Anti-Communist Struggieé of the
Chinese Minority Peoples

n their so-called “nationality policy”
toward the minority peoples of fron-

tier areas, the Chinese Communists pro-
claim that “all the nationalities of
China are equal. They live in uvnity,
help each other, oppose imperialism and
the people’s common enemies.” They
say the country have been made into
“a big family in which all the na-
tionalities love and cooperate with each
other, while opposing ultra-nationalism
and provincial nationalism, and forbid-
ing discrimination, oppression and di-
vision among the various nationalities.”
In actuality, they have tried to make
use of nationalism to destroy it. They
have also used socialist and interna-
tionalist 1deology in their attempts to
destroy nationalistic fecling. In their
work among the minority peoples of
frontier areas, the Chunese Cominu-
nists have used the ‘“minority peoples
autonomoy’” as a basic method for
solving problems concerning the mino-
rity peoples and carried out “social re-
form” in the “autonomous regions of
the minority peoples” 1n an attempt to
destroy the social organization and
leadership of the frontier areas com-

pletely, and establish Peiping’s rule and
tighten its control over these areas.

The “minority peoples autonomous
regions’ can be divided 1into three
categories: The first one has a mino-
rity group that does not constitute an
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area majority; the second one has a

minority group who constitutc a ma-
jority; and the third one has sevearal
ninority groups. The Chinese Commus-
nists have set up administrative units
of various levels in the “‘autonomous
regions’” and cultivated “cadres among
the minority peoples’ to carryv out their
policy of “using the minority mnsapnles
to govern the minority pzoples.”

Social reform is one of the Chi-
nese Communist methods of changing
the habits of life, sociol relatisaships
and religious faiths of the minority
peoples and thus destroying their na-
tional consciousness. It is divided into
““democratic reform” and “socialist re-
form™. The “democratic reform™ was
designed to confiscate the land of land-
lords (or masters, of slaves) and lib-

erate the slaves to revoke tne political

privileges of the exploiting class and
to abolish high interest rates. The “so-
cialist reform’ was directed at the va-
rious lines of business such as agricul-
ture, animal husbandrv, industrv and
cominerce.

The Chinese Communists have pre-
tended to use ‘‘peaceful consultation™
and they have ingratiated themselves
with tiie unpar class of the minority
peoples so as to obtain their support.
In spite of the Communist use of these
subtle methods to carry out therr
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“democratic reform? and ‘‘socialist re-

form™, the minority peoples of frontier
areas have remained staunchly anti-
Communist. In fact, this anti-Commu-

nism has spread to the point that it

seriously affects the stability of the
frontier areas.

l. The Minority Strength
Against Communism

The anti-Cominunist activities of
the frontier area minority peoples be-

gan when the Communists sent troops
to oppress them.

This situation can be attributed to

Peiping’s tyrannical rule in border areas
as well as these three basic factors:

(1) Contradictions among the dif-
ferent nationalities—To tighten their
control over the border areas, the Chi-
nese Communists carried out the prin-
ciple of “divide and rule.” They
divided the minority peoples into more
than 900 ethnic groups at first but
later combined them into more than 40
groups. In 19538, they proclaimed that
there were altogether 50 ethnic groups
in the border areas of China. After
dividing these minority peoples, the Chi-
nese Reds sent large groups of cadres
to the border areas, thus creating dis-
session among the different nationali-
ties. This dissension was characterized
by the opposition between the Hans
and the ‘‘provincial nationalists” and
between the big -and small ethnic
groups. For instance, in dealing with
the Hans, the Tung people take the
stance of “provincial nationalism” to
exclude the Chinese Communists. But
in dealing with other small ethnic
groups, they regard themselves as a
big people. Such contradictions are
prevalent among the minority peoples
of frontier areas and have constituted
a broad anti-Communist basis.

(2) Religious dissension—The Chi-
nese Communists began their religious
oppression in 1950. In that year they
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launched the “‘three-self movement”’
against the Christians. Subsequently,
tens of thousands of Christians were
persecuted and butchered. Most of the
minority peoples of the frontier areas
embrace Buddhism, Lamaism and Islam.
Ten ethnic groups, including the Ui-
ghurs, Kazakhs and Turkis, embrace
Islam. These groups include more than
10 million people and constitute a ma-
jority among the minority peoples. In
July, 1952, the Chinese Communists
established the “Chinese Islamic Asso-
ciation” as a means of persecuting the
Moslems. They killed Moslem leaders
and expelled many Moslem people.
Therefore, since 1952, the Turkis peo-
ple’s resistance to Communism has
steadily increased. To resist the Com-
munist “divide and rule” policy by
asserting that the Turkis people and
Islam are two different things”, the
Turkis advocated that “Turkic and
Islam are identical.” At the same time,
to obstruct the Communist leadership,
the Turkic people declared that they
cared only for religious affairs, not na-
tional matters, and that religious in-
terests were their national interests.
Moslem leaders Ma Sung-ting, Ma Po-
an (both in Yunnan), Ma Tse-wen;
Ma Wen-ting (both in Tsinghai), Ma
Kai-shan (in Kansu) and Hsueh Hsi-

shan (in Honan) began carrying out
anti-Communist activities in their areas.
On April 4, 1958, Ma Cheng-wu, a
Moslem leader in Kansu, personally
directed armed anti-Communist activi-
ties 1n Hsichi area to protect Kungpei,
the base of the Pope of Islam in China.
All this shows that the Communist “na-
tionality policy” was in conflict with
the religions of the frontier area mi-
nority peoples and "has created much
religious dissension.

(3) Opposition to the Communist

leadership and the “nationality policy”
—To break away from Communist con-
trol, the frontier minority peoples de-
manded self-government and the right to
man all the autonomous organizations

with their own people. They OPPOSCd
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Communist leadership and excluded Han
cadres. Thinking that the Chinese Com-
munists wanted to destroy all the minor-
1ty peoples and religions of China, the

ethnic groups especially emphasized that
“all nationalities and religions are in-
compatible with Communism.”

The Chinese Reds categorized the
difficulties as follows: (1) separatist
activities; (2) the demand for the right
of autonomy and the desire to man all
the autonomous organizations with peo-
ple of the ethnic groups; (3) the op-
position to any large-scale emigration
of Hans to the frontier areas; (4) the
opposition to “socialist reform”; and
(2) the resentment of and opposition
to the Chinese Communist Party. (These
five kinds of specific activities were
disclosed by Liu Ke-ping, chairman of
the nationality committee of the “Na-
tional People’s Congress”, on January
11, 1958 when he reaffirmed the deci-
sions made by the CCP Central Com-
mittee 1n its third plenary session.)

II. The Situation of Anti-
Communist Minorities

The anti-Communist feeling among
the minority peoples of the frontier areas
is so extensive that the factors which
can inspire anti-Communist actions al-
ways exist. Sometimes the anti-Com-
munist feeling reached the boiling point
and sometimes 1t was comparatively
quiet, depending on the intensity of the
Communist oppressive programs. 1he
anti-Communist struggle of the minority
peoples of the frontier areas can be
divided into two stages:

In the first stage from 1950 to 1955,
the Chinese Communists divided the
minority peoples into many ethnic groups
and established many ‘“autonomous re-
gions” in an attempt to create friction
among the minority peoples. This led
to the minority peoples’ resentment of
the Chinese Communists.

At first, the “Common Programme
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of the People’s Political Consultative
Conference” stipulated that regional
autonomy should be practiced in those
areas populated by the minority peoples.
In August, 1952, they promulgated the
“General Rules on the Implementation
of Regional Autonomy of the Minority
Peoples” and the “Decision on the
Methods of Implementation for the Es-
tablishment of Democratic Coalition
Governments Among the Minority Peo-
ples.” Because these rules and regula-
tions were opposed by the minority peo-
ples and had caused anti-Communist in-
cidents, the Chinese Reds often had to
revise the laws and decrees governing
the minority peoples in accordance with
the anti-Communist situation. Sometimes
they had to yield to the minority peo-
ples and sometimes they intensified their
suppression of these peoples. But the
ethnic groups have never stopped their
struggle against the “autonomy of the
regions of minority peoples.” They
charged that in the “regional autonomy
of the minority peoples’, the Chinese
Communists not only did not give any
right of autonomy to them but instead
to tighten their control over them by
dividing the ‘“autonomous regions.”
Therefore, they strongly demanded “na-
tional self-determination” to establish
independent countries of ‘“federations.”
Such anti-Communist activities in the
areas of the Uighurs, Mongols and Ti-
betans, especially i1n Sinkiang, often
reached the boiling point. The minority
peoples of Sinkiang once contemplated
establishing a “Uighurstan” (Uighur

Republic) and thus stirred up a very
violent anti-Communist movement there.

The second stage was from 1936
(in that year the Chinese Reds began
carrying out their “democratic reform”
and “socialist reform”’ forcibly) to 1959
(in that year a large-scale anti-Commu-
nist uprising broke out in Tibet). Dur-
ing this period, the Chinese Communist
objective was to destroy the original so-
cial organization and leadership of the

minority peoples and establish Peiping’s
rule. Because their “democratic reform™
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and ‘“‘socialist reform™ arouced t! e strong
opposition of the minority peoplss, the
Chinese Reds had to acopt the policies
of “redemption” and ‘“‘peaceful consul-
tation’’ and use indirect methods to con-
ceal their ulterior motives. Thev also ap-
plied the tactics of ingratiation, aliena-
tion and pacification in an attempt to
mitigate the resistance of the minority
peoples. Nevertheless, the resistance in
Szechuan, Tsinghai and Sinkiang was
still as strong as ever. This compelled
the Chinese Communists to slow down
their reform campzaigns. It was not
until 1958 that they had completed their
“socialist reform™ 1n the frontier areas
with a 30,000,000 minority population.
There were still many areas which had
not undergone the “democratic reform.”
As for Tibet, the Communist attempt
to tighten their control and carry out
their “‘democratic reform’ and “‘so-
cialist reform” touched off a large-scale
revolt 1n March, 1959.

The anti-Communist activities of
the minority peoples are extensive. The
following are some specific incidents:

(1) In Inner Mongolia: At first; all
the resistance activities in Inner Mongo-
lia were against the ‘“‘cooperative move-
ment”’ for agriculture and animal kLus-
bandry. When the Clinese Communists
carried out the program of ‘“‘compulsory
participation in cooperatives’” 1n 1956,
most of the peasants in Inner Mongolia
were dissatisfied and demanded their
withdrawal from these cooperatives. As
for herdsmen, they fled to other places in
groups. For instance, all the herdsmen
of 15 villages near the Tahsinganling
Mountain migrated. This compelled the
Chinese Reds to change their ‘“‘socialist
reform’’ of animal husbandry in Inner
Mongolia in October, 1956 and to adopt
the method of ‘“consultation.” Neverthe-
less, the tension in Inner Mongolia still

continued to develop. In_ a report to
the second session of the First Congress

of ‘Inner Mongolia in 1938, Ulanfu,
a Chinese Communist leader in clarge
of Mongolian affairs, admitted that “tlie
Mongolians and other munority groups
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wio believed in provincial nationalism
Ilad violently assailed the Party on the
question of nationalities, and had op-
posed party leadership and socialism.
In fact, they had even attempted to
make the Mongolian people and other
innority peoples break away from the
leadership of the Chinese Communist
Party and the socialist road.” Fron
tizls confession we can see that all the
““provincial nationalists” oppose Com-

munist Party leadership and Communist
brutalities. |

~ (2) In Northwest China: In addi-
tion to actively opposing the Communist
““socialist reform” of agriculture and
animal kusbandry in 1955 and 1956, the
minority peoples of the frontier areas
in northwestern China had cngineered
a “separatist movement.” The scope of
this movement was very wide. The mi-
nority groups in Sinkiang once plotted
to establish an “Uighurstan Republic®
and an “East Turkestan Republic”
and the minority groups in Ning-
hsia wanted to set up a “Turkic Re-
public.” Some ethnic groups organized
the “Islamic Party’® and “‘Nationalist
Party” to oppose the Chinese Commu-
nist Party. Such anti-Communist ac-
tivities were encouraged and joined by
many high-ranking Gommunist officials,
including party commissars, a chief pro-
curator, ciicf of the Administrative Of-
fice for South Sinkiang mayor of Ulu-
muchi, secretary general of the Commais-
sioner’s Office 1n Ili, and chief of the
“Kazakhs’ Autonomous Czou” in Ili.

The anti-Communist activities in
Sinkiang have developed continuously
in recent years and destructive activi-
ties and armed revolts have taken place
one after another. The following are
some major incidents:

¢) In the summer of 1962, more

than a thousand people in Tehcheng and
I1i fled to Russia. In April of the same

year, a battalion of Uighur cavalry
staged an armed revolt. -

b) On December 17, 1962, eighteen
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workers of the “4382 Repair Shop” in

Tihua together resisted the leadership
of Communist cadres.

¢) To oppose the Communist emi-
gration of Han people to the frontier
areas, the minority groups in the Kula
area staged a large-scale anti-Commu-
nist riot in April, 1965. During the

riot, many Communist cadres were
buried alive.

d) In the first half of 1965, the
minority groups of Sinkiang, including
the Uighurs and Kazakhs, carried out
ant1-Communist and anti-Maoist activi-
ties continuously in more than 20 cities
and counties in the area of Ili, Tah-
cheng and Alatai as well as South Sin-
kiang. Some low-level Communist ca-
dres even covered up for these activities.

e) In October, 1965, several thousand
people of the minority groups in Tah-
cheng and Ili launched an anti-Commu-
nist uprising to oppose the Communist
stipulation that the livestock produced
in these two places be sent to Kansu,
Shensi, Shansi, Hupeh, and Szechuan to

support these provinces on a long-term
basis.

The Turkic people in Kansu and
Ninghsia provinces also Lave resisted the
Communists. Tke earliest armed strug-
gle against the Communists in this re-
gion took place in May, 1950 when Ma
Cheng-wu, an Islamic leader, led a group
of fighters attacking Pingliang county
in Kansu province. The second armed
uprising against the Chinese Commu-
nists was carried out in April, 1952 to
oppose the Communist “land reform.”
T'he third armed clash took place in
April, 1958, when Ma Cheng-wu, the
same Islamic leader, ordered several
hundred guerrillas to attack Communist
cadres and rob Communist cooperatives
and trade companies. The fourth armed
struggle was launched in June, 1938 in
Tunghsin county, Ninghsia province.

(3) In Sikang and Tibet: Among
the minority peoples anti-Communist
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resistance movements, the most violent
arc 1n Jikang and Tibet. When the
Communist troops began to march into
Tibet in the early 1930s, they met with
large-scale armed resistance from the
Iibectans. Later, the Reds adopted their
“united front” policy and proclaimed
that they would “liberate Tibet through
peacefvl means.” They lured the Dalaj
I.ama, the supreme religious and politi-
cal leader of the Tibetans, into signing
the “Agreement on the Peaceful Libera-
tion of Tibet” and began to ingratiate
the Tibetan leaders in an attempt to
pacify them. At the same time, they
brought forward the slogan of “no
change in the status quo of Tib=t within
six years” to cover their actions. But
in 1933 wiien the Chinese Communists
acted to confiscate the private guns of
the Tibetans, they met with a strong
resistance 1n eastern Tibet. The war
soon spread all over Tibet and Sikang.
The most violent fighting between the
T1betans and Commiunist troops took
place in Litang county and Changtu
city, both in Sikang. The Reds }ad sent
airplanes to bomb the Tibetan-held
areas, resulting in more than 4,000
T1bertan casualties. With the Tibetan
tribes 1n northwestern Sikang as its cen-
ter, this armed revolt spread to the
border areas bectween Kansu and Sze-
chuan and the border areas between
Tibet and Sinkiang and was not ended
until the winter of 1956.

Although the Dalai Lama fled to
India after the Communist troops mov-
ed into Tibet to suppress the anti-Com-

munist revolt in Lhasa in March, 1959,
tbe Tibetans still carried on their anti-

Communist revolt in Shigatse, Shannan
and other places. In more recent years,

the brutalities committed by the Com-
munists in carrying out their “denocra-

tic reform” and “socialist reform” in
Tibet have compelled the Tibetans to

launch armed revolts one after another.
The following are some of the cases:

¢) On January 5, 1962, the Tibetan
ant1-Communist guerrillas in the Kamba
area ambushed Communist troops pass-
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