Democratic Centralism and the Looping Dialectic of Chinese Leninism: Reading Li Ganjie’s “Strictly Implementing and Enforcing Democratic Centralism”
The Fifth Plenum Resolution, Its Official Gloss, and the Core Sources of the Party’s Governing Method
Larry Catá Backer (白轲)
W. Richard and Mary Eshelman Faculty Scholar; Professor of Law and International Affairs, Penn State Dickinson Law
Working draft · 12 November 2026 · Prepared with the assistance of Harvey AI.
Abstract
This essay reads one official gloss, Li Ganjie’s People’s Daily article of 11 November 2026 on strictly implementing and enforcing democratic centralism, as evidence of how the Fifth Plenum, its Resolution on full and rigorous Party self-governance, and Xi Jinping’s Explanation connect to the core sources of Chinese Leninism. I suggest, cautiously, that Marxism operates in this discourse as the horizon of a Socialist Path whose stages follow a historical and scientific sequence, while Leninism supplies the conscious mechanism that refines and accelerates movement along that path by organizing every productive force in an ordered way. That mechanism is democratic centralism, which the article presents as a looping dialectic of discussion, concentration, execution and accountability, applied first to the Party and then offered as the template for governing the nation, diffused to society through the mass line. After a translation attentive to the idiom of official Party prose, and a reading of the article on its own terms and against the Resolution, I read it through four lenses: my governing-loop framework, into which the article’s own provisions on reporting, accountability and political ecology are woven; the pattern of Fifth Plenums; modernization as the lifeworld of Chinese constitutionalism; and a cybernetic heuristic. The evidence is textual and therefore partial. The article is silent on communism, contradiction and social revolution, which the Resolution and earlier Plenum documents retain, and whether the dispositions the texts prescribe actually form lies beyond what documents can show. Indicators for the 21st Congress are proposed, together with the observations that would count against the reading.
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Introduction
It is common, in studying the Fifth Plenum of the 20th Central Committee, to ask what the meeting did. On 29 October 2026 it adopted a Resolution on persevering with full and rigorous Party self-governance, confirmed disciplinary action against thirty-four named officials, and fixed the date of the 21st Congress. It may be more useful, and perhaps more revealing, to ask what the Plenum is a case of, and to read the official glosses that surround it for what they disclose about the system that produced them. This essay takes up the second question through a single gloss, the People’s Daily article of 11 November 2026 by Li Ganjie, Head of the United Front Work Department, on strictly implementing and enforcing democratic centralism, which it reads against the adopted Resolution and Xi Jinping’s Explanation of the draft. The suggestion is that the Plenum and its official gloss have now begun to reveal their deeper connection to the core sources of Chinese Leninism, and with it the nature of the spiraling loop of dialectics at the heart of that ideological project.
The argument turns on a distinction that is easily lost. Chinese Marxism-Leninism is often read as Marxism, a normative ideal toward which Party and state organs are tasked to move along a Socialist Path whose stages are fixed by a historical and “scientific” sequence, and the reading is not wrong, although it describes the horizon and not the machinery. What distinguishes the Leninist component, and what the article makes visible, is that Leninism is the conscious and intentional mechanism for refining and accelerating movement along that path, by organizing and deploying all productive forces in an ordered way. The article narrates its own lineage in that order. Marx and Engels supply the idea of combining democracy with centralism; Lenin proposes that it be written into Party statutes and exported to the parties of the Communist International; and the present leadership claims a theoretical innovation and an institutional sublimation. Marxism enters, tellingly, as a doctrine of party-building. The Path stays in the background, and the instrument is placed in the foreground.
The instrument is a loop. Contradiction diagnoses the stage; the mass line gathers experience from below and returns it; democratic centralism concentrates it into binding decision; and the Party’s self-revolution, with the social revolution it is meant to lead, tests whether the concentration was sound. What the article adds is a demonstration that the loop is applied by the Party to itself before it is offered as the template for the larger project of moving the nation forward, which is then diffused to society through the mass line. Its closing image, in which “the governance of the Communist Party of China” leads “the governance of China,” says as much. The effectiveness of the template is thus tied to the Party’s open instrumentalist dialectics, in which discussion, concentration, execution and accountability are repeated, each pass at a higher resolution, so that the loop spirals and does not merely circle. The article’s own insistence on repetition, in decisions formed through “repeated discussion,” views “studied repeatedly” and conclusions “repeatedly tested in practice,” is a textual trace of that structure.
The evidence is textual and should be weighed as such. The article is silent on communism, on contradiction and on social revolution, yet the adopted Resolution still asks members to keep faith in communism, instructs the Party not to evade contradictions, and follows the mass line, while the 2024 Third Plenum Decision names the Party’s self-revolution as the leader of social revolution. One reasonable reading, which I develop with caution, is that the texts divide the labor between a telos installed in persons (the Resolution’s account of Party spirit) and a process machinery for moving toward it (the article’s democratic centralism), and that modernization is the horizon in which the two are made to cohere. I do not claim that the reading is the only one the documents permit.
I proceed in four parts and a conclusion. Part 1 offers a translation of the article, attentive to the overtones of official Party prose, followed by a reading of the article on its own terms and in its connection to the Resolution (1.1). Part 2 reads it critically through my governing-loop framework, locating it in the matrix of normative, state-constitutional, Party-line and Party-internal-organizational strands and weaving into that analysis the article’s own provisions on reporting, accountability and political ecology. Part 3 places it in the sequence of Fifth Plenums and tests it against the final text of the Resolution, Xi Jinping’s Explanation, and the Third Plenum Decision. Part 4 asks what follows when the article is read as an expression of modernization as the lifeworld of Chinese constitutionalism, and as an instance of a closed-loop conception of governance that the heuristic of cybernetic democratic centralism can examine. The method is reconstructive before it is normative, for my aim is to make the system legible in its own terms before any judgment is passed on it. Two cautions apply: counts and absences of terms come from a reading of the Chinese texts and should be confirmed by full-text search, and the question whether the dispositions the texts prescribe actually form is not one that documents can answer.
Part 1. Translation of the Article
Strictly Implementing and Enforcing Democratic Centralism
(Studying and Implementing the Spirit of the Fifth Plenary Session of the 20th Party Central Committee)
Li Ganjie, Head of the Central United Front Work Department [as the byline states]. People’s Daily, 11 November 2026, p. 6.
The Resolution of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China on Certain Major Issues Concerning Persevering with Full and Rigorous Party Self-Governance (hereinafter “the Resolution”), adopted by the Fifth Plenary Session of the 20th Party Central Committee, proceeds from the principle that the Party must govern itself and must do so fully and rigorously. It sets out important deployments and clear requirements for strictly implementing and enforcing democratic centralism, and it carries a significant and far-reaching influence on the deepening advance of the great new project of Party building in the new era.
I. Deeply Understanding and Grasping the Important Significance of Implementing and Enforcing Democratic Centralism
The Resolution points out that democratic centralism is the Party’s fundamental organizational principle and leadership system, and that implementing and enforcing it is an inherent requirement of full and rigorous Party self-governance. This is an important conclusion reached by the Party Central Committee with Comrade Xi Jinping at its core. It scientifically sums up the historical experience of our Party’s growth and consolidation, draws on the lessons of the rise and fall of certain political parties around the world, and has been tested repeatedly in practice. It reveals profoundly the important institutional code by which a century-old great Party, having passed through wind, rain and vicissitude, has always retained its vigorous vitality, and it raises the Party’s understanding of the regularities (规律性认识) of democratic centralism to a new height. To carry out the Resolution’s requirements on democratic centralism, the first task is to study deeply and grasp thoroughly General Secretary Xi Jinping’s important discourses on the subject, to link history with reality and theory with practice, to recognize profoundly the utmost importance of democratic centralism, and to strengthen further the political consciousness, ideological consciousness and action consciousness with which it is implemented and enforced.
(1) Upholding democratic centralism is an important mark that distinguishes a Marxist party from other parties. When Marx and Engels were preparing the Communist League and the International Workingmen’s Association, they already expounded the idea of combining democracy with centralism. Lenin proposed that democratic centralism be formally written into the statutes of the Russian Social-Democratic Labour Party as the Party’s organizational principle, and extended the principle to party-building in the parties of the countries of the Communist International. Our Party is the world’s largest governing party, one established and developed under the guidance of the Marxist doctrine of party-building and in accordance with the principle of democratic centralism. Proceeding from the practice of governing a great Party and a great country, General Secretary Xi Jinping has stressed that democratic centralism is our Party’s fundamental organizational principle and leadership system and an important mark that distinguishes a Marxist party from other parties; that it comprises two aspects, democracy and centralism, which are mutually conditioning, mutually complementary, and indispensable to one another; and that upholding the authority of the Party Central Committee and its centralized and unified leadership is consistent with upholding democratic centralism. These important discourses answer profoundly the major theoretical and practical questions of why democratic centralism must be upheld and how, give it new connotations for the era, and achieve a theoretical innovation and an institutional sublimation of this fundamental organizational principle within the process of making the Marxist doctrine of party-building Chinese and contemporary.
(2) Upholding democratic centralism is an important safeguard for the Party’s solidarity and unity and for its scientific decision-making. Looking back over the course of the century of struggle, an important reason why our Party has been able, amid extremely complex circumstances, to grow from small to large and from weak to strong is that it has always upheld and practiced democratic centralism, thereby unifying the thinking and the action of the whole Party and effectively preventing and overcoming dispersionism (分散主义). Summing up historical experience, General Secretary Xi Jinping has pointed out profoundly that upholding democratic centralism is an important magic weapon (重要法宝) for ensuring the Party’s creativity, cohesion and combat effectiveness and for ensuring its solidarity and unity; and he has led by example and practiced it in person, setting a glorious model for the whole Party. Since the 18th Party Congress, every decision of the Party Central Committee with Comrade Xi Jinping at its core has strictly implemented democratic centralism and has attended to developing inner-Party democracy. Each has been formed through in-depth investigation and study, broad listening to views from all quarters, and repeated discussion. This has ensured that our Party could unite and lead the people of all ethnic groups across the country in prevailing over a series of major risks and challenges, in resolving many long-standing problems that were wanted solved but had not been, and in accomplishing many great undertakings that were wanted but had not been done, and so has propelled the cause of the Party and the state to historic achievements and historic change. It fully displays the powerful force of truth and the great power of practice contained in General Secretary Xi Jinping’s important discourses on democratic centralism.
(3) Upholding democratic centralism is an important measure for converging the wisdom and strength that advance Chinese-style modernization. At present, profound changes are under way in the world, in the country and in the Party. Our country’s development stands in a period in which strategic opportunities coexist with risks and challenges and in which uncertain and unpredictable factors are multiplying, so that we must be ready at all times to withstand the major test of high winds and heavy seas, even raging waves. The more complex the situation and the more arduous the tasks, the more necessary it is to uphold the centralized and unified leadership of the Party Central Committee and to gather the wisdom and strength of every quarter. Grasping the new situation and new tasks, General Secretary Xi Jinping has stressed further that democratic centralism can both draw out to the greatest degree the creative vitality of the whole Party and unify its thinking and action, effectively preventing and overcoming the dispersionism of “discussing without deciding, deciding without acting” (议而不决、决而不行), and that it is a system both scientific and rational and efficient. This requires that we set higher standards, make stricter demands and do better in upholding democratic centralism; that we join more effectively the full development of democracy with the practice of correct centralization; and that, in mobilizing the enthusiasm, initiative and creativity of every quarter, we continually unify thinking, unify will and unify action, forming a powerful synergy (强大合力) for advancing Chinese-style modernization. In this way the Party’s fine traditions will continue to radiate new vitality and brilliance, and “the governance of the Communist Party of China” (中国共产党之治) will lead in opening up “the governance of China” (中国之治).
II. Deeply Understanding and Grasping the Points of Emphasis in Implementing and Enforcing Democratic Centralism
The Resolution elucidates profoundly the internal relationship between democracy and centralism and, from four aspects, specifies the key tasks in implementing and enforcing democratic centralism. We must uphold dialectical thinking and grasp the core essentials, so as to give fuller play to the political, organizational, institutional and working advantages of democratic centralism, and strive to create a political situation of “having both centralism and democracy, both discipline and freedom, both unity of will and personal ease of mind, vigorous and lively” (又有集中又有民主、又有纪律又有自由、又有统一意志又有个人心情舒畅生动活泼).
(1) Make upholding the centralized and unified leadership of the Party Central Committee the supreme principle. Upholding the authority of the Party Central Committee and its centralized and unified leadership is at once the core requirement of the “four subordinations” (四个服从) of democratic centralism and the matter of greatest weight in ensuring that the principle is implemented and operates in a normal and orderly way. We must study in depth and carry out the spirit of General Secretary Xi Jinping’s important speeches and important instructions and directives, studying them as the “first agenda item” (第一议题) and handling them as the “first political essential” (第一政治要件). We must comprehend deeply and grasp accurately the political considerations and strategic intentions, the rich connotations and the practical requirements they contain, align direction by checking against the standard and calibrating to it (对标对表), carry out the work without discount, and see that every matter is accounted for and every item has an echo (事事有着落、件件有回音), putting the “Two Upholds” into practice through concrete action. We must improve the mechanisms for carrying out the Central Committee’s major decisions and deployments, concentrate political supervision on the political essentials, and perfect a full-chain working mechanism of division of tasks, supervision and urging of implementation, periodic reporting, inspection and notification, tracking of results, and oversight and accountability. We should explore promoting implementation through project-based, list-based and ledger-style closed-loop management (项目化、清单制、台账式闭环管理), spread good experience and practice, and sharpen warning and spurring, to ensure that the whole Party observes orders and prohibitions (令行禁止). We must strictly carry out the system of requesting instructions from and reporting to the Party Central Committee. Major decisions, major matters and important situations in our work are to be reported to the Central Committee promptly for instructions, so that guidelines and policies of overall significance are decided by the Central Committee, major principles and major matters are determined by the Central Committee, and important situations are reported to the Central Committee for its information. The practices of “executing first and reporting afterwards,” “executing while reporting,” and “executing without reporting” (先斩后奏、边斩边奏、斩而不奏) are to be resolutely eliminated.
(2) Make raising the quality of inner-Party democracy the important foundation. Inner-Party democracy is the life of the Party (党内民主是党的生命) and the important basis of a positive and healthy political life within the Party. Developing inner-Party democracy and being good at correct centralization are inevitable requirements of implementing democratic centralism. We must respect the principal status of Party members and safeguard their democratic rights; give effect to their rights to be informed, to participate, to elect and to supervise; keep open the channels through which members take part in discussing Party affairs and widen the channels through which they express opinions; and educate and guide members to strengthen their Party consciousness and their sense of themselves as subjects (主体意识), to treat the exercise of the rights prescribed by the Party Constitution as a responsibility they owe the Party, to dare to shoulder burdens and dare to be accountable, to observe discipline and rules, and to exercise their rights correctly. We must carry out the Party’s work strictly in accordance with the democratic principles and procedures laid down by the Party Constitution and Party regulations; carry out the system by which delegates to Party congresses at all levels play their role; and perfect the systems by which delegates take part in major decisions, take part in recommending important cadres and in democratic appraisal, attend relevant Party committee meetings as non-voting participants, and keep in contact with Party members and the masses. We must strive to raise the quality of the meetings of Party committees, their standing committees and Party leadership groups (党组), with full preparation before the meeting, in-depth discussion at the meeting and strict implementation after it, so as resolutely to avoid “one person having the final say” and decision-making that merely goes through the motions (走过场). We must foster an atmosphere in which problems are discussed democratically and opinions are fully expressed; uphold democratic and equal comradely relations within the Party; have Party organizations and Party-member leading cadres support and guarantee members’ exercise of their rights; encourage members and cadres to speak their minds freely at Party meetings and to discuss as equals; and protect comrades who dare to tell the truth, speak honestly and speak from the heart. Conduct that infringes members’ rights is to be criticized and educated against, and seriously handled, in good time, and is never to be indulged or condoned.
(3) Make strict enforcement of the rules of decision-making and deliberation for leading bodies an important lever (抓手). Democratic centralism is the fundamental working system of a leading body (领导班子), and collective leadership is its concrete embodiment in the Party’s system of leadership. We must uphold the combination of collective leadership with division of work and individual responsibility. All major matters and major questions must be studied and decided collectively in strict accordance with the principle of “collective leadership, democratic centralism, individual consultation and decision by meeting,” so as to prevent the individual from being placed above the organization. The functions and responsibilities of the members of a leading body are to be defined scientifically and regulated strictly, setting a yardstick and clarifying requirements for the discharge of responsibility, so that members neither “wait, rely and ask for” (等靠要) in the manner of a hands-off boss, nor, still less, each go their own way and sing a rival opera (各自为政唱对台戏), and so that every matter has someone in charge and everyone has an area of expertise. We must improve the rules of procedure and decision-making procedures of Party committees (Party groups) and strengthen investigation and research, scientific demonstration and risk assessment in major decisions. Procedures are to be strictly followed: no blind decisions without in-depth research, no casual decisions without multi-sided demonstration, and no forced decisions without consensus. The oversight mechanism for the “three majors and one large” (三重一大) is to be perfected, review of the compliance and legality of major decisions strengthened, assessments of the consistency of macro-policy orientation (宏观政策取向一致性评估) carried out, and the work norms by which a higher-level Party organization solicits the views of lower-level organizations before making important decisions concerning them improved, so that scientific institutions secure scientific decision-making. We must also do well in carrying decisions out, firmly obeying the decisions of Party committees (Party groups). At the deliberative stage there should be full discussion and a pooling of ideas to draw on collective wisdom; after a decision is made, action should be swift and resolute and followed through to the end. We should strive to cure such stubborn ailments (顽瘴痼疾) as arbitrary and high-handed one-man rule, everyone acting on his own, and “discussing without deciding, deciding without acting, acting without substance.” The system of lifelong responsibility for major decisions is to be perfected and strictly enforced, compelling leading cadres to stand in awe of power and decide with prudence, and guarding strictly against collective violations of rules, or evasion of responsibility, in the name of collective decision.
(4) Make regulating the exercise of authority by the “top leader” (一把手) the key link. How well democratic centralism is implemented depends on how leading cadres, and above all the “top leader,” perform. We must urge the “top leader” to use power in accordance with rules and law; perfect the mechanisms of restraint on the operation of power within a leading body; improve the systems for dividing matters among those exercising power, dividing posts in setting power, delegating authority by grade and rotating posts periodically; clearly delimit the boundaries of the “top leader’s” duties and powers; and strengthen oversight over the operation of power throughout the whole process, locking power in the cage of institutions (把权力关进制度笼子) so that power operates in the sunlight and is exercised under supervision. We must carry out the system by which the “top leader” states a position last (末位表态制). Major decisions, important appointments and removals, major project arrangements and the use of large sums of money must be decided through collective discussion. The “top leader” may not first set the tone, and may not impose personal opinions on the leading body, but sums up and concentrates opinions (归纳集中) after the members have fully expressed theirs, and a resolution is formed by the minority obeying the majority, so that the implementation of democratic centralism is secured in procedure. We must strengthen oversight and examination of how the “top leader” performs duties, coordinating and strengthening oversight from superiors, from peers and from subordinates. The system of special reports on duty performance, by which a “top leader” is managed and supervised in relation to subordinate “top leaders,” and the system by which a Party committee (Party group) holds supervisory talks with the “top leaders” of lower-level Party organizations, are to be strictly carried out, with the focus on whether there is “one-voice rule” (一言堂) or a “patriarchal style” (家长制), and on whether collective decision-making on the “three majors and one large” and last-position stance-taking are put into effect. Peer oversight is to be made solid and detailed, and in selecting and appointing “top leaders” attention is to be paid to examining their literacy and ability in carrying out democratic centralism.
III. Deeply Understanding and Grasping the Methods and Pathways for Implementing and Enforcing Democratic Centralism
Implementing and enforcing democratic centralism is the common political responsibility of the whole Party, and first of all the responsibility of leading cadres at every level. Leading cadres at every level must raise their political standpoint, strengthen their sense of responsibility, play an exemplary role, abide by the rules of democratic centralism, and increase their literacy in it, taking real care to build it up and ensuring that it is carried through and carried out in place.
(1) Strengthen theoretical armament and hold firmly to the correct political direction. Political firmness and conscious action come from clarity in theory. From the vantage of a deep grasp of the decisive significance of the “Two Establishes” and of resolute achievement of the “Two Upholds,” we must lead leading cadres at all levels to study and carry out in depth the Resolution’s requirements on democratic centralism and to join this to in-depth study of Xi Jinping Thought on Socialism with Chinese Characteristics for a New Era, and especially of Xi Jinping’s thought on Party building. They are to master the basic theory, basic content and basic requirements of democratic centralism and so lay its ideological and theoretical foundation. Building democratic centralism should be made an important part of the education and training of cadres, making clear its theoretical logic, historical logic and practical logic, and continually raising the whole Party’s level of understanding and capacity to apply it.
(2) Perfect institutional mechanisms and press home political responsibility. Carrying out democratic centralism depends on concrete institutional arrangements to secure it. Through long practice our Party has formed a fairly complete system of institutions for democratic centralism. We must improve and put into effect the institutional provisions on democratic centralism and push leading cadres at all levels, and principal leaders especially, to grasp the requirements accurately and to press responsibility down layer by layer. The series of institutional arrangements is to be fully put into effect: the Party congress system, the Party committee system, the inner-Party election system, the Party’s system of collective leadership, the inner-Party oversight system, the Party’s organizational life system, and the system for safeguarding Party members’ rights. We must attend to using the institutional advantages of democratic centralism to improve further the institutional system of whole-process people’s democracy, advance the institutionalization, standardization and proceduralization of socialist democratic politics, and ensure that the political life of the state is both full of vitality and stable and orderly.
(3) Strictly supervise and call to account, effectively strengthening rigid constraint. “A thousand mobilizations are not worth one act of accountability.” We must focus on solving the problems of insufficient development of democracy, insufficient correct centralization, insufficient criticism and insufficient strictness of discipline, and strengthen regular analysis, supervisory inspection and assessment of how Party organizations at every level implement democratic centralism. The implementation of the decision-making system on the “three majors and one large” is to be made an important part of routine supervision, inspection tours, audit supervision and special supervisory inspections. Wrongful conduct that violates democratic centralism is to be discovered in good time and resolutely corrected, and leading bodies and individuals who implement it ineffectively, or in whose work major deviations and errors occur, are to be held to account. We must strengthen top-down organizational supervision, improve bottom-up democratic supervision, and bring into play mutual supervision among peers. The supervisory mechanism is to be improved, with the key matters of supervision, the specific measures and the accountability made clear, so that democratic centralism is strictly implemented.
(4) Raise capacity and literacy and nurture a good political ecology (政治生态). Implementing democratic centralism is a leadership capacity that leading cadres at every level must possess and a leadership art they must master. Leading cadres, and the “top leader” especially, should treat others as equals and be well-disposed toward them, and should have the broad-mindedness of one who is modest and takes in all rivers (虚怀若谷、海纳百川). They should grasp fully and accurately the true views of every quarter, study and compare them repeatedly, and follow what is good in them. They must master the working method of correct centralization: unifying differing opinions; distilling and generalizing the genuine insights in scattered views; and concentrating the correct opinions that accord with the laws of the development of things and with the fundamental interests of the broad masses of the people, so as to make scientific decisions. They must uphold unity on the basis of Party-spirit principle, and be good at using such means as democratic life meetings and criticism and self-criticism, so that every leading body sets up good rules and forms a good political ecology that is at once stimulating of the individual and reliant on the collective, trusting and encouraging as well as critical and supervising, tolerant of mistakes yet prompt in correcting them, and cooperative and united without departing from principle.
Translator’s notes on terms of art
The rendering aims at the register of official Party prose, which favors fixed collocations, quadrisyllabic parallelism and stock phrases that function as markers of political reliability. Where a literal English version would flatten that register I have kept the stock phrase and glossed it. The table lists the choices that carry the most interpretive weight.
	Chinese
	Rendering
	Overtone or reason for the choice

	《决定》
	Resolution
	The Chinese genre is 决定, which official English renders “Resolution”; it is distinct from the historical 决议 of 1981 and 2021. The article calls it simply 《决定》.

	全面从严治党
	full and rigorous Party self-governance
	My Fifth Plenums paper uses this form. “Governance” (治) is transitive, and the object is the Party itself, so the phrase already contains the self-referential structure Part 3 examines. 党要管党 (“the Party must govern the Party”) is rendered literally for the same reason.

	制度密码
	institutional code
	“Code” (密码) carries a sense of a hidden key that explains endurance. The text claims to disclose it, which is itself a claim of authoritative decipherment.

	规律性认识
	understanding of the regularities
	规律 refers to law-like regularity in the dialectical-materialist sense, not “rule” in the juridical sense. The Party presents its knowledge of democratic centralism as knowledge of such regularities.

	分散主义
	dispersionism
	A Leninist-Maoist term of art for the centrifugal failure mode, paired in the text with 议而不决、决而不行. Its opposite is not “unity” but 集中统一.

	集中统一领导
	centralized and unified leadership
	Both words matter. 集中 names concentration, and 统一 names the singleness that results.

	正确集中
	correct centralization
	正确 imports a standard of correctness external to the count of votes. It anticipates the tension discussed in Part 2 between concentrating correct opinion and decision by majority.

	四个服从 / 两个维护 / 两个确立
	“four subordinations” / “Two Upholds” / “Two Establishes”
	Fixed political shorthand. It is left in quotation marks because explaining it in the body would change the text’s register.

	一把手
	“top leader”
	Literally “number-one hand.” It denotes the principal official of any unit at any level, not only the apex. 末位表态制 is rendered “system of stating a position last.”

	三重一大
	“three majors and one large”
	Major decisions, major personnel appointments, major projects and large-sum expenditures.

	事事有着落、件件有回音
	every matter accounted for and every item has an echo
	回音 (echo) is acoustically a return signal. The phrase describes the closing of a feedback circuit from the lower level to the center.

	对标对表
	align direction by checking against the standard and calibrating to it
	Two verbs, 对标 and 对表, set a position against a benchmark and a watch against a master clock. The image is synchronization.

	斩
	“execute”
	In 先斩后奏 the image is the official who beheads first and memorializes afterwards. “Execute” keeps the double sense of carry out and kill.

	把权力关进制度笼子
	locking power in the cage of institutions
	The cage (笼子) is a standard image. It is kept literal because Part 2 relates it to the “cognitive cage” vocabulary.

	顽瘴痼疾
	stubborn ailments
	Medical register: 瘴 (miasma) and 痼疾 (chronic illness). The Party is figured as a body with endemic disease.

	政治生态
	political ecology
	A standard Party phrase for the aggregate climate of conduct within an organization.

	统一思想、统一意志、统一行动
	unify thinking, unify will, unify action
	A triad that runs from cognition through volition to conduct, and a close echo of the Guiguzi 养志 sequence.

	中国共产党之治 / 中国之治
	the governance of the Communist Party of China / the governance of China
	The parallel construction, with the second term led by the first, is the textual hinge of Part 4.


1.1 Li Ganjie’s Essay on Its Own Terms and in Its Connection to the Fifth Plenum Resolution
Before the article is read through any of the frameworks that follow, it may help to say what it is and what it purports to do, in the terms the text itself supplies. It is a study-and-implement piece (学习贯彻), published in the People’s Daily on 11 November 2026, less than two weeks after the Plenum closed, over the byline of the Head of the United Front Work Department, and it presents itself as an explication of the part of the Resolution that concerns democratic centralism and not as an independent argument. Its three-part architecture is explicit and is announced by its own headings: Part I asks why democratic centralism must be understood and grasped (its significance), Part II specifies what is to be emphasized (four loci, drawn from the Resolution), and Part III prescribes how the principle is to be carried out (four methods and pathways). The argument moves, in other words, from justification through content to practice, and it does so in a register that treats the principle as settled doctrine to be absorbed and applied rather than as a proposition to be defended against rivals.
On its own terms the article makes three claims that are worth distinguishing, because they are carried by different kinds of language. The first is genealogical and legitimating: democratic centralism is the mark that distinguishes a Marxist party from other parties, it descends from Marx and Engels through Lenin’s insertion of the principle into party statutes and its extension to the parties of the Communist International, and it has been given “new connotations for the era,” a “theoretical innovation and an institutional sublimation,” by the present leadership. The second is functional: the principle secures solidarity, unity and scientific decision-making, prevents and overcomes dispersionism, and gathers the wisdom and strength that advance Chinese-style modernization, which is to say that its worth is stated by what it does. The third is prescriptive, and it occupies most of the text: the centralized and unified leadership of the Party Central Committee is the supreme principle, inner-Party democracy is the foundation, the rules of decision-making and deliberation of leading bodies are the lever, and the regulation of the “top leader” is the key link. The closing image, in which “the governance of the Communist Party of China” is to lead “the governance of China,” turns the whole into a statement about the Party’s governance as exemplar for the country’s.
The relationship to the Resolution is closer than that of a commentary to an independent text, since the article reproduces the Resolution’s formulas often in the same words, and the comparison developed in Part 3 shows what changes in the reproduction. For present purposes it is enough to note that the Resolution is the source of the article’s authority, and the article says as much by opening from it: the Resolution “points out” that democratic centralism is the Party’s fundamental organizational principle and leadership system and that implementing it is an inherent requirement of full and rigorous Party self-governance, and the article builds upon that sentence. It follows the Resolution in naming the four aspects of the work, in the rule that the head of a unit states a position last, and in the insistence that “one person having the final say” be avoided. It departs from it, as Part 3 elaborates, by compressing some provisions to labels (the “four subordinations”), by adding a genealogy and a purpose (modernization), by extending to the implementation of the Center’s decisions a closed-loop vocabulary that the Resolution uses in its treatment of corruption cases, and by recasting the exercise of members’ rights as a responsibility owed to the Party. The article is thus best taken as a second-order text, an interpretant that fixes how the adopted rule is to be read by the cadres to whom it is addressed.
Two features of the article’s relation to the Plenum deserve mention at the outset, with the caution that both are readings and not findings. The first is the division of labor between the texts that Part 4 develops: the Resolution asks members to keep faith in Marxism and conviction in communism, whereas the article speaks of communism only in the name of the Communist League, leaves the Socialist Path and the vocabulary of contradiction in the background, and places the instrument in the foreground. It may be that the two documents are meant to be read together, the one installing a horizon in persons and the other describing the machinery by which movement toward it is organized, although the texts do not say so. The second is the authorial position: if, as my Fifth Plenums paper records, the United Front Work Department was entrusted early in 2026 with soliciting views from outside the Party, then the organ that conducted part of the consultation now explains the principle by which consultation is concentrated into decision, an arrangement the loop would predict without that prediction proving design. Whether the article is also a pilot of rules yet to be issued, as the Resolution promises revisions to the Party’s regulations on internal oversight and on the management of officials, is a question that only the later documents can answer.
Part 2. Critical Analysis Based on My Governing Loop Paper
Read through my Governing Loop paper, Li Ganjie’s article is, before it is anything else, a performance of the loop upon itself. The paper’s central claim is that contradiction theory, the mass line and democratic centralism are not discrete tools but a single recursive circuit, closed provisionally by returning each decision to the field that made it intelligible. The article does not use my vocabulary, and indeed it avoids several of the central terms: neither 矛盾 (contradiction) nor 自我革命 (self-revolution) appears in the text as supplied, the state Constitution is not mentioned, and the phrase 群众路线 (mass line) never occurs. Those omissions are the gloss’s own and not the Resolution’s, since the adopted Resolution uses 自我革命 twice, follows the mass line in Part VI.1, and uses 矛盾 in operational idiom (不回避矛盾,不讳疾忌医); yet the article’s three-part architecture reproduces the circuit with considerable fidelity, for Part I supplies the diagnosis and the genealogy of authority (why), Part II fixes four loci at which concentration and democratization are to be tuned (where), and Part III prescribes the methods by which the circuit is made to run and be checked (how). I am inclined to read the omissions as information and not as lack, because the article is addressed to a population already sorted, the Party membership, and so speaks the circuit’s organizational dialect and not its ontological or epistemological ones.
Strand analysis
The four-strand matrix of my paper helps locate what the article is doing. It operates almost wholly in the Party-internal-organizational strand (O), with substantial Party-line (L) content and a thin normative (N) frame. The state-constitutional strand (S) is present only by a single hinge. In Part III(2), the institutional advantages of democratic centralism are to be used to improve “the institutional system of whole-process people’s democracy.” That is the only point at which the article crosses from the Party’s own organs to the state and society, and Article 3 of the 1982 Constitution, the textual anchor of the S-strand, is not cited. That is consistent with my paper’s observation that the strands are wired unevenly and that the O-strand evolves largely through internal Party regulation, insulated from state-constitutional text. The article’s own sources of authority are the Resolution, the Party Constitution (党章 appears twice, once alongside 党规) and “Party regulations.”
The normative strand is invoked chiefly by genealogy, in which Marx and Engels supply the idea of combining democracy and centralism, Lenin the proposal to write it into statutes and export it, and Xi Jinping the “theoretical innovation and institutional sublimation,” so that the article narrates democratic centralism in the order idea, mechanism, upgrade, an order that prepares the reading in Part 4. It is also worth noticing that the N-strand is said to have received “new connotations for the era” without any reformulation of the principal contradiction, which means that the normative upgrade is claimed while its content is left unstated.
The circuit inside the Party
The most interesting move, in my reading, is that the article restates the mass line’s grammar as a leadership craft internal to the Party. Part III(4) directs cadres to “grasp fully and accurately the true views of every quarter, study and compare them repeatedly, and follow what is good,” and then to “distil and generalize the genuine insights in scattered views” and “concentrate the correct opinions.” That is the sequence of gathering, concentration through theory, and return that my paper identifies in Mao’s 1943 formula, now rendered as an interpersonal technique of the “top leader.” Guiguzi’s vocabulary fits the sequence closely. The probing of sentiment (揣) is the first verb. The unifying of will so that desire does not wander (心氣一則欲不徨, from the 養志 chapter) corresponds to the triad “unify thinking, unify will, unify action.” The echo (回音) that every matter is to receive corresponds to 反應, the return in which the governing order hears its own categories reflected back. The “stubborn ailments” of dispersionism and one-man rule correspond to the fissures of 抵巇, small cracks to be examined before they become gaps.
There is a latent tension that the article does not resolve and which my paper allows me to name. The article demands both that the leader concentrate “correct” opinions, correctness being defined by “the laws of the development of things” and “the fundamental interests of the broad masses,” and that resolutions be formed “by the minority obeying the majority.” The first criterion is substantive and supplied by theory (N); the second is procedural and supplied by the count. I would not claim the two are contradictory. It may be that the sequence is designed so that the count disciplines the person who concentrates and the theory disciplines the count, so that each is a guardrail against the other’s failure mode. My account of democratic centralism as “edge-reweighting” suggests such a reading: what is concentrated is not the sum of inputs but a reweighted field, and the majority rule is the form in which the reweighting becomes binding. The rule that the top leader speaks last (末位表态) is then a procedural device that keeps the first speaker’s weighting from becoming the field’s weighting before the field has been heard.
Gatekeeping and the third zone
My paper insists on a logically prior act of classification, performed by people’s democratic dictatorship, that fixes who counts as “the people” before the loop can run. In the article the equivalent gate is Party membership. The entire apparatus of rights to be informed, to participate, to elect and to supervise is addressed to members, and the article’s only reference to those outside the circuit is oblique: conduct that infringes members’ rights is to be “seriously handled,” and the Party remains the gatekeeper of what counts as a violation. A further observation is that the article rephrases rights as duties. Members are to “treat the exercise of the rights prescribed by the Party Constitution as a responsibility they owe the Party.” The Resolution itself speaks only of respecting members’ principal status and safeguarding their democratic rights (Part III.2); the conversion of rights into duties belongs to the gloss. A right exercised as a duty is a right whose exercise is already inside the loop and addressed to its purposes, which is in keeping with my paper’s warning against measuring the article by liberal assumptions about what rights are for.
The cage
“Locking power in the cage of institutions” invites a connection to the cognitive-cage vocabulary of my other work, with the caution that the connection is analogical. A cage in that vocabulary is an enabling constraint that gives a field its shape and direction. Here it constrains the “top leader,” the point in each unit where the circuit is most exposed to capture by a single will, and in this sense it is the O-strand counterpart of the Socialist Path’s guardrails. Whether the cage is also a gate in the paper’s sense is a different question, and one the article cannot answer from within.
Reporting, accountability and political ecology: the article’s own circuit
The article is not only an object to which my loop is applied from outside, since it carries within it an account of the circuit’s return path that deserves to be read on its own terms before it is assimilated to mine. Its system of requesting instructions from and reporting to the Party Central Committee (请示报告), under which guidelines of overall significance are decided by the Center, major principles and major matters are determined by it, and important situations are reported to it for its information, assigns to each level a distinct function in the circuit, while the resolute elimination of “executing first and reporting afterwards,” “executing while reporting” and “executing without reporting” closes the sequence by which action might otherwise precede concentration. Read against my account, these provisions describe the return path as a duty of disclosure running upward, and the demand that every matter be accounted for and every item have an “echo” (回音) describes the corresponding duty of response running downward, so that the circuit is imagined as one in which nothing is to be acted upon before it has been concentrated and nothing reported without being answered. I would add, as an inference from the text and not as a finding, that the direction of return is thereby altered for internal purposes: in my paper the return carries the concentrated line back to the masses to be tested, whereas here what is returned to the Center is the unit’s own conduct, which the Center tests, and only the echo travels back down.
The article’s treatment of accountability supplies, in my terms, the test that closes each pass of the loop. Its maxim that “a thousand mobilizations are not worth one act of accountability” locates the verification of a decision in consequences visited upon bodies and persons and not in further exhortation, and its four insufficiencies (of the development of democracy, of correct centralization, of criticism and of discipline) can be read as a diagnostic classification of the circuit’s characteristic failures, a deficit of gathering, of concentration, of feedback and of enforcement, which maps onto the paired failure modes I take up in Part 3.4. It is notable, too, that detection is assigned to three directions at once, superiors, peers and subordinates, so that a bottom-up channel of democratic supervision is placed inside a hierarchy whose other channels run downward or sideways. The “political ecology” toward which Part III(4) points, one at once stimulating of the individual and reliant on the collective, trusting and encouraging as well as critical and supervising, tolerant of mistakes yet prompt in correcting them, is the article’s own image of a circuit in equilibrium, and its pairs of virtues form a catalogue of the tensions that my framework treats as productive, held in contradiction and not dissolved. Whether the dispositions it describes would in practice be formed is a question the text cannot answer, and I do not suppose that it does.
Part 3. Higher-Order Analysis: the Fifth Plenum, Its Resolution and Its Gloss
My Fifth Plenums paper read the 2026 Plenum as a case in which the irritant of the stage has migrated from the object field of development to the vanguard that governs it, so that the loop’s instruments of naming, concentration and return are turned on the body that operates them. I wrote that paper before the adopted Resolution and Xi Jinping’s Explanation of its draft were published; both are now available, together with the 2024 Third Plenum Decision, and the article can accordingly be read as the third term of a chain in which the Explanation is the interpretant of the draft, the Resolution is the rule, and the article is a gloss on the adopted rule, written in the voice of the head of the United Front Work Department and published under the People’s Daily study-and-implement heading less than two weeks after the Plenum closed. In Table 3-2 of that paper such a text belongs to the scripting of dispositions for cadres, the Level 3 conditioning phase in which a text is naturalized as it is circulated.
3.1 What the gloss takes over, compresses, omits and adds
Part III of the Resolution is the adopted text on democratic centralism, and the article’s Part II follows it closely, often in the same words. The comparison is instructive because the differences show what the gloss is for.
	Topic
	Resolution, Part III
	Article

	Opening formula
	States democratic centralism as the fundamental organizational principle and leadership system, and its implementation as an inherent requirement of full and rigorous Party self-governance, to be pursued by developing inner-Party democracy and effective correct centralization so as to draw on its political, organizational, institutional and working strengths.
	Repeats the formula almost verbatim, then adds a genealogy (Marx and Engels, then Lenin), a claim to an understanding of “regularities,” and three justifications, the third of which is Chinese-style modernization.

	The four subordinations
	Spells out all four, ending with the subordination of all organizations and members to the National Congress and the Central Committee.
	Names the “four subordinations” by label only. The rule is compressed into a sign that the reader is expected to be able to expand.

	Loyalty signs
	Warns against “crude red and subtle black” (低级红、高级黑), the inversion of a loyalty sign so as to injure its object.
	Omits the warning and supplies a procedural counterpart: “executing first and reporting afterwards” and its variants are to be eliminated.

	Members’ rights
	Respect members’ principal status and safeguard their democratic rights; differing views may not be suppressed, ostracized or retaliated against.
	Lists the rights to be informed, to participate, to elect and to supervise, and recasts their exercise as a responsibility owed to the Party; protects those who tell the truth.

	Heads of units
	The head speaks last; special meetings of secretaries may not substitute for standing committees; no demanding that subordinates uphold the head’s personal authority.
	Keeps the rule that the head speaks last and adds that the head sums up and concentrates opinions after members have spoken and that a resolution forms by the minority obeying the majority. Omits the rule on secretaries’ special meetings.

	Implementation
	Tracking, supervision and evaluation of the quality and effectiveness of implementation.
	Adds a full-chain working mechanism and “project-based, list-based, ledger-style closed-loop management,” and the maxim that a thousand mobilizations are not worth one act of accountability.

	Macro-policy consistency
	Not mentioned in Part III.
	Introduces assessments of the consistency of macro-policy orientation into Party decision-making. The phrase appears in the Third Plenum Decision of 2024, in the section on macroeconomic governance.

	Whole-process people’s democracy
	Not named in the Resolution as read in the Chinese and English supplied.
	Directs the institutional advantages of democratic centralism to be used to improve the institutional system of whole-process people’s democracy: the article’s only bridge from Party organs to state and society.

	Modernization
	Part III does not mention it. Modernization frames the Resolution at the diagnosis in Part I and in its closing call.
	Names Chinese-style modernization twice, in the third justification and in the stated goal of forming a powerful synergy.


Three operations follow from the table. The gloss compresses: the four subordinations become a label, and the stock phrases of Party prose carry what the Resolution spells out. It extends: closed-loop management, borrowed in the Resolution for the treatment of corruption cases (Part VII.4), is applied to the implementation of the Center’s decisions, and macro-policy consistency migrates from economic governance to Party decision procedure. And it re-situates the text: it supplies the genealogy, the purpose and the bridge to the state that the adopted text leaves unsaid. In the Peircean vocabulary of my Fifth Plenums paper the article behaves as an interpretant of the second order, fixing the object that Part III answers to as the modernizing project and its subject as the leadership core.
3.2 The tests of my Fifth Plenums paper, applied to the final text
	Test in the Fifth Plenums paper
	What the Resolution and the article show
	Effect on the reading

	Does the 2017 formulation of the principal contradiction reappear?
	The Resolution does not restate the formula, but its vocabulary survives: development imbalances and inadequacies are recorded as remaining prominent, as one of three fields of pressure (international, domestic, Party). The article does not mention it.
	Supports my Vanguard paper’s reading of a rebalancing toward the subject and not a replacement of the object-field irritant. The 21st Congress remains the test.

	Is the Party’s own condition classified as contradiction?
	The Resolution tells the Party not to evade contradictions or conceal illness for fear of treatment (不回避矛盾,不讳疾忌医) and lists impurity of thought, organization and conduct together with the four tests and four dangers. The article speaks of stubborn ailments and four insufficiencies (of democracy, correct centralization, criticism and discipline).
	Administration more than naming. The classification of conditions as antagonistic or not is carried by graduated responses (the ladder of four forms of oversight, treating the illness to save the patient) and is not stated.

	Is the organizational strand repaired before the normative strand is reformulated (the 1980 ordering)?
	Part III of the Resolution and the whole article are overwhelmingly organizational. The hinge to the state is thin: whole-process people’s democracy in the article, and in the Resolution the unity of law-based governance of the country and regulation-based governance of the Party (Part VIII).
	Consistent with the O-first hypothesis. The normative consequence, if any, is still to come, most plausibly at the 21st Congress.

	Are norms mission-derived (the fetish-term test)?
	The Resolution’s first principle is service to the Party’s missions and tasks. Modernization frames the text but is absent from Part III. The article supplies it.
	An instance, on my reading, of the grammar operating where the fetish term is lexically absent in the text and present in the gloss.

	Is the Level 3 and 4 gap recognized?
	The Resolution condemns institutions that run null and void and implementation that is selective, curtailed or distorted (Part VIII.2). The article’s maxim on accountability makes the same point.
	The Party’s own recognition. Whether the gap closes is not a question the documents can answer.

	Is naming reversible?
	The Resolution provides for timely clearing of names after false accusation, and for follow-up visits (Part VI.5). The article is silent.
	The sixth claim of my Fifth Plenums paper rests on the Resolution and not on the article. The gloss’s silence reflects its topic.

	Is social revolution named, and is it tied to self-revolution?
	The 2024 Third Plenum Decision calls for maintaining a high degree of consciousness in having the Party’s self-revolution lead social revolution. The Resolution and the article do not name social revolution. The article closes with the governance of the Party leading the governance of China.
	The governance formula looks like an administrative surrogate for the revolutionary one. This supports the lexical-division reading, in which revolution is the word for what the Party does to itself and governance and modernization the words for what it does for the country.


3.3 The drafting record as democratic centralism in practice
The article asserts, in its second justification, that every decision of the Central Committee since the 18th Congress has been formed through in-depth investigation, broad listening and repeated discussion. The Explanation supplies the instance. A notice soliciting views from localities and departments issued on 31 January 2026; sixteen organizations were commissioned to study twenty-three major issues; Xi Jinping chaired a symposium in Shanghai with principal provincial officials on 6 May; the draft was sent on 3 August to a defined range of Party members, including retired senior officials, while dedicated meetings heard the central committees of the other parties, the federation of industry and commerce and prominent persons without party affiliation; and the Standing Committee of the Political Bureau met three times and the Political Bureau twice before the draft went to the plenum. Read through the loop, the first four steps are probing (揣) and opening (捭), the meetings are concentration (阖), the plenary adoption is the centralist moment, and publication, the study campaign and glosses such as the article begin the return. The Explanation reports that those consulted agreed unanimously on the importance of the topic. That is best taken, as my Vanguard paper suggests, as the register in which consultation is reported and not as evidence of its content, since the genre has no slot for what was not adopted. The article’s byline adds a detail that is worth recording without over-reading: if, as my Fifth Plenums paper records, the United Front Work Department was entrusted in February 2026 with soliciting non-party views, then the organ that conducted part of the “from the masses” leg now speaks the “to the masses” leg. That does not show design, but it is an arrangement the loop would predict.
3.4 Two failure modes at two scales
The Resolution names the characteristic deviations of the mass line in the new era: overbearing commandism and passive tailism (Part VI.1). The article, in its account of leading bodies, names two deviations of democratic centralism: arbitrary and high-handed one-man rule on one side, and everyone going their own way, or discussing without deciding, on the other. The pairs are not identical, but they are plausibly parallel. Commandism concentrates without gathering, and one-man rule concentrates without democracy; tailism gathers without concentrating, and dispersionism disperses what ought to be concentrated. If the parallel holds, and it is offered here as an analogy and not as a finding, it is one more way in which the Party loop and the mass-line loop are the same circuit at two scales, as the section of my Governing Loop paper on internal and external governance puts it, each scale being defined by a pair of deviations that the doctrine treats as the failure of the circuit’s two poles.
3.5 What would confirm or weaken the reading
The Resolution promises revisions to the Party’s regulations on internal oversight and on the work of local committees, and regulations on the management and oversight of officials. If the article’s additions (the ledger-style closed-loop management, the macro-policy consistency assessment, the majority-rule formulation for the head of a unit) reappear in those regulations, the gloss will have functioned as a pilot of the rule it explained. If the 21st Congress reformulates the principal contradiction or amends the Party Constitution’s provisions on democratic centralism, the 1980 ordering of organizational repair followed by normative reformulation will have recurred. If neither occurs, the alternative reading, consolidation before a Congress with doctrine as vocabulary, gains weight, and my Fifth Plenums paper treats that reading as one register of the irritant and not as an alternative that the framework excludes.
Part 4. Highest-Order Analysis: Modernization, the Leninist Party and Cybernetic Democratic Centralism
4.1 Leninism as the organizational technology of directed modernization
My Modernization paper argues that Lenin’s distinctive contribution was organizational and not theoretical in the narrow sense. It did not revise the Marxist account of productive forces; it identified the institutional form, the vanguard party organized on democratic centralism, through which modernization could be directed as a conscious process and not merely undergone as an objective historical force. My paper goes further and says that the Leninist party does not substitute for the bourgeoisie but displaces it, changing modernization from an organic process into one pointed toward its own rational acceleration as a comprehensive project affecting economics, culture, social relations and politics. In that light democratic centralism “appears not merely as a principle of party organization but as an institutional technology of modernization,” a combination of centralized decision-making with disciplined implementation specifically adapted to directed development, and the party-state becomes a modernization machine.
Li Ganjie’s article can be read as stating a closely related thesis in the Party’s own voice, and in an order that my paper would lead one to expect. Marxism is introduced through the Communist League as a doctrine of party-building, Lenin supplies the statutory form and its export, and the Chinese contribution is an upgrade of the form. The justification is explicitly instrumental: democratic centralism is valued because it can draw out the creative vitality of the whole Party and unify its thinking and action, is “scientific and rational and efficient,” and is a measure for converging the wisdom and strength that advance Chinese-style modernization. The article contains no reference to the Socialist Path and uses the word communism once, in the name of the Communist League.
That silence needs care, because the Resolution is not silent. It says that the Party’s victories come from cherishing the high ideal of communism, and it asks members to reinforce their faith in Marxism and their conviction in communism (Parts I and II.1). My Modernization paper helps to explain the division. It argues, on the one hand, that in the Chinese transformation of the concept modernization ceases to be merely instrumental and becomes constitutive of the political project, so that the ongoing direction of modernization is itself the Party’s essential function. It argues, on the other, that Chinese modernization is not a developmental state’s growth toward wherever growth leads: it “moves along a socialist path toward a communist society,” and the primary stage of socialism temporalizes the journey as long. The telos and the process are held in a productive tension that the paper declines to resolve into a Hegelian synthesis. On that reading the Resolution installs the telos in persons, as the faith and conviction that constitute Party spirit, while the article describes the machinery by which the process is driven, and both can be true of one system. The proposal that Marxism is the horizon and Leninism the mechanism is, in these terms, a statement about which half of the tension a particular text happens to carry.
4.2 Where the article sits in the sedimentary ontology
My paper’s nine layers (backwardness, revolution, socialist construction, industrialization and the Four Modernizations, reform and opening, the socialist market economy, governance modernization, Chinese modernization and national rejuvenation) persist and press on one another. The article is a deposit in several. The seventh layer is the most direct: the state, which once appeared as the instrument of modernization, became an object of it, and I observe in that paper that this layer carries a recursive friction, since the apparatus must improve itself while preserving the direction that authorizes its self-improvement. The Resolution extends that logic from the state to the Party, as the Fifth Plenums paper hypothesizes, and the article’s democratic centralism is the Party’s own organizational technology applied reflexively to the Party’s leading bodies. The eighth layer appears in the two references to Chinese-style modernization, and the ninth in the Resolution’s frame. The earlier layers are present as vocabulary and memory: the formula of having both centralism and democracy, both discipline and freedom, is a reinterpretation of an earlier layer in the sense of my paper that later layers reach backward and alter what earlier ones are taken to mean.
The Nietzschean strand of my paper adds a caution that applies here. Sedimentation includes burial, and the surface continuity of a formula can conceal the defeated alternative against which it was fixed. My Governing Loop paper reads the Cultural Revolution as the case in which the mass line was institutionally detached from democratic centralism and the diagnostic opening became an alternative source of authority, and it reads the post-1978 reconstruction as the restoration of democratic centralism as the Party’s life. The article’s insistence that inner-Party democracy is the life of the Party, and its two named deviations, resonate with that memory. This is offered as a resonance and not as an attribution, since the article does not mention the period.
4.3 The four-level model, governmentality and the limit of documents
The article’s Part III maps onto the four-level model of my paper of naturalization. Theoretical armament is Level 1; the system of institutions, from the Party congress to the safeguarding of members’ rights, is Level 2; capacity, literacy, art and breadth of mind are Level 3, the language of embodied habit; and supervision and accountability are Level 4, feedback. The ordering that places accountability before disposition reads as a claim about causation, that disposition is formed by consequence and not by exhortation. The techniques it names are those my paper identifies as capillary mechanisms of governmentality: duty-performance reports, supervisory talks, the “three majors and one large” lists, ledgers, and the selection of heads for their democratic-centralist literacy. They convert a macro-rationality into routine conduct. My paper’s own limit applies without exception. These are Level 1 and 2 texts. Whether the dispositions form, resist or merely perform is a question for ethnographic, sociological and implementation-focused work.
4.4 The dual constitution and the direction of juridification
In my paper’s account the Party Constitution supplies the interpretant that fixes how the State Constitution’s signs are to be read, and the two form a semiotic unity under the modernizing lifeworld. The article cites the Party Constitution and Party regulations and does not mention the State Constitution, although Article 3 of the 1982 Constitution requires state organs to practice democratic centralism. The same principle thus stands in both texts, which is what my paper’s unity claim would predict, and the article’s single hinge to the state, the reference to whole-process people’s democracy, is the point at which the Party’s version of the principle is said to improve the state’s institutional system. The Resolution’s Part VIII adds the unity of law-based governance of the country and regulation-based governance of the Party, and Part VI.4 places Party discipline ahead of the law. My paper asks whether juridification constrains or merely legitimates. These texts suggest a third possibility worth testing: that in the Party’s own sphere juridification runs in reverse, the law-form being shaped by the Party line, while the cage of institutions constrains office-holders without constraining the Party as such.
4.5 Reflexive modernization and the Lebenswelt category error
My paper observes that modernization becomes reflexive because its object increasingly is the contradiction that modernization itself generates, and the article enacts that reflexivity in two moves: it first justifies democratic centralism by the uncertainty of the environment (strategic opportunities coexist with risks, and unpredictable factors multiply), and it then turns the instrument on the instrument’s holders, so that the Party appears both as diagnostician and as a term of the contradiction, which is the point on which my Fifth Plenums paper rests its third claim. A Lebenswelt category error is the characteristic risk in reading such a text, for to measure the recasting of members’ rights as responsibilities, or the rule that the head speaks last, against a liberal picture of intraparty pluralism would mistake a mismatch of horizons for a criticism. My paper’s caution is that reconstruction must precede evaluation and that reconstruction must not become quiet naturalization; I do not attempt the evaluation here, though it remains open.
4.6 Cybernetic democratic centralism: the article, the Resolution and a third loop
My cybernetic draft is explicit that it is a heuristic and not a claim about empirical reality or about intentions, and it is used here on that footing. It describes a dual-loop architecture in which an internal loop lets the core leadership set parameters and receive performance metrics, and an external loop senses the population and calibrates regulation in real time. It then identifies two structural challenges, the textual translation gap and the constraint on sovereign discretion.
The article is suggestive evidence for my draft’s description of present doctrinal reality as sequential, text-bound and human-mediated. It insists on temporal separation (preparation before the meeting, discussion at the meeting, implementation after it), places authority in procedure, regulation, list and ledger, and keeps the act of concentration in a human capacity, the head’s art of distilling correct opinion. Its procedural vocabulary is also control-loop language whatever its authors intended: a six-step chain from assignment of tasks to accountability, direction aligned by checking against a standard, closed-loop management, and error-detecting assessments of policy consistency. The article describes the human-administrative form of the draft’s internal loop, with ledgers in place of sensors.
The Resolution adds a datum that the article does not. Part VII.4 provides for a digital system for discipline inspection and supervision and a big data platform for overseeing the exercise of public power, and the same Part builds a closed loop of oversight, case handling, rectification and governance. Part VI.1 calls for an online mass line, with Party organizations strengthening their capacity to organize, communicate with, rally and serve the people through the internet. The first provision is a sensing apparatus directed at officials; the second is directed at the population. The draft’s external loop corresponds to the second. The first corresponds to neither of its two loops and suggests, as a refinement of the heuristic, a third: a supervisory loop in the Party-internal-organizational strand in which the sensed object is the cadre and not the citizen. That is consistent with the movement of the irritant inward that my Fifth Plenums paper describes, and it is stated as a refinement of the heuristic and not as a claim about what is planned.
The draft’s challenges can be turned back on the article. The translation gap between latent-space optimization and linear legal text is evaded by the article’s own insistence on text and procedure, and Part VIII of the Resolution (codification, interpretation, alignment with state law) is a program for keeping the Party’s loop legible in text. The constraint on sovereign discretion has a human-institutional analogue in the head who sets the tone first and narrows the options before the members speak, a figure the draft would call the sovereign as editor. The article’s remedy, speaking last and being bound by the majority, is a procedural guarantee against the premature narrowing of options by a single office-holder, and it is a useful comparison for the machine case, in which the pre-optimized option menu plays the part of the first speaker. A modest empirical indicator follows: whether ledger-style closed-loop management migrates from paper to platform in the regulations the Resolution promises.
4.7 Synthesis
Taken together, the layers support a reading in which democratic centralism is less an ideal to be realized than the mechanism by which the vanguard refines and accelerates movement along a path whose horizon is set elsewhere, a mechanism applied first to the Party, in its own deliberative bodies and chains of command, and then offered, in the article’s phrase, as the template for the governance of the country. My Governing Loop paper supplies the circuit, my Fifth Plenums paper its sequence and the movement of the irritant into the vanguard, my Modernization paper the reason (directed modernization requires an organizational technology that must itself be modernized), and my cybernetic draft the point at which the technology’s own medium might change; and each claim is qualified by the limit common to all of them, namely that the texts show the structure of official signification and not the state of institutional reality.
Conclusion
I began from the suggestion that the Fifth Plenum and its official gloss have begun to reveal their deeper connection to the core sources of Chinese Leninism. Reading Li Ganjie’s article on its own terms, and then against the adopted Resolution, Xi Jinping’s Explanation and the Third Plenum Decision, supports that suggestion in its main lines while qualifying it at several points that matter. The article places the origin of democratic centralism in a Marxist doctrine of party-building and in Lenin’s statutory form, leaves the Socialist Path in the background and puts the instrument in the foreground, and justifies the instrument by what it does for Chinese-style modernization; the Resolution that it glosses keeps the horizon in view by asking members to hold faith in communism, so that the texts appear to divide the labor between a telos installed in persons and a process machinery for moving toward it.
The machinery is a loop, and the loop is a spiral, since discussion, concentration, execution and accountability are repeated, each pass at a higher resolution. The article itself supplies the loop’s return path, in the system of requesting instructions and reporting upward, the echo owed to every matter reported, and an accountability that it holds to outweigh a thousand mobilizations, all of which I have woven into my own analysis in Part 2. The instrument is applied first to the Party’s own bodies, with the head of every unit constrained by the order of speaking, the majority and the ledger, before it is offered as the template for the governance of the country, and the mass line carries the materials between the Party and society, so that the commandism and tailism of the one scale appear to have counterparts in the one-man rule and dispersionism of the other. What the article adds to the Resolution is the genealogy, the purpose and the bridge to the state; what it omits, among other things, are the warnings against inverted loyalty and the provision for restoring names; and what it leaves unnamed (contradiction, social revolution, the Socialist Path) the horizon of modernization and the surrounding documents continue to carry.
Several qualifications remain. The evidence is textual, and the counts and absences on which parts of the argument rest should be confirmed by full-text search. The readings through strands, levels, sedimentation and cybernetic loops are an interpretive overlay of my own and not claims made by the drafters. The Resolution and its gloss describe an architecture for forming and reading dispositions, and whether those dispositions form, or are merely performed, cannot be settled by documents; and the Party’s verification of its own loop is still conducted by the hierarchy being verified, even as the organs of observation multiply and reversibility is written into the text. The alternative reading, that the Plenum is chiefly consolidation before a Congress with doctrine as its vocabulary, is not excluded by my framework, which treats it as one register of the same irritant.
The next documents will help to correct the reading. The promised revisions to the Party’s regulations on internal oversight, on the work of local committees and on the management of officials will show whether the gloss was a pilot of the rule it explained. The report to the 21st Congress, in the second half of 2027, will show whether the 1980 ordering of organizational repair followed by normative reformulation recurs, whether social revolution returns to the texts, and whether democratic centralism is restated in the Party Constitution. If those documents instead leave the formulas untouched, restate the language of the 2021 historical resolution without new diagnosis, or drop the ledger and closed-loop apparatus, the reading I propose here would be weakened and I should have to revise it.
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