


On Peking’s Policy Towards Its Neighbours
in South-East Asia

NOVOSTI PRESS AGENCY PUBLISHING HOUSE
MOSCOW, 1976



Editing compleled on February 11, 1976

© Novosti Press Agency Publishing House, 1976

CONTENTS
'DEGRADING OF CONFUCIUS AND THE CRISIS OF
MAOISM
THE MAOlS:I’ MODEL OF THE WORLD 14
EXPANSION SOUTHWARDS 20
"BALANCE OF FORCES", PEKING STYLE 32



Political observers in Asian countries have long
noted that Peking’s Asian policy is a reflection of deve-
lopments within China’s ruling quarters, which often
assume a most dramatic and unpredictable form. Even
the most experienced observers have often failed to
decipher what goes on behind the high walls of Chung-
nanhai, the Emperor's Palace that has been turned
into a “restricted area” ever since it became Mao Tse-
tung’s residence. And in the absence of concrete facts
on the basis of which a reasonably precise forecast of
Peking’s intentions can be made, and with Peking’s
declarations often running counter to China’s actual
policy in Asia, all indirect signs provide food for
rumours and guesswork. The press in South and South-
East Asia has often tried to guess what lies behind
Peking’s “diplomacy of smiles” towards China’s neigh-
bours, or Peking’s “ping-pong diplomacy” towards se-
veral countries in South Asia. And often Peking’s pro-
testations of friendship and good-neighbourliness are
not borne out by deeds.

There are several reasons for the acute changes
in Maoist foreign policy. An important reason is the
continuing struggle for power in China between repre-
sentatives of groups holding different views, whose
existence is not denied in Peking. This struggle, which
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varies in intensity from one period to another, testi-
fies to the lack of stability and a chronic crisis situa-
tion in the country which for many years now the Ma-
oist leadership has tried to eliminate, but without suc-
cess. Whatever concrete forms it takes, an aggrava-
tion of this struggle for power is invariably accompa-
nied by greater adventurism and expansionism in Chi-
na’s foreign policy. For instance, when the “cultural
revolution” campaign was launched outrages were
committed by huatsiao (Chinese emigrants), under
Peking’s instigation, in Burma, Laos, Indonesia,
Malaysia and other countries in South-East Asia. And
the “campaign of criticism of Confucius and Lin Piao”
coincided with the invasion by Chinese troops of
Nothern Burma and the landing of Chinese troops in
Paracel Islands, an act regarded in South-East Asia
as an announcement by Peking of its intention to set-
tle all future territorial issues by force of arms. A
regular pattern can be discerned here: the present
campaign launched under the far-fetched slogan of
“protecting the dictatorship of the proletariat”, while
the “campaign of criticism of Confucius and Lin
Piao” continues, has led to new excesses in Peking’s
foreign policy.

To understand the motives of this policy it is nece-
ssary to look into China’s domestic politics to see
what lies behind the various campaigns, using as an
example the “campaign of criticism of Confucius and
Lin Piao.”

Degrading of Confucius and the Crisis
of Maoism
Of late the residents of the quiet little town of
Kiifow in the southern part of Shantung province have

fopnd themselves in the centre of turbulent events.
Kiifow is the birthplace of Confucius, and it was here

that the ancient philosopher died. A temple has been
built at the site of his home, and in the courtyard
within its walls stands his tomb. The tumult began
when a mob of schoolchildren instigated by the Maoists
broke into the temple, defiled the philosopher’s grave
and rushed along the streets of Kiifow shouting threats
against all his worshippers. This incident gives a good
idea of the atmosphere in which the new campaign
is being launched, a campaign which can be regarded
as the continuation of the “cultural revolution.”

Those living beyond the borders of China find it
puzzling that the present rulers in Peking should find
it necessary to harass the memory of a philosopher
who lived in the epoch of Sakyamuni. In what way
could he have anything to do with China’s present-day
problems? The fact is that Mao and his closest fol-
lowers like to use allegory in their struggle against
their ideological adversaries. It is not really surpris-
ing that the “case” of Confucius is linked to criticism
of the late Marshal Lin Piao though the two men
lived 25 centuries apart.

Confucianism has proved to be particularly viable
in China. From the 3rd century B.C. this doctrine was
the official ideology of imperial China. It formed the
basis of the country’s system of education and deter-
mined to a great extent the moral and psychological
make-up of the Chinese people, their habits, tradi-
tions and norms of behaviour. In many ways Confu-
cianism hindered social progress and the development
of democracy in China.

However, in their criticism of the “old man Kung”
the Maoists readily make use of prejudices. And they
are not anxious to adhere to historical facts. Recently
Jenmin jihpao said that Confucius had defended the
moribund slave-owning system. But it is common know-
ledge that in China slavery became widespread as a
principal form of exploitation several centuries after
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the philosopher’s death. Thus the Maoists are not inter-
ested in historical accuracy. What they are interested
in is the situation of turmoil that arose at the time when
Confucius’s followers came out against the legist “Fat-
fya” doctrine. Such a situation of turmoil is what the
Maoists wish to revive in present-day China.

To draw a parallel between Confucianism and 20th
century right-wing opportunism, as the official Chinese
press does, is absurd. This testifies to the vulgar charac-
ter of the Maoists’ sociologism. They mechanically ap-
ply 2,500-year old maxims to the present situation.
Thus Kuangming jihpao said that “worship of Confu-
cius and the struggle against ‘Fatfya’ constitute a strug-
gle against contemporary China.” The Maoists’ use of
history to their own advantages gives them extensive
scope for political speculation and defamation of their
opponents.

What determines the Maoists’ position in the ar-
gument between the Confucianists and the legists?
What makes the Maoists acknowledge their genetic
kinship with “Fatfya”? The point is that representa-
tives of this school such as Shang Yang and Han Fei
had justified the use of the most brutal methods of
government. In their opinion people could be kept
under control only by means of force. These “Fatfya”
views were widely used by Emperor Shih Huang Ti
in dealing with his enemies and in consolidating the
system of absolute power. And it is these aspects of
the “Fatfya” doctrine and methods, employed by an-
cient despotic rulers in China in dealing with the peo-
ple, that attracted the Peking leaders at the time of
the “cultural revolution”, a campaign aimed at doing
away with all who were suspected of opposition to
Mao. And the number of such people had greatly in-
creased after the economic failures of the ‘“‘great
leap” and the “people’s communes.”

Shih Huang Ti had ordered the burning of books
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related to Confucianism, being guided by the following
precept of the ““Legist” Shang Yang: “When people
are stupid one can rule them with the help of wit.”
Similar methods have been adopted by the Maoists
who have closed down schools, driven scholarship out
of universities and forced writers to wear fool’s caps.

The Maoists are attracted by the “Fatfya” cult of
force, which regards war as a natural means of pro-
tecting state interests and subjugating one’s neighbours.
They have declared their intentions to restore the bor-
ders of China that existed at the time of the Ching
Empire whose rulers had regarded as their vassals all
countries where their horsemen had been. Quite recent-
ly the Peking magazine Hsin chianshe said that “terri-
torial expansion cannot be regarded as aggression.” The
army newspaper Tsefang chunpao said that ““the Chi-
nese people are morally ready to fight tooth and nail
to retrieve the lost territories that once belonged to
China.”

Many such parallels can be drawn. The explana-
tion for this is to be sought in Maoism. Maoism is a
strictly Chinese phenomenon, one that emerged in
China owing to that country’s specific historical back-
ground. The views of “Chairman Mao” took shape at
the time of the Chinese people’s revolutionary struggle
against imperialism and feudalism, when under the im-
pact of the socialist revolution of 1917 in Russia and
owing to the international assistance rendered by the
Soviet Union to the Chinese people’s struggle for libe-
ration, Marxism-Leninism was winning an increasing
number of adherents in China. Thus in the course of
many years Mao Tse-tung was able to propagate his
ideas by using Marxist terms, while actually exploiting
this revolutionary teaching for his own ends.

Mao’s views, however, do not form a clear-cut
systematic world outlook or even a more or less well-
rounded theory. They are an eclectic mixture of va-
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rious ideas borrowed from the most diverse sources,
among them anarchism, taoism, and Tai Ping ideas.
And to all this there have been added distorted theses
of Marxism of which Mao Tse-tung has always had a
vague knowledge, if for no other reason than that not
all of Marx’s works have been translated into Chinese
and Mao Tse-tung knows no foreign languages.

The fact that Mao Tse-tung speaks of “sinocizing
Marxism” shows that he considers China a “special”
case to which scientific socialism and its objective laws
of social development do not apply. The actual result
of ““sinocizing Marxism” is the replacement of Marxism
by Maoism which is a malicious caricature of socialism.
Maoism is nurtured by nationalism~the notion that the
Chinese are superior to all other nations—and has thus
developed into great-power chauvinism.

China is the only country in the world that has set
forth such large and groundless territorial claims
against the neighbouring countries. Moreover, the
Maoists make no secret of their intention of establish-
ing their domination by military means, to which they
attach great importance. “The proletariat needs war”,
the Chinese newspapers say. Throughout China today
the state and Party apparatus is under the control of
the military. The present regime in the People’s Re-
public of China can be rightly characterized as a mili-
tary burcaucratic dictatorship. History has known
cases where wide use was made of the concept of
“socialism” for demagogical purposes. The Maoists’
demagogy is particularly harmful for it seeks to con-
vince other nations that socialism and war are inse-
parable.

It is not surprising, therefore, that militarism has
become an integral feature of Maoism. “Where there’s
an army, there’s power,” says Mao. The military-bu-
reaucratic regime in Peking has destroyed all demo-
cratic institutions in the country and persecutes all
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who object Mao’s usurpation of the people’s power.
This, in effect, is the essence of the “cultural revolu-
tion”, which is being continued under the slogan of
“criticism of Confucius and Lin Piao and defence of
the dictatorship of the proletariat.” But if the Maoists
accuse Lin Piao of all the sins attributed to Confucius,
what then is the role allotted to the other characters in
this drama? Do they draw a parallel between Mao
and Shih Huang Ti? For has not Mao himself lauded
the emperor in his articles?

A few years ago The Degradation of Hai Jui, a
play by Wu Han, was staged in Shanghai. It met with
serious disapproval from the authorities and has not
been performed since. It should be noted that Hai Jui,
the main character, an official and a Confucian, lived
four centuries ago and was reduced in rank by an em-
peror of the Ming dynasty. It seems strange that the
play should incur the wrath of the Maoists. But the
conflict between the official, who adhered to the Con-
fucian principle of “jen” (humaneness), and the des-
potic emperor, was interpreted as an allusion to life
in present-day China. The audience had applauded but
Mao had been vexed. On his instruction Yao Wen-yuan,
who now holds a high place in the Peking hierarchy,

" published in 1965 an article criticizing Wu Han. This

proved to be the prologue to the “cultural revolution.”

This incident points to the allegorical manner in
which fierce political clashes take place in China. Thus,
when ta tsu pao posters announcing a new wave of
the “cultural revolution” were recently plastered on the
walls, the Chinese people, being well-acquainted with
the language of allegory used by the Maoists, were
not surprised that this time it was Confucius who was
“degraded.” Confucius was denounced by reformers at
the time of the Chinese bourgeois-democratic revolution
of 1911, but from different positions. The reformers
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pointed out that Confucianism with its system of class
division was an obstacle to social progress.

Incredible as it may seem at first, prior to the
“cultural revolution” the ancient philosopher was in
rather high favour with the Maoists. The organizers
of the new campaign need not look very far in their
search for Confucians. Mao himself had been among
his adherents. In his youth Mao had studied in a Con-
fucian school. For six years he had crammed the “Four
Books” and “Five Books”, among other canonical
books. Mao once admitted that at that time he “had
been a fervent admirer of Confucius.” In later years
he had often fallen back on the authority of Confucius
when writing his articles including “On New Democra-
cy” and “Methods of Work of a Party Committee.”

What then is the determining factor in the Maoist
attitude to Confucius? To answer this question in full
it is necessary to keep in mind that Confucianism is
in many ways a contradictory doctrine, for which there
is no simple definition. The matter is further compli-
cated when proponents of vulgar sociology try to drag
Confucianism into the 20th century. What do the Mao-
ists retain and what do they reject from this doctrine?
First of all, they do not accept the ethical norms and
certain aspects of the limited humanism inherent in
Confucianism. In the “cultural revolution” orgy with
its brutal repressions of all citizens who think different-
ly from the Maoists, the hungweipings could hardly
agree to the Confucian commandment: “Do not do
unto others as you would not have done unto you".
The principle of “hsiao” (respect for one’s parents) also
ran counter to their tastes, for denunciation of one’s
parents is a praiseworthy act with the Maoists.

But despite their attacks against Confucius the
Maoists do not hesitate to borrow from his teachings
a whole system of views owing to which Confucianism
has long been regarded as “shackles that destroy free-
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dom.” According to Confucianism the initial division
of Chinese society into classes with fixed norms of be-
haviour for each class was considered immutable, It
ruled out equality in relations between people and
implied blind submission to the supreme ruler. The
idea of personal freedom is alien to Confucianism.

One looks in vain for even the slightest hint of
criticism of these aspects of Confucianism in the Hung
Chi magazine, Jenmin jihpao or any other Maoist
publication. They are wholly in keeping with Mao’s
ambition to be the absolute ruler in the country by
trampling upon all the elective democratic institutions.
In the 3rd century B.C. Confucius’s follower Hsiin Tzu
defended the principle of the despotic rule of the su-
preme ruler and the people’s unconditional submission
to his will, the people being mere ““grass under the
wind of the ruler.” Here the approach to the nature
of political power in society is the same as that of the
Maoists who say that each inhabitant in China is merely
an “obedient buffalo of Chairman Mao.” To both Hsiin
Tzu and the Maoists, power does not mean government
of the people but control over the people. “There is on-
ly one sun in the sky and one ruler for the people,”
said Men-chi, a disciple of Confucius. Today Mao
wants to be known as “the reddest sun in the heart of
every Chinese.”

As recent events in China have shown, the im-
plementation of these ideas has led to an acute defor-
mation of the entire social superstructure. The destruc-
tion of Party and trade union organizations, and de-
nial of the principle of elective government were the
chief aims of the “cultural revolution” unleashed by
the Maoists. Today, after the secret session of the
National People’s Congress the delegates to which
were appointed from above, China remains a country
where the legislative and judicial bodies have been
replaced by the arbitrary rule of Mao’s military-bu-
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reaucratic regime. These changes, which are tragic
for the Chinese people, have become a threat to the
gains of the popular democratic revolution.

Anyone who is acquainted with Chinese history
and traditions cannot fail to see that Mao is not only
imitating Shih Huang Ti and other Chinese emperors
but is adhering to all the ideas of late medieval Con-
fucianism which served the interests of the feudals.

The Maoists go so far as to copy the Confucian
form and manners of behaviour. What was the chief
method of education in a Confucian school? The un-
thinking repetition of postulates from Lunyu, each one
beginning with the words: “Confucius says...” These
postulates were written in wenyan, a dead language
which was incomprehensible to the people. ~When
young Sun Yat-sen once admitted to his teacher that
he did not understand a word of what he had learned
by rote, the latter reacted in a manner typical of an
instructor in a Confucian school: he took up a bamboo
rod and ““taught him a lesson.”

The same methods are now being used by the
Maoists who force people to recite Mao’s words with-
out any thought for their meaning. Once when I was
in China I asked an official what was meant by “en-
circling the city by the village”. He immediately re-
plied with a quotation from Mao but failed to explain
its practical significance. By borrowing educational
methods from feudal China and preventing the peo-
ple from taking part in government the Maoists have
made themselves absolute rulers in the country. These
are the circumstances that have given rise to the po-
litical crisis in China.

The Maoist Model of the World

It was believed in ancient China that the sky was
round and the earth was square with the Middle King-
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dom in the centre. This concept of the world is reflected
in the architectural layout of the Celestial Temple
which can still be seen in Peking. In our time, when
man has flown in outer space, such notions are in-
teresting only as a gauge of progress mankind has
achieved. I was reminded of this ancient concept of
the world by some statements made by the Peking
leaders which distort the political map of the contem-
porary world beyond recognition. The reader can
judge this for himself.

Mao’s followers reject the scientifically founded
and long proved thesis that the basic contradiction
in the contemporary world is the contradiction between
socialism and imperialism. Instead, they speak of a
contradiction between “two superpowers”’ and all the
other countries of the world. The Maoists thus show
that they attach no importance to the objectively exist-
ing class struggle and the class character of world po-
litics. The Maoists have not only “excommunicated”
the Soviet Union from socialism, and “placed” it in the
imperialist camp, but deny the very existence of the
socialist community of nations.

At the Special Session of the UN General Assem-
bly on April 10, 1974, Vice Premier of the PRC State

~ Council Teng Hsiao-ping set out to give a detailed pic-

ture of the contemporary world, to describe the charac-
ter of international relations and contradictions. He
said that the world was “made up of three intercon-
nected and mutually contradictory worlds.” The first
included the USA and the Soviet Union. The develop-
ing countries formed the “third world,” and the devel-
oped countries, holding an intermediate place bet-
ween the two, constituted the ““second world.” It is
obvious that the arbitrary placing of the Soviet Union
and the USA into one world is a variation of the
Maoists’ favourite theme of “collusion between two
superpowers.”’
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According to Teng Hsiao-ping’s scheme, the soci-
alist community of nations is a “non-existent” category.
There are no class poles, no socialism, no capitalism—
only the struggle, so ardently wished for by Peking,
of the “second” and “third” world against the “first,”
under the Maoists’ leadership naturally. The theme of
Teng Hsiao-ping’s entire argument is that in today’s
lworld the Soviet Union and not imperialism should be
the main and perhaps sole target for struggle. Peking
ignores the fact that such an approach leads people
away from a real struggle against imperialism and co-
lonialism, isolates the “third world” from its natural
ally-the socialist countries—and objectively plays into
the hands of imperialism.

But we shall not dwell on such vain attempts to
obliterate class differences in the social structures of
states and the radical distinctions in their foreign po-
licies springing from these differences. Let us consider
here the place which the Maoists have allotted to China.
According to Teng Hsiao-ping China is a “socialist
developing country” belonging to the “third world.”
This definition evidently has a special meaning and
sheds light on the Maoists’ far-reaching aims. For if,
according to the erroneous view of the Peking theo-
rists, the socialist world no longer exists, and China
remains a socialist country which nevertheless belongs
to the “third world,” then in keeping with Peking’s
logic it must become the guiding force of the develop-
ing countries of the “third world.”

However, even in the Maoists’ opinion such so-
phistry lacks conviction. Otherwise they would not be
thinking up new reasons for including Chinain the
“third world,” such as racial community or similarity
of historical destinies, which the Peking leaders re-
peatedly refer to in their meetings with visitors from
Asia. What are we to make of this? Attempts to bring
racialist views into politics are not new, and in this

respect the Maoists are not original. One may recall
that racialism was employed by Japanese militarists
who tried to turn Asia into their colonial empire—the
““great sphere of East-Asian co-prosperity.”” The Mao-
ists” attempts to substitute the socio-class approach to
international events and phenomena for racial charac-
teristics are not to their credit. They are merely fol-
lowing in the footsteps of the unlucky character from
a story by Lu Hsin who gave himself a lashing.

Another argument used by Peking to justify Chi-
na’s place in the “third world” involves references to
history. It is common knowledge that China, like other
Asian countries, suffered from the encroachments of
colonial powers. But it is a fact that as an empire Chi-
na had used its power to subjugate its neighbours. The
rulers of the Ching Empire had considered the colonial
countries’ attack on Indochina, Burma and other neigh-
bouring countries as an encroachment on their own
rights and interests and vied with the colonialists for
power in these lands. We shall cite only one example
of this.

A few years ago I was translating Hsu Huai-
chung’s We Sow Love (published in Peking), a book
about Tibet. The author writes of the British colonial-
ists’ invasions of Tibet in 1887 and 1904 and of the
steps taken by the rulers of the Ching Empire to fore-
stall the British. Chao Erh-feng, a military leader
who was then vicegerent of the Szechwan-Sikang-Yun-
nan district, was appointed ruler of Tibet. In 1905 his
troops stormed into Tibet where, to quote the author,
they “dealt with the Tibetans in a most brutal way.”

Wherever Chao Erh-feng’s army passed, writes
Hsu Huai-chung, “the earth was drenched in blood,
mountains of corpses rose everywhere, and there was
a dead silence except for the croaking of carrion-crows.”

This aggressive policy was later continued by the
leaders of the right-wing Kuomintang. In his book
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China’s Destiny and Chinese Economic Theory, Chiang
Kai-shek wrote in connection with imperialist expansi-
on in Asia in the late 19th and early 20th century:
“The memory of the disastrous loss of Ryukyu (Liu-
chiu Islands), Hong Kong, Formosa, the Pescadores,
Indochina, Burma, and Korea was still fresh while
the final calamity of the partitioning of the whole co-
untry was impending.”

The reader may say that such was the policy con-
ducted by the emperors and the bourgeois rulers of
China. But the point is that the present Peking rulers
are treading in the footsteps of China’s former rulers
and are trying to justify their seizures. Here is an ex-
cerpt from Mao Tse-tung’s writings: “Having defeated
China in war, they not only occupied many states bor-
dering on China that were under her protection, but
seized or ‘leased’ part of her territory. For example,
Japan occupied Taiwan and the Pescadores and ‘leased’
Port Arthur, Britain seized Hong Kong, and France
“eased’ Kwangchow Wan.”

It is obvious that the seizure of Hong Kong and
Macao from China was an act of colonial robbery.
But when the Peking rulers ecquate such states as Buy-
ma and Nepal with Hong Kong and Macao, this is
no longer a matter of condemning colonial seizures
but one of Peking’s claims to foreign territories.

These claims are confirmed by the recent publ'i-
cation of atlases and maps in Peking which are modi-
fied versions of maps of China under the Ching dynas-
ty. How far the Maoists go in their claims' can l?e
judged by the Atlas of PRC Provinces published in
Shanghai, where not only vast areas of South-Ez.ast
Asia are marked as Chinese territory, but the entire
South China Sea is included in China’s inland waters,
and the Chinese borders are extended to Indonesi'a
and the Philippines. It is noteworthy that in their
claims to neighbouring territories the Maoists have

made use of a list of “China’s lost territories” comp-
iled in the 20’s and 30's by Kuomintang politicians.
This is also confirmed by Liu Pei-hua’s Short History
of Contemporary China published in 1953 in Peking
with maps prepared by the Kuomintang. Such claims
are called “cartographic aggression” in Asian coun-
tries. In the last few years Peking has time and again
laid claims to neighbouring territories, saying that
they were “disputed areas,” which mean, according
to Peking’s logic, areas that had been taken away
from China. Thus in 1956 Peking laid claim to 170
thousand square kilometres of Burmese territory, and
in 1969, to 130 thousand square kilometres of Indian
territory. The Maoists have repeatedly resorted to the
use of force against their Asian neighbours as a means
of backing up their claims.

Pointing to these facts Utusan Malaysia, published
in Kuala Lumpur, has noted that the present Peking le-
adership lays territorial claims practically to all coun-
tries bordering on China, and that the publication of
maps of China confirming Peking’s territorial claims to
the neighbouring countries has aroused the concern of
the governments of Asian developing countries, which
regard this as further evidence of Peking’s attempt to
expand China’s territory at the expense of its neigh-
bours.

All these facts show that Peking’s new model of
the world is a product of its dangerous ambitions. In
substituting the actually existing contradictions between
the forces of socialism and national liberation on the
one hand, and imperialism, on the other, with their
stillborn schemes, the Maoists pursue definite practi-
cal aims. They would like to drive a wedge into the re-
lations between the socialist and developing countries
in order to isolate the latter and sacrifice them to
Peking’s expansionist ambitions, and form a bloc of
states headed by China under the banner of struggle
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against the “two superpowers” that would help Peking
carry out its hegemonic plans in the world arena. All
this is also aimed at preventing an improvement of
Soviet-American relations and thus hindering the pro-
cess of détente now under way.

On the whole one can say that the Maoists’ model
of the world is designed to justify their “special”
course in the world arena. Two interconnected trends
can be seen in their foreign policy and they are con-
tinuing to develop. On the one hand, Peking is defi-
nitely going over from a passive stand in the strug-
gle against imperialism to a search for dubious com-
promises with imperialist forces. On the other, and
this is particularly obvious against the background of
the first tendency, Peking’s policy is drawing ever
closer to anti-Sovietism, to attempts to undermine the
socialist community and the anti-imperialist front as
a whole.

Expansion Southwards

There is hardly a country in South or South-East
Asia that has not suffered in one form or another from
the duplicity of Peking’s foreign policy. ?romiseslzl qf
friendship and provocation of border inc1d'ents, di-
plomacy of smiles” and use of Chinese emigrants as
the “fifth column’”—such are the diplomatic means
used by Peking to promote its expangionisﬁ aims in
this part of the world. When in the m1d-ﬁft1es Peking
took part in the Bandung Conference, which was con-
vened for the purpose of strengthening Afro-Asian so-
lidarity, it used the occasion to establish contacts wflth
India and to sign with the latter documents proclaim-
ing the principles of peaceful coexistence (Panch
Shila) in order to enhance its prestige in Asia. At that
time the Maoists were trying to ingratiate themselves
with India. But as soon as Peking became aware th_at
India’s non-alignment policy was a hindrance to its
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hegemonic course, it provoked armed conflicts on the
Chinese-Indian frontier. As noted by the Indian jour-
nalist Dharamvir Signh Tyagi in his book Chinese
Mandarinism, “China’s aim in provoking a conflict
with India over the border was not merely a desire
for territorial gains. It also wanted to expose India’s
weakness and undermine the latter’s positions in the
Third World by making it abandon non-alignment.”

Showing open hostility towards India the Maoists
attempted to set against India its nearest neighbours-—
Burma and Pakistan—in utter disregard of the fact
that imperialism had drawn Pakistan into military
blocs. In 1967, when the “cultural revolution” was at
its height, the Maoists’ gross interference led to a
break with Burma although earlier Peking’s relations
with Burma had served as a “model” of its good-
neighbourly policy in Asia.

It has long been noted that whenever conflicts of
any kind take place in Asia Peking does its best to
aggravate them. Such was its position in the Hindo-
Pakistani conflicts. Peking’s actions were provocative
with respect to the foundation of the independent Re-
public of Bangladesh. The Maoists did everything to
exacerbate the situation in Asia, to instigate “'stagger-
ing events” which were to pass for a “‘revolutionary
situation” and which Peking used for interfering in
the internal affairs of other countries.

The Chinese leaders tried to prevent a further
normalization of the situation in the Hindustan sub-
continent. Their continuing attacks against India and
against the policy of progressive changes conducted
by the government of Indira Gandhi are evidence of
this.

As for the Maoists’ attitude to India, they are out
to hinder all socio-economic changes that are being
implemented in the country, disrupt its internal stabi-
lity and hinder Soviet-Indian cooperation based on
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