Politics Is in Commsmd of Economies,
R,evolution Is in Comrnsnd of Production
by Ko Cheng
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OW to handle the relationship between politics and
ssorremics anC between revolution and production
after the seizure of political power by the proletariat is
an important question of whether or not to uphold the
dictatorship of the proletariat, really take the socialist
road and undertake genuine socialist economi.c construction.

Our great leader Chairman Mao's teachings that
politics is the commander; the soul in everything, that
"political work is the life-blood of all economic work,"
and the great principle he advanced of "grasping revolution, promoting production" have, theoretically and in
practice, correctly solved this question and creatively
developed Marxism-Leninism. These teachings of
Chairman Mao's are our basic guiding thought in successfully carrying out socialist revolution and socialist
construction.
On the question of the relationship betrveen politics
and economics, there has als'ays been a fierce struggle
between Marxism and revisionism.

From the end of 1920 to the beginning of 1921,
when the Soviet Union was at the crucial juncture of
preparing for the transition to economic restoration.
Lenin carried on a great debate with Trotsky, Bukharin
and other anti-Party groups on the question of the trade
union, centring round the relationship between politics
and economics. During the debate, Lenin held that one
should, first of all, take a political approach and that the
trade union should be a school of communism, a transmission belt by means of u,hich the Party maintained ties
with the masses so as to strengthen the leadership of the
Party and consolidate the dictatorship of the prolelariat.
Opposing Lenin's viervpoint, Trotsky held that the

"economic" a.pprcach should be adopted; he demanded
that the trade unions be "governmentalized" to become
organs in charge of prcduction. This was an attempt
by Trotsky to unCermine the dictatorship of the proletariat and put an end to the leading role of the Party
in econornic construction. In this debate, Bukha.rin
adopted double-dealing tactics and did his best to shield
Trotsky. He blabbed that one should overcome the "onesidedness" of the political approach and combine the
two sides in the controversy, declaring that the political
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approach and the "economic" approach were equally
important and that both could be taken.

Lenin shattered the fallacies of Trotsky and
Bukharin during the debate. Defining the interrelation between politics and economics, Lenin pointed out:
t'Politics is a concentrated expression of economics."
In other words, the basic class interests and the interreIation between classes find concentrated explession in
politics. No class which has lost political po\l-er catl
retain its dominance in the economic field. Lenin said:
"The most essential, the 'decisive' interests of classes
can be satisfied only by radical political changes in general. In particular the fundamental economic interests
of the proletariat can be satisfied only by a political
reVolution that will replace the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie by the dictatorship of the proletariaL" The dictatorship of the proletariat is the most concentrated expression of socialist ecpnom:r. and is the basic guarantee
for establishing. consolidating and developing socialist
ectnomy.

Proceeding from this basic viewpoint that politics
concentrated expression of economics, Lenin put
forward in clear-cut terms the brilliant concept of putting politics first. He said: "Politics cannot but have
precedence over economics. To argue differently means
forgetting the A B C of Marxism." Lenin also pointed

is a

out that Bukharin's fallacy of placing economics on a
par with politics amounted to a "substitution of eclecticism for the dialectical interplay of politics and economics." Refuting the fallacies of Trotsky and Bukharin __ their opposition to putting politics first under the
pretext of showing "concern for prouuction," Lenin said:
"lVithout a correct political approach to the matter the
given class will be unable to stay on top, and, eonsequently, will be incapable of solving its production
problern either." By openly using the "economie" approach to oppose the political approach, Trotsky cleariy
revealed his opportunist features. Bukharin's eclecticism, on the other hand, was opportunism in a different
guise. He used the so-called "all-round viewpoint" to
give equal importance to both politics and economics.
Such seemingly impartial but double-dealing tricks rvere
even more deceitful ln fact, both Trotsky and Br"rkharin
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rvanted politics. What they wanted, however, v!'as
bour-geois politics. not proletarian politics. and their attempt rri,as to divert economic construction to the
capitalist road.
Chairman Mao has summed

'

up the historical

experience, both positive and negative, of ihe dictator-

ship of the proletariat and formulated ihc great tlreoly
of continuing the revolution under the dictatorship of
the proletariat. For the first time, he has clearly pointed
out that, after great victory has been won in the sociaiist
transformation of the ownership of the means of pto-

duction, there are stili clbsses and class struggie, the

struggle between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie and
between the socialist road and the capitalist road, that
there is the danger of capitalist restoration, and that

the proletariat mr.rst continue the ret'olution. If rve
depart from the dictatorship of the proletariai and

not continue the revolution under the dictatorship of the
proletariat, then socialist production cannot develop and
genuine socialist construction cannot be carried out.
The result can only be capitaiist restoi'ation. in the
great practice of leading China's socialist revolution and
socialist construction and in the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution initiated and led by himself, Chairman
Mao has incisively criticized the counter-revolutionary
revisionist line of the renegade, hidden traitor ar-rd scab
Liu Shao-chi for the restoration of capitalism and shattered the bourgeois headquarters headed by Liu shaochi. This has provided the basic guarantee that China's
economic constructio-n will'continne to adrrance in giant
stlides along the socialist load.
Proceeding from the actual conclitions of China's
socialist revolution and socialist construction, Chairman
Mao has creatively solved the question of what is genuine socialist economic construction and horv to carry
it out. Chairman Mao has set forth the brilliant coneept that, in socialist economic construction, it is imperative to give prominence to proletarian polities and
to put politics in command of economics, and formulated

the general line of 'Igoing all out, aiming high and
achieving greater, faster, better and more economi€al
results in building socialism," the great sirategic principles of "maintaining independence and keeping the
initiative in our own hands aud relying on our ewn
e{forts" and "be prepared against war, be prepared
against natural disasters, and do everything for the
trreople" as well as a series of other proletarian econcmic policies. During the Great Proletarian Cultural
Revolution, Chaii'rnan Mao has enunciated the great
principle of l'grasping revolution, promoting produe.
tion.f' As Vice-Chairmair Lin Piao pointed out in his
potitical report to the Ninth National- Congress of the
Communist Party of China, the principle of "grasping
revolution, promoting production'l !'correctly explains
the relationship between revolution and production;
between consciousne$s and matte& between the superstructure and the economic base and between the relations of produetion and the productive forces." This
means that we must use revolution to command production, Bl:omote it and lead it forward. Chairma:l
6

Mao's brilliant thinking that politics is in cornmand
of economics and revolution is in cornmand of production is the beacon iighting up the road forward for us
in consolidating the dictatorship of the proletariat,
preventing capitaiist restoration and building socialism.
It is, moreover, a sharp weapon in the criticism of irrodern revisionism.
Since its usurpation of the leadership of the Soviet
Party and state, the Soviet revisionist renegade clique has
thoroughly betral.-ed Lenin's teachings and taken over
the mantle of Trotsk;.', frantically advocating such reactionary fallacies as "economics is more important than

politics," "production comes first," and so. on and so
forth. The renegades of this clique exaggerate the
decisive importance of the productive forces and science
and technique to the exclusion of ail other factors, and
utter the nonsense that the "policy" and "Iine" of building communism is to "establish a material and technical
foundation." Do thev reall;r want to develop socialist
"production"? No, absolutely not. Their soie purpose
of spreacling these counter-revoiutionary failacies is to
oppose proletarian poiitics, disintegrate the economic
foundation of socialism and restore the capitalist econonry which plunders for:eign countries and exploils the
people at home, thereby making this econorny the base
of Soviet revisionist social-imperiaiism in stepping up
the all-round restoration of capitalism. Going agaiust
tl-re trend of history, the Soviet revisionist renegade
clique has atrready brought extremely serious adverse
effects to the Soviet economy: Industrial and agricultural production is beset with difficulties, comnrodities
are extrernely short in suppl1,. black markets are rampant, prices are soaring, and the broaei masses of the
exploited labouring people are becoming more and
moLe impoverished.

Like the Soviet revisionists, Liu Shao-chi also
advocated such reactionary fallacies as "produetion
comes first," "technique comes first," and so on. In
so doing, he wanl.ed the proletarial. and thc revolutionary people to forget proletarian politics and "only grasp
the production of grain, cotton and edible oil, and make
no distinction between our enemies, our friends and
ourselves." In fact, Liu Shao-chi and company never
put production and technique first. They gave first
place to bourgeois politics; their sinister scheme was to
Iead China's sociaiist construction astray on to the road
of capitalist restoratioil. Under the signboard of "production comes first" and "technique comes first," they
did their utmost to keep a firm grip on the superstructure and usurpe,l the leadelship in many central and
local units. Before the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution, some ente4grises lvere only nominally under
sccialist ownership while actually leadership in these
enierprises li'as usurped by a handful of renegades,
enemy agents and capitalist-roaders, or were still under
the control af the capitalists. who had owned them. Socialist production in these ente4grises was sabotaged. If
we had not launched a revolution in the superstructure,
seized back that part of power usul'ped by the bourPeking Reuiew, IIo.
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geoisie and smashed

Liu Shao-chi's revisionist line, the
socialist economic base rvor-rld have been destroyed
and socialist ownership would have gradually changed

in

essence.

In order to put politics in command of economics
and revolution in command of production, we must
correctly handle the relationship between eonsciousnes.s
and matter. Creatively setting forth the great concept
of from matter to consciousness and then back to
matter, Chairman Mao has pointed out: "It is rnan's
social being that determines his thinking. Once the
corvect ideas characteristic of the advanced ctras* are
grasped by the masses, these ideas turn into a
material force which changes society and changes the
world." According to Chairrrran Mao's teaching. rve
should not onl;r go in for material construction, but,
more important stil1, rve should promote the revolutionization of man's thinking and use revolutionization
to lead mechanization. In regard to methods. our socialist economic construction and development of production is entirely different from imperiatism and modern
revisionism. We rely neither on coereion nor on
mater-ial incentives, but on giving prominence to proletarian politics and putting Mao Tsetung Thought in
command. Mao Tsetung Thought is a spiritual atom
bomb cf infinite po\4/er. Once Mao Tsetung Thought is
grasped by the broad masses, it becomes an inexhaustible source of revolutionary vigour and creativeness.
The deep-going and sustained mass campaign of
studying and applying Mac Tsetung Thought in a living
way is a great spiritual force prcmoting the develcpment of our socialist undertakings in ev:r5,' field t-ith
greater, faster, better and more economical resultsThror.r'ing

the comnrunist revolutionary

spirit

advocated by Lerrin to the wind, Khrushehov, Brezhnev
and the other renegades have extensively pushed the
so-called "new economic system" in the Soviet Union.

using "material incentives" and "the principle of
profits" as its core, turning the relationship betrveen
men into the capitalist relationship of money transactions. This is a reactionary measure taken by them in
restoring capitalism. Pursuing the same sinister purpose,

Liu Shao-chi also frantically advocated "putting profi.ts

in command" and "material incentives" in China's socialist economic construction in a vain attempt to use

"money" and counter-revolutionary bourgeois egoism to
corrupt the broad fflasses of workers, poor and lor.ver'middie peasants and revolutionary cadres, and make
them forget class struggle and the dictatorship of the
proletariat. The working class and the poor and lower'middle peasants of our country have emphatically criticized these reactionary viewpoinls.

Giving prominence to proietarian politics or using
f'material incentives" is a struggle betu,een the t-wo
proletariat and the bourgeoisie and beclasses
- eapital- the
the socialist road and the
trveen the two roads
ist road. Only by never forgetting to give prorninence
to proletarian politics can we mobiiize the initiative of
the broad masses of the revolutionary people, can lve
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in every aspect of
economic u.ork, expose and smash the activities of a
handful of counter'-revolutionaries or capitalist elements
harre the comect potitical orientation

rvhich sabotage socialist production, guarantee the
socialist nature of our econcmic construction, and
prcmcte the rapid develcpment of the socialist producj
tive forees. If we do nct correctll- handle the relation-

ship between politics and economics. then our economic
construction rvilt go astral-. and ther-e r..-ill be the danger
that u,hatever victories r,ve ha.r,e achier-ed u'ith regard
to stete polver and in the economic field *ill be lost.
We must use IVIao Tsetung Thought as our rreapon to
carry on a sustained criticism of zueh reactionary
fal.lacies as "material incentives" and ''putting prciits
in commancl," and eliminate the pernicicus efiec-ts cf
Liu Shao-chi's counter-revolutionarl- revisiorist iine.
The Great Proletarian Cultural Revoluticn in Ch.ne

is a great poiitical revolution. In the eourse of

rnis
great revolution, the bourgeois headquarters heaC=-C by
Liu Shao-chi has been shattered, the proletariat
hes seized back that portion of power usurped b1'the
bourgeoisie, and all-round dictatorship of the proletariat is exercised in every sphere cf the supersiructure.
The socialist economic base has thr-rs been eonsoliriaied
and strengthened. As stated in the Decision of the
Central Co'mrnittee of the Chinese Communist Party
ConcerningJ the Great Proletarian Cultur:al Revoluttion
(the 16-Point Decision): "The Great Proletarian Cultural Eevolution is a porverful motive force for thc
development of the social productive forces in our
country." In his politicel leport to the Partl's \inth
\aticn:l Congress. Yice-C::ailrnan Lin Piao has anncunced to the tr'hcie u'clid tha: a thriring siara:ion
prevails in our countrl's indusHal and agrinrirural
proCuction and in science and technology, and that
China is now a soeialist country with neither internal
ncr external debts. These are splendid achievements
by the people throughout the country in vigorously
grasping revolution and energetically promoting production. They are also great victories for Chairman
Mao's principle of "grasping revtrlution, prornoting production." U.S. imperialism, Soviet revisionism and all
reaction are extrernely panic-stricken by this great
ievolution in our coLlntry. They vilify that China's
industrial and agricultural production has been "destroyed," and slander that its economic eonstruction is
"collapsing." But facts have dealt them a harsh blow.
What has been "destroyed" in the Great Fr"oletarian
Curltural Revolution are the old ideas of the bourgeoisig
and what has "collapsed" is the renegade clique of Liu
Shao-chi, the runnirTg dog of the U.S. imperialists, Soviet
revisionists and the Kuomintang reaetionaries, together
with its line of restoring capitalism. The dietatorship
of the proletariat of our country has become rnore consolidated and rnore powerful than ever. Our country's
socialist produetion is flourishing and is getting better
and better. It is certain that the great victories in the
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution will heip bring
about a nerv leap forward in our socialist economic
construction!

