to the bourgeois-revisionist
economic and political system that the Tito-
ites were setting up, but also that they
learned an invaluable lesson, from a very
intimate perspective, of the dangers and re-
sults of revisionist policies in terms of
party life, class struggle and economic de-
velopment. Since this time the Albanian
Party has been in the forefront of the
struggle to expose all the aspects and de-
velopments of Yugoslav revisionism.

3. THE CONSOLIDATION OF SOCIALIST
RELATIONS OF PRODUCTION

At the same time as the colonial aspirations
of the Yugoslav revisionists were being de-
feated, the Party of Labor of Albania (as
the CPA was called after 1948) took measures
to correct some "Left" sectarian errors that
had accompanied the expropriation and sup-
pression of the bourgeoisie:

In various cases, erroneous political
attitudes had been maintained by the
Party and organs of state power toward
the patriotic petty bourgeoisie and
intelligentsia. Drastic economic
measures against small merchants which
led to their premature elimination had
been taken through administrative acts.
Patriots from the ranks of the middle
strata of cities and villages, who had
fought for the liberation under the
leadership of the Party had been un-
justly declared enemies. On account
of the inimical activities of indivi-
dual intellectual elements, a broad
circle of intellectuals had been ar-
bitrarily persecuted. All these er-
rors were frought with very serious
repercussions which created a feeling
of insecurity among the masses of
people and were weakening the bonds
of the Party with the masses and with
the Democratic Front.17]

The PLA recognized that it not only had to
maintain the political support of the small
merchants and handicraftsmen but that the
government was at that point not yet capable
of organizing all of the production and
trade needed to meet the demands of the
people. After these initial sectarian mis-
takes were corrected the PLA made a sharp
distinction between the larger capitalists,
who had been expropriated, and the petty-
bougeois cobblers, street venders, etc.
These sectors carried on the bulk of retail
trade and a small portion of Albania's in-
dustrial production for several years to
come (declining to 1.9% by 1956)18] They
were gradually organized into handicrafts
and consumers' co-operatives.

Over the next decade the PLA made other
"Left" errors, such as a premature attempt
to organize the masses of the peasantry into
cooperatives in 1953. However, while guard-
ing against "Left" errors the PLA always
identified the main danger as coming from
Right opportunism, which it encountered and
defeated on numerous occasions. At the
Second Congress of the PLA in 1952 Enver
Hoxha stressed:

. . . the greatest danger comes to
us from opportunism, the Right danger,
and . . . it is manifested and becomes
dangerous at moments of the ebb of the
revolutionary upsurge, moments of lull.
That is why the revolutionary upsurge
of the Party must constantly advance,
the Party's revolutionary vigilance
must be increased day by day, and the
fight against opportunism must be
stern and uncompromising.19]

In this speech Enver Hoxha recounted several
instances of Right opportunist deviations,
which included the failure to closely con-
trol the activities of bourgeois specialists
in the oil industry, the tendency on the
part of some local leaders to make alliances
with the rich peasants and protect them
against the just demands of the masses of
poor peasants, attempts to impose officials
whom the masses had refused to elect.
He went on to say:

The final matter has to do with the
class struggle. The class struggle in
our country has not died out, nor will
it die out as long as classes exist,
until the complete triumph of socialism.

But as I have stressed at other times,
the class struggle cannot and should
not be waged only in the countryside
and against the kulaks alone, and in no
way should it be waged through the er-
roneous sectarian and opportunist me-
thods mentioned above. The class strug-
gle must be waged fiercely, correctly,
and in all-round manner, in town and
country, in offices and factories, in
the cooperatives and the enterprises,
against the kulaks and the big
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bourgeoisie, speculators, thieves, sa-
boteurs, against the petty bourgeois
views which exist among the people and
the communist themselves, including
those of working class origin, against
the pressure of the bourgeoisie, bu-
reaucratism, and ideological trends
alien to us, against mystical, ideal-
ist, religious, fascist, imperialist
trends, against ignorance, backward-
ness in every field, against sectar-
ianism, opportunism, selfishness, pe-
dantry, and individualism. The class
struggle must be understood and waged,
as I said above, in the three aspects
of this question, economic struggle,
political struggle, ideological
struggle.. . . And to solve this pro-
blem, as well as other vital problems
facing the Party and the people cor-
rectly, the communists in the first
place, without exception, must be
equipped with the weapon of Marxism-
Leninism, and closely integrate it
with practice.201

Enver Hoxha continued, in this same speech,
to expose the tendency of state personnel to
detach themselves from the masses of people
and operate in a bureaucratic way as a great
danger that could gradually eliminate the
popular, proletarian character of the go-
vernment.

Generally this is what occurs: after
the people's councils elect the execu-
tive committee, the leading role of
the councils is forgotten, the coun-
cils become virtually formal, and the
executive committee becomes all power-
ful. The executive committee turns
its gaze towards the Capital, and its
concern to be on good terms with the
government and the district party com-
mittee, forgetting all about the
people's council from which it has
emerged and to which it must render
account.

As long as it is not properly under-
stood that state power emanates from
the people and belongs to the people,
and unless this basic principle is
duly translated into life through va-
rious forms, we shall continue to make
mistakes. The democratic essence of
our state power remains a dead letter,
the state power becomes a lifeless
body in which bureaucratism becomes
predominant within the advanced forms,
which are bound to shrivel and die.
What is left of our people's state
power if it does not belong to the
masses, if they do not take an active
part in it, fail to keep continuous
check on it, if the working masses do
not guide their own destiny by means
of the people's councils, the commis-
sions, committees, administrative and
economic organs, cultural institutions
the trade unions, the organs of the

Front, the youth, the women, the union
of buying and selling cooperatives,
and so on? It stands to reason that
nothing is left but the forms, which
will steadily degenerate into bureau-
cratic forms, and thus the essence of
the people's power will automatically
change .*•]

He went on to say:

. . . it is not the forms we are lacking
but we must enliven those forms. The
leading cadres of the Party and state
power must thoroughly understand the
important role of the people's councils,
and wage a fierce struggle against
those who hinder their genuine activi-
ty. The councils must be activated and
assume all their powers and rights.
. . . Whosoever underestimates the re-
presentative of the people and his
functions, cannot call himself a Marx-
ist, for he is an incorrigible bureau-
crat. The deputies and members of the
people's councils are entitled to de-
mand a rendering of account.. . . They
must be in touch with their electors,
mediate, give advice, check-up, press
for the implementation of the laws and
decisions.. . . If these matters are
not understood and tackled correctly,
then our state power cannot be strength-
ened and democratized. Those leading
cadres who are not clear about all this
are not clear about their duties towards
the people either, do not accept con-
trol by the masses and do not learn
from the masses,

A vigilant party which strengthens its
ties with the masses, bases its actions
on the masses, is not afraid to acknow-
ledge its mistakes, allow the people to
speak their minds and criticize mis-
takes, such a party never gets lost.
It forges ahead, becomes bolshevized,
and the enemies and saboteurs cannot
exist long under their various disguises.

The Party must promote and push forward
the new cadres, and unhesitatingly
punish the lazy and the bureaucrats.221

The struggle to eliminate bureaucratic devi-
ations was first and foremost a struggle to
preserve the revolutionary, character of the
Party. This was not a simple task. By
1956, through promotion of workers and
peasant Party members to administrative po-
sitions and through the recruitment of ma-
nagement and technical personnel into the
Party, 45.2% of the membership of the PLA
did not work in production but rather in ad-
ministration. 23] Moreover, as Enver Hoxha
pointed out, "among some of the communists
working in administration, a manifestation
totally alien to the Party, a bourgeois at-
titude, the attitude of an aristocrat to-
wards work in production, has appeared."
Measures were taken to transfer as many
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communists as possible from administration
to production.24]

In our country work is a matter of
honour, glory and heroism, and it is
the communists who should understand
this better than anyone else.

The unceasing upsurge of the economy
of the country and, in connection with
this, the strengthening of the work in
production, calls for the concentra-
tion of the main forces of the Party
there. The party organizations must
achieve this without fail.25]

In addition, Enver Hoxha stressed the im-
portance of the class composition of the
Party, so that it did not degenerate into a
privileged caste separated from the masses:

All the conditions have been created
in our country for the constant
strengthening of the composition of
the Party, because our industry has
been set up and is growing. Increas-
ing the ranks of the Party with ele-
ments from the working class is a
vital question for the Party. However
it is noticed that some Party commit-
tees and organizations do not properly
tackle the problem of training elements
from the working class for admission
to the Party, but frequently submit to
the requests of office workers, car-
ried away by the phrases, in the ready
presentation of which such people are
well skilled. The party organizations
should thoroughly understand that the
time has come when they must achieve
a more marked increase in the percent-
age of workers in the total membership
of the Party, and educate these ele-
ments from the working class through
active work.

. . . it should always be borne in
mind that the overwhelming majority
of those admitted should be made up
of workers, and that the party organi-
zations, in order to prevent the pene-
tration of bureaucratism into the
Party, should raise still more strin-
gent demands towards the office work-
ers, middle peasants, etc., who wish
to join the Party.26]

After the Third Party Congress in 1956 this
tendency to recruit more office workers
than production workers and to concentrate
Party members in office jobs was reversed
and by the Seventh Party Congress in 1976
the percentage of Party members who were in
administration had declined from 45% to 32%
while those who worked in production made
up over 66% of the Party membership.27]

With the implementation of the Second Five
Year Plan in 1955 the high salaries that
the state had been paying specialists, which
Enver Hoxha described as parasitical and

inordinantly above, the low standards of the
working masses, were cut. During the last
years of the First Five Year Plan, the en-
tire administrative apparatus in Albania
was cut to minimum. This was done partial-
ly as an economic measure, to put more money
into production, but it had political signi-
ficance as well. The PLA has emphasized
that:

. . . our apparatuses, must be as sim-
ple and effective as possible, firmly
based on the masses, and must actively
draw them into the state activity.
We must have as few people as possible
on the payroll, not only and simply
for economic reasons, to have a less
expensive apparatus, but especially to
preserve and strengthen the democratic
character of the people's power, to
put in practice the great principle
that the state power in our country
emanates from the masses of people and
belongs to them, and that it cannot be
realized without the broad and direct
participation of the working masses.2°J

All of these measures of course did not stop
bureaucratic deviations from developing, but
they did check them. It appears that the
intensive and massive popular campaigns
against bureaucracy and bourgeois and
feudal ideology that were set into motion in
Albania after the Fifth Party Congress in
1966 were not developed during the 1950's.
However there was consistent ideological
and political struggle waged to involve the
masses directly in the governing of the
country through the People's Councils, the
trade unions and other mass organizations.
The PLA says that it was only able to draw
the conclusions that it did during the
1960's about the struggle against bureau-
cracy as a result of summing up the nega-
tive experience of the Soviet Union that
led to the creation of a bourgeois strata of
bureaucrats. Nevertheless, the PLA says:

Even in the early post-liberation
years, when its experience in state
management was still in its element-
ary stage and when the negative phe-
nomena which occurred later in the
Soviet Union and the other former so-
cialist countries could not be imagined,
the PLA had already drawn the attention
of the communists and all the working
people to the need for an effective
struggle against bureaucratic distort-
ions. . . . Although young and lacking
the necessary experience, our Party,
as a genuine Marxist-Leninist Party,
with its revolutionary instinct, even
at that time did not allow certain
phenomena to take root in our country,
phenomena, which, in other countries,
led to the creation of privileged
castes, vested with practically un-
limited power and separated from the
mass of working people through an
entire system of salaries many times
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higher than those of the rank and file
workers. 29]

4. THE STRUGGLE AGAINST SOVIET REVISIONISM

In 1953, Joseph Stalin, leader of the Soviet
people for three decades, died. After his
death, revisionist leaders within the Conunu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union (CPSU), who
already had considerable power, quickly
maneuvered into complete control of the Par-
ty and pursued an opportunist course.
Nikita Krushchev, the Soviet revisionist
chiefton, moved to "rehavilitate" the Tito
revisionist clique in 1954 and spread
liberal, bourgeois, revisionist views among
the world's communist parties.

Krushchev's actions encouraged opportunists
within the PLA to step up their activities
in Albania. In 1955 Bedri Spahui and Tuk
Jakova (who already had been removed from
the political Bureau of the CC in 1951 for
his Right opportunist views, but allowed to
remain on the CC), called for "democratiza-
tion" in Albania and complained that the
struggle against the Catholic clergy and
other opportunists in Albania had been too
severe, was sectarian and unjust. They
claimed that tensions, both internationally
and internally, were diminishing and there-
fore the regime should become more "demo-
cratic," leaders who were overly harsh and
sectarian should be replaced. However, they
were unable to split the Central Committee
with this attack and were both expelled from
the CC, Bedri Spahui being expelled from the
Party as well.

In February 1956 the CPSU held its 20th Con-
gress where Krushchev and his clique launch-
ed an all-round attack on the principles of
Marxism-Leninism, promoting the revisionist
concepts of peaceful transition to social-
ism, peaceful coexistence with imperialism,
the dying out of class struggle in social-
ist countries, etc. Following this Congress
the Soviet Party put increasing pressure on
the other communist parties,in power to fol-
low in its footsteps in carrying out "econo-
mic reforms" and "decentralization" which
were part of its program of capitalist rest-
oration. It demanded that these parties
tone down or eliminate their struggles
against Right opportunism, rehahilitate Tito-
ites and other opportunists, and allow the
free spread of bourgeois and revisionist
ideology. All of this was done under the
slogans of "democratization," of combatting
"bureaucracy," "sectarianism," and "Stalin-
ism."

This intense campaign on the part of the
most respected of the communist parties
threw the other parties into ideological
disorder and confusion. It also set in mo-
tion all of the Rightest elements in these
parties who were given great encourage-
ment by the revisionist degeneration of the
Soviet Party, as well as many times direct
assistance and direction by the Soviet and

Yugoslav Parties (not to mention the Western
imperialists).

In April of 1956, two months after the So-
viet Congress, a number of Rightist members
of the PLA launched an attack on the history
and leadership of the Albanian Party at a
conference of the Party's Tirana branch.
The Political Bureau of the Party quickly
intervened and exhorted the Party's member-
ship to heighten its vigilance against re-
visionism and improve its work in populariz-
ing Marxism-Leninism and the Party's line.

The Provisional Bureau of the Party
Committee for the City of Tirana was
fast asleep, totally oblivious to all
this hostile activity going on behind
its back. This happened because its
work had been characterized by pro-
nounced bureaucratism, by a feeling of
self-satisfaction, by the spirit of
justification, cronyism, and the lack
of Bolshovik criticism and self-
criticism.

Work for the ideological education of
the party members, for their communist
development, should be stepped up, and
unhealthy symptoms of bourgeois liberal-
ism, petty bourgeois hangovers, mani-
festations of conceit, and so on must
be combatted. ®'. . . It is not correct
to say that the base does not raise
doubts.. . . If no doubts were raised
at all, then we should do some hard
thinking and say: either we are "in
order" or the Party is fast asleep.
There are contradictions which bring
development, there is struggle to
overcome them, but other contradictions
arise. Experience shows that there are
questions at the base, that there are
even opposite opinions, that there is
need for explanation, but this explana-
tion is not given by the Party, either
through the party apparatus or through
our press and our propaganda as a
whole.31]

In the spring of 1956 an extraordinary meet-
ing of the Central Committee of the PLA was
called which reaffirmed the general line of
the Party and voted to resist the demands of
the Soviet revisionists that the Albanian
Titoites and revisionists be rehabilitated.
On this basis, in May, 1956, the Third Con-
gress of the PLA was held.

Enver Hoxha's report to this Congress laid
out in detail the PLA's line on the inter-
national situation as well as the construct-
ion of socialism in Albania, a line that was
in opposition to that of the Twentieth Con-
gress of the CPSU, but he did not directly
confront the Soviet line.

During the remainder of 1956, relations be-
tween the Soviet and Albanian parties be-
came increasingly antagonistic, especially
after the meeting between Krushchev and
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Hoxha and Shehu in December of that year.
The PLA attributed the counterrevolutionary
events in Hungary and Poland in October and
November of 1956 to the activities of the
Soviet and Yugoslav parties. In February
of 1957 Enver Hoxha delivered a major state-
ment of the Albanian position, which stood
strongly and directly opposed to the modern
revisionist thesis on socialist construction

Marxism-Leninism teaches that in spite
of the community of features and the
fundamental general laws, the forms,
method, and speed of transition of dif-
ferent countries to socialism may vary
according to the concrete conditions
of their development. Seizing on this
and under the slogan of "specific and
national socialism," the revisionists
are trying to divert us from the general
Marxist-Leninist course of the con-
struction of socialism and the exper-
ience of the Soviet Union. Marxism
teaches that the fundamental problems
of the construction of socialism are
common problems and that the laws of
development of society have no nation-
al limits. Historical experience in-
dicates that such common issues are:
the dictatorship of the proletariat,
that is, the establishment of the poli-
tical power of the working class under
the leadership of the Marxist-Leninist
party, the consolidation in every way
of the alliance of the working class
with the peasantry and with the other
working strata, the liquidation of ca-
pitalist ownership and the establish-
ment of socialist ownership of the
principal means of production, the
socialist organization of agriculture,
the planned development of the economy,
guidance by the Marxist-Leninist revo-
lutionary theory, the determined de-
fense of the victories of the socialist
revolution from the attacks of the
former exploiting classes and the im-
perialist states.32]

Further he said that the Marxist theory of
class struggle,

. . . teaches us that historical events
should always be viewed from the angle
of the conflict between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie, from the angle of
class struggle. Marxism-Leninism
teaches us that during the transition
period the class struggle is inevit-
able. This class struggle is an object-
ive reality which is connected with the
existence of the exploiting classes or
their remnants, with the existence of
agents of imperialism, with the exist-
ence of the broad sector of small
scale producers, with the capitalist
survivals in people's thinking, and,
finally, with the very existence of
imperialism, of the class struggle on
an international scale.

However, after the 20th Congress of
the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union, the opportunist and liberal
elements in certain countries inter-
preted the problem of the class
struggle in a dogmatic and opportunist-
ic way. This brought about a relaxa-
tion of vigilance, helping the enemies
of socialism in those countries which
failed to fight these opportunist views
at the proper time.. . . Our Party put
forward correctly that the tendency of
the internal enemies of socialism to
become weaker and of our own forces to
grow stronger has nothing in common
with the opportunist views which ne-
gate the class struggle, with the ho-
stile views of the Bukharinites who
view the period of socialist construct-
ion as a period of "peace and harmony"
between classes, as a period of "stable
equilibrium" in which the class strug-
gle disappears. The Central Committee
explained that during this period the
class struggle is not always developed
in a straight line, it has its turns
and zig zags. This is best confirmed
by the events of these years, namely
the Berlin provocation in 1953, that
of Poznan in 1956, and, especially, the
fascist counterrevolution in Hungary.33]

He also defended the Marxist view of cen-
tralized planning under socialism, in oppo-
sition to the "market socialistm" theses
and decentralization measures of the revi-
sionists .

The centralized management of the
economy is an objective necessity
which the development of large-scale
industrial production gives rise to.
It is more than ever necessary in a
socialist economy which is based on
common ownership of the means of pro-
duction, and in which the objective
law of the proportional and planned
development of the economy is in
action.

If it is not combined with democracy,
the centralized management of the
economy gives rise to bureaucratic
distortions and limits local initia-
tive. But this does not lead to
Kardelj's conclusion that the social-
ist state must give up the leading
role in the management of the national
economy. The decentralization which
the Yugoslav leaders preach denies the
leading role of the party and the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat, contains
the danger of the spontaneity and
anarchy of the market, undermines the
planning of the economy and deepens
the class differentiation. This is 34]
borne out by the reality of Yugoslavia.

He summed up:

We have been going through critical
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moments, with rapid and unexpected de-
velopments. This period has been a
hard test for every party, for every
communist. Our Party passed this test
with success; it maintained a complete-
ly correct, unwavering Marxist-Leninist
stand.

The correct stand maintained by our
Party, the unwavering correct stand of
our people at these moments, are a ma-
jor victory for us and certainly are a
source of rejoicing for us and all our
friends. Our Party is relatively young
and not of a high cultural and theoret-
ical level. The Party has made real
mistakes, as for instance, in economic
and other problems, and there may be
mistakes of this nature in thefuture.
But the various deviationists have not
been able to turn our Party off its

tracks. They have been discovered in
time and have been fought with deter-
mination. On the main questions, on
the questions of the defense of Marxism-
Leninism, of the Soviet Union, the so-
cialist camp, the interests of the
working masses and the independence of
our country, and in the struggle
against our enemies, we have not made
mistakes and we will not do so. And
this is due to our Party's unbounded
loyalty to Marxism-Leninism, and its
steel-like unity." 35]

This speech represented not only a sharp
attack on the lines of all of the modern
revisionists but also a concise summation
of the line of the PLA on socialist con-
struction.



in. THE PLA'S CRITIQUE: OF "NEW
DEMOCRACY" IS CORRECT

1. THE POPULARIZATION OF THE THEORY OF
"NEW DEMOCRACY"

During the 1960's many communists worldwide
broke with the Soviet revisionists and look-
ed to the Chinese Communist Party for lead-
ership. At this time the theory of "New
Democracy," the theory of alliance with the
national bourgeoisie during the transition
to socialism, Mao Tse-tung's views of the
class struggle under socialism, etc., were
greatly popularized. The Chinese press told
communists around the world:

In a state where the proletariat has
seized political power under definite
social and historical conditions, es-
tablishment of the principle that ca-
pitalists can be basically transformed
under the socialist guidance is another
brilliant contribution of Comrade Mao
Tse-tung to the treasure house of
MarxTsm-Leninism. This theory has
never appeared in the classical works
oF~Marxism-Leninism,and no~country in
Fhe world has gone through this exper-
ience .-±t~[Emphasis added.]

Peaceful transformation of the capital-
ist enterprises has now been attained
in China. China's experience in this
matter is of universal significance.
The truth underlying this experience is
not limited to colonial and semi-
colonial countries. We are aware that
with the East Wind prevailing over the
West Wind, revolution will triumph in
several capitalist countries and the
big capitalists will be deprived of
their rights. At that time it is
entirely possible for these countries
to adopt the guideline Of peaceful re-
demption toward the middle and petty
capitalists. 2] [Emphasis added.]

. . . at this crucial historical turn-
ing point, our great leader Chairman
Mao published his On the Correct Hand-
ling of Contradictions Among the
People. . . and other works. These
brilliant epoch-making documents, sum-
marized the historical experience of
the dictatorship of the proletariat
in the world and - for the first time
in the history of the development of
MaTxism - provided a scientific, system-
atic an"d penetrating exposition of con-
tradictions, classes and class struggle
Tn socialist~societyTThis was an im-
portant landmark signifying that
Marxism-Leninism had developed to a
completely new stage - the stage of
Mao Tse-tung thought. •" [Emphasis added. ]

Through the influence of the Communist
Party of China (or at least with no opposi-
tion from it), the theory of "New Democracy"
was not only accepted as the universal
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strategy for revolution by various parties
in Asia, Africa and Latin America, but also
by parties in such advanced capitalist
countries as Australia, Canada and Japan.
Parties and organizations that followed
China in these countries, to one degree or
another and in one form or another, spoke of
two stage revolution, "uniting all who can
be united against U.S. imperialism," the di-
vision of their imperialist bourgeoisie into
"comprador" and "national" sectors, etc. In
our country, the RCP advanced the concept
of the "United Front Against Imperialism,"
the theoretical foundations of which can be
found in "New Democracy." Although the RCP
no longer broadcasts this "strategy"
for revolution in the United States it has
yet to repudiate it.

Now, not only has the theory of "New Demo-
cracy" been challenged as a strategy for re-
volution in imperialist countries, but the
PLA has challenged the validity of the
theory of "New Democracy" as a strategy for
revolution in colonial and semi-colonial
nations as well, and has criticized the ap-
plication of this line in China. These dif-
ferences in the views of the Albanian and
Chinese Parties did not develop recently but
can be clearly seen in the very different
policies that the two parties followed in
the course of leading the Albanian and
Chinese revolutions.

2. ALLIANCES WITH SECTORS OF THE
BOURGEOISIE IN NATIONAL-DEMOCRAT1C
REVOLUTIONS.

Proceeding from what they have learned from
Mao Tse-tung's theory of "New Democracy" and
his policy towards the national bougeoisie
in China, the Revolutionary Communist Party,
USA (RCP) maintains that the PLA's line on
the class alliances and strategic goals of
the proletariat in the national-democratic
stage of the revolution in colonial and
semi-colonial countries constitues "skip-
ping stages" in Trotskyite fashion.

Hoxha is quite correct when he says
that "no Chinese wall" separates the
two stages of the revolution, but what
he really seeks to do is in fact negate
the fact that there are two distinct
stages of the revolution, which of ne-
cessity involve different alignment of
class forces and have different tasks.
What Hoxha attempts to do is mush
everything together, to combine two
into one, and he comes up with an
amorphous democratic-socialist revolu-
tion whose characteristics are funda-
mentally the same in imperialist and
oppressed nations alike.

Hoxha deftly combines the socialist
revolution with the bourgeois-democratic
revolution by saying that independencet
sovereignty, etc. can only be achieved'

I
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with the "elimination of oppression
of the local bourgeoisie and big
landowner rulers." Of course, it is
true that in the final analysis, real
liberation from imperialism is depend-
ent on the socialist revolution. But
the fact remains that the socialist
revolution and the imperialist revolu-
tion are not the same, and in the lat-
ter certain bourgeois (i.e., exploiting)
forces can play a positive role.

Hoxha's protestations to the contrary,
it was precisely Mao who explained the
relationship between the bourgeois-
democratic and the socialist stage of
the revolution.

Mao constantly emphasizes the real
link between the bourgeois-democratic
and the socialist revolutions, that
only the completion of the democratic
revolution - i.e., the defeat of im-
perialism and feudalism - paves the
way for the socialist revolution,
that the latter cannot be accomplish-
ed without these preconditions.4}

Here the RCP brings up two questions:
(1) what is the nature of alliances between
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie in
national-democratic revolutions? and (2)
can the proletariat set the elimination of
bourgeois political power as its strategic
goal in this stage of the revolution?

Owing to the wide influence of the theory
of "New Democracy" and the popularization
of the experience of the Chinese revolution
there has been some confusion in the commu-
nist movement as to the nature of alliances
with sectors of the bourgeoisie in democrat-
ic revolutions.

Lenin spoke to this question in general at
the Second Congress of the Communist In-
ternational in 1920:

. . . objections have been raised
that, if we speak of the bourgeois
democratic movement, we shall be
obliterating all distinctions between
the reformist and the revolutionary
movements. Yet that distinction has
been very clearly revealed of late in
the backward and colonial countries,
since the imperialist bourgeoisie is
doing everything in its power to im-
plant a reformist movement among the
oppressed nations too. There has been
a certain rapprochment between the
bourgeoisie of the exploiting countries
and that of the colonies, so that very
often - perhaps even in most cases -
the bourgeoisie of the oppressed
countries, while it does support the
national movement, is in full accord
with the imperialist bourgeoisie, i.e..

joins forces with it against all revo-
lutionary movements and revolutionary
classes.*^

Throughout the 1920's the Communist Inter-
national gained experience in national-
democratic revolutions in colonial and semi-
colonial nations and debated the role of
the bourgeoisie in those revolutions. The
resolution of the Sixth Congress of the Com-
munist International in 1928°} reflected a
further development of a Leninist analysis
of this question:

The national bourgeoisie in the colon-
ial countries do not adopt a uniform
attitude towards imperialism. One
part, more especially the commercial
bourgeoisie, directly serves the in-
terest of imperialist capital (the
so-called comprador bourgeoisie). In
general, they maintain, more or less
consistently, an anti-national, im-
perialist point of view, directed
against the whole national movement,
as do the feudal allies of imperial-
ism and the more highly paid native
officials. The other parts of the na-
tive bourgeoisie, especially those re-
presenting the interests of native in-
dustry, support of the national move-
ment; this tendency, vacillating and
inclined to compromise, may be called
national reformism.. . .

The formation of any kind of bloc be-
tween the communist party and the na-
tional reformist opposition must be
rejected; this does not exclude tem-
porary agreements and the coordina-
tion of activities in particular anti-
imperialist actions, provided that the
activities of the bourgeois opposition
can be utilized to develop the mass
movement, and that these agreements do
not in any way restrict communist-
freedom of agitation among the masses
and their organizations. Of course,
in this work the communists must at
the same time carry on the most re-
lentless ideological and political
struggle against bourgeois national-
ism. 'I

The reason the Comintern determined that
agreements with sectors of the bourgeoisie
in colonial and semi-colonial countries
were possible was that certain sectors
(commonly called the national bourgeoisie),
in general, support the national movement.
The reason these alliances could only be
temporary and conditional was because of •
the compromising and reformist nature of
these sectors. They did not support car-
rying the national democratic revolution
through to the end, that is, a complete
rupture with dependence on imperialism,
which can only be accomplished through
adopting the path of socialism. While
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the proletariat aims to establish the dicta-
torship of the proletariat and embark on the
socialist path, the "national" bourgeoisie
seeks to establish the dictatorship of the
bourgeoisie, consolidate capitalist rela-
tions and remain within the capitalist-
imperialist system. While sectors of the
bourgeoisie may play a revolutionary role
during certain periods of the national-
democratic revolution they will abandon and
turn against the revolution as the proletar-
iat and the peasantry advance to carry it
through to the end. Relations that may have
once been characterized by alliance become
bitterly antagonistic and a life and death
struggle ensues.

The proletariat only makes agreements with
the bourgeoisie when this is the only way
to accomplish its goals. If the proletari-
at is able to defeat imperialist and feudal
rule in colonial and semi-colonial countries
without allying with the national bourgeoisie
it certainly does so, because its goal in
the end is to smash this class. On the
other hand, if the proletariat fails to make
necessary alliances and compromises with the
bourgeoisie it may become isolated from its
long term allies among the exploited classes,
the entire national democratic revolution
may be smashed, or the proletariat's efforts
to establish its rule may be smashed by do-
mestic and foreign reaction.

The RCP has maligned the PLA's views on na-
tional democratic revolutions as sectarian
and "a recipe for defeat,"81because of its
line on alliances with the bourgeoisie. On
the contrary, while the PLA's line is most
definitely to the left of Mao Tse-tung's,
it is based on a correct understanding of
the role of the "nationalist" sectors of
the bourgeoisie in colonial and semi-
colonial nations. An excellent example of
the application of this line can be found
in the strategy and tactics of the Commu-
nist Party of Albania (as the PLA was then
called) in the national liberation war in
Albania which we will briefly re-examine.

Key to the CPA's strategy for the war was
the alliance with the poor and middle
peasantry which they considered to be the
long-term natural ally of the working
class and the main force in the national
liberation war. But beyond this the CPA
built a broad class alliance to fight the
national liberation war. To do this the
leadership of the CPA had to combat Trotsky-
ites who claimed ". . . the communists
should carry out only 'socialist revolution'
and that the peasantry 'was not revolution-
ary, ' that the fascist danger threatening
the country could not force the communists
into seeking collaboration with the patriot-
ic nationalists."91

In opposition to these Trotskyite views the
leadership of the PLA maintained that:

The contradiction between the people

and the invading Italian imperialism
became the primary one . . . the
question of national liberation,
which stood out as the most imperative
task, was an aspiration and demand not
only of the working class and peasantry,
but of all patriotic and progressive
forces of the country.

Therefore the issue was raised for the
participation "of all the patriotic
and anti-fascist forces" of the coun-
try "without distinction as to reli-
gion, region, class, or political
trend"jn the Anti-fascist National
Liberation War. "I

However at the same time as the Communist
Party was initially willing to unite with
all patriotic forces, even monarchists, in-
terested in carrying out the armed struggle
against the fascist invaders, it neverthe-
less saw this alliance as very limited, be-
cause the goals of the exploiting classes
were very different from those of the CPA:

Through the armed struggle- the masses
of people took up arms, thus winning
the possibility of deciding their own
future themselves. This struggle iso-
lated the exploiting classes, demon-
strated the falsity of their patriotic
declarations, and exposed them as be-
trayers of the national interests.^H
The Communist Party of Albania waged a
resolute struggle so that power would
pass entirely into the hands of the
working masses, without being shared
in any way with the old exploiting
classes which tried in various forms
to preserve their rule intact. ^J

This war, although generally of a na-
tional, anti-imperialist and democrat-
ic character, being at the same time a
people's revolution, in the long run
led to the establishment of the power
of the working class, and thus accom-
plished one of the main tasks of the
socialist revolution. '

The CPA was not opposed to building alli-
ances with sectors of the exploiting
classes in the period of the national li-
beration war. But it was the view of the
CPA, a view which was confirmed by history,
that the class interests of the Albanian
bourgeoisie, like the other exploiting
classes, would prevail over their national
interests. Even those sectors that joined
in the war against the Italians would, in
the end, side with the imperialists and op-
pose carrying the democratic revolution
through to the complete rupture with im-
perialism.

The PLA says that it "never separated the
question of national liberation from the
question of the working masses taking po-
wer into their own hands." And, as the PLA
explains, eliminatingthe state political
power of the exploiting classes, including
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the bourgeoisie, is a task of a socialist
nature. Yet, the Albanian communists set
this as a strategic goal of the national-
liberation war. Is it true, then, that the
PLA does, indeed, mush together two distinct
stages into one amorphous democratic-
socialist stage, as the RCP claims?

Once again, as the RCP has demonstrated, the
wide influence of Mao Tse-tung's theory of
"New Democracy" has caused much confusion as
to the relation between the national-
democratic and the socialist tasks of revo-
lutions in colonial and semi-colonial na-
tions. Analyzing the bourgeois-democratic
revolution in Russia, Lenin said:

The preponderance of the peasant po-
pulation, its terrible oppression by
the semi-feudal big landowning system,
the strength and class consciousness
of the proletariat, already organized
in a socialist party — all of these
circumstances impart to our bourgeois
revolution a specific character. This
peculiarity does not eliminate the
bourgeois character of the revolution.
. . . It only determines the counter-
revolutionary character of our bour-
geoisie and the necessity of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat and the
peasantry for victory in such a revo-
lution.1* J

What Lenin characterized as the "specific
character" of the Russian bourgeois-
democratic revolution, ;'"the counter-
revolutionary character of our bourgeoisie
and the necessity of the dictatorship of the
dictatorship of the proletariat and the
peasantry for victory in such a revolution"
was later determined, by Lenin and the Comin-
tern, to be the general character of
bourgeois-democratic revolutions in the age
of imperialism.

Of course this does not mean that every
bourgeois democratic revolution will neces-
sarily lead to the establishment of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat and peasantry.
In Russia, contrary to Lenin's hopes, "owing
to the insufficient class consciousness and
organization of the proletariat," the
February revolution which overthrew the Czar,
"placed power in the hands of the bour-
geoisie."-'-^-' But no one can deny that
Lenin's goal during the democratic stage of
the Russian revolution was the establishment
of popular rule, excluding the bourgeoisie.
Following the February revolution Lenin op-
posed coalition government with the bour-
geoisie and instead led the masses of work-
ers and peasants to overthrow the government
of the bourgeoisie, placing state power in
the hands of the Soviets — the representa-
tives of the exploited classes. ^

Should we draw the conclusion, then, that
the proletariat must never, under any cir-
cumstances, form a coalition government with
the bourgeoisie? No, under some

circumstances this may be necessary, but
certainly in the conditions of a victorious
anti-imperialist revolution coalition go-
vernments with the bourgeoisie are not de-
sireable. The only situation in which the
proletariat would want to resort to a coali-
tion with the bourgeoisie would be when the
exploited classes could not maintain their
rule independently. A coalition government
of this type could not carry the revolution
through to the end and would inevitably be
short lived as it would contain within it
the life-and-death struggle of the bour-
geoisie and the proletariat for political
hegemony.L''

3. THE NATURE OF THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE
PROLETARIAT AND THE CLASS STRUGGLE
DURING THE TRANSITION TO SOCIALISM

During a particularly difficult period in
the course of the transition to socialism in
the Soviet Union, Lenin said:

The position which our New Economic Po-
licy has created - the development of
small commercial enterprises, the leas-
ing of state enterprises, etc. - en-
tails the development of capitalist
relations.... It goes without saying
that the consolidation of capitalist
relations in itself increases the dan-
ger. . . . The restoration of capitalism,
the development of the bourgeoisie, the
development of bourgeois relations in
the sphere of trade, etc. - this con-
stitutes the danger that is peculiar
to our present period of economic de-
velopment, to our present gradual ap-
proach to the solution of problems that
are far more difficult than previous
problems have been. There must not be
the slightest misunderstanding about
this.

The whole question is who will take the
lead. We must face this question
squarely — who will come out on top?
Either the capitalists succeed in or-
ganizing first — in which case they
will drive out the Communists and that
will be the end of it. Or the proletar-
ian state power, with the support of
the peasantry, will prove capable of
keeping a proper rein on these gentle-
men, the capitalists, so as to direct
capitalism along state channels and
create a capitalism that will be subord-
inate to the state and serve the state.
The dictatorship of the proletariat is
fierce war. . .. Never before in history
has there been a struggle like the one
we are now witnesses of ... a war
waged by a government against the bour-
geoisie of its own country and against
the united bourgeoisies of all
countries. 18]

Because of the conditions which prevailed in
China following the revolution in 1949,
transition to socialism could be nothing but
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a protracted and gradual process, as it was
in Russia. Immediate expropriation of the
bourgeoisie was out of the question. In 1949
the proletariat did not yet have the capabil-
ity to organize production in the thousands
of factories owned by the national bour-
geoisie. Similarly, in the enterprises that
were expropriated from foreign and bureau-
crat capital the new Chinese government had
no choice but to make use of the management
and technical personnel that were inherited
from the capitalists. The PLA does not cri-
ticize the Chinese Party for not immediately
expropriating the national bourgeoisie, nor
does it criticize it for retaining bourgeois
intellectuals in the state sector of the
economy. Given the massive tasks of recon-
struction and re-organization that faced the
new Chinese government in 1949, the PLA says
that the CPC "should have proceeded cautious-
ly without being Leftist and without skipping
stages." However, the PLA says, the CPC's
policy "proved to be 'democratic,' liberal
and opportunist." 1°J

Mao Tse-tung had a very different view of the
nature of the class struggle during the trans
ition to socialism than did Lenin. He pro-
ceeded from the belief that the national in-
terests of the national bourgeoisie would
prevail over their class interests. There-
fore he did not see this class turning
against the revolution after the overthrow
of the Koumintang regime but, instead, con-
tinued to view them as a "revolutionary"
class that would continue to side with the
proletariat and peasantry against imperial-
ism in the decades that followed. It was
based on this analysis that the CPC proposed
a coalition government based on a long-term
alliance with the national bourgeoisie in
1949. To defend Mao Tse-tung's line on this
question the RCP faithfully repeats it:

When, in 1949, the People's Liberation
Army succeeded in smashing the Koumin-
tang and establishing nationwide vic-
tory, the democratic revolution was in
the main and essentially completed.
Mao held, correctly, that all those
sections of the people who opposed
feudalism and imperialism, who were
willing to accept a social order based
upon the interests of the working
class and the worker peasant alliance,
should be given rights in the new
state. In the concrete conditions of
China, this meant that sections of the
bourgeoisie - particularly the middle,
or national, bourgeoisie - which fit
these criteria, should be included in
the democratic dictatorship led by the
proletariat and were not, at that time
at least, objects of such a dictatorship.
This analysis was completely in keeping
with Mao's basic - and correct - line
on the nature of the Chinese revolution,
its targets, its motive forces, and its
allies, however vacillating. 20]

the RCP, the Chinese national bourgeoisie was
never "willing to accept a social order based
upon the interests of the working class and
the worker-peasant alliance." Mao explained
that continued alliance with the national
bourgeoisie was possible because of its pa-
triotism. The patriotism of the national
bourgeoisie, as vacillating as it is, is a
factor that may make it possible for the pro-
letariat to ally with it during periods of
the democratic anti-imperialist revolution.
But the bourgeoisie of every country, no mat-
ter how patriotic, no matter if this patriot-
ism is imperialist or anti-imperialist, will
oppose socialist revolution because of their
class interests. Building socialism has no-
thing to do with the patriotism of the
bourgeoisie.

The RCP, having earlier accused the PLA of
denying that there are "two distinct stages
of the revolution, which of necessity in-
volve different alignments of class forces,"
now proceed to declare that, in contrast to
the PLA, Mao was correct because the coali-
tion government that the CPC formed to lead
the country in the socialist stage of the
revolution was based on Mao's analysis of
the alignment of classes during the demo-
cratic stage. In reality it is Mao's line,
and not the PLA's, that "mushes together
stages" by failing to recognize the changes
in the alignment of class forces once the
revolution has passed to the socialist stage.

While Lenin describes the dictatorship of the
proletariat as a "fierce war against the
bourgeoisie," the RCP says, following Mao,
that because of the "historical conditions"
of the Chinese revolution the dictatorship
of the proletariat in China took a "special
form" of alliance with the national bour-
geoisie.

. . . in retrospect it is apparent
that the regime set up in 1949 was a
form of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat - one which took into account
the nature of Chinese society and the
historical conditions which developed
through the course of the democratic
revolution.

Lenin. . . pointed out that the dicta-
torship of the proletariat was, in the
conditions of Russia, a special form
of class alliance - specifically the al-
liance of the working class with the
poor peasantry, who together comprised
the majority of the people. It is not
surprising that the form of class al-
liance necessary for the proletariat
to exercise its rule - its dictatorship -
in China would be different than in the
Soviet Union, owing to the different
material conditions and class make-ups
of the countries and the different
paths to power that the revolution had
gone through.211

Contrary to the views of Mao Tse-tung and The RCP explains:



Because the Chinese revolution went
through a long democratic phase, it was
natural and correct that some of the
bourgeois parties who to one degree or
another opposed imperialism and feudal-
ism and were willing to work together
with the Communist Party should have
been allowed to play a certain role in
the new regime.

It should be pointed out that despite
Hoxha's attempt to make it appear that
the existence of several parties is
incompatible with Leninism, there is
historical experience of this situation
existing in the Soviet Union as well as
in other countries. The October Revo-
lution, for example, was launched not
only by the Bolshevik Party . . . but
also with the participation of the Left
Socialist Revolutionaries. Lenin pro-
posed that representatives of that
party participate in the new government
. . . and wrote of the basis for this
type of cooperation.22]

The RCP obviously read Lenin's explanation
of the basis for this alliance but, for one
reason or another, chose to ignore Lenin's
teachings, Lenin said:

Touching on the question of an alliance
between the Bolshevik workers and the
Left Socialist-Revolutionaries, whom
many peasants at present trust, I ar-
gued in my speech that this alliance
can be an "honest coalition," an honest
alliance, for there is no radical diver-
gence of interests between wage-workers
and the working and exploited peasants.
Socialism is fully able to meet the
needs of both. Only socialism can meet
their interests. Hence the possibility
and necessity for an "honest coalition"
between the proletarians and the work-
ing and exploited peasantry. On the
contrary, a "coalition" (alliance) be-
tween the working and exploited classes,
on the one hand, and the bourgeoisie,
on the other, cannot be an "honest co-
alition" because of the radical diver-
gence of interests between these
classes.23]

This short statement reflects fundamental
Leninist teachings on the dictatorship of
the proletariat. The poor peasantry, as an
exploited class, is a natural, long-term
ally of the proletariat. In all backward
countries where feudal or semi-feudal rela-
tions exist in the countryside prior to a
revolution, the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat must reflect the alliance of the pro-
letariat and poor peasantry. The opposite
is true of the bourgeoisie - it is the
mortal enemy of the proletariat, the object
of its dictatorship. Lenin describes the
dictatorship of the proletariat as "a fierce
war . . . waged by a government against the
bourgeoisie of its own country and against
the united bourgeoisies of all countries."
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The class of exploiters, the landowners
and capitalists, has not disappeared
and cannot disappear all at once under
the dictatorship of the proletariat.
The exploiters have been smashed, but
not destroyed. They still have an in-
ternational base in the form of inter-
national capital, of which they are a
branch. They still retain certain means
of production in part, they still have
money, they still have vast social con-
nections. Because they have been de-
feated, the energy of their resistence
has increased a hundred - and a thousand
fold. The "art" of state, military and
economic administration gives them a
superiority, and a very great superiority,
so that their importance is incomparably
greater than the numerical proportion
of the population. The class struggle
waged by the overthrown exploiters
against the victorious vanguard of the
exploited; i.e., the proletariat, has
become incomparably more bitter. And
it cannot be otherwise in the case of a
revolution, unless this concept is re-
placed. . . by reformist illusions.
[Emphasis added.] 24]

The basic understanding of the nature of the
class struggle under the dictatorship of the
proletariat that Lenin expresses here is not
limited to Russian conditions, but is of uni-
versal significance. It applies as much to
China, and the Chinese national bourgeoisie,
as to Russia.

Mao was operating under the very reformist
illusions that Lenin speaks of. Initially
Mao did not consider that following the
overthrow of the Koumintang government the
revolution would enter a fundamentally dif-
ferent stage. Instead he maintained the
view that the democratic stage of revolution
would continue for several decades after the
establishment of a new regime - that is, that
the principal contradiction would continue
to be with imperialism and the feudal and
"bureaucrat" bourgeois classes. This was
the initial theoretical basis for Mao's
line on long-term alliance with the national
bourgeoisie.

This analysis was wrong, as Mao himself re-
alized several years after the victory of
the national revolutionary war. In 1952 he
said:

With the overthrow of the landlord
class and the bureaucrat capitalist
class, the contradiction between the
working class and the national bour-
geoisie has become the principal con-
tradiction in China; therefore, the na-
tional bourgeoisie should no longer be
defined as an intermediate class.25]

There were tremendous democratic tasks yet
to be completed in 1949 - tasks whose reso-
lution could only begin to be resolved with
the establishment of a new government. But,



34
following the political and economic expro-
priation of the landlords, the foreign im-
perialists and the "bureaucrat" bourgeoisie,
these were no longer the tasks around which
the forward progress of the revolution re-
volved. The pivot of all class struggle in
China was now whether the revolution would
be carried through to the end or betrayed,
whether China was to take the socialist or
the capitalist road. This was essentially
a struggle between the national bourgeoisie,
allied with all foreign and domestic reaction
(to one extent or another, directly or in-
directly) and the proletariat, allied with
the peasantry and other exploited and op-
pressed classes.

The RCP, of course, is not oblivious to this
fact, which became abundantly apparent in
the course of post-revolutionary Chinese
history. They, therefore, explain that, al-
though Mao's post-revolutionary policy was
one of alliance between the exploited and
oppressed classes and the national bour-
geoisie, "this alliance was not a static
thing . .. as the revolution developed into
a socialist revolution, the nature of this
alliance would change."26] They point to
Mao's 1952 statement, quoted above, that the
"national bourgeoisie should no longer be de-
fined as an intermediate class" and claim
that "[tjhus Mao clearly pointed out that
the national bourgeoisie was a target of the
socialist revolution."27]

Unfortunately, this was not true. This
statement by Mao on the national bourgeoisie
was in the form of a comment on a draft do-
cument of the United Front Department of the
CPC. Mao did not popularize the analysis
implicit in this comment, nor did he develop
a strategy and tactics which corresponded to
this analysis. Instead, he continued to
speak of, and act in accord with, the stra-
tegy of the united front of "four democratic
revolutionary classes" against imperialism,
the big landlords and the "bureaucrat" bour-
geoisie. He spoke of struggle with the na-
tional bourgeoisie, and he did in fact strug-
gle, but he said, "the aim of struggle is to
unite with the national bourgeoisie and win
victory in the struggle against imperial-
ism. " 28]

Some features of Mao's line changed in the
1950's, but the essential feature of alii-'
ance with the national bourgeoisie remained.
For example, before the revolution, and for
a period following it, Mao had spoken of the
transition to socialism as decades away.
Starting in 1952 and 1953 he began to push
for the process to speed up. However, in
this process he did not see the relation-
ship of the proletariat and the national
bourgeoisie as changing from alliance to an-
tagonism. Instead, he said that now the two
would ally in the construction of socialism.

Whereas Lenin organized the Bolshevik Party
and the Russian proletariat to wage a war
against the bourgeoisie to "utterly root

them, crush their resistence, absolutely pre-
clude any attempt on their part to restore
the yoke of capital and wage slavery,"29] Mao
warned the Chinese proletariat not to "take
certain contradictions among the people for
contradictions with the enemy"and urged a
"unity-struggle-unity" approach to the na-
tional bourgeoisie in order to win them to
socialism and "traverse this period of trans-
ition relatively smoothly."

Stalin spoke to the question of the "peace-
ful growth of the bourgeoisie into socialism"
in combatting the Right deviation in the
CPSU (B) in 1929:

. . . at present we do not destroy the
bourgeoisie,. . . at present we do not
confiscate their property, but permit
them to exist on certain conditions;
i.e., provided they unconditionally sub-
mit to the laws of the dictatorship of
the proletariat, which lead to increas-
ingly restricting the capitalists and
gradually ousting them from the national
economic life.

Can the capitalists be ousted and the
roots of capitalism destroyed without a
fierce class struggle? No, they cannot.

Can classes be abolished if the theory
and prac-tice of the capitalists growing
into socialism prevails? No, they can-
not. Such a theory can only cultivate
and perpetuate classes, for this theory
contradicts the Marxist-Leninist theory
of class struggle.30]

Corresponding with Mao Tse-tung's liberal
views on the nature of the class struggle
during the transition to socialism were his
views on the nature of the state during this
transition period. Before the revolution
Mao had said that the coalition government
during the period of New Democracy would be
"different in principle" from the dictator-
ship of the proletariat. But, as the RCP
relates:

By 1956 Mao was referring to the Chinese
state as a "dictatorship of the prole-
tariat" and "the people's democratic
dictatorship," interchangeably. And the
subsequent Chinese literature refers to
the establishment of the dictatorship
of the proletariat in 1949 - i.e., with
the victory of the democratic revolution
on a nationwide scale.31]

While by 1956 the CPC changed what it called
the government in China, the nature of the
government did not change. It remained a
coalition government with the bourgeoisie.
The express purpose of this government was
to exercise dictatorship over the old react-
ionary classes - but not over the national
bougeoisie.

Some of Mao Tse-tung's followers dismiss
Mao's liberal statements towards the
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national bourgeoisie and the Right wing of
the CPC throughout this period as words de-
signed to "fool" these forces and "lull them
to sleep." It's obvious that neither the
national bourgeoisie nor the Right-wing of
the Party were "fools" or "asleep." On the
other hand, Mao's statements and policy, as
leader of the Communist Party, could have no
other result than to create disastrous il-
lusions among the proletariat and peasantry
about the nature of the class struggle durin<
the transition period.

Mao's decision to call the coalition govern-
ment "the dictatorship of the proletariat"
did nothing to aid the class struggle of the
proletariat, but instead created more illu-
sions about the nature of this state, and
concealed the tasks of the proletariat. The
principal task of the proletariat was, at
this point, to eliminate the bourgeoisie
from political power, to establish the
genuine dictatorship of the proletariat and
to ruthlessly suppress all bourgeois attempts
at retaining power. But, according to Mao,
by then the proletariat had not only already
established its dictatorship but had done so
without the need to kick the bourgeoisie out
of power and, moreover, could continue to
rule in alliance with them through "long-
term co-existence and mutual supervision."

The RCP, of course, agrees with Mao's defini-
tion of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
In fact, they say,

It is the height of hypocracy for Enver
Hoxha to suggest that, especially since
the achievement of the basic socialist
transformation of ownership in 1956,
the regime in China was anything other
than the dictatorship of the proletari-
at. 32]

Has the RCP seriously examined the policies
of the Chinese government at the time of the
"transformation of ownership?" Has it con-
sidered the purpose and significance of the
wage reform of 1956, the decisions to make
profits the chief economic regulator and
give wide play to the "law of value" and the
market economy? Has it weighed the import-
ance of the fact that it was almost exclu-
sively members of the Liu-Teng bourgeois-
revisionist group who were in charge of
economic planning and management (as well
as most of the other responsibilities of the
state) in 1956?

This government was not a dictatorship of
the proletariat but, as Mao had initially
said, a coalition government different in
principle from the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. It was a coalition government
which was rapidly falling under the domina-
tion of a Chinese bourgeoisie that had re-
generated itself and become highly organized
under the conditions of "New Democracy."

The RCP sums up that Mao's line on the na-
tional bourgeoisie was completely correct

and that this was conclusively shown by the
achievement of the nationalization of indus-
try and commerce. To them the fact that by
1966, in Mao's words, "[t]he Party and state
had been usurped bythe renegrade Liu Shao-
chi and Teng Hsiao-ping group" is a complete-
ly different affair, one which has nothing
to do with Mao's policies of alliance with
the bourgeoisie in the 1950's. According
to them, the emergence of bourgeois-
revisionist control in the Chinese party and
state cannot be attributed to Mao's line,
but was inevitable in the conditions of the
Chinese revolution.

The RCP fails to analyze seriously the de-
velopments of the first decade of post-
revolutionary Chinese history. Instead of
seeing the truth to the PLA's analysis that
the national bourgeoisie in China was never
expropriated of political and economic power
the RCP complains that the PLA is making a
big deal out of a few yuan in interest pay-
ments, a few "democratic personalities" in
conspicuous but powerless positions, and the
existence of a handful of bourgeois parties
that were mostly ornamental. The RCP
charges that, in fact, the PLA is using the
"old" bourgeoisie as sort of a "decoy" that
covers up the fact that the real danger of
restoration comes from the "new" bourgeoisie.

The "old" bourgeoisie in China numbered
700,000, the bourgeois intelligentsia which
was closely tied to it about 5,000,000.33]
These are not overwhelming numbers in a na-
tion of 600,000,000 people, as China was.
But, as Lenin said, the bourgeoisie's "im-
portance is incomparably greater than their
numerical proportion to the population" be-
cause of their vast social connections and
their capability in state and economic ad-
ministration. The Chinese national bour-
geoisie and the bourgeois intellectuals had
great influence in the post-revolutionary
government and economy. Will the RCP deny
that it was exactly this class and strata
that were the initial social power base of
the revisionist chieftons of the Liu-Teng
group? Of course their social power base
grew and many "new" bourgeois elements
were recruited from within the Party, cadres
who were working side by side with the "old"
bourgeoisie and the "old" bourgeois intel-
lectuals. Mao's liberalism towards the
"old" bourgeoisie created perfect conditions
for the growth of "new" bourgeois elements,
"New Democracy" was the perfect climate for
the multiplication of the bourgeoisie, ra-
ther than its elimination. Does the RCP not
understand that the "old" and "new" bour-
geoisie in China were not completely sepa-
rate social forces but ultimately one in the
same?

The "old" and "new" bourgeois elements had
grown into a well-organized social stratum
which by the time of the Eighth Party Congress
in 1956 was well dug-in at almost all levels
of political and economic power. It is pre-
cisely this same "bourgeois headquarters"
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composed of both "old" and "new" bourgeois conditions of "New Democracy" that, after
elements and led by the very same Liu Teng weathering more than two decades of struggle,
revisionist group that was created in the is in power in China today.
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IV. INTRODUCTION TO PART TWO: CLASS
STRUGGLE IN SOCIALIST SOCIETY

During the years since the triumph of the de-
mocratic revolution in China the Chinese work-
ing class has waged valiant struggles against
the bourgeois-revisionist Liu-Teng group and
for the construction of socialism. These
struggles were waged largely under the
leadership of Mao Tse-tung and the Left-wing
of the Chinese Communist Party. However,
these struggles have all failed to smash the
Liu-Teng "bourgeois headquarters" which at
every turn has emerged stronger. The massive
purge of the Left wing from the Party and
state in 1976 was a decisive victory that
opened the way for the complete consolidation
of capitalist relations of production.

The most significant factor in the struggle
waged by the Chinese working classes against
the Liu-Teng "bourgeois headquarters" has
been that it has not been led by a strong,
unified, and ideologically sound proletarian
party. The Party, as well as the state ap-
paratus, the trade unions and other mass
working class organizations, had largely fal-
len under the control of the Liu-Teng group.
Essentially, the Chinese working class has
had to wage a struggle against a bourgeoisie
in power.

The Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution,
the greatest upsurge of the working class
struggle, showed graphically the tremendous
weaknesses that result from the lack of
leadership by a vanguard party: spontaneity,
lack of coordination and centralization,
anarchy, extreme factionalism, the rapid rise
and fall of opportunists, extreme political
and ideological deviations, and the failure
to consolidate the gains of the revolution.
The proletariat never accomplished the re-
organization of the CPC as a truly proletar-
ian party, and continued to wage its strug-
gle under the leadership of a Party riddled
with factionalism and largely under the con-
trol of the bourgeoisie.

Instead of recognizing the weaknesses of the
Cultural Revolution, expecially the lack of
leadership by a proletarian party, the RCP
chooses to glorify particularly the sponta-
neity and anarchy that resulted from this.
In fact, they raise the methods and tactics
of the Cultural Revolution as principles,
"the immortal contributions of Mao Tse-tung
on continuing the revolution under the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat," declaring
that the PLA is revisionist because it has
not used the same methods and tactics in
Albania.

However, the RCP does not limit its polemic
to methods and tactics, but rather accuses
the PLA of deny ing the existence of class
struggle in socialist society. They say
that the PLA believes that the change "from
capitalism to socialism means the resolution
of the contradiction between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie."34] Therefore they

Charge that the PLA has been unable "to pro-
vide any real explanation of the triumph of
revisionism in the Soviet Union" 35] because,
according to the RCP, the PLA thinks that
"the contradiction between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie only comes into being
after the revisionists have seized power.36]

It would be advisable for comrades to read
Albanian publications before accepting the
RCP's version of the PLA's line.

In his report to the Fifth Congress of the
PLA in 1966, Enver Hoxha described the degen-
eration of the Soviet Party as the result of
the creation of

a labor aristocracy of bureaucratized
cadres, who were privileged, separated
from the people and their life, who did
not have class feeling and did not wage
class struggle, but were inspired by
bourgeois ideology and bourgeois way of
life. This stratum, composed mainly by
cadres of the Party, state, economy and
intelligentsia, became the social base
for revisionism. Relying precisely on
this stratum Krushchevite revisionists
usurped power in the Soviet Union, elim-
inated the proletarian dictatorship,
established the revisionist dictatorship
and opened the way to capitalist restor-
ation. 37]

Articles by the PLA explain how this stratum
was created:

One of the important defects, which
in the Soviet Union, led to the infect-
ion of many cadres with bureaucracy, in-
tellectualism, careerism and the bour-
geoise way of life, to their gradual
degeneration, was, among others, pre-
cisely their divorce from productive
work, the preservation of a marked se-
paration of mental and managerial work
from physical work, which is a deeply-
rooted heritage from the society based
on exploitation.
The negative experience of the Soviet
Union shows that the deviation from the
principle of the Paris Commune about
paying officials and functionaries the
average pay of workers . . . the abso-
lutization and generalization of the
system of high salaries, which, for a
certain time was imposed and justified
by the historical circumstances of a
limited category of specialists, as
well as laying excessive stress on
material incentives, while neglecting
moral incentives, led to the bourgeois
degeneration of a broad stratum of
cadres and exerted a powerful influence
to make them a social base for the re-
visionist course.38]

In addition, the PLA says:
The classics of Marxism-Leninism have
stressed what a danger bureaucratism
represents to the new state power of
the working class, and have drawn



38
attention to the need for determined
struggle against it. But in the Com-
munist movement the seriousness of this
danger was not fully appreciated until
recently. The struggle against it was
waged mainly by bureaucratic methods and
through bureaucratic apparatuses. This
is also the reason that this danger was
not avoided in the Soviet Union, and
bureaucratism, technocratism and intel-
lecutalism, became among the main
sources of the bourgeois degeneration
of socialism. 39]

One of the most effective measures to
prevent the bureaucratic degeneration
and transformation of the managerial
cadres from servants of the people into
rulers over the workers and the people
is to put the cadres under subordina-
tion and control from the two directions
from above, by implementing proletarian
centralism and from below directly from
the working masses.. . . This is of vi-
tal importance. The unilateral subord-
ination of the cadres from above only,
which constituted one of the fundament-
al defects in the Soviet Union, brings
extremely negative consequences: it
arouses in the cadres the spirit of in-
dependence, arrogance, domineering, con-
tempt and commandism towards the work-
ing masses, in other words, bureaucratic
degeneration of the cadres. 40]

Further, Nexhmije Hoxha explains:

In the Soviet Union the leadership of
the working class and the socialist
order were eliminated precisely because
the application of Marxism-Leninism was
abandoned; the proletarian class strug-
gle was allowed to die down, the work-
ing class was elbowed out and robbed of
its leadership and power. 41]

The bitter experience of the Soviet
Union has shown that as long as the
fundamental contradiction has not been
resolved, in the ideological field, too,
the fundamental contradiction in the
political and economic fields cannot be
considered as solved completely and
finally; that is, the triumph of the
socialist revolution cannot be consid-
ered complete and final. Thus, neither
with the seizure of power, nor with the
construction of the economic base of
socialism is the question, "who will
win" resolved finally; in other words,
the fundamental contradiction between
the socialist and capitalist road is not
resolved finally. This fundamental con-
tradiction remains during the whole
period of the transition to communism^]

Because of this, Nexhmije Hoxha says that,
"in socialism, too, the main motive force
which determines the development of socie-
ty"43]j_s class struggle and that "the class
struggle within the country is never

extinguished until the complete construction
of communist society, it is waged fiercely,
with zig zags or peaks and troughs and is in-
terwoven with the class struggle on the ex-
ternal front." 44]

The PLA destroyed the bourgeoisie as a class
and today they say there are two classes in
Albania, the proletariat and the peasantry
along with another strata, the people's in-
telligentsia. They do not see the contra-
diction between the proletariat and the
peasantry, on the one hand, and the intelli-
gentsia, on the other, as antagonistic, al-
though they say that antagonism could de-
velop if a new bourgeois class emerges from
within the intelligentsia. However, they
say that today there exists no such bourgeois
class in Albania. How can class struggle be
waged against the bourgeoisie if no such
class exists in Albania? What is the basis
of this struggle? Nexhimje Hoxha says that
the class struggle under socialism has its
source

... in the existence of remnants of
the exploiting classes . . . the hostile
imperialist-revisionist encirclement
... in the emergence of new capitalist
elements and new internal enemies, who
become a great danger to the Party and
the proletarian power, to socialism; in
the blemishes from the old society which
continue to exist for a long time in
the consciousness of men ... in the
so-called "bourgeois right" in the field
of distribution, which socialist society
is obliged to use, although it limits
it more and more; in the differences
between town and countryside, physical
work and mental work, etc., which can-
not be eliminated immediately. 45]

The PLA explains further that while in so-
cialist soceity new relations of production
are built,

. . . because socialism "cannot be fully
mature from the economic view" these re-
lations still retain traces of capital-
ist society, such as "bourgeois right."
On this basis, it comes about under
certain conditions, not only the rem-
nants of alien ideology in the conscious-
ness of the working people are revived
but also that new negative phenomena
emerge if the Party of the working class
does not wage a consistent struggle to
restrict their emergence for the gradual
narrowing of distinctions. 46]

Because of this, Nexhmije Hoxha explains
that, while a bourgeois class does not exist,

. . . time and again elements hostile to
the revolution and socialism emerge,
not only from the ranks of the remnants
of the former exploiting classes, but
also from the ranks of the working
people, and even from the ranks of the
communists.
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If the class struggle is not waged cor-
rectly, hostile strata may emerge from
individual enemies, reaching the point
of the creation of a class of bourgeois
enemies as occurred in the Soviet Union.
[Emphasis added.] 471

The RCP argues that the PLA is revisionist be-
cause it says that antagonistic classes do
not exist in Albania, saying that the whole
world knows that Mao Tse-tung maintained that
the bourgeois continues to exist in social-
ist society. Mao was correct in identifying
an entire bougeois stratum in Chinese socie-
ty led by the Liu-Teng revisionist group.
But because the bourgeoisie and bourgeois
power were never eliminated in China, and be-
cause a new bourgeois class emerged in the
Soviet Union - in both cases because of in-
correct policies - does not mean that the
existence of a bourgeois class is inevitable
in socialist society.

In socialism "bourgeois right" still exists
to a certain extent in distribution.; there
is still a division between mental and manual
labor and differences between agriculture
and industry, etc. All of these are carry-
overs from capitalist society that cannot
but exist in socialist society for a prolong-
ed period, although their role is constantly
restricted. All of these provide the basis
for the re-emergence of a new bourgoeis
class and the restoration of capitalism. But
this does not mean that a bourgeois class
continues to exist. A bourgeois class, by
definition, has control over the means of
production.

To argue that an entire bourgeois class
exists, with control over the means of pro-
duction, in a healthy socialist society,
where in fact one does not, could lead to
serious mistakes. The tactics used to over-
throw a bourgeois state and those used to
consolidate a proletarian state by fighting
bureaucratic deviations and bourgeois ele-
ments within it are very different, and to
confuse the two leads to anarchist deviations.

In order to "finish the PLA off in one blow"
and attempt to totally discredit the PLA's
leadership in the eyes of RCP cadre the
leadership of the RCP has represented the
PLA's line as one that proclaims "the dying
out of class struggle under socialism" and
adds that the PLA does not admit the possi-
bility of the emergence of new bourgeois
elements in socialist society. This, of
course, is the opposite of the truth and the
RCP should have stayed within the realm of
its original disagreements with the PLA.
These were over the methods and tactics of
class struggle in socialist society.

The RCP's differences with the PLA on this
question, as well as Mao's, include the
fundamental question of how democratic-
centralism is to be implemented in waging the
class struggle in socialist society. The
RCP is correct in pointing out that when the
situation has degenerated to the point that a

bourgeois stratum is in control of the party
the need to preserve party organizational
norms gives way to the necessity to smash the
bourgeoisie by any means necessary. This was
precisely the situation that was created in
both the Soviet Union and China. And, con-
trary to the picture presented by the RCP,
the PLA does not take the position that the
Chinese proletariat should not have used any
means necessary to smash the bourgeoisie. On
the contrary, the articles published by the
PLA in its newspaper Zeri i Popullit during
the years of the Cultural Revolution always
carried the insistent message that the
Chinese proletariat carry the purge and re-
organization of the CPC through to tne end
and rebuild a truly revolutionary vanguard
party to lead the struggle against the
bourgeoisie. And they made it clear that
they did not oppose radical methods of ac-
complishing this.

The RCP puts the PLA in the same camp as the
Societ revisionists because both criticize
the Cultural Revolution. But the class na-
ture of the criticisms of the Soviet Party
and the PLA are polar opposites. The Soviet
revisionists criticize Mao for attacking the
bourgeoisie while the PLA criticizes him for
failing to carry the struggle against the
bourgeoisie through to the end. While the
PLA says it supported the strategic goals
of the Cultural Revolution to overthrow the
bourgeoisie, it opposed Mao's anarchistic
approach to the organization of the proletar-
ian struggle. But unlike the Soviet revision-
ists (and their Chinese counterparts) who
complain that the masses "went wild" in at-
tacking the bourgeoisie, the reason for the
PLA's criticism is that the struggle of the
masses against the bourgeoisie was ineffect-
ive for lack of leadership and organization.

The PLA constantly stresses that the struggle
waged by the masses to eliminate the carry-
overs of bourgeois and feudal society must
be led by the party. For the RCP, the PLA's
views on centralized leadership of the mass
struggles epitomize a bureaucratic outlook.
Starting with the assumption that the
Chinese experience is universal and that the
party and state in socialist society will
inevitably become as bourgeois-dominated and
bureaucratic as they did in China, the RCP
sees the PLA's emphasis on centralism as sub-
jecting the mass struggles in the direction
of the bourgeoisie (in the party).

Although it is inevitable that bourgeois
elements will arise in the proletarian party
and state in socialist society, it is not in-
evitable that they will gain control of it.
The key to maintaining the proletarian nature
of the party and the state is the correct im-
plementation of democratic-centralism - com-
bining control from above with the mobiliza-
tion of the masses to exercise control from
below. Far from restricting mass participa-
tion in the ongoing revolutionization of so-
cialist society, centralized leadership, if
it is genuine proletarian leadership, en-
courages participation and makes it effective,
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The PLA emphasizes the need for both central-
ism and democracy in the struggle to develop
real working class control over the means of
production and all aspects of society:

As historical experience confirms, there
are two main enemies which aid the
peaceful degeneration of the dictatorship
of the proletariat: bureaucracy and
liberalism.. . . The essence of the
class struggle against bureaucracy and
liberalism consists of the establishment
and implementation of correct relations
between democracy and centralism. . ..

The organization and functioning of the
system of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat, of all socialist state and
social life, are always based on the
principle of democratic centralism, the
core of which is the centralized leader-
ship of the life of the country by the
working class through its Party and
state, the combination of the centralized
direction with the creative initiative
of the local organs and the masses of
working people. . . .the Party of
Albania has instructed that the stuggle
must be waged on two fronts: both against
the centralist-bureaucratic tendencies to
restrict socialist democracy and make it
formal, as well as against the liberal-
anarchist trends and concepts of demo-
cracy, which lead to undermining the
dictatorship of the proletariat.. . .

In the struggle for the defense and
strengthening of the socialist order,-
the proletarian control, both that which
is exercised from above, through the
Party and state, and that exercised from
below, the direct workers' and peasants'
control is of great importance. . . .
Marxism-Leninism teaches us, and the ex-
perience of the socialist construction
in Albania has provided confirmation,
that the direct workers' and peasants'
control is an effective weapon in the
class struggle for strengthening the
dictatorship of the proletariat and a
school for the class to master the art
of government.

In order to avoid the loss of its newly
won ruling position [Engels said] the
working class must ensure itself against
its own deputies and officials.

Which is the road to ensure this? "As
soon as they seize political power,"
says Lenin, "the workers will destroy
the old bureaucratic apparatus, they
will smash it to its foundations, leav-
ing no stone on stone. They will replace
it with a new apparatus also comprised
of workers and officials and, in order
to prevent them from becoming bureau-
crats, these measures that Marx and
Engels have studied in detail will be
taken immediately; 1) Not only the prin-
ciple of election, but also the principle

that they may be removed at any moment;
2) pay not greater than that of any
worker; 3) work must begin immediately,
so that everybody will carry out the
functions of control and supervision. 48]

"We1ve heard too many fine phrases" will say
the skeptical comrades who have been deeply
troubled by the degeneration of the Chinese
revolution and have been influenced by the
anarchistic deviation of the RCP.

The Chinese working class was defeated, the
Albanian working class has not been. Con-
trary to the bleak picture that the RCP, for
its own opportunist reasons, paints of
Albania, the Albanian working class has been
victorious in the life and death struggles
that it has waged against internal enemies.
Massive popular campaigns have been waged to
popularize and democratize education, to
eliminate religion and feudal and bourgeois
customs, to combat male supremacy and in-
crease women's participation in the Party,
the State, and the economy, to popularize
and democratize the military, to combat bu-
reaucracy and develop workers' and peasants'
contorl, to popularize Marxism-Leninism, to
eliminate private plots step by step, to put
the general interest above personal interest.

These struggles have been waged as mass cam-
paigns, with mass meetings, criticism, self-
critcism, the replacement of bureaucratic
cadre and policy referendums. They did not take
the same forms as those of the Cultural Re-
volution in China because the objective si-
tuation did not call for the overthrow of a
bourgeois-dominated bureaucracy and because
the struggles were led by the Party, the
Trade Unions and Women's and Youth organiza-
tions.

The Albanians have accomplished unprecedented
results through their struggles to build and
perfect socialist relations of production.

The differential between the average worker's
wage and that of the top ministers of the
government is one to two. In addition, the
pay system has been generally purged of
bonuses. This is certainly the narrowest
pay differential in the world. In China,
probably one of the most advanced countries
in the world in this respect before the coup
d'etat in 1976, wage differentials were re-
portedly one-to-sixteen, with many extra bo-
nuss for top officials.

All employees of the Party and state appara-
tus, as well as educational, art and cultur-
al workers, work in production one month a
year (women less). All industrial and co-
operative management and technical personnel
work in production three to four months a
year. In addition, there is a systematic
circulation, or rotation, of cadres from ma-
nagement to production jobs and production
workers to management jobs. These policies
have been in effect for over ten years.
These reforms were never accomplished in
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China in an overall way, although the Left foreign attack this is a powerful guarantee
wing struggled for them for years. of popular rule against internal enemies.

In China the Left wing workers' militias
that opposed the coup d'etat in 1976 in
general did not have access to arms, and were

All people capable of bearing arms possess
weapons and are trained in their use. In
addition to being a strong defense against smashed by the revisionist-controlled Army.
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V. LEARNING FROM THE CHINESE AND THE

ALBANIAN EXPERIENCES

The main task of socialist revolution is to
restrict and finally eliminate bourgeois con-
trol of the means of production, and elimin-
ate all the material and ideological condi-
tions which could lead to the emergence of a
new bourgeois class. This is a protracted
process which goes through many stages. The
first is the elimination of bourgeois poli-
tical power, the establishment of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat, and the restrict-
ion of the bourgeoisie's economic power.
The nationalization of industry and commerce
and the establishment of centralized economic
planning by the proletarian state is a deci-
sive step. However, agents of the bour-
geoisie still exist within the state apparat-
us and carryovers of bourgeois society exist
not only in the thinking of the people but in
the economic and political system itself,
which is not yet mature. Aspects of bour-
geois society, such as leftovers of "bour-
geois right" in distribution, the division
of mental and manual labor and the differ-
ences between town and country all provide a
basis for increasing class polarization and
the exploitation of one class by another.
This danger, which exists for a prolonged
historical period, can only be averted
through unrelenting class struggle to in-
creasingly restrict and finally eliminate
all of thase carryovers of bourgeois society
and increasingly develop the control over
the means of production by the working mass-
es themselves.

In China bourgeois political power was never
decisively defeated; the dictatorship of the
proletariat was never really established.
Because of the continued strength of the
bourgeoisie in government, the economic po-
wer of the bourgeoisie could not be decisive-
ly defeated; their hands could not be removed
from the controlling levers of the means of
production. Due to the power that the prole-
tariat did achieve in China, socialist re-
forms could be instituted, such as measures
to develop workers' and peasants' control and
to popularize education and health care.
However, the effectiveness of these measures,
as well as the development of any real so-
cialist centralized planning, was always
severely sabotaged by the bourgeois forces
that continued to exercise tremendous power.
The unsound lines on which the CPC was built,
its lack of ties with the proletariat upon
seizing power, its liberal attitude towards
the bourgeoisie and its agents, all led to
the strengthening of bourgeois power in
China. The criticisms that Enver Hoxha
raises of the CPC and Mao Tse-tung on these
questions are right on the mark.

While the RCP and others attempt to steer us
away from summing-up the errors that led to
the degeneration of the revolution, it is
imperative to sum this experience up and draw
the correct lessons. Enver Hoxha's Imperial-
ism and the Revolution and Reflections on

China, in contrast to so many of the bour-
geois and supposed-Leftist summations of the
Chinese experience, point out from a Marxist-
Leninist perspective, exactly where the fail-I
ings of the CPC are to be found.

The Albanian experience stands in contrast to
that of China. Even before the seizure of
power the Albanian communists maintained a
much sharper stand against the bourgeoisie
and refused to share power with it. They
took radical measures to expropriate and sup-
press the bourgeoisie, to break down its
ability to organize and to restrict its in-
fluence. This was possible because of the
strength of the communists and the exploited
classes and the weakness of the bourgeoisie.
From day one, they were much more vigilant
than the Chinese communists against the in-
trigues of the agents of the bourgeoisie
inside the Party and state, against the cor-
ruption and degeneration of Party and state
cadre, and the development of bureaucratic
methods. In the course of this struggle they
have taken radical measures to purge the
Party and state of bourgeois groups.

The proletariat's understanding of waging re-
volutionary war, of making alliances, of
building socialism is still developing as
experience accumulates worldwide. Before the
October Revolution what exactly the dictator-
ship of the proletariat would look like was
largely unknown. Before the revolutions in
China and Albania it was uncertain how
socialism would develop after national demo-
cratic revolutions. Albania took one path
and China another.

What is the RCP's attitude in learning from
the ; experience accumulated so far?

Despite the failure of the Chinese revolution
to defeat the bourgeoisie they maintain that
Mao Tse-tung's line on alliance with the na-
tional bourgeoisie in constructing socialism
is an "immortal contribution" while, regard-
less of the success of the Albanian revolu-
tion in eliminating the "old" Albanian bour-
geoisie and in» at least until the present,
defeating the aspirations of "new" bourgeois
elements in Albania, they declare the PLA
line to be "skipping stages" as well as "bu-
reaucratic" because it opposes Mao Tse-tung's
"immortal contributions."

The RCP refuses to consider that there may
have been major errors in Mao Tse-tung's
line that helped the bourgeoisie to consolid-
ate power in China, instead explaining that
this was inevitable because of objective con-
ditions, "the relative strength of the con-
tending classes." They go on to criticize:

. . . some genuine Marxist-Leninists
who, while upholding the contributions
of Mao, still proceed from the premise
that since revisionists triumphed, the
reasons for their triumph must lie with
the mistakes of the revolutionaries.-^

1
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The RCP is determined to prove that this
idea is unfounded and this is the starting
point of their polemics.

Before the leadership of the RCP declare

themselves the world's foremost experts on
socialist construction, they might take the
time to study the experience of the Albanians
and spend less time making irresponsible de-
nunciations that only disorient their cadre.
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