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IS THIS DIALECTICAL HATEKtALIS! OR "CICLICAL THEORY« ? 

- A discussion with Kr, P8i»g Hsin concerning the 

problea of the s&tura of productive forces - 

- OOMMtWIST CHIKA - 

ßhe following is the translation of an article written 

by 'Ch*iao Lta entitled «Sbih Flen Chang Wei Ua Ian Huan 

Shlh »Hstta Huaß Ltm«» •? (English version above) in 

j^ang^lng Jih«pao$ Belpiitg, 8 August I960, page SJ 

ft*. P'itsg Hsln has published several articles concerning tte 

problem of the nature of productive forces persistently expounding 

his views» 

la his article entitled "Fourth Discussion m the Nature of 

Productive Forces«, he said? »on the problem concerning productive 

fore.©« md relations of production, Ilka ^y ottaor theoretical problsass, 

I m foraver s student of 'MarxieBi-Leninla« sad the writings of Mao 

Tse-timg. Concerning the theses that I have eacpouKded »...#.. I think 

all earnest aid thoughtful persons would have deduced vlaws sisail&r 

to mil©.8 ("Hetteh Shn Yfeh K'an» (Acadmic Monthly), Ho. &, 1960, 

page 4£) 
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r Soon after this, fee beg en '%& hälfe cert&üs doiabtg about bis     —j 

o>m TITOS in Ms article »Statement Gopeeming Ssver®! Problems on 

the Katuy* of Productive Farces«« Re saidt "^J'Ssm"brought oat & few 

problems ©rid also expressed some Iwraatur« Yiotrs* Haifa I erred to 

proposing these problems? Haw my vie^s oa these problems been correct? 
U 

This csn not be" judged throxjgh »y own study and analysis, »-«*»«. shotild ;' 

my proposal, of these problems be found inapt and ray ¥i«s groundless, 

I would cast ttas aside- lik® a rotten tooth without hesitation." 

If Kar. pting Hats'® theses are corredtiy based upon Maradam- 

itenix&sBi* how cm th®y be turned into a eastoff in the process of 

diftcussion? Can truth be tranafonwd Into antitheses through discussion? 

3a feet,. Mr. P«ing Hsim has not really admitted his own. 

theoretic&L errors» ftecefttly be again published && article In   'Bsin 

.Ghien Ste    (N« Construction) entitled »Cte Contradictory KoTement of 

Proditctivs Forces and .Relations of Production", i.e. bis "Fifth 

Discussion ön the Mattire of Froductlvs Forc®s.n la this article» he 

still persisted in Ms errcmeotus theory and ac-cussd those cerorad.es 

who had discussed with him the problem of the nature of productive 

forces &B dojp&tistss, 

la this article 5 I only wish to discuss one problem with Mr« 

F*ing Hsin and invite the criticism of the general readers of this 

newspaper» 

In Ms f,0n Contradictory Movement of Productive Forces' sad 

RelstiüBö of FroductioB,M he «posmd©d at length the dialectical       ( 
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"relation between productive forceslTand relations of production, but  

we feel there are several points deserving further analysis. One 

problem particularly stands out among the others, 1*6* the true 

dialectical relation between productive forces and relations of 

productionsj which, in Mr, 'P'lng Hsin's view, has become mere 

»Cyclical Theory», What is this all about? r 

Marxist theory of historical materialism has taught its that 

there are two phs.se® to the form of production, i*e» productive forces 

and relations of production. Productive forces are the base upon'which 

the relations of 'production develop®. The relations of production 

must develops in conformity with productive forces, but ones the 

relations of production are established, they in turn exert a 

tremendous effect upon the productive forces. If the relations of 

production do not conform with the nature of productive forces*'the 

relations of production will hinder the further development of 

productive forces« To enable the continuous development of productive 

forces, it is necessary to change the old relations of.production 

and supersede them with new relations of productlorn At this moment, 

the new relations of production become the principal and decisive 

force in determining tho-further deTelopssent of product!re forces» 

IB his 'book »CM Contradiction",. Chalrjnsm Mao told us that ve 

aast not look upon all the contradictions in the process as equal. 

Me  must differentiate the principal contradiction from the secondary 

contradictions. In analyzing a problem., we raust first grasp the 

principal contradiction« In  any contradiction, whether principal or 

» %  _ •** o    <"» 



!secondary, the two aspects of coatrsdiction must not be treated afe       * 

equal either» Of the two contradictory aspect®, one »rast be the 

"principal grid the otter seeoMigry«, 

These valuetole guidances are particularly important with regard 

j to uncovering the contradiction between productive force© and relations 

of production and the mutual traftsforsng.ti.on of its principal aspects« 

Ja accordance vith tine theory stated. In Chairman Mao's "On Gontra.tlictio»f 

we have learned 'that in the life of bum«u& society, the contradictions 

between productive forces end 'relations of production, between the 

base arsci the superstructure «re the basic atici principal contradictions 

.among ell otter contradictions ^'But within the contradiction between 

productive force® and relations of production, it is generally actaiiied 

that productive forces are the principal aspect of the contradiction 

and relations of production are its secondary aspect» 

Chairman Kat> also told, us that this condition is not rigid. and 

unchsngeable,  "because the principal and noa-principal aspects sire 

continually 3r.terebgnging:»...*«*civaring a eerUifi process or at a 

certain stage its. the developrseßt of & eonfei'Mietioa* the principal 

■ aspect is k «ad the non-principal aspect iss B« Ät «mother stags or 

in another process of developmentf the roles ere rewrsed..«..'81 

( Selected Works o£i|sq,J;]|«MDwK|; , Toltsae Ä, page .709) This also 

applies to tine contradiction between productive forces and relations 

of procluctics. During one stage of development, productive forces are 

the principal aspect of ite contradiction, but et another stage of 

  develotsmant, the relations? of production tmsvmm the principal aspect* 
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p Chains^ Mao »aids «True, 4ie productive forces, practice       ^ 

and eccwoaie base generally «anifest thefcSelws in the principal and 

decisive role. Whoever does not admit this is not a Materialist. 

But under certain conditions, such aspects as the relations of 

production, theory and superstructure in turn manifest themselves is 

""'the principal and decisive role; this must also he admitted. Mien 

the productive forces can not be developed unless the relations of 

production are changed, the change in the relations of production 

plays the principal end decisive role.*..*.this is not running 

counter to materialisms on the contrary, this Is avoiding mechanistic 

materialism and firmly upholding dialectical materialism« » ( -Masted 

Chairman Mao's theory concerning the principal and decisive 

role of the relations of production on productive forces under 

certain conditions — the theory of counter role of the relations of 

production —ie exactly the revolutionary soul of true dialectical 

materialism. It is an Important development of Marxlaa-lÄnlnis». -fcny 

departure from this theory is equivalent to the removal of the 

foundation stone of the revolutionary dialectical materialism. We know 

that the Marxist theory of the inevitable superseding of capitalism 

by cosmiur.i£» was bom -aider the guifi&i-ce ex vhis revolutionary theory. 

The great victory of the October Socialist Evolution under the 

leadership of Lenin was also born under the guidan.ee of this »volt»- 

ticnary theory. It was also under the guidance of this revolutionary 

\   theory that Chairaan Mao correctly applied this revolutionary theory ^ 

•*   h   M 



!to the actual condition in China, led the .Chinese people to overthrow I 

the reactionary rule of Chiang Kai-^hek, and made it possible for our 

conntry to transform from & poor backward serai-feudalistic and semi» 

■colonial society to a groat socialist nation* 

In his series of articles* Mr. P?ing Hsin obviously has'opposed 

the correct Marxist-Leninist dialectical view of productive forces 

and relations of production« His view has been that if productive 

forces are  generally the principal and. decisive role.snd generally the 

most active.md revolutionary element, then the role must remain 

unchanged, otherwise * it is the "Cyclical Thosry**. 

Mr.'F'ing Hsin wrote? »During the process of• development in our 

society,, the productive forces and relations of production do not 

perform parallel roles but constantly manifest the relation between 

the principal and stsbordinste. Under certain conditions, this relation 

may be reversed, but it is the productive forces which ere the 

ultimate and. basic fores in determining the development of our society, 

and sot the relations of production» ^g_._03g£^gg^,.^.^. P®^. .^..J^MJgL 

m&  tre&t the two aspects as ooraplet^ly^joerjal^ 

fall into the argument of "Cyclical Theory«. n-Kg^pr^uotjv^f^roes, 

determine^relations of^pjodvwj^^ 

4£^;?JSlliS™EI!2*^MyS.-.ISI£Si.A" ("Again'on the KB tare of Productive 

Forces«', S2*2L^L^SLJ^S5.» K°l 9> 19S9> P8«® SSs underscore as 

appeared in original text) 

As Mr. P'ing Hsin saw it, even though the time had come that he 

-..could not refuse to admit the counter role of relations of productionj 
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fon prödwfci« fore«», b* «till f«sfcl it wceaaaiy to Maintain that     ^ , 

productive forces asstoa» '«countef-countet role« OB reletioas of 

production. He n«Ut "Attaugh p^otetbfe forces are regulated «nd 

affected in max*f va?» W tb« ccmite »la of rations of production, 

,onee their diatiacti** character!*«« «ergs, they will CCBMJ» «rf 

1 An» a relatively lwl«p«id«t syst« of «rant, WM*h ^c« not      f" 

o»ly the internal strength in aotiwtiftg'the dav^opawnt of pnoduetl« 

forces themselves, btrt also became the pTJjecÜw strength motivating 

the drolapieat of wlati«w of product!«. It 1* altogether incorwc* 

to ate «0y the cowUr roU» of relation of produeti» on' jtfodnctiw ' 

forces bob owl«* the dMislve role and oounter^omtwr »1« of 

productive foroaa on relations of production^ («third nsowaion OB 

the Hature of KroduetiTO Forces", Hf*^^»ll!2Li!i2^ Ho* M» 1959» 

page 46) How c«3 there 1>fr any similarity bataraeß Mr, F»*ng Hsto's 

theory and dialectic aL materialismI 

Mr, Ping HsJn not only «erttlciaad* tte so called ■Qjrclifial 

Tb.eoxy« bat also pointed out a way for w, 'which i« recognitioß of 

bis theoxy concerning tte» teiftnud. contwdlctiott of prodttcrtlw forces 

i.e. the »Dual Character of Productive Forces," 

S», let us axs*ine «ractly wai is >ir. P'±^ feto's theory 

of "Dttal Gharftöter of BroAtctire forces* * 

Firstly, Mr.  P*ing Hsia was not satisfied with the vieHpotat 

of dUltctieai Material!« «d wished to search for another datemttfe* 

factor to the de.^lop«^ of prodnctl^ force«. Therefore, he po«ed 

,    th, following problem -Aa«e fr« the contradietix» between product*. 

-Tte»      jf     *** 



r forces and relations of production and the motivating role of    """] 

relations of production, is there still smother internal causa for 

the propagation of productive forces*? or «Internal force?*? (Hsueh 

Mr. Ping Hsin made an'extensive study of those »conditions and 
j ■ '■''!■ 

causes regulating■and affecting productive forces»* In order to    ' 

prevent us from being "lost in a mow" in the very comple« inter- . 

relations of the v&rious causes governing productive forces,, he 

further Attempted to ufifeover the principal contradiction existing 

in these relations* He discovered the «Dual Character of Productive 

Forces", i.e. "Material and Technical Character» and »Social Charakter" 

of productive forces* 

for the mojB«nt, let us not delve into the content of this 

«Material and Technics! Character« and "Social Character" because to 

do so will lead us away fror« the principal problem at hand, in this 

article* (Th® writer agrees with the opinion of & number of comrades 

who pointed out in their articles that Mr« P'ing itein's so called 

social character actually embodies a portion of relations of production» 

Owing to limited space, the. writer will not attempt to discuss this 

with Mr. P'ing Hain at length in this stiele. Later* this writer 

will point out that Mr. P'ing Hs.tn, by refusing to adisit that his 

social character erabodies relations of production, has ensnared his 

theory in the depth of absurdity!) 

Ever since Mr. P'ing Hsin discovered this dual, character of 

L productive forces., the unity of opposite» movement of this dual  _j 
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rcharacter of productive forces hassled him further astray. S'rc® there^ 

he completely departed from the afore-mentioned true dialectical 

relation between productive forces and relations of productions 

especially, the counter role of relations of production-'on prodnctiis 

:  forces« 

Mr. PUng Hsin believes that he has discovered the secret of r 

self«propagatioTi of productive forties« (although fee talked about the 

propagation within definite relations of production) He said« "The 

dual character of productive forces exists in all social conditions. : 

The material and technical character of productive forces »«tures 

within certain social economic structure but•generally latex* than 

its social ebarafcte*. Hcwevar, that does not na an the latter reaches 

a rigid form from tiie start. It also follows the growth of society«s 

■production and derolopss gradually and ceaselessly. However, the 

imbalance of tha dual character of productive forces has always been 

the important characteristic of the mov-srnent of the society1® 

productive forces* Only when the material and technical standard 

'has been raised to a. definite level, will there be the appearance of 

a. counter-balance, but with the? continuous growth of productive forces, 

(or degeneration under certain conditions) the balaxsc® is once ;,aga.i;B 

disrupted. ]%/ passing through another stage of development, the 

counter-balance can again be established." ("Again on the Nature of 

Productive Forces", Hggefa_gm.ffteh g»an, Mo» 9, 1959, page 56) 

After Kr. P'ing Hein has led us through his unity of opposite© 

L movement of the dual character of -productive forces, he concluded ? 

.w 9 "* 



parbitrarilys although the contradiction of the dual character of   > 

productive forces 'and, its solution are the principal cause in 

motivating the development of productive forces, it is not the only 

cause, A^ide from the expediting and transferring role of relations 

of production on productive forces, the internal cause of the develop- 
-I r 

' 3«ent of productive forces is quite intricate and requires further 

penetrating and thorough analysis»" ("ig&in oa the Mature of Productive 

Forces", Bsfeh Shu Yieh g'gn. Ho, 9S IS59, page 57) 

Here, Mr« P'ing Hsiri brought out simultaneously the dual 

character of productive forces-and the decisive rol© of the relations 

of production on productive forces^ and put them-««a-a "equal" basis» 

In fact, he is ■taking his first step to.the wrong direction» 

The inevitable result of developlftg Mr. P'ing Hsin's logic one 

step further is the distortion' of the counter role of 'the relations 

of production on productive forces. He said* "¥a can not consider 

the counter role of the relations of production as the only decisive 

role to the development of productive forces* Neither can w<s consider 

the contradiction betwee» productive forces end relations of production 

es the only motivating force causing change in productive fare«®. 

Otherwise, it would bs just lib® traasoIaKuifea the vision of perpetual 

motion machine, which is contrary to the law of mass and energy, from 

the realm of physics to the realm of social science," ("Third Discussion 

on the Nature of Productive Forces", ^^^hu^teh^K^^j, Mo» 12,  1959, 

page 52) 

;__    After concluding this criticism, Mr. P'ing Hsin introduced  ,_j 
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i 
his daal eh&raetar of productive- forces aM s&ids BBä-Bi2£Ä^iL^i 

latent»! contradiction.« (Qaotatio». fri» th» so» souro« as «bow. 

Uriderscox^d a® appeazlfig in original t«set) -        ■' 

J '. iathcragh,Mi% P^tag Hsi» tea'never ceased to ergo« that he did ^ 

not ribfiodon the rol« of relations of production ana bas insisted that 

g«lf-propagation of productive forces and. their dtisl character tak© 

place vithin definite relations of production» but this is only a 

pretext« la fscV ©wr sine® the emergence of 'the ami cter&ct@r of 

productive forces and their Mowsttent of contradictions^ ther® raudss 

only cm «Rpty stell for tte so called relations of "production. The 

rewlubionaxy content of relation«-*? production has been dUcnibawillttd 

following the diftappearaxe« of the counter rol* of relations of 

production oa prodactiva force». For this reasco, the nMsl Character 

of Productive ftreas" has become the toast important pillar supporting 

Hr. F'iKg Hsia'e erroneous theory» Th«refl>re, it is only natural that 

Mr. P5ing Hsl» saidt.Th® Iron logic of social ©cosmic life is so 

strong and powerful that ewiy eftrious-ainied perse« can not escape 

from the axis of coBtradietioa within Mb» real» of productiTO forces 

and relations of production,, namely.th* *i*l cbaracter of produetiv» 

forces««1 (Quotation' from SSJB© sotsrce as abcws, psg© Si) 

The above statamaot cars be tetter interpreted as follows * 

Äl those who are wU.l.i«g to negate the counter role of relatiofts of ' 

production lite Mr. P*iiig Hsla absolutely caa not dicniss such ai 

-11 



Bxls of contradiction» the dual character of productive forces* ~i 

Mr. P*ing Hain le convinced that his'theory concerning the 

role of d««l character of produfltiv» forces? In determining tt» grewth 

of productive forces is universally applicable* Henae, It can explain ■ 

? not. only the problem of our national socialist construction, but also _ 

point a way «A for the capltslist-tniperialist eovostrS*» t Although 

the relation« of production play a eowxUr role on productive forces, 

the possibility of grtewth of productive force» Is principally clster» 

aii»d by their internal contradictions, the reason is that «»within 

the economic cooditiciis of a society, the growth of certain causes and 

'conditions of productive forces coupled with, the retardation of other 

causes and conditions would form and iatMwify tb» internal contra« 

dictions of prodiwtive forces,, which car« only be resalired by streng- 

thening tfca retarded' causes and conditions enabling the» to cstch up 

or basically cetch tip' with the progressiv® ©atsses siid conditions« 

Brögreaa' of productive forces takes plae« vifchin the process of «isdless 

ewergecces and eolations of these internal contradict!*»», vhich are 

tiie »cwstaeni of eoatra.dictJ.oR® of prodactive forces, i.e. the »element 

of self-propegfttioo of productive forces «ttWLn relations of production*« 

C«Fourth EdscfttssioR «a the Kature of productive Forces8* Bsfl&fcjg» 

Wteh K'sn. KÖ. S, I960, page 49)- Therefore, through apt adjustaeö* of 

the relation bet«©» the technical character asi social character ef 

productive forces and adjustaseiA of th» contradictions between the», 

every pröbles can be solved; productive forces eefi undergo «rab»t«ntisl 

-  d«wlop»enb;  «self»propagation« of productive forces will take place] 

">"X2 



Ü&ihiB relations of production} capitalist system will li« ew   -j 

after-*-to the bssiö of Mr. P*ing Hsin's theory, change of the social 

charsctex of productive forces need not be d*««tai--tecauee he has 

«atfhaaisad repeatedly that the social character of productive forces .. 

; does not belong within the limits.,- of relstiona of production, 

: Angrone who reasons to the contrary is propounding. "terssyK?) I    ' 

■Mt, P»ing Hsia has looked upon «internal contradictions■of . 

productive forces* as "th*. principal determlmaat of the growth of 

productive forces"* He has Insisted upon that this is materialist - 

dialectics and is opposed to the dognfttiat»* He said that all those ■ 

comrades who discussed the dual character.of productive forces with 

MM »were satisfied with tba cyclical, theory of productive forces 

'detemiae relations of prodoctie» and relations of production la tarn 

d.etermlae products forces because they bad sot a&iitted the 

existence of internal contraäictioB.» within productiv® forces*" 

(««Third ELscusslott OR ttaa Katwe of Productive Force»,» Hgl^LJ^ä 

Productive forces determine relations of productions and 

relatioas of production tuador definite cooditioM determine productive 

forces« This is the principle of ManEist-S*niniet dialectical 

materialism. To sail it "Cyclical Ttwory« is undoubtedly a serious 

distortion of Msrxis®«I«niKiss8,. 

Marxiat-Leniaist has always used the principle of reciprocal 

role betwaan productive forces and relations of production to explain 

L the ffi&ia spring of the tramendot» growth of productive forces to the , 

0 "if # 
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''society* .Whenever new relations of product!«». m:>v&s^®^ i» history, ■ '' 

this new reletioiis of production constituted the-principal determining ■ 

force for the further advancement of prodtxctivs forces at that time., 

gBd it was not the result of what Mr« P'isg Hsia has described as 

[the movement of contradictions of the dual character of productive   , 

forces» 

Marx and Bagels, in their discussion of the role of the early - 

stage of the emergence of capitalist relations of production on'the 

■development of productive forces» said like this? Thfe ruliag class 

position of the bourgeoisie has not yet reached one' hundred years-, but. 

the product ive forces created by it are far great er" thar* the total 

aggregate of productive forces of all the generations before 'that," 

' ( ^ES^MSäM.^MS&^~MälM3~ * volume 1, page 15}     ;•..'. 

Of course, the'development of capitalist relations'of production' 

mist be established upon definite foundation cf productive forces. 

. It is not incorrect that Mr» P'ing Hain should propose the- following 

problem. He saids "If during tbe latter period of European feudal 

society, there was" no definite accumulation of productive forces 

(feiüfian labor srd material labor), no deficits division of labor, mo 

means of transportation^ no definite degree of currency economy end 

commodity economy arisen from these social ia&tferisl cohditio»Sj,:no 

definite contribution of free labor» could there bo the eraergenee 

and growth of capitalist form of production?" («»Fifth Discussion on 

the Mature of Productive Forces", Hsin CfaieiijS», No* 6, .1360, page 52) 

• 14 



1 However, dialectical materialist must, not dwell only upon .' 

this sid© of the problem. He must also examine the other sides If 

without the development of capitalist relations of production (it 

also includes Mr. P'ing Hsin's problem of »contribution of free labor«) 

> could capitalist productive forces develop® to such a great extent?  ( 

Wasn't the great development of capitalist'productive forces at that 

time..an expression of the great role played by capitalist relations of 

production in history? 

Karx and Engels saids «The bourgeois!« had performed an 

exceptionally revolutionary role in history." "Wherever the bourgeoisie 

reached the ruling position, it has eliminated all the feudalistic, 

ancestral and traditional relations» It has mercilessly severed all 

those complex feudalistic trappings which had behind the people to  . 

their "natural seniority". It has divested the people of all human 

relations except those naked gain-loss relations, and cold emotionless 

^eash barter".....,..It has transformed the human value to exchange 

value«, It has superseded all those countless special privileges and 

. hardearned freedom with a heartless free enterprise. To sum it up,,it 

has replaced the exploitation shielded by religious ' end political 

vision with opens shameless, cruel and direct exploitation." ( ^arx- 

Engeis Selected "Works , volume 1, page 11} 

Doesn't this explain quite clearly that the productive forces of 

capitalist society achieved great development only when the feudalistic 

relations of production has been replaced by capitalist relations of 

.-- production?" —> 

- 15 - 



r-        • _~i 
' Boring the proeesa of bourgeoisr*.r#v»lwtieaii th© e&pitslisfc 

relations of prodtictloß haw» not remained* fix«*! since their emargence 

as so»«' people iodine to belle«» In th« ' &|dt|l , Marx analyzed      ;, 

'in great detail the three stages of development ©f capitalist productions 

 [ capitalist simple cooperative production, capitalist handicraft    ^ 

■ indistri.es arid, e&pitalist large-scale industries« 3» "aßÄlyssing th» 

' stages of development of capitalist productive forces» Mar«, also 

■ clarified that they were the stages of develops«* of relations of 

production« :'■■.' 

for exoAple* the labor productivity of capitalist simple 

cooperative productiba was imdoiibtedly much  higher "than that of th® 

■ feudsl handicraft workshop, but. without the introduction' of capitalist 

■ relations of■production» it would have been Impoasible to develop© 

the relatively higher product lire forces of simple .cooperative 

production» Ma.« ©sidi »If .the workers sre not gathered together la 

on® pl&e&t. it is generally impossible» to -obtain direct cooperative 

prosfeiötioö. Therefore., to get the workers together ia a definite plac© 

is a prerequisite for their cooperative production. 'Age easnsrs cm 

■': not enter into cooperative productions unless there is one eapit&l 

and om capitalist to employ tiiem and to'purchase their labor at th® 

semi  tias©»" { Capital , 'voliam« 1, page'SM) 

IK the -^ffiäSägiJfeßi&Sfea * MM« ■«id Ifegels «rotes «The 

bourgeois!©'can' not sustain its existence tailless'it enf'orca constant 

changes in tools öf production, relations of production and. revolutionises 

"""" the entires relations of th® society..»..».constant changes in    -_J 
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pprodaetloa,' eoatintious npbetfvel In "all social relations* constant     "1 

«nreet and change — these are the characteristics' which differentiate 

tte bourgeois period fro» ell piwdooa periods ±n histoty." ( §£&»•   : 

llMSMJklM^MJiSSkS^ * w1«8^ lj page 12}    ; - ■     .   •■ 

Of'coarse, tfe® capitalist relations of prodoetlAn belong to the 
. ".   ■ V 5 system of private ownership, and when the productive forces haare been' 

.-folly developed sM entered into contradict!©», with the existjx%- 

relation»-of production, the beux-g©oisi@ has continued Actitsly t© 

consolidate its ruling position, and thereby impeded, and restricted 

further develepsent of product lire ibrcee« Only by overthrowing 

capitalism and establish socialist relations of production, th» 

productive forces can then advance another stage forward in their' 

■' dev&lopsseat* 

XftMter th» socialist system* w must ihorotjghiy elimlrmt« class '. 

and «sploi.t9.tioa from oitr economy, and political ideology, md thereby, 

the disl.ecti.es bet*m«a productive forces and relations of production 

can be consoioxwly applied by the people enabling tfee socialist 

productive forces to elteiiaat» mj crisis» upheaval and. carry OB their 

high-»spesd de-*elopm8Bt.' 

Chairman Mas-has awmaad up ths experience of socialist construction 

. and developed Msraden-LsnünUn under n«r coodltiooe« He harppoiMsd 

out that under socialist systen the contradiction betwees productive 

forces and relations of production betmea base and superstructure 

are etlll the basic contradictions in ear society* He further pointed' 

^ out that siish contradictions existing under socialist system ar©       j 

' ■    » 1? - 



' different from thoses under capitalist system because thsse ' i . 

. contradictions can be resolved continuously' through socialist system 

itself *  (Please refer to nQa the' Correct Haridltog of Contradiction« 

■ ■miong the ?feopl«B) 

j' ' ffcder the correct ideological guidance of Mg© Tse-tiang» China's 
i .'■.-.'■ \»P. 

socialist revolution and socialist- construction have scored & 

well-kho'sn and glorious victory« The rapid development of China* s •■' 

productive forces-aftd the great leap forward in recent'years are 

•th© result Of our peopled continuous solution of the contradictions ' 

'between.productive forces and relations of productio», between 

.superstructure and economic tee® under the'correct'leadership of our 

Party's Central Goismiti»« and Chaiman Mao« The continuous revolution 

«id development'of cur relations of producticsi is the. principal sad 

detemiKdJ&g' force' in the spectacular development of oar productive 

: fere«©» ;   ■ • ' 

la his «The Victory of n&rxiBM^lmninlm in China*, Comrade 

I&u'Sfaao-chi wrote"? "The socialist system is not rigid and unchangeable«. 

Uh&er correct leadership, the trans f onset ion of old program and the 

• establishment of new progress are the total manifestation and develop» 

roast of the seniority of the'-sccieliftt ayst-isa. To accöspliah'this, 

we must depend upon the people to struggle against sll th© traditions 

and forces' of habit restricting th® development of productive force», 

. to adjust continuously th© relations of production and superstructure 

adapting thra to the needs.of development of productive forces in . 

" our society* "If we do this, we can impel the rapid development of ._j 
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i P'the technological reform and revolution, the rapid 'development of 

productive-forces in oirr society, and. maintain the continuous leaping 

forward of our national economy."'CRgdjasg'» No« 19, 1959, page 

11-12) . -    . 

'    Mr» P«ing Hsin'e proposal of his theory that the contradiction_ 

! of the »Dual Character.of Productive Forces" is the principal motive 

force for the development of productim forces obviously does not 

conform'with the Kancist-Leninist doctrine«,   •    . 

Please refer to Kr.  P'ing «sin's "Fifth DLscusaion on the 

•Katur& of Productive Forces« appeared in   HstajOiien^ae^, in which 

■    he still maintained? «Obviously, the cause for the.most active snd 

■ revolutionary man.lfeBtat4.on of productive forces in production can 

not he found' in the'relations of production, nor can'it be found 

completely in the contradiction between productive forces and relations 

of prodyction.......If we follow the views of the theory of absolute 

relations of production or cyclical theory aBd look upon the relations 

.    of production'or the contradiction between productive forces as the 

perpetual fcattery of productive forces, we can not explain the problem 

of resource and source of energy for the growth of productive forces, 

The result woulk he jnet like what I said before  »  «the transfer of 

vision of perpetual motion mac WAS, vhioh is contrary to the lew of 

mass and energy, from the realm of physics to the realm of social 

science..*R-  •;'.'■■ 

It is quite obvious that Mr.  F'ing Hsin»s theory is contrary 

■<.'.  to MarKisns-Ijeninism« '        .   ■      •„ 
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r*        ■   "1 
The first samtene« of Mr, F'i«g h.sih's "Fifth Discussion on.    ■    ' 

the 'Nature of Productive Forces" stated s We'must persist in the 

principle of unity of theory arid practice in our study of the problems 

between productive forces and relations of production, between super«* 

jstraeture and bg.se.w .■       ( 

This is a. very sound statement, but which is the one departing 

.fröre practice? Is it. the Earaist-Letiir&st dialectical view of the 

productive forces end relations of production or Mr» f'irig Hsin's 

theory of.the BDaal'Character of Productive Forces?** If Me respect 

the practical experience of otir people's socialist revolittioh and socialist' 

construction* wo would discover/t^si the entire experience of our. 

countly has proved the complete correctness'' of Marxism»-I«nini.ÄE.      • 

Ißt us review an ezampl®, to page ? of fS^HiEjI^bESSj» 2 Jv^ 

' 1960, there appeared, an article -written by the Chinese Communist Joint 

Ccsmirittee of Peking People's- Lamp Factory; entitled ».5Triple ■ Unity-l is 

a Good Way of Handling the Internal Contradictions within an-Enterprise."- 

After reading this article, we learned that in two years, as a res-alt 

'of'conscious application of Mao Tse-tung ideology, • correct handling 

of the internal contradiction between relations of production, arid   - 

productive foroas 'within the enterprise especially .the.' '«Triple Unity" 

■organisational ions, the Peking People's lmsx> Factory has been able to 

.■continuously improve and perfect the already established socialist 

relations of production» expeÄte the rapid development of production, 

and greatly increase productive forces»  In the short period'of if»© 

""' years, this factory has transformed from a hammer-scissor type- of ; ■ J 

•»»■ 20 •» 



a. ["«handicraft -workshop« to a Bemi^neehsnited factory vith' its net "j 

worth increased hf fifteen times, 

Mi at is the practical «tjserlenc« of this factory* The-article 

sftidt «How As this leaping traneforaatlaa accomplished? MB belieW 

it is the result of our eosrolet® -adherence to the guidance of 
4 '     * 1- 
.' Cbniraaa Mao*» theory-of corxact handling of coiArtdiction» among 

the people, our'earnest application of the guidance of tcf^le«! 

'.party oosmltte«, persist in our spirit of moral rectification, 

application of «Triple Unity" org«niastional torn, continuous adjust-       , 

neixt of the relations hetweea supervisory cadres, workers and 

■ technical perscousöl, and contimtfloa correct handling of the Intern&L 

contradictions within the enterprise*'5 

it vent on U aay* »Ghaifiaan M«.o s&idl* «Iftor solation-of the 

probls» of ownership, the socialist relatlofts of production have been 

established and it is Butually adaptable« with product iW foarcaaj trat it^ is 

■ still quite fcaparfect, and those Imperfect aspects ©re contradictory 

to the, devfilopment of productive forces. Aside fro» ths mutually 

edaptsble* arid simultaneously contradictory condition between reis« cms ■ 

of production-ami productiv» force*> there is still the■mutually 

«nd sisal.taxisoasly contradictory eosaiitioa befcve*«i «uparsVucture sBd 

End economic bass.» This conclusive statement ie perfectly applicable 

to our people's lsasp factory,«.»«»Iftsr solution of the problem of 

ownership, our raletiona of prodiictioa has been adapted to the natur» 

' of productive forces in all principal aspects en&blir« rapid dawlop- 

L »ant of production. Bat there ar* still aone 'aspect» wklcb have not 
—i 
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' h&m «d&pt#d, auch as the capitalist method of asaBagarseat rel^dag   ■_  '' 

upon the »iabrlty for nanagment control > the bourgeois inclination 

of relytaf upon' the faw for closed-door research* which are the resiaants 

of the'capitalist society and are incongruous with the natai» of socialist 

' enterprise. These incongruous, aspects Impeded further. h&b.*speed   . '   - 

developnent of prodtictiw forces.......*Through the form of «Triple 

unity« «fad otter forma* w® consciously followed the socialist 

priDcitfLe in adjusting the r@latd.03ss batmen supervisory esdr©gs 

workers and technical personnel &nä thereby gradually eliminated ths 

remnant» of capitalism and enabled the eammtsist el«raents te'grsdtialljr 

develoi*......Therefore",  «Triple Unity« is not only a powerful weapon 

for the development of production, impelling technological rerolu.- 

tionsiy movftmeKt, and a-concrete method for »or'e-qt&cker-better- ■ 

thriftier development of production^ but also is a» exeelleftt form 

'for the gradual transition of th© human relations within our enterprise 

toward commands®«* 

It looks as if the leaders asd workers of FteJ&ßg People's Lamp 

Factory did not überstand Mr. P*±ng Main's theory of «Daal Character 

'    of Productive fosses* and. therefore wisble to apply bis «Steorj®  ■ 

in giaidiag production. On the contrary»' they appeared to be lOOf 

followers of Mr. P'ing Kgia8e so called »Cyclical Theory« because 

they newly followed the ideological guidance of Chairman Visa,- applied 

the prineipl* that relations of production must adapt to th* ns&w® of 

productive fore©©, through-the form of »Triple Ifcity» conscioosly 

***"  adjusted the relations of productlent and. achieved the leapisg .J 

■'•'''.. "^ 2£ -    • 
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[development of production. What would Mr. P'ing Hsin say about this? ~~j 

Vfe are convinced that our argument with Mr. P'ing Hsin is not 

meaningless. How to treat the problem of contradiction between 

■productive forces and relations of production both in theory and 

practice* how to correctly recogniae these contradictions is a problem 

of grave concern to the nation's economic construction» It will 

directly affect the speed of our socialist construction. Therefore, 

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

ideological'red flag and continue our victorious march forward. 

10,209 - END-- 
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