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and Fairness and Their Organizational Behavior 
Dysfunction Resulting from Deviating from the 
Underlying Protocols 
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Independent Researcher, China; xuebin1123@163.com 

Abstract 

The biases in the theory and practice of Soviet-style socialism, particularly the misperceptions in the 
understanding of power, not only destroyed the symbiosis between self-interest and fairness but also 
left the people with neither private ownership nor fairness to speak of. While the power-holding 
stratum professed socialist "fairness and justice," they had, in essence, "betrayed" the moral norms 
preserved through human evolution. They were compelled to rely on absurd means such as violence, 
lies, falsification, and blockades to sustain severely imbalanced social interactions. Under the 
discipline of alienated power, this repeatedly gave rise to multiple major catastrophes in the 20th 
century. 

Keywords: Underlying-Protocols; self-interest; fairness; symbiosis; collectivization; famine; lies; 
man-made disasters; falsification; discipline; Behavioral Dysfunction 
 

Introduction 

Whether in the interpretation of history or the operation of the real world, all are dynamic 
continuations of the coupling of multiple human psychological behaviors. Among these, self-interest 
and fairness stand as a pair of antagonistic psychological threads in social interactions. Much like the 
double helix of DNA, they drive humans to "compete for self-interest and also cooperate 
(altruistically) for self-interest," and "compete for fairness and also cooperate for fairness" [1,2]. 
Together, they form an indivisible symbiotic relationship [3]. 

Meanwhile, the relationship between self-interest and fairness manifests in needs and 
motivations at different levels, such as physiological vs. social needs, and material vs. spiritual needs 
[4]. Moreover, the lower the level of a need, the stronger the motivation to pursue it—for instance, 
the needs for survival and security. Once lower-level needs are satisfied, new needs and motivations 
emerge, leading to new imbalances [5]. 

It can be said that every society and every country operates amid the complex interplay between 
self-interest and fairness. Whether driven by the pursuit of a sense of fairness or the use of fairness 
as a strategic tool in interactions [6], there is no denying that the antagonistic relationship between 
self-interest and fairness is an objective existence that transcends individual will and class stance [3]. 
It acts like a pair of "invisible hands"—Adam Smith only revealed one, not two, in The Wealth of 
Nations—and persists regardless of whether those in power recognize it. 

If a regime fails to maintain a dynamic balance between the people’s pursuit of self-interest and 
fairness, or even undermines their symbiotic relationship at the basic level of survival needs, the more 
severe the damage, the stronger the backlash it will face. 
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Outcomes 

The practice of Soviet-style socialism demonstrates that "where there is no property, there is no 
justice" [7]. Prohibiting private ownership and competition not only negates fairness but also inflicts 
profound suffering on both the people and the nation. The biases inherent in the Soviet system led to 
the dual alienation of self-interest and fairness—a problem more harmful than the lack of fairness 
caused by the 家产制 (patrimonial system) of private power. Its consequences included widespread 
poverty, famine among the people, and the rapid decline of the nation [8]. 

Around the 1990s, because the theory of planned economy rejected the people’s desires for self-
interest and competition, the tension between self-interest and fairness triggered systemic entropy 
increase in the "party-state isomorphism" system. After a brief period of "strength," the vast Soviet 
Empire collapsed rapidly, splitting into 15 countries. The Soviet Union was founded in December 
1922 and dissolved in December 1991, giving rise to Russia, Ukraine, Belarus, Estonia, Latvia, 
Lithuania, Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, 
Turkmenistan, and Moldova. 

A domino effect followed, with 17 Soviet-style regimes in Europe, Asia, and Africa collapsing 
one after another. Among them, the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia—founded in November 1945 
and dissolved in April 1992 — split into six countries: Serbia, Croatia, Slovenia, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, Montenegro, and Macedonia. Czechoslovakia also dissolved, dividing into the Czech 
Republic and Slovakia. 

By comparison, unified dynasties during China’ s patrimonial era lasted an average of 
approximately 150 years [9]. In contrast, these Soviet-style regimes, due to their dual damage to the 
people’s needs for self-interest and fairness, had far weaker sustainability. They existed for only a 
few decades before being abandoned by the times. 

Among the remaining Soviet-style regimes, North Korea has evolved into a family hereditary 
system, sanctifying the authority of its core leader [10,11]. A decade after China’s reform and 
opening-up, Vietnam launched its own "doi moi" (renewal and opening-up) policy. Other countries 
that claim to be socialist, such as Laos, Cuba, and Venezuela, have also changed over time and are no 
longer what they once were. 

Organized Famine 

Power cannot be privatized, and property cannot be collectivized; otherwise, humanity will step 
into the door of disaster. As early as the 17th century, John Locke issued this warning to humanity 
[12]. However, Karl Marx in the 19th century seemingly ignored this warning: while criticizing the 
reification and exploitation of workers under capitalism, he advocated for forcing all people to be 
transformed into "new communist people" who "contribute according to their abilities and receive 
according to their needs"—a form of "instrumentalized people" in another sense. 

In particular, Marx one-sidedly argued that productive forces determine production relations 
and that power originates from the economy. In reality, however, economic power— which controls 
the market and property—is only one form of power. The truly dominant power includes political 
power based on the military and police, and status power based on social prestige ([13]a). 

Due to his oversimplified understanding of power, Marx overlooked that the privatization of 
public power (based on the privatization of military control) and the abuse of public power for 
private gain are the true common enemies of ordinary people and society as a whole. Naturally, he 
paid no attention to the importance of checks and balances on power, nor did he recognize that 
unrestrained power—such as the abuse of public power by party leaders for private gain—would 
become an object of exploitation that yields both fame and fortune, and an even more harmful tool 
of extraction. Consequently, his vision of "humanity’s future" was destined to become a "utopian 
experiment" ([14]a). 

On the path to this "utopia," if the Owenite principle of voluntarism (advocated by Robert Owen) 
had been adopted, the 20th-century Soviet "experiment" might not have caused a humanitarian 
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disaster. Instead, Marx proposed a path of violence and coercion, relying on the bloody methods of 
"class struggle" and the revolutionary strategy of "collective action." Perhaps influenced by 
institutional "path dependence" ([14]b), Russia — with a tradition of patrimonialism and the 
privatization of power—was the first to embrace Marxism. It became the theoretical banner and 
founding basis for Lenin’s October Revolution in 1917, a mere nine months after the Russian people 
had freed themselves from tsarist rule through the February Revolution. 

Studies have shown that the Soviet Union in the 1930s was a massive site of historical crimes. 
Beyond the humanitarian tragedy of the Great Purge, a series of violent policies—including the 
elimination of private ownership and forced collectivization—led to the notorious Soviet famine. 
During 1932–1933, the Soviet Union did not experience major droughts like those in 1891, 1921, or 
1946; this famine was clearly an "organized famine" [15–17]. 

While there were contributing factors such as natural conditions [18], the 1932–1933 famine 
occurred during a period of peace. Public power was subordinated to the personal will of party 
leaders and subjected to systematic abuse by the party, turning the government against the public 
interest. The Stalin regime not only did its utmost to cover up the famine but also suppressed Soviet 
citizens who even mentioned the word "hunger" ([19]a). These are undeniable facts, as evidenced by 
the forced collectivization of agriculture [20]. 

To realize communist public ownership, the Stalinist government of the Soviet Union drafted a 
five-year plan for the collectivization of peasant farms in the spring of 1928. In the autumn of 1929, it 
abandoned the gradual approach and opted for complete, rapid full-scale collectivization [21]. This 
decision, which disregarded the people’ s need for self-interest, naturally failed to gain the 
cooperation of peasants. 

To force peasants to join collective farms, the Stalinist government adopted dual tactics: 
Economically, it increased tax pressure on individual peasants while offering collective farmers 

incentives such as chemical fertilizers and free agricultural machinery to attract them to join. 
Politically, it treated power as a tool to achieve its "organizational" goals: it used violence to 

"eliminate kulaks" (wealthy peasants), deporting them and confiscating their property; meanwhile, 
it claimed that peasant participation in collective farms was voluntary, but local officials often 
resorted to threats and intimidation to coerce participation. 

The excessive measures during the full-scale collectivization campaign triggered a massive wave 
of withdrawals from collective farms, with tens of thousands of people leaving every day. By June 
1930, the proportion of collective farms plummeted from 60% to 23.4%. Despite increased mechanical 
input, the Stalinist government labeled opponents as "colluding with enemies." Fearing punishment, 
many peasants relented, and the collectivization campaign gained momentum again. By the end of 
1933, only 0.2% of peasant households had not joined collective farms, effectively realizing Stalin’s 
goal of full-scale collectivization ([22]a). 

Collectivization, which ignored the individual need for self-interest, inevitably faced backlash 
driven by psychological tension. Peasants resorted to various forms of resistance: 

When forced to hand over their private land, kulaks, fearing that their livestock would also be 
"collectivized," slaughtered or sold their animals before joining the collective farms. By 1933, the total 
number of livestock in the Soviet Union had decreased by approximately 50% [23]. 

As a form of protest, some peasants destroyed tools or even burned their grain. 
To avoid being labeled as "kulaks," middle peasants reduced grain sowing areas and yields. This 

severely disrupted spring sowing in 1932, leaving grain fields overgrown with weeds. 
Another "disastrous measure" that exacerbated the large-scale famine was the confiscation of 

peasants’  food rations. The collectivization campaign ignored peasants’  desire for private 
ownership and competition; regardless of their contribution, all received the same remuneration. This 
allowed those who contributed less to "free-ride" on the collective, leading to "social loafing"—
peasants shirked work when unsupervised or unevaluated individually [24]. As a result, peasants’ 
enthusiasm for production plummeted, causing a sharp decline in grain harvests: in 1932, harvests 
decreased by a quarter compared to 1930. 
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According to research by foreign experts, however, the government overestimated the total 
grain output for 1931–1932 by at least 19% ([19]b). The consequences of procuring grain from 
peasants based on this inflated data were predictable. Peasants faced both the threat of starvation due 
to over-procurement and inhumane treatment due to the Stalinist government’s distrust. 

On August 7, 1932, the Stalinist government enacted the Law of Three Spikelets, which allowed 
political police and Communist Party cadres to search peasants’  homes and confiscate grain. 
Peasants were prohibited from consuming the grain they had grown; even small amounts of rotten 
grain or crops were deemed "theft of socialist property." In the five months following the law’s 
enactment, 22,347 people were convicted, including 2,686 who were sentenced to death by ordinary 
courts ([19]c). 

In November 1932, 5,000 rural Communist Party members in the North Caucasus were accused 
of "sabotaging the grain procurement campaign," and another 15,000 collective farmers were arrested. 
In December, large-scale deportations of entire village populations began ([19]d). 

Peasants who resisted grain confiscation were subjected to inhumane repression, including 
beatings, arson, being stripped naked, forced suicide, and coerced sexual relations with women. M. 
Sholokhov (Mikhail Sholokhov) listed a series of atrocities—including the plunder of 593 tons of 
bread from peasant households—in a letter to Stalin [25]. The letter included the following accounts: 

Large-scale beatings of collective and individual peasants. 
Inflicting "cold torture": "Any hidden grain?" – "No." – "Go sit in the granary!" Collective 

farmers were stripped down to their underclothes, made to go barefoot, and detained in granaries or 
sheds. These acts occurred in January and February, often involving entire groups of peasants locked 
in granaries. 

At the Vashchaevsky Collective Farm, kerosene was poured on the legs and skirts of collective 
farm women, set on fire, and then extinguished. The perpetrators shouted: "Tell us where the grain 
is hidden! I’ll set you on fire again!" At the same collective farm, interrogated peasants were buried 
in holes up to half their bodies and continue to be interrogated. 

At the Napolovsky Collective Farm, Plotkin—an authorized representative of the RK (Regional 
Committee) and candidate member of the RK Bureau—forced interrogated peasants to sit on a "hot 
bench" during questioning. When the prisoners screamed that they could not sit because it was too 
hot, the perpetrators poured water under them, took them outside to "cool down" in the cold, and 
locked them in a granary. The prisoners were then brought back to the stove for further interrogation. 
Plotkin also forced an individual to commit suicide: he handed the man a revolver and ordered, 
"Shoot yourself, or I’ll kill you with my own hands!" He pulled the trigger (unaware that the revolver 
was unloaded); the man fainted when he heard the click of the firing pin. 

At the Valvarinsky Collective Farm, Branch Secretary Anikeyev forced all members of the 
brigade (men and women, smokers and non-smokers) to smoke Makhorka cigarettes during a 
brigade meeting. He then threw a red pepper (mustard) onto a hot stove and ordered everyone not 
to leave the room. Anikeyev and several members of the propaganda brigade (led by Pasinsky, a 
candidate member of the Presidium of the Revolutionary Committee) forced collective farmers to 
drink large amounts of water mixed with lard, wheat, and kerosene during interrogations at the 
brigade headquarters. 

At the Lebyazhensky Collective Farm, interrogated peasants were pinned against a wall while 
perpetrators fired shotguns over their heads. 

At the same farm, stones were rolled into a line, and peasants were forced to step on them 
barefoot. 

At the Arhipovsky Collective Farm, two collective farm women—Fomina and Krasnova—were 
taken three kilometers into the steppe after an all-night interrogation. They were stripped naked in 
the snow, released, and ordered to jog back to the farm. 

At the Chukalinsky Collective Farm, Brigade Secretary Bogomolov, a demobilized Red Army 
soldier, led a group of men to the yards of collective farmers suspected of stealing grain at night. 
After a brief interrogation, they took the suspects to a threshing floor or enclosure, lined up the 
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brigade, and ordered them to "fire" at the bound peasants. If the suspects, terrified by the mock 
execution, still refused to confess, they were beaten, thrown onto sleds, dragged through the steppe 
while being beaten with rifle butts, and then returned to repeat the pre-execution procedure. 

(Numbering interrupted by Sholokhov.) At the Krzhylinsky Collective Farm, Kovton, an 
authorized representative of the RK, asked collective farmers during a meeting of the 6th Brigade: 
"Where did you bury the grain?" – "I didn’t bury any, comrade!" – "You didn’t bury it? Then 
stick out your tongue!" Sixty Soviet adults, following the commissioner’s order, stuck out their 
tongues one after another and stood there, drooling, while the commissioner delivered an hour-long 
accusatory speech. Kovton did the same in the 7th and 8th Brigades; in those cases, however, the 
brigades were also forced to kneel in addition to sticking out their tongues. 

At the Zaton Collective Farm, a member of the propaganda brigade beat interrogated peasants 
with a saber. At the same farm, the families of Red Army soldiers were abused: roofs were torn off, 
stoves were destroyed, and women were forced into sexual relations. 

At the Sorenzovsky Collective Farm, a corpse was carried into the Komsomol office (Комит

ет содействия строительству Дома науки и культу

ры) and placed on a table. Collective farmers were interrogated in the same room, with threats of 
execution. 

At the Verkhne-Chirsky Collective Farm, Komsomol members forced interrogated peasants to 
stand barefoot on a hot stove, beat them, and then took them outside into the cold, still barefoot. 

At the Korendayevsky Collective Farm, barefoot collective farmers were forced to run in the 
snow for three hours. Those with frostbite were sent to Bazkovskaya Hospital. 

Ibid.: Stools were placed on the heads of interrogated collective farmers, covered with overcoats, 
and the peasants were beaten while being interrogated. 

At the Bazkovsky Collective Farm, during interrogations, peasants were stripped naked, forced 
to walk halfway home, then brought back—repeating this process multiple times. 

At the Verkhne-Chirsky Collective Farm, Yakovlev—an authorized representative of the OGPU 
(Unified State Political Directorate) of the Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic—and an 
operation team held a meeting. The school was suddenly filled with people. I was not ordered to 
undress. There was a "cool room" nearby, where people were taken from the meeting for "individual 
handling." Five people took turns presiding over the meeting, but the collective farm households 
targeted were the same... The meeting lasted for more than a day without rest. 

Such examples could be multiplied indefinitely. These were not isolated cases of excessive 
enforcement but rather regionally legitimized "methods" of grain procurement. I learned these facts 
either from Communist Party members or from collective farmers who had personally endured these 
"methods" and came to me asking to "write about this in the newspaper." 

On May 6, 1933, however, Joseph Stalin, in his reply letter, claimed that grain growers were 
essentially waging a "silent war" against the Soviet government ([19]e). The letter stated: 

Your letter gives a somewhat one-sided impression. I want to write a few words to you about 
this matter.I am grateful for your letter, as it exposes the weaknesses in the work of our Party and the 
Soviets—revealing that our staff, in their efforts to suppress the enemy, sometimes inadvertently 
attack our friends and end up engaging in sadistic behavior. However, this does not mean I agree 
with you on all matters. You see one side, and you see it clearly. But this is only one side of the story. 
To avoid making political mistakes (your letter is not a fabrication but a matter of pure politics), one 
must look around and be able to see the other side.The other side is this: respected grain growers in 
your region (and not just your region) have engaged in "Italianism" (sabotage!) and do not object to 
leaving workers and the Red Army without bread. Although this sabotage is quiet and seemingly 
harmless (no bloodshed), it does not change the fact that these respected grain growers are essentially 
waging a "silent war" against the Soviet government. This is a war of attrition, dear comrade 
Sholokhov...Of course, as you assure us, this situation is by no means a justification for the atrocities 
committed by our staff. Those who committed these atrocities must be punished as they deserve. But 
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it is clear that these members of the respected grain-grower organizations are not as harmless as they 
seem from a distance. 

According to expert statistics, during the agricultural collectivization period of 1928–1934, the 
total grain output of the Soviet Union decreased by 7.8%, while state grain procurement increased by 
150% during the same period. Starving peasants could only watch as the grain they had worked so 
hard to grow was confiscated ([22]b). 

Furthermore, the Stalinist government deprived the people of the right to flee famine for 
survival. Widespread starvation triggered a massive wave of refugees. To prevent peasants from 
moving to overcrowded cities, the Soviet government reinstated the tsarist-era internal passport 
system (equivalent to an identity card). The system stipulated that individuals could not leave their 
residences without identification, on pain of being sent to labor camps. Peasants, however, had no 
right to obtain identity cards and thus could not leave their villages—this policy restricting freedom 
of movement persisted until 1974. At the same time, the authorities declared that peasants who stayed 
in cities and towns without permission would be deemed illegal ([22]c). 

Driven by hunger, some peasants fled to cities but could not find work or obtain bread through 
begging or purchase. As a result, many starved to death on the streets of Kharkiv, Kyiv, 
Dnipropetrovsk, Poltava, Vinnytsia, and other major Ukrainian cities; only a small number survived. 

In summary, in the name of socialist public ownership, the Stalinist government—through the 
autocratic abuse of public power by party leaders and systematic party abuse—artificially caused the 
deaths of approximately 6 to 10 million people ([22]d). According to estimates by Russian scientists, 
during 1932–1933, the population of Ukraine decreased by 3.5 to 7 million, Kazakhstan by 1.3 million, 
the Volga region by 400,000, the North Caucasus by 1 million, and other regions by 1 million ([19]g). 

During this period, exploitation by those in power triggered repeated peasant uprisings. The 
Soviet government was forced to deploy regular troops and suppress its own people under the 
pretext of "suppressing bandits" ([22]a). Only after the "excess population" was artificially reduced 
further did society barely restore stability. 

The Man-Made Calamity Under Falsehoods 

Compared with Russia, China has a long-standing tradition of private ownership of the military, 
private ownership of power, and a patrimonial bureaucracy that spans over 2,100 years. This 
tradition has become deeply entrenched in both historical narratives and the ideological sphere. 
"Seizing the 江 山  (jiangshan)" — which refers to violently capturing national territory and 
population—has been endowed with an inexplicable sense of heroism. Furthermore, after "seizing 
the jiangshan", "ruling the jiangshan" has even become something taken for granted.In the late Qing 
Dynasty and the early Republic of China, the grassroots people, with the exception of a tiny number 
of social elites, lacked almost entirely the rational awareness of public authority and the awareness 
of rights protection,Thus, "the salvo of the October Revolution" delivered Marxism to a China that 
lacked sufficient rationality.In 1921, a group of intellectuals led by Chen Duxiu and Li Dazhao 
established the Communist Party of China (CPC) under the guidance of Comintern 
representatives,At this point, less than a decade had passed since China had freed itself from the Qing 
Dynasty's patrimonial rule and private appropriation of power.Twenty-eight years later, China 
replicated the model of "Old Brother" the Soviet Union and also replicated its disasters. 

After the founding of the People's Republic of China in 1949, the Mao Zedong regime, emulating 
the Soviet model and the Qin Dynasty system of ancient China, implemented the policy of "Marxism 
plus Qin Shi Huangdi," or "socialism combined with Legalist principles" [26,27].While restructuring 
the social structure by relying on violence and initiating the largest - scale property redistribution 
and collectivization in human history [28], it, on the one hand, deprives the people of their private 
rights, including property rights and personality rights, in the name of eliminating class exploitation; 
on the other hand, it deprives the people of their public rights, including the right to freedom of 
speech and the right to supervision, in the name of the people's democratic dictatorship. 
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The major dispossession of power occurred in three waves.The first wave was "Land Reform" 
and "Collectivization".To pave the way for industrialization, the socialist transformation of 
agriculture and handicrafts was initiated in 1950, with the aim of converting private ownership into 
public ownership [29]. 

When promoting land reform in rural areas, the Mao Zedong authorities refused the proposal 
of peaceful land reform and adopted rough forms such as complaints and criticism meetings, By 
using terrifying means of class struggle, the "crackdown on landlords and division of land" in the 
liberated areas was extended throughout the country, and those who were classified as landlords and 
their relatives were subjected to "joint persecution". Researchers estimate that about 3 to 5 million 
people died during the three-year land reform process, most of whom were small and medium-sized 
landlords who were beaten to death ([30]a,b).Subsequently, in the name of cooperativization, the land 
that had just been distributed to peasants was taken back and placed under agricultural cooperatives, 
and the egalitarian "big pot" system was forcibly implemented. And through the emotion-driven 
Great Leap Forward and the People's Commune Movement in 1958, all land across the country 
became collectively owned. 

Similar to the Soviet Union, the collectivization transformation of agriculture and handicrafts 
suppressed the human desire for self-interest and competition, violated human psychological laws, 
and inevitably triggered a backlash from the tensions of Underlying Protocols [3].Since 1955, farmers 
and handicraftsmen across China began to demand "withdrawal from cooperatives" (i.e., withdrawal 
from agricultural or handicraft cooperatives). In Guangdong Province alone, over 70,000 rural 
households had withdrawn from cooperatives, 102 cooperatives had collapsed, and another more 
than 127,000 households were demanding withdrawal [31]. From 1956 to 1957, the movement of 
withdrawing from cooperatives reached its peak with an enormous scale. For instance, according to 
incomplete statistics, in 9 counties including Fengcheng and Changtu in Liaoning Province, over 
10,000 households were demanding withdrawal and more than 4,000 households had already 
withdrawn. A large number of households demanding withdrawal also existed in Jiangsu Province: 
the proportion reached 43% in Xinyi County, 50% in Zhengji District of Tongshan County, and 57.5% 
in Shuyang County [32,33].There were three direct reasons for the public's dissatisfaction with the 
cooperatives. First, the advanced cooperatives not only failed to fulfill their promise of increasing 
income but also led to a reduction in income. Second, farmers lost their freedom of migration and 
career choice—they could neither move to other areas nor engage in sideline occupations due to 
restrictions. Third, cadres abused their public power and acted arbitrarily, which included imposing 
arbitrary penalties on cooperative members and even arbitrarily tying, binding, and beating them, 
among other behaviors [33a,34]. 

The top secret report of the Chinese Ministry of Public Security has revealed that,In 1957 alone, 
there were hundreds of armed peasant uprisings, with the largest number of participants ranging 
from thousands to 100000,The direct motivation is to resist the "centralized procurement and sales", 
"collectivization", and the cruel governance of grassroots cadres of the Communist Party of 
China,Most uprisings were characterized by clear programs and organizational structures, with the 
long-term objective of overthrowing the rule of the Communist Party of China (CPC). However, they 
were quickly suppressed by the military, police, and other forces that had abused public power [35]. 

The second wave was "public-private joint ownership".In 1954, the socialist transformation of 
capitalist industry and commerce was launched. The Mao Zedong administration, in name, adopted 
a policy of "peaceful redemption"; in practice, however, it aimed to "integrate the transformation of 
ownership with the transformation of people, striving to turn exploiters into self-reliant laborers" [36]. 
By early 1956, an upsurge in socialist transformation emerged nationwide, and capitalist industry 
and commerce realized all-industry public-private joint ownership. The state replaced the 
redemption of private capitalist shares with a fixed interest system, uniformly stipulating an annual 
interest rate of five percent. This can be briefly summarized as follows: enterprises were transformed 
from capitalist ownership to public-private co-ownership; capitalists began to lose their managerial 
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control over enterprises; and enterprise profits were distributed in accordance with the principle of 
"four-way distribution of profits" [37]. 

During the process of public-private joint ownership, national industrial and commercial 
operators such as Guangzhou Wanglaoji showed a cooperative attitude. After the implementation of 
public-private joint ownership, as dividends, the pharmaceutical factory paid a 5% fixed interest 
annually to private shareholders including the Wang family, with a term of 20 years. This one-size-
fits-all approach took neither the profitability of enterprises nor the will of private shareholders into 
account. In fact, according to the situation at that time, this fixed interest rate was not only far lower 
than the profitability of the pharmaceutical factory but also lower than the fixed deposit interest rates 
of banks at that time.In September 1966, the Mao Zedong administration decided to cease the 
payment of fixed interest, and thus enterprises under public-private joint ownership were 
transformed into enterprises owned by the whole people. According to reports, in terms of 
contemporary concepts, this meant that shareholders' stocks were nationalized overnight and 
homeowners' properties were confiscated by the state. Without going through any legal procedures, 
private shares were confiscated and converted into state ownership, and enterprises under public-
private joint ownership became state-owned enterprises [38]. 

In January 1979, the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China (CPC) issued On the 
Party's Policy towards the National Bourgeoisie, which stipulated that: the distribution of stock 
dividends for public-private joint ownership enterprises should end in September 1966, and it was 
permissible for existing bourgeois industrial and commercial operators to claim the dividends that 
they were entitled to but had not received prior to this period. However, the Ministry of Finance of 
the CPC issued a document in the same year, deciding not to refund the private share capital. In 
February 1983, the United Front Work Department of the Central Committee of the CPC and the 
Ministry of Commerce jointly issued a document, stipulating that: the state had already paid fixed 
interest at an annual rate of five percent, which was distributed until the third quarter of 1966; the 
assets of public-private joint ownership enterprises (including approved investment properties) 
already belonged to the state and should not be returned to the original owners. Since then, a number 
of lawsuits concerning private share fixed interest or equity rights have occurred across the country, 
and all the plaintiffs lost their cases due to the aforementioned policies [39]. 

The third wave was to break private ownership and establish public ownership.In 18th-century 
Britain, there was already an awareness of rights protection that "the wind may enter, the rain may 
enter, but the king may not enter" private residences [40]. Article 11 of the General Program of China's 
Constitution, adopted in 1954, also stated: "The state protects citizens' ownership of their lawful 
income, savings, housing, and various means of subsistence."But after the onset of the "Cultural 
Revolution" in 1966, both the private use of public power by party leaders and its abuse by political 
parties reached an unprecedented level, and the aforementioned commitments thus became a dead 
letter. 

The "beating, smashing, and looting" of private property originated in the "Destroy the Four 
Olds" campaign at the outset of the Cultural Revolution.According to the statement in the infamous 
"Sixteen Points" (i.e., the Decision on the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution), the "Four Olds" are 
defined as "old ideas, old culture, old customs, and old habits".On August 18, 1966, Mao Zedong met 
with the Red Guards on Tiananmen Rostrum for the first time. In his speech on the same day, Lin 
Biao further publicly incited the crowd to "thoroughly smash all old ideas, old culture, old customs, 
and old habits of the exploiting classes". Under the name of "revolutionary actions", the plundering 
of private property and the infringement of personal privacy were legalized and justified. For a time, 
house raids became prevalent [41]. 

If the land distribution, distribution of "floating property" and collectivization during the rural 
land reform in the 1950s, as well as the "public-private joint ownership" of urban individual industrial 
and commercial enterprises, still had "policies" to follow, then the "Destroy the Four Olds" campaign 
was like disorderly mobs looting at will, without limits or restrictions. The properties that were seized 
and confiscated ranged from large items such as real estate to small private items including watches, 
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cash, bank passbooks, books, and cultural relics. On August 22, after China National Radio broadcast 
the news about the Red Guards' vigorous "Destroy the Four Olds" campaign, major newspapers 
across the country published an article on their front pages under the heading "Xinhua News Agency, 
22nd: The Wave of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution Sweeps Through the Streets of the 
Capital; Red Guards Vigorously Attack the Bourgeois Customs and Habits". People's Daily also 
published two editorials on its first page, namely How Excellent It Is and Workers, Peasants, and 
Soldiers Must Firmly Support Revolutionary Students, which spoke highly of the Red Guards' absurd 
actions. Thus, the extremely irrational "Destroy the Four Olds" campaign quickly spread to Shanghai, 
Tianjin, and urban and rural areas across the country. 

According to Liang Shuming's recollection, on August 24, 1966, middle school Red Guards, 
"arriving in a menacing manner", rummaged through chests and cupboards in his home. Except for 
the works of Mao Zedong and Marxist-Leninist classics, all other books were either torn up or burned. 
The books and calligraphy works purchased by his great-grandfather, grandfather, and father—who 
had all served as officials in the Qing Dynasty across three generations—and the personal letters he 
had preserved from various scholars, spanning from the Hundred Days' Reform to the debate on 
Eastern and Western cultures, were all reduced to ashes. When they threw Ci Yuan (a comprehensive 
Chinese dictionary) and Ci Hai (an authoritative Chinese encyclopedia) into the fire, they also said: 
"We, the 'young vanguards' of the 'revolution', have Xinhua Zidian (Xinhua Dictionary) enough; we 
don’t need these feudal antiques." [42] The "feudalism" they referred to originated from the Soviet 
Union’s "four-stage theory" of historical view, which dogmatically equated China’s Qin-style 
dynasties with the "feudal" era. 

A student from Beijing No. 4 Middle School later wrote that for the "ox-ghosts and snake-
demons" (a term referring to those deemed reactionary) detained by the school, "the only remaining 
belongings in their hands became targets for the Red Guards to obtain by trickery and coercion; some 
'borrowed' watches, while others 'borrowed' bicycles." [43] 

Gu Jiegang recorded in his diary on August 24, 1966, that the Red Guards conducted house raids 
in his residential area: the home of his eastern neighbor Jin Heqing (the aunt of Puyi, the last emperor 
of China) was ransacked and a large quantity of gold bars was seized; Wu Ruiyan’s family was driven 
out of their home after the rummaging and confiscation, and all their belongings were cleared out; 
the husband of a western neighbor’s family, after their home was ransacked, killed his wife at night 
and then hanged himself ([44]a). In his diary entry on September 5, he noted that to eradicate 
capitalism and revisionism, all private businesses—even trivial trades such as knife sharpening and 
shoe mending—were prohibited; private possession or involvement with items such as rent, fixed 
interest, and gold and silver jewelry was not allowed ([44]b). A private dentist, who was once 
thronged with patients due to his excellent skills, had all his family property confiscated during the 
Cultural Revolution. No position was arranged for him in any hospital, so his life became as destitute 
as a beggar’s—he could only borrow a few yuan from others to barely make ends meet. This was the 
fate of those who refused collectivization ([44]c). 

According to incomplete statistics, after the "Destroy the Four Olds" campaign began in Beijing, 
it quickly spread to major cities across the country and even to vast rural areas. During the campaign: 
over 114,000 households in Beijing were subjected to house raids; approximately more than 10 million 
households nationwide were ransacked in total [45]. In Shanghai, from August 23 to September 8, 
the Red Guards conducted house raids on 84,222 households; by late September, the Red Guards in 
Tianjin had ransacked 12,000 households. The so-called "achievements" of the house raids were also 
astonishing: from June to early October, the Red Guards across the country seized 42.8 billion yuan 
in cash, deposits, and public bonds, over 1,188,000 taels of gold, and more than 10 million cultural 
relics and antiques. They uncovered over 16,600 so-called "class enemies", solved more than 1,700 
"counter-revolutionary" cases, and drove over 39 million "ox-ghosts and snake-demons" out of urban 
areas. During the house raids, the Red Guards also arbitrarily held struggle sessions, arrested people, 
and some even set up private tribunals, indiscriminately imposed cruel torture, and beat people to 
death [46]. 
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As the writer Fang Fang put it: "A single grain of sand from the times becomes a mountain when 
it falls on each individual's head." After the above-mentioned two waves of eliminating private 
ownership, collectivization, and transformation towards public ownership, greater humanitarian 
disasters ensued one after another.From 1958 to 1962 (many scholars consider 1958 and 1962 to be 
part of the famine period), China repeated a series of tragedies similar to the Soviet Great Famine, 
resulting in abnormal deaths of 15 to 55 million people. It is widely regarded as the largest-scale 
famine in human history and is also considered one of the most severe man-made disasters in human 
history ([47]a).In many places, tragic incidents of cannibalism occurred. In 1988, writer Sha Qing's 
"Vague Da Di Wan" won first prize in the "China Tide" reportage literature competition on the 
mainland. It recorded a true segment from the Great Famine period: "There was a farming family 
where only the father and his two children, a boy and a girl, remained. One day, the father drove his 
daughter out of the house. When the girl returned home, her younger brother had disappeared. A 
layer of white, greasy substance floated in the pot, and a pile of bones lay discarded by the stove. A 
few days later, the father added more water to the pot and called for his daughter to come over. The 
girl, terrified, hid outside the door, crying and pleading, 'Dada (Dad), don't eat me. I'll gather grass 
and light the fire for you. If you eat me, there will be no one to work for you.'" [48]. On April 23, 1961, 
the Anhui Provincial Public Security Department submitted a "Report on the Occurrence of Special 
Cases" to the Anhui Provincial Committee. It mentioned that "since 1959, a total of 1,289 cases (of 
cannibalism) have occurred," "most of which took place during the winter of 1959 and the spring of 
1960," and "according to an investigation of 1,144 cases, 36 involved selling human flesh to others for 
consumption, while the remaining 1,108 cases were kept for their own consumption" ([47]b). 

According to Deng Xiaoping's statement, the cause of the humanitarian disaster was: "In 1958, 
during the 'Great Leap Forward', the people's commune movement was rashly launched; one-sidedly 
emphasizing 'large size and public ownership' ('large size' refers to large scale, and 'public ownership' 
refers to a high degree of public ownership of the means of production), and the practice of 'eating 
from the same big pot' (equalitarianism in distribution) led to a major disaster." [49]. 

In the 1950s, China, which had begun to eliminate private ownership, started to see the 
emergence of the "big pot" phenomenon (i.e., equalitarian distribution system). People in entire 
villages and communes engaged in collective farming and harvesting; grain rations were managed 
by communes and production teams; adults and children all ate together, and people were even not 
allowed to cook at home. In August 1958, against the backdrop of the "Great Leap Forward," with the 
promotion of the Mao Zedong administration, a nationwide upsurge of the movement quickly took 
shape. By the end of October that year, over 740,000 agricultural producers' cooperatives across the 
country had been reorganized into more than 26,000 people's communes. The number of rural 
households participating in the communes reached 120 million, accounting for over 99% of the total 
rural households in the country, and the whole of rural China had basically achieved the people's 
commune system [50]. 

Meanwhile, various communes began to implement the "public canteen" system. Many 
communes no longer distributed grain rations to individual households. By the autumn of 1958, more 
than 2.65 million public canteens had been put into operation, where meals were provided free of 
charge—this was equivalent to encouraging commune members to "eat to their hearts' content." 
Moreover, farmers had no freedom to withdraw from the canteens, leading to excessive consumption 
and grain waste [51,52]. By the end of 1958, the number of public canteens nationwide had reached 
3.45 million, and the population eating in public canteens accounted for over 90% of the total rural 
population in the country ([33]b). 

Due to the eagerness to transition to a communist society, a "Communist wind" characterized 
by "equalization and allocation" prevailed. "Equalization" refers to the state or people's communes 
withdrawing land, funds, farm tools, products, and individual property of commune members from 
collective economic organizations at all levels without compensation, so as to achieve the equalization 
of wealth and average distribution. "Allocation" refers to the uncompensated transfer of the labor 
force of production teams.The egalitarian policy of "equalization and allocation" not only violates the 
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principles of equivalent exchange and voluntary mutual benefit, but also infringes on individuals' 
property and interests.Under the power-coerced "provision" mechanism, people’s needs for self-
interest and desire for fair competition are highly suppressed. The "flexibility" of individuals' 
contributions in social interactions (i.e., responses to unfairness) is also distorted [3], which gradually 
dampens people's enthusiasm and reduces labor productivity [53,54]. When individuals perceive that 
their work is submerged in the collective, the phenomenon of "social loafing" will occur [55]. Practices 
that seriously deviate from the Underlying Protocol [3] and violate psychological laws will inevitably 
lead to a decline in output similar to that after the collectivization of agriculture in the Soviet Union 
[56]. 

What was even more absurd was the "wind of exaggeration".In May 1958, the Mao Zedong 
administration called for "going all out, aiming high, and building socialism with greater, faster, 
better, and more economical results" at the Second Session of the Eighth National Congress of the 
Communist Party of China [57]. Before and during this session, there were continuous criticisms and 
denunciations of the proposition of "opposing reckless advance." During the "Anti-Rightist 
Movement," over 3.17 million people were labeled as Rightists, and more than 1.43 million were 
classified as "centrist-right elements" [58–60]. Additionally, many others were categorized as 
"internally controlled Rightists," "suspected Rightists," or "Right deviationists" [61–63]. Among those 
persecuted during this period, the less severely affected were dismissed or demoted, expelled from 
the Party or the League, and sent to the countryside or factories for reform through labor or re-
education through labor; the more severely affected were dismissed from public office, detained in 
concentration, or sentenced to imprisonment. Some individuals wrongfully committed suicide, were 
executed, or died from torture [58,64–66].According to incomplete statistics, the Anti-Rightist 
Movement resulted in more than 4,000 abnormal deaths [67], and since the launch of the Anti-Rightist 
Movement, "Rightists" have been classified as part of the "black five categories" (a term referring to 
specific politically designated groups) [68]. 

Once a bad practice starts, it often leads to a vicious cycle and self-reinforcing systematic entropy 
increase, until it reaches an unmanageable state. Faced with terrifying power discipline, bureaucrats 
exhibited abnormal behaviors similar to the "hostage complex" , showing group-wide 
psychobehavioral disorders that cannot be simply explained by "irrationality." For instance, the 
prevalence of fraud became widespread [69], even involving fraud that went far beyond common 
sense. 

During the Great Leap Forward, many absurd "satellites" (a term referring to exaggerated 
reports of record-high crop yields) of extremely high agricultural output were claimed across the 
country. Among them, the wheat yield per mu (a traditional Chinese unit of area, approximately 
0.0667 hectares) in Heping Agricultural Cooperative of Xiping County, Henan Province, was 
reported as 7,320 jin (a traditional Chinese unit of weight, 1 jin = 0.5 kilograms); the early rice yield 
per mu in Jianguo No. 1 Agricultural Cooperative of Macheng County, Hubei Province, as 36,956 jin; 
and the medium rice yield per mu in Hongqi Commune of Huanjiang County, Guangxi Zhuang 
Autonomous Region, as 130,434 jin, 10 liang, and 4 qian (1 liang = 0.1 jin, 1 qian = 0.01 jin). These 
"satellites" stood out prominently among the many others at that time. 

In the process of claiming such "satellites," cadres and commune members who dared to tell the 
truth were labeled as "conservatives" or "trend-watchers," suppressed, and even subjected to struggle 
sessions and criticism. In contrast, those who fabricated or exaggerated data were instead promoted 
and given important positions. For example: shortly after the "satellite" was claimed, the director of 
Jianguo No. 1 Cooperative in Macheng was appointed Deputy Secretary and District Head of the 
District Committee, and was elected as a National Advanced Worker; the First Secretary of Huanjiang 
County Committee was promoted to Member of the Secretariat of Liuzhou Prefectural Committee 
for his "merits" in claiming the "satellite"; and the director of Heping Cooperative in Xiping was hired 
as a special researcher by the Henan Academy of Agricultural Sciences and received an audience 
with Party and state leaders in Beijing [70,71]. 
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A single lie usually requires more lies to cover it up.When it came to the subsequent grain 
collection, the Mao Zedong administration calculated the quantity for unified purchase and 
marketing based on the falsely reported grain output by local cadres. This quantity naturally far 
exceeded the actual grain output. To fill the gap, local cadres forcibly demanded that farmers hand 
over even their rations, seeds, and fodder. Eventually, the average purchase volume from 1959 to 
1961 accounted for 34.4% of the total grain output, which was about 20% higher than in normal years 
[72]. 

Similar to the "internal passport" system in the Soviet Union at that time, the Regulations of the 
People's Republic of China on Household Registration, implemented in January 1958, abolished 
farmers' right to free migration.The isolation and blockade imposed on rural areas made it impossible 
for farmers to convey information to the outside or flee as famine refugees. After the outbreak of the 
severe famine, governments at all levels imposed strict control over the floating population. On the 
one hand, they required local authorities to prevent farmers from fleeing their hometowns; on the 
other hand, they exercised rigorous control over famine refugees. In some regions, these refugees 
were detained, beaten, and paraded through the streets under the label of "fugitive offenders," while 
in more cases, they were detained and repatriated to their places of origin.On October 19, 1962, in his 
speech at the National Political and Legal Work Conference, Xie Fuzhi, Minister of Public Security, 
revealed the following data: the floating population reached 6 million in 1960; from January to 
August 1961, a total of 2.07 million people were taken in across the country; from January to August 
1962, the national total of people taken in stood at 1.4 million, with an estimated nearly 2 million 
people to be taken in for the entire year [73].Rural residents were unable to leave their land and could 
only wait for death at home [74]. 

Deviation from the underlying principles of evolutionary conservation will inevitably be met 
with a backlash of public psychological tension. Whether in a patrimonial state where public power 
is privatized by ruling families or in a party-state where public authority is monopolized and abused 
by a single party, the ruling apparatus will ultimately turn its weapons against its own people, just 
as the Stalinist regime did.Chinese Communist Party authorities also branded desperate peasants as 
enemies and subjected them to brutal suppression under the pretext of "counterrevolutionary 
suppression."In Anhui Province at that time, nearly a million peasants fled to the mountainous areas 
in search of wild plants and animals to stave off hunger, but were forcibly returned by public security 
and other law enforcement agencies. They were labeled as "counterrevolutionaries" and "bad 
elements" [75].According to historian Song Yongyi, in 1957 alone, there were hundreds of instances 
where Chinese peasants who resorted to begging were branded as insurgents and were even 
suppressed with machine gun fire by regular military forces [35,76]. 

Cross-Century Purgatory 

Based on the bias of Marxist theory,Abolishing private ownership and implementing a self-
sustaining planned economy did not deliver genuine fairness and justice; instead, it moved toward 
the opposite of social justice, and even caused man-made humanitarian disasters. Nearly all Soviet-
style socialist countries suffered from this without exception. 

Like the Soviet Union, Eastern European countries, and China, North Korea abandoned the 
innate human tendencies of self-interest and competition from the very beginning of its 
establishment.While it pursues collectivization and public ownership to abolish private ownership 
in the economic field, it implements an unequal totalitarian system in the political field.Fortunately, 
the land reform and collectivization in the early days of North Korea were far less bloody than those 
in the Soviet Union and China.In the spring plowing season of 1946, the "Provisional Committee" 
(NKPPC, short for North Korean Provisional People's Committee), the predecessor of the DPRK 
government, issued the "Land Reform Decree". It confiscated land owned by religious organizations, 
Japanese nationals, pro-Japanese elements and exiled landlords, and distributed the land free of 
charge to poor peasants and tenant farmers in Korea. Only one month later, this reform achieved 
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success, with nearly 700,000 peasant households obtaining their own land. In August of the same 
year, it further promoted the nationalization of major industries. 

In 1957, the First Five-Year Plan was launched. Under the influence of China's Great Leap 
Forward (a large-scale economic and social campaign in China), the "Chollima Movement" for 
building socialism was launched across various regions. In 1958, the country completed the socialist 
transformation of the private ownership of the means of production [77]. 

From the 1950s to the 1960s, North Korea maintained relative political stability. Diplomatically, 
it allied with the Soviet Union, China and other socialist countries. With the support of the Soviet 
Union, it achieved relatively rapid economic development. Between 1953 and 1960, its total industrial 
output increased by 39%, ranking first in the world [78]. Some even regarded it as the second-largest 
industrial country in East Asia after Japan [79]. However, due to disregarding the people's needs for 
self-interest and fairness, North Korea's economy had inherent structural problems, including the 
excessive military expenditure burden caused by the Songun Policy (Military-First Policy). Currently, 
it maintains an active military force of approximately 1.2 million personnel, making it the country 
with the fourth-largest armed forces in the world [80]. Other problems include the distortion of 
resource allocation by the Juche Idea, the imbalance of the heavy industry-prioritizing policy, the 
inefficiency of the planned economy, and the drawbacks of politics-prioritizing doctrine. Therefore, 
this prosperous period did not last long, and North Korea's economy began to decline in the mid-
1970s. 

In the 1990s, with the dissolution of the Soviet Union, North Korea lost its major ally, and foreign 
aid decreased sharply. Due to shortages of chemical fertilizers and fuel, agricultural output declined. 
China once took over the aid but suspended it due to diplomatic conflicts. In 1994, North Korea broke 
out in a large-scale famine that lasted for five years. When the disaster eased in 1998, external sources 
estimated that the number of people who died of starvation ranged from 250,000 to 3,500,000 [81–
83].Like all totalitarian regimes,To evade responsibility, the North Korean government has fabricated 
an Orwellian ideological "Newspeak," euphemistically glorifying it as the "Arduous March." 

In the 21st century, while a small number of North Koreans have accumulated wealth through 
trade, the majority of the population still lives at a subsistence level. The World Bank classifies North 
Korea as a "low-income country" [84]. Due to persistent inflation and the breakdown of the state 
distribution system, households reportedly spend 80–90% of their income on food ([85]a). Although 
acute starvation is rare, the diet is dominated by staples like buckwheat, with rice and animal protein 
(such as seafood) consumed only sporadically. Chronic food shortages have triggered widespread 
health consequences. Between 2018 and 2020, 10.9 million people—42.4% of the population—
experienced malnutrition, a rate significantly higher than the global average of 8.9% and surpassing 
regional averages in both Asia and Africa [86]. Eighteen-year-old males are, on average, 12.7 cm 
shorter than their South Korean peers, while nearly 45% of children under five suffer from 
malnutrition [87]. Defectors frequently exhibit health issues linked to nutritional deficiencies, 
including rubella, mumps, and measles ([85]b).The people lack food, shelter, and healthcare security, 
let alone fairness and justice. 

The injustice of the hereditary system [88] has made North Korea one of the countries with the 
worst human rights conditions in the world today, almost indistinguishable from the autocratic 
dynasties of the late Middle Ages [89,90]. Its citizens do not enjoy political freedoms and are unable 
to freely express their thoughts. Even the only broadcasting stations, television channels, and news 
agencies are government-controlled. Citizens are also unable to communicate freely with any 
foreigners; internet access is almost entirely cut off, and it is estimated that only a few thousand 
people in North Korea can connect to the internet ([85]c). Watching any foreign films or television 
programs not approved by the government, especially those from South Korea, is considered a 
serious crime. In 2010, 1,200 people were imprisoned for watching South Korean TV programs and 
films [91]. In November 2013, dozens of North Koreans were executed for watching smuggled South 
Korean dramas [92]. As of 2025, North Korea remains one of the most mysterious and speech-
controlled countries in the world. Western tourists preparing to enter North Korea must be aware of 
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the rules: insults against the leaders are prohibited, attacks on ideology are forbidden, and expressing 
personal opinions is not allowed [93]. 

Citizens are also deprived of the freedom of movement. Those living in the capital city of 
Pyongyang are not even allowed to freely leave Pyongyang for other cities or rural areas [94]. 
Although Article 75 of the North Korean Constitution stipulates that citizens have the freedom of 
residence and travel, ordinary people even need an introductory letter or a business trip certificate to 
purchase train tickets. Entry into Pyongyang from other regions requires inspection of a "Capital 
Entry Permit." For residents outside the capital, it is almost impossible to obtain travel documents to 
Pyongyang unless invited by a relative in the city. The relative in Pyongyang must first purchase a 
numbered certificate from security personnel, with the stub sent to the local travel approval office, 
after which the applicant can collect it. Upon the train's arrival in Pyongyang, police check the list on 
the platform to verify if the stub number matches. If it does not, the individual must be repatriated, 
and violators may be sent to labor camps [95]. 

Article 77 of the North Korean Constitution stipulates that women enjoy equal social status and 
rights as men, but society is male-dominated, and women hold a low status. After completing their 
education, women often work for a few years before getting married, or they directly stay at home to 
take care of their husbands and children or engage in part-time work. According to Human Rights 
Watch, based on two years of interviews with over 50 North Korean defectors, women in North Korea 
frequently suffer from sexual violence, non-consensual sexual contact, and rape. Men in positions of 
power, including police officers, prison guards, senior officials, market regulators, and guards, can 
abuse women at will without facing prosecution. Non-consensual sexual contact and violence are so 
widespread that they have become a normalized part of life [96]. 

To strengthen governance, North Korea's founding leader Kim Il-sung categorized citizens into 
three classes based on their social backgrounds in the late 1950s, which included friendly forces, 
neutral forces, and hostile forces. Subsequently, Kim Il-sung revised this system during the 1970 
Supreme People's Assembly, dividing the population into three major classes—"core class," 
"wavering class," and "hostile class"—further subdivided into 51 categories, a structure that remains 
in place today ([85]d). It is estimated that these three "status levels" account for approximately 30%, 
50%, and 20% of the country's total population, respectively. According to North Korean regulations, 
the "core class" includes the families and descendants of soldiers, workers, poor peasants, tenant 
farmers, collective farm workers, intellectuals who received higher education after liberation, 
members of the Workers' Party, and the families of those who died in the Anti-Japanese War and the 
Korean War. The "wavering class" includes national capitalists, owners of small and medium-sized 
enterprises, artisans, shop assistants, small to medium-scale independent farmers, small and 
medium-scale contractors, released political prisoners, and the families of prisoners and executed 
individuals. The "hostile class" includes former officials of the Japanese colonial government, pro-
Japanese and pro-American elements, wealthy landlords, those who defected to North Korea after 
1945, Catholics, Protestants, and others [97]. 

Different classes receive differential treatment in terms of residence, education, employment, 
and promotion opportunities. Members of the "hostile class" are prohibited from living near border 
areas, coastal regions, Pyongyang, or other major cities and are instead assigned to remote 
mountainous areas in the north [97]. They face significant barriers to university admission, are the 
first to lose access to food and resource rations during shortages, and are rarely promoted beyond 
the rank of captain in the military ([85]e). In contrast, the "core class" is permitted to reside in 
Pyongyang and may be allocated luxurious housing. During energy or food shortages, they receive 
priority in resource and food distribution. They also have access to education at the most prestigious 
universities in Pyongyang, and the highest-ranking among them may even be exempt from military 
service after graduation, directly entering government service as civil servants with favorable 
treatment ([85]f). 

This background-based classification can trace back up to three generations. While some 
individuals with "undesirable backgrounds" may partially overcome their "stigma" through 
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exemplary military service, those deemed disloyal and imprisoned face a downgrade in class status. 
This system perpetuates intergenerational disadvantages, affecting the children and grandchildren 
of so-called "criminals" in terms of employment opportunities, access to higher education, eligibility 
to reside in Pyongyang or other major cities, and even marriage prospects [97]. 

Conclusion 

Self-interest and the psychology of fairness are symbiotic, and the interaction between them is 
embedded in our genes [3]. This phenomenon is universally present across different ethnicities and 
nations [98,99]. However, the biases in Soviet-style socialist theory and practice, particularly the 
misperception of power, have not only disrupted this symbiosis but also left the populace with 
neither private ownership nor fairness to rely on. Although the power-holding class often professes 
allegiance to the socialist ideals of "fairness and justice," they have, in essence, betrayed the moral 
principles preserved through human evolution, transforming into a self-interested power class. They 
have turned public authority into a tool for personal gain and an apparatus of violence. Under the 
discipline of this alienated power, the entire bureaucratic system is compelled to rely on immoral 
means—such as violence, deception, and 封锁—to sustain severely imbalanced social interactions. 

Despite differences in cultural traditions, countries such as the Soviet Union, Eastern European 
nations, China, and North Korea have all, without exception, inflicted varying degrees of harm upon 
their own peoples.African socialism and Arab socialism, as well as Latin American socialism 
influenced by the Soviet model, could not escape the same fate.These countries, largely established 
on the economic foundations of former colonies, more or less replicated the Soviet-style socialist 
model of abolishing private ownership and implementing a planned economy. Not only did they fail 
to bring about economic independence and social equality for their own people, but they also 
disrupted the existing economic order, leading to agricultural decline and a rapid deterioration of 
economic conditions. Meanwhile, the excessive concentration of power resulted in the appropriation 
of public authority by party leaders and the abuse of power by political parties.For example: 
In 1960, Ghana abolished its monarchy, and Kwame Nkrumah became its first president, 
consolidating power over the party, government, and military. He began implementing radical 
socioeconomic reforms, nationalizing and collectivizing industrial enterprises, plantations, and shops, 
and organizing production under government direction. In January 1964, Nkrumah proposed a 
constitutional amendment. Under pressure from the appropriation of state machinery by the party 
leadership, the amendment was "approved" with 99.91% of the vote, institutionalizing a one-party 
dictatorship and personal autocracy. 

Due to soaring prices, a sharp increase in unemployment, and declining living standards for 
most working people and public servants, coupled with corruption and power struggles within the 
government, dissatisfaction grew across all sectors of society, including the armed forces and security 
agencies. Instead of reversing course, Nkrumah intensified the suppression of dissent and purged 
opposition figures. 

To enhance security, he hired a group of foreign bodyguards, including Cubans, South Africans, 
and Arabs, and enlisted military advisors from the Soviet Union and East Germany to train the 
presidential guard. Watchtowers, bunkers, and underground facilities were constructed within the 
presidential palace. At the same time, he replaced non-loyalist senior officers, expanded the militia 
organization loyal to him, and relied on the National Security Agency and the presidential guard to 
strengthen social control. These self-serving arrangements heightened unease within the armed 
forces and security agencies. 

Nkrumah's manipulative tactics, which violated underlying agreements, soon led to internal 
backlash. In February 1966, at the invitation of President Ho Chi Minh, he led a delegation of 88 
people to visit Vietnam, with a planned stop in Beijing. Seizing the opportunity, military personnel 
launched a coup, leading to the collapse of Nkrumah's regime [100]. 
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