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PREFACE
)
| This samll work, as you will see, forms a page from the history of literal
compaign and does not cover the continued armed struggle in the course of
Eastern Turkistan's war for independence.

As a matter of fact, we faught 41 armed uprisings to overthrow the
190 years old Chinese domination. Some of these insurrections continued
for years while few won freedom for the country though of temporary nature.
The worising of 1931 bears a significant importance in our struggle for free-
dom, as it, besides events of dreadful bloodshed resulted in comencement
of numerous peaceful political argumentations. s

{'\-
It requires volumes to account the story of the siruggle going on uncea-

singly. for the last two centuries. Through this small booklet, which con-
tains three letters exchanged between Dr. Chu Chia Hua and me, | desire
to acquaint the world opinion Turkistan's resolute efford for freedom, on
one hand and, a clear example of Chinese colonistic policly, on the other.

I wished such correspondence continue, for | hoped it might evolve
some peaceful solution of the Question of Eastern Turkistan. And this idea,
so far, withheld me form releasing the correspondence, Neverthless D. Chu
was not pleased to reply my latest letter and published his own letter in
a Formusa periodical under the caption «Oven letter to Mr. Emin». Thus Dr.
Chu provided me the oppertunity to release the whole story. Unlike what
Dr. Chu did | am presenting his letters as well as mine side by side.

| suppose | hardly need to introduce Dr. Chu to my readers as he has
been minister in the Chinese Central Covernment several times and| even
once he was appointed vice primier. Being one of the top ranking nationa-
list leaders in Formusa, he is capable to reflect the mentality of Chinese sta-
tesmen in all respects.

| am quite sure that the readers of this booklet can easily reach the

following conclusions:

I. That Turks of Eastern Turkistan are fighting against joint Russian
and Chinese Communist ruthless occupation of their country.

2. That They endeavour to reach a peaceful settelment with Nati-
onalist China to regain their {reedom.

3. That in persuence of the fact that the people of Eastern Turkistan
never submitied to foreign rule in the past, they are frmly determind to

acheive complete independence.

Mohammed Emin BUGRA



27 th Sept, 1351
Dear Dr. Chu Chia Hua <

Thank you very much for your kind letter dated 22 nd June, 1951.
l am gratified indeed for your deep concern over our pressent situation and
your valued invitation for my visiting Formusa.

Being quite confident of your interest in well being of niy compatriots
and proud of our personal friendship in all sincerity | have the privilege of
stating my opinion frankly as follows.

No doubt valua of my visit to Formusa can not be questioned as it
enables me to see your honour and other leaders who are sympathetic to our
cause. But as a matter of fact, as you will agree with me, the greatest duty,
and responsibityl on our shoulders today is to direct all our efforts for the
rescue of the motherland from the Communist tyranny. How far the cir-
cumstances in Formusa shall permit us to discharge our resposibilities?, is the
question which, as far as myy knowledge goes, can not have a positive
answer. Because leaders in the Central ‘government unfortunately do not
possess reasonable and fair understanding of the question of Sinkiang. Most
of them contempt our just national demands and have got despising atti-
tude towards our political out-look. | amj sure 'you will agree with me to
bleive that it is not an offence withra partiot of demacratic outlook! if one
strives for development and political freedom of his country and nation.
But unfortunatly the leaders in the Chinese Central Government, though
all of them are partriots and democratic, do not bleive so. They have never
been prepared to consider just demands of the people of Sinkiang openmin-
dedly. This has been and is = very unfortunate circunstance prevailing in
the Central Government (Formusa). |

| hardly' need to describe the ruthless administration of Sinkiang by
the Chinese administraters, without slightest improvement, for the last al-
most two centuries, the effect of which has eaten its way deep into the body
and sole of the people of Sinkiang and brought about several armed
uprisings causing heavy bloodshed and distructuon. | may also point out
here that the coalition Provincial Government of 1946 - 1949 was a total

failure. All authonity and power rested with military and civil Chinese off:-
cials who took undue advantage in oppressing the natives to meet their own
ambition. People of Sinkiang are uttery disappointed of any improvement
in-Central Government's policy on Sinkiang.
There are two foundamental factors responsible for the conflict:
I. That Sinkiang geographically, lies out side of the natinal

boundries of China.
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2. That the culture of the people of Sinkiang is distinctly different
form that of the Main l.and of China, and therefore they make a seperate
nation. It is essential to adopt a policy based on these two factors if per-

¥
.
§ I

manent peace and effective settlement is desired inj Sinkiang. That is to. say,
the policy should meet the aspiration of the people of Sinkiang. What we.
wish is that Chinese Government should redress the hearts of
the people of Sinkiang and create a strong tie of friendship between the
people of the great China and the people of Sinkiang by freeing the later
and raising the status of their country tq an independent sovereign- state
as United States of America and the Great Britain did in the case of India,
Pakistan, Burma and Philipine, adding a glorious page to the history of
democracy. | bleive there is still time for the leading statesmen of ‘the Cen-
tral Government to explore openmindedly a solution for the question of
Sinkiang and lay the foundation of an everlasting peace atj the Westersn
Cate of the Great China. | would! be highly obliged if your honour could
kindly study these facts unbiasedly and let me know your reaction and
views. ] may add here that nothing shall keep uj from cooperating with
the Central Government in all the fields if they effect a favourable shift in
their policy on Sinkiang. | |

Mr. Isa in on a trip to the Middle Esat these days. | hope he might

™ have written to you.

With best wishes,

'-il"_
T

Your most sincerely

Mchammed Emin BUGRA
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. June 17, 1952
My dear Mr. Emin;

Y our letter dated September: 27, 1951 was read with much pleasure,
coming, as it did from such a far - off friend At the csame time, howver, |

could not help being greatly surprised at the pol tical views which you have
stated and are holding. . |

As | unders.and it, you are inclined to the view that, aside from the
antt — Communist and anti — Russian campaign, Sinkiang could sever its
poliical conneciion with China and become independent.

| am sorry that | do not agree with you in’this particular respect. As
| have been interested :n the well - being of your compatriots in the border

Provinces for several decades and as | have enjoyed your friendship in all
sincerity, | cannot allow myself to remain silent when | am confronted with
opinions which | personally can not agree. In order to preserve our nati-
onal independence and terntorial integnty, to protect the best interests

of Sinkiang, 10 ameliorates the present plight of our compatriots in the border

Provinces, and to find a common denominator for our future efforts,

I must tell you frankly what | think of the whole question. Considering the
gravily of the issue and its far - reaching effects, | wish that you and your
Iriends would be open - ninded enough to listen to dissenting opinions,
which | beg to state in the following paragraphs.

To begin with, you say that, geographically, Sinkiang lies outside of
China and should thevetore, be independent. Such a view s, as far as my
knowledge goes, contrary to facts. It was this absolutely unfounded pre-
text which Russian apd Japanese Imperialists often resorted to in the last
hundred years to sow discord among us Chinese and wrest large chunks of

territory from us for the realisation of their own colonial designs. Thus the
Russians encouraged Outer Mongolia and Tannu Unyankhai to declare in-

dependence and the Japanese created the puppet Manchukuo, all on the
pretext that the territo.ies concerned lay oustide o: China proper.

Flistorically, the relations between Sinkiang and, the rest of the country
began over two thousand years ago and have been maintained ever since,
except for a brief period between the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.
It will be recalled that General Chang Chien's exploration of the Western

Regions was made under Emperor Wu of the Han Dynasty in the second

century B. C. This exploraijon was only one hundied years later than the
incorporation of Kwangtung and Kwangsi into the Chinese Empire, and
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some two hundred years earlier than General Chuko

Liang'g .
) Pénetration of
Yunnan and Kweichow. _

Before the devc;lopment of navigation the passage.
Sinkiang was the only one between Ch.ina; and the outside world. which has
been aptly called by Europeans the «Silk Roady. It was the road by which
the two foremost monks of the T'ang Dynasty, Fah Hsien and Hsuan

Chuang, went to India to study Buddhism and Marco Pold came to China
lo se¢ and admire. In the first millennium of its historical relations w:ith the
rest of China, Sinkiang saw an unbroken stream of merchants, monks, scho-
lars, ambassadors, and generals shuttling back and forth and served as a
haltway station between the east and the west. Even down to this day
travellers can see for themselves the many historic spots where men of the
Han and T'ang Dynasties carried on their activities in the general region
lying between the Yumen Pass and Suleh. If evidences were required to
corroborate the written records concerning conditions in Sinkiang at the
time under consideration, they are abundantly furnished by the excavations
made by Luropean scholars like Stein and LeCoq. All this leads to the same

conclusion that Sinkiang has plalyed a vital part in the development of the
Chinese nation.

Large pieces of territory adjacent to Sinkiang, originally under Chirese
Junisdiction, has been in modren times wrested by the imperialist Russia, This
very fact can be verified by extant historical literature.

A school of modern historians believes that the Chinese people had
come from the western part of the country. A certain degree of credibility
s lent to the: theory by the traditions associated with the name of Kwen
Luen as well as the tribal names of Chi and Chiang, whose descendants
ruled over China for several centuries. One of the implications of the
theory is that the Chineese people’s primeval habitat was in the west, Qf
which Sinkiang formed a part. -

Historical evidence is even more imposing than traditions. Emperor

Flsuan of the Han Dpymnasty had estaklished a margrave in the vicinity of
Kulja as early as 60 B. C., which should be an irrefutable evidence to
Prove that Sinkiang constituted itself part of the Chinese Empire A cen-
tury later Emperor An founded the Garrison Settlement of Yihwu in the
vicinity of modern Hami. These institutions remained intact  through the
Three Kingdoms (220 — 265 A. D.) down to the end .of the ﬁ\Vestemr
Chin Dynasty (265 — 317 A. D.) In the period of the Slxteen' I\m;.zdo:;:s
(304 — 439 A. D.), the counterpart of the Barbanan lfwa?mna in t i&
European history, relations with Sinkiang were very well maintained during
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the regimes of China's two kings, Chang Tsun and Fu Kien. In the early

years of the seventh century Emperor Yang of the Sui [iynasty appointed

a Military Governor to take charge of all the affairs in the Western Domi-
nion, i. e., Sinkiang.

At the time of the division of China into Southern and Northern
Dynasties in the fifth and sixth centuries, a Chinese family from the interior
by the name of Chu had founded the Kao Chang Kingdom at Turfan.

which was later Incorporated into China by Emperor Ta. Tsun of the T ang
Dynasty.

The politcal relations between China and Western Turkestan in 661

. A. D. under Emperor Kao Tsung were carefully described in Volume 73 of

«Important Records of the T ‘ang Dynasty» (T'ang Hui Jao), which says:

«On the 7. th day of the 6 th. moon in the Ist year of Lung So, the
Turkish lands were divided into counties and districts and Wang Min-yuan
was commanded by Imperial orders to draw up a Map and Description of
the Western Dominion for his Majesty’s perusal. Governor - generals were
appointed for the sixteen kingdoms lying in the west of Yutien and east
oi Persia, which were divid.d into 8] counties, |1Q districts, and 126 mi-
litary outposts... Thd Turkish chieftain was to live in the City of Ho Huan,
where the Yuehchi Governor - General had his headquarters ... The Per-
sian King was to live in the City of Chihling, wheref the Persian Governor-

Generals were subordinated to the Governor - General for the Pacif.cation
of the West. »

It can be readily seen from the above that not only Sinkiang (the
Western Dominion) itself lies in China, but even much territory beyond
it has once formed part of the chinese Empire. That is why all the Chinese
people take it as a sacred inheritance handed down from their ancestors
and attach as much importance to it as they do to the Northeastern Pro-

vinces. So long as China remains an independent nation, Sinkiang formes
one of its integral parts.

How could any one be so blind as to say that Sinkiang | 'es outside
of the Chinese territorial limits?

Secondly, you say that since the culture of the Sinkiangese differs from
that of the interior people, they ought to be independent. But | am. inclined
to think that your v:iew of culture is much too narrow. The predominant
cultural trait of Sinkiang is, | should siyy, the belief in Mohammedanism.
But .you will please notice; in this connection that there are in the interior
Provinces of China over 40 million Mohammedan believers. or more than
tel; times: the number of Mohammedans in Sinkiang. Indeed, many of the






