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THE WEEK

The Taching Spirit and the
Taching Men

Five years ago., Taching was only
a grassland. Today it is a modern
oilfield, a rapidly rising enterprise
which has contributed immensely to
China’s self-sufficiency in oil for the
first time in history.

But Taching, which has become a
household word all over the country,
means much more than a petroleum
centre. Opened up entirely by Chi-
nese workers, geologists and engi-
neers, it is a landmark in the
nation’s oil industry, an example
of developing socialist industry by
sell-reliance, a pace-setter in building
socialism the quickest way and with
the maximum and best results.

In the process of socialist construc-
tion, Taching has trained a new
gencration of men. They have a high
political consciousness and are skilled
in their work, combining revolu-
tionary drive with a realistic, scien-
tific appreach.

These Taching men working in the
Taching spirit have blazed a trail for
a Chinese way in oil prospecting and
oilfield construction. Their splendid
example has given tremendous im-
petus to the whole nation. Their
impact on speeding up China’s indus-
try and other fields of national en-
deavour cannot be over-estimated.
A campaign to emulate the Taching
men and the Taching spirit is gather-
ing momentum throughout the coun-
try.

Politics in Command

Conditions were exlremely trying
when work [irst started at Taching.
There were no houses on the vast
grasslands while the tools and ma-
chines available were not sufficient
for the workers to tackle the enor-
mous job. But the workers were not
dismayed. They were aware that
they had come to Taching not only
to conquer Nature but also to smash
the blockade of the imperialists and
revisionists who were taking advan-

tage of China's dependence on im-
porled oil

Inspired by the exploits of Chinese
geologists who had painstakingly
scoured the country to discover the
big oilfield, thereby exploding the
false theory spread by Western bour-
geois “experts” that China had little
or no oil reserves, the workers
erected makeshift shacks to keep
out the rain and the cold and made
do with whatever tools and machines
were on hand. Their persistent
efforts and determination to extract
oil as quickly as possible to meel the
nation’s growing needs soon paid off
handsomely. The virgin land which
had slumbered for ages began Lo
throb with activity. The first barrel
of oil was extracted less than a year
after construction started. Since
large-scale production began in 1963,
the wells have been sending trainload
after trainload of the precious “black
gold™ to all parts of the country.

The Man of Iron

Most of this and more of the
Taching story was told by Wang
Chin-hsi, a well-known model work-
er from the oilfield, in Peking's
Great Hall of the People on February
16. His graphic account kept the
13,000 people who packed the hall
spellbound [or three hours. An oil-
man [rom the Yumen oilflicld in
northwest China, Wang went to Ta-
ching in 1960. The revolutionary
fervour with which he set about his
work and his fortitude and resolve
in face of near insuperable dillicul-
ties earned him the fond nickname
Wang the Man of Iron.

Wang Chin-hsi is only one of the
many 6utstanding workers of Ta-
ching who, dedicated to the revolu-
tion, find in their work somelhing
deeper and more f{ar-reaching in
significance than a mere struggle to
get oil out of the ground. They look
upon it as a pressing task in helping
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their country get rid of ils economic
backwardness and as part of the
struggle against the imperialists and
the revisionists who are trying to
bully the Chinese people. Always
putting politics first, they have tem-
pered themselves to become skilled
workers with revolutionary ideals,
united in purpose and able to with-
stand all difficulties. This proletarian
revolutionary spirit which emanates
from the study and creative applica-
tion of Mao Tse-tung’'s works pre-
vails all over Taching.

Revolutionary Enthusiasm Plus
Scientific Approach

Revolutionary enthusiasm alone,
of course, would not have enabled
them to carry the day. Chairman
Mao's teaching that “man’s correct
knowledge comes from social prac-
tice” has spurred them on to make
thorough investigations, get [irst-
hand material and continually experi-
ment so as to master objective laws.
This scientific approach has helped
the workers to build up Taching at
an unprecedented speed and make
it one of the most technologically
advanced oilliclds in the world.

When prospecting was started in
1960, the pioneers broke away from
foreign stereotypes and taboos and
adopted a method different from that
commonly used abroad. Shattering
the claims of some “authorities” that
one can get only a rough understand-
ing of the oil formations under-
ground, the Taching builders made
large-scale investigations and ob-
tained voluminous [first-hand data
which enabled them to complete the

prospecting work in a swprisingly
short space of time.

Engincers, workers and cadres
have worked together and made
careful studies of the special condi-
tions of every bed in the strata and
devised a whole series of working
methods suited to Taching. They
introduced a special method ol high-
speed drilling, and the result was
that the average monthly speed
which each drilling machine at-
tained has rarely been known any-
where in the world in drilling
wells of the same type. A special
production test area was developed
and every new invention or
innovation was repeatedly tesled
there until it was proved satisfactory.
Often, the number of analyses and
comparisons ran into seven figures
before a plan was finally adopted. It
is threugh such painstaking and
scientific  efforts — constantly sum-
ming up their experience, making
new discoveries and inventions and
going on creating and advancing —
that Taching’s builders have made it
the big and most up-to-date oilfield
it is today.

Taching’s men working in the Ta-
ching spirit have abundantly demon-
strated that the Chinese people are
fully capable of building a modern
socialist industry with greater, faster,
better and more economical resuits
by relying on their own efforts. Ta-
ching has set an example of build-
ing industries the Chinese way.
Following this example, other enter-
prises of the Taching type are spring-
ing up in growing numbers all over
the land. The miracle of self-suffi-

Bchind the makeshilt shacks rises a modern oilfield

Sketch by Shao Yu

ciency in petroleum which has opened
the eyes of many foreigners to
the reality in China today will in
the days to come be repeated in other
branches of industry, in science and
in every other aspect of life in Chi-
na.

U.S. Bombing of Chinese
Consulate Protested

The United States had “only one
desire” for Laos and all nations.
namely, that “the people may live in
peace.” Thus spoke U.S. Vice-Pres-
ident Humphrey in Vientiane in mid
February while on his Far East capi-
tal-hopping trip to drum up support
and soldiers for Washington's misad-
venture in Vietnam.

Within a few days., however,
American planes blew Humphrey's
fine words sky-high. On February 18,
four U.S. jet fighter-bombers bombed
and strafed the city of Phong Saly
in northern Laos. During the bomb-
ing, the American planes also attack-
ed the Chinese Consulate-General in
the cily, causing serious damage to
buildings and other Chinese proper-
ty. This was the third time that U.S.
military aircraft had bombed Chi-
nese diplomatic missions in Laos and
it was another ditect provocation
against the Chinese people by U.S.
imperialism and its followers in
expanding the war in Indo-China.
In a statement of protest issued on
February 19, the Chinese Ministry
of Foreign Affairs declared:

“The bombing of the city of Phong
Saly by U.S. planes indicates that U.S.
imperialism has stretched its tentacles
of aggression over the whole of Laos.
In professing the desire that the Lao-
tian ‘people may live in peace, the
United States actually wants to wage
a general war in Laos.”

Pointing out that the Laotian au-
thorities in Vientiane who had allowed
the U.S. planes to carry out such
raids could not shirk their responsi-
bility, the Chinese Foreign Ministry
statement said: “The Chinese Govern-
ment solemnly points out that the
Laotian authorities arve acting against
the wishes of the Laotian people in
serving as a willing henchman of U S,
imperialism in ils expansion of the
war in Indo-China, violating the Ge-
neva agreements and being hostile to

(Continued on p. 12.)
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Revolutionary Leadership

County Party Secretary Chiao Yu-lu

Hailed as “an outstanding pupil of Chairman Mao,” Comrade Chiao Yu-lu is
typical of the new type of man who is appearing in ever increasing numbers as
China’s socialist revolution and construction forge ahead under the leadership of
the Chinese Communist Party and Chairman Mao Tse-tung.

People throughout China are reading about and learning from the example
of Comrade Chiao Yu-lu, late secretary of the Lankao County Committee of the

Chinese Communist Party.

ANKAO County on the border of Honan Province
due east of the city of Kaifeng is situated at a point
where the mighty Yellow River, in its eastward journey
to the sea, suddenly makes an abrupt turn north and
then flows northeast, forming a sharp step bend in
Lankao. Attacked by churning currents in the high-
waler season, this was one of the most perilous points
along the river. The river overflowed or breached its
dykes at this point scores of times in the centuries before
liberation, leaving a mass of sand and debris in the
flooded area. The consequences were still felt in Lan-
kao even in recent years and after the People’s Govern-
ment strengthened the dykes and took other measures
to end the floods. There were devastating sandstorms
in the dry spring months, alkaline soil and waterlogging.
Lankao was never able to provide enough food for its
inhabitants.

A Testing Time

In 1962, the county was hit by some of the worst
natural calamilies in history. That spring 200,000 mu
of young wheat were killed or buried by sandstorms.
The autumn saw 300,000 mu of farmland under water
and an additional 100,000 mu of young crops destroyed
by rising alkalinity due to walterlogging. Two-thirds
of the county’'s 900,000 mu of farmland were laid waste.

When the new county Party secretary. Chiao Yu-lu,
came to Lankao that December he found farms and
homes destroyed, thousands of peasants being evacuated
and the county headquarters turned into a reliefl centre.

But this new county Party secretary saw matters
with the eyes of a Communist: Here were 360,000 hard-
working people, a reservoir of boundless strength, and
900.000 mu of farmland wailing lo be made prosperous
through the collective effort of those people.

The day after he arrived, before even many were
aware that he had come, Chiao Yu-lu was out seeing
for himself how malters stood. He visited the worst-
hit production brigades. He sat and talked with the
former poor and lower-middle peasanis who had had
little or no land belore the land reform, and must be
the mass backbone of collective efforts; he inspected
the draught animals, tools and fields. He consulted
with cadres and veleran farmers and asked many ques-
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tions. From one old peasant he learnt that a species of
Paulownia, a fast-growing tree of many uses, would
hold down the sand. He was told that peanuts did
well in the area and that they would also provide feed
for raising more draught animals. The more he heard
and saw, the more he became convinced that given
revolutionary determination and down-to-earth revolu-
tionary leadership the tide of adversity could be haited
and reversed.

Revolutionary Optimism

In this tall lean man, cadres and peasants saw a
leader of great modesty with a will of iron and full of
revolutionary oplimism. They took heart.

Biographical Note

OMRADE Chiao Yu-lu was born on Aug. 16, 1922
His parents were poor pecasants of Shantung
Province.

In his youth he was beaten up and jailed by the
Japanese invaders and laler pressganged for work in
the coalmines of northeast China. He escaped and
made his way home in 1943. Unable to find a living
there he fled to Kiangsu Province where he laboured
for a landlord. He returned to his home couniy in
1945 after the defeat of Japan. The area had not yet
been liberated but the Chinese Communist Party was
already active there. Chiao Yu-lu joined and fought
with the people’s militia. He joined the Chinese
Communist Party in Jan. 1946, and as a militia leader
he took part in many engagements.

The following year he fought south with the Peo-
ple’s Liberation Army and on reaching Honan Province
was assigned work in a rural district there. Later
he joined the Loyang Mining Machinery Works where
he subsequently became a workshop Party secretary.
In 1962, as one of many experienced cadres sen! by
the Party to strengthen work on the agricultural front,
Chiao Yu-lu was first posted to Weishih County and
then to neighbouring Lankao. He was Party secretary
of this county until his untimely death at the age
of 42 on May 14, 1964.




At county headquarters, food, winter clothing and
other relief supplies from other parts of the country
were being sent out to the hard-hit inhabitants. Chiao
Yu-lu saw that this was at best a defensive stop-gap
measure. He proposed to tackle the county’s troubles
at their roots with county headquarters leading the
attack.

His proposal won the immediate support of Chang
Chin-li, the deputy Party secretary. After long discus-
sion the two concluded that Lankao’s future depended
on the state of mind of its people. “And a key role
in arousing the morale of the people must be played
by the leaders,” Chiao Yu-lu summed up. “We must
have a fighting leadership.” He called a meeting of
the county Communist Party committee and, when all
members were assembled, he led them to the railway
station.

It was snowing. People were boarding trains for
ather, better-off, areas where the Government had ar-
ranged temporary accommodation for them. Chiao
Yu-lu spoke simply: “These people are our own flesh
and blood. These calamities are driving them away from
their homes. If we [ail to lead them in fighting their
way out of their difficulties, we shall always feel the
shame and the pain of it.”

His words struck home. That night the committee
meeting lasted into the early hours of the next morning.
They discussed the problem in all its aspects. They
found all answers centred on the question of “how to
serve the people.” They again studied Chairman Mao’s
articles Serve the People, In Memory of Norman Bethune
and The Foolish Old Man Who Removed the Mountains.
Here, citing the examples of a Chinese revolutionary,
a Canadian Communist and an old man in a folk tale,
Chairman Mao discusses the revolutionary spirit of
wholehearted service to the people and of daring to
tackle seemingly insurmountable difficulties. The county
commiltee members saw what they had to do.

At a subsequent meeting they recalled the tenacity
with which Lankao’s people had fought the Kuomin-
tang’s white terror during the War of Liberation. They
determined to fight back against natural calamities in

that same spirit. Difficulties seemed to weigh less
heavily.

Bold Proposal

The county leadership put forward a bold proposal:
Bring sand-dunes, rivers, and alkaline soil under control
within five years! It was an immense undertaking.
A great deal of hard and painstaking work would have
to be done to rally the people and turn plan into reality.
But the county Party committee of Lankao made a

sclemn vow to the people to conquer their age-old na-
tural enemies.

The first results of the new county Party secretary’s
leadership: revolutionization of the thinking of the
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people; and first and foremost of the leading cadres, the
nucleus of leadership.

Secretary Chiao knew that enthusiasm and good
intentions alone were not sufficient. As a diligent pupil
of Chairman Mao, he also knew that success required
“knowing the enemy.” Under his methodical leadership,
the committee took heed not to rush unprepared into
the tasks they had set for themselves nor blindly grope
their way forward. It decided to make a detailed survey
of the county to put their plans on a firm, realistic basis.

The idea was discussed thoroughly with the people’s
communes, and a working team of 120 people, including
cadres, experienced peasants and technicians, was or-
ganized. Some comrades, hearing that he had liver
trouble, tried without success to get Chiao Yu-lu to
stay and direct operations from headquarters.

“] don't like predigested stuff,” he declared. “1
can't work going only by reports.”

Out to Get the Facts

In collecting first-hand data as a basis for their
plans, the Party secretary worked on the principle of
investigating things at their most critical point and most
critical moment. Following his example others. too,
did the same. They let nothing stand in the way of
getting the facts. They went out when sandstorms
were at their height; when heavy rains pounded down
they waded into rushing torrents to take measurements.
To chart their course they chased sandstorms and sud-
den torrents from rainstorms clear across the county
and into neighbouring provinces.

These were months of arduous and hectic work,
in which Party secretary Chiao often ate sketchy meals
and slept in wet fields. By the summer of 1963 the
team had collectively covered a distance of 2,500 kilo-
metres and gathered a mass of first-hand data. Chiao
Yu-lu himself had visited most of the 149 production
brigades scattered over the 1,800 square kilometres of
the county.

The 84 “funnels” the wind-driven sand whistled
through were charted — shelter belts and windbreaks
were planned. All 1,600 sand-dunes were measured and
mapped for anchoring down with grass and trees.
Streams and waler
courses were sur-
veyed for dredging
PEKING or reconstruction.

* ] Waterlogged and al-

kaline areas were
marked down for
special attention.
When the leader-
ship and people
knew exactly what
they faced and what
had to be done,

| their confidence in
E___ victory was immeas-
urably strengthened.
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Plans made and completed, the county got down to
work for their realization.

Studying Chairman Mao's Works

Even in those gruelling months, Chiao Yu-lu found
time to keep up with his study of Chairman Mao’s
works.  Consulting these had become a deeply in-
grained practice acquired over his years as a rural
and then as a factory cadre. He drew wisdom and
strength from his studies. What he learnt helped him
quickly spot the crux of complicated problems and find
their solutions; helped him rally the county committee
and the people of Lankao around him: buoyed him up
in the midst of difficulties. It was the source of his
boundless revolutionary optimism.

One day, explaining his method of study to members
of the county committee, he said: “I talk with people
during the day and make investigations to find facts.
When I go home I consult Chairman Mao's writings.
In the evening 1 go over the day's events in my mind
and try 1o apply what I have read to the problems that
crop up. The next morning I make notes.” He was
known for the way he constantly studied Mao Tse-tung’s
works in order to master Marxist-Leninist theory for
guidance in his work and integrally linked theory and
practice. This method of his was noted and effectively
followed by other cadres.

Comrades working with Chiao Yu-lu quickly dis-
covered that he was as strict in his demands on them
as he was on himself. And the demands he made
brought out the inner strength of those who worked
with him. Selfless and frugal, he dressed, ate and lived
little better than the peasants.

With the people, he was like a fish in water. “You're
just another one of us,” said a former poor peasant to
Chiao Yu-lu as they sat side by side talking over ways
and means of changing the face of Lankao. “You think
and feel as one of us.” It was another way of saying
that their county Parly secrelary was a true revolution-
ary with the interests of the people in his heart, a good
pupil of Chairman Mao.

The Mass Line

During the months of investigation the county Party
secretary and his comrades never for a moment forgot
Chairman Mao’s exhortation to follow the mass line.
They read and re-read the lines: “. . . It is necessary
to adopt the method of linking the leading group with
the masses, in addition to that of linking the general
call with particular guidance. . .. All correct leader-
ship is necessarily ‘from the masses, to the masses.’ This
means: take the ideas of the masses and concentrate
them. then go to the masses and propagate and ex-
plain these ideas until the masses embrace them as their
own, hold fast to them and translate them into action,
and test the correctness of these ideas in such action.”

As the county Party secretary and his team moved
from place to place they billeted with the peasants
and worked with them in the fields “to see. hear. and
inquire into what the people thought and wanted,” to
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Comrade Chiao Yu-lu in the ficld

test every point in the plan, to learn local experience in
combating shifting sand, waterlogging and alkaline soil,
and also to spread conviction in the practical possibili-
ties of the great undertaking.

They learnt much from the peasants, taking in the
precious knowledge the latter had gained in years of
siruggle against calamities. And this in turn contrib-
uted to better leadership. The county secretary saw
that there was plenty of fight in the people, especially
among the former poor and lower-middle peasants. His
beliel in people was vindicated again and again. One
village refused state relief although all 27 families there
had gathered in less than half a kilogramme per person
of sorghum that autumn. They said they would get
by by cutting and selling fodder. In another village,
the peasants added fresh soil, laboriously dug up spade
by spade, to cover up alkali-contaminated top-soil. In
a third village, where no crops had been gathered for
a whole year, peasants rallied round with all they had
to keep their collective economy going.

At a mass meeling of representatives from every
Lankao village in September 1963, the county Party
secrelary publicized these examples of self-reliance and
revolutionary persistence. He pictured what could be
done by collective endeavour. That was a memorable
day in Lankao’s history. No one left the meeting without
fecling elated and encouraged by the examples of others.
It stimulated their revolutionary determination, stiffened
their resolve to improve their lot by their own efforts.
The pace of struggle quickened.



But that autumn of 1963, it seemed as if the heavens
had conspired to break their will. Within 13 days, 250
millimetres of rain fell, washing away 110,000 mu of
aufumn grain crops, and twice that area of cropland
was badly hit. Another bitler winter was in prospect.

Once again the county Party committee turned its
forces swiftly to emergency relief. But the new spirit
that animated the people made itself felt. Indoor side-
occupations were rapidly organized. Men and women
in many production teams refused relief. “Give il to
others in greater need. We can manage,” was the way
they expressed it. Amid the new trials brought on by
autumn’s freak weather, plans were made and work got
under way for the next year’s production.

To Victory

Last year. for the [irst time in Lankao’s history, the
people harvested enough to feed themselves. Many
production teams cven laid in reserves. Had the county
Party secretary been there he could have seen young
tree belts and orchards growing, an expanding network
of irrigation and drainage ditches, green fields where
once the soil was encrusted with white alkaline salts.
Windstorms came in 1964 and 1965 but Lankao’s crops
were protected. Last autumn, in one cloudburst 384
millimetres of rain fell yet not a single production
brigade suffered flood or waterlogging.

But Chiao Yu-lu never lived to see his plans bear
fruit. In March 1964, 16 months after his arrival, his
health rapidly worsened. His comrades sent him off to
Peking for treatment. Specialists there found that he
was suffering from cancer of the liver and had not
long to live.

L% a g
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The wellare of the 360,000 people of Lankao was
always uppermost in his mind, but the county secretary
had never had a moment to pay attention to himself.
His family and comrades had urged and argued but he
had obstinately refused in those critical months to take
time off for treatment.

His last words were: “I'm sorry I haven't finished
the task the Party gave me.” When comrades came for
his things at the hospital, they found with him — Se-
lected Works of Mao Tse-tung and How To Be a Good
Communist by Liu Shao-chi.

* * *

The Chinese people honour the memory of the mar-
tyrs who gave their lives for the rising revolution in the
bitter siruggles against imperialism, feudalism and
bureaucrat-capitalism. Today, they celebrate new
heroes, like Lei Feng, Wang Chieh, Mai Hsien-teh and
countless others, who carry on that great tradition in
new circumstances. Comrade Chiao Yu-lu is of that
glorious company of new men of the working people
steeled and tested in the demanding struggles of social-
ist revolution and construction.

In the context of the current nationwide discussions
on revolutionization of county Party commiitees which
began in October last year, the example of the late
Party secretary of Lankao has particular significance.
The aim of these discussions is to improve the quality
of leadership in the county committees according to the
teachings of Chairman Mao Tse-tung and so serve the
people wholeheartedly, like Comrade Chiao Yu-lu. the
better to lead the people in building a new, socialist
countryside.

Refuting Bundy

by OBSERVER

W]ILLIAM Bundy, U.S. Assistant Secretary of State

for Far Eastern Affairs, delivered a lengthy
speech on February 12 called “The United States and
Communist China.” It is valuable material and war-
rants careful study as it testifies to U.S. imperialism's
resolve to remain the enemy of the Chinese people to
the very end and reveals its intentions to step up ag-
gression and widen the war in Asia.

Bundy plainly declared in his speech that China
is America’s “great encmy” and is “the most serious
and perplexing problem that confronts [U.S.] foreign
policy,” that the objectives of the United States and
China are “totally antithetic” in Asia and throughout
the world, and that the United States has “little
alternative but to stand up to” China and “meet [China]
with firmness.” He blustered that United States power
“is fundamental” in dealing with China and that

“what we [U.S.] are trying to do” in Asia is the “con-
tainment” of China.

U.S. imperialism sees in China the biggest obstacle
in the way of its world domination. Its inveterate
hatred for and implacable enmity towards the Chincse
people is itsell evidence that the Chinese people are
among the most revolutionary and most progressive.
Otherwise, U.S. imperialism would not be opposing us
as it is doing now. To be opposed by our enemy is
not a bad thing; it adds to our honour.

A Question in People’s Minds. Nevertheless, every
thinking person wants to know why the United States
has “little alternative™ but to fight it out with China,
since the two countries, separated by the Pacific, are
thousands of miles apart and since China does not
have a single soldier in the United States nor a single
military base in its vicinity.

Peking Review, No. 9




Bundy's answer is that China pursues a “deeply
expansionist” policy and seeks “a fairly total form of
domination and control in areas contiguous to it,” while
the United States wants to “preserve” the “freedom
and independence” of the Asian nations and help them
towards “development and growth.”

Hard Facts of U.S. Aggression

Of course, il requires no more effort than some
fast talking for Bundy to depict China as the aggres-
sor in Asia and present the United States as the
guardian of the continent. Yet he cannot possibly
alter or wipe out the hard facts and make the Asian
peoples believe that it is China, not U.S. imperialism,
which is the aggressor.

Who occupied south Korea and unleashed the war
ol aggression against Korea and is still hanging on
there today. U.S. imperialism or China? Who has placed
Japan under its control. converted that country into
one of its bases for nuclear war in the Far East, and
held on to Okinawa as its own territory, U.S. imperial-
ism or China? Who is engaged in military intervention
in Laos and in subversive activities and incursions
against Cambodia, U.S. imperialism or China? Who
has buill military bases and stationed aggressor forces
in a host of Asian countries, infringed upon their
sovereignly and menaced their security, U.S. imperial-
ism or China?

While Bundy talked volubly from a college plat-
form in California, thousands of block-busters rained
down on the soil of Vietnam. From whose planes were
these bombs released? At the same time, more than
200,000 troops were fighting a massive war of aggres-
sion in that couniry, using all types of up-to-date
weapons. To which country do those troops belong?
It would indeed be very difficult for the U.S. imperial-
ist aggressor, dripping with the blood of the Viethamese
and other Asian peoples. to turn itself into their saviour.

Posing as a historian, this creature of imperialism,
Bundy, said that China now sought “to restore” itself
to “its past position of grandeur” under the old em-
perors. This is the “valid evidence of [China’s] Asian
ambitions™ he offered.

What “valid evidence”! Bundy tried to be clever,

but ended up by exhibiting the fool in him. The fact
that he had to turn to history books for “valid evidence”

“Thoce Chinese
are so ”
aggressive !

Crocodile Tears

February 25, 1966

of China’s “expansionist™ activities attests to the fact
that he could not find any in real life today.

Evidence of History. But Bundy is a poor historian.
Why did he steer clear of the Chinese history of the
last hundred years? As everybody knows, the 109
years’ history of China from 1840 to 1949 is a blood-
soaked record of aggression, dismemberment. enslave-
ment and exploitation by the imperialist powers, in-
cluding the United States. Up to now, U.S. imperialism
is still occupying China’s territory, Taiwan. China is
still subject to U.S. imperialist aggression. China’s
experience is also the common experience of many coun-
tries of Asia. Both history and reality have supplied
“valid evidence” to U.S. imperialism’s aggression against
and expansion into China and various other Asian
countries.

Bundy himsell must have also realized that his
offhand treatment of history cannot prove anything. So
he pulled out further “evidence” by declaring that
China “is inspired by a communist ideology” and “ad-
vocales change through revolution and violence through-
out the world and particularly neighbouring areas.”

Who Kindles the Flames of Revolution?

What does he mean? If Mr. Bundy means to imply
that China is the maker of all revolutions in every part
of the world, and of Asia in particular, then he is
giving us more credit than is our due. He is overdoing
the propaganda for the Chinese Communist Party. In
fact all this credit should go to the United States. How
can we claim it? It is precisely U.S. aggression, inter-
vention and enslavement that has kindled the flames
of the people’s anti-U.S. siruggle on the Asian con-
tinent. It is precisely American aggression that has
caused the south Vietnamese people 1o wage their rev-
olutionary struggle so fiercely, the Thailand people to
raise the anti-U.S. torch, the people of Leopoldville
Congo far away in Africa and those of the Dominican
Republic within a stone’s throw of the United States
to engage in anti-U.S. struggles. U.S. imperialism
wants to forbid the people of the world to make revolu-
tion. It wants all oppressed nations and people to put
up with their status quo as slaves and remain oppressed.
But this cannot be. The United States itself won its
independence after having cast off British colonial yoke
by violence. Why can’t the people of Asia and other
parts of the world do what the American people rightly
did 190 years ago? Why should it be called Chinese “ag-
gression” and *“expansion™ when the peoples of Asia
and the world are rising up in revolution?

Where there is imperialist aggression, there is
resistance by the oppressed people and nations. All rev-
olutionary people are eager to find a path to their own
liberation. The path of the Chinese people is also the
one that they want to take. China’s influence spreads far
and wide exactly because all of us share a common
experience and destiny. U.S. imperialism is wasting
its lime by trying to “contain™ China, just as a blind
man is wasling a candle by lighting it.




But Bundy tries to pin the charges of “aggression”
and “expansion” on China to justify the U.S. policy of
“containing China.” He said that the “essence” of what
the United States is “trying to do” is “containment,”
“containment that depends upon the performance of
the Asian nations themselves.” He said plainly: “Today
there cannot be an effective deterrent military force,
and thus a balance of power, around China’s frontiers
without major and direct military contributions by the
United States.”

Two Aspects of U.S. “Containment”

What is meant by *“containment”? And what is
meant by the “containment of China” by the United
States together with Asian countries? This means two
things. First, U.S. imperialism is tightening its military
encirclement of China and preparing to launch an
armed attack against it. Second, in the name of “con-
taining China,” U.S. imperialism attempts to control
the Asian countries around China and enslave their
peoples. Whenever the people of these countries rise
up in resistance, U.S. imperialism will, again in the
name of “containing China,” carry out armed repres-
sion against them. U.S. imperialism not only wants
to turn the Asian countries into its military bases and
colonies but also wants to line them up in its anti-
China front and enlist them as pawns in its anti-China
game. This is the essence of the “containment” of
China that Bundy refers to.

“Balance of Power” a Pretext. What does he mean
by a “balance of power”? This is pure imperialist logic.
It serves as a pretext at all times for aggression. Ac-
cording to Bundy, to eslablish a “balance of power,”
the Uniled States can send troops to Asia. If this is
so, can Asian countries, too, send troops to the Amer-
icas 1o establish a “balance of power”? Following this
logic, can any country in the world send troops to any
place to establish a “balance of power”? Will this not
turn the world upside down? The fact that Bundy
talked like this simply means that U.S. imperialism is
bent on its aggression in Asia and will cling on there,
and that it is going to send more troops to the Asian
countries to extend ils aggression in Asia.

Why U.S. Imperialism Hates China

Bundy said the United Stales and China are “anti-
thetic” throughout the world. This is indeed the case.
The counter-revolutionary global strategy of U.S. im-
perialism is to subject all countries in the world, big
or small, to its aggression, control, intervention and
bullying and to sabotage and suppress the revolution-
ary movements of the pcoples so as to build an empire
bigger than any history has ever seen. Just as the
noted British philosopher Prof. Bertrand Russell has
said: “In the course of history there have been many
cruel and rapacious empires and systems of imperialist
exploitation, but none before have had the power at
the disposal of United States imperialists.” U.S. impe-
rialism is not only the enemy of the Chinese people,
but also the common enemy of people the world over.
Proceeding from Marxism-Leninism and proletarian
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internalionalism, the Chinese people have always sup-
ported the anti-imperialist revolutionary struggle of
the oppressed nations and people in Asia, Africa, Latin
America and the world as a whole. Wherever there is
struggle against U.S. imperialism and its lackeys, the
Chinese people never fail to lend their support. This
stand of the Chinese pecople will not be altered, what-
ever the circumstances. This is in fact the true reason
why U.S. imperialism hates China so bitterly.

Food for Thought. There is a passage in Bundy's speech
which gives much food for thought. He said: “There
is, to a very high degree, a valid parallel between the
situation we continue to face vis-a-vis communist
China and that we faced with the Soviet Union after
the war.” He added that since 1955. the Soviet Union
has become “moderate.” Bundy gnashes his teeth
over China but pats the Soviet leaders on the back.
Is this fortuitous? Of course not. The Soviet leaders
are in fact not just “moderate.” They have long be-
trayed the people of the whole world and become U.S.
imperialism’s accomplices and qualificd licutenants in
ils efforts to “contain” China.

What Bundy Makes Clear

Bundy's long speech makes it abundantly clear that
U.S. imperialism is gradually shifting the focus of its
global strategy from Europe to Asia. Its military
strength now deployed in Asia and the West Pacific ex-
ceeds that in Europe, and is directed against China.
U.S. ruling circles have threatened time and again that,
sooner or later, the United States will have to fight it
out with China. This is sulficient evidence that U.S.
imperialism now regards China as ils main enemy.

However, this change of sirategy does not mean
that U.S. imperialism has grown in strength, but that
it is finding itself in untold difficulties. It does not
mean that it has found a way out, but that it is strug-
gling in desperation. In the present-day world, it is not
China that is encircled. It is U.S. imperialism that is
heavily besieged by the people of the world. U.S. im-
perialism may shift the focus of its strategy to what-
ever place it likes, but it can never avert its doom.

Liu Tsung-yuan, a great man of letters of the Tang
Dynasty, in his essay on “The Enemy,” said: “Everybody
knows that the enemy is hateful, but not that he is
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also most useful; that he is harmful, but not that he
is also most beneficial.” The Chinese people have a
great enemy — U.S. imperialism. This enemy is indeed
most hateful and harmful to us, but we must see that
its existence has also a beneficial effect on us. To have
a ferocious enemy like U.S. imperialism glowering at
us and threatening us day and night will make us Chi-
nese people always bear in mind the danger of war
while living in peace and redouble our vigilance. It

will make us work harder to build a strong and
prosperous country. And it will keep us always on the
alert and sharpen our fighting spirit. Wanton U.S. im-
perialist aggression and intimidation can further raise
our political consciousness, strengthen our unity and
enhance our combat readiness. Should U.S. imperial-
ism dare attack China, it will be courting doom!

(“"Renmin Ribao,” February 20.)

Wilson Is Too Ignorant of the Times

by “RENMIN RIBAO” COMMENTATOR

SPEAKING in the House of Commons on February

8, British Prime Minister Harold Wilson once again
revealed the Labour government as an accomplice of
the United States in its war of aggression against Viet-
nam. His speech was also another disgraceful perform-
ance in the service of the anti-China schemes of the
United States.

In addition to applauding the resumption of U.S.
bombing of north Vietnam and extolling the U.S. “peace
talks” swindle, Wilson openly attacked China, insinuat-
ing that it is the “‘enemy of peace” and the “enemy
of negotiations.” He even urged M.P.s to demonstrate
in front of the Office of the Chinese Charge d'Affaires
in London. He said: “I would like to have seen the
peace lobby on Vietnam outside the Chinese Embassy.”

Anti-China OQutcries

This was not the first time that the British Labour
government attacked China. Since coming to power,
Wilson has repeatedly made anti-China outcries, each
time more vicious than before. In 1964, he slandered
China, claiming it was engaging in “subversion” in
Africa. Last year, he called China's nuclear strength a
“threat to neighbouring countries” and accused China
of “fishing in troubled waters” when China told the
intruding Indian troops that they must dismantle their
aggressive military installations. And it was in 1965
that this Labour Party leader told demonstrators carry-
ing banners demanding peace in Vietnam that “the right
place to take that banner is to the Chinese Embassy.”
Now, Wilson has gone further by letting loose a torrent
of abuse against China in the British Parliament, and
by again calling for disturbances outside the Chinese
diplomatic representative’s office. For a head of gov-
ernment to engage in such agitation is a rarity in in-
ternational relations. It only shows that the British
Government is prepared to stoop to anything to fan up
anti-China feelings.

It was not accidental that, in speaking of the Viet-
nam question, Wilson should have concentrated his attack
on China.
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Every time the United States finds itself in dire
straits on this question, the Labour government stretches
out a helping hand. This has practically become a rule.
At present, U.S. imperialism, bogged down in Vietnam,
is beset with difficulties both at home and abroad,
and Johnson is completely at a loss. Wilson saw the
need to act and he promptly stepped forward.

When he called China the “enemy of peace” and
the “enemy of negotiations,” he evidently wanted his
listeners to believe that the U.S. aggressors were lovers
of peace and were sincerely looking forward to a polit-
ical solution of the Vietnam question, implying thereby
that people should not oppose the United States but
should condemn China. So Wilson’s real intention is
clearly to herd more countries into the anti-China group
pieced together by the United States and to stir up a
new anti-China campaign.

But Mr. Wilson is really too ignorant of the times
and has too much confidence in himself.

U.S. imperialism is the arch ecriminal that has
torn up the Geneva agreements, subjected Vietnam to
aggression, enlarged the war and broken the peace of
that country. The Johnson Administration has publicly

'Carry your bugs, s
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stated that it will “see this thing [prosecution of the
war] through” in Vietnam, that it will not pull its forces
out of south Vietnam and that it will never recognize
the South Vietnam National Front for Liberation as
the sole legitimate representative of the south Vietna-
mese people. Does Wilson really believe he can conceal
from the people of the world the bloody hands of the
U.S. aggressor with a few demagogic words in Par-
liament?

A U.S. Satellite

On the Vietnam question, the Labour government
long ago joined the ranks of the adversaries of the
Vietnamese people. During more than the past year,
the Wilson government has followed in the footsteps
of Washington and has built itself an inglorious record.

It should be emphasized that the Wilson govern-
ment has long outdone its predecessors in its subser-
viency to the United States. The British Government’s
faithful service to the United States and its fixed resolve
to play second fiddle have truly earned it the title
of a U.S. satellile.

It is also for its own imperialist interests that the
Labour government is so closely following the United
States in active opposition to China. Everybody knows
that the erstwhile British Empire has been falling to
pieces. It has therefore formulated a so-called “East
of Suez” policy to mend the disintegrating British Com-
monwealth, maintain its grip over the traditional sphere
of influence of British colonialism, and suppress the
national-liberation movement that is surging forward
in Asia and Africa. But it knows full well that it
simply does not have the means to carry out that policy.
For this reason the Labour government is supporting

U.S. aggression in Vietnam and its policy of encircling
and containing China and collaborating further with
Washington with a view to obtaining U.S. support in
return. Hence, Britain's “East of Suez” policy is actually
an important move in aiding U.S. imperialism to build
a “cordon” around China and to shift the emphasis of
its global strategy to the East.

It is therefore clear that the reason why the Labour
government collaborates with the United Stales and
sets itscll against the Vietnamese people is because it
is afraid that the successful development of the laiter’s
revolutionary struggle will strike at the root of Britain’s
imperialist interests in the Fast. Similarly, why it
works for the U.S. scheme of encircling China is because
the Chinese people [irmly support the Vietnamese peo-
ple's struggle and unswervingly support the liberation
struggles of all the oppressed people and nations. Bri-
tain sees in this firm Chinese stand a formidable obstacle
and a serious threat to its counter-revolutionary “East
of Suez" strategy.

But times have changed. Today, the national-liber-
ation struggles are sweeping Asia, Africa and Latin
America like a hurricane. The days when Britain ruled
the roost in the world and when “the sun never set
on the British Empire” have become a mere episode
in history. Now even U.S. imperialism, which is said
to be the most powerful of its kind, is on the decline.
The Labour government will gain nothing by throwing
in its lot with the United States in its aggression against
Vielnam and opposition to China. Instead, it will end
up as a sacrifice on the pyre of the U.S. imperialist
policies of aggression and war. It can expect no better

end. (Summary of “Renmin Ribao” Commen-
tator’s February 18 article.)

THE WEEK

(Continued from p. 4.)

the Chinese people, and that they will
certainly come to no good end.”

Hooliganism Continues in
Indonesia

Over the last four months, the In-
donesian  Right-wing forces have
gone to great lengths to poison Sino-
Indonesian  relations.  They have
again and again organized hooligans
to create incidents and commit out-
rages against Chinese nationals and
Chinese diplomatic missions.

Only seven days after the February
3 attack on the Chinese Embassy in
Djakarta. acts of violence took place
against the Chinese Consulate and
Chinese nationals in Bandjarmasin.
Thus, in disregatd of the Chinese
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Government's repeated protests and
demands, the Indonesian Govern-
ment again has not kept its promise
to prevent the occurrence of similar
incidents.

On February 10, hundreds of
hooligans made a wild attack on the
Chinese Consulate in Bandjarmasin.
They stoned the Consulate building,
breaking many windows. While the
rowdies shouted anti-Chinese slogans
outside, some climbed over the walls
and carried out provocations. In the
afternoon, they damaged shops and
houses of Chinese nationals.

Two days later, the hooligans were
out again, doing serious damage to
Chinese shops and houses and the
local Chung Hua Chung Hui. That
same day, while Su Sheng. the Chi-
nese Consul in Bandjarmasin., was
conferring with the Governor of
South Kalimantan, hoodlums in-

scribed anti-Chinese slogans on his
car.

All this occurred after the Chinese
Consul had called on the Governor of
South Kalimantan on February 9,
demanding that the Indonesian au-
thorities take effective measures to
guarantee the safety of the Consulate
and protect the life and property of
Chinese nationals. The Chinese Em-
bassy in Indonesia, in its February
15 note to the Indonesian Foreign
Ministry, lodged the sirongest pro-
test with the Indonesian Govern-
ment. 1t demanded that the Indo-
nesian Government make a public
apology for the incidents, punish
the culprits and their instigators,
compensate the Consulate and the
Chinese nationals for their losses,
and take measures 1o  guarantee
against the occurrence of similar
incidents in the fulure.
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“Renmin Ribao” Editor's Note on Prime
Minister Castro’s Anti-China Statement

“Renmin Ribao” on February 22 published the
full text of Cuban Prime Minister Fidel Castro’s
February 6 anti-China statement with an editor's
note, which reads as follows:

IN the midst of the concerted attacks on China by

the imperialists headed by the United States, the
reactionaries of all countries and the Khrushchov
revisionists, Cuban Prime Minister Fidel Castro has
taken an active part in the anti-China chorus, fol-
lowing up his public attack on China on January 2
with a lengthy statement on February 6.

In his latest anti-China statement, Prime
Minister Castro shot off his mouth, vilifying the
People’s Republic of China. He accuses China
of “dishonesty,” “cynicism,” “bad faith,” “per-
fidy,” “hypocrisy.” of being “extremely insidious,”
of “the most venomous intent,” of using a “hidden
dagger,” of “blackmail and extortion,” of “exerting
pressure, committing aggression and strangulation,”
of resorting to “the worst methods of piracy, op-
pression and filibustering,” and of having “commit-
ted a criminal act of economic aggression” against
Cuba. He even makes the charges that China “has,
in fact, joined in that blockade™ (meaning the eco-
nomic blockade of Cuba by U.S. imperialism), that
Chinese representatives contacted Cuban military
officers “for the purpose of proselytizing them,” and
that China’s methods and practices were “exactly
the same as those employed by the U.S. Embassy
in our country in its attempt to interfere in the in-
ternal affairs of Cuba and impose its will on the
nation in one form or another.” According to this
statement, it would seem China is steeped in villainy
and truly guilty of monstrous crimes.

China has given, and will continue to give,
steadfast support to the Cuban people in their
struggle against U.S. imperialist aggression and
to defend the fruitls of their revolution. China
has consistently upheld proletarian internation-
alism and firmly opposed great-nation chauvin-
ism. We have always maintained that all nations,
big or small, are equal. A big country should not
bully a small one, nor should a small country bully
a big one; both should abide by principle and be
reasonable. Prime Minister Castro is utterly unrea-
sonable when in his stalement he incites anti-
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Chinese feelings on the pretext of China’s rice ex-
ports o Cuba and its distribution of printed matter
in Cuba.

The truth about the rice question has already
been very clearly explained by a responsible official
of the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Trade in his
statements® of January 9 and 30 in which he present-
ed all the relevant facts. While unable to disprove
these facts, Prime Minister Castro has arbitrarily laid
at China’s door the blame for the “grave difficulties”
Cuba has encountered in the economic field. This
way of shifting the blame on to others is far from
clever. It is natural that trade between two coun-
tries should be conducted in accordance with the
principle of mutual benefit, through consultations
on an equal fooling and in conformity with agree-
ments reached belween the two sides. It is quite
normal for differences of opinion to arise in the
course of discussions on trade. How can anyone on
this account vilily socialist China, which has always
been true to its internationalist obligations and has
supported the Cuban people in many ways, as being
on a par with imperialism and slander China as
having committed a “criminal act of economic ag-
gression” against Cuba? In recent years, not only
has the Cuban sugar-cane mono-culture, which is a
legacy of imperialism, remained unchanged, but
what the Khrushchov revisionists call “the principle
of international division of labour™ has been put into
practice, which has further aggravated this lop-sided
situation and created grave economic difficulties for
Cuba. Is this the result of advice given by the
Chinese? Are the Chinese to blame?

The truth about the question of printed matter
is likewise very clear. It is perfectly normal, above-
board and beyond reproach for the Chinese Embas-
sy to issue its bulletins and for Chinese book
distributors to circulate publications in Cuba ex-
plaining China’s policies and views. Why is it that
while the Cuban Embassy in China can distribute
printed matter publicizing Cuba’s views in China,
the Chinese Embassy cannot do likewise in Cuba?
Why should China’s printed matter be dreaded like
the plague while the anti-Chinese propaganda
material published by the leaders of the Communist

*See Peking Review, Nos. 3 and 6, 1966. — P.R. Ed.
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Parly of the Soviet Union is allowed to deluge Cuba?
Why such a lack of confidence in one’s own cadres
and officers and in one’s own people?

The anti-China balderdash is very much in the
air these days. The addition of Prime Minister
Castro to the anti-China chorus does not amount
to much. Nobody, whoever he is and whatever
airs he puts on, can add any real weight to it. He
will only expose himsell.

Whether or not a person in a socialist country
—be he the premier of a big or a small couniry,
the premier or an ordinary functionary — commands
the respect of the people depends on whether or not
he is a revolutionary, whether he remains a rev-
clutionary all his life or stops hall way, whether he
supports or opposes revolution, whether he combats
or curries favour with U.S. imperialism and whether
he practises Marxism-Leninism or revisionism.
Khrushchov was the premier of a very big country,
but has not the whole world witnessed the “respect”
shown him after he took the wrong path of revision-
ism?

Prime Minister Castro once zealously called for
an “end to public polemics.” However, since March
last year he has attacked China again and again.
At the mass rally on January 2, he publicly maligned

Castro’s February 6

“Granma.” organ of the Central Committee of the
Cuban Communist Party, on February 6 published “Prime
Minister Fidel Castro’s Reply to the Statements of the
Chinese Government."” The full text reads as follows. — Ed.

S a result of the pronouncements which I made in my
speech of January 2 and the subsequent statements
made by the Cuban Ministry of Foreign Trade, the Chinese
Government has issued two statements trying to justify its
conduct concerning the question of trade relations with
Cuba.
These statements of the Chinese Government, placed
in the mouth of a so-called “official”™ of the Ministry of
Foreign Trade of the said country, are extremely insidious.

Nobody will ever believe that in China an ordinary and
unknown official of the Ministry of Foreign Trade could
issue statements characterizing as lying the Prime Minister
of a socialist state with which it maintains formal diplomat-
ic relations, statements which, by their political content
and disrespectful form, involve the possibilities of seriously

affecting the relations between the two countries, Cuba and
China.

It is necessary first of all to make two points:

1. This kind of conduct involves great hypocrisy, be-
cause such pronouncements can only emanate from the
highest level of the Chinese Government.
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China and then followed this up with his anti-China
statement of February 6. Prime Minister Castro
has gone very far down the road of opposition to
China. People will wait and see how much further
he will go.

The Communisl Party of China and the Chinese
peaple are accustomed to being abused. Leaving
aside the past, at present we are being abused
abroad by the imperialists led by the United States,
by reactionary nalionalists, by the reactionaries of
all countries and by the modern revisionists. and at
home by Chiang Kai-shek, by landlords, rich peas-
ants and counter-revolutionaries, bad elements and
Rightists. This has long been the case. and we are ac-
customed to it. Our attitude is: let them go on abus-
ing us if they like; we will reply as and when
necessary.

So far we have not yet given a systemalic re-
ply to Prime Minister Castro’s anti-China state-
ments. We reserve our right to do so.

Prime Minister Castro’s stalement of February
6 is useful material. We are publishing it here in
full and are broadcasting it to the world in various
languages. We hope that the Chinese people and
the people ol Latin America and other parts of the
world will read it, ponder over the problems it raises
and draw their own conclusions.

Anti-China Statement

2. While being dishonest, this method reveals a sense
of contempt for other people, because it is equivalent to
saying that the statements of the Prime Minister of a small
state, although the question at issue seriously affects that
state, deserve a reply only by an inferior and anonymous
official of the Ministry of Foreign Trade of China.

We shall not use such hypocritical and contemptuous
methods of procedure, because we are not used to this,
nor do we make a distinction between big and small na-
tions either in reference to the defence of our countiry’s
dignity or in the respect we have for others, whatever the
consequences that may arise therefrom.

This atlitude of the Chinese Government goes beyond
the limits of a discussion based strictly on figures and
data concerning trade exchange. Having reached this point,
it is virtually useless to argue about such data and figures.
Nevertheless, the assertions and conclusions which the
Chinese Government pretends to defena in this respect
must not be left unanswered.

On January 2 I did not want to pass judgment on or
define or characterize the measures of an economic nature
adopted by the Chinese Government, although I had more
than enough material for passing a judgment. I confined
mysell {o explaining that there would be an abrupt and
unexpecled reduction of imports from China. 1 explained
the reasons given by the Chinese Government for this and
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the immediate consequences of this for our country. What
I said then, and I quote, is this:

“For reasons contrary to our wishes, there is a product
concerning which we are going to have difficulties this
vear, and that product is rice. Now I am going to explain
why we will have less rice, basing myself on a report of
our Ministry of Foreign Trade concerning trade exchange
with the People’s Republic of China.

“The report says: Our policy of trade with China, for
1966, was directed towards a further increase in the volume
of exchange, following the trend of the last few years.

“Planned exports for 1966 would rise to 110 million
[pesos], and imports to 140 million [pesos].

“These amounts, compared with previous vears, anti-
cipated greater deliveries of sugar on our part and greater
deliveries of rice on the other side.

“In mid November our delegation led by Comrade Ismael
Bello, Director of our Ministry, went to Peking to discuss
the trade protocol for 1966, which was due to be signed in
Havana. After various interviews, the Chinese authorities
formally raised the following points:

“Sugar. The Chinese side cannot accept the 800,000 tons
of sugar offered, for the following reasons:

“a. They have had a bumper harvest this year.

“b. In 1961 the USS.R. made them a loan of 500,000
fons of sugar, to be repayable with the same product. This
year they have already repaid this amount of sugar to
the USSR, using part of the sugar which they bought
from Cuba.

“

c. The Chinese people now require no ration cards
to buy sugar because there is enough to satisfy the demand.

“The amount of rice supplied to Cuba in 1965, totalling
250.000 tons, was an exceplion arising from the request
made to the Chinese Ambassador by Premier Fidel Castro.

“Notwithstanding the bumper harvest, they do not see
in 1966 the possibility of supplying a greater amount [of
rice] than in 1964, which was 135,000 metric tons, for the
following reasons:

“a. The necessity of creating reserves against the out-
break of an attack by U.S. imperialism;

“b. The assistance which they have to give to Viet-
nam;

“c. The deficil in the production of other cereals, which
obliges them to import from the capitalist area. For this
purpose, it is therefore necessary to use a certain amount
of rice in order to obtain foreign exchange.

“When our delegation proposed that the remainder of
the 10 million [pesos] of the 1960 loan should be used in
part Lo finance the imbalance which would appear in 1966,
according to our export and import figures, the Chinese
side replied as follows:

“The use of the economic loan was not within their
power to decide, and should be raised at government level.
But as for the products and the amounts which they could
offer us, their offer was the maximum and, therefore, that
was final.

“They declared that in this way the volume of eox-
change would moaore or less reach the 1964 level as it was
to be a balanced trade.
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“The trade implications of these proposals, says the
foreign trade report: Although the Chinese side talks about
bringing our trade to the 1964 level, by not granting an
imbalance as they did in previous yvears, what in fact will
be brought to the 1964 level is only our exports, while the
value of our imports will drop to a level below that of
any of the trading years between 1961 and 1965. Since 1961,
our trade exchange has been established through yearly

trade protocols, as is customary between the socialist coun-
tries.”

On all these questions, the Chinese side has been
unable to refute or conceal any of the essential points.
They have confined themseclves exclusively to discussing one
point:  Whether or not it is true that the volume of exports
which Cuba will receive from China in 1966 will be lower
than that of the previous years since 1961.

They are unable to deny that the exports offered by
Cuba, including 800,000 tons of sugar, would come to as
much as 110 million pesos and that the requests made by
Cuba were estimated at a value of 140 million [pesos].

They are unable to deny that the Chinese Government
refused the offer of 800,000 tons of sugar, nor can they
deny the arguments which they put forward to justify this:

“a. That they have had a bumper harvest this year.

“b. That in 1961 the US.S.R. gave them a loan of
500.000 tons of sugar, repayvable with the same product.
This year they have already repaid this amount of sugar
to the USS.R., using part of the sugar which they bought
from Cuba.

“c. That the Chinese people now do not require ration
coupons to buy sugar because there is enough to satisfy
the demand.”

They are unable to deny that, for 1966. they only agrced
to deliver 135,000 metric tons of rice, that is, 115,000 [metric
tons] less than the previous year and 145,000 [metric tons]
below the requesis made. Nor can they deny the argu-
ments which they putl forward for this purpose:

“That notwithstanding the bumper harvest, they do not
see in 1986 the possibility of supplying a greater amount
[of rice] than in 1964, which was 135.000 metric tons, for
the following reasons:

“a. The necessity to create reserves against the out-
break of an atlack by U.S. imperialism.

“b. The assistance which they have to give to Viet-
nam.

“c. The deficit in the production of other cereals, which
obliges them to import from the capitalist area, and for
this purpose, it is therefore necessary to use a certain
amount of rice in order to obtain foreign exchange.”

They are unable to deny that when our delegation pro-
posed that the 10 million [pesos] -loan should be used to
partly finance the imbalance which might appear, the Chi-
nese side replied that this should be raised at the govern-
ment level. But as for the products and the amounts which
could be offered, their offer was the maximum and, there-
fore, that was final.

They are unable to deny that the Cuban delegation was
told furthermore — this was something that never happened
in any of the previous years—that the trade was to be
balanced, which, in commercial terms, means that no loan
could be expected,
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Essentially, they are unable to deny that the Chinese
representatives put forward four points in explicit and pre-
cise terms:

a. That our sugar exports would be limited to only
600,000 tons, even though sugar is our basic product with
which we pay f[or our imports.

b. That the amount of producls offered was maximum
and final.

¢. That the imbalance was to cease this year.

d. That rice, a traditional and appreciable product of
our consumption, would be reduced to almost hall com-
pared to the previous year.

Thev are unable to deny that these proposals were put
to the Cuban side with extreme suddenness at the end of
1955. Naturally, our Government was entirely unaware that
this was to be the new trade policy of the Chinese Gov-
ernment towards Cuba.

1 repeat that being unable to deny any of these essential
matiers. they have confined themsclves exclusively to dis-
cussing a question of secondary importance, namely,
whether or not it is true that the volume of exports which
Cuba will receive from China in 19066 will be lower than
that of the previous years since 1961.

In order to negate what is said about this, in the slate-
ment of January 9 they talked about the total volume of
trade: without providing any other data, they asserted that
the report of the Cuban Ministry of Foreign Trade which
I read on January 2, stating that imports would be lower
than in any of those years, was untruthful. Nevertheless, in
its replv of Januury 12 the Cuban Ministry of Foreign
Trade provided the data relating to the actual imports from
China:

1961 98.6
1962 89.8
1963 90.8
1964 109.3
1965 1289
1966 (85.0)

In its new statement of January 30, the Chinese Gov-
ernment, again evading the essential points and insisling
on the matter of comparison with previous years, tried to
refute the method used by the Cuban Ministry of Foreign
Trade and alleged that it used figures of three categories.
For its part, allegedly basing itself on the lists in the pro-
tocols, the Chinese Government claimed that China's ex-
porls to Cuba were as follows:

1961 108.00
1962 62.00
1963 77.61
1964 95.11
1965 127.00
1966 (84.50)

Well, let's see how the Cuban Ministry of Foreign Trade
drew up its figures. It took the most accurate data avail-
able for the years 1961, 1962, 1963 and 1964, namely, the
physical goods which had rcally entered and left the coun-
try; as often happens, figures agreed upon in protocols
change considerably in the course of the implementation of
the protocols.

16

As regards the year 1965, in December when the
Ministry of Foreign Trade drew up ils report, it could not
possibly use the method of basing itself on the total amount
of goods entering and leaving, one reason being that the
vear had not yet ended, and another that it takes a certain
time to receive, check and compile the dala. In this case,
for the said year the Ministry was compelled to use the
figures in the protocol, although these, as has already becn
said, might considerably depart from the reality. Likewise,
as regards the year 1966 that has just begun, the Ministry
could only take into account the maximum and final figures
of goods offered by the Chinese side in the negotialions.
Did not the Chinese Government, too, take these data with
respect to 1866 as its basis for comparison? Thus the Chi-
nese Government also used different categories of data—
one for the years 1961, 1962, 1963, 1964 and 1965: the lists
in the protocols, and another [or the vear 1966: the offers
by China in the negotialions.

But there is just one substantial dilference between the
data of the Chinese and Cuban Ministries of Foreign Trade;
the data used by Cuba for the years 1961, 1962, 1963 and
1964, covering two-thirds of the six-yéur period under review
and really expressing the rate of development of exchange
between the two countries. arc based precisely on the goods
that actually reached or left the country, while disregard-
ing this reality entirely, the data used by the Chinese
Government are based on the capricious criterion that the
agreed lists of goods written on a piece of paper count for
more than goods actually rcaching a particular country.

Such goods semetimes exceed the goods listed in the
protocols, as happened in 1962 when the amount agreed
upon was 62 million [pesos] and the amount reccived was
89.8 [million pesos]. The latter amount is what really
counts, and we have so counted it in our figures.

In other years, as in 1961, the amount of Cuban imports
agreed upon was 108 million [pesos]. but the amount that
actually arrived was 98.6 [million pesos]. The lalter amount
is what really counts, and we have so counted it.

On the other hand, there is no possibility that the
goods to be received for the year 1966 will exceed the
amount agreed upon because the Chinese side has categori-
cally declared the amount offered to be the maximum and

final — a thing that never happened in any of the previous
years.

The argument about categories advanced by the Chinese
side is clearly in bad faith, and intended to confuse those
who do not know the facts, to conceal the weakness of its
own position, and to make people believe that the Cuban
Ministry of Foreign Trade is irresponsibly playing with
figures.

In my January 2 speech I also said:

“Taking into account the fact that the per capita con-
sumption of rice in the People’s Republic of China is very
high and its sugar consumption very low, and I myself,
taking into account the fact that in China, by contrast
with Cuba, the selling price of sugar to the people is four
or five times that of rice while in Cuba rice is two or
three times the price of sugar, thought that a bigger lrade
in rice and sugar could be of mutual advantage to both
countries. And therefore I put forward the proposal — in
my opinion highly advantageous to that country and to
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ours—that we would give two tons of sugar for each ton
of rice that China sent to us.

“I put this proposal forward taking a scries of circum-
stances into account, as I have told you, including the
principle of the international division of labour, the [act
that we are traditionally a sugar-cane growing country and
are sugar-productive; we are a country that knows how Lo
Brow sugar-cane and can get very high yields of sugar per
hectare: but this is not our situation with rice because we
have neither the same experience, nor large quantities of
Wwaler. nor great rivers, nor broad regions enjoying opltimum
conditions for growing rice, nor, by contrast with sugar-
cane growing, do we know the best techniques or have the
best sced strains.” *

I went on to say:

“And It must be said that the response, on that occa-
sion, was more than we expected. They agreed with the
proposal and even stated that the exchange should not be
made in the way we suggested but that they would con-
tinue paying the same price for the sugar and we would
continue paying the same price for the rice.”

What do they deny in reference to this? They deny
that the exchange proposed was actually two for one and
say it was three for two. In this connection the Cuban
Ministry of Foreign Trade explained the matter explicitly
in the following words:

“In Oclober 1964, talks began in Havana, prior to the
negotiations that were to continue later in Peking, on the
1965 trade protocol,

“The Chinese side had already agreed to deliver 150,000
tons ol rice to us that year, which meant a slight inercase
over the 1964 figures (135,000 tons). That meant that in
1965 Cuba would receive 150,000 tons of rice at a price
between 145 and 150 pesos a ton varying according to the
variety of the product, and that the equivalent exchange
in sugar would be about 165,000 tons, in accordance with
the stipulated price of 6.11 cents a pound.

“That was the occasion when the Prime Minister of
Cuba’s Revolutionary Government proposed increasing the
trade in rice for sugar—as the Chinese Foreign Trade
official has admitted, according to the Hsinhua text—to
370,000 tons of sugar for 250,000 tons of rice cvery year.
This is to say that instead of 150,000 tons of rice. China
would deliver 250,000 tons, and instead of 165.000 tons of
sugar, Cuba would deliver 370,000 tons., In terms of
arithmetic, Cuba would deliver roughly an additional 205,000
tons of sugar in exchange for an additional 100.000 tons of
rice, and, if the arithmetic is not wrong, this amounts to
almost exactly a proportion of two to one.

“Therefore the Prime Minister’s assertion — that Cuba’s
proposal mean! raising the sugar-for-rice exchange on the
basis of two tons of sugar for each ton of rice—is ab-
solutely true.”

In reply to these irrefutable arguments and data the
Chinese Government says: “The Cuban Ministry of Foreign
Trade spent much effort in compiling some nondescript
figures to prove that what Prime Minister Castro affirmed
about the exchange of two tons of Cuban sugar for one
ton of Chinese rice was absolutely true.”

Apparently, a mere arithmetical addition amounts to a
strenuous effort for the Chinese Government and figures
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which do not suit it are nondescript figures. The Chinese
Government’s mistake is due 1o their analysis of the ligures
without paying the least attention to the fact that the first
150.000 tons of rice were agreed upon at a price equivalent
to roughly 165,000 tons of sugar, that is, in the proportion
of 1.1 to 1, which was established at the time when I pro-
posed raising the sugar deliveries [rom about 165.000
to 370,000 tons, or an addition of 205,000 [tons] of sugar in
exchange for an additional 100,000 [tons] of rice (a lwo (o
one proportion), and this, added to the amount that was
already agrecd upon at a different price, made a total of
250.000 tons of this product to be received by Cuba.

They simply confine themselves to comparing the tolal
figures. But whatever criterion they use to analyse the
figures, that does not alter the fact that they were to receive
an additional 205,000 [tons] of sugar in exchange for
delivery to Cuba of only an additional 100,000 [tons] of rice.
Can they deny that this proposal was highly beneficial for
the Chinese people?

Nevertheless, the essential point in all of this is as
follows. They have had to admit:

(1) That at the end of 1964 the Cuban Government
put forward a special sugar-for-rice exchange proposal

(2) That the Cuban proposal was made in terms of
delivery of amounts greater than the established cquivalents
of sugar for rice.

(3) That as a consequence of this proposal they agreed
to deliver 250,000 tons of rice

(4) That, as 1 said on January 2, they agreed to delive:

the requested amounts of rice though not 1o a price lor
sugar higher than the established onc.

How did the Cuban Government interpret the Chinese
reply? This is an important question. We had to consider
China's agreement to raise its rice exports to Cuba to 250.000
tons as an alfirmative reply to our proposal, in which our
yearly need for that product, so important for our national
consumplion, was clearly expressed.

Their refusal to accept a higher price for sugar in
exchange secemed to us to be in accord wilh the spirit
of co-operation which had always prevailed in the Chi-
nese Government's altitude in ils relations with us, and
we never imagined it was a rejection of a commitment to
supply us with the yearly minimum requested.

The inlerpretation which the Chinese Government now
places on this matter, saying that it was a favour granted
for just one year — which was in no way what we asked
for — reveals an ambiguous attitude in its methods, and it
amounis to an act of betrayal of the good faith of the
Cuban side.

It never occurred to us that the Chinese Government
would retain for itself, like a hidden dagger. the right
absolutely unilaterally and without giving any warnirg
whatever and without previous discussion, to interpret the
scope of its commitment precisely at a time when our
country was in no position-and did not have the means to
buy rice in other markets.

In respect to the rationing which we have been com-
pelled to institute as a result of the Chinese Government's
drastic and unexpected reduction of rice exports to Cuba,
that Government in its latest statement makes the follow-
ing asscrtion:
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“Cuba started to ration rice at the monthly quota of
six pounds per capita in 1962. In that year China exported
to Cuba 120.000 tons of rice. Then, in 1953 and 1964, China
exported to Cuba 135.000 tons of rice each year, and the
rice ration for the Cuban population remained unchanged.
In 1965, China's export of rice to Cuba nearly doubled, yet
there was no increase in the Cuban rice ration on this
account, According to the figures discussed by the two
sides in the preliminary negotiations, China’s export of rice
to Cuba in 1966 will indced be less than in 1965, but it
will exceed 1962 and equal 1963 and 1964. In face of these
facts. how can one arbitrarily link up the cut in the Cuban
rice ration with the guestion of Sino-Cuban trade?”

We cannot but regard this argument as cynical. The
Chinese Government cannot be unaware of the fact that
in 1962, 1963 and 1964, Cuba was also gelting supplies from
other markets; that we were faced with increasing difficul-
ties of a political character with many of those possible
suppliers as a result of the Yankee blockade; that no Latin
American country, with the exception of Mexico, traded
with Cuba; that the countries which did not break off
trade, such as Uruguay and others, did so after the O.AS.
agreement decreed by the Yankee imperialists at the con-
sultative meeting in Washington in July 1964, where they
took steps against Cuba on charges that Cuba had sent
weapons to the Venezuelan revolutionaries and those coun-
tries were therefore forced to break diplomatic, consular and
trade relations with our country.

Moreover, in obtaining our rice supply from the few
places open to us, our purchasing power is limited by the
sugar prices in the so-called world market. The Chinese
Government cannot be unaware of the sugar prices in the
years referred to. According to the accumulated average of
spot prices in London, these were:

1562 — 2.89 cents per pound F.O.B.
1963 — 8.50 cents per pound F.O.B.
1964 — 5.88 cents per pound F.O.B.
1965 — 2.18 cents per pound F.OB.

The average prices in the last five months of 1965 were
as follows:

August 1.87 (cents)
September 1.93 (cents)
October 2.08 (cents)
November 1.85 (cents)
December 2.04 (cents)

If in December of the year when prices were so bad
our Ministry of Foreign Trade received the surprising notice
that the Chinese Government was going to deliver 115,000
tons of rice less than in the previous year and 145,000 [{ons]
less than what was needed, how could the Cuban Govern-
ment avoid reducing the rice ration of its population in 1966?

How can the Chinese Government pretend to be unaware
of those facts and shamelessly assert:

“If the Cuban side, truly because of difficulties in for-
eign relations, genuinely hoped that China would export
more rice to Cuba in 1966, it could very well have raised
the matter in negotiations al a higher level as it did in
the past.”

Naturally, the Cuban Government, as I shall explain
later, had more than sufficient reason for not doing so.
But before reaching that point, we would like to ask: What
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would the Chinese people think if the Cuban Government,
knowing that their request for sugar was 600.000 tons, as
expressed by their representatives to our delegation, had
replied that it intended to reduce deliveries to 300,000 [tons]
because we wanted to sell the remainder in order to obtain
foreign exchange to purchase other cereals?

S6 far from reducing our deliveries to 300.000 [tons],
we proposed sending 800,000 [tons] although Cuba had the
worst drought in the last 60 years, although its production
will not equal but will fall below that of the previous year,
although the price of sugar in the rest of the world market
reached the lowest point in the last few decades and US.
imperialism has tightened its blockade against us.

We with less sugar offered more; you with more rice
offered less. We suffering from drought, blockade and low
prices offered to increase deliveries of our main commercial
product. You admitting that you have reaped bumper crops
are reducing rice deliveries to us by almost 50 per cent.

Furthermore, the representatives of the Chinese Govern-
ment claimed that it was necessary to establish rice reserves
in order to be prepared against U.S. aggression. Does not
Cuba face equal or greater danger of U.S. aggression than
does the People’s Republic of China? In the midst of
aggression, how could a single grain reach our coasts from
any country of the socialist camp thousands of miles away?
By what means and through what frontiers could Cuba be
supplied?

According to the Chinese Government's conception of
international obligations, it is obvious that a country such
as ours, militarily weaker and more vulnerable to aggres-
sion, has no right to think of reserves, and has not even
the right to keep up a modest rationing of supplies whose
institution became a compelling necessity in face of the
US. imperialist blockade.

We do not exclusively blame the Chinese Government
for the reduction of the ration. The responsibility falls in
the first place on the Yankee imperialists who have
enforced an economic blockade against us; in the second
place on the Chinese Government for having in fact joined
in that blockade; and in the third place, on us ourselves
for having believed in the Chinese Government’s spirit of
internationalism.

But this is not all. In its stalement of January 9, the
Chinese Government said:

“There have been trade negotiations between China
and Cuba every vear, and every year differing views of
one kind or another have cropped up in the course of them.
But in the past, Prime Minister Castro never acted as he
has now. Why then has he suddenly taken such an extraor-
dinary step on the eve of the three continents peoples’
solidarity conference in Havana? This offers food for
thought.”

In its statemént of January 30, 1966, the Chinese Gov-
ernment insisted even more insidiously:

“We have carefully. studied the reply of the Cuban
Ministry of Foreign Trade and we think that it has failed
to answer the crucial question raised in my remarks on
January 9, namely, why did Prime Minister Castro unilat-
erally and untruthfully make public the contents «f the
preliminary Sino-Cuban trade negotiations for 19668 su<ddenly
on the eve of the Afro-Asian-Latin American Peoples’
Solidarity Conference when the negotiations were going on
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and when the Cuban Government could very well raise its
differing views and demands, if any, to the Chinese Gov-
ernment?”

At the end of that very same statement, it repeated,
with the most venomous intent, the same insinuating, sub-
tle and cynical idea:

“If the Cuban side, truly because of difficulties in for-
eign relations, genuinely hoped that China would export
more rice to Cuba in 1966, it could very well have raised
the matler in negotiations at a higher level as it did in
the past. But at a time when the preliminary negotiations
between the delegations of the Ministries of Foreign Trade
of the two countries are still going on, the Cuban side
has unilaterally and untruthfully made public the contents
of the negotiations and tried to shift on to China the re-
sponsibiiity for the cut in the rice ration for its population.
This really compels us to suspect that in doing this the
Cuban side is after something else.”

Three times it has insisted on the same idea, talking
as though relations between our two countries at that time
were exactly the same as they were in previous years, as
though they were proceeding in the best harmony, as
though things of serious character gravely impairing these
relations had never occurred prior to those negotiations of
December 1965, and that therefore the Cuban Government's
position was illogical. strange, abnormal, and suspect —
creating a problem in the most artificial manner, pursuing
ulterior purposes, and who knows whal ulterior purposes!
It is trying to sow doubts in an insinuating, sly and subtle
form, with the worst kind of poison.

This is an argument used in the worst of bad faith,
because the Chinese Government tried to take advantage
of the fact that certain questions are not publicly known
in order to deceive and confuse people. And it is even
more disgusting if one has in mind the fact that the Cuban
Government did not want to take the painful step of re-
vealing these matters. In my speech of January 2, I con-
fined my words strictly to the difficulties caused in con-
nection with trade, without qualifying the Chinese behav-
iour and without going deeper into the problem. because it
is extremely painful and unpleasant to have to divulge
these other more serious matters which happened and
whnich explained with total clarity the real purpose of the
Chinese behaviour.

At the same time the Chinese Government talks as if
January 2 had something to do with the tri-continental
conference, and as though it was not, in fact, the date of
our national festival celebrations of the 1959 victory of the
insurgent army, the dale on which every year we gather
with the people in a mass rally to deal with the funda-
mental problems of the country. It aflects absolute igno-
rance ol the character of this date and the fact that new
difficulties were about to arise immediately and had to be
explained to the people. It had absolutely nothing to do
with the tri-continental conference.

It is we ourselves who can affirm that on the very cve
of that conference of solidarity of the Asian, African and
Latin American peoples, the Chinese Government carried
out a criminal act of economic aggression against our
couniry, in a year of serious difficulties in weather con-
ditions, of extraordinary low prices in the world market for
our main export product, and of a tight imperialist econom-
ic blockade which prevents or makes it difficult for us
to trade with most countries of the world.
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The Chinese Government could not have chosen a more
opportune and adequate time to deal our pcople a telling
blow and, what is more serious, precisely a time when that
conference of solidarity of the pecoples of the three con-
tinents was about to take place. This indeed offers food
for serious thought.

What we are now going to explain we could have said
on January 2, and we could have explained the purpose ol
the behaviour of the Chinese Government. Nevertheless,
we didn’t. It is precisely that Government. with its perfidy,
its hypocrisy, its malicious insinuations and its contempt
for our small country, which forces us to do it.

Three months before the start of the trade talks, on
September 14, 1965, at 10 am., the President of the Republic
Comrade Osvaldo Dorticos Torrado and I, in my capacity
as Prime Minister of the Government, summoned the Charge
d’Affaires of the Pcople’s Republic of China to discuss
questions which, in our view, were most serious.

Although the Chinese Government knew perfectly well
— because the Cuban Government had stated it, and even
stated it publicly — what our posilion was in respect (o
the distribution in our country of propaganda material on
questions of a political nature, and especially on those
questions which tend to deepen the division among the
socialist peoples and countries, the representatives of the
Chinese Government in Cuba paid absolutely no attention
to our demands in this respect, disregarding prerogatives
which, as a sovereign country, are the exclusive concern
of our Government.

The position of the Cuban Government in this matler
was expressed very clearly on March 13, 1965, in the campus
of the [Havana] University, when we also gave a detailed
account of our views on the division in the socialist camp
and on the imperialist aggression in Vietnam.

On that occasion, we unequivocally declared:

“We, small countries which do not rely on the strensth
of armies of millions of men, which do not rely on the
strength of atomic might, we small countries — like Vietnam
and Cuba— have instinct enough to see with serenity and
understand that, owing to the special situation —we, 90
miles from the U.S. empire, they, attacked by U.S. aircraft
— we small countries are the only ones affected by this
division and this discord which sap the strenglh of the
socialist camp.

“It is not a question here of analysing the debated
questions in the field of theory, in the field of philosophy,
but of bearing in mind the greal truth that in the face of
an enemy which is attacking. in the face of an increasingly
aggressive enemy, there are no grounds for division, division
does not make sense, division has no reason to it.

“And division in face of the enemy has never been a
corrcet strategy, has never been a revolutionary strategy,
has never bheen an intelligent strategy in any epoch of
history, in any period of mankind, ever since the appear-
ance of the first revolutionary in the world, c¢ver since the
time when revolutions emerged as social phenomena in
which the masses acted instinctively and until the time
when revolutions became conscious, became tasks and phe-
nomena fully understood by the people, which has taken
place since the emergence of Marxism.

“And in this revolutionary process we, all of us, educate
ourselves from the very outset in the idea that anything
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which divides weakens us, anything which disunites is
bad for our people and good for the imperialists. And the
masses of our people from the very first moment understood
the need for unily, and unity became an essential question
for the revolution, unity became an appeal of the masses,
unity became a slogan of the whole people. And we ask
whether the imperialists have disappeared, we ask whether
the imperialists are not allacking north Vietnam, we ask
whether men and women among the people are not dying
there.

“And who are they going to make understand, who are
they going 1o make belicve, that division is advantageous,
that division is useful? Does not one see that the impe-
rialists are advancing there? Does not one see the strategy
the imperialists are following there? Does not one scc the
tactics the imperialists are following there, to crush the
revolutionary movement in south Vietnam, first attacking
north Vietnam by air on the pretext of retaliation, then
arrogating to themselves the right to attack it at will, and
continuing with the massive use of aircraft against the
fighters of south Victnam?”

The imperialists reserve to themselves the right to
launch this type of air warfare with the least possible
sacrifice, bombing with hundreds of planes and then going
to the length of using helicopters to rescue the pilots of the
downed planes. The imperialists indeed wantl a very con-
venient kind of struggle!

Indeed, the imperialists want a kind of war with only
industrial losses! That is to say, “so many and so many
planes lost.” Indeed, the people of south Vietnam and the
people of north Vietnam are suffering from all this! And
they are suffering in their own flesh because men and
women are dying there, both in the south and in the north,
victims of the US. strafing and bombing.

And they do not in the least hesitate to say that they
intend to continue all this, because not even the attacks
on north Vietnam have had the effect of overcoming the
division in the socialist family. And who can doubt that
this division encourages the imperialists? Who can doubt
that a united front in face of the imperialist enemy would
make him hesitate, would make him think more deeply
bcfore launching his adventurist attacks and making his
ever more barefaced intervention in that part of the world?
Can they convince anybody? With what argument, with
what logic? And who are the beneficiaries? The impe-
rialists! And who are the victims? The Viectnamese! And
what is the sufferer? The prestige of socialism, the prestige
of the international communist movement, the international
revolutionary movement! And indeed, this does cause us
pain! As for us, “the liberation movement™ are not dema-
gogic words but a slogan we have always really felt!

Because we are a small country that does not aspire
to become the centre of the world; because we are a small
country that does not aspire to become the revolutionary
centre of the world. And when we talk of these problems,
we talk with absolute sincerily, and we talk with absolute
disinterestedness, and we who talk did not attain revolution-
ary power in some bourgeois elections but by fighting, arms
in hand; we talk on behalf of a pcople who for six years
have been unflinchingly and unhesitatingly resisting the
snares and threats of imperialism! We talk on behalf of
a people who did not hesitate for the sake of strengthening
the revolutionary movement, for the sake of strengthening
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the socialist camp, for the sake of firmness and determina-
tion in defence of the revolution against the imperialists, did
not hesitate to risk the dangers of thermonuclear war, of
nuclear attack against us, when in our country and on our
terrifory — with absolute and full rights, which we never
renounce, and in an absolutely legitimate action, which we
never regret—we agreed to the installation of thermo-
nuclear strategic missiles on our territory! And, besides,
not only did we agree to have them brought in bul we did
not agree to have them taken out! And I think this is
absolutely no secret to anybody.

We are talking on behalf of a country and a pcople
which are receiving neither Yankee credits nor food for
peace, and we have not the slightest relations with the
imperialists — that is to say, in matters concerning revolu-
tionary convictions and sincerity, we did not neced anybody
to teach us; no, not anybody, just as nobody had to teach
our cmancipators of 1895 or 1868 the path of independence
and dignity — we, the people of the First and Second Havana
Declarations, which we did not copy from any document,
but they were the pure expression of the deeply revolu-
tionary and highly internationalist spirit of our people.

As this has been the feeling and as this has been the
thought of our revolution, proved whenever there was need
to prove it and proved without hesitation of any kind. with-
out compromise of any sort, and without contradiction of
any type, that is why we have the right to ask —as many
other people must ask —who benefit from this discord if
not our enemies.

And of course we have the full right, the full and
absolute right —and I don’t think anybody dares question
it—to ban such discord and such Byzantine battles from
our country and from among our pcople,

And it is appropriate to have it known that here it is
our Party which makes the propaganda! That here it is
our Party which draws up the policies! That here these
are matlers belonging to our jurisdiction! And that if we
don’t want the apple of discord here, just because we don’t
like it, nobody can smuggle it in here! And that our cne-
mies, our enemies, our only enemies, are the Yankee im-
perialists!  Our sole irreconcilable contradiction is with
Yankee imperialism! The only adversary against whom we
are ready to break all swords is imperialism!

Our position is one: We favour that Victnam should be
given all the help necessary!

We favour that help should be given in weapons and
men! We favour that the socialist camp should run the
necessary risks for Vietnam!

We are very much aware that in case of any serious
international complication, we will be one of the first
targels of imperialism, but we are not worried by it and
it has never worried us.

What this means is that, with all its frankness and all
its sinceritly, our reasonable and dispassionate position ema-
nates from the right to-think, emanates from the right to
reason and emanates from our legitimate and inviolable
right to adopt the measures and act in the sense we think
more just and more revolutionary, without anybody enter-
taining the illusion of giving us lessons as revolulionaries,

And I hope that the mistake of underestimating and
ignoring the idiosyncrasies of our people will not be com-
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mitied, because Yankee imperialism made many mistakes
of this type, one of whose characteristics was contempt for
others, contempt for and underestimation of small nations.
And this imperialism made the big and gross mistake of
underestimating our revolutionary people; it would be a
pity if others made similar mistakes. Our sincere policy has
been and is to unite, because we are not and will never be
anybody’s satellite!

Great are the dangers that threaten us, but they are
not to be fought with the Byzantine discords, with academic
chatter. No! They are to be fought with revolutionary
firmness. revolutionary integrity, the readiness to [fight.
The imperialist enemy is not to be fought effectively in
any part of the world with the revolutionaries divided,
with the revolutionaries insulting each other, with the revo-
lutionaries attacking each other, but with unity, with cohe-
sion in the revolutionary ranks. And to those who don't
believe that this is the correct tactic for the international
communist movement, we sav that for us, here, in our small
island, in our terrilory, in the first trench, 90 miles from
-the imperialists, it is the correct tactic!

And we will adjust our line and adjust our behaviour
to that way of thinking.

Despite this absolufely clear stand, this unmistakable
expression of the will of our people and of the line we
intend to pursue, the Chinese Government has increased
the delivery and massive distribution of propaganda mate-
rial in our country, both directly from China and through
its diplomatic representatives.

On September 12, the Minisiry of the Revolutionary
Armed Forces reported that a massive distribution of such
malterial was being systematically carried out by the Chinese
Government representatives among officers of the Revolu-
tionary Armed Forces of Cuba. That propaganda was being
sent to the Gencral Stalf of the Revolutionary Armed
Forces, to the stalfs of the armed services, to the staffs of
the army corps, to the divisional staffs, to the staffs of the
commands of various military branches, to the leaders of
the sections of the political department, and. in many in-
stances, directly to the personal address ol officers ol our
armed forces.

That on occasions Chinese representatives tried to con-
tact Cuban officers directly, and in some cases even ap-
proached officers obviously on missions to win them over.
either for the purpose of proselytism or perhaps for the
purpose of intelligence.

Likewise a massive distribution of propaganda similar
to, though not so intensive as, that mentioned in this report
of the Armed Forces Ministry was being carried out among
numerous government civil officials.

This was a really unusual thing, one that no single
sovereign slate, no single seli-respecting government would
ever lolerate; it was a flagrant violation of the most
clemeniary norms of respeet which must exist between
socialist couniries and even belween non-socialist ones.
Our revolutionary state could not permit this kind of
presumption to influence military and administrative cadres
through actions that betray the conflidence, friendship and
brotherhood with which our couniry receives the repre-
sentatives of all socialist countries.

This was why on September 14 we had to express our
indignation and our profest in the strongest terms to the
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Charge d'Affaires of the Chinese People's Republic, in the
absence of the Ambassador, and demanded that such
activities should cease. We explicitly told the representa-
tive of the Chinese Government that these methods and
practices were exactly the same as those employed by the
US. Embassy in our couniry in ils altempis to inferfere
in the internal affairs of Cuba and in one form or another
impose its will on this nation; that our country had liberated
itsell from that imperialism 90 miles away [rom our coast:
that our country would not accept similar practices being
imposed on us by another powerful country 20.000 kilo-
metres away; that we [rankly considered the attitude of
the representatives of the Chinese Government to be an
encroachment on the sovereignty of our country and harm-
ful to the prerogatives that exclusively belong to our
Government within our frontiers; and that, whatever the
cost, our Government would not tolerate such things.

After dilating on these points with plenty of arguments
and strong adjectives, we expressed our protest against
the smear campaign against the Cuban revolution which
has been launched in some parfs of the world by elements
closely connected with the Chinese Government. From
our point of view, this event adds to the seriousness of
the disrespect shown by the Chinese representatives to-
wards our demands in connection with the massive
distribution of propaganda material involving matters of
a political nature.

In spite of that warning, which was formulated in the
most precise and peremptory terms, the Chinese Government
and ils representatives, with the insolence of the omnipotent
and an absolule contempt for our country, shipped in for
distribution in Cuba more than 800 cases of bulletins con-
taining political propaganda material.

After the meeting referred to, they continued to arrive
as follows:

In September:

Bulletin No. 37
Bulletin No. 38
Bulletin No. 39

200 copies
190 copics
3,816 copies

In October:

Bulletin No. 40 7,448 copies
Bulletin No. 41 6,816 copies
Bulletin No. 42 4,827 copics
Bulletin No. 43 10,043 copies

In November:

Bulletin No. 44 7,178 copies
Bulletin No. 45 2,671 copies
Bulletin No. 46 2,204 copies
Bulletin No. 47 2,668 copies

In December:

Bulletin No, 48 1,274 copies
Bulletin No. 49 910 copics
Bulletin No. 50 1,552 copies
Builetin No. 51 1,311 copics
Bulletin No. 52 1,559 copics

In January:

Bulletin No.
Bulletin No.
Bulletin No.

1,099 copies
1,075 copies
1,200 copies

WD -
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The total number of bulletins sent{ to Cuba from abroad
after the direct and personal warning given by the President
of the Republic and the Prime Minister of the Government:
58.041.

Similarly, after that date, tens of thousands of other
bulletins and material of a political nature, printed or
gathered by the Chincse representatives in Cuba, were dis-
tributed.

The propaganda material referred to kept arriving
uninterruptedly to the Staff of the Armed Forces, and to
the staffs of the armed services, of the army corps, of the
divisions, of the commands of the military branches, and
to the heads of the sections of the political department
in spite of the fact that the Charge d'Affaires of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China told us on September 14 that he
would inform the Government of his country and would
reply to our demands. Not the least explanation what-
ever came from the Chinese Government, it kept carrying
on its activities, and it replied in a very obvious and clear
way when our trade delegation arrived in China to dis-
cuss trade exchange for 1966 in the form of brutal re-
taliation of an economic nature for purely political
reasons.

It is natural that these activities will cease. Now that
this is explained, we are entitled to ask:

How could the Chinese Government pretend that the
Cuban Government should go humbly to the higher levels

to beg, to implore, that they should give us a loan, that
they should accept the 800,000 tons of sugar, that they
should send us 115,000 tons of rice in exchange, that they
should allow us a trade imbalance as in previous years,
since from the very first moment we understood the
obviously extortionist position on the part of China during
the trade negotiations?

This pretence by the Chinese Government can only
be explained as an expression of absolute contempt for
our couniry, and utter ignorance of our people’s nature
and their sense of dignity. It was no longer a maller of
more or fewer tons of rice, more or fewer square melres
of cloth, though it affected that, too, but a matter of very
much greater importance, fundamental to the peoples,
namely: whether in the world of tomorrow the powerful
countries will be able {o take on themselves the right to
blackmail, exercise extortion against, pressure, commit
aggression against and strangle other smaller peoples;
whether there will also prevail in the world of tomorrow,
which revolutionaries are struggling to establish, the worst
methods of piracy, oppression and filibustering that have.
been introduced into the world ever since the emergence
of class society, ever since the rule of slavery, feudalism,
absolute monarchy, the bourgeois states and, in the con-
temporary world, the imperialist states.

Fidel Castro
Prime Minister of the Revolutionary
Government of Cuba

Anti-China Hysteria in Cuba

FOUL anti-China hysteria has been stirred up in

Cuba by its propaganda machine working full

blast since Prime Minister Fidel Castro issued a lengthy
anti-China statement on February 6.

All Cuban papers gave demagogic headlines to
Castro’s anti-China statement. Granma, organ of the
Communist Party of Cuba, devotes the whole of its
front page to boldface headlines, in five different
tvpes and 20 lines, attacking China. The main head-
line reads: “Reply of Fidel to Statements of Chinese
Government: Chinese Government Has Betrayed
Good Faith of Cuban People, It Has in Fact Joined in
Yankee Imperialism’s Blockade of Cuba; We Must
Say Two Things: Chinese Statement Involves Great
Hypocrisy and Reveals Contemptuous Attitude
Towards Other Peoples.” The sentence, “Chinese
Government Has Betrayed Good Faith of Cuban
Pcople,” printed in type larger than the masthead of
the paper, takes up one-fourth of the page.

Meanwhile, the radio stations in Havana broad-
cast Castro’s anti-China statement again and again,
day and night, insulting China a thousand and one
times. In subsequent days, they broadcast further
items attacking China.

The paper Granma, in its issues of February 7, 8
and 9 published statements, resolutions and letters,
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which it claimed to have come from Cuban govern-
mental and people’s organizations and schools, ex-
pressing support for Castro’s anti-China statement,
reported “militant meetings” held by some organiza-
tions, and printed anti-Chinese carioons and photos.
The paper’s editorial board announced in a note on
February 9 that it “has received thousands of telegrams
supporting the Cuban leader’s stand on the question.”
On February 11, the paper carried a list of about 300
names of Cuban organizations and photosiats of some
letters, under the cight-column headline: “Support for
Fidel’s Reply to Chinese Government.”

Under the headline: “Fidel's Statement Has
Aroused Worldwide Reaction,” the paper rounded up
press comments acclaiming Castro’s anti-China state-
ment, {rom the United States, Britain and other impe-
rialist countries, and also from Poland and Czecho-
slovakia. Among the U.S. papers quoted are the New
York Times, the New York Herald Tribune, the New
York Journal-American, the New York World-Tele-
gram & Sun, and the New York Post. The New York
Herald Tribune is quoted as saying that more than a
problem of economie character, it is due to the insistent
distribution of Chinese propaganda material among the
Cuban armed forces.
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Castro Speaks of Unity, But Has
Chosen a Split

— Belgian C.P. Weekly

The official publication of the Belgian Communist
Party, the weekly “La Voix du Peuple,” carried a com-
mentary on January 14 entitled “Castro, in the Wake
of the Soviet Revisionist Leaders.”

The following is what the commentary says.— Ed.

ASTRO speaks a lot about imperialism, Marxism-
Leninism and the unity of the communist move-
ment.,

As a maller of fact, he has chosen his camp.
Castro is under the thumb of the Soviet revisionist
leaders. Politically, idcologically and economically too.

From one compromise to another, one quickly does
an about-face.

Castro, who speaks of unity, has chosen a split.
Casiro, who speaks of “respecl” for fraternal Parties,
hurls mean and insidious calumnies at China at a mass
meeting, in the midst of Havana, and by chance, as it
were, just before the opening of the conference of the
three continents.

Castro declared, in particular, that he had proposed
to exchange two tons of Cuban sugar for one ton of
Chinese rice and had thought that this barter would
have a long-term validity.

He also let it be known that China was trying its
best to curtail trade with Cuba

In fact, it is a scandalous, completely hypocritical
speech, one that deliberately stands truth on its head
and secks to fuel the anti-Chinese attacks.

Castro Joins Anti-China Chorus

— N. Sanmugathasan, Member of the Political Bureau of the
Communist Party of Ceylon

N. Sanmugathasan, Member of the Political Bureau
and Secretariat of the Central Committee of the Ceylon
Communist Party, in a press release issued in Colombo
on February 10 exposed Fidel Castro’s recent anti-
China statement. It was published by “Kamkaruwa”
(Labour) on February 18 under the title “Castro Joins
Anti-Chinese Chorus.” The following is what it says. —
Ed.

IDEL CASTRO hit the news with violent denuncia-
tion of the People’s Republic of China which even
shocked many diplomatic circles. Politically informed
circles had long been expecting this development.
Cuba has for some time been drifting rapidly down
the path of revisionism — propelled down this path by
Soviet aid amounting to one million rubles per day.
Castro had gradually been won round to the policy of
peacelul coexistence with the U.S.A. on the under-
standing that he does not support any anti-U.S. revolu-
tionary movement in Latin America. This agreement
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was engincered via Moscow. No wonder that we have
not heard any recent denunciation of Cuba by Johnson.”

“Castro, of course, had to pay the price for this
peaceful coexistence. He had to attack the common enemy
of both U.S. imperialism and Soviet revisionism.
Castro used the opportunity of the opening of recent
tri-continental solidarity conference at Havana to
launch his attack on China. He shocked delegates to
this conference by lyingly attacking China as having
refused to sell rice to Cuba. One of the Ceylonese
delegates to this conference mentioned that this episode
immediately lowered Cuba’s influence among the
delegates of Asia, Africa and Latin America. Cuba's
reputation suffered further when China replied and
exposed Castro's lies.

“Now, Castro has resorted to vituperatives — with-
out any facts. How this specch must have warmed
the hearts of Kosygin and Johnson — present-day
patrons of Castro! But it has surely seriously damaged
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