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CHINESE WOMEN IN THE
GREAT LEAP FORWARD

This collection of true stories describes the part being played by Chinese women in
building the new, socialist China. Here are the facts about their enhanced position in the home
and in society; about their happy, busy life and the profound changes that have taken place
in their ways of thinking.

Many sides of life and work are touched on: housewives doing a job of industrial work:
family life in the people’s communes; changes in the marriage system after liberation: an
actress’s experiences before and after liberation: the emancipation of a Tibetan slave woman:
the new lifc of a former prostitute. ... Here too is a story of a heroic Chinese woman “Auntic
Peng™; who did revolutionary work for over thirty years against the Kuomintang reactionaries,

right up to the time of liberation, and is now enjoying a happy old age.

Size: 132 Paper bound Richly illustrated

Women in the People’s Communes

The 75 photographs with captions in this album graphically show the tremendous
advantages the people’s communes have brought to the women of China’s rural areas.

The people’s communes first appeared in the Chinese countryside in 1958. Bigger than
the former co-operative farms, they combine industry, agriculture, trade, education and mili-
tary affairs, and their management and the local government administration are merged. With-
in a year they were demonstrating their immense advantages and potentialities by setting in
motion a big leap forward in production and socialist construction in the countryside (that
affects every aspect of the peasants’ life and work). They enjoyed national support. It was
part of their advantages that they could set up large numbers of community dining-rooms,
nurseries, kindergartens, tailoring shops and other collective welfare institutions, that socialize
domestic work and have released millions of village women from household drudgery, so that
they can now go out to work, get an education and technical skill and take part in various
social activities alongside their menfolk. This has opened the way for the achievement of
true equality between men and women and the growth of a happy, harmonious and close-
knit family and community life giving unparalleled opportunities for the development of the
individual.

48 pages in monotone photogravure Size: 18.5 % 16.3 cm.

Published in English, Russian, French, German, Spanish,
Japanese, Hindi, Vietnamese and Arabic editions.
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ROUND THE WEEK

Happy Landing !

An  unforgettable welcome was
given to the more than two thousand
overseas Chinese who returned to the
motherland from Indonesia aboard
four ships specially sent by the Chi-
nese People’s Government to bring
them back. As the vessels pulled
alongside the wharves at Whampoa
harbour, Canton, on February 29, a
full-throated roar of welcome went
up [rom the four thousand people
who had gathered there. To the
clash of cymbals and drums and
Joyous singing, people swarmed to
the ships' side, waving bouquets and
colourful balloons in welcome. It
was a deeply moving moment to the
returnees, most of whom had had to
overcome great difficulties before
their return as a result of the anti-
Chinese activities stirred up by cer-
tain influential circles in Indonesia.

The first to come down the gang-
way and step on Chinese soil was a
T7-year-old grandmother with her
grandson. Liao Cheng-chih, Chair-
man of the Overseas Chinese Affairs
Commission and of the Committee
for the Reception and Settlement of
Returned  Overseas Chinese, and
Chen Yu, Governor of Kwangtung
Province, immediately went forward
to greet her. The rest of the clderly
returnees followed, supported by keen
young helpers of the reception per-
sonnel. Customs inspectlors lent a hand
carrying children down from the
ships. A baby had been born at sea
on one of the ships. Medical staff
had everything ready to carry it and
its mother off to a maternity hos-
pital. While the disembarkation pro-
ceeded. scores of students dressed in
the colourful costumes of China’s
many nationalities danced in welcome.

The big rally held that day in
Whampoa was attended by representa-
tives of all sections of the people of
Kwangtlung and Canton. Welcoming
and expressing the whole country’s
deep solicitude for all the returnees.
Liao Cheng-chih announced that
China would, if necessary, send more
ships to bring back those overseas

Chinese who wished to return. But
this, he continued, would not lessen
the responsibility of the Indonesian
Government in getting them back to
their homeland. Liao Cheng-chih
dwelt on the fact that People’s China
has always been friendly to Indonesia.
Overseas Chinese there have abided
by the laws and decrees of the In-
donesian Government and lived on
very good terms with the Indonesian
people. But discrimination and anti-
Chinese activities have been stirred
up by certain influential Indonesian
circles last year. He added that if
the Indonesian Government were
really willing, on the basis of the
Five Principles and the Bandung
spirit. to maintain friendly relations
with China. it should co-operate with
China “to settle through negotiations
the existing overseas Chinese ques-
tion. safeguard the proper rights and
interests of the overseas Chinese and
facilitate the return of those who wish
to come back.”

Three days later, two more ships
sent by the Chinese Government
brought back another 1.600 overseas
Chinese from Indonesia. These docked
at the modern port of Chanchiang in
southern Kwangtung, and were given
a no less enthusiastic welcome home.
Liao Cheng-chih and other leading
officials went to Chanchiang specially
from Canton to receive them. Many
ol the returnees had suffcred harrow-
ing experiences. Among them was
72-year-old Lo Ho-lin who had been
a handicraft worker in Tjilamaja,
West Java. [or more than fifty years.
Last December when the anti-Chinese
aclivities were at their height, six
fully-armed Indonesian military police
beat him to the ground and severely
wounded him. His wounds have not
completely healed even after three
months, and he had to be helped
down [rom the ship. With tears of
joy in his eyes, he thanked the re-
ception  personnel for the care his
motherland had shown him.

In the city of Canton, three thou-
sand people from all walks of life
gathered at the Sun Yat-sen auditori-
um, on March 1. to give the returnees
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Whampoa Welcomes Returning Overseas Chinese
Sketch by Fu Sheng, Fu Li and Tsul Feng

a second big welcome home. With
Chu Kuang, Mayor of Canton, pre-
siding, the Governor of Kwangtung
Chen Yu welcomed them on behalf
of the Kwangtung Provincial Com-
mittee of the Chinese Communist
Party, the Provincial People’s Coun-
cil and all the 38 million people of
Kwangtung. “Our strong mother-
land,” he said, “is the surest sale-
guard for overscas Chinese.” The
sending of ships, the first time this
was ever done by a Chinese Govern-
ment, to bring home those persecuted
overseas is convincing proof of this.

In his address to the rally, Liao
Cheng-chih said: “Influential groups
in Indonesia, instigated by the im-
perialists, have carried on this anti-
Chinese campaign since the latter
part of last year in an attempt to
divert the Indonesian pcople from
their struggles against imperialism
and for democracy and to disrupt
friendly relations between China and
Indonesia. The Indonesian people
oppose these anti-Chinese activities,
and far-sighted Indonesian individuals
have warned against them. Never-
theless these activities have not been
stopped. ... These anti-Chinese activi-
ties are in violation of the principles
laid down at the Bandung Con-
ference, in the Joint Communique of
Foreign Ministers Chen Yi and Suban-
drio and the spirit of the Treaty on
Dual Nationality concluded between
the two countries. They also run
counter to the tradition of friendship
between China and Indonesia which
has years of history behind it.” Ex-
pressing his belief that disputes
which may arise between countries

4

opposing imperialism and colonialism
can be solved through f{riendly ne-
gotiations, he added: “The question
of overseas Chinese in Indonesia is
not merely one of Indonesia’s internal
affairs, because it concerns the live-
lihood and safely of the broad masses
of overseas Chinese. It is something
that concerns both China and In-
donesia. Only a negotiated solution
can benefit the maintenance of
friendly relations between the two
countries.”

In conclusion Liao Cheng-chih de-
scribed to the returnees the great
changes that have come about in
China over the past few years. He
told them that a bright future was
waiting ahead for them all. He ex-
pressed the hope that all the returnees
would continue to display diligence,
staunchness and patriotism, raise
their cultural level and deepen their
political understanding so as to make
greater contributions to the building
of socialism in China.

Kwanglung, Fukien and several
other provinces, which have already
got special organizations to rececive
and settle returnees, are making
ready to scttle these new arrivals.
Hostels in many stale-run overseas
Chinese farms and many special
schools for studenis are being ex-
panded. The State Planning Com-
mission, the State Economic Commis-
sion and all other central government
departments concerned have given
prompt and efficient attention to re-
ception work. Building materials,
facilities and all other necessities have
been quickly allocated and trans-
ported to the wvarious towns and

villages where most of the overseas
Chinese will settle down.

Some of the new arrivals have al-
ready left Canton for various destina-
tions of their own choice. Some
have gone to take up new work in
farms or factories in various parts of
the country. Students who are in
need are given subsidies by the
schools in which they are studying.
Among those who returned earlier, a
small number of the older people
went back to their native villages to
spend happy days with their relatives,
while the great majority of them
have found jobs or entered schools
in Canton, Peking, Chibi (Fukien) or
other places. Those who have chosen
to work in the state-run overseas
Chinese farms have been given a
hearty welcome at grand mass meet-
ings on their arrival.

N.P.C. to Meet

The Second National People’s Con-
gress of the People’s Republic of
China will convene in Peking late this
month for its second session. At the
same lime, the Third National Com-
mitltee of the Chinese People’s Polit-
ical Consultative Conference will be
holding its sccond session. This was de-
cided at a joint meeting of the Stand-
ing Committee of the N.P.C. and the
National Committee of the C.P.P.C.C.
Prior to the sessions, deputies to the
N.P.C. and members of the National
Committee of the C.P.P.C.C. will go
on inspection tours in various parts of
the country.

The coming N.P.C. session will hear
a report on the work of the Govern-
ment, decide on the 1960 national eco-
nomic plan and examine and approve
the final financial accounts for 1959
and the State Budget for 1960.

Steel Leads the Way

March finds China striding ahead in
her drive for more iron and steel. The
call of the workers of Peking's Shih-
chingshan Iron and Steel Works to
fulfil output targets for the first
quarter of the year ahead of schedule
has sparked activity in all the steel
centres of the nation. The Shihching-
shan workers themselves are set to
reach their goals for steel, pig iron and
rolled steel output 24, 5 and 2
days respectively ahead of schedule.
They pledged to do this at a meeling
of outstanding workers on February
26.
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Anshan, China’s “Steel Capital,”
sent an enthusiastic reply to this chal-
lenge. Its workers are determined to
win the lead in the currenlt emulation
drive. In three days of discussions,
they devised concrete, practical plans
to overfulfil all major targets for the
first quarter, pledging to produce 14.4
per cent more steel, 8.5 per cent more
pig iron and 7.3 per cent more rolled
steel this month than the last. They
are sure they can do it. Since January
this year, new inventions and innova-
tions have been the order of the day.
By February 26, more than 400,000 ra-
tionalization proposals had been put
forward. Many of these helped to slice
a way through crucial problems and
open the road to an all-time high in
output. The Shihchingshan challenge
spurred them to further efforts in this
technical revolution: it put them on
their mettle to hold their place in the
van on China’s steel front.

Shanghai’s steelworkers, too, have
taken up the challenge. They plan to
raise steel and rolled steel output this
month by 10 per cent and 20 per cent
respectively over February. In Wuhan,
Paotow, Chungking, Taiyuan and
other steel centres, the workers are
emulating one another in a concerted
effort to win their first victory in this
first spring of the historic 1960s, and
lay a solid foundation for a continued
leap forward in iron and steel produc-
tion this year.

One of the coveted prizes in this
campaign is the championship for the
highest utilization coefficient of blast
and electric furnace operations. Work-
crs of the Anshan No. 9 blast furnace,
one of the largest in the country, are
making a reach for the title by in-
creasing average daily output per
cubic metre of furnace volume from
2.351 tons in January to 2.5 tons this
month. The Penki iron smelters who
have defended their title against all
comers for 23 months are ready not
only to hold but to increase their lead.
They are very conscious of the fact
that a new serious challenge is now
coming from the giants of the
industry.

The small and medium-sized blast
furnaces that have sprung up in the
last two years are also forging ahead.
Now passing through their formative
stages, they are showing astonishing
potential strength. Their average co-
efficient of utilization has now risen
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to one ton; in Anhwei it is approach-
ing 1.7 tons, a more than creditable
feat in view of the fact that a little
over a year ago their average co-
efficient of utilization stood at only 0.5
ton. It will not be long when they will
be challenging the big, modern
furnaces of the key iron and steel
centres,

The kaimenhong (opening the door
to red or a red beginning) mass move-
ment initiated at the turn of the year
has given iron and steel production a
flying start. Output figures for the
first two months of 1960 showed an
all-round increase over the same
period last year. The initial successes
gained leave little doubt that the na-
tion’s steelworkers will overfulfil the
first quarter’'s production targets, first
step to crowning the whole year red
with greater victories.

New Year in Lhasa

Visitors to Lhasa are immediately
struck by the difference between the
city today and that of a year ago,
when the hand of the reactionary
upper strata of Tibet laid heavy on
the land. The Tibetan people cele-
brated their traditional New Year's
Day on February 27, and Lhasa was
lively and gay, bustling with the ac-
tivity of a people reborn after the
rebellion in March last year was
quelled and the age-old feudal serf
system overthrown.

Streets were colourfully bedecked.
The Five-Star National Flag flew atop
the Polala Palace and from the roofs
of the people’s houses; arches, bright
with paper flowers. were set up on the
streets, and red paper scrolls cele-
brating the New Year sparkled on the
gates of public buildings and private
homes. Holiday-makers thronged the
streets: children dressed in new
clothes added to the holiday atmos-
phere by setting off firecrackers and
flying colourful balloons. Early in
the morning on New Year’s Day,
women dressed in their best streamed
to the Lhasa River to fetch water for
cooking their New Year barley gruel.
There were many get-togethers be-
tween Tibetan civilians and officers
and men of the People’s Liberation
Army. The P.L.A. sent out New Year
special greeting teams. They visited
every district, presenting the people
with ceremonial scarves, books and
other gifts, while the people in return

gave them coloured barley symboliz-
ing happiness.

A New Year banquet was given
jointly by the Working Committee of
the Chinese Communist Party in
Tibet, the Preparatory Committee for
the Tibet Autonomous Region, the
Tibet Military Area Command of the
P.L.A. and the Tibet Committee of
the Chinese People’s Political Con-
sultative Conference. Chang Ching-
wu, representative of the Central
People’s Government in Tibet and
Secretary of the Working Committee
of the Chinese Communist Party in
Tibet: Panchen Erdeni, Acting Chair-
man of the Preparatory Committee
for the Tibet Autonomous Region;
Vice-Chairman Pebala Choliehnamje
and Ngapo Ngawang-Jigme and many
other leading officials who attended
the banquet toasted trazhideleg (good
fortune) and drank to the great vic-
tory won in quelling the rebellion and
in democratic reforms carried out in
Tibet, and to the close unity between
the Tibetan and Han nationalities.
In his message to Chairman Man Tse-
tung and other Communist Party and
government leaders on this occasion,
Panchen Erdeni pointed to the great
significance of the successes scored in
Tibet in the past year. He said that
the Tibetan people, now freed for
ever from slavery, would march un-
swervingly along the broad path of
democracy and socialism.

The Tibetan people had good reason
to celebrate their New Year with un-
precedented joy this year. Debt-
ridden for generations past. with
never enough grain to last more than
a few months. they now not only
have a sufficient supply of grain all
the year round, but for the first time
in history are opening savings ac-
counts in the people’s banks. Demo-
cratic reforms which have com-
pletely destroyed feudal serfdom in
Tibet have set free the creative ener-
gies of the people. The farmers are
all set for the spring sowing. Dams
are being built along the Lhasa and
Tsangpo Rivers to irrigate the farm-
lands. In many areas, wooden
ploughs have been replaced by
ploughs made of iron. New farm
implements ordered from Chengtu
and Lanchow are being rushed to
Tibet. The peasants are working in
the fields with the energy of free men,
no longer in the interests of the para-
sitic serf-owners but for their own
well-being and for all the people.



Premier Chou En-lai’s Letter to
Prime Minister Nehru

Premier Chou En-lai on February 26 sent a letter in reply to the letter

of Indwian Prime Minister Nehru dated February 5.

The full text of

Premier Chou En-lai’s letter follows.— Ed.

His Excellency Mr. Jawaharlal Nehru,
Prime Minister of the Republic of India,
New Delhi.

Dear Mr. Prime Minister,

I thank Your Excellency for your letter of February
5, 1960. which was brought here on February 12 by In-
dian Ambassador to China Mr. Parthasarathi. At the same
time, the reply to the note of December 26, 1959, of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of
China made by the Indian Embassy in China on the instruc-
tions of the Indian Government was also delivered by Mr.
Parthasarathi to our Ministry of Foreign Affairs. The reply
note of the Indian Embassy will be answered by the
Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs after studying it.

You have in your letter agreed to the suggestion of
the Chinese Government and myself for the holding of
a meeting between the Premiers of China and India in the
immediate future so as to explore avenues which may
lead to a peaceful settlement of the boundary issue, and
invited me to visit Delhi in the latter half of March.
I express to you my deep gratitude for your friendly
invitation. The Chinese Government has consistently held
that the friendship between the Chinese and Indian peo-
ples is eternal, that it is necessary and entirely possible to
settle the boundary issue between the two countries in a
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friendly and peaceful manner, and that the two countries
must not waver in their common desire for a peaceful
settlement of the boundary issue on account of temporary
differences of opinion and certain unfortunate and unex-
pected incidents. The Chinese Government. therefore,
takes a positive attitude towards the forthcoming meeting
and has confidence in it. As to myself, needless to say,
I am very glad of the opportunity of once again visiting
the capital of great India, meeting the great Indian people
fighting for the prosperity, strength and progress of their
motherland and for world peace. and seeing you as well
as other friends whose acquaintance I had the honour of
making during my last visits. I particularly hope to see
the dark clouds hovering between our two countries dis-
persed through our joint efforts. so that the long-standing
friendly relations between the two countries may be con-
solidated and develop.

Owing to reasons in conneclion with state affairs,
I shall come to your country in April. The specific date
will be discussed and decided upon through diplomatic
channels.

With kind regards,

CHOU EN-LAI

Premier of the State Council of
the People's Republic of China

The People’s Commune Advances Women's
Complete Emancipation

— Commemorating the 50th anniversary of International Working
Women’s Day on March 8, 1960

by “HONGQI” COMMENTATOR

The following is the full text of an article published in
“Hongqi,” No. 5, 1960, under the title “The People’s Com-
mune Is an Excellent Form of Organization for the Com-
plete Emancipation of Women.” — Ed.

HE people’s commune is a product of China’s political
and economic development, a product of the Com-
munist Party's general line for building socialism and the
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big leap forward of socialist construction. Emergence of
this new social organization marks a change in our society
of great historical significance: its influence in every sphere
of the political, economic and cultural life of our society
is far-reaching. The people’s commune enables China’s
women to advance on the road of their complete emancipa-
tion; it is an excellent form of social organization for that
emancipation.

Peking Review
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The victory of China’s democratic revolution and the
founding of the Chinese People’s Republic brought to an
end the thousands of years during which Chinese women
were enslaved and oppressed. The mass of women, to-
gether with all the working people have become masters
of New China. Chinese law gives women equal rights
with men in every sphere of life: political, economic, cul-
tural, social and domestic. Successful completion of the
socialist transformation of agriculture, handicrafts and
capitalist industry and commerce eliminated the social
root-cause of the oppression of women down the cen-
turies — private ownership of the means of production.
The realization of agricultural co-operation transformed
rural individual economy into socialist collective economy
and the women of our rural areas took another step for-
ward towards their goal of emancipation.

FTER the completion of agricultural co-operative
movement, women, like their menfolk, became mem-
bers of the agricultural producers’ co-operatives. With their
greatly increased opportunities to take part in productive
work and other social activities, more than half of those
who were able to work took part in social collective
labour. This greatly raised women’s social position com-
pared with the days of individual economy. But the
former farm co-ops were generally limited in scale; they
engaged only in agriculture and some small-scale side-oc-
cupations: this limited the extent to which the labour
power of women could be fully absorbed and their partic-
ipation in production arranged rationally in accordance
with specifically female requirements. The farm co-ops
were still unable to provide collective welfare facilities on
a large scale and household affairs in peasant families had
to be taken care of by their women. Many women found
it impossible under such conditions to take part in pro-
duction regularly; some, with a heavy burden of house-
work were completely tied by family cares. Though social
and political activities and opportunities for cultural and
technical education were all equally open to women, their
preoccupation with household affairs gave them, compared
to their menfolk, less chance of joining such activities.
This could not but affect their efforts to advance politically
and raise their cultural and technical levels. Before
housework was socialized, women’s household labour was
something society could not do without. Though women
did this diligently, the work done by men was the main
source of a family’s income. This inevitably affected
women’s position in the family and left some foundation
for the remaining elements of the patriarchal system.

Still tied to housework, women did not, in fact, stand
on a completely equal footing with men. To that extent,
they were still not completely emancipated. For their
complete emancipation, it is necessary to socialize house-
work and cnable women to take a wide-ranging part in
social labour. Lenin, the great teacher of the proletarian
revolution, excellently elaborated this point. He was com-
pletely right in saying that “as long as women are engaged
in housework their position is still a restricted one. In
order to achieve the complete emancipation of women and
to make them really equal with men, we must have social
economy, and the participation of women in general pro-
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ductive labour.”* “The real emancipation of women, real
Communism,” wrote Lenin, “will begin only where and
when . . . its [petty domestic economy] wholesale trans-
formation into large-scale socialist economy begins.”** The
further advance of our socialist revolution and rapid de-
velopment of socialist construction, especially the big leap
forward on all fronts of socialist construction since 1958
and the setting up of people’s communes throughout the
countryside, put forward the objective demand for the
further, complete emancipation of women and opened up
a broad field for women’s participation in social labour.
These great ideas of the teacher of the proletarian revolu-
tion about the complete emancipation of women are being
realized step by step in our country.

THE people’s commune, characterized by its large size

and its public nature, is able to take up the building
of farm water conservancy projects on a big scale; to de-
velop a diversified economy including agriculture, forestry,
animal husbandry. side-occupations and fishery; and to
carry out graduallv the simultaneous development of in-
dustry and agriculture. This creates unprecedentedly
favourable conditions for the participation of women in
labour on a wide scale, and it permits them to play their
full part through more rational arrangements to utilize
their strength. The establishment of people’s communes
will speed up semi-mechanization, mechanization and
electrification in agriculture. This will gradually lessen or
end labour-consuming manual work and make it more
convenient for women to take part in various kinds of
productive labour.

The people’s commune is not onlv an organizer of
collective production but of collective life. To satisfy the
needs of rapidly growing production and the urgent de-
mands of the masses. particularly the mass of women. the
people’s communes have all set up community dining-
rooms, nurseries, kindergartens and other collective wel-
fare services, and fundamentally solved the contradiction
between women’s participation in social produection and
household work. This further freed the labour power of
women and enabled them to engage regularly in social and

politieal activities and advance their cultural and techniecal
education.

Distribution in the people’s commune now mainly
follows a wage system based on the work done,
but it also operates a partfial supply system that contains
the shoots of a system of distribution according to needs.
This supply system is a most important and dependable
form of social insurance to every peasant man and woman.
At the same time, wages are paid directly to every worker
and women receive their own wages. Hence, women gain
their economic independence and end completely their
dependent status in the family — this strikes another

shattering blow against the last vestiges of the patriarchal
system.

*V.I. Lenin, “The Tasks of the Working Women's Movement
in the Soviet Republic,” Selected Works, International Publish-
ers, New York, 1943, Vol. IX, p. 496.

**Lenin, “A Great Beginning,” Selected Works, Foreign
Languages Publishing House, Moscow, 1952, Vol. II. Part 2,
pp. 233-234.



Return from Field Work Woodcut by Chiang Mi

HE brief period of less than two years since its birth
has shown clearly that the people’'s commune has
played a great role in promoting the complete emancipa-
tion of women in China. Since 1958 women in the country-
side have joined in the work on the various production and
construction fronts on an unprecedentedly large scale;
they have become a major force on the agricultural
production front:; these things are inseparable from the
emergence of the people’s commune, In 1959, the number
of women who worked in the rural people’s communes
generally stood at 90 per cent of the total labour force of
women. In 1957, among those who are able to work in
the countryside, the men worked an average of 249 days,
while the women worked only 166 days. In 1959, the
figure stood at about 300 days for men and some 250 days
for women, who were steadily moving forward to catch up
with the men. The broad mass of women in the country-
side advanced from doing mainly subsidiary work to
general participation in the main work. As to care of the
wheat and cotton fields, pig breeding and accumulation of
fertilizers, these jobs are now mainly undertaken by
women. The women of the countryside also constitute a
tremendous force in water conservancy work. Last year
about 30 million of them took part in waler conservancy
work throughout the country.

8

This participation of the broad mass of women in
social labour and collective social life led to profound
changes in their spiritual outlook and greatly enhanced
their social position. When their activities were limited
to the small circle of the family, their thinking, in general,
was comparatively speaking, restricted and backward.
After taking part in social labour and various social activi-
ties, their thinking will broaden out, they will advance
politically fairly rapidly and make very rapid progress in
raising their cultural and technical levels. Large numbers
of outstanding, socially respected workers will emerge
from their ranks. This, in fact, is just what is happening.
With the big leap forward, the broad mass of women in
the countryside have shown unprecedented enthusiasm in
their work and study and greatly raised their level of
political consciousness and cultural and technical levels.
They have taken to the new style of boldness in thinking,
speaking and doing. Gone were the inferiority complexes
and timid feelings that had once held back many a
woman. Great numbers of women mastered key farm
techniques and became “skilled at many jobs.” The coun-
tryside today knows tens of thousands of women who hold
red banner honours, are “skilled hands in production” or
“girls with advanced skills.” Three million Hupeh girls
with high-yield records account for 60 per cent of the total
woman labour force in the province. In the rural districts
of Kwangsi more than two million women are “skilled
hands in production,” and there are over a million of them
in Hunan. Hopei has more than a million village women
holding red banner honours., In Shansi 700,000 girls have
the title of “red, diligent and skilful.” The leading core
of women is also growing fast. There are more than 5,500
chairwomen and vice-chairwomen of people’s communes
in the country and practically every production brigade
has one woman leader at least. Alongside with the
men cadres, they shoulder the joint task of directing
production.

“In any given society the degree of woman's eman-
cipation is the natural measure of the general emancipa-
tion.” It is thanks to the existence of this new form of
social organization, the people's commune. that women in
our country have been able to score such great achieve-
ments in the advance to their complete emancipation: this
is a clear sign of the deep-going development of our so-
cialist revolution. However. China’s present industrial and
agricultural production and the level of our science and
culture are still. as a whole, backward: a start has only
just been made in mechanization and electrification in
agriculture: labour-consuming manual work still limits the
area of production open to women: women in general are
still at a relatively low level of the technical and cultural
development, lagging behind the demands of progress in
socialist construction; existing collective welfare facilities
still do not fully meet the needs of the mass of women.
Under these circumstances, it still cannot be said that our
women have achieved complete emancipation. The great
ideal of our people is to build communism. The complete
emancipation of women will be fully realized in a
communist society. The people’s commune is a powerful in-

*F. Engels. Socialism: Utopian and Scientific, Foreign
Languages Publishing House, Moscow, 1954, p. 61.
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strument speeding up our socialist construction, the best
form of transition from collective ownership to owner-
ship by the whole people and from socialism to com-
munism in our countiry. Though still fundamentally a unit
of collective ownership, the people’s commune has
elements of ownership by the whole people and contains
the shoots of communism. It is precisely this element of
ownership by the whole people and the communist shoots
that open the great perspectives for development of the

people’s commune. As production expands the elements
of ownership by the whole people in the pecople’s com-
munes will also grow steadily, thereby facilitating the
transition of the people’s commune from collective owner-
ship to ownership by the whole people and then from
socialism to communism. By holding to the road of the
people’s commune, the women of our country will cer-
tainly reach the great goal of complete. thorough eman-
cipation.

Why We Have Abolished the Feudal
Patriarchal Family System

by FAN JO-YU

ITH the profound changes in Chinese society, the

family in China has also undergone profound change,
We have transformed our semi-colonial, semi-feudal so-
ciety into a socialist society. Accordingly, we have trans-
formed the feudal patriarchal family, left over by history,
into a democratic united family. The Chinese people
warmly hail this change, though the imperialists and their
hangers-on slander it maliciously.

So far as abolishing the feudal patriarchal system is
concerned, this was, in general, done in capitalist coun-
tries long long ago. But there it was replaced by the
capitalist family. We, on the other hand, have replaced
it with the socialist, democratic, united family.

Opposing the progress of human society, opposing so-
cialism and the people’s communes in our country, the
imperialists and their followers keep slandering the
changes in the Chinese family. But, when they do this,
they have not the courage to mention the historical fact
that the bourgeoisic abolished the feudal patriarchal
system elsewhere. Nor do they brag any more of the
“magnificence” of the bourgeois family which is rotten
to the core. They just brazenly gild the mummy of the
feudal patriarchal system. This, they say, is a most
wonderful family system; its abolition, they say, is “up-
rooting the basic values ol [amily life” and *discarding
all family relations.”

Let us. therefore, look into whether the feudal patri-
archal system is in fact such a wonderful thing as they
allege; and whal is meant by its “basic values of family
life” and what are its “family relations.”

The Emergence of the Family

The family, as we know, came into being in the last
years of primitive society. At that time, the cultivated
land hitherto belonging to the communes became the
private property of small groups based on blood relation-
ship. And common tillage by the communes was replaced
by tillage by these scattered, small units. Composed of
members with blood relationship, these small units of
private economy were called families. The family ap-
peared with the birth of private ownership. From the
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start, it had blood relationship as ils natural basis and
private property as its economic basis; thus it was an
economic unit of society.

Chinese feudal society lasted for some 3,000 years,
and under it the family was an economic unit of that
society. In the economic conditions of small production
under feudalism, people carried on production with the
family as a unit by combining farming, which was the
main economic undertaking, with handicraft, which was
a side line.

Of course, in the sense that some toil and some do
not, some exploit and others are exploited under feudalism,
there is an essential difference between the families of
landlords and those of peasants. But, so far as private
ownership and the organizational form of production are
concerned, both the landlord family which owns feudal
estates and the peasant family which runs a small-pro-
ducer economy are economic units of society.

The economic basis of a landlord family, as an
economic unit of the feudal society, is feudal land owner-
ship. Such families meet their needs through the posses-
sion of land and exploitation of the surplus labour or
even a part of the necessary labour of the peasants. Where
land rent is collected, the surplus products created by the
peasant in his own economy are snatched away, in this
form, to become the income of the landlord family. On
landed estates, another form, the holder virtually turns
the peasants working on them into his household slaves,
producing for him and turning out the things he needs.
The landlord-class family, therefore, is a socio-economic
unit which holds the land and exploits the labour of the
peasants.

The peasant family too is an economic unit in feudal
society. Small plots of land and tools of production, a
small-scale private economy in which he himself toils —
such is the economic basis of the peasant family. The
small-producer’s economy of the peasant is an organic part
of the feudal mode of production. The greatest part of
the output of a peasant family, as an economic unit of
feudal society, goes to the landlord class and the feudal
state. Such a peasant family, therefore, is a socio-
economic unit of small, private ownership, based on indi-
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vidual labour and subjected to exploitation by the land-
lord class.

The feudal society, however, also allows the peasant
family to produce some necessary means of consumption
for itself. The reason why the feudal mode of production
tolerates this is “not to ‘provide’ the peasant with the
means of livelihood, but to ‘provide’ the landlord with
labourers.”*

To ensure a supply of labour power for itself, the
landlord class also uses the family links of the peasants
as one way of tying them to the land. If a feudal state,
said Chao Tso (2nd Century B.C.—tr.), did not make
farming the principal branch of its economy, it could not
tie the peasants to the land and the peasants would leave
their native soil and think little of their families. In other
words, not to tie the peasants to the land is to the dis-
advantage of the landlords. And in order to tie the peas-
ants to the land, it is necessary to make use of the peasants’
family links. Chin Hsueh-yen of the Ming Dynasty sug-
gested to the emperor that the best way to govern the
peasant would be “to provide relief to him so that his
family stay together” and “to hold his flesh and blood
together in order to capture his heart.” Quite obviously,
it is through making use of the family ties of the peasant,
i.e., making use of this socio-economic unit which “holds
his flesh and blood together,” that feudal society sub-
ordinates the peasant family to its needs.

In the conditions of the small-producer economy of
feudal society, the family, as its socio-economic unit, must
necessarily have its own system in keeping with its role
as such a unit. Such is the patriarchal system. “Pater-
nalism is a product of small-producer economy.”** The
feudal patriarchal system is the family system in feudal
society.

As Comrade Mao Tse-tung has pointed out, old China
was “a country of small-scale production and dominated
by the patriarchal system.”*** In such a system, the
patriarch was responsible for seeing that the burdens im-
posed by the state and society were shouldered by the
family. All feudal laws, moral teachings and customs
stood guard over this patriarchal system. The laws of
past feudal monarchies made the patriarch the sole person
responsible for paying rents and taxes. In addition, there
were laws and customs providing that “the father is to
be detained when the son violates the law”:; when other
members of the family violated the law, the head of family
was often held responsible for it. It is precisely because
the landlord class and the feudal states want to ensure,
through the patriarch, that their economic and political
demands are met by the family, that they especially streng-
then his authority over the family and make him its ab-
solute lord.

“In family affairs the patriarch is the sole head.” This
was stipulated in the laws of past feudal dynasties. The
“Family Law” of the Kuomintang still provided: “Family

*Lenin, Development of Capitalism in Russia.

**On the Historical Expericnce of the Dictatorship of the
Proletariat.

***The Role of the Chinese Communist Party in the
National War.
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affairs are to be governed by the head of the family.”
Feudalism demands that the members of a family subject
themselves absolutely to the patriarch’s rule.

Prerogatives of the Patriarch

What are the prerogatives of the patriarch? And how
are they connected, directly or indirectly, with the fact
that the family is a socio-economic unit?

The patriarch has authority to govern and supervise
the family members in production. This is precisely be-
cause the family is the economic unit of the society.

The patriarch is also vested with the authority to dis-
pose of family property. This has two reasons. On the
one hand, within the family, private ownership is em-
bodied in “ownership by the patriarch”; thus the patriarch
who is vested with the masculine authority of a husband
and with the paternal authority is the “bourgeois” within
the family while its other members are its “proletariat.”*
On the other hand, to preserve a small amount of means
of production and labour power indispensable to the family
as a socio-economic unit, it is necessary to prevent the
dispersal of the family’s property and thus of its labour
power. Since the family property belongs to the patriarch,
and since there is a need to preserve the financial re-
sources and labour power necessary for the family as a
socio-economic unit, it is a logical necessity that the right
of disposing of the family property belongs solely to him.

Under the feudal system, the patriarch is given
authority to decide the marriages of his children and
enforce his will. According to feudalist ideas, wedlock is
not a union of man and wife based on love. Such wed-
lock, as Engels pointed out, is “definitely decided . . . not
by individual inclination, but by family interest.”** From
the point of the economic interest of the family, when a
man took a wife, his family got a working unit for house-
hold chores. In feudal union when a daughter was mar-
ried off, her family got pingli (gifts of betrothal). The so-
called “nacai” and “nazheng” of the series of feudal cere-
monies from betrothal to wedding could in fact be consi-
dered the price of the woman paid by the family of the
groom to the family of the bride in the form of pingli.
Since feudal marriage is an economic act, the right to ar-
range for it, as for all other economic matters of the
household, is naturally vested in the patriarch.

Certainly, marriage, at all times, has the natural aim
of begetting children. But under the system of private
ownership, this natural aim is intertwined with economic
ones. Feudalism in China declared that the purpose of
taking a wife and begetting children was to “worship in
the ancestral temple and continue the family line” (“Wed-
ding Ceremony” from the Book of Rites). The aim of
“continuing the family line” is the inheritance of private
property. As Engels put it:

*In his book The Origin of the Family, Private Property
and the State, Engels pointed out that under the patriarchal
system, the patriarch “had under him wife and children and
a number of slaves,” that “the wife became the first domestic
servant”; and that in a bourgeois family, “he [the man] is the
bourgeois; the wife represents the proletariat.”

**F. Engels, ibid.
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. its express aim is the begetting of children of
undisputed paternity, this paternity being required in order
that these children may in due time inherit their father's
wealth as his natural heirs.*

Parents, at all times, have the duty to educate their
children. But under the system of private property, this
duty of parents towards their children becomes a pre-
rogative, One of the aims of marriage is to beget children
who can inherit the wealth of the family. And one of the
aims of family education is to train children who can hold
on to this wealth. Since to educate the children is a nec-
essary means of holding wealth in the family, the right
to control this means, like the control of the family wealth
itself, is vested in the patriarch.

The patriarch has the right to punish members of the
family. Any family member who offends him is liable to
punishment. What is meant by this? A Kuomintang book
called The Law of Family in China’s Civil Code (Hu
Chang-ching) offers an explanation:

By punishment is meant those actions on the part of

the parents that cause bodily or spiritual pain to their

children with the aim of making the latter mend their
ways, The forms of punishment are not specified in our

Civil Code. The parents may interpret it with reference

to the actual situation and they may choose such appro-

priate methods as scolding, corporal punishment, locking-
in or reducing the food as the case may call for.

As we see, almost every penalty except decapitation is
included here.

Whether they deserve it or not, members of feudal
families are required to bear all punishment meted out by
the family head. Why should he go so far as to take such
measures against his wife and children? In the last
analysis, it is because the landlord class wants to safe-
guard its own system of exploitation by means of such
feudal order. Like slave society, the feudal society main-
tains the discipline of labour — with the whip and the
stick, even within the family.

In the feudal patriarchal system, there is a whole
system of vexing “family rituals” and stern “rules of the
home.” Even more inhuman and vexing are the “family
rituals” specially set forth for women.

These complicated and vexing feudal “rules of the
home” and “family rituals” stem naturally from the ideas
of the landlord class and are advocated by it. Further-
more, the ways in which they have been carried out in
peasant and landlord families are different. As Comrade
Mao Tse-tung has pointed out:

As to the authority of the husband, it has always been
comparatively weak among the poor peasants, because
the poor-peasant women, compelled for financial rea-
sons to take more part in manual work than women of
the wealthier classes, have obtained more right to speak
and more power to make decisions in family affairs.**

However, because feudal ideology is the ruling
ideology in feudal society which needs it for upholding
the family as its socio-economic unit, even the peasant
families are not free from the influence of such “rules
of the home” and “family rituals.”

*F. Engels, ibid.

**Report of an Investigation into the Peasant Movement
in Hunan.
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To maintain the feudal order, it is of course necessary
to maintain the feudal order in the family which is its
socio-economic unit. This is because so long as the feudal
order in the family, the socio-economic unit, is con-
solidated, the feudal order in the entire society can also
be consolidated thereby. All feudal “rules of the home”
are in fact a supplement to the laws of the feudal state;
and the powers of the feudal patriarch are actually part
of the function he performs for the feudal state.

Antagonisms and Family Tragedies

Marx pointed out that:

The modern family contains in embryo not only slav-
ery (servitus) but serfdom also, since from the very begin-
ning it is connected with agricultural services. It con-
tains within itself in miniature all the antagonisms which
later develop on a wide scale within sociely and its state.*

Hence, no matter how feudalism uses law and moral
teachings to intervene in family life, and no matter how
great the power of the feudal patriarch in the family, such
contradictions cannot be resolved within the framework
of the feudal society. Although feudalism has laid down
many “rules of the home” and “family rituals,” they have
never, in fact, been thoroughly observed. Even in the
families of landlords who advocate these *“rules” and
“rituals,” family tragedies are enacted and re-enacted be-
hind the thin curtain of “happy family life.”

“Outside its closed gates, there is a serene peace; inside
are feuds and bitter feelings. This is true of every family
throughout China, from those on top which have repre-
sentatives in official life and are well-versed in learning
from generation to generation, to those of commoners, of
ordinary men. . . . The greater its fame for filial piecty,
the worse the discords and evils in its inner apartments.
The country may have periods of peace. But the family
can never pass a single day in peace. Quarrelling ton-
gues are even sharper than arms in war. Feelings are
as antagonistic as water and fire. . . . All the wise maxims
and proverbs in all the Confucian classies cannot save
the situation. All the stories about rewards in heaven
and punishments in hell are unable to change it.” (From
Universal Harmony, by the philosopher Kang Yu-wei,
1913)

This is a true picture of the family as it was under
the feudal patriarchal system for thousands of years past,
also of the “basic values of the family life” and “‘family
relations” which the imperialists and their followers extol
to the heavens.

After the feudal society of old China turned into a
semi-colonial and semi-feudal society, and especially after
the May Fourth Movement of 1919, the feudal patriarchal
system was shaken and began to disintegrate — both in
fact and in the hearts of the people.

Changes Since Liberation

After the liberation in 1949, Chinese women in the
countryside, like their menfolk, received land in the
agrarian reform. The Marriage Law, promulgated and
enforced, gives protection to the legitimate interests of

*Quoted by Engels, The Origin of the Family, Private
Property and the State.
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women. It has emancipated young men and women,

especially women, from the feudal marriage system.

But most important of all is the socialist revolution
on the economic front in our countryside which has played
a decisive role in changing the peasant family. This rev-
olution brought about the abolition of private owner-
ship of the means of production and set up socialist collec-
tive ownership. It turned the former individual way of
production, which had the family as a unit, into collective
production, with the advanced agricultural co-operative as
a unit. Henceforth, the peasant family was basically no
longer a unit of production but a unit of consumption —
it was still the unit in which all members of the family

consumed the payment for their work in the collective
economy.

In 1958, people’s communes were set up throughout
the rural areas of China. This further reduced the
function of the family as a socio-economic unit. Thanks
to the numerous collective welfare services, the universal
establishment of public dining-rooms, nurseries, and sew-
ing services, household work is being gradually socialized.
Women are being freed from the shackles of domestic
chores. Like men, they take part in social production on
a large scale.

As the system of distribution adopted by the com-
mune combines the wage system with the free supply
system, and wages are paid directly to the earners irre-
spective of sex, every working member of the family, man
or woman, can take his place independently and with
equal status in social distribution. At the same time,
precisely because of the collective welfare services run by
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the communes and the system of distribution in the com-
munes, a large part or much of the consumption by the
peasants does not take place through the family as before.

Thus the family is basically no longer an economic
unit of production, nor entirely one of consumption, and
in consequence the power once vested in the patriarch to
manage and supervise production and dispose of domestic
property, has lost its sense and utility. With this power
of the patriarch ceasing to exist, all survivals of the feudal
patriarchal system are bound to vanish. At this point,
the survivals of the feudal patriarchal system, left behind
by history, have finally become things that must be and
in fact have been abolished. In his Report of an Investiga-
tion into the Peasant Movement in Hunan, Comrade Mao
Tse-tung pointed out long ago that the abolition of the
clan system “will follow as a natural consequence of
victory in political and economic struggles.” Precisely this
is the theoretical and historical ground on which we have
abolished the feudal patriarchal system.

Democratic, United Families

What we already know for certain today is that, fol-
lowing the disappearance of private ownership and of the
small producer economy, the family is no longer a socio-
economic unit. Ended too is the patriarchal family rela-
tion under which, for thousands of years, the man op-
pressed the woman and the woman relied on the man for
her means of life, in which the patriarch oppressed all
other members of the family and they relied on him for
their living. A family life of democracy and unity is being
fostered genuinely realizing the old saying: ‘“Father and
son are true to each other; husband and wife are in har-
mony and brothers are congenial.”

Yes, we have “uprooted” those “values of family life”
which spring from the family as a socio-economic unit
and “discarded” the “family relations” of the feudal
patriarchal system. Not only this. We have already
avoided, once for all, the setting up of capitalist family
relations which are based “on capital, on private gain” and
are “a mere money relation.”* The bourgeois insists that
*‘Cash Payment is the only pexus between man and man.
Even the relation between himself and his wife is. in
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, mere ‘Cash Pay-
ment.” 7"**

The family system of capitalist society is not much
superior to the feudal patriarchal system. Having
abolished the feudal patriarchal svstem, we do not in the
least fancy the capitalist family relation.

The imperialists and their lackeys may lament the
change in the family system of our country if they like.
As for ourselves, men and women, young and old, this
change has brought us family happiness which we have
never before experienced.

(Abridged translation of an article
published in Hongqgi, No. 5, 1960.
Subheads are ours. — Ed.)

*Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Manifesto of the Com-
munist Party.

**F. Engels, On Conditions of the Working Class in Eng-
land.
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U.S. Hostility to China

PARSONS’

BLIND ALLEY

by “RENMIN RIBAO” OBSERVER

The following commentary was published in “Renmin
Ribao,” March 4, 1960.—Ed.

URING the past few months, there have been quite a
few comments in the foreign press on the trend of

U.S. policy towards China. Certain Western journals claim
that U.S. policy towards China has changed. In this, the
Yugoslav press has gone the furthest. It even tries to
blame China for the present state of Sino-American rela-
tions. The Slobodni Dom wrote on January 28: “The
change in the U.S. Government’s policy towards the Pe-
king government has taken a path where hopes have arisen

for establishment of state relations in the not distant

future. . . . China's stand is being awaited.”

But what is the reality of U.S. policy towards China?
A clear answer to this was given in a speech by U.S.
Assistant Secretary of State J. Graham Parsons on Feb-
ruary 19,

For all the carefully picked words and phrases in
his speech, Parsons made no secret at all of the deep-
rooted enmity of U.S. imperialism towards the Chinese
people. Parsons said: “We do not ignore Communist
China’s growth into a strong economic and political force.
As a matter of prudence we must accept this fact.” But
this did not at all mean that the United States would
now abandon its policy of hostility to China. Proving
otherwise, Parsons immediately went on to proclaim that
U.S. policy “secks to deal with this fact.” He blatantly
admitted that the United States still “expected” China’s
“collapse from within,” but “the point is that our China
policy is not grounded on an expectation of collapse.”
Instead, Parsons continued, the United States is imple-
menting a “policy which seeks to offset such growth [of
Chinal” and is “adhering to measures designed to cope
with that strength.” In other words, U.S. imperialism
will not sit idly by in its den merely cursing and shouting
that China will “collapse,” but will persist in hostile ac-
tivities against China.

In pursuit of this policy, Parsons repeated that the
United States is determined to continue its occupation
of China’s territory of Taiwan and to intervene with armed
force against the liberation of Taiwan by the Chinese
people — which is China’s internal affair. He said in a
threatening tone: “We will not tolerate the solution of
the problem by force.” Meanwhile, he did not hide the
fact that “the military preoccupation of the United
States in East and Southeast Asia” was to main-
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tain a “deterrent force” against China. He described as
a “protective shield” the military encirclement and ag-
gressive bases set up by the United States in the Western
Pacific area, which have China as their target. And
he ranted: “We cannot afford to put it down.”

What is the sole conclusion to be drawn from Par-
sons’ entire speech? It is that the U.S. policy of hostility
towards China, of aggression and threats against China,
has undergone no change whatsoever.

While admitting Washington's continued adherence
to the policy of hostility towards China, Parsons however
tried to shift the responsibility to the Chinese peopie.
He has arrived at the strange logic that U.S. hostility to
China is the result of Chinese hostility to the United
States. He thus tries to turn the entire history of U.S.
imperialist aggression against China upside down. But
the fact is: no one can change history.

True, the Chinese people have seen clearly that U.S.
imperialism is their Enemy No. 1. This conclusion is
drawn from a century of U.S. imperialist aggression against
China. We must point out that it is the U.S. imperialists
who, with numerous naked facts, sanguinary facts, “edu-
cated” the Chinese people to understand this truth, We
will not refer to the remote past. In the post-World War
IT years alone, the United States has “taught” the Chinese
people more than enough lessons. By its naked deeds
of aggression, U.S. imperialism has proved itself the deadly
foe of the Chinese people. It was the United States
which gave several thousand million dollars in aid to the
Chiang Kai-shek reactionaries for launching a large-scale
civil war against the Chinese people. It tried to take
the place of Japanese imperialism and turn China into a
U.S. colony. It was the United States which, only eight
months after the birth of New China, started the war of
aggression against Korea. It extended the flames of war
up to the Yalu River, declaring that the boundary line
between China and Korea did not lie at the Yalu! It
was again the United States which, simultaneous with
unleashing the war of aggression against Korea in 1950,
seized China's territory of Taiwan and Penghu Islands,
turning both into U.S. military bases. Moreover, the
United States interfered in China’s internal affairs by
attempling to encroach on China’s sovereignty over the
Tibet Region. U.S. Secretary of State Herter, in his recent
letter to Dalai Lama, openly announced the U.S. plot to
split off Tibet in the name of supporting Tibet's “self-
determination.” It is the United States too which, with
the aim of overthrowing New China, constantly threatens
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and provokes the Chinese people and attempts to suf-
focate and strangle their liberation and construction, both
from within and without, politically, militarily, economi-
cally and in other ways.

But the Chinese people can no longer be wilfully bul-
lied. In the face of the frenzied U.S. aggressors, the
Chinese people have neither given in nor retreated in fear.
Instead they have waged resolute, stubborn struggles and
dealt repeated heavy blows to the U.S. imperialists. So
it is none other than the United States itself with ils
aggression against China that has hardened the fighting
will of the Chinese people to struggle against imperial-
ism.

T HE Chinese people have always loved peace and from

first to last have been friendly to the American peo-
ple. No matter how hard Parsons tries to counterfeit his-
tory, he just cannot name a time or place in which China
has ever sent one soldier, warship or aeroplane to intrude
on U.S. territory by land, sea or air. China and the United
States are far apart, separated by a vast ocean. 1f the
United States had not extended its aggressive designs to
the Western Pacific, invaded China and threatened it,
any tension between the two countries would be simply
impossible. The Chinese people are constant advocates
of peaceful coexistence with the people of all lands, of
non-aggression and peaceful settlement as international
disputes arise.

Long ago, al the Bandung Conference in 1955, Premier
Chou En-lai of our country declared that the Chinese
people did not want war with the United States; that
they were willing to sit down and enter into negotiations
with the United States to discuss the question of relaxing
and eliminating the tension in the area of the Taiwan
Straits. Later, at the Sino-American talks held in Geneva,
the Chinese side proposed time and again that the two
countries make a joint statement that disputes between
them should be settled through peaceful negotiations
without resorting to threats or force. But the United
States rejected all these proposals. Right up to the pres-
ent, it still refuses to pledge not to use force in Sino-
American relations and stubbornly persists in armed ag-
gression against China’s territory of Taiwan and in mili-
tary threats against China. The grave U.S. military prov-
ocation against the Chinese people in the Taiwan Straits
area in the summer of 1958 was one instance of this.
These facts show that the tension between China and the
United States was not a result of the so-called Chinese
“challenge” to the United States; on the contrary, it was
brought about by U.S. persistence in enmity towards China,
in invading and threatening China.

Parsons even regarded the sirength of New China
as a justification for U.S. hostility, aggression and threats
against China. Since China has become a great power
and the *‘free nations” around China are weak, he said,
it is the “first task [of the United States] to assist the sur-
vival of these countries” so as to maintain a “balance”
in the Far East. Parsons also cited the demand of the
Chinese people that U.S. forces of aggression vacate the
Western Pacific area as proof of the need for the United
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States to maintain a system of “joint defence” and “bases
and sea power” in this region. Parsons’ logic is the
epitome of confusion. If it is true that the United States
is hostile towards China because China is too powerful,
then why did the United States seize China's Taiwan
when the Chinese people were not so powerful as they
are today? If the United States is hostile towards a coun-
try because it is too powerful, why does it commit
armed aggression, subversion and intervention against
countries like Gualemala, Lebanon, Cuba and Cambodia
even though they are not so powerful? If this U.S.
theory of “balance” were valid, since those coun-
tries surrounding the United States could also be con-
sidered weak in comparison, would not the nations of
Asia and Europe be justified, on the same ground. in
sending fleets to stage provocations along U.S. coasts, in
occupying U.S. territory, establishing military bases
around it and lining up its neighbours in a “protective
shield” to threaten it?

Proceeding from such logic, wouldn’t any country in
the world feel justified in encroaching on and threatening
any other country? It is crystal clear that this logic is
nothing but the gangster’s logic for world domination. It
does not add an iota of reason to U.S. acts of aggression,
but on the contrary exposes it in its true colours. It is

"under these very slogans of *“assisting the survival,”

“forming a joint defence” and “establishing a balance”
that the United States is corralling many countries in the
Asian and Western Pacific region. subjecting them to its
control and enslavement and making them at once the
objects and tools of its aggression.

It is however a fact, as Parsons said, that there are
certain “nations” which owe their survival to U.S. pro-
tection. The most corrupt, dark, brutal and reactionary
forces in Asia—such as the Syngman Rhee and Ngo
Dinh Diem cliques — could not indeed cxist for a single
day without the United States. Howevcr, these reaction-
ary cliques, instead of “growing” under U.S. patronage
as Parsons has claimed, are daily rotting away and are on
their last legs. Because the aggressive actions of the
United States have harmed the interests of the Asian
peoples and threatened their peace, the Chinese people,
the Korean, Vietnamese, Japanese, Filipino and all other
Asian peoples suffering from U.S. aggression, including
those in south Korea and south Viet Nam, have demanded
that U.S. imperialism get out of the Western Pacific. The
U.S. aggressors must go back where they came from!
The Western Pacific belongs to the peoples of this region.
No matter what pretexts they advance in self-justifica-
tion, they will not be able to stay. Sooner or later, they
will be driven out.

ARSONS’ speech is nothing but a collection of worn-

out cliches. But it is not without reason that he chose
this time to expatiate on the logic of the deceased Dulles.
He conceded to his audience that “you may point out
that no real solutions of our problems are in sight. Com-
munist China exists and is growing stronger. We can-
not afford to ignore or turn our backs on 600 million Chi-
nese. You may suggest we must therefore have a new
policy.” In other words, U.S. policy towards China is
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in a blind alley and cannot find a way out. This policy
has drawn so much criticism that it has become neces-
sary for Mr. Parsons {o painfully try to justify it.

In his speech Parsons emphatically “refuted” the
arguments for creating “two Chinas” advanced by certain
bourgeois political figures in the United States. This
proposal is, in essence, an “offer of recognition” to New
China in exchange for the legalization of the U.S. occupa-
tion of Taiwan so as to ensure continued manipulation of
the Chiang Kai-shek clique as a counterpoise to New
China while awaiting an opportunity to stage a comeback.
This proposal has something in common with the present
policy towards China pursued by the U.S. Government:
both insist on the continued occupation of Taiwan. They
differ only in the refusal of the U.S. Government to
recognize New China. Parsons found it necessary to “re-
fute” this “two Chinas” proposal simply because the U.S.
Government fears that the mounting pressure of public
opinion might sweep away the whole policy of *“non-
recognition” of New China and that this would not be
advantageous to its cold war policy of creating tension,
especially to its intensified aggression and war prepara-
tions in the Far East.

In his speech, Parsons unequivocally denied that the
U.S. Government had been carrying on activities to create
“two Chinas.” This statement is equivalent to that of a
thief posting a marker saying “the missing treasure is
not buried here.” In recent years, particularly after the
talks between Chiang Kai-shek and Dulles in 1958, U.S.
intrigues for creating “two Chinas” and putting Taiwan
under “trustecship” have come to light with each passing
day. A statement issued by the U.S. State De-
partment on October 8, 1959, publicly denied that the
Chiang Kai-shek clique on Taiwan was “a country or part
of a country,” but labelled it as some anomaly having
neither territory nor yet being a government in exile.
This was followed by a State Department pamphlet on
Taiwan, giving details on the “geography” and “history”
of Taiwan, praising its capacity for “independent develop-
ment,” and describing Taiwan as an independent political
unit. In his news conference on October 22, 1959, Eisen-
hower deliberately stated that many countries in the United
Nations “recognize the independence of Formosa.” As to
the report prepared by the Conlon Association and made
public by the U.S. Senate Foreign Relations Committee
last November, it openly advocated the establishment of
a “Formosan Republic.” All this is not merely the prattl-
ing of some bourgeois politicians, but represents the state-
ments and actions of the U.S. Government itself. All this
shows that the U.S. Government calculates, on the one
hand, to persist in its policy of ‘“non-recognition” of
New China and, on the other, maintain its occupation of
Taiwan; it seeks to evolve a theory of Taiwan’s “indepen-
dence” in order to legalize the seizure while at the same
time using the Chiang Kai-shek clique as a counterpoise
to New China in international activities. This, too, is
essentially a trick to create “two Chinas” and will deceive
no one. “Two Chinas,” whether in the form opposed by
Parsons or in the form practised by him —in whatever
form or on whatever occasion —is absolutely intolerable
to the Chinese people and will be firmly opposed by them.
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The attempt of U.S. imperialism to take this way out of
the blind alley of its policy towards China has led it into
the realm of pure fantasy.

YHINA has consistently adhered to a peaceful foreign
policy. We shall not encroach upon any country, but
we firmly oppose U.S. imperialism’s aggression against us.
It is as clear as day that as long as the United States con-
tinues to occupy our territory Taiwan, insists on meddl-
ing in our internal affairs and clings to its policy of hostil-
ity towards the Chinese people, the Chinese people have
no alternative but to struggle to the very end to safeguard
their territorial integrity, sovereignty and national dignity.
This is the solemn stand which anybody having national
self-respect will take. U.S. imperialism is unwilling to re-
nounce its aggression against China. Well then, let it
cling to its policy of enmity towards and non-recognition
of China, for a century or even ten centuries for that
matter. What difference will it make? Isn’t it true that
in the past decade the Chinese people lived better with
each passing day — without the “say-so” of the U.S. “over-
lords™?

Even Parsons had to admit this. The vain efforts of
the United States for the past decade to ‘“contain” and
strangle New China have resulted in the very opposite
— New China has become increasingly powerful. Parsons
said: “Indeed, it is imperative that all Americans under-
stand” that “in this new decade of the 60s, Communist
China may well grow yet stronger.” He went on to say
that “we [U.S.] cannot prevent Communist China from
increasing its power in absolute terms.” It would not be
a bad thing if U.S. imperialism drew a lesson from its
dismal failure. But the U.S. ruling clique could not rec-
oncile itself to admitting failure, let alone mending its
ways. In his speech, Parsons expressed agreement with
the conclusions of the Rockefeller Brothers Fund report
on U.S. foreign policy, i.e.. with regard to People’s China
“the alternative policies [for the U.S.] are, for the short
run, lacking in creative possibilities.” This is the inevi-
table result of the U.S. monopoly clique placing itself in
a position hostile to the 650 million Chinese people. What
can other people do if U.S. imperialism is determined to
gel itsell into a blind alley? Be it the so-called “two
Chinas™ or the *“non-recognition of China” insisted upon
by Parsons, it can no more “prevent” or “offset” China’s
prosperity and might than could the U.S. policy towards
China of the past ten years.

The Chinese people long ago perceived the reactionary
essence of U.S. imperialism. They entertain no illusions
whatsoever. In the eyes of the Chinese people, there
is nothing unusual at all about Parsons’ speech. If that
speech serves any purpose, it is that it has placed in a
very awkward position those who enthusiastically spread
the “theory” that the United States has ‘‘changed” its
policy towards China — particularly the Yugoslav revi-
sionists who maliciously slander our country as creating
tension in Asia. As for the Chinese people, we shall con-
tinue to treat the hue and cry of U.S. imperialism and
its lackeys with the contempt and disdain they deserve
and march forward in great strides with heads high and
full of confidence in our own way.
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U.S. Ruse Exposed

A New Attempt to Create “Two Chinas”

by OUR CORRESPONDENT

NEW move to further Washington’s old scheme of

“two Chinas” by Avery Brundage, American Presi-
dent of the International Olympic Committee, has been
roundly denounced by sports circles and public opinion
in China. This underscores the Chinese people’s deter-
mined opposition to the creation of “two Chinas™ in anv
manner, shape or form at any place or time.

On February 16, Brundage issued a statement on the
granting of permission to the sports organization of the
Chiang Kai-shek clique in Taiwan to participate in the
17th Olympic Games to be held in Rome in August. He
also declared that the 1.0O.C. at its next session would dis-
cuss the question of accepting the sports organization of
the Chiang clique under the name of the “Olympic Com-
mittee of the Republic of China.”

Interviewed by a Hsinhua correspondent, a responsible
official of the All-China Athletic Federation emphatically
stated on February 28 in Peking: “Brundage’s action was
taken on orders of U.S. official circles. Its aim is te try
to make the participation by the sports organization of
the Chiang Kai-shek clique in the Olympic Games an
accomplished fact, so as to confuse the public, manipulate
the I.O.C. into illegally accepting the sports organization
of the Chiang clique and continue to play the ‘two Chinas’
game.”

“The Chinese people and sportsmen resolutely oppose
the intrigue to create ‘two Chinas,”” declared the official
of the athletic federation. “No matter in what form the
intrigue appears, it is doomed to ignominious failure.
There is only one China, and that is the People’s Republic
of China. Taiwan is an inalienable part of Chinese ter-
ritory. The sports organization in Taiwan can only be a
regional organization of the All-China Athletic Federa-
tion. We are firmly opposed to international sports or-
ganizations permitting Taiwan to participate separately
in their activities under whatever name and in whatever
form.”

A Time-Worn Trick

Behind the camouflage of “sports having nothing to do
with politics,” Brundage and his like have all along been
playing dirty politics and faithfully implementing U.S.
imperialist policies. At first, these people tried hard to
block the I.O.C. from recognizing the legal status of the
Olympic Committee of China (the All-China Athletic Fed-
eration), the only sports organization that can repre-
sent China. Later, when their obstructionist efforts failed
and recognition was accorded the Olympic Commitlee of
China, they pulled another trick. Without any discussion
or decision by the LO.C., they put the so-called “‘China
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National Amateur Athletic Federation” of the discredited
Chiang clique on the list of the national Olympic com-
mittees recognized by the 1.0.C.

Protesting this step to create “two Chinas,” the
Olympic Committee of China officially declared in August
1958 that it refused to recognize the 1.O.C. and severed
all connections with it. The Chinese committee [urther
stated that it could reconsider co-operation with the 1.O.C.
only when the latter corrected its mistake and withdrew
recognition of the so-called “Chinese Nationalist Olympic
Committee” (the “China National Amateur Athletic Fed-
eration” of the Chiang clique).

Following this, the sports organizations of the Soviet
Union and other socialist countries and many fair-minded
people in the sports world firmly demanded the eviction
of the Chiang clique’s sports organization from the 1.O.C.
Constrained by these circumstances, Brundage tried an-
other sleight-of-hand at the Munich session of the 1.O.C.
in May 1959. He introduced a resolution which, while
removing the name of the so-called “Chinese Nationalist
Olympic Committee” from the list of recognized Olympic
committees, stated: “If a new application for recognition
under another name be sent to the chancellery of the
I.O.C.. it would be considered.” This was an obvious at-
tempt to enable the sports organization of the Chiang
clique to stay on in the 1.O.C. under another name. It
was in pursuance of Washington's political conspiracy to
separate Taiwan from China and turn it, in effect, into a
political entity,

In his February 16 statement, Brundage announced
that the ILO.C. at its next session to be held in Rome
in August would discuss acceptance of the Chiang clique's
sports organization under the name of the “Olympic Com-
mittee of the Republic of China.” “I have recommended
the new name,” he brazenly declared, “and it is my
opinion it will be approved.”

Exposing the same plot which inspires Brundage's va-
rious moves, the official of the All-China Athletic Federa-
tion said in his interview with Hsinhua: “No matter how
Brundage varies his tricks, the Chinese people and people
of all other countries will not be taken in.”

The Long Hand of the State Department

The hand of the U.S. State Department is seen clearly
behind Brundage’s manoeuvres. After circumstances com-
pelled Brundage to table the resolution at the 1.O.C.’s
Munich session requiring the sports organization of the
Chiang clique to change its name, the U.S. State Depart-
ment blatantly poked its nose into the business. Ex-
ercising crude pressure and with no regard for the pious
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dictum that “sports have nothing to do with politics,”
it publicly and repeatedly demanded that the Chiang clique
be allowed to participate in the 1.O.C. in the name of
“China.”

Chinese public opinion has sternly denounced this
U.S. intrigue. Renmin Ribao’s Commentator (March 1)
wrote: “U.S. imperialism, which persists in its policy
of hostility towards China and at the same time gropes

Pen Probes

Blood (Segregated) Brothers

EXPANSION in Africa is now an important part of

Washington policy-makers’ realpolitik, not only for
the ordinary purposes of capitalist profits, or, as presi-
dential-hopeful Chester Bowles puts it: “because Africa is
the richest untapped source of mineral wealth still avail-
able to the world,” but because it wants Africa as a rear
staging ground “for the next war.”

There is obviously a need for beautiful words to de-
scribe all this. If the idea of the United States moving
into Africa is to be sold to the African people, as every
advertising man knows, there's got to be a “gimmick.”
Now, it appears, that gimmick is “U.S. kinship with the
African.”

Last year, Lodge, U.S. representative at the U.N.,
declared that “for the U.S. which has more people of
African Negro descent than any country in the world ex-
cept Nigeria,” the entrance of African countries into the
U.N. “is a particularly welcome prospect.” This has since
become a Washington theme song. Christopher Phillips,
official U.S. observer at the recent meeting of the U.N.
Economic Commission for Africa, declared that “African
development will be based on the same principles of
freedom” as with
the United States,
and that the United
States has “a
special interest in
Africa: one out of
every ten Ameri-
cans is of African
descent.”

It is a stirring
thought: “Let the
African Negro rec-
ognize that Uncle
Sam is their own
kith and kin, then
if they belong to
the same family
there’s no need
to distinguish be-

g tween yours and

“Won’t you feel hot in that get up?” what's

“Don’t worry, I'm used fo it!” ; : ’
Cartoon by Fang Cheng YOUrS 1S mine!”

mine —
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for a way out of the blind alley of that policy, has for
many years been carrying on all sorts of scheming ac-
tivities to create ‘two Chinas.' It tries hard to push the
Chiang Kai-shek clique into various international or-
ganizations and international activities as a counter to
People’s China; this is one of the specific steps it takes
to achieve that end. . . . But the ‘two Chinas’ plot hatched
by individuals like Brundage and their masters is an illu-
sion which will never become reality.”

True, there are 19 million Negroes in the United
States, but, not to speak of the multitudinous forms of
segregalion and Ku Klux Klan-type terrorism, the Negro
people in the United States are the most disfranchised
people in the world with the exception of South Africa.
In all of the United States there are less than 100 Negrp
elected public officials. American Negroes don't forget
that the United States was the inventor of the lynching
party; that Negroes are relegated to the worst kinds of
work; that some States lay down by law that a white
man cannot have a blood transfusion with Negro blood.
While memories of Little Rock, Arkansas, are still fresh,
mass demonstrations by Negroes are now spreading in the
southern States for the right to sit down and eat at public
restaurants and lunch counters and end racial segregation
while eating. French troops in Algeria are equipped with
U.S. arms. . . . But why add to the list?

Satterthwaite, U.S. Assistant Secretary of State for
African Affairs., was franker than others when he went
to Africa last year to sell this same idea of U.S. concern
for the Africans. Trying the “soft sell.,” he said: “In
view ol our own domestic problems in the field of racial
equality, the U.S. should in good conscience avoid at-
tempting to force on any African territory specific solu-
tions to these problems.” In simple words this meant —
and one couldn’t agree more — that while there is racial
discrimination in the U.S.A. it is better for Washington
to tone down its pretensions to be a champion of equality
and freedom in Africa.

—SU MIN

13 Rules for Women

Next time you go to Washington, if you're a lady,
you can’t do better than memorize the 13 suggestions
which its police have made for the safety of the female
population. Besides giving general advice, such as not to
enter a poorly lighted street, not to carry jewels or other
valuables or not to hesitate to call the police for help,
they add:

“If you must enter a poorly lighted street, take a good
look first to see if anyone is loitering. . . .

“Carry your purse hugged close to you. A purse
hanging loose over the arm —or worse yet, an over-
the-shoulder bag flapping behind vou — often is an un-
bearable temptation to an ‘impulse’ purse thief. . . .
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“If a brash thief does grab [or your closely held purse,
at least you have a chance to look at his face. . . .

“If you are accosted despite these precautions, don’t
struggle. ‘Co-operate’ for the safety of the person. . ..

“Scream if you like. But remember that it may ex-
cite the thief and cause him to turn back and belt you.”

Washington, like other cities of the U.S.A., reports
U.S. News and World Report, has had a continuing wave
of purse-snatchings, robbery and other criminal assaults
on its streets which have “frightened many women into
not venturing out at night.” Facing this “violence and
terror,” the Washington police department was stumped
about what to do especially after Mrs. Donald Quarles,

S a gl

RENMIN RIBAO

——1

widow of the late Deputy Secretary of Defense, was
knocked down by a pickpocket last August. Hence the
thirteen rules for women.

But if you are a man or a policeman, what then?
The Washington police department hasn’t any advice for
you, but as one Washington woman said: “The way that
one policeman was beaten up recently, they're not very
safe themselves. They used to travel in twos. I think
maybe they should go in three or fours.”

So far, nobody has yet thought of the obvious—
move the capital of the United States to a safer place.

— PIEN HSUEH

The Socialist Transformation of
Industrialists and Businessmen

A joint session of the Second Congress of the China
Democratic National Construction Association and the
Third Congress of the All-China Federation of Industry and
Commerce was held in Peking from December 16, 1959, to
February 21, 1960. At the session, the delegates appraised
the progress made by industrialists and businessmen in
accepting socialist transformation, discussed the relation-
ship between working for socialism and self-remoulding,
the attitude towards self-education in the manner of “soft
breezes and gentle rain,” and questions relating to fur-
ther self-remoulding. The session adopted a resolution
and a message of greetings to Chairman Mao Tse-tung.
In his opening address, Huang Yen-pei, Chairman of the
China Democratic National Construction Association,
described the joint session as one of great historic sig-
nificance — a session of unity under the leadership of the
Communist Party, self-education and mobilization for a
still more active participation in socialist construction.

Following is a slightly abridged translation of the
“Renmin Ribao” editorial of March 1, 1960, commenting
on the joint session.—Ed.

THE joint session of the Second Congress of the China
Democratic National Construction Association and the
Third Congress of the All-China Federation of Industry
and Commerce closed recently in Peking. Almost 2.000
industrialists, businessmen and their dependents attended.
Following full discussions in which views were freely ex-
changed in the manner of “soft breezes and gentle rain,”
it summed up the achievements of industrialists and
businessmen in service to socialism and in self-remoulding
since the struggle against bourgeois rightists and the
rectification campaign in 1957. And it put forward the task
of further self-remoulding. The various tasks laid down

18

by the meeting, we believe, will have the universal sup-
port of industrialists and businessmen throughout the
country and will help push their socialist transformation
to a new stage.

The peaceful socialist transformation of the national
bourgeoisie is a fundamental policy of the Chinese Com-
munist Party in the period of socialist revolution.
Already in the early days of the founding of the People’s
Republic of China, the Central Commitice of the Party
and Comrade Mao Tse-tung had pointed out that after
the winning of political power by the proletariat and on
the basis of a firm worker-peasant alliance, alongside the
socialist transformation of agriculture and handicrafts, it
was absolutely necessary and entirely possible to achieve
the peaceful, socialist transformation of capitalist industry
and commerce.

In the past ten years, China’s industrialists and
businessmen have undergone a profound socialist trans-
formation. The great victory of the socialist revolution
on the economic front in 1956 fundamentally changed the
capitalist system of ownership; it changed the social and
economic status of industrialists and businessmen as well.
The socialist revolution on the political and ideological
fronts in 1957 completely smashed fanatical attacks
launched by the bourgeois rightists. In the struggle
between the socialist and capitalist roads, most of the
bourgeoisie learnt a profound and important lesson:
“Never oppose the Communist Party, never take the
capitalist road, never become a rightist.” Many took a big
step forward in changing from a capitalist to a socialist
stand.

In 1958 and 1959, under the three red banners —
the general line for building socialism, the big leap
forward and the people’s communes — many industrialists
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and businessmen actively took part in the practice
of labour, and in industrial and agricultural production.
Many of their dependents also took part in production or
service activities in the district where they live. In the
practice of labour and of political and ideological remould-
ing, many raised their political outlook to a higher level,
continued to lean ever more closely towards the
Communist Party and the workers, and began to change
somewhat in their thoughts and feelings towards
socialism. All this shows that most of the bourgeoisie
have again taken a big stride forward along the road of
transformation from exploiters into labourers.

THE facts of the last ten years fully bear out the com-

plete correctness of the conclusion made long ago by
the Central Committee of the Party and Comrade Mao
Tse-tung: that the great majority of the bourgeoisie would
be able to accept transformation, although a minority
would firmly oppose the socialist revolution. The
Party’s principle and policy of peaceful transformation
of the national bourgeoisie has gained a great triumph.

But it must be pointed out that when we speak of
the great progress by the industrialists and businessmen,
we are comparing what they are today with what they
were in the past. So far as the fundamental transforma-
tion of exploiters into labourers is concerned, the progress
is far from sufficient. The dual nature of industrialists
and businessmen still exists today. During the period of
socialist revolution, they on the one hand exploit the
working class for profit; and on the other hand, they
support the Constitution and are willing to accept the
socialist transformation. Because their class prejudice is
still deep-rooted, most of them are still sceptical and
wavering in varying degrees about accepting leader-
ship by the Communist Party, about the general line, the
big leap forward and the people’s commune; some of
them are still dissatisfied with or even opposed to all
these. Even those who have made achievements in the
practice of labour and in political and ideological re-
moulding need to go further in changing their bourgeois
world outlook thoroughly.

What is especially important is that our country is
now in a new historic period in which the socialist revolu-
tion is being further developed and socialist construction
is making a big leap forward. In this new historic period,
great changes are taking place and will continue to take
place in the Chinese society. All the survivals of
capitalism will be finally and completely wiped out—
not only in the economy, but also in politics, ideology and
indeed in all other spheres. This is a protracted historic
process; also one in which every forward step will involve
fierce struggle. All the changes referred to completely
contravene the bourgeois stand and world outlook.
Capitalism versus socialism, the bourgeoisie versus the
proletariat, the bourgeois world outlook versus the pro-
letarian world outlook — this antagonism is irreconcilable,
In his famous speech “On the Correct Handling of
Contradictions Among the People,” Comrade Mao Tse-
tung pointed out that in China’s actual historical condi-
tions, the antagonistic contradiction between the bour-
geoisie and the proletariat, if properly handled, can be
transformed into a non-antagonistic one and resolved
peacefully. Whether in the past, present or future, our
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Party has [ollowed, and will continue to follow, the
policy of uniting with, criticizing and educating the
bourgeoisie, the policy of peaceful transformation. The
point here is that the bourgeoisie too must accept this
policy, completely give up their bourgeois stand and
thoroughly change their bourgeois world outlook.

After long years of capitalist practice, the bourgeois
stand and world outlook of the industrialists and business-
men are deep-rooted. Therefore, it will require long
continued practice in the service of socialism, and in
thoroughgoing political and ideological remoulding, for
them to transform their bourgeois stand and world out-
look, gradually establish a proletarian stand and world
outlook, and foster in themselves the ideology and
sentiments of the proletariat. So that they can meet the
demands of historical development, and catch up with the
leap forward pace of the working people, we hope that
industrialists and businessmen will continue to march
forward on the basis of the progress they have already
made and continue to remould themselves. We hope that,
on the one hand, they will actively take part in
the practice of labour and serve socialism wholeheartedly;
and on the other hand that they will make efforts to take
part in political study, further transform their political
stand in the course of practice and study, and step by
step build up the proletarian world outlook. We hope
that step by step they will come to be at one with the
workers and peasants, and transform themselves step by
step from exploiters to labourers. Only thus will they
be able to continue to play their active part in the big
leap forward of the motherland’s socialist cause.

¢ QJERVE one end,” “lean to one side” — this is the
crucial question confronting industrialists and busi-
nessmen at the present moment in going a step further
to accept socialist transformation. Inevitably, during
socialist transformation, each of the industrialists and
businessmen will face the question of the relations
between his personal interests and those of the state and
the people. Is he to serve personal interests heart and
soul, disregarding the interests of the state and the peo-
ple? Or is he to serve personal interests as well as the
interests of the state and the people, that is, to serve both
ends and treat them as equally important? Or is he to
serve the interests of the state and the people heart and
soul, and subordinate personal interests to the interests
of the state and the people? This is an acutle question.
Its essence is making a choice between capitalism and
socialism. Is he to firmly uphold capitalism; or to waver
and shilly-shally between capitalism and socialism; or
to lean to the side of socialism? For the sake of the state
and the people and at the same time, for that of the future
of the industrialists and businessmen, we hope they will
make a wise choice — that they will serve one single end
— the interest of the state and the people heart and soul;
and that they will lean to one side — that of socialism.

“Serve one end” and “lean to one side.” Does this
mean that the interests of the industrialists and business-
men are thereby impaired or ignored? This question can
be considered from two angles. On the one hand, in-
dustrialists and businessmen as a class — the bourgeoisie
— must in the course of the socialist revolution completely
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relinquish its ciass interest in exploitation of the working
class through its possession of means of production.
Capitalism must be thoroughly eliminated. On the other
hand, however, industrialists and businessmen as in-
dividuals will be looked after by the People’s Government
when they have accepted socialist transformation and
given up their ownership in the means of production. As
a matter of fact, our Parly, in the course of socialist
transformation, has always taken into account the reason-
able political and economic interests of the industrialists
and businessmen. The Party and the Government will
continue to follow the policy of peaceful transformation,
including the policy of redemption, and will always
concern itself with and ensure the livelihood and
opportunity for work of the industrialists and businessmen
who accept transformation. This is a fixed and unswerving
policy which the Party and the Government have followed
in the past ten years and will continue to follow in the
future. Regarding this point, there is no need for the
industrialists and businessmen to be doubtful or anxious.
Chairman Mao Tse-tung, as early as 1950, pointed out in
his speech at the Second Session of the First National
Commiliee of the Chinese People’s Political Consultative
Conlerence: “1f those who really wish to serve the people,
really help the people when the latter still face difficulties,
if they do good deeds and do them consistently without
breaking down half way, then there will be no reason for
the people and the People’s Government to reject them
or reluse them the opportunity to live and work.” That is
to say, so long as the industrialists and businessmen
“serve one end,” “lean to one side,” work wholeheartedly
for socialism and keep the interests of the people and the
state in mind, the people will look after their legitimate
personal interests. There is unity in the contradiction
between personal interests and the interests of the state,
and the people. The correct handling of this contradition
means the subordination of personal interests to those of
the state and the people and the subordination of tem-
porary to long-term interests. To lay undue stress on
personal interests and raise them above those of the state
and the people is a reflection of the bourgeois world out-
look, and is entirely wrong. It should be understood that
under socialist conditions, one who single-mindedly pur-
sues his personal interests will in the end fail to achieve
his aim. On the contrary, one who “serves one end,” “leans
to one side,” and wholeheartedly fights for the interests
of the state and the people will assuredly gain the esteem
and confidence of the people, who will reward him ac-
cordingly, with the result that not only will he not lose
both ways but, with the enhancement of the interests of
the state and people, his personal interests will also be
ensured. Both interests will be served. In short, the most
fundamental principle is that everything should be sub-
ordinated to the supreme interest of the overwhelming
majority ol the people. So long as the industrialists and
businessmen faithfully adhere to this fundamental prin-
ciple, strive single-mindedly to remould themselves and
serve the people, contribute to the interests of the people
and persist in so doing, they will assuredly enjoy the
confidence and solicitude of the people. The people are
magnanimous and ours is a big country of 650 million
people. It is entirely within their power to provide good
care for the life and work of the industrialists and busi-
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nessmen. We hope the industrialists and businessmen
will clearly understand this, stop all faltering, wavering
and hesitation and make up their minds to “serve one
end,” “lean to one side,” and work wholeheartedly for
socialism. In this way, by practice in a long period, they
will be able to make greater contributions to the state
and the people.

N order to replace their bourgeois outlook with the pro-
letarian world outlook, the industrialists and business-
men must, first of all, make a conscientious study of
Marx’s historical materialism. This would enable them
to grasp theoretically the objective laws of the develop-
ment of human society, and understand that it is the
working out of these objective laws governing the de-
velopment of history independent of human will that
capitalist society must inevitably die and communist so-
ciely inevitably triumph. This will increase their confi-
dence and enable them to take the initiative in becoming
progressives and revolutionaries facilitating the advance
of human history. In this way they will be able to
achieve personal success and be happy. If they do not
grasp these objective laws, do not foresee the great
events in the historical development of society and do
not prepare themselves mentally, when the time comes,
they will only advance with the people in a passive way
and not too happily and may even act in some manner
against the laws of the development of human history.
Marxist historical materialism has long shown that
the proletariat is the only leading class on the contempo-
rary historical stage, and that the Chinese Communist
Party is the vanguard of the proletariat and the leading
core of people throughout the country. The Chinese peo-
ple, led by the Chinese Communist Party, have won two
great victories in the democratic and socialist revolutions
and have to their credit brilliant achievements in socialist
construction. The practice of nearly 40 years of revolu-
tion and construction has fully demonstrated that the
Chinese Communist Party is a glorious, great and correct
Marxist political party. If the industrialists and business-
men want to serve socialism and remould themselves into
socialist working people, the most fundamental require-
ment is firm reliance on the Communist Party and deter-
mined acceptance of leadership by the Communist Party.
Man must have something on which to depend. In our
country, the landlord class and the comprador capitalist
class have long been overthrown, the cconomic basis for
the national and petty bourgeoisie has been essentially
eliminated and the peasants will eventually become
workers. Who else is there on whom the industrialists
and businessmen can rely? Clearly there is no other way
than reliance on the working class. The working class
and its vanguard, the Communist Party, have the greatest
future and are therefore most reliable. Increasing
numbers of people in industrial and business circles have
come to understand this truth. They have stated that
they would “listen to Chairman Mao Tse-tung's words,
follow the Communist Party and take the socialist road.”
We welcome this positive attitude. The industrialists and
businessmen will not only make steady progress in the
course of the present socialist transformation but will
also have a promising future so long as they firmly rely
on the Communist Party, exert every effort to remould
themselves and work single-mindedly for socialism.
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