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Abstracts

People's war as a political concept

Alain Badiou

I try to prove that, for Mao, people's war is not a technical concept. It's not the best or the only way to struggle against a stronger enemy. It's a special form of war, because its relationship to politics is not the Clausewitz's one. In fact, the most important determination of that sort of war is not war itself, nor exactly politics as such, but a new mediation between politics and power, the name of wich is "red power".

Era and Event

Tani Barlow

The conference organizers have posed the problem of the “era” as a question of depoliticization and I adapt this proposal.  At stake in the case against Wang Guangmei (王光美), which Kuai Dafu (蒯大福)and the Jinggangshan bingtuan (井冈山兵团)established in 1967 are two questions.  (1) What is the relationship of the event of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution to the era of the Cold War? And (2) what is the relationship of the Wang Guangmei affair to the event of women?  These concerns provide a way of entering the debate on the status of the era, in part because they have an inexact analogical relation to each other. The relation of the GPCR to the Cold War is one of event to historical era, because the GPCR in China and elsewhere eventalized a mass political alternative to Cold War.  The story of the struggle between Wang Guangmei and Kuai Dafu, however, will prove to be a story about the relation of era to event.  That is because Wang was more politically significant as Cold War diplomat in a global game at the level of state policy, while at the same time, she was unselfconsciously caught up in a conflict over what the political subject of woman would be at one important moment in the state of the situation -- China in the Cold War game.  How to approach the historical question of the era as such and in light of this rich interpretive material is my concern here.

The Dialectics of Antirevisionism. Early Globalization and the End of the Sixties

Christopher Connery

The critique of and campaigns against "revisionism" during the world 1960s formed a discourse for a radical politics that targeted those political formations that were out of step with the rapid and stage-skipping revolutionary politics of the day. The Sino-Soviet split was one manifestation of Cultural Revolution critique of revisionism, and it was through the critique of revisionism that many of the new organizations justified new political practices. The Sino Soviet split also led, however, to PRC alliance with the United States and other regimes on the right, and arguably paved the way toward contemporary phenomena of globalization. The paper examines this double character, and the relationship between geo-politics and revolutionary politics.

The Cold War and the Origin of “Socialist Market Economy” in China

Cui Zhiyuan

According to Bo Yibo’s memoir, Mao once said: “Listening to Li Fuchun’s report [the Head of the State Planning Commission] is worse than being imprisoned by Guomingdang [ the Nationalist Party]. If I were in prison, at least my thinking could be free; but when I was listening to Li Fuchun’s report on the central planning, my head cannot think freely.” This saying may reflect a deeper contradiction between Mao’s conception of “people’s power to create their own history” with the rigid top-down central planning. The Cold War generated the need to have a more flexible economy and Mao’s pre-1949 conception of “people’s war” was instructive in developing a new conception of “people’s economy”—a “socialist market economy”. The “Angang Xianfa” (“the constitution of Anshan Steel Corporation”) and “Xiangzhen Qiye” (Township and Village enterprises) can be viewed as the early embodiments of this “socialist market economy”.

From Containment to Regime Change and Back: How a Debacle in North Korea Stabilized Cold War Strategy for 40 Years

Bruce Cumings

I would like to discuss a critical turning point in the first few months of the war, when the Truman White House decided to transform the containment doctrine (which brought the US into the defense of South Korea in June 1950), to a policy of rollback or liberation of the North--which got the US into a war with China. This is something well known to Korean War scholars, but generally not well recognized by well-informed people otherwise. The failed attempt at rollback then led to a long-term, bipartisan Cold War consensus in Washington that containment had to be the policy, or World War III might result.

The State of Cold War

Michael Dutton

If the cold war superpowers were frozen by a fear of nuclear annihilation that turned calculated risk into a mentality of government, the states of revolution it excited in other parts of the world were not. Through the example of China, this paper sets out to explore this very different state of cold war in a place where the cold war runs hot. Here in China, passion, intensity and revolutionary struggle were the driving force behind an ontology of state building and one sees this through a diverse array of symptomatic reading of examples drawn from architecture and urban planning, everyday language and the campaigns of the Communist Party. Essentially based on affective rather than dispassionate  relations, what this paper tries to show is the power, passion and intensity of an affective gift of politics, something that standard political science accounts tend to occlude.

Was there an economy in the Socialist State? Lessons from the collapse of the Soviet Union

Pierre-Noël Giraud

There existed nothing like “merchandises”, “money”, “prices”, “enterprises”, and above all “property rights” in the former Soviet Union. The same holds for socialist China. Therefore there was no “economy” in the socialist state: production and distribution of goods had no separate logics and dynamics. Indeed, one can talk of “economy”, both the social dynamic  and the theory of it, only about capitalism. Consequently, the (wrongly) called “transition” from socialism to capitalism was not a matter of merely shifting from plan to markets and  privatising former “state owned” production units, but of  the very creation of  entirely new private property rights, after having destroyed the former production units, which were multi functional pieces of the party-state. A process carried out in very different ways across the former socialist states.

Mao and the Cold War

Rebecca E. Karl

The scholarship on the Cold War and China tends to turn China into a functional aspect of the US-Soviet rivalry. Central as China may have been – as Andrew Nathan and other political scientists have argued – China is nevertheless treated as a third party to what is usually understood as the motivating aspect of the Cold War, which is the US-Soviet confrontation. Even Chen Jian’s recent contribution to China Cold War scholarship can do no more than argue for China’s enormous “leverage” in a process that was determined by others and elsewhere. This approach, it seems to me, is particularly inadequate.

This paper will argue that it is necessary to center a different aspect of global history of the twentieth century: that is, the history of revolution. In this light, for Mao, there was no such thing as a Cold War, much less “the Cold War.” What is conventionally known as the Cold War period – 1945 onwards – for Mao was an extended period of global revolutionary alignment and re-alignment. That is, the cold war as scholars might know it was, for Mao, just global revolution by another name. This position is prepared philosophically in Mao’s essay “On Protracted War” through his theory of national and global revolution as protracted war; it is substantiated historically in the Maoist support for anti-colonial movements and decolonization, which, contrary to conventional wisdom, was not merely part of a great game, but rather an ideologically, historically, and philosophically central aspect of Mao’s theory of revolution as a global endeavor.

China, the Scholar-Activist and the (Cold) War: the Concerned Asian Scholars

Fabio Lanza

In May 1968 (some dates seem to have a certain power of attraction) a slim, artisanally printed publication appeared out of Cambridge, Mass. First labeled simply as a Newsletter, it quickly evolved into a Bulletin, voicing the political and intellectual challenge of the newly formed Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars. “Concerned” is quite a unique characteristic for a scholar, as it implies a subjective, personal commitment, a direct involvement in the issue at stake. It further implies that there exist scholars who are not concerned, but rather indifferent. And these scholars, a combination of faculty and graduate students, were indeed concerned, personally, first and foremost about the Vietnam War and the role of the US. 

Vietnam was a crucial concern, but not the only one. The Concerned Asian Scholars moved their attention almost immediately to relationship with their subject matter and the theoretical approach that informed learning, in particular learning about Asia. “Concerned” meant also a direct involvement, a direct reference to the impossibility of respecting the parameters of objectivity and detachment, when faced with the urgency of politics, and ultimately of war. It implied and even called for a political militancy in the field of intellectual production.

Asia, here, is more than a geographical determinant, the simple location of the major conflict of the time. Asia defined the intellectual and professional placement of these scholars: it was a field largely shaped by Cold War policy since the 1940s, but one that in and of itself that was radically being challenged and shaken by the example and the experience of the Chinese Revolution. It was precisely through a “triangulation” with the Chinese experience of the 1960s and 1970s that the Concerned Scholars could articulate a position that was not simply in radical opposition to the brutality of the war effort but that called also for a radical rethinking of acquired knowledge and the very figure of the (Asian) scholar.

The paper will examine the evolution of the “Concerned Asian Scholars” through the relationship with China. The particular path of the Chinese revolution allowed the scholars to locate a place of alternative to the ruthless and brutal reality of the Cold War but also, because of the particular trajectory of Maoism in the 1960s, a grounding from where to challenge the very connection between knowledge, politics and the position of the intellectual. The political position of the CAS was grounded precisely on the existence (not theoretical, but real) of the Chinese political “novelties,” both as a topic of investigation but also as a live example of political practice. In the final part of the paper, I will trace the changes in the Bulletin after 1978 when, with the exhaustion and radical negation of the experiments of the Cultural Revolution, the very collective position identified as CAS was shattered and fragmented.

La guerre de Corée dans l'histoire politique chinoise: quelques remarques

Sylvain Lazarus

Je  voudrais soutenir l'exigence problématique suivante: aborder la guerre de Corée en regard de l'histoire politique chinoise. 

La guerre en tant que telle est insaisissable, problématiquement, sans investir les États qui s'y affrontent et l'espace politique de ces États. Sur ce point, il faut suivre Clausewitz, la guerre est la continuation de la politique d'État par d'autres moyens. Il y a une situation singulière de la guerre, mais la pensée, l'intellectualité de cette situation, est articulée de façon propre à chaque État engagé dans la guerre. 

Je crois profondément qu'une investigation "générale de la guerre de Corée" est une entreprise impossible. Je pense qu'il ne peut y avoir d'analyse qu'en regard de tel ou tel protagoniste: la Corée du Sud, la Corée du Nord, les Usa, la Chine, L'Urss.

De plus, ce n'est pas l'histoire de la Chine au sens événementiel qui peut seulement être convoquée (avec les périodisations du genre: 1949-1952, 1953 Installation du nouveau pouvoir, 1953-1957 le plan quinquennal, 1958-1962 le grand bond en avant, 1962-1965 la lutte entre les deux lignes, 1965-1969 la révolution culturelle…).

Je propose la catégorie d'historicité, comme opérateur politique d'intellectualité de l'histoire de l'État et de sa politique. Cette historicité, c'est, en Chine, plus que le socialisme et la révolution. C'est le communisme, cela au moins jusqu'à la fin de la révolution culturelle. 

La Chine et la guerre de Corée réfléchies à l'aune du communisme comme historicité propre de l'État chinois: voilà alors ma question. Or en regard de cette historicité, je soutiendrai que la guerre de Corée est excentrée. Elle n'intervient pas de façon décisive, parce que la Chine reste décentrée en regard de la guerre froide, constituée entre Soviétiques et Américains. Mon hypothèse est en effet que l’URSS et les USA, ainsi que leurs alliés dépendants, sont unifiés sur un rapport très singulier fusionnant politique étatique et guerre. 

Cette historicité de la politique d'État comme politique de la guerre, commune aux soviétiques et aux américains, et qui s'exprime dans la guerre froide, la Chine, avec l'historicité du communisme, ne la partage en aucun point. 

En ce sens, et rigoureusement dans cette problématique, la guerre de Corée est un accident dans l'histoire politique chinoise.

Voilà le propos de ma communication, qui devra aussi préciser ce que porte communisme comme catégorie d'historicité .

À l'appui de cette analyse, je tenterai quelques commentaires sur la question suivante : Comment comprendre la si longue et si difficile réflexion de Mao avant de décider l'intervention militaire chinoise en Corée?
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Paradoxes of the Maoist developmental strategy

Lin Chun

Three outstanding and interconnected paradoxes within the Maoist developmental strategy can be identified as (i) intensified urban bias due to the imperative of industrialization after the communist revolution which had depended on peasant participation and support, while industrial growth also required rural development; ii) self-reliance as a policy principle in conflict with a desire for modernization entailing foreign trade, technological transfers and openness of the economy and society; and iii) attraction of locally self-managing/containing communes incompatible with the goal of an advanced and socialized national economy superior to both precapitalist and capitalist production. The underlining conditions for these paradoxes generally depicted as "socialism and backwardness" were themselves paradoxical and profoundly implicated in the antagonistic parameters of international capitalism.

Political and moral dilemmas involved here created fundamental contradictions in the theory and practice of Chinese socialism. The world historical significance of earlier socioeconomic transformation in China notwithstanding, negative effects of missing internal coherence were extensively visible and ultimately distorted and hindered socialist development. This paper focuses on the question of communal socialism inspired by Mao's critiques of the Soviet economy and ideas commonly labeled as the May 7th directive. Their theoretical and policy implications are highly relevant today in the light of recent social and ecological crises in China, where a new round of struggle over defining socialism and hence modernity has just begun.

Some Arguments about the Socialization of Rural China: A Historical Perspective 

Lu Xinyu

The research into the agricultural socialism in Maoist era should be carried out in the context of the modern Chinese history as a whole, that is, from the social transformation in the late-Qing dynasty to the three crisis issues concerning agriculture, peasant and rural society in modern China. Therefore, understanding the significance of the socialization of rural China from 1949 to 1983 ( the year of the disintegration of  Rural People’s Communes) in the history perspective of the past 100 years is required.   

Ⅰ.The transformation of the relationship between the urban and rural areas. 

The traditional urban-village relations have reversed in the 1930s , since the process of the urban-centred industrialization arose. In the 1980s, the cut-off urban-rural relations have further deteriorated after the disintegration of the worker-peasant alliance founded from 1949.

Ⅱ.The significance of the Rural People’s Communes theoretically and practically 

What are the difference and relations of the peasants social movement in the 1920s, the countryside constructs movement advocated by the intellectuals such as Liang Su-min(梁漱溟) in the 1930s, the Rural People’s Communes in the Maoist era and the New Countryside Constructs nowadays.

The traditional society without classes had already changed in the late-Qing dynasty. With the high concentration of land-holdings, the 1920s’saw revolutions as a result which down with warlords, local tyrants, evil gentry and imperialism as the first and foremost aim. The following relationship should be highlighted: the land reform in northeast China with the Civil War since 1946, the land reform after 1949 with the consolidation of national political power in the rural areas, the Agricultural Cooperative Movement with Korean War and with the industrial development. All implied the reforms as the crisis response from outside in the hot and cold war era. The Rural people’s Communes can be considered to be a distinguished approach towards the industrialization and modernization of agriculture in China. Its social application focused on the grain as necessity, not commodity in an attempt to the exchange with the industrial products. The original aim of Great Leaps Forward was to promote the industrialization of rural China

Is the labor force in the Rural People’s Communes agricultural involution? In the 1970s, the labor force in rural areas was lacking due to the construction of irrigation works as the investment for the future.

The rise of the township enterprises (originally owned by production brigade and the Rural People’s Communes) happened in the traditionally developed rural areas ,this overlap is significant.

Ⅲ.The importance of class struggle to the rural society

What is the different signification between the theory of class struggle in the 1920s and the peasant social movements led by CCP in the land reform era? What is the significance of re-emphasis and re-phrase of class struggle in the 1060s? How to understand the class as the formulation of nation-state building in the third-world? How to understand the vitality of the proletarian dictatorship lying on the proletarian morality and justice in the Marxism transform the formulation of the sovereignty of People’s Republic of China?

How did the education of socialism in rural China construct the peasant’s Subjectivity? Which different roles of cadres play in land reforms, SiQing(四清) and nowadays between nation and countryside?

Ⅳ.Post-the Rural People’s Communes

There is difference burden on peasants between after Reforms and Open Policy and in the Rural People’s Communes. The state power involution as Prasenjit Duara descibed has taken place again since Reforms and Open Policy, and one of results is that the cost of administration in villages and towns has been into deep debts. After the disintegration of the People’s Communes, the local governments changed into the profits-seeking ones. The worker-peasant alliance broke up, and however, peasants did not get market for the small-scale peasant economy could not compete with the agriculture of the developed capitalism.

The process of Reforms and Open Policy is also the one of abandoning the agricultural modernization. The investment in agriculture has dropped off year by year, with de-industrialization and de- mechanization. The township enterprises in 1980’s didn’t service to the agricultural industrialization, but have been regarded as compensation for the shortage of the light industry which was resulted in by one-sided emphasis upon the heavy industry in the cold war era.

At present, the discussion over the privatization of lands in China can be workable in the two dimensions:

1. Preparing the ground for the expansion of urban.

2. Preparing the ground for the big farming agriculture in which peasants will degrade into the employees of the exterior farmer.

There is the slightest hope that the agricultural organization as an independent social subject will survive and develop. In the recent years, the investments by the state in rural China have been enlarged, such as the reconstruction of the compulsory education systems and national health systems, but peasants as the subject have divided and become the passive object of reversely feeding. All these social polices have proved not to be the solutions to crisis and problems of China’s agriculture competing with the west developed countries.

The recent price-hike in agriculture products has nothing to do with the increasing income of peasants. On the contrary, the new-round inflation will definitely deteriorate the present cut-off urban-rural relations.

From preparing for the future in the Rural People’s Communes period to making use of the future in advance today, China will pay uncountable cost for its sacrifice of agriculture to enter into WTO, which means agriculture in the context of WTO has already been unsustainable, while the price of grain globally will continue to increase. China has become one of the largest markets for USA of insecticide, seed, chemical fertilizer, and a dumping place of genetically modified agricultural products. For an instance, sweet corn from northeast China has not competed with those American agricultural GM products.

About The Conflict Between Chinese and Soviet Communists

Edoarda Masi

In the XX century, since the twenties, a contradictory relationship looms up between the Chinese communist party and the III International, which is the internationalistic reference to the revolution, but also a tool of the Soviet state in its evolution toward the prominence of the Russian national interest.   

The new vision of Mao Zedong associates the defence of the national interest of the Chinese people, and the adhesion to the Marxist theses with regard to the centrality of the (international) class struggle, to the prominent function in China – according to the inquiry – of the peasants as the revolutionary subject against both the national ruling class (land owners and bourgeoisie compradora) and the international capital. This guide-line increases the distance from the 'Soviet Marxism' and arouses a break inside the Pcc, where many leaders were trained in Europe and in Soviet Union.  After the World War II, China got involved in the bipolar system dominated by the two superpowers. What ensued was a complex game of three players, influenced by the succession of the presidents in the United States and the shift of the leadership from Stalin to Chruščev in the Soviet Union. The game develops with the war of Korea, the war in Vietnam, in connection with the nuclear question and the problem of the frontiers, and finally with the Cultural Revolution. Mao Zedong and Zhou Enlai are both aware of the mutual distance, up to breaking point, but they work together in foreign policy, in the mutual respect; because they are also aware of the common intent to safeguard and to promote the interest of the country.

The vision of Mao Zedong goes improving in the years. The  alternate policies of conciliation- unification (essay On the new democracy; search of the 90% of the consents in the society, compromises with the international communist movement, compromises with the United States) with choices of fracture (in home politics: essay The ten great relationships, prominence of the class struggle, collectivization in the country, great leap forward, 'to rebel is justified'; in foreign politics: refusal of the compromises of Yalta and Potsdam, break with USSR) leads journalists and scholars to opposite interpretations of the personage: a political peacemaker; an astute tyrant; a visionary utopian. These interpretations don't grasp the main point: Mao overthrows the current parameters, imposed in accordance with the viewpoint of power, where conciliation and fracture are promoted and verified in the power struggle within the ruling class (inland and abroad). 'One divides into two' – in Mao’s meaning – introduces the true contradictory element: the condition of people without power. As in the guerrilla, they can adopt each time the most appropriate tactics: clash, conciliation, flight. But their opposition is absolute and permanent.   

The defeat of the Cultural Revolution occurs when the break returns to be between two centres of the bureaucratic power. Those referring to the Soviet way (the degenerate bureaucratic socialism) and the American way (the capitalistic way) return to oppose themselves, united, to the people's revolution.

How can one be chinese?

Natacha Michel

How can one be Chinese? This has been the question asked to some of the militant revolutionary youth, with often powerful points, through the seventies ( from 1968 to 1980) in France. 

It is often the opponent who brands. So that of course, pro Chinese did not meant pro Chinese. Only those for whom USSR was no more a point of reference. Those for whom Mao’s China offered significant meanings. These for whom the Cultural Revolution offered signs of tackeling some of the most important questions of the time. “How to be Persian?” was asked in the Persian letters of Montesquieu. How to be Chinese ...

The Chinese Legacy of the Cold War: A Pearl Necklace

Fabio Mini

China has the unique natural gift to win the wars she doesn’t fight and miss all the advantages that peace treaties usually bring to the winners. It happened during and after WWI, WWII and the Korean War. It happened again during and after the Cold War. However, since the cold war did not end with a peace treaty, China has for the first time in modern history the opportunity to gain something simply adopting a new post-war strategy.  China did not take part in the Cold War. In the early sixties she broke from the Soviet Union and was neither East nor West. Actually she was in no condition to fight or resist anybody. Her only strength was the Maoist ideology that was guiding the regime and at the same time, paradoxically, was causing so many social and economic problems inside the country. China for a couple of decades was a model for many insurgents and even for corrupt regimes like that one of Sukarno in Indonesia. As a potential exporter of a revolutionary idea, China was considered as a threat by both blocs and was therefore trapped between the so called “containment of the communist expansion”, on one side, and the schismatic heresy, on the other side. Both of them were the ideological pretexts for a rather explicit struggle for power. The grand strategy of Containment directed against the Soviet Union, in Asia actually badly hit Chinese prospects of ideological, political and social evolution. China was isolated and not considered part of the real world. She stayed and was taken out of all strategic and geopolitical discussions. What was happening inside China was irrelevant. The rest of the world began to think that China was not and will never be a significant part of the world. The strategy worked fine for the United States and their regional allies mainly made of corrupt governments like Sukarto’s in Indonesia and Marcos` in the Philippines. Vietnam was another point of the line of containment that saw little help from China in spite of huge propaganda.  Laos saw the communists in power, but they succeeded because of Vietnamese and Soviet help rather than Chinese support. But what China was not able to gain during the Cold War was lost by the two blocs themselves and China became a potential winner of the Cold War without any fighting. The Americans lost the Vietnam War and much of their prestige and economic primacy; Japan from an occupied country became their global competitor, the line of containment in Southeast Asia was in the hands of unreliable and corrupt allies. The Soviet Union lost both the war and prestige in Afghanistan and in a couple of years imploded giving up ideology and power. Immediately after the end of the Cold War the United States missed the opportunity to reshape an either uni-polar or multi-polar New World Order and started a rather confused project of power expansion through a mix of private interests and political aims. The Clinton administration used -softly but steadily- free market, globalization, democracy and humanitarian intervention mixed with resource seizure, market dominance, privatization and the use of military force (under whatever label) to maintain hegemony and kick any opponent out. The new Bush administration had the same grand project with an accent on the use of military force and a more visionary mission. The 9/11 attack gave the United States the opportunity to implement in a more forceful way the project for a New American Century. It was the accelerator of a policy change already decided that included the project of a new Greater Middle East taken out of the control of all “Islamic Autocracies”, and a new Far East managed by a couple of proxies like Australia and Japan. Unexpectedly, the first project got jammed in the Afghan-Iraqi trap and the second missed to realize that other entities had already shaped a new balance of power in the continent and beyond. Since the early 90`s China and India had started moving fast both politically and economically. But while India had mostly a regional approach to economy and security, China adopted a policy of regional security and worldwide economy. The first actions of this two-pronged strategy were aimed at securing the resources necessary for immediate development and long term competition. China started dealing around the world for hard and soft means of power: row materials, energy, technology, transportation infrastructures, lines of communications, political relations, trade flows, financial speculation, political affiliation, military credibility, outer space capabilities etc. Well aware of the trap and risks of containment, China started building her own network of power securing strategic points and areas. The strategy of containment adopted by the blocs is therefore the true legacy that the Cold War passed on China and it is the leading principle of China’s grand strategy. But China has not inherited the restrictive mindset that characterized the Cold War Containment. China needs freedom of movement and trade. The strategic points that form the “pearls” of a containing “string” cannot limit or obstruct that freedom. Therefore the strings are many at different distances and for different scopes. The “strings of pearls” are real and virtual, but all of them are aimed at “getting through” the obstacles and the walls that the rest of the world is trying to build around China. Of course whatever is built to contain someone can be perceived to “encircle” someone else. China insists that its interest in the Pakistani port of Gwadar is purely commercial, but India is seeing the project as part of an “encircling strategy” limiting her capabilities. So far it seems that the strings are aimed at getting Chinese interests through outward and letting Chinese and non Chinese interests and investments through inward reaching and helping China. But it is also self evident that the strings can be used to control geographical areas and strategic (military and non military) sectors in order to “select” what and who can “get through” in both directions. Much of the function of the strings does not depend solely from China but from the attitude that the rest of the world will display toward the development of a democratic and stable China. It will depend on how the rest of the world will accept the idea that “China is back”, that is an integral part of the world and that her people have the same rights of ours. The strings of pearls put together by China in the immediate post Cold War years form a “necklace” that can become an elegant jewel around the neck of a cooperative world or a strangling chain around the neck of a world sentenced to death. 

Political Impasse And Artistic Self-determination.

The Rise Of The Tide Of New Poetry in The Late Seventies

Claudia Pozzana

How can contemporary Chinese poetry help to formulate a new  periodization of the Cold War Era?

In which sense, at the end of the Seventies, did the independent intellectual poetic space opened by the poets become a field of new possibilities in order to understand the past, and how is this related to the end of the “revolutionary” era? What connection has poetry with politics?

I shall argue that some of the issues dealt with by Chinese contemporary poets, in particular the menlong poets, opened up a new poetic and artistic age, in placing themselves far apart from the political framework of the conflict between two forms of statehood, namely the Socialist and the Capitalist  ones. I shall consider the cultural meaning of their poetic experience after the Cultural Revolution and their fundamental role in arousing the tide of fansi and qimeng among the intellectual circles in the post-Mao era. Their invention of an independent intellectual space was made possible because their experimental poetics adopted a peculiar intellectual distance, a poetic distance, which provided them with a remarkable capacity to grasp the political impasse of the Cultural Revolution. 

These poets, through their poetic distance, revealed the entangled knot of “history & politics” after the Cultural Revolution and they decidedly behaved as if the end of the Cold War era were already effective. In doing so, they grasped the subjective meaning of the “cultural” element in that tormented phase.

The Hollow Imprint. The 1975-76 Dispute Between Mao and Deng and the Post-Cold War China

Alessandro Russo

It is well known that Deng Xiaoping made his first steps in his post-Cultural Revolution strategy during the time of a fierce controversy with Mao in 1975-76. Recent analyses introduce some new elements to afford a better comprehension of that biennium as a key passage in China after the Cultural Revolution. However, the most singular feature of the dispute between Mao and Deng, that is its theoretical-political content, remains unexplored or marginalized. 

The paper proposes a review of some major issues at stake in that dispute, which was launched by a series of theoretical questions raised by Mao in December 1974. Deng’s project was markedly shaped by the nature and the development of that dispute, albeit through a symptomatic denegation of any value in Mao’s theses. On the other hand, both Mao and Deng were fully aware that their divergences concerned not only the destiny of China, but also the worldwide relationships in which China had been participating as a major protagonist in the previous few years. The most important point the actors in that dispute shared was the idea that they had to face an epochal change. The Cultural Revolution had shaken an order that could no longer be restored as such: a change in the approach to the very nature and role of the “Socialist state” was unavoidable. It is clear that Deng Xiaoping’s strategy was not the restoration of a set of pre-Cultural Revolution policies, but the creation of something new. The problem of the true source of this “new” feature is to be discussed.

Mao’s New Nomos? Partisanship, Insurgency, Geopolitics

Alberto Toscano

Carl Schmitt’s 1963 The Theory of the Partisan – followed in 1969 by a retrospective interview on the partisan with the German Maoist Joachim Schickel – features a paean to Mao Tsetung as the culminating figure in a lineage of thinkers, beginning with Clausewitz, who have thought and practiced the disruptive martial figure of the partisan, understood by Schmitt in terms of four criteria: irregularity, mobility, political commitment and finally its ‘telluric’ or territorially grounded character. But the most perplexing aspect of Schmitt’s appreciation has to do with the contrast between Lenin’s revolutionary obliteration of the jus publicum Europaeum and the possibility, to be derived from the ‘telluric’ character of Mao and the Red Army, that a new global nomos might emerge from Mao’s thinking of the relationship between politics, warfare and the international. This presentation will take its cue from Schmitt’s discussion and prolong his encounter with Mao as a thinker of partisanship in terms of three axes of interrogation: the militarization of politics and politicisation of the military; the relative or absolute character of partisanship and enmity; and the geopolitical questions of anti-imperialism, anti-colonialism and the Third World. In particular, my aim shall be to identify the mechanisms of politicisation and depoliticisation immanent to Mao’s post-Leninist thinking of partisanship – in its militant, military and global dimensions. 

The US Projection of China as the Old/New Enemy or: The Once and Future Enemy.   Marylin B. Young

From 1949 to 1970, China was in many ways the perfect enemy: at a popular level, it was large, communist and nonwhite, all attributes that could be used to frighten the electorate. To the national security bureaucracy, China was a different sort of enemy: a very large fly in the ointment of America’s vision of world order. My paper will look at the shifts in the creation of the Chinese enemy over time, ending in the present moment when a “rising China” is at the same time depicted as the world’s most serious polluter, poisoner of little children, purveyor of tainted fish and animal feed – an industrial cesspool threatening the world in general and American consumers in particular. In this context, and for the first time in many years, China is now routinely referred to as Communist China.

China in the Cold War Era

An International  Workshop of the 20th Century China Research Project

Statement

"China in the Cold War Era" is the second in a three-conference project focused on rethinking the history and historiography of Twentieth-Century China.  The first conference, titled "Is a History of the Cultural Revolution Possible?" met at the University of Washington, Seattle, in spring, 2006.  Conference three is planned for Tsinghua University, Beijing, 2008.

"China in the Cold War Era" approaches the study of the Cold War from a new perspective.  Since studies of the period usually concentrate on the confrontation between the United States and its allies against the U.S.S.R., they have mostly adopted the triumphalist perspective of the United States' and charted that nation's rise to hegemonic power. China usually plays no role in these histories of the Cold War.  Our workshop on "China in the Cold War Era," on the contrary, assumes the centrality of China in global history and politics and substantiates this view with a series of panels examining the non-military, and in the last analysis, political events that we believe characterized the Cold War era.  

1.

            The Cold War can be analyzed as fundamentally a complex struggle between the "depoliticizing" tendency of the two super states and a series of stubborn efforts at re-politicization, in the fifties and sixties. The latter, re-politicization, searches for political new paths.  Movements of re-politicization had at their epicenter Maoist politics of the mid fifties and sixties in China.  They included movements in Indochina and in United States against the US military aggression toward Vietnam, as well as the events of 1968 in Europe.

     As for the state, the hypothesis here is that developments in the general form of the statehood, as well as interstate relations since the mid forties, were shaped by processes of "reactive de-politicization" toward what must be recognized as the previous worldwide political sequence.  This earlier political sequence included the people's war in China (late 1920s-1949) and antifascist guerrilla war in Europe (1943-45).  Although variously differentiated in national circumstances, we call earlier political sequence "people's war."  What characterized the era of the people's war were political subjectivities and political experimentations that exceeded the logic of interstate war.  They also prefigured post-war political perspectives, perspectives markedly distinct from those emerging as a byproduct of the conflict between the two superpowers.  Certainly examples can be found in Yan'an experience of the People's Democracy.  Italy and France in 1943-45 also provide important examples.  Only later in a process of "reactive negation" during the standoff between the two camps (USA and URSS) in the Fifties and Sixties was the political content of that sequence suppressed and the era re-represented as homogeneous.

     However, forms of organized political subjectivities existed in various national situations were negated after the war, as state and inter-state forms were reestablished. This was not an "integral negation," analogous to the harsh reaction after 1968 and the Chinese Cultural Revolution which swept the late seventies. The people's war was formally recognized, at different degrees, as one among the major state references, and was in fact reduced and subsumed as subsidiary events in post- war inter-states relationships.

     People's war was deeply entangled with the interstate or "cold" war. However, the primary “internal” cause of de-politicization was socialist state itself. This point is complex, because de-politicization – the tendency to expel politics from the state – is intrinsic to the nature of statehood as such. The problem arose when the socialist state presented itself as the most politicized, and finally as the place that concentrated into itself any and all conceivable emancipative and egalitarian politics. It is mainly thanks to its claim on the heritage of people's war that Socialist states (and the communist parties in the parliamentarian states) after the World War II presented themselves as the natural heirs of the politics of the people's war and its logical conclusion.

     2.

     At least from mid-fifties, Maoist politics was a massive exception to the rule of the rampant depoliticization. Two points characterized Maoist politics: a turn to large mass movements as the central means of reducing social inequalities and a radical criticism of the hegemonic superpowers' oppositional stance. These two aspects were logically correlated, since the search for a new political path could not go forward unless a radical distance was maintained from the depoliticizing collision (and collusion) of the USA and URSS.  All main political clashes in China from the mid-sixties involved both aspects. As is well known, the Great Leap Forward marked a point of no return in the Sino-Soviet dispute.  On the other hand, opponents of the Maoist search for egalitarian politics were more or less covertly inclined to reconcile with the CPSU in the name of the higher interests of the Socialist camp and defeat of US imperialism.

The polarizing effect of the Vietnam War – was it possible to support Vietnam resistance without reconstituting a military alliance with USSR? – laid the crucial terrain of political choices and was one of the major aggravating causes of the divergences within the CCP on the eve and during the first years of the Cultural Revolution.

     Maoist politics to support Vietnam while refraining from establishing a military alliance with USSR (and, on the contrary radicalizing the criticism of the social-imperialism), and at the same time to promote the Cultural Revolution, modified the Cold War during the Sixties. Far-sighted strategic choice in effect prevented the Vietnam War from toppling over into a prelude of globalized warfare, a highly probable outcome had China joined the so-called "socialist camp".

Thus, in the global Sixties "China" was the name of a set of political inventions that deeply altered the structural conditions of depoliticization and moderated the trend toward global war. We should also remember that this position was struck against the tide, since both USA and the USSR propaganda was presenting China as the primary threat to the world peace.  But it is actually possible, from this perspective, to discern at least two moments when China played an appreciable role in the world history following the World War II. Because the egalitarian issue played a central role in Chinese political experiments it effectively pushed forms of statehood at the worldwide level into promoting ways to reduce inequality, and limiting their intrinsic military-ritual nature. From mid-fifties to mid-seventies Maoist politics was the major factor in re-politicization and in moderating the basic tendencies of the global war.

     With Deng Xiaoping's economic reforms, starting in the late seventies, China has become the planetary champion of anti-politics and anti-egalitarianism, and in fact the fulcrum of the worldwide de-politicization, since its repudiation of the politics of equality have justified the "radical negation" of the last political sequence. China's foreign policy is oriented to short and mid term profits, gained by a global de-politicization.

     The problem is that these immediate advantages can easily become a strategic weakness. The stability the state may gain from de-politicization is only the effect of a reactive subjectivity, and does not have any intrinsic principle of duration. Policies for increasing social inequalities, supported by disciplining campaigns for the respect of ritual hierarchies and, when necessary, by more directly coercive means to prevent self organizing political subjectivities, can provide flexible and cheap labor force for the Chinese "market socialism" and its competition in the world market, but do not give any guarantee to a way out to the epochal crisis of the party-states, socialist as well as capitalist. However, the crisis of the 20th century states is one of the aggravating causes of the extension of the war tendencies, because they had played a role, though ambiguously, of egalitarian moderation of the statehood.

     3.

     The category of “era” is problematic. After the decline of class-dominated historicism, in which era was a typical historical-political category, today's most influential conceptualization is pure power. Dominant military power offers the main criterion for the definition of an era, as in the sinister "Project for a new American century". Or "Cold War era" in the case of an alleged protracted confrontation, finally victorious, of US hegemonic power against its rival. We would propose a different category of era, conceived at the crossroad between the categories of politics and state: a rare and sequential character of politics (in Lazarus's sense) on the one hand and, on the other, the intrinsically de-politicising nature of the state.

     Political sequences are both finite and tend to a peculiar infinitude. Their existential ground is formed by the invention of organized subjectivities, able to keep a radical distance from the ordinary functioning of the state and to force the latter to promote the reduction of inequalities. As Lazarus argues, the exhaustion of these inventive political places marks the closure of a political sequence. The question of the duration of political sequences and the peculiarity of their closures must be further examined. However, they are endowed of a potential "resurrection", as Badiou would say, or they are exposed to the possibility to be rethought and reinvented.

     Therefore, after the end of a political sequence a prolonged struggle begins between the depoliticizing drive of the statehood and a series of scattered and difficult efforts of repoliticization. We would argue also that the attitude toward the last great political sequence is a crucial issue at stake. It is in fact both the main target of the process of

depoliticization (because the very consistency of the statehood is reactively dependent on the negation of the last political sequence), and an unavoidable reference for reinventing a new political path (because one of the main tasks is how to resurrect the singular intellectuality of previous political subjectivities, after the closure of the sequence under totally new conditions).

     We would try to develop this perspective into a criterion of periodization. When does an era start? Our working hypothesis is that an era starts after the closure of a political sequence and its outcome depends on the developments of the above-mentioned struggle. There are two possibilities: if the depoliticizing drive radically prevails the result will be inevitably a state of generalized war. If the repoliticizing energies are able to invent consistent forms of self-organization, at distance from the state and its militarization, it is possible to pre-empt the generalized state of war and to elaborate new conceptions of democracy for prescribing the reduction of inequalities.

     In conclusion, looking back at the Cold War era we would stress the role of political inventions for having prevented the generalization of the war. In this perspective, the beginning of the present era must be traced back to the late seventies, with the closure of that political sequence, and the contemporary state of "pre-emptive war" must be considered as the result of the prolonged depoliticization. The destiny of our era will depend on the possible developments of a new political intellectuality. It is a source of great hope and inspiration the fact that in China today the issue of the reduction of inequalities is becoming again a great political question, both among the large masses, as proved by renewed political activism among peasants and workers, and among the most enlightened intellectuals.

(autumn 2006)

