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To the problem of whether the Soviet Government prevented the Chinese revolution of the 1949 from extension
The Article is dedicated to the problem of I. V. Stalin’s attitude to the development of the Chinese revolution, which has got contradictory evaluation in domestic and Chinese historiography. In it the author, on the base of analyses documents, draws a conclusion that the position of the head of the Soviet government in January – April 1949 has suffered a change. From the attempts to persuade the Chinese communists not to be in a hurry with the attacking Homindan troops, Stalin came to the conclusion about the necessity of the quickest army Chan Kayshi army. In fact development of events has caused those differences of opinion in Russian and Chinese historiography.
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The article covers the problem of Joseph Stalin's attitude to the Chinese revolution development that was treated by domestic and Chinese historiography differently. Here on the basis of analyzed documents the author makes the conclusion that the stand of the head of the Soviet Government underwent some changes in January- April 1949. At first Stalin tried to keep Chinese communists from attacking the Kuomintang troops but then he came to the conclusion that rapid crushing of Chang Kaishi’ forces was necessary. It is precisely this fact that explains those differences in the Soviet and Chinese historiography.
It will have been 60th anniversary this year since a treaty of friendship and alliance between the Soviet Union and China was signed. The establishment on the 1st of October 1949 of a new Chinese country – People’s Republic of China (PRC) caused the signing of this document. 
The 1949 was the year when the civil war in China stopped. In April the people's liberation army (PLA) began forcing over Chang Jiang River by three routes. Meanwhile Nanking city, the residence of the Kuomintang’s government was captured. There are some contradictions in the Soviet and Chinese historiography about how Stalin treated this PLA attack.
Since 1950 Chinese leaders and then historians and journalists began mentioning frequently the incident connected with A.M. Mikoyan’s trip. They insisted that during talks to Mao Zedong, a soviet representative, by Stalin’s order, gave Mao a piece of advice. He told him not to attack Kaishi in the south of China, not to force over Chang Jiang River and stop on its north bank.

Chinese historians and statesmen give such recommendation of Stalin their own explanations. Perhaps the soviet leader underestimated the Chinese revolution’s potential, lack of faith in rapid and ultimate victory over the civil war. Probably Stalin feared that the USA might support Kaishi in case of further attack of communists in the south of the country and that might lead to the Third World War. There is also a view that Stalin wasn’t interested at all in creation of united and powerful country under communists’ control. And that Stalin would rather break the country into pieces preserving the South for Kaishi and then he could spread the Soviet influence exploiting the contradictions between the North and the South.
Other researchers insist that Mikoyan didn’t say anything like that. This fact was confirmed by Chi Zhe who was an interpreter during the talks between Mao and Mikoyan. Two other competent Chinese historians - Yu Zhan and Zhang Guanyu who had researched archives and questioned witnesses, came to the same conclusion. 
The Soviet historiography totally disclaims a possibility of giving such advice.

To understand real foreign policy of the leader of the Soviet government, we consider that it is necessary to take into account international situation of that time. Moreover, the Stalin’s general political purpose was to resume the civil war and to draw the USA into it. Exactly for this purpose, the confrontation between Kuomintang (KMT) and the Communist party of China (CPC) should be maintained.

The military and political situation in China was as follows by that moment. At the beginning of the 1949 the troops of CPC put up a united front to Chang Jiang River, threatening Nanking and Shanghai.
Having suffered defeat in Manchuria and the North China, Chang Kaishi in his speech devoted to the coming 1949 again appealed to the CPC to stop the civil war and to begin talks. He made a request to the USSR for mediation. On the 17th of January 1949 the Soviet government made an official statement that that mission was not acceptable for the USSR.

The leaders of KMT began making attempts to reconcile with the CPC and to achieve peace first of all. To make that task easier, Chang Kaishi formally left ruling and handed the administrating over to his vice-president – Li Zongren who was considered a much acceptable political figure for the communists.

Meanwhile the military situation in China sharply changed for the CPC benefit. In this situation the administration of the KMT expected direct interference of the USA. But the main forces of the USA were bound by critical situation with the USSR in Europe (‘Berlin crisis’) and couldn’t be too active on Chinese political area. But the government of the USSR knew that the influential forces in the USA may change this situation at any point.

On January the USA inspired the appeal of the Minister of foreign affairs of Australia to U.N.O. about interference in domestic affairs of China. At that time lobby of the KMT in the United States Congress raised a campaign to increase financial aid for Kaishi up to 1, 5 billion dollars. The senator Bullet produced the plan of immediate assignment of 800 million dollars to the KMT, for fitting out and training the new army which had to act under the USA- officers’ command and supported by the American air forces. The candidacy of the General McArthur was proposed for ruling the army. The General Channold had already consented to take command of air forces.
The plans of breaking the country up were worked actively out. It was planned by creating the range of states of Kuomintang (southern- and middle Chinese ones and so on), by provoking the discrepancies among the leaders of such governments. Finally the USA brought their troops into some maritime cities of China- Shanghai for example. There were attempts to tear off the CPC from the Soviet Union by material promises. The measures to draw the world community into the protection of the Republic of China (RC) with the help of U.N.O were also taken, etc.

All these events made the idea of mediation in talks between the KMT and the CPC unfavorable for the USSR, because the civil war might stop and the opportunity of drawing the USA into the conflict in China would fail. At the same time in Moscow they were sure that Western Powers, which were interested in cessation the civil war in China to prevent crashing the regime of the KMT and so to prevent strengthen political influence of the USSR in the region, would support the leaders of RC.
The Soviet historiography describes those events of the beginning of the 1949 as follows.

In the first halve of January the leaders of the USSR and the CPC conformed the problem which was raised by the RC. In January 1949 during the discussion of the Soviet mediation problem, Stalin declared that Moscow supported the united country and supported the KMT supremacy liberation of whole mainland China. S.L. Tikhvinskiy accentuates in this context, that those mentioned documents about the talks refute existing conjectures that the Soviet leader was supposedly indifferent and skeptical about the CPC and that the USSR supposedly supported breaking of China and that the USSR was against the attacking of the areas to the south of Chang Jiang River by PLA.
Stalin actively supported the activities of the CPC. He hurried Mao Zedong to develop attacking and to occupy Shanghai, Nanking and other cities. Stalin advised to create the coalition government in Beijing and even better – in Nanking as quickly as possible, to forestall the KMT and the USA, which could create their own coalition government. Stalin again informed Mao Zedong about it through the member of politburo of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union (Bolsheviks) SU(B) A.I. Mikoyan who was specially sent to China for this purpose. These questions were raised during the very first talk to Mao Zedong on the 30th of January 1949 and were continued in time of the conversations.
B.T. Kulik writes that Mao Zedong spoke about Stalin in negative aspect for the first time during the talk with the Soviet ambassador on 31st of March 1955. Mao said that the Soviet leader made some ‘serious mistakes’ in the Chinese question when he supported submission of the CPC to the KMT and etc. This statement just probably was the fundamental principle of Chinese historians’ imaginations. That is the interpretation of the Soviet and Russian historiography of the events of the beginning of the 1949.
As we can see the difference of views between Chinese and Soviet historians comes mainly to the question: whether Stalin believed in the Chinese revolution victory or not and, so, favored or blocked its development.
He seemed to have acted only for the sake of his country, which didn’t have to be attacked by a more powerful country – the USA. The best way for this purpose was to bind the USA with peripheral conflicts. But the question whether the CPC be able to win in struggling against Kuomintang or the civil war would be continued for a few years more, as it seems to us, was for the Soviet leader the question of secondary importance, although it was the significant one. The task was to try to keep the USA drown into the civil war.
After the successful actions of PLA in the end of the 1948 – beginning of the 1949, the question of rapid crushing of the KMT troops arose. As long as the USA at that time was busy with the affairs of Europe so the KMT couldn’t expect active help from them. Therefore Chang Kaishi indisputably according to the American government advice suggested beginning the talks. In those conditions when Stalin couldn’t know which part of the globe- Asia or Europe would become for the USA the main one, he had to act in two directions too. In order that the Americans could continue rendering help to Chang Kaishi, it was necessary to wreck the talks between the KMT and the CPC and at the same time trying halting the attack from the side of the PLA.
In case of wrecking the talks, stopping the civil war would become impossible, but halting the PLA attack would give to the USA government time for decision making about either strengthening military help to the KMT or about direct intervention. Just because of that purpose Stalin decided to close the ‘Berlin Crisis’ down in the end of January 1949, which was completed by compromise in the beginning of May.
At the same time the Soviet leader couldn’t know exactly how Mao Zedong would behave. All the more so, peace was quite achievable in case of mutual cooperation. Firstly, Moscow was informed by the ambassador of the USSR in RC – N.V. Roschin that a part of the KMT sought to peace. Secondly, the people of the KMT accepted the terms of the CPC. Thirdly, both A.Y. Orlov (he was a personal representative of the C.P.S.U.(B) under the CPC) and A.I. Mikoyan reported to Stalin on forcing of the Chang Jiang River, as some members of the CPC considered, wouldn’t present any difficulties because many of generals were ready to open front for PLA.
Stalin did his best to wreck the talks. His agreement with Mao Zedong in January 1949 attests that it was exactly so.
The first telegram is dated January 10th. There Stalin informed the leader of the CPC about Nanking government initiative. At the same time, it was directly pointed that that proposal was straightly dictated by the Americans.

Then Stalin suggests that the Soviet administration give an answer telling that the USSR would like to know about the Chinese communists’ position before giving consent to taking part in the mediation. But further he practically gives a complete answer for the CPC, which is aimed at wrecking the talks. Firstly, because the talks will have to be held without Chang Kaishi (he is a war criminal), secondly, without the USA (it takes part in the civil war), and thirdly, without mediators at all. All those items give to the CPC to understand that the USSR won’t take part in mediating. Stalin’s expression ‘If you do not agree with us, please let us know your opinion’- is just tribute of diplomatic politeness not consulting of the sides. The majority of Chinese and Russian historians consider so.
The next day he sent a new telegram without getting a reply from Mao. There he additionally argues his piece of advice to the administration of the CPC.
Those pieces of advice were taken as directions to act. The result replied immediately. On 12th of January the answer of Mao Zedong was got. There Mao practically repeated all of those things that the head of the USSR proposed.
Thus, the leader of the CPC totally took the Soviet government’ stand. Moreover, the next day he, as A.Y. Orlov reported from the Mao’s headquarters, decided completely refuse the talks and continue the civil war, as he understood Stalin exactly so. But such further developments didn’t suit Stalin because the USA’ stand was not clear at that moment.
On the 14th of January the Soviet leader sent to Mao Zedong another telegram. There Stalin tells from the very beginning about unity of views of the USSR and the CPC and their common cause which is blocked by the peace talks (as the Chinese consider). Stalin also defines the politics between the USA and the Kuomintang as the policy of lies and wish for gaining time. 
Then he intimidates Mao Zedong of the open intervention possibility. At last he gives two ways of probable development of the events. Moreover, the first one (the Mao proposal) was not practically considered as an acceptable, but the Stalin’s – one the only feasible one. In addition to that, the Stalin’s variant should be considered even through the KMT compromises all terms of the CPC, even then the civil war wouldn’t have not to stop.
That telegram is the typical pattern of the Stalin’s diplomatic style. Stalin used this very manner during the talks to the Chinese communists. The head of the USSR did not doubt at all about that his recommendations were taken by the CPC as directions, furthermore, the supreme organs of Chinese government (Mao was not an exception) told about that directly. However Stalin always tried to persuade them as if they came to such decisions by themselves in order that they were under an illusion of independent decision-making.

Thus, the civil war continuation was the main military and political aim of the USSR in China. So we can make the conclusion that exactly in January 1949 Stalin began to understand the benefit of the CPC victory for the USSR and inclines to its full- fledged support.
The Mao Zedong reply to the Stalin’s telegram from the 14th of January came on the same day. In his message the leader of the CPC wrote that ‘in the main course (wrecking the peace talks to the KMT and the revolution war continuation) we are a single whole’ [1.In the same place.L.73]. The next day, on the 15th of January Stalin sent a reply telegram where he expressed his satisfaction with the CPC position and said that ‘the question may be considered as closed’.

The Soviet government official reply to the government of RC was sent on the 17th of January 1949. The Western Powers took the lead over Moscow with the reply to Nanking. On the 13th of January 1949 the USA ambassador in RC G. Stewart gave an official reply of the USA to the Nanking government. In the communiqué the USA government accentuated that ‘in current situation any attempts of mediation wouldn’t be crowded with success’’. According to the other telegram of G. Stewart to the US State Department, he was already sure then that the USSR wouldn’t agree to take part in the mediation. 
On the 21st of January 1949 Chang Kaishi, as we already told, announced about his retirement and about giving his presidential functions to Li Zongren which declared that he was willing to negotiate with the CPC on the basis of the communists’ program.
The talks began on the 1st of April in Beijing. As a result the peace agreement was signed. On the 15th of April 1949 the delegation of the CPC gave to Nanking government delegation the final text of the draft agreement which was worked out by the CPC. Nevertheless, on the 20th of April 1949 acting President Li Zongren and the Prime Minister He Inking refused to sign the agreement which was worked out during the talks.

Stalin watched the negotiations closely. Moreover Mikoyan was on a visit to Mao Zedong during the reparation period for the talks. Exactly then, as it seems to us, he tried to dissuade the CPC leader from crossing the Chang Jiang River. The author has no documents about that fact but, nevertheless, the Chinese leaders assertions couldn’t be absolutely groundless ones. Moreover some witnesses speak against evidences of the others in this dispute. At that both sides can be doubted because of their subjectivity and remoteness of events.
For example I.V. Kovalev – the direct participant of the talks tells: ‘As I can remember Mikoyan didn’t counsel cessation of attacking Chang Kaishi on the Chang Jiang River banks’.
Moreover, Ivan Vladimirovich quotes the document from his archive: ‘In the April 1949, Stalin in response to requests of the Chinese leaders and my information sent to Mao a diffuse telegram of great importance. Stalin accentuated about the increasing risk of landing operations of Anglo-American troops at the rear of the PLA main forces which went to the South. In connection with that Stalin gave three recommendations which I’ll quote from the text of that document. When Kovalev quoted the document he came to the conclusion that: ‘As we can see here, Stalin isn’t talking about stopping the PLA attacking in the South but he just recommends how to arrange it better’.

Actually, the telegram is dated May 26th as Stalin’s reply to the Mao telegram. That was when the main PLA forces had already crossed over the Chang Jiang River and had been crushing crashing Chang Kaishi troops in the South China by that time. We gave this example to show that sometimes people’s memory is not safe even when those people have supporting documents.
The author quite inclines to agree with the fact that Mikoyan during his stay at Sibaipo could give some pieces of advice to the leaders of the CPC not to be in a hurry, exactly so – not to be in a hurry to attack, moreover it was better for the USSR by that time. In this case the American leaders could have an opportunity to decide finally whether they should continue supporting Chang Kaishi or not, or maybe they should support him openly. The leaders of the KMT expected such development of the events. This information came repeatedly to Moscow from the Chinese communists. By the way, Mao Zedong during the talks told Mikoyan that they decided to put off the attack up to April. The final decision about the terms of attacking over the Chang Jiang River was adopted during March plenary session of the Central Committee of the CPC (CC CPC). So that fact indirectly supports both our statement and the fact that the leaders of the CPC accepted the proposal of the Stalin representative not to be in a hurry.
However the situation changed completely in April 1949. On the 4th of April the NATO creation was completely finalized. When the North Atlantic Pact was signed the USA – the leader of the Western Powers during the cold war-legally, de jure took upon themselves the functions of the guard of the existing priorities in the Western Europe.
Precisely at that time Stalin makes a decision to support the CPC in the civil war and, so heads for creating a safe ally in the Russian Far East.

On the 13th of April Stalin received a telegram from the representative of the CC CPSU (B) under the CC CPC I.V. Kovalev. There he told about three hours’ long talk to Mao Zedong on the subject of the work and decisions of the Second plenary session of the CC CPC, of military landscape in China and continuation of the war against the KMT troops, of the peace talks process with the KMT representatives.
On the subject of the military landscape in China and outlook for the war against Chang Kaishi troops Mao Zedong said that he considered ‘victory over the KMT troops to be predetermined and the war- to be finished. It seems that the Chang Jiang River will be forced by us without big fights’.
At the end of the telegram I.V. Covalev reported to Stalin his remarks on the subject of the questions stated above and told his opinion that the KMT troops were preparing for severe fights and expecting the USA support as well.
According to the document, the CPC leaders’ statements don’t coincide with the I.V. Kovalev opinion. The next Stalin telegram of the 19th of April didn’t concern the question about the attack at all. By that time the head of the Soviet government completely realized that the KMT wouldn’t receive military support from the side of the USA. Because of that, there was no sense to dissuade PLA from attacking. Moreover, just then the head of the USSR was interested in not only the Chinese communists’ victory but it was also necessary that the USA wouldn’t interfere in. Because of that, apparently they set a rumor abroad that the USSR supposedly didn’t counsel to the CPC to wage an attack.
On the 18th of April the news paper ‘Sinwanbao’ published the article that according unconfirmed information the USSR hoped that the Chinese communists wouldn’t be in a hurry to force a crossing over Chang Jiang River but concentrate their efforts on Manchuria and North China. The author of the article connected this information with the signing of the North Atlantic Pact and affords of the USSR to reduce international tension between the USSR and the Western Powers. However, as we can see Stalin pursued another aim in this case.
He was hardly afraid of the war, even its Asian version. As I.V. Kovalev reports the top-secret plans of the Asian variant of the Third World War unleashing worked out by the American government were obtained by the end of February- beginning of March through the foreign intelligence service of the CPC. That variant considered joint military actions of the USA, Japan and Kuomintang’s China and using nuclear weapon. After crushing PLA and the Soviet troops in the Soviet Far East they planned further attack to the Urals.
Even nowadays, when many of American plans of striking of preventive nuclear attack to the USSR became known, it’s very difficult to judge whether it is reliable or not. Nevertheless, that information was immediately reported to Moscow. Stalin usually responded to information like that very quickly but here there was no reply for a long time. Only when I.V. Kovalev had repeatedly reported to Stalin the similar information which was obtained by him from the other sources, the reply telegram from the head of the Soviet government arrived. In that telegram Stalin said that the war was not profitable for the USA, the USA wasn’t prepared for the war and the USA just threatened the USSR with an atomic bomb. So, to speak that the postwar policy of the Soviet leader was formed by his fear of the American nuclear weapons is incorrect. On the contrary, as I.V. Kovalev considers, Stalin rather underestimate the gravity of the changes which the nuclear weapons had brought in the world policy.

It appears that Stalin in that telegram expressed his actual treatment of the possibility of the world nuclear war. He repeatedly and differently reiterated such an assessment. For example, during the talks with Liu Shaoci in July 1949, Stalin said that ‘now the Soviet Union is strong enough not to be afraid of the nuclear threat of the USA’.

Indeed, as we can see the head of the Soviet government wasn’t afraid of nuclear war. But it wouldn’t be correct to think that he underestimated the gravity of the war generally. Firstly, his own words that the USA response can be unpredictable confirm this fact. Secondly, on the 26th of May Stalin wrote in his telegram to Kovalev for handing it Mao that there was danger of landing the Anglo-American troops in Qingdao-the rear of the main forces of the PLA which went to the South. So he counseled not to be in a hurry but carefully prepare an approach to the South to reach the frontier of Indo-China, Burma, India and detach two big armies from the main forces of the PLA which were going to the South. Those armies should be thrown over to the area of Tianjin and Qingdao, reinforced, and should be ready for enemy troops landing. Stalin also advised not to reduce the strength of the PLA troops.
As it is clear from the text, Stalin didn’t exclude the opportunity of interfering of the USA. So there are no reasons to speak of underestimation of the situation or even of unconcern of the Soviet leader. On the contrary, everything indicates that the head of the USSR treated that problem very carefully. Moreover, the main aim of military-political opposition between the USSR and the USA was the USA participation in the civil war in China. 
Thus, the attitude of Moscow during the talks between the KMT and the CPC in January- April 1949 changed. From attempts to persuade the Chinese communists not to be in a hurry with the attacking the KMT troops Stalin came to supporting the CPC actions. Later, as we consider, those events were mixed in memory of eye-witnesses and that was the cause of those differences in the opinion of Russian and Chinese historiography which was discussing those events.
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