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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL PROBLEM 2 What happened at the Xiang River crossing?

Atter 500 kilometres and ten batties the Red Army reached the Guizhou border with only 45 000 men left.
Crossing the Xiang River had been costly. Mao had blamed Otto Braun'sstraight e retreat as being too.
predictable but Harrison Salisbury points out that Jangs army had units siting on both flanks.

HARRISON SALISBURY 1983, CHINA: 100 YEARS OF REVOLUTION, ANDRE DEUTSCH, LONDON, P.153

1t was also obvious that the Long Marchers were canying too much equipment, such as printing presses,

Which had to be ditched. But none of this explain the great depletion of numbers in two days of ighting
at the Xiang River. The best estimations give a igure of 15 000 killed at this time leaving 30 000
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‘unexplained. Sun Shuyun, following an interview with a survivor wrote, “Nobody wants to admit it but the
‘majorty almst certainy deserted".

SUN SHUYUN 2006, THE LONG MARCH, HARPERCOLLINS, LONDON, P87

“This is heresy to the CCP view of dedicated Red Army soldier, but t does make sense a5 these men did ot
Know they were going 5o far away from famiies they hiad left benind at extreme risk.
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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL PROBLEM 3 What happened at Zunyi

In Guizhou Province the Red Army approached Zunyi. Red Army soldier, disguised as GMD, entered the city
and it was easily captured. If you check the map of the journey after Zunyi you will noice the route doubles
upon itelf, goes back to Zunyi, and then heads south before resuming a westerly drection, This has been
touted as an ilusration of 2 change of tactics reflecting a change of eadership.

Liu Bocheng expressed the Maaist line in 1978 when he wrate:

The Tsunyi (Zunyi) Mesting triumphantly put an end to the domination of the ‘Loft"ine i the central
leading body o the Party and inaugurated a new central leadership with Comrade Mao Tse-tung [Zedong) at
its head. This change saved the Party and the Red Army at a most critca tme.

LIU PO.CHENG ET AL 1978, RECALLING THE LONG MARCH, FOREIGN LANGUAGE PRESS, BELIING, P9

“This view states that Mao, with the supportof Znou Enlai, Zhu De and others, resumed leadership of the party.
‘Then, using unpredictable routes, he was able to make it more diffcul for Jiang's armies to catch them.
Interestingly, Edgar Snow' account in Red Star Over China, which was basicaly dictated to him, makes no
mention of this ransformation.

Jung Chang and er husband, Jon Hallday, in their controversial biography, Mao: The Unknown Story.
wiote:

Itis commonly claimed that Mao became the leader o the Party and the army at the Zunyi meeting - and
by majority mandte. n fact, Mao was not mad chief of either the Party o the army at Zunyi... Howeer,
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Mao did achieve one critcal breakthrough at Zunyi: he became a member ofthe Secretariat, the decision-
making core.

JUNG CHANG AND JON HALLIDAY 2005, MAO: THE UNKNOWN STORY, JONATHAN CAPE. LONDON., P.145

ither way, Zunyi did see Otto Braun removed from command and it did mark the resurrection of Mao as a
politcal force.
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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL PROBLEM 4 What is the verdict on the Long March?

(Chairman Mao's verdict on the Long March was:

The Long March s aiso a seeding-machine. In the eleven provinces it has sown many seeds which will sprout,
leaf, blossom and bear ruit, and willyield 2 harvest in th future. In a word, the Long March has ended in
victory forus and defeat for the enemy.

How can it be a victory when they were removed from southern China, almost wiped out, and ended in the
desolate and remote yellow loess covered north-west? The best estimate of those who set out from Jiangxi is
'80-100 000. Only 10 000 sirageled into Shaznxi under Mao. Perhaps one third of these were recruited along
the way. So, about ane soldier in ten fnished the journey. Historian Dick Wilson nofes in The Long March
(1971) that of the riginal roll call of 300 000 for all soviets before the Long March only 30 000 were left.
Surely, it was 2 colossal defeat.

Jiang Jieshi thought he had squashed the CCP. Yet, he lived to rue the fact that the Long Marchers reached
‘Shaznxi. The positves for Mao's CCP were:

1 They survived.

2 Mao now was undisputed leader of the CCP.

3 The Long March created a myth of invinci
Edgar Snow's Red Fiag Over China.

4 Yan'an was to prove strategically important as a base from which to later challenge the GMD government.

y fo the survivors, no doubt helped by the publication of
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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL PROBLEM 2

Did Jiang lose the civil war or did the CCP steal China from him?

e first element to this debate is: What did the GMD do for the people of China?
While Jiang was using Sun Yiian's ‘period of tutelage’ as an excuse, Jiang, ruled
25 a dictator with no eal attempt to involve the people in government. While there
was an initial period of economic growth in China under Jiang, two costly wars
e 19 dwindled supply of food, stanvation, and uncontroled inflaion. O top of
this, while Jiang lived a rather austere lfe his government and generals were very
cormupt. Much of the money the USA gave for the vr effort ended up in private.
hands, including those of his wie's brother-n-law, HH Kung. Unlike the CCP there
was o rea attempt to implement Sun Yixian's policy of ‘People’s Livelinood' with
its "equalisation of proerty omnership.

Jiang Jieshi, explaining the Communist victory, wrote in 1957

When the war ended (Second World War) the Communists resorted o armed
insurrection. They did everything to nulify ailreconstruction projects, to
hinder the Government's program of demiltaizatio, to disrupt the nation's
economic ife and to upsat its socialorder. They spread national defeatism
at. time when the people were weary after the long war. Finaly the general
pubic became so confused and bewildered that allthey had asked was
peace at any cost, however transient it might turn out to be. This was the.
basic eason fo the tagic reverses which China sufered in her war against
Communism.

PICHON PY LOH (ED) 1965, THE KUOMINTANG DEGACLE OF 1945: CONQUEST OR.
(COLLAPSE?, DC HEATH AND COMPANY, LEXINGTON, P75

Professor A Doak Barnett provides an aternative perspective:

The refative ease of the final Communis takeover was a resulf i part of
ourse of the strength of the Chinese Commnist revolutionary movement
forged durin the prvious two decades of armed struggle, but the speed of
the takeover was aiso the result of the completeness of the demoralisation,
disintegration, and collapse of the Nationaistregime on the mainiand.

PICHON P Y LOH (ED) 1965, THE KUOMINTANG DEBACLE OF 1945: CONQUEST 0F
(COLLAPSE?, DG HEATH AND COMPANY, LEXINGTON, P5.

1 1s there any agreement between these two excerpts?
2 Where dothey disagree?
3 What possible reasons has Ji

g not given? Why not?
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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL PROBLEM 1

Who really took on the Japanese — the Nationalists or Communists?

Jiang's retreat from the Japanese forces to Chongging cid not endear hm to young patriotic Chinese sickened
by reports of atrocites. While he may have been corect i judging the communists a5 the greater enemy, his
pursuitof them lost him the propaganda war. Finall, the corruption of those around him meant that of the
millons of dolars sent by the USA as war aid very ltte saw its way to the front. Consequently,there was 2
perception that Mao was quick to promote, that the communists alone took on the Japanese. Stuart Schram
summed this up with

The Nationalist headquarters moved to Chungking |Chongaingl, and behind the Japanese lines the.
Communistled guerilas remained vitually slone as an effective politcal fore.
STUART SCHRAM 1967, WAD TSE-TUNG, PELICAN, P210

However, it may nat be as clear cut as that. There were natable and heroic encounters by the GMD forces with

the Japanese. In capturing the Yangzi River area the Japanese lost 62 000 soldiers. Guomindang losses were
even greater, Jack Gray explains why the GMD efforts seemed to pale against the role of the communist troops:
>
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The course of the war put Chiang at a disadvantage before public apinion. The Japanese sough 1o take over
the coasta cties and the main communication routes, especialy the raihways. To do this they had to defeat
‘mainly Nationalst, not Communist forces...On the other hand, the Japanese had neither the means nor the
desir to establish power throughout the rural areas where the Communists were established; these areas
were subject o only occasional attacks... Thus aithough the Nationalst armies bore aimost the whole brunt of
the attacks, it was the Communist armies which impressed the Chinese publc.

IACK GRAY 1990, REBELLIONS AND REVOLUTIONS: CHINA FROM THE 18005 TO THE 19805, OUP, OXFORD,
pars

How do these two views differ?
Can they both be correct assessments?

Schran's comment s from 1967 publication whereas Jack Gray's was published in 1990. s tha
affect their stances?

What further evidence would you need o resolve the problem?

ely to
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ANALYSIS ACTIVITY 2 Was Cixi the villain as she is often portrayed?

While most historical accounts portray Cixi as a manipulating and cruel ruler, at least one has come to her
rescue. Sterling Seagrave, in his controversial history, Dragon Lady, blames four men for this blackened image
of Cixi: the reformer Kang Youwei; the Australian journalist, Dr GE Morrison; another journalist, JOP Bland; and,
a linguist, Edmund Backhouse.

Their portrait of Tzu Hsi [Cixi] was of a ruthless, single-minded tyrant, an iron-willed, over-sexed Manchu
concubine who usurped power in 1861 to rule China with perversion, corruption, and intrigue for half a
century, until her misrule caused the collapse of an empire that had endured more than two thousand years.
Here for all to see was ‘that odious woman’, as Morrison called her, ‘that awful old harridan’, the wicked
witch of the East, a reptilian dragon lady who had arranged the poisoning, strangling, beheading, or forced
suicide of anyone who had ever challenged her autocratic control.

STERLING SEAGRAVE 1993, DRAGON LADY: THE LIFE AND LEGEND OF THE LAST EMPRESS OF CHINA,
VINTAGE BOOKS, PP. 11-12 >
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Here are some alternative comments on Cixi:

Tzu Hsi [Cixi) was a person who would devote the greatest pains to dealing with any situation that posed
the slightest threat to her security: she had Kuang Hsu's [Guangxu) Pearl Consort drowned in a well before
her flight in 1900 out of fear that she might cause trouble for her later. In any circumstances, her first
consideration was always the protection of her own rule.

FROM EMPEROR TO CITIZEN: THE AUTOBIOGRAPHY OF AISIN-GIORO PU Y1, FOREIGN LANGUAGES PRESS,
BEIJING, 1989, TRANSLATOR: WFJ JENNER, PP.15-16

Tz'u-hsi, [Cixi] seeing in the strong-willed concubine the shadow of her former self at the time when she too
had been in her twenties, hearing the Pearl Concubine's words that pride and dignity that she had now so
conclusively forfeited, flung a furious order to the eunuchs standing by. And they, in their terror at the horrors
of the moment, obeyed. Before the very eyes of the emperor who it seems had loved her, the Pearl Concubine
was thrown down the well and drowned ....

MARINA WARNER 1974, THE DRAGON EMPRESS: LIFE AND TIMES OF TZ'U-HS1,1835-1908, EMPRESS.
DOWAGER OF CHINA, CARDINAL, P.245

Would Seagrave's attack on the credibility of contemporary critics of Cixi be sufficient to clear her name?

2 Is Puyi's version unreliable because of where and when he wrate, and that he only met Cixi once, at the
age of three?

3 Does Warner's account embellish the narrative too much wi

its dramatic ‘insights'?
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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL PROBLEM 1

No minutes of the meeting founding the CCP exist and so there is some contro-
versy about whether 1921 was the first meeting. Jung Chang and her husband,
Jon Halliday, believe the initial meeting was in 1920. They wrote, in a footnote:

This has been a delicate point for Mao and his successors, and as a result
offcial history dates the founding of the Party to 1921, as that was the first
time Mao could be verifiably located at a Party conclave, the st Congress.
This is duly commemorated with a museum in Shanghai which enshrines
the myth that Mao was a founding member of the Party. That the Party was
founded in 1920 , not 1921, is confirmed both by the official magazine of
the Comintern and by one of the Moscow emissaries who organised the Ist
Congress.

JUNG CHANG AND JON HALLIDAY 2005, MAO: THE UNKNOWN STORY,
JONATHAN CAPE, LONDON, P.19
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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL PROBLEM 2

Dispute over Mao’s Removal

Western historians have tended to agree with the Maoist view that Mao was removed because the Moscow,
or Li Lisan, line was unable to see the importance of peasants in a Chinese Marxist revolution. Chinese
history books later worded it along these lines: ‘The “Left” deviationists ...underestimated the decisive
role of the peasants’ anti-feudal struggle in the Chinese revolution..." The view here is that Moscow and the
Moscow-trained CCP leaders could not see Mao's interpretation was superior to theirs. Their more orthodox
view of Marxism is then given the negative label of that of ‘deviationists’.

LIU PO-CHENG ET AL 1978, RECALLING THE LONG MARCH, FOREIGN LANGUAGES PRESS, BELJING, P.2

However, another view has been put forward which focuses on Mao's style of leadership rather than just
his political theories. Sun Shuyun made a personal pilgrimage to Jiangxi and made a startling observation
in her account. When Mao and his soviet moved from the Jinggang Mountains to Ruijin, there was a
communist cell already operating with its headquarters in Futian Village. They did not like Mao's style and
remained separate. In June 1931, after a period of tension, Mao invited 200 officers from the Futian Army
t0 a meeting. They were arrested and shot. A purge then followed. Ms Sun observed, ‘At Futian, in front of
that dilapidated hall, | began to understand why Mao lost his power — he had himself destroyed the very
source of it." In other words, she implies, the Politburo removed him because of the untold damage he had
done to the party.

SUN SHUYUN 2006, THE LONG MARCH, HARPERCOLLINS, LONDON, P.63
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HISTORIOGRAPHICAL PROBLEM 1

Why did the Fifth Encirclement Campaign succeed?

‘The Maoist view of the need to abandon the saviets s that there was a change of
defence tactics and that Otto Braun abandoned Mao's guerrla tactics for trench
fighting, and thereby allowed the Fifth Encirclement to succeed.

An artcle by Liu Bocheng, published in China in 1978 asserts:

During the ffth counter-campaign against ‘encirciement and suppression’
the "Let”opportunists began with adventurism in attack and, on the ground
of a chance victory n the encounter at Hsunko, dispatched troops o
enemy areas and followed the erroneous policy of ‘engaging the enemy.
outside the gates".

LIU PO.CHENG ET AL 1978, RECALLING THE LONG MARCH, FOREIG
LANGUAGE PRESS, BELIING, P
Mao's biographer, Ross Terill, observed:

The dream of ‘halting the enemy at the gate" could easily tum into a
ightmare if the enemy were to ge through the gate. That s what happened.
It showed the folly of positonal warfare. Braun valued teritory above troops.
He lost both.

ROSS TERRILL 1980, 140: A SIOGRAPHY, HARPER & ROW, NEW YORK, P15
Adifferent perspectives given by Soldier Huang, a veteran of the Long March:

He [Braun) was not to blame for the Red Army’ falures. He i not insist
o trench warfare as peaple are always told, but guerrilla tactics and mobile
attacks couldn't work any more. We were trapped, ke flies in a spider’s web.

SUN SHUYUN 2006, THE LONG MARCH, HARPERCOLLINS, LONDON, P.43

1 How do these views differ?
2 Can they be reconciled?
3 Can Braun be seen as a scapegoat? Why?









