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INTRODUCTION

The topie of this thesis, rtThe Chlnese Cultural

Revolution and. the Sino-Sovlet Border Disputestt lrarrants

study beeause of the lack of attention given it in the

past. The cultural Revolution in china and the slno-

Soviet border disputes were eonplieated, interrelated

phenomena which demand analysis by any serious student

of Chinese politics.
The eoincidence 1n tlne of these two complex

phenomena suggests possible i.nter-relatlonships befween

then. An attempt to understand these possible inter-

relatlonships could. well add to some gnderstandlng of

the fundamental factors underlying these phenomena, and

at the same time, provide some basis of predieting future

events and their souree of devel-opment.

There have been a number of theories presented on

the historic, soelal, eeonomic and political faetors

underlylng the sino-soviet border dlsputes and the

Cultural Revolution as separate phenomenon, but few have

attenpted to analyze them as interrelated phenomena.

The Sino-soviet border disputesl involved a number

1. For a ehronologieal studyr. see Tai Sung Anr-
Sino-Sovlet Tef¡itorial-Disp,- (ltritadephia:Ïlestninster

lYtical . studY r sê.€- Thomas

Robinéon,;'si''o.sov]e!-Border=o1sputes|lw
selence Review.-vol .66 noz6,, Dee. 1972: lTso see chr i 

- 
sun,

ffiin: cñ"+p"o:.,. ^ 
(HonB Kong: Seventy. Publieation,

i comm, uni:' i1, 9911+' +:ill ^11u- -páiei, Burton, "BackþrouáA of the__Territorial Issues'r in
, Vo-1;2, ao:3 & 4' PP'121-

't!rl.h*twâ.



of politieal and. military confliets along the 4OOO nile
border of China and the USSR. At one level of analysls t

one eould eonclude that the fundamental faetors underlying

the border disputes wet'e economic and territorial in nature.

I propose that deeper analysis reveals patterns of synbolic

eonflicts in other areas of the world, and fund.amental

antagonisms between the respeetive social systems of China

and the Sovlet Union. Some border disputes occurred near

Sinkiang, a place where Russia historieally had the

greatest eoncentration of interests, and where China today

maintains her nuclear installations. However, it was at

Ussuri, where, 1n 1969, nilltary elashes between the

parties took plaee, that the bord,er disputes revealed a

higher 1eve1 of intensity to the extent that both countries

j-nereased preparations for war.

The Cultural Revolution was a classic po\¡rer struggle2

with dlffuse funetions, which lasted, from August 1966 to

April 1969. It was a eonfliet over political, eeonomlc,

2

2, See for example, lhe Grce! Power Struegle, (HonB
Kong: Union Researeh insÉi ifgtgu 

.

The Cultural Revol-ution, Vol .1'& 2) (Óhinese Edltion) tl*ÀàF'1972); Harótd Hinton, China'9

ural Revolutlo

gtl-f UVV¡L1 t /f c,/. l¡q¿v¿u t -Y.::st, (New York, 1)fO); Thomas Robinson, Thet tt v t a ¿¡¡v4ev ¡rvv-¡¡vv-¿! .:

a, (Berkeley:Univ. of Cal-if ornia
Press,



milltary and foreign policy dlffe""n."r.3 As a temporarily

sueeessful attempt by thetradieals' to reeapture national

leadership, the Cultural Revolution involved the renoldì-ng

of the party machlnery and the purges of many leaders.

The strong antl-Sovlet revisionist features of the Cultural

Revolution further eonvineed. us that 1t was not soleIy an

internal reconstructlon, but was al-so a mass campalgn to

artlculate internal hostillty toward foreign foes. The

revolu.tion also turned Chlna into a ehaotie stage when

thousands of red, guard.s intervened, created an extrenely

dangerous phenomenon in the late 1 960s.

The Cultural Revolution is thus eorrel-ated with

the intensification of the border disputes r represented'

by vigorous fortlfieations and military buildups on both

sid.es of the border. To Some extent, it seems Chinese

lead.ers deliberately enployed mass donestie mob1l1 zation

to initlate an anti-foreignism eampaign during the Cultural

Revolution period. Thls r¡Ias reflected in red guard

demonstrations against Moscow on the borders. Perpetual

Chlnese offieal attaeks on Soviet revlsionisn further

enhaneed the probabillty that the border disputes and

3. The funetions of the Cultural Revolutlon were
diffuée, but basically anti-revisionism. See for example tphilip Éridgham, "Cultural Revolution:glieil and^Develop-
*"ttt", Chinä Quárterlvr hoi 29 e 3l+¡ 1)61 án! 1?68;stuart ffiiv Participation anÈ-cuflur-e

!¿4t

Cel1o

i¡_!h1¡4, (Canbrid ge : t jn_ibina, (calif.f,rr v¡r¿rrg. \ vqgvÁ

-t'

Liu. Po11tiea1 Culture and Con
: Baum ard, a in Fermen r (N.J.:

Prentuee Hall, 197171) and Tai-SungI I ç¿IUqV9 ¡¡q¿¿ ) | / ( ' /

Cultural Revoiuti,on, (w.Y. :Pegasus,
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the Cul-tural Revolution were lnterrelated

Yet, border disputes also appeared to be assoclated

wlth Sino-soviet g1obal rivalry for political, economic and'

ideological spheres of infl-uence. I¡le must thus be very

careful in attempting to ascertain to what extent the Cultural :

Revolution lntensified the border dlsputes during 1966'1969.

How may this have oeeurred? I¡Ias the Cultural Revolution the

only contributing faetor to the intensification of the border 
:

confliets? I,rlhat was the role of other faetors? The eentral

task of this thesis is to explore and attenpt to resolve these :

extremely complieated causal relationships

It is ny eontentlon that the Chinese Cultural Revolution is I

I

obvlously related, both dlrectly and ind.irectly, to the

lntensifled border tensions in the period 1966-1969. That l

the Cultural Revolution itself does not offer a satisfactory 
i

i

ansrrrer to the causes of the intensifieating border eonflicts 
i

is substantial-ly explained by the infl-uence of the eomplicated. i

global polities of the late slxtles. Thus,the border disputes

represented a typically complex and interactive international- i

po11tiea1eonf1ietphenomenon.Consciouspo1icychoiees,

reaetlve behaviorr PrêVêfitive and pre-enptive eoncernsr were

conplicated by an acquired value of the conftrict for both

sld es
I

In attemptlng to analyze and support the eentral

hypothesls of this thesis, I wil-I proceed. by attempting a
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creative'yetempirieal]ySou.nd.'ee]-eeticsyntheslsofthe
faets,drawingonvariousmodels,theoriesand'iesearchon
the cultural Revol-ution and the border disputes' Q¡s tre-

mend.ouslydifficulttask'however'istod'ecidefirst'to
what extent border el-ashes represented' d'eliberate acts ' and

thenrifSo:whlchsid'emayhavebeenresponsible'Itls
alsodifficulttobeSureoneislnpossessionofreliable
data, in view of the propagand'a naehinery and news control

maintained by both sides. As far as possible, nultiple sourees have

beenscrutinzed.tohelpal]-eviateSomeofthese'pioþ1ems.

Formanypurposesofthisthesis,interpretationsofevents
arethemse]vesthematterofinterest.Thethesiswil]-thus
make use of chlnese and soviet sources as well as western ones'

The second chapter provides some historical background'

informationfirnd.amentaltoanawárenessofthecharacterof
the phenomena d'iscussed' in this thesis' Chapter Three

analyzesthemilitaryd.lmensionsoftheborderd.isputes.In
chapterfour,thed'iscussion:'wlllfoeusonthedlfferent
perlod.softhebord'erd.lsputes.Thed.istlnetlvenessofthe
period from 1966-1969, when border d.isputes were aggravated't

willbedlscussed-.Inchapterfive,Iwillattemptto
explalnhowthebord.erd.lsputesmayhavebeenintenslfledby
theCuftura]-Revolution.Chaptersixwil]-examineother
explanationsforthisintensificationofthebord'erd.lsputes.
Then, I r*i1} conclud'e ny find'ings in the last chapter'
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Chapter II
Baekground To The Slno-Sovlet Border Dlsputes

The Sino-Soviet bord.er elashes at Ussurl and Sinklang

in 1969 and most reeently 1n May 1978 along the Sino-soviet

frontier 1n Amur, are examples of the long history of

politieal, territorial and. eeonomie eonflict between these

two corrntries.

Fundanental differenees between the two eountrles

in respeet to Marxist-Leninist strategy have been manifested

in polemles and in rlvalry w'ithin the international

eommunist movement.l Yet, it has also been argued. that

the be1ligerents initiated the border d.isputes in order to

achieve certain policy goa1s.

The existing sino-sovlet frontier is regarded as de

faeto only by the Chinese, who claimed lost territories

from centuries of Russian eneroaehments. They have pressed

these elaj-ms at various stages, but most particularly in

the late sixties. EthnÍc irredenta and the presenee of

tribes whieh span the border have exaeerbated the problenr.

Economic factors have also been of underlying lmportanee

1. Two useful
John Gittings, Surve
(Oxford U. Fress
Relatiohs 1 -1e6

.Low,

M. T.T.
viet Co

and Chf
1974,

i Suh. lùha
Hong Kong.

gorla, The Sino-
ened i sJ.4:
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1n the Sino-soviet bord.er disputes. In part, this is related

to a legaey of unequal trade relationstr-ips from the past.

Disagreement over the building of soclalism has represented

a seeond phase of economic eonfllet.

1. The politieal Dlmensions of the Sino-soviet Border D1sþutes

a. Ideologleal Polemics

In the mid-fifties, the Slno-soviet diseord nanifested

itself in the politieal realm in the form of ideological

polenics. The dual poliey - de-Stallnization and peaceful

coexistenee - 
spslled out by the Iftenlin in 1956 1s identi-

fied by the Chinese as the genesis of the sp11t between then

and the Sovlet leaders:

the 2Oth Congress of CPSU is the root from
which all thõ evils done by the Kkrrushehev
revisionlsts grow. . . . The 20th Congres- - 

is
the origin of-the. split in the international
communist movement.

Mao probably felt personally offended when the Soviets

attaeked the personality eu1t.3 Moreover, the 'rpeaceful

coexisteneerr poliey was regarded- by China as a betrayal of

Marxist-Leninism and the lnternational communist movement.

rt was eontradictory to the chinese preferenee for revolution-

ary struggle as the general line of foreign poliey and- the

activist sovlet forelgn policy Mao may have desired.

The 2oth congress, then, signified the origln of open

eonfliet between Peking and. Moscow on Ld'eology. In 1917, the

2.'rstatement by Klrrushehevrt, I,rlorld. Cultural Press
Recorded r-Apri1 1961-=-=T'Þeðpiãs óaítv, April 5, a96r.
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ttHundred Flowersrt campaign in China was launehed, wlth anti-

soviet polemies and. personal attaeks on Khrushehev. At the

international communist eonference held 1n 1917, China

refused to follow the Sovie! lead, deelaring that revisionism

was the major danger to the soeialist camp; that an unpeaceful

transition to soeiallsm'!üas neeessary; and that the prineiple

of equality among faternal parties was not to be abandoned:

the Sovlets were not to dietate to the international communlst

movement, even though they night carry greater responslbi-

lities.4 Soviet hegemony ÏIas thus seriously and' openly

challenged.

These declarations were not, hov¡ever I âD abrupt ehange

in chinese policy. consistent with her earlier amblvalent

attitude toward.s the Polish an¿ Hungarian Revolts 1n 1956,

China deeided to stay within the bloe and to maintain the

eonsolj-dation of the soelalist eamp. Yet, chlnars d'eclara-

tions and espeeially her assertion of the Flve Prineiples of

Mutual Respeet for the sovereignity and integrity of states,

expressed her disapproval of Soviet poliey'

From then onward., chlnese were inereaslngly bold about

publicly voieing an independent line. Sino-Soviet i'deological

disputes were refleeted in different approaehes to eeonomic

policy,\^¡orldrevolutionand-basicMarxist-Leninist
É

strategY. /

+. Peoplg,s Dailv and $q$j! joint editorial'
Feburary 4r 196+.

t-." ¡.irråa l. Low, op.eit', pp'69:1o22 John Gittings 
'

op. cit . pp. 5g--8r1-oãnaia ?;s;;iå,'õP lóit' , pp-' 77 -224; see

partieularly l,i'ü"1:h;; "Th; St=úeeie . f or ' pió:-etarian lead'er -

ship in the pãr:-ãa or trre Ñãw-oènõõratie Revolution in China'

PekinaRev'iew, Feburary 23 ¡ 1962, P'l '
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fn L959, the Chinese Commslis¡ Party's interpretation

of strategy for the social and economie revol-ution 1n China,

rThe Great Leap Forwardtr ïIas denouneed by the Soviets. 0n

the other hand, the Chlnese leaderslp denounced the "Peaee-

ful Coexistenee'r policies that KLrrushehev had negotiated with

presld.ent Eisenhow"r.6 l{hile Khrrushchev expressed his discon-

tent and. denoirnced the 'rGreat Leap Forwardrr, the Chinese

published a eondemnation of ÏÛrrushchev's forelgn poliey in a

HunE Chri edltorial 'rlong Live Leninism".T China also

eritl eízed- the revisionisn of Yugoslavla, identifying revision-

ism as the nain threat to the internâtlonal eonmunist move-

ment, but refraining from open eriticism of Sovlet eommrrnism
ountil 1963,Ó At eonferences of communist parties, at Bucharest

in June 1960 and Moseow in November 1960, differences between

Soviet and Chinese approaches to ideology and other polleles

urere eonfirmeOlg In August 1960, the Soviet Union wlthdrew

a1l- aid and personnel from the Peoplesr Republic of China,

thus shifting the eonfliet from poliey and ideology to prae-

tieal economie and diplomatie relations between the two states.

The early sixtles witnessed the spreading of the Sino-

Soviet ideological dispute to other eommunist states. The

6. Alfred D. Low op.cit., pp.102'10+.
7. PêkinE Review, April â9-r- 1990; For Iflrrushchev or

Sovietcrffi''.GreatLéapForward.ll,seelifeJan.12,
1959, and sovlet Government statenãnt, Pravdá, 21 & 22, Sept.
L963" B. PD & Huns Chti, Joint editorlal, Sept' 6, 1963'

g. ffi.cit.. pp.109-115: Donald Zaroria,
op. eií, pp:ãBB-342; 'cDbP 72 r'nó'26 , 7960: g June 28 rL963.
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soviet-Yugoslav rapprochement and- the slno-Albanian a1l1anee

.brere one way in l¡hich the Sino-Soviet dispute be$an to

polarize the eonmpnist eamp. The Soviet attaek on Albania's

poliey of upholding the personality eult had', in turn, led to

the Chinese denuneiatlon,of the Yugoslav's revisionlsm' In

1961, the 22nd- Congress of the CPSU was the seene of a reta-

liatory attaek on Albania. Chinese representatives supported

Albania and walked out after denor,meing Sovlet revisionism

and ff1¡¡¡lshche'tr's new 1d'ea about the ttstate of the whole

peoplerr.lO l¡lhen Soviet ald- to Albania was aut off r China

started to grant Albania eredits and other supplies ' As

Moseow grew eloser to Belgrade, Sino-Soviet relations deter-

iorated at a more raPid Pace.

ïn 1962, the Sino-Soviet break had become more apparent ' 
1 1

China had published several articles in the Peoples Dail:r

attacking proninent European conmunist leaders who sided'

with the Soviet Union.12 Moscowts surrender 1n the Cuban

Missile erisis and 'rneutraltr Stanee in the Sino-Indian bord'er

elashes made matters \'ìIorse.

In mid-1963, the sino-soviet rift became so lntense

10. ttKkrrushchevrs Report at the 22nd. Congress 9f cPSUil

cDSp. Vol . L2;;;.,;3,-ruôvi ãe, ;-96;-. Kkrrushehev deelared' the
r"¿-år";ñå äiåtäiå"õråip or trré píoleta"+1! i1 .the^!?yi:!^u"ion.

11 ¡ Alfred D :- i;;- op . eit ' r PP: 123-1.75' JPI*. G+!!ilg: 
'l-1,, Alfred D. Low op'eit'r PP:l¿3-:./)z dorru \rruu!*$oe

op."it., ñ. i\ä-tt+\"lirãiåããer'oäírinl "Long^Dixi'*:1^*:*-l+î"
Fractions'1 , Prob

)O - l'{.+ ; ¡f-LeJLaaII\lltJ.' JrøLLLLL,

roblemé of Conmunisn, Vo1, Voí. XI ño. 2, Mareh-APril,
1962r pP.7-16.

izl''á"éries ,e:r, Feburary ?? , -L993;, l,eEi1rg==1,9I*eHi
u," 

" 
å' i *?firîfrffiËånä i å*iäiË riÉe' i'i,3 i rffi ". "'däiî";(Ñ. Íl oiróra u. Press' 1964)'
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that the soviet leaders decided. that an international

eonferenee should be ealled 1n order to ease their diff-

erenees with the chinese leaders. This attempt at nego-

tiation soon fai1ed.. chlna replied to the soviet unionrs

proposal wlth twenty-five eondltions for bilateral talks

whlch appeared to imply the removal of Khrrushehev who had'

proposed the polieies of peaceful eoexistence and peaeeful

transition to soeialisn.13_ Talks seheduled July 5 wexe

eventually foreed t'o adjourn when CPSU d'enouneed CPC publicly

andpreparedrinstead'rtoslgntheTestBanTreatywiththe
united states. \,rlhen china issued the prominent artieles on

t'The Origin and Devel0pment of the Differences between the

leaders of the SPSU and ourselvesIt on september 3t 1963,

sino-sovlet relatl0ns eame to a deiislve break.

Thenexttwoyearswerecloud.ed.bypubllcsino.Soviet

vituperation. The Sovietst ealls for eonferenees in 1964

and, 1965 to ease the rislng differences with chlna galned'

nothing but deeper mlsirnderstandings .14 Desplte Tgrrushehev's

fal1 in late ::96), the new cPsu leaders refused to make

eoncessions to ch1na, apparently followlng Khrrushehevrs old'

tine.15
OnApril3rlg6s,theSovietproposalforatripartite

su:¡m1t meeting to discuss plans of joint aetion against the

13. Peoples P?ilY , June,26, 19Íl¿
1l;, ffi ' lBlçî',;l'll;iãå;îT?r'ffi 23 - 2+ .; íö6ú ; 

-wírii" glirlltmp^ ;E-+;lt;Grlffith, oP.e1r.PP'
oint editória1. Chinaygl. VII, no.l-90 May 9r 19b+: Illll--LLam urJ-rr-LUrr'r vv'vrw

" l-''i,' äéd:ñt*äF-På:;iffi;i?tåf;å"í:;*,;f,ål;"ffi1;,f;tääi"
also attaekear-so atrtracll'e(r ñ-ñ;;:- 2i-, tg6+r pp.6_8.
Máreh 22, 1965. See also I
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united states was aecepted by Hanoi, but rejected by the

chinese. The sovlet second proposal on April 17 was also

ignored. The chinese government nay have feared the

Soviet military presenee on Chlnars terrltories as well as

in South-East Asia.16

For the 2nd Afro-Asian conference, china anticipated

enhancing her influenee among the Afro-Asian states and

exeluding soviet influenee from this area. china argued

that the sovlets were not qualified to partieipate in the

conference beeause the USSR was neither a Afro-Asian state,

nor was she eoncerned with the national-liberation movement,

the theme of the eonferenee.lT

But the oceurences of certai-n international events had

exacerbated pressures for the postponement of the conference'

Ihe coup d.,état in the host co¿ntry, Algerla, the withd'rawal

of ten African states, the Phillipino proposal for post-

ponement, the Indo-Pakistan war and. the erush of the congo

Soviet d'isputes in the 3rd' world'Rebelllon, and other Slno

worked agalnst bringing Afro-Asian nations together for the

eonferenees. The withdrawal and the proposal of postpone-

ment had verified the unwillingness of eertain states to

stand. on Chinars side. Chinats prestige beeame undermlned-

as 3he fa1led to give eonfidence to 3rd world eountries in the

l:6. Chlna denied that the joint-action was an impera-
tive requirement of the tntiliqöerialist. ?l1oesf":-S:1' E
Ñä;: Iã\-lb6Ëì'^õosÞ ñiy-7 ,-Le65; rohn Gittings, oP'cit'
pp. 25+:270.

17 . Peoples Dailv, June 18, ry6, and PB June 25 t L96' '
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congo Rebellion and the ïnilo-pakistan eonf11et.18

I¡lithin the decade from L956 to L965 
' 

Sino-soviet

eonflictwasrefleetedintheirincreasingrivalryand
antagonlstieattitud.etowardeaehother.Inadd'itlonto
theid.eologiealandforeignpolicyd-ifferences,therewere
also the territorial aspeets to the two eountries' poli-

tical eonflict.
b. Territorial DisPutes

Historically,Russiahad.mad.errnilateralgainsthat
costChinaapproxi.matelyamlllionsquaremilesofterri.
tory.Thetreatlesofsigun(18'B)'Peking(1860)and
st. Petersburg (r88r) rra¿ eeded the south eastern part of

Siberia and the maritine provinees (about 5OO,O00 square

miles ) of Central Asia as well as the 133 t000 square miles

ofterritoryeastoftheUssurltoRussla.Thesewerethe
irnequal treaties China renounced in the 1960'''19

rssj-a, desPite the treatY of 1689,

aequirednewterritoryfromaweakChina.Thenewþ6f,Shevik
regimepromised.thatallrightsand.privilegesaquiredby
czarist Russia would be relinquished..2C However, the new

regimedid.notretrrrnanyChineseterri-torles,and'even

l,rlillian Griffith : oP. 9it-' r -Pp'^114.-11P:
HåååiäË ;äïüi "äå=äfl'ã 

; 
"iöo5i'oä"":.ã, o:l1ll:

Territori ;iffiir'ä:-siäo - Éovíei' co"rri c t, ( stanrord
t""tåð.t'33 

Karakhan Decr-aration, china yearbook ) rg2+)

18.
tg.

pp.868-872.
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expanded.llkeitspredecessor'politleallyandterrltorial-
lv into Chlna, notably 1n the ease of South Sakhalin and 1n

'2I
the Kuriles.

In additlonr âh understand'lng of the ethnlc problem

and the border pollcies of both countries may also be

helpful to the overall understand'ing of the terrltorlal

und.erpinnlngsofthesino-sovietpoliticaleonflict.To
someextent,thepresentbord.erstrugglebetweentheUssRand.
theCPRrepresentstherrnavoid.ableeonfrontationoftwo

major powers who were both attempting to colonize and.

assimilate border trlbes ' China and' Russia/Sovlet Unlon

frequentlyfound.themse]-vesineonflietastheytried.tospread.
ormaintaintheirpolitlcalandeconomicinflueneeinthe
border areas , 

'n"Làthere 
was also the question of

national securltY'

Fron the l8oos onward r Russia was explorlng sinkiang t

and supporting subversi-ve aetlvitles against Chlna' By

1860, Russian expanslon into Sinkiang was marked by their

entrenchment along the Amur' In 186+' Russla was able to

takead.vantageoftheMoslenRevoltinSinklangtoeapture

2L,Francis\¡latsonrTheFrontierofchina,(N.Y.:Prager
Lgo-rg1'.) 

Desplte her weakness , chlna engaged her troops . .

frequentty on'border i' o"¿'ãi"¿"-[-uï;ta'ñ ãatlnnal secu-rity'

The few v1"to"iãt'-battles 
"áäti"tt 

!n:.Mos1em 
rebels in

LB76-r877 bv i;;-õhuãg-teng-ñãt" examples of chinars

atrenpr tc ""åiãt-ioîäi-g" 
Ì"iãt"""fioit. See Chens Tien-

f eng r op. clt. , p.lo, Harry sãrrwartz : oP'"it ' : PP'tT -'B
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influenee in this posltion of fertile Central Asia' Ex-

ploiting the unrest in Mongol-1a 1n 1910, Russla stirred

1tp the Mongols to revolt. In December 1p11, a "Mongolian

Empiretr was ereated. In I92I, the Soviets intervened in

Outer Mongolia, expelled the ltlhite Russian forees and'

assisted the Mongol to establish the MPR. (ft became a

Soviet sponsored }4ongollan People Republie in I92L). In

1913, Russla seized urankhai, made it lnto a protectoratet

renamed it Tannu Tuva, and annexed it totally in 1944' By

1944, Russia had sufflelent troops stationed on therborder to

dominate and influence the sino-sovlet borderl-and.

soviet influence 1n Sinkiang grew steadily from L9L7

onward. In the 1930s, the Soviet Union supported' the Chinese

warlord Sheng Chih-tsrai in the suppression of the Mosl-en

rebel-llon whleh the Sovlet Unlon also feared. General Ma

chung-ying, the brilliant l-eader of the Moslems Ì\¡as supported

by the Imperial Japanese Government. The latterrs

objeetive was both to ehallenge Soviet lnfluenee in Slnklang

and. to make the Moslems a bulkwark of opposltion to the

Sovlets. By 19+0, Sl¡kiang rliras so under Soviet lnfluenee

that the latter was able to d.emand uneonditional supplles
2+

and exploration of mlnes. From 19+1-43 r more than 150 tons

23. Russian influenee in this area was shown by her
eompleie political and economie control o{, the tht¡,t":lrn Rallway; s"" Harry Sehwartzr oP.9it', ppi84-94'

2+ . Chenþ 'Tien-f eng , op . cit . , pP .16-9--!79; ti Çltl
Eastern nä1tway; see Harry Sehwartz r oP-. 9it: ¿^pp: Y+:?+'' 2). Chenþ 

'Tien-f eng , op. cit . , pp.IQ9--I79; Li 9lt1Ê¿,nnlra Snrriet Grln on Sinklåns't. Foreign Affaisqr April L92+¡f,The soviet Grlp on sinklángt' , Foréien A{{ai{s r lPlil .L9)+ ¡

".-+éri¡.v.David.son.Russiãán@on,1960),pp.p.491; J.V. Davi-dson:-Russ:!aan
íùo1iåil

!.È;
:i' ja'.,ì .i-{r::l:lÌ


