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1S THIS DIALECTICAL MATERTALISM OR SCYCLICAL THEORY® ?
= A dlscussion with Mr. Piing Hsin concerning the
 problem of the natuve of productive forces -

- COMMINIST GHINA =

* frne following is the translation of an article written
by Ch'iao Lin entitled "Shih Plen Cheng Wel Wu Iun Huan

Shih tHetin Huan Iun'® 2 {Bnglish veraion sbove) in

Keangeming Jih-pao, Peiping, 8 Avgust 1860, page 33

¥r, Pting Hsin has published several srticles concerning the
problem of the nature of productive forces persistently expounding
hiz vieus, -

Tn his article entitled "Fourth Discussion on the Hature of
Produetive Forces®, he said: Mon the problem concerning productive
forces mtsé relations of production, liks =y akber thaorebical prolilems,
I am forever & student of ‘Marxiem-Teninisn and the writings of Mao
Tsb~tung. Concerning the thoses that I heve expounded.......l think

g1l earnest sxd thoughtful persone would have deduced views siiilar

to mine.® ("Heflah Shu Yeh Ktan® (Academic Monthly), Wo. 3, 1980,

page 42)



Soon after this, he begen T6 have certain doubts about ks
oun viws in hie grid c*la 43tatenent Gmmemim Several Problems on
the Ssture of Productive Forces." He Baids W] Have broight out a few
problems and also expressed some irm%ﬁm viewz, Have I erred in
proposing these problems? Heve my views on these problemz been correct?
This can not be Sizdge«zi through my own study and anslysie,e.ss.should L'
my proposal of these pz'obiewm be found ingpt end my views groundless,
I would cast them aside like s robtbten tooth withoul hesitation.t

9

("Hefieh Shn Weh Kien®, No. 4, 1880, page 18)

I M, Pring Hein's theses are corregtly based upon Marzisme
Ievdnism, how can thsy be turned int e a castoffl in the nro«*@% a»ﬁ
discussion? Can truth be trsnsformed into arbitheses through discussion?

In fact, Mr. Pting Hszin hse not resglly admitted his own
theoreticel errors, Hecently he apaln published an srticle in Hein
Chien She (Wew E‘:«m;ﬁzmc‘twn) entitled "On Cantmﬂictory ¥ovement of
Produetive Forces and Relations of Frodustion®, i.e. his *Fifth
Diseussion on the HNebture of Produstive Forces.® In this srticle, he
still persisted in his erronecus theory snd sccusad those comrades
whe had diseussed with him the prchlwa of the nature of pmuuctive

forees aw dogmetisbsa.

n this article, I ordy wish 4o discuss one probles with Mr,

bod
b
B

Pling Hsin and invite the criticism of the general vesders of this
REWSPApET.
I hdz "On Contradictory Movement of Productive Forces and

Kelebions of Production,® he expounded gt lengith the dislectiecal
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we feel there are seversl voints degerving further analysis. One
vrobplem paiﬁiaularlg stands out AW the others, l.e. the true
dialeaﬁiaa@ relztion between produntive forces and f@ié&iaﬂﬁ of
wrnﬁn&LiGnU} which, in Mr. Ffing Hzin's view, has bamaﬁ@ mers
Bovelical Thea?y”; What iz thie all sbout?

Harxist theoyry of flstorical materialism hae tavght us that

thare are two phases to the form of preduction, i.e. productive forve

e

Wz

gnd relations of production, Productive forces gre ths base wpon which

the relations of produstion develope. The relations of production
must develope in conformity with produetive forces, bub oncz the

relations of production are establisbed, they in turn exert &

tremendong effect upon ithe productive forves. If the relatlions of
production do ﬁ@t conform with the nature of produsiive f&rcqu the
relations of prédﬁcti@n will hinder the furiher development of
produstive 96?&@6; To enable the continuous dewlopment of productive

]

forees, it is necemsary b0 change the old relatiams of produetion
)4 R

o

snd supergede them wmth new relatlons of production. AL this moment,
the new relstions of production becore the principal and decisive
force in deterwin the furtber development of productive [orces.
Tz his book "0 Contradiction®, Chalrmen M#a told us thel we
must not look upon all the contradictions in the process as equsl.
We must differentiste the principal ﬁomt““dzﬂbmon from the secondary

contradictions, In analyging e problem, we must flrst grasp the

princivel contradiction. In any contradiction, whether princlipal or‘
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'secondary, the two sspects of cuntradiction must nob be treated ab

H

araal either, ! f the two sorte edictory sspects, one mush be the

R R S TN ) it et st e 8 s R
principal snd the 2 gecondary.

e

Thase %Eua}m e goidances are particularly importent with rogar

{0 mcovering the contradicticn betueen produetive forces and relatio ng

af production and the mJ.r%:yual. tzmm;fmx*mtim 1 dts prlncipel sspects.

<

In secordance with the th s steated in s" nairman Maots “On Conmtradiction®
we heve lesvned that in the 1ife of homen soclely, the cont etdons
betweern produstive forcen and ?E"’é gtions of production, between the

T

and the supersbtructure are the basie and prinelpsl con tredictions

e

smong 1l other contradietd oS | Bu’!:,x h. in the conthadintion between
mroduective forces and relalions of pr mm‘.:iamd o it is generally sdmitied

that produstive forces sre the principsl aspeet of the contradiction

velobione of production are ibe secondary sspect.

Chairman Mao slse told us thet thiz condition is not rigid and

s

wnchengeahle, Yeovsuse the prd woets ars

noeipal gnd uﬂmwpm neipal as

continuelly Interchenging ... e duving a cortain process or at &

certein stage of & contyrsdic *L jon, the primeipel

% ds & sl the non-principal

B, At another stage or

in snother provass of development , the roles sre reverset..c..?

it
Pt

3 Works of Meo Neeetung o wolume &, Dage 7089) This aluo

P

applies to the comtradiction beiwe an oroductive forces end relstions

-

Yion. oring one stage m‘ develoyment, produc tive forces ave

principal sspect of the contradictlon, but ab another stags of

o, the relabions of productlon assume the p rineipel asoechd

ow 4 £
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™ °  Chairmsn Mao a@iﬁ: #irus, tlrgé pmdtzétfr.va forces, practice =1 .
and economic base gensrslly ma!xifezt themselves in the principal end

_ decisive role. Whoever does mot admit this is not e materialist..

Put under certain conditions, such aspects as the relations of

production, theory snd superstructure in turn menifest themselves in

i

‘the principsal and decisive role; this must slso be admitted. Waen i"

the productive forces cen not. be developed unless the relations of
production are changed, .the change in the rélationa of production
ploys the principsl and decisive role......this is not running |
countsr to materislism; on the contrary, this is avoiding mechanistic

neberislism apd firmly upholding dialecticel materisiism.® ( Selected

Works of Mao Tee~tung » volume 2, page 792}

Chsdrman Mao's theory concerning the principsl and decisive
role of the relations of preduciion on productive i‘oréea unier
cortain conditions =-- the theory of counter role of the relations of
produstion -«is exaétly the revolutlionsry gsoul of true dialectical |
materisiiam. It is en important ciavelépmém of VMarxism-leninism., Any
departure from this theory is equivalent to the removal of the
foumndation stone of the rav@lutimary dislecticsl materialism, We lmow
that the Marxist theory of the inevitzble guperseding of capitaliem
by sommmish was born under the guideise of this z%m)},utignazjy theory.
The groat victory of the Ostober Socislist Revolution under the
1eadership of lenin was also born under the guidance of this revolu~
tionary theorys; It was elso under the guidance of this revolutionery

theory that Chairmen Mao correctly applied this revolutionary thecry !

pR—
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"to the actusl condition in China,—ied the Chimsse people to overthrow

o]

the reactionary rule of Chiang Ksleghek, and msde it possible for our
comntty to transform from 2 voor beckward gemi-feudalistic aﬁd s&mim
colonisl scclety to a great sosialist nation.

In hig series of articles, Mr. Pling Hsin obviously has oppcsaﬁ!
“the correct Farxlst-leninist dialectical view of prcduativ& forces 3
and relations of praductiane‘ﬂis view haé been thet if productive
forces ave generslly the orincinal and decisive role. and genarally.%he
most sotive efd revolutionary element, then the role must remain
unchanged. Ctherwise, 1t is the fCyclical Thoery®.

Mr. Pting Hain wrote: "During the vrocess of develomment in our

society, the productive forces and relations of preoduction do not

perform parallel roles bubt constantly manifest the relation between

the princicval snd subordinste. Under certain conditions, this relation

- may be reversed, but it is the productive forces which avre the

ultimste and beszic force in determining the developmenit of our soclety,

and not the relstions of productien. To overleok this point of origin

erd trest the two sspects as completely psrallel forces would inevitably

fall inte the argument of "Cyelical Theory®, nemely productive forces

determine relaticns of production and relations of produetion in turn

deternine productive forces,” ("Azain on the Nature of Froductive

Forceg®, Haefieh Shu Ydeh X'en, No. 9, 1959, page 55. Underscore as
appearsd in original text)

As Mr, Pling Hsin saw it, even though the time had come that he

..could not refuse 16 edmit the counter role of relstions of pradumtiogj

b -
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fon pmdexc sve forces, he sbill fmfﬁ"‘i it necessary to maintein that 1
pmdm“tw«% ﬁmmg sggume Yo om‘a@rmmwﬁtwr role® on :mlamam of
;:x4=a'>e%:ﬁ:aa3'%iiié>xﬁ.@ He wretes "Although nz*mﬂm»t wwe forces ave regulated snd
affeoted in marny w;a:;:f; m the mmmwm role of relations of pmziummm
 onee the iy digtinctive eharacteristics emerge, they will combine and
-3
'form n relstively i‘ﬁﬁ.@p@n@m gysten of movement, wateh become not ff”
only the invernsl strengih in mt:fw:tm* the devslomment of productive
forces themselves, bubt slso becone the ﬁ%ﬁj&% 1ve strength motivatlng
the developmert of relations of production. It ia altogethner i‘ncm‘rﬂ%w’ﬁv
te ses only the counter rols of relations of pﬁ}d»mm:m on’ pmcﬁrcmw’
foress tubl overicok the deslsive yole & nd ﬁc,zm“awmw‘“ft‘bw role of
productive fmmaa on relations of ymdu thome ¥ {”’mir*d Discusaion on

the Neture of Productive %rm@*ﬁ Hetlzh Sha THel B'an, Ho 12, 1955
% &

page 46) How can there by any eimilarlly hetwosn Moo ?’"ﬁﬂ?‘ Hedn's
theory and di&lﬁ&{e*&:ﬁ.@l mz;-ﬁcpefiaj,mmé

yr, Piing Hein not only Meritlcized” the so called "Cyelie 2l
Theory?® but also 'g:r%:sixmseb owt & way for us, which is recognition of
his theory eoncerning the fnbernal mn’hmﬁ"‘ ction of productive forces,
4.8, bhe Ymsl Charscher of Productive Forpen, ®

U, leb us exspine ezmantly whabt Sg B Pring Hein's theory
of el Cherebter of Productive Forces.®

Firvetly, Mr, Ping Haln wae not sptisfied with the viewpolnt

ef dizlecticsl wmaterialism and wizked to seavch fov snother determining
factor iv the dw@'inm@w of predactive forces. Tuerefore, he posed

the Tollowing problems ®iside from the eonmteadiction between productive
]

v

e e
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["forces and relations of production snd the motivating rcle of 7]

—

relations of prdduction, is there still another internal cause for

the pf@, stion of productive farces?? or “Int@rnal force“?‘(ﬂsﬂah

LY

Sru YHeh Kfan, No, 9, 1393, page 54 and No, 3, 1960, page 48)

Mre. Pling Hoin mads an extwnaive study of those “conﬁztmanw and

!
-

causes regu;aiing and affecting praductive forces," In order to i
prevent us fr@m‘being “1ust.in s maza? iﬂ the vary complex inter=
relations ofkthe verious causes governing productive foréeﬁg he
further asitemnted to untover the principal contradictien exi@@ingk
in these relations, He discoversd the "Dusl Charscter of Prmdmctive’
Forces", i.e., "Material snd Technical Charscter® and "Socinl Chnareeber®
of pradt~tJve forces., | ;

¥or the moment, let us not delwve into the content of this

Msterial and Technical Cherscter® end "Sooial Character® becsuss to

do so will lead us away from the principsl problem at hend in this

srbicle, (The writer sgrees with the opinion of a mumber of acmraﬁeg
vho pointed out in their articles that Mr. Pfing Hein's so called
sonisl charaeber seotvally embodies a portien of relstions of production.
Dwing to limited space, the writer will not atienmpi to discuss this
with Mre, Pling Hein at Jﬂnyth in bthls ercloie, umtﬂ“ this writer

will poind out that Mr, Pring Hsin, by refueing to admit that his
socigl charscter embodiss relations of produntion, has enenﬁrﬁd his

theory in the depth of absurdity!)

Bver since ¥r., Pling Hein discovered this dusl character of

... productive forees, the unity of appoéiﬁes movement of this dual ]

W B -



F character of produstive forces has 1sd him furtner astray. from therey

he ﬂmwrlntﬂlv departed from th&iaforﬁmmam@ian@é true dislecticel
relablon hﬂt en productive ?orcaé'and relationg of production,
egpaclially, the counter role of reletlons of pradu&ti&ﬁ"hn productivs
fsrcaé«

- ¥r. Pring Hsin helleves thal he has digcoverad the secret of
seliwpraopagation of mr&duatiwe forass, (although be talked about the
nropags tion within definite relstionsz of crnquaulnhb He sgid: "The
dual char&aiar of productive forces existz in all sooial conditions.
The waterisl and techolce 1 charascter of productive forces matures
within certsin scolsl economin structure but generslly later than
its gociszl ebavattor, However, thaﬁ doss not mean the latler reaches
& rigid form from the start. Tt elso follows the graﬁhh of sﬁcieﬁy‘ﬁ

production end developes graduplly ard ceaselessly. Howsver, the

X..b

halanne of the dusl charvacter of vroductive forcee has always boen

the dmporbast characteristic of the mowment of the scoietyis

- 2

productive fazvﬂ%q Orly when the material and technical standard

hag been raised to s definits level; will thers be the appearence of
# sounter<balanee, but with the continuous prowth of productive forces,

Py

iepeneration wulsp per tain condlt

e
e

o
K
>3
.

jeng) the balance s onoe cagsein

Alsrupted. By nassing threugh snotber stage of develomment, the

cornter-belance can agein be established.” (“Aﬁ&jﬁ on the Natura of

letive Foress®, Helsh She YHeh K‘aﬂj No. 9, 1856, page 56)

After ¥r, Pting Hein has led us through his unity of opposites

mevement of the dusl charseter of productive forces, he concluded |

ek

w e
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Marbitrarily: "Although the contradiction of the dusl character of 1

productive forces and its solution are the prineipsl cause in

»mtg,wﬁm@ the ‘development of productive forces, it is not the Oﬂly

cause, Asgide from the expediting and transferring role of relstions
of production on productive forcesm, the internal cause of the de«ve}.apm}
d
‘ment ef productive forces is guite intriceite and requires further

e

penetrating and thorough analysis.® (Migain on the Nature of Productive

E’omm“, Hetleh Shu Yéieh K'ian, No. 95 1959, page 57)

Here, Mr. P'ing Hsin brought out simultaneously the dual
: character of productive forces and the decisive role of the relstions
of preduction on productive foress, and put them on- a tequal? basis.
In fact; he is teking his first step in the wrong directlon.

The inevitable result .‘of developing Mr, Pling Hsin's logic one
step further iz the distm*tieh of the counter role of the relabions
of production on productive forces. He sald: "e can not consider
the counter role of the relations of production as the only decisive
role in the development of productive forces. Neither can we consider
the centradiction between orcoduective forces znd relations of production
88 the only motivating force causing change in productive forces.

Ohherwiss, 4t wonld be juet like transpleficgg the vigien of perpetusl

motion mechine, which is contrary to the law of mase and energy, from

the realm of physics to the realm of sccigl seienes, " {*Third Discuseion

on the Nature of Productive Forese®, Hetleh Shu THeh Kian, No. 12, 1869,
page 52)

. Arer concluding this criticism, Mr, P'ing Hsin intreduced .

n‘lO -
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T, : : ‘ ' : . » ey
. his dual charscter of productive forces ahd saids "The possibility of '

productive forces propagabing by tham&lwa' 1p determined by their

internal contrs sdiction. ® (Quob gw ] fr*cm the sume sourse as ghove,

Vnderacored a8 appe n:f’%zag in originsl text}

o ’ Am’mwm ¥r. Pting Hein hies nover cessed to a:fgzm “&sirwb he d4id L*
not shendon the role of relsbions of production and has inmsmﬂ thet
s@iﬁ‘wmmg%wn aﬁ' p:e?mdw.:ﬁ‘é;:iva foress emﬁ their duosl charsctey taks
E%l&!‘;é vithin mmm@mmmm of pmzm&i:m,' but this i3 only &
wretert. In fact, ever since the ememam@ of the duznl characher of
productive forcgs and their wovensnt of :::emtm&w%" ong, there mwmm
only en mpu’y shell for the so cslled relstions of *"rmwﬂt on. The
revolubionary eontent of relationsof m*a&m:tmn m pean disesbowelled
following the diseppearance f:sf’ the comnter role of relationsg of
produstion on produ *:.fo.,@: forees, For this reasom, the "Dual Charscber

$ Produetive "E‘amé&@“ hes Wwooms the wmost important pfa,llarg‘ mﬁm»@rﬁag
¥r. Frise Hsin's erronsous tbéiﬁ?@ Therefore, it iz o::.%':ly naturel that
Wr, Piing Hoin satds "The iven logie of sociael econemic life is so
.ﬁ,g;n:*m:w and powarfiul that we:y serious-ninded peﬁmm: can not escape

from the sxis of contradiction within the realm of pmdmhi‘m forces

and e f:’w:mg of product :iemy nemely the ':?‘“2&1 eksracter of productive
ferces, (Crotation from game source as sbove, page 55)

The sbove statemant can be %:»et;t@r iut@wrét@d az follows:
£11 those who sre willing to nepate ths counter role of relstions of o
production like Mr, Pring Hzin gbzolutely can not dlsmise such an

S
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I ' oL , e
'axis of mmmﬁwmmz Lhe dus) chavacter of productive forces. 1

Mv Pring h&'n iw emm&m 24 thet his thesry concerning the
role of duel charavter 14_';55“ productive :f*‘srt?f;ﬁ?f ii.ﬂ determining the growth
of produgtive forees ie wwiveresily am.lmab“ &, Hepme, 3t cen e:«sm:l.&;in :
not only the m*r:ﬂt;h s of our pabional socialist comstruction, bub ‘also
psint a way zm‘i: for the f;ws:?ii;a}.i..zg%wﬁﬁm;m:f*im,mﬁ a:;m:x;e‘%;rfmm Slthough
the yalations of w:*aeﬁw tdon rﬁw 8 m:»um@r‘ E’tﬁﬂ.&'ﬁ on pr *m:%.amm% forces,
the possibility of grovih of prodective ffﬁz"céﬁ%% ig principelly dsters
wired by theiwr irz’?&ﬁ:r‘nﬁ corbradictions. The veesa ig that Pwilhin
the economis Mm{im‘v‘*} ns of a soclety, tm» gmmﬁ‘ﬁ. of certain canses smﬁ,
conditiong of productive ;‘;‘m‘éafﬁ ::m‘s.qblﬁaé with the 'f:"ay%fm:'dm:im of other
causes sl conditions vut‘ieﬁ form and intensify the internal contram
dictions of produ r’f)i“#’ﬁ? farces, which can only be resslved by streng-

<

thening the rets L canses md conditions enabling them to caleh up

o bzwmalw M'M;E'z tp with the progresslve causss end gonditions.
I*’:{*c:»gww of prod *swiu%* forces takes r*‘h & within the p’*’“aaam of sndless
EMmETFaTCes z&m“ goiutions of thess internal contredictiona, ﬁh‘;}.{ﬁ’}, sre
the movenent of contradictions of prodective forces, i.e. the muvement

o

of seltepropagstion of productive forces witbin relatio s of ‘{&X’Cﬁdﬂﬂﬁiﬁﬁ%“

e ]

{¥Fonrth HMacoseion on the ! Kature of Frodustive Foroes®, Hell o By

P

Yool Ylon, Fo. &, .i..'S?ﬁQ . page 49} Therefore, through apt adjusiuent of

U1 NS DR

ghe redation belwesn the tecknicsl character and social cahaz?mtesr of
prodursive forees and adinstment m‘: the conbrs ,.a‘imticm«; between t:i’lﬁl‘n,,
GFETY DY Mﬁjim sen ba solved; produc tive fﬁz'c.@a cen tmﬁﬂrge sm’mtm{ra ak

e

LRI ﬂ@;@lfmvx;z*mw%iéﬁ’* of productive .ff:rmmz will %ake :1@«‘3@4
: Ed ] | st
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’&ﬁgnn& who reasons té the contrary is profewnding heresy®(7) 1

. (#ithin relations of praauﬁtiunj cepitallat gy tem'wﬁll live ever T

after. On the baﬁis of ¥r. Pting Hein's theary, &hmﬁg& of thﬂ aom;al

aﬁ%fam@@r i reauntive Forpes n@ed net e ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ@d.hﬁﬂﬂﬁx@ ha ha%

.

exshasnized r@ueat@ﬁlg hst the secisl charsster of pfmdmmtiv& forces

, does not b@i@ﬁé within the limite . of relstions of prndﬁctiﬁme'

n

‘¥r, Ping Hsin has lwokpﬂ upen mnternsl eontradictions of
prm&ucﬁi@w forcea® as "L prine;p determinant of the growth af
prmdmétivc forceg®. He ha% insisted ypon that this is ma%e?ia&iaﬁ
dislectics snd is aﬂﬁmaaé to the dégm&tiatw; He &aﬁﬁ th@% all these
camra&ea who di seus%a& ﬁhﬁ ﬁua& character of productive forces with

il ”w&r& satisfisd with the cyﬁliaal t&@arw of praductsz forces

‘Getermine relations of produciion snd relations of prﬁéuctiﬁﬁ in tvrm

determine productive foress because bhey hed not sdmitted the
existence of internsl contradictlions within preductive forces, "

{(*Mird Ilsc V“‘ﬁﬁﬂ,&ﬁ th1 Laivra of Pramucﬁ ive erce : Hﬁﬁ@m §

Yoeh K'en, hu* 12 1% %9, page ba)
Produntive faraea det er ne velabions of prnductiﬁﬂs and

relebions of pr duaﬁxaw umder definite eonditions det ermmine prodoctive

3

forces. This iz the }Miﬁt&pﬁﬁ of Fﬁwxgﬁtmzﬂmzﬂig diglentivel

“*

m@t@ﬁi&lism@ Te call 1% “%”cli&al Th@mwy*'igvunﬂaubtedly'a zerious

distortion of Marxiem-lanirdss,

Mﬂfﬂﬁﬂ%ﬂfﬁﬂiﬁist hzm aLWEYR uged the prineiple of re»ipra eal
ﬁela ba sgan productive farﬂ@a end Telatlﬁﬁﬁ of prﬁduetian vo explain

the main “prnm& of ihe tremendous grnaﬁh of productive fercaw in tha

.Nt
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sociedvg Whenever new relatioﬁs of nrﬂductiﬁﬁ awvearaﬁ in hista”y co
this new ralatianﬁ'ﬁf pr oﬁuatunn ﬁﬁﬂ%tltnuﬁd th@ pvineip91 dat&rminin
force for the further aﬁVﬁw,amenu of productive f@tcas at thet time,
snd it was nm* the “e“ult of what ¥r. P'ing Heln has épsc;ih@d agy
[the movement of caﬂtrad ntwoﬁs of th fozl charscter of prqduﬁ%ive ;

¥arw and Engels, in their discussion of the role of the eaﬁly‘;
st'g&v@f iﬁé émerg@ﬁﬁ@ af'capiﬁalisé‘rﬁiaiiana of production on the
develomment of ﬁr@&v@tiv& forces, 33ﬁﬁllik@_%hi5: “The ruling ¢laes
péaiti@ﬁ of the b@négeaiéia hasrngt yelb r&aﬁn&d wné hupsired yesrs, but
Lne nrrénet3VE forces created by it are fay gr*g*er than the botal

sppregate of nroﬂﬂ tive forces ef all tha gemer&tlons hafors that.®

 { M Kw?ﬁ*” 2 Selseted Works , volume 1, page 15)
Of ecourse, the dewlopment of capitalist r&laﬂiamglaf‘prodﬁcﬁian'
west be eftdbl*"hua upon dafinit& foundstion of productive forces.
It is nob : uﬂg*rwﬂt thet Mr, Pling Hein she uld propose the fbli@wiﬂg
problen, He sald: "IF during the 13@%@# ﬁariaé éﬁ Buropsan feudal
society, there waz no definite aﬁeumulaficn of prodaat;v¢ force%
(puman lstor snd material 13%&?), ne definite division of labar, no
means of transpsrietion, no definite awgr@a of currency econ emv aﬁé

commodity ecenowy avisen from these socigl natérial L¢%djfia%%, no

d@fiﬁii@ ceﬁtrzbu icn of free Iabaf, could there be the emerpence

znd growth of capitalist form of nr&ﬁn@t;&b““ (FLfeh Diucustian on

the Neturs of Froductive Forces®, Hein Chien Sne, Ko, 6, 1880, page 52}
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However, dialectical materialis® must not dwell only upon ’

thia'sida of the problem, He must also exsmine the other side: If

v wﬁthOﬁt the development of capitalist r@latlons of produstion (it

alqo includes Lr. Pling hsin’s pranlem of “contrlbutxon of free l&bur“)

could capitalist productive forces develope to such a great extent? ;

tund

Wasn't the gréa% develogment of qapitaiist'preduciive forces at thet

time an expreﬂslon of the great role Dlay@d by capitalist relations of

prcduﬁﬁiaﬂ in history?

Marx and Engels said: ¥The bourgealsie had merformad &n
exceptionally reVulutionary role in history." "Wherevar the hourgeoi&ie
reached the ruling pasition, it has eliminatadAall the feuda¢1stic,

ancestral and traditionsl relatioﬁsa.lt has mﬁi@il&gsly gsevered all

those complex feudalistic trappings which hed bound the people to

their matural seniarity"g It has divested the pecple of all human
relations exoept tbos@ naked galm-lcas relations, and cold emotionless

"eash barter®........It has transformmd the human value to exch&nga

 velue, It has superseded all those countless gpecial pfivileges and

, hardaarned'freedum with a heartlesé free enﬁerpriae. To‘sum it up, it

hssg 1‘9“1&(‘9:‘1 bhp exploitation shielded by religzicus end political

vision with open, shamaless, eruel and direct exploitation." ( Marxe

 Engels Selected Works , volume 1, page 11)

~-production?” - I , - i

Doesn't this explain quite clearly that the productive forces of
capitalist sociebty achieved'great development oﬁly'when the feudalistic
relations of preduction has been replaeéd by capitalist relations of

{
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During the process of bourgeois’ revolutdien, the capitalish i
relstions of production have not remsined fizsd gince thelr emergence

.

2, Merx anslyzed

_—

Aot

e soms people indline to belleve, In the Capl

&

in grast detail the thres stages of development of capibalist productions

Ll eapltslist slmple cooperstive production, capitalist hendieraft L

indistries and cspitelist lergo-seale industries. In anslyzing the
stages of development of capitalist productive forces, ¥arz also
¢larified thal they were the sbages of development of relations of

prodoetion,

For examzie, the lsbor produetivity of cepitalist siuple
7 cooperative produstlon was wndoubtedly wooh higher than that of the

feudal handiorafd workshop, bub without the inbroduction of 't::;af;gtxiimiﬁ,ﬁ%
mlmizmg ofpmﬁmti@ﬁ; it wulﬁ “m«:h e :‘immfmm,ﬁ;a to develope
"ah relativoly higher pmﬁmtﬁfm fameaﬁ of sinple ammm‘k‘i%
productisn, Mers ssids VI the workers are mi ga%:;mw&”mg@%}'s@r in
one place, it is gfd’@?ﬁ*ﬂw&"f impez:»éa;ilﬁam o mbtaiy:a di.c%% cooperatlive
*pm:w*ﬁﬁn, Therefore, ﬁb get the workers togetier iz a deﬁ:iﬂi‘b@ place
ig 8 rsm@wm&m a‘f‘mr‘ tli.ea:‘ir coopersblve production, Wage BEEMETE CEn

© oot enber inbo cooverstive production unless ihere fe one capitsl
, : 2 3 .

) gud one capltalist to employ thew and to purchese thelr lebor ab the
sane time,’ { Capiisl , volume 1, page §94)
- . umfmhmwwm . b W )

In the Commonist Fenifesbo . Mary and Bngels wrober "The
bourgenisie can nol gustsin iis exigtences wiless it enforcs conabent
chahges in tools of produshion, relstions of production and revolutionizes

~ the endire relutions of the sociel¥.......constant chenges in o




e
"}ﬂﬁdr»tiaﬁg emﬁtjnmaus u;hpavel 1% el secial relationag caﬂstant 71
unregh &nd whaﬂga i th“ﬁ% are th@ eharaetﬁristies whﬁah differantiate
the bourgeois period from &ll previaug perinés in hiaﬁﬁrgaﬁ { ggzgﬁx

ugelz Selset ;‘ zrk% » Yolume 1, page 1z}

0f conrse; the eaaitalist relatian@ of ﬁraéuﬂt&en b@l@ﬂ? to tn@
Eyﬁﬁ@m of privste gwnerghiﬁg snd ghgﬁ the produstive forces have been'
:ﬁuliy develeped and enteved inte contradiction with the existing
feléti@ﬂﬁ of praéueti@ﬁg the %ﬁﬁrg&@i&im haz continusd sctiwvely o
consoll %a%ﬁ ita ruling pﬁsiti@n, ard thereby impoded and restristed '
furthar daVﬁlovwmnt of productive fbra@a@ Only by évﬁrﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁlﬁa
cagi@g&ﬁaﬁ snd @@tgbliﬁ% sosialist ralat;ans of production, the
prnﬁhcﬁiﬁa ferﬁaa can then &dvane@ ansbnar sﬁage forward.¢m their
development., | |
Undsr the soc ialist systen, we must ﬁnﬂ?OUﬁhl? elimimxt& clasw
ardd éxpiﬁﬁtmtiom from our econsmy,and pollt ‘el iaeniagy, aﬂd tlwr@hy,
the dislectien hétﬁ@&ﬁ wraﬁbctivw forces snd re tiﬁns of prcdumtiaﬁ
cun be congy §elev spriied by the people enahlﬁﬂg the socialish |
Pﬁaﬁﬂﬁii?% fs"re@ o ﬁiﬁmiﬂ%ﬁ@ gny erisis, bpneavwl and aarry on thelr
higbeonesd d@@élﬂ@&éﬂ%e’
»Gﬁaﬁfﬁam,ﬁaa-ham gipmad #p ihe &xperiencé of sovlalish c@ﬁstfgctiqn
. _ 'v‘énd d@v&“rmmﬁ'ﬁérxismmianiﬂiﬁm under nﬁw'ﬁaﬂittiaﬁéé He hasypéindsd |
~out that under socisldst ~yat&% the conb rsdigidrﬁgkmﬁéé&ﬁ ??@dﬂ@ti?ﬁ
forces and relations of p"ﬁéﬂﬁ%i&ﬁp bm%@eﬁg.hﬂgﬁ an& superstrustura
ere still the basic c@mtraﬁictinng in our society. He further 9@imh&ﬁ

. aui that sus oh eontradictions ex;st;ng under smaialiﬂt systam are N

- 17 =




e

T . . ) - . : .
' gifferent from tmm under capitalist sys*bm be\rsmzm those

L

1

. cc-m.mdictims can be remlme:i mrrbimwusly thmugh smeializst system

.....

itmlf@ (Flease refer b "0n the Correch ‘iaw@liﬂg of Cwntmdictims

‘

gmong the Feople®)

Under the c&m‘*éaat ideological guidance of Mae Tse«tung, Ghim’i

: i
§

soclalist revolution and socislist construction have scored a

well-known and glorious victory. The rapid development of Gh:ma'a

'pmducmv@ forces and the graéﬁ leap forward in recent years ave
-the result of our mﬁpla ¥ wm;f,ﬁumw wolution of the contradictions

betwaen pmdmt*'vw fovcaes and relabtions of production, b@ ween

superstructure md economic base m'sdex *bha ccr«ew% lm&eram;:u of our

I’&“"“"es Central Gami%% and kamw Hao, The contirmol n’a Tavoel ution

and dewalwmmt of cur velations of pmdm»:i.c@z is the principal a,m‘i

de 1. reining foree in the sparmsa:«mar dmm} opmant of our praductive

. fﬁ?@@ﬁg

In his "The Vim:my of Marziem~leninigm in Cuina®, Comrade

1iu Bhasechl wrotes "The socislist system is not rigid and unchsngesble,

Under corvest leadership, the trensformstion of old progrem and the
establistment of new progrem ave the total manifestation and develope
mart c',;sﬁ? the supsrierity f:.» ) ‘L%K. soeelaliist o 23 vathe To 2coomplish this,

we mst Q@T‘ﬁ’é’k‘{ upomn bhe peopie to stmp'g;}@ againet sl the traditions

and forves of hahd t restrl ctirag the dewmm&mﬁ of productive forves,

-to adjust continuvougly the relations of pmdm‘bj,on and. superstructure

w‘i?s-:'».%iﬁgf tzhm to the needs of demlcmenﬁ of productive forces in -

7 our society, “If we do this, we can m;;e“j the rapid dwelcgmmt of

. » : C &18 e
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the ter muhgical reform anfﬁ ri:wlu*&m, the rapld development of 7|
pmdmtivafar*@w 4n oy é;{zc?wtjf, and maln'!,a‘in the contd m»:ms lnapizg
forward e:#f:f cazsrk national ec onomny e ¥ He'w:i F‘:j;wg 5 hm 19, 1%’&29 paga '
-2y | | L L
‘ ﬁ:m I;*. ing Hsin's proposal of his theory that thra mntradicﬁi&rg
01 the "Z)ual ka‘«*a&tm of P*mhmtyw Forces® is the* pz‘imlpm motive r
i@Y¢@ for thn duvelomment ef praduﬁtivz forces abvxﬂzaly doss n +

conform with the Marxist-leninist dactrineg,

F}eaw refer to Fr. Pling Bgin's ¥Fifih {‘r’as sgion on the

Mature of Productive Forces" appesred in Hsin Chisn She , in 9 which

<

he zﬂ,ivzl 'mm sined: ¥Obviously, vhe cause for the.most active and

T revolu uimwy menifestation of productive far es in production ean

not be found _in the relations mi' rroduction, mr can it be fmmé‘
cmmptz,emlfy in the c:cmﬁrad:’z.ction hetween productive forces end rezi.at,ims
of produc “tmm”.”.fif we fol dlow the views of mé ‘i;'::a.émfy oi‘ abmlhﬁg
relaﬁ::if‘m of production or cycli LS}I "Lh%ry ;md leok upon the re iations
of pms:ﬁmtian'@r the GC&YR‘}réd.iciiQﬁ between ﬁr{:@ductive forces as the '
perpetual ‘:‘sa"at,eji of f;:mciué’ti.*;ﬂ»:e forces, wa can not explain the probiem

of rescurce snd souwrce of energy for the growih of productive forcese

L o T T T PP LT s T ‘ . Lo 3 5 § i e
The result wovld he just 1ike what I sald before ¢ fthe trsnsfer of
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macking, whish is contrary to the lew of
rma & ard eénergy, from the rezlm of physies to the realm of social
S{:‘i@}.’i{:i& N

It is guite G‘“ﬂ" ous that Ve, Fiing Hsin's 5 theory is contrary

4o Merxism-leninisn, . : E .

P,

10
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istrocture and base,V

hm flmst sentence of Nru P‘ina hgin'w R fLh Diseussion on R
the hatur& of F“oduwtive bbrceﬁ“ stateds WH@ muwt ULf”lﬁt in th@
prineiple of Qﬂl;Y of! tnaarv and practice in our gtiady of the ro“lmnm

belween productive 3srrn5 and yeiat ne of production, belwesn supeye

Thie is a very «abv& ﬂfa*&m@nt, but wnich is the one derﬁr nﬂg

- from pra&tic%* Is it the farxi%t 1pnini gt éi&lectimai vi@w’af the

bwodurt““u forces znd rslations of prmﬂuctimn or Mr. F’i%% Hain's
ﬁh@o:y‘ s the ?Eﬁa}’plﬂv acter of Froduttive Forcesi® If we respect
the prémtiﬁal exgﬂrlenaw of our people‘s sdaiéli@t rQVﬁiutiom 3nd soclaliet
an;tvvwiimnﬁ wo would ﬁlccovwr Ahet the enﬂirﬁ expérience of ow
country has wrav&ﬁ the ¢Qmm1eu@ correctress of Iﬁrxﬁsm»lmrxn.m&g

Iet ug review an eramnla, (o page 7 of Jen«minAJihﬂpaq}‘ﬁ Wiy

1960, there spposrved an article written by‘thp Chinese ummmumlst Joint

Chmi tiee of Feling FEOpl&fﬁ-Lﬂmp ?aeteryfenﬁitlﬁd “*Triplm-vnity‘ is

& Good Way of Handling the Intercel Contradictions ﬁithﬁn an Emtﬂrpriﬂﬁew
After réading this sriicle, we learned thét in two yesrs, as a resuld

of conscious sprlicstiom of Mao Tse~tung ide ol@ ¥, correct handlﬁxg

of the internsl contradiction be%meen xwla+1ems of produataan and

producstive foress within the emterpziﬁ@ Y

organizetional form, the Feking Prople's Lamp factury has heen a%?r to

ontd ummualy'in srove and perfect the already est&hﬁiﬁhﬁ@ soclaliset
relations of production, expedize the rapid develcpment of nrudum%ianﬁ
and greatly increase pr wduetive forccaw In the short werlmﬂ of o

yearg, this factory hag tvaanormad fzo% 2 hammeresclssor type of -

- 20 -



f handicraft %ﬁsmp" o 8 tzemiummheniwci factory with its net -1

worbh ;'fs..mrmmdi hy ;f.;x‘.fb?«em t,mfr:s,

¥hat 48 the practicel ::‘;wez'www of this factory? The artlele

saidy %@’s* is th m 1wzmmz:r i}'““* ﬁmw# Lo aﬂmmg;:’;}a}wi? We belisve

it is the result of our complete adherence to the guidsnce of

, (}hmm;:m Haats theory of cor @e‘* ham’z r:g of 'cz’:&mmd‘ictmm gsm::ﬁ:%.ig Er
the paople, e:ﬁi;zs,x"ea srnest zmﬁm&ﬁ«m of thvf« guﬁdmm of tﬁgw‘i&*m |
pﬂm; comnities, persist /m pur spirit of *:emm} raotl ‘sz«atiwb "
m@pmm"%}im of *ﬁ?x-"ﬁs;;;z:‘ités_ Uniby™ si‘égzxsﬁ,mmszﬁm ﬁ?m'm , continuous adjuz 'E:
I%’éi.«":.z'x‘% of the rel stions hetween s. rpervieosy u:ﬂeadv@z}z, WOTRETS avid | '
technicel pwwamwl,, and c*m**inmm C'ﬁlt"””m,‘h handling o{ maﬁ Ardernal
| rmtmd ictions w‘i,m* n the ente mriqm

It mm; on Lo sayi ”ﬁi’@.&iman Moo ssids V4fber solution of ‘th@
pmm.mz af mmm?sahii,? s i;’m sonialish z?algmm'fs of production have iﬁaém
estzblished and it is mta%mzallj adaptebile with .ﬂfh..‘:, %i@éf foress; but it is

-gtill gquite m"wﬁwus end thome imperfect aspechs sre contradictory

3 7l tw day “‘immm*" af ruwimti s Forces. ».ﬁﬂﬁ.ﬁi@ from the muborily

sdarhabie am gimulianeously contredic tﬁ“y sorgdition aw,tgu%n relationsg

of prod sbion and pmduci ive forces, th@m iy stdll the mubuklly aemrmme

s sdmaltansoesly condradictery mm&x"w vetwesn sopevsiructure end

and economic bess.! This conclusive statement is perfectly apg:tlﬂ.ﬁ&bm

to our peoplets lsub i‘ac ﬁr}““wm%ﬁr m},u‘tm;.m‘x of the pmm.m ui
mwmership, our relations of g:xrrse:!hmim hm beon aﬁs«.g;‘é‘m to the nature

of productive fovees in all pmm:a pal sspocte @mbl:irsg; rapid deve Lo

mard of producticn. But there w abill sowme aspects which hove not ‘

s
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baaa:adaptsd, amrh a8 the capitalist method of managamant xalying -'TT
upsn tha mﬁﬁority fcr managemsnt contrel, the bo&rgaois inclinaticn

of re?vaﬁ@ wpon the fam for closed-goor Megﬁarchy which ars the remﬂants
¢f the uayiialfsu soe anﬁ are 1ﬁpgngrwmas with the nators of ﬁamia&ist-'
eﬂuﬂrpriﬁa, These in»&ngrumuﬁ gspects impaded further. h&gﬁwaﬂaaé |
dovelopment of productive fa@eeﬁ.f..,..aThrough the form of “mrimle
Unity? and other forms, Hé csnsei@uslﬁ fcilmwg& th@ sma¢alist
principle in adjusting the raiatiams b@ﬁw&eﬁ superTisory 33@#@@9
workers and tegﬁmi@él persaﬂnel aﬂd th@“ehy gr&daally-elimiﬂa%ad Ll
renmants Qf bﬁpltamA&ﬁ gnd en&hl&d the communist elementa Lo graﬁua?ly
dav&l@@ﬁga.ﬂ..Therefares '*rzpi& ﬁnxﬂy‘ is nat ar}y avpc'@rful w@aﬁon
for the de svelopment of pra&&#tiaﬁ, imﬁpllinb technologicsl revolu»
tiemary'ﬁavem&n&, ard a cqﬂgraﬁe method for more~quicksr-botter~

thrifiter develomment of production, but alsc is an excellent form

for the gradusl transition of the human relations within our enterprise

toward comprinlam, ¥

Iﬁ looks as 4L the lesders snd workers of Fﬁking P@aplé‘a Lmnﬁ
Fastory aid nob und@rn&aﬁﬁ ﬁr Pting Hsin's theory ef “Bual Charactar
of “r@ﬁuftlva Forcegt and therefore Hﬁﬁblﬂ ¢ apply his é%hﬁary” :

in puiding prcduc%iﬁﬂe-ﬁw the contrary, they ayp@grgd o ba 1007

" gellowers of Me, Piing Hein's so called "Cyelicel Theory" because

they merely fmilaW%dAﬁhﬁ'iﬁ@alagieal_guid&nee‘af Chairman ¥eo, srplied
the principls that relations of production must sdapt to the neture of
productive foroes, throughlthe'fbrm of “Tripie Unity" consciously

sdjusted the reletions of produstien and schieved the leaping -

~ o8 u




{aﬁvelopmsnt’of production, What wﬁéid Mr. FP'ing Hsin sasy abouv tﬁis? 1
We are convinced that our srgwnent with Mr. Pling Hsin is not

&éaniﬁgless. How to treat the problem of contradiction between

productive forces énd rélaﬁi&ﬁs of produstion ba;h in théory aﬁd

fpractice; how 4o correctly recognise these contradictions is 2 problem

{
(.

‘of grave consern to the nation's economic construction. It will v

 direetly affect the speed ofleur socialist construction. Therefore,

we can not afford Lo remain silent. We must hold high Mao Tse-tung's

ideological red flag and continue our victorious march forward,

10,209 | . - ED
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