NONCOMMUNIST AREAS

Sino-Soviet Rivalry in Latin America
By Daniel Tretiak
EDITORS' NOTE: Recent months have brought fresh evidence of increasing turmoil generated in the world's Communist parties by the Sino-Soviet dispute. Having examined the impact
of this dispute on the Indian CP (see "The Indian CP Between Moscow and Peking," by Harry
Gelman, November-December 1962), we now turn to Latin America. In the article below,
Mr. Tretiak deals with Sino-Soviet competition in that part of the world, with particular emphasis on the recent Cuban crisis.

APART FROM ITS DIRECT and far-reaching impact on East-West relations, the Cuban crisis of
October-November 1962 has brought sharply into focus
the emergence of Latin America as still another area of
serious policy conflict between the Soviet Union and
Communist China. The exacerbation of Moscow-Peking
relations as a consequence of the events in Cuba has
already been made evident by open confrontations of
the Chinese and Soviet positions at the Bulgarian,
Hungarian, Czechoslovak, and Italian party congresses
during November and December, as well as by a scathing Chinese Communist propaganda barrage intimating
that the Soviet backdown in Cuba was tantamount to
a Munich-style appeasement of "US imperialism."
The Cuban crisis, however, only catalyzed and thrust
dramatically into the limelight Sino-Soviet divergencies
over Latin American strategy that have become more and
more apparent as the Chinese in the past several years
have pushed forward a concerted effort—via propaganda, front activity, exchange visits by various types
of delegations, etc.—to win friends in Latin America
and, in particular, to exert influence on the Latin American Communist movements. Patently more sanguine
than the Russians about the effectiveness of "national
liberation struggles" on the Cuban model, the Chinese
Mr. Tretiak has graduate degrees from the Universities
of Arizona and Harvard and is presently engaged in
research in Hong Kong on a grant from the East-West
Center of the University of Hawaii (Honolulu).

have tried hard to convert Latin American Communists
to the Maoist school of uncompromising revolutionary
militancy and primary reliance upon armed struggle,
as opposed to the more resilient and pragmatically
cautious strategy of Communist advance championed in
recent years by the Khrushchev leadership.

Unity and Discord
So far as basic Communist objectives in Latin America are concerned, there is little reason to doubt that
the Chinese and Russians are generally in accord. Both
partners aim, above all, at undermining and destroying
United States power and influence throughout the area;
hence, they seek to weaken Latin American regimes that
pursue policies favorable to US interests and to discourage the acceptance by those regimes of American aid
tendered, for example, through the "Alliance for
Progress" program and the services of Peace Corps
volunteers They also share a common long-range interest in promoting the collapse of right-wing Latin
American governments and their ultimate replacement
by Communist-oriented regimes like Castro's in Cuba—
though the Chinese doubtless envisage regimes which
will look to Peking rather than Moscow for revolutionary guidance. Finally, since Cuba has become an invaluable springboard for international Communist activity in the rest of Latin America, the Chinese and
Russians both seek to mobilize Latin American Com-
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munist and left-wing forces in support of the Cuban
revolution and thereby to exert pressure on the governments of the area to refrain from backing US actions
against Castro.
But while broadly agreed on their objectives in Latin
America, Moscow and Peking have clearly come into
conflict over key issues of Communist strategic and
tactical policy, especially with regard to support of
national liberation movements and methods of effecting eventual Communist conquest of political power. In
general, the present Soviet leadership has been in favor
of employing more flexible and cautious means, while
the Chinese—invoking the Cuban and, by inference,
their own revolution as models—have contended that
the only sure road to Communist victory in areas like
Latin America lies in promoting armed revolutionary
struggle. In advocating this strategy, Peking is not
simply mouthing mere rhetoric. For, apart from being
conditioned by their own revolutionary experience to
think predominantly in terms of armed struggle, the
Chinese Communists have recognized—not without
justification—that in Latin America the use of military
force to acquire and retain power is still very much
in vogue, whereas democratic processes have frequently
failed. From Bolivar to Castro, Latin American experience has nurtured the idea of military action as the most
effective way to obtain swift political results.
This is not to imply that the Russians, in prescribing
a generally more flexible and less militant political strategy for the Latin American Communist movements, have
been less discerning than the Chinese in their estimate of
Communist potentialities in the area. Some of the Latin
American Communist parties—for example, those of
Chile and Brazil in recent years—have found it possible
to work effectively within the framework of parliamentary democracy.1 Furthermore, it seems highly improbable that the United States, in the light of what transpired
in Cuba after Castro's assumption of power, would have
passively permitted—or would henceforth permit—another Castro-type revolution to develop elsewhere in
Latin America, or that such a revolution could possibly
succeed without overt Soviet support. Indeed, the determined US response to the stationing of Soviet IRBM's
'Though technically illegal, the Brazilian CP has continued to
wield considerable political influence through working relations
with other parties and activity within the National Liberation
Front, in addition to remaining active and politically powerful
in the Brazilian labor movement. In Chile, the Communists are
a legal party and share active control of the Popular Action
Front (FRAP), in which they are allied with the Socialists and
other leftist groups. (The FRAP is presently headed by the
Secretary-General of the Communist Party, Luis Corvalan.) The
party is also influential in the Chilean labor movement.

in Cuba paradoxically vindicated one of the key premises of Khrushchev's past adherence to a cautious Latin
American strategy: namely, that the Soviet Union,
however anxious to weaken the US position in Latin
America and however subject to Chinese pressures,
could not push the US too far without grave risk.

China's Latin American Effort
In spite of the evident importance of Latin America
in the minds of Peking's strategists, the Chinese Communists for obvious reasons have only just begun to
rival the Russians as an alternate source of Communist
influence in the area. The Soviet Union, much earlier
in the field, enjoys full diplomatic representation in a
number of Latin American capitals and can utilize its
embassies or legations as a direct means of exercising
guidance and discipline over the local Communist movements, whereas Peking has thus far won formal state
recognition by only one Latin American government—
the Castro regime in Cuba. The Chinese are probably
hopeful of eventual political changes elsewhere in Latin
America—possibly in Brazil, Chile, or Guiana—that will
permit them to widen their diplomatic representation,
but for the present the Chinese embassy in Havana represents Peking's sole—albeit extremely useful—official
Latin American outpost.
In the field of trade also, Communist China's relations with Latin America still remain in the embryonic
stage. Again, only Cuba has entered into regular trade
arrangements with China, besides receiving Chinese technical assistance. There have also been intermittent Chinese trading deals with Brazil, Argentina, and Uruguay2
(Argentina, for example, has been a minor supplier of
wheat to Communist China during the Chinese agricultural crisis), but commercial relations between China and
these countries have not been put on a regular basis
despite professed interest on both sides in doing so.
The only other evidence of progress has been Chile's
action in permitting the establishment of a permanent
Chinese trade mission in Santiago—the only one in
South America. The protracted economic crisis in Communist China has undoubtedly hampered efforts to de2
See article by Fu Ying in Shih-chieh Chih-shih (Oct. 3, 1953),
translated in Survey of the China Mainland Press (SCMP),
Hong Kong, U.S. Consulate General, No. 680 (Oct. 31-Nov. 2,
1953), p. 40; also SCMP No. 827 (Nov. 13-15, 1954), p. 9;
Corporation for Economic and Industrial Research, Soviet Bloc
Latin American Activities and Their Implications for US
Foreign Policy, a report for the U.S. Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations, Study No. 7 (Washington DC, US Government Printing Office, I960), p. 752.

27

PRODUCED 2005 BY UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED

velop trade with Latin America, but when and if the
crisis eases to the extent of enabling China to export
light industrial products and some capital goods, Peking
may be expected to renew its attempt to find markets in
the Latin American countries, as well as sources of
supply for commodities needed by the Chinese economy
(e.g., especially oil 3 ).
While the Chinese have thus had scant success in
developing inter-governmental and trade ties with Latin
America, they have actively employed other means of
projecting their influence into the area. Peking directs
a constant and heavy barrage of propaganda via radio
broadcasts in Spanish, Portuguese, and Quechua, and
these are supplemented by the activities of an NCNA
(New China News Agency) office operating in Havana
and by the dissemination in Latin America of Spanishlanguage periodicals and movies presenting a glowing
picture of China's progress under communism. To offset
the absence of diplomatic relations, Peking also has
sponsored the establishment of a semi-official ChinaLatin America Friendship Association, which serves as
its main instrument in developing and maintaining
contacts with Latin America, and which has links with
a number of unofficial counterpart organizations already
functioning in various countries: e.g., the Chile-China
Cultural Institute (headed by a non-Communist) and
the Mexico-China Friendship Association, whose president, Ricardo Rosas Arciniega (also non-Communist),
visited Peking last fall on the occasion of the anniversary
of the Chinese People's Republic. These groups, by
disseminating Chinese propaganda materials and organizing public gatherings to hear reports on developments
in China, play a valuable part in winning Latin American
sympathy for Chinese Communist views.

THE PEKING REGIME has further reinforced these
activities by extending invitations to influential Latin
American political figures and others to visit Communist
China, where they have been welcomed by top Chinese
Communist leaders, shown selected evidences of China's
economic and social progress, and had impressed upon
them Chinese sympathies for and identification with
Latin American anti-imperialist aspirations. Such visits
have by no means been restricted to persons with open
pro-Communist sympathies; in fact, there appears to
"According to a British analyst of Chinese Communist affairs,
"oil has probably been an important consideration in Chinese
relations with countries of Asia, Africa, and Latin America . . ."
W.A.C. Adie, "China, Russia and the Third World," China
Quarterly (London), No. 11, July-September 1962, p. 201,
f.n. 6.

have been a marked decrease in the number of avowed
Latin American Communists travelling to China during
the past two years—very possibly as a result of Soviet
pressures brought to bear on the Latin American Communist parties in connection with the Sino-Soviet dispute.
The flow of non-Communist Latin American visitors to
China, however, has continued.
Among the more prominent Latin American political
figures who went to China prior to 1961 were former
Mexican President Lazaro Cardenas; the present Cuban
Minister of Industry and right-hand Castro lieutenant,
Ernesto Guevara; and Chilean Socialist Party leader
Salvador Allende. Visitors in 1961 included Vice-President Joao Goulart (now President) of Brazil, Cuban
President Osvaldo Dorticos, Bolivian Senator Federico
Alvarez Plata, and Chilean Senator Faivovich. During
1962 the Peking regime played host to parliamentarians
from Chile and Ecuador and to the wives of Prime
Minister Cheddi Jagan of Guiana and Brazilian peasant
leader Francisco Juliao. The fact that some of fhese
1962 visitors returned home with laudatory comments
on the Chinese commune system seems to indicate that
Peking was still having some success in impressing
Latin American guests with the achievements of Chinese
Communist agriculture. In other instances, the visits
seem to have been of little political benefit to the
Chinese: for instance, despite Goulart's expressions of
Brazilian friendliness towards the Chinese People's Republic during his 1961 visit, Brazil has not recognized
the Peking regime and in 1962 opposed China's admission to the United Nations and UNESCO.
Whenever the opportunity has been extended to them,
the Chinese have reciprocated Latin American visits to
China by sending various types of delegations to Latin
America. This sort of contact has naturally been most
extensive with Castro's Cuba, which has been visited
by Chinese government and Communist Party officials,
by youth, trade union, and cultural delegations, and by
technical and military missions sent to assist in Cuba's
economic development and military program. Less frequently, Chinese delegations have been received in other
Latin American countries. Ch'u T'u-nan, presently the
head of the China-Latin America Friendship Association,
led a cultural delegation to Latin America in 1956, and
the present vice-president of the Association, Chou
Erh-fu, headed another visiting Chinese group in 1958.
Both these delegations had contacts during their tours
with Latin American government officials, local political
figures (including Communists), and members of resident Chinese communities. (It was as a result of Ch'u's
1956 visit that the Chile-China Cultural Institute and
Mexico-China Friendship Association were established.)
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In 1959 and 1962 Chinese journalist groups toured
several Latin American countries; in I960 Liu Ch'angsheng, a member of the Chinese Communist Party Central Committee, visited Chile; and in 1962 a Chinese
trade union delegation attended the national congress
of the Chilean central labor organization (CLTTCh), also
visiting Cuba, Ecuador, and Brazil.

China's Challenge to Soviet Influence
Just how successful this Chinese Communist proselytizing has been in gaining support for Peking's attitudes and policies within the Latin American Communist
movements is difficult to measure precisely. It is clear,
however, that the Mao regime's persistent advocacy of
the Chinese "path" of armed revolutionary struggle
as the most effective means of advancing the Communist
cause in Latin America and its insistence upon unreserved and united Communist-bloc support of such
struggles have attracted enough of a following among
the more militant sections of the Latin American Communist parties to pose an open challenge to the continued
predominance of Soviet influence. The outlines of this
challenge were already in evidence at the I960 Moscow
conference of 81 Communist parties, where members of
the Argentine, Chilean, Colombian, Uruguayan, and
Venezuelan delegations reportedly sided with the Chinese in opposition to certain Soviet policy positions.4
The interaction of two factors, in particular, appears
to have contributed significantly to the growth of
Chinese influence in the Latin American CP's. The
first has been the tendency in many of these parties—
especially those which have recently suffered political
setbacks as in Argentina, Venezuela, Ecuador, and Peru
—towards growing disillusionment with Moscow's predilection for parliamentary methods of acquiring power.
The second factor was the tremendous psychological
impact of the success of Castro's revolution in Cuba—a
revolution which in its use of guerrilla warfare and
other features seemed consciously inspired by Maoist
precepts, and with which the Chinese Communists had
proclaimed their solidarity almost from the start.5 The
'New York Times, November 25, 1962, p. 1.
6
Hailing Castro's revolutionary struggle in Cuba in the summer
of 1958, a Chinese Communist press comment declared: "The
U.S. backyard has become a volcano . . . But US imperialism
will not voluntarily withdraw; the Latin American people . . .
can only shake off imperialist enslavement and crush its aggression by firm struggle. Anti-American flames are burning everywhere in Latin America. The tide of national independence will
not be checked . . ." See SCMP, No. 1830, August 12, 1958,
p. 49.

Cuban victory had the effect of persuading many Latin
American Communists that their best hope of achieving
political power did indeed lie—as Peking has claimed—
in imitating the Chinese and Cuban examples of revolutionary armed struggle. Such views were expressed by
Latin American Communist leaders who visited China
in 1959-1960 and made highly-publicized statements
praising both the Chinese and Cuban experiments.
To a large extent, no doubt, these statements were
inspired by conviction, but they may also have been
intended to pressure the Soviets into a more positive
attitude toward revolutionary activity in Latin America.
In any case, all the appeals for a more aggressive policy
fell on deaf ears in Moscow, and the Soviets failed to
change their basic position. Eventually, the orthodox
Latin American leaders, apparently under Soviet pressure, fell into line; excepting the Cubans, their visits
to China became less frequent during 1961-62, and
their pro-Chinese statements abated as well. They now
continue working within the democratic framework and
oppose, in spite of earlier temptations, the Chinese
techniques of civil war as proper political tactics.
A good example of this accommodation to Soviet
views was the apparent about-turn of the Chilean Communist Party Secretary General, Luis Corvalan. After
his return from China in 1959, he was reported to be
very much impressed by Chinese recommendations for
radical Communist action in Latin America. In March
of last year, however, he was undoubtedly referring to
more recent Chinese pressures when he declared:
It is a great merit of the [Chilean party's] Central Committee that it knew how to maintain the necessary revolutionary firmness when faced by various complex problems.
For example, in relation to the peaceful road, the party
was the object of outside pressures and had to face more
than one situation of fact engendered by elements within [author's italics} the people's and workers' movement.
From all this the party has come out ahead.6

The Chilean party leadership thus continues to toe
the Soviet line, but probably not without some hesitation
and possibly even internal opposition. That there is
reluctance within the Chilean party to give full and
explicit support to the Kremlin leaders became apparent
when the plenum of the party Central Committee, after
the 22nd CPSU Congress, failed to condemn the Albanian regime or criticize the Chinese party—this despite
the fact that at the Moscow Congress Secretary-General
Corvalan, along with the other Latin American Communists, had supported Khrushchev's criticism of Enver
'El Siglo (Santiago, Chile), March 14, 1962, and Cuba Socialista, (Havana), Vol II, No. 10, (June 1962), p. 77.

29

PRODUCED 2005 BY UNZ.ORG
ELECTRONIC REPRODUCTION PROHIBITED

Hoxha and the Chinese leadership.7 There has also
been evidence of party dissension in Brazil, where shortly
after the CPSU Congress several prominent ^arty members were expelled for having "launched a systematic
attack against the unity and discipline of the Communist
movement."8

Cuba and the Sino-Soviet Conflict
It is in Cuba, however, that the conflict between Soviet
and Chinese policy has been most clearly reflected. The
recent agreement between President Kennedy and Premier Khrushchev on the withdrawal of Soviet offensive
weapons from Cuba not only brought forth public disagreement between Castro and Moscow, but also lined
up Cuba and Communist China in common opposition
to both the United States and the USSR. By steadfastly
refusing to permit international inspection of missile
sites on Cuba territory, Castro succeeded in thwarting
full implementation of the Soviet-American accord on
the settlement of the Cuban crisis. In this stand, as
well as in the matter of his now well-known live
counterdemands, Castro was vigorously and publicly
supported by the Chinese, who went as far as accusing
the Soviets of having perpetrated another "Munich"
by giving in to American demands. The Chinese leadership has thus served notice that it will publicly oppose
the Soviet policy of caution in Latin America and what
it considers Khrushchev's opportunism and betrayal of
revolutionary interests. Since China is unable to supplant
Soviet support of the Cuban economy, Castro must be
expected to compromise his disagreements with Moscow,
but the new Sino-Cuban ties already constitute a special
element in the polycentric Communist world.
This development received its most concrete expression during the Cuban crisis, but it has been in the
making for some time. Throughout the sharpening SinoSoviet conflict, Moscow has been conspicuously unsuccessful in obtaining outright backing from Fidel Castro
on such vital matters as condemnation of the Albanian
leadership and the cult of the personality, or even explicit concurrence with the Soviet view of the future
course of "national liberation" movements in Latin
America. It is true that the Cubans have not followed the
Chinese lead in printing Enver Hoxha's diatribes against
Khrushchev, but they have plainly shown their unwillingness to join in the condemnation of the Albanian
leaders or to criticize Peking for supporting Albania.
7

For a report on the Plenum, see El Siglo, November 30December 2, 19<5l.
'Ibid,, January 16, 1962.

What is more, the official Cuban press has been giving
steady, if somewhat limited, coverage to Albania, particularly to Albanian references to Cuba.9 Even comments by Enver Hoxha have appeared.10 Furthermore,
trade and diplomatic relations between the two countries
have remained normal:11 shortly after Moscow broke
diplomatic: relations with Tirana, the Cubans received
in Havana the new Albanian ambassador, Josif Pogace.12
An exhibition of Albanian products has recently been
held in Havana, and Albanians have been freely invited
to attend international meetings in Cuba. One of the
high points of Cuban-Albanian amity was reached quite
recently when Albanian students in Peking visited the
Cuban Embassy to express their support of the joint
Cuban-Chinese stand during the missile crisis. According to the official New China News Agency, the representative of the Albanian students, Niko Konini, declared on that occasion that "the Albanian people,
taught by the Albanian Labor Party headed by Enver
Hoxha, were ready at all times to fight against US
imperialist war schemes and would do everything in
their power to support the Cuban revolution." "Amidst
the shouting of 'Hoxha-Fidel!' and 'Albania-Cuba!' ",
the NCNA report continued, "Albanian students and
Cuban diplomats hugged one another."13 Additionally,
a group of Cuban agricultural workers recently arrived
in Albania to begin training there, in fulfillment of
the Cuban-Albanian technical cooperation accord. The
Cubans were warmly greeted upon arrival in the Albanian port of Durres.14
In other fields, too, the Cubans have demonstrated at
least qualified support for Chinese policy. Thus, in
April 1962, their press for the first time carried Chinese
protests against alleged Indian border incursions, even
though until then Havana had appeared favorably inclined toward India's role as a neutral nation.ls They
also have published articles extolling the achievements
of the Chinese communes.16 And even more important,
after avoiding the topic for a long time, they finally
condemned Yugoslav revisionism in May of last year—
9

See Noticias de Hoy (hereinafter Hoy; Havana), January 3
and 10, 1962.
10
Ibid., January 25, 1962.
11
The current Cuban-Albanian trade pact was signed last April
in Havana by the Albanian Minister of Foreign Trade. Hoy,
iApril 5, 1962.
12
Ibid., December 15, 1961.
"November 7, 1962; also SCMP, No. 2858 (Nov. 13, 1962),
pp. 22-23.
14
See Jen-min jih-pao, Nov. 22, 1962, p. 4; and Revolution
(Havana), Nov. 23, 1962, p. 3.
"Hoy, April 26, 1962.
16
Ibid., February 22 and July 21, 1962.
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this only shortly after Khrushchev, while visiting Bulgaria, had made new conciliatory gestures toward Tito. 17
Furthermore, exchanges of state and party visits between
Havana and Peking have been proceeding regularly
throughout the period of the Sino-Soviet conflict, and
last October Cuban representatives figured prominently
at the CPR anniversary celebrations in Peking.

IN SUM, relations between Cuba and China are close
and cordial, and certainly more than simply correct.
It is now pertinent to ask what has brought about the
convergence of Cuban and Chinese views on so many
fundamental problems.
"Ibid., June 6, 1962.

Perhaps the most important factor is the special significance which the Cubans attach to the military aspect
of their revolution. They are convinced that armed
struggle is the correct way to victory over "imperialism"
and that attempts to achieve Communist revolutions by
democratic means are bound to end in failure. They
point in this context to the recent reverses suffered by
Communist-inspired movements in the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Argentina, and Venezuela.
By the same token the Cuban Communists find it
difficult to give full backing to Khrushchev's interpretation of the meaning of "peaceful coexistence" and to
his rather cautious approach in dealing with the Western
powers.. In Latin America particularly, they would like
to see the Soviets take a more active role in supporting

CUBA—A MATTER OF DISAGREEMENT
Everyone knows that since the withdrawal of missiles
from Cuba by the Soviet Union, US imperialism has become
increasingly arrogant and aggressive, and that it will stop
at nothing in trampling upon Cuban sovereignty. US ruling circles have purposely created side issues, continued
their troublemaking on the question of so-called "offensive"
weapons and "international inspection," and made unreasonable demands for the withdrawal of bombers from
Cuba and "international inspection" on Cuban soil, in an
attempt to create a pretext for armed attacks on Cuba.
The US imperialist lackey Tito and his like have tried,
by hook or by crook, to bring pressure to bear on the
Cuban people and force them to accept terms which impair their rights and sovereignty so as to meet the insatiable aggressive demands of US imperialism. In the face
of these intrigues aimed at undermining the Cuban revolution, Premier Castro has given them his powerful answers. . . .
The present tension in the Caribbean has not been truly
eased despite the withdrawal of the so-called "offensive"
weapons from Cuba in accordance with the demand of
the United States. The US military blockade of Cuba still
has not been lifted, and its military preparations for the
invasion of Cuba are being intensified. . . . The Kennedy
administration has unreasonably rejected the Cuban
'people's five just demands aimed at ending US aggression
and menace, and have even refused to give "assurances,"
though worthless anyway, not to invade Cuba. . . .
All this shows that the grave threat of US aggression
against Cuba still persists, and that the claim that "peace
has been saved" is pure nonsense. . . . History has furnished repeated proof that no humiliating concessions, sacrifices of sovereignty, or connivance at aggression, can make
US imperialism, which is aggressive by nature, turn benevolent.

The past few days have been a severe test for the cause
of universal peace. . . . Mankind found itself face to face
with the threat of thermonuclear war. Aggressively inclined circles in the United States did not conceal their
intentions of kindling a military conflict in the Caribbean
area by undertaking an armed attack against the Cuban
Republic. It is quite clear that in that eventuality the
conflict would not have been limited to this area alone. . . .
At that moment the Soviet government, showing the
highest restraint, calm, and firmness, took speedy and effective steps to avert the threatened conflict and save world
peace. The course of events demonstrated that the farsighted and wise course of the Soviet government was the
only correct one in the situation that had developed. . . .
The decisive step . . . was the Soviet government's indication that appropriate measures were being taken to halt
the construction in Cuba of installations depicted by the
United States as threatening its security, to dismantle these
installations and return them to the Soviet Union. This
step . . . became possible as a result of the statement made
by US President Kennedy in his message of October 27
to N. S. Khrushchev. The message stated that there would
be no attack upon or invasion of Cuba by either the
United States or other countries of the Western Hemisphere if the weapons termed "offensive" by the USA were
removed from Cuba.
Thus reason and wisdom prevailed. At present all conditions exist for the total elimination of the conflict and
for further efforts towards strengthening peace and security.
All honest people concerned for the fate of peace render
due appreciation to our Communist Party, to the Soviet
government, and to Nikita Sergeyevich Khrushchev for the
fact that the forces of aggression and war have been restrained and that reason in international relations has prevailed over folly.

—Bdilorial in Jsn-min jih-pao (Peking),
November 18, 1962.

—Editorial in Izvestia (Moscow),
October 30, 1962.
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armed revolution and paramilitary operations and rely
on a show of force in any confrontation with the United
States. It was this philosophy that inspired their request
for the placement of Soviet missiles on Cuban soil, and
the same attitude eventually led to their disagreement
and frustration with the Russians when the latter decided to withdraw the offensive weapons rather than
risk an armed conflict with the United States. When,
in a similar frame of mind, Castro had earlier asked
Moscow to support his efforts to unseat the post-Trujillo
government in the Dominican Republic, the Soviet response was equally disappointing. Khrushchev knew
that such an enterprise would meet with determined
resistance by the superior power of the United States.
Needless to say, the Cuban views on revolutionary
strategy found favor in Peking, and the Chinese responded by supporting Castro's efforts to maintain a
certain amount of latitude in his dealings with the
Soviet Union and his own "old-line" Communists. When
the latter, possibly with Soviet support, had made repeated attempts to limit his personal control over the
daily planning and execution of government operations
in Cuba, Castro countered first by proclaiming himself
in December 1961 a "Marxist-Leninist," and then, since
local Communist pressure on him failed to subside, by
purging Anibal Escalante, a long-time Cuban party stalwart. On both occasions the Chinese demonstrated their
solidarity with the Cuban leader by stressing in their
press reports the wide areas of ideological agreement
between the two countries. This the Soviets could not do.
The difference in the responses of the Communist
capitals to Cuban developments was significant. Thus,
in reporting Castro's December 1961 announcement of
the establishment of the Integrated Revolutionary Organization which accompanied his public accession to
the Communist faith, the official Soviet press completely
ignored his assertions about the importance of the
Cuban military experience as a model for revolutionary
movements elsewhere. The Chinese fully reported this
discussion, as well as Castro's remarks suggesting that
more Communist support should be given to the antiAmerican movement in the Dominican Republic.18 In
his speech of March 26, 1962, in which he accused
Escalante of monopolizing government positions, Castro
also defended his own continuous stress on the importance of the military aspects of the Cuban revolution
for the rest of Latin America, and his non-committal
stand on the ideological dispute in the Communist bloc.
The Soviets, in their report of the speech, left out
Castro's claim that his military road to power was cor-

rect, and omitted his condemnation of those who would
not heed the Cuban lesson; in the Chinese version, these
passages were prominently summarized. In the same
speech, Castro also demanded to know why Cubans
should concern themselves with problems of the Soviet
Union, referring by implication to de-Stalinization and
Albania. Again the Soviets made no reference to this
section; the Chinese used it.1"
In short, the Cuban Communist leadership maintains
an ideological outlook and strategic notions which coincide in important respects with the official Chinese
view and which lie at the core of the Sino-Soviet conflict. By and large, this convergence in outlook is the
result of similar historical experiences, reinforced by
the isolated position of the Cuban regime in the Western
hemisphere. This isolation, as well as the independent
origin of their revolution, allows the Cubans to enjoy
an unusual degree of independence within the Communist bloc, which as late as last December they exercised—
in spite of heavy Soviet pressure—by adopting a noncommittal stand during the acrimonious discussions of
|Sino-Soviet differences at the Italian party congress. Since
he is so utterly dependent on the USSR for economic
survival, Castro cannot afford to break with the Soviets,
but neither can he find security in exclusive dependence
on Moscow politically—a conclusion that was powerfully
underlined by the recent Soviet military withdrawal from
Cuba. It is within this context that Peking's political
support for the Cuban regime and the Chinese Communists' appeal to Latin American parties in general
become meaningful.
It will be interesting to watch whether this appeal
will keep growing, particularly now in the aftermath of
the Cuban crisis. While thus far the Latin American
party leaders appear to be holding fast in their loyalty
to the Soviet Union, it is quite likely that Peking's prestige has grown among the younger Communist activists
who are undoubtedly impressed by the militant Chinese
support of Castro's stand against his American enemies
as well as his Soviet allies. These radical Communists
may indeed agree with Mao that the Soviet-American
agreement on Cuba constitutes a betrayal of revolutionary
interests in all of Latin America, and they may in the
future look even more eagerly toward Peking for leadership. The Chinese on their part will no doubt continue
advancing their point of view in Latin America by
every available means; their persuasiveness among the
Communists there is likely to grow as the leaders loyal
to Moscow continue to fail.
19

18

Cf. Izveslia, Dec. 5, 1961, and Jen-min jih-pao, Dec. 5, 1962.

Cf. Komsomolskaia pravda, March 29, 1962, and Jen-min
jih-pao, March 29, 1962. See also Pravda, April 11, 1962.
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China's Poets to the RescueACROSS THE COUNTRY, artists and writers have
come out in force to support heroic Cuba. With
pen, brush, graver and voice, with color, music
and drama, they joined the millions of demonstrators in defense of Cuba and against US aggression.
Poems and articles, songs and plays, posters and
sketches carried to the masses the story of the
Cuban people in defense of their rights and against
Yankee imperialism. That story became the central
theme of the art columns of the national and local
press and of the radio and television programs during the past two weeks. Agit-prop plays in a wide
variety of styles were rushed out by playwrights,
directors and actors. Acted by theatrical groups in
cities big and small, they added militant color to
the mass demonstrations that thundered through
the streets of the cities of China.
In Peking, a galaxy of well-known artists have
contributed tributes to the heroic Cuban people.
Tsang Ke-chia, Emi Siao, Yuan Chang-ching, Yuan
Shui-po and other eminent poets have written poems
for Cuba . . . Millions are singing Peking-Havana.
The third verse . . . reads:
Havana to Peking,
In China and Cuba,
The call resounds,
The torch of struggle is aflame.
Keep step!
Close ranks!
We are determined
To stay the bloody Yankee hand.
Latin America and Asia,
China and Cuba,
We are brothers of one family.
Shoulder to shoulder we march,
Rout US imperialism,
Rout, rout, rout him!
Defeat him utterly!
. . . teachers and students of the Central Conservatory of Music . . . have turned out more than
30 songs in praise of Cuba, and they are working
on more. At the Tien An Men Square, China and
Cuba are Together, Defend Cuba and other new
songs were sung to crowds of people by Peking's
leading singers . . . An agit-prop group from the
Peking People's Art Theater and other companies
performing The United States is Sure to Lose, Cuba
is Sure to Win was the center of attention of enthusiastic, applauding crowds waiting their turn to
go on to the Cuban Embassy. This skit and You
Can Never Put it Under Lock and Key by the
Central Institute of Drama, and Smash the Yankee
Imperialist Paper Tiger! by the Hopei Bangzi Opera
Troupe, suited the mood of the demonstrators down
to the ground.

At a poetry-reading in Peking sponsored by
Poetry magazine and the Central People's Broadcasting Station, a galaxy of poets met . . . to read
or hear their poems read to a full house at the
Capital Theatre. It opened with Kuo Mo-jo's
poem Dedicated to the Pearl of the Caribbean Sea
written two years ago . . . recited by the actor Chou
Cheng. The last two stanzas read:
Newborn Cuba,
We fully support you!
Our six hundred and fifty millions
stand at your side!
We have a common enemy—
We, in the East,
You, in the West
And the same will to fight
For national independence!
For the freedom of mankind!
Cuba,
This is but a poem I dedicate to you,
But the will of the masses it praises
Will be transformed
Into strength,
Into planes,
Into ICBMs,
Into new types of weapons,
To bury the robber who bombs your sugar
fields,
That Yankee imperialism
That is digging itself its own grave.
The 30 poems read at the meeting included Tien
Chien's Fidel, Ping Hsin's A Message From Far
Away, and Yuan Chang-ching's If You Want to
Inspect, Do It in the United States. The audience
particularly liked Yuan Shui-po's own recital of
his new piece To Cuba, written after reading Castro's
November 1 speech to defend Cuba's sovereignty:
The mountain may not be high—
With a fairy spirit it becomes famous.
The water may not be deep—
With a dragon it is sacred. . . .
A country may be small,
Dedicated to Marxism-Leninism,
It is sacred!
The Western Hemisphere's biggest, newest and
and beautiful red flag
Flies from the top of Maestra Mountain.
This is just a glimpse of the quickening flow of
art and literature in China in support of the Cuban
revolution. Artists and writers have pledged themselves to stand by their Cuban brothers forever
with their arts as their weapon.

—From Peking Review, November 16,1962.
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THE SOVIET UNION

The New Image of Russia II
EDITORS' NOTE: The articles below constitute this journal's second instalment in the series
launched in the November-December issue (see "Liberalization—A Balance Sheet," by Robert
Conquest, and "Is Coercion Withering Away?," by Jeremy Azrael). Both deal ivith the Soviet
newspaper world as a gauge of liberalization: Mr. Gruliow focuses on the manipulation of facts
in the daily press, and Mr. Simon presents a vignette of the life of a foreign correspondent in
Moscow. A future article will deal with Soviet attempts to influence and distort Western reportage on the USSR.

The Role of the Press
By Leo Gruliow
LENIN HAD A FONDNESS for the idiomatic expression, kto kovo? — "who (will beat—or destroy)
whom?" He used it to denote the irreconcilable contradiction, the conflict in which one side or the other
must prevail.
Today, whenever special-interest groups clash within
Soviet society or the adherents of one or another policy
disclose their differences, outside analysts face the kto
kovo pitfall—the temptation to interpret the development as a confrontation of opposites, bound to culminate
in a showdown from which one or the other group must
emerge victorious. Have the several administrative
reforms in recent years emphasized economic management as the key task of the party, while the ideologists
Mr. Gruliow, who last appeared in these pages with
"How the Soviet Newspaper Operates" (March-April
1956), has been since 1949 Editor-in-Chief of The Current Digest of the Soviet Press (New York). He worked
for five years as a newsman in the USSR during the
1930's.

press the importance of their own role ? There are those
who will view the course of events as a mortal struggle
between the managerial elite and the political elite. Is
there fresh condemnation of "the cult" or a reaffirmation of Stalin's services to the revolution ("despite his
excesses") ? The Stalinists and the anti-Stalinists, then,
are arrayed in serried ranks; who will beat whom?
This is not to say that the conflicts do not go On, that
the various elite-groups do not contend for power or
that "Stalinists" and "anti-Stalinists" (for want of
better terms) lie down together, even as the lion and
the lamb. It is to suggest that the clashes visible to the
eye are not always what they seem.
The Soviet regime conceals a great deal from its
people, let alone from the outside world. The outside
observer must focus on the highlights that can be seen.
Many details and complexities are necessarily missing
from his picture. Thus simplified, the contending groups
and trends in Soviet life appear more sharply defined
than they may really be, the issues seem more clear-cut
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