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Pronunciation Guide

Most Chinese words in this book have been transliterated using the internationally recognized pinyin system of romanization. An exception has been made for some names rather more widely known in former usage, such as Chiang Kai-shek or T. V. Soong, and for words within contemporary quotations or institutional names (for example Peking University, Shameen Municipal Council). I have in the first instance given the former standard usage as well. While my practice will serve to make place names, in particular, more obvious to the great majority of readers not familiar with the older terms, it does have one drawback that needs highlighting: the language of the world of the foreign communities in China is thereby partially obscured, when it was integral to the way in which they saw themselves – and where in fact they thought they were. As readers will see, they did not live in Xiamen or Jiujiang, or Shantou or Chongqing, but in Amoy, Kiukiang, Swatow and Chungking. Up to a point, in their minds, they did not actually live in ‘China’. That was how they wrote and talked. In fact it was even more complex than this, for the French occupied the Kouang-Tchéou-Wan Leased Territory, for example, which was known to English speakers as Kwangchowan (and in pinyin Guangzhouwan). Germans visited Tsingtau, Britons and Americans Tsingtao, and it was always known in standard putonghua as Qingdao. To appreciate this most fully you actually need to hear former foreign residents speak, but I hope nonetheless that this book captures some of that language and through it the assumptions and self-assurance of this other time and place.
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Introduction

Nationalism matters in China, and what matters in China matters to us all. Over the last three decades there has been a series of angry demonstrations and protests, fierce denunciations and confrontations that have seemed to herald a new and assertive phase in China’s relations with the rest of the world. These episodes have been sparked by territorial disputes, the accidental bombing in 1999 of China’s Serbian Embassy by NATO warplanes, protests over the 2008 Olympic torch relay, encounters between US and Chinese military aircraft, and by many other controversies.1 They have involved sharply worded statements from leaders and diplomats, as well as carefully planned and contained actions by the Chinese government. There have been peaceful demonstrations as well as violent attacks on foreign properties in Chinese cities. We have also seen a vogue for crude nationalistic polemics urging China to ‘say no’ (or worse) to foreign governments. But in large part such outbreaks are the spontaneous responses of ordinary people to events. This is not just the state talking.

The depth of feeling and the strength of the language used have continually taken foreign observers aback, but what has also puzzled many is the fact that in every round of protests there has been the significant presence of references to the past: anger is one thing, but this historical consciousness is surely another. Some of these episodes have also been sparked by disputes over the past itself and representations of it, over the content of Japanese textbooks, for example, or items of Chinese provenance that have come up for sale at international auction houses. Disputes, accidents and other events are the ordinary stuff of relations between states, but why are the responses to these in China often so violently expressed, and why are they routinely framed the way they are? Why does the past matter? The era when China was subject to foreign invasion, when parts of the country fell under Japanese or British control as colonies, when British, American or French gunboats patrolled the Yangzi River, and Japanese, Britons, Russians and Germans governed parts of a dozen major cities, has been over for seventy years. Is it not simply history, done and dusted with now?

China’s new nationalism needs to be understood. It has unfolded in tandem with the country’s epoch-shaking economic development, and it is in large part a logical consequence of that new and hard-won strength. We can reasonably expect an economically strong China to assert itself in the world, and while this might take a little getting used to, it will happen. But we cannot make proper sense of this phenomenon, or learn how to engage with it, unless we understand how deeply it is rooted not in China’s present power, but in its past weakness. These disputes have been couched in the context of the country’s modern history, and its experience at the hands of foreign powers since the 1840s. China looks out at the twenty-first century through the lens of history; it judges the events of the present and the challenges it faces by those of the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. If we too look through that lens we can see how far and in what ways the roots of China’s new nationalism lie in the capital cities of foreign empires, and in their colonies and other offshoots in China itself. But rather than simply acknowledging this, the contention of this book is that we can only make sense of the present if we actually understand this past and if we know more about it. This is not simply a discourse, it is a history and it lives on.

Take the simple matter of a signboard that once stood at the entrance to a public park on Shanghai’s riverside embankment, the Bund.2 This was placed on display in a Shanghai history museum from the 1950s until 1989. That year the museum began to prepare to move into a new building, and not realizing that the signboard was actually a fabrication, one of the staff later described how he had expressed his confusion to older colleagues at finding it amongst scrap material waiting to be thrown out. Museums all over the world use reproductions in their displays, mocking up copies of the material stuff of the past to better give visitors in the present a feel for it. There would be little interest in this tale, which was narrated in a short magazine article some years after the event, were it not for the fact that what was thrown away was not simply a careful copy of an original – but a fake. There had been a signboard, but it did not present the words that were written on the museum’s version, which in starkly simple Chinese and English announced ‘Huaren yu gou bude runei’: ‘Chinese and Dogs Not Admitted’.

There is no evidence that such a sign ever existed. For some decades prior to 1928, Chinese residents of Shanghai were certainly forbidden by racist admissions policies from entering this park, as well as others in the parts of the city that were controlled by its foreign-run municipalities. The history of the regulations is well known, and there are photographs of signboards. But it was very widely and genuinely believed that these specific insulting words had once been used (and ‘dog’ is a particularly incendiary term of abuse in Chinese). The history of that belief can partly be traced through newspapers and reports. However, the story of the sign was an urban myth conveying a simplified version of a complex story that had gained significant political traction. It once mattered, internationally in fact, that the signboard should be known to have been phrased this way; it mattered in slightly different ways over the decades starting from the 1920s, into the 1990s and beyond. It matters today.

This wryly written yet serious anecdote appeared in April 1994 in a new popular history magazine published in Shanghai, Shiji (Century), and the article was quickly picked up by newspapers overseas. Its author, Xue Liyong, had prefaced his piece with a short account of the actual history of racist exclusion, and of the reaction to previous assertions that the signboard story was a myth. Many people claimed to have seen the signboard with their own eyes, he noted, but it was probable that they had in fact seen and remembered the museum’s fake. This was a reasonable and carefully composed argument, but the piece provoked a storm. By acknowledging that the museum’s signboard was a fabrication, and by rejecting the myth, Xue Liyong was deemed to have asserted that the story of discrimination itself was untrue. Xue and those who came to his defence with additional essays and at a quickly organized seminar on the issue were stamped on. On 7 June 1994 at least four newspapers in Shanghai published the same lengthy essay that had originally appeared in a Communist Party newsletter and which rebutted Xue’s sceptical account. It marshalled evidence from contemporary reports and from memoirs apparently proving that the obnoxious wording of the notice was a verifiable historical fact. Shiji was forced to republish this essay as well, and to issue a recantation and an unambiguous apology. Guangming ribao, a national newspaper of intellectual debate, ran a pungent comment piece: ‘Western colonialists in China committed monstrous crimes,’ it read, ‘too many to mention in fact; the sign placed at the entrance to the parks reading “Chinese and Dogs Not Admitted” is prime evidence of their guilt.’3 The author directly addressed those concerned: ‘Some people do not understand the humiliations of old China’s history, or else they harbour sceptical attitudes and even go so far as to write off a serious historical humiliation lightly; this is very dangerous.’

I had already blundered into this issue myself, not in Shanghai, at least not at first, but in the grand meeting room of the Royal Society of Antiquaries at Burlington House, on London’s Piccadilly, in March 1991. I had been asked to give a lunchtime talk about my research on the history of relations between Britons and Chinese in Shanghai to a group that met there once or twice a month called the China Society. This had been formed in 1907 for the ‘encouragement of the study of China’s language, literature, history and folklore, and of all scientific, artistic, commercial, and social Chinese matters’.4 The then Chinese envoy to Britain was its first speaker. Over the years it had hosted some very eminent speakers and had members from across the diverse worlds of people working with China: British businessmen, diplomats and politicians, missionaries and academics, and many Chinese visitors as well. As the audience assembled on that mild, wet spring morning, I began to realize, however, that by 1991 this society had largely become a gathering place for elderly Britons who had formerly lived in China, if not been born there. I was about to address the subjects of my research, and I had chosen to begin with reference to the story of the controversy about the Shanghai park, its regulations and the alleged wording of the sign.

My text shows my last-minute attempts to better frame the talk to fit the audience, but to little avail. They made it quite clear afterwards what they thought of me: I was accused at best of harbouring unnecessarily sceptical attitudes about the British record in China – about their record, their families, their life and their worlds – and at worst of lying, and of fabricating the evidence I offered to support my argument. They were tired of hearing about it, and of being told they had presented a problem, and they were tired of the blasted sign. They had all had Chinese friends, they said, and later some gave me examples, showed me photographs, and provided introductions to old friends in China. They were still in touch, they would say, with the old family servants. How could anyone think that they would inflict such a grotesque insult on the Chinese? Who did I think they were?

Well, hard truths need discussing, although this was not quite the right audience for them. But I had chosen to talk about the sign because it had become such a potent emblem of the enduring and problematic legacies of China’s experience of foreign power: that is, the legacy of the actual record, the uses to which that record has been put, and in what ways, and the problems of forgetting and of denial. You cannot avoid encountering the issue in historic archives and newspapers. The wording of the sign had been a subject of claim and rebuttal since at least the year the China Society was established, when a note about the allegation was published in a British newspaper in Shanghai. The story had been fought over in Shanghai itself, of course, and in the pages of the press internationally. In 1907 the story was circulating in pamphlets in China’s southwestern Sichuan province. Press packs containing photographs of the signboards then actually in place were issued to journalists by the International Settlement’s secretariat in the 1920s and 1930s. Foreign nationals who had formerly lived in China argued over it in the pages of Hong Kong’s South China Morning Post at regular intervals from the 1950s into the 1980s.5 At the same time, tour guides and a noticeboard in Shanghai retold the story to visitors to the People’s Republic. In an iconic scene from a 1972 Hong Kong film that was a tremendous international success, Fist of Fury (Jingwumen, also known as The Chinese Connection), the actor Bruce Lee destroys the sign with a powerful karate kick. Chinese audiences reacted with unabashed glee.

Despite that kick the sign lived on. It is one of the symbols of China’s degraded status in the past that is still regularly rehearsed in its present. But because the sign is a myth, it is also vulnerable to those who would seek to belittle the importance of that past, writing it all off as a fabrication. And because it has become an iconic symbol of a history that ‘cannot be forgotten’, and about which ideologically driven directives are given, it is also tempting to ignore it. Why should we take propaganda seriously? And the reality, too, behind it can easily be forgotten because it has been left behind in the great historical withdrawal from empire. The International Settlement was surrendered in 1943. The wider world of the foreign-dominated treaty ports is long, long gone, reconvening only in such gatherings as those of the China Society, and not even there any more. Time has taken its toll; the society is defunct. We live in the twenty-first century; China is not what it was. So hasn’t the slate been wiped clean?

Far from it, and this is not the only part of the wider story of the nature, impact and legacy of the exercise of foreign power in China that is still alive today, and which has become more and more important within the new Chinese nationalism that has been developing since the early 1990s. We might note that Bruce Lee’s character in Fist of Fury spends much of the film fighting Japanese, including three who had insulted him at the park gate, one of whom had suggested Lee pretend to be his dog in order to gain entry. It is hard in the Chinese context to think of a more combustible combination. The intermixing of issues of personal and national dignity, colonialist practice in a Chinese city, and hostility towards Japan and the Japanese, remained potent. And we should note that Fist of Fury was itself made in a British colony on Chinese soil.

We need to remember and understand the world that gave rise to this myth. I do not mean simply that we need to know what happened so that the sins of the past can be atoned for properly in the present. Instead, I mean that it is vital we all understand the internationalized landscapes of twentieth-century China with all their contradictions, their violence, their cosmopolitanism and their ambition. This book provides the story of that foreign establishment and its aftermath down to these history battles of the 1990s, and to the very end of that presence with the return to Chinese sovereignty of the colonies at Hong Kong and Macao. The more we understand that story, the better we can understand China’s present – and future – use of the past. In my previous book, The Scramble for China: Foreign Devils in the Qing Empire, 1832–1914, I set out the history of the growth of the foreign presence in China, from its origins amongst angry British traders in a tiny area to which they were confined by law in Guangzhou, to the vast establishment that had secured almost a commanding hold over the country by the onset of the First World War. That book looked at these traders’ arguments, and at the world they built within the borders of the Qing. It looked too at how their ambitions and initiatives were resisted by the officials of the dynasty, as well as by its subjects – but also at how people collaborated with foreign interests and used them for their own purposes. It was generally always a collaborative enterprise, if only sometimes a genuine partnership of equals. There were limits to what force could achieve. I also explored how this period has been presented subsequently in histories. In this book I trace these stories onwards from the end of the First World War, through the rise of a powerful Chinese nationalism, the invasion by Japan, and the rise of the Chinese Communist Party to power in 1949. I will show how these elements fared in the ‘New China’ of the Communists and how the legacies of the past were dealt with, and represented; and how foreign powers with a strong legacy in China before 1949 engaged with it afterwards during the Cold War, and the years after the death of Mao Zedong in 1976. At the time of writing we are still less than twenty years on from a time when China still hosted two foreign-controlled colonies on its soil. This is still today’s story.

In the case of the Shanghai signboard we have a myth, certainly, but we have, too, a wider story of how an international consortium of foreign nationals, supported by an array of treaties and agreements, enforced by a military presence, established a municipal administration that controlled the heart of what would be China’s most important city in the early twentieth century. That administration built the famous riverfront, the Bund, established a public garden on its northern tip, and enacted a set of regulations that prohibited dogs and bicycles, the picking of flowers, and the entrance of Chinese (except servants accompanying foreigners). It recruited Britons, Sikhs, Russians, Japanese and Chinese into a police force that enforced these rules, amongst others. The society and culture of the foreigners who lived in the International Settlement were infused with racist and chauvinist attitudes, practices and policies, both conscious and unconscious. It was also of course necessary there to find compromises, and collaborations, to negotiate and accommodate Chinese residents and partners in business and in other enterprises. Residents’ associations, social and political organizations, and individuals, engaged with this world of foreign power, or ignored it, as they saw fit. Those park regulations had a history themselves, and they were contested. They were fought over in the vibrant multi-language press in the settlement, at public meetings and through social and political organizations, and in June 1928 they were changed to allow entrance to all on payment of a small charge. This issue captures many of the elements in China’s modern experience with which this book is concerned: the story of protest and resistance, of representation and incomprehension, and of the tangible presence in China of this complex foreign-administered world, and its long and contentious legacy.

My core subject here is this foreign presence and how it fared throughout these periods, but that also requires a discussion of the growing importance of issues of national and individual dignity, and of the discourse of what is routinely called China’s ‘National Humiliation’, and of the persistent ambiguities in China’s relations with the West (which I here use to embrace Japan as well). So this is the story of who controlled Shanghai, for example, and when and how, and who set out to build a new China that could contest that foreign power, and where, and when and how. There is a tale that needs remembering about foreign China helpers, and China critics, about humanitarians, political activists and mercenaries, as well as banking experts and technicians. It is also the story of who controlled how China was represented, and how, who by, and where. Hollywood and Piccadilly were important sites of that story as much as Shanghai, Guangzhou, or the 90 per cent of China’s counties that had some form of foreign missionary presence. It is the story of China’s foreign relations as they were made manifest in its cities and in its countryside; the story about who spoke for the country, how and where, and about how the ‘problem’ of China was articulated, and what solutions were proposed for its resolution. It is also about the lure of the West, of the eager embrace of foreign things, ideas and practices – of how China started to dance, for example – and also of their rejection: who bombed the dance halls, and why, who burned the books, or suppressed the music. It is also a story of the routine ways in which the foreign was incorporated into the life of twentieth-century China.

This world did not cease to exist on 1 October 1949 with the establishment of the People’s Republic of China, as I found out on my first visit to Shanghai in 1991. ‘Call me T. T.,’ said Mr Chen, the seventy-seven-year-old retired deputy director of a once British-owned utility company, to whom I had been given an introduction by one member of my audience at the China Society back in London. T. T. Chen had been the first Chinese graduate engineer employed by the company, and his flawless pre-war English diction was itself part evidence of his background in Shanghai’s anglophone community in the old city. Such families patronized English-language schools and colleges (T. T. had attended St John’s University, an American missionary institution), and they found employment within the world of foreign-owned firms and institutions, but they were no less Chinese, and no less ambitious for their country. When I first encountered Chen, he lived in the same home the British company had provided for him, although over the decades he had steadily lost more and more of it as other residents were moved in, and he was reduced to the use of one room when we met. For three years after 1966, Chen had been jailed in the house, his personal history and foreign connections having served to damn him by the standards of the tumultuous Cultural Revolution. T. T. was accused of being a foreign spy. An important part of modern China’s history can be seen in the story of the reputation of such families and communities and in how individuals like Chen suffered as a result of the twists and turns of state policy after 1949, and in the face of China’s attitude towards the past.

China is more than Shanghai, and the world of its T. T. Chens. How ‘New China’ after 1949 aimed to redress the imbalance between rural and Westernized urban worlds, between indigenous and foreign influences, and between self-reliance and external aid, is a core theme in the book. Moreover, before the 1940s few but cranks and aesthetes would think of looking to China as a model for anything, but after 1949 it suddenly became a revolutionary beacon. New China seemed to offer a new world that could teach the old one, and it caught the imagination across the globe. And at the same time as this new vision of China bewitched and inspired observers from Paris to Peru, it became practically isolated as almost never before in its history. As the country started to reopen in the 1970s, it became clear that the business of the past was still unfinished and formed a prominent and explosive issue in the diplomacy of the present, and in the fashioning of a Chinese identity for the twenty-first century.

This book brings together the various perspectives that in effect came to claim ownership of the story of the Shanghai park sign: the careful scholars who sought to present a robust and true account of their country’s history in the pages of Shiji magazine; the ideologues who emphasized the primary importance of a political understanding – for we need to get to grips with that too; the residents of the foreign communities – for we need to know what they were doing, and why – as well as their successors in the story of China’s foreign relations after 1949. This is not a comprehensive history of modern China as such, but it is a vital part of modern China’s history, and the themes are of paramount importance in understanding that wider story: they shape it, and in turn of course are also shaped by it.

The book draws on research in archives across China, Britain and the United States. Access to some of the Chinese records used here has been restricted since I first looked at them, primarily because the evidence from the past that was uncovered proved to be too much at variance with the official version of history that is promoted today. It undoes or contradicts, we might say, the official version of the story of the sign. However, a significant amount remains accessible there, and the records overseas attest in their sheer profusion alone to the scale of the foreign enterprise in China.

In June 1994, just three days after the affair of the park sign was decisively concluded by the textual barrage delivered through Shanghai’s mass-circulation press, I was actually sent an invitation to speak about the subject at the city’s Institute of Modern History. Historians are persistent people. At that point I was unaware of the storm over the Shiji article, and did not realize until after I had given my talk that autumn that I had been invited to speak in order to contribute to the argument that had been proposed by the Shanghai sceptics. Like them, I believe that we need to accept the story of the sign as a myth.6 Like them, I also believe that we need to have a firm understanding of the history of this period that goes further than the rosy memories of former expatriate residents, and of the ideologically rigid hostility of post-revolution interpretations – and indeed of many pre-revolutionary ones. The story of China’s interaction with the West needs discussing, properly, and it needs remembering outside China. It is too readily lost to sight overseas: forgetting is an essential attribute for societies in the former heartlands of empires. It has been far too easy to forget or ignore as a simple detail of history the nature and impact of the foreign presence in China. It has been easy, too, in the United States, to believe that this was a European and Japanese phenomenon, and that America was not complicit in this world, or was involved in a different enterprise, helping, not oppressing China. As we shall see, the story is also much more complex, and it remains vibrant and relevant today.

What follows in this book is not a history of nationalism in twentieth-century China, but a history of the role of imperialism and anti-imperialism within that wider story. Although, as we will see, their impact and legacy have been and still are profound, for political reasons they have again and again been made to bear a far greater weight in understandings of modern China’s history than is objectively justified. They do so still; and this is a potentially dangerous thing.

After publishing The Scramble for China, I asked a former British diplomat how far his Chinese peers had made use of the sort of events and themes narrated in that book when interacting with him and his colleagues. Did they talk much about them? He looked at me, smiled, and replied: ‘For years they talked about little else.’ Other topics are certainly now discussed, but this one is still there, still alive, and it is still kicking.
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1

Armistice

All of China seemed to have come to the party, city sophisticates had bagged good spots on restaurant balconies, country people walked hand in hand below, staring open-mouthed at the sights. Gawpers struggled to keep their balance in the trees. It was Saturday, 23 November 1918. Shanghai looked set on fire. Across the turbid Huangpu River, bright red lights proclaimed Allied triumph in English and Chinese: ‘Shengli’, ‘Victory’. A quarter of a million red flyers had been papered across the city from way south in Longhua, east into the industrial Yangpu suburbs and north into Zhabei. A drawing of the German Kaiser, battered by his enemies, took up most of the page. All were welcome to celebrate, announced the Chinese caption. The President of the Republic of China had announced three days of public holiday to celebrate the Armistice, and so hundreds of thousands gathered in Shanghai to watch the parades. ‘Big Willie’ and ‘Little Willie’ – Kaiser Wilhelm II and his son – Admiral Tirpitz and Field Marshal von Hindenburg were each carried in effigy through the streets and made to kowtow to various buildings on the riverside Bund as they went – the Shanghai Club, the Chinese Maritime Customs, the Hongkong and Shanghai Bank, the North China Daily News building.

There were scores of floats.1 The world joined in arms paraded along the streets of the French concession and the foreign-run International Settlement: there were Canadians and New Zealanders, the French and Belgians, Brazil, Serbia, the Indian community of Shanghai – their float a ‘wonder of gold and embroidery, a robed prince seated on a throne beneath a splendid domed canopy’ – then Italy, and seven American floats – led by Liberty – including one each representing the Philippines and Hawai‘i. A string band led the Portuguese. Torch-bearing Indochinese policemen escorted the French. Men from Shandong province who had just returned from service under the British in the Chinese Labour Corps in Mesopotamia processed along. Chinese Boy Scouts marched behind their own brass band. It is unlikely that anyone could hear any tunes that were played that day, but that was beside the point – it was a day for joy, and of relief. And there was plenty of simple entertainment in amongst the symbolic tableaux of smashed mailed fists, and crippled Prussian eagles. Chinese clowns bobbed along on donkeys; stilt-walkers strode about behind them. Hundreds of schoolchildren followed, and behind them under symbolic police guard came the effigies.

The Teutons were manhandled west along Nanjing Road, the city’s premier commercial street, forced to stop again and again to bow for the crowd’s delight. Then they were frog-marched onto the Shanghai racecourse and hanged from the four corners of a wooden tower on which ‘House of Hohenzollern’ had been painted in big ‘Germanic’ letters. The Belgian Consul General Daniel Siffert, who had escaped from occupied Brussels early in the war, stepped forward to do the honours, setting light to the waiting bonfire. And so up, up in flames went Hohenzollern. And down, down went the edifice of ‘Prussian Militarism’, and the philosophy of ‘Might is Right’. Cleansed by fire, a new world of respect, justice and negotiation would emerge. For good measure they also hanged an effigy of a Dachshund, as a symbol of ‘Teutonic’ conceit about the primacy of German ‘Kultur’. Dachshunds had had a very bad war; peace as yet was proving no better.

Victory parades were held across China. Hapless Wilhelm and his son were taken on Skimmington rides and set alight in Xiamen – Amoy – on the south coast, and in Jiujiang deep inland along the Yangzi River. Some 20,000 people paraded in Changsha; 10,000 in Anqing; 5,000 in Guangzhou (Canton). Where there were no bands to hand, people made their own rough music with bells, horns, tins and drums, composing a cacophony of delight. Such was the joy that, having marched once, people set about marching again that same night, and the next. In Beijing on 28 November thousands of Allied soldiers assembled in the Forbidden City in the great courtyard in front of the Taihemen – the Gate of Supreme Harmony. Indian, British and Chinese troops and the US Marine Corps filled the cavernous square, which was sharply lit by the brilliant winter sunshine. Walking through them at 11 o’clock and up on to the Sumeru terrace at the top of the central marble steps to the main entrance to the Great Hall, on the north side of the courtyard, came the silk top-hatted and smartly tailed figure of Xu Shichang, President of the Republic. Barely a month into his third such stint, Xu was a scholarly man who had held a high position under the former monarchy, but who was now a rare civilian holding an office that was to be dominated by soldiers. As Xu processed, China’s then current national anthem was played, and he was followed by his cabinet and by the capital’s diplomatic corps, all cock-hatted and braided. The gold threads and 6,000 bayonets all glinted in the light, and the standards of the victorious Allies were carried forward to be arrayed along the balustrade of the terrace. Taking off his white gloves Xu read a statement extolling the great principles on which the Allied victory had been based. In both Chinese and European culture, he announced, you could find similar maxims highlighting the principle that ‘might can not conquer right’.

In the shuffling of the watching crowd, and as an aeroplane flew nearby, his words could hardly be heard, but in the reports on the speech the message is very clear. China had chosen in 1917 to join the Allied cause, President Xu claimed, because of the commitment of the powers to the principle that justice and respect should shape relations between the nations. ‘Hereafter,’ he said, ‘right will shine with the brilliance of celestial bodies and the merit of the Allies shall be everlasting.’ Then the circling aircraft flew directly overhead, dropping celebratory messages on red paper, volleys were fired and the troops marched out through the city. Many in the crowd then took advantage of a day’s free entry into the former palace of China’s emperors, where the last of them, Aisin-Gioro Puyi, still lived. The abdication in February 1912 of the 268-year-old Qing Dynasty was still so fresh in people’s minds that some must have sensed a delicious chill in trespassing on an emperor’s private realm. For some days there had been parades and celebrations in Beijing: Allied troops had marched backwards and forwards; two weeks earlier students had paraded through the city carrying banners proclaiming in English and Chinese the victory of justice, and demanding that ‘Destruction is Over. Reconstruct’, that ‘Militarism Must Go!!!’, and ‘Long Live Freedom’.2 Peace offered relief, but opportunity too, to confront the greater problems facing the world in 1918, and facing China in particular.

On display in Beijing and in Shanghai, at Changsha and Guangzhou, amongst officials and the populace, Chinese and foreigners, there was an apparent historic unanimity of purpose and of language. Their words matched and – more tellingly – if you looked from European diplomats to President Xu, or from the Chinese Boy Scouts to their British peers, then there seemed also to be a single shared culture. Certainly in amongst the photographs of the 28 November events you can see Manchu women in their distinctive costume, their hair worn the traditional way, but they stand out as different to the norm on the streets. The exotic, alien China of Western caricature that had such a grip on the foreign imagination seems a world away from the city en fête celebrating the Armistice. And this new, modern China seems to be on a level par with the victorious Allies.

How things had changed: barely eighteen years earlier, troops from most of those same powers, as well as defeated Germany and Austria-Hungary, had marched in triumph through the same courtyard in the Forbidden City. The soldiers of the expeditionary force had celebrated, with hard boots and martial tunes, their defeat of the forces that had been unleashed upon them in north China by the Qing court, as well as the great peasant Boxer uprising against foreign power that had thrown China into turmoil.

All that was now gone with the winds that blow down from Mongolia across the capital: it seemed that by November 1918 China had earned a rightful place amongst the community of nations. But in fact the seeds of China’s twentieth-century tragedies, and the scale of the task that faced those who wished to shape the country, lay also in those same words and in the slogans shouted out by marching students. The route back from the devastation and abject humiliation of 1900 was still unclear. Chinese and the foreigners marched together but mentally lived far, far apart. The clothes, the tunes and their words were deceptive. ‘We Celebrate’ headlined the advertisements in Shanghai’s British-owned North China Daily News in mid-November, ahead of the parade. But for all that it looked like a cosmopolitan and inclusive festival, that ‘We’ was fatally compromised and insular: residents in China of the Allied powers living in the treaty ports – those cities opened to foreign trade and residence under various Sino-foreign treaties – had no true conception of any new equality with their host. This view was widely shared outside the country, amongst politicians and diplomats, analysts and journalists. They all went through the motions in speech, but not in actions, and their hearts were set against it. Within six months this would all become starkly clear.

In fact the Allies would soon start to forget that China had been on their side in the Great War. They did not even fly China’s flag during their celebrations in Tianjin’s British concession.3 The great War Memorial that would be unveiled on the Bund at Shanghai in 1924 failed to recognize China’s dead. The thousands of Chinese Labour Corps workers who had died in France and in the Middle East, and at sea, would have no such monument, saving gravestones in Belgian and French cemeteries. Or if they did remember, the Allies did so with bitterness at China’s seeming utilitarianism, opportunism and greed: those Shandong labourers had come at great cost to the Allies. There had been no real sacrifice on China’s part, as the self-styled Allied defenders of freedom had sacrificed their millions of young, including over two hundred foreign residents who had sailed to their deaths in action just from the treaty ports. The Chinese, in the view of some, deserved no thanks for their part in the war.

China still hoped, and dreamed, nonetheless. The republic had joined the conflict on the Allied side in the expectation of plenty – or at least justice – at the conference table, hoping to recover the former German territories in Shandong province seized in November 1914 by the Japanese, who had held fast to them thereafter. It also anticipated that the solidarity of victory would enable the Chinese to roll back a wider Japanese move on China, which had traumatized the country in 1915. For, while Britain, France and Russia struggled to gain their military balance as the year began, Japanese diplomats had pressed on the then president, Yuan Shikai, a list of what became known as the ‘Twenty-One Demands’, which aimed to force the republic to accept Japanese rights to significant commercial and political privileges, and effective control of Manchuria in the northeast as well as the provinces of Shandong and Fujian. Some of those parading in November 1918 had been marching three years earlier as a great anti-Japanese boycott took hold, to protest against Japan’s lunge for primacy amongst the foreign powers feasting on China. Although some of the most egregious demands had been evaded, Yuan had acquiesced to others. And the British and French had also secretly agreed in 1917 to support the Japanese cause for the formal transfer to them of German possessions after the war, not just in China, but also the former German-owned islands scattered across the western Pacific. But President Woodrow Wilson had seemed to have made it clear in his 8 January 1918 address to the US Congress that colonial as well as European questions needed resolving at the war’s end. The principles underlying Wilson’s ‘Fourteen Points’ offered a path forward for China, so it was widely believed, in China. Wilson had telegraphed his congratulations to Xu Shichang on his installation as President on China’s national day on 10 October 1918, and had expressed strong hopes that the country would pull back from its incipient civil war, unite, and ‘assume its rightful place in the councils of nations’.4

Wilson’s hint to Xu was reinforced by further diplomatic notes, and made a great impression in Beijing. It was also followed up by his personal emissary, Charles Richard Crane, a Chicago businessman involved in Russian affairs, and a former nominee as American Minister to China. Crane was on a fact-finding mission to China and Japan, and arrived in Shanghai just after the victory celebrations there. He delivered precisely the message his Chinese audiences expected to hear in his public speeches: ‘I think it is important for China at this time not to scatter too much the opportunity which lies immediately before her, the opportunity which I am sure she is going to have at the Peace Conference.’5 China’s diplomats and current-affairs commentators were already planning for that conference, with very high hopes for it. Now they heard almost directly from Wilson himself, it seemed, promises of change to come: ‘You know what the principles of the President are. You may be sure he is going to continue to observe those same principles at the Peace Conference that he has applied to the other problems in the world. I will tell Wilson,’ Crane promised, how ‘loyal you are to his ideals’. He lectured them, as he had in private and in public throughout his trip, on the need to end civil strife. Just a month earlier Xu Shichang had issued a mandate recommending unity and peace, and on 17 November had ordered forces answering to his government to cease military action ahead of a peace conference that aimed to repair the political fissures arising from the republic’s difficult history. So Chinese crowds celebrated two armistices in their November days and nights of carnival and light: Europe’s, and their own.

These hopes seemed well founded, and many Chinese felt more anchored now than ever before in the global community. This went far beyond the promises held out by Wilsonian rhetoric. Almost 200,000 men had gone overseas to serve in the Labour Corps. With them went many young intellectuals, as translators, or as educators or social workers. Over the previous seventy years hundreds of thousands of Chinese had moved overseas, to settle or work, following gold rushes into Australia or California, indentured to work in plantations in Cuba or Hawai‘i, on railway construction in North America, or mining guano in Chile and Peru. Merchants formed large communities across Southeast Asia. China’s foreign trade had always partly been based on its traders sojourning abroad. The scale of the new migration, happening as the Europeans were themselves colonizing and settling their new territories, posed problems for those who looked for them. Racists sought those territories, and so too did those seeking to define and shape the new societies in the great zones of European settlement. They wanted ‘White’ states, ‘stocked’ from Europe. So immigration politics in Australia, Canada and the United States had led to laws and regulations that inhibited a free flow of Chinese migrants, and in some instances attempted to repatriate them.6 The Great War’s Chinese Labour Corps drew on those seven decades of foreign-organized shipment overseas of labourers, but at the same time marked a radical new departure. The Chinese went in common purpose with the Europeans – as equals of a kind – and Chinese intellectuals and labourers worked together. China did not send troops to Europe, but its contribution did release tens of thousands of Allied troops for the front lines.

Education programmes also sent increasing numbers of Chinese students overseas to schools and colleges. Many began to find their own way to Japan, Europe or North America to study. Students undertook advanced degrees in engineering, medicine and the sciences, went to military colleges in Japan, or to business schools and commercial colleges. A project would soon start to send some 1,600 students to France, many of them earning money to pay for their studies by working in factories. China’s future leader Deng Xiaoping was one of them, spending a year making rubber overshoes in a factory near Paris. Political science, law and history students investigated the puzzles in international relations and in the history of recent Sino-foreign interaction that bedevilled their country. More than any generation before them, Chinese intellectuals in 1918 had an acute grasp of the technical details underpinning the issues they faced. Many in the republic’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs were now getting ready to deploy this at the Paris Peace Conference. Qing officials had never been supine in the face of foreign pressure, and had in many ways, and at many times, handled their foreign problems adroitly. They knew what they were dealing with. But the military power and technological edge of the foreigners, and the great internal crises facing the dynasty, had compromised their ability to act. Now, however, China’s aspirations seemed to match the world’s; the leader of the now-supreme Allied power was personally offering a better future for China; and its talented young diplomats were ready to claim what was theirs.

So were the generals in Beijing. Well, wrote one caustic observer in the first week of December 1918, now we are smashing windows and our generals puff themselves up in all their plumed martial finery and claim a share of the Allied victory. But what did they do; what did any of the Allied generals achieve? Whose victory was this? The writer was twenty-nine-year-old Li Dazhao, chief librarian at Peking University, who had studied political economy in Japan for three years, and who was heavily engaged in the city’s febrile intellectual debates about constitutionalism and reform. Allied nationals in the city had reacted to the news of victory by first setting out to wreck the premises of the Deutsche-Asiatische Bank and German-owned businesses in the Legation Quarter, where foreign embassies had been concentrated since the Boxer uprising. They had also attempted to demolish the Ketteler Arch, a huge monument demonstrating China’s regret at the murder in 1900 by Qing soldiers of the German Minister to China. Li Dazhao saved his fire for his compatriots, for those who joined in the smashing of German shops, shouting ‘Hurrah’ in the streets, and for politicians like Xu Shichang and the generals who backed him, who strove to bask in the reflected glory of Allied might. Like an increasing number of others, Li Dazhao was appalled at the sabotage of constitutionalism by Yuan Shikai, who had become China’s President in 1912, had overseen the country’s first ever democratic national election, and then nullified the result by arranging for the assassination of the incoming Prime Minister-elect, Song Jiaoren, in March 1913. Song’s National People’s Party, the Guomindang, was then driven out of the new assembly, which was drenched with bribes, and sometimes surrounded with thugs, until it had made the ‘right’ decision, as Yuan established a military dictatorship. Yuan Shikai died in 1916, but his legacy was a broken republic and civil war, and a growing disenchantment with the promises of Western liberalism.

If China’s place in the world seemed to have changed, its confidence was shaken by its internal chaos. By 1918 the seven years of the Republic of China had also seen two attempted monarchical restorations, a revolt by the Guomindang that had been crushed – British financial assistance to Yuan playing a key role – and the party’s subsequent banning and regrouping around an alternative but often precarious government based in the southern port city of Guangzhou. Yuan’s former military subordinates had assumed power, but were hardly united. The consistent factors in a byzantine story were, first, that all the functions and offices of a central government continued to operate in Beijing, and were recognized internationally, although this administration was wholly subordinate to the military, operating in alliances that were far from stable. The state was bankrolled by foreign loans, and by the revenues of the foreign-staffed Maritime Customs Service, whose chief, the Englishman Sir Francis Aglen, would sometimes be referred to as ‘China’s Supreme Minister of Finance’ as a result. But there were other foreign loans too, secret ones to politicians and generals, and these loans often came with conditions. Opposition to Yuan’s own attempt to become emperor had provoked regional declarations of independence that had persisted, as the opportunities provided to provincial militarists by a weak centre, or strong local cultures of independence and new thinking about federalism, saw such provinces increasingly assert their autonomy. There was also a widespread fear of foreign intervention. All the warring parties, in whatever constellation of alliance they had moved into, pledged themselves to the same task of maintaining or restoring national unity. They feared that a divided or chaotic China would invite foreign intervention, and the loss of territory to control by the Western powers.

For their part, foreign observers viewed all this as farce. They made jokes about the ‘warlords’, and about how they evaded fighting – for how can a ‘warlord’ be a warlord without an army, which might be lost through battle? One satirical Child’s Primer of Things Chinese, published in Tianjin in 1923, and penned by an American doctor working in north China, began its Lesson III, ‘Civil War’, with the lines:


Now here, my Child’s a how-de-do!

Watch Wang-lo-tsin and Hu-Ar-Yu,

Ac-comp-anied by ten thous-and men,

March up the hill and down a-gain!



But this was no ‘pic-nic in a dell’, as the stanzas concluded, for the financial and human costs of military rule were immense, and steadily increasing.7 The militarists at the centre pledged themselves to defend the nation, and took both the Customs revenue and cash from Japan; in the localities soldiers defended themselves, and took all that they could lay their hands on. The price was paid by a traumatized populace, and generated a widespread feeling of powerlessness and humiliation. The generals and the politicians did not look as if they would or could save China.

Whose ‘victory’ was this? Well, Li Dazhao provided a simple answer to his query, in a text sprinkled with new foreign words as yet untransliterated or untranslated, reporting developments and thought so new that the Chinese language had not yet caught up: the victory was that of Bolshevism. The German people had overthrown the militarists, as the Russian people had overthrown the Tsar. This was a world-historical movement; the Russian revolution was the first falling leaf presaging autumn. The journal in which this essay appeared, Xin Qingnian – La Jeunesse (New Youth) – was rapidly becoming the great agenda-setter for radical thought. Li was the first of China’s thinkers to express support for the October Revolution in Russia, and to espouse Bolshevism for China.8 The red flag would fly elsewhere too. Li Dazhao did not look to the Paris Peace Conference for China’s future, nor the world’s.

The same issue of Xin Qingnian contained the latest essay in a series of ‘random thoughts’ penned by a former medical student, Zhou Shuren, a product of the new Western-style educational institutions that had emerged in the late Qing, and of study overseas. Now working in a government office in Beijing, he had refocused his energies on politics, on a literature for politics in fact, publishing earlier in 1918 under the pen name ‘Lu Xun’ the first of the stories and essays that would help revolutionize China’s culture. His comment now, in ‘Random Thought No. 35’, was an oblique response to the opportunities presented by the peace. Since the republic began, he wrote, ‘we have been hearing people declare that we should “preserve our national characteristics” ’.9 But what does this mean, he pondered, and why are we in such a mess? ‘Some say this is because we failed to preserve our national characteristics and opened ourselves up’ – that is, allowed the opening of the treaty ports. But was all well before then, he mused? ‘A friend of mine has said most aptly, “If we want to preserve our national characteristics, we must first make sure that they can preserve us.” ’ As ‘Lu Xun’, Zhou Shuren raised no Bolshevik red flag, but he was quietly setting out an agenda for revolution nonetheless. And he did not look to Woodrow Wilson for self-preservation, but to a process of rigorous self-examination, a root-and-branch analysis of Chinese culture. ‘All we ask is whether a thing has the power to preserve us, not whether it is characteristic or not.’

Preserve us from these dreary intellectuals, many other people thought. For every revolutionary who later rehearsed in memoir a story of radical awakening and enlightenment, inspired by New Youth and its champions, there were other students immersed in the sybaritic pleasures and excitements of youth. We should acknowledge the sense of crisis, but not assume that it in any way dominated everyday life. The war had unleashed an economic boom for China, especially in the cities, and that brought with it social and cultural change. Expressing this most dramatically were the two great department stores that opened their doors during the conflict within ten months – and 50 yards – of each other on Shanghai’s Nanjing Road. The Sincere Company’s five-storey, Beaux Arts-style building, equipped with lifts, clock tower and roof gardens, housed retail space and a hotel, and 10,000 people visited it on the day it opened in October 1917.10 Its owner, Ma Yingbiao, was born near Guangzhou, but had emigrated to Australia, where he had been impressed by the department stores he saw in Sydney, establishing his own in Hong Kong in 1900. The Wing On (Yong’an) store opened by fellow Australian returnees, the Guo brothers, on 6 September 1918 was just as sumptuously built and stocked – and just as crowded. Its customers emptied the store of half its stock in its first three weeks, their demand far outstripping the predictions of its owners. Both stores saturated Shanghai’s press with advertisements: they were presented in these as modern – often a synonym for Western, but not always, and the meanings would be changing; they were sites of entertainment and display; they sold lifestyles, new ways of living and consuming for a new youth.

Nanjing Road’s new stores helped shape a market, but that market was already emerging. President Xu wore his top hat and tails. Chinese men and women changed their clothes, shoes and headwear; they changed the ways they exercised their bodies, and tended to them; they changed how they lit and lived in their homes, what goods they used and how they were displayed.11 They rode bicycles, listened to gramophones, learned to play foreign musical instruments, and they sang and danced together to different tunes. All this changed their patterns of consumption and interests. Focused on the cities of China, this changing culture percolated along the shipping lines, railways and postal routes into the hinterland. Advertising reflected and helped shape this. A foreign company, British American Tobacco (BAT), was the largest player in this field, but others – Chinese and foreign-owned – followed its lead. Like BAT they employed Chinese artists who evolved a new, consciously modern visual style – ‘modern’ women, with unbound feet, fashionable clothes, a cigarette to hand – and a nationwide marketing system that took the women portrayed in its popular New Year posters in particular into households far from the Nanjing Road.12 This new world of consumption would become a major political arena in the two decades after the end of the war, but as the wartime economy boomed it was dominated by the bright shining lights of Shanghai’s stores, and the hotels and the new forms of urban pleasure they represented and sold. Lu Xun worried about Chinese culture and China’s ‘national characteristics’, and argued that they should be re-examined root and branch. Urbanites in Shanghai and other cities took a different route, fashioning through consumption a ‘modeng’ – modern – Chinese culture: even the word was foreign.

Many remained outside Wing On looking in, of course, poverty – genteel or absolute – holding them back. But rather than a stark divide between a ‘Westernizing’ urban elite, for example, and a ‘traditional’ majority culture, the evidence shows a steady diffusion of the new across the country. The shacks of even the very poor hosted BAT’s visions of a glamorous new life, as often as did the wealthier homes; both were lit with lamps developed by the American-owned Standard Oil Company, or British-owned Asiatic Petroleum, to burn kerosene they imported from abroad.13 China, however, had its share of natural disaster, at times more than its share, and man-made disaster too, and life in the Chinese countryside, or on the margins of city life, could be hard. But those who wished to change China – missionaries and radicals alike – had a vested interest in exaggerating its problems. ‘Wherever one goes, it is the same weary tale with interminable reiteration,’ wrote one influential missionary writer in 1899. ‘Poverty, poverty, poverty, always and evermore poverty.’14 Such views of Chinese rural life and culture as unchanging, and ‘medieval’, have remained influential, and obscured the dynamism of the urban world, as well as the realities of life in the countryside.

So the Chinese and their country were changing. They did so in ways that provided sharp contrasts to the patterns of living, consuming, and social and personal relations that had characterized their world as the twentieth century dawned. Of course, we can find ‘change’ wherever we look for it, in any country at any time, and much of what was changing China was also having an impact in the Americas or Europe. What gave change in China its particular character was that it was bound up with understandings of stark differences between Chinese and ‘foreign’. It felt and looked markedly different to the world of twenty or thirty years before, and it would take much, much longer for habits of distinction to relax. Moreover, this passage to a new Chinese world seemed compromised or distorted by the political impasse in which China found itself. The Qing had retreated to the private quarters of the Forbidden City, but the country seemed to have had only half a revolution. Student banners in 1918 opposed China’s own militarism through attacking Prussia’s; they urged reconstruction not destruction for China, they demanded China’s freedom from imperialist domination, its other great problem. Those foreign soldiers in Beijing, the foreigners in Shanghai who had organized the great victory celebration, these had been China’s allies in war, but they remained its problem, both in war, and now, more clearly again, in peace.

If we look across the country at reports of the peace celebrations more widely, we can see evidence of the hopes vested in victory by the Chinese, and of the implicit impediments to their realization, not least of all in the shape of the foreign presence now embedded across China.15 Since the 1840s, a coven of European powers led by the British had secured from China through treaties either resting on force of arms, or on the threat of it, a wide range of privileges and possessions. China’s sovereignty had been deeply impaired. In the 1890s these powers had been joined by Japan, and throughout most of the decades before 1918 the United States had willingly shared in the spoils of the great ‘Scramble for China’. Extensive tracts of territory had been carved off and incorporated into the Russian Far East; realms that had once pledged allegiance to the Great Qing Dynasty had fallen under foreign colonial rule, such as Indochina. Britain and Germany had seized colonies at Hong Kong and at Qingdao; Japan had taken the island of Taiwan. The Japanese, British and French had secured ‘Leased Territories’ at Guangzhouwan and Kowloon in Guangdong province, and at Dalian (‘Dairen’ in Japanese, formerly Russian Dalny) in Manchuria. That latter northeastern territory had been the subject of a struggle for domination between Russia and Japan, which was resolved through Japan’s shattering victory over the mighty power of its adversary in the war of 1904–5. Where they did not have territorial control, foreign powers claimed ‘spheres of influence’ in which their commercial and strategic interests should be paramount. In brief, they demanded first share of any potential gains: mines, railway concessions, the right to issue loans, establish steamship lines, found hospitals or colleges – anything and everything.

The colonial expansion of Europe and its partners in the nineteenth century was a global phenomenon, and China was one of but a handful of existing polities that escaped wholesale incorporation into one empire or another. Like other survivors its territorial integrity and sovereignty were degraded nonetheless. Some felt that this ‘semi-’ or ‘hypo-’ colonization was the worst of possible outcomes. For Sun Yat-sen, a veteran anti-Qing revolutionary, and leader of the alternative government based in Guangzhou, such a geographically partial and plural subjection to foreign control was actually worse than total loss of independence, for all took and none gave. No single power felt to any extent the degree of responsibility for China and its people that a colonial sovereign might be expected to have. It was not a colony, but a ‘sub’ colony: a lower-order category of analysis.16 Analysts and historians might well query Sun’s assumption that colonial powers routinely exercised any such duties of colonial care; but the rhetoric of all of the late nineteenth-century empires certainly placed the ‘White Man’s Burden’ at its heart – if it could be said to have any heart. The able statesmen of the Qing and their successors had to juggle the competing and often contradictory demands of at least a dozen active foreign powers.

What this meant in practice was that China played host to a cosmopolitan foreign establishment lodged in towns and cities and along railway and steamship lines from the borders with Burma and French Indochina in the southwest to the fast-developing Manchurian provinces in the northeast. So as a Chinese man or woman, you could take a walk in Tianjin as recently as 16 March 1917 from the northeast gate of the port city, and traverse a Japanese, a French, a British and then a German concession. You could cross over to the north bank of the Hai River into the Belgian concession, then saunter along through the Russian, then Italian, and then lastly the Austro-Hungarian-controlled district. You would come across street signs in at least eight languages, and policemen from all those states and some of their colonies (Sikhs from British India, Annamites from French Indochina). There were different by-laws and regulations to observe as you went, and different cultures of interaction with ‘natives’ like yourself, some more dully, routinely, violent than others, but all capable of it. So you had to keep your wits about you. If you took a break and sat down in the parks or squares that could be found in each concession – that is, if the regulations did not prevent your entrance (because you were a ‘native’) – you would also find in most of them a monument in national style, commemorating their civil and military dead during the 1900 siege of the concessions by Qing forces and Boxers. These were memorials to victory – but also to your defeat at their hands.

There were other deliberate architectural statements in the various concessions, highlighting the culture of this power or that one in the shape of consulates, municipal buildings, churches and barracks. Not all of these areas were fully developed by any means, for colonialism’s grubby reach often exceeded its grasp – and its available resources – but several powers were still
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1. Ready for burning: victory celebrations at Shanghai Race Course, 1 December 1918.
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2. Foreign mother’s helper: the Chinese Amah.
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3. Young Tientsin: Margot Fonteyn, 1928.
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4. China helpers: Mikhail Borodin (right), and Morris ‘Two-gun’ Cohen, Guangzhou, c. 1926.
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5. Massacre on the Nanjing Road: 30 May 1925.
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6. Traders in training: Shanghai Volunteer Corps, c. 1924.
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7. Weedy-women and a Shanghai lawn, c. 1930.
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8. An American Shanghailander: Chuck Culbertson (right), on the polo field, 1940.
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9. Jazz-band leader Buck Clayton (in white suit) and friend in Shanghai, c. 1934.
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10. Buddha in Piccadilly: setting up the Chinese Exhibition, 1935.
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11. Hollywood’s China, with Nanjing’s assistance: Paul Muni and Luise Rainier in The Good Earth (1937).
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12. ‘Western Civilization’ in the eyes of Wang Dunqing, Modern Sketch (March 1935).
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13. Shanghai besieged: refugees trying to enter the International Settlement, August 1937.

[image: image]
14. ‘All roads lead to Hong Kong’: illustration by Friedrich Schiff from Ellen Thorbecke, Hong Kong, 1938.
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15. In the midst of battle, British hostage Mavis Lee, and her dogs Mitzi and Otto, accompany Japanese envoys to beleaguered Hong Kong island, 13 December 1941.
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16. Hong Kong’s war: British Army Aid Group Officers’ Mess, Guilin, 1944
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17. The sweet taste of Sino-American friendship, 1943
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18. Watching Chongqing burn from the British Embassy garden, 1940.
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19. Waiting for a trick, and for the Communists: Diamond Bar, Shanghai, May 1949.
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20. Macao’s economy in action: casino, 1949.
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21. Erasing the shame of the past: Shanghai Municipal Policeman’s tombstone, 1954.
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22. Soon to play a different tune: overseas Chinese from Vietnam in Xiamen, 1950.
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23. General Douglas MacArthur butchering civilians: Anti-American poster, Xu Ling, 1950. The text reads: ‘The Chinese people absolutely cannot condone the encroachment of other countries, and cannot listen to whatever Imperialist who thinks that it can wantonly encroach its own neighbours without acting.’
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24. Chinese cosmopolitan abroad: pianist Fou Ts’ong, 1960.

[image: image]
25. American Embassy, Taibei, under attack, May 1957.
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26. Overtake Britain in Fifteen Years: Great Leap Forward poster, 1958.
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27. Land reform and political terror as radical theatre, 1975.
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28. Seduced by fantasy: Hong Kong on film, 1960.

[image: image]
29. Radical chic: Jean-Luc Godard’s La Chinoise (1967).

[image: image]
30. The seductions of Maoism: Lui Magazine spread, 1967.

[image: image]
31. Fashioning socialism: womenswear feature from China Reconstructs, June 1956.

[image: image]
32. Modern China humiliated: Wang Guangmei and Tsinghua University Red Guards, 10 April 1967.

[image: image]
33. Decorating the British Mission, Beijing 1967: effigies of US President Lyndon Johnson, British Prime Minister Harold Wilson and Moshe Dayan.

[image: image]
34. Ping Pong diplomat: Glenn Cowan in China, 1971.

[image: image]
35. China opens up, to Wham!, 1985.

[image: image]
36. Down with Her Majesty as the handover nears, Hong Kong, 16 June 1997.

[image: image]
37. Never Forget National Humiliation, National Museum of China, 2011




Acknowledgements

For the third time now, my editor at Penguin, Simon Winder, has cheerfully encouraged me as I have developed, researched and written a book. His interests and knowledge, ranging as they do far from the German heartlands of his own recent books, have also kept me very much on my toes. I am very grateful to him, as I am to all the team at Penguin and to my patient copy-editor Richard Mason. My agent Bill Hamilton has been immensely supportive in helping me steer this in, and I am also grateful to the late – unique – David Miller, for enabling it to embark and for all his support and encouragement. For assistance with research and references I am greatly indebted to Catherine Ladds, Gordon Barrett, Jamie Carstairs, Chih-yun Chang, Jon Chappell, Sabrina Fairchild, Isabella Jackson and Hirata Koji, and to Cecilia Mackay for her advice on and assiduous searching out of the illustrations. For sharing copies of their work I would like to thank Amy Jane Barnes, Chris Hess, Di Yin Lu, Cagdas Ungor and Jake Werner. For allowing me to see and to quote from the L. K. Little diaries my thanks go to Liz Boylan and family. I am extremely grateful to Bill Callahan, Andrew Hillier, Jon Howlett, Rana Mitter and Frances Wood, who each read some or all of the manuscript and provided a helpfully and unmanageably diverse and contradictory set of suggestions. Of course, the love, patience and encouragement of Kate, Lily and Arthur, Bob and Joan, and my friends and wider family, has as usual helped as much as it has hindered the completion of the book. I would not have it any other way.

This book has drawn on research undertaken over a number of years in a number of archives and libraries. It has been supported by a variety of research projects including an ESRC Research Grant (RES-062-23-1057), and a sequence of awards to the British Inter-university China Centre through the Language-Based Area Studies scheme (RES-580-28-0008, AH/K000055/1 and AH/L006731/1). Investment in arts and humanities research does not always provide swift returns, and this book draws also on research finds from Arts and Humanities Research Council awards made in 2003 and 2008. Mike Basker and Kate Robson-Brown, neither of them hugely endowed with spare time, allowed me to step back from administrative duties to complete the manuscript, and I could not be more grateful to them for agreeing to this. More widely, my colleagues at the University of Bristol have helped me bring this to completion, especially Tim Cole, Josie McLellan and Simon Potter. As before, and as with all works of scholarship, this one is indebted to the work of a large number of my fellow historians, not least those now pioneering new research into the difficult terrain of 1950s and 1960s China. It is difficult work in more ways than one, for as this book progressed, securing access to already-opened records in many archives in China became more and more challenging. Many files that I have seen in the past and have used here are no longer accessible. Some archives have shut down completely. Of course, China is not alone in finding that the difficult legacies of the past also include the unpredictable and unpalatable contents of the records of those histories. But this is now combined in China with a systematic drive to shut down access to records and to proclaim afresh – at the highest levels of the state – the unquestionable supremacy of a single interpretation of history. I must conclude with a note of bemusement, then, that still, and in fact increasingly, despite such trends, those working in the humanities across the world are routinely asked to demonstrate the value or utility of their disciplines.

Robert Bickers

Bristol, 1 October 2016




PENGUIN BOOKS

UK | USA | Canada | Ireland | Australia

India | New Zealand | South Africa

Penguin Books is part of the Penguin Random House group of companies whose addresses can be found at global.penguinrandomhouse.com.

[image: Penguin Random House UK]

First published by Allen Lane 2017

Published in Penguin Books 2018

Copyright © Robert Bickers, 2017

The moral right of the author has been asserted

Cover illustration: Support the Resistance to the USA With All Your Strength and Aid the Volunteer Army. 1950s, colour litho, Chinese School. Private collection © The Chambers Gallery, London/Bridgeman Images.

Cover design: Antonio Agnelo Colaço

ISBN: 978-1-846-14619-0


OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_037_IMGX.jpg
o9

Entre le aw/

et le militaire, il existe
une certaine (/1}111/1(1‘, mats
il n'y a pas entre eux

de Grande Muraille,

[ et cette distance peut étre
rapidement franchie.

Petit Livre

de révolution sans feu, pas de feu sans femme.

s 17/'/ orismes du Président Mao qu’un certain livre rouge

nuuulmvm. Alnsi cet ouvrage, qui semble promettre les pires catastropbes, fait
aussi miroiter une vie en rose on les uniformes seront les derniers paravents
de la vertu et les lessiveuses 'ultime boudoir de ['abandon. Lui vous prouve
i _que le fameux péril jaune peut étre accommodeé selon votre bon plaisir

T ——— ——

Ces derniers temps,

on a constaté un
fléchissement dans

le travail idéologique et
politigue parmi les
étudiants et les
intellectuels, et certaines
déviations sont
apparues.

ee






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_023_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_031_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_029_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_040_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_038_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/PCHI_1.gif





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_015_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/prhuklogo.jpg
Penguin
Random Houge
UK





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_003_IMGX.png
s %

The Northern Expedition A
"1

s
1

PPN, 4 K
o N

M ONGOTLTIA
(Independent 1924)

SINKIANG

JAPAN
ll,_,
\ s
\) S'¢) g Qingdao 4
it e B
/ 0
d
\
\ QO
o,
-,
\ ﬂ a
: N ¢
TIBET ‘\| %\C\}‘G © Chengdu o 400 miles
i )
| Do 800 km
!
AN Key
7
*~»~~,,§' ey [7] Guomindang home territory
- E Guangxi group of warlords
rmosa [5] Faction of Tang Jiyao
INDIA Taiwan. [4] Zhili faction of Wu Peifu
> Zhili faction of Sun Chuanfang

E Feng Yuxiang’s Guominjun
. Fengtian faction of Zhang Zuolin

E N A S E A D Non aligned or fragmented

U T H P = advances of Guomindang

= advance by Yan Xishan
= Guominjun advance

7O Tonking

%, (to France

A-51885-1953)
;






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_007_IMGX.png
Flash Poi d Confli China’s Periphery si
as olnts an on! lCt\S on mas Cl‘lp €ery since 1949 R U S S I A

©Astana \ L. Baikal

KAZAKHSTAN

L. Balkhash W

s

Lo
Bishkek ™~
1, \.

Zhenbao Island

Ulaanbaatar ©

MONGOLIA

©Urumgi

XINJIANG

!
i/

/ © _ NINGXIA

e,

PACIFIC
OCEAN

East Vi
_ HUBEI Wuhaﬂ ‘( Hm\gzhou China Sea

I

Key )

(D) Occupation of Tibet, 1950

(2) Korean War, 1950-3

6Taipei (19, [(3) Taiwan Straits Crisis, 1954-5

Senkaku/ | (3 Second Taiwan Straics Crisis, 1958

Diaoyutai Is. | (5) Tibetan Uprising, ro59

(6) China-Burma Border Campaign, 1960-1

(@) Sino-Indian War, 1962

. Sikkim Campaign, 1967
N (9) Sino-Soviet Border Conflict, 1969
o Vietnam War, 1965-9

(1) Paracel Island Dispute, 1974
(1) Sino-Vienamese War, 1979

South

China Sea
Takeover of Hong Kong and
o Bay of Bengal PHILIPPINES © Ao of o Kon an
¥ @ (19) Further disputed island groups:
o angog ﬁ'\ NOTH. AIL AND K /Spm]y Is. g{a ila Spratlys and Senkaku/Diaoyutai
. [N






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_041_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_030_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_028_IMGX.jpg
._ ty -?3\ Meopant |
£/ ROBERT JOHN MORRaQW






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_025_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_002_IMGX.png
Tianjin and its Conces$ions, 1917

]}
—

West Station

L stro-

1garian
=4

1
ncession

o

CHINESE CITY

Japanese
concession

o 1500 yards

(o} I000 m

Key

waterways

d=t=t=+ railways

Central Station

East Station

Russian & Cky
con 1 ”g~ -/l{
24
e
2
R, .
‘/)
b
. %
Russian
concession
<
9‘).
G
<
N






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_011_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/cover.jpg
Y

="
Out of China

Robert Bickers

‘Essential ... beautifully written’

‘A pre-eminent chronicler of China’





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_022_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_039_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_014_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_033_IMGX.jpg
NEHIHRED AR LB

YUERAN Q1 NIU WO QL WA, SAIBY CUO TA XIANG SHA HUR





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_036_IMGX.jpg
2 JEAN-LUC GOD/«R

;‘ UNFILM DE

—TINEW zmsmmmersmo
"——"__MACHJ:L&WM,_






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_009_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_006_IMGX.png
\ )
Areas under Communist Control in Northern China, Augst 194
’ 27N -
" I’I E l't' N ~,)
ey K (g !
© Communist controlled areas ! L= B
4 '~
[ Kalgan . Y -
N 4 Jin/Cha/Ji }
e
emgg,
1
Yellow Sea
400 miles

600 km






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_017_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_044_IMGX.jpg
i w
b—w o V| L she E?iA”
=3y g%qf *F“sﬁ‘ﬁ H #ﬂ
E%;;j{,miﬁ}iw;g t‘jgix
E Y ] -+ L\

kﬁ?ﬁ%%; inaRhERS
= 240

Section 2
The invasion of China by

;maariaf"Qr Powers
Fitain starteg + “in 184g, the j
FSCendag onf -
ﬁ% and ki,
0 5ign 2 se
“litical

‘,!A





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_026_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_034_IMGX.jpg
THE STORY OF REVOLUTION IN A CHINESE VILLAGE

JOINT STOCK

AT THE TERRACE THEATRE l.CoA-NASH HOUSE THE MALL
21 APRIL-I0MAY 7-30pm TEL.930 6393






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_042_IMGX.jpg
v
Yem——p——

P Py Py PRy PPy P





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_035_IMGX.jpg
WA

HOIDE






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_043_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_005_IMGX.png
Isolated Shanghai, c. 1941

CHINESE MUNICIPALITY ~ OF GREATER SHANGHAT
(Under Japanese  control)

ShanghaiNorth /5 || e
- Railway Station

0

&, ZHABEI

Q
S
=

'WAYSIDE DISTRICT

‘WESTERN EXTENSION
ROADS AREA (Badlands)

T

\

!

\

:

1 INTERNATIONAL SETTLEMENT
\ ¢ Consulate
|

R

Hug, e
3
/ ubbling Well Road

ey

UDONG
(Japanese occupied)

1 mile
————
o 1 km
Old Chinese City Key

(Nantao) Defence areas 1940

E’ Japanese naval landing party
Shanghai volunteer corps
‘:l US marine corps

‘:l British defence corps

- Italian naval landing party
Japanese occupied railway

HONGQIAO

boundaries






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_018_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_012_IMGX.jpg
A Dirgct Violation. gy

the FRinciple

of Hamm\.ity

% R
el w44

LR AR
Myl gl






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_020_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_019_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_013_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_010_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/penguinLogo_large.gif





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_024_IMGX.jpg
Have a “Coke”= Good winds have blown you here

... away to say

Tn far-off places, when Coca-Cola is on hand,
you find it cementing friendships for our
fighting men. China knew Coca-Cola from
Tientsin to Shanghai, from Hong Kong to
Tsingtao. To Chinese and Yank alike, Hare

a “Coke” are welcome words. They belong
with friendliness and freedom. From Aclanta

to the Seven Seas, Coca-Cola stands for

“We are friends” to the Chinese

the pause ihat refreshes—has become a symbol
of good will among the friendly-minded.

PR
Our fighting men are delighted to meet up with
Coca-Cola many places o Coca-Cola bas been
a globe roter “Since way back when”. Even with war,

Coca-Cola today is being botled right on the spot in

over 35 alled and newral nations.

Coca-Cola






OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_027_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_021_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_032_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_008_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_016_IMGX.jpg





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_001_IMGX.png
China in 1918 N

——————— international borders
= railways

[ foreign leased areas
IV Eare

! l\.. ARt
) s -
o N
o 400 miles
o 600 km
______________ - P
. -
Sl

. ello o R
%CC i N/A Yellow \\rp/ Zhebiiang

_Nanjing

,\/f\ L~ “eWusong
Hankou anghai

igjiang Ningbo

' Wenzhou

o

/} Xiamen

- Pesed dores TATWAN

\J//\A% Guangzhouy ~ Shantous™ s \/
Mengzio/"w-chao (Port/ys = Hong Kong (Br.)
(.\,r\_r""' - Beihaj 7 (ceded to Japan,
: “ Guangzhouwan (Fr.) 1895())

0, ©

FRENCEF
-CHINA NAN

\ PHILIPPINES
I






OPS/images/penguinLogo_small.gif





OPS/images/9781846146183_OutofChina_004_IMGX.png
The Sinz;]'apanese War
N

USSR

Key
[] Japanese-controlled territory in 1933
[ 1942
~—> Japanese ‘Ichigo’ offensive
launched in the early summer of 1944
— 1937-8 campaign

seesseeenes extent of Japanese control by the
end of 1944

MONGOLIA

------ Communist base area e

B %
sy Bing&iigguan
cpt. 1937

_ ,'-'l’ai-

S Lk

ST Noy. 1937
H

/
/ Yanane

ykes blown
l June 1938

N >
Wasung > Shanghai

Chongging =, N
% Jivjiang
July 1938
iR 14
e K < Shanggao ), 0
& Nanyue Wenzhou
Zngsl S ] b5
K . 2
\ Hengfang 0
\ Kunming
PACIFIC
o
Xiamen °° OCEAN
May 193
Shantou an
June 1939
o
= .
° 500 miles
. } n . I - L - L ! ]
< ° 1000 km






