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CURRENT INTELLIGENCE STAFF STUDY 

AMO TSE-TUNG AND HISTORICAL MATERIALISH 

11. TEE STATE FORM 

("PEOPLE '9 DZMOCRATIC DICTATORSHIP") 

T h i s  is a working paper, t h e  t h i r d  of a series 
of papers on Ma0 Tse-tung as a Marxist phi losopher .  
Th i s  is t h e  second concerned with Mao's alleged and 
actual con t r ibu t ions  t o  aspects of historical  ma- 
terialism. There w i l l  soon follow a paper on Mao's 
t reatment  of t h e  concept of %ontradict iohs . '* 

The Slno-Soviet S tud ie s  Group would welcome 
comment on t h i s  paper. The paper,  l i k e  t h e  f i r s t  
t w o  i n  t h i s  series, w a s  w r i t t e n  by Arthur Cohen of 
t h e  China Di-vision of t h e  Sino-Soviet Bloc Area, 
who is pre8ent ly  a t  S tanford ;  aomment addressed t o  
the coord ina tor  of t h e  SSSG w i l l  aga in  be forwarded 
t o  M r .  Cohen. 
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SUbfJdARY 

Chinese Carmaunist theorists claim t h a t  Ma0 Tse-tung h a s  
con t r ibu ted  t o  t h e  Marxist-Leninist t h e o r y  of t h e  s ta te  w i t h  
h i s  concept of t h e  *tpeople's democratic dictatorship.  It This 
p a r t i c u l a r  claim for Ma0 appears t o  be v a l i d .  

Whereas Marx had envisaged a d i c t a t o r s h i p  simply of t h e  
proletariat, Lenin had proposed adding-for a time--the peas- 
a n t s .  Ma0 o r i g i n a l l y  accepted ~Lenin~s view, but  In t h e  la te  
1830s he began t o  add t o  t h e  select circle another  c l a s s4  
t h e  niddle or "nationalt t  bourgeois ie .  
class aa having t h e  essential characteristic of ant i - imperial-  
ism. 

Ma0 regarded t h i s  

Lenin-bad also envisaged t h a t  t h e  peasants  would eventual-  
l y  be discarhed as p a r t n e r s  in t h e  d i c t a t o r s h i p ,  and S t a l i n  
d id  this. Ma0 has not  followed t h i s  precedent;  h e  h a s  pre- 
served  t h e  'tpeople's democratic d i c t a to r sh ip t t  of several 
classes. 

The Chinese,have sometimes shown s e n s i t i v i t y  t o  Sov-let . 
efforts t o  obscure Mao's concept.  Moscow h a s  been concerned 
w i t h  t b e  pres t ige-va lue  of t h e  concept-whicli Ma0 hapl-pre- 
sentad a & ' a n ' . i n d i s p e h $ ~ b l e  Btate form f o r  underdeveloped coun- 
tr les--and, in consequence, with t h e  possible expansion of 
Chinese fnf luence ,  a t  Soviet  expense,among t h e  Communist par- 
t i es  of t h e s e  count r ies .  There is evidence t h a t  a t  least 
tbree Asian Communist parties-of Indonesia,  Burma, and 
Malaya--have in fact accepted Mao's concept. 

4 r i b u t e d  t o  obscuring Mao's concept by agreeing with Soviet  
theorists t h a t  t h e  "people's democratic d iq t a to r sb ip t t  is only 
a "formtv of p r o l e t a r i a n  d i c t a t o r s h i p .  T h i s  formulat ion means 
simply t h a t  power is h e l d  a8 exc lus ive ly  by t h e  Chinese par- 
t y  as by t h e  Soviet  par ty .  In theory,  Ma0 is a r e v i s i o n i s t ,  
w h i l e  in practice t h e  Communist dictatorship in China is ap- 
plied w i t h  such vigor  as t o  d i s t u r b  even erne observers  i n  ; 
t h e  bloc. 

J 

The Chinese Communists themeelves have eometimes con- 
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3.9- ON LY 

MA0 TSE-TUNG AND HISTORICAL'MATERIALISM 
.1 

11. THE STATE FORM 

("PEOPLE'S DEMOCRATIC DICTATORSHIP") 

'Aacording t o  Ilbarx, des t ruc t ion  of t h e  bourgeois s t a t e  
is not peaceful  bu t  revolu t ionary ,  and what t h e  proletariat 

'xestablishes is not  soc ia l i sm or democracy but  a t r a n s i t i o n -  
a l  s ta te ,  t h e  d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t .  (1) "Be- 

.tween c a p i t a l i s t  and Communist s o c i e t y , "  Marx says i n  his 
C r i t i q u e  of t h e  Gotha Program of 1875, "lies t h e  per iod of 
t h e  revolu t ionary  t ransformatfon of t h e  one i n t o  t h e  other. 
There corresponds t o  t h i s  also a p o l i t i c a l  t r a n s i t i o n  per i -  
o d . t n  which t h e  state can be nothing bu t  t h e  revolut ionary 
d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t . "  

) A t  va r ious  p a n t s  i n  t h e i r  wr i r ings ,  Engels ana LeEin 
e labora ted  on t h e  idea of t h e  d i c t a to r sh ip  of t h e  proletar- 
i a t ,  as did S t a l i n .  Since a t  least 1949, Chinese Communist 
t h e o r i s t s  have claimed tha t  Ma0 too hae f u r t h e r  advanced tlie 
theory of state,  of t h e  dictator,ship - of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t .  

In 1949, Tu Shou-su (3) and Li: Mien (4) both say  t h a t  
Ma0 "fur ther  d8v.eEopqd < t h e  Marxist-Leninist t h e o r y  of state" 
by advancing t h e  concept of t h e  "people 's  democratic dicta- 
torship.I1 S imi l a r ly ;  i n  1960, Liu Ping-lin s a y s  t h a t ,  "Com- 
rade Ma0 Tse-tungHa8:caeatively developed t h e  Marxist-Lenin- 
ist doc t r ine  on t h e  dictatorship of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t ,  creat- 
ing  t b e  theory  of t h e  people ts  democratic d ic ta tbrsh ip ."  (5) 
Liu goes on, tt, say  $ha% what Ma0 had d i  scovered "f or ina  t' 
was ''a new form of  revolut ionary dictatorship of t h e  prole-' 
t a r ia t  . t f  

femphasis 3n o r i g i n a l /  

* .  

The Chinese claim appears t o  be v a l i d .  The precise na- 
ture of Haova o r ig ina l i t y - -b r i e f ly ,  h i s  subs t i t r l t i on  of t h e  
Idea "people's demmratic" ( including n a t i o n a l  c a p i t a l i s t s )  
for ' "proletar ia t '*  in descr ib ing  a Communist dictatorehip--  
emerges only from h i e  r e l a t i v e l y  late wr i t i ngs .  For i n  a t  
least two rather e a r l y  works, Ma0 merely fol lows Lenin 's  
and S t a l i n ' s  views. 

Thus in h i s  Why Can Ch ina ' s .Red  P o l i t i c a l  Power Exist? 
of October 1928, b o  speaks of an armed vlworkersl and peas- 
ants"' regime (6) , and i n  A Single  Spark Can Start  a Prairie 
F i r e  of January 1930, h e  speaks of Vth e cor rec tness  of t h  0 
m a n  about a worker$' and peasants * democratid. p o l i t i c a l  
power.. *l (7) 
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I t  was Lenin who, in 1905, departed from Aiarx's idea of 
t h e  dictatorship of t h e  proletariat  and proposed inc lus ion  
of t h e  peasan t s - in  t h e  concept. 
Democracv in t h e  Democratic Revolution. he savs :  "Tb 

In his Two-Tactics of Socia l  

t u r e . . . T h i s  defin- is given in t h e  slogan: The democratic 
dictatorship of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  and peasantry.  This slogan 
de f ines . . . t he  character of  t h e  new supe r s t ruc tu re  (a stdemo- 
cratic" as d i s t i n c t  from a socialist  dictatorship),!. . ' t  as 
bourgeois-democratic development was still t h e  order of t h e  
day in Russia. ( 8 )  fimpbasis in o r i g i n a l 7  - S t a l i n  app l i ee  
t h e  s logan t o  China Tn 1926: 

P t h i n k  t h a t  t h e  f u t u r e  revolutionaqy government in 
China w i l l  in genera l  resemble i n  character t h e  gov- 
ernment w e  used t o  t a l k  about in our  country in 1905*, 
t h a t  is, something in t h e  n a t u r e  of a democratic dic- 
t a t o r s b i p  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  and peasantry,  w i t h  t h e  
d i f f e rence ,  however, t h a t  it w i l l  be first and fore-  
most an a n t i - i m p e r i a l i s t  government. T h i s  s h a l l  be 
a n  in t e r im  state. power for China  t o  a t t a i n  non-cap- 
i t a l i s t  development. (9) 

This idea of workersq and peasants' p o l i t i c a l  power, 
o r i g i n a l l y  Lenin 's ,  w a s  n o t o n l y  used by Mao i n  October 1928 
and January 1830, but a l s o  appears i n  t h e  1931 c o n s t i t u t i o n  
of t h e  Chinese Soviet  Republic (Kiangsi) .  That  c o n s t i t u t i o n  
r e f e r r e d  t o  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  power of I f the  s ta te  of the demo- 
cratic d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  workers and peasants ."  (10) 

But in the .  late 1930s, Ma0 began t o  rldvelop. his own 
idea of Communist d ic ta torship,  c a r r y i n g  Lenin's innovation. 
one step f u r t h e r  by br inging  y e t  another  class-the *tmiddle,fl 
or "nat ional ,  lV bourgeoisie-into t h e  circle of t h e  seledt . 
The 'tbigtt bourgeois ie ,  compradors, l andlords ,  t tbullying 

, gent ry ,  and t h e  r eac t iona ry  s e c t i o n  of t h e  ttvagrhntstt 
I ( lumpenproletar ia t )  were excluded. 
I 

I n  Chapter 2 of The'Cbinese Revolution and t h e  CCP 
(December 1939). Mao. descr ib ing  what  he calls a "new demo- 
cracy" revo.lution I n -  China, s ays  : 

P o l i t i c a l l y ,  it means t h e  o i n t  d i c t a t o r s h i p  of e e v e r a l  

i z a t i o n  of  a l l  bi 
revolu t ionary  claasea.. .Econorn + c a l l y ,  it means nZ€TEiZT- 

b u t i o n ' o f  t h e  l a n  -!I of landlords  among t h e  peasants ,  and 
.capital and big enterpr ises . .<diBtfA- 
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a t  t h e  same t i m e  t h e  genera l  
c a p i t a l i s t  e n t e r p r i s e s .  . . . - Emphasis  suppl ied7  - reserva t ion  of p r i v a t e  

(11) 

I "This clear and correct d e f i n i t i o n , "  s a y s  Tu Shou-su, "leaves 
no confusion.? (19) E t  '.is pr imar i ly  t o  t h e s e  l i n e s  t h a t  

, '  

Ma0 goes on t o  s a y  t h a t  t h e  "new democracy" revolu t ion  re- 

o lu t iona ry  classes1? (12), without e x p l i c i t l y  inc luding  t h e  
n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie .  But Chapter 2 carries throughout t h e  

Wnited f r o n t ,  lt or " j o i n t ,  d i c t a t o r s h i p ,  as "The na t iona l  
bourgeoiele...oppreased by irperialisa...constitutes one of 
t h e  revolu t ionary  forces." (13) 

s u l t s  in t h e  * td i c fa to r sh ip  of t h e  un i ted  f r o n t  of a l l ' r e v -  
*. 

. impl ica t ion  t h a t  t h i s  class is indeed a member of t h e  new 

On .New. Democracy (January 1940) s t rong ly  implies t h a t  
t h e  na t iona l  bourgeois ie  would be one of t h e  classes t o  par- 
t i c i p a t e  in t h e  f u t u r e  Communist s tate power. Ma0 first 
says t h a t  t h e  Chinese revolu t ion  aiins a t  ed tab l i sh ing  **a new 
democracy society1* and "a s t a t e  unper t h e  j o i n t  dictatorsbip,  
of a l l  revolu t ionary  Olasses." (14) H e  then sets f o r t h  the' 
prime c r i t e r i o n  for determipg t h e  loya l ty  eo minimum Comnu- 
n i s t  p o l i c i e s :  a n t i - i m p e r i a l i s t  a t t i t u d e .  **No matter what 
c la s ses . . . j o in  t h e   revolution...^^ long as they oppose lm- 
per ia l i sm,  t h e i r  revolu t ion  becomes p a r t  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a n  
S O C i a l i f J t  world revolu t ion  and t h e y  themselves become its 
a l l . i ea . lq  (15) Thus,  t h e  Chinese na t iona l  bourgeois ie  "...even 
in t h e  era of imperialism11 r e t a i n s  ' t o  a c e r t a i n  .degrees '(a 
revolut ionary q u a l i t y  which enab le s lk . . t o  a l l y  w i t h  t h e  
roletar ia t  and p e t t y  bourgeois ie  t o  oppose the'enernies it b a g a i n s t .  w fimphasis suppl ied7 f16)  I t  appar- 

e n t l y  i s , t h e r e f o r e , . o n e o f  t h e  revolutioiiary classes des t ined  
t o  play a role in *the  " j o i n t  d i c t a to r sh ip . "  

The first e x p l i c i t  re fe rence  in Mae's works -to t h e  na- 
t i o n a l  bourgeois ie  as one of t h e  classes of t h e  new, Maoist 
d i c t a t o r s h i p  is made i n  On t h e , P e o p l e @ s  Democratic Diotator-  
s h i p  (July 1949) (17). $aa o says :  

A l l  t h e  experiences of the 'ch inese  p e o p l e . . . t e l l  us 
t o  carry out  a people's democratic d ic ta torsh ip  .... 
Who are t h e  A t  t h e  present  stage in Chlna 
they are  t h e  working class, t h e  peasangry, t h e  p e t t y  
boutgeois ie ,  and t h e  n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie .  (18) 
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Chinese theorists poin t  whep they  credit Ma0 w i t h  having fur -  
t h e r  developed t h e  Marxist-Leninist  theory of t h e  d i c t a t o i -  
s h i p  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t .  

According t o  t h e  Chinese, a t  p rec i se ly  w h a t  point  did 
Ma0 develop t h i s  theory? Liu Ping-lin makes t h e  inc lus ion  
Of t h e  n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie  t h e  dec i s ive  f a c t o r .  "The peo- 
p l e ' s  democratic d i c t a t o r s h i p  accepted t h e  pa r t i c ipa tdon  of 
t h e  n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie ;  .it was, therefore, d i f f e r e n t  from 
t h e  'Workere' and Peasants '  Revolutlanary Democratic D i c -  
t a t o a h i p '  proposed by Lenin during t h e  1905 Russian revolu- 
t i on . "  (20) 

Liu ' s  r e j e c t i o n  of Len1n.s formula, which S t a l i n  in 1926 
had dec lared  would be t h e  f u t u r e  form of s ta te  power in, China, 
is a r e f l e c t f o n  of Mao's p e r s i s t i n g  r e luc t ance  t o  accept  t h e  
Russian idea. 
neee formula t o  describe s ta te  power. Liu states! "Comrade 
Ma0 Tse-tung h a s  created a new form of proletarian revolu- 
t i o n a r y  d ic ta tofsh ' ip  f o r  ouco*y and found t h e  most cor- 
rect road, t h e  road of t h e p e o p l e ' s  democratic dictatorship."  - Emphasis supplied-7 (21) 

Mae's formulation is indeed a new one. For Marx, Lenin, 
and S t a l i n ,  t h e  Communist d i c t a t o r s h i p  following t h e  revolu- 
t i o n  was no t  t o  Include t h e m i d d l e ,  or na t iona l ,  bourgeois ie .  
They never s a w  t h i s  class as p a r t  of t h e  *'peoplett in a Com- 
munist-controlled s ta te .  On a t  least t w o  occasions,  Lenin 
exp la ins  Marx's use of t h e  term, "people," as  i n d i c a t i n g  o n l y  
t h e  workers and peasants ,  She  lat ter c o n s t i t u t i n g  par t  of 
t h e  p e t t y  bourgeoisie.  

In 1905, Lenin says: "It now r e k i n B  t o  de f ine  more 
p r e c i s e l y  what Marx r e a l l y  meant by 'democP8tic bourgeois ie '  
(demokratische Burgerschaft) ,  which together w i t h  t h e  work- 
ers.he called t h e  peofle, i n  cont rad i&t inc t iOn t o  t h e  big 
bourgeoiaie . .  .There is no doubt t h a t  t h e  c h i e f  components 
of t h e  'people, '  whom Marx in 1848 con t ra s t ed  w i t h  t h e  re- 
s i s t i n g  r e a c t i o n a r i e s  and t h e  t reacherous  bburgeois ie ,  are 
t h e  proletariat and peasantry.  '* (22) 

Regarding t h e  "liberal bourgeois ie , "  Lenin excludes them 
from t h e  ranks of t h e  "people" after t h e  r evo lu t ion ,  as  they  
w i l l  be t r ay  t h e  peasants  by t ak ing  t h e  side of t h e  landlords .  
In 1917, Lenin po in t s  ou t  t h a t  i n  a letter t o  Dr. Kugelmann 

I t  was Mao's desire , to establieh a new, Chi- 
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(12 Apr i l  1871), Marx spoke of a **people's revolution.** (23) 
He then says  t h a t ,  **the idea of a lpeople 's '  revolu t ion  seems 
e t r ange  on Marx*s l i p s ,  and t h e  Russian Plekhanovites and 
Meneheviks...might possibly declare such an expression a 
* d i p  of  t h e  tongue'. . . bu t  in t h e  Europe of 1871, t h e  prole- 
t a r i a t  on t h e  Continent did not  c o n s t i t u t e  t h e  major i ty  of 
t h e  people. A ' p eop le*s*  r evo lu t ion ,  a c t u a l l y  sweeping t h e  
m a j o r i t y  i n t o  its c u r r e n t ,  could be such on ly  i f  it embraced 
both t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  and t h e  peasantry.  n u r i n g  t h e  revolu- 
t i o n 7  both classes t h e n  c o n s t i t u t e d  t h e  'Seople ."** (24) A f t e r  
the-revolution, when t h e  new, t r a n s i t i o n a l  s ta te  is estab- 
l i s h e d ,  it can be, s a y s  blarx, only a d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  
p r o l e t a r i a t .  

na t iona l  bourgeois ie  in t h e  s ta te  form. In 1905, h e  de f ines  
t h e  '*people** as t h e  * * p r o l e t a r i a t  and peasantry,  i f  w e  take 
t h e  main, big f o r c e s  and d i s t r i b u t e  t h e  r u r a l  and urban p e t t  
bourgeois ie  ( a l s o  ar t  of ' t h e  people') between t h e  two. - fimphasis supplied? (25) 
cial-DemocracyL-tKe Bolsheviks,..--want t h e  people,  i . e . ,  
t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  and t h e  peasantry, t o  s e t t l e  accounts w i t h  
t h e  monarchy and t h e  a r i s t o c r a c y  in t h e  'plebian. way .... ' (26) 
'I'hererema'inlethe 'people , '  t h a t  is, t h e  proletariat and 
PBaSaOtry....*' ( 2 7 )  The peasants ,  designated by Lenin a@ 
*%iemocratic,t* o r  "pe t ty ,  *I bourgeois ie  were t o  be used only 
t o  consummate a revolu t ionary  s e i z u r e  of power, a f t e r  wh ich  
t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  would mark them for discard: '*In other words: 
*hen t h e  democratic bourgeois ie  o r  p e t t y  bourgeois ie  ascends 
another  s t e p ,  whennat only t h e  revolu t ion  bu t  t h e  complete 
v i c t o r y  of t h e  r evo lu t ion  becomes an  accomplitdmd fact, we 
ehal l  * s u b s t i t u t e *  (perhaps amid t h e  horr i f ied cries of new, 
fu tu re ,  Jdartynove) for t h e  s logan of t h e  democratic d io t a to r -  
s h i p ,  t h e  s logan  of a socialist  d ic ta torsh ip  of t h e  prole- 
tar ia t .  . . . ** (28) 

Lenin's own use of t h e  term, a l s o  excludes t h e .  

4 
"The Jacobine of contemporary So- 

That is what Lenin did after t h e  Bolshevik takeover  in 
1917; t h e  dictatorship of t he '  proletariat was formalized by 
S t a l i n  I n  1936. But Ma0 did not follow t h i s  precedent a f t e r  
t h e  CCP takeover  in China in 1949. For reasons  o f ' p r e s t i g e  
and broad popular..support, Ma0 i n s i s t e d  then and i n g i s t s  to- 
day on preserv ing  t h e  unique r i tualist ic s logan of **peoplels  
democratic dictatorship.** 

I . .. 

. .  

1. 
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Since 1949, t h e  Chinese have shown cons iderable  sens i -  
t i v i t y  t o  apparent  Soviet  efforts t o  erode or conceal t h e  
uniqueness of Mao's slogan.  In 1962, t h e  Peking Jen-min 

o noted lpith apparent  de l igh t  t h e  c r i t i c i s m ~ i e t  %=F ac o ars of t h e  book, Historical Matefialism (Konstantinov, 
editor), which had " incor rec t ly"  described China ' 8  state 
form. Jen-min Dih-gao r e p o r t s  t h e  criticism: 

In t h e  las t  paragraphaf 'Seut ioq  2, Chapter 9, "On 
t h e  Soviet  3ocialist 3tate," t h e  writer states t h a t  
t h e  People's Republic of China has established a 
revolu t ionary  democratic dictatorship of t h e  prole-  
taPiae and ,peasant ry .  Tbis  d e f i n i t i o n  f a i l s  t o  In- 
dicate f u l l  and c o r r e c t l y  t h e  characteristics and 

p l e ' s  Republic of China (genuine people's and demo- 
cratic s t a t e  power) .... 
The writer does not g1ve:attention t o  t h e  a l l i a n c e  
of t h e  working class and t h e  na t iona l  bourgeoise 
formed in New China, although t h i s  aspec t  should not 
be negleCted i n  dedcribing $he *bharabteriStics of 
t h e  development of t h e  people 's  r epub l i c  i n  China. 
(29) 

~ W -  s p e c i a l  f e a t u r e s  of t h e  state power of t h e  Peo- -. , 

In discuss ing  China 'a 'Ipeople's democratic d i c t a t o r -  
s h i p , "  other Soviet  writers seem t o  haveslade it a s tandard  
procedure t o  conceal its o r i g i n a l i t y  by equat ing i t  w i t h  
t h e  Lenin-Sealin s logan.  Thus V. Maslennikov, descr ib ing  
.the n a t u r e  of Chinese "people*s democracy, tt credits S t a l i n ,  
among other t h i n g s ,  w i t h  having "predicted" t h a t  t h e  f u t u r e  
revolu t ionary  power would be "something l i k e "  Lenin's "demo- 
cratic d i o t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  proletariat and peasantry" which 
would be a state form i n  t h e  s ta te  of t r a n s i t i o n  t o  social- 
ism. (q0)  

The Chinese effort t o  resist doviet  imposi t ion of t h e  
Lenin-3talin s logan  is manifest  i n  t h e  manner used by Chang 
Ju-hsin i n  t r e a t i n g  this slogan i n  hie eulogy of S t a l i n  in 
Apr i l  1953. 
Chang's procedure is simple: he conspicuously deletes Sta- 
lints phrase,  " tha t  I s ,  something in tbe  nature of a demo- 
cratic d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  proletariat and peasantry": 

I 
(Chang's essay is a t r i b u t e  t o  Ma0 as w e l l . )  

i 
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In his ar t ic le  On t h e  Prospects  of t h e  Revolution in - China ,!' published ' &n '1926 , Stal in-wrote:  3 . 
"1 t h ink  t h a t  t h e  f u t u r e  revolut ionary gov- 
ernment i n  China w i l l  in general resemble 
in character t h e  government w e  used t o  t a l k  
about in our  country in 1905-----with t h e  
d i f f e rence ,  however, t h a t  it w i l l  be first 
and foremost an  an t i - imper i a l i s t  government. 
T h i s  s h a l l  be an  in t e r im  s ta te  power for 
China t o  a t t a i n  nen -cap i t a l i s t  development, 
(31) - /Chang's dashes i nd ica t ing  d e l e t i o n 7  

Chang goes on t o  say  t h a t  China's s ta te  power belongs t o  t h e  
genera l  '%me of s ta te  Dowertf  described by S t a l i n ;  bu t  then - 
quotes  from'Idaols On People 's  Democratic Dictatorship t h e  
passage which  s p e c i f i c a l l y  include8 t h e  na t iona l  bourgeoisie.  

t, , - 

We may now ask, Why did Moscow attempt t o  b l u r  t h e  dis- 
t i n c t i o n  between a democratic dictatorship of t h e  proletar- 
i a t  and t h e  peasantry and a *'people's democratic dictator- ' 
ship"? There are s e v e r a l  reasons,  t h e  most obvious being 
t h e  Chinese claim t h a t  Yao had " fur ther  developed" t h e  
Marxist-Leninist  t heo ry  of state.  

Whether it was a c c u r a t e  t o  claim t h a t  a Communist-led 
s ta te  is anything but  a d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  (i.e., 
of t h e  Cmmunist party)--whether t h e  claim was t r u e  t o  l i fe-  
is a matter which  probably d id  not much concern t h e  Soviets .  
They were not i n t e r e s t e d  in the accuracx of t h e  claim: t h e y  
were concerned with t h e  pres t ige-va lue  of t h e  claim. 

In add i t ion ,  theSovAetsprsbably were irri tated by t h e  
rndependent way in which Ma0 had first formulated h i s  new 
"people's democratic d i c t a to r sh ip"  as c l e a r l y  d i s t i n c t  from 
t h e  Soviet  model and by t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  s i g n i f i c a n c e  he  as- 
s igned  it. In 1940, desc r ib ing  his j o i n t  d i c t a t o r s h i p  of 
s e v e r a l  revolut ionary classes as a %ew democracy republ ic , "  
Ma0 openly makes t h e  following d i s t i n c t i o n s :  

On t h e  one hand, t h i s  new democracy r e p u b l i c  is d i f -  
f e ren t ,  from t h e  old European-&nerican form of c a p i t a l -  
ist r epub l i c  under bourgeois d i c t a t o r e h i p ,  for such a n  
o ld  democrl t ic  r e p u b l i c  is a l r eady  ou t  of d a t e ;  on t h e  
o t h e r  hand, it is also d i f f e r e n t  from thessocialist 
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r epub l i c s  of t h e  t y p e  of t h e  USSR, republ ics  of t h e  
dictatorship of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t ;  such s o c i a l i s t  re- 
publ ice  are alreaa' f lbu r f sh ing  i n  t h e  Soviet  Union 
and moreover w i l l  be established i n  a l l  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  
coun t r i e s  and undoubtedly w i l l  become t h e  dominant 
form of s ta te  s t r u c t u r e  and p o l i t i c a l  power i n  a l l  
I n d u s t r i a l l y  advanced coun t r i e s ,  y e t ,  dur ing a given 
h i s t o r i c a l  per iod,  t hey  are not  y e t  s u i t a b l e  for t h e  
r evo lu t ions . in  c o l o n i a l  and semi-colonial count r ies .  

, Therefore  t h e  form of s ta te  t o  be adopted by t h e  rev- 
o l u t i o n s  i n  c o l o n i a l  and semicolonial  coun t r i e s  during 
a given historical  period can on1 
namely, . the new democracy repu d. T h i s  is t h e  form 
for a given historical period and the re fo re  a t r a n s i -  
t i o n a l  form, but  an ynal- terable  and necessary form. 

be a t h i r d  one, 
\ 

. - fimphasis suppl ied7  - (32) 

That is, according t o  Mao, a d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  p ro l e t a r -  
i a t  is app l i cab le  t o  t h e  Soviet  Union and i n d u s t r i a l l y  ad- 
vanced coun t r i e s ,  b u t  is by no means pe r t inen t  t o  t h e  back- 
ward, c o l o n i a l ,  o r ~ s e m i c o l o n i a l  na t ions .  

By advancing t h i s  idea, Ma0 has taken a step beyond 
Marx's etatement i n  t h e  C r i t i q u e  of t h e  Gotha Program, i.e., 
t h a t  t h e  s ta te  i n  t h e  t r a n s l t i o n  per iod "can be nothing else 
bu t  t h e  revolut ionary d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  proletar ia t ,"  Ma0 
i n s i s t s  t h a t  for backward coun t r i e s ,  t h e  *%tate can be noth- 
i ng  else but  t h e  revolu t ionary  peopleOs democratic dictator- 
sh ip"  or a *tpeople*s d i c t a t o r s h i p .  *' 

Chinese Communist theorists are aware tha t  Mae's tlpeo- 
p l e ' e  democratic dictatorship** is a r ev i s ion  of Marx and 
have i n ' e f e e c t  said so. Thus i n  October 1953, theoris t  C h i  
Yun says: 

The problem of t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  period had been raised 
in Marx's C r i t i q u e  of t h e  Gotha Program, 1875, when 
be wrote: 
s o c i e t y  l a  t h e  per iod  of t h e  revolut ionary trxns= 
formation of t h e  one i n t o  t h e  other, There corresponds 
t o  t h i s  also a pol i t ical  t r a n e i t i o n  period i n  which t h e  

''B etween c a p i t a l i s t  and socialist E i c 7  

. *  s ta te  can be nothing but  t h e  revolu t ionary  d i c t a t o r s h i p  
of t h e  proletariat. w 
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But a t  €ha t  time there was y e t  no practical experience 
in t h e  bu i ld ing  of socialism which could be used. 
Marx w a s  therefore able t o  b r i n g  f o r t h  t h i s  problem 
only as a p r i n c i p l e ,  (33) 

C h i  then  s a y s  t h a t  Lenin found t h e  concre te  road for 99Russia9s 
t r a n s i t i o n "  which was f u r t h e r  developed by S t a l i n ,  but  t h a t  
t h e  form adopted by China f 9 d i f f e r s  from t h a t  of t h e  Soviet  
Union and other people 's  democratic states because o r ig ina l -  
l y  w e  were not  a capi ta l is t  na t ion ,  but  rather a semicolonial ,  
rjleplifeudal nat ion."  China's form, he concludes, was "dis- 
coveredv' by Mao, who advanced t h e  pol i t ical  theory of t h e  
"people's democratic d is ta torsh ip .  

S t a l i n ' s  d id  not regard Mao's r ev i s ion  of Marx's dic- 
ta torsh ip  of t h e  proletariat  as  an academic po in t ;  on t h e  
con t r a ry ,  i t  was a practical matter. Acceptance of t h e  
s logan  99people's d i c t a t o r s h i p f 9  by Communist parties in back- 
ward coun t r i e s  would afford a new channel f o r  the spread of 
Chinese in f luence  among these p a r t i e s  a t  Soviet  expense. (34) 

. .  

' Furtbermore, S t a l i n  had  9tpredictedtt in 1926 t h a t  t h e  
s tate f o r m  in China would resemble L e n i n ' s  two-class dic- 
t a t o r s h i p ,  and S t a l i n  was not  a man who would permit his 
fo re s igh t  on any matter t o  be taken l i g h t l y .  

There is evidence t h a t  t h e  Chinese were success fu l  in 
inducing 8ome acceptance of t h e  Ma0 sllogan. 
n i s t ,  Yyat Htoo, stated i n  Apr i l  1953 t h a t  t h e  Communist par- 
t y  in Burma mdet !*set up a dictatorship of four  classes: 
t h e  workers, t h e  peasants ,  t h e  p e t t y  bourgeois ie ,  and t h e  
n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie ."  (35) A l s o  i n  1953, t h e  Indoneelan 
Communiete used Maops slogan of t9peoplegs dictatqrshipl '  in 
t h e i r  D r a f t  Program and Election Manifesto. 
gram, approved in October 1963, stated t h a t ,  v9consider'iqg 
t h e  backwardneera of our  economy, the In&me&ian Communist 
p a r t y  ho ld  t h a t  t h e  f u t u r e  government should not be one of 
t h e  *dictatorship of t h e  proletariat ,0 but  rather a govern- 
ment of people 's  d i c t a to r sh ip . "  (36) The Indonesian Commu- 
n i s t  par ty 'e  Elec t ion  Manifesto of 1954 declared: T h e ,  
par ty  must carry though a people're d i c t a t o r s h i p  ... A people ' s  
d i c t a t o r s h i p  means t h e  r u l e  of workers, peasants ,  i n t e l l e c -  
t a l e ,  and p e t t y  and n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie  (en terpreneurs ) . , .  
Without a :people 's  d i c t a t o r s h i p ,  there can be no complete 
independence and Democracy for Indonesia.. . . (37) The dic- 
tatewbhip of s e v e r a l  revolut ionary classes w a s  also incorpor- 
ated I n t o  t h e  program of t h e  Malayan Communist par ty .  (38) 

Burmese Commu- 

The Draft Pro- 
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Use of t h e  Chinese slogan by t hese  Asian Communist par- 
ties sugges t s  t h a t  they rejected a Soviet  s f f o r t  t o  impose on- 
a l l  Asian Communist movements Lenin's formula of a two-class -- 
l ee . ,  Workers'-peasants' -- d i c t a t o r s h i p ,  in l i n e  wi th  S t a l i n ' s  
1926 "predict ion."  

The S c i e n t i f i c  Conference in Moscow in November 1951 had 
la id  i t  .down tha,t, ''People's democracy in c o u n t r i e s o f  t h e  Or ien t  
i s ' a  s p e c i f i c  form of t h e  revolut, ionary demoaratic d o r sh ip  ( 1  

bolev had a l r eady  writ-n i n  Bol'shevib tha t  t he  fir 
people ' s  democracy ,W'a r evo lu t ion  " i n  the course of 
p l e ' a  democracy emerges as thie organ of revolu t ionary  power, 
which i s  I n  content  something l i k e  a dictatorship of t h e  working 

. 

of t h e  proletariat and peasantry.  .." (39), and in.Qc , A.  so- 
age of- 
h peo- 

class and peasantry." (40) -. . . I  

The theory  of **people*s democracy," which w a s  developed by 
Sov ie t  t h e o r i s t s  in 1947, may have'been taken, i n  part'; from 1680's 
1939-45 theory of "new democracy." (41) There are many s t r , i k ing  
similk,rities between t h e  two theories: both conta in  concepts of 
a new typ.e of t r a n s i t i o n  t o  soc ia l i sm based on a c o a l i t i o n  of 
classeta, land r ed i . s t r ibu t ion  as a *'.bourgeois democratic" measure 
p lay ing  a large r o l e  in t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  period, "feudal ves t iges"  
and t h e  fo re ign  enemy a s  forces which cause the  union of t h e  pa- 
t r i o t i c  bourgeois ie  wi th  o t h e r  revolu t ionary  c l a s s e s ,  and tempo- 
rar,y r e j e c t i o n  of t he  d i c  a t o r s h l p  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  18 the  
state.  form, (42) 

A t  , t he  :same t i m e ,  Mao's idea of the  d i c t a t o r s h i p  of a bloc 
or "front"  of s e v e r a l  classes -- rather than of one class -- ap- 
pea r s  in 0 .  M e  Dimitrov's speech a t  the Seventh Comintern Congress 
in 1935. According to  Dim$trov; a "people Os f ron t "  government, 
which w a ~  to.'be broader than a un i t ed  f r o n t  government, should 
be established i n  Burope. It  would inc lude  t h e  workers, peas- 
ants, urban p e t t y  bourgeois ie ,  and c e r t a i n  '*advanced sec t ions"  
of t h e  bourgeois i n t e l l e c t u a l s  ( i n t e l l i g e n t s i a ) .  (43) The Res- 
o l u t i o n  of the.-$eventh Congress ordered the  s e c t i o n s  of the.Ip-  
t e r n a t i o n a l ,  if poss ib l e , .  *'to create a p r o l e t a r i a n  uni ted  f r o n t  
Fovernment gr an a n t i - f a s c i s t  p e o p l e v s  f r o n t  government, which 
I s  not y e t  a govdknmept of p r o l e t a r i a n  d.ictatorship.e E m -  
p h a s i s  in or ig in817  144) e t  be reagy to 

power." (45) 

.These s ta tements  of 1935 come close to  Akq's 1939 and 1940 
remarks on a " j o i n t  dictatorship" of s e v e r a l  revolu t ionary  Classes 

The workers would not  
rise under CoinmunTet l eade r sh ip  "for the  ach + evement of Soviet  
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which was t o  inc lude  the n a t i o n a l  c a p i t a l i s t s .  But n e i t h e r  
Dimitrovnor the Resolution c a l l e d  f o r  i nc lus ion  of t h e  n a t i o n a l  
c a p i t a l i s t s  I n  t he  "people 's  f r o n t  government." The s i m i l a r i t y  
between t h e  Dimitrov and Ma0 formulat ions appears t o  be the ex- 
p l i c i t ,  temporary r e J e c t i o n  of t h e  d i c t a t o r s h i p  of the  prole- 
t a r i a t ;  for Mao, however, t h i s  r e j e c t i o n  became permanent:. . 

. .  

If Dimitrov i n  1935 a n t i c i p a t e d  one aspec t  of Mao's theory 
of a people ' s  government -- r e j e c t i o n  of t h e  d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  
p r o l e t a r i a t  -- he was, i n  1948, eager to  d i s p e l  t he  not ion t h a t  
Communist regimes could be anything but  such a d i c t a t o r s h i p :  ' 

Embodying the  r u l e  of the  toilers under t h e  leadership 
of t h e  working class, t h e  people 's  democracy...Can and 
must success fu l ly  perform its funct ions  of p r o l e t a r i a n  il 

d i c t a t o r s h i p  f o r  t h e  l i q u i d a t i o n  of capitalist  elements 
and t h e  o rgan iza t ion  of a s o c i a l i s t  ,economy. (46) 

For h i s  p a r t ,  Mao clung to  h i s  idea of a joint d i c t a t o r s h i p  o r  
a "people 's  democratic.dictatorship" even when, i n  1953, t he  
f l r a t  f i v e  year  p l ap  f o r  China w a s  introduced and t h e  " t r a n s i -  
t i o n  t o  socialism*' was declared i n  progress., 

To e n t e r  t h i s  t r a n s i t i o n  period, t h a t  is, t o  begin the 
"construct ion of soc ia l i sm,"  without proclaiming a d i c t a t o r s h i p  
of the p r o l e t a r i a t  was unprecedented i n  Communist theory.  After 
1948, a l l  the E a s t e r n  European "people 's  democracies" were de= - 
c l a r e d  t o  be "performing t h e  func t ions  of" p r o l e t a r i a n  d i c t a t o r -  

were, t h e r e f o r e ,  not a s  advanced as t h e  Soviet  Union. They 
lpoved t o  exclude t h e  na t iona l  capi ta l is ts  from t h e i r  s t r u c t u r e  
as the "construct ion of social ism" began. (47) 

sh ip ,  although they were states without t h e  "Soviet form" and .>  

In c ~ n t r a s t ,  t he  Chinese continued t h e i r  independent 
Course, as t h e  CCP l ed  by Ma0 demonstrated tha t  S t a l i n ' s - t h e o -  
riste might drum. the Bastern European leaders i n t o  l i n e  b u t  
could not  bend the independent leader of China.. In Ju ly  1951, 
nu Chiao-mu, au thor  of t he  standard h i s to ry  of t h e  CCP, stated 
emphatically i n  h i s  work that :  

In the  p resen t  his tor ical  per iod ,  the PRC still permits  
t he  n a t i o n a l  bourgeoisie t o  e x i s t .  Herein l ies t h e  d i f -  

I ference between people 's  democracy i n  Chlna and people 's  
democracy i n  the  c o u n t r i e s  of  sou theas t  Europe. (48) 
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When, in 1953, China's "transition to socialism" was announced, 
the people's democratic dlctatorsbip was held to be the proper 
form for attaining socialiam. By a dialectical twist, one Chi- 
nese theorist denied that a continuation of the "alliance and 
coalition with the national bourgeoisie could be held a weaken- 
ing of the class struggle." (49) Again by a dialectical twist, 
yet another theorist denied that there was a real ("essential") 
difference between the state power of proletarian dictatorship 
and the people'e democratic dictatorship. ( 5 0 ) ;  the difference 
was only a matter of'"form." Soviet theorists agreed that this 
waa so, 

A dialectical compromise appears to have been worked out 
between Moscow and Peiplng. The new Chinese-.Soviet view that 
the people's democratic dictatorship was only a different "form" 
of proletarian dictatorship apparently was intended to bring 
Mao's formulation a step closer to the mainstream of Leninism 
and, therefore, to Soviet theory. For Lenin had conceded that 
"The transition from capitalism to Communism will certainly 
bring a great variety and abundance of political forms, but 
the essence will inevitably be only one: the dictatorship of 
the proletariat." (51) fimphasis supplie*d7 Yet the Chinese 
maintain that a "peopleTs democratic dlc~atorship" is suffi- 
ciently different from proletarian dictatorship to warrant re- 
tention of Mao's slogan, Thus the dialectical distinction per- 
mitted the Chinese to have their cake and eat it too: differ- 
ent in "form" and similar in "essence. '' 

Speaking of this well-known philosophical distinction in 
the works of Aristotle, Bertrand Russell stated in his A Q- 
tory of Western Philosophy (1945) that the concept of "zssence" 
is " muddle-headed,..incapable of preclsion." Soviet and Chi- 
nese theorists in 1953 did not desire precision; what they de- 
sired was ambiguity, and they attained it. 

Liu Shao-chi gave the new Chinese-Soviet view considerable 
prominence by stating the ambiguous formula at the Eighth CCP 
Congress In  September 1956: "...the people's democratic dic- 
tatorship has in eseence become a form of the dictatorship of 
the proletariat , ** (52) 

This was a pill which even Khrushchev would permit himself 
to swallow, and at the Chinese embassy in AfoscowI he acknowledged 
on 26 November 1966 that the Chinese had established a "people's 
democratic dictatorship.'' As Pravda expressed it at the time, 
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China's people ' s  democracy " represents  i n  f a c t  t h e  d i c t a t o r s h i p  
of t h e  p r o l e t a q i a t .  *' Emphas is  s u p p l i e ' m N  Thus there is 
no real  d i f f e r e n c e  betEeen p r o l e t a r i a n  a i c t a t o r s h i p  and people 's  
democratic d i c t a t o r s h i p .  
CCP.as i t  is by t h e  CPSU. 

class is a rev i s ion  of Marx and Lenin and, in t h e  Marxist-Leninist .  
sense, Ma0 is a r e v i s i o n i s t .  In p r a c t i c e ,  t h e  Communist d i c t a t o r d  
s h i p  in China is appl ied  to non-cap i t a l i s t s  as well a s  c a p i t a l i s t b  
wath a v igor  and terror t h a t  is of fens ive  even t o  some members of 
the  b loc .  

Power I s  held a s  exc lus ive ly  by t h e  

In theory,  continued ex ie tence  of t h e  bourgeois ie  as a 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

I. ; . , 
NOTES - 1 

Marx first uses t he  term. "dictatorship of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t , "  
in h i s  The Class  S t ruggles  i n  France of 1850, Two years 
later.  Barx desc r ibes  h i s  achievements i n  a let ter to  
Weydemeyer (5 March 1852) : 

What I d i d  t h a t  was new was t o  prove: (1) 
t h a t  t h e  ex i s t ence  of classes-is only bound 

-nhases In t h e  

-. - - - - - -- - - - - - - - 
i tself  Gnly c o n s t i t u t e s  the t r a n s i t i o n  t o  the- 
a b o l i t i o n  of a l l  c l a s s e s  and t o  a c l a s s l e s s  SO- m. Lemphasie in origina_l'7 . 

Publishing &use, Moscow, 1955, pp. 32-33. 
Marx-Engels: Se lec ted  Works, Volume 11, Foreign hnguages  

Tu Shou-eu: "Chairman Mao's On t h e  People 's  Democratic D i c t a -  
t o r s h i  -= A Program f o r  the development o f ' t h  e C h i  nese 

vo u ion and t h e  C r y s t a l l i z a t i o n  of  the Ideology of Mao 
Tse-tung," i n  The Theory and Practice of t h e  People 's  Demo- 
CPatic DictatorshQ, Tuan-chieh Ch u=pm She; 20 0 c tobe r  

949, Canton, page 11. 
0 L i  Mien: "The Peopleos  S t a t e  -- A Study Note on 

Democratic Dictatorship,** i n  The Theory and Practice of t h e  
People 's  Democratic DictatorshiE, op. c i t . ,  p. 35. 
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5. Liu Ping-lin:  "Seriously Study Comrade bho 'he-tung's Doc- 
t r i n e  on t h e  Dic t a to r sh ip  of t h e  P r p l e t a r i a t , * @  
Ta-chung Jih-pao, 12 May 1960. 

l i s h e r s ,  New York, 1954 , p.  67.  

Tsinan 

6. Ma0 %e-tung: Se lec ted  Works, Volume I, In t e rna t iona l  Pub- 

7. Ma0 Tee-tung: ib id . ,  p. 117. 

8 .  Lenin: Selected Works, Volume I ,  Part 2, Moscow, Foreign 
Language8 Pub1 1 s h i &  House, 1952, p. 137. Trotsky saw use 
of t h e  new worker-peasant formula as merely tactical, con- 
c e a l i n g  real "working class" (i.e. s Communist or Soclal-  
Democratic) aims: 

It is . . .absurd t o  speak of a s e c i f i c  
c h a r a c t e r  of  p r o l e t a r i a n  d i c  +-w a o m  
(or a d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  - and the  peasantry)  w i th in  a bourgeois 
revolu t ion ,  v i z . ,  a pure ly  democratic . 
d i c t a t o r s h i p .  The working class can 
never secure  t h e  democratic character 
of its d i c t a t o r s h i p  without  overstep- 
ping t h e  l i m i t s  of its democratic pro- 
gram. fimphasis i n  o r i g i n a l 7  - 

C f ,  Leon Trotsky: "Prospects of a h b o r  Dic ta to r sh ip  
, (1906), *' 
and I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Re volu t ion ,  1904 , Henry Holt  and 
company, New York, 1918. 

i n  Our Revolution -- Essays on Wo-rking-Class 

9.  S t a l i n :  *@Prospects of t h e  Revolution in China" (November 
1926), Torks, Volume VIII, Foreign Languages Publishing 
House, ldoBcow, 1964, p. 382. 

10, Out l ine  Cons t i t u t ion  of the  Chinese Soviet Republic (Adspted 
a t  t h e  Firat  National Congress of Chinese Soviets on 
November 7 ,  1931), in Su-wei-ai Chung-kuo (Soviet  China), 
p r i n t e d  i n  Moscow i n  dhineee, Sovie t  Foreign Languages 
Publ ishing House, 1933, pp. 38-39. 

Ma0 Tee-tung: Se lec ted  Works, op. @It, , Volume 3, pp., 96-97. 11. 
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12. 

.13 

14. 

16. 

16.. 

17 . 

i8. 

19. 

ao . 
21. 

22. 

Ma0 Tee-tung: i b l d , ,  p. 97. The o r i g i n a l  text, published 
prior to  t h e  eqtablishment of t he  Conununiat regime In 
,1940, also. cal ls  f o r  the ' *d ic ta torsh ip  of t h e  uni ted  
front of several revolu t ionary  p a r t i e s "  i n  a d d i t i o n  to 
t h e  revolu t ionary  classes. (Cf. U o  Tee-tung: Hman-cbl 
(Selected Works), Ta-lien (Dairen) "a-chung Shut ien , '  
November 1947, pp. 185-186.) 

-* I b i d  * pp. 111-112. 

fb id  pp. 114-115. -* ' 
Ib id  pp. 116-117. -* 

In an earlier work -- On Coa l i t i on  Government (Apri l  1945) -- 
Ma0 Included t h e  na t iona l  bourgeois ie  0- along wi th  work- 
ers, peasants ,  handicraftsmen, and t h e  urban p e t t y  bour- 
g e o i s i e  -- as one of the classels which des i r ed  a "new- 
democratic s ta te  system." But he avoids ,  w i t h  de l ibe ra t e -  
ness, mentioning h i s  " j o i n t  d i c t a to r sh ip"  of s e v e r a l  
c l a s s e ~ ,  and, In an a d d i t i o n a l  e f f o r t  to  conceal t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  a Communist-led " c o a l i t i o n  government" .would be a 
bogus sys tem,  he e x p l i c i t l y  denies  t h a t  a p r o l e t a r i a n  
d i c t a t o r s h i p  "following the  example of the  Russian Com- 
munlats* ' .wil l  be e s t ab l i shed  i n  China. 

b o  'he-tung: On 6 o p l e ' s  Democratic D ic t a to r sh ip ,  Lawrence 
and Wishart  t t d  b )  bondon, 1950 9 P* 1s; 

Tu Shou-eu: '*Chairman bo's On t h e  People 's  Democratic Pic- 
t a t o r s h i  -- A Program f o r  the Development of t h  8 Chi nese d on and t h e  C r s s t a l l l z a t l o n  of the Ideology of Xao 
Tse-tung," in op. cit:, p. 11. 

t r i n e  on t h e  Dic t a to r sh tp  of  t h e  Proletariat, op. , c i t e  
Llu Ping-l la  :  seriously Study Coarade Ma0 Tse-tung's Doc- 

Ib id  

b n i n :  "TWO Tactics of Social Democracy in the Democratic 
- 

R8v01utlon,*9 i n  Selected Worke, Volume I, P a r t  2 ,  ope  c i t e ,  
pp. 144-146. 
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23. 

24. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29 . 

30 . 
31. 

32. 

33. 

34. 

_ .  . . .  

Lenin: S t a t e  and Revolution, I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Publ i shers ,  New 
York, 1930 # P. 33- 

Lenin: 'Two Tact ics . .  .," i n  Selected ,Works, op. c i t .  , p. 56. 

Ib ld  p.  69. 

Ib ld  p. 104. 

I ' 
-* 8 

Zbid p. 140. -* ' 
"The Problem of t h e  Character of t h e  Chinese Revolution Ap- 

pear  in Dlscuseiona on t h e  New Soviet  Book. 
Ibaterla1i611a," Peking Jen-min Jlh-pro, 28 Apr i l  1952. (For 
a n  account of t h e  Soviet d i  scussion,  see Voprosp f i l o s o f i  
(Problems of Philosophy), No. 4, 1951, Moscow, which car- 
ried a report on t h e  enlarged conference of t h e  Soviet  
I n s t i t u t e  of Philosophical  S tudies  and t h e  Department of 
Philosophy of t h e  Academy of Sciences.)  

China," Voprosy Ekonomlki, No. 3, March, 1953. 

t h e  Chinese Revolution," Peking Jen-min Jih-pao, 3 Apr i l  
1953. 

bo Tae-tung: "On New ,Democracy," In Selected Works, Volume 3, 
op. c i t . ,  p. 119. 

Chi Yun: "The Economy of  t h e  Trans i t i on  Period from Capi ta l -  
ism t o  Socialima8" Hsueh-hsi (Study), 2 October 1953. 

The f i r s t  s i g n i f i c a n t  extension of Chinese inf luence  among 
Asian Communiet p a r t h s  began s h o r t l y  af ter  t h e  e s t ab l i eh -  
ment of ' the Chinese ;Communiet regime (1 October 1949) 
when, on 23 Novembak, Liu Shao-chi t o l d  t h e  Trade Union 
Conference of Asian and Aust ra las ian  Countries t h a t  

H i s t o r i c a l  

V. Maelennikov: "On t h e  Nature of People 's  Democracy i n  

Chang Ju-hsln: "S ta l ln ' s  Great Theore t ica l  Contr ibut ions t o  

.- 
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The road taken by t h e  Chinese people i n  de- 
f e a t i n g  imperiali$m ... is t he  road t h a t  should 
be taken by t h e  people$ of many c o l o n i a i  and!., 
semi-colonial  c o u n t r i e s  i n  t h e i r  f i g h t  f o r  
national independence and people 's  democracy... 
This is t h e  roqd of Ma0 Tse-tung. (Shanghai 
Wen Hui  Pao, 25 November 1949) 

But t w o  yea r s  later, Moscow changed t h e  l i n e  
and apparent ly  p reva i l ed  on the  Chindse for a 
t i m e  to discard t h e i r  e f f o r t  t o  impose Uo's 
revolut ionary-mil i tapy model on o t h e r  Asian 
Communist movements. The concept, "Mao Tse- 
tung 's  road" -- a f e a t u r e  of Chinese propaganda 
since Liu ' s  speech of November 1949 -- disap- 
peared from Chinese pub l i ca t lons  i n  November 
1951. 

This  abrupt  t u r n  r e s u l t i n g  in s i l e n c e  took place  
simultaneously wi th  t h e  p re sen ta t ion  of a r e p o r t  
t o  t h e  S c i e n t i f i c  Conference he ld  i n  the  Orien- 
t a l  S tud ie s  I n s t i t u t e  of t he  Academy of Sciences 
USSR by t h e  p r i n c i p a l  speaker ,  Y e .  Zhukov; in 
November 1951. I n  h i s  r e p o r t ,  Zhukov had s a i d  
t h a t ,  "it would be r i s k y  t o  regard the  Chinese 
revolu t ion  as some kind of "s te reo type '  f o r  
people's-democratic r evo lu t ions  i n  o the r  coun- 
tries of Asia.tt1 (Cf. Iton t h e  Character of Pecu- 
l i a r i t i e s  of People 's  Democracy in Couatr ies  
of the E a s t , "  I zves t iya  &adem11 Nauk SSSR, 

' 

olume I X ,  No. 1, 

Althounh the  l i n e  of Wao Tse-tung's road" w a s  

Ser iya  b t O r i S ,  I .  F i l  !=ofiia. P. . . - _ .  .. m8 pP* 87) 

_ _  
therebi temporarily held in check by Moscow, 
a h o r t l y  a f t e r  S t a l i n ' s  dea th  in March 1953, 
several Asian Communist parties openly accepted 
anomer  of U o 0 p  views -- viz.  , t h e  "people 's  
democratic d i c t a to r sh ip"  or "people's d i c t a t a r -  
s h i p .  '* . 

Myat Htoo: "A Report &om Burma's Liberated Areas; t h e  Peo- 
p l e ' s  United Front Going Forward: A Single  Marxist Par ty  
to  Lead the National Right Against  Imperialism and Feu- 
dallsm,t' i n  Crossroads, New Delhi ,  Volume IV,  No. 50,  
19 Apri l  1953, pp.'8-$. 
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36. Beprinted in Shih-chieh Chih-ehlh (World Knowledge) # Peking, 
3 December 1933, 

37. Reprinted In Shih-chieh Chih-ahih, 20 May 1954. 

38. *men 'ban-wei: "Malaya and t h e  Five Year War of Resis tance,"  
Shih-chleh Chih-shih, 18 October 1953. 

39. "On t h e  Character  and P e c u l i a r i t i e s  of People 's  Democracy 
,In Countr ies  of t h e  E a s t ,  *' Ievest , iya kademi i  Nauk - SSSR. p 

op. c i t . ,  p. 80. 

40. A. Sobolev: "People's Democracy as a Born 00 P o l i t i c a l  
Organizat ion of Society,  '* Bol'shevik No 19, October 
1951', pp. 25-38. 

, .  

i 

Sobolev a p p l i e s  t h e  Lepin formula t o  China i n  t h e  way . 
S t a l i n  had appl ied  It:' "The revolu t ionary  power which 
has  been e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  China as a r e s u l t  of the  vic-  
t o r y  of t h e  a n t i - i m p e r i a l i s t ,  an t i - feudal  revolu t ion  
is, in its content ,  something l i k e  a democratic d i c t a -  
t o r s h i p  of t he  working class and peasantry." 

There was, however, a t  least one in s t ance  i n  which a 
8oviet  w r i t e r  d id  not use Lenin's formula but  Mao's. 
It  is s i g n i f i c h n t  t h a t  t h i s  occurred a f t e r  S t a l i n ' s  
death.  Colonel A. Yartynov, reviewing t h e  f i r s ' t  t h r e e  
volumes of Mao'h Selected Works i g  t he  organ of t h e  
USSR Manistry 03 'befense, Krasnaya Zvemda, 1 December 
1953, says: 

"Creat ively developing t h e  ideas of Lenlnism, 
b o  Tee-twng, in h i s  works, The Chinese Revo- 
l u t i o n  and t h e  CCP and On New Democraoy8 showed 
tha t  the  v i c t o r y  of the bourgeois-democratic rev- 
o l u t i o n  in China under t h e  l eade r sh ip  of the  pro- 
l e ta r ia t  would i n e v i t a b l y  lead  to  t h e  e s t a b l i s h -  
ment of a people 'e democratic system with a dic- 
t a t o r b h i p  "of the  a l l i a n c e  of a l l  anti-imper- 
lalirst and an t i - feudal  f o r c e s  l e d  by t h e  prole- 
tariat. '** The c r e d i t  given Ma0 by Martynov I s  a 
s t r i k i n g  depar ture  from Soviet  writers' earlier 
treatment of his view of t h e  f u t u r e  Communist 
d i c t a t o r s h i p .  
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41. Professor Benjamin Schwartz has  posed t h i s  quest ion in h i s  
e x c e l l e n t  a r t ic le ,  "China and the Soviet  Theory of Peo- 
ple's Democracy," Problems of Comunism, No. 5 ,  Volume 3, 
September-October 1934 P P o  10: "Of p a r t i c u l a r  import.. .  
was Varga's uae of t h e  phrases  vdemocr8cy of a new type'  

a t  this t i m e ,  Soviet  t h e o r e t i c i a n s  were paying some at- 
t e n t i o n  t o  Ma0 Tse-tungvs Otheoret ical  cont r ibu t ion '  t o  
Marxism-Leninem.... There is IO s t r o n g  resemblance be- 
tween /?eatures of-7 
Ma0 ' s Tnew democracy 

Diecussing t h e  Soviet  theory of 1947, Profeseror Samuel L. 

and 'new democracy.v I t  i n v i t e s  t h e  specula t ion  tha t  a. 

VargaQs 9demcracy  of a new type' and '* 

Sharp says ,  **Ma0 Tse-tung seems to  be the author  of 
t h e  term "new democracv.*'* (Cf. Samuel L. SharD: "New 
Democracy: 
spective, Volume I ,  No. 6, November l9'FI.l 

A Soviet  fhterpretation, *' American- Per- 

H. Gordon S k i l l i n g  says  that among Soviet  t h e o r i s t s  in 
1947 "the expression 'new democracyq was f o r  some t i m e  
in common usage. This was gradual ly  superseded, with- 
o u t  explanat ion,  during 1948 0y t h e  term q p e o p l e p s  

(Cf .  H. Gordon SkiPlinet: **PeoOleqs Democracy in Soviet 
which is i nva r i ab ly  used a t  the present time." 

Theory," 
Volume 3, No. 2, December 1951.) 

Soviet  Studi&, Volime 3, No. 1, Ju ly  1951 rand 

42. Benjamin Schwartz, Problems of 
Mao, of course,  c a r e f u l l y  avoids 
or hegemony of t h e  f r o n t  or *%PQc'~ i n  his "On Coal i t ion  
Government of 1945. onnay after 1947 does C m & e  ex- 
P l i C i t  t h  e **leaderahPp*q role of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  Qd ,e. , 
t h e  CCP) in t h e  f r o n t ,  openly say ing  in 1949 t h a t  t h e  
f o u r  classes In the new state of 'epeopPevs democratic 
d i c t a t o r s h i p  ... wPBP b0 under t he  Readership of the work- 
i n g  class and t h e  CCP. .** and "we have' t h e  people 's  
democratic dictatoreFiip led  by t h e  working class (throu h 
t h e  CCP) . . .'* firnlalphasla suppl ied7  
ocratic DictaTorahip, ope cit7, pp. 15 and 22.) 

] 

(On t h e  People 's  

The revision of t h e  theory of **pcoplevs democracy" by 
Soviet writers in 1948 as a r e s u l t  of t h e  S ta l in-Ti to  
break and s i g n s  of pollycslntrism i n  Eas te rn  Europe, 
t oge the r  wi th  t h e  f i n a l  CCP takeover in China in 1949, 
obviated any f u r t h e r  pre tense  by Ma0 t ha t  a genuine 

- 19 - 
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c o a l i t i o n  or f r o n t  of p a r t i e s  or classes would be 88- 
t ab l i shed .  When, t he re fo re ,  The Chinese Revolution 
and t h e  CCP (February 1939) and On Hew Democra 
uary 1940) were r e p r i n t e d  in the post-1943 
bo's Selec ted  Works, t h e  phrase "under t h e  l eade r sh ip  
of t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t ' *  was i n s e r t e d  i n t o  those passages 
which d iscussed  t h e  j o i n t  d i c t a t o r s h i p  of several rev- 
q lu t iona ry  classes. 

43. "Report of Dimitrov on the Tasks of the  Working Class," i n  
VI.1 Congress of' t h e  Communist I n t e r n a t i o n a l :  Abrl 

P* 148. 
Qtenogi-aphic R e p 0  rt of t h  e Proceedings, lib scow, 1 

44. .  "Resolution on t h e  Report of Comrade Dimitrov," i b id . ,  
p. 579. F 

45. "Report of Dimitrov . . . , * I  op. c i t . ,  pp. 174-175. 

46. "Report of Dlmitrov a t  t h e  F i f t h  Congress of the Bulgarian 
Communist Par ty ,"  19 December 1948, i n  Free Bulgaria ,  
1 January 1949, p. 6. 

democracy, T r a l n l n  s t a t e d  t h a t  " the  main d r iv ing  fo rces  
of t he  new democracy a r e  the people: t h e  workers and 
peasants ,  who are jo ined  by the  progress ive  part of t h e  
bourgeois ie ,  I t s  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a ,  and va r ious  democratic 
s t r a t a  of t he  p e t t y  bourgeoisie." (Cf. I. P. Trainin: 
"Democracy of 8 Specia l  v p e ,  Sovetskoie Qosudsrstvo 1 - Pravo (Soviet  Government and Law), No. 1, 194'7;) 

Tra in in ' s  d e s c r i p t i o n  is a s t r a igh t fo rward  Maoist one 
of t h e  classes p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  s t a t e  Wwer s t r u c -  
t u r e .  Also p r e s e n t  I s  b o ' s  phraseB "new democracy." 

47. P r i o r  to t h e  1948 r e v i s i o n  of the Soviet  theory of people 's  

, 

..u 
. I  
= I  

I 

. -  . 
I 

Following t h e  S ta l in-Ti to  break and 1948 r e v i s i o n  of t h e  
Soviet  theory,  Pravdavs  ch ief  e d i t o r ,  Pospelov,, wrote on 
22 January 1949-0 regime of people 's  democracy 
performs t h e  func t ion  of a d i c t a t o r s h i p  of t h e  prole- 
t a r i a t  i n  auppressing and abol i sh ing  c , a p i t a l i s t  ele- 
ments, buer  solving t h e  problem of t h  e t r a n s i t i o n  from 
capitalism to  socialism. *' fimphasis supp l i ed7  . . .  - - 
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48. Hu Chiao-mu: T h i r t  Years o f . t h e  CCP, Jen-min mu-pan She, 
Peking, August l g S Z  , second edit1 on, p. 76. 

The preamble to  the Cons t i t u t ion  of the People*s  Rgpub- 
l i c  of China (adopted 20 8 eptember 1954) states tha t  
t h e  regime is *'a poop le t s  democratic d i c t a to r sh ip . "  
Article 5 i nc ludes  * * c a p i t a l i s t  ownership" as a b a s i c  
form of ownership of the  means of production and 
Article 10 says t h a t  **The s ta te  p r o t e c t s  t h e  r i g h t  of 
c a p i t a l i s t s  to  own means of production and o t h e r  cap-'- 
i ta1 according t o  law."  (Cf. Cons t i tu t ion  o f , t h e  Peo- 
le's Republic of China, Foreign Languages Presls, Peki'ng, ' 

g54, PP. 3, 10 8 and 1 '9.1 

49. Wu Chiang: "The Trans i t i bn  Period and t h e  Class  Struggle ,"  
Esueh-hsi, Peking, 2 June 1954. 

50. "In essence,  there is no d i f f e rence  between s t a t e -cap i t a l i sm 
under a d i c t a t o r s h i p  of the  p r o l e t a f i a t  and s ta te-cap-  
l t a l l s m  under a peopleOs democratic d i c t a t o r s h i p  ..." (Cf .  
T i  Chao-pai: "State-Capitalism i n  Our Trans i t i on  Period,"  
Bsueh-hsi, 2 February 1954 ,) 

O t h b r  writers s ta ted i n  late 1953 and 1954 t h a t  **In es- 

I 
1 

I 

some** t h e  two d i c t a t o r s h i p s  were similar. I 
I 
I Tha l o g i c  of t h i s  approach escaped many. 

Kuang-yuan ventured an explanat ion t o  p a r t y  members: 
"People might ask: Since t h e  peop levs  democratic dicta- ~ 

t o r s h i p  in China is now e s s e n t i a l l y  a form of t h e  d i c t a -  
t o r s h i p  of the  p r o l e t a r i a t ,  how are w e  ta  exp la in  t h e  
f a o t  t h a t  the n a t i o n a l  bourgeois ie  has  t h e  r i g h t  t o  vote? .... Under present  condi t ions  i n  China; the  m a j o r i t y  of 
t h e  bourgeois ie  f i n d  it poss ib l e  t o  accept  socialism; 
t h e r e f o r e ,  w e  must keep them as our  a l l y  ... and l e t  them 
t ake  up Important work In t h e  government 'at a l l  l e v e l s  
. . . .* I  (*'The Class Nature of China's PeopleOa Democratic 
Dic t a to r sh ip ,  ** Haueh-lksi, 2 November 1956 .) Yu also 
sltated t h a t  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t s  were needed for economic 
cons t ruc t ion  =- an argument which Liu  Shao-chi had 
stressed in his '  political report to t h e  CCP's Eighth 
Congrese in September 1966. 

Theor is t  Yu 

51. Lenin: S t a t e  and Revolution, op. cit . ,  p. 31. 
I 

1 .  



52. "The Political Report of the Central Committee of the CCP to 
the Blgh-th Natfonal Congress of the Party," delivered by 
Llu Shao-chi on 18 September 1956, In Eighth National 
Congress of the CCP: Volume I ,  Documents, Foreign Lan- 
guages Press, Peking, 1950 8 P* 19. 

b3. Y. Pavlov: V h o  BenefItaSrt*, Pravda, 18 December 1956. 
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