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-WE MUST XKOW THE WRITINGS OF REVOLUTIONARY LEADERS
- COMMUNISTY CHINA -

[fhe fellowiug 1s & translstion of an article written by

Wang Hsin-peng 3n Twerg-sdng Jih-pao, Peiping, 1 Septeaber
1960, page 5] o

After reeding Comrade Chu Plei-mingts article entitled ¥ 'I'ien
Chso T'ien Mou Chih To! {fgrarien Reform of T'al Pting Bewolution) Was
not Reactionary wnder the Historicel Conditicns of Its Tiws® which

appeared in the SHistérical Study® section of Fwang-ming Jih-pac,

5 March 1860, I feel there sre severzl points which merit further
anslysis. T would like to presenmt my personal views for discussion

with Comrade Chu Plei-ming [hereafter referred o az Comrade (:hiﬂ and

also invite the cxriticisms of our fellow comrsdes.

Firet of all, I fesl that Comrade Chu has not studied the
claseic writings of our re;olutionary Jesders earhestly, Although he
agreed that %Agrerisn Reform of T'ai Pling Revolutien® hed possesged .
its backward fancy, but he comcluded that "it was not reactionsry

sander the historical conditions of its time,® To support his contertiqm,




Gcmrald_e Chu endeavered to estabiish his argament on the theories of |
classic writérgsand suggested "an examination of these classic writers'
evaluation ¢f the pesssnt Utopie.” Be quoted lenin's criticism of
"peasant land Utopia® in the 1&1‘.‘&6:‘"5 articlie "The Fifth Congress
of Soviet Socisl Democratic Labor Fartyh: -.

“let us ansiyze the meaning of peasgnt Jand Teopia ip the
light of our present revolution., What is the peassmts’ principel

Tiopia? Ho doubt; 3t is the idea of equal division of land. They

believe thet by eliminsting private ownerchip of lsud and enforcing
equal division of land (or land utilization), they can eliminate the

source of poverty, unemployment snd exploitation.®

*Undoubtedly, from the standpoint of sociszliss, thiz is Ttopla
'b;zt it is the Tlopiz of the petiy-bourgesisie. From the standpoint of
sc’gcialism, this is reasctionary prejudice because the socizlisiic
ideal of the proletariats is not the equality of smsll property wners

but the state~ownership of mass production, Flease do not forgst that

we are not trying to evaluate the meaning of the pessants’ ideal in

midst of socialistic movement, but the megning of the peasants® ideal

amidst the present democratic revolution of the bourgeciais, In the

present révolution, all iai¢ is seized from the landlords and silocated
or equally disirituted smoneg the peasants. Could this be Thtopia?

Is it reactionary? Nol Mot conly it is not reastionary; on the contrary,

it represents the most thorough and determined fulfiliment of our




~ desire %o abolish the entire old system and the remmants of serfdom.

I tequality’ could be maintsined nndei the conditions of commercial

production or fequality' could.be ccﬁsidemd a¢ the begiﬁping of

semi-socialism, such idea may be Yermed as Dhopisn, Dt the psagants!

desire is to seize {he lard from the lsndiorde and digtribute it
equslly -among them, This is mot Topla, but revoluntion in the strictest

and mosh scienbific sense of the word. Seizwre of land and equal

distribution of land ownership will provide the foundstionm for the

swiftest, freezt and the most widespread development of capitalisnm,”

(underscored by Comrsde Chm) -
In his article, Comrade Chu suggested that Yeriticism of
peasant Uieplas must be hinged upen the differsnce in tize, place and
otbher conditions,” but Ihe forget to study under whst conditions aid
lenin discuss peassnt Uoopde and what was Lenin's oversll view of
peasent THopia. Instesd, he quoted out of coentext oniy those passage;a"?
which appesred to lend support to bis own argumeni and he wment on to
explain in his notes: lenin sdvenced simiiar views in 'ms'wri‘cinga
such as “Social Democratic Party's Principles of Lend Reform during
the First Soviet Revolutiaﬁ, 1905-1907,% “Iwo Kinds of Utopia,®

"In Memory of m.(trmiifération) Villege! ®MarZ Discussing the
American 'Equel Distribution of Land' Movement."

| Under what corditions did Ienin bring up this problem for

dislectic dizcussion? Iet us examine what Ienin said in his




*The Fifth Congress of Russian Social Democratic Lsbor Party"s

%t did Menshevik of the Peasant Democratic faction say?

He resoived to dissuss simultanecusly the bourgecisie's Srealism!
with the peassnitg’ 'land Utopla' and considered them ae the ssme or
at lesst similar in nature for comparison., Menshewik declared that it
was necessary to struggle sgainst the bourgeoisie’s opportunism;
gimilerly it was 3135 necessary to struggle sgsinst the peasants?
fitopianism and the petty-bourgeoisie’s revclutionism, This is 2 |
typical viewpoint of Mensheviem., We need to discuss such a view
because it is basically errenecus. Based upon such a viewpoin®,

the practical policy will inévitably yield a series of incorrect
sonclusions, Superficially it sppears to be e criticiem of the
peasantst Utopia, but in fact, it demonstrates a lack of understending
of the responsibility of the proletarials 1o motivate the péasaﬂbs
o mecure complete victory in the democratic revolution.” ("Complste
Works of Ienin?, volume 12, page 450)

Alming directly a‘; Menshevik's erroneous viewpoint, Ienin
proceeded to clarify the revolutionsry function of peasénts' land
Btopia during the stage of cemocratic revolution of the Russian
bourgecisie. ieenin's view was qpoted by Comrade ‘_G_’pm, but in doing so,
he must not overlock the preceding pas;a'g@.‘ To further elucidate this
matter, iet us examine again what lenin stated in his "Social
Democratic Party's Principles of Land Reform during the First

‘Soviet Revolution:




_ 'ﬁ‘he doctrine of Menshevism reflected more or less correctly
the pessamts® outlook toward the struggle for seizure of land, Whst
iz the meaning of this docirins? The essense of Menshevist dostirine
comprised two princivies, ramely %work' and ‘equality'. The 'bourgeois!
character 'o..f thase 'b?o prineiples are quite evident snd have often’
been exposed in the Marxists! writings without the need for further
reiteration, However, we must point out here that, in the past, the
mezbers of RussianSocial Democratic Party did not accord them ihe
evalustion they deserved, These principles, through their rsther obscure
form, reflect correctly certain reslistic snd progressive phenomenon, -
vhich is the 1ifé-and-desth struggle against large landlords and
serfdom,” ‘ .
| ®Certain errors of the Marxists are found in thair eriticiem

of these Menshevists® principlss becsuse they have overlooked the
‘historically realistic apd rationel contents of thess principlies

during their anti-serfdom struggle. They criticized, quite correctly,
the principlss of 'work! and ‘eguality' as being a part of the
baslorard: snd reactionary petiy-bourgecis socialism, but they forget -

 that these principles also reflected the progressive epd revolutionary

democratism of the petty-biurgecisie, They forgot.that these very

principles had been the banner of struggle against serfdom amd

Czarist Russia," (“Complete Works of lemin®, wolume 13, page 2164217)
The issue is guite clear: Lenin directed his eriticism against




the outragoous ard hermful views of thope ¥enshevists whe chose

to overthrow simultansonsly the pessants! *land Woplsa® and the
»b"eurgeo.'w breslimi®, e ergued sgainst certain members of Soeisl
Denneratic Farty ami certain Morxists who "overloeked' ‘or #forgot®
to give these prineiples their deserved evalustion. He used this
grgm_nt to amplify the revclutionary fanction of the peaaants.'_
Tland Ttopia® during the stage of bourgecis demosTstic Tevolutien,
To enphasize the issue, lenin necessarily dmtad'épnsiderablo space
in bis foragbing writings to prove dislectisally what the others had
* overlooked, but'dismisee& marimthebacmwazﬁ and rewtioﬁary
nagturs of petiy-bourgoois mialim which h.an been thoronghly
exposed and eameat.y eriticized. This is entmy correct and quite
unders'tsmdablm I s of the opinion that it is esserrtial to under~
sband the issue clearly beceuss, only through correct understanding . _
;0 the issue, can we grasp ihe spiritual eseence of the foregoing
writings snd avoid biesed imterpretation of the classic writings of
gur revolutionery lesders.

In gquoting L&nin's cx:x.tic:‘..m of the errors of certzsin Marrists,
_we have in fact revezled Ienin's compiete views toward 'bhe pessants’
Jand Utopia, i.e. during the stage of bonrgeois ﬁemcratic revoln‘bion,
we rmet cri‘aicizs the pessants® land Utepla as being g part of the
backward and reactionary pstty-bourgeois socislism, tut at the same
time, we must not forget that these principles reflected the progress;m



and revolutionery petty-bourgecis democratism, We must not forget
that these principles wers the bamnér of the determined struggls
against the femdelistic land cumership, To sccept cne phase but '
absolutely attack the other pbass is mbt the concept of Marzisne
leninism, Of courss, the dual nsture inhsremt in tae peassntst land
' Dtopla did not remain constant at all times., At the time of bourgeois
' democratie revoluticn, ite revolutionary snd progressive nature was
assential, dut that did not imply it wés dewid of its backward snd
reactitmary characteria“ies. Only when the stage of socialistic
revelution was reached, i.ts b-ackward “and reactionary nature was
completely 'expose'd %o emerge as the dominent phase of the issue,
Through cereful stuly instsad of conjecture, we will discover
what Ienin sctuslly meant in his writings as quoted by Comrade Cm
was not the seme as Comrade Chu's intérpmatim. We meed only to
exsnins how Lendn, in his "Marx Discuesing the Merican *Equal
Digtribution of Land! Movement®, explained "™arx's dislectic end
revolutionary eriticiam* to ascertain that lenin's views toward
the peasants! léxad Titopia were the seme as those expressed in the
afore-mentioned two articies. lenin ggreed completely with ¥arx's
attitude toward the mri:«fa&: "Equal Distribution of Lend Movement®,
i.e. on the one kand, relant.lessly attacking and mercilessly rediculing
the cutrageous superficiality of the moveaent' on the other hand,

he did not completely nsugete everything tut instesd employed the




colé 'logic of materizlism to‘strip the exterior of its vulgar
philosorhy and exposed i‘bs healthy imner core,

Wiy did the peassnts' land Utopia embedy a "dual" nature during
the stage of Eo@g@o‘i#:-demacratic révalutiem? On the basis of hisg

astute amalysis of the peasant class, lenin pointed cut the correct

-answer. B2 stated:

"Thé Worlmré’ faction (iIncluding the Socizl Revolutionary Party
nmembers ) obviously oscillated between the liberal faction and the
proletariat class, Ve single out this point, axzd should do so because
such instabirlty is not an aceidental phencmenon. It necessarily
originates from the economic position of the small producers. Un the
ene hand,; the small nradmer,,. oppressed and exploited, instinctively
rebels againgt this condition, seeksdemocrsey smd. realizes his dream
to eliminzte exploitation, On the other hsnd, he is 2z small land
oWNner =- a peasant with the instinet of land owner {(if ncrb'a land
owner today, he will be 2 land owner tomorrow). The land cwner's
instinct for private ownership urges him to desert the proletariat
class, stirs the peasant with hope and thirst for the day of
Emancipa’g-ion, when he himseif will be a bourgeois, hangmg on
tenacionsly to his emall p-i'ecé 'of land, hanging on to his own pile of
refuse (as Karx #ehemantly sgid so), makmg his stand against the
entire society.” (“Complete Works of Lenin®, volume 12, page 452-453)

Similar statemerts may be found in "In Memory of Kal Village®




;a8 *wo Kinds of Utepia”. Tn "In Memory of Kal Village®, lemin
stateds "Bevolutionary peesants (*Worker-Feasant Alliance?), at the
time, sought with every means to destroy the landlords’ system of
isnd ewnership mt‘;‘-.l. the sbolition of ®private land ownership?, They
struggled as landowners snd smsll entrepreneurs.t {"Selected ﬂorks

of leniz®, volume 1, page 788)

| In his foregoing writirgs, Lenin pinpointed his criticiem
egainst those who "megated® everything indiseriminately committing the
exror of not discerning the rewla‘bimzéxy nature of the peasants!

iand Utop:{a during the étage of bourgeois demccraiic revah;tian, but
his criticisn was equally enlightening for those who affifmed
everything not reslising that, st the same time, the inherent
backward and resctionary reoture of the peasants! land Utopls, His
eriticimm of the peassants' land Utoplia, in fact, concernmed the attitude
“of the proletariats téwa*d the peasants' movement and alsc the strategy
of the proletarfzts during the stage of democrstic revolution. In
essence, il was the problem of the pmléteria‘bs' concern over the
suthority of vevolutionary lesdership during the stage of democratic
revolution. On the basis of his snalysis of the "dual® nature of the
pessants! lend Utepia, he sstutely pointed cut the sttitude of the
proletarists toward the pessants! movement during tﬁe stage of
demoeratic revelution: *The proletsriats should actively assist the

pezsants’ uprising wntil all land 1vs confiscsted -w buﬁ definitely




not until the formation of gll the empiy vlsns of the petiy-

bourgeci;ie. ¥hen the peasants® movement is a revolutionary democratic
movement, we support the peasants?! movement, We are preparing (now ang
at onee) thet, once it becomes a reactionary and anti-prolebarist |
.movement, we shall struggle agsinst it. The whole substance of Marxism
culminates in the proposal of this dusl responsibility. Cnly those
whe fail to wnderstand Merwlem would simplify this dusl responsibility
and reduce it to the level of & single and cne-dimensional responsibility.®
("Selected Works of Lenin®, wolume 1, page 687) Any partizl view of
the pessants! land Yiopia will oniy tend to oversimplify this dusl
responsibility and reduce it to ites single aspect. Those who ¢o not
recognize the revcluticnary nature of the peasants! land Utopia
during the stege of democratic rewclution and insist upon lumping it
with the bourgsoie realism as the object of their struoggle, will not
be willing to lead the pessants® movement, Conversely, thuse who
recognize only the revoluticnary nature of the peszsants? land Utopia
during the stage of demooratic reveolution but overlock its reactionary
vnature s Will assume that the peasanis'® wmovement can succsed without
the Jeadership of the proletariats snd thus concede the jeadership to
the bourgecisie. In substance, this is 1o view the groblem of the
peasants from the standpoint of the bourgecisie ax_ad not from the
standpoint of the proletariats.

In sumarizing the foregoing, we ¢an see that Comrade Chu

-10 .




 presented omly isolated end partial interpretstion of his quotations

from Ienin's writings snd used this partisl interpretation as a basis
for his evalustion of YAgrarisn Refom of T'al Pling Revolution®,
There is no' doubt that bis argument can not stand up under the
cireumstancs,

In the 'Agrar;.an Reform of Tlal P'ing Revolution®, the principle
of equal division of land was the mucleus of the emtire program, It
fully expressed the thorough and determined character of fhe struggle
against feudalism, and st the time it played a vital part in obi1ising |

© amd inciting the revolutionsry war, Hnder the prevailing historieal '

coniitione, its r¢volutionsry and progressive character was essential
But, on the other hand, this principle further proposed damands
exceeding its bistorical missiw, i.6. it went beyand its missmn to
abolish feudalism and demanded the abc.lrbimx of all fomms af priva:be .
osnership -= 2 demand directly opposing the trend of social develor.nmt.
In doing s0, it servéd to consolidate the Maintegrating petty-peasant
economy which wzs the ultimate objective of the revolution, Thus, the
tpgrarian Reform of T'si P'ing Rewolution® revesled its visionary

and backward nature, which was endorsed by Comrade Chu, Ferhaps, it is

- mecessary to exemine the editor;!,él *on the Ogeasion of the Centennial

Ann;versezy ef Ttsl Pling Bevolu‘biomﬁ which appesred in Jen-¥in
Jib-pso, 11 Jamaery 1951, The editorisl stateds

“The Land reform program of T'ai Pling Bevolution (%Agrarien
Beform of T'ai P'ing Revolution”) on the one hand expressed the

- 11 -




- revolntionary demand for laad of tha appressed peasant massss under
 the feudalistisoaysten; on the other hand, the legders of Ttai Pling
Revolution were mly ghle %0 see through the narrow vision of the
peasimt class a pa%ém fér equelity, ﬁgcardiﬁg to this patiern;

- every peasant femily wiiild bave the equal posssssion of a fixed
quamtit;'“of land snd properiy enstling thém to ‘meintaih subsistence,
It wss impossible to realiss such a pattern becouse it did not stend
for the prog?;;essiié development of the productive forces of the
scciety, but instesd it kept the productive forces :'m la stagnant
condition on the Tevel of disintegisted patty—peaémt ECORIY e

Therefore, this type of vieionary agrariar soclalistic ides is .

 reactionary in substance.® (wnderscored by theé writer quoting thds
pessage) | | o ,

" After quoting the famous statement by Engels in his snslysis
af Ttopian socmm #hat which is wm*demd incorrect from
the s‘handpeint of economic theory may be guite coxrect in the light
of world hist.ozyﬁ e Oomrade Chis believed that we must diffserentiate
precissely the ecommi.c meoretical mistakes of “Agrarian Reform of
Ttai P'ing Rewnlution® from the issus whether or nob it was
resctionary in real strﬁgéie. His belisf was o1 Tight in principle,
but the key point 1z that in order to separste the two aspscis
precisely, one must firet admit their existence. A careful anslysis
~ of Comrade Chu's opinions would revesl that he actually believed im

-Ia -




evaluating whether or not RAgrarisn Reform of T'ai P'ing Revolution™
was reactionary under the historical conditions of the time by

employing the criterion whether or mot the MAgrarian Reform of Tiad

P'ing Revolution” was reactionary in real etruggle, but he avolded

. the aaialygis of those class peculiarities‘ and characteristics

arising from the acgnamic theoretical mistakes of the "Agrsrian
Reforn of T'ai Pling Rowolution™s

We believe the ®Agrarian Beform of T'ai P'ing Rewolution?
possessed backward and visionary characteristics and could not be
materialized, Or, during its firet application, it would be compelled
by ciromstances to mdsrgo drastic revision and "retrest imto the
linited sres permitted by the prevailing conditions of the time,®
("Complete Works of Marx @d.mgls*; voluse 7,4 page 458) The
impossibility of realizing such a program or *he necessity of subjecting
it to drastic revision completely proved that the visionaxy nature
of ®Agrarian Reform of T!ai Pting ‘Revolution® was contradictery to
the'then_:;pmvaﬂing mistoricsl conditions, and therefore; it was
"reactionary“. |

But Comrade Chu did not study the issue from this angle bt
instesd he meintained "since *Agrarian Reform of T'ai P'ing Rewolutiom!:
possessed certain visionary characteristies, it could not be '
materialized. Therefore, it would be meaningless for us %o conclude

that application of such a program would be detrimental to the

i3




'éo;iéty's productive cspacity. In fact, the heroes of Ttai P'ing
Revelution c_iid not implement eompulsory enforcement of this visionary
prineiple, At the same time, we can not find any evidence that this
principle hindered the development of capitelism, Material proof

has démonstrated that although the comntry was rife with internal
strifes and warg, t_i;e proﬁuchive capacity, instesd cf withering,
continued to develope. Therefore, it is evident that in evaiuating
‘Agrm Reform of Tlal Pting Rewolution! we must begin with
resiity.t ' | |

© Buch ststements are confusing ag.vell as pussling, Wy ehould
we consider wpgrarian Reform of Tiai Pting Revolution® as “meaningless"

:‘SimPly because it was visionary, impractical snd therefore detrimental

%o the productive forees in the society? If Mhe berces of T'ai Pting
?Revolution did not implement compulsory énforcement of this visionary
principle ,”‘could we employ ®Material proof has déaonstrated....”

and etc. e prove suchws the result of implementiﬁg ‘®aorarian Reform
of T'ai P'ing Revolution®?

We muegt search for the reason whyl this program could not be
implémegzted? Why the herces of Tlai .P'ing Revolution did not apply
coznpulsor;’ adoption of this visionsry principle? -On this point, Comrade
Chu only admitted thst it was visionary, but he did not go one step
further to seek out the substames of its visionary nature, The visbopary

nature of "Agrarisn Beform of Ttai P'ing Revolution®, in substance,

- 14 .




was the very ides of sbsolute equality as originated from the
characteristics of the peasant class® small prodﬁctive economy .

Such idea is not only impossible ‘l:,o materialize in the age of
"sofialism, but it ls giso :-‘.;mmssible. to materislize under capitelistic
system. It is contrary not enly 4o the doctrine of state ownership ™
‘of gll means of production under socislimm but is also coniraxy to
' the private ownership of all mesns of production in the capitalistic _
séciety. Aithough the leaders of T'gi Pting Revolution were
. revol;zticnéxy heroes, not even they could overcore the deep¥seated
concept of private ownership and implement *sompulsory enforzement® |

of such a visonsry princip'}.e. Tt is indeed meaningless.not to |
wnderstand the substance of the visonary charatteristics and merely
lsbel the mrinciple as visonary. '

. Bt the conclusion of Comrade Chm! article, he stated:
"A1though the *Agrerian Reform of T'si P'ing Hevalution' was not
realized, Tiai P’ing Revolution aid apply ’allocat;‘».cn of land
smarding to actusl cultivetion', a progre of Seach pessant
cultivating his rented farm for his. own congumption,! Under the
prevailing conditions of the time, this was a prasticsble policy to
pretéct the paasénta' riéhts and overthrow thé landlord class,
which proved that iagraz-ian Reform of T'ai P'ing Revclution' had
performed an outstanding revolutionary function in applicetion

and dié not himder the development of productive capscity.®

- 15&




For the mement, let us not bother with the interpretetion of

%zllocation of land according to actual ecultivation" and "each peasant

cultivating his rented farm for his own consumption,” or whether or not it

was & previsely meaniﬁgfui policy. Coprade Chu has already steted
that these principles were applied at the time when "Agrarisn Beform
of T'ai P'ing Revalution® could not be implemented to"safeguard the
peasants? rights and overthrow the landlord clzss.® Then we must asks:
Can we lump the aforeszid principles with the Migrarisn Jeform of Tlai
Pting Revolution® and usge the actual af,:plication of the former to
préve ‘the 1attér‘s alleged revoluticnary funciion in reel struggle?
Obviously, we can not draw such an analogy. Hdwever, we may be able
10 egree if Comrsde Chmx had interpreted that the entire concept of
"igrsrian Reform of TYa2i Fling Revolubion" could net be materislized
under the conditions of the time, bub Tzl P'ing Rewlution, in
actual circumstances, did accomplish certain land policies to safeguard
the peasants® rights, overthrow the landiord class and facilitste the
development of preductive capecity of the soclely, which was in
keeping with the anti-feudaiistic revclutionsxy spirit of the ¥agrarian
heform of T'ai P'ing Revciution®

Finelly, I would like to point out emphatically that I undertake
this discussion with Comrade Chu Plei-ming concerning whether or not
.the ‘Ugorarian Refoxrm of T'ai Pling Revolution® was reactionary with

full realization that under the historicel conditions of the time, it

i8




possessed certain revolntionary and progressive qualities, whick
were vital, Are we demanding too much from or being unfair to the
heross of T'ai Pling Hewolut tdop in recagn:lzing certzin revalutionary
and progressive qualities of the M"jgravian Reform of T'2i Piing
Revolution®, but at the same time, lebelling it as reactionary?
{as caiiii&sly poinéed out by Coecrsde Ciu)

0f course, it would eppear unresscnsble or wifsir if we have
reproached ths heroes of T!al Piing Rewoluties for railui'e to free
themselwa 'rom the regtrictions of the historical conditions of
the time, or for comitting certain errorsy or if we have dsmanded that
they should heve formilsted a sclentific revolutionary doctrine and
etc. But it is neither unfeir nor unreasongble to point out
correctly the mistakes cf the heroes of Tai P?ing Revolution as well
as the nature and csuse of their mistakes., On the o ..cmraty, thls is the
duty of all workers in the field of historieal sciimca.
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