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THE DISINTEGRATION OF
JAPANESE COMMUNIST RELATIONS WITH PEKING

This is a working paper of the DD/I Research
Staff, another in the series of ESAU studies that deal
with certain key Communist parties in the context of
the Sino-Soviet dispute. It reviews the major develop-
ments in the Japanese Communist Party (JCP) during the
past two years, during which time the JCP has become
involved in a bitter controversy with the Chinese Com-

munist Party (CCP). It does so, not only in the interests .

of documenting the deterioration in JCP-CCP relations

but also in presenting a case study of Mao Tse-tung's
tactics in dealing with foreign Communist parties under
his new pelicy of rejecting a working relationship with
anyone who is not completely submissive to him. In his
quarrel with the JCP, Mao has now broken with a party
which only two years ago was one of his staunchest allies
against the CPSU.

We have had many useful comments on this paper
from | |
OCI, but we alone bear responsibility Tor tThe conclu-
sions reached in the paper. The DDI/RS would welcome
additional comment, addressed to Helen-Louise Hunter,
who wrote the paper; or to the Chief or Deputy Chief
of the Staff, all at| ] :
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‘THE- DISINTEGRATION O
JAPANESE COMMUNIST RELATIONS WITH PEKING

~Summary and Conclusions

In less than two years, the Japanese CommuniSt_
Party has moved from a position of strong support of
the Chinese in the Sino-Soviet dispute to a new assertion

‘of its independence from both the Chinese and the Soviets

‘as the result of a bitter quarrel with the Chinese which
" has already reached the point where there is apparently
no longer any direct communication between the two parties.

The only thing left for the JCP and the CCP to do to make
their de facto break in relations complete would be to
attack one another by name in public. 1In private, they
have long since dropped all pretense, and each is naming
the other party in secret indoctrination sessions which
are part of thé efforts of both parties to prepare for

an all-out struggle. Both in public and private, they
have said things about each other that all but rule out

a reconciliation in the foreseeable future.

Differences between the JCP and the CCP first arose

‘in the winter of 1964-65, though they were not to become

serious for a year or ‘so. In connection with its attacks

" on the new Soviet leadership's decision to go ahead with

Khrushchev's plan for a '"preparatory'" meeting of Communist
parties in Moscow in March 1965, the JCP raised an old
issue that was suddenly to become a major point in the
Sino-Soviet dispute in 1965 and 1966--the matter of joint
action of the international Communist movement against
"imperialism." When the JCP was pressing for joint action
in 1963, what it had meant was Soviet commitment to the
policy of all-out anti-U.S., struggle long demanded by the
Chinese; in the context of that time, the JCP call for
joint action was a definite anti-Soviet and pro-Chinese
move. When it began to endorse the idea of joint action
again, however--early in 1965--the Soviets and the Chinese
had both changed their positions. 1In a major break with
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Khrushchev policy, the new Soviet leaders were now trying
to reassert their influence with the ‘North Vietnamese,
to which end they began to provide substantial military
and political support in the war against the U.S.;. the
Jjoint action line on Vietnam now served their purposes
for several reasons. As Soviet policy under Brezhnev and
Kosygin gradually began to meet Communist China's earlier
demand for anti~imperialist action, at least in Vietnam,
Mao Tse-tung reacted by adopting an even more extreme pOsi-
tion.” He was unwilling to cooperate with the *“modern re- .
visionists," or to admit that they were in fact opposing
"imperialism" in Vietnam; there could be no joint action
with the USSR on Vietnam; or anything else. As the sub-
Ject of joint action in Vietnam became more and more a
matter of debate in the world Communist movement, the
diverging views of the JCP and the CCP became more and
more apparent. By April 1965, the JCP's position was .
clearly becoming a source of increasing embarrassment to
the CCP. In a noteworthy break with their usual .practice
of reprinting major Akahata (the JCP organ) editorials.
" in full, the Chinese published only a summary version of
an editorial of 13 April endorsing joint action; all of
the references to joint actlon in the JCP article were
deleted.

Another subject on which the JCP and CCP were begin~
ning to have different views around the middle of 1965
was the vital question--to the JCP--of the proper tactiecs
of the JCP on the domestic scene. In keeping with the
policy decided at the Eighth Party Congress in July 1961
and restated at the Ninth Congress in November 1964--that
it should become a mass party rather than an exclusive
revolutionary party--the JCP was pursuing a moderate line
with little public mention of armed revolution or violence.
In this regard, it was following a policy that was much
more in keeping with the Soviet line on so-called '"peace-
ful transition" to power than the Chinese line on armed
struggle and domestic violence. The Chinese may have
had a special interest in the JCP's developing some
capacity for illegal, sabotage-type activities, because
of the possibility (as they saw it) of a war between the
U.S5, and China and the probability that Japan would sup-
port the U.S., in such an event. Possibly for this
reason, they were particularly concerned about the need
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For the JCP to create a covert apparatus that would be -
trained and ready to engage at some later date in specific
acts of violence similar to but exceeding the scope of

JCP activities during the Korean War. - On the other hand,
the Chines¢ would have encouraged any good Communist party
-at least to prepare itself along these lines, whether or-
not there was any prospect of the country's becoming in-

volved in a war with China. It is known that the Chinese;'

were in fact pushing this-line on the JCP in 1965. ' Liu
Shao-chi, Chou En-lai, and Chen Yi are all reported to
have raised the subject of a-JCP "resistance movement

in separate conversations with two highly-placed JCP of- .~
ficials who visited China in August. ' Although the Japan-
ese tried to terminate the discussions by saying that

the JCP had not reached the stage where it could even
think about such a question, the Chinese pursued the sub-
Jject relentlessly. . _

- In thelr over- all pro- Chlnese orlentatlon in the -
world Communist dispute but their preference for
Soviet gradualist tactics as the way to power at home,
the JCP and the Indonesian Communist Party (PKI) were
strikingly similar., The parallel between the two parties
was to be important to the JCP after the Indpnesian coup
of September 1965. Probably more than anything else,
the coup was responsible for the JCP's rethinking of its-
entire relationship with the CCP., Whether it was true
or not, most JCP leaders apparently believed that the CCP
was  the power behind the scenes. Affer years of patient
tactics, owing little to Maoist precept, the PKI had’ ‘
seemed close to taking power; suddenly, its leaders. had
apparently been persuaded by Mao to rlsk all and lose '
all in a return to violence. -

. ' Taking-the view that the PKI was guilty of left-
wing adventurism in carrying out a coup on Chinese advice
without adequate preparations, Miyamoto and othexr leaders
of the JCP saw the Indonesian coup as a timely warning

of the danger of following the Communist Chinese lineé
blindly. Although they had always professed to follow

an independent line in the world Communist movement, they
had obviously become increasingly subservient to Communist
China and the JCP had become closely identified with the
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'CCP in the public mind. After the Indonesian coup, the
JCP leaders apparently decided that it was not in the :
best interests of the JCP to be s0 closely identified
with Peking. Beginning around November-December 1965,
the need for the JCP to adopt an independent line was
being discussed as the major topic of party meetings
around the country. Miyamoto was reported to be taking
the lead in advocating a firm, independent course with-
out rellance on any forelgn party

In Pebruary 1966, the largest and most important
delegation that the JCP has ever sent abroad left on a
two-month trip to Communist China, North Vietnam, and
North Korea. Led by Miyamoto, the delegation included
three other members of the Presidium and three members
of the Central Committee. Its visit in Communist China
was probably the turning point in the JCP's dispute with'
Peking. Whereas before the trip there were differences:
between the two parties, after the trip there was a new
emotional intensity about the quarrel that gave it an
impetus of its own.

As for the purpose of Miyamoto's trlp, the JCP
leader was primarily concerned to point out JCP disagree-
ment with one major Chinese policy: the policy of de-
nouncing all Soviet aid to North Vietnam, In his paranoid
state of mind, Mao no doubt viewed Miyamoto's trip to
China to discuss the subject 6f joint Soviet action with
‘the CCP as a definite anti-China move. But Miyamoto prob-
ably did not see it that way. It seems that he really
thought thetre might be some flexibility in the Chinese
position and that he might have some influence with the
Chinese in getting Peking to participate in a coordinated
Communist effort in North Vletnam In this, he was, of
course, naive,

From the point 6f view of the JCP, Miyamoto's
visit to China was a completeifailure. The JCP plea
for '"unity of action" was virtually ignored. If the
delegation had hoped to find the Chinese at least under-
standing of, though of course not happy about, the JCP's .
new -felt need to dissociate itself from total identity
with the CCP, it found instead a completely intractable

~iv;
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Chinese leadership which was not prepared to tolerate any
dissent, which demanded total support and which drew a
clear 11ne between those foreign Communists who were sub-
servient allies and those who were independent enemies.
Miyamoto and other leaders of the JCP were clearly shocked
and outraged by the Chinese treatment of the JCP delega-~ .
tion in Peking, partlcularly the high-handed pressure
tactics of the Chinese in getting the JCP finally to abandon
its plan to attend the Soviet Party Congress at the end

of March. _ _

In contrast to its experiences in China, the JCP
delegation found a good deal of support for its views
in North Vietnam and North Korea, particularly:ihe’latter.
If anything, the North Koreans were ahead of the. Japan-
ese in their anti-Chinese thinking, and they probably
did more to encourage the JCP in its new independent stance
than anyone else. Without doubt,. the JCP found it easier
to contemplate a marked deterloratlon in relat1ons with
the CCP in the knowledge that it had a friend and ally
at its side. There has definitely been a mutually rein-
forcing effect in the growing disputes between North Korea
and Communist China and the JCP and China.

The fourth plenum of th& JCP central commlttee,
which met on 28-29 April 1966 and heard Miyamoto's report
on his trip to China, was a crucial one in the history. .
of the JCP. Miyamoto's policies came under strong attack
from the extreme pro-Chinese left wing of the party, but
insa showdown, the Miyamoto forces won a substantial
victory. The effect of Miyamoto's victory at the plenum
was that the JCP leadership was no longer restrained in
expressing its true feelings about the Chinese; in that
sense, it was the turning point in the JCP's conduct of
its quarrel with Peking. The plenum was also the turn-
ing point in its handling of the opposition within the
JCP; a decision was made at the plenum to take firm
action against the extreme left-wing elements in the party,
as the leadership had done in the case of the anti-party
"revisionists' in 1964.

In‘May,'the JCP. began to make indirect references
to the CCP in the party press. On 11 May Akahata published

—
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for the first time an article criticizing "dogmatist and
sectarian views" in the international Communist movement.
As of late May, Akahata had stopped carrying all important
articles from the Chinese press, including People's Daily,
and had begun to use foreign dispatches of Soviet affilia-
tion, whi¢h had not been published in the past. In an-
other highly significant development, Akahata stopped
listing the daily broadcast schedules of Radio Peking.

By then, almost all JCP publications had dropped the
advertisements of Mao's writings, then on sale in Japan.

In retaliation, Chinese Communist media stopped reprint-
ing all Akahata articles, which until May 1966 had ap-
peared regularly in People's Daily several times a week.

At approximately the same time that the North Korean
party did, the JCP began a major briefing program for all -
party members on current relations with Communist China
and the new independent line of the JCP in July-August
1966, There probably was some. agreement or understanding ‘
between the JCP and the North Koreans on steps to be taken_
to prepare for an open dispute with the CCP

In August, JCP party headquarters 1ssued two party
orders that were the subject of discussion at party meet-
ings in August and September. In the first, the leader-
ship banned the display of pictures of any Communist leader
except Marx, Engels, and Sen Katayama, one of the JCP
founders; although the instruction did not explicitly
ban the display of Mao's picture, the purpose of the order
was clearly that. In the second party order, the JCP im-
posed- certain requirements and restrictions on travel to
Communist China. In support of these anti-China measures
taken within the party, the JCP stepped up its propaganda
campaign around August. During that one month, there were
several major articles in Akahata attacking Communist
China. Without mentioning China by name, they used the ,
strongest phrases in criticizing indlrectly Chinese policy
on Vietnam.

Miyamoto may have surprised his pro-Chinese opponents
within the party, as well as the Chinese, with the swift-
ness and the severity of his action against the leading
‘dissidents. . It must have come as a shock to the Chinese.

-vi~
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and their supporters in the JCP that Miyamoto so soon
decided to use the most severe form of organizational
discipline--expulsion from the party--as a warning to
others who might be attracted to the opposition. The
timely crack -down on the: opposition within the party was
certainly a blow to Chinese ‘hopes of subverting a signi-
ficant number of party members: away from Miyamoto's in-
fluence. A total of 98 pro-Peking party members are
reported to have been. purged during 1966

After the expulsion of the pro-Chinese elements
from the JCP, Communist China took a new and serious. step,
which was prlmarily punitive. and clearly indicative of
Peking's view that the JCP was now in the enemy camp.

On 6 September, the CCP abruptly cut off trade with the .
Japan~China Trade Promotion Association and its member -
firms which were closely associfited with the JCP and a
major source of revenue for the_party Many of the trad-
ing forms which now control Japanese trade with China

are owned and controlled by left-wing socialists who are
sympathetic .to China; thus, the left-wing of the JSP,

rather than the JCP,.1is now the main beneficiary of trade :

between China and Japan. There can be no doubt that
China's action was a financial blow to the JCP. The
party mounted a major propaganda attack against Peking's
obvious attempt to squeeze trading firms close to the
JCP out of Japan s trade with China, but it was a losing
fight. ,

According to one report, all financial assistance

to the JCP from China, which must have..accounted for 25. .

percent of the total income of the party headquarters as
a minimum estimate, had completely stopped by September.
A5 a result, the JCP was reportedly encountering serious .
financial difficulties. But, while forx the present.the: -
Chinese may make things difficult financially for the JCP,
their economic sanctions are not likely to force the JCP
to surrender. o

The Chinese, for their part, now seem prepared to
write off the JCP under its present leadership, and they
are now primarily concerned to work through groups outside
the party which they hope will influence a change within
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the party. The Chinese have been instrumental in setting

up several new pro-Chinese front organizations that have
been organized in opposition to JCP-controlled front
organizations in various fields., The first indication
that the Chinese might openly support a splinter Communist
party in Japan came in November, when the first 13 pro-

Chinese party members who were expelled from the JCP leftve

for China. According to | | they are in-
volved in Chinese planning for a nationwide organizatlon
to promote a pro-China 11ne in Japan.

. Apparently, there are some élements in the JCP--
including Miyamoto--who are quite prepared to risk an
open break with the CCP at any time now. There are ap-
parently no longer any direct personal contacts between
the JCP and the CCP, and although it is possible for com-
munication to be retained through interparty letters,
.there is no evidence that such letters have been exchanged
since Miyamoto's return from China. If, as is likely,
the continuing deterioration of relations brings an ex-
change of direct public attacks between the two parties
in 1967, this will only formalize a de facto rupture of
relations that has already occurred.

4
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o THE DISINTEGRATION OF
JAPANESE COMMUNIST RELATIONS WITH PEKING

1964: Crisis in JCP-CPSU Relations

Exactly two years ago, the JCP was engaged in an
open, bitter fight with the Soviet Communist party. Both
sides were direct in naming the other party in the violent
polemics that became public in July 1964 and continued
unabated through the summer and into the fall, up to the.

.time of Khrushchev s ouster in October 1964

'~ The major turning point in JCP-CPSU relations had
been the signing of the test ban treaty in July 1963; a-
JCP Presidium statement of 3 August had withheld support -
for the treaty in defiance® of Moscow. The first direct
public attack on the JCP to’ appear in Soviet media was

an article in Pravda on 25 August deploring the positlon:_w

taken by "some  JCP embers" on this issue.

It was the test ban issue that set off the sequence
of events that eventually led to the formation of a rival
pro-Soviet Communist organization in Japan., When Shiga
and Suzuki, two JCP Presidium members who were also members
of the Japanese Diet, voted in favor of Japanese ratifi-
cation of the treaty, they were expelled from the JCP;

a few months later, after other of their supporters had -
also been ousted from the party, they announced the
formation of a new organization, composed of these anti-
party elements, which was now openly opposed to the JCP.
It was the Soviets' support of the organizational chal-
lenge to the JCP posed by Shiga and his followers that
was Moscow's unforgiveable sin from the point of view of
the JCP leaders. In the subsequent JCP-CPSU polemic in
the summer of 1964, the CPSU was reviled most of all for
its "subversive activities" against the JCP;'the CPSU
stand on the test ban treaty and the basic issue of
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peaceful coexistence was attacked on a much less emotional
and more routine basis.

The JCP received the news of Khrushchev's fall
with obvious pleasure; the party organ immediately hailed
it as a victory for JCP views. The party leaders may
actually have had some hope that the new Soviet leader-
ship would ''cease its unreasonable subversive activities,
against our party--activities which have impaired rela-
tions between our two fraternal parties." In effect, they
made this a condition to any improvement in JCP-CPSU
relations. A .

The first indication that the CPSU would cont;nue
to support the Japanese Communist’ d1551dents, if in a
more discreet way, came almost immediately, with Shiga's
trip to Moscow in early November (ostensibly to seek the
facts behind Khrushchev's removal but really to get the
assurance of the new Soviet leaders of continuing CPSU
support). The Soviets are known to have given Shiga
financial, as well as moral, support, but they apparently
refused to sanction his plans to organize a political
party in opposition to the JCP. They reportedly told
him that his plans were '"premature,” that he should call
his organization a '"Group,'" not a "Party.'"* The Soviet
preference was against the formalization of a splinter
Communist party in Japan and for the more informal arrange-
ment of a pro-~Soviet group of dissident Communists working

“¥AIter his return Irom Moscow, Shiga nevertheless anf

nounced his intention to form a new political party. From

July-December 1964, his organization had been known as

the "Society of Friends of the Voice of Japan." After
that, its organization was made a little more formal and

it was. sometimes referred to as the Japanese Communist .
Party (Voice of Japan), but the CPSU has never officially .
recognized it as a Communist party, much less the Communist
Party of Japan. It has run candidates for election to
political office like other political parties in Japan,

but in other ways it has not acted like a true political
party. In fact, it is neither fish nor fowl.
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outside the party to bring pressure on the JCP to
modify its pro-Chinese orientation.

- Apparently Shiga thought that the new Soviet lead-
ership might abandon him as a gesture of conciliation
toward the JCP. . His worst fears had not been realized,
but on the other hand he had not received the all-out
Soviet support that. he would probably have gotten from
Khrushchev., The new Soviet leadership was not prepared.
to make an irrevocable break with the JCP by officially
recognizing Shiga and his followers as the legitimate
Communist party of Japan. But they were prepared to
risk alienating the JCP by supporting Shiga's pro-Soviet
activities until such time as the JCP could be influenced
away from its pro-Chinese stand.

The Ninth Party Congress of the JCP; held from

24 to 30 November 1964, drew the hard conclusion that the
ouster of Khrushchev had not meant any real concession
on the part of the CPSU to the JCP. 1In his report to
the Congress on behalf of the Party's Central Committee,
General Secretary Kenji Miyamoto advanced four conditions
that the Soviet Union would have to meet if it wished to
see unity restored to the world Communist movement: it
would have to (1) disavow the nuclear test ban treaty,

(2) drop present plans for an international Communist
conference, (3) completely abandon the '"revisionist"
.1line, and (4) abandon the pro-Soviet faction of Japanese
Communists. Miyamoto indicated that the JCP thought

it unlikely that the CPSU would meet these conditions.

On the other hand, he gave an optimistic report
on the JCP on the domestic scene, citing in particular
the growth in party membership. He said that the main
goal of the. JCP should continue to be that of building
a strong mass Party,* that the JCP program should be a

*Miyamoto"s statement of domestic policy for the JCP .
was essentially a restatement of the policy decided at
the 8th Party Congress in July 1961. At that time, a
vigorous membership drive was started, and JCP strength
grew from some 88,000 in 1961 to 197,000 in 1966.

IAL




‘legal one,* and it should include a more flexible attitude
toward united action with other leftist parties, particu-
larly the Japanese Socialist Party (JSP).** In other
words, he set forth as the main task of the JCP a 'demo-
cratic" revolution against '"Japanese imperialism” and
"monopoly capital," rather than a "socialist" revolution
-to attain total national power for the JCP by violent
struggle. . : .

. We have no réporting on whatever opposition there
may have been within the party to Miyamoto's program for’
‘the party except for one report whlch says: :

. The only element expressing views short
of unanimity with the JCP leadership

*Miyamoto had Iong been a leading advocate of the
peaceful revolutionary tactics espoused by the Soviets
and an opponent of violent, armed revolutionary tactics,
He was almost completely inactive during the period of
the party's "military adventurism" (1951-54) when JCP
tactics were characterized by physical attacks on the
police with Molotov cocktails, etc. He rose to power
in the party after 1955, when the JCP leadership realized
the mistake of its militant policy of the preceding: .
years and made an abrupt about-face. In 1958 he assumed
his present post as Secretary-General as "a man who has
never soiled his hands'" in the "extreme leftist adventur-
ism" of previous years, :

**In April 1964 the JCP had followed Chinese advice in
deciding not to support a general strike that was being
organized by Sohyo, the socialist labor organization.
The Soviets attacked the JCP decision., Later, after the
party had suffered for its refusal to support the strike,
the JCP admitted that its decision had been foolish,
Apparently, the incident had a profound effect on Miyamoto
and the JCP leadership in changing their mind in favor
of more united action with the JSP. The ultimate objec-
tive of joint action with the Socialists was to be the
formation of a united front to oppose the renewal of the
Japan-American Security Treaty.

| TAL
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was the delegation of the Yamaguchi
Prefectural Committee of the JCP.*

This delegation proposed statements

of identity of views with the Chinese
Communist Party in stronger terms than
that ultimately adopted by the Congress....
Ultimately the Yamaguchi delegation
joined in the unanimous approval of the
‘Congress’' resolutions.

Presumably the Yamaghuchi delegation's criticism of the
draft program centered on the '"revolutionary tactics" to.
be adopted in promoting the "Japanese revolution® at home
(although we have no 1nformation on the precise nature

of its criticisms) #k R «

¥The Yamaguchi Prefectural Committee had long been known
throughout the JCP for its dogmatic position in support:
of the Chinese Communist line. It was known, for instance,
that it assigned Chinese publications such as Red Flag
and People’s Daily as required study material Tor Party
members under Its jurisdiction (while it rejectefd certain

materials distributed by JCP headquarters for party train-

ing) and that it listened to Radio Peking closely for

political. guidance. It was also known to have failed to
follow certain Party Headquarters directives, such as the
one on massive recruitmentg :

**Although we have no other specific information on
the opposition to Miyamoto at the time of the Ninth Party
Congress in November 1964, there were other elements with-
in the party, besides the Yamaguchi Prefectural Committee,
that are known to have favored a more militant line
~domestically. In 1955, when the JCP suddenly recanted
the "reckless" policy of violence that the party had been
following for several years, the leaders of the militant
line, such as Shigeo Shida, were harshly criticized and
forced to resign their various party posts; they were not
expelled from the party, however. In the years after
1955, Shida and some members of his faction eventually
(footnote continued on page 6)
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Apparently, as a concession to the militants with-
in the party, the JCP leadership did take certain steps
to improve the covert organization of the party in late
December 1964, At a meeting of the JCP Central Committee
it was decided that the structure of the JCP cells
throughout Japan should be reorganized so that the maxi-
mum size of any cell would be 10 members. In part, this
change was prompted by the desire to strengthen JCP
covert cells, especially those in enterprises. (As an
example, one cell of 50 members was broken down into
three or four overt cells and one or two clandestine
cells.) Another organizational change was the creation
of a new, covert Local Organization Committee to control
all covert party organizations and activities. Although
this represented a start in the direction of an organized
covert party apparatus, it was not to be pushed at any
risk to the major goal of building a strong mass party.
Thus, although it was a concession of sorts to the mili-
tants in the party, it was not nearly enough to satisfy
them or, as we shall see later, not nearly enough to
satisfy the Chinese,

(footnote continued from pagé 5)

left the patty, but others remained in the party, waiting
for a chance to strike back. In 1964, various groups of
the Shida Faction~-such as the Osaka group and the groups
in Hokkaido and Ehime-~began open activities against the
party leadership such as the publication of their own,
anti-JCP publications. In September 1965, these groups
were finally merged under the name of the Liberation Frpnt.
The Front's program is a reiteration of the JCP's own 1951
program, characterized by militancy. The JCP first
referred to the opposition of the Liberation Front in
public in the 11 May 1966 Akahata editorial, which called
the Front a "provocative group which is distributing
slanderous leaflets against our party while flaunting
extreme leftist adventurism in a sycophantish manner."
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In summary, there were certain extreme elements
within the party, but as of year-end 1964 the overwhelm-
ing majority of JCP party members were united behind the
leadership of Chairman Sanzo Nosaka and Secretary-General
Mikyamoto. Under their leadership, the JCP was a strongly
pro-Chinese party in the context of the Sino-Soviet dis-
pute, in the select company of Albania, the Indonesian
Communist party, the New Zealand Communist party, North
Korea, and the pro-Chinese splinter Communist parties
such as the ones in Australia and Belgium. Yet in spite
of its extreme pro-Chinese orientation in the world Com-
munist dispute, it had adopted a domestic program that
was much more in keeping with the Soviet line on "'demo- .
cratic" revolution than the Chinese line on armed strug-
gle and domestic violence. In this regard, it was similar
to the Indonesian Communist party (PKI), This parallel
between the JCP and the PKI was to have a real signifi-
cance in 1965 and 1966, when both parties--for different =~
reasons and in a different way--were to experience a
profound shock and undergo tremendous changes.

1 1965: Soviet Overtures Rejected

, JCP-CPSU relations did not improve significantly
“during 1965, although the new lines of Soviet foreign
policy, which became clearer arotnd the middle of the
vear, were reflected 1n several Soviet mowes to create
a conciliatory atmosphere in dealing with the JCP. TFor
one thing, the new Soviet leadership did not continue
the violent polemical attacks on the JCP that Khrushchev
had initiated. For another, it was obviously concerned
not to antagonize the JCP needlessly in its contacts
with the Japanese dissidents. For instance, leaders of
the Voice of Japan (VOJ) were invited to pro-Soviet
front meetings in their capacity as leaders in the literary
or labor field, etc., rather than as political figures.
-In May, the CPSU and the VOJ are reported to have agreed
to suspend contact for a time in order to avoid further
exacerbation of relations between the CPSU and the JCP.
In line with this policy, the Sovielt press ceased carry-
ing VOJ newspaper articles.




f’.‘. Ll

The Soviets made other concessions to the JCP in
the international front movement, at a time when JCP dele-
gates at the front meetings could be counted on to follow
the Communist Chinese. The final decision of the World ,
Peace Council (WPC) at the Helsinski Congress in July 1966
to permit only the JCP to nominate WCP members from. Japan
was a great disappointment to the pro-Soviet, anti-JCP
Japanese in the peace movement. In another move to
"preserve unity" in the Japanese peace movement, the Soviets
announced that they would not send an official Soviet
delegation to the Japanese Socialist Party (JSP)-sponsored’
Gensuikin conference, . 'which was being held in Tokyo in
August 1965 in direct competition with the JCP-sponsored
Gensuikyo conference.* They reportedly told their sup-
porters in the Japanese peace movement that they positively-
supported Gensuikin policy on the problems of peace, but
this did not mean they could simply disregard Gensuikyo;
most of all they wanted to see the two organizations re-
united. The Gensuikin conference was reported to have
suffered serious financial difficulties as a result of
lack of support from the Soviets and the WPC.** Similarly,

¥A row at the 9Th annual World Conference Against Atomic
and Hydrogen Bombs, sponsored by the JCP-led Council Against
Atomic and Hydrogen Bombs (Gensuikyo), in 1963 had prompted
the Socialists’ decision to convene a rival gathering in
1964 (Gensuikin). The Soviets had been instrumental in
the Socialists' decision to sponsor a rival conference-
and had heavily subsidized the financial costs of the
first Gensuikin conference. Moscow sent delegations to
both conferences in 1964 but walked out of the Gensuikyo
affair, charging Peking with diverting it into -an anti-
Joviet channel,

Although they made a public announcement that they
would not attend either the Gensuikyo or the Gensuikin
conference in 1965, the Soviets were in fact represented
at the latter conference by several Soviet delegates who
claimed to be representing international front ogganizations.

**Gensuikin's leaders were particularly bitter about
this in view of the fact that the CCP contributed fully
half of Gensuikyo's conference expenses, .
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the Japan-Soviet Book Center, founded in October 1964 by
pro-Soviet Japanese Communists to replace the JCP-run

" Nauka Bookstore as the primary outlet for Soviet publica-

tions in Japan and financed by the Soviet Embassy, was
having financial trouble in October 1965, primarily be-
cause the Soviets were no longer honorlng their agreement

.to give the Book Center a monopoly in Russian books and

were again providing books to the Nauka Bookstore. Kozo
Kameyama, a leading dissident Communist and manager of
the Soviet-subsidized Japan-Soviet Book Center, was re-
ported to have been poorly welcomed by the Soviets when
he visited Moscow in November 1965 to solicit increased
Soviet help for the Center. In this and other ways, the
post-Khrushchev leadership backed off from Khrushchev'’s
policy of giving.all-out support to pro-Soviet Japanese
Communist dissidents in a new effort to rebuild CPSU in-

"fluence with the. JCP.

On the whole, Sov1et policy toward Shiga and the
Jcp ‘during 1965 was marked by vacillation, uncertainty,
and compromise. This was especially true in the interna-
tional front movement. Sometimes the JCP, sometimes Shiga,
and sometimes both groups were invited to Soviet-controlled
front meetings. . There was no consistent Soviet line. '
Oon the one hand, the new Soviet leaders had acted to
avert the final break with the JCP that Khrushchev. had
been heading toward. But the momentum of events was
such that they had found it difficult to move in any -
other direction towards improving relations with the JCP.
They found themselves in an equally difficult position
with Shiga. They were clearly reluctant, if not unable,
to abandon him; but so long as they supported him, any

‘real improvement in JCP-CPSU relations was ruled out.

Their best hope lay in the re-unification of the Japahese'
Communist movement, and they were already beginning to
pressure Shiga in thls direction in 1965 ,

From the point of view of the JCP, the efforts of
the CPSU during 1965 to dissocilate itself from Shiga's
Voice of Japan organization were not convincing. - Through
the summer and into the fall the JCP took advantage of
every possible occasion to denounce the CPSU--for signing
the nuclear test ban treaty, for convening the "schismatic"
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international conference of Communist parties in Moscow
in March 1965, but most of all for "intervening in the
internal affairs of the JCP" and for trying to undermine
the Japanese peace movement and other JCP-controlled
organizations; "these activities have been intensified
and have become even more blatant since Khrushchev's
downfall.'" (Akahata, 22 June 1965)..

Initial JCP-CCP Differences on "United Action"

In connection with its. attacks on the new Soviet.
leadership's decision to go ahead with Khrushchev's plan
for a "preliminary meeting'" of Communist parties in Mos-
cow in March 1965, the JCP raised an old issue that was
suddenly to become a major point in the Sino-Soviet dis-
pute’in 1965 and 1966--and was eventually to involve the
JCP in a violent controversy with the CCP. Indeed, one
can properly date the beginning of the deterioratmnn in

relations between the JCP and the CCP from the time—-early

in 1965--that the issue of Sino-Soviet cooperation on
Vietnam began to emerge as the definitive test of Soviet
and Chinese attitudes toward "united ant1—imper1alist
struggle."”

In 1963 the JCP had pressed for an alternative to
the kind of Soviet-run conference that Khrushchev was
planning which would formalize the split in the world
Communist movement. The JCP instead wanted an interna-
tional conference whose agenda and date would be unanim-
ously agreed upon, and which would agree upon specific
forms of "united action'" against imperialism. In
practice, what the JCP meant was Soviet commitment to
policies of all-out anti-United States struggle long
demanded by the Chinese. Because Khrushchev had no in-
tention of doing this, and because Khrushchev in any
case.  was maneuvering for a totally different kind of
international conference--one that would isolate the
Chinese in the world Communist movement, the JCP's call
for joint action was a definite anti-Soviet and pro-Chi-
nese move. The Chinese, the North Vietnamese, and the
North Koreans all strongly supported the idea.

-10-~
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When the JCP began Lo endorse the idea of joint
action again--in the winter of 1964-1965--as part of its
effort to persuade the new Soviet leadership not to con-
vene the March. '"preparatory" meeting of Communist parties,
the subgect of joint action in Vietnam was &bout to become

a major issue of controversy between the CPSU and the CCP.. .

In a major break with Khrushchev policy, the new Soviet
leaders were now trying to reassert their influence with
the North Vietnamese, . to which end they were providing
substantial military and political support in the war
against the U,S.,. The joint action line on Vietnam now .

served their purposes in that it (1) enhanced their stand-ﬂh

ing with the North Vieéetnamese (2) undercut Chinese argu-
ments that the USSR was not rendering effective support
in.the "anti-imperialist struggle" in Vietnam, and (3)
allowed them to pose as the real defenders of unity. in

the world Communist movement. The Chinese by then were
also in the process of changing their position on joint
action. As Soviet foreign policy under Brezhnev and
Kosygin gradually began to meet Communist China's earlier
demand for joint action, at least in Vietnam, Mao Tse-
tung reacted by adopting.an even more extreme position.
Now he was no longeéer willing to cooperate with the "modern.
revisionists'" on anything. There could be no joint action
with the USSR on Vietnam, or anything else.

As the subject of JOlnt action in Vietnam became
more and more a matter of public debate in the world:Com-
mnunist movement, the diverging views of the JCP and the
CCP became more and more apparent. No doubt, the JCP's
position was becoming a source of increasing embarrass-
ment and anger to the CCP. In a noteworthy break with

their ‘usual practice of reprinting major Akahata editorials_.

in full, the Chinese published only a summary version of
the Akahata editorial of 13 April 1965; all of the refer-
ences to joint action, which was a major theme in the
article, were .deleted. ‘Three weeks earldsr, the CCP had
publicly attacked the concept of joint action for the
first time in its commentary on the communiqué of the
March meeting.  The communiqué had specifically called
for an international conference on joint action in Viet-
nam, the first public Soviet endorsement of a proposal
the JCP had long favored.

-11-
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Differences on JCP Domestic Policy

There was apparently another subject on which the
JCP and the CCP were beginning to have different views
around the middle of 1965, and that was the vital ques-
tion (to the JCP). of the proper tactics of the JCP::on
the domestic scene. In keeping with the policy décided
at the Eighth Party Congress in July 1961 and restated
at the Ninth Congress in November 1964 that it should
become a mass party rather than an exclusive rewolution- -
ary party, the JCP was carrying on a vigorous membership
drive in 1965.% Miyamoto was obviously pleased with the
party's expansion, and he must have realized that an
important reason, if not the major reason for it, was the
fact that the JCP was pursuing a moderate line with little
public mention of armed revolution or viélence,

As mentioned earlier, there was apparently some
opposition within the JCP to Miyamoto's line on a mass
organization for the JCP. 1In the only good report we
have of differences within the party as of September 1965
it is stated that the following three points were at
igssue: (1) the anti-American campaign of the JCP, (2)
the campaign to protest 'aggression" in Vietnam, and (3)
the establishment of a JCP covert apparatus in important
government and industrial offices. The latter point
was precisely what the Chinese were urging.

Although we know of only one instance in 1965 when
the Chinese:rapplied direct pressure on the JCP on this

*From July 1961 to September 1965 JCP strength. in=~
creased from some 88,000 to 147,000 members; membership
in JCP-dominated front organizations more than kept
pace with party growth. Apparently, the goal of the
membership drive '"was 300,000 by the next Party Congress"
(October. 1966). It seems most unlikely that this goal
was met, as party membership as of August 1966 was re-
ported to have been 197,000. :
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very point, presumably there were other contacts on the
same subject. On this one occasion, Liu Shao-chi, Chou
En-lai, and Chen Yi are all reported to have raised the
subject of a JCP "resistance movement'" in separate con-
versations with two highly-placed JCP officials who visited-
China in August. Liu reportedly asked Satomi Hakamdda,

a member of the presidium and secretariat of the Central
Committee of the JCP, and Ichiryo Sunama; a member of the
Central Committee and Secretariat, what military role the
JCP was preparedito assume in the event that Japan sup- -
ported the U,S., in a war between China and the ¥,S. Liu
said categorlually that the JCP should start a resistance
movement : .

Should war (between the US and China)
.erupt, we are not asking that the JCP
start an armed revolution in cadence
with China. We request that you con-
sider making preparations for a resist-
ance movement by unxtlng the democratic
forces in Japan°

When the Japanese tried to terminate the discussion by

"saying that the JCP had not reached the stage where it
could even think about such a quebtion, Liu pursued the
subJect :

If the US and China were at war and Japan
supported the US, will the JCP, which
should take the lead, remain within its
present struggle oetup and just look on?

Finally the JCP officials said they would have to confer
with other JCP leaders; Liu, obviously displeased, re-
quested that an’ 1mmediate study be made as to whether or
not this question could be considered by the JCP as an
actual problem and not as a theoretical questlon *

*The question of conducting a study on military prob-
lems from the standpoint of the: JCP was brought up-atia
meeting of JCP leaders after Hakamada and Sunama'’s return
to Japan. Some of the JCP officials attending the meet-
ing were in favor of a research group studying the ques-
tion; others remained silent.
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. Chou En-lai also told the Japanese in August that
China was seriously thinking about the possibility of
war between China and the U.S. and felt that the JCP -
should be thinking along these lines too. He said that
among all the parties friendly to China the CCP trusted.
the JCP most and expected the most from it. He was quite
direct in offering financial assistance to the JCP as a
way of pressuring it towards the Chinese line on an il-

- legal, revolutionary struggle in Japan. The premier told
Hakamada and Sunama that if the JCP wanted anything from
Communist China, he would make every effort to comply
with the request.

The visiting JCP officials had an interview with
Mao, who may also have tried to pressure them into sup-
porting the use of some kinds of violence, illegal action,
sabotage, etc., in the revolutionary struggle in Japan.
Several months later Mao was alleged to have used his
own personal influence with Miyamoto in an even more
blantant attempt to interfere in the internal affairs
of the JCP. \

It may be that the Chinese really had a special
interest in the JCP's developing some capacity for illegal,
paramilitary~type activities, because of the real pos-
sibility (to them) of a war between the U,S. and China
and the probability of Japan's supporting the U.,S. in such
an event. TFor this reason, they may have been particu-
larly concerned about the need for the JCP to start pre-
paring for some kind of a resistance movement. On the
other hand, the Chinese would have encouraged any good
Communist party along these lines, whether there was any
progspect of the country’s becdoming involved in a war with
China or not. Thus, they may have deliberately exag-
gerated their concern about a war with the U.S, and Japan
in order to present a compelling reason for the JCP to
begin to do something about establishing a covert apparatus
within the JCP. The real calculation of the Chinese
leaders seems to have been that a U.3.-China war would
not erupt because Peking was carefual to avoid moves which
would provoke Washington to attack the mainland.

The term that the Chinese used to denote the kind
of action that they would like the JCP to be prepared to
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undertake in the event of a U,S,-China war--namely, a
"resistance-type movement'-~-1is an ambiguous term, which
encompasses a wide range of activities from demonstra- -
tions to guerrilla warfare. In view of the past history
of the JCP, what the term would bring to mind to JCP
cadres. would probably be the kind of illegal activities:
~~strikes, violent demonstrations, etc.--that the party
engaged in during the Korean War., This is evidently
what Shida, the pro -Chinese militant who left the party
in the early 1950°s after the JCP's disastrous experi- -

' ment with these tactics, was advocating in 1965 and 1966,

in oppositionitoi:the domestic line of the JCP. It would
seem that this too was what the Chinese meant by the

term "resistance-type movement." So what they were urg--
ing the JCP to do in the present seems to have been to.
establish a covert apparatus that would be trained and:
ready to engage at some later date in specific acts of
violence, probably on a much larger scale than that car-
ried out during the Korean War. Since the Indonesian
coup and the deterioration in relations between the JCP
and the CCP, however, the JCP has implied that the Chinese
actually meant that the JCP should prepare for an armed
uprising. Whether this is an accurate description of

what Liu said or -at least what the Japanese thought he
meant or whether it is a disingenuous ex-post facto read-
ing of the Chinese leader's statement can not be definitely
determined.

The Indonesian Coup: A Lesson for the JCP

It was probably the Indonesian coup of September

30, 1965 that had the greatest impact on the JCP in spark-

ing a complete rethin