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INTRODUCTION

The history of relations between the Soviet Union and
China is more than a history of inter-state relations between
two nations. It cannot be separated from the Chinese peo-
ple’s national liberation and revolutionary struggle, and its
key element is the Soviet Union’s support for and assistance
to this struggle. After the Great October Socialist Revolu-
tion relations with the Soviet Union were a crucial factor
of China’s development and the radical change of Chinese
society. This mirrored the international import of the Great
October Socialist Revolution, which Lenin described as a
turning-point in world relations, a new chapter in world
history

Farsighted revolutionary leaders of China were quick to
appreciate the immense historic importance of the October
Revolution for the destinies of their country. Professor Li
Ta-chao, one of the founders of the Communist Party of
China, wrote: “The workers’ and peasants’ state and govern-
ment were forged in the flames of the October Revolution.
This state is the homeland, vanguard and mainstay of the
workers and peasants of the world.”!

Lenin closely followed the development of the Chinese
revolution. His theoretical works on the national and colo-
nial question, advice to Communists of the East, discussions

1 Li Ta-chao, Selected Articles and Speeches, Moscow, 1965, p. 194
(in Russian).
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with Chinese representatives on the Comintern (Third Com-
munist International.—77.) helped to set the guidelines for
the revolutionary strategy and tactics of the Communist Party
of China, illumined the path of struggle before the Chinese
people.

The Communist Party of China was greatly assisted on
matters of theory and practice by the Comintern, which made
a valuable contribution to working out the key problems of
the revolutionary movement in China, including the build-
ing up of the Party, the vanguard role of the working class,
the question of its allies, the role of the peasantry in China,
the formation of a united anti-imperialist front, the setting
up of revolutionary strongholds in rural areas, the forma-
tion of the Chinese Red Army, etc.

As early as December 1917, the Soviet Government ap-
proached the Chinese Government with the offer to discuss
Sino-Soviet relations in the context of the foreign policy
principles of the first socialist state. It proposed talks on the
annulment of unequal treaties and the establishment of rela-
tions based on equality and mutual respect for sovereignty.

Immediately after the Revolution, Soviet Russia allied
herself with the national liberation movement in China, and
gave it every possible support and assistance. Glorious pages
were inscribed in the history of Sino-Soviet relations dur-
ing the Chinese people’s heroic resistance to the Japanese
invaders between 1937 and 1945. That period of severe
trials for the Chinese nation threw into salient relief the
Soviet Union’s truly internationalist attitude to China.

The routing in 1945 of Japan’s crack Kwantung Army
by ’Sov1ct troops supported by troops of the Mongolian Peo-
ple’s Republic and the Chinese People’s Liberation Army
contributed decisively to the defeat of militarist Japan and
expuls!on of the Japanese invaders from China, and proved
a_crucial factor of international importance for the victory
of the Chinese revolution. Manchuria liberated by Soviet
forces became a dependable military strategic base of China’s
revolutionary forces, from which the Chinese Communists led
the people to a determined struggle against the corrupt
Kuomintang regime.

The formation in October of 1949 of the People’s Republic
of China, her entry on the socialist path opened a new phase
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in the development of Sino-Soviet relations. The abolition
of the reactionary Kuomintang regime removed the obstacles
to the Chinese people’s efforts to set up relations of all-round
co-operation and friendship with the Soviet Union. The
historical trends toward close rapprochement between the
two nations could now develop on a broad foundation.
People’s China found in the Soviet Union a loyal friend and
ally in the struggle for overcoming her economic backward-
ness, consolidating her international positions, building a
socialist society.

The first decade of the history of the People’s Republic
of China demonstrated conclusively that all objective pre-
requisites were available for the development of Sino-Soviet
relations in this direction, and that such development met
the vital interests of the working people of the Soviet Union
and China, all nations of the world. In pursuing steadily
the Leninist internationalist policy vis-a-vis China, the
Communist Party and Government of the Soviet Union made
untiring efforts to develop and strengthen relations of friend-
ship, alliance and all-round co-operation between the Soviet
Union and the People’s Republic of China, between the
CPSU and the CPC, between the Chinese and Soviet peoples.

In the late fifties, however, Sino-Soviet relations began
to deteriorate through no fault of the Soviet Union. For all
the efforts made by the Soviet side to check this process,
it continued to go from bad to worse. The People’s Republic
of China was diverging from the policy of friendship and
co-operation with the Soviet Union and other socialist coun-
tries, and openly taking a stand against them.

To justify their splitting tactics, Chinese leaders lie about
the true motives of their hostility toward the Soviet Union
and other socialist states. They go to all lengths to obliterate
from the minds of the Chinese people whatever good things
they know of the Soviet Union, to stir up popular senti-
ments against it, thereby preparing the ground for an anti-
Soviet policy to be pursued for a long period ahead. The anti-
Sovietists in Peking grossly distort generally known facts
from the history of Sino-Soviet relations, slander the CPSU
and the Soviet Government, make an effort to misrepresent
the Soviet Union’s foreign policy principles and the true
role of the CPSU and the Soviet Union on the international
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istrust in and hostility toward them among
‘s)ctﬁrt::, ;(;{i(())l::n tSﬁasltlr wonder, therefore, that such .fabrica-
tions are readily caught up by reaf:tionary Propagandlsts vyho
regard them as a very helpful aid to their strugg}e ag?}nst
socialism. Pamphlets and monumental research qu ica-
tions which have of late flooded the book ma.rkct.s in the
United States, Britain, the .FRG and other capitalist coun-
tries present a crudely falsified history of Sino-Soviet rela-
tlozs;y attempt to conceal the truth ab_out these relatior}s and
to denigrate the Leninist foreign policy of the world’s first
socialist state is doomed to faxlpre. The history of 53"0'30'
viet relations is a vivid chromclf: of events furnishing in-
controvertible proof that the policy of the CPSU and .the
Soviet Government toward the People‘s.Repubhc of China
has invariably been motivated t_>v abdfswe tothprc;motc fra-
1 i -operation between the two coun-
&?gs?lt()f 21?3 illlxiapC?lnigesceopoe%ple all-round assistance in their
struggle for socialism.

CHAPTER 1

THE DEFEAT OF MILITARIST JAPAN,
A KEY FACTOR IN THE VICTORY
OF THE CHINESE REVOLUTION.
SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS IN 1945-1949

The Chinese revolution was a dual product of develop-
ments on the international scene and deep-going changes
in the country itself rooted in the increasing exacerbation
of the class antagonisms and the upsurge of the national
liberation movement in China. The essence of these antago-
nisms, the main motive forces and the objectives of the
revolution predetermined its anti-feudal, anti-imperialist
and democratic character.

Furthermore, the Chinese revolution has furnished strik-
ing evidence that today the success of a revolutionary move-
ment in any country, especially where the working class
is relatively weak, and where its party has to lean prima-
rily on the revolutionary sentiments of broad sections of
the petty bourgeoisie, is dependent decisively on support
from a country where socialism has already triumphed, on
the role of socialism in international affairs and on its place
in the alignment of forces on the world scene. Without such
support, successful development of a revolution and tran-
sition to the building of socialism are inconceivable.

Considering the Chinese revolution from this angle,
it should be borne in mind that the victory of the progres-
sive peace-loving forces over Nazi Germany and militarist
Japan in World War 1I, the brunt of which had been borne
by the Soviet Union, was a key factor of its success.

The years between 1945 and 1949 were a particularly
eventful period in the history of the Chinese revolution.
China’s revolutionary forces could not only take advantage
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of the favourable situation following the liberation of Man-
churia, one of her main areas, from the Japanese invaders
by the Soviet Army but also to lean on d.xrcct Sovnqt sup-
ort in their drive to overthrow the reactionary regime of
Iéhian Kai-shek. It will be recalled that as far back as
1047, %’enan‘ was surrendered to Kuomintang troops and lost
its importance as the centre of 'the revolutl.onarv for-
ces. Since then the military revolutionary base in Manchu-
ria was the main bulwark of the Chinese p.eople s struggle
against the Chiang Kai-shek regime and its imperialist sup-

po’?‘ﬁ?perio d 1945-1949 is also significant as the time when

i i the co-operation between the
tt%:o fgﬁé&gfx Vaﬁf:hla;gsufxgxzd a co_mp?‘eh_ensive sc?.le af.ter
1949. Hence the need to give a special review of this period
which served as an important take-off stage for developing
Sino-Soviet relations after the People’s Republic of China
was proclaimed, bearing in mind that Soviet historians gave
it an extremely lop-sided and sometimes wrong interpreta-

tion.

- T PLANS
1. MANCHURIA’S PLACE IN THE ANTI-SOVIE
OF THE JAPANESE MILITARISTS

anning their policy of war against communism,
agzli?ns‘t)lthe Sosiet Uni(:)n, against China’s revolutionary forcoz;
the Japanese militarists attached priority importance
building up a military strategic bridgehead in Manchunaf.
In pursuance of this objective they did not stop sholr& 0
aggression. In 1932, Japan set up the puppet state gf. an-
chukuo and went ahead with feverish work to mobilise the
military economic resources of this region of key mportaﬁe
both in area (1,100,000 sq km within the borders of 1944-
1945) and in industrial potential (over 20 per cent of China’s
total). .
TlZe Japanese militarists suppressed with fire and s&oﬂf
Chinese working people’s revolutionary actions in Han
churia. They moved in their crack troops and police forces,

1 Th tre of the area liberated from the Japanese invaders i
Northw;tcc(?h;:aoand the seat of the CPC Central Committee.
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turning the country into a veritable concentration camp. The
Japanese militarists, who were sworn enemies of both the
Soviet and Chinese peoples, were hatching up, in a collusion
with the German Nazis, plans of a further expansion of ag-
gression against the Soviet Union and China, as well as of
the conquest of Singapore, Indochina, Thailand, Malaya,
Burma, Indonesia, the Philippines.

When going to war in Southeast Asia, the Japanese High
Command anticipated an easy victory. After seizing vast areas
there, Japan, far from dropping her plans of making war
against the Soviet Union, carried on incessant preparations
for it. The Kwantung Army in Manchuria was in combat
readiness for a thrust northwards. The Japanese Govern-
ment was simply waiting for Germany’s “decisive victory’:
first, the “fall of Moscow”, and second, the “fall of Stalin-
grad”. The Japanese press openly clamoured for the annex-
ation of the Soviet Far East by Japan. The Trans-Siberian
Railway with its neighbouring areas west of Omsk was to be
seized by Germany, and the part of it east of Omsk, by
Japan.

The Japanese General Staff drew up its “Kan-Toku-En
Plan” modelled on the Nazi “Barbarossa Plan” of conquer-
ing the Soviet Union. The Japanese High Command in Man-
churia was busy with preparations for implementing this
plan. The Japanese imperialists believed that their con-
quests in China and Southeast Asia were insecure unless a
defeat was inflicted on the Soviet Union, a country the peo-
ples waging guerrilla warfare against the Japanese invaders
looked forward to for support.

The Japanese imperialists frequently violated the Soviet-
Japanese neutrality pact, coordinating with Nazi Germany
their plans of attacking the Soviet Union. On May 15, 1942,
the Foreign Minister of the “Third Reich” Joachim von Rib-
bentrop, in a cable to Tokyo, said that the Japanese troop
concentration on the Soviet-Manchurian border was a sub-
stantial aid to Germany, because Russia had at any rate to
keep troops in Eastern Siberia to guard itself against a con-
flict with Japan.

The Japanese High Command hastily set up military
bases along the Soviet and Mongolian borders, and went
ahead with building strategic railways and highways in Man-

i
§
i
A e',"';
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churia, pooling rolling stock and storing up fuel. Between
1941 and 1945, the Japanese Navy detained 178 Soviet mer-
chant ships and sunk about a dozen Soviet cargo and
passenger vessels in the Far East waters. Groups of sa-
boteurs were frequently infiltrated into Soviet territory
from Manchuria. The Japanese intelligence regularly
supplied Berlin with espionage information about the Soviet
Union.

After the capitulation of Nazi Germany, the Japanese
imperialists carried on the war in the Pacific, refusing to
accept defeat and lay down their arms. They pinned their
main hopes on the Kwantung Army, deployed in Manchuria,
which had been fully equipped and reinforced with crack
troops by mid-1945. The Japanese militarists expected that,
leaning on their military industrial bases in Manchuria,
which had not been bombed out by the US Air Force, they
would be able to hold out until a more favourable situation
developed for the Kwantung Army to go into a decisive
battle. They also planned to use bacteriological weapons to
achieve a reversal in the course of hostilities. This was proved
by incontrovertible evidence in the hearings at the Kha-
barovsk trial of Japanese war criminals. In the occupied
areas of Manchuria, the Japanese General Staff organised
mass-scale reproduction of plague, cholera, typhus and other
epidemic germ carriers. Germ warfare tests were carried
out on the population of large occupied areas.

According to plans of the Supreme Command of the US
and British forces, “decisive” operations against Japan were
not to be started before 1946-1947. In his statement in the
Commons on August 16, 1945, Winston Churchill said that
no one could tell how much time it would take to carry out
these “decisive” operations.

Early in August 1945, the Kwantung Army included troops
of the 1st and the 3rd fronts, the 4th Separate Army and
the 2nd Air Force. Later, it was reinforced with troops of
the 17th Front and the 5th Air Force. The Kwantung Army
had over 1,000 tanks, 5,000 pieces of ordnance, 1,800 planes.
Its personnel had for a long time been brainwashed in the
militarist spirit of samurai traditions, hatred of the Soviet,
Chinese and Mongolian peoples. The Command of the
Kwantung Army group also had at its disposal the Man-
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chukuo army of about 190,000 officers and men and puppet
troops of the occupied areas of Inner Mongolia and Suiyuan

Province.

9. THE ROUT OF THE KWANTUNG ARMY
AND THE CAPITULATION OF JAPAN

The situation which took shape in China during the war
against Japan—the division of the nation, the disruption of
the united front—was advantageous for Japanese imperial-
ism. China was unable to give an effective rebuff to inter-
national reaction threatening her national independence. The
Soviet Union, therefore, sought to secure military aid to the
embattled Chinese people and their unity under the ban-
ner of a united anti-fapanese front.

The Soviet Union viewed the struggle against Japanese
militarism as part of the joint struggle of the progressive
peace forces against the aggressive plans of the extremist
imperialist reactionary circles as expressed in the predatory
alliance of the “Axis Powers”—Germany, Italy, and Japan.
Even before the total defeat of Nazi Germany, at the Yalta
Conference, on February 11, 1945, the Soviet Government
had pledged to make war on Japan within two or three
months of German surrender in Europe.

By taking this commitment the Soviet Union fulfilled its
duty as an ally in the anti-Hitler coalition and demonstrated
its genuine internationalism coming unhesitatingly to the aid
of the Chinese and other peoples waging a war of liberation
against the Japanese invaders. At the Yalta Conference, the
Soviet Union declared its willingness to conclude a treaty
of friendship and alliance with China and send Soviet troops
to help liberate her from the Japanese yoke.!

Within three months of Nazi Germany’s surrender, the
Soviet Union moved large military forces and equipment to
the Far East. By the time hostilities were opened against
the Japanese army Soviet troops had 1,500,000 officers and
men, over 26,000 pieees of artillery and mortars, over 5,500
tanks and self-propelled guns, almost 3,900 combat aircraft.

! Foreign Policy of the Soviet Union During the Great Patrioti
War, Documents and Records, Vol. III, Moscow, 194%, p. 112 (in Rusggnl)c.
21882
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The Soviet Pacific Fleet and the Amur Naval Flotilla were
placed on the alert.

Command of operations against the Kwantung Army wag
entrusted to Marshals A. M. Vasilevsky, R. Y. Malinovsky.
K. A. Meretskov and other celebrated Soviet generals,

On August 8, 1945, the Soviet Government in a motivated
statement to the Japanese Ambassador in Moscow declared
that as of August 9 the Soviet Union would regard itself in
a state of war with Japan.

On the morning of August 9, Soviet troops launched an
offensive simultaneously in three directions: on the Trans-
Baikal, the Ist and the 2nd Far Eastern fronts. The rate of
their advance was extremely fast. Already on August 19
the main forces of the 6th Tank Army of the Guards operat-
ing on the Trans-Baikal Front crossed the Great Khingan
Mountains and burst upon the Manchurian Plain.

The Soviet Union’s entry into the war against Japan, the
first successes of Soviet troops caused a shock to the Japanese
ruling elite. On August 9, Premier Suzuki stated at a meet-
ing of Japan’s Supreme War Council: “The entry of the
Soviet Union into the war against Japan this morning has
put us finally in a hopeless situation and made it impossible
to carry on the war.”

The Chinese people welcomed the Soviet Union’s dec-
laration of war on Japan with enormous enthusiasm. In tune
with these sentiments, Mao Tse-tung wrote on August 9,
1945: “The Chinese people heartily welcome the Soviet Goy-
ernment’s declaration of war on Japan on August 8. The
Soviet Union’s action will very much shorten the duration
of the war against Japan. The war is already in its last stage
and the time has come for us to defeat finally the Japanese
invaders and all their jackals™!.

The brilliant victories of the Soviet Army and units of
the People’s Revolutionary Army of the Mongolian People’s
Republic, which operated jointly with Soviet troops in North-
east China resulted in a flight of Japanese troops from Inner
Mongolia and North China and served as a signal for the
offensive launched on August 10 by the 8th Route Army and

! Mao Tse-tung, “The Last Round with the Japanese Invaders”. In:
Selected Works of Mao Tse-tung, Vol. 4, London, 1956, p. 881.
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the 4th New Army under the leadership of the Communist
Party of China.

Stunned by the rout of the Kwantung Army, the Japanese
surrendered the large towns of Kalgan, Chengtehshih and
Che foo to the People’s Liberation Army virtually without
fighting. As a result, the revolutionary troops'entered Man-
churia and came into direct contact with Soviet forces. The
formidable Japanese fortified lines on the rivers Amur, Ussuri
and in the Great Khingan Mountains were burst open all alon
their length. Japanese pockets of resistance were encircle
and bypassed. The operations carried out with llghtmn.g
speed by all the arms of the Soviet ground forces, tl’le Air
Force and the Navy frustrated the Japanese militarists’ plans
to use bacteriological weapons.! :

The quick and crushing blows the Soviet Army, Navy and
Air Force dealt to Japanese troops compelled them to agree
to an unconditional surrender. A day after the Soviet Army
went into battle, the Japanese Foreign Minister Togo made
this statement to the Soviet Ambassador Y. A. Malik: “The
Japanese Government is ready to accept the terms of the
Declaration of July 26 of this year (i.e., the Potsdam Decla-
ration.—Authors.) to which the Soviet Government is a
party. The Japanese Government understands that this
Declaration contains no demands infringing the prerogatives
of the Emperor as the sovereign of Japan. The Japanese
Government requests a definite notification on this question.”?
Japanese troops, however, continued to put up stubborn re-
sistance.

On August 11, 1945, the Governments of the USSR, the
USA, China and Britain demanded that Japan should
secure the conditions of capitulation necessary for compli-
ance with the Potsdam Declaration and issue orders to Jap-

1 At the Khabarovsk trial, the ex-Commander-in-Chief of Japanese
Kwantung Army, General Yamada, testified: “The entry of the Soviet
Union into the war against Japan and the rapid advance of the Soviet
Army into the interior of Manchuria made it impossible for us to use
bacteriological weapons against the USSR and other countries.” Records
of the Trial of Ex-Servicemen of the Japanese Army on Charges of
Developing and Using Bacteriological Weapons, Moscow, 1950, p. 99
(in Russian).

2 Pravda, August 11, 1945,

o
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anese armed forces wherever they might be d
fire and lay down their arms. oy colovel

On August 14, the Japanese Government announced that
the Emperor of Japan had issued a rescript on the accept-
ance by Japan of the terms of the Potsdam Declaration and
that he was ready to secure the signing by his government
and the Imperial General Headquarters of a condition for
the fulfilment of the Declaration.

The “Emperor’s Rescript”, however, was merel
declaration. In fact, the Kwantung Army ha‘(i the%?:r}
ordered to cease fire, Japanese forces continued to fight back
and at places even attempted a counter-offensive.

On August 17, 1945, Marshal V. asilevsky, Commander-in-
Chief of the Soviet forces in the Far East, sent the follow-
ing radio message to the Kwantung Army Commander: “The
Japanese Kwantung Army headquarters radioed a ceasefire
proposal to the Soviet Army headquarters in the Far East
without saying a word about a capitulation of the Japanese
armed forces in Manchuria. In the meantime, Japanese troops
launched a counter-offensive on several sectors of the Soviet-
Japanese front.

“I propose to the Kwantung Army Commander to end all
hostilities against Soviet forces all along the front at 12:00
hours on August 20, to lay down arms and surrender.

“The above deadline is set for the Kwantung Army head-
quarters to pass down an order to all its troops to cease fire
and surrender. As soon as Japanese troops start laying down
their arms, the Soviet forces will cease fire.”™

Between August 9 and 20, the Kwantung Army’s losses in
killed and taken prisoner in Manchuria amounted to 700,000
officers and men (including 594,148 POW), not counting
missing in action. These casualties were considerably larger
than the total losses incurred by the Japanese armed forces
in all the theatres of operations over the preceding four years
of World War II. On only two fronts, Soviet troops captured
1,565 pieces of artillery, 2,139 mortars and grenade launch-
ers, 600 tanks, 861 aircraft and other weapons.

It was the crushing defeat inflicted by Soviet troops on the
Kwantung Army, the strongest group of the Japanese land

i Pravda, August 17, 1945.

SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS IN 1945-1949 24

forces, rather than the American atom bombing of Hiroshima
and Nagasaki that brought about the speedy capitulation of
militarist Japan. : .

A Th;!: Igoviet Army moved into Manchuria and wiped
out the Kwantung Army breaking the backbone of the Japi-l
nese militarists and forcing imperial Japan to capitulate,
stated Chu Teh, Commander-in-Chief of China’s revolution-
ary army. The Chinese newspaper Kwangming jikpao, in 1ts
issue of September 8, 1951, wrote in the same vein: ““. . .when
the Soviet Union moved in its forces which licked Japan’s
Kwantung Army, the Japanese invaders’ hope of converting
Manchuria into the scene of a battle to the last ditch were
dashed. The only way out for them was an unconditional
surrender. This is conclusive proof that it was the Soviet
Union’s entry into the war that forced Japan to agree to an
unconditional capitulation, and that the Soviet Army’s oper-
ations, the liberation of the Northeast provinces and Korea
shortened considerably the duration of the Allied war effort
against Japan. ...” 3

The act of Japan’s unconditional capitulation was signed
on board the battleship Missouri in the Tokyo Bay on Sep-
tember 2, 1945. Favourable prospects opened up before the
Chinese people for a continued struggle for their national
and social liberation.

On August 14, 1945, the Soviet Union and China signed a
treaty, which not only provided support for the Chinese peo-
ple’s national liberation struggle but also enabled direct So-
viet aid to be given to China’s revolutionary and democratic
forces and contributed to the creation of a favourable situa-
tion for the activities of the Communist Party of China. The
treaty became a definite obstacle to the traditional anti-Soviet
policy of the Chiang Kai-shek regime. The newspaper Chieh-
fang jikpao of China’s People’s Liberation Army wrote on
August 27, 1945: “The treaty of friendship and alliance with
the Soviet Union is the first equal treaty with a foreign na-
tion in China’s history. The Chinese and Soviet peoples have
joined in a splendid friendly union. We believe this treaty
to be yet another expression of the Soviet Union’s invariable
policy of equality in relations with us. . . e

1 Pravda, July 21, 1949.
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3. THE SITUATION IN MANCHURIA
AFTER THE DEFEAT OF MILITARIST JAPAN

After the capitulation of Japan, China remained divided
into two camps. Two-thirds of her territory was still con-
trolled by the Chiang Kai-shek regime. The latter had an
enormous army which was being armed by the Americang
at a feverish pace. The USA also gave this anti-popular re-
gime other aid: huge financial and material, political and
diplomatic support, backed up by direct armed intervention
in China’s domestic affairs.

Like the whole of China, Manchuria was also divided into
two camps. West of Changchun and north of Kirin, as well as
on the Liaotung Peninsula, where Soviet troops were stationed
under the Treaty of August 14, 1945, the power was vir-
t};mrl:)}: in the hands of the people led by China’s Communist

arty.

In an area with a population of 150 million, people’s demo-

cratic government bodies were set up by a free election and
preparations began for sweeping socio-economic reforms. The
rest of Manchuria was under Kuomintang control.
_ China’s revolution entered a stage of building up power
in conditions of peace. On the initiative of the Communist
Party of China, a joint conference of Communist and Kuo-
mintang representatives held in Chungking between August
29 and October 10 decided to call a political consultative con-
ference of all China’s political parties and groups. It was to
discuss the problems involved in setting up a democratic state
and prepare for convening a National Assembly that would
form a coalition government.

Later development, however, showed that the Chiang Kai-
shek authorities pursued other objectives. Acting in the guise
of advocates of a coalition government and with support from
US imperialism, they steered toward the establishment of
their dictatorship in China and started repressive actions
against the revolutionary and democratic forces. Meanwhile,
the U_mth States sought to take advantage of the confused
situation in China to turn it into an American semi-
colony.

_ The USA invaded the Kuomintang-held areas with its ad-
visers and emissaries, disembarked in Chinese ports its troops
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ich joined 1n the hostilities against Chipats revolut}onary
?(I)}Il':‘,(;;. JAmcrican aircraft were used to airlift Kuomintang
troops into areas under CPC control. j ' ;

The Soviet Union undertook vigorous diplomatic action
to curb the aggression in China Washington was perpetrat-
ing under the veil of assistance to the Kl;oamﬁng Gov(t}:m-

t. At the Soviet Government’s proposal, the Moscow Lon-
Ifrg'::lnce of Foreign Ministers of the USSR, the USA and
Britain in December 1945 took a decision vghlch conﬁm}ed
the policy of non-interference in China’s internal :affalrs,
recognised the need for ending the civil war in China, of
uniting and democratising all of her national government
bodies.

This conference also reached complete agreement concern-
ing the desirability of withdrawing Soviet and American
troops from China at the earliest possible date compatible
with the fulfilment of their obligations and with their re-
sponsibility.! In November 1945, the Soviet Command sub-
mitted to the Kuomintang authorities-a plan of troop evacua-
tion to be completed by December 3, 1945. In accordance
with this plan, Soviet troops withdrew from Yingkow and
Hulutao and from an area south of Shenyang. However, the
Kuomintang Government itself declared that “it would be in
a very difficult situation” in case of withdrawal of Soviet
troops from Manchuria within the period indicated because
it would not be able to organize its civil administration to-
ward the scheduled date.2 The Soviet Government agreed to
postpone the withdrawal of its troops from the Northeast
provinces.

The Soviet decision was welcomed by the local population.
The people’s democratic forces were consolidating in the
Northeast provinces and the very presence of Soviet troops
contributed to this process.

After a while, the Chiang Kai-shek Government again re-
quested the Soviet Government to postpone troop withdrawal
in an attempt to gain time for regrouping its own and Amer-
ican armed forces with a view to seizing the revolutionary

1 Foreign Policy of the Soviet Union. 1947, Documents and Records,
Moscow, 1952, Part I, p. 876 (in Russian).
2 Izvestia, November 30, 1945.
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stronghold in Manchuria. In the meantime, Kuomintang pro-
paganda raised a provocative clamour about the Soviet
Union’s alleged “seizure” of Northeast China.

Soviet troop withdrawal from Manchuria was started in
March 1946 and ended on May 8.! The Kuomintang authori-
ties, however, proved unable to take advantage of it to rein-
force their positions in Manchuria. Chinese revolutionary
troops and the people’s democratic government bodies, which
had won high prestige with the population, took over the
administration of the areas left by Soviet units and establish-
ed revolutionary law and order there.

After defeating the Kwantung Army, Soviet troops dis-
mantled arms depots, munitions and some other factories
which had worked for it and were, therefore, military tro-
phies. The plans of the Kuomintang military to use them in
the war against the People’s Liberation Army, against the
liberated areas were foiled.

Infuriated by the failure of its plans, the Kuomintang
clique raised hue and cry about the alleged “seizure of indus-
trial equipment by the Soviet Union”. This slander was
readily taken up by the imperialist mass media. The intrigues
of anti-Soviet forces, however, proved of no avail. The Chi-
nese freedom fighters realised that the measures taken by
the Soviet Army had prevented the Kuomintang regime from
using Japanese war industry in Northeast China against
Chinese people’s national interests. After the formation of
the People’s Republic of China, the Chinese Communists ex-
plained that if equipment had not been dismantled, it would
have been seized by the Chiang Kai-shek army and used for
manufacturing arms and ammunition to prolong its mortal
agony, and that the Chinese people would have shed more
blood in the war of liberation. The Chinese people were clear-
ly aware of the fact that the dismantling of equipment by
the Soviet Army was useful for the Chinese revolution. It
was tantamount to aid for which the Chinese people ought
to be extremely grateful.

After the Soviet forces had pulled out of the Kuomintang-
controlled areas in Southern Manchuria, the Chiang Kai-shek

! Foreign Policy of the Soviet Union. 1946, Documents and Records,
Moscow, 1952, p. 112 (in Russian).
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against local demo-
t Soviet offices—the
Chinese-Changchun

authorities undertook repressive actiops
cratic organisations as well as agains
consulate and Soviet personnel of the
ral(l)‘fla)li'larch 90, 1946, the Kuomintang authorities forcibly
debarred the Soviet management and railwaymen fr?m work
on the railway. They seized its warehouses and all its prop-
erty and started transporting plundered materials to Peking.
In Mukden, Sungkiang, Szeping, Liaoyang, and elsewhere,
houses of Soviet railwaymen were fenced with barbed wire.
Soviet citizens were forbidden to leave their enclosures with-
out a permit from Kuomintang security police. The latter
attempted to force them to wear arm bands and chest tags.
Kuomintang troops broke into their homes, searched and
plundered them, insulted and manhandled their occupants.
Many Soviet railwaymen were evicted and forbidden to take
along even their personal belongings. On March 21, four Sov-
iet employees of a foreign trade organisation were shot dead
by Chiang fascist thugs in Mukden. At the Liaoyang railway
station, Kuomintang troops attacked and tied up six Soviet
citizens, including the station master Gorbachev, the section
foreman Agapov and his wife, engineer Tselikovskaya. They
were marched along the streets, jeered and beaten up. The
protests of Soviet officials of the railway administration to
Kuomintang authorities were left unanswered. What is more,
General Tung Yang-ching, commander of Chiang’s North-
east headquarters, stated in the press that he could not guar-
antee the security of Soviet citizens. This was a direct insti-
gation to new repressions against them. As a result, in Chang-
chun alone, after it had been occupied by Kuomintang troops
on April 20-21, 10 Soviet citizens were shot dead, 5 of them
after brutal tortures, 11 Soviet citizens were reported missing.
The homes of Soviet citizens and property of Soviet business
organisations and the Chinese-Changchun Railway were
plundered.

_During the period of Kuomintang rule, a total of 60 Soviet
citizens employed by the Chinese-Changchun Railway were
killed or tortured to death, more than 200 Soviet families
were rob'bed. Kuom}ntang al_lthorities perpetrated a number
gof/iﬁ;::; tacts against official representatives of the Soviet
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Kuomintang thugs killed and looted with the connivance
or under the direction of their American patrons. During the
reign of terror against Soviet citizens in Mukden, Liaoyang,
Tiehling, Sungchiatung, Szeping and later in Changchun
American officers drove about in jeeps and took pictures of
“excesses’ .

In that situation, normal operation of the Chinese-Chang-
chun Railway as a joint enterprise was out of the question.
The Soviet Government had to instruct Soviet citizens em-
ployed on the railway to leave for the Soviet Union.

The railway ceased for a time to operate as a joint enter-
prise. Only a handful of Soviet railway officials headed by
the railway General Manager A. F. Zhuravlev remained in
China to maintain contacts with the people’s democratic
authorities in Harbin.

Aided by the US imperialists, the Kuomintang regime
sought in every possible way to antagonise China to the
Soviet Union. In response to the “cold war” doctrine put
forward by Washington, Chiang Kai-shek feverishly handed
over to the US imperialists parts of Chinese territory, Chi-
nese ports for setting up a network of US naval and air bases
spearheaded against the Soviet Union. On November 6, 1946,
the Chiang government concluded with the USA the so-called
treaty of friendship, trade and navigation and a number of
other agreements which reinforced the alliance of the Kuo-
mintang regime with the US imperialist circles.

Simultaneously, the Kuomintang authorities attempted to
blockade the area of Dairen and Port Arthur where Soviet
troops were stationed under a treaty. The Chiang Kai-shek
authorities were particularly enraged by the Soviet Govern-
ment’s determined opposition to their attempts to transport
via the port of Dairen troops from South China to Manchuria
for fighting the revolutionary forces. It was stated to the Kuo-
mintang Government that under the Sino-Soviet agreement
of August 14, 1945, Dairen was a merchant port to be used
for the shipment of goods, not troops. The debarkation of
any ttroops in this port would be a violation of this agree-
ment.

As the collapse of the Kuomintang regime drew nearer,
anti-Sovietism in the areas under Chiang Kai-shek’s control
became increasingly unbridled. In an effort to undermine
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traditional Sino-Soviet friendship, the Chinese reactionaries
went ahead with a wanton campaign of slander of' thq Soviet
Union. Kuomintang propaganda circulated fabrications to
the effect that Soviet railwaymen and other specialists help-
ing to rehabilitate transport and industry in the area un.der
eople’s democratic control were disguised Soviet service-
men. Although all Soviet troops had pulled out of North-
cast China, the Kuomintang authorities alleged that 50,000
Soviet troops in plain clothes remained in Harbin and that
Soviet forces were still stationed at Kiamusze, Mutankiang,
Yenkishih and the Manchuria station.

The Kuomintang press sought to persuade the Chinese peo-
ple that the chief enemy of China was not US imperialism
but the Soviet Union which was allegedly pursuing an im-
perialist policy, etc. The Kuomintang Government described
the Soviet demand for the withdrawal of US troops from
China as interference in her internal affairs.

The Soviet diplomatic offices in China worked in intoler-
able conditions. Kuomintang authorities staged anti-Soviet
demonstrations in front of the Soviet Embassy in Peking,
where local residents were herded and ordered to call out
anti-Soviet slogans, threaten Soviet diplomats with violence,
attack their cars, etc.

Driven to frenzy by their hatred of the Soviet Union, the
Kuom‘intang authorities went to the length of open appeals
for a “crusade” against it. They were stirring up war hysteria
by clamouring about the “red aggression against China”. One
of th§ Kuo;nmtang leaders, Chen Li-fu stated, for example,
that in .Chma the “vanguard battles of a third world war
were being fought.”! The Kuomintang diplomat Li Kang-fu
was even more outspoken. He said that the Kuomintang lead-
:ﬁgrriloﬁzéc}‘ﬁiag space for time and “settle accounts in a

At the same time, the Kuomintang regime was stepping u
hostilities against China’s rcvolutiona%y forces. IﬁpMircﬁ
1947, Kuomintang troops launched a broad offensive against
tc}::; t?ePi(rll-%)enrf;glleddarea of Shansi-Kansu-Ningsia with the

and treacherously opened large-scale opera-

L New Times, Moscow, 1948, No. 4
2 Ibid., No. 49, p. 16. it it ety
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tions in Manchuria and other areas of China. The areas con-
trolled by the Communist Party of China and‘the People’s
Liberation Army, above all, the Liaotung Peninsula, Heil-
ungkiang, Kirin and Sinkiang provinces were subjected to an
economic blockade. :

In that difficult period, the revolutionary bases in Man-
churia became the main strongholds of the Chinese revolu-
tion, where its army had gathered up strength before it
undertook in 1948-1949 a liberation march southwards, which
culminated in a complete collapse of the Kuomintang regime.

4. SOVIET ASSISTANCE IN CONSOLIDATING
THE REVOLUTIONARY STRONGHOLD IN MANCHURIA

Despite the tremendous difficulties of its postwar rehabil-
itation, the Soviet Union made effective efforts to strengthen
the area under people’s democratic control in Manchuria
established after the defeat of the Kwantung Army.

The area in Manchuria controlled by the Communists and
the People’s Liberation Army was administered by people’s
democratic government bodies set up in a free election. Har-
bin was the seat of the people’s democratic Administrative
Committee, the supreme executive body of China’s North-
east provinces, as this area was called at the time.

It was also the seat of the Northeast Bureau of the CPC
Central Committee, which directed party activities in Man-
churia. It had a large measure of autonomy because the head-
quarters of the CPC Central Committee were in Yenan. This
autonomy became much greater when Yenan was captured
by Kuomintang troops in March 1947, and the leaders of
the CPC Central Committee who went into hiding were un-
able to direct the revolutionary struggle effectively on a na-
tionwide scale. The Northeast Bureau of the CPC Central
Committee had among its members Kao Kang, Chen Yun,
Chang Wen-tien, Lin Piao, Li Fu-chun, Peng Chen.

From the early days of their existence, the areas under
people’s democratic control were given all-round assistance
by the Soviet Union. This contributed greatly to the consoli-
dation of the United Democratic Army (UDA), as the Com-
munist armed forces in Manchuria were called at the time.

e "

i

i

SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS IN 1945-1949 29

The UDA was equipped with first-class weapons captured
by Soviet forces from the Kwantung Army. ;

Direct contacts between Soviet and Chinese Communist
Party leaders were set up in 1945-1949 for promoting co-
operation with the people’s democratic authorities in Man-
churia. For example, a delegation from the people’s demo-
cratic areas of Manchuria led by Kao Kang and Liu Shao-
chi visited the Soviet Union in 1945 and met with Soviet
leaders. /

From 1945 until the proclamation of the People’s Republic
of China, a group of Soviet representatives stayed in Man-
churia to maintain routine contacts with the CPC, the North-
cast Bureau of its Central Committee in particular.

Already in that period, the Soviet Union gave wide assist-
ance in training Chinese personnel, shared its experience in
state administration and economic development with the peo-
ple’s democratic government bodies.

The presence of Soviet troops in Manchuria was a factor of
major importance for its economic development. Soviet spe-
cialists helped to rebuild and commission a number of large
plants and factories, above all, in the areas crossed by the
Chinese-Changchun Railway and in the Port Arthur-Dairen
treaty area. Soviet army units in Manchuria gave local author-
ities every assistance in repairing and building highways, in
improving public amenities in populated localities. They help-
ed organise occupational training of workers, advanced
training of specialists in various fields. The Port Arthur
naval base was radically reconstructed. With its modern
coastal artillery, aircraft, and warships, this base became
an impregnable fortress on the Yellow Sea, a training cen-
tre for Chinese military personnel.

The areas under people’s democratic control on the Liao-
tung Peninsula were quite important for promoting Sino-
Soviet co-operation. Liaotung became another bridgehead
for the successful offensive launched by the people’s demo-
cratic forces of China.t :

_The areas under people’s democratic control in Manchu-
ria, which were cut off from China’s central provinces, ex-

! The Leninist Poli > ;
et :)u olicy of the USSR Towards China, Moscow, pp. 130-
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perienced an_acute shortage of fuel, motor vehicles, coal,
medicines, salt, cotton fabrics, footwear, clothes, sugar and
many other goods. The first priority nqeds of the population
and fighting units of the People’s Liberation Army were

also met with Soviet aid. -
On December 21, 1946, the first trade negotiations were

completed in Voroshilovsk between Soviet foreign trade
organisations and the people’s democratic Administrative
Committee of China’s Northeast provinces. The parties signed
a contract under which deliveries were started of Soviet
goods for the population and the army, as well as equip-
ment for civilian and military hospitals, schools, etc. In ad-
dition, captured equipment and provisions requisitioned by
the Soviet Army from the Japanese interventionists were
handed over to the people’s democratic organisations of the
Northeast provinces.

When southern Manchuria had been invaded by Kuo-
mintang troops, the food situation on the Liaotung Peninsula
sharply deteriorated. Soviet agencies immediately supplied
grain, vegetable oil, sugar, tinned foods from Vladivostok
directly to Dairen by sea and by transit via North Korean
ports. Food supplied to the port of Dairen was distributed to
the population of the Liaotung Peninsula at fixed prices by
the local Chinese people’s democratic administration aided
by civilian personnel of the Soviet Army. The Soviet Union
met all the costs of food transportation, storage and dis-
tribution as part of free assistance to the Chinese popula-
tion.

In the summer of 1949, a trade delegation of the people’s
democratic authorities of China’s Northeast provinces led by
Kao Kang, member of the Political Bureau of the CPC Cen-
tral Committee, arrived in Moscow. Successful negotiations
resulted in signing an agreement for mutual goods deliveries
during one year.

Under the agreement, the Soviet Union undertook to ex-
port to the liberated areas of Northeast China industrial equip-
ment, motor vehicles, petroleum products, fabrics, paper,
medicines and other goods. The people’s democratic admin-
istration of the Northeast provinces undertook to supplX
to the Soviet Union soybeans, vegetable oils, maize, rice an
other goods. Trade undoubtedly played a crucial role in con-

A
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solidating people’s democratic gm{cmment in the Northeast
provinces, which became the most important base for prepar-
ing a general offensive of the People’s Liberation Army
against the Kuomintang regime.

The development of trade and :
ed a further improvement in transPortatlpn
particular, on the rivers Amur and Sungari. ;

In April 1947, piers were prepared at Kiamusze, Fuchlp,
Sasing, and additional moorages were built in the Harbin
river port with assistance from the Harbin brar'lch of the
Soviet organisation Dalvneshtrans. The Soviet Amur
Shipping Line set aside tugs and barges to be used for reg-
ular cargo carriage starting in May 1947 between Chinese
ports on_the Sungari and the Soviet ports of Khabarovsk,
Blagoveshchensk, and Komsomolsk-on-Amur.

Traffic on the Sungari was of exceptional importance for
Northeast China’s areas under people’s democratic control,
since Kiamusze was a major rear base of the People’s Liber-
ation Army, where military schools, central hospitals and
logistical supply depots were located. In the navigation pe-
riods of 1947 and 1948, i.e., in the years of determined fight
of the people’s democratic forces against Kuomintang troops,
Soviet foreign trade and transport organisations secured
regular supplies of all requisite materials, fuel, medicines,
clothes, footwear, etc., to the rear areas on the river Sungari
in co-operation with Chinese authorities headed by Chang
Wen-tien (known under the name of Lo Fu at the time),
member of the Northeast Bureau of the CPG Central Com-
mittee, who was in charge of Party, civilian and logistic
affairs at this base.

The Soviet Union gave great assistance to the revolution-
ary stronghold in Manchuria in the restoration and develop-
ment of railway lines and the economy, which was of cru-
cial importance for developing the general offensive of the
people’s army against the Chiang regime.

As a result of the hostilities in Manchuria, about 6,000 km
of railway lines were destroyed or damaged. By the end of
1945, the length of the railway network was only 10,000 km.
The trunk line of this region was the Chinese-Changchun
Railway (formerly called the Chinese Eastern Railway) built
by Russia in 1897-1908.

economic relations deman(_l-
facilities, 10
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apanese troops retreating in panic under powerful strikes
of the Soviet Army caused great destruction all along the
length of the 1,500-km western and eastern lines of the Chi-
nese-Changchun Railway. They disrupted communications
and signalisation facilities, demolished the communications
buildings in Mutankiang, Angangchi, Hailar and at the Man-
churia station, destroyed local cable networks, blew up rail-
way bridges and waterworks. At many large stations, the
Japanese destroyed roundhouses (at the Hailar, Pokotu,
Hangtoohechi, Mutankiang stations, etc.). They dismantled
and removed station tracks, demolished service buildings at
57 stations and double-tracks points. At the Mutankiang
station, they blew up one of Manchuria’s biggest locomotive
repair works.

By the time of signing, on September 2, 1945, of the act
of Japan’s unconditional surrender, regular train traffic had
been re-opened by the efforts of Soviet railwaymen and ser-
vicemen of the Soviet Army on the eastern and western lines
of the Chinese-Changchun Railway. To put into good work-
ing order the war-ravaged stations and tracks and increase
the traffic capacity of railway lines, train speeds and traffic
safety Soviet railwaymen handled a tremendous volume of
work within an extremely brief period of time.

On the initiative of Soviet railwaymen, courses were
opened at the Chinese-Changchun Railway for training
railwaymen mass professions from among the Chinese pop-
ulation. The central courses were attended by 536 trainees,
the line branches, by over 900. At the structural engineer-
ing, transport economy and electrical engineering depart-
ments of the Polytechnical Institute of the Chinese-Chang-
chun Railway, opened in the early days of operation of the
railway, 400 students were trained by Soviet specialists. This
was of great political and practical importance, since until
now Chinese had been employed on railways only as gene-
ral labourers, while all technical jobs were held by Japa-
nese.

While the training of local Chinese personnel was in pro-
gress, all the burden of restoration work and operation of
the Railway was shouldered by Soviet railwaymen.

Soviet factories and plants of Siberia and the Far East ac-
cepted for repairs worn-out and damaged locomotives

SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS IN 1945-1949 33

and wagons belonging to the Chinese-Changchun Railway.
Soviet organisations sent to the zone controlled by the Ipf:’o-
ple’s democratic administration various mateleal.s (railway
tracks, beams, metal, tools, etc.). Soviet spccnahstsrhelped
staff all railway services with skilled personnel. With the
Soviet people’s fraternal assistance by the spring of 1947
many trunk railway lines have been restored in Nort‘hez.tst
China, a regular railway service was opened to the Soviet
Union via Zabaikalsk and Grodekovo. '

Chinese railways experienced great difficulties during the
civil war. The retreating Kuomintang troops caused great
damage to railway transport to check the advance of the
People’s Liberation Army. :

In June 1948, at the request of the people’s democratic
administration of the liberated areas the Soviet Government
sent another group of Soviet railwaymen to China. It con-
sisted of 50 repair engineers, 52 instructors, 220 technicians
and skilled workers. They brought along all requisite equip-
ment, including repair trains, diving outfits, hoisting cranes
and other mechanisms.! The Soviet Union supplied all ma-
terials necessary for restoring railways: metal structures,
railway tracks, piles, beams, etc. Restoration work was car-
ried out under the direction of the Soviet engineer F. I. Do-
ronin. Coordination of this work throughout Manchuria was
entrusted to 1. V. Kovalev.

By the time Soviet specialists arrived, projects were avail-
able for the restoration of the two biggest bridges on the
Harbin-Changchun and Kirin-Changchun lines, they had
been drawn up in Harbin by Japanese engineers. Accord-
ing to their estimates, this work would have taken eighteen
months.

A group of Soviet specialists and workers, however, re-
stored the Sungari-1I bridge within a record period of two
months. This bridge on the Harbin-Changchun line was of
crucial importance for the operations planned by the People’s
Liberation Army. Its restoration enabled the Command of
the Pgople’s Liberation Army to concentrate troops for an
offensive against Manchuria’s biggest city of Mukden, which
was liberated on November 2, and later to launch an offen-

1 The Leninist Policy of the USSR Towards China, p. 135.
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sive on the Peking front as well. At the proposal of Soviet
specialists, approved by the Northeast Bureau of the CPG
entral Committee, important organisational measures were
taken to restore railway transport. They included the set-
ting up of the Central Restoration Department at the Main
Railway Administration of Manchuria and other bodies, the
formation of railway troops of four brigades with a total
strength of 30,000 officers and men, the organisation of a
procurement and supply service and a number of specialised
bases, the procurement of sleepers and other basic structural
materials, the establishment in Harbin of a base for the
repair and making of bridge structures and equipment, the
establishment of a military railway park, the training of
railway troops and specialists of the Central Restoration
Department in basic methods of restoration work.

At the request of the Northeast Bureau of the CPC Cen-
tral Committee, Soviet specialists organised consultations on
questions of compiling the economic and financial plan of
restoring and developing Manchuria’s economy.

During these consultations special discussions were held
on the introduction of clearing accounts between state and
co-operative organisations, the levying of a turnover tax on
commercial and industrial enterprises (taxes were not levied
in 1947 and 1948), on the introduction of state monopoly
of sale of strong liquors (distilleries were owned by private
capital, while state distilleries were closed down), on com-
pulsory insurance of real estate and other matters.

Technical surveys of motorways and earth roads of Man-
churia were carried out, and a two-year plan of repair of
the key transport routes was drawn up.

The proposals of Soviet specialists were discussed and ap-
proved by the Northeast Bureau of the CPC Central Com-
mittee.

As a result of the great work performed under the guid-
ance of Soviet railwaymen, toward December 15, 1948, over
15,000 km of main railway lines in Manchuria, 120 large and
medium-sized bridges with a total length of over 9,000 m,
including the biggest bridges Sungari-II, 987 m in length,
and the 320-metre-long bridge on the river Yinma Ho on the
Harbin-Changchun line, the 440-metre-long bridge across
the Sungari on the Kirin-Changchun line, as well as 12 other
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large and medium-sized bridges on other lines had been res-
d. 7 Be s

tO’Ele“hc restoration of railways was carried out In difficult
wartime conditions. Kuomintang aircraft systematically
bombed and strafed the areas of restoration wgrlf, partngul-
arly on the Kirin-Changchun, Tungliao-Sml}tun-Ihsxen
lines. In these air raids the Sinlitun, Chenchiatun, _and
Tung-liao stations were destroyed, about 150 locomotives
and much of the rolling stock were damaged. Thcre were
casualties among Chinese railwaymen and Soviet special-
iSts. . . . -

The restoration of the main railway lines in Central and
Southern Manchuria made it possible to re-deploy and con-
centrate People’s Liberation Army Units on a wider scale,
which helped toward the final defeat of the Kuomintang
troops in Manchuria and the complete liberation of North-
cast China and secured favourable conditions for a successful
advance southwards.

On November 25, 1948, direct railway connections between
the Soviet border stations of Otpor! and Grodekovo and the
cities of Dairen and Port Arthur, which had been interrupted
in 1945, were re-opened.

Soviet specialists helped to train railway troops of the
People’s Liberation Army.+In the summer of 1948 alone,
more than 4,600 servicemen were trained in various special-
ities.

A special medical service was organised in Chinese railway
troops. In September and October 1948, Soviet medics read
lectures to Chinese military surgeons and therapeutists at
advanced training courses in Harbin.

As a result of the Soviet Union’s disinterested assistance
in the construction and restoration of railways and bridges
in Manchuria, the conversion of the Chinese-Changchun
Railway into a veritable school of experience and know-how
the Northeast revolutionary base became a powerful spring-
board for the great offensive of the revolutionary forces
against the Chiang regime in 1948-1949. The CPC leaders
expressed their high appreciation of Soviet people’s help to
the Chinese revolution as a striking manifestation of the

1 Now known as Zabaikalsk.
3‘
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Soviet Union’s proletarian solidarity and sincere friendship
with the Chinese people. The Vice-Chairman of the People’s
Republic of China, Sung Ching-ling, stated as follows:
“Among the very first arrivals in China from the Soviet
Union were railway technicians. They worked at the compli-
cated questions and rendered support that put the restora-
tion of our rail system months ahead of schedule. They came
without benefit or fanfare. They did their job and not one
single thing was asked in return.”

The Chinese people were also given various aid by Soviet
medics.

At the end of 1947, a plague epidemic broke out in the
liberated areas of Southern Manchuria and North China. At
the request of the people’s revolutionary authorities, the So-
viet Government flew in epidemic-fighting teams led by Pro-
fessor O. V. Baroyan assisted by Professor N. I. Nikolayev.
These teams fitted out with laboratory equipment, preventive
and therapeutic remedies took vigorous measures to check the
epidemic, and it was wiped out by mid-1948. As was admit-
ted by leading executives of the people’s democratic admin-
istration, Soviet doctors saved tens of thousands of resi-
dents of Northeast China from imminent death.

In the spring of 1949, another epidemic of plague broke
out and spread on a fairly wide scale in the region of Kal-
gan and other localities of Chahar Province in the liberated
areas of Inner Mongolia. At the request of the people’s dem-
ocratic authorities, the Soviet Government flew in by special
planes an epidemiological expedition of medics, zoologists
and other specialists.

The measures taken to fight the epidemic made it possible
to bring it under control in Chahar Province by December 1,
1949 and prevent its spread to other provinces of China.
Soviet medical workers handed over to democratic authori-
ties large quantities of special equipment, medicines, and,
what was most important, trained Chinese personnel who
later took an active part in the liberation struggle waged by
the people’s army.

! Sung Ching-ling, “The Difference Between Soviet and American
fr(;'clngn Pglmes . In: People’s China, Peking, 1950, Vol. 1, No. 2, Janu-
NPT
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of plague vaccing, 100 litres of plague

serum, medicines for the treatment of plague, la}ll)orator;g
for bacteriological analysis, motor ychxcles and ot dcr ma "
rials and equipment of the expedition were ‘handé h‘ovci_
China free of charge. This is what Mme Sung Ching-ling
wrote about the disinterested aid given by Soviet medics 10
fighting the plague epidemic: “We did not have enough doc-
tors and technicians to stem this dangerous disease, s0 W€
called on our great neighbour. The medical teams we regmred
were soon on the scene. They came, they gave their help
and when they were finished, they went home. There were
not even thoughts of repayment or concessions to be sought.
They did not ask the right to do anything except to serve
the Chinese people.”™ ;

In October 1949, another epidemic of plague flared up
northwest of Peking. A quarantine was introduced in the
city. Its supply was disturbed, which caused economic dif-
ficulties. At the request of Mao Tse-tung, a few ‘plagu.e—fight«
ing teams with equipiment (motor vehicles, disinfection ap-
paratus), medical personnel and medicines were flown in
from the Soviet Union within 24 hours. Millions of people
were inoculated against plague. The epidemic was quickly

stamped out. .
The results of the operations carried out by the Soviet

Four million doses

* plague-fighting teams are illustrated by the following data.

In 1947, by the time Soviet medics arrived, 30,326 persons
were afflicted with plague in the Northeast provinces; in
1948, their number reduced to 5,947, and in 1949, only 250
fatal cases were reported. In addition, Soviet plague-fighting
teams trained a large body of Chinese medical workers in
implementing preventive measures against plague epidemics,
handed over to the people’s government of Northeast China
over 260 items of medical equipment and a large quantity of
valuable medicines.

Troops of China’s People’s Liberation Army advancing
into the southern provinces, particularly the army under the
command of Lin Piao, suffered from malaria. At the request
of Lin Piao, about one ton of quinine was delivered by
air from the Soviet Union within a matter of two days.

1 Tbid.
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This helped his army to maintain its combat efficien
and carry out successful operations against Kuomintancz
troops.

The Chinese population, servicemen of the revolutiona:
army regarded with profound gratitude the selfless actiog;
of Soviet people, the more so, as scenes of the recent grim
past, atrocities of Japanese and Kuomintang thugs, were still
fresh in their memory.

It will be recalled that before the formation of the People’s
Republic of China, plague epidemics had occurred in Man-
churia periodically. The Japanese occupationists fought
plague by inhuman methods. A village or town suspected of
having been hit by plague was encircled by troops, the houses
were sprayed with petrol from fire hoses and set on fire. The
residents trying to escape were mowed down by Japanese
pxachine:gunners._Soviet specialists inscribed a vivid page
in the history of fraternal assistance to the people’s demo-
cratic areas in Manchuria.

In August 1949, the CPC Central Committee requested the
Soviet Union to send to China large groups of specialists to
give aid in matters of organisation and technology for the
rehabilitation and development of liberated areas. The
Soviet Union promptly commissioned the required num-
b'ct? of experts to work under people’s democratic autho-
rities.

The first group of about 250 specialists sent to China was
staffed in accordance with the requests and by agreement
with the CPC leadership. Some of them were to outline the
structure of government, the functions and status of future
ministries and government departments, and take part in
Eractlcal work to organise and aid management of the na-
tional economy. Others were sent directly to the biggest
factories and plants to organise restoration work, the man-
agement and operation of functioning industries.

; Sovxe.t engineers and technicians had a major role to play
in rebuilding the shipyards in Dairen. The first batches of
Soviet equipment arrived there in 1947. Before the end of
the year, the shipyards had in operation about 1,000 units
of equipment, mclpding 350 metalworking lathes, 50 items of
forging and pressing equipment, 30 units of foundry equip-
ment, 11 casting furnaces, 2 dry docks, tool-making, wood-
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working and other departments. By the end dof; 1}??}&;::
shipyards already employed 254 engineers and t€c ’
961 office workers and over 2,000 operatives.

Reconstruction of the shipyards was carried out on a par-
ticularly large scale in 1948-1949 as a result of wPlfg46t
surpassed by far its prewar output towards .thc end o 2 A

All proposals of Soviet specialists concerning the establish-
ment and structure of management bodies were submitte
to the CPC Central Committee and newly-formed govern-
ment bodies. Many ministries and gove_rnment departments
were headed by former army and guerilla leaders ‘w1§h no
specialised education or experience. Guided by their 3ntcr-
nationalist feelings, Soviet advisers and specialists disinter-
estedly shared their rich experience with new Chinese per-
sonnel and gave them daily training. ;

In addition to the training of Chinese personnel, Soviet
advisers and specialists were directly involved in the pla_nnmg
and management of the national economy as well as 1n the
management of large enterprises. .

The aid of Soviet specialists assumed a particularly wide
scale after the proclamation of the People’s Republic of China.

In reviewing Sino-Soviet relations before the victory ©
the revolution and in the period of their successful develop-
ment one cannot but note that even in their best years they
experienced definite difficulties, because a part of the CPC
cadres, mostly those from petty bourgeois families, were in-
fected with nationalistic and anti-Soviet sentiments.

A part of the CPG leadership headed by Mao Tse-tung
overestimated their own possibilities and underestimated those
of the enemy. Petty bourgeois views on the Chinese revolu-
tion, proneness to rush from one extreme to another were
characteristic of Mao Tse-tung already in that period. The
Soviet Communist Party, the international communist move-
ment advised the CPC to build up forces, to prepare by
diplomatic and political actions the conditions necessary to
equip and effectively train the People’s Liberation Army for
the forthcoming offensive. Mao Tse-tung, however, was ob-
sessed by “revolutionary impatience”. This is evidenced by
the story he has been circulating for years that it was Stalin
who kept back the Chinese revolution and was against the
civil war and in favour of collaboration with Chiang Kai-
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shek, insisting that otherwise the Chinese nation would perish.
According to Mao Tse-tung, the Chinese did not follow Sta-
lin’s advice, and carried the revolution to victory. This delib-
erate lie slandering the policy of the CPSU was enthusias-
tically taken up by anti-Communists. Actually, however, the
question in point was the need for diplomatic and political
flexibility to preserve the Chinese revolutionary forces, to
train them for a future offensive in order to secure a quick
victory.

The leading group in the CPC was unable or unwilling to
understand that a_united front policy not only during the war
against Japan but also in 1945-1946, when Chiang Kai-shek
and his army were still strong and had powerful support
from US imperialism, while the Communist Party forces
were scattered, gave an advantage primarily to the Chinese
revolution. Combination of political and diplomatic methods
of struggle along with the building up of military strength
for a decisive onslaught on the enemy were the only correct
way at that stage of the Chinese revolution.

Later, on the eve of the victory in 1949, Mao Tse-tung, on
the contrary, expressed his doubts about the strength of the
Chinese revolutionary forces allied with the Soviet Union, the
world’s first socialist state. Even during the last stage of the
war, when the revolutionary army was rapidly advancing
southwards, Mao Tse-tung said that it would take at least
two years for the revolution to win, and showed helplessness
in working out practical problems in anticipation of people’s
power being established throughout China.

Mao Tse-tung’s views on China’s foreign policy in that
period were highly indicative. He is known to have said that
it would be better for China to have no diplomatic relations
either with the Soviet Union or the United States of Amer-
ica. At the same time, claims to control by China of the na-
tional liberation movement in all of Asia, above all, Southeast
Asia, were already in evidence.

Mao Tse-tung displayed defeatist moods caused by his
fear of Kuomintang troops which captured Yenan in 1947 and
forced him to escape to China’s northern provinces. It is
known that after the surrender of Yenan, Mao Tse-tung,
roaming from place to place in North China, was far from
the centre of the revolutionary struggle which had shifted

e
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the eve of the decisive battle Yenan lost
the Communist Party of
huria became the main

to Manchuria. On
its importance as the headquarters of
China and its armed forces. Manc
stronghold of the Chinese revolution. 4 i

In other matters, too, Mao Tse-tung’s political waverings
revealed his petty bourgeois world outlook, his proneness to
change from one extreme to another: from efforts to (spur
on the revolution in 1945-1946 to lack of confidence in 1948-
1949 in an early victory of the Chinese r;volutmn. _

Hostile feelings towards the Soviet Union were also dis-
played by a certain group of leaders of the CP(A. Northeast
Bureau. Their nationalistic and anti-Soviet sentiments be-
came so manifest that in 1946-1947 the Bureau had to under-
take several inquiries in which serious charges were lai
against a group of leading functionaries. The CPC leaders,
however, denounced them reluctantly in those days, keeping
them in key jobs and conniving at their anti-Soviet fabri-
cations. W

Furthermore alarming facts were reported of Manchuria's
Party organs obstructing the work of the Sino-Soviet friend-
ship society. In Northeast China the newspaper Wenhuapao
(Culture) for a long time disseminated anti-Soviet fabrications
of its editor Hsiao Chiin who called for the expulsion from
China of imperialists of all hues, listing the Soviet Union
among them. The newspaper was subsidised by the Commun-
ists, and it was not before the end of 1948 that the North-
east Bureau of the CPC Central Committee took a decision
to close it down.

* * %

It was the steadfast policy of the Soviet Union, the CPSU.
supported by other Marxist-Leninist parties, the Chinese in-
ternationalists, that made it possible to prevent broad inter-
vention by the US imperialists in China, to strengthen the
revolutionary forces, to set up a military strategic bridge-
head in Manchuria, to isolate the Chiang Kai-shek regime
inside the country, to secure moral and political support for
the Chinese revolution from progressive world opinion and
thereby to bring about the great victory of the fraternal Chi-
nese people in 1949,
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Thus, historical facts evidence that the alliance of China’s
revolutionary forces with the Soviet Union and, through the
latter, with the world revolutionary movement was a key
factor of victory for the Chinese revolution. This fraternal
alliance of China’s working people with world socialism com-
pensated for the relative weakness of China’s working class,
helped consolidate the internal forces of the revolution, bar-
red the way to foreign intervention, created a favourable
international situation for the Chinese revolutionaries to ful-
fil their historic mission.

CHAPTER II

SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS
IN THE EARLY YEARS OF THE PRC.
1949-1952.

The liberation struggle the Chinese people had been waging
for years culminated in an epoch-making victory. On Oc-
tober 1, 1949, China was proclaimed a People’s Republic.
The Chinese revolution dealt a shattering blow to the posi-
tions of imperialism in Asia, contributed to the change 1n
the balance of power on the world scene in favour of so-
cialism, gave a new impetus to the national liberation move-
ment in the colonial regions of the capitalist world.

The victory of the Chinese revolution was made possible
by the extremely favourable international situation: the rout-
ing of Nazi Germany and militarist Japan was followed by
the emergence of the world socialist system—the creation
of the world proletariat. The Chinese revolution enjoyed
growing support from the fraternal states, the world com-
munist movement, and, above all, from the Soviet Union.

The formation of the People’s Republic of China opened
a new chapter in the history of Sino-Soviet relations. Broad
opportunities for developing co-operation opened up before
the peoples of the two countries historically united by the
bonds of friendship and brotherhood.

1. THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE FIRST ACTS IN RELATIONS
BETWEEN THE SOVIET UNION AND THE PRC

; From tl3e early days of the existence of the People’s Repub-

lic of China, the CPSU Central Committee and the Soviet
Government did everything they could to promote Sino-So-
viet friendship and co-operation,
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The Soviet Union was the first state to grant recognition
to and establish diplomatic relations with the PRC im.
mediately after its proclamation—on October 2, 1949, The
note of the PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs on the occasion
of establishing diplomatic relations between the Soviet Union
and the PRC said in particular: “The Chinese Government
and people feel infinite joy because today the Soviet Union
has become the first friendly power to recognise the People’s
Republic of China.”!

The Soviet Union attached great importance not only to
its internationalist material aid to the Chinese people but
also to putting Sino-Soviet relations on a firm basis of in-
ternational law. The Treaty of Friendship, Alliance and
Mutual Assistance between the Soviet Union and the PRC
signed on February 14, 1950 was of crucial importance for
consolidating the latter’s position on the international scene,
for promoting Sino-Soviet friendship. The Treaty embodied
the supreme principles of full equality, respect for territorial
integrity, national independence and sovereignty, non-
interference in each other’s internal affairs, and was a model
for a new type of inter-state relations between fraternal so-
cialist nations. In a message of greetings to Soviet leaders on
the occasion of the Treaty’s first anniversary, Mao Tse-tung
said: “The Treaty of Friendship, Alliance and Mutual As-
sistance between China and the Soviet Union is a great help
to building a new China and a firm guarantee of the struggle
against aggression and for the maintenance of peace and
security in the Far East and the rest of the world.”?

In view of the cardinal changes in the Far East situation
after the formation of the PRC, the Soviet Government agreed
to the request of the Chinese side to establish a firm legal
status for the Chinese-Changchun Railway, Port Arthur and
Dairen.

In the Sino-Soviet agreement of February 14, 1950, the
Soviet Government pledged to hand over to the PRC Govern-
ment free of charge before the end of 1952 all its rights
to the joint operation of the Chinese-Changchun Railway
and all its property.

1 ]enmi_n jilpao, October 2, 1949.
2 Jenmin jihpao, February 14, 1951.
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Within the same period, as it had been shpulagtcd. in trcla-
tion to the railway, the Governments agreed onbx (.)wetf i;):r;:
withdrawal from the jointly operated naval a.;lc % Hide
Arthur and on the handover of all its facilities to the g
yovernment.

(Jqf‘,lifemsnoviet Government also agreed to h_and over to the
PRC Government during 1950 all property in tgrpporar)}l) ‘us‘(i
or held on lease by the Soviet Union on conditions subjec
to finalising within three months of the agreement coming
i Ct. . . '
mt’%hccff;greement on a Soviet credit of 300 ‘mllhon US dol-
lars, or 1,200 million rubles to the PRC (xover.nmgnt was
of equal importance for strengthening friendly ties between
the Soviet Union and PRC.! Soviet deliveries to the PRC were
intended for rehabilitating and modernising the key branches
of her national economy. Within five years between 1950
and 1954 the Soviet Union was to supply to China equipment
and materials for power stations, metal-smelting and engi-
neering plants, coal mines, railway and motor transport and
other sectors of the Chinese economy to the total sum of the
credit.

In view of the tremendous damage caused to China’s na-
tional economy by the long-continued hostilities on her ter-
ritory, the Soviet Government granted the cre(.ht on extr;mely
easy terms—at only one per cent interest, which was without
precedent in world practices.

The Soviet Union undertook to assist the PRC in the con-
struction of 50 large industrial projects. 5

On March 27, 1950, agreements were signed on the insti-
tution of the following Sino-Soviet joint-stock companies:

(a) the Sovsinmetal (Chungsuchinshukungssu)? to prospect

1 In the agreement, the sum of the credit was not specified in rubles.
Conversion into rubles was carried out later after a new rate of ex-
change—4 rubles to a dollar—had been introduced on March 1, 1950.

2 Before World War II, at the request of the Chinese authorities
of Sinkiang Province, Soviet geologists explored this region for non-fer-
rous metal ores and oil deposits. On their basis joint Sino-Soviet enter-
prises were set up for mining and dressing a number of non-ferrous
metal ores in Purchuma, for extracting and refining oil in the area of
Tushangchi. These enterprises had been in operation until 1943. Later
they were closed temporarily by Kuomintang authorities. These enter-
prises provided the basis for the Sino-Soviet joint-stock companies.

} | :
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for, extract and process non-ferrous and rare metals in
Sinkiang Province;

(b) the Sovsinoil (Chungsushihyukungssu) to prospect for
and extract oil, gas and oil by-products, and process them
in Sinkiang Province;

(c) the SKOGA company (Chungsuminhangkungssu) to
operate air services.

Under these agreements signed for a term of 30 years,
Sino-Soviet joint-stock companies were set up on a parity
basis with provisions for the parties equally sharing in the
capital of the companies and in the management of their
affairs. Their activities were to be directed by representatives
of both sides alternately.

In addition to handling production problems facing the
companies in the early period of restoring the Chinese econ-
omy, they undertook to train Chinese technicians and man-
agerial personnel. To cope with these tasks, the companies
set up technical schools and courses or sent Chinese citizens
to Soviet educational establishments. Jenmin jihpao wrote
in this connection: “The use of advanced Soviet experience
in economic development and first-rate technology has made
it possible to resume and expand within a short space of time
the operation of the enterprises taken over by these compa-
nies; these modern enterprises have contributed effectively
to the rehabilitation and development of our economy. The
imperialists very often use the export of capital to colonial
and semi-colonial countries for economic expansion there.
The investments the socialist Soviet Union made in these
companies, however, were of a totally different character,
Enursuqd totally different goals. These goals were to help by

ancial means and technology to develop our natural wealth,
which we ourselves were unable to develop, or to organise
the operation of those existing enterprises it was difficult for
us to operate on our own and thereby to help create the con-
ditions for economic independence of our people. ... The So-
viet Government helped us to organise the operation of joint-
stoc}: companies, to train personnel, made Soviet know-how
available to us and is now to hand over its share in these
companies, i.c., the enterprises owned by them are to become
China’s government enterprises in full. Comparing these
facts with the economic expansion of the imperialists in the
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] t
old China, our people cannot but feel profoungl tg;actétltx(;ieoui
the Soviet Union for its sincere and noble assista

t ",l . .
Cm(l;]nr}‘ipril 19, 1950 a trade agreement was signed in Moscow

which laid down the general legal principles of Sa(je reti]ai.s
tions between the Soviet Union and the PRC. Un eé yer
agreement, the Soviet Union undc.rtook to export to 1 e:n
petrol, kerosene and lubricants, various machinery, tgo S e
equipment, transport vehicles, fuel, cotton and o}t1 er r e
materials necessary for rebuilding and developing her €cO

oml}rrx 1950, the Soviet Union and China signed a number of
other agreements: on postal, tel_egraph and telephone servuies,
on showing Soviet films in China, on Tiver navigation rules.

Describing the significance of the Sino-Soviet agreements
signed in that period, Mao Tse-tung stated at a meeting of
the PRC Government: ‘“The new Sino-Soviet agreements
have given legal enforcement to the relations of fnendsblp
between the great peoples of China and the Soviet I'anon
and provided us with a dependable ally. They have fac111tz§t-
ed our work in domestic construction and our joint resis-

tance to imperialist aggression in the name of preserving
”2

world peace”.
2. SOVIET ECONOMIC AID IN THE EARLY YEARS
OF THE PRC

In the difficult years of establishing people’s power, as-
sistance and support from the Soviet Union were of crucial
importance for the PRC. As a result of the long anti- Japanese
and civil wars, as well as open plunder by the imperialist
predators China’s situation was extremely grave: her industry
and agriculture, underdeveloped as they were, were rav-
aged, the people were famished and poor.

The economic situation of the young republic can be il-
Justrated by these figures: in 1950, the PRC produced 36 mil-
lion tons of coal, 877,000 tons of pig iron, 584,000 tons of
steel. The industrial output was far below its maximum level

L Jenmin jihpao, October 13, 1954.
2 Jenmin jikpao, April 18, 1950.
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in 1942-1943. For example, the output of coal was only 6]
per cent, pig iron, 46, steel, 63, etc.

Chinese agriculture was in a miserable state, too. The har-
vest of food crops in 1949 was less than three-fourths of the
prewar level, while the cotton harvest fell almost by half,

The people’s living standards were extremely low. To-
wards November 1, 1949 the price of one chin (400 g) of
millet grew from its level on April 1, 1949 15.3 times in Pek-
ing, 14 times in Tientsin, while the rice price rose 13.8 and
11.5 times respectively. In November 1949 food prices again
jumped 200-300 per cent, while manufactured goods prices
rose 100-200 per cent since the end of October. The central
people’s government approved the budget for 1950 with a
18.9 per cent deficit to the total expenditures.

The situation was aggravated by the imperialist embargo
imposed on trade with China in 1951. As far back as Decem-
ber 1949, the NATO member countries and Japan set up
a Coordinating Committee (COCOM) for control and obser-
vation of the export of “strategic” commodities to the social-
ist countries, including the People’s Republic of China. On the
basis of the COCOM the Chinese Committee (CHINCOM)
was set up later and included additionally representatives of
Australia, Latin America and some other states. The com-
mittee regularly published lists of “strategic commodities”
banned for export to the PRC and neighbouring countries.
Therefore, China was unable to buy on the capitalist market
materials, machines, equipment and other goods she needed,
while trade through mediators involved additional spend-
ing of scarce foreign exchange.

Just as in the years of China’s liberation struggle, the
Soviet people, who had not yet repaired the vast ravages of
the war against Nazi Germany, gave a helpful hand to China
rendering her all-round assistance in economic rehabilitation
and development.

As far back as 1950, under the Treaty of Friendship, Al-
liance and Mutual Assistance and several agreements, the
Soviet Union delivered to China industrial plant and equip-
ment, farm machines, motor vehicles, railway equipment, etc.
A large group of Soviet specialists worked in China, sharing
Soviet scientific achievements and technical know-how with
Chinese personnel, helping restore and develop her economy.
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g stated in this connection: “The So-

“hi treasure
st i yorkers b broufh 5 ey
of know-how in solving S imeiar 649 ledge in the applica-
have brought with thgm a glfﬁat 1;11;3\2’ gr ()gught C athiefhem 2
tion of the highest science. ey o Niiasof
rich experience of working in behalf of tb R
them participatcd in the early days of 1(:cc;1 e e
the October Socialist Revolution. All of t flmth et
valiant work in the building of Socx‘allsm an e pnditions
i ism in the USSR. Therefore, the co
o454 Qomglhliﬁ;srr;nd the obstacles we have to face, they
;r:v:.n ;le;t 1afllnd overcome before. Their assxgnr_ncnt angl rg)z:atto
est joy is to help thelChinese people use this experie

i hina.” ks
bu’%d t(}il: I\1/«rei‘:{1cthe Soviet Union was qf crucial 1p1p0rtanc€
for I;?le PRC. In 1948, the Soviet Union held ninth plfglici
igl Chinese exports, third place in 1949, and {no'yed [}?1 io:ﬁs
place by the end of 1950. Since 1949, the Soviet s
share in Chinese imports also grew—from 4.86 per cen s
1949 (fifth place) to 20.4 per cent over the first nine mon
nd place). .

o Ilr? 51%§sle,c§ nurlr)lber )of new agreements were signed betwe_en
the Soviet Union and theSPRC, which e\?denced the contin-
t of Sino-Soviet co-operation.
ue((i)r(}el‘{'legg}?eli, a through railway service agreement was
signed to provide for the conveyance of passengers, luggaﬁe
and freight. On June 1, another agreement set the ruble
exchange rate against the yuan. The rate of the ru he
was set not against the US dollar but dlre.ctly against the
yuan on the basis of the ruble’s gold equivalent and th(ti
official price of gold in Peking. Under an agreement §1gned
in Peking on July 28, 1951, a Sino-Soviet §h1p-repa1r an
building joint-stock company, Sovchinsudstroi, was set up in
Dairen on a parity basis for a terms of 25 years. Simulta-
neously, the contracting parties exchanged notes whereby the
Chinese Government assumed an obligation to accept within
the first three years Soviet orders in volumes actually hand-

led in the period 1949-1950.

Mme Sung Ching-lin

1 Sung Ching-ling, “New China Forges Ahead”. In: People’s China,
Peking, 1951, Vol. 3, No. 9, May 1, p. 25.
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These agreements helped to stabilise the economy and |

finances of People’s China and strengthened her position
on the international scene.

A striking feature of close Sino-Soviet co-operation was
the steady growth of trade exchanges. Soviet assistance to
China’s economic development in 1951 helped strengthen its
planning principles and improve planning standards. Aided
by Soviet advisers, the PRC Government took decisions and
approved documents of great importance for improving and
stepping up planning work in the centre and in the provinces.
In July 1951, a uniform annual state programme of economic
rehabilitation and_development was drawn up for the first
time in China’s history.

Co-operation with the Soviet Union, its all-round assis-
tance and support contributed to the continued consolida-
tion and growth of the socialist sector of China’s economy
in 1951. This is illustrated by the figures below showing the
large share of the socialist sector in industry (in percentage):

Heavy industry 80
0il 100
Pig iron 98
Coal 25
Electric power 76
Engineering 82

Light industry

(for number of

employees) 33
Cotton industry

(for factory-made
textiles) 70

I:Tnder thq agreement of February 14, 1950, the Soviet
Union supplied to China large consignments of complete
plant and equipment. In 1951 and 1952, 30.9 million and
36.6 million rubles’ worth of industrial equipment was sup-
plied respectively.!

1 Here and elsewhere data are given in new rubles.

by |
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In later years, complete plant a}nd equipment became th?
main item of Soviet exports to China. Agreements on eq‘;‘r‘l’(
ment deliveries also provided for assistance in surveys o
design work, in commissioning complctqd prOJfECltS, mdorﬁot
nising the production of new types of industria gO(ti). st'
manufactured in China before, mtassemblmg and adjusting

ipment, in ersonnel training, etc. ; 5
cq}l:lpthc samg period, the Soviet Union sugphed to China
948,000 tons of ferrous metals, which was equivalent to about
40 per cent of her total output, 1.5 million tons of petroleum
products, including 506,000 tons of petrol and 477,000 tons
of kerosene. : 2 ;

A large number of Soviet experts assisted in drawing up
and fulﬁglling a programme of hydroengineering construction
on China’s biggest rivers and in reconstructing railways.

In those years, the Soviet Union’s support for P_cop]es
China against the US aggressive plans assumed special im-

ortance.

. At those hard times for the new republic the Soviet Union’s
assistance was not confined to diplomatic actions and all-
round co-operation in the economic, scientific, cultural and
military fields; direct military actions were also undertaken
to oppose the imperialists’ aggressive designs.

In 1949-1950, at the request of the PRC Government, a
large Soviet air force was assigned to protect the industrial
city of Shanghai in East China. Kuomintang air raids proved
a failure. Enemy airmen were given a stern lesson by
Soviet aces.

In 1950, again at the PRC Government’s request, the So-
viet Union moved into Manchuria its crack air divisions which
effectively protected the industrial centres of Northeast China
against air raids and brought down scores of enemy planes
in aerial battles.

Thq Soviet Union and the PRC effectively co-operated in
the military field during the Korean war. The Soviet Union
regularly supplied the Korean People’s Army and Chinese
volunteers with arms and ammunition, fuel, provisions, med-
icines. Soviet military advisers, some distinguished generals
among them, stayed in Korea. Soviet airmen took part in
fighting the aggressors.

4.
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3. SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS
AT THE END OF THE REHABILITATION PERIOD

In the early years of the People’s Republic of China, the
Soviet Union stimulated various forms of co-operation with
China. Personal contacts between leaders of the two coun-
tries were of great importance for strengthening their inter-
state relations.

The ceremony of signing in Moscow of the Treaty of |

Friendship, Alliance and Mutual Assistance was attended by

a Chinese delegation which included Mao Tse-tung, Chou
En-lai and other eminent Chinese statesmen and Party lead-

ers. The Soviet Union was repeatedly visited by Liu Shao-chi,

who led, in particular, the CPC delegation to the 19th CPSU i

Congress, and by Marshal Chu Teh. For their part, Soviet
leaders often paid friendly visits to China.

A conspicuous event in Sino-Soviet relations was the visit
to Moscow by a Chinese Government delegation led by Chou
En-lai in September 1952. At the talks that followed the

parties agreed to go ahead with measures to implement a
free and complete handover by the Soviet Union to China of

all its rights to joint operation of the Chinese-Changchun
Railway. Simultaneously, the Soviet and Chinese Ministers
of Foreign Affairs exchanged notes on prolonging the joint
operation of the Chinese naval base of Port Arthur. The
results of the talks were highly appreciated by the Chinese
Government as an expression of selfless and fraternal assis-
tance from the Soviet Union.

Between 1950 and 1952, the Chinese-Changchun Railway
was restored all along its length. Within a stipulated period—

on December 31, 1952—the Soviet Government handed over

to China free of charge all its rights to joint operation of
the railway with all its property.
The agreement covered the trunk lines from the Manchu-

ria station to Pogranichnaya (Suifenho) and from Harbin to -

Dairen and Port Arthur, with buildings and facilities, rolling
stqck, power stations, communication lines and other enter-
prises and offices of the railway.

Mao Tse-tung described it in his message to the Soviet

Premier Joseph Stalin as the Soviet Union’s great contri-

bution to railway construction in China. Speaking at the -

g
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ioni ‘otoc handover of
emony of signing the final px(ztoco]‘on the o
;:}?e canhin)ésc_(]hgngchun Railway, Chou If,n-.lzu dec{are;sli.qtancz
Chinese people will never forget this fla:terna‘t.a B
from the Soviet people. It should be noted in par 1§)u aé" E
the cordial and patient bestowal of know-how by = OV'
comrades has enabled Chinese personnel of th’c (éhme.se-l
Changchun Railway to assimilate the Soviet Union's a v?rigret(
experience and helped us raise a large bng, of SDCClaalsei
for railway construction in .the new China.” The ne(\vfp &)‘ .
Jenmin jihpao wrote editorially on D'cccmbgr 31, l.)oZR 211
the free handover to China of the Chlpcsc—Changghun 2%1 -
way and the consent to prolong the stipulated period of | o-l
viet troop withdrawal from Port Arthur have demonstratec
still more vividly the Soviet Government’s respect for the na-
tional independence and honour of China.

Commenting on the handover of the Chmese—@hangchun
Railway to China, Jenmin jihpao said: “The Soviet person-
nel of the Chinese-Changchun Railway by sharing with us
in full advanced Soviet know-how with due regard for ‘Ehc
specific conditions of China helped stimulate the creativity
of the Chinese working class, which was tremendous, in-
valuable aid in various fields of construction in our country.”!

There are interesting documents illustrating Soviet peo-
ple’s great assistance to the fraternal Chinese people during
the joint operation of the Chinese-Changchun Railway. For
example, in the final protocol of the Sino-Soviet commission
on implementing the free handover of the Chinese-Chang-
chun Railway signed on December 31, 1952 it was pointed
out that during the joint Sino-Soviet operation of the Chi-
nese-Changchun Railway reconstruction had been completed
of 455 km of second track, 191 km of automatic block systems,
and 2,600 freight wagons had been built. A total of 5,150
freight wagons, 943 coaches, 517 locomotives had been
restored or undergone capital repairs, 153,000 sq m of hous-
ing had been built or reconstructed and 173,000 sq m of hous-
ing repaired. Track measuring established that the track
facilities of the railway were in excellent or good condition.

The Chinese representative on the Sino-Soviet commission
on the handover of the Chinese-Changchun Railway declared

1 Jenmin jihpao, December 31, 1952.
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on October 20, 1952: “We are sincerely and cordially thank.

ful to the Soviet Government ... for its great disinterested
aid to the People’s Republic of China, to the Chinese people,
The handover of the Chinese-Changchun Railway even more
graphically illustrates the Soviet Government’s great respect
for the Chinese people’s sovereignty and national dignity, as
well as the Soviet Government’s absolute loyalty to the cauge

of _friendship and alliance between China and the Soviet

”

Union....

When in 1952 the PRC Government decided to organise

natural rubber production in China the Soviet Government

granted it 8.55 million rubles in credit to finance the devel-
opment of caoutchouc plantations on Hainan Island and |
in the coastal areas of Southeast China. In 1952, trade be- |

tween the Soviet Union and the PRC grew again.
The total turnover of Sino-Soviet trade increased almost
twofold since 1950.

The Soviet Union stepped up considerably its technical
aid to the PRC. In 1952, in addition to implementing surveys *
and design operations, it gave China effective help in master- |
ing the operation of sophisticated industrial equipment, as

well as in building new industrial projects. The Soviet Union
fulfilled in the main its obligations for technical assistance in
1952. Among the larger projects completed in that year were

a flax mill in Harbin, a motor repair works in Urumchi, a

25,000 kw power station at Furhsin. Six motor repair shops
and plants commissioned at the end of 1951 were brought up

to design capacity. In 1952, about 1,000 Soviet specialists

worked in China.

Taking advantage of Soviet know-how, Chinese industry |

gradually adopted a more efficient organisation of produc-

tion, introduced modern technology, new types of machines
and new lines of products. Soviet production techniques, such |
as high-speed metal cutting, steel smelting, trouble-shooting, |

etc., were effectively used at metallurgical plants and ore

mines. The application of these production techniques greatly
raised the productivity of labour, brought into play latent
reserves in industry. For example, the application of high-
speed metal-cutting techniques pushed up the productivity of
metalworking lathes 300-400 per cent, and in certain cases,
even 2,900 per cent.

55
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se of advanced Soviet knowthow enabled great pro-
gr;l;?etoube made in the field of capital cor{strucg?nt. At }?3
mines of the Fuhsin orc—rsmnmgda(lurqlnlsttra;llopc;ut SL r:ii::l 5
Pen-chih using Soviet drilling techniques :

?;’bxioproductivity almost thrcc;fold. The app!lcatxon fof Soa;
viet experience in the construction of the vertical shaft ﬁt i
colliery of the Sian mining administration cut flown byd a
the planned period of construction, saved 1 million man-days
and reduced the costs of construction by 40 per cent. The use
of Soviet know-how in the construction of the A.ns.han steel
works made it possible to carry on wide-scale bugldm;z oper-
ations in winter, which greatly shortened the period of work
on the project. The study of Soviet experience contributed to
the rapid development of communications and transport ser-
vices. Speaking at a meeting held on the occasion of the 3rd
anniversary of the Sino-Soviet Treaty of Friendship, Alliance
and Mutual Assistance Po I-po, alternate member of the
Politbureau of the CPC Central Committee, described t.he
work of Soviet specialists in these words: “The assistance giv-
en us by Soviet specialists is quite varied, and every measure
in our economic affairs is carried out under their effective
technical direction. It is impossible to estimate all the benefits
our country has gained from their assistance. If it were not
for the selfless aid of Soviet specialists, it would have been
very difficult to make the spectacular progress in the reha-
bilitation and modernisation of China’s national economy over
the past three years, beginning from healing the wounds of
the war and ending with the radical improvement of the
financial and economic situation and the provision of various
conditions necessary for implementing the first five-year con-
struction programme.”!

Soviet specialists were directly involved in reorganising
the higher education system, the courts of law and institu-
tions of justice, in setting up new ministries, a system of
government planning, etc.

During the first three years of people’s power in China,
Soviet specialists helped with the pub%cation in Chinese of
over 3,100 Soviet books, including 943 books on social sci-
ences, 348 on problems of culture and education. In the autumn

L Jenmin jihpao, February 15, 1953.
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of 1952, work was started in China to revise all curricula and
instruction programmes to model them on those of Soviet in-
stitutions of higher learning and to translate text-books and
teaching aids used in Soviet higher schools. In 1952, mem-
~ bers of the faculty of the agricultural institute of Northeast

China translated into Chinese Soviet curricula on 141 subjects
and distributed them to all agricultural higher schools in
China.

Soviet experience in various fields of socialist construction
was broadly popularised under the motto “Learn from the
Soviet Union”. This was expressed in particular in the mass
movement for the study of Russian in the early years after
liberation. During the first two years of people’s power in
China 12 institutes of the Russian language were opened,
which had a total student body of 5,000. In addition, in 1952
there were Russian language departments and courses at 57
institutions of higher learning; Russian was taught at all
secondary schools of Northeast China, in 59 schools of Pek-
ing and other cities.

Sino-Soviet cultural exchanges developed successfully. A
striking manifestation of friendship between the Soviet and
Chinese peoples was the Sino-Soviet friendship month in
November-December 1952, which grew into a wide political
campaign. At the ceremony of opening the friendship month,
Chou En-lai declared that the Soviet Government’s generous
and selfless aid enabled China to strengthen her defence capa-
bility, to overcome the economic blockade by the imperialist
powers and secured rapid progress in economic rehabilita-
tion.

The delegation of Soviet cultural workers, scientists and
artists who had arrived in China to take part in the f riendship
month was enthusiastically welcomed by the Chinese people
during its tour of the country. During their stay in China
Soviet performers gave more than 80 concerts which drew
500,000 spectators. The Soviet Army Song and Dance Com-
pany gave 60 concerts which were attended by a total of 1
million people.

Owing to Soviet assistance, in 1952 people’s democracy
was further strengthened and considerable progress was made
in admlmst.rative, economic and cultural work in China. In
the economic field, 1952 was mainly the year of completing

B
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economic rehabilitation and developing the key branc};)cs 05
the national economy, as well as of preparing for broa
economic construction under the first five-year plan.

In 1952, China’s gross industrial output increased 24.7 per
cent as compared with its 1951 level, the state sectord act—
counting for over 60 per cent of the gross national product.
In agriculture, the agrarian reform was cor.npleted anq a
movement was mounting for boosting production and setting
up peasant co-operatives. Under the agrarian reform 44 mil-
lion hectares of land were shared out among peasants who

had formerly paid for these under lease terms to the land-

lords at least 80 million tons of grain. :

During the rehabilitation period, important social and
cconomic changes took place in China. Leaning on all-roun
cconomic and political support from and broad military co-
operation with the Soviet Union, which reliably guaranteed
China’s national security, the people’s state which had inher-
ited from the old regime economic dislocation and decay
drew up and implemented with the aid of Soviet specialists
a sweeping programme of social reforms and reconstruction
of the national economy.

People’s revolutionary government became stronger. A so-
cialist sector emerged in the economy, the state nationalised
the basic means of production and could now manipulate
the main economic levers, such as credit, raw materials sup-
plies, marketing, etc., with which to control the private cap-
italist sector. Reforms were also being implemented in
agriculture, commerce and other fields. In 1949 the gross
output of the state-owned industry accounted for only 26.7
per cent of_the country’s total industrial production, whereas
in 1952, the figure rose to 44.7 per cent. The people’s stan-
dards of living were improving, science and culture were on
the upgrade.

During the rehabilitation period Sino-Soviet relations were
a crucial factor since the internationalist support and tremen-
dous aid of the Soviet people enabled China to overcome her
difficulties at home and abroad and prepare all the condi-
:}ons for a successful transition to planned socialist construc-
ion.




CHAPTER III

SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS
IN THE FIRST FIVE-YEAR PLAN PERIOD,
1953-1957

1. CONTINUED EXPANSION OF SINO-SOVIET CO-OPERATION
IN 1953-1955

The appreciable progress made in China’s economic devel-
opment and democratisation thanks to the Chinese people’s
selfless labour and disinterested Soviet aid made it possible
for the Communist Party of China to formulate in 1953 a
general policy of transition from capitalism to socialism. In
1954, this policy was approved by the National People’s
Congress and enforced in the PRC Constitution.

China’s achievements in various fields of building a new
life were based on Soviet people’s comprehensive experience
and tremendous material aid. The CPC Central Committee,
in the political report to the 8th National Party Congress,
expressed its gratitude to all friends of the Chinese people
for their support and assistance. “The Soviet Union,” it said
in particular, “has given huge assistance to socialist construc-
tion in our country; and the People’s Democracies in Europe
and Asia have also given us help in various ways. The
Chinese people will never forget this comradely assistance
from fraternal countries.”!

The PRC was supplied by the Soviet Union and other fra-
ternal countries with everything necessary for developing
her industry, science and technology and could sell her tra-
ditional export goods on their maﬂets. Therefore, attempts
of the USA and its partners in military blocs to organise an
economic blockade of China were a complete fiasco.

! Liu Shao-chi, “The Political Report of the Central Committee of
the Ct,),mmumst Party of China to the Eighth National Congress of the
Party.” In Supplement to People’s China, October 1, 1956, p. 47.

-Wﬂ?ﬂ&ir‘mmxmmmmx;-u
I

i
i

i

¢

|
&

H
8

59
SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS IN 19581957 5

. : : i the

The Sovit Unin onigued 6 vigorge s o0 1
international scene to raise the.prcs ige 0 [;( g
foil the imperialists’ plans to isolate and blockade o?riic -

In 1958, China adopted her first five-year econ

n. , L

VCITOE? %lfgrgi:unist Party’s general line in the transmona}
period was to convert socialist ownership of the means 0-
production into the economic founflatlop of Chmas govemt
ment and social system. In conformity w1?h this c'cn‘tral target,
China’s socialist industrialisation, sweeping socialist r]qfor_m-s
in agriculture, the handicraft industries, private capita 1st_1r(11
dustry and trade were carried out in the transitional period.
It was expected that it would take roughly 15 years to attain
e targets. z 3
th?:n thag; period, CPC leaders and Chinese propagandists
had on the whole a correct idea of the proportion of the
Chinese people’s own efforts to the assistance from the So-
viet Union and other fraternal countries to socialist construc-
tion in China. In an editorial entitled “We Thank the Soviet
Union for Its Great Assistance”, Jemmin jihpao wrote in
September 1953: “Chairman Mao Tse-tung, disproving the
mistaken view that the victory of the Chinese revolution
was possible without international assistance, pointed out
that in the era of imperialism a genuine popular revolution
in any country could not be victorious without assistance in
various ways from international revolutionary forces and that
we needed help not only in the past but also in the present
and would need it in the future.”!

In his address to the fourth session of China’s People’s
Political Consultative Conference in February 1953 Mao
Tse-tung, among the three main “historic” tasks, as they were
described in the press, pointed out the following: “We must
learn from the Soviet Union. We are going to carry on our
great national construction. The work facing us is hard and
we do not have enough experience. So we must seriously study
the advanced experience of the Soviet Union. Whether in-
side or outside the Communist Party, old or new cadres, tech-
nicians, intellectuals, workers or peasants, we must all learn
wholeheartedly from the Soviet Union. We must learn not

! Jenmin jihpao, September 16, 1958,
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only the theories of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin, but also
the advanced scientific techniques of the Soviet Union. There
must be a great nationwide upsurge of learning from the So-
viet Union to build our country.”™

In 1953-1954, important work was performed to lay down
the constitutional principles of the PRC, which are being at-
tacked with special vehemency by the CPC leadership today,
At the request of the CPC Central Committee, the Soviet si(f::
made a number of comments which were reflected in the draft
Constitution of the PRC officially published on June 15, 1954,
By August 25, 1954, the elections to the National People’s
Congress had been completed. A total of 1,226 deputies had
been elected throughout the country.

The first session of the National People’s Congress held
in Peking from September 15 to 28, 1954 was a milestone
event in China’s development along democratic lines. The
PRC Constitution adopted at the session proclaimed the
people’s congresses the political foundation of the People’s
Republic of China. Elected by a universal ballot, these con-
gresses were a step forward from the former institutions
of government, because they fully expressed the will of the
people. They were truly democratic bodies of popular repre-
sentation. The State Council and local people’s committees as
executive agencies of government were under the control of
the National and local people’s congresses respectively.

The PRC Constitution unanimously adopted by the first
session of China’s National People’s Congress was oriented
to the continued development of democracy in China along
with the establishment of a united centralised leadership
of state. :

_The PRC Constitution affirmed the Chinese people’s de-
sire of friendship and co-operation with the Soviet Union. It
reads in particular: “China has already built an indestruc-
tible friendship with the great Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics and the People’s Democracies.. . .2 In his report on

1 “Three Important Tasks of the Day. Chairman Mao Tse-tung Ad-
dresses the P.P.C.C. National Committee.” In: People’s China, Peking,
1953, No. 5, March 1, p. 3.

2 “Constitution of the People’s Republic of China.” In: Documents
of the’ First Session of the First National People’s Congress of the
People’s Republic of China, Peking, 1955, p. 185.
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the draft Clonstitution, Liu Shao-chi declared: i‘. th{:j rf)ad
we are taking is the road trgvcrsed by the Soviet mon(i
About this we have not the slightest doubt. The Sov1etdr0a
is the road all humanity will cvqntually take in accor ancg
with the laws of development of history. To by-pass this roa
is impossible.”* ' :
: Inp1953, China started implementing thr ﬁ_rst five-year
omic development plan. In that period ’ovxet assistance
‘t:go?]hina assumed a still wider scope. China’s first five-year

plan was drawn up with the most active aid of Soviet spe-

jalists.
Clalltls ensured the republic’s rapid and balanced devel-
opment. In fact, China’s first five-year plan, which was
fulfilled successfully, had been oriented to all-round Soviet
material, scientific and technological assistance.

On March 21, 1953, an agreement was signed in Moscow
on Soviet aid to China to enlarge existing and build new
power stations. :

On May 15, 1958, a Sino-Soviet agreement was concluded
on Soviet assistance to China in the construction and moder-
nisation of 141 industrial projects. This included 50 enter-
prises listed in the agreement of February 14, 1950 and an
additional 91 large industrial projects. :

The development and extension of Sino-Soviet trade ex-
changes resulted in a 925.5 per cent increase in the goods turn-
over in 1958 as compared with the 1952 level. In terms of
value Soviet exports to China increased 28.8 per cent, and
Soviet imports from China, 21.9 per cent since 1952. China’s
share in the total turnover of Soviet foreign trade in 1953 was
90 per cent, while the Soviet Union accounted for 55.6 per
cent in the total turnover of Chinese foreign trade. In 1953,
the Soviet Union continued its technical aid to China in a
volume almost twice that of 1952.

The early years of the five-year plan were of fundamental
importance for building up the basis for Chinese industry.
Therefore, Soviet assistance in strengthening its key sectors
was of inestimable value for China’s economy.

! Liu Shao-chi, “Report on the Draft Constitution of the People’s
Reppbhc of China.” In: Documents of the First Session of the First
{\ga5t5wnal4ll’eople’s Congress of the People’s Republic of China, Peking,
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In 1954, the CPSU Central Committee took new important
steps to further strengthen Sino-Soviet relations., A Soviet
Government delegation paid an official visit to China in the
autumn of 1954.

The talks between the Soviet delegation and the Chinese
Government were held in an atmosphere of frankness and
culminated in the signing on October 12 of a number of
documents aimed at promoting peace in Asia and throughout
the world. Among them were the joint declarations of the
Soviet and Chinese Governments on Sino-Soviet relations and
the international situation and on relations with Japan; the
communique and agreements on the naval base of Port
Arthur, on Sino-Soviet joint-stock companies, on scientific
and technical co-operation; on the construction of the Lan-
chow-Urumchi-Alma-Ata Railway; the joint Sino-Soviet-
Mongolian Government communique on the construction of
a railway line from Tsining to Ulan Bator.

In addition, an agreement was signed on a long-term
Soviet credit of 520 million rubles to the Chinese Govern-
ment and a protocol on Soviet assistance to China in the
construction of additional 15 industrial projects and on in-
creasing equipment deliveries to 141 enterprises, provided
for in an earlier agreement, the total worth of additional
Sogliet equipment supplies being in excess of 400 million
rubles.

Expressing his high appreciation of the results of the talks,
Premier Chou En-lai stated at a Soviet Embassy reception
on October 12, 1954: “Nobody can separate us. Such friendly
relations continue irresistibly to grow stronger and develop
daily; they will invariably develop in the centuries and gener-
ations to come.”!

The joint documents of the Soviet and Chinese Govern-
ments emphasised full accord in their views on the develop-
ment of bilateral co-operation and in their appraisal of the
international situation. :

On October 16, 1954, after a discussion of Chou En-lai’s
report on Sino-Soviet talks the Standing Committee of the
National People’s Congress approved their results. At that
time, Chinese leaders spoke highly of the Soviet Union’s fra-

1 Jenmin jihpao, October 13, 1954.
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i ine to the Soviet gift in machines and
E:Zrl?i;lm::z' fcl){reg?;lt.:gg up a large state grain f‘ar‘m in China
Mao Tse-tung declared, for example, that t?lc Chinese people
regarded this generous aid from the Soviet people asd'l?t
another manifestation of their deep sympathy for the Chi-
nese people, their concern and support for the cause of Coﬁ-
struction carried out by the Chinese people. Guided by the
principles of internationalism, friendship and cojoperatloﬂ
with China and taking into account the consolidation of her
positions on the international scene and defence potential,
the Soviet Government on its own initiative tgok a decision
to withdraw Soviet military forces from the jointly operated
Chinese naval base of Port Arthur and to hand it over to
China free of charge together with all newly-built military
strategic installations. G

Under the agreement of October 12, 1954, all Soviet rights
and shares in the Sovsinoil and Sovsinmetal Sino-Soviet
joint-stock companies, and later the SKOGA Sino-Soviet air-
line, were also handed over into China’s full possession.

The Sino-Soviet joint-stock companies greatly contributed
to China’s economic rehabilitation. For example, the Sovsin-
metal company built 11 non-ferrous and rare metal ore
mines. Soviet specialists of the company trained 5,150 Chi-
nese engineers, technicians and skilled operatives in 73 differ-
ent specialities and about 300 members of administrative and
managerial personnel.

The company set up a specialised mining and petroleum
secondary school in which 600 Chinese students were en-
rolled. Sovsinoil helped intensify direct economic exchanges
between the two countries, as well as between the Soviet
Union, China and Mongolia.

In 1954, the Soviet Union assisted China in the construc-
tion of 169 industrial projects. The total volume of Soviet
technical aid in 1954 grew almost twofold since 1953. On
January 1, 1955, about 800 Soviet specialists worked in China
in the field of technical assistance alone. In addition to ful-
filling their contractual obligations, Soviet specialists han-
dled much work in the training of Chinese personnel. In par-
ticular, they trained 800 power equipment assemblymen and
fitters, about 600 mechanical fitters and more than 1,000
skilled workers of different specialities.

B .. .
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According to the agreement of October 12, 1954, the con- |
ference on scientific and technical co-operation held in |
Moscow in December 1954 decided that the Soviet Union |

would hand over to China free of chargc .blucprint,s for the
construction of metallurgical, machine-building plants and

power stations, working drawings for the production of |
machines and equipment and process charts, as well as sci-
entific and technical publications. The Soviet Union gave |
China a large amount of documents and drawings on the |
technological cqui}l)‘mcnt of various branches of the economy. |

e beginning of 1950 to July 1954 Soviet |
technical documents on 698 items of equipment were hand- |
ed over to China. Taking advantage of Soviet documents, |
Chinese industry started production of building and ore- |

All in all, from t

mining equipment, 10-, 20- and 30-ton gantry cranes, ex-
cavators, etc.

The Soviet Government agreed to give China assistance |
in the peaceful uses of atomic energy. Under the agreement |
signed on April 27, 1955, the Soviet Union helped China to

build her first experimental atomic pile and cyclotron.
The resolution of the PRC State Council of January 31,

1955 stated in this connection that this was a splendid ex-

pression of the Soviet Union’s foreign policy of peace, a new

contribution to the great friendship between China and the |

Soviet Union, that the Chinese people and Government ex-

pressed their heartfelt gratitude to the Soviet Union for its |

sincere and disinterested aid.

According to evidence of the PRC Ministry of Foreign
Trade, the Soviet Union’s share in the turnover of China’s
foreign commerce in 1954 was 51.8 per cent.

The opening in Peking of an exhibition of Soviet eco-

nomic and cultural achievements was an important event in
China’s life in 1954. On the very first day, the exhibition
drew 80,000 visitors, while the total number of visitors while
it was on view ran into about 3 million. Chinese citizens ad-
mired Soviet achievements. At that time CPC leaders could

not but speak in the same vein. For instance, Mao Tse-tung |

made this entry in the visitors’ book: “We are proud to have

such a powerful ally. The Soviet Union’s power is an im- |
portant precondition for the general economic and cultural |
advance of the countries belonging to the camp of peace and |
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democracy, a crucial factor Qf struggle f,?rspcagcl_ﬂ::m(l){f’h?ﬁlct
the world and of mankmds.progrcss. peculi ists Shee
Soviet exhibition in Peking did much to popularise SOVI
b isi es and gave about
achievements. They often vns_ntcd enterpris i s
1.000 lectures and talks, which were attended by aho al ¢
o’vcr 55,000 listeners. So;'liit films werg regularly shown 1n
i the exhibition grounds.
th‘irfullggr :ilang%I:/iet Union and E‘}}ina exchanged nurréero_ui
ublic delegations and performers’ companics. _Thlc d'ov1e
nion played host to 20 Chinese delegations, ncluding '?1
press delegation led by Teng To, edlfor-m-.chncf pf Jenmi
jihpao, a delegation of the Sino-Soviet Ft:le_ndshllpngthg
led by its Secretary-General Tsien Chiin-jui, a de gbial i0
led by the Minister of Agriculture Li Shu-cheng, a de egg-
tion of the All-China Society for Dissemination of Scientific
and Technical Knowledge, delegations of trade union func-
tionaries, architects, railwaymen, sports delegations, etc.
China was visited by 12 Soviet delegations of trade union-
ists, youth, cultural ‘workers, pressmen, co-operative execu-
tives, athletes, etc. At the end of the year, the K. S. Sta-
nislavsky and V. I. Nemirovich-Danchenko Theatre company
and the Folk Dance Company under Igor Moiseyev made a
guest tour of China. : .

In 1955, China was visited by a group of Soviet scient-
ists led by I. P. Bardin, Vice-President of the USSR Academy
of Sciences, a delegation of medical scientists led by
F. G. Krotkov, Vice-President of the USSR Academy of
Medical Sciences, and a delegation of nuclear scientists. The
broad delegation exchange largely contributed to Sino-Soviet
friendship, to the expansion of business ties between indi-
vidual cultural, scientific and art institutions and workers of
the Soviet Union and China.

At the request of the Chinese Government, in 1955 an
exhibition of Soviet economic and cultural achievements,
which had made quite a hit in Peking, was opened in Shang-
hai and later in Canton. In Canton it drew about 2.4 mil-
lion visitors, in particular, over 87,000 from Hongkong and
Aomen. The exhibition was visited by 52 delegations from
22 countries of the world.

Soviet specialists who worked at the exhibition again did
much to pass on Soviet scientific experience and know-how
5—1882
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to their Chinese colleagues. In Canton they read over 409

reports and lectures which were attended by about 60,000
listeners, and made more than 30 visits to Canton’s industrial

enterprises, as well as to suburban farms and co-operatives ‘b

for the purpose of technical assistance and advice. The 2§

elementary vocational training circles opened on the exhibi-

tion grounds for Chinese specialists and workers had a stu-
dent attendance of 1,170.

At the Chinese Government’s request, an exhibition of
Soviet economic and cultural achievements was also opened
in Hankow.

In 1955, three companies of Soviet performers came to
China for a guest tour: the Beryozka Dance Company and
two concert troupes of 25 members each.

On July 5, 1956, a Sino-Soviet cultural co-operation agree-
ment was signed in Moscow, which provided for exchanges
in the fields of science, technology, education, literature and
the arts, public health, the press and publishing business,
broadcasting and television, cinematography and sports. This
agreement summed up the results of fruitful Sino-Soviet cul-
tural exchanges over many years and laid the groundwork
for developing them in the future.

The wide scale of Sino-Soviet cultural co-operation was
evidenced by the fact that in 1949-1958 the Soviet Union
played host to 134 Chinese performers’ companies and re-
leased 102 Chinese films. Over the same period, China received
112 companies of Soviet performers and showed 747 Soviet
films, vghich drew a total of about 2,000 million spectators.

A wide programme of training Chinese specialists was
under way. In 1956 alone 1,800 Chinese under-graduate and
research students went to study in the Soviet Union.

In 1953-1955, the Soviet Union and China closely co-
operated on the international scene. The Governments of
both countries took a joint stand on many foreign policy
issues.

It was precisely in that period that China won broad in-
ternational prestige as a party to the political settlement of
the mxh.tary conflict in Korea. On July 21, 1954, the DRV,
the Soviet Union, the PRC and other countries signed the

final declaration of the Geneva Conference on a peace settle-
ment in Indochina. Joint statements made by the Soviet

T ——TTT

SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS IN 1958-1957 67

: i lations with Japan were of major
Unxll(i)frilc;r?ci ((:]l;:ix:;, Olttlldliglztrll(c)l (S)thcr As}]iag countries initiated
:;ﬁa historic Bandung Conference and put forward the five

inci caceful coexistence. ) :
png:ng‘l/isr; fc;)ucial moment in her strug_glc for.lmp.lemer}tlbnlg
the socialist principles of foreign policy China mvarlat y
had by her side the S}c:viet Union, a dependable guarantor

er of her rights. : -
an((i]l(llienf:gdpolicy of ac%ive co-operation with ?he. Soviet Union
and other countries, struggle against imperla}lsm zg.nd colo-
nialism, actions against aggression and for maintaining peace
led to her early recognition by many states, to an expansion
er foreign relations. nct

= Rt the sagme time, co-operation with China fac11{tated @he
solution of some economic problems in the Soviet Union which
imported from China valuable raw materials and other goods
required for economic development. :

In this, a solid economic foundation of friendly co-opera-
tion between China and the Soviet Union was laid in the
period of China’s economic rehabilitation and first five-
year plan, Chinese Communist internationalists, true patriots
of their homeland, the masses of China could see with their
own eyes that the vital interests of the Soviet Union and
China were identical, that co-operation with the Soviet Union
on a basis of equality and mutual assistance was a short cut
to overcoming China’s economic and cultural backwardness
and making her a great socialist industrial power. Another
basic factor that merits emphasis is that the all-round eco-
nomic and political co-operation of the young People’s
Republic of China with the Soviet Union, all the other social-
ist countries, was of crucial importance not only for creat-
ing abroad a favourable political situation for building social-
ism in China but also for providing favourable social con-
ditions for this at home. It will be recalled that at the be-
ginning of the first five-year plan period the working class
accounted for about 1 per cent of China’s population and
that in 1949 the proportion of industrial workers in the Com-
munist Party of China was about 3 per cent, and in 1953,
a little over 6-7 per cent.

_ In that situation, the relative weakness of China’s work-
ing class was compensated for by the powerful support of
5’
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the world proletariat, above al i 3

world’s.ﬁrst socialist country—l,thbey Stgsi:tlg[}} prestige of the
Thq internationalist forces within the Coxr]rllon. i

of China were clearly aware of this. On the ther Tt

the time when China was not yet strong enough and i

a state of n_nhtary_, political and economic confrowt:s o

against the biggest imperialist powers, the nationalistrilc tll(:

ments in the Party had no field for man i
s in ! oeuvring, ’»
the Maoists stowed away their hegemonistic an(gi a?tl:f-l;g:{:,t 3

ideas for the time being. In th i
: 1ng. at period, th :
terested in co-operation with the Iéoviet Un?(;nwere alooiet

2. SINO-SOVIET RELATIONS IN 1956-1957

The 20th CPSU Con i
. gress in February 195
National Congress of the CPC in Septemrzer 19656a1\1:fier2hflﬁslth

other hand, at |

|

|

|

i
!
i

(.

stone events in the history of Sino-Soviet relations and the |

world communist movement.

In 1956-1957, the struggl i |
In » the struggle was growing between two li

tx;r;;haxlr;sit:hleinCommtllxlmst Palrlty gf China—tge Marxirslt in(:el;:: ‘
i ist line on the one hand, and the petty bo recis, nad |
tionalistic line on the other. This strugf,?le \)A’ras lclgﬁglliséartl:d ;

by the intrigues of imperialist forces on the international

scene, which were expressed in the developments in the

Middle East, the counter i i

_counter-revolutionary riots in H
P_oltand, etc. The situation within the international m
nist movement as a whole became aggravated, too.

The present leaders of the CPC seek to prove that the

differences between the CPC and th

¢ 1ce ¢ e CPSU and -

;svi-g;in:ims.t. parttiles arose after the 20th a(r]lPSO[tJh%olx\ldg?exss

” Iprinci;clles.mns ey }allegedly rejected out of considerations

t is the historical truth, however, that M
: ] : ; ao Tse-tun,

%1}5) Sgtrlou simply took advantage of the decisionss(e)f theg 2a02g

ongress as a pretext for their later attacks on the

CPSU and for advancing their speci i
: ! pecial conceptions th
zﬁn ltlliltchmg for quite some time. Character?stically ezrt 1(1):(:
. f (tiz :ﬁagiers of the Communist Party of Chma’ firmly
sioc ar%h eir support for the 20th CPSU Congress deci-
Chm;l‘ ehe Vice-Chairman of the Communist Party of China,
u Teh, stated at the 20th CPSU Congress: “The Central
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i i tv of China is firmly con-
Committee of the Communist Pazh}; %} B ke sti.ll

:ced that the 20th Congress of PST :
Vueia.ter contribution to the cause of building communism 1
the Soviet Union and to the cause of preserving peace

il gi 1 -eater inspi-
ughout the world, and also will give still greater 1ns)
?;.g)ong to the Chinese people in their str}lggle for 'puxldn}g
socialism in their country and for ensuring peace 1n Asia

d the rest of the world.”? . ,
anAt the 1957 Moscow Meeting of Communist and Workers

Parties, the Chinese delegation led by Mao Tse-tung sx‘gned
the Declaration containing the following statement: The
historic decisions of the Twentieth Congress of the CPSU
are of tremendous importance not only to the CPSU and to
the building of communism in the USSR; they have pycned
a new stage in the world communist movement and fac’ghtated
its further development along Marxist-Leninist lines.”

It was none ot%er than Mao Tse-tung who stated in his
opening address to the 8th National Congress of the CPC in
September 1956, i.e., half a year after the 20th CPSU Con-
gress: “At its 20th Congress held not long ago, the Commu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union formulated many correct poli-
cies and criticised shortcomings which were found in the
Party. It can be confidently asserted that very great devel-
opment will follow on this in its work.”

In the political report of the CPC Central Committee to
the 8th National Congress of the CPC, which was attended
by Mao Tse-tung, the decisions of the 20th CPSU Congress
were also given a detailed positive assessment. “The 20th
Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, held
last February,” the report said in particular, “was an impor-
tant political event of world significance. It not only drew
up the Sixth Five-Year Plan of gigantic proportions, decided
on many important policies and principles for further devel-
opment of the cause of socialism and repudiated the cult

1 90th Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union. Steno-
graphic Records, Vol. 1, Moscow, 1956, p. 228.
2 The Struggle for Peace, Democracy and Socialism, Moscow, 1963,

p- 21.

3. “Opening Address at the Eighth National Congress of the Com-
munist Party of .China.” In: Eighth National Congress of the Commu-
nist Party of China, Vol. 1, Documents, Peking, 1956, p. 10.
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of the individual which had had grave conse uences insi
the Party. It also advocated furthgt;r promotioqn of pcar;:lfi‘l!
coexistence and international co-operation, making an out-
sgand'gig contribution to the easing of international ten-
sions.

The report on the revision of the Party Constitution deliy-
ered at the 8th Congress of the CPC contained this state-
ment: “Leninism demands of the Party that all important
questions should be decided by an appropriate collective
body, and not by any individual. The 20th Congress of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union has thrown a searching
light on the profound significance of adhering to the prin-
ciple of collective leadership and combatting the cult of the
individual and this illuminating lesson has produced a tre-
mendous effect not only on the Communist Party of the So-

viet Union but also on the Communist parties of all other

countries throughout the world.”?

.A!: one time, Mao Tse-tung made some clearly worded ad-
missions the Maoists deem it wise not to recall today. For

example, in April 1956, he stated that the report on the cult ;

of the individual was very useful, that some of its negative

implications stood no comparison with the benefits derived by ‘

the Communist parties from the discussion of this problem at
the 20th Congress of the CPSU.

The directive article under the heading “Once More on
the Historical Experience of the Dictatorship of the Prole-
tariat” published in Jenmmin jikpao on December 29, 1956
said in particular: “The 20th Congress of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union displayed great determination and
boldness in doing away with the cult of Stalin, in exposing
the gravity of Stalin’s mistakes and in eliminating their after-
effects. The Marxist-Leninists and Communist sympathisers
all over the world support the efforts of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union to correct these mistakes and wish fuil
success to their Soviet comrades.”3

L Eighth National Congress of the Commaunist Party of China, Vol. 1,
Documents, p. 86. A

2 Teng Hsiao-ping, “Report on the Revision of the Constitution of
the Communist Party of China.” In: Eighth National Congress of the
Communist Party of China, Vol. 1, Documents, Peking, 1956, p. 192.

3 Jenmin jihpao, December 29, 1956.
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il the system and
At the same time, umylllmgft(i rzrllﬁ;n;i s thcyprinciplcs
methods involving violations of S(:)gv Aty 2o the CPC from
of collective leadcrshlp,.the an }i-t P peple oo Y o
the very outset took pains to shut o e PP e 20th Con-
i f China from the renovating 1d€as © g 08
B bled on the difficulties )
of the CPSU. They gamble _ i e
tgl::sgntemational communist mtzvgrr_lre‘n;n(g&oi‘:“t‘; i
i ary, etc.) 1 E
the de:vetlioperr:;:fﬂS‘1 énCI_II’ISlr[lf ar¥d portray themselves z;fs gtuif;liy
5 prf sre%rolutionary traditions. They qusued in % e o
i al: to place the CPC in the position of lea SIr' o-tun
?rrxlteeri(;ti(.)nal communist mo;zerﬁent,t to (’l,eplct Mao Tse-tung
o acher of all nations™. I
as(t}li)ec lliigiirrsanr(:vt:aled an extreme nationalistic afpro(ﬁ.lz};
to th ent of Joseph Stalin’s role as well as to
e Haviip dect k as the early period of the
Criee Havmlg <_iec1;1ed asllctfai\rﬂ::erszstung the herald of what
Chinese revolution to make s Wttt to-all
ribed as “Chinese Marxism™ they )
i?::}g’t}]:se tge(sif:nigrate Sogliet e}i(perglgtnhce, CPI};S{J of é(})lgg?efs’fUt }lxrel
particular. Although after the A e g
i rs took a demagogic stance ol de
E;k“tl}%eli?l(izists are kr}llown 1to have made many extremely
ensive comments on his role. Giss s
oﬂﬁns:]‘i'ﬁ be recalled that in Stalin’s 11fet1me“(']dPC leigcll\zras(;
while clamouring about the importance of the “1 e?s outSide
Tse-tung”, did not dare to propagate them ope? y }) e
China, to describe them as having umver_sal' va uf S(:rl' :
world communist movement. The denunciation o d%.ms
mistakes, however, created, in @hcq opinion, the condi 1toni
for extolling Mao Tse-tung, for idolising l:unz,as the “greates
wenius”, “the leader of the world revolution™, ete. 3
° The efforts of the CPSU to strengthen the Leninist prin-
ciples of collective leadership were of major importance tf_l(:r
stimulating the healthful internationalist trend within 1e
CPC, encouraging supporters of this trend to act resolutely
in defence of Marxism-Leninism, socialist theory and prac-
tlc"i"owards 1956, as a result of the strenuous efforts of the
Chinese working people and assistance from the fraternal
countries China had made a veritable breakthrough in the
development of her economy, science and culture, in raising
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the standards of public welfare and building up her defence
potential. Over the years of people’s government, her in-
dustrial output had grown fivefold.

The proclamation of the policy of building socialism stimu-
lated the internationalist trends within the Party and people,
gave encouragement to the loyal Marxist forces within the
CPC. The appreciable achievements in economic and cultural
development, in improving the people’s standards of life, the
growth of China’s international prestige furnished the ground
for confidence that China was on the right track. Taking ad-
vantage of the experience of the fraternal parties, the GPC
was making its contribution to solving the problem of tran-
sition of underdeveloped countries to socialism. This created
favourable prerequisites for convening the next congress of
the CPC. The 8th National Congress held in September 1956
approved the Party’s general line towards building socialism
in close unity with all the countries of the world socialist
system. The 8th National Congress holds a conspicuous place
in the history of the Communist Party of China. It was key-
noted by the consolidation and growth of the loyal Marxist-
Leninist forces within the Party.

The Congress made it incumbent on all Communists to
keep strictly in line with the objective possibilities for econ-
omic development and avoid overstepping the limits in rates
of construction. It drew the conclusion that in the struggle
between socialism and capitalism in China the question “who
beats who” had already been settled. The Congress advanced
the task of raising the people’s material and cultural levels,
ii)nd continued development of democracy in the country and

arty.

In the General Programme included in the new Party Con-
stitution adopted by the 8th National Congress of the CPC
its theoretical principles were clearly defined as follows: “The
Communist Party of China takes Marxism-Leninism as its
guide to action. ... Marxism-Leninism is not a dogma, but
a guide to action. It demands that in striving to build social-
ism and communism we should proceed from reality, apply
the principles of Marxism-Leninism in a flexible and creative
way for the solution of various problems arising out of the
actual struggle, and thus continuously develop the theory of
Marxism-Leninism. Consequently the Party in its activities

e
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i i iversal truth of
inciple of integrating the umi | tr ;
sglote t};i:rrl)il;:ismpwith the actual practice of China’s irrCiZi(;t
| 31;{11:;1;- struggle, and combats all doctrinaire or emp
u b )

de%:l&:lt;(:n:}.le 8th National Congress revise

i inci dopted
s i :cal and theoretical principles a ]
?)i' txlt‘: 71:ﬁrgo;égees(;1.o'%'l}f: dzrclumcnts of the latter said on this

) Chinese revo-

. “Using. Mao Tse-tung’s theory of the Fao K
matter: thuslﬁgory which unites the theories of Marxism Le
lution—the Chinese revolution—as

ini ith the actual practice of the :
Elcusgtlr:ix: in all its work, our Party has formulated a revo

i ici ich full
uonasy programme and, rev QIO B e B
o ik in the transitional period
main tasks of the Party in the trans :
fr;:;: g: proclama}iolr; of the Peqp%_e : :iec]i);l;hct }:)ef SCt}}lxméPt((i
the building of a full-grown socialis , the 8 :
indi letion of the socialist trans

Congress indicated a gradual compl oo S
formation of agriculture, the handicraft industrie s :

ist 1 d trade, and a stcady.mc.lustrla isation o
:ilészohz(::;?r¥0:?mplementing industrialisation and a steady
advance of the national economy, the G_reneral Progrgng_r:
said, the priority development of heavy industry was indi
pet’?;: ﬁain report delivered at the Congress levied crgtgasn;
on digressions from the Party’s general line in the transmona;
period and denounced, along with the Right, the Left
deviation which boiled down to the demand to build social-
ism overnight, as it were, to the refusal to admit that a tran-
sition to socialism should be brought about by a gradual ad-
vance, to disbelief in the po;silbility to attain the goals of the
socialist revolution by peaceful means. 5

The political repozt It).)f the CPC Central Committee to the
Congress indicated that an important role in stimulating the
activity of the mass of the factory and gfﬁt_:e_workers was
played by the steady improvement of their living standards
and pointed out the need for consistent implementation ‘gf
the principle of remuneration according to work, because “it

d the formulation

1 Eighth National Congress of the Communist Party of China, Vol. 1,
Documents, Peking, 1956, p. 137. ;
2 Liu Shao-chi, On the Party, Peking, 1954, p, 2,
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1s wrong to place a one-sided stress on the n
interests and neglect the individual and i
of I‘t‘he W(;rkers and employees”.!

_ Formulating the Party’s foreign policy li

tional angress stated in the Gegnerla)ll Pgoglflrz;ntl};etggz ‘1‘\1}?‘
Communist Party of China advocates a foreign policy directe:lE
to the safeguarding of world peace and the achievement of
peaceful coexistence between countries with different sys-
8}111_13. Lo The Pa.rty cendeavours to develop and strengthen

ina’s friendship with all other countries in the camp of
peace, democracy and socialism headed by the Soviet Ux?ion
to strengthen proletarian internationalism and to learn from
the experiences of the world communist movement, It sup-
ports the struggle of the Communists, progressives and labouI:'-
ing people of the whole world for the progress of mankind
3?(1 nc::uczg_es 1ti_members and the Chinese people in the spiri{

rnationalism, a i ;

o 2s expressed in the slogan “Workers of
_ The Party report said: “Without the great international-
ist solidarity of the proletariat of various countries, without
the support of the world’s revolutionary forces our socialist
cause cannot advance to victory, nor can that victory be con-
solidated even when it is won.”3 The Congress appealed for
an affectionate and modest attitude to any of the fraternal
parties, for a resolute fight against any manifestations of
dangerous great-power chauvinism and bourgeois national-
ism.

Under th.e pressure of circumstances, CPC leaders had to
conceal their true sentiments and views. In his opening ad-
dress to the Congress, Mao Tse-tung emphasised the need
for stepping up work in learning the Marxist-Leninist theory
of socialist construction, warned the Party against conceit and
grged it to study Soviet experience. He stated in particular:

In transforming China from a backward, agricultural coun-
try into an advanced, industrialised one, we are confronted
with many strenuous tasks and our experience is far from

ational, long-term
mmediate interests

i Eighth National Congress of the C ist P i

T Sy Sy 5 o f ommunist Party of China, Vol. 1,
2 Tbid., pp. 140-41.
3 Ibid., p. 110.
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dying. We_ must
te. So we must be good at stu : .

a:ld‘;:a.(zulac‘tarniﬂg from our forerunner, the Soviet Union,
cracies, from the fraternal parties

1d as well as from thf1 pii)}zle(i% th?
ited attitude o
d over. We must never adopt a concel ]
wr(::]:t-nation chauvinism and become arrogant and compla
%cnt because of the victory of the rcivolutlon and some success
i struction of the country.” i
mlt’lh:oc%e-tung also made the following statement: “Inter-
nationally, our victories are due to the support of thescarplz
of peace, democracy and socialism headed by the OVIf
Union and the profound sympathy of peace-loving people

t the world.”? : :
th%lghg}lénerglwf(’)rogramme included in the CPC Constitu-

ion also read: “Democratic centralism demands that every
gg?t; organisation should strictly abide by the prmaptl)gl_of
collective leadership coupled with individual responsi 11}:2
and that every Party member and Party organisation shou
be subject to Party supgrviszon [our italics—Authors.) from
and from below.” :
ab%lce important results of deliberations at the 8th National
Congress were attributable to a number of factors. :
First, by that time appreciable progress had been made in
the building of socialism in China. The fulfilment of the first
five-year plan was nearing completion, the §oc1ahst relations
of production in town and village were being §trengthened.
Chinese Communists were learning it from their own expe-
rience that by following the path of Marxism-Leninism and
taking advantage of the experience in building socialism in
the Soviet Union and other fraternal countries, China could
overcome her centuries-old backwardness and improve radi-
cally the life of the masses. h
Second, China’s successes on the home and international
scene were inseparably linked with the tremendous intérna-
tionalist assistance of the Soviet Union and other socialist

being
be goo
frogx the People’s Demo
in other parts of the wor

1 Mao Tse-tung, “Opening Address at the Eighth National Congress of
the Communist Party of China.” In Eighth National Congress of the Com-
mur;islt Party of China, Vol. 1, Documents, Peking, 1956, p. 10.

bid., p. 8.

3 Eightk National Congress of the Communist Party of China, Vol. 1,

Documents, Peking, 1956, p. 142.
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countries, Thus, internationalism in action demonstrated to
the Chinese working people that without the great interna-
tional solidarity of the proletariat of all countries and without
support from the international revolutionary forces the vic-
tory of socialism in China was impossible.

Third, under the influence of the CPSU, other Marxist-
Leninist parties, the 8th National Congress of the Commu-
nist Party of China called attention to the major importance
of adhering consistently to the principle of collective leader-
ship and of opposing the cult of the individual, revised in the
Party Constitution the formulation of the Party’s ideological
and theoretical principles and emphasised that the Commu-
nist Party of China was guided in its activities by Marxism-
Leninism.

These decisions, however, sharply contradicted Mao Tse-
tung’s political concepts and posed a real danger to his autoc-
racy. Seeking to prevent the further development of events
in this direction, to regain the initiative, Mao and his follow-
ing in later years turned to their advantage the atmosphere of
national revival that prevailed in the country, the Chinese
people’s natural desire to advance their country as early as
possible to the level of highly-developed socialist states.

The implementation of the resolutions of the 8th National
Congress imperatively demanded the elimination of shortcom-
ings in Party and government affairs and in ideological work
which had been in evidence during previous years. These
decisions barred the way to voluntaristic, petty bourgeois
trends in the building of socialism, to adventurist foreign pol-
icy decisions.

The new stage in building socialism faced CPC leaders
with immediate tasks whose fulfilment was complicated by
the different views representatives of different trends within
the CPC took of the fundamental decisions of this Congress.

The very first steps to carry into effect the decisions of the
8th National Congress indicated that there was an influen-
tial group within the Peking leadership whose approach to
their fulfilment was declarative and shallow, to say the least.
Attempts were in evidence to carry forward voluntaristic
conceptions of the type “let 100 flowers bloom, let 100 schools
compete”, the “struggle against the Right”, which for all their
attractiveness and justifiableness were called upon to revive
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3. SINO-SOVIET POLITICAL CO-OPERATION
IN 1956-1957

i i ion i field of for-
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pa’li!ﬂmleel:ltgegi agf the CPC and the PRC correctly assessed
the developments in Hungary in 1956. The joint S}no-S?vxlc‘zt
statement of January 18, 1957 signed on the occasion o the
visit to the Soviet Union of a PRC government delegation
led by Chou En-lai said in particular: The a.rmed.re})elh'on
in Hungary was provoked by the aggressive imperialist cir-
cles and Hungarian counter-revolutionary elements who took
advantage of the discontent of the Hungarian working people
and youth with the mistakes of the former leadership. They
attempted to destroy the socialist system in Hungary, to re-
store the fascist dictatorship and thereby to create a hotbed
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of war in Europe; by their plot in Hungary they attempted
to make a breach in the alliance of the socialist countries in
order to attain their goal of disuniting and crushing them
one by one.

“The quick defeat of the counter-revolutionary forces by
the Hungarian people led by the Hungarian Socialist
Workers” Party and the Workers’ and Peasants’ Revolution-
ary Government and assisted by the Soviet Union is a major
victory for the cause of peace and socialism.

“By helping the Hungarian people to suppress the counter-
revolutionary rebellion, the Soviet Union fulfilled its jn-
ternationalist duty to the working people of Hungary and
other socialist countries, which is in the supreme interests of
peace throughout the world.”t :

On November 2, 1956, the Chinese Government published
a statement concerning the Soviet Government’s Declara-
tion of October 80, 1956 on the principles of development
and further strengthening of friendship and co-operation
between the Soviet Union and other socialist states. The
statement said in particular: “The Government of the People’s
Republic of China believes that this Declaration of the éov-
ernment of the Soviet Union is correct.”2 In 1956-1957, there
was an enlivening of Sino-Soviet inter-governmental con-
tacts.

In November-December 1956, the Soviet Union was visit-
ed by a delegation of the National People’s Congress led by
the Vice-Chairman of its Standing Committee, Peng Chen,

In January 1957, a Chinese government delegation led by
the Premier of the State Council and Minister of Foreign
Affairs, Chou En-lai, paid a friendly visit to the Soviet Union.
The Soviet and Chinese government delegations had an ex-
change of views on major international issues, in particular
those involved in the Anglo-Franco-Israeli aggression against
Egypt and the counter-revolutionary uprising in Hungary, as
well as on problems involved in the continued friendly co-
operation between China and the socialist countries.

In April-May 1957, the Chairman of the Presidium of the
USSR Supreme Soviet, K. E. Voroshilov, went on an official

! Izvestia, January 19, 1957.
2 Pravda, November 2, 1956.
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The tasks formulated by the Society were as follows: pro-
motion of the fraternal friendship and co-operation betweeﬁ
the two great nations; expansion of cultural exchanges, as we
as an all-round exchange of experience in cultural develop-

1 Jzvestia, April 16, 1957.
2 Tbid., May 4, 1957.
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ment with the People’s Republic of China; wider information
of the Soviet public about the Chinese people’s life and ex-
perience in building socialism; assistance in comprehensive
information of the Chinese people about the Soviet people’s
life and work.

In November 1957, the Soviet people solemnly celebrat-
ed the 40th anniversary of the Great October Socialist
Revolution. A party and government delegation of the PRC
led by Mao Tse-tung arrived in Moscow to attend the festivi-
ties. Addressing the jubilee session of the USSR Supreme
Soviet held on the occasion, Mao Tse-tung noted that since
the dawn of history relations between any states had never
been like those that had developed between the socialist
countries, when their peoples shared their joys and sorrows,
had feelings of mutual respect and trust, helped and inspired
each other. “We have a common destiny and breathe at one
with the Soviet Union and the entire socialist camp,” Mao
Tse-tung said.

This was a hypocritical statement, because Mao Tse-tung
was already at that time seeking to impose his platform on
the socialist countries.

The gradual reversal of the decisions of the 8th National
Congress of the Communist Party of China was continued
by a definite group within the CPC leadership. A nation-
alistic, anti-Soviet line was being reanimated. For this,
various forms and methods were used and campaigns were
carried out to undermine the positions of Marxism-Leninism
in China. The developments in 1957 were indicative in this
respect.

At that time, Rightist elements in the Party became active
on a wide scale. As it has been made clear today by the
“cultural revolution”, the nationalistic part of the CPC lead-
ership chose a very peculiar tactics of struggle against
them. For a long time, CPC leaders refrained from exposing
slanderous statements of Rightist elements. From the begin-
ning of May till the middle of June 1957, the Rightists were
actually given the floor for broad propaganda of their views
in the press, at public meetings, in broadcasts, etc. What is
more, CPC leaders in effect encouraged the Rightists to
action, in particular by the slogan “let 100 flowers bloom,
let 100 schools compete”.
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ries. The CPC leadership, however, c9ntmued quite de 1ﬁcr;
ately to pursue its “wait-and-see” policy and made no eftor
to oppose anti-Soviet fabrications of the Rightists. :

With the connivance of Chinese authorities Rightist ele-
ments attempted to pass from words to violent actions. In
February 1957 in Sian a mob of over 100 people carrying
anti-Soviet posters broke into the courtyard of a hotel where
Soviet specialists lived. In May 1957, anti-Soviet elements
planned a provocation in Kwangchou timed for the visit
there by the Chairman of the Presidium of the USSR
Supreme Soviet, Kliment Vorosl.lilov..

The Rightists spewed out anti-Soviet slander on the pages
of newspapers, issued in large impressions pamphlets inters-
persed with foul anti-Soviet abuse. CPC leaders criticised
such statements, it is true, but in very general words, w1th.out
disproving them with adequate factual material. The territo-
rial claims to the Soviet Union advanced by the Rightists
were not disavowed at all. e

This position becomes perfectly clear if one bears in mind
that the nationalists in the CPC reiterate in effect the very
same calumniatory anti-Soviet fabrications the Rightists
spread in 1957. Characteristically, a large proportion of the
Rightist authors of anti-Soviet statements was reinstated in
later years.

Rightist statements published in pamphlet form were
recommended for political instruction. All this indicates that
in 1957 the nationalists made the most of the anti-socialist
and anti-Soviet statements of bourgeois elements to spread
anti-Soviet slander within broad sections of the Chinese
61882
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people, thereby initiating efforts to undermine Sino-Soviet
relations. In doing so, the group led by Mao Tse-tung sought
to conceal their involvement.

In that period, the struggle within the CPC leadership
itself over the issue of relations with the Soviet Union again
came into the open. The positions of the internationalist and
realistic-minded forces within the CPC were still so strong
and the need for co-operation with the Soviet Union so great
that the CPC leadership was compelled to manoeuvre, The
denunciation of the Rightists also reflected the struggle be-
tween the two lines within the CPC leadership itself.

In his report to the 4th session of the National People’s
Congress, Chou En-lai stated: “Some object to the study of
the Soviet Union’s experience and even believe that the
shortcomings and mistakes in the cause of construction in
our country are also the result of learning from the Soviet
Union. These are extremely harmful views.... If one need
not study Soviet experience in building socialism, should one
study US experience in building capitalism, or what? Indeed,
it is precisely because we have made a serious study of the
Soviet Union’s advanced experience that we have passed far
fewer meandering ways in the cause of construction and
achieved tremendous successes.”’!

In an article entitled “On Bourgeois Nationalism Exem-
plified by Criminal Anti-Soviet Actions of Rightist Ele-
ments”, the Secretary General of the Sino-Soviet Friendship
Society, Tsien Chun-jui, pointed out that for the Rightists
the key factors in attaining their goal (restoration of capi-
talism in China.—Authors.) were the struggle against the
Communist Party at home and opposition to the Soviet Union
abroad. “Socialism can be stable and dreams of the restora-
tion of reactionary rule frustrated,” he said, “only if there
is a Communist party and friendly relations with the Soviet
Union.”? In the years of the “cultural revolution” such state-
ments were condemned as counter-revolutionary and their
authors subjected to corporal and moral punishment.

Against the background of the “cultural revolution” in
China it became strikingly clear that the campaign under

! Druzhba (Friendship), June 28, 1957.
2 Hsuenhsi, 1957, No. 16.
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res:f'{xte Maoists’ politigcal hypocrisy, their attempts to un((lier-
mine in an underhand way the prestige of the CPSU an lt10
repare the ground for open attacks on the CPSU and the
goviet Union were revealed in full at the Moscow Meeting
of Communist and Workers’ Parties in 1957. : :

The CPC delegation led by Mao Tse-tung did not stint
flattering words and oaths of allegiance to the Soviet Union.
This was part of the Maoists’ plan to continue soliciting
greater economic and military aid from the Soviet
Union. t

At the same time, there was at the Meeting what may be
described as a “second stage” on which CPC leaders were
active, preparing ideological positions for their later ,attacks
against Marxism and for its replacement with Mao’s self-
styled views. 5 3

Significantly, the CPC delegation to the Meeting did not
declare its views for all to hear but set them forth in its semi-
official Theses of Views on the Problem of Peaceful Transi-
tion, which were unofficially handed in after the closure of
the Meeting to a Soviet functionary attached to the delega-
tion. There is not a grain of truth in the statement of Jenmin
jikpao to the effect that at the Meeting of Communist and
Workers’ Parties in 1957 the CPC delegation had a heated
debate with the CPSU over the issue of transition from cap-
italism to socialism,! that the Soviet draft of the Declaration
contained no mention of the possibility to implement the
revolution by other than peaceful means.

L Jenmin jikpao, March 31, 1964.
6'
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The special stand taken by the CPC leadership at the
Moscow Meeting was also expressed in Mao Tse-tung’s atti-
tude to war. He stated literally as follows: “Is it possible to
predict the number of human casualties in a future war?
Possibly one-third of the world’s population of 2,700 million,
i.e., only 900 million people will die. I believe this is a small
figure in case atom bombs are really dropped. This is, of
course, very frightening. But one half would not be so bad
ecither. Why? Because it is not we who desire war,
it is they who want to impose it upon us. If there is war,
atomic and hydrogen weapons will be used. I personally
believe that the world will experience sufferings in which
more than half of mankind or even more will perish. I had
an argument over this question with Nehru. He is even more
pessimistic on this score than I. I told him that if half of
mankind were destroyed, the other half would survive, and,
moreover, imperialism would be fully liquidated and social-
ism would triumph throughout the world, and in half-a-cen-
tury or a full century the population would again grow, per-
haps by over a half.”!

At that time, one had the impression that in taking this
stand Chinese leaders were acting in good faith, misguided
by their misunderstanding of the actual prospects of modern
world development and motivated by a desire to bring
nearer, if only by extreme means, the triumph of socialism
on a worldwide scale. Later developments demonstrated,
however, that the ultra-revolutionary conceptions of CPC
leaders, which expressed their nihilistic attitude to the strug-
gle for peace, were in effect a mere camouflage for their true
intentions—to provoke a military conflict between the Soviet
Union and the United States so as to attain their great-
power, nationalistic objectives.

At the Moscow Meeting of 1957, the CPSU delegation
objected to including the formulation “the socialist camp led
by the Soviet Union” in the text of the Declaration. How-
ever, it was none other than the CPC delegation that stub-
bornly insisted on its acceptance. And this despite the fact
that Chinese leaders already believed, as they allege today,
that the CPSU was pursuing a revisionist policy. The meaning

! Pravda, September 22, 1963.
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4. SINO-SOVIET ECONOMIC, SCIENTIFIC
AND TECHNICAL CO-OPERATION
IN THE CLOSING YEARS OF THE FIRST FIVE-YEAR PLAN

The Soviet Union, as before, sincerely sought to help the
Chinese people in building socialism during the five-year
plan period despite some alarming facts of unfriendliness
towards the CPSU shown by a section of the CPC leadership.
The Communist Party of the Soviet Union was aware of the
fact that assistance in building up the foundations of social-
ism in the PRC was above all help to the Chinese people
rather than to the leading group in the CPC which was
steadily undermining the fraternal union between the two
‘states.

In 1956-1957, Soviet assistance to China increased. In
April 1956 she was visited by a Soviet Government delega-
tion led by Anastas Mikoyan. The delegation continued the
talks with the Chinese Government started in Moscow on the
further development of Sino-Soviet economic co-operation.
On April 7, 1956, important documents were signed at the
end of the talks: an agreement on Soviet assistance to China
in developing several industries, which provided for the
construction of 55 new industrial projects in addition to the
156 projects being built under earlier agreements. These
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55 projects included metallurgical, engineering and chem-
ical plants, man-made fibres and plastics factories, electrical
and radio engineering industry enterprises, a synthetic liquid
fuel plant, electric power stations, as well as research institu-
tions of the aircraft industry. The total cost of equipment,
design operations and other Soviet technical aid in the con-
struction of these enterprises was to run into 2,500 million
rubles (on the old price scale). The agreement also envis-
aged increased Soviet aid to China in geological surveys.

This was another illustration of the Soviet Union’s honest,
internationalist attitude to the Chinese people: indeed, the
above listed projects were vitally important for China’s
economy.

A Sino-Soviet communique was also signed on the con-
struction and operation of a through railway line from Lan-
chow via Urumchi to the Aktogay station in Soviet territory.

Meanwhile the Soviet Union continued to give China large
aid in strengthening her defence capability. In fact, until
the time the CPC leadership reversed its policy of co-opera-
tion with the Soviet Union China’s defence potential had
been increasing mainly due to Soviet assistance. Thousands
of Soviet advisers shared Soviet military experience with
China, all her munitions factories were built with Soviet
assistance, while the Chinese army was armed with Soviet
military equipment.

On July 25, 1956, a Sino-Soviet protocol on additional
goods deliveries in 1956 was signed in Peking. The Soviet
Union undertook to supply to China machine-tools, hoisting
cranes, compressors, pumps, diesel engines, generating sets,
motor vehicles, farm machines, tools and other goods. China
was to supply to the Soviet Union sulphur, mercury, caustic
soda, soda ash, rice, tea, woollens, etc.

On August 18, 1956, the Soviet Union and China signed
in Peking an agreement on joint exploration and research
in the Amur river basin to reveal its natural resources, the
prospects for developing its productive forces, and on carry-
ing out survey and design operations so as to compile a plan
of comprehensive uses of the waters of the river Argun and
the upper reaches of the Amur.

In 1956-1960, it was planned to carry out joint explora-
tion of the natural conditions in the Amur river basin, geo-
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In 1956, a number of other agreements were concluded
between the Soviet Union and China. Among them were: i

1) the June 15 agreement on co-operation between the
Soviet Union, the Democratic Republic of Vletpam, the
People’s Republic of China and the Korean People’s Demo-
cratic Republic for fishing surveys, oceal-nologxcal and
Jimnological explorations in the Western Pacific (on Decem-
ber 15, 1958 it was joined by Mongoha): The agreement was
signed for a term of 10 years. It provided for coo'rdmated
research in an important fishing area of the Pacific. The
pooling of efforts by the socialist countries en.abled more
complete data to be obtained on the raw materials and sea
food reserves of this area;! _

9) the July 3 government agreement between the Soviet
Union, the PRC and the Korean People’s Democratic Re-
public on co-operation in saving human lives and rescuing
ships and aircraft in distress at sea;2 _

3) the protocol of March 30 on the free handover to China
of the property of the Russian church mission, church and
monastery buildings, real estate in various towns and regions
of China, a printshop, a dairy farm in Peking, etc.

On March 13, 1957, the Soviet Union handed over to the
Chinese Government free of charge the Soviet Red Cross
hospital in Peking, which had been set up in June 1952 and

1 On May 21, 1965, China’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs in a note
to the Soviet Embassy in Peking stated: “The Government of China be-

lieves it unnecessary to prolong the term of this agreement, and it will
become ineffective as of June 12, 1966.”

2 In 1966, this agreement was also unilaterally denounced by Chinese
authorities,
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provided medical aid to 500,000 outpatients and over
9,300 inpatients. More than 800 highly qualified Chinese
doctors had been trained and over 800 research papers on
medicine had been prepared at the hospital under the direc-
tion and with the aid of Soviet specialists. A total of 17,000
medical workers from all regions of China had visited the
hospital and studied its work. j

The sixth session of the Sino-Soviet commission on scientific
and technical co-operation held in Peking in July 1957 was
of major importance for developing relations of mutual assis-
tance between the Soviet Union and China.

The session decided to further encourage direct contacts
between related government departments, ministries, research
and design centres of the Soviet Union and China, and to
convene in 1957 scientific and technical conferences on the
key problems facing industry and agriculture.

The Soviet Union undertook to hand over to China free of
charge design documents and process charts for the construc-
tion of hydroelectric power stations and building materials
factories, the manufacture of equipment for power stations
and metallurgical production, as well as machine-tools and
mechanisms for the light industry; process charts for the
manufacture of steel, and goods in the rubber, tyres, and
pulp-and-paper industries, as well as dyestuffs and medicines;
seed and seedlings of agricultural crops, as well as various
reference material and information.

The Soviet Union expressed its willingness to receive
Chinese specialists and acquaint them with the processes of
manufacturing electrical equipment, measuring instruments,
hydropower units, and research in the production of some
important chemicals.

In exchange, China was to hand over to the Soviet Union
free of charge process charts for manufacturing some non-
ferrous metals and processing raw materials for their pro-
duction, for the use of natural stone as refractory material,
blueprints of some types of equipment used in manufacturing
refractories and at coal-agglomeration factories, of grain-
processing and tea-sorting machines, descriptions of processes
of hydraulic gobbing in coal mines, etc.

On December 11, 1957, an agreement was signed in Mos-
cow, on scientific co-operation between the Academies of
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an’(}}?éi ]s(t)ll;:ll; imd use of Soviet know-how contributed greatly
to China’s successes in building socialism. The appeal “Learn
from the Soviet Union” was by no means an empty slogan in
those years. The Central Committee of the Communist Party
of China, often acting against the will of the nationalistic
section of its leadership, supported the line towards studying
the experience of the first socialist country. As a result, the
Chinese people scored important successes m_bulldmg up
the foundations of socialism, in tramning Chinese person-
nel. During the “cultural revolution” this line was quali-
fied as one of the “crimes” of Liu Shao-chi and his suppor-
ters. :
In 1956-1957, however, the importance of Soviet experi-
ence was admitted, if only hypocritically, also by Mao Tse-
tung, as well as by other Chinese leaders. In his speech
“On the Correct Handling of Contradiction Among the Peo-
ple” at an enlarged session of the Supreme State 'Councﬂ on
February 27, 1957, Mao Tse-tung declared: “It is perfectly
true that we should learn from the good experience of all
countries, socialist or capitalist, but the main thing is still to
learn from the Soviet Union.”?

In his speech at the jubilee session of the USSR Supreme
Soviet dedicated to the 40th anniversary of the October Rev-
olution, Mao Tse-tung declared: “It is perfectly clear that if
after the October Revolution proletarian revolutionaries of
different countries ignore or fail to make a serious study of the
experience of the Russian revolution, the dictatorship of the
proletariat and the building of socialism in the Soviet Union,
and, also, if they fail to analyse and apply this experience
in creative spirit in compliance with the specific conditions
of their countries, they will be unable to assimilate Leninism,
which is a new stage in the development of Marxism, to solve

1 Supplement to People’s China, Peking, No. 18, July 1, 1957,
pp. 26-27. :
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correctly the problems of revolution and construction in their
countries. In such an event they will either lapse into dog-
matic errors or into revisionist errors.”’!

‘Mao Tse-tung said further in this speech: “The Commu-
nist Party of the Soviet Union applying creatively Marxist-
Leninist theory to the solution of practical problems has
secured for the Soviet people continuous victories in building
a new life.

“The programme of struggle for building communism
in the USSR advanced by the 20th CPSU Congress
is an outstanding example. There is not the slightest doubt
that the continued consolidation and development in various
fields of life in the Soviet Union will be facilitated by the
wise steps the CPSU Central Committee has taken to over-
come the cult of the individual, to advance agriculture, to
reorganise the management of industry and construction, to
widen the rights of the Union republics and local bodies, to
defeat the anti-Party group and strengthen the unity of the
Party ranks, to improve Party political work in the Soviet
Army, Navy and Air Force, and so on.

“The peoples of all the countries of the world see their
future in the successes of Soviet people more and more
clearly with every passing day.””2

On November 6, 1957, at the public meeting in Peking
on the occasion of the 40th anniversary of the October Revo-
lution, Liu Shao-chi declared on behalf of the CPC: “The
Soviet people today are marching ahead along the path of
building communism. The mighty Soviet Union has become
the strongest bulwark of universal peace.” “Over the past
forty years,” Liu Shao-chi went on, “the Soviet Union has
accumulated rich experience in revolution and construction.
Until today no socialist country has yet gained such rela-
tively comprehensive experience as is possessed by the Soviet
Union. This experience is a precious asset, is a contribution
of the Soviet people to the treasure store of all mankind. Not
to cherish this asset is impermissible; it would be against the

interests of our people, the cause of socialist revolution and
socialist construction.”

i Druzhba (Friendship), 1957, No. 8, p. 3.
2 Ibid., p. 8.
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The report “On thle IF:irst Flvs:l{;a:hfl\a’?ccf%; erln)ice:elggd
ment of the Nationa =0 By Li Fu-chun, contained
Memb?rlosfez]:i%r? Ie)r(lztiﬁgliltl“c%hg li;ex;l;’rtancc of Aid from the
8 R i Seonle’s Democracies for Construction
Soviet Union an‘c’l thse Feoples L ERD ion in particular:
!‘r} Qur (r:r?x;llgflr};(r;ogle‘:izse iﬁla(?‘. :ﬁettisg}fe:;;:s of irglplement—
ng the firt fve-year csnonic developmert P 5

irectly attributable to t !
%)rlllﬁ)t;y a:;rg (zllll;cc P);ople’s Democracies, especially Sovgct
aid. .. . It is obvious that the assistance given us by the S(;]Yl@}:
Union contributes tremendously to the immense scope, 1gu
rates and high techno}ogicalklevel of our construction as we

voidance of mistakes.” B o
asftxo s(())ll])l;raassessment of China’s socio-economic situation ;nd
keen attention to Soviet experience hglp_ed many lea 1?1g
cadres of the CPC to work out a realistic approach toh.t e
conditions and key factors of socialist construction in China
and an understanding of the immediate and long-term pros-
f her development. S

Peﬁf zontrast to N})ao Tse-tung’s later theory that % agrlcul—
ture is the basis for the entire national economy”, it was
repeatedly affirmed in China in that'peno.d that nationwide
industrialisation was the key factor in building up the ma-
terial and technological basis for socialism. In his work 02
the Correct Handling of Contradiction Among the People
published shortly after the 8th National Congress of the CPC,
Mao Tse-tung declared: “Heavy industry is the core ?’f
China’s economic construction. This must be affirmed.”
Ideas of industrialisation permeated all concrete economic
activities of the CPC in the early years after the victory of
the revolution. Referring to the tasks of the transitional
period between capitalism and socialism in the report on
China’s first five-year plan, Vice-Premier Li Fu-chun said:
“Socialist industrialisation is the central task of our country
during the transition period, and the main link in socialist
industrialisation is to give priority to the development of
heavy industry. ... Thus we can see that the policy of giving
priority to the development of heavy industry is the only

! Supplement to People’s China, Peking, No. 13, July 1, 1957, p. 26.
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correct policy to make our country strong and prosperous
and to create happiness for our people. .. ."!

Answering those who believed that in China’s specific con-
ditions there was no need to be in a hurry to industrialise,
Ii Fu-chun stressed, ‘“We believe such views to be
wrong."?

In contrast to the Leftist, adventuristic aberrations of the
“Big Leap”, some Chinese leaders had a sober approach to
setting the rates of socialist construction in China. In the
same report, Li Fu-chun stated: “In building socialism we
must take practical steps based on existing realities in our
country so as gradually to achieve socialist industrialisation
and socialist transformation. In industrial construction it is
necessary to proceed according to the availability of funds
and technical forces and keep to the policy of concentrating
our main efforts on priority projects.... Co-operation in
agriculture and handicrafts is also no light task to be done
in a short time. This is a major achievement which entails
revolutionising the mode of production and mode of life of
hundreds of millions of peasants and tens of millions of handi-
craftsmen. For the labouring peasants and handicraftsmen
to give up finally the way of the individual small producer
and step out on to the new highroad of socialist development
calls for a step-by-step process, a fairly long period of hard
work 3and certain necessary transitional forms of organisa-
tion.”

Characteristically, in passing on to China their rich experi-
ence, the Soviet people not only selflessly shared their
advanced know-how with the fraternal Chinese people but
also warned the young republic and its cadres against
miscalculations and errors, which had occasionally been
made in the first socialist country. This was truly fraternal,
internationalist aid which gave China concrete material
benefits, enhanced her prestige and evoked among her work-
ing people sentiments of profound gratitude to and affection
for the Soviet Union.

1 Li Fu-chun, “Report on the First Five-Year Plan for Development
of the National Economy”. In Supplement to People’s China, Peking,
August 16, 1955, pp. 6-7.

2 Tbid.

3 Ibid., pp. 8-9.
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i i ears, however, alarming instances of
ChIi:r\l,:;:: ilr:lccttl(?;s)z:'a};iveness in practical interstate relations
already in evidence. .
chr: ?he cozrsc of implementing the programme of Sl_no—'
Soviet cultural exchanges in 1956, Chinese orgam??tlpns
refused to exchange ideological workers: without offering
any excuses, they refused to send to the Soviet Union :;
delegation of art and museum workers for the purpose o

nging experience. : ‘
ng}il:cegthgé eer of 1956 secondary and higher schools in
China began digressing more and more from Soviet curricula,
textbooks, etc., they had broadly used before. '

Much fewer articles about the Soviet Union were printed
in the Chinese press. In 1955 Jenmin jihpao, organ of the
CPC Central Committee, published 173 sugh articles, in
1956, only 98. The publication and circulation of Soviet
literature in China also began to be curtailed.

In 1957, the CPC Central Committee decided to 'closc
down the Russian-language newspaper Druzhba (Friend-
ship), organ of the Sino-Soviet Friendship Society, which was
published in 70,000 copies, of which 60,000 were circulated
in the Soviet Union, about 9,000 in China and slightly over
1,000 in other socialist countries.

5 P =
¥ % %

Despite the nationalistic activities of the Mao Tse-tung
group, what was of decisive importance in 1956-1957 was
the fact that by that time the Chinese people had already
seen with their own eyes the advantages of socialism, appre-
ciated the role of international solidarity, and the Soviet
people’s disinterested aid. It was precisely in that period that
China made a veritable breakthrough in her economic and
scientific development, in raising the people’s standards of
living on the Leninist principles of socialist economic man-
agement and with internationalist assistance from the fratern-
al countries. In the meantime, the struggle within the CPC
between the two lines—nationalistic and internationalist—
tended to intensify, which had a bearing on Sino-Soviet
relations.



CHAPTER IV

NATIONALISTIC, ANTI-SOVIET TENDENCIES
IN THE POLICY OF THE CPC LEADERSHIP
AND THEIR SOURCES

Analysis of Sino-Soviet relations in 1945-1957 shows that
they developed steadily towards greater friendship and co-
operation between the two countries and their ruling parties.

In the foregoing chapters, the authors described the de-
velopment of all-round economic, political, diplomatic, cul-
tural and military co-operation between China and the
Soviet Union, and showed the crucial importance of the
Soviet Union’s fraternal internationalist aid at all the stages
of the revolution and socialist construction in China.

In the late fifties, however, great-power chauvinistic
forces came on China’s political scene, and began playing
an increasingly notable role in shaping her home and foreign
policies. In time, they seized the key positions in the Party
and government and suppressed the internationalist tenden-
cies within the CPC. The question is how could it happen
that in the past few years a group of Chinese leaders, while
professing its loyalty to the communist cause, has put in
jeopardy the country’s socialist achievements and gone to
the length of announcing openly an ideological and political
struggle against the Communist parties and the socialist
states, of severing relations with the international proletar-
iat? How could it happen that the nationalistic, anti-Marx-
ist tendencies have prevailed among the Chinese leaders and
now determine the political situation in China? Indeed, it is
well known that the Communist Party of China has a spec-
tacular revolutionary record; it led the heroic revolution of
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the great Chinese nation which trq;/crse'd the long and diffi-

1t path of a bloody struggle for liberation. =
cuItf\)f/lould be 1)c1‘ti¥10nt, therefore, to dwell on the objective
and subjective factors which explain this intricate historical
zigzag in the policy of CPC leaders.

1. THE SOCIO-HISTORICAL ROOTS
OF THE PETTY BOURGEOIS NATIONALISTIC VIEWS
OF CPC LEADERS

The Communist Party of China, the views of Cl']i.nesc
Communists formed under extremely complicated conditions.
The CPC emerged in a semi-colonial, semi-feudal country
extremely backward economically, socially, politically and
culturally. :

Although the development of the capitalist mode of pro-
duction and commodity-money relations, which had been in
progress since the late 19th century, speeded up the disinte-
gration of feudalism, agriculture, which was plagued by
numerous survivals of feudalism, still remained the leading
branch of the Chinese economy. In 1949, Chinese industry
accounted for only 17 per cent to the gross national product,
the rest being supplied by agriculture (almost 70 per cent),
manufactories and handicraft industries.

China’s backward economy was coupled with her undevel-
oped social structure. In 1949, there were only 2.5-3 million
industrial workers in China. Among urban residents petty
bourgeois elements prevailed. The peasants accounted for
at least 90 per cent of China’s population of 475 million. The
bourgeoisie as a class was weak and split into two groups—
the comprador, mostly big bourgeoisie which had emerged
in the process of collaboration with foreign imperialists, and
the national bourgeoisie which consisted mainly of the middle
sections of the bourgeoisie and the most weli-to-do stratum
of the petty bourgeoisie.

The ideological life of Chinese society was pervaded by
various trends of a patriarchal and feudal character, ele-
ments of petty bourgeois and bourgeois ideology, anarchism
and Utopian socialism and, finally, religious beliefs (Bud-
dhlpm, Confuglanism), etc. Warlike Great Han nationalism
which the ruling classes of feudal China had been implant-
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ing for centuries had struck deep roots in China. The long
existence of feudalism in China, which had been isolated
from the rest of the world for centuries and had a relatively
advanced national culture as compared with that of the neigh-
bouring peoples, often in vassalage to China, generated
among her people the habit of regarding their own country,
her institutions and culture as something unique and of
“divine” origin. In antiquity and the Middle Ages, China
held a leading position in East Asia. Her large population,
relatively high level of cvilisation, isolation from other coun-
tries tended to create the illusion of her being the hub of the
universe. The ruling elite inculcated such views in the minds
of the Chinese for centuries. The striking contrast between
these views and the actual situation of China which had been
turned into a semi-colony in the later period lent extreme
keenness to national feeling and generated a striving to
revive her bygone grandeur at all costs.

In China archaic political ideology has always been ex-
tremely viable. In the minds of both the ruling circles and
the educated strata of Chinesg society Sinocentrism became
the supreme criterion of all values.

Even most members of the progressive revolutionary intel-
ligentsia, to which many of the present Chinese leaders
belonged, viewed Marxism and any other foreign progressive
revolutionary theory through the prism of traditional Chinese
ideology, above all, Confucianism and legism.

The victory of the Great October Socialist Revolution in
Russia which ushered in the epoch_of revolutionary transi-
tion from capitalism to socialism on a worldwide scale pro-
duced a tremendous impact on China. It showed the Chinese
people the way to liberation, contributed to the spread of
Marxism-Leninism, the ideas of scientific socialism in China.
With all-round assistance from the Comintern, Marxist
circles and later communist groups sprang up in China, on
the basis of which the Communist Party of China was
founded in 1921.

The transition from circles to the formation of a party was
relatively quick. This was facilitated by the activities of
various revolutionary democratic organisations, within which
the Marxist groups had emerged. These groups included Com-
munists followed by anarchists, peasant socialists, etc. It
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 deological vacil-
is motley assemblage that later lcd to 1deo gice :
mztlfog;l withinyindividual groups of '(,hmcse ICY'()!Utllo??::lcgé

The specific $0C10-€conomic situation and pI(\)/[ 1t1c§1t tlh s
Chinese society influenced the development of a}x;; o (3/
in China, the political views of certain 1ea.ders of the mcnt’
and caused great difficulties for the revolutionary move : ité
These difficulties were Jargely due to the weakrllcess o1 e
working-class section. The young Chinese WO kmg c a\1
which had no record of a long class struggle was like zé ﬁ'ma’
island in the vast ocean of petty bourgeois a.narchy. 1 ina’s
working-class movement was in fact making 1ts first fa te:rx.ngl
steps and lacked the necessary experience. For their so_cml
origin the majority of Chinese _Commumgts_ were tyﬁlcatl
petty bourgeois revolutionaries with all their inherent s oa -
comings and vacillations. In Octpber 1923, _Vontmsky, who
represented the Comintern in Cl}ma at the time, wrote that
in the situation prevailing in China the working-class move-
ment was far from being a factor greater enough to lead the
entire national movement against imperialism.

Another source of difficulties was the fact that before
1917 Marxism had not been known in China. This hnpdered
the formation of a truly revolutionary vanguard in the
country. The Chinese revolutionary democrats and many
Communists, particularly among the intellectuals, believed
that the central task was the national rather than social
liberation of China. Therefore, the ideas of nationalism
prevailed in their minds, pushing the ideas of class struggle
to the background. As Mao Tse-tung himself wrote, they
saw in the Marxist-Leninist teaching and the October Revo-
lution primarily the key to the “national revival” and “salva-
tion” of China.

The weakness of the proletariat, combination of the tasks
of the socialist, anti-feudal and anti-imperialist revolutions
in a common revolutionary torrent, the complicated ideolog-
jcal situation—all influenced the development of Marxist
thought in China and the political views of certain Com-
munist Party leaders. The Communist Party of China and its
leadership often admitted to their ranks persons who called
themselves Marxists and proletarian internationalists and
were really prepared to fight selflessly for the liberation of
their country but were, in effect, very distantly related to
71882
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Marxism and the working-class movement. This accounts for
the fact that CPC leaders who followed in the main the
right, internationalist road and fought heroically for the
working-class cause, were liable to slip and err.

The plenary meeting of the CPC Central Committee held
in November 1927 stated in its resolution: “One of the main
organisational shortcomings of the CPC, which has great
political implications, is the fact that almost the whole
leading body of our Party activists consists not of workers,
not even of poorer peasants but of petty bourgeois intellec-
tuals. The CPC emerged as a political movement and as a
party when the Chinese proletariat had not yet developed
into a class and the class movement of the workers and peas-
ants was still in embryo. The upsurge in China of the
national liberation movement in which a tremendous role
was played originally by the bourgeoisie, particularly the
petty bourgeois intelligentsia, started long before the growth
of the class awareness and class struggle of the exploited
masses. In that period, the most radical elements of the
petty bourgeoisie joined the Party, which was the extreme
left wing of the national liberation movement. It was these
elements that made up the core of the Communist Party of
China. The mass inflow of workers and poorer peasants into
the Party began relatively late as the revolutionary class
movement of the working people progressed. For this reason,
the leading role in the CPC remained in the hands of persons
with a petty bourgeois family background. Stirred by the
wave of revolutionary upsurge and enthusiasm of the initial
period, lacking adequate theoretical knowledge of Marxism-
Leninism, the experience of the international proletarian
movement, unconnected with the exploited grass-root sec-
tions of the Chinese people and standing aloof from the class
struggle of the workers and peasants, many of these revolu-
tionary petty bourgeois elements, far from being digested by
the CPC and remade into consistent proletarian revolution-
aries, introduced into it all the political waverings, inconsis-
tency, indecision, inability for organisation, non-proletarian
habits and traditions, prejudices and illusions characteristic
of petty bourgeois revolutionaries.”

In an article entitled “The Victory of Marxism-Leninism
in China” and dedicated to the 30th anniversary of the CPC,
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: i he Chinese Com-
Peng Chen pointed out that 1{1 the tﬁ:sct itrl O ol e
munist Party remained for a long e ek

' e split up by the enemy. For this reason, Li¢ 578
e W janis bureaucracy, liberalism,
S SUI)JCC“WS'T,I Zwrtlz::r:l n:l:rirc,l’ other tendencies character-

rism, capitulatio ; 16 2
?s(:i‘;egzuthc 1'ura%) com$unity1 and petty bourgeoisie arc some
imes reflected in our Party. : s
tm)ker;;ng other objectfivci1 fa\%torf Whl:r}:dhggliiy ns%itﬁ\éedlr)nc
pact on the shapmg of the 1deology G < bl

ip it is necessary to mention such as nce
l((ltﬁidxgstl)lflpdemocratic traditions in political and econdorplcllxtfecr,
the specific role of the army 1in the revolution an dm a !
party activities and, finally, the cultural backwardness o

ina’ ulation. 1 i
Chﬁtsngggtive effect of the absence of democratic t{a(!mor_ls
in China was aggravated by implementing the .revofutlon }1111
conditions of a long guerrilla war and isolation from the
country’s cultural and political centres. In this war the revo(-1
lutionary army and the Communist Party practically merged
into one. Since the mid-thirties to 1949 servicemen accounte
for over 80 per cent of the Party membership. Not only did
the army resist the counter-revolution by force of arms but
it also conducted on behalf of the Party political work among
the population in the liberated areas and directed economic
activities. In this way the army provided a direct link be-
tween the Party and the masses. It became traditional and
habitual for CPC cadres to handle all the problems of the
revolution and construction through the army and by milita-
ry methods. The Party began to be ruled by decree, and
army subordination was substituted for democratic central-
ism.

China’s large population created in the minds of her lead-
ers the illusion that her manpower resources were inexhau-
stible. This led to a drastic depreciation of the importance of
the individual in China, indifference to the destinies and
conditions of life of the people, the idea that “the people is
a blank sheet of paper” permitting and justifying arbitrary
action in relation to the masses, gambling with the fate of
millions upon millions of people.

1 Supplement to People’s China, Peking, Vol. 4, No. 1, July 1, 1951,
p. 8.
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Nevertheless, despite these extraordinary difficulties a
nucleus of revolutionary Marxists with a good theoretical
backgropud and practical experience, staunch supporters of
}ér}gé:ctanan internationalism gradually formed within the

Two trends became more and more salient in the GPC: the
Marxist internationalist trend guided by the ideas of the
October Revolution, and the nationalistic trend, petty bour-
geois in its ideological essence. The course and outcome of
the struggle between these two trends were substantially
influenced by the brutal reign of terror against the Commu-
nist Party after the Chiang Kai-shek coup in 1927. The Com-
munists were persecuted with equal hatred by the central
Kuomintang Government, the militarist cliques in the prov-
inces, troops of the Western imperialists and the Japanese
invaders. Communists displayed exemplary selflessness and
heroism in the battles for the working people’s liberation. Most
of the time-tested leaders of the Communist Party of China,
however, were killed in action. The Party organisations of
the working-class centres suffered the heaviest casualties.

Thousands of Communists died at the hands of Kuomin-
tang troops and police. Within the first six months of the
Chiang Kai-shek coup, the CPC membership dwindled to
one-fifth—from 50,000 to 10,000. In the early thirties, the
Party suffered heavy losses caused by the repression of Com-
munists in Shanghai as a result of treachery in which Kang
Sheng was implicated.

By the beginning of 1935, the majority of Party veterans
including many experienced leaders had been killed, and
underground Party organisations in towns destroyed. This
was a veritable tragedy for the Communist Party of China.

All Party work was concentrated, in fact, within the army
units under the control of the CPC and at several strong-
holds far away from the country’s main political centres and
separated from the mass of the Chinese proletariat. For
a long time, the Party drew its membership, above all,
from the peasantry, the petty bourgeoisie, the people owing
their origin to the exploiting classes and from the intelli-
gentsia. The influx of workers into the CPC practically
ceased, the influence of the petty bourgeois sentiment in the
Party increased.
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i i :od that nationalistic elements
s precisely in that p.crlod t ) :
cmlatso‘l‘;zat};d thcizl positions in the Communist Party leader

ship weakened by the casualties sust?irtlﬁd anrgyinoghihirglgé
i r

were leaning on the support of the arriy

if::g and of the petty bourgeois, mostly peasant masses and

d elements, on the other. ; ; ;
dcﬂaf:'iell be recalled that in the specific situation of that

eriod the nationalistic elements within the CI}Ct}}:adCt}?i :g;c
low for objective reasons the main stream of the :
cople’s revolutionary struggle. The enthusiasm of the masses,
ghepvital need for international support, above all,dfnf)nl
the Soviet Union and all liberation forces, d.ncfate (t’
Chinese Communist Party leaders the only possible way 10
follow, one of revolutionary struggle. For all thf;lr na.tx}(lmta\h-
istic ambitions, the Maoists _could not but reckon w:lt e
fact that the political situation at home and abroad gave
o other alternative.

th?lr:;ilcss to say, one should not forget about the ‘dual yole
of nationalism during the struggle for national liberation:
its progressive importance in stirring up patriotic septxmcnts,
uniting the nation for a struggle against fore,lgn invaders,
and its conservatism expressed in opposing one's own nation
to other nations, in national isolationism. In the latter case,
nationalism may grow into chauvinism and even merge with
racialism. o -

This dual role of nationalism in strikingly illustrated by
the history of China which has strong traditions of Great
Han chauvinism. During the anti-imperialist, democratic
revolution, however, nationalism, or rather national factors,
provided the ideological basis for uniting the mass of the
people, at times pushing to the background even their class
differentiation. When the anti-imperialist, democratic revo-
lution was completed, however, nationalism exhausted its
progressive potential and became reactionary in full, giving
food to chauvinistic survivals, hampering the implantation
within the Party of the principles of proletarian interna-
tionalism and Marxism-Leninism as the sole ideological
foundation of the new type of revolution. Therefore, a bitter
struggle between the two lines—the nationalistic and the in-
ternatilcl)nlalist—ﬂared up within the CPC and Chinese society
as a whole.
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hundred years, since the latter half of the 19th century, our
country, which had become an object of aggression, wgi
reduced to a semi-colony, although our country today is stil
backward economically and culturally, nevertheless, when
the conditions change, the tendency toward great-power
chauvinism will undoubtedly become a grave danger if it 1s
not averted in every way. It should also be pom?ed out that
at present this danger_has already become manifest among

some of our functionaries.’
The tendencies toward great-p
when China’s economic power gre

construction. - 2 : ; 5
The building of socialism requires definite prerequisites:

the material, such as advanced industry, and the social, such
as the industrial proletariat. A country in which such prereq-
uisites are still taking shape can build socialism success-
fully only when Jeaning on all-round political, material,
scientific and technological aid from the world socialist sys-
tem, on its experience as well as on the support of the world
working-class movement. China’s example has again corrob-
orated the validity of Lenin’s instruction to the effect that
the task of the Communist party in an economically backward
country oppressed in the past consists not only in stimulating
in every way the formation and growth of the working class,
its political education but also in maintaining the links of the
country’s working class and all working people with the
world working class and uniting with the proletarians of other
countries in a common struggle.

Gradually, the petty bourgeois, hegemonistic views of the
Maoists became increasingly predominant in the CPC leader-
ship. This became manifest particularly strikingly after the
early forties.

Repeated attempts have been made in China to misrepre-
sent the history of relations between the world communist
movement and the CPC. Apologists of the cult of Mao,
twisting the truth, depict him as the author of all the main
principles of the strategy and tactics of the Chinese revo-
lution, declaring that the Comintern and the CPSU only

interfered with the CPC shaping a correct policy line. The

ower chauvinism increased
w in the course of socialist

i Jenmin jikpao, December 29, 1956.
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reason for this crude lie is not only political servility, The
Maoist “theoreticians” seek to revise in nationalistic spirit the
entire history of the Chinese revolution and the Communist
Party of China. ‘
_ Publications on history brought out in Peking pass over
in silence the international and internal factors which secured
the victory of the Chinese revolution, play down the role of
the world communist movement. At the same time, they delib-
erately distort the history of struggle between the national-
istic and internationalist trends within the CPC, embellish
the political image of the present Chinese leaders, whitewash
their foul play in intra-Party struggle. A distinctive feature
of such publications is immoderate exaggeration of Mao Tse-
tung’s role at different stages of the Chinese revolution, sup-
pression of all evidence exposing the nationalistic elements
who have wormed their way to key positions in the CPC,

2. NATIONALISTIC TRENDS WITHIN THE CPC
IN THE EARLY 40s

The 40s hold a special place in the history of the CPC
and its relations with the international communist move-
ment. Between 1941 and 1945, a campaign for “adjustment
of the work style” was carried out in Yenan, the centre of
the liberated areas. It was, in fact, a campaign of doing away
with the veteran cadres, primarily those educated in the
Soviet_Union. The latest “cultural revolution” was, in effect,
a replica of this campaign against the communist interna-
tionalists in Yenan.

_ With the progress of the campaign, anti-Soviet, national-
istic sentiments became more manifest among CPC members,
the cult of Mao was whipped up, and self-styled “theoreti-
cians” came on the scene to challenge the applicability
of Lenin’s teachings to the conditions of the Chinese
ievo_lution. Mao Tse-tung began to be openly called a Chinese
enin.
__As far back as the early 40s, the thesis that Mao Tse-tung’s
ideas were allegedly a complete system of views and a spe-
cial contribution to Marxism-Leninism was widely adver-
tised in propagandist literature of the CPC. It was stated
in the CPC report to its Seventh Congress held in 1945
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“ . is a creative and talented Marxist,
he universal truth of Marxm?_——thtf:
i ideology of mankind—with the concrete practice o
}tl}lxihcéthinesc rg;t);olution”.1 And fgrthcr: What C(;lmrafle
Mao Tse-tung has done ... is precisely to unite the E lf.orles
of Marxism-Leninism with the actual practice of the 1&esc
revolution, thus giving rise to Chinese coglzmumsm——t tag
Tse-tung’s theory of the Chinese revolution.”2 Tt wasfs a ed
at the Seventh Congress that Mao Tse-tung transtorme

Marxism from its European form into Chinese form.

Chinese theoreticians started ever more persistently to ad-
vocate the view that the significance of the October Revo-
lution was limited to the imperialist countries of Europe,
whereas the Chinese revolution was a model for the colonial
and dependent countries. >

Wang Ming, a CPC veteran, who was a men.lber qf its lead-
ership for years, writing about the campaign in Yenan
in the 40s, said that in preparing it and in the course of
conducting it, Mao Tse-tung himself repeatedly said that
by carrying out the campaign he wanted to achieve three
aims: 1) to substitute Leninism by Maoism; 2) to write the
history of the Chinese Communist Party as the history of
Mao Tse-tung alone; 3) to elevate the personality of Mao
Tse-tung above the Central Committee and the entire Party.
Why did he have to do that? He himself replied: this would
give him two opportunities, first, to capture the chief lead-
ing place in the Party leadership and all power in the Party
in his own hands; second, if he already has taken the first
place in the Party leadership, no one should ever be able to
oust him.

The campaign for “adjustment of the work style” proceed-
ed in three stages. The first stage (from the autumn of 1941
to the spring of 1942) consisted in the study of 22 docu-
ments—mostly speeches by Mao Tse-tung and his support-
ers, the task being to portray Mao as a great theoretician
and a wellspring of new ideas.

The second stage (from the spring of 1942 to the spring
of 1943) was devoted to ideological screening of the cadres—

that Mao Tse-tung
combining as he does t

! Liu Shao-chi, On the Party, Peking, 1954, p. 9.
2 Ibid., p. 84. Y - s
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which boiled down, in effect, to harshly doing away with
the Party functionaries detested by Mao. The third stage
(from March 1943 to the Seventh Congress of the CPC in
1945) was a campaign of hunting down “spies” and purging
the Party.

As it follows from the content and character of the first
stage, its central task was to inculcate it in the minds of CPC
members that the “ideas of Mao Tse-tung” were the domi-
nating ideology of the Party, to substitute them for Marxist-
Leninist theory. In the second and third stages of the cam-
paign, which was rather a wholesale purge, a reign of psy-
chological terror was established in the Party and the lib-
erated areas administered from Yenan, and conditions were
provided for the removal and liquidation of persons opposed
to Mao Tse-tung and his following.

As Wang Ming recalls, Mao Tse-tung artificially divid-
ed the entire Party into two groupings—the “dogmatic” and
the “empiristic”. He placed all the Communists who had
studied in the Soviet Union or engaged in ideological and
political work and also those who socially originated from
the intelligentsia into the so-called “pro-Soviet and dogmat-
ic” grouping. . ...

The massive repressive measures against those who did
not support Mao Tse-tung were carried out as a campaign
of exposing “spies” started in March 1943. The witch-hunt
organised in Yenan was accompanied by numerous meetings
where speakers made threatening statements and demanded
confession of anti-Party activities, and repentance.

The usurpers of the key posts in the Party forced its lead-
ing executives and rank-and-file members to write confes-
sions of their “sins”. The sponsors of this campaign sought,
above all, to make the accused slander the CPSU and the
Soviet Union. Another standard component of these “con-
fessions” was inordinate extolment of Mao Tse-tung and self-
flagellation for support of the views and principles of the
Comintern. Such “corrective methods” were intended to un-
dermine the Chinese Communists’ faith in genuine Marxism
and proletarian internationalism.

! Wang Ming, Ching. Cultural Revolution or Counter-Revolutionary
Coup?, Moscow, 1969, pp. 47-48.
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‘o the 1942-1948 campaign for “adjustment of tl
wo?l?rsltr;'{fe” Chinese who had visited or Stl‘l‘dled in thc”Solvxet
Union were urged to make statements of “repentance ts an-
dering the Soviet Union aqd the CPS_U. Any prﬁtcré P\SNGS
seized upon to sow mistrust in thp Comintern and the ;
Communists were induced to believe that the Commtcrnf w}alls
allegedly giving instructions detrimental to the cause IoJ the
Chinese revolution, that Chinese stpdcnts in the' Soviet Union
were antagonised to the CPC with the connivance of the
Comintern and trained as “foreign lackeys of the comprador
type” who would have to “usurp leader‘shlp in t}’l,e Commu-
nist Party of China”, The statements of “repenters” at the Se-
venth Congress of the CPC in 1945 were of the same nature.
Thus, a suspicious and often openly hostile attitude to the

Soviet Union was being implanted already in those years.

Thus, as far back as the early 40s, ideological and organi-
sational prerequisites were created within the CI,)’C for re-
placing Marxism-Leninism by “Chinese Marxgsm. ; an,fl the
way was cleared for making “Mao Tse-tung’s ideas” the
dominating ideology in the Communist Party of China.

As the Maoists consolidated their positions in the CPC
leadership their nationalistic sentiments became more and
more strikingly manifest. It was only natural, therefore, that
they displayed a devil-may-care attitude to their interna-
tionalist duties. g
~ In the hardest early period of the war against Nazi Ger-
many and its allies the Comintern and the Soviet Union
raised before the CPC leadership the question of co-ordi-
nated action to hold back Japanese forces from an attack
on the Soviet Union. On June 27, 1941, the leader of the
group of Soviet officials in Yenan reported to Moscow that
in accordance with the instructions received he had had a
meeting with CPC leaders to discuss the question of aiding
the Soviet Union in case of an attack by Japan. The Chinese
leaders replied that they had already planned a number of
measures, and in conclusion of the meeting Chu Teh assured
the Soviet side that in the event of Japan's attack on the
Soviet Union, the Eighth Route Army would throw all its
forces against the Japanese to give the Soviet Union effec-
th: support. On July 8, 1941, CPC leaders reaffirmed this
statement.
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Actually, however, no practical measures were taken, In
july. 1941, Yenan was informed that the Japanese were
sending regular troops to the mainland and effective measures
were requested to prevent their concentration in the direc-
tion of Peiping-Kalgan and Pao-tow, i.e., against the Soviet
Union, and to disturb normal traffic on the railways leading
to these centres. This request, just as others, was ignored by
CPC leaders.

As recalled by witnesses of these events, on September
3, 1941, Mao Tse-tung was again approached with the ques-
tion of possible actions of the CPC in case of Japan making
war on the Soviet Union. He responded with confusing and
evasive statements interspersed with endless reservations and
containing demands to the Soviet Union which were ob-
viously unrealistic in the prevailing situation. When asked
to tell frankly, without any “ifs”, what the CPC would be
able to undertake if Japan attacked the Soviet Union, Mao
abruptly wound up the discussion on this crucial question,
accusing the Soviet representative of inability for dialectical
thinking. All later attempts to agree on co-ordinated action
were obstructed, too.

The recommendations of the Comintern to implement the
tactics of a united front of the Communist Party of China
with the Kuomintang were called upon to greatly promote
the struggle against the Japanese militarists and the devel-
opment of the Chinese revolution. These recommendations
derived from the general policy of the Comintern to develop
mass movements within the framework of a united inter-
national front of struggle in defence of China, the countries
enslaved by the German Nazis, in defence of the Soviet
Union. They provided for the immediate establishment of a
united national front in China, for which it was necessary
to set up contacts with all forces opposed to fascism.

The Comintern persistently called on the CPC Central
Committee to step up the operations of China’s Red Army
against the Japanese invaders, to consolidate the united front
of the Chinese people, which would greatly contribute to
an early defeat of the Japanese militarists. The Maoists, how-
ever, while swearing allegiance to their internationalist duty,
procrastinated in fact and evaded in every way compliance
with advice and requests from the Comintern.
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ply divided over the issue of the
f ‘internationalists was opposed by
who denied the need for a united
h the Kuomintang in orga%s}xlng
ion-wide struggle against the Japanese aggressors. en
?hga;g)solutc necessgfy of forming such a front haddbecn gnaglti
clear by developments, Mao Tse-tung Pretend? N;o be 1_
active supporter. Today, however, chroniclers of Mao’s en
tourage are secking to prove that the united front tactics are
Mao Tse-tung’s greatest personal contribution to Marxism-
m. :
Lc'rIl'll::snarrow-minded, nationalistic policy _of a group of
CPC leaders led in 1941-1942 to a steady decline in the opera-
tions of Chinese communist troops against Japan. Mao Tse-
tung explained these tactics by an intention to avoid casual-
ties, defeat the Kuomintang, to seize power in China and,
leaning on the assistance of the Soviet Union, Brltaln and
the USA, to liberate China from the Japanese invaders.

The passiveness of the nationalistic wing in the CPC on
the issue of war against militarist Japan at a time when the
interests of the international proletariat, the joint struggle
against fascism required an activation of operations against
Japan was yet another example of departure from interna-
tionalism. '

Mao Tse-tung put forward this principle: ten per cent
of the forces available is to be used for the war against
Japan, twenty per cent against the Kuomintang, and seventy
per cent for building up the forces in being. In accordance
with this principle for a number of years the Eighth Route
Army and the Fourth New Army abstained from active
operations against Japanese troops. The following view was
also circulated: why annoy the Japanese and ask for trouble?
It is wiser to coexist with the enemy on a live-and-let-live
principle. A Soviet war correspondent reported from Yenan
in January 1943: “All military units have been ordered to
abstain from operations against Japanese troops and to re-
treat when attacked. A ceasefire should be sought whenever
possible. ... All the districts, every unit of CPC troops carry
on trade with the Japanese rear; in the headquarters, there
i§ more talk about trade exchanges than military opera-

ions.

CPC leaders were dee
united front. The group o
the nationalistic elements
front, for joint actions wit
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Thus, in the 40s the Maoists were as little concerned with
the internationalist duties of the CPC in general and toward
the Soviet Union in particular as they are concerned today
with China’s fulfilment of her internationalist duty toward
the socialist nations.

3. NATIONALISTIC ANTI-SOVIET TRENDS
AMONG CPC LEADERS IN 1945-1949

The misguided tendencies in the political line and prac-
tices of Chinese leaders became strikingly obvious also on the
eve of the victory of the revolution. One example of this is
the idea of China’s self-isolation from the socialist countries,
the Soviet Union, in particular, advanced in the late 40s.
This nationalistic approach to assessment of the prospects
of the Chinese revolution would greatly delay social changes
in China, the development of the democratic revolution into
a socialist one.

Mao Tse-tung stubbornly advocated the idea that the tran-
sition to building socialism in China was a very distant pros-
pect, that China should go through a fairly long period of
a “new democracy” before the question of socialism assumed
practical importance. Significantly, Mao Tse-tung saw
“favourable conditions” for this, in effect, in China’s long-
continued self-isolation. He proposed, therefore, that after
the victory of the revolution, the Soviet Union and other
socialist countries should wait with their recognition of China,
because it would be better for her to gain recognition first
from the great imperialist powers—the USA, Britain, France,
etc.

This plan was based on a narrow nationalistic view of the
Chinese revolution. The nationalistic elements within the
CPC were already hatching up the idea of making China a
third force gambling on contradictions between the two world
social systems. It was not before this idea met with a deter-
mined rebuff that Mao renounced it at the 2nd Plenary Meet-
ing of the Seventh Central Committee of the CPC held in
March 1949.

In his article “On the Democratic Dictatorship of the
People”, Mao Tse-tung appeared as a zealous advocate of
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alliance with the Soviet Union, of a line of “keeping to one
side”. : : Pt
Other instances of zigzags and l\:'av;:rlrl;ggogi :}ﬁz gz;gza(l)f
istic elements are also known, Shortly be TpC
the Kuomintang, Mao Tse-tung maxnta}nefi tha} t :i o
should not be in a hurry to capture China’s main in 11115 rxad
centres, such as Nanking, Shanghai, and others. He allege

that it was unwise for the CPC to seize large cities because
of a shortage of cadres, since most of the Communist Party

ere peasants. ;

m?\r/In:sr'yi‘:ra-tun% did not pay due attention to strengthening
the proletarian stratum within the Communist Party and
overestimated the role of the peasantry. Characteristically,
he stated that in spite of China’s backwardness as compared
with Russia, the Chinese peasants had more political aware-
ness than all British workers and many American workers.

Such statements aroused legitimate concern. CPC leaders
were patiently given competent advice. Efforts were made to
persuade Mao Tse-tung of the need to enhance Party in-
fluence on China’s working class, step up work in the biggest
industrial centres, to keep the purity of Party’s ranks, to
widen Party activities within the trade unions, etc.

The process of infiltration of the Communist Party of
China and its leadership by alien elements became particu-
larly intensive during the civil war of 1946-1949, when
Kuomintang divisions, corps and whole armies including
their headquarters and generals went over to the side of
China’s People’s Liberation Army. At that time, the CPC
drew its membership mostly from non-proletarian sections
il(olding the petty bourgeois and nationalistic views of the

uomintang.

It should be noted that as far back as 1936 the Comintern,
in a message to the CPC Central Committee, emphasised its
concern about the decision to admit to the Party all appli-
cants, irrespective of their social background, about the Party
being unafraid of infiltration of its ranks by careerists, as
well as about the reported impending admission to the Party
even of Chang Hsueh-liang (a militarist and dyed-in-the-
wool reactionary.—Authors.). The message also described as
an error the indiscriminate admission to the Red Army ranks
of students and ex-officers of other armies, the admission of
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members of the properti iti inistrati
i (t}})eclibcrated zra)rc zis. ed classes to political administration

b leaders, however, not only showed a lac
for keeping pure the ranks of theyCPC as a Marl)il:t{ﬁ(e)gfglrg
party, but adopted the directly opposite policy line. A mass
of people, who had joined the CPC during and after the
}'enan per.xod’,' had gone only through a course of Maoist

re-education” and “repentance” before they became a re-
serve of personnel for political bodies, editorial offices, the of-
ﬁcers' corps of the Red Army, etc. The movement for “ad-
justment of the work style” in the early 40s was directed
exclusively against supporters of the Comintern line who
did not share the views of Mao Tse-tung, but it was also, in
effect, an amnesty for really anti-Party elements. On the eve
of the Seventh Congress of the CPC in 1945, the Maoists
granted another amnesty to anti-Party bourgeois elements
declaring that the roots of Left deviations and Right oppor:
tumist errors had been torn up and that all comrades who
had made mistakes in the past should be encouraged to work
for the benefit of the Party without any prejudice, if they had
admitted their mistakes and taken steps to remedy them.
This amnesty was applied, as a rule, to anti-Soviet elements
who accepted “Mao’s ideas” without reservation. This was a
peculiar precursor of the “cultural revolution” unleashed in
China in the latter half of the 60s.

In every period of the Chinese revolution, the international
communist movement and the CPSU consistently pursued a
policy of all-round support for and assistance to the Com-
munist Party of China. Genuine internationalists could not
have another attitude to the Chinese people who had risen
to a struggle for their liberation, to the Chinese Communists
who led them. Furthermore, for all the serious failures of
the leaders of the CPC it was an important ally of the pro-
gressive forces fighting imperialism. For its part, the CPC,
leaning on the support of the international proletariat, draw-
ing on the experience of the CPSU and tremendous assis-
tance from the Soviet Union, fulfilled its role of leader of the
Chinese people’s national liberation and revolutionary war
and brought the revolution to victory.
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4. ANTI-SOVIET ASPECTS OF CPC LEADERS' POLICY
IN THE EARLY YEARS OF THE PRC

In that period, the anti-Soyictism of some CPC leaders
seemed to be rather an annoying dxscorg]ance in the genera
atmosphere of friendship and co-operation; r.lcvcrthel.css, its
manifestations were not accn('lental .and merit attention for
a more comprehensive analysis of qu-Sovnet. relations. For
example, even when signing the Sl_no-Sowet‘ Treaty of
Friendship, Alliance and Mutual Assistance CPC leaders
displayed some distrust and suspicion tow_/vards the Soviet
Union, Chinese leaders were dissatisfied with the Soviet loan
of “only” 800 million dollars, unwilling to reckon with the
difficulties the Soviet Union itself had to overcome to heal
the wounds of the war as early as possible. .

In later years, too, Chinese Jeaders sought aid from the
Soviet Union without regard for its possibilities. In some
years pationalistic elements within the CPC claimed as much
as 80 per cent of the Soviet Union’s annual output of certain
types of machine-tools. In October 1951, Mao Tse-tung, n a
talk with the Soviet Ambassador, said that not all Chinese,
and not even all of the Party members agreed with the policy
of friendship with the Soviet Union. What mattered, how-
ever, was the position of Chinese leaders themselves rather
than the sentiments of rank-and-file Party members.

Quité a few cases were reported of Chinese leaders con-
niving, in effect, at the nationalistic sentiments of Party
functionaries, reducing the level and scope of activities in
educating the Party and people in a spirit of international-
:sm and Sino-Soviet friendship. Early in 1952, the Sino-
Soviet Friendship Society decided to observe a Sino-Soviet
friendship week, timing it to the first anniversary of the
Sino-Soviet Treaty of Friendship, Alliance and Mutual As-
sistance, Corresponding instructions were sent to the prov-
inces and preparations for the Sino-Soviet friendship week
got under way throughout the country. Seven days before the
week was to be opened, however, it was cancelled by the
CPC Central Committee under the pretext that Chinese in-
stitutions were busy with other political campaigns.

_ At that time, all such facts seemed to be accidental, but
in the light of China’s “cultural revolution” they assumed a
81882
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totally different aspect as deliberate steps by GPC leaders
towards an open political struggle against the CPSU.

In 1953-1954, measures were taken to wind up the activi-
ties of the Sino-Soviet Friendship Society in disseminating the
ideas of internationalism and information about the Soviet
Union.

As far back as the early years of people’s power, Soviet
specialists were sometimes wrongly employed: they were shut
off from production, the routine work of ministries and
government departments, so that they were unable to give
competent advice with due regard for the situation in cor-
responding sectors of the economy. In some institutions, So-
viet specialists were charged with petty routine duties and
deprived of the possibility to give recommendations on im-
portant problems. Often enough, their advice was ignored,
although it had been approved by leading government execu-
tives. Managers of institutions and enterprises, who had
agreed in words with proposals of Soviet specialists, at times
did the exact opposite. Later, in 1958-1959, this line devel-
oped into a full-scale campaign of denigrating Soviet know-
how. This question will be discussed below.

In the early period after the proclamation of the PRC,
great-power chauvinism and adventurism manifested them-
selves in China’s external affairs as well. At the trade union
conference of Asia and Oceania held in Peking in Decem-
ber 1949, the Maoists laid claim to leadership of the revolu-
tionary movement in Asia. They maintained that the situa-
tion in the countries of Asia and Oceania was largely similar
to that in China prior to 1949, and, therefore, the revolu-
tionaries should emulate her experience and operate under
the direction of Peking. The Chinese delegates declared that
the path chosen by the Chinese people to defeat the impe-
rialists and their henchmen and to establish the People’s
Republic of China should be followed by the peoples of many
colonial and semi-colonial countries struggling for national
independence and people’s democracy. “This path is the path
of Comrade Mao Tse-tung”, they declared. Delegates of
many countries opposed these views, and the Maoists had to
retreat. ‘

In 1950-1951, the Maoists attempted to foist on the Com-
munist Parties of Indonesia and India programmes ignoring

TT—
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ir estic situation and provndmg _for cmulatl.on 0

tChlﬁil:la’(slogipcricnce in the war of liberation (formation o}£
easant armies, establishment of hb(':r'ated are.as%. Josep
talin expressed his determmeq opposition to this me._11

These were so far isolated incidents. China was still an
economically backward country and needed ?reat assm{)a}ﬁe
from the socialist states to strengthen her defence capabl 1by
and develop her economy, SO the Maoists did not dare to be

utspoken. =

t()(')I'?let gationalistic, anti-Soviet tendencies characteristic of
Mao Tse-tung and his entourage even in the early period of
the Chinese revolution developed on a wider scale after
Stalin’s death. Mao Tse-tung, who claimed leadership of the
communist movement, worked out a definite strategy and tac-
tics, whose meaning became clearly transparent 1n a later
period: to take full advantage of Soviet economic, military
and other aid in order to secure the material prerequisites
for implementing his policy; simultaneously, to undermine in
every way Soviet international prestige, to hinder the fulfil-
ment of plans of building communism in the Soviet Union.
His designs were hampered not only by the Soviet Union but
also by the Chinese people, Chinese Communists, who were
well aware of the Soviet Union’s great role in building so-
cialism in China.

" ‘Nationalistic elements in the leadership of the CPC sought
to prevent intercourse between the Chinese people and Soviet
specialists who had come to China to help her build social-
ism. In May 1954, the State Council, in a special injunction
circulated in the provinces, categorically forbid all Chinese
except personnel of the foreign relations departments of
administrative bodies to have private relations with Soviet
citizens coming to China on business.

The Chinese press in the provinces drastically cut down
space set aside for articles about the Soviet Union. Because
of the small circulation of the national newspapers and the
narrow scale of broadcasting services in China, the bulk of
the population was inadequately and sporadically informed
about the achievements and life of the Soviet people.

- In 1953, Mao Tse-tung began removing little by little all
those who did not support his nationalistic, anti-Soviet line.

Whatever labels may be used today for couching Mao Tse-
g
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tung’s attacks on Wang Ming, Kao Kang, Peng Te-huai,
Chang Wen-tien and others, his harsh dealing with many
leading cadres of the CPC had only one goal—to clear away
the obstacles to implementing his petty bourgeois, chauvinistic
policy. As evidenced by reports on the “cultural revolution”
one of the main “crimes” of these leaders of the CPC was
their friendly feelings for the Soviet Union and other social-
ist countries.

As it transpired later, the struggle in the Chinese leader-
ship between the Marxist-Leninists, internationalists on the
one hand, and the Maoists, great-power chauvinists, nation-
alists on the other, became increasingly bitter in the early
50s. The arrest and tragic death in 1955 of Kao Kang, mem-
ber of the CPC Political Bureau and Vice-Chairman of the
PRC was an alarming signal. Various, absolutely unfounded
charges were raised against him. His main “offence” was
never mentioned—his devotion to friendship with the Soviet
Union, persistent struggle against the nationalistic deviation,
for the Party’s internationalist policy.

Mao was aware, however, that much could still be received
from the socialist countries to strengthen China which
needed protection by the socialist community. What was
most important, the sentiments within the CPC Central Com-
mittee and the Party in favour of developing friendly rela-
tions with the USSR and pursuing a flexible and reasonable
policy were so strong that Mao and his following had to
reckon with them. All the more so, as after seizing power the
CPC set about tackling the key tasks of the socialist revolu-
tion in the political and economic fields.

China had to grapple with the most difficult problems of
economic rehabilitation, to organise the machinery of state.
These problems were complicated by the shortage of admin-
istrative, technical, military and other specialist person-
nel. China badly needed political support and economic aid
from abroad.

It will be recalled that in their nationalistic waverings CPC
leaders did not abandon the hopes of finding a way out of
their difficulties in leaning on US support. There is more
evidence to the effect that in the 40s they made a series qf
attempts at reaching mutual understanding with the Ameri-
can imperialist circles, but such attempts could not then be
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successful. Washington still relied on the Chiang Kai-shek
regime for preserving American influence in China and lookal
with suspicion on the advances of CPC lc_aders: Mao’s
closest associates took care to avoid any actions likely to
alienate the Americans and the British. They opposed, for ex-
ample, the participation of Japan and India in the trade union
conference of Asia and Oceania held in Peking in 1949, fear-
ing irritation on the part of Washington and London. Late
in 1949, Chinese leaders declared that Soviet specialists ought
not to be sent to Shanghai and Taishan, because large Amer-
ican and British interests were concentrated there.

The Korean war which flared up in 1950 aggravated Si-
no-American relations, cutting off for a long time the way
to a collusion between the nationalistic CPC leaders and the
US ruling circles and compelling Chinese leaders to wider
co-operation with the Soviet Union.

CPC leaders badly needed Soviet aid and support from
the CPSU. An atmosphere of tremendous revolutionary en-
thusiasm prevailed in China, the ideas of socialism, friend-
ship with the Soviet people spread throughout the multi-mil-
lioned mass of her working people. They viewed the Soviet
Union as the greatest factor of their victory, liberation from
the Japanese yoke, from the reactionary Chiang regime.

Mao Tse-tung and his following also had to reckon with
the existence in the Party, its leadership in particular, of
forces favouring a union and friendship with the Soviet Union
aésh one of the key prerequisites for the victory of socialism in

ina.

All these factors delayed to a certain extent the develop-
ment of nationalistic, anti-Soviet trends within the CPC
'imtd its leadership, which became so strikingly manifest
ater.

In that situati i
L et

icem great-power, nationalistic

plans. They disguised themselves as friends of the Soviet

Union so as to solicit it§ aid in building up the material and
technological base required for attaining their goals.

thggzec;ﬁgﬁxit;nzﬁdntlﬁdc it extremely difficult to detect

e main purpose of the special policy

e p
1




118 0. BORISOV, B. KOLOSKOV

5. FACTORS OF GROWTH OF NATIONALISTIC TENDENCIES
WITHIN THE CPC

The effect of the objective factors responsible for the emer-
gence and development of the nationalistic, petty bourgeois
trend within the CPC was aggravated by serious subjective
factors connected with the activities of the group of Chinese
leaders headed by Mao Tse-tung. The harm caused by these
activities was made worse by grave miscalculations and errors
in the Party line, crude violations of the Leninist principles
of Party work.

Soviet specialists who worked in China described the Right
opportunist practices in the CPC, one of whose major as-
pects was the attitude to the working class. They noted that
after the victory of the Chinese rev‘ofution, CPC leaders took
no radical steps to provide political and economic conditions
under which the working class would feel itself the ruling
class holding the reins of power. The workers continued to
- drag out a miserable life of semi-starvation. According to
labour legislation, the working day was to last 12 hours. The
wages remained as low as under Kuomintang rule. No leg-
islation on labour protection and social security was adopted,
The rules regulating relations between labour and capital
approved in November 1949, far from developing the main
principles laid down in the General Programme, meant, in
effect, their renunciation.

The role of the working class in the revolutionary remak-
ing of the country was, as before, underestimated by CPC
leaders, who regarded the workers as immature, illiterate,
politically backward people who had failed to take an ac-
tive part in the revolution.

Although for many years the CPC had been leaning on
the peasants who were the massive reserve of the People’s
Revolutionary Army and the source of its logistic supplies,
Chinese leaders displayed indecision and fear in carrying
out revolutionary reforms in rural areas as well.

On the other hand, the Maoists were obviously favour-
ably disposed toward the bourgeoisie: there was no trade turn-
over tax, and no vigorous measures were taken against profi-
teers. The absence of any restrictions even against the big
national bourgeoisie encouraged an upsurge of its reactionary
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activities. As far back as 1949, Soviet specialists reported
flirtation on the part of Chinese authorities with foreign cap-
italist enterprises and commercial firms, which were not
subjected to any restrictions by taxation or otherwise. With-
in the Communist Party the view was circulated that after
a full military victory the class struggle would tend to die
down, since the new government drew into co-operation all
the sections of China’s population, including the national
bourgeoisie.

Among a certain part of the membership and within the
leading circles of the Communist Party the theory was cur-
rent to the effect that the new rich peasants emerging after
the implementation of the land reform were allegedly a rev-
olutionary force supporting the Communist Party and the
people’s government.

For example, at meetings with representatives of the fra-
ternal parties in 1949, Chinese leaders declared: “The emer-
gence of a new type of rich peasants poses no danger at all,
because they have received their wealth from the new govern-
ment and give it their determined support. These new rich
peasants are revolutionary-minded.”

Describing the situation within the CPC itself, Soviet
specialists noted in 1949 that very few members were
admitted to the Party from the working class, and no active
work was carried on to increase their numbers in the Party.
Local Party organisations were heavily infiltrated by land-
lords, rich peasants and bourgeois elements, and in some
areas new members were admitted to the Party indiscrimi-
nately.

Such reports from Soviet specialists were confirmed by
evidence given by leading executives of the fraternal parties
who visited China in those years. They reported that the
new democratic authorities granted too much freedom to th
national bourgeoisie in towns. The stratum of privat i
talist elements in towns had an extremely fertilg. grouencclafg;
growth. The workers at private enterprises were still right
les(s:l?_nd ’fully sll(xpordiilated to their employers. s
. Lhina’s working class was negl i
txl;fi B;l;ev:id tltzhalt’ it was not class-%o‘:lcstcci‘ti)'usrrzlrfd r;fx‘ﬁ gi]lt}:lgrtlt;

and the Part i
working class shoulZl’ lt)x?)ltlcg’é gr:;: beld, thqrefore, Rt
mto active constructive



120 0. BORISOV, B. KOLOSKOV

work. As a result of this attitude to the working class, noth-
ing was done to encourage the workers to join the Party and
to educate them ideologically.

It was noted with concern that Mao failed to outline clear-
cut prospects before the people, the working class first and
foremost. Therefore, concentration in his hands of all power
was a cause for apprehension. The grave danger of complete
restoration of capitalism both in town and in village, and
the failure of CPC leaders to realise and fight the imminent
danger were also mentioned.

Peking leaders repeatedly declared that no class struggle
should be permitted in private industries in the new China
and that the entrepreneur should be given freedom of action
to boost production. China’s working class, they said, was
illiterate and lacked class awareness, and hence, should not
be drawn into the class struggle. In reply to the remark that
Lenin had emphasised the need to teach the working class
and to advance it to the fore boldly, it was stated that these
instructions of Lenin’s were known in Peking, but they were
still inapplicable to China’s specific conditions and were a
matter for the future.

Chinese leaders took no steps to strengthen the leading
role and organisation of the working class, because they staked
primarily on the peasantry, on its rich sections. It is interest-
ing to recall in this connection their statements in a discus-
sion with Academician P. F. Yudin in 1951. In their words,
there were sentiments within the CPC in favour of regarding
the rich peasant as the main figure in rural areas, and hence
the conclusion that it was solely by encouraging rich peasant
farms that China could develop the productive forces in rural
areas, to boost her grain and raw materials production to
meet the needs of towns and industry and, therefore, it was
necessary to support in rural areas those Communists whose
households were growing into rich farms, to help them
develop these farms rather than expel them from the
Party, regarding such Communists as a model for all
peasants.

The Right opportunist tendency within the CPC was con-
sequent on the failure of the Party leaders to keep the Party
ranks in purity, to secure the dominating position of the
working class and proletarian ideology in the Party.
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The CPC Central Committee f{lilcd to pursue a.dctermmed
policy of raising an intelligentsia from the midst of the
workers. For example, CPC leaders decided not to ~admit
workers to Party schools, because they were allcgcdlz imma-
ture, politically backward, and had not taken an active part
in the revolution. ; 3

Of course, the growth of China’s economic potential, t}_le
increasing aid from the fraternal countries, her successes in
socialist construction—all tended to create favourable con-
ditions for gradually overcoming these negative tendencies.
Meanwhile, petty bourgeois anarchy sustained by the subjec-
tivist actions of Mao and his following was growing, too.

In the middle of 1953, it became clear that many execu-
tives, in China’s financial and economic bodies in particular,
ignored or failed to realise the prospects for the develop-
ment of the state, committed Right opportunist distortions in
the Party policy towards the bourgeoisie. Such views found
support within the CPC leadership as well.

Already in the early years of socialist construction in Chi-
na, grave violations of the Leninist principles in the CPC’s
activities interfered with its progress. Plenary meetings of the
CPC Central Committee were called irregularly. The Cen-
tral Committee of about 40 members elected in 1945 failed to
reflect in numbers and composition the Party’s actual posi-
tion in China and was unable to cope effectively with its
tasks. There .were practically no experienced business and
Party executives among the Central Committee members, vet-
eran soldiers prevailed. Many leading executives in the prov-
inces, towns, and districts, at enterprises and educational
institutions held in their hands all Party and administrative
authority; the secretary of the CPC committee of a province
simultaneously held the office of chairman of its people’s
committee; the manager of a large enterprise was also secre-
tary of its Party committee. Grave shortcomings in the work
of the Party apparatus and the machinery of state were
li)rfoutfirlht to light between l‘)‘eccmber.l?’Sl and July 1952 dur-

g the campaign agalpst three evils”"—corruption, extrava-
gance and red tape—in government offices, the army, gov-
ernment enterprises, public organisations and educz;tional
establishments and the campaign against “five evils” directed
against the activities of the bourgeoisie, such as tax eva-
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sions, misappropriation of public property, careless perfor-
mance of government contracts, stealing of information on
the economic situation, bribery of government officials,

The campaign against corruption, extravagance and red
tape exposed many elements alien to the socialist system
and the working class, who had heavily infiltrated the Party
apparatus and particularly the government offices. Many
spies, bribe-takers, bureaucrats and embezzlers of public prop-
erty were discovered in a number of organisations and instj-
tutions. Many Party and government executives had not been
vigilant against hostile activities of the class enemy. The
CPC Central Committee stated in its instructions on imple-
menting the above campaigns issued in January 1952 that in
some organisations officials guilty of illegal or immoral acts
accounted for 50 to 60 per cent of the total personnel. An
Tzu-Wen, Minister of Personnel in the central people’s gov-
ernment, declared in February 1953 at the fourth session of
the National Committee that during the campaign against
“three evils”, among the 3,836,000 workers of government
offices (above district level) screened more than 105,000 had
been exposed as dangerous embezzlers of public property.
Each of them had been found guilty of bribery or theft and
had caused damage to the state to the value of over 10 mil-
lion yuan.

The purge of the Party and government apparatus carried
out at the time was of great importance, although it had a
measure of inconsistency. Significantly, the nationalistic, anti-
Soviet sentiments of Party and government executives in the
capital and provinces were not given a duly principled as-
sessment. This was a reflection, above all, of similar senti-
ments among CPC leaders themselves.

Some shortcomings in the social and Party policy of the
CPC, which had emerged in the early years of the revolution
and people’s government, became increasingly manifest. The
Party was being inflated out of all proportions, no strict
selection of new members existed, and the cult of Mao was
being fanned more and more. This created a favourable situa-
tion for the growth of petty bourgeois, nationalistic tenden-
cies. The Party membership increased particularly rapidly
between 1953 and 1957 when 70 per cent of all members were
admitted. This fast increase in membership had a negative
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i n its ideological level. Commenting on the great
ls!}lllgratgm?ings in mattg‘s of admission to the Party, thef news-
paper Chekiang jihpao reported that a proportion o P?g ty
members had a low level of class consciousness, a vague 1 e?
of the Party, and was easily susceptible to the. mﬂuenceph
bourgeois ideology. Some Party members were infected W1td
bourgeois ideology themselves, held wrong views and hal
shortcomings in the work style; they failed to qualify in ful
for Party membership. The views and style of work of mem-
bers with a longer Party record were not free from short-
ings either.

couOln %he eve of liberation, the number of fagtory and office
workers in China was very small in proportion to the total
population: a mere 8 million. After the proclamation of the
PRC their numbers began to grow rapidly, yet the proportion
of industrial workers in the Party membership remained the
same. ;

The specific features of the CPC’s social composition also
contributed to nationalistic tendencies. The Party member-
ship was growing at an unreasonably fast rate owing to an
influx of new members from the petty bourgeois strata. Ac-
cording to data for May 1953, of the 6,100,000 members of
the CPC only 450,000 were workers, who accounted for only
1.3 per cent of the total. In large industrial centres, prior to
their liberation from the Kuomintang regime, CPC organisa-
tions operating underground had been very small. In Shang-
hai, with its 600,000 industrial workers, there were only
6,000 Communists even half-a-year after its liberation. Since
the bulk of China’s peasantry was illiterate, most of the
Party members of peasant extraction were also illiterate, a
fact which created objective difficulties in the ideological
and political education of the Party cadres. In 1950, OF the
1.5 million members of Party organisations in Northeast and
North China, 1 million were illiterate.

The newspaper Tungpei jihpao reported in its issue of
October 28, 1950: “At present, the overwhelming majority
of rural and district Party cadres consists of peasant activists
who received land plots during the land reform and distin-
guished themselves in its implementation. Thejr political level
is still very low, as a rule, and some of them are illiterate.
Of the total number of 1,099 Party secretaries in Heilong-
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jiang province 269 are illiterate, 717 have a primary or
secondary education.” Similar facts were reported by the
organs of the Party committees of Shandong province and
t-:ile city of Jinan. The situation in other provinces was sim-
ilar.

One of the major factors stimulating the growth of nation-
alistic sentiments in the CPC was the deliberate implanta-
tion of the cult of Mao.

Since the early years of liberation, writings of Mao Tse-
tung have been published in large impressions in China. By
October 1951, the Hsinhua News Agency alone had brought
them out in an impression of almost 2.4 million copies. Broad
campaigns of study of Mao Tse-tung’s writings were orga-
nised in China, while works by the founders of Marxism-
Leninism were completely ignored. In August 1951, local
trade unions submitted to the All-China Federation of Trade
Unions their programmes, in which six weeks and more was
set aside for the study of Mao Tse-tung’s articles. Personnel
of government offices were enjoined to devote at least six
hours a week to political training, primarily to the study of
works by Mao Tse-tung. University and secondary school
students, in addition to regular political subjects, had to
study Mao’s writings 12-15 hours a month.

In October 1951, Selected Works of Mao Tse-tung began
to be published by a decision of the CPC Central Committee,
which gave another impetus to the movement for the study
of the “ideas of Mao Tse-tung”. In his report to the Third
Session of the National Committee in October 1951, Chou
En-lai stated:

“We should . .. organise the study of the teachings of Mao
Tse-tung on a broad, systematic basis, among active elements
in every section of society, among combat heroes and model
workers, members of democratic parties, all teachers, spe-
cialists and cadres, and we should through them help the mas-
ses in their studies. The first volume of the Selected Works of
Mao Tse-tung has been published during this Session of the
National Committee. We must make ourselves responsible
for stimulating all sections of the population to organise the
study of the Selected Works of Mao Tse-tung.

“Let us equip ourselves with the teachings of Mao Tse-
tung which unite Marxism-Leninism with the revolutionary
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practice of China. This is the new task of the Chinese Peo-
le’s Democratic United Front.”! ;

Already then Chinese pro'paganda more and more pe,}?'s‘
tently put forward the thesis that t}}e ‘1‘dcas _of Mao S}f-
tung” were a complete doctrine whlch _contrnf?uted to the
development of Marxism-Leninism™. This th‘csxs had been
advanced as far back as 1945 at the Seventh Congress of the
CI?I‘(i)e thesis of the “ideas of Mao Tse-tung” and his decisive
contribution to the victory of the Chinese revolution was sup-
ported by several leaders of the CPC in their statements
made on the occasion of the 30th anniversary of the Com-
munist Party of China in July 1951. They were 1r‘1‘ter'sp‘crse,(’i
with such epithets, addressed to Mao, as “great”, “brilliant”,
etc.

In addition to the cult of Mao, there were other circum-‘
stances which helped the nationalistic elements in the CPC
to fight internationalist ideology in the Party and country.

Although in the early years of the PRC, Chinese propa-
ganda occasionally referred to the need for learning Marxist-
Leninist theory, in fact CPC leaders were very little concern-
ed with a businesslike and profound elaboration of the
problems of socialist construction and foreign policy of China,
a thorough study and emulation of the experience of the
fraternal parties. The newspaper Jemmin jihpao acknowl-
edged this in these words: “It should be noted that quite
a few comrades among us still fail to understand or under-
estimate the tremendous importance of Marxist theory for
our practical work, particularly for economic development
in our country. ...”2 The newspaper pointed out frankly that
there were many practical problems of economic develop-
ment which China’s theoreticians had not yet approached
seriously.

As long as the CPC followed the trail blazed by the Soviet
Umgn, this disregard for Marxist-Leninist theory did not
entail grave consequences. However, as soon as Chinese lead-

_ ! Premier Chou En-lai’s “Political Report to the Third Session of the
First Nahogal Committee of the Chinese People’s Political Consultative
Conference”. In: Supplement to People’s China, Vol. 1V, No. 10, Novem-
ber 16, 1951, p. 10.

2 Jenmin jihpao, May 5, 1953.
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ers began to underestimate and then ignore Soviet experi-
ence, the absence of their own thorough Marxist elabora-
tion of the problems of socialist construction led to grave
mistakes in the practical activities of the CPC.

As a result of underestimation of the importance of theory,
as well as the absence of well-trained cadres the Communist
Party of China limited itself to post factum theoretical anal-
yses of events. This is strikingly exemplified by the Chinese
theory of wave-like economic development which was invent-
ed post factum to justify the unevenness in the development
of China’s economy.

Reports about the “cultural revolution” in China evidence,
indeed, that after her liberation a conflict flared up in the
Chinese leadership between two lines on the problems of
socialist remaking of China and on her foreign policy. The
conflict of views on the home policy of the CPC was reflected
in China’s foreign policy. Already at that time, Chinese lead-
ers sought to impose their voluntaristic goals on the Party
policy. For all their pseudo-revolutionary verbiage, these
goals boiled down to preserving capitalist ownership, partic-
ularly in towns, maintaining connections with the imperialist
powers, a parasitic attitude to the Soviet Union combined with
denigration of Soviet experience and prestige.

As soon as they consolidated their positions in the Party
and country and completed economic rehabilitation, the Mao-
ists changed over to a determined action to impose their
great-power, adventurist goals on China. At first, these
experiments of nationalistic elements within the CPC were
carried out in the field of home policy and after their failure,
in the sphere of world politics.

The sad consequences of the policy of Peking leaders
strikingly illustrate the end result of voluntaristic methods of
leadership, the cult of the individual alien to Marxism-
Leninism if they are not opposed effectively. The develop-
ments in China in the late 50s and in the 60s vividly demon-
strated the danger of a petty bourgeois, nationalistic policy
to the revolutionary movement. These developments serve as
a serious warning to all the sections of the world revolution-
ary movement.

CHAPTER V

INO-SOVIET RELATIONS IN THE PERIOD
(S)F ADOPTION BY THE CPC LEADERSHIP
OF A SPECIAL LINE
IN HOME AND FOREIGN POLICIES
(1958-1959)

The period 1958-1959 saw further gains for the policy
of peaceful coexistence, an intensified struggle for collective
security waged by the Soviet Union and other socialist coun-
tries. The Soviet Union continued to uphold with determina-
tion the interests of People’s China on the international scene.
The PRC Government also took a number of measures in ac-
cordance with the agreed policy of the fraternal states (pro-
posals for collective peace in the Far East, for setting up an
atom-free zone in Asia, etc.).

However, in 1958 and particularly in the subsequent
period, the PRC more and more often showed signs of great-
power chauvinism and adventurism in her foreign policy,
such as interference in the internal affairs of other countries,
territorial claims, “theories” of the benefit of a nuclear war
for the revolution, the slogan of the “wind from the East”
(i.e., Peking.—Authors.) prevailing over “the wind from the
West”. All this caused concern to which the CPSU Central
Committee called attention through inter-Party channels.
The fraternal parties hoped, however, that the loyal Marxist
forces in the Communist Party of China would be able to
check these tendencies and that the nationalistic factors would

be neutralised in the general torrent of socialist construction
in China.

1. SINO-SOVIET CO-OPERATION IN 1958-1959

Loyal to its internationalist duty, the Soviet Union con-

tinued to give China wide assistance in developing her
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economy, science, technology and culture. In January 1958,
the visit to the Soviet Union by a Chinese delegation led by
President of the PRC Academy of Sciences, Kuo Mo-jo,
which had lasted for over three months, was successfully
completed. The delegation had discussed the key problems of
developing science and technology and extending Sino-
Soviet scientific and technological co-operation with the USSR
State Committee for Science and Technology, the USSR
Academy of Sciences, the USSR State Committee for
External Economic Relations, the USSR Ministry of Higher
Education, and leading Soviet research institutions. Svcr
600 leading Soviet scientists and experts took part in the
discussions.

During the visit, the Chinese delegation requested Soviet
aid in solving major scientific and technological problems
outlined in China’s long-range programme of developing
science and technology until 1968. This aid was to consist in
commissioning Soviet scientists and specialists to work in
China, education and advanced training of Chinese scientists,
engineers and technicians in the Soviet Union, supplies of
equipment, instruments, materials, etc.

At the end of the talks in Moscow, on January 18, 1958,
the governments of the USSR and the PRC signed an agree-
ment on joint performance of major research in science and
technology and on Soviet aid to China in this field.

The agreement provided for joint research during 1958-
1962 on 122 key scientific and technological problems of
fundamental importance for China, as well as for continued
extension of direct contacts between Soviet and Chinese
research institutions.

Simultaneously, agreements were signed on co-operation
in research in the field of science and technology between
the Ministries of Higher Education and the Academies of
Agriculture of the USSR and the PRC.

In April 1958, the USSR and the PRC signed a Treaty
on Trade and Navigation, by which they undertook to carry
out all requisite measures to promote their trade exchanges
in a spirit of friendly co-operation and mutual assistance, on
a basis of equality and mutual benefit.

This treaty has a supplement on the legal status of the
USSR Trade Delegation in the PRC and the PRC Trade
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Delegation in the USSR, which are to perform the following
functions:

a) to facilitate the development of trade and economic
relations between the two states;

b) to represent their respective states in
affairs;

¢) to regulate on behalf of a respective state trade exchanges
with the other state;

d) to carry on trade operations between the USSR and
the PRC.

On August 8, 1958, an agreement was signed in Moscow
between the Governments of the USSR and the PRC on
Soviet technical aid to China in the building and expansion
of 47 industrial enterprises and power stations.

_The agreement envisaged, in particular, that Soviet orga-
nisations perform design, research and development work
on a number of projects, hand over blueprints of individual
departments and installations for repeated use, supply equip-
ment, instruments, cables and some special materials for ma-
nufacturing completing equipment on the spot. Soviet organi-
sations undertook to send specialists to China to aid in the
assembly and adjustment of equipment and in commission-
ing completed projects, as well as in training Chinese per-
sonnel for work at new enterprises.

The agreement also provided that the Soviet Union hand
over to China free of charge licences to manufacture pro-
ducts, as well as blueprints and other technical documents
needed to organise production at these enterprises. The
Chmcs«; were to repay only the actual disbursements involved
in (r;mllung and handing over technical documents.
nica?t a:gzt;nade by Sov1e§ organisations in rendering tech-
n Chinesgc:xenvisage((il in the agreement were to be repaid
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nical and cultural co-operation between the USSR and the
PRC, general deterioration and exacerbation of Sino-Soviet
relations were provoked by CPC leaders.

In 1959, they still came out with occasional assurances of
loyalty to Sino-Soviet friendship, expressing their high ap-
preciation of the home and foreign policies of the CPSU
Central Committee and the Soviet Government, emphasising
the crucial importance for China of Soviet assistance and sup-
port. Speaking at the 21st Congress of the CPSU, Chou En-
lai, who led the Chinese delegation, declared: “The 21st Con-
gress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union is a great
event in contemporary political life. The peoplcs_view this
Congress not only as a demonstration of the great might of the
Soviet Union—the most powerful bastion of peace through-
out the world, but also as a majestic and beautiful prospect
for all mankind—communism. This greatly gladdens and
inspires the peoples of all countries struggling persistently
for peace all over the world and for mankind’s progress.”!

Chou En-lai said that the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union and the Soviet people had achieved great successes
in strengthening the unity of the international communist
movement, in building up the power of the socialist camp,
as well as in uniting the forces of peace-loving states and
peoples in the struggle for strengthening peace, for easing
international tensions and for preventing the danger of war.

“Since the Great October Socialist Revolution,” Chou En-
lai said, “the Soviet Union has always been ahead of the
times and by its brilliant example of socialist and communist
construction inspires the proletariat and the working pe'opl,e
of all the world. They see their future in the Soviet Union's
present day. The existence and development of the Soviet
Union has undermined the very foundation of imperialist
domination. The Soviet Union invariably gives tremendous
support and assistance to socialist countries, the international
proletariat and all peace-loving states and peoples of the

world.”?

Chou En-lai read out a message of greetings to the 2lst
Congress of the CPSU from the Central Committee of the

! Pravda, January 29, 1959.
2 Ibid.
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Communist Party of China signed by Chairman Mao Tse-
tung. The message said in particular: “At present, the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union has put forward the plan
of economic development in 1959-1965 based on the' great
programme of building communism. The implementation of
this plan will lay a firm material and cultural foundation for
transition to communism in the Soviet Union and enrich the
treasure store of Marxism-Leninism with valuable experi-
ence in building communism. Moreover, the implementation
of this plan will lead to a further change in the world bal-
ance of forces and contribute still more to the noble cause
of universal peace and mankind’s progress.”!

“The Soviet people led by the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union,” the message went on, “have always been a
splendid example for the proletariat and progressive man-
kind of the whole world. We are convinced that the proletar-
iat and progressive mankind of the whole world, inspired by
the 21st Congress of the CPSU, will struggle with still great-
er determination for the great cause of universal peace and
mankind’s progress.””?

On February 7, 1959, a new agreement was signed in
Moscow on Soviet assistance to China in building 78 big pro-
ject§ of the steel, chemical, coal, oil, engineering, electrical
engineering, radio engineering, building materials industries,
and power stations.

Under the agreement, Soviet organisations were to perform
research and development work on the basis of the latest
achievements in science and technology, supply equipment,
instruments and some special materials, and also commission
a large number of Soviet specialists to give China technical
assistance in the assembly and adjustment of equipment, the
construction and commissioning of projects and invite large
groups of Chinese specialists and workers for occupational
training at Soviet enterprises.

As under the earlier agreements, the Soviet Union under-
took to hand over to China free of charge licences to manu-
fiiz.)t:.:tu;e products at these enterprises, as well as technical

uments for organising production and for manufacturing

1 Pravda, January 29, 1959
2 Ibid, S b
9
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complete plant and equipment in China for the projects
envisaged in the agreements.

The total value of Soviet equipment deliveries, design work
and other technical assistance neared 5,000 million rubles
(in old prices). China was to repay these deliveries and all
kinds of Soviet technical assistance with supplies of goods
under the terms of the operating Sino-Soviet trade agree-
ment.

It was pointed out in the announcement of signing the
agreement that the Governments of the Soviet Union and the
People’s Republic of China regarded it as a new important
contribution to the further development and extension of the
relations of fruitful, mutually advantageous economic co-
operation and fraternal mutual assistance between the two
socialist states.

At that time, leaders of the CPC attached great import-
ance to collective forms of co-operation between socialist
countries, expressed their high appreciation of the activities
of the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance. Commenting
on the results of the Council’s 11th Session Jenmin jihpao
wrote on May 20, 1959: “International division of labour
between member-countries of the Council secures for every
member rational utilisation of its natural wealth and poten-
tial economic resources, strengthens the economic power of
the socialist camp and permits combining the national inter-
ests of each socialist country with those of the entire socialist
camp.

“The development of mutual economic assistance and
co-operation between the socialist countries has enabled some
of them to rise gradually to the level of advanced states. In
this respect the comprehensive selfless aid of the most.power-
ful and experienced first socialist state, the Soviet Union, to
the other fraternal countries has been the most important
factor. Today when economic co-operation between the
socialist countries has advanced to a higher stage the role of
the Soviet Union has grown still more.”

At the end of 1958, trade negotiations were held in Mos-
cow between government delegations of the PRC and the
USSR on completing mutual goods deliveries in 1958 and on
continued development of trade between the two countries.
The parties agreed on additional Soviet goods deliveries, as
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a result of which the turnover of Sino-Soviet trade originally
envisaged in the protocol for 1958 was exceeded by over
600 million rubles.

The talks on goods turnover between the USSR and the
PRC in 1959 also culminated in success. In accordance with
their common goals and tasks, the parties agreed to expand
the turnover of Sino-Soviet trade considerably.

In addition to a large growth in Soviet deliveries of
complete plant and equipment under the earlier agreements,
there was a considerable increase in Soviet supplies to the
PRC of power-generating equipment, in particular, turboge-
nerators, diesel generators, power transformers, traction en-
gine power stations and small hydropower stations for use
in rural areas. As compared with the 1958 level, there was an
increase in Soviet deliveries to China of heavy-duty drilling
rigs, transport vehicles, bearings and a number of other
Soviet goods needed by China’s economy.

China was to deliver to the Soviet Union in 1959, just as
in earlier years, tin, tungsten, molybdenum, raw silk, wool,
tea, citrus fruits and other goods.

The sides agreed that after the end of the talks on the
trade turnover in 1958 they would set about drawing up
a long-term trade agreement.

At the April 1959 session of the National People’s Congress
Chinese leaders noted the great importance of Sino-Soviet
economic co-operation. Chou En-lai stated in particular:
The countries of the socialist camp led by the great Soviet
Union have given us all-round assistance in socialist construc-
tion in our country. The 166 large projects built with Soviet
aid during the first five-year plan period have greatly contrib-
uted to our economic development. The rich experience
accumulated by the Soviet Union during its history is also an
important foundation for drawing up and implementing our
economic development plans. From this rostrum I convey
on behalf of the Government and people of my country our
profound gratitude to the governments and peoples of the
i(:i/:;t \g:l}:o?h eansdo \?ite}ielij sqcialistdcountrie§. To strengthen
O R of o count;l)lr(.)’l’li and all socialist countries is

————

! Pravda, April 19, 1959,
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At the end of the talks held in Peking between Soviet and
Chinese Government delegations from June 16 to 23, 1959 a
consular agreement was concluded on the legal status of
consulates and other matters connected with consular ser-
vices. The agreement helped strengthen and develop Sino-
Soviet consular relations.

In 1959, the PRC celebrated its 10th anniversary. Summ-
ing up the results of its progress, Chinese leaders acknowl-
edged the great role played in China’s construction by the
broad development of her inter-state relations with the
Soviet Union. “Marking the 10th anniversary of the PRC,"
Chou En-lai wrote in an article entitled “The Great Decade”,
“our people express their utmost gratitude to the Soviet
Union, which gave our country assistance in the building of
166 projects in the first five-year plan period and again
signed this year and last year agreements on rendering aid to
our country in building 125 projects; moreover, over the past
10 years, the Soviet Union commissioned over 10,800 special-
ists in economics, culture and education to work in China.”t

Assistance and support by the Soviet Union created the
necessary prerequisites for successful socialist construction
in China, but this progress was hampered by Chinese nation-
alistic elements holding their specific views and goals.

Toward 1958 China was experiencing a great uplift in
all fields of political and economic life. By that time the
tasks of the rehabilitation period had been solved and the
first five-year plan of developing the national economy had
been overfulfilled by far.

In 1957 the production of steel increased as compared
with 1952, the last year of the rehabilitation period, by 296
per cent, iron by 208, electricity by 166, oil by 335, coal by
96, metal-cutting lathes by 104, grain by 20, cotton by 26.2

Tremendous progress had also been made in the socialist
remaking of agriculture, Toward the end of 1957, 98 per
cent of peasant households were united in farming co-opera-

tives, 96 per cent of them in co-operatives of a higher type.

About 90 per cent of handicraftsmen also joined in co-ope-
ratives.

i Jenmin jihpao, October 2, 1959,
2 Ibid., April 7, 1958,
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Socialist transformations had practically been completed
also in the field of private capitalist industry and trade. By
that time, private industrial enterprises accounted for 0.1 per
cent of total industrial output in China, and private tradcf:
(mostly small traders) for 3 per cent of the total volume o

il trade.! s '
retlarll the first five-year plan period, China was building with
Soviet assistance 185 projects, in particular 12 in the coal
industry, 29 in the power industry, 1 in the oil industry, 17
in the ferrous and non-ferrous metal industries, 7 in the chem-
ical industry, 26 in the metal-working industry, 1 in the
textile industry, 1 in the pulp-and-paper industry, 2 in the
food industry. . :

All in all, over 900 additional projects were being built
in China during the first five-year plan period.? However,
it was precisely the projects built with Soviet assistance that
have formed the backbone of modern industry and secured
future possibilities for implementing the entire programme of
industrialisation in China. They enabled her not only to
build up a number of absolutely new industries—aluminium,
instrument-making, mining equipment, metallurgical equip-
ment, synthetic rubber, motor, tractor, aircraft, electrotechn-
ical, radioengineering, defence, etc., but also to increase pro-
ductive capacities for manufacturing major items of indus-
trial products.

2. REVISICN OF THE DECISIONS
OF THE EIGHTH CONGRESS OF THE CPC.
POLICY OF “THREE RED BANNERS”

China’s political and economic achievements provided good
prerequisites for the continued development of socialist con-
struction, It was precisely at that time, however, that the
struggle within the CPC leadership flared up with renewed
intensity. Whereas formerly nationalistic elements had
camouflaged their views, compelled to operate in accordance
with the historical tasks of the revolutionary movement
in China, in the situation of great victories won by the Chinese

L Jenmin jihpao, April 12, 1958.
2 Ibid., April 14, 1959,
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people with the aid of .tllc_USSR and other fraternal coun-
tries during the rehabilitation agd the ﬁrst five-year plan
periods, the nationalists in the CPC decided to come out
openly with their great-power, nationalistic views.

The second five-year plan mapped out by the 8th Congress
of the CPC was discarded. In 1958, the course charted by
the Sth Congress was revised and replaced by the so-called
policy of “three red banners”: the general line, th_c great lea
and the people’s communes. Chinese leaders decided to ful
within a few years the tasks'for .wlnch three and more five-
year plans had been set aside in 1956. It was decided to
‘ncrease during a five-year period (1958-1962) industrial
output 6.5 times (at average annual growth rates of 45 per
cent) and the total output of farm produce 2.5 times (at
average annual growth rates of 20 per cent!).

These plans were drawn up without any economic substan-
tiation whatsoever, without regard for the country’s real pos-
sibilities. The people’s communes set up in the villages were
to secure a “leap into communism” within 3 to 4 or 5 to
6 years.

The adventurist policy of “three red banners” captivated
part of the Party’s cadres who did not realise immediately
the disastrous consequences of this policy. In fact, it meant a
complete renunciation of the line adopted in 1953 and con-
firmed in 1956 by the 8th Congress of the CPC. At the same
time CPC leaders ignored friendly advice from Marxist-
Leninist parties which viewed the Chinese experiments with
concern and warned of their grave consequences.

The policy of “three red banners” was an attempt to speed
up artificially the rates of economic growth by extreme exer-
tion of all the strength of the Chinese working people, to
outstrip other states of the world and, bypassing the requisite
stages in the building of socialist society, “to leap” into com-
munism.

The CPC leadership advertised its policy as a model for
development of other countries.

The theory and practice of the “leap into communism”
ran counter to the objective realities in China and the rest
of the world, to science, the experience of the socialist
countries and the international communist movement. It was
clear that these voluntaristic objectives were unattainable,
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that it was impossible to leap over definite stages in socialist
construction, that slogans could not substitute for technology
and that subjective factors could not be omnipotent cither
in the field of material production or in the field of social
relations. It should be noted that the thesis on the need to
adopt the highest possible rates of socialist construction had
been advocated, in particular, by Mao Tse-tung for many
ears.

! Later, it was formulated by Mao Tse-tung as a slogan
“o build socialism on the principle—more, faster, better,
more economically” which became a generally accepted ex-
pression of the CPC general line in socialist construction.
After criticising during the “campaign for improving the
work style” the “Right deviationist, conservative views”
the CPC leadership at the second session of the 8th Con-
gress held in May 1958 gave a final and full endorsement
to its voluntaristic policy of leap-like economic devel-
opment.

The possibilities provided by the successful fulfilment and
overfulfilment of the first five-year plan really opened before
the CPC leadership the prospects of a definite rise in the rates
of socialist construction. However, it was not content with
this and set the task of not only raising the rates but also of
“taking a leap” to make China a powerful, advanced, pros-
perous nation within the shortest possible space of time. This
idea was expressed in Mao Tse-tung’s appeals to struggle
persistently for three years and to secure a change in the
general image of most of China’s provinces—"a few years of
stubborn work—10,000 years of happiness”.

The policy of a “big leap”, of a “speedy march to com-
munism” was undoubtedly the result of the nationalistic,
hegemonistic aspirations of Chinese leaders, an attempt to
find a basis for their great-power claims to the leading posi-
tion in the socialist community and the world liberation
movement. Unwilling to confine themselves to the limits of
China, CPC leaders went out of their way to impose their
adventurist policy of “big leap” on other socialist countries,
the entire world communist movement.

. The “big-leap” policy was a grave departure from the prin-
.c1pl.es of the Declaration of the 1957 Moscow Meeting, which
indicated that the processes of socialist revolution and so-
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cialist construction are based on a number of main laws char-
acteristic of all countries taking the socialist path.

One of such general laws is the planned development of
the national economy directed to building socialism and com-
munism, raising the people’s standards of living. Leaving to
oblivion the immutable truths of Marxism-Leninism, Chinese
leaders declared a leap-like development of the economy,
ignoring the proportionality inherent in the planned socialist
economy, disregarding completely the goals of raising the
living standards of working people. The Declaration speaks
of the necessity to build the economic and technological basis
of socialism after the working class wins political power. By
seeking to secure the “big leap” by primitive technical means,
for example, by “backyard steel works™” Chinese leaders dis-
carded this provision of the Declaration, too.

The ministries, government departments and local orga-
nisations, whipped up by calls for a continued acceleration of
rates, announced new counterplans and pledges, which were
practically unrealisable, almost every day. In a situation of
feverish rates created by the CPC leadership itself it increas-
ingly lost the sense of reality and became more and more
self-deluded.

In a talk with a delegation of Soviet journalists in October
1958, one of the Chinese leaders said, for example: “What
would we have if we always miarked time?. .. The increment
in the annual output of farm produce would be only 4-5 per
cent, in industrial output 10 per cent. If we reconciled our-
selves to this, the cause of communism would win in China
evidently in 100 years. Now the popular masses have
prompted us that the increment in farm produce can be not 4
or 5 but more than 100 per cent and in industrial output not
10 but 60 to 70 per cent.”

The rapid and, what is most important, unwarranted
growth of rates in planning economic development in China
can be illustrated by these data. In accordance with the pro-
posals for the second five-year plan accepted by the 8th CPC
Congress in 1956 steel output at the end of the five-year plan
period, ie., in 1962 was set at 10.5-12 million tons; at the
second session of the 8th Congress of the CPC in May 1958
it was declared that steel output would top 7.1 million tons
already in the first year of the second five-year plan period,

B
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‘o in 1958, and in August 1958 at a meeting of the P:ohtxcal
iﬁ;cl:u of the CPC chntral Committee, it was decided to
bring up steel production to 10,700,000 tons in 1958, i.e., to
fulfil the five-year plan for steel within one year.

Whereas under the second five-year plan it was contem-
plated to produce in 1962 about 500,000 pnlhon tsin of grain,
about 48 million dan of cotton and to increase the head of
swine to 250 million, in 1959 these .ﬁgures were to reach
1,050,000 million tsin, cotton 100 million dan, and the head
of swine 1,000 million. : 2 :

In 1958, Mao Tse-tung stated during a visit to an experi-
mental people’s commune in 2 rural area: “People’s com-
munes are good.” This was enough for beginning an unjusti-
fied disruption of production relations in the villages.

In August 1958, CPC leaders announced the beginning (zf
a new era in China’s history—the era of setting up people’s
communes. This idea had been called forth by the very same
voluntaristic desire to leap immediately into a realm of power
and prosperity, bypassing despite everything a long period
even of relatively fast development. The setting up of peo-
ple’s communes was a concentrated expression of phenomena
existing in China in various fields and in varied degree, such
as divorcement from reality, disregard for the laws of s<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>