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The Tibetan Struggle

The First World War. saw the complete collapae of
the Second , International and "the social democratic
parties of Europe. The social idemocratic parties of
Europe, became the defenders of the capitalist regimes
of their own lands and the apologists for the colonial
rule of their own imperialists. The Second International
had classified the colonies according to their economic
development 'and preached the grotesque theory. of,
“ freedom by stages ” to be awarded to these colonial
countries by their slave-holding imperialist masters.
Not even 4 'shred of socialism was left in the
make-up of these social democratic parties. Gnly in
6ne country, socialism did not get adulterated with
compromisim; and the creative energy of the -people
burst-out into flames of revolution. And from the heart
of revolution, surged the magnificient battle-cry, of

,nthe oppressed people of the colonial world~the self-

déttermmatlon of nations. Lenin did not classify, the

dependent countries; or the colonial countries, into-

cate’gories, and thus prolong theif slavery, to suit the
intere’h; of the imperialist powers, just as the social
democtitic parties did. He did not trumpet the filthy
exCuse, Bt 10 brmg abdut progressive changes
in;a backward country, ~an imperialist power has a
ngl‘nt« to keep the people of ;Ylat\:mmtry, in thraldom.
And here, Lenin had followed the foutsteps of Marx,
who decades’ ago, while pointing out the progressxve
role of the British fule in India, did not, for 2 minute
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hesitate, to call upon' the people of India, to overthrow
the imperialist yoke.
liberation, constituted the corner-stone of the edifice of
scientific socialism, as preached by Marx, Exgels, Lenin,

_Trotsky, Rosa Luxemburg and others,

Lenin's battle—cry,” self-determination of nations,
had roused the masses of all oppressed countries, and.
lead them, on the path of national revolution. Socialists
of all lands, including those of ‘the “colonial countries,
understood natiohal revolution as an integral part of the
world socialist revolution. Lenin passed away in 1924,
and with the advent of Stalin to power in Russia, started
the dark period, of distruction of all the life-giving

“ideas of socialism, one by one. Russian nationafism

raized it ugly head, and dominated the political thought
and action of the Belshevik  party, Ultunate]y, it
bogged in the morass of the chauvinistic theory of
“ the victory of socialism in one country,” Along with
it, logically germinated, the crude theory ofStalinism,
that made the mational emancipation of the people of
colonial eountries from the yoke imperialism, enurel‘y
dependent on Russia, just as the socialist revolutiorfs in
the countries of Europe, were made dependent ot the
mercy of the Soviet state. A great russian chauy‘fmsm
carefully nurtured by Stalin, cut the very rootd of the
socialist internationalism, -~

Then-statted the period.of "Stalinist expansionisii,
Finland was raped,.and -whs forced to surrender, a good
chunk of her territory to Russia. Stalin and Hitler divided
Poland amongst themselves, on the basis of a secret
treaty. And the countries of eastern and central Europe
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were ' turnedy into vassal states of Stalin's totalitaran
collectivist state of Russia, at the end. of the Second
World War. Socialism no longer remained the ideal

‘to  be achieved by the revolutionary upsurge of
. the people of & country but was trurhpeted as a’
gift of Soviet Russia alone, to the oppressed people, A
new type of colonialism consistent with the general,

structure of a totalitarian eollectivist state, made its

appearance in the political arena, Whereas in the past,,

every attempt, of an oppressed people. to overthrow

alien rule of an imperalist power, was hailed, and’
supported, by all the forces of socialism throughout the -

world, now Stalinists of all lands, hailed, the subjection
of the people of central and eastern Europe, by the
Soviet Governmeént, as the socislist Achievement of
collosal” magnitude; and the attempts of the people of
these subjugated countries, to free themselves from the
totalitarian yoke of the Russian state, was denounced. as
counter-revolution, organised b the capitalist reactionaries
of these lands, supported by giant capitalist powers. It
is a great pity, that, such naive but disgusting apologia
dr, Soviet expansionism, is gulped down by many a well-
intentioned gullible members of the intelligéntia, in all
countnes. and especially, in India. The heroic struggle
of thé\ people of Hungery, for overthrowing Kruscheve's
terror-tegime, did not get, to our eternal shame, that'

_support “ok-.India, “which ‘it so righty deserved. Even

Prime Minister Nehtu, avoided honest condemnation of
Soviet Russia’s butchery and fintessed and Fumbled, tifl he
war forced by world-opinion, to come out on the side
of the Hungarian people, By that time Pandit Nehry

.
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had managed to lower the prestige of India in the eyes
of the freedom-loving people of the world.

Welhad hoped that, people’s. China would not
follow this anti-socialist ways of the stalinist state of .
Russia. " Ag China, is not a satellite of Soviet Russia, -
and hgs, in many ways, showh independence of thought
and action, we had. hoped that she would not follow

th¢ path of Soviet expansionism. Such our hope, has
beets belied,

In 1950 the Chinese army marched into Tibet, As
the Chinese atiny pushed its way towards Lhasa, the
capital of Tibet, the Tibetan National Assembly, sent
an urgent’ appeal to U.N, O, for assistance, against
the Chinése aggression. The U, N, O, bye-passed the
appeal, expressing the platitudinous hope, that China and
Tibet, should setle the matter amongst themselves. As
no help was forth-coming, the government of Tibet was
- forced to sign an agreement with China, in May 1951,
By the terms of this seventeen-point agreement, Tibet
surrendered its. control of foreign relations and defence

to China; and_China in its turn agreed, that Tibet would™ ™=~ '}

énjoy complete autonomy, in the conduct of its interfal
affairs, In the statement issued by the Dalai Lama/on
the 18™ April 59 from Tezpur, he says "“In 1951 whder
the pressure of the Chinese Governmént a seveiteen-
point agreement was made between-China_and Tibet, S
In that agreement the suzeraitity of China was:
accepted, as there was.no alternative left to the Tibetans.
But even in this. Ggreement, it was stated that Tibet
would enjoy “full autonomy. Though the control of
External -events were to be in the hands of the Chinese

Government, # was agreed, that there would be mo
interference by the Chineso Guvernmem;in the Tibatan
religion, tustoms, and her iternal adthinistration.”

It is abundantly clear, from this excetpt, from the

" ststement of fhe Dalaj Lama that Tibet had enitered
intto this agreerngnt with China, on duress, and that, China, - -

had vouched 1ot to interfere with the intemal admiiist-
tation of Tibet. But th¢ Chinese Governtnent broke jts
ptomise and dishondured the terms of the agreemient,
to which the government of China was & party. To quote
Dalai Lama agam, © In fact, after the pccu'pafibﬁ of
Tibet by the Chinese army, the Tibetan Goveinment
did not enjoy shy measure of autonomy, even in the
internal matters; and the Chinese Government exerciged

, full powers in “Tibetan affairs.” In 1956 a Preparatory

committee was set up for Tibet, with the Dalai Lama
as the Chairman, the Panchan Lama as Vice Chairrnan,
and general Chang-Kuo-Hua as the _representative of
the Chines Government. In practice, even this body had
little powers, and decisions in all important matters, were

taken by the Chinese authorities.

\ This constant. interference in the interpal affairs, the
violal‘ion of the pledge of autonomy, and the complete
denial of the wishes of the people of Tibet, led ulti-
mately,\to the Tibetan rebellion against the Chinese

) authorities, on _the-10" March *59. This rebelljon has,

from the very "begining; assumed a national character,
The people of Tibet, have nsen_in revolt, against the
foreign power which rules with the aid of the military,

There is-hardly any doubt that without assistance
from other countifes, the people of Tibet will tiot ‘e abie




‘k' mongol Yuan dynasty, Tibet was nominally included in

to hold out fo:‘ long. agamst the armed strength of the
""" Chinese Goverginent. So, the fate of the present struggle o
"of the people’ of Tibet, can easily be visualised. But i xt..‘_
“has raised ceftain.. funidamental issues, .'which need .
clasfication.  Claims - have. béen .advanced by. the' . +”
. Chirese goiremmcnt, sis’ well as, by those who defend °
‘. ita actions,. that Tibet is and has been through,. history
o part of China. The press reports, that in the Second. .
“ National people's Cong:ess held in Peking, the delegatea
" declared 'on the 25% April 59, that “ Tibet would always
j be China’s Tibet” Let us now make a historical apprmsal
. of the Chinese claim, :

i Tl‘!e T:betans were a very powerful people in t'nc '
‘7™ gertury A.D. and their king Song-Tsan Gampo
"had invaded India ancl China., This dynasty camé to
én end in the 97 century And "Tibet became dmded
. into-small feudal estates. The institution of Lammsm
ade its appemvance by the end of the 11" century .’ -
. A.D., and in the 13" century A.D. we find, that Kublai _
" “Khan who became 2 convert to Lamaism, had acknow-
7 Jedged the sovereignity of Tiket. During thé Chin

the Chinese Empire, but it retained in practice} its =~
indepentlence. It was only in the 17" century, thdtthe .. °
mongol Gusri, conquered Tibet and had orgaflised a )
Lamaist state. As Guari had acknowledged thesoverei~ <"
goity of the Manchu Kings of-China, Tibet became {
part of the Chinese Empue At Jeast, the Chinese ngs :
had argued thus..But the Thetans had never accepted
the suzerainity of China, over their country. Revolts
fcllowe&-oﬁ;: after the other, throughout the 187 century.

Revolts took 4
1776, 1778, &

. . This, in shotiis the history of Tibsto~Chiness relatiois
fo i 8" century; wheh .. Chita for- the hist
time, conqubréd and occupied Tibet, It i

pointed .dut " véry -correctly: that i lehé Tibetst beup]e
are different from the Han people -of - Chma.. Lt ub
hope, that this ieaumé of the true history “of T'bet, will,
once and for all, scotch the falsificationi of history by
the Stalinista thrdughout the wotld, If, the mera fact, of

the military . ccctipation of one countiy- by another, for,

everi a couple- oE centuries, gives the moral right to the
mauvrading power, to claim the conqured country as a
natural part of its own territory, then many a country

F"’\\ the world, lﬁcludmg India, would have no claim to
int epen&ent existence,

Another atgument, which has been advanced by
thc 3 efenders of the actions of the Chinese -Govern-

ment in Tibet, is that China is playing a progressive . .

\ole, of: great)nstoncal importance in Tibet, and those
\vho aré-gupporting ‘The-eause of the rebellious Tibetan
people, are in fact defenafﬁgmthe forces of Tibstan
me&laevallsm This argument, whicl™ has-the pretension,
of appearing-before us as champions of progreas, is, in
reality, a sly stalking-horse, to cover up the “totalitarion

L1791, The—supenority cf the Chmesc
Imperal poWef bfcourae ‘managed to criish: theée rebellis .
ons, A Cluneae military expedition; was’ sent to Txbet '
in' 1910, soon’ after the revolutioh: i Chifiéi * Biit- thc *
Chinese occupatlonary forces wete -expelled.in 4914,

ﬂ'lerefo“re,_“
.totally false; te tlaim, that Tibet Las bee'h Bimye apart
of China, Mdteover the Dalai- Latna‘ it His“Hlatemehit
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econnmld - apherew abfies the polmchl dommu ot
f one countxf“ﬁ'; another, 'then [ndia hadf 1o right’
& mdependcnce from British - occupation,

A

-

I









