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but the BCAS board decided in 1993 that the CCAS Statement of Purpose
should be published in our journal at least once a year.

We first came together in opposition to the brutal aggression of
the United States in Vietnam and to the complicity or silence of
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recognize that the present structure of the profession has often
perverted scholarship and alienated many people in the field.
The Committee of Concerned Asian Scholars seeks to develop a
humane and knowledgeable understanding of Asian societies
and their efforts to maintain cultural integrity and to confront
such problems as poverty, oppression, and imperialism. We realize that to be students of other peoples, we must first understand
our relations to them.
CCAS wishes to create alternatives to the prevailing trends in
scholarship on Asia, which too often spring from a parochial
cultural perspective and serve selfish interests and expansionism. Our organization is designed to function as a catalyst, a
communications network for both Asian and Western scholars, a
provider of central resources for local chapters, and a community for the development of anti-imperialist research.
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Boston, Massachusetts
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Anthropology and the Third World
Kathleen Gough Aberle

(Revision of a speech delivered at the CCAS
conference, March 28, 1969)
I should like to say a few words about
how I see Anthropology and anthropologists,
in relation to the Third World, in the past
and today.l It is almost a cliche nowadays
to say that Anthropology has been in some
sense a child of imperialism. Anthropology
as we know it began in the eighteenth cen
tury, both as a humanistic study and as a
branch of modern science. In intention, it
was a holistic study of man and his works,
which it was believed would both enlighten
men and improve the human condition. As a
university discipline, however, Anthropology
became specialized in the late nineteenth
century, when the Western nations were busy
conquering the whole world and dividing it
up into colonies or spheres of influence.
I think that the very scope of our subject
matter has been largely determined by this
fact. Thus, one common description of An
thropology is that it is the study of all
peoples and their cultures, with a primary
emphasis on primitive (or pre-literate)
cultures. In practice, however, this has
tended to mean that Anthropology has con
centrated on the study of conquered peoples.
I realized only a few years ago that the
subjects of anthropological studies turn out
very predominantly to have been conquered
non-white people such as American Indians
or Black people in the United States, or oc
casionally, villages or other small communi
ties of poor whites, as in Wales or Ireland,
which one might also refer to as "conquered"
in a broader sense.
Anthropologists' actions and theories
have therefore been strongly conditioned by
imperialism. I do not mean to say that their
theories have been determined only by imper
ialism. That would be foolish. It is ob

vious that the general state of knowledge
of the times - for example the development
in other disciplines such as Geology, As
tronomy or Physics - strongly influenced
anthropological theories. So, of course,
did the precise state of anthropologists'
own discoveries and data -- the fact, for
example, that totemism was being discovered
or described, or that particular types of
fossil men, or of ancient tools, were be
ing discovered in sequence, obviously had
the utmost to do with the particular theo
ries that were developed. Nevertheless,
I think that our general theoretical con
text has been broadly connected with the
phases of imperialism.
I have neither time nor knowledge to
explore these phases adequately, but will
suggest three lines of thought. First, be
fore the Boasian period in American and
World War I in Europe, cultural evolution
ism dominated most of Anthropology. This
was obviously much connected with the rapid
expansion of imperialism, especially be
tween about 1860 and 1900. Western society
was seen as the apogee of civilization. It
was a hopeful, optimistic outlook (if one
ignored the temporary cost of human life).
The general approach was one of trying to
map out stages of cultural development,
with the assumption that Western industrial
culture was so far the best, if not the
final, stage, and that we would bring this
culture to the rest of the world through
our conquests.
Leaving aside complicated developments
and regional variations in the interim, a
second main period fell between the two
World Wars, when structural functionalism
became so prominent in British and Europe
an anthropology, and a somewhat different
kind of functionalism, in culture and per
sonality studies in the United States. It

----"
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seemS to me that these studies belonged to
a period when the empires had settled down;
economically, they were relatively stagnant;
independence movements were being effective
ly contained; and emphasis was being placed
on maintaining the status quo. The traged
ies of World War I had made people less op
timistic about progress; the stress now was
mainly on stable societies and personali
ties, on the interrelations of their parts,
and on how the parts maintained one another.

I wish now to turn to our social
roles as anthropologists, which greatly
affect both our data-gathering and our
theories, as well as our impact on people.
I see three main types of social roles:
(1) in relation to our "informants", often
in Third World nations; (2) in relation
to our employers - governments, universi
ties and foundations; and (3) in relacion
to each other; and through each other, to
our discipline as a collective endeavour.

There have been a number of different
developments in Anthropology since World
War II. One is a revised form of cultural
evolutionism, closely linked with studies
of cultural ecology. It may be that the
prominence of such studies in the United
States (as distinct from Britain and Europe)
has some indirect connection with American
technological dominance and overseas expan
sion, even though individually, anthropolo
gists concerned with these studies have
tended to oppose American expansionism, and
especially the war in Vietnam. Another
strong trend has been concern with applying
Anthropology to problems of economic deve
lopment in new nations, always, of course,
within the framework of international cap
italism. Since such studies necessarily
assume that significant economic develop
ment is possible in the Third World through
capitalist institutions, they are tending
to be increasingly challenged by thinkers
in the new nations where such development
is not in fact occurring. Other kinds of
departures have been into small-scale and
limited ethnographic descriptions and into
highly abstract treatments of problems in
linguistics, ethnoscience and kinship - all
far removed from the disturbing events of
the real world in the last twenty years.
At the other extreme are the fairly small
number of anthropologists who place them
selves actively in the service of branches
of the United States government in order to
help furth~r its attempts at conquest or at
economic and political penetration abroad.
In general, while perhaps only a small pro
portion of anthropologists actively favour
imperialism, the vast majority acquiesce
in it by denying its existence, by choosing
problems remote from the contemporary world,
or by taking a long view of cultural evo
lution and assuming that man's actions are
largely or wholly culturally determined.

With regard to informants, I think
that anthropologists have tended to va
cillate between emotional detachment and
a kind of white liberal approach. Anthro
pologists tended to conclude either that
their science was or should be wholly val
ue-free, or else could be used to alleviate
some of the suffering that imperialism
had brought about. It was not, of course,
usually realized that imperialism had
brought these sufferings - anthropologists
have been singularly blind to the effects
or even the existence of imperialism.
With regard to employers, there has been
a general tendency not to criticize them
too much, not to take very radical stands,
obviously because they provide the money
and you can't go on being a professional
anthropologist if you are completely out
of favour with your government or with
your university, whose administration is,
in effect, an indirect arm of the govern
ment. With regard to our colleagues and'
our discipline, I suggest that the assump
tion of value-free social science, while
uneasily held and often challenged by in
dividual anthropologists, flourished part
ly because it offered an escape from the
fact that the interests of our informants
and of our employers were often deeply
opposed, and that we availed ourselves of
the privileges and protection of the con
querors while claiming good will toward
the conquered. In effect, the assumption
of value-free social science provided im
plicit support for the status quo.
I think that today, we are being
squeezed out of these approaches and these
roles by two sets of forces. One is that
of active counter-revolution, and especi
ally of American expansionism allover the
world. The other force is, of course,
that of the revolutionary movements in
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significant parts of the Third World, as well
as, incipiently, in the Western nations them
selves.
Two years ago, I tried to count 'the pop
ulations of the Third World nations which had
either active, fighting revolutionary move
ments within them or large revolutionary par
ties coupled with serious social unrest. At
that time, the outcome of my enquiry was that
roughly a third of the former "Third World"
had already had revolutions and become soci
alist; about another third contained guerilla
movements or large revolutionary parties;
while the remaining third contained relative
ly stable satelli!e, colonial or ostensibly
independent nations. Since that time the
most significant developments are, I think,
that both India and Pakistan appear to .be
entering a proto-revolutionary stage. Thus
we have had the recent uproars in Pakistan;:' ~
and in India there has been the formation of
a new Revolutionary Communist Party, linked
with various tribal and peasant uprisings a
gainst landlords and government. Thus, even
in that part of the Third World which has
seemed relatively stable, one cannot escape
the fact that under capitalism, the,gap be
tween rich and poor is continually.i~reas
ing, so that revolutionary upheavaI§l, 'and
counter-revolutionary reprisals, are very
probable in the near future.
Because of such developments I think
that anthropologists are being increasingly
torn apart between their informants (or a
majority of their informants) and their em
ployers, who are, or who represent, the coun
ter-revolutionary powers. What does an an
thropologist do who is working for a counter
revolutionary government, in a revolutionary
or proto-revolutionary world?
I see this as our central dilemma. I
believe we have to choose where our loyalty
is, between these two main sets of forces.
One reason we must choose is that if we do
not choose, the counter-revolution will
choose us, whether we like it or not. Or ev
en whether we are aware of it or not. In this
connection, an instructive statement was made
in 1967 by the Panel of the Defense Science
Board of the National Academy of Sciences in
the United States. 2 Briefly, the statement
says that the behavioural science community
at large must be made to accept responsibility

for recruiting Department of Defense re
search managers. These in turn, without
talking directly about counter-insurgency
or counter-guerilla warfare, will be re
sponsible for organizing
both "indepen
dent" anq applied scholarship, both by
Third World scholars and by American schol
ars and research institutes abroad. Par
ticular emphasis is laid on the fact that
studies made by independent ( or one might
say, "innocent") scholars supported by
non-defense agencies, can be very useful to
the Department of Defense if their data
are "exploited" by suitable research teams
inside the United States, especially ,if
care is taken to see that appropriate sub
jects are investigated by research agencies
abroad. It is th"is kind of statement which
convinces me that the idea of a neutral,
value-free social science investigation of
modern society is a snare and a delusion.
Therefore, social scientists must be very
clear in their minds why they are under
taking a study, whom they hope to benefit
by it, and whom they might conceivably
harm.
I do not mean to say that it is ne
cessary for us just heedlessly to leap in
to battle or to swear allegiance to parti
cular revolutionary movements simply be
cause they are revolutionary. But I think
we have to decide, basically, whether we
favour the continuance and furth~r expan
sion of Western imperialism or whether we
oppose it. The choice is, of course, most
acute for those who study contemporary so
ciety, but it is not entirely absent for
archaeologists, palaeontologists and others
who study the past. Thus, for example, if
such scholars accept money from the United
States government, or seek its protection,
to do research in places like Thailand,
without making a strong and vociferous pro
test against their government's policies,
they provide a respectable scholarly smoke
screen for the kinds of counter-revolution
ary and often brutal activities going on
there, not to mention in next-door Vietnam.
Clearly, however, the dilemma is much worse
for those of us interested in modern pea
sant societies and in modern social change.
I think that I must be opposed to im
perialism and that I must identify myself
with those in the Third World who oppose it.
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I must be committed to the general objective
of revolution against imperialism, even
though I differ and argue with some of the
theories and actions of particular revolu
tionary movements.
What are the implications for ananthro
pologist who decides that he or she has be
come committed to an anti-imperialist, anti
racist, and (I would say) socialist approach
to society? First it seems to me that there
is a vast and exciting body of intellectual
work awaiting us. Anthropology, like the
other social sciences, has had a profoundly
conservative bias ever since it became a un
iversity discipline. But fortunately, there
has also been, throughout, an "underground"
stream of radical scholarship, mainly al
though not always stemming from Marx. I
think that we who have recently woken up to
our heritage and our situation have a pri
mary intellectual task to read and master
this radical literature, to bring it into
confrontation with what we have learned in
our cold-war universities, and to sort out
what we can agree with in the light of the
most modern data, and what we must reject.
Incidentally, if we do this I think we au
tomatically cease to be solely anthropolo
gists and have also to become, as far as
possible, political scientists, economists,
and sociologists as well.
I see all this as a very serious matter
and am not yet aware of all its implications.
I do not think it is something that we can
get away with without penalties. If we take
anti-imperialist, socialist value positions
and if this approach really impregnates our
work, obviously it will have consequences
for us. In this connection, I much admire
a statement by some 500 intellectuals from
70 countries made at the Cultural Congress
of Havana ·in 1968, and addressed to all in
tellectuals of the world. I would like to
place it in opposition to the other state
ment to which I just referred,. by the Panel
of the Defense Science Board:
"We recognize that this enterprise of
domination assumes the most diverse forms,
from the most brutal to the most insidious,
and that it operates at all levels; politi
cal, military, economic, racial, ideologi
cal, and cultural; and we also recognize
that this undertaking is carried on with e

normous financial resources and with the
help of propaganda agencies disguised as
cultural institutions.
"Imperialism seeks, by the most varied
techniques of indoctrination, to ensure so
cial conformity and political passivity.
At the same time, a systematic effort is
made to mobilize technicians, men of sci
ence and intellectuals generally in the
service of capitalistic and neo-colonialist
interests and purposes. Thus, talents and
skills which should contribute to the task
of liberation and progress become, instead,
instruments for the commercialization of
values, the degradation of culture, and
the maintenance of the capitalist ecoriomic
and social order.
"It is the fundamental interest and
the imperative duty of intellectuals to re
sist this aggression and to take up, with
out delay, the challenge thus posed to
them. What is required of them is support
for the struggles of national liberation,
social emancipation, and cultural decol
onization for all people of Asia, Africa,
and Latin America, and for the struggle
against imperialism waged in its very cen
tre by an ever greater number of black and
white citizens of the United States; and
to enter the political struggle against
conservative, retrograde and racist forces,
to demystify the latters' ideologies and
to attack the structure upon which these
rest and the interests they serve ...
"This commitment must begin with an
unqualified rejection of the policy of cul
tural subjection to the United States, and
this implies the refusal of all invitations,
scholarships, employment and participation
in programmes of cultural work and research,
where their acceptance could entail colla
boration with this policy."3
So this is
really a serious matter.
It may mean, for example, that many of us
will no longer be able to do fieldwork at
first hand in Asian countries; partly be
cause much of the money that might be a
vailable to us would entangle us in im
perialist goals or networks of relation
ships; and partly, of course, because most
of the money won't be offered to us when
we begin to write about the things we see
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as important. Some of our work may be pre
vented by the lifting of passports or the
refusal of visas. Nevertheless, if our
primary interests and knowledge ~ in Asi
an studies, we must see how much we ~ do,
and that may be surprising; I'm looking now
at William Hinton sitting in the back row
and thinking how much humanistic and intel
lectual work he accomplished in China - more,
probably than most of the academic scholars
in this room.
I do not wish to give the impression
that I believe we Western students of Asia
should be making Third World revolutions.
I don't think we can, or that this is our
primary duty. As a by-product of our work,
we may sometimes be able to give limited
aid to revolutionary movements with which
we become especially identified. It seems
to me, however, that the main focus must be
our own society, which is after all where
the main trouble lies. It is probable, in
fact, that many young Asian scholars will
actually leave Asian studies in the near fu
ture and work at home, researching or or
ganizing their own society. For those of
us who remain in Asian studies, perhaps
we can form links between the inside and
the outside, between the various metropoli
tan countries and the vast domains of im
perialism. Particularly if we become or
ganized, we ought to be able to put up some
kind of political struggle for the interests

of Asian peoples, to whom we owe so much of
our knowledge. Chiefly, however, our main
goal should be to enlighten ourselves and
our own countrymen about the lives and the
contemporary struggles of Asian peoples.
By doing so we shall aid in the change of
consciousness of our own people and thus
in the reconstruction of North America.
Footnotes:
lThese thoughts are explored more fully in
the "Social Responsibilities Symposium",
Current·Anthropology, December 1968, pp.
391-435. The only justification for sum
marizing them here is that they may reach
a different audience.
2Defense Science Board, National Academy
of Sciences. 1967. Report of the Panel
on Defense Social and Behavioral Sciences.
Williamstown, Mass. Quoted by Andre G.
Frank in "Social Responsibilities Symposi
um", loco cit., p. 412.
3proceedings of the Cultural Congress of
Havana, 1968. Appeal of Havana.
Re
printed in Granma, January 21, 1968;
quoted by A.G. Frank, loco cit., pp. 412

13.
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Pakistan, Economic Change
and Social Scientists
Arthur MacEwen
(Revision of a speech delivendat the CCAS
Conference, March 28, 1969)

their work on Pakistan. The point they
make, however, is that the class divisions
in Pakistan are good, or in some sense
needed in order to bring about development. l
Last Tuesday when a military group took
For them the problem of development is
over the Pakistan government, General Yahya,
viewed
primarily as the problem of
who then became Chief of State, gave his so
accumulating capital. By directing all
called "speech to the nation" in English. At
increments to income into the hands of a
the maximum, five percent of Pakistan's
small
elite, a relatively high rate of
people understand English. Yet if Yahya is
savings
will be obtained. The elite will
like his predecessor, Ayub Khan, or Pakistan's
supposedly
use its savings to increase the
first leader, Mr. Jinnah, he may have diffi
quantity
of
productive assets, and the
culty with both Urdu and Bengali, the nation
economy
will
grow. The process, of course,
al languages. Yahya gave the speech in Eng
yields
more
income
inequality which, so
lish because he was speaking to an elite,
the argument goes, yields more growth.
the elite which he considers relevant when
Social services and projects to help the
speaking to the "nation".
poor people are something for the future
after the stage of accumulation has been
The gap between those who rule Pakistan
undergone.
and the mass of the Pakistan people is, of
course, not only linguistic and cultural. It
It turns out that two of the chief
is a gap which is also economic and social.
proponents
of this sort of theory are,
Pakistan, like many other poor countries, is
first,
the
Chief
Economist of the Pakistan
dominated by a very rigid class structure.
Planning Commission, and second, the
director of Harvard's Development Advisory
Yet the fundamental issues regarding
Service (which provides the Planning
class division and class structure are
Commission with most of its so-called
. generally speaking ignored by economists
studying Pakistan. Western economists or, for technical assistance, i.e., economists
who have been writing Pakistan's develop
that matter, Pakistanis who have learned
ment programs for the last 15 years). In
economics in the West, view their primary
their terms, of course, such a theory is
function as determining technical prescript
not
at all silly. If one measures progress
ions for economic development. Economic
simply
in terms of a rising level of aver
development, in turn, is defined simply as
age
per
capita income without regard to
a rising GNP; and a rising GNP is seen as
the
distribution
or the content of the
being in the interests of the Pakistan
goods
and
services
that are being provided,
"nation". The fact that there may be a div
then
the
theory
provides
a reasonably good
ision of interests within Pakistan, a div
description
of
Pakistan's
economic develop
ision along class lines, is never an issue
ment
since
the
advent
of
the
Ayub Khan
for Western economists.
regime in 1958.
Actually, that last statement is not
quite true. Some economists have given
attention to class aspects of society in

What happened in the 1958-68 period
can be viewed as a result of Ayub's success
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in bringing about a coalition of a number of
elites in a society which had prior to that
time been in conflict with one another. A
traditional agricultural elite, a military
elite, and a relatively new industrial elite
were brought together to provide a political
stability necessary for the kind of growth
that I have described.
This political consolidation and
economic growth has taken place under the
watchful eye of the United States. Using
economic aid as an instrument, the United
States has encouraged the "class-divided"
development of Pakistan. To consider a few
key factors: first, a large part of the aid
has been military or related to military,
and it has served generally to strengthen
the hand of a conservative military group
in the country's affairs. Secondly, our
aid programs emphasize the development of
the agricultural sector, especially in
areas where agriculture is dominated by
large landholders. Furthermore, the type
of technical program we choose to support
pays off most directly for the landlords,
while we place relatively little emphasis
on technical change through education, a
type of change which wouid payoff for a
much broader group.
But, as I have said, little is being
done in Pakistan which benefits the '~roader
group." While the policies of the Pakistan
government have raised GNP significantly
over the last 10 years, the lot of poor
people has not changed. One recent study
indicates that in East Pakistan the standard
of living of rural laborers has not changed
since the early fifties. Another study
shows that there has been no increase in the
real wages of industrial laborers. 2
There is, of course, nothing unusual in
development being accompanied by a highly
unequal distribution of income. Within the
context of capitalist development it is hard
to see what other options there are. Under
such circumstances income must be channeled
into the hands of an elite; for however
well or badly it does, there is no one else
to lead development. That is to say,
capitalist development is capitalist
development.

Capitalist development, with its great
inequities, is, of course, not the only way.
There is an alternative. The prerequisite
to that alternative is that power be taken
by the workers and peasants of Pakistan.
Revolution·and the creation of socia~ism
in Pakistan and other very poor countries
would certainly lead to a vast redistri
bution of income. The redistribution of
income, in itself, however, would not make
people much better off. The most impor
tant role of income equality in socialist
development is as an incentive. Only
through equality will the mass of people
feel, and rightly so, that their interests
are the interests of the state. The
priorities of a socialist Pakistan would
be very different from what they are today;
for example, education, health, public
transportation, would be of high
importance. When the people receive the
benefits of development through these sorts
of projects, they will want to participate,
to work harder. Thus socialist development
would not only be more humane, but it would
also be more successful.
In the context of this vision of a
socialist path for developing countries, I
do think social scientists can perform
some useful functions. However, it is
quite clear that these functions are
limited. There is a revolution to be made,
and it will be made by the people of
Pakistan. If we can take an optimistic
view of the past year's turmoil in Pakistan,
it would seem that a movement is already
developing.
The problem is, how can social
scientists who are interested in poor
countries service this movement? First, we
have a job of education to do here in the
United States. I have not said much about
American imperialism, but we all know that
fighting here in the United States against
imperialism is one way to help poor
countries break their yoke of underdevelop
ment. Social scientists, by presenting
the people of this country with information
and analysis of events in poor countries,
can help build an anti-imperialist move
ment in the United States. Our experience
in and knowledge of poor countries would
seem to make us especially useful in this
respect.
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Secondly, I think to a somewhat lesser
extent we can perform a similar function
vis-a-vis the revolutionary movements in
the poor countries. ~Iost inte llectuals ina
country like Pakistan are removed from
revolutionary activity by the combination of
repression and coopt ion, and support of them
by outsiders like ourselves may be especially
needed. While intellectuals will never be
the core of a revolutionary movement, our
analysis can be of some use. For example,
economists can expose the development pro
grams of Pakistan for what they are, i. e. ,
a cover for the continued dominance by a
small elite.
The third aspect of the social
scientists' role stems from what is, for me,
an essential feature of any radical
analysis. A radical analysis of a society
depends upon posing basically different
alternatives. For example, we can only see
what is really wrong with Pakistan's
development programs if we examine them in
the light of the socialist alternative.

furthermore, developing a clear picture of
the socialist alternative helps people to
work toward that alternative. Social
scientists can help a revolutionary move
ment figure out where it is going.
Finally, and perhaps most importantly,
social scientists must not think that their
only role is a professional one. We can
not just provide service to a revolutionary
movement. We must be part of it.
Footnotes:
ISee ~lahbub ul I1aq The Strategy of Economic
Planning, and Gustav Papanek Pakistan's
Development.
2

See S.R. Bose, '7rend of Real Income of the
Rural Poor in East Pakistan, 1949-66--An
Indirect Estimate," Pakistan Development
Review, 1968; and A.R. Khan, "What has been
happening to real wages in Pakistan?"
Pakistan Development Review, 1967.
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The Asian
Scholar and the American Crisis

i

Noam Chomsky
(Revision of a speech delivered at the
CCAS Conference, March 29, 1969)

and which now supports what has become a
virtual declaration of war by the United
States against the third world.

I don't know anything at all about
the early backgrounds of American Asian
scholarship, but I would guess that it
grew to some extent out of the Missionary
tradition. If that's true, I think the
best advice for Asian scholars today is
perhaps to go back to their roots, and
become missionaries to the people that real
ly can use it, and you know which ones I
mean. If there was ever a society that
needed to be civilized and brought the "val
ues of Christianity," to have a cultural re
volution carried out, this is it. I think
it's very important that some of the speak
ers in this meeting have looked at problems
of Asia as a reflection of, or at least in
relation to domestic American problems. My
own cursory acquaintance; with the field of
Asian scholarship. indicates that that's
something of a novelty~ There is an obvi
ous ideological element in the failure to
view Asian problems in their interaction
with domestic American issues. This relates
to one aspect of what one might well call
the American crisis, its ideological aspect,
which in part involves a belief that our po
licy with respect to the rest of the world
is purely reactive. We're the."guardian of
the gates" where the gates tend;to get farth
er and farther away every decade or so. We
are protecting somebody from something 
what it is changes from time to time. We
are defending or extending what we represent,
namely, liberty and justice and free oppor
tunity for people who for one reason or a
nother have not been able to acquire these
benefits. This belief in American innocence
combines with something else, namely a tre
mendous fear, often unfocused, but neverthe
less a real fear of the third world, a fear
which to some extent borders on paranoia,

This combination of fear and belief in
innocence is obviously very dangerous. It's
easy to illustrate; I'm not going to try to
document it at any great length. I think
the fear has been perfectly well expressed
by a man whom people tend to scoff at, al
though he really is in many ways a man of
the people, namely Lyndon Johnson, in any
number of very quotable statements which
he's made over the years. When he said,
years ago, that "without superior air power
America is a bound and throttled giant; im
potent and easy prey to any yellow dwarf
with a pocket knife", and when he says that
there are only 200,000,000 of us, and 3
billion of them and they're going to take
what we have and so on and so forth - he's
express ing feelings \"'hich are very wide
spread and deep-seated. It is wrong to
laugh at such statements. It makes no more
sense to laugh at that aspect of reality
than it did to laugh at the fear of the peo
ple of Germany 30 years ago, that SOme Jew
ish-Bolshevik-Capitalist, etc. conspiracy
was threatening to destroy the center of
European civilization. When a great power
with enormous resources is overcome by this
kind of psychosis, it is no time to laugh,
it's a time to do something else.
The belief in American innocence is
equally easy to document ..• Well, let me
just mention one example. In the last few
days, I've been looking at some of the arti
cles that were published right after the
Second World War, one of them in particular
by A.A. Herle, ~n which he describes what
he thinks American policy toward Asia should
be. He suggests that our policy should be
one of unilateral American intervention to
safeguard what he calls the rights of peo

.I

© BCAS. All rights reserved. For non-commercial use only. www.bcasnet.org

13
ples, this being a new era in world history_
It used to be that nations were only con
cerned with the rights of nations, but now
we've risen to a new level of civilization
and we're concerned with the rights of peo
ples;and since obviously the UN isn't so
phisticated enough and not advanced enough
culturally to be able to deal with the
rights of peoples, then the United States
is going to have to do it unilaterally. He
suggests two particular countries where we
ought to do this, namely Greece and Iran.
This was 1947; and of course we've been
carefully looking after the rights of peo
ple in those two countries and many others
ever since then.
This combination of fear and belief in
innocence is hardly unique. It's the kind
of sickness that can be dealt with and per
haps cured only by a very strong dose of
reality, and the people who should adminis
ter it are people who know something about
the matter; people like you, that is. In
your capacity as Asian scholars, there is
nothing more important that you can do than
to administer this dose of reality. One's
life as an Asian Scholar does not of course
exhaust one's life - there are many other
kinds of political activism that one ought
to be engaged in these days.
But in one's
specific capacity as an Asian scholar, any
kind of scholar, I think there is nothing
more important than to do work that is ser
ious, objective, and free from dogma, work
that will therefore be more sympathetic,
more radical, more fraternal in its rela
tion to the strivings of masses of people
throughout the world. And to do this work
in a form which is on the one hand persua
sive within the profession, and on the oth
er hand meets the needs of people who don't
want to bother with all the footnotes, but
just want to know the main gist of things
and to get a picture of what the world is
really like -- even if various professors
at Harvard feel that this understates the
complexity of the situation. It is true
that the world is more complex than any de
scription of it. One need not, however, be
paralyzed by this realization.
I think one .shouldn't underemphasize.
the effect that serious academic scholar
ship might possibly have. It's interesting
to think back over the impact of reinter

pretations of the cold war over the last
few years. There are really a very small
number of people who have been involved
in revisionist history. But within a brief
space of time, this has become such a sig
nificant intellectual force that nobody
can fail to pay attention to it, and I
think almost any college student today
would take for granted things which were
regarded as rather scandalous just a few
year~ ago.
This understanding gradually
extends into the mass media and into the
schools. This change of attitude has come
about in part because there is a student
movement. If there hadn't been some po
litical movement doing all sorts of things
on the side, then the scholarly works of
reinterpretation would have remained in
the obscurity to which they were consigned
in earlier years. Nevertheless there is
an interplay, and these two factors - the
development of a political movement and
the development of serious work which, in
a sense, gives a framework within which
the political movement works - this inter
play is very valuable and ought to contin
ue. Neither can take place successfully
without the other.
A second example which is even more
pertinent today, I think, concerns the very
interesting developments in the scientific
community, beginning with technical mat
ters like the ABM. I think the debate over
the ABM has been a real awakening for a lot
of scientists. It's been assumed for a
long time that the government makes mis
takes because it gets bad advice, and if
only it got good advice, obviously it would
do the right thing - because it's a govern
ment by the people, for the people, and so
on. Now, the ABM is a very clear test cas.e
of this hypothesis. I've rarely seen a
situation in which scientists were so uni
fied on a technical issue - on the issue
fo whether the thing will work or whether
it will defend you against anyone, or
whether the computer system will function,
and so on. Here is a group of people who
can really test the proposition that the
government is simply waiting for good ad
vice, and you can see what's happen~ng. I
think there is an awareness developing that
the ABM program is a case of a conclusion
in search of an argument, and that the gov
ernment and its corporate affiliates· are
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searching until they've got an argument
that can be used to befuddle or obfuscate.
All of this is leading to a good deal of
cynicism, and that's important, I think.
For example, the cynicism was revealed at
an ABM rally the other day at MIT when one
theoretical physicist made a rather con
structive suggestion: he suggested that
rather than using radioactive materials 
which conceivably might be useful for some
thing - in the nose cones, we should fill
them with cheese so that we can deal with
excess farm production while we're also
giving a subsidy to the electronics industry.
Now I think that this is having an effect
in the scientific community. I think it's
leading to a more accurate understanding of
the way politics really works, of how im
portant decisions are made, and that's im
portant.
Now I think in the field of Asian
Scholarship there are similar opportuni
ties for Americansto understand what has
been the impact of the United States on,
let's say, the peasants of the Philippine
Islands, and to understand what
"danger" the peasants of the Philippine
Islands pose to us. This is something that
can be brought to people, and if done ser
iously and persuasively, it can perhaps af
fect the dual problem of fear of the third
world and belief in American innocence.

Middle East, to any place that wasn't al
ready preempted by our somewhat weaker and
less imaginative colleagues in the Kremlin.
Secondly, the World War taught a very im
portant lesson in economics, which is hav
ing a great impact on domestic American so
ciety. Until the Second World War we had
not really succeeded in escaping from the
Depression - in 1939 there were 9 million
unemployed. The Second World War showed
that a highly mobilized society, with sub
stantial government interveution in the e
conomy to induce production, could succeed,
at least for some space of time, in overcoming the very serious problems of the
1930's, and it taught this lesson to pre
cisely the people who could benefit from
it: the corporate executives, for example,
who came to Washington and discovered that
centralized social management was a pretty
good thing; you could use it for your own
interests.

I think that lesson has been well ab
sorbed, and it's now taken ~or granted that
there has to be substantial government in
tervention in the economy and a high de
gree of centralization and planning. Now
any economist, any graduate student in e
conomics, can design very useful ways in
which the government might use public funds
to improve the society: build a mass trans
portation system, low cost public housing
and all sorts of things. But the trouble
I've been talking about an ideological is that there are a few constraints within
component in the general system of repres
which this system has to function. For one
sion and destruction and waste which is
thing, government-induced production has
what the United States is coming to stand
to be non-competitive with the private em
for in the world. Just to look back a lit
pires that fundamentally determine public
tl~ bit on recent history, the Second World
policy. This excludes a number of pos
War was very critical in the development
sibilities. For example, it excludes a
of this system in a number of ways which, I rational mass transportation system pre
think, are very relevant to our present
cisely because of its rationality, which
situation. For one thing, every industrial would obviously very seriously damage the
power in the world was wiped out or seri
automobile and steel industry, the oil in
ously damaged by the Second World War, ex
dustry, and so on. And, secondly, the pub
cept for us. We came out with our industri
lic subsidy has to be acceptable to the
al production quadrupled. We could not re
public; that is, people have to be willing
sist the temptation to use this fantastic
to have a big chunk of their earnings taken
power to construct and organize a world sy
away to subsidize some part of the industri
stem of stable states (I think Mr. Hunting
al system. Now if you combine these con
ton would call it), an American world em~
ditions -- non-competitiveness, fast-wast
pire as it might be called in more objective ing end products, rapid obsolescence as
language. This meant that we extended our
one condition, and acceptability to the
traditional domains - Latin-America, parts
public as a second condition-- there real
of the Pacific - to Southeast Asia, to the
ly aren't too many possibilities left that
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meet these conditions. One thing that meets
them, of course, is war expenditures. It's
not competitive, there's always more and
more of it, it's wasted very fast, it does
n't produce more capital and so on, and se~
cond1y it's acceptable to people as long as
they live in fear, and believe that we need
this vast expenditure in order to keep the
Vietcong from stealing our television sets,
or whatever it is.
Objective scholarship can strike at
one pillar of this whole system, namely in
the matter of acceptability. If you can
eliminate the paranoid fear and the belief
in the benevolence of our objectives and ac
tions, then the psychological support for
vast expenditures for arms disappears, and
I think it might be very hard to sustain
if this element disappears. Now if that ex
penditure for arms is hard to sustain, the
effects on the economy and our society may
be profound.- But in any event, this is a
way in which I think something as simple as
objective scholarship might turn out to be,
if you like, rather subversive - that is,
i t might affect the whole comple.x system of
ideological controls and bel iefs that main
tains repression on an international scale.
There is a second respect in which I
think objective scholarship can be extreme
ly important politically and in a'lsense
somewhat "subversive," and that is that it
can serve to demystify the system. The Ci
vics course that you study in the 8th grade
tells you that the politidal institutions
act the way the people tell them to, and
that the economy is under the control of
consumer sovereignty ... you know, you pay
your dollars which are your votes and that
determines the way the system functions.
This description is a kind of mystification.
The political institutions are quite unre
sponsive to popular demands: in the area of
foreign policy, almost totally so.
Furthermore, even if the economic in
stitutions were responsive to consumer
sovereignty, that wouldn't be much help in
this stage of the development of an indus
trial system. There are basic needs that
simply can't be expressed in market. terms,
like the collective need for a mass trans
portation system. You can't deCide, in the
market, whether to spend your $3,000 on a

Chevrolet or a public t~ansportation sys
tem. There are certain needs - and they
happen to be the oneS that are probably
the most crucial ones for us today 
that belong in another domain: they in
volve political organization; they in
volve co11eotive expression of needs that
don't fall into a market system, and that's
a very serious part of the American crisis,
no doubt. But I think that it is very
hard to unlearn the lesson of the 8th grade
civics course. It is easy to believe be
cause most of the people who believe it
are getting a good deal from the system,
and are, or can hope to be participants
in the culture and the economy of afflu
ence.
But the things that are happening
now are beginning to demystify the system,
to show how political institutions actu
ally function, and to reveal the inade
quacies of the "model of affluence."
For example I think there are many scien
tists who are more aware than they were
.a few weeks ago of the extent to which cer
tain private interests determine public
policy. Or consider the "credibility gap"
- the exposure to which to a large extent
we owe to people in the Asian scholarly
field, for example Franz Schurmann's work
on the work of politics of escalation.
This again has served to show that far
from it being the case that the government
is the representative of the people, rath
er it's more accurate to say, in many re
spects, that the government is the enemy
of the people - particularly the executive
branch of the government which is definite
ly, in large areas of its functioning, sim
ply an enemy of the American people as it's
an enemy of the human race. You find re
cognition of this, incidentally, in the
treatment that Congressmen have been giv
ing to representatives of the Pentagon in
the last few days, and in the general feel
ing of scepticism and cynicism that appear
in very large parts of the population.
I think, as compared with a couple of
years ago, the attitude of very large seg
ments of the American people toward the
government today is probably rather like
that of a moderately sophisticated Russians
to their government; that is, you assume
that it's lying, you assume that it's doing
something behind the scenes that it's not
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them in 1950, and I think this fall from
telling you about, that it's probably act
.grace is traceable to the difference in
ing counter to your interests, and also
what he was pr'oposing or at least was un
that there's not very much you can do about
it. And to a large extent this is accurate. derstood to be proposing at those two times.
But I think that the fact that the percep
Again, I think such demystification of
tion has developed, and it was untrue a
expertise can really be carried out most
couple of years ago, again is a step for
effectively by the experts themselves.
ward.
Thi~ r~n be a verv important and a very
effective way of bringing further insight
Correlated with this - and again very
relevant to the Asian field - is a kind of
into the functioning of our political sy
demystification of expertise. The most
stem.
effective way in which intellectuals have
When one is talking about the American
helped to support our global system of re
crisis,
the things I've been mentioning are
pression is by giving it a certain immunity
rather superficial - they are not the heart
from criticism by investing policy with the
of the American crisis in any sense. I
aura of science. Here too, I think it's
don't think there is any way to escape the
very important to point out what a thin
fact that this is a crisis of Capitalism
coating all of this is, to expose what real
ly is the relationship between policy de
that is profound. The fact of the matter
cisions and anything that's known about in
is that a system of production for profit,
ternational affairs or political structures
a system in which, as was described this
or the particular societies that are being
morning, a human being is regarded as an
managed and controlled - "modernized", to
instrument of production or is regarded
use the technical euphemism. I think many
as economic man who tries to maximize his
people tend to assume that the government
own material self-interest independently
turns to the expert to find out what it
of its effect on anyone else - such a sys
tem is a kind of barbarism. That particu
ought to do. This is a natural assumption,
lar kind of barbarism may have been useful
yet when you look at the way things actu
for developing an industrial system a hun
ally work, you get a different picture.
dred years ago, but it just doesn't fit
There's a very small number of people who
with the present day. Today it leads to
come from corporations, law firms, invest
acts of barbarism like the Vietnam war,
ment firms, foundations, and so on·and so
like the ABM and the arms race and the
forth, who set policy and call. upon experts
ultimate catastrophe which will certainly
to bolster it. Those who object to these
come if we continue in this direction.
policies stop being "experts."
This is a very deep crisis. It's not the
kind of crisis that's going to be met by
Perhaps the most striking case is some
showing why George Kennan became an ir
one like George Kennan, who in 1947 parti
cipated in the writing of the famous Mr. X
responsible mystic, or by explaining that
document, and at that point of course, he
the peasants in the Philippines don't
was a very hard-headed, realistic, tough
threaten us.
I think the crisis has to
minded expert because he said we ought to'
be met by very significant and far-reaching
contain the Soviet Union. When a few years
changes in our society, ultimately changes
later, Kennan started making speeces about
that succeed in bringing social institutions,
how the Soviet Union isn't likely to attack
political institions, economic institutions,
the West, about how they share civilized
the whole commercial and industrial system
values and exhibit certain human traits,
under direct popular control. I think we
etc., - well, you know how long George Ken
have the level of technology, the level of
nan stayed in the State Department. In
technical skill and scientific culture to
fact, when he started talking like that, he
make that a very feasible prospect. At
became an irresponsible mystic. Dean Ache
least one can think about it, and think of
son said that Mr. Kennan is a mystic who
ways of moving towards it.
never really understood the realities of
power. Well, he understood the realities
Now, Asian scholars are not going to
of power in 1947 and he failed to understand
carry out this change, and there's no point
pretending that they are. Asian scho1ar
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ship is not going to bring the commercial
and industrial system under popular control,
but at least it can make a very serious con
tribution, not only in the direct ways that
I've been talking about, but also by the
side effects, by the fact that success in
turning one area of ttl.inking and involve
ment and action towards rationality and sym
pathy and fraternal understanding for human
problems, can affect other areas. And in
fact in almost every profession today there's
something analogous to this. For example at
MIT last Saturday, there was a meeting glow
ing out of the March 4 Research Strike, in
which over 100 scientists, quite a number of
them senior faculty, came and undertook a
commitment not only to come to meetings and
pay their dues, but to work intensively on
projects which are related to the question
of how science is subverted by the demands
of the arms race, and the demands of waste
and destruction and repression in general.
I think this is a parallel to development
that have taken place here. Now if all of
these developments in many fields can become
organized, can become coordinated, can be
come unified; if they can, and this is even
more Utopian, perhaps, if they can become
part of an organized mass politics that
goes well beyond the professions and the U

niversities, and which - if in fact
SUccessful - will submerge these develop
ments within it as ought to happen; if
a vast cooperative enterprise of that
kind can take place at many levels of
action and thinking, then it may be con
ceivable that.we will be able to face, in
a serious way, those problems of our so
ciety which are profound and severe, pro
blems that ultimately require a true so-·
cial revolution which will significantly
modify social relations, relations of
production, human relations,. the charac
ter of our culture ~ It's not ruled out·
that such a development might take place.
I think it's fair to say that this is a
very Utopian, unrealistic vision, but
"realism"doesn't look very attractive at
the moment. The "realistic" vision, I
think, is one of barbarism at a cultural
level, with the consequences that we see:
turning Vietnam into a moonscape, and to
morrow the same thing in some other part
of the world, and ultimately something
parallel in the United States as well. In
the face of these alternatives, the only
sensible, the only realistic thing is to
be a Utopian.
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Me C'arran's Legacy:The
Assoe iation for Asian Studies

' '.

Richard Kagan
(Revision of a speech delivered at the AAS
Conference, March 29, 1969)
The MCCarran Hearings in its attacks on
the Institute of Pacific Relations (1951-52)
destroyed the major professional organiza
tion concerned with contemporary Asian stud
ies. The reaction to this event by the in
stitutional successor to the I.P.R. - the
Association for Asian Studies - has been to
withdraw from any politically sensitive
scholarship or action. Holden Furber, the
1968-69 president of the AAS, justifies this
position by the questionable claim that:
"To take up matters of political considera~
tion would mean we would cease to be a scho
larly organization, to say nothing of com
promising our constitution and tax-exempt
status."l The Association's conservative
interpretation of the law and its education
al policies definitely express a political
point of view - one which clearly reflects
the fears of the fifties rather Jhan the
needs of the seventies; one whicllidentifies
with and seeks protection from the most con
servative elements in our society •. whenever
one suggests that the Association poll its .
members on their Vietnam views, disctiss the
threats to academic. freedom in Asia or in
America, the Association's policy position
is that it must stay neutt.al in order to ..
forestall a loss of tax-exemptio~ (The IPR.
supposedly lost its exempt status' because.'
of its "involvement" in issues). TheAAS will
not repeat the mistake. By raising the
spector of the McCarran Hearings and their
aftermath, t.he AAS has by default accep.ted
MCCarran's and East1a~d's verdict against the
IPR and has incorporated it into their own
posture. Essentially, the AAS's interpreta
tion of the IPR experience has created a ti
mid political position which is maintained by

the assumption that any engagement in areas
not purely scholarly will automatically re
sult in a successful Internal RevenueSer
vice attack.
The purpose of the following discuss
ion is to initiate an investigation of the
legacy of MCCarthyism on our field. We
will first give an example of another in
stitution which was attacked at the same
time but successfully fought back; a brief
history of the tax-exempt ruling and its
application'; and an attempt to place our
reactions within the larger scheme of Amer
ican history.
When we examine the record, we immedi
ately realize that the IPR's financial de
struction was. a fact. Before the MCCal:'ran
Investigations in 1951, the Institute's
average yearly income was approximately
$100,000. This was mainly derived from
.foundat ion grants.' In 1951,during the
first year of the Hearings, grants made up
just $30,000~ In 1953, the year after the
Hearings, no grants were forthcoming. The
final blow oC.cUrred in 1955 when Senator
. Eastland requested T. Coleman Andrews,
COIDlIiissioner of Internal Revenue, to with
draw the Institute's tax~exempt status. 2
The principal. consequences of this reclassi
fication for the IPR were to curtail its re
so'urcesand scope of activities. The in
stitute was fotced to sell parts of its 1i
braryto handle court and other costs. In
1960,theAmerican Council and the editori
a1'staffof Pacific Affairs were transferred
to Va:ncouver, British Columbia, where they
are .now under the supervision of Professor
William Holland. All international acti
vities were abandoned and have never been
rehabilitated, such as conferences which
"were devoted exclusively to the discussion
of policy problems concerning the Pacific
.,j

"
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Area.,,3
The AAS has concluded from all this
that any foray into policy or political pro
blems will bring down the axe, and thus it
has withdrawn from public expressions on
policy. However, the logic of the legacy of
the IPR's troubles as argued by the Associ
ation can be challenged by historical analo
gy and legal precedent.
The history of the Fund for the Repub
lic poses a constructive and possible al
ternative to take in face of Congressional
attack. The Fund for the Republic was con
ceived and financed by the Ford Foundation.
That Foundation in 1949 produced a study of
how a tax-exempt organization could best act
in the "volatile areas of civil rights and
civil liberties." The report, entitled the
Gathier Report, responded to the investiga
tive activities of the House Un-American
Activities Committee by recommending an ex
amination of "certain aspects of 'un-American
activities' investigation." The Report add
ed, "A foundation may enter controversial
areas boldly and with courage as long as
it ... aids only those persons and agencies
motivated by unselfish concern for the pub
lic good.,,4 One result was that the Ford
Foundation established the Fund with resour
ces of $15,000,000, designed solely to be
devoted toward the protection and maintenance
of civil liberties. The Fund was incorpora
ted in New York in December 1952, six months
after the end of the McCarran Hearings.

launched an intensive counter-attack _
stirring up affirmative public opinion, and
political leaders. Men such as Senators
John F. Kennedy and Hubert Humphrey were
overwhelmingly affirmative in their re
sponse to the Fund; Today the Fund still
exists and functions under the new name of
Center for the Study of Democratic Institu
tions. In the winter of 1969, it held a
Conference on China to which Japanese and
American political leaders and scholars
were invited.
The AAS stand not only has turned its
back on the lessons of the Fund thereby li
miting its own actions, but by a confined
interpretation of the law regarding tax
exempt groups has further placed itself
into a politically uncritical position.
The intent of the 1934 amendment to the tax
code was to exempt groups which promoted
the public interest. Only if the IRS could
prove that selfish gain was the goal of an
organization could it revoke tax-exemption.
The amendment was "intended to encourage
private groups to act as partners of go
vernment in solving public problems. ''7
In contradiction to the intent of the law,
the IRS has become a political weapon in
the hands of witch-hunting reactionaries
and conservatives.

Since the AAS has accepted the Eastland
interpretation of the law on tax-exemption,
i t has abdiGated some of its integrity 
educationally and morally. Whereas other
professional scholarly groups at least al
The Fund's lawyers taking cognizance of
low their Executive Secretary to register
the fate of the IPR, observed:
as a lobbyist if and when deSirable, this
option is not even open for discussion in
Applying the lessons of the above
the AAS.8 Both professional and clearly
cases to the Fund for the Republic,
conservative organizations such as the Amer
Inc., we take it to be clear that
ican Bar Association, the American Medical
the Fund is free to engage in par
Association, and the American Rifle Associ
tisan advocacy for the principles
ation, as well as groups dedicated to social
of the Constitution of the United
change such as the Southern Christ.lan Leader
States and the Declaration of In
ship Conference which sponsored the Poor
dependence. 5
People's Campaign, engage in various forms
of lobbying and pub 1 ic ac tion without los
Three years later, 1955, the same year
ing their tax exemption. Retention or re
that the IPR's tax-exemption was withdrawn,
vocation of this status is contingent not
the IRS along with HUAC investigated the Fund only upon the political climate of our na
for the Republic. As in the case of the IPR, tion, but equally upon the strength with
the charges against the Fund involved "but a
which other tax-exempt groups exercise the
fraction of a per cent of the foundation's
original intent qf the law.
energies and appropriations."6 The Fund
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How can we ensure our right ~o engage
in action for the public interest and still
remain tax-exempt? One way is to take an
active interest in restoring the 1934 amend
mentto its original purpose. The lead has
been taken by the Second Circuit Court of
New York which has ruled that if lobbying
"'was not intended for the aggrandizement of
a particular "group' and served 'no selfish
purpose of the ..• profession, "' then the pro
fession could retain its tax exemption. 9
While other organizations (like the Sierra
Club ) are threatened by a loss of tax-ex
empt status, will the AAS stand up on be
half of the principle involved~: will it
file friend-of-the-court briefs? write to
the Treasury Department? inquire into the
scope of activities which our profession can
pursue? or will it remain in an immobilized
silence generated by its response to McCarthy?
What is needed is a thorough investigation
of the nature and use of the Association 
modeled perhaps on the Gathier Report 
which would remove the aura of mystification
from the IPR legacy and let us DECIDE to act
or not to act in a courageous and well-thought
out manner. We can make both history and
law - we are not their defenseless victims.
The China field is not unique. Ameri
can liberals and intellectuals in all dis
ciplines have been severely affected by the
period of the McCarran Hearings and the sub
sequent attacks by Mc Carthy. It is crucial,
therefore, that we become more aware of our
own American heritage, and how our field and
research directly reflect the American ex
perience. We must investigate our identities
as American scholars concerned about Asia
and the basis of our thinking and attitudes.
I would here just like to suggest two reac
tions to the 1950's which have been shared
by both liberals and many China scholars.
The first was to eschew involvement in
public activities. The scholar's public
service role was re-defined, re-oriented,
from one of instruction at large to that of
the expert and social technician. The pro
fessional's conscience, which formerly unit
ed social and professional concerns,was
split apart: social or moral concerns too
openly expressed reaped dangerous consequen
ces and had to be excluded from professional
activities. One indication of this withdraw
al from public exposure can be seen in the

authorship of book reviews in popular news
papers before and after 1951. In the years
1945 through 1950, twenty-two reviews out
of thirty contributed to the New York Times
were by writers who had been attacked by
the China Lobby. The number for the Herald
Tribune in the same period was slightly
higher. During 1952-1956 no reviews by any
of the iHove writers were published by these
papers.
The scholars had withdrawn into
the refuge of individual consultation with
high government officials or into silence.
Another more recent indication of the ef
fects is in the area of high school text
books. Of the ten major and most widely
used school books on China, all of which
were written since 1955, only one was writ
ten by a China scholar, two by Japan schol
ars, and the rest by professional writers.
These books express the fears of the fif
ties, not the analysis of the sixties. They
cater to the public image of China that was
formed by the China Lobby and by our State
Department .11
The "withdrawal of the scholars was an
act of self-defense. The McCarran Hearings
and McCarthy's attacks were aimed at the
liberals who appeared able to influence both
government policy and public opinion. Con
gressional investigations provided a tre
mendous supply of hearsay for right-wing
and politically opportunistic groups to at
tack the scholars. Consequently in face
of Congressional and pressure groups' at
tacks, the liberals and China scholars chose
not to expose themselves any further to the
public at large. In making this choice,
however, the scholar abnegated a signifi
cant part of his educational role and suc
cumbed to McCarran' s prescription for him •
The second complementary strand of re
action to McCarthyism was the strengthening
of the elitist characteristics of scholars
by their withdrawal from public service.
The intellectual's reaction to the McCarthy
period has been brilliantly analyzed by
Michael Paul Rogin in his study, The Intel
lectuals and McCarthy:
the Radical Spec
ter. One of his theses is that the liberals
ventured into "conservative political the
ory" where stability was the key word, where
the focus was on the role of rational re
sponsible political leadership, and where the
main fear was radicalism of the masses.
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This view nourished an elitist outgrowth that
has been shared by China scholars. The har
vest has brought in a predilection for work
ing with or for the government, expressing
suspicion and antagonism to any movement from
the bottom, and believing in the power of
"institutions to check and control human be
ings." "The elitism which once glorified in
tellectuals as a revolutionary avant garde
now glorifies them as experts and social tech
nicians" committed to improving the status
quo. 12 In sum, the MeCarran-McCarthy legacy
has been to increase a traditional orientation
to elite politics.
How does this relate to us in terms of
action?
At the very least we should re-consider
our relation to the American public and'our
notion of what the public interest is. In
brief, this could engage us in the following
programs: We could keep the profess'lon and
the public informed on new State Department
appointments and activities with regard to
Asia. We could organize parts of our conven
tions around critical topics of current im
portance and invite Asian scholars including
those from North Vietnam, North Korea, Outer
Mongolia, China, etc. We could take a closer
look at the welfare - physical, psychological,
and political - of the Asian students in A
merica. We could create a committee to in
vestigate threats to academic freedom in the
Asian field - at home and abroad. We could re
view all high school materials on Asia, and
actively promote curriculum development. We
might investigate how Asian studies is taught
at our military academies and government
schools. We could call for an investigation
of politically sensitive issues like the opium
trade in Asia, or the suppression of Ross Ko
en's book. And finally we could create forms
of political and professional solidarity: to
publicize and support case.swhere the politi
cal and civil rights of a professor are jeo
pardized.
Within the context of a more historical
perspective of our own role as scholars, and
a more thorough study of our legal rights with
in a tax-exempt framework, we can re-orient
the AAS away from the h~retofore unchallenged
legacy of the MeCarran Hearings and allow for
a richer and more vital interpretation of our
past and a challenging and dynamic future.

McCarthyism is not an aiien force im
pinging on our work. The seeds of Me
Carthyism are 'within us. We must refuse
to propagate and nourish them.
Footnotes
lQuoted from an interview in Newsweek, Ap
ril 14, 1969, p. 74. Professor Furber has
expressed these opinions before, but ad
mits that he neither knows the law in
volved or who gave the AAS such legal ad
vice. One former president of the asso
ciation told me that Jonathan Bingham, a
New York lawyer and politician, had been
the Associations' legal council. I have
not yet been able to confirm thiS, and
would appreciate any information regard
ing this.
2Many years later, the,'IPR won back its
exemption, but the,da~ag~ was already ac
comp1ished .
' . " , '- ,.' : ..
~ -:-Ift'
3Jane t Wyzanski, "The,. i~;a..Rearings: A Case
Study in McCarthyism,~t A.;lt~ ,Thesis, Har
vard Univ~rsity "Marcll15, 1962.
.

.

-.

4For<i ;FQ_U~d~tf~n,; ieport of the Study for
the Ford,FbHP!iation on Policy and Program
(Detiroit, 1949); p. 67.

5Thoma~

C. 'fRe-~~e.~,,: "The Fund for the Repub
lic andMCCarthyism," a-paper delivered
at the Winter 1968 Convention of the Amer
ican Historical Association. p.5. This
paper is part of a larger work <<ihich will
be published in the summer of 1969.

6Ibid., p. 13.
7Ronald S. Borod, "Tax Exemption: Lobbying
for Conservation," The New Republic, De
cember 7, 1968, p.15.
8"Association Notes," Journal of the Amer
ican Historical Association, 73,4 (April,
1968) 1344.
9Rona1d S. Borod, op, cit.

p. 16.

10Ross Y. Koen, The China Lobby (Macmillan
Press, eN. Y., 1960)
llSee my forthcoming article: .'" Oh Say Can
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You See?' Ideological Blinders on Second
ary School Units on C1:lina," in the anti
text series of Pantheon Press. This book
will be on radical approaches to Asian
Scholarship and will be edited by MArk
Selden and Ed Friedman.

l2Christopher Lasch, "The Cultural Cold
War: A Short History of the Congress
for Cultural Freedom," Barton J. Bern
stein, ed. Towards a New Past, (Pan
theon, 1968) p. 338.
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McCarthyism and our Asia Policy
O. Edmund Clubb

(Abridgment of a speech delivered at the
AAS Conference, March 29, 1969)
Speaking in New York on March 20 of
this year, Senator Javits referred to "the
lingering pall of McCarthyism, which con
tinues subtly to inhibit thought and debate
in this country concerning China."l
McCarthyism, by my thesis, played a signifi
cant role in molding both our China policy
in particular and our Asia policy in general,
and in keeping it in that form through the
inhibition of the normal functioning of the
government's policy-making apparatus.
McCarthyism was oriented naturally in
large measure to the "China Question."
After World War II ended, when civil war was
beginning between the Nationalists and
Communists in China, Patrick J. Hurley re
signed as ambassador to China and advanced
onto the American political stage with shot
gun charges that "pro-Communists" and "pro
imperialists" in the State Department had
undercut his policies. By equating
differences of opinion and judgment with
"pro-Communism Jl (or "pro-imperialism"),
General Hurley sowed dragon's teeth for the
McCarthyites' subsequent destructive crusade
against the so-called "Communist conspiracy"
in the State Department.
In 1949 the Chinese Communists over
threw the Nationalist regime. In January
1950 the Department of State issued a charge
that the Soviet Union was establishing its
domination over Manchuria, Outer Mongolia,
Inner Mongolia, and Sinkiang. This
naturally contributed to the popular
malaise: "Shall a trumpet be blown in the
city, and the people not be afraid?" On
February 9, 1950, Senator McCarthy made his
famous Wheeling speech in which, re-wording

the Hurley allegations, he charged that
205 Communists were at work in the State
Department "still working and shaping
policy."
In September 1950, Congress
enacted, and promptly passed over
President Truman's veto, the Internal
Security Act (popularly known as the
"McCarran Act"). The storm known as
''McCarthyism'' thereafter tooK on added
force and assumed full shape. It was
directed primarily at the State Department
and Foreign Service personnel, but its
scope duly widened, so that many other
personalities and governmental organs be
came targets. 2
It was during this period that the
State Department's loyalty-security program
moved into high gear. A sampling of the
lines of inquiry pursued indicates attitudes
newly deemed reprehensible and sufficient
to bring the officer under suspicion as dis
loyal or a security risk.
It was assumed variously in hearings
of Foreign Service Officers that to speak
ill of Chiang Kai-shek, thir.k that Chinese
Communism was complex rather than simple,
opine that the Sino-Soviet relationship was
not monolithic, or estimate that picking up
the lost French anti-Vietminh cause in Indo
China would be a grave error, were all
signs of moral deviation and to be con
demned. The new orthodoxy demanded that
American officialdom, for safety's sake,
should be pro-Nationalist, believe that
Chinese Communism was Moscow's Marxism
Leninism and that the two Communist states
were inseparable, and hold that where the
French might have failed, the United States
could and should have victory. Summed up,
a new creed, best described as a simplistic
anti-Communism aiming at the military con
tainment of China, began to govern in the

,
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field of American foreign policy. The whole
position was buttressed by the alarms spread
by defense specialists of dire eventualities
that threatened, and by the public relations
activities of various calculating Asian
leaders who, learning quickly from the
successful tactics employed by Chiang Kai
shek for the winning and maintenance of a
profitable American support, became pro
fessional "anti-Communists."
The policy-making function itself became
corrupted. The officers of the Foreign
Service had reported the facts of complex
situations as they saw them, and had ven
tured to interpret the significance of
events. They had never borne the responsi
bility of determining policy: that was the
function of the State Department, the
Secretary of State, ultimately of the
President. Now Foreign Service Officers were
being struck down for their reporting and
estimates. The situation as it developed
was described by President Truman:
In such an atmosphere, key government
employees tend to become mentally
paralyzed. They are afraid to
express honest judgments, as it is
their duty to do, because later,
under a changed atmosphere and
different circumstances, they may be
Charged with disloyalty by those who
disagree with them. Our nation can
not afford or permit such a mental
blackout. ,,3 (emphasis supplied)
If dissenting opinions and judgments were to
be adduced in support of charges of dis
loyalty or security risk, how was the
government to obtain objective views from
its officers regarding the Soviet Union,
China, Southeast Asia--or any area where
Communism might be present?
The loyalty-security program became an
integral part of the governmental structure.
That there was persistence of the basic
malady in the years that followed was dis
closed in 1959 by a Senate Foreign Relations
Committee study of U.S. foreign policy. The
executive committee charged with the investi
gation invited a selected group of retired
Foreign Service Officers, not identified,
to submit their views· on American foreign .
policy.

The answers were far~ranging. One of
the strongest criticisms had reference to
the impact of the loyalty-security program
on the Foreign Service:
"Until recent years diplomatic and
consular officers of all ranks in
the field were encouraged to report
objectively and to make
recommendations in accordance with
their best judgment •.. now all that is
changed. It is common knowledge in
the Department of State and in the
Foreign Service that Foreign Service
officers have been reprimanded and
even heavily penalized for making
reports or recommendations unpalatable
to certain persons in the Department
and that they have been ordered not
to repeat the offense ... ,,4
Let us look at the new Asia policy in
the making. In the political hustings in
the election years 1950 and 1952, one
demagogic warcry was ''Who lost China?".
with the easy inference that China was
"lost" to the United States by treason.
As is well known, the Republicans won in
1952 and John Foster Dulles became the new
Secretary of State.
Even before the presidential election,
Dulles had voiced the basic principles on
which the policy of the United States and
its allies should be founded, the first
being:
"The dynamic prevails over the
static: the active over the passive.
We were from the beginning a
vigorous confident people born with
a sense of destiny and mission ... "S
In his first address to assembled State
Department and Foreign Service personnel
after his induction into his new post,
Dulles demanded "positive loyalty" to the
policies of the administration. Not even
a technical margin for dissent remained.
Dulles made it entirely clear by his
subsequent actions that he proposed to
formulate the nation's foreign policy with
out reference to "area experts," who were
placed in a state of what might be called
psychic "preventive detention."
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The reorientation of the United States'
Asia policy, centered on the concept of the
military containment of China, was pressed
forward at a rapid pace by Dulles. In
response to the French defeat in Indo-China,
in September 1954, Dulles achieved the
organization of SEATO.6
On December 2, 1954, the United States
entered upon a treaty of military alliance
with the Nationalists on Formosa, and the
United States thus became aligned in stance
and policy with one Chinese faction against
another in an unfinished civil war. It
seemed to be the cream of the jest that, on
that same December 2, Senator ~1cCarthy was
condemned by the U.S. Senate for conduct
tending "to bring the Senate into dishonor
and disrepute, to obstruct the
constitutional processes of the Senate, and
to impair its dignity."7
Senator Joseph R. McCarthy died in May
1957, Secretary of State John Foster Dulles
in May 1959. By the latter date, our China
policy had been fixed in an inflexible mold.
We find ourselves today immobilized in
the position which we began to construct,
by bipartisan effort, under the whiplash of
McCarthyism, in 1950. The United States
has constructed a semi-circle of military
bases, garrisoned by American troops,
reaching from South Korea to Thailand, for
the containment of Chjna. We have warred
in Korea, the Formosa Strait, and in
Vietnam, avowedly to the same end. Let us
grant that the cause of our predicament is
not to be found simply and exclusively in
McCarthyism or the thinking of John Foster
Dulles and Dean Rusk: many factors, and
many men, have been involved in this
development. But I submit that McCarthyism
and the emotional, messianic patterns of
thought induced by that demagogic phenomenon
were at least major factors in bringing about
.
the results we see before us. 8
Has there been opposition in government
to the American China policy? Practically
none has been visible. As regards the
Vietnam War, avowedly fought:to contain
Chinese Communism, there has of course been
evidence of rather more Congressional
restlessness, but remarkably little of
dissent within the Executive branch. There

was interesting testimony to the existenc~
of an intellectual malaise in a recent
Reston column. 9 He remarked that there
were many high officials--and he named
some of them--in the Administration who
disagreed with President Johnson on the
Vietnam policy, but that despite their
opposition to the war they "didn't quite
speak their minds to the President, let
alone to the public ... " They gave their
loyalty to the President, said Reston,
rather than to their country, and some "are
now wondering in private life whether this
was in the national interest," and are
troubled. Well they might be. But note
one aspect of the new situation: now there
are no charges by Congressional committees
or by the press that the nation has been
led into error by subordinate members of
the Foreign Service.
The China policy of today, the Asia
policy of today, are not by any stretch of
the imagination to be viewed as the handi
work of career Asian experts. Our China
and Asia policies are the creation of men
at the top of government alone. McNamara,
in a speech of March 1964, observed
obliquely that "five United States
Presidents have acted to preserve free
world strategic interests in the area."
Now a sixth has fallen heir to Dulles'
divine mission, based as it is on faulty
first premises, incorporating vast fantasy.
He has also inherited a State Department
and Foreign Service apparatus which has had
its true function gravely weakened. As the
anonymous retired Foreign Service Officers
warned a decade ago, in the quest for a
total security with respect to individuals,
the national security has been endangered.
For the introduction of McCarthyism
into our foreign7"Policy making processes
meant in essence the supplanting of realism
in the realm of foreign affairs by policies
based l;lpon ideology':-base<:l, upon quas i
religious concepts,'of Good and Evil, with
the fervent conviction that Good and Evil
must war to the death. The effects of
McCarthyism remain em~odied in our Asia
policy to this day. It is essential that
there be a fundamental, if.agonizing, re
appraisal.

II
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Footnotes:
lNew York Times, March 21, 1969.
2See, for a description of targets,
Chapter 2, "Senator McCarthy at Work": and
for a treatment of methods, Chapter 3,
"The Methods", in James Rorty & ~Ioshe
Decter, McCarthy and the Communists, Boston
1954; and Bert Andrews, Washington Witch
Hunt, N. Y. 1948, particularly Part I,
"The Hunters and the Hunted."
3Memoirs by Harry S. Truman, N.Y. 1956, 2
vols., Vol. II, Years of Trial and Hope
1946-1952, 285. See in support of this
estimate Eleanor Bontecou, The Federal
Loyalty-Security Program, Ithaca 1953, 151.
For the President's condemnation of tne
demagogic exploitation of the security
program "in an attempt to frighten and
mislead the American people," see ~
cit., 284-85.
4Study of United States Foreign Policy,
Summary of Views of Retired Foreign Service
Officers Prepared for the Committee on
Foreign Relations, United States Senate,
Pursuant to The Provisions of S. Res. 31,
86th Congress, 1st Session, June IS, 1959.
Washington 1959, 41.

5~fanchester Guardian Weekl;y, Oct. 22, 1952.
6He had endeavored to create such an
organization earlier in the year, so that

it would serve for the effort at "saving"

Indo-China, but had been blocked by the
reluctance of other states to participate
while the Indo-China \liar was in course.
7Congressional Quarterly Service, China
and U.S. Far East Policy 1945-196-6-,
Washington 1967, 71.
8See Stud;y of United States Foreign POlicy,
Summar;y of Views of Retired Foreign Ser
vice Officers, cit., 11, for the comment
of one anonymouS-Critic:
"it seems to me that a serious illusion
which has beclouded our appraisal of
the Russian, Chinese and other develop
ments has been in persuading ourselves
that because democratic institutions,
as we have conceived and developed
them, are suited to our way of life
they must be equally advantageous to
peoples of an entirely different back
ground. As a result we have been as
insistent on democratizing the world
or, in other words of making it over in
our own image, as the Russians have in
making it over in conformity with their
own. This is a parochial view which
fails to take into account the great
diversity of mores and cultures in the
world ... "
9

James Reston, "The Doubts and Regrets of
the Johnson Dissenters," New York Times,
Mar. 9, 1969.
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Two Postscripts
to the McCarran Hearings
Ross Koen
(Paper delivered at the AAS Conference,
March 29, 1969)
Before I begin my remarks on the sub
ject of this discussion, I should like to
record two footnotes. The first is that I
approach this panel with some trepidation
because of an absence of almost six years
from my study of the field and, therefore,
I am not as familiar as I should like to be
with some of the more recent events nor with
current research in matters related to my
subject. Second, my responsibilities with
the Association of California State College
Professors (not the California Teachers
Association) have been far heavier than I
anticipated when I agreed to appear here and,
therefore, I have not been able to spend the
time I had hoped to on this presentation.
With those caveats, I should like to
begin by recounting briefly my own futile
efforts to tell the American public a ful
ler story of what I hope to present here
today. Those efforts of mine began with
the presentation of a manuscript entitled
The China Lobby in American Politics, to
the Macmillan Company in the late summer of
1958. The manuscript, with agreed upon re
visions, was accepted for publication by the
Trade Department and a contract was signed
in late December. The process of revision,
checking proofs, securing permissions to
quote, and preparing index and bibliography
consumed all of 1959, but the publication
date was finally set for March 21,1960.
A number of pre-publication reviews
appeared and Alfred Kohlberg, who had on
occasion claimed to be the China lobby,
offered to serve as "truth" editor on the
book for Macmillan. When his offer was de
clined, he wrote a critical commentary in
his customary style. The point here is that

a few weeks before publication date the
book was brought to the attention of the
top management and directors of the company.
By the time that occurred, however, advance
copies of the book had gone out to reviewers,
advance order customers and some libraries,
so that publication was all but a fait
accompli.
Even so, one should never under
estimate the resourcefulness of a deter
mined publisher. On March 10, 1960, Mr.
Bruce Brett, President at that time of the
Macmillan Company, called me at horne in
Arcata, California, and told me that the
New York Law firm for the Chinese Nationalist
Embassy had threatened a suit against the
publisher and me because of a statement in
the preface of the book concerning allega
tions of illegal smuggling of narcotics into
the United States. Brett insisted that even
i f my remarks could be fully documented--I
had, purely for illustrative purposes,
merely referred to such allegations--he
would want them deleted before release of
the book in order to prevent any possibility
of a suit.
I, in turn, insisted that the Chinese
were putting Brett on, that there was nothing
in my statement on which a suit could be
based, and that the book should be released
forthwith. It had been thoroughly checked
by two attorneys before going to press. I
further argued that this was a tactic,
typical of those consistently used by the
Kuomintang in the United States, and that
any delay in publication or any change in
the content at such a late date would only
provide ammunition for discrediting the
entire work.
In fact, preparations for precisely
that effort were already being undertaken
by the Chinese. A photo copy of a letter,
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addressed to the Ambassador of the Republic
of China and signed by H.J. Anslinger, U.S.
Commissioner of Narcotics in the Treasury
Department, was sent to the Macmillan Company.
The letter asserted that my statement'con
cerning allegations of illegal smuggling of
narcotics into the United States was "manu
factured out of the .whole cloth." My state
ment was, Anslinger said, "so fantastic that
if it is any measuring rod as to the rest of
the book, I assume it can be similarly
classified."
Brett was impervious to my arguments
and insisted that all copies of the book must
be recalled and new language inserted to re
place that which was in contention. On March
24, I capitulated and agreed to substitute
language which made no reference to narcotics
in return for the promise from the Editor of
the Trade Department that, "we will go back
to press immediately." In fact, in spite of
my agreement, the Macmillan Company did not
go back to press, then or later.
After a long silence, during which my
letters and phone calls went unacknowledged,
I was informed that the company had decided
to send the book out to three readers for
additional comment. I protested vehemently,
to no avail. Eventually, the comments of
the three readers were sent to me (one was
nineteen pages in length) with the request
that I make "appropriate changes" in the
text where I concurred and offer "a persuasive
argument" where I did not concur. The pub
lisher had concluded, even before hearing my
response, that the changes would be "suf
ficiently numerous to oblige us to scrap the
entire edition which is now in print." He
stated the intention, after receiving my
changes and corrections, to "set the book
up again from scratch--after, of course, a
careful examination of the emendations in
volved."

should be too." My attempts to get a more
detailed replay elicited only vague re
ferences to pressures from the departments
of State and Treasury and from other gov
ernmental agencies (one, I learned later,
was the CIA); heavy pressures from financial
institutions holding large Chinese deposits;
and the conv'iction that it is sometimes
unwise to publish accounts of the activities
of persons in public life until all the
parties at interest have died. In short,
Bruce Brett was not about to permit pub
lication of The China Lobby in American
Politics by the Macmillan Company.
At this point, I made a basic error.
Without regard to the reasons, instead of
taking legal measures to force Macmillan
to honor its contract, I continued to ne
gotiate for several months, even agreeing
at one time to undertake some minor revisions.
They were never made, in part because I
became ever more convinced that publication
would not result and that such efforts were
therefore a waste of time.
After seven years, I attempted to re
gain all my rights to the work by requesting
cancellation of the contract. The Macmillan
Company refused to do so except under terms
and conditions which would have prevented
my relating this story here today. After
more than a year of effort on the part of
my attorney, the contract was finally can
celled a few months ago with the stipulation
by Macmillan that they had never published
the book.

These events, related to the book it
Self, were clearly foreshadowed by its con
tent. The reason is that it relates in
substantial detail the gradual silencing in
the United States of the critics of the
Kuomintang regime in China, the elimination
of those critics from any substantial
influence on the public policy of this
I was thoroughly convinced at this point nation, and the substitution, therefore,
that no amount of work on my part, short of
in positions of influence and control, of
complete emasculation of my analysis, would
those who supported the myth that the
ever persuade Macmillan to publish the book.
Chiang Kai-shek regime is the government of
Nevertheless, I decided to make one further
China and that his loss of control over the
effort to understand their point of view. I
mainland was caused by the American China
went to New York in early September for a
specialists through their- influence on
personal conference with Brett. I asked him
United States policy.
to state for me precisely what the problem
was. His answer was, "I'm scared and you
The ultimate Silencing of the critics
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of the Kuomintang and their removal from
positions of influence on public policy was
accomplished by a long series of Congression
al hearings and investigations. Without these
hearings and the attendant publicity, all
the efforts of the Kuomintang and its friends
in the United States could not have produced
the sharp shift in public opinion [rom one of
almost no support for Chiang Kai-chek in 1945
46 to overwhelming sympathy for Chi;mg and
condemnation of those who were alleged to
have caused his downfall by 1952. For the
most part, however, these hearings depended,
for their basic approaches and conclusions,
on information developed by Kuomintang offi
cials and agents and supplied to Congres
sional sources through such American friends
as William C. Bu11itt, Alfred Koh1berg, John
T. Flynn, Freda Utley, a string of ex-Com
munists, and numerous other propagandists
and polemicists.
By the middle of 1951, the attacks on
the State Department China Specialists had
reached such intensity that several of them
were suspended pending new security clear
ances although all had been cleared numerous
times before. At the time of these sus
pensions, for example, John S. Service, one
of the outstanding officers in the China
service, and already under suspension, was
undergoing his eighth loyalty hearing in six
years, largely as a result of the attacks
from the pro-Chiang factions. It was the
McCarran Committee hearings which finally
brought about the elimination of these China
specialists from public service while also
bringing about the destruction of the IPR.
Alan Barth, writing in 1955 on what he
called "Government by Investigation," noted:
"So successful was the House Com
mittee on Un-American Activities in
its techniques of dismissal (of other
government employees) by 'exposure'
that in 1950 it won the accolade of
imitation. The late Senator Pat
McCarran of Nevada, Chairman of the
powerful Judiciary Committee, esta
blished himself as its chairman. The
new group took the headlines away
from its House counterpart with a
systematic and successful effort to
purge from the State Department all
the Career Foreign Service officers
who, in the 1940's, had warned that

the Chinese Nationalist government
of Chiang Kai-chek was a weak reed
to rely on and that, as a condition
of continued American aid, it should
be required to broaden and democra
tize the base of its representation
.... Loya1ty to Chiang was made the
test of suitability for service in
L:, f~vision of Far Eastern Affairs."
A brief review of the case history of
one of these offic:..~!"s will provide some
indication of the trauma which all of them
suffered to one degree or another. John
Carter Vincent was a Career Foreign ServIce
Officer and was one of those suspended on
July 12, 1951. Vincent had lo;':g been
under attack by pro-Chiang spokesmen. One
of the bases for their attacks was the
fact that he had been assigned to accompany
Henry Wallace on his mission to China for
Roosevelt in 1944. Late in 1946, Vincent
aroused the ire of the Chinese and their
friends with a speech to the American Foreign
Trade Council in which he was alleged to
havE' quest loned the advisability of investing
fundti in China. A few months later he was
nominated for promotion to the rank of
career minister, a nomination which required
approval of th~ Senate Foreign Relations
Committee.
Upon learning of this nomination,
Senator Styles Bridges submitted a memoran
dum to Senator Vandenberg setting forth "a
number of charges relative to the policies
and record of ...Vincent." Bridges did not
reveal the source of the memorandum. The
memorandum was sent to Secretary of State
Acheson for response and he, in his reply,
summarized the allegations into twelve
categories. I shall not real all of them
but merely indicate the general nature of
them by a single example. (pp. 212-215)
It was alleged that "the actions,
advice, and recommendations" of Vincent had
been coordinated with the steps outlined in
two official Communist documents, and "The
Revolutionary Movement in the Colonies and
Semi-Colonies," from the 6th World Congress
"of 1928.
Acheson denied all the allegations in
the Bridges memorandum, provided some
explanation, and characterized most of them
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as figments of an overworked imagination.
His reply was accepted by the Republican
dominated Foreign Relations Committee, and
Vincent's promotion as well as his appoint
ment as Minister to Switzerland was approved.
The Attacks on Vincent from the pro
Chiang forces continued and, in 1950, Senator
McCarthy placed Vincent second on his list
of "eighty-one cases". McCarthy characterized
Vincent "as (1) a big Communist tremendously
important to Russia, as (2) a part of an
espionage ring in the State Department, and
(3) as one who should not only be discharged
but should be immediately prosecuted." The
Tydings Subcommittee, which held hearings on
the McCarthy charges reviewed Vincent's
loyalty file and concluded that the charges
were absurd. During those hearings Budenz
refused to identify Vincent as a Communist.
The following year before the McCarran
Committee, however, the attacks on Vincent
became more shrill and this time Budenz
testified that according to official reports,
Vincent was a member of the Communist Party
and that they were eager for him to advance
in the State Department so that he could
influence policy. Vincent denied the accusa
tions and called Budenz a liar in testimony
given under oath. He was never prosecuted
for perjury. McCarran, however, told Vincent
that,
" ••• it is not alone membership in
the Communist Party that constitutes
a threat to the internal security of
this country; it is sympathy with
the Communist movement that raises
one of the gravest threats that we
have."
Vincent also denied sympathy, but the
subcommittee made determined efforts to
prove otherwise. Their primary method was
to attempt to show that the Communists-
primarily writers for the Daily Worker--had,
on occasion, shown approval of Vincent per
sonally and had sometimes advocated policies
for Asia which paralleled to some extend
those supposedly approved by Vincent. The
subcommittee concentrated heavily on the
Bridges memorandum of 1947, and concludedhy
filing formal charges against Vincent before
the Department of State Loyalty Security
Board.
.

The hearings before the Board dealt
with three major charges; viz., (1) that
Vincent was "pro-Communist" (2) that he
was a member of the Communist Party, and
(3) that he had associated "with people a
bout whom the Department had derogatory in
formation." On February 19, 1952, the
Loyalty Security Board cleared Vincent of
all charges and restored him to duty. Lat
er that year the Civil Service Loyalty
Board took up Vincent's case on review and,
on December 15, announced that it had found
that there was a "reasonable doubt" of Vin
cent's loyalty and he was again suspended.
Acheson appointed a committee of legal and
diplomatic experts to review Vincent's case
but, before they could complete the review
and report, the new Secretary of State,
Dulles, announced that he had personally
cleared Vincent of all disloyalty charges
and allowed him to retire from the federal
service.
Other China specialists fared less well.
John Service was dismissed after his ninth
hearing and was cleared only after a six
year court battle. John Davies was dis
missed after the criteria for loyalty
clearance was changed during the Eisen
hower administration.
More significant, although on a less
personal basis, than the destruction of the
influence of the China specialists has been
the long range effect on policy of the ac
ceptance of the arguments and theses of the
pro-Chiang forces and the Congressional
Committee investigations. By 1952, these
arguments and theses had become so firmly
frozen in the American political system
that we have been unable to move beyond
that point in our stance toward China.
I agree entirely with O. Edmund Clubb
that the McCarthy-McCarran heritage contin
ues today as a dominant factor in American
policy toward China. There is unquestion
ably a direct relationship between the
acceptance of the views of the pro-Chiang
spokesmen in the early 1950's and the tra
gic presence of the United States in Viet
nam today. Only a massive, determined cam
paign by the Asian 'scholars in the United
States to eradicate the McCarthy-McCarran
view of history, to banish from Capitol Hill
the shadow of the dragon which continues to
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haunt its corridors, will restore to the
Chinese and American peoples the opportunity

to resume an orderly relationship in their
lives.
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Approaches to the Study of
China
Jean Chesneaux
(Abridgement of a talk given at Harvard
on April 22, 1969)
One of the first things that strikes
me when I come to the United States is the
sheer number of scholarly books being pub
lished. When I hear, for instance, that
Harvard University Press is ready to pub
lish on China, and modern China only, in
only one year, twenty-four books, I am dis
turbed. Growth in book production is based
upon a profound shift in the function of
books, an alienation from the proper role
of books as such. Writing a book should
indicate first that one is sure enough of
his thinking, his knowledge, and his ideas
to put them down in a fixed form. Second
ly it should indicate that one is interest
ed in having his views circulated among a
wide circle of friends and readers. This
is the function of a book, and in principle
nothing else. But books today are often
written for completely different purposes,
namely to prepare for a career, to bestow
prestige, to confer academic qualification,
even to make money. Furthermore, there
seems to be a tendency to produce for pro
duction's sake, a disease of our industrial
societies. Priority is given to the dis
covery of new materials and sources rather
than to the activity of thinking. The val
ue of scholarly activity allegedly lies in
the ability to process this new material
instead of the practice of going back to
the old material, staying with it, getting
something out of it, and finally reevaluat
ing it. And so there is a wide discrepancy
between the normal function of a book in
the life of a scholar and the function of
a book in our society today. I would like
to plea for a ten-year truce so that we
might have time to read and think.
I would also like to remark on the in

creasing importance of non-productive ac
tivities in scholarship, a reflection a
gain of the society at large. One could
elaborate on what the French economists
call the tertiary sector of the economy,
meaning all "managerial" activities (ad
ministration, public and private, market
ing, filing, registering, etc.) Well,
these non-productive developments are in
creasingly important in the life of a
scholar on China. Activities like com
piling indexes and collating increasing
numbers of reviews and bibliographies take
up more and more of the scholar's time.
In general, the huge emphasis upon pro
duction and compilation has had several
results. First, books are written for in
creasingly smaller audiences. Secondly,
a growing proportion of our intellectual
energies and mental resources are absorbed
by the problem of how to handle, how to
treat this information which is pouring
down on top of us.
Many of these trends are expressed in
the growing specialization within the fiel~
Technological alienation occurs when each
man becomes an increasingly minor part of
the Whole. In the Chinese field, one is
no longer able to talk on the T'ai-p'ing
and Yenan and the Cultural Revolution.
One must be a man of 1911 or a man of the
T'ai-p'ing. Mobility - moving from one
area to another - is supposed to be eccen
tric. If you leave the field of Chinese
studies for ten years and study another
field, well, it's bad for your career, or
at least is in bad taste. Marx has writ
ten a great deal on this .problem of "poly
technic" education, now so remote from
both the Soviet and the Western industrial
societies. Man must not be alienated by
his work, but must be able to move freely.
And so what we need is to "change
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gear". The radicals in the Asian field have
to work out an alternative image. How are
we to define radical scholarship? It goes
without saying that radical scholarship in
volves being radical in one's politics, es
pecially when one's field is directly relat
ed to present-day politics, as are China or
Vietnam. It means disassociating one's re
search from the academic-mi1itary-industria1
complex - as it were - from the China-watch
ers, from those Vietnamese experts who dis
covered Vietnam only after the Geneva Con
ference, from those political scientists. who
treat the Chinese people and the Vietnamese,
I shouldn't say as cannon fodder, but as
computer fodder.
But radical scholarship must go further
than current politics. It must bring rele
vance to the study of history. History has
both a meaning and a direction. To quote a
Chinese phrase, history "leans to one side".
Therefore scholarship must try to get at the
roots of historical trends, to probe into
history's 'meaning' and 'direction'.
This means, first of all, giving prior
ity to the problems rather than to the sOUr
ces. What counts is not the availability of
handy documentation but the relevance of the
problem to be studied. If the problem is
really important, than we have to advance it.
Maybe the material on the subject is scanty,
contradictory, or incomplete; maybe the pro
blem can be treated only or partly through
secondary sources. But if the problem is
really important, we must direct all our in
tellectual forces to it, regardless of tech
nical considerations.
We must not be reluctant to use uncon
ventional source materials. Take, for ex
ample, the memo ires of Han Su-yin which are
not always to be found on basic reading
lists. How can we know the humiliation en
dured by the Chinese during the Treaty Port
era - and I think we can agree that humili
ation is rather an important dimension in
the history of the Treaty Ports - without
confronting the kinds of views expressed in
her book. Most Western studies relying on
the viewpoints of foreigners have treated
the "unequal treaties"'as a body of regula
tions, laws, and privileges applied by West
erners to a docile China. The "unequal
treaties" have scarcely beeI\ studied as a

framework within which the social, politi
cal, and economic life of China developed,
and against which the Chinese reacted in
clearly definable ways. And so in the re
collections of Han Su-yin, we find dozens
of pages essential to our understanding of
the psychological situation under the "un
equal treaties l ,. The book may not be the
work of a scholar - it is not a convention
al source - but it still is basic.
We must be just as bold in our selec
tion of subjects for research. To cite an
example: rural handicraft in pre-1949
China. This is a subject generally over
looked apart from a few articles in the
early 1930's. The Chinese in Peking have,
however, issued a collection of source
materials on the subject - perhaps uncon
ventional by American standards - the four
volume work, Chung-kuo chin-tai shou-kung
yeh shih tzu-1iao (1840-1949). The asso
ciation of the peasant with non-agricultur
al production has a long history in China.
Today's commune is an attempt to give ano
ther solution to the problem of relating
the peasant to industrial needs. Therefore
a study of rural handicrafts from the 19th
century down to the commune is absolutely
essential for an understanding of the pre
sent direction and meaning of history
(namely the Chinese answer to the problem
of the relation between town and country
side.) It will probably not suit the usual
criteria for conventional scholarship: in
formation will be collected from mission
ary accounts, from letters, from second
hand sources, from recollections of pea
sants and so forth. It will not be quanti
fied(a basic criteria for conventional
economics.) But it is essential because
it is an essential problem.
Radical scholars must not believe that
they should deal only with general issues.
The question of general versus minute schor
arship is a false issue. Even minute
scholarship can be valuable if related to
a general problem. For instance, research
on some member of the Shanghai Chamber of
Commerce in 1925 can be of wide interest
in enabling one to understand the nature
of the Chinese bourgeousie, the comprador
element, the modern merchant element, etc.
in Republican China. To cite another ex
ample, the close philological study of a
short Chinese expression like "pu pring
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teng t'iao yueh" .;. "the unequal treaties"
- and the way in which it was used by
the Chinese can be of great value. It
is not irrelevant, for it enables u& to
understand how the Chinese reacted at
large to the foreign domination in China.
Another key point to be kept in mind
by the radical historian is that he must
concern himself with the people, and in
the broadest sense must 'serve the peo
pie'. History is a mirror, a mirror too
often reflecting the lives and opinions
of those who write it. To take an idea
from Balazs, Chinese history is the his
tory of bureaucrats written by bureau
crats for bureaucrats. And so a key aim
of radical scholars should be to go to
the other side of the mirror, to study
those who were not part of the establish
ment looking into it. The book Fan Shen
by William Hinton is one of those few
books that looks behind the mirror and
deals with the life of the people. And so
we must do the same kind of research with
regard to the labor movement and the work
ers in the factories and the poor peasants
and the bandits in the countryside. In
recent years, Western scholars have em
phasized leaders, elites, warlords, pro
minent intellectuals. A friend of mine
at Harvard told me, "you know, in this
country we care very much for elites. We
like to know who to buy and who to kill."
I think that's a good statement on the
tendancy of American sociology and politi
cal science regarding the Third World. And
it is a tendency we as radicals have a duty
to chaHenge.
Of course this does not mean a com
plete disassociation from research on rul
ing groups. We still have to consider
such areas as intellectual history, diplo
matic his,tory, and political history 
but primarily in relation to the people.
This is what I call "mass line" scholar
ship. Even when we study diplomatic or
intellectual history, it must be in rela
tion to the large strata of society.
Intellectual history first. I have no
objection to intellectual history as such,
but it must be related to the masses of the
people. I have just finished reading Cro
zier's book on Chinese medicine. Here is a

most fascinating subject, but one which
should normally involve the question of
modern medicine as it was introduced from
the West and known to the treaty-port
"modernized" communities versus traditional
Chinese medicine as it was known to the peo
ple at large mainly in the countryside.
But the book completely neglects the social
side of the problem. It does not deal
with the social basis (both for doctors and
patients) of Chinese medicine. As long as
intellectual history is limited to the
intellectual community alone, to individual
thinking as an isolated phenomenon, to
controversy among literary journals or in
tellectual circles in the university, then
I must say I'm positively in disagreement
with it.
Secondly, diplomatic or international
history. In the same way as mentioned a
bove, one must approach international his
tory from the inside, from the point of view
of the Chinese people. When Owen Lattimore
gave his introductory lecture at Leeds Uni
versity, he called it "From China Looking
Outward," which represents a much needed
approach. I mentioned earlier the need to
study the "unequal treaties" from the Chin
ese side; that is to say, not only the way
in which the Chinese reacted to them, but
the way in which the treaties actually af
fected Chinese life. And the same goes for
foreign spheres of influence in China. Much
has been written in the West on the detailed
negotiations which enabled the French to
get this sphere of influence in the South
west, or England another sphere of influence
in the Yangtze Valley, and so forth. But
little has been written on the actual role
and function, the working out of the spheres
of influence. What did the French actually
get out of this sphere of influence? There
is much more to imperialism than negotia
tions and the making of agreements.
One can make some of the same generali
zations about polit'ical and economic histor
y. One must continue to ask how China - its
institutions and particularly the lives of
the mass of its people - were affected by
certain types of phenomena, like the kind
already mentioned.
In general, radical scholarship leans
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to one side. Radical scholarship serVQS the
people but only - it should be remarked - in
a long-term relationship. there 1. no Short
term mechanical relationship between radical
scholarship and politics. This of course
does not mean that a radical scholar should
refuse to involve himself in short-term po

litical activity. This is a part of his
life. But scholarship has also a value of
its own. The relevance of our work is
a global one; we have to "lean to one side",
but basically through the intellectual
long-term effects of our work, even when
short-term relevance is not apparent.
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