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“Anyone who has tasted the miseries of poverty in
his own youth and has experienced the indifference
and arrogance of the well-to-do, should be safe from
the suspicion of having no understanding or good will
towards endeavors to fight against the inequality of
wealth among men and all that it leads to.”
– Sigmund Freud1

China’s one-party, “Communist” government holds its firm
power today because of the revolution fought by many self-
described socialist revolutionaries. Mao Tse-Tung, a staunch
Leninist, would accomplish the goal of overthrowing the gov-
ernment and gaining power over the state. Under the spread of
the Socialist and progressive ideas, the common man began to

1 “Civilization and Its Discontents,” by Sigmund Freud, 1930. Published
by W.W. Norton & Company, translated and edited by James Strachey (copy-
right 1961), with a biographical introduction by Peter Gay. Chapter 5, page 71,
footenote #7.



identify his social situation very differently. He is not a free agent,
the economic conditions which affect him are caused by private
property, and the media and all schools have always been the
lapdog of the current status quo. The socially aware proletariat
begins to doubt the words of the authorities, believing in his heart
that the miserable condition which he suffers is caused by the
Capitalism system and the absence of a Socialist order.

Capitalism created unbelievable poverty and misery for the
working class of China. Adam Smith wrote, “In all great towns
several [infants] are every night exposed in the street, or drowned
like puppies in the water. The performance of this horrid office
is even said to be the avowed business by which some people
earn their subsistence.”2 Dire poverty and want of food will drive
desperate men to crime, but where that fails, families are forced
to make decisions like who can eat or who cannot eat. Thomas
Malthus wrote…

…by the custom of exposing children, which, in
times of distress, is probably more frequent than is
ever acknowledged to Europeans. Relative to this
barbarous practice, it is difficult to avoid remarking,
that there cannot be a stronger proof of the distresses
that have been felt by mankind for want of food, than
the existence of a custom that thus violates the most
natural principle of the human heart. It appears to
have been very general among ancient nations, and
certainly tended rather to increase population.3

Capitalist China always has been an enemy of the working class,
producing some very unbelievable tragedy. China had two wars
with Britain in the 1800’s over opium. The Chinese wanted to ban

2 Adam Smith, “The Wealth of Nations,” 1776, book 1, chapter 8.
3 Malthus, Thomas, “An Essay on the Principle of Population,” 1798, chapter

4.
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it while the British continued to rake in great profits. TheCapitalist
system ultimate effect is the decay of Democracy. When an econ-
omy is organized with a few elites controlling everything, then all
political, social, and educational institutions will reflect their atti-
tudes and opinions. In this case, the Chinese lost their political
autonomy, the right to control their fate as a culture and a soci-
ety, because Western business interests sought to establish these
high profit markets and for absolutely no other reason. In the
late 1800’s, Chinese Nationalists formed what became known as
the Boxer Movement. When the movement was finally destroyed
by eight national powers, China was forced to pay $333 million
in “war reparations.” Once again, the poor working class of this
country was forced to labor to pay for the luxury and development
of Western civilization. To ignore the lessons that Capitalism has
taught through hundreds of Chinese history would be to seek a
truly cultural suicide for the Chinese people.

Do things have to be like this? Most revered economists who
have covered the Capitalist economy rarely make a statement on
the way things ought to be, or the ways things should be. The
economist’s sole job has and alwayswill be to examine, understand,
and interpret the forces that move an economy. Karl Marx’s rele-
vance is due to the fact that he combined the role of the economist
and the philosopher — he understood the situation as it existed and
then offered a better plan of social organization. In other words,
more than just an economist or philosopher, Marx was a visionary.
One year before working on theManifesto of the Communist Party,
he wrote, “The existence of a class which possess nothing but the
ability to work is a necessary presupposition of capital.”4 In 1848,
he wrote, “The landowner in the strict sense, who is neither a peas-
ant nor a tenant farmer, has no share in production. Consumption

4 “Wage Labour and Capital,” by Karl Marx, introduction by Friedrich En-
gels, chapter 5, 1847.
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on his part is, therefore, nothing but abuse.”5 The highly acclaimed
manifesto was translated into a thousand languages and discussed
by hundreds of millions. His words in the eighteenth century were
just as true then as they are today…

You are horrified at our intending to do away with pri-
vate property. But in your existing society, private
property is already done away with for nine-tenths of
the population; its existence for the few is solely due
to its non-existence in the hands of those nine-tenths.
You reproach us, therefore, with intending to do away
with a form of property, the necessary condition for
whose existence is the non-existence of any property
for the immense majority of society.6

While Karl Marx was certainly not the first Communist or
Socialist, his research in the field of economics marked a defining
moment for all revolutionary movements of the world. In the late
1800’s, we saw many brave, strong people carrying the sentiment
of Socialism wherever the question of politics was brought up.
Robert Green Ingersoll writes in 1877, “We have seen here in
America street-car drivers working sixteen and seventeen hours a
day. It was necessary to have a strike in order to get to fourteen,
another strike to get to twelve, and nobody could blame them for
keeping on striking till they get to eight hours.”7 Emma Goldman
and John Most write in 1896, “The system of communism logically
excludes any and every relation between master and servant, and
means really Anarchism, and the way to this goal leads through

5 “Demands of the Communst Party”, by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels,
1848.

6 “Manifesto of the Communist Party,” by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels,
“Proletarians and Communists,” 1848.

7 “Eight Hours Must Come.”
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by dictatorship and not through Democracy, then we will make
the same errors that Mao and Lenin made; and, if such a mistake
were made by any Socialist group, we can only expect that they
will leave countless dead in their wake — their “realization of
the utopian dream of Socialism.” But, if we think that Socialism
hasn’t accomplished anything for the poor, the homeless, and the
working class, then we would be ignoring the largest and most
important part of history. As Communists, we must push on,
but it is absolutely important that all political autonomy is in the
hands of everyone.

The greatest service anyone could ever do for Capitalism would
be to propagate the idea that China was a truly Communist soci-
ety, when it certainly was not an alternative world where workers
possessed complete power over the political and economic institu-
tions. If anyone were to push “Red” China as a glorious and glow-
ing example of Proletariat Revolution, then they are simply going
to offend and insult those who are listening. Why would anyone
desire to abolish Capitalism, if the only resulting effect is a serious
violation of our rights as members of the social unit? To defend
the actions of the so-called Communist Party of China will only
empower Capitalism and hinder the further progress of Socialism.
And for those reasons, we must make ourselves the enemies of the
Communist Party of China, until it collapses and the people are
given true economic, political, social, cultural, and religious liberty.

“The sage, when employed, becomes the Head of all
the Officers (of government); and in his greatest regu-
lations he employs no violent measures.”
– Lao Tzu27

27 Tao Te King ( Dao ‘h Ching), Part 1, Lao Tzu, translated by Mark Zimmer-
man.
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a social revolution.”8 In 1901, Leo Tolstoy wrote, “…for no social
system can be durable or stable, under which the majority does
not enjoy equal rights but is kept in a servile position, and is
bound by exceptional laws. Only when the labouring majority
have the same rights as other citizens, and are freed from shameful
disabilities, is a firm order of society possible.”9

All of these social agitators and dissenting voices promoted the
idea of an economy based on satisfying the needs of the laboring
workers, not the idle rich. And, in reality, this system can be called
either Socialism or Communism. Those were the principles that
were carried by these individuals whose revolutionary thoughtwas
only followed by courageous action. Vladimir Lenin, who associ-
ated himself with the ideas of Socialism, would seize state power of
Russia in October of 1917, declaring the first Socialist state — and
there have been many valid critics on the question of whether he
actually did this. In China, a revolutionary movement was grow-
ing. Mao Tse-Tung became one of its greatest members. In this
piece, he expresses his Socialist ideas, writing, “…the road to the
abolition of classes, to the abolition of state power and to the abo-
lition of parties is the road all mankind must take…” and “…it is
only the working class that is most farsighted, most selfless and
most thoroughly revolutionary.” The Communist Party of China
gained control over the state in 1949. Now the revolutionaries who
claimed to be representing the genuine will of the people will have
an opportunity to put their ideas into practice. It was time to see
what great success Socialism could give to a willing people.

Mao Tse-Tung’s policy was to create a Dictatorship. And that is
why many say that the dream of Socialism in China was dead be-
fore it was conceived. In this piece, he writes, “‘You are dictatorial.’
My dear sirs, you are right, that is just what we are.” And, “Our

8 “Anarchy Defended By Anarchists,” by Emma Goldman and John Most,
from Metropolitan Magazine, vol. IV, No. 3; October 1896.

9 “To the Tsar and His Assistants,” by Leo Tolstoy, March 15, o.s., 1901.
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present task is to strengthen the people’s state apparatus — mainly
the people’s army, the people’s police and the people’s courts — in
order to consolidate national defence and protect the people’s in-
terests.” The right to vote was completely abolished, establishing
the Communist Party of China as the only legal political affiliation.
Those who desire to seek out their community and personal inter-
ests through alternative ideas and different routes were disciplined
by the law. Autonomy, the right of the majority of the people to
control the society which they are constantly in submission to, was
completely denied. This was the first policy of these “Socialists” in
China. It was certainly an omen to all Freethinkers of what was to
come with this new regime.

What about the authors of the Communist Manifesto? They de-
sired to create the worker’s society, where the primary economic
rule was “Each according to his ability, to each according to his
needs!”10 We are aware that Frederick Engels, co-author of the
Manifesto, wrote, “In all civilized countries, democracy has as its
necessary consequence the political rule of the proletariat, and the
political rule of the proletariat is the first condition for all commu-
nist measures. As long as democracy has not been achieved, thus
long do Communists and democrats fight side by side, thus long
are the interests of the democrats at the same time those of the
Communists.”11 Marx writes, “Man does not exist because of the
law but rather the law exists for the good of man. Democracy is
human existence, while in the other political formsman has only le-
gal existence. That is the fundamental difference of democracy.”12
The 1893 Italian Edition of the Communist Manifesto includes this
important aspects of “political autonomy,” where Engels writes,
“Without restoring autonomy and unity to each nation, it will be
impossible to achieve the international union of the proletariat, or

10 “Critique of the Gotha Programme,” Karl Marx, 1875, part 1.
11 Deutsche-Brüsseler-Zeitung No. 80, October 7, 1847.
12 Critique of Hegel’s Philosophy of Right Karl Marx, 1843, Part 2, section C.
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of the ruling class is going to be the organ which expresses the
will of the people. That is a given for any dictatorship. There is
no reason to expect a Leninist to create democracy for the work-
ing class “through their own autonomous, self-organized, mutual
cooperation.” Such a theory would baffle the pathetic understand-
ing that infected Mao’s ideas. The fact that the Communist Party
of China itself did not allow suffrage, freedom of speech, or any
other rights necessary to the proper functioning of a Democracy
speaks volumes. How is the party going to enforce the will of the
people, when their first instinct is to imprison and massacre those
who exercise the rights defended by Marx and Engels?

Maoism and Leninismmake fatal mistakes, because they assume
that to grant political autonomy to the working class would mean
that they wouldn’t seek out economic autonomy for themselves,
through combinations of labor, activism, and other grassroots
movements. The Statist Communists believe that Capitalism is the
source of misery for the Proletariat and that the only way to abol-
ish it is to give absolute political power to a vanguard party. But,
seeing that the working class are the ones who suffer for the free
trade economy, one might make the logical conclusion that they
therefore ought to be the ones responsible for decision-making
in rebuilding their political, social, and economic worlds. These
Statist “Socialists” believe that man is too inherently weak, unor-
ganized, and thoughtless to control his situation, and therefore
needs someone to control it for him. If it were true that man was
incapable of governing for himself economically, then I would just
as soon take Imperialist Capitalism over Statist Communism. But,
I have no reason to believe that the working class cannot or will
not become socially aware. Socialists are responsible for the eight
hour day, safe factory conditions, protected jobs, higher incomes,
unemployment payment, food stamps for the working class poor,
and so much more. Our ideas and the ideas of our philosophers
have created the momentum that has improved and brightened
our world. If we think we can jump forward by force and coercion,
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not going to stand for someone controlling whether we get bread
for the day, why would we stand for someone controlling our life
and liberty? Mao, however, vilified all who opposed him as “the re-
actionary forces of Imperialist Capitalism,” when that wasn’t quite
true. Many of those who opposed his methods and tactics were
avowed Socialists and Communists. When the government divides
society into “those who are with us” and “those who are against us,”
of course they will say that those who are anti-government are also
against the will of the people. It’s simply the most natural flowing
movement for an oppressive, totalitarian regime.

Mao was fond of saying that he was creating a dictatorship over
the enemy. “The right to vote belongs only to the people, not to
the reactionaries. The combination of these two aspects, democ-
racy for the people and dictatorship over the reactionaries, is the
people’s democratic dictatorship.” Of course a leader of the people
is going to say that they are oppressing the enemy, the capitalist
class in this case. He wants the people to believe that he is hurting
the onewho has hurt them. He plays to these simple prejudices and
their willingness to follow. The fact that another person’s voice is
not the same as my own does not mean that I should ever silence
them. Democracy relies on this truth most of all. Mao’s ban on all
non-state approved literature was naturally only followed by the
massacring of the authors and the imprisoning of the publishing
rings. I am convinced that Socialism would be one of the great-
est reforms enacted, but I’m not quite sure how Mao’s program
attempted to change anything. He even writes here, “Our present
policy is to regulate capitalism, not to destroy it.” Just when are
the people ready to be living in a social order that is absent of ex-
ploiting economic relationships? Today, thousands of corporations
outsource labor to China in cruel and inhumane conditions.

“To sum up our experience and concentrate it into one point,
it is the people’s democratic dictatorship under the leadership of
the working class (through the Communist Party) and based upon
the alliance of workers and peasants.” For a dictatorship, the party
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the peaceful and intelligent co-operation of these nations toward
common aims.”13 As far as political rights of the working class,
Karl Marx writes in 1873…

The first socialists (Fourier, Owen, Saint-Simon, etc.),
since social conditions were not sufficiently developed
to allow the working class to constitute itself as a
militant class, were necessarily obliged to limit them-
selves to dreams about the model society of the future
and were led thus to condemn all the attempts such
as strikes, combinations or political movements set in
train by the workers to improve their lot. But while
we cannot repudiate these patriarchs of socialism,
just as chemists cannot repudiate their forebears the
alchemists, we must at least avoid falling back into
their mistakes, which, if we were to commit them,
would be inexcusable.14

Inexcusable. That’s the word Karl Marx uses for anyone who
would deny the working class their right to combination, strikes,
or political movements. And it was the very first action of the
so-called Communist Party of China. Ba Jin, the Chinese anti-
Capitalist who was in China during the rule of the CPC, wrote, “…
nobody can depict the ‘cowshed’ prison as a paradise, nor depict
inhuman massacre as a ‘Great Proletarian Revolution.’”15 Rudolph
Rocker, a prominent Anarcho-Syndicalist, writes, “…economic ex-
ploitation has always gone hand in hand with political and social
oppression. The exploitation of man by man and the domination
of man over man are inseparable, and each is the condition of
the other.”16 Peter Kropotkin, the true working class philosopher,

13 Frederick Engels, London, February 1, 1893.
14 “Political Indifferentism,” 1873, from the French by Bignami, source: The

Plebs, Vol. XIV, London 1922.
15 “A Museum of the ‘Cultural Revolution,’” by Ba Jin, June 15, 1986.
16 “Anarchism and Anarcho-Syndicalism,” by Rudolph Rocker.
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gives us his sage-wisdom in this question to the youth of his day
in 1880, “Which side will you take? For the law and against jus-
tice, or for justice and against the law?”17 Mikhail Bakunin was
an Anarchist who opposed the Socialist state, but sought out the
Socialist community, writing, “…there is no revolution without the
masses…”18 Big Bill Haywood, the strong symbol of American la-
bor, would give to his listeners in a speech the following words:
“…to be in a position to control the power of government so as to
make the work of the army ineffective, so as to abolish totally the
secret service and the force of detectives. That is the reason that
you want the power of government.”19

It is a generally accepted maxim among countless Communist
and Socialist thinkers that the masters of the state will be as cruel,
ruthless, and devious as the masters of economy. Anarchists have
learned that it is not just economic authority that poses the great-
est threat to the working class. It is authority, the coercion of oth-
ers to your will, that is always our enemy, whether it is economic,
political, educational, or cultural in any way. It is true that Marx
certainly made arguments on behalf of authority, and in this re-
spect, he differedwithmany of the other Socialists. Individuals like
Goldman, Bakunin, and Kropotkin called themselves Anarchists, to
define themselves as anti-authoritarian Socialists. Marx would de-
fend authority in 1872 with, “They [anti-authoritarian Socialists]
demand that the first act of the social revolution shall be the abo-
lition of authority. Have these gentlemen ever seen a revolution?

17 “An Appeal to the Young,” by Peter Kropotkin, 1880, first published in La
Revolte, and soon issued as a pamphlet.

18 “The Paris Commune and the Idea of the State,” byMikhail Aleksandrovich
Bakunin, first published in 1871, Alfred A. Knopf, New York, NY.

19 “The General Strike,” by William D. Haywood; Speech by William D. Hay-
wood at Meeting Held for the Benefit of the Buccafori Defense, at Progress As-
sembly Rooms, New York, March 16, 1911.
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The foreign reactionaries who accuse us of practicing
“dictatorship” or “totalitarianism” are the very persons
who practice it. They practice the dictatorship or total-
itarianism of one class, the bourgeoisie, over the prole-
tariat and the rest of the people. They are the very per-
sons Sun Yat-sen spoke of as the bourgeoisie of mod-
ern states who oppress the common people. And it
is from these reactionary scoundrels that Chiang Kai-
shek learned his counter-revolutionary dictatorship.
Chu Hsi, a philosopher of the Sung Dynasty, wrote
many books and made many remarks which are now
forgotten, but one remark is still remembered, “Deal
with a man as he deals with you.” This is just what
we do; we deal with the imperialists and their running
dogs, the Chiang Kai-shek reactionaries, as they deal
with us. That is all there is to it!

I don’t really understand many of Mao’s remarks about “democ-
racy for the proletariat.” He seems obsessed with at least some-
how retaining the attachment of the word Democracy. If anything,
Democracy is only real when it exists for the minority classes. Of
course full rights and privileges will be granted to the class that has
ruling power. Every dictator has “Democracy” for his own party.
Why would a dictator enact raids against his own headquarters, or
illegal arrests of his own partisans? It would be ridiculous. I think
it can always be assumed that dictators and other oppressors will
grant special political or social privileges to those who represent
their interest. At this point, I think that can be assumed. You can
tell if a genuine Democracy exists by seeing if the minority classes
enjoy the same rights of free speech, free association, and equal
suffrage.

Of course everyone who doesn’t like authoritarian or totalitar-
ian governments is going to oppose Mao. Socialists and Commu-
nists have a historical tendency towards Libertarianism. If we’re
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the reactionaries, is the people’s democratic dictator-
ship.
[…]
The state apparatus, including the army, the police and
the courts, is the instrument by which one class op-
presses another. It is an instrument for the oppression
of antagonistic classes, it is violence and not “benevo-
lence”. “You are not benevolent!” Quite so. We defi-
nitely do not apply a policy of benevolence to the reac-
tionaries and towards the reactionary activities of the
reactionary classes. Our policy of benevolence is ap-
plied only within the ranks of the people, not beyond
them to the reactionaries or to the reactionary activi-
ties of reactionary classes.
[…]
As for the members of the reactionary classes and indi-
vidual reactionaries, so long as they do not rebel, sab-
otage or create trouble after their political power has
been overthrown, land and work will be given to them
as well in order to allow them to live and remould
themselves through labour into new people. If they
are not willing to work, the people’s state will com-
pel them to work. Propaganda and educational work
will be done among them too and will be done, more-
over, with as much care and thoroughness as among
the captured army officers in the past. This, too, may
be called a “policy of benevolence” if you like, but it is
imposed by us on the members of the enemy classes
and cannot be mentioned in the same breath with the
work of self-education which we carry on within the
ranks of the revolutionary people.
[…]

16

A revolution is certainly the most authoritarian thing there is…”20
However, he does add in the same piece, “All Socialists are agreed
that the political state, and with it political authority, will disap-
pear as a result of the coming social revolution, that is, that public
functions will lose their political character and will be transformed
into the simple administrative functions of watching over the true
interests of society.”

Communism, Socialism, worker’s solidarity, unions, consumer
groups, social issue advocates, reformers, revolutionaries, journal-
ist muckrakers, underground zine publishers, protest soldiers, and
social agitation of all degrees — all of these ideas and concepts have
value for one and one reason only. They all directly speak to the ex-
perience and knowledge of the working class. They all recognize
the primal facts of our economy: the working class are respon-
sible for producing the wealth of society, but due to our current
economic laws of Free Enterprise, they are only allowed to appre-
ciate an extremely small portion of it. The massive poverty that
has spread through the working class is due mostly to the concen-
tration of the means of production in the hands of a very few eco-
nomic elites. All means and methods that have been used to help
the worker open his mind to the class antagonism that causes his
misery, all of these means and methods can truly be called Social-
ism. Their primary aim and end was to alleviate the misery of the
working class, and this can only be done by giving the worker au-
tonomy. We have sought to liberate the ourselves from the yoke of
Capitalism by defending our two sets of rights: our political rights,
including the right to strike, boycott, association, suffrage, freedom
of speech, organizing, leafleting, petitions, and protests, and then
our economic rights, such as a living wage, safe working condi-
tions, affordable necessities, inexpensive and clean housing, as well

20 On Authority,” by Karl Marx, 1872, Published: 1874 in the Italian, Al-
manacco Republican, Source: Marx-Engels Reader, New York: W. W. Norton and
Co., second edition, 1978 (first edition, 1972), pp 730–733.
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as availability in healthcare and education. By securing these two
sets of rights, Socialists have helped to alleviate such great poverty
and suffering. But, when Mao abolished the political rights of all
Chinese citizens, he also was responsible for abolishing all of their
economic rights. There cannot be a living wage, or safe working
conditions, or affordable housing, without the working class hav-
ing a voice in society. It is only when the working class has the
political capacity to look after their own interests that a truly So-
cialist society can be achieved. When others try to “look after their
interests” for them, such as a Vanguard Party, then the economic
rights of the working class cannot be realized.

One of Mao’s most prominent accomplishments was coined the
Cultural Revolution. There was an editorial in the newspaper of the
People’s Liberation Army in 1966 that read, “The current great so-
cialist cultural revolution is a great revolution to sweep away all
monsters and a great revolution that remoulds the ideology of peo-
ple and touches their souls… He who wants to make revolution
must accept Mao Tse-tung’s thought and act in accordance with
it.”21 From these descriptive terms, one might necessarily think
that a great cultural revolution of the Proletariat might mean build-
ing libraries, museums, schools — a breaking down of all the intel-
lectual barriers which only inhibited the growth and development
of the people. Let’s take a look at Mao’s track record for accom-
plishing this goal: “Liquidation of counterrevolutionaries, land re-
form, ‘Three Antis’ and ‘Five Antis’ campaigns (1949–52). Five mil-
lion executions…” The Minister for Public Security admitted that
its “anti-rightist campaign” of 1957 is responsible for killing 100,000
and then subjecting 1.7 million to police investigation, with several
million sent to the countryside for “reeducation.” The Cultural Rev-
olution itself was in reality an oppressive police state with forced

21 “Mao Tse-Tung’sThought is the Telescope and Microscope of Our Revolu-
tionary Cause,” June 7, 1966, by Jiefangjun Bao. From: The Great Socialist Cultural
Revolution in China (Peking: Foreign Languages Press, 1966), III, 11–17.
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imperialists and their running dogs, not about how to
deal with anyone else. With regard to such reactionar-
ies, the question of irritating them or not does not
arise. Irritated or not irritated, they will remain the
same because they are reactionaries. Only if we draw
a clear line between reactionaries and revolutionaries,
expose the intrigues and plots of the reactionaries,
arouse the vigilance and attention of the revolution-
ary ranks, heighten our will to fight and crush the
enemy’s arrogance can we isolate the reactionaries,
vanquish them or supersede them. We must not show
the slightest timidity before a wild beast. We must
learn from Wu Sung on the Chingyang Ridge. As
Wu Sung saw it, the tiger on Chingyang Ridge was
a man-eater, whether irritated or not. Either kill the
tiger or be eaten by him — one or the other.
[…]
“You are dictatorial.” My dear sirs, you are right, that is
just what we are. All the experience the Chinese peo-
ple have accumulated through several decades teaches
us to enforce the people’s democratic dictatorship, that
is, to deprive the reactionaries of the right to speak and
let the people alone have that right.
[…]
If they speak or act in an unruly way, they will be
promptly stopped and punished. Democracy is prac-
ticed within the ranks of the people, who enjoy the
rights of freedom of speech, assembly, association and
so on. The right to vote belongs only to the people, not
to the reactionaries. The combination of these two as-
pects, democracy for the people and dictatorship over

15



Socialism and Democracy are necessary; for a vicious ruler, it’s
just enough to convince the people that they have what they know
they need. Mao established the “Dictatorship of the Proletariat,”
but even Marx even made some technical notes about what that
term really means…

“From Blanqui’s assumption, that any revolution may
be made by the outbreak of a small revolutionary mi-
nority, follows of itself the necessity of a dictatorship
after the success of the venture. This is, of course, a
dictatorship, not of the entire revolutionary class, the
proletariat, but of the small minority that has made the
revolution…”26

In this speech, Mao says, “But for the working class, the labour-
ing people and the Communist Party the question is not one of
being overthrown, but of working hard to create the conditions
in which classes, state power and political parties will die out very
naturally andmankindwill enter the realm of Great Harmony.” Un-
derstanding just a small dose of contemporary Chinese history is
enough to demonstrate that the Communist Party of China simply
reinforced class antagonisms by recreating the class-based system
with a state-run Capitalism. Mao’s policy, as he describes it, can be
simplified to: Democracy for those who are with us, Dictatorship
for those who are against us. This really exemplifies how authority
and power work. Those who are with Mao are the revolutionary
Proletariat who want to abolish Capitalism. Those who are against
Mao are the reactionary forces of Imperialism. Or, as Mao repeats
a few times…

“You are too irritating.” We are talking about how
to deal with domestic and foreign reactionaries, the

26 “The Program of the Blanquist Fugitives from the Paris Commune,” First
published: in Der Volksstaat, No.73, 26 June 1874.
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labor camps, where millions were worked to death.22 Tiananmen
Square is another glowing and brilliant example: it was the combi-
nation of the working class to enforce their own interests against
the ruling, capital-owning class, the so-called Communist Party of
China. Those who fought Mao represented the true sentiment of
Marxism and Communism. A more apt term for this period of Chi-
nese history would be the Great Cultural Regression.

The history of the Maoist campaigns is a well-known topic to
many political theory and sociology minds. It has been fifty seven
years since the revolution of the Communist Party of China. In
all of those years of constant change, the government ended up
becoming the major oppressor, forcing unbelievable misery to a
working class that had no right to voice its opinions in government.
But, today, does China exhibit the true spirit of Socialism? Well,
has the Communist Party of China abolished poverty through its
policy? According to United Nations Food and Agriculture Organi-
zation estimates for 2000–02, 11% of the population of the People’s
Republic of China were undernourished.23 The civil rights abuses
of Mao’s era still continue to this day…

In February 2001 China ratified the International
Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights
(ICESCR), but the official Xinhua news agency made
it clear that this step would in no way change China’s
existing labor laws. Amnesty International described
this restriction on rights to form trade unions as “very
disappointing” and noted that:

22 “TheBurning Forest: Human Rights in China,” by Simon Leys, 1978. As for
the five million executions estimate: (A conservative estimate, advanced by one
of the most cautious and respected specialists of contemporary Chinese his-tory,
Jacques Guillermaz, in Le Parti Communiste chinois au pouvoir [Paris: Payot,
1972], 33, n. 1).

23 Food and Agriculture Organization, www.fao.org/, China Country Profile.

11



Many individuals are currently imprisoned
solely for exercising and promoting the eco-
nomic, social and cultural rights enshrined
in the covenant. These include the right to
organize free trade unions, the right to strike,
or simply for speaking out and organizing
around livelihood issues. Some have been
sent to re-education through labor camps or
forcibly detained in psychiatric hospitals (AI
2001).24

It is almost a bitter irony. Marxists, Communists, Socialists, Left-
ists, and others have always fought for the rights of labor combi-
nations, striking, and allowing the working class to make demands
of their oppressor; however, this is all done away with in the state-
run Capitalism of the Communist Party of China. A democratic
union of works is the most authentic form of revolutionary Social-
ism. Marx defended the institution…

An oppressed class is the vital condition for every so-
ciety founded on the antagonism of classes. The eman-
cipation of the oppressed class thus implies necessar-
ily the creation of a new society. For the oppressed
class to be able to emancipate itself, it is necessary
that the productive powers already acquired and the
existing social relations should no longer be capable
of existing side by side. Of all the instruments of pro-
duction, the greatest productive power is the revolu-
tionary class itself. The organization of revolutionary
elements as a class supposes the existence of all the
productive forces which could be engendered in the
bosom of the old society.

24 “Still waiting for Nike to do it,” by Tim Connor, page 70.
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Does this mean that after the fall of the old society
there will be a new class domination culminating in a
new political power? No.25

The irony is very apparent when Mao describes himself as a
Marxist yet his practice completely denies the principles of Marx-
ism. Hypocrisy is one term for it. But, this wouldn’t be the very
first time in history that a leader promised a solution that the peo-
ple demanded, and then denied it once they obtained authority.
The first enemy of the working class is Capitalism. The second
enemy is the state. So long as both remain intact, the worker will
forever find himself the slave to a powerful machine.

No, my working class brethren, you have not been freed. There
is simply a new oppressor who, like the old oppressor, claims to be
your liberator.

There’s no fooling a true Marxist. There was very little in the
practice of Mao that truly resembled the ideologies of real Social-
ism or Communism. I understand that they pushed themselves
as Communists and Socialists, but that is naturally the tendency
of every ruling party. They always say that they are good for the
people, but they never let the people speak and administer soci-
ety for themselves. Besides calling himself “Socialist,” Mao applied
the term “Democratic” to his state — when it clearly was not. The
so-called “People’s Liberation Army” was responsible for burning
down thousands of homes, executing millions, and enslaving many
to the point of physical collapse. Was there anything about this
Chinese institution that expressed either the will of the people or
sentiments of a liberating ideal? Absolutely not. Of course Mao
will call it the People’s Liberation Army. It would be a tad bit more
difficult to sway the people if it was named the Mobile Oppression
Force, just like it would be impossible for him to form the Capi-
talist Republic of China — the people themselves are aware that

25 The Poverty of Philosophy, Chapter Two, Part 5, by Karl Marx, 1847.
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