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i< *China: Ultra-Communism

Down on the ‘F arm

ISAAC DEUTSCHER

HiLe the workd’s atiestion has

beea focused on the Quemoy
crisis, Red China has been in the
throes of a new and gigantic do-
mestic upheaval, resulung Lom an
attempt 1o organize the whole peas
aniry, iive huadred million people,

in "comsnunes.” This is the third.

uphcaval that rural China has un-
dergons in this decade, First, the
landlords were expropriated and
their land waa shared out among
the peasants, who were offiwially en-
wouraged  to continue as
farmers. Then, m the middle 195Q's,
more than a hundred million privats
farmstcads wete reosganiced nwo
“co-operatives,” modcled cuentially
on Soviet collective farms. Amd mow
the Communist Chinese rulers, swov-
ing ahcad ol their Soviet cvuntes-
© parta, are going beyond that stage of
collectiviaation and replacing the
collective farm by the commune, |

Qf these thres upheavals, none has
gone &3 decp an this one, los name
has made such decp inreads inte the
uaditional mode of lite of the peas
antry, which siill constituces four-
fiths of China’s popalation. Thess
can be mo doubs that the deaee
which initiated the "movement for
the commune” is, i only because of
the vast scale ol the movenent, one
of the most signibcant svenis of our
ume. ,

Fuster and Farther

The iirea of the comnunc is not new,
~ Shortly after the Bohhevik Revolu-
tion, in the years 1918-1923, it was
tried out in Russia on a sunll scale.
But that experiment ended in fail
ure, The Rumian commumns had
been formed by groups of ideslists
who hoped 10 set an cxample for the
mas of peasantry. Within the com-
mune, which in this respect difiered
essentially from the kolkboz of larer
vears, all privawe property was abol-
ished. Land, cattle, and agriculiurad
implements were owaed in common.

.+ Fhe members of the commune were

private.

not to get individual incomes but 0
draw oa the commune’s income in
an cgalitarian manner or “according
to their needs” The experiment
failed because the Russian peasam
reoained attached 10 bhis private
farmuecad. Communiut farming. or-
ganized on an extremely low level
of agricultural eechaique. was wo
poot to attract him. Afier a few yran
the cospmunes, disaredited and ridi-
culed, were dissolved.

\a\'bl Sealin Jater g1 ok i cafbnc-
tiyize (asming be forbade cvery men.
tion ol the cosmmune. Ever since, the
commune has remained under same-
thiog liks an ideolagical ban in the
Sovigt Unism. In ibe bolkhog she.
peasants «ill own privaiely small
plots of land and abowt halt the
caitle; shey, trde their prodice o

the maubets; and they draw uncqual
incomes from the kolkhoz so that in
cach there are “rich” and poor peas-
ants just as there are rich and poor
kolkhazes. The Rmsian collective

content with this degree of collec.
tivization, have now saardiagly re
habilitated the commune, They hawe
decided 10 move henceforth on the,

until the sructure of the village re.
sembles that of a collertivist 1own,
Thewe
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state-owned mdustry. In contrast, the
Chinese commune is to (ombine
local industry with farming

The reform has abso an impor tant
military aspect. The commune is 10
possess ity own wilitia, a territorial
military unit tied to the productive
unit, so thar the “armed hand™ of
the commune will participate in pro-
ductive work and that “productive
work will increasingly be organ-
ized along military lines.” This again
is an idea that was originally devel-
oped in Russia, in the early years of
the revolution, when Trotsky “mili.
tarized” labor and organized the
bulk of the Red Army as territorial
militias attached to productive unirs.
These experiments were gradually
abandoned in Russia after the civil
war. The workers revolted against
the militarization of labor, and in
later years the militias were consid-
ered to be inadequate lor sodern
wartare. Further, since Trotsky hud
been the originator of these experi-
ments, a stigma has attached to them
ever since. Mao Tee-tung, however,
has not been averse to drawing his
ideas from the main fount of Com-
munist heresy. His scheme has in
deed 2 super-Trotskyist favor: Trots.
ky never attempted to militarice
labor on the sale of Mao's plan, and
he undertook the experiment only
under the stress of Russia’s economic
collapse in the final phase of the
civil war,

hlno's MOTIVES [o1 this stupendous
undertaking are varied and in-
terconnected, and they are all rooted
in the manifold disproportions be-
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tween China's aspiratidns and re.”

soutces. Thete s, foua of all. the
general laik of bhalance  between
China’s population and wealth. Mao
and his pupily are no Malthusians
they hold that the larger the nation's
manpower, the more can it procduce
(especially when o des not have ta
produce for prohe onlv) and the
quicker  can  the wealth
Kl‘l)“’

But Mao realies that although
this principle may be valid in the
long run, the immediate pressure of
China's population on ity means of
subsistence is severe, and that it maost
become even more vevere with the
popular expectation of a1 higher
standard of living By roncentrating
the whole rurat poputation in large
but compact productive unity and
by nuoduding a new division of
labor within the unin, Muo hopes
he will be able ta achieve a dramatic
rise in the national procductivity of
labor.

Mao belicves—his entourage tell
evervone who cares 1o fisten—that he
has avoided and can continue to
avoiud Swlin’s major ervory in col-
lectivlzation  and  industrialization.
In collectivization. Maao savs, Stalin
relied primarily on coercion. In in
dustrialization. he relied almost ex.
clusively on largescate and long
term schemes, as o consequence of
which all links between industry and
larming wcre severed for a time.
Saviet  larnming, unsupported by
smallscale local indusn v, was bound
to fail belund badly duning the
tamsition xviod, before the new
industry wav readv provide i

ation’s

;

R
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“with enough machines, tractos, pnd
fertlizer.

The Pl;n'a Advantages

“These, then, ate the major mistakes

against which Mo v on his guard
Of course the Chinese feaders, oo,
have then ambitiom largescale and
long-termy indistnial whemes  thae
should allow them 10 overtake Great
Britain industrially within 2 few
vears. China's coal output is alreach
aboat av high o Britain's, and i
output of stecl v about halt s large
But even atter Ching has won this
race - race witched with  bated
breath by the whole of Ava-—its pet
capita indusmial output will srill he
only one pwelith o1 one-thinteenth of
the British China's large wale indus
try will ot ver be able 1o absarh
mote thaen # tiny Iraction of its rural
surphis: and iy agriculture mav arifl
remain starved of iron, steel. and
machinery. Hence Mao's emphasiy
on the combination of indusers and
agriculiure mithin the commune.

That industry can be only of a
most hackward character: it will con
sist of primitive workshops and will
be  based on  old fashioned handi
cralt. But even this w better than no
industry 2t 4l The communes
primiuve workshops can keep the
commune's  fanm supplied  with
plows unuil enough tractors amd ma
chines are  torthcoming trom  the
madern government-built plants 1o
val rural industry many alvo soon ab
wirh  the surplus nial population
and give many peasants preliminan
indusirial traivung betore thev are
transterred to urthan industry The
COMIIUNE In [0 MEIVE A% 2 TeSeryY Ol
of semiskidied industrial minpower
on which the planming aothorities
can gradualhy draw.

The mulicary aspect of the com
mune. which has been greatly plaved
up during the QGuemos (rinis, fits 1
with this pattern Already some vears
ago Pekimg promutgated a law winro
ducing conscripnion, but 1t has been
a dead letrer The armed torces have
not been in e position to take in the
marny nttlions of voung men who
every vear hecome hable for military
service Phete have not been enough
barrwo ks not cnough equipment, not
envugh trianing staths Now the mal
hoos o potential comanpts are 10
recene af feast |hn,unth(.|r\ aining
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Finaly, it goes without saving
that Peking's rulers expect 10 gain
abvious  political  advantages. It
should be easier to excrt political
comtraol over a pt-a'mmly concentrat-
ed in Agrotowns than over a dis
persed rural population.

Are the Chinese [)iﬂerent.?

It the objectives ot the Chinese
movememt for communes are clear
envugh. its prospects are hasy. How,
one wonders, have the Chinese peas-
ants received the latest orders and
slogans issued from Peking? How do
they react to this blow that Muao'’s
party has struck against private prop-
erty and the waditiunal way of life
of rural China? Are the Chinese
peasants really devoid of the “indi-
vidualistic instincts”” that have made
peasants in so many other countries
put up a desperate resistance to col-

lectivizationz When the Soviet peas-

ants revolted against Stalin's forcible
collectivization, they slaughtered half
their cattle, unashed implements,
and set fire to their crops, thus to
some extent defeating cotlectivization
even while they themselves were be-
ing crushed. Is some such determined

. revolt now latent in the Chinese

countryside? Or are the peasants
joining the communes “with enthusi-
asm,” as Peking claims and as some
recent western travelers believe?

It is dificult not only for outsiders
and foreign travelers but even for
the rulers in Peking o judge what
is going on in the hearts of 2 maw
of half a billion people. But it may
be that Mao Tse-tung and his party
are now getting dividends from the
caution and fexibility with which,
in contrast to Stalin and his follow-
ers, they arranged the opening phascs
of collectivization some years ago.
Stalin at first attempted o impose
whaolesale collectivization at a stroke
and to confiscate all the peasants’
belongings: only bloady resistance
forced him to retreat, to compromise,
to make concessions 1o the peasants’
“property instincts” in order to save
the general framework of the collec
tive farm. The initial collision, how-
ever, was so violent that memories
ol it survive in the Soviet Union to
this day and even now weigh upon
relations between state and peas
antry. The Chinese collectivization

November 13, 1958

not led to any (omparable conflict
and shock. The peasantry was drawn
into the co-operatives gradually and
mildly. The farmer’s proverbial in-
dividualism, which revolied against
Stalin’s raw surgery, appears to have

fallen inwo a coma under Mao's an-

esthetic neatment.

The differene in results has
shown up quickly. Saalin's collectivi-
zation was followed by a steep and
prolonged decline in the productivi-
ty of Suviet agriculture and the death
of millions in famines. Man's collec-
tivization, on the contrary, ham led to
a steady rise in farming output. This
has been accounted for in part by
the building of anti-floxd dams and
by large-scale irrigation works, which
were more easily undertaken with
collectively organized labor than
with the old-time individualistic vil-

lagers. In any case, this year China

has a record harvest, neaily twice
as large as last year's and more than
three times larger than the Jast bar-
vest bLelore the revelution. The
achievemnent is all the more remark-

able because it has been obtained

- with the mast prisgitive techmical

means, mainly on the basis of co
ted manual labor. r

Unlike the Soviet peasants of the
1930’s, the Chinese have seen their
well-being improving rapidly with
collectivization, however modest that
improvement may be by any western
standard. These benefis seem o
have weakened their attachment to
private farming and perhaps even
reconciled them to a eollectivist
economny. Having secured this favor-
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may fnd it easier w take the peas
ants a stage further toward the com-
mune. He still proceeds with great
caution and keeps his avenues of re-
treat open. He plans to draw out the
whole process of reorganization over
a number of years. He delays the in-
troduction of an egalitarian distribu-
tion of income within the commune
and tries to give due weight to indi-
vidual rewards and incentives. He
warns the Communists against the
use of coercion against the peasanu,
and at the same time hc seeks w
overwhelm the peasanury’s mind
with 2 most intemsive propaganda
for the commune. With zn already
tavorable start, with the use of such
varied ways and means, and with so
much subtlety, his régime may uc-
ceed where mo other Communist
government has succeeded. .

However, this is only a hypothet-
jical view of the prospects; some
time must elapae before the reaction
of the Chinese ntry can be
gauged. It is sill possible that the
experiment will crash spectacularly
and cause grave social turmeoil.

Damuning with Ne Pralse

In Rumia these latest Chinese de-
velopments have been greeted with
reserve and tacit irony. Pravds pubd-
lished the decree of the Central Com-
mittee of the Chinese Communist
Party on September 11, but more
than a month later the Soviet pres
still refrained from giving its bless-
ing to the move. While its pages were
full of declarations of solidarity with
China over the Quemoy conflict and
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of plowmg tnibates 1o Mao's other
domestc achicvements, no mention
was made of (hiv latest and most
momenious domestic development.
Such silence speaks Jouder than any
amount ol comment.

Not only is Maoscow  skeptical
about Muao's latest undertaking, it
also yenses heresy, Khrushchev many
resent the tact that Mao is fulfilling
the Agrotown scheme. which he him:
self had 10 abandon. More impor
_tant, the whole uend of Chinese
domestic policy s in implicit con-
flict with Soviet policy. Khrushchey
has just made 2 seriey of impuortant
concessions 1o the peasais. relaxing
the Stalinist rigors of collectiviza:
tion: he has <wld the state-owned
machine tractor stations to the col
lective farms, he has treed the peas
ants  from  compulsory  food  de-
liveties, and he has anempred 1o
place the ccamomic relationship be-
tween state and peasanury on some
thing like a market basis. To Soviet
cars there is something almost blas
phemous in the Chinese talk about
the commune’s superiority to any
ordinary collective farm, it only be-
cause for years to come the Chinese

commune will be bawd on 2 tech-

nical level of farming far lower than
that prevailing in the Soviet kolkhoz
Similarly, the Chinese territorial
militias with their “soldier<itizens”
and  “soldier-laborers”  have 100
muwch ot the ecarly Bolshevik aura
about them to please the present
Soviet rulers.

Evidently the Chinese leaders are
taking their talk about their own
“road to socialism™ much more seri-
ously than the Russians like. Sconer
or later these implicit divergencies
between the Soviet and Chinese at-
titudes may give rise 10 new con
troversy in the Communist camp.
The whole course of collectivization
in China is unmistakably, if only
implicitly, a critique of the Soviet
road to socialism,

Mos(‘nw appears to be as appre-

hensive about Mao's presem
“ultraradical” deviation from Stalin-
ist or post-Stalinist orthodoxy as it
was two years about his “ultra-
liberal” Hundred Flowers policy. In
Moscow's view, Mao went too far in
promising freedom of expression and
was compelled to reimpose mono-
lithic discipline. Is he not now in-
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dadiging o ddn rerocs Dasions abo
the peasaninys willgnew n weee pl
the commune? I both Cases Mao's
ambiuons  nun have  exceeded
China's resourned and punsitnlities
When he tricd 1o carry de Staliniza
tiont turther thun the Russians had
carrzed 11, he gnoed the circum
stance that the basic tacten hehind
Sovier de-Stalinization was Sovier in
dustrial and  education Progress,
which had become iz omoarible with
many of the toralitaran pracrces of
the Stalin era

Mao has sinee dissovered that his
cssavs an “hberadvation  accord il
with the maw divipline that i re-
quired in the ininal phase of forced
indastrialization On the other hand.,
Mmscow is inclined 19 take the view
that China s industrially and social-
Iy too backward for the “advanced
forms of socialism’ which Mao now
attempts to toster  The Soviet Union,

Pandit Nehru'’s

with oy poscerbul stare-omned roda.
sy Litnd ot vasthy expandod sotoon
workeng class, sl shoinks tone 4.
perning the Agrtotown and the conn.
INUNC ON 1y Prasantr
tvely nuah weaker vivd vin the state
and the wban workimg Jlas than
18 the Chinese [easantry Is it
then, reckless of Mao to dety
imdividustinm of his prasantry

which iwrela

fraal

the

Vrmq skr the questions pondered
v the giardians of orthodoxs
s the policvinakers in Mimcow
But mrach more than arthadaxs and
dogma i imvohved, T the movemem
tor the commune succeeds 1n Chana
the Soviet ruders may well be tempt
ed o1 diiven to tollow in Mao's oot
steps: Khrushchev may then take up
once agan his Agrotown scheme. and
the upheaval now shaking rural
China may well spread w the Sovicr
Union.

One-Party Democracy

GEORGE BAILEY

HE oy of “Crivs in the Congress
~ WRGHT went  up inomediately
when, €arly last Mav. Nehrn expressed
his intenuon of withdrawing “for
some time” brom ofice. The clamor
did not die down even when. shortly
afterward, he seitled for 4 month’s
vacation and agreed 0 vay on. A
number of things lent substance to
the widespread conteation that the
Congress Party was disintegrating
First, there was the diamutic success
of the Communist Party of India in
the state of Kerala Lust vear, when
the Communists managed to form a
|coalition government there. Next
came a governmental crisis in the
state of Orissa, when the Congres
held ministry 1esigned on orders
from the cenuai party high com

mand. Shorty afterward. 4 confused
intraparty scaruial broke aut in the
Punjab, where some of the chiet

inister's relatives had abused their
family connections lor political pur

ses. Finally, Congress Party candi
ates were sucaessively defeated in

byelections in Devicolam {Kerala)
bv a Communist and in Gergod
(Punjabi by an independent.

There were other somber deveop
ments. The government's muwh
heralded and strongly backed Conn
munity Development Freggramm
seemed 1o be bogging down.  Lhe
chronic anemia of India's forewwn
exchange 1eserves had become acute.
despite Prime Minister Nehru's dy
versionary mollifications.

But for 4ll this, and serious as
much of it was and aull is, the
Congress Party crisis soon became on
ly the crisis that wmight have been i
Nehru had resigned. The fact thae
he did not resign decided the issue -
at least lar the present and probably
tor a loug time 1o come.

Il worin se difoult 1o EXAKRET AT

Nehrua's  prestige in hiv home
ountv He is the daling of 1l
people and ras he ome pictured bam
wll ma chaprer of his aatobuoyg’
taphy which has been expurgated
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