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Foreword
The Third World in 1968

Arif Dirlik

About 10 years ago, I received an invitation to contribute an essay to a volume
on 1968. In the course of a conference on which the volume was based, the
editors had realized that nothing on the Third World had been included, which
seemed like a serious absence. My essay was intended make up for this absence.

When I sent in my essay, it was with the title above, “The Third World in
1968.” Somewhere during the editorial process, someone in his/her wisdom, as-
suming, I suppose, that the “in 1968” part was redundant in a volume entitled
1968, took that part out of the title, leaving just “The Third World,” which more
or less made a mockery of the introductory paragraph where I had written:

The ambiguity built into the title of this chapter is intentional. A Third
World perspective on 1968 requires a double vision. First, it demands
recognition that as idea and reality the Third World was conspicuously
present in the events of 1968, not only in the many different areas en-
compassed by the term “Third World” but also and more importantly
in the First (and Second) Worlds; it is reasonable to suggest that the
emergence of the Third World as a challenge to the First but also as a
substitute for the Second World of Soviet and Eastern European Com-
munism was a crucial aspect of 1968. Second, it enjoins us to recognize
the many contexts that shaped the participation of people in the Third
World in the events of 1968. This raises the question of whether or not
1968 can serve as a marker in Third World histories in the same sense
that it has come to mark a watershed in First and Second World histo-
ries and, for that very reason, of the dialectic between the general and
the particular in the construction of 1968 as a historical marker.!

I cite this paragraph not to get back at the editors of that volume for the
discrepancy their editorial work created between the title and the substance of
my essay, but because the issues raised in that paragraph serve as an appropriate
introduction to the present volume.

My essay in the earlier volume was the sole representative of the Third
World, and made an effort to cover a number of countries (The People’s Re-
public of China, India, Turkey, Egypt, Ethiopia, and Mexico) to illustrate the
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tri-continental spatial scope of 1968, on the one hand, and the diversity of the
movements spawned in the globalization of the protest activity of that year. The
present volume undertakes a similar task, but at a much larger scale, in greater
detail for a wider number of societies, and richer and more varied subject matter.
It is a welcome addition to the scant literature on an important subject: the con-
tradictions in Third World societies that 1968 brought to the surface, and the
longer-term consequences for radical politics of the particular course the events
of 1968 took in different societies, that also varied in duration and temporality
in different contexts. The volume is of obvious historical significance, which is
not unrelated to its political significance as a reminder of the importance of both
1968 and the “Third World,” which appear in a negative light these days not
just for their detractors but even those who were participants in the events of the
time. The depoliticized post-revolutionary post-colonialism that has acquired
popularity with the retreat and corruption of Third World radical politics has
repudiated not just the commonalities but also the solidarities of earlier Third
World movements, in the process calling into question the very idea of the Third
World. The events of which the year 1968 became the temporal symbol have
been discredited, partly because of their own degeneration into a mindless radi-
calism in the face of political repression that allowed few alternatives, and partly
because the victory of global capitalism has successfully recast in a negative light
the efforts of an earlier age to hold it in check.

The events of 1968 worldwide were directly inspired by the crisis of colo-
nialism, and the implications for capitalism of de-colonization, but also by the
seeming crisis of “actually existing socialism,” until then the only challenger to
capitalism. The crisis gave renewed hope to Third World struggles for libera-
tion, autonomy, and new modes of development that would avoid the pitfalls
of capitalism as well as of Stalinist Communism. It is probably futile, and un-
necessary politically, to ask whether it was the urban revolt in the First World
that inspired the Third, or the anti-colonial struggles of the Third that inspired
the First, as a ready, and empirically verifiable, dialectical interplay of the various
movements is quite apparent throughout the 1960s (if not earlier) and into the
early 1970s. But there is probably good reason to describe 1968 as “the year of
the Third World,” not because the Third World was responsible for the events
of that year but because the Third World was everywhere in the consciousness
of political activists. It was a mobilizing idea for those involved in the struggles
against colonialism and newcolonialism. Among First World radicals and pro-
gressives, solidarity with the Third World represented a new measure of political
radicalism. 1968 may well be described as the political coming of age of the
Third World that had assumed visibility with the Bandung Conference of 1955,
but now became a focal point of radical activity globally.

Both 1968 and the Third World have disappeared into the past. But that
does not mean that they have not left important legacies that are still invoked
against the continuing injustices of the capitalist system, and colonial legacies
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that refuse to go away despite all the brave talk about post-coloniality. The more
constructive legacies of 1968 are still visible in the flourishing placed-based poli-
tics of the Global North, which have regained strength in response to the glo-
balization of capital and the crisis of the environment. In the Third World, and
globally, the solidarities of an earlier day are still invoked in the construction of
social movements that have taken over from political parties the task of protect-
ing livelihood and freedom against an increasingly oppressive regime of capital.

The context of contemporary struggles is different from that of an earlier
day, with its clearly delineated divisions between the East and the West, colonial-
ism and anti-colonialism, or the First, Second, and Third Worlds. Neo-liberal
policies since the 1980s have succeeded in consolidating the global power of
a ruling class that has assumed a transnational visage through the recruitment
into its ranks of newcomers from the former Second and Third Worlds. Earlier
divisions have been scrambled by changes in the global political economy. The
past is not sufficient to guide or explain the present, and it may be necessary
on occasion to forget the past in order to recognize what is different about the
world. But forgetting may also serve as a blinder on reality. For some, memories
of 1968 are uncomfortable reminders of a bygone past, but despite all the effort
to “forget” them, they refuse to go away because of the persistence of the contra-
dictions that are the legacies of the past to the present. On the other hand, those
memories are still of some inspiration to those engaged in oppositional move-
ments—now, more than ever, movements for survival—that themselves need to
go global if they are to have any hope of effectiveness, not to speak of success.
Studies such as those in this volume, to the extent that they contribute to the
preservation of those memories, are not of merely of academic historical but also
of contemporary political significance.

Notes

1. Arif Dirlik, “The Third World,” in Carole Fink, Philipp Gassert, and Detlef Junker
(eds.), 1968: The World Transformed (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1998), 295-317.






Introduction

Samantha Christiansen and Zachary A. Scarlett

The shadow of the Third World hangs over the study of the radical protest move-
ments of the 1960s in Europe and the United States. When thinking about this
decade, Third World actors such as Ché Guevira, Frantz Fanon, Amilcar Cabral,
and Ho Chi Minh often spring to mind alongside the likes of Rudi Dutschke,
Daniel Cohn-Bendit, Stokely Carmichael, and Tom Hayden. Scholars have long
acknowledged that individuals, groups, language, ideology, tactics, and, indeed,
the very idea of a Third World liberation movement inspired student groups
and activists in Europe and the United States. These scholars have referred to
the Third World as providing a “mandate for revolution™ and of “receiving un-
precedented attention™ from activists in the West.> Many radicals hoped that
a new “Third World International” could be formed out of the solidarity be-
tween Western and non-Western students.* As Max Elbaum notes, in the 1960s,
“Third World Liberation Marxism-Leninism” came to replace Soviet Marxism,
effectively differentiating one generation of leftist dissent—what became known
as the New Left—from an older generation.’ The editors of 1968: The World
Transformed note that “with the fading of the Marxist and Soviet models, the
heroic factory worker and peasant had been replaced by the heroic Third World
freedom fighter.”® Scholars have also examined the effect of the Third World on
specific student movements. Timothy Brown and Quinn Slobodian both point
out that the state visits of Tshombe and the Shah of Iran galvanized West Ger-
man students, leading to the massive outpouring of dissent in 1967 and 1968.
Meanwhile, Kristen Ross’s study of May ‘68 traces the origins of the French
student movement to the Algerian Civil War.® As each of these authors demon-
strates, the Third World became the vehicle for the social, cultural, and political
transformation in the West.

The Third World not only inspired many students to take to the street in the
1960s, it also provided a model for the radicalism of the decade. Many activists
in the Civil Rights Movement, for example, saw the Third World as a natural
ally.’ The Third World and the Black Power movement became so intertwined
in the 1960s that many in the United States no longer differentiated between
the two causes. Decolonizing the Third World meant freedom at home for Af-
rican-Americans, and vice versa.'” The Third World also impacted many white
students. As Todd Gitlin notes, the antiwar movement’s inability to end the Viet-
nam War also caused many white middle class youth to turn to the revolutionary
tactics of the Third World.!! This frustration also tore apart the Students for a
Democracy Society (SDS), one of the foundational organizations of the 1960s.
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What emerged out of this factionalism was the Weather Underground, a group
that, as Jeremy Varon notes, believed that only the Third World revolutionary,
and not the white middle class in the United States, could actually stop the
monolithic force of American imperialism. The Weathermen saw themselves as a
compliment to the Third World revolution, struggling against imperialism inside
the centers of power.'? The Red Army Faction in Germany, meanwhile, asserted
that anyone who identified themselves with Third World revolutionaries—and
not the proletariat—were themselves part of the new revolutionary vanguard.'?

And yet, despite its importance to activists and revolutionaries in the West,
the Third World remains terra incognita in the scholarship on the 1960s. To be
sure, there are a number of excellent studies on individual countries in the Third
World,' as well as numerous discussions of Third World countries that appear
in global examinations of the 1960s." Still, the Third World as a body politic
has yet to be considered. And if we are to produce a truly global understand-
ing of the 1960s, we must, as Martin Klimke suggests, take up the case of the
Third World, not as it was in the minds of Western students, but as it exists in
16Tt is here in which we will encounter both familiar
and novel aspects of the struggles of the 1960s, and confirm as well as challenge

history and on the ground.

previous categories and notions about this decade.

The present study in no way represents a complete survey of the 1960s in the
Third World; indeed, such a task would exceed the length of this book. While
we are pleased to include case studies that spread across Africa, Asia, and Latin
America, we recognize that for every new contribution to the field offered by
this volume, there are just as many silences. The reader will no doubt wonder
why Pakistan and Bangladesh, Turkey, Ethiopia, Peru, Egypt, and a host of other
countries are not included. To be frank, it is not because they are not important or
do not fit into the Third World matrix, but simply because we could not cover ev-
ery aspect of this rich and nuanced decade. We therefore consider this book to be
the opening, rather than the decisive, remarks on the Third World in the 1960s.

The case studies that follow offer a diverse sample of the Third World expe-
rience in the 1960s. They illuminate new features and novel paradigms of the
1960s that are not discussed in most studies of Western student movements. In
such a reexamination there are some questions that arise at the outset. What is
the Third World and how can we analyze the Third World as a part of 1960s
radicalism? Does the periodization of the 1960s even fit with the Third World? If
not, how should one think about “the 1960s” as a historical period in the Third
World? Finally, for the sake of global context, what are the similarities and dif-
ferences between the activism of the Third World and the movements of Europe
and the United States, and how can exploring them increase the understanding
of each arena? Instead of rehashing themes with which many readers will be fa-
miliar, this introduction focuses much more on the differences between Western
and Third World movements in an attempt to break down old paradigms and
discuss new categories.
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Time and Place: Why the Third World? Why the 1960s?

We have purposefully chosen to include the term Third World in the title of
this volume. We do so knowing the controversy surrounding its usage, as well
as its implied global hierarchy based on a modernization paradigm.'” We also
understand that the term has become outmoded since the end of the Cold War.'®
Although we reject its pejorative connotation, we use the term in this volume to
elucidate its meaning in a specific historical epoch.” For one, it allows for the
distinct grouping of different countries with the shared historical experience of
colonialism, which shaped some of the protest movements of the 1960s. Second,
the term helps distinguish a group of countries that hoped to avoid Soviet and
American influence during the Cold War, with varying degrees of success.

Despite its Western origins—the term comes from a French sociologist**—
the idea of the Third World was realized in political practice with the formation
of loosely based political, cultural, and social groupings articulated at the 1955
Bandung Conference.” It was at Bandung that leaders from countries through-
out the Third World recognized the importance of non-alignment and pledged
to remain neutral in the Cold War. We may therefore conclude that the coun-
tries in this volume share a similar, although certainly not homogenous historical
experience during the Cold War. This “flexible network” of loosely bound states
operated via “degrees of affinity” rather than a “hard sense of uniqueness.”? Al-
though the term Third World may be outmoded today—replaced by the vague
(and equally questionable) Global South—we stand by its value as a historical
idea of vital importance during the Cold War. Discarding the term would be to
erase a historical situation that did indeed play a central role in the global protest
movement of the 1960s. From this perspective, applying the modern concept of
a Global South to the 1960s is anachronistic and temporally disjointed. Because
of its importance, the idea of the Third World, as well as a lengthy examination
of the term’s origins and variations, occupies the first section of this volume.

If Third World is indeed a useful term, then how does it fit into the idea of
the 1960s? Was the 1960s even a decade of any great significance to the Third
World, which experienced almost non-stop social and political agitation since
the end of World War II? This question of periodization is perhaps one of the
most difficult to answer because the borders of “the 1960s” are so complex and
hazy. Indeed, the 1960s had multiple trajectories, and it therefore seems logical
to contend that it has multiple periodizations. In the West, one may begin an
analysis of the 1960s, or at least the Civil Rights Movement, with the Montgom-
ery Bus Boycott of 1955.% It was in Montgomery that Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., first rose to national prominence. Perhaps the spirit or the ethos of the 1960s
in the Third World emerged in 1947 with the independence of the Indian sub-
continent, where a great tide of anti-colonialism signaled the final destruction
of the French and British empires. Or, as Frederic Jameson contends, perhaps
the 1960s began somewhere in the late 1950s, in the streets of Algiers, or in the
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Ghanaian capital of Accra, or outside of the gates of Dienbienphu or maybe
even in Havana, which validated the foco theory that provided a theoretical basis
for Western youth and global revolutionaries.* Indeed, the impact of Ghana’s
independence in 1957 could serve as an excellent starting point—not only did
Ghanaian independence stir the entire continent of Africa, but it also made an
important impact across the Atantic. Dr. King’s visit to Ghana in the year of
its independence inspired the young members of the Civil Rights Movement to
look toward Africa in their struggle for equality and justice.” The point is that
we need to allow ourselves flexibility in our understanding of time. The 1960s is
a general timeframe, not a hardened structure into which we can place the vast
movements and ideas examined in this volume.

And yet the protest movements explored in this volume were distinct from
the anti-colonial struggle in Ghana or Algeria discussed above. If the 1960s were
born in struggle against colonialism, then they matured in a very different mi-
lieu. With that in mind, the Third World in the 1960s may be conceived of in
two overlapping waves. The first wave, which ended in the mid 1960s, con-
sisted of movements that focused on the anti-colonial struggle for national in-
dependence. Indeed, between 1945 and 1965, more than 50 independent states
emerged, most of them in the Third World.?® Activists in the second wave, how-
ever, fought against neo-colonialism and the project of the nation-state, which
tended to subvert progressive activism in favor of stability.” Indeed, many of the
charismatic and progressive nationalist leaders of the anti-colonial movement
had lost power by the early and mid 1960s, and were replaced by leaders who
were more authoritarian and less tolerant of dissent.?® What replaced the radical
anti-colonialism of the earlier part of the decade was therefore a frustration with
the inefliciency and injustice of postcolonial society, the lingering presence of
colonial institutions, mentalities, and influences, and the subordination of the
socialist agenda to that of the nation.”” The new elites of the Third World real-
ized that the radicalism and progressivism of the anti-colonial agenda was diffi-
cult to merge with the new project of nation building. As Frederic Cooper notes
regarding the process of decolonization in Africa, “Politicians built a powerful
challenge to colonial regimes. But once in power, such leaders understood all too
well how dangerous such claims were.”®® The nation-state, as it turned out, was
simply unable to create an equal and just society, and instead began to repress
any challenge to its power. It was this political, social, and cultural environment
that sparked the protests of the second wave of the 1960s.

By focusing on the this second wave in the Third World, this volume pres-
ents case studies that have by and large not been considered in analyses of the
decade. However, the “two waves” of the 1960s is a soft rather than hard point
of demarcation. The themes that comprised the anti-colonial nationalism of the
earlier part of the decade often echoed in the social movements discussed in
this volume. As Prasenjit Duara notes, the movement against colonialism was
not simply fought for the transference of power, but was also “a movement for
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moral justice and political solidarity against imperialism.”*" The second wave of
the 1960s in the Third World was in many ways the same fight, although the
disputants had changed. Even in the Americas, where many nations had experi-
enced independence well before much of Africa and Asia, the ideological battle
against imperialism, neo-colonialism, and the abuses of the nation-state also
fueled countless protests in the 1960s.

In addition, it’s important to recognize that colonial rule was still present in
some parts of the Third World during the 1960s, even if the white elite consid-
ered their country to be independent. Indeed, this volume contains accounts of
anti-colonial struggles against minority white rule in Rhodesia and South Africa.
Even those states that had gained formal independence still had to contend with
the continued influence of the Western powers.?? This presented a difficult di-
lemma for many activists in the Third World. On the one hand, strengthening
the nation-state was the surest antidote to neo-colonialism. On the other hand,
a strong state often came at the expense of individual rights and political dissent.
Many activists thus had to walk a very fine line between the nation-state and
neo-colonialism.* The second wave of the 1960s therefore became a movement
against the former colonial powers who sought to manipulate the Third World,
as well an attempt to gain access to new institutions and rights, which were often
suppressed in favor of projects of nation-building and modernization.

The beginning of the decade may have hazy boundaries, but it clearly
marked a “moment of transition” in the Third World, just as it did in Europe and
the United States.** But what of an end to the decade? Many participants and
scholars have recognized that the energy of the 1960s in the West was transferred
to other important movements, such as the women’s rights and nuclear non-
proliferation movements, the fight for gay rights, and numerous environmental
causes, among others. The 1960s in America and Europe did not end, it simply
diffused; the same can be said for the Third World. Marking an end to the 1960s
in the Third World is to suggest that either the activists were victorious in their
respective struggles, or that they were silenced by their opponents. The events of
1960s should be understood as situated within struggles against oppression that
continued in subsequent decades—the most notable being against South Afri-
can apartheid. As in the West, the 1960s continues to shape social movements
and collective action throughout Asia, Africa, and Latin America, suggesting
that the ideas of this decade had no clearly definable ending.?

Common Ground and New Territory

There are certain hurdles one must surmount in order to create a global frame-
g

work that properly captures the social movements of the 1960s. Scholars must

primarily define certain similarities and differences that existed between the

West and the Third World. Pointing out these differences will help identify new
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paradigms and patterns that will help scholars draw a more global portrait of the
1960s. Of course, differences and similarities between different countries and
continents abound. Instead of becoming bogged down in an infinite compara-
tive analysis, this study takes a more thematic approach to the Third World.

One important catalyst that sparked social movements in Europe and the
United States, as well as in the Third World, was an active concern over education
and education reform. In fact, education reform provides an excellent example
of the intersections between First, Second, and Third World movements. The
importance of education reform has been well documented in the scholarship on
Western student movements in the 1960s.* The Western education system was
outmoded and ill-prepared for the massive influx of new students after World
War II. As several studies in this volume point out, this was also the case in the
Third World. Education reform was an impetus for broader social movements,
first encouraging mobilization and then fostering a rebellious milieu that quickly
expanded beyond college and secondary school campuses. Many students began
to see the university as a microcosm for society’s ills. For example, Congolese stu-
dents’ complaints about the continued Dutch influence at Lovanium, the coun-
ty’s most prestigious university, eventually came to represent President Mobutu’s
refusal to Africanize Congolese society. Seminary students in Rhodesia felt the
same way; the racist policies of the Church denied the students their African
heritage at their school, just as did white rule in Rhodesia. In Brazil, students
entered into an intense and prolonged dialogue about the meaning of education
and its role in Brazilian society. They also protested against the collaboration be-
tween Brazil’s Ministry of Education and the United States government, and the
imperialistic relationship between these two countries. Similarly, students in the
Philippines coalesced around the Movement for the Advancement of National-
ism, and demanded less US influence and more Filipino say in the education sys-
tem. As these cases demonstrate, protests that began at universities often became
emblematic of deep-seeded problems in these individual societies.

Despite this and other similarities, there are countless historical develop-
ments unique to the Third World experience in the 1960s. Highlighting the
differences between the West and the Third World, which occupies the majority
of this section, is not meant to obviate a broader global perspective, but rather
to suggest new categories of analysis and new ways of understanding the radical-
ism of the 1960s. This is particularly illuminating when considering the source
and simultaneity of the Third World 1960s. Scholars of the 1960s have long
attempted to locate a common impulse that drove students and activists into
the streets in the West. These scholars have reached varying conclusions; some
claim that the influence of the mass media galvanized Western students.?” Oth-
ers claim that a certain zeitgeist—what George Katsiaficas refers to as the eros
effect®®—swept over the generation. Still others have identified the political and
cultural climate of the Cold War as a main reason for the many social move-
ments in the 1960s.* While these models may fit Western cases, it is difficult
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to apply some of these explanations to the Third World. For example, television
did not enjoy the same widespread dissemination and impact in the Third World
as it did in Europe and the United States, where viewers tuned into the nightly
news and found on their screens the horrors of the Vietnam War. Furthermore,
information in many parts of the Third World was censored on a more pervasive
level; radio and print media were heavily regulated, and in many cases, operated
by the state. The mass media thus proves inadequate as a general explanation for
the scope of these movements in the Third World.

Furthermore, the Cold War resonated very differently in the Third World
than it did in the First and Second. For one, the Cold War was far more than a
“cold” battle of ideologies in the Third World. Proxy wars orchestrated on behalf
of the superpowers were part of the day-to-day experience of many young Third
World nations (and nationalists) in the 1960s, and the reality of assassination,
political imprisonment, and outright massacre amounted to much more than an
ideological debate. And yet, there was also a certain distance to the Cold War.
In the Third World there was an open engagement with and blending of various
ideologies that seem diametrically opposed to the blustering political battles of
the First and Second Worlds. Leftists in much of the Third World embraced an
ideology that blurred the Sino-Soviet split, and aid-dependent governments of-
ten walked a thin line between economic systems in order to maintain relations
with both sides of the Cold War.* Such perfidious behavior was not accepted
in the First or Second Worlds. Third World leaders also used the Cold War to
advance their own politics. The Cold War presented many governments with an
easy excuse to deal harshly with internal dissent. The trade and arms deals made
in the name of ideological alignment (or non-alignment) were more physically
present as an aspect of the Cold War for Third World dissidents opposing a
military junta than for activists facing a comparatively less armed police force
in the West.#!

The diversity of participants and activists in the Third World 1960s also
indicates that many of the categories and classifications used to understand the
Western 1960s are untenable in the context of the Third World. For example,
although heavily disputed, the 1960s in the West is often categorized as a “youth
revolt.”# Scholars have asserted that the fusion of “youth” with consumer so-
cieties acted as catalysts for the unrest of the 1960s in the United States and
Europe.®® Applying this term to the Third World, however, holds little value,
despite the important role that students played in the anti-authoritarian revolts
of the decade. Instead of classifying the 1960s in the Third World as a youth re-
volt, this volume illustrates that a host of institutions participated in the myriad
social movements discussed herein. Churches and religious institutions, NGOs,
radical nationalist movements, various left and right wing organizations, and
(in the case of Indonesia) the army all played an important role in the Third
World 1960s. While the movements in 1960s in the Third World were driven

by younger people, “youth” as a category, with its own language, style, habit,
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or mentality, was not an essential part of many of these protest movements.
Ideology, resources, familial and societal links, and a host of other factors took
precedence over youth as a distinctive social category.

Not only does this volume present new actors and institutions that were
important to the Third World in the 1960s, it also challenges the mythology that
came to embody the Third World in the West. Todd Gitlin notes that the radi-
cals of the 1960s in the United States “increasingly found exemplars and heroes
in Cuba, in China, in the Third World guerrilla movement, in Mao and Frantz
Fanon and Ché and Debray.”® And yet, one will notice that these “heroes” of
the Third World are not central figures in this volume. That is not to deny the
profound impact that these people had on the world in the 1960s. This volume,
however, has consciously decided to focus on the characters, actors, and dissi-
dents that are not often present in the Western discussion of the Third World.
It is therefore not a study of the “heroic Third World guerrilla,” but instead a
look at those who were on the ground, who were in the arenas, who were waging
their respective fights, and who sometimes came and went too quickly to make a
global impact. We should therefore think of the Third World in the 1960s with
a more complete list of characters: Ché Guevdra and the Jamaican dancehall
crowds, Frantz Fanon and the Indian journalist, the Cuban guerrillas and the
Rhodesian seminary student. The goal is to compare and contrast the Western
imagination of the Third World and the Third World as it existed on the ground
in the 1960s, populated by those who are often invisible in popular memories of
the decade. The merger of these two realities can provide a more complete, and
indeed more global and dynamic, landscape of the 1960s.

Despite this expanded list of the activists who affected their respective societ-
ies in the 1960s, the Third World lacked any significant or united countercultural
movement. The counterculture was an important if not central characteristic of
the Western student movement.“® Groups like the hippies, the Situationists, or
Kommune I saw cultural freedom as the key to political liberation and infused
cultural space with political meaning. The Provos in the Netherlands, for ex-
ample, staged large public provocations such as a free bicycle program in order to
draw attention to the negative impact that the automobile had on society. Oth-
ers, like the Situationists and the members of Kommune I placed great currency
in the impact of the spectacle, and attempted to shock a complacent society out
of its lethargy by exposing the pernicious effect of bourgeois culture.”” For many
of the countercultural groups, challenging cultural norms was a means to also
confront social and economic inequities. The Situationists, for example, believed
that art “needed to find its role in the transformation of everyday life” and that
artists were to “agitate and polemicize against the sterility of and oppression of
the ... ruling economic and political system.”*® The counterculture in general
became an international phenomenon, and also acted as a key means of orga-
nizing youth in Europe and the United States.” It was, in the end, one of the
cornerstones of the 1960s in the West.”®
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This volume is noticeably devoid of any equivalent countercultural move-
ment that resembles the Western experience. That is not to say that culture as a
point of contention or as a political by-product was absent from the Third World
experience during the 1960s. Indeed, as James Bradford’s chapter demonstrates,
reggae and the culture surrounding this musical genre played a major role in the
Jamaican protest movement of the 1960s. And of course active countercultures
emerged in places like Brazil and Mexico,” and formed around new modes of
expression throughout the Third World. Culture was central to the 1960s in
the Third World; activists infused their political demands with culture symbols
and constructed meanings. But the ethos of the Western countercultural move-
ments—a desire to completely remove oneself from society—is less in the fore-
front in the Third World. The idea of “turning on, tuning in, and dropping out,”
as US countercultural icon Timothy Leary prescribed, is not present in many of
the case studies of this volume. One of the reasons for this is that the actors and
dissidents in this volume had nothing to drop out from. Many felt that they did
not have a place in society, whether because of racism, authoritarianism, or the
lingering effects of colonialism. These activists believed that dropping out of a
society in which they had no rights was useless. Many others were still actively
engaged in the crafting of new nations. The 1960s in much of the Third World
was therefore a movement to drop iz to society, a battle for inclusion and for
representation.

There is also a notable difference in the pitch and level of violence in the
Third World as compared to the Western experience. Of course, Europe and the
United States were not without their incidents of violence during the 1960s;
Italy experienced a prolonged period of intense violence, while certain organi-
zations in West Germany and the United States turned toward terrorism after
realizing the ineffectiveness of nonviolent tactics. And yet, as Arthur Marwick
observes, the 1960s was characterized by a “measured judgment” from the au-
thorities.”> According to Marwick, the freedom of the student movement, and
particularly the counterculture, to act without massive interference was due to
the “existence in positions of authority of men and women ... who responded
flexibly and tolerantly to their [sic] demands.” Such tolerance and flexibility did
not generally exist in the Third World. Almost every case study presented in this
volume—from Brazil and Mexico, to the Congo and South Africa, to the Philip-
pines and Indonesia—contains instances of extreme violence, most often origi-
nating from the state or other institutions of authority. This made some of the
protest movements of the Third World in the 1960s rather short lived. Activists
were readily harassed, arrested, imprisoned, physically abused, and sometimes
executed. Violence therefore became a tool of the Third World authorities, an
antidote to dissent that leaders in the West were unwilling or unable to use.

This does not, however, exonerate the West from any sort of violent re-
action to dissent. By and large, the Western states used violence against their
own people less than the authorities in the Third World, although the nature of
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Western capitalism relied on the deprivation and continued political injustice of
the Third World. While the authorities proved flexible and tolerant of dissent in
their own country, their entire system in part relied on the continuation of vio-
lence in the Third World. The United States, for example, may have moderately
tolerated the Yippies or the New Left, but they would not tolerate the Vietcong,
or anyone accused of being a part of that revolutionary group in Southeast Asia.
The same can be said of France; measured judgment was observed in the streets
of Paris in May 1968, but not in the streets of Algiers several years before that.
Cases of this nature abound. The victims of this violence in the Third World
were not the political elites, but instead were often the very actors and characters
included in this volume. The students, farmers, activists, and dissidents bore
the brunt of violence not only from their own leaders, but from many Western
countries alike.

No Roadmaps for New Directions

In light of these differences, is it still possible to claim that a global protest move-
ment did indeed exist in the 1960s that encompassed Europe, the United States,
and the Third World? Yes—the 1960s was the weaving together of individual
(national) strands of history. These strands can stand alone, but the tapestry that
they produced represented a semi-cohesive whole. One can therefore choose to
study these national strands, or step back and examine the entirety of their indi-
vidual efforts; this volume does both. Each chapter focuses on individual Third
World social movements of the 1960s; the reader, upon finishing this book,
however, will have gained a wider understanding of the decade. This in-depth
and prolonged discussion of the Third World, when considered alongside the
myriad studies of the 1960s in Europe and the United States, will produce a truly
global topography of the decade. Studying the Third World, and the case studies
presented in this volume, however, requires what Arif Dirlik has called a “double
vision”—the reader must hold in his or her mind both the individuality of each
case study, as well as the recognition that the examples presented herein represent
one part of a larger narrative that took on a global shape in the 1960s.>

To make this task more manageable, the present volume is arranged along
thematic rather than geographical lines. Grouping together case studies with
similar stories, narratives, actors, and examples better illuminates some of the
major themes of the 1960s in the Third World that stretched across both tem-
poral and geographical boundaries. We recognize the power that such groupings
hold, however, and emphasize that the purpose of this volume is not to build
borders, but to cross them. Thus, the reader will find that many of the chapters
might also fit well in another section, or come together in a completely new pat-
tern if viewed side by side. These new connections are precisely what we hope
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to accomplish, and see this structure as an introductory schematic—open to
change, interpretation, and new directions.

The first section, “Crossing Borders: The Idea of the Third World and the
Global 1960s,” offers four chapters that examine the historical development of
the term 7hird World, as well as the ways in which the idea of the Third World
gained currency during the 1960s. These chapters together illustrate that just as
the Third World itself was a dynamic arena with a multiplicity of (sometimes
competing) voices, so too were the imaginary and discursive spaces of the “Third
World.” Together, these chapters point to wide-ranging, and at times even fluid,
notions of the Third World that moved across borders in all directions. In addi-
tion, as this section endeavors to highlight, the “Third World” has always existed
in a conceptual dialectic. In all of the definitions of Third World, we see ideas
of First and Second World defined and negotiated as well.

As a point of departure, Christoph Kalter explores the initial usage of the
term tiers monde and its journey through time and space to the usage employed by
the French radical Left of the global 1960s. The essays that follow, in this section
and throughout the volume, represent different trajectories of this idea, some-
times overlapping, sometimes wildly divergent from previous usages. Within
these variations, one particularly salient feature of the term is the fundamental
inspiration of Third World as a potentially revolutionary force (like the Third Es-
tate during the French Revolution). This prediction of revolutionary prospective
remained common throughout many of the different ideological manifestations.
Indeed, as Kalter illustrates, Frantz Fanon saw the discursive power of the term
Third World alongside its literal power and used it as a unifying identity (in the
form of Third Worldism) for a potentially global collective of formerly colonized
Third World revolutionaries. The Third World then could rally around a shared
experience of oppression and abuse (as did the Third Estate) on one hand, but
also a shared identity based on a collective power that, if united, could undoubt-
edly overwhelm the global power dynamic. The term 7hird World, for Fanon
and those that agreed with him, was certainly not a pejorative term—it was the
reclamation of an idea and a militant position.

Similar notions of empowerment are seen in the periodicals examined by
Avishek Ganguly. In India, we can observe a flipping of the lens—rather than
a worldview—in which when we look into the Third World Other, we see an
articulation of the First World Other. The view of the 1960s from the Naxalite
perspective, and their supporters’, was decidedly more guided by the revolution-
ary forces in the Third World, and the actions taking place in Europe and the US
were more echoes of the battles at home. Certainly there are expressions of soli-
darity, and even a shared identity on a basic level, but the Third World worked
from a self-defined position of influential dominance, and in doing so, on at
least a discursive level, placed the First World into a more Third World—centered
world order.
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That is not to say that the term was applied in the same way across different
countries. Zachary Scarlett illustrates how this recognition of the revolution-
ary potential of the Third World was present in Chinese students’ imaginations
and put to very China-centric usages. By positioning Mao Zedong as a glorious
leader of global anti-imperialism (vis-a-vis Third World Revolution), the symbol
did more to define Chinese students” sense of their own revolutionary identity
during the Cultural Revolution than to collectively empower the Third World.
In fact, as both Scarlett and Ganguly’s work demonstrates, the Maoism of differ-
ent Third World interpretations took a decidedly non-China-centric trajectory,
and responded to locally relevant issues. Thus, while Chinese students imagined
that they were inspiring the poor masses of the world, many of their would-be
followers had adopted only certain facets of Maoism and moved on.

Of course this is not to cynically imply that the expressions of solidarity were
not genuine—or that students (in China or elsewhere outside the Third World)
were unable to see beyond their own myopic experience. Indeed, as can be seen
in Konrad Kuhns chapter, the idea of the Third World had a massive mobiliz-
ing appeal in Europe, and solidarity with Third World struggles presented a
new, and highly effective, framing opportunity for humanitarian aid organiza-
tions. Famine and disaster imagery may have been fundamentally othering in
their representations, but they also provided a starting point, or a foothold, for
First World actors to engage with the negative consequences of imperialism and
neo-colonial exploitation. Furthermore, the issue of solidarity with the Third
World victims built bridges between organizations with different goals, and to
some extent, a new, more informed, politicization of aid and compassion work.
These bridges extended across borders and linked not only First World activists
with Third World activists, but opened new channels of movement resources to
which the Third World gained access. Indeed, in the issue of solidarity and aid
we see a widening of the cast of players engaging in the global 1960s on both
sides of protests.

All of the chapters in the volume demonstrate that the idea of the Third
World was mobile, highly malleable, and far from monolithic. In the second sec-
tion, “Fresh Battles in Old Struggles: New Voices and Modes of Expression,” we
explore four case studies that deal with protest movements that began long be-
fore, and in many cases extended long after, the 1960s. This section demonstrates
that the 1960s did not exist in a temporal vacuum and that these movements are
part of a long history preceding, and following, the sensational moments of the
late 1960s. Within these protracted struggles, however, the presence the global
milieu of the 1960s is visible, as are new modes of expression and negotiation
that emerged during the decade. Thus, this section illuminates the effect of the
1960s on longer campaigns of resistance as well as placing aspects of the 1960s
into a clearer historical context.

As Colin Snider’s chapter demonstrates, university reform in Brazil is rooted
in a larger dialogue between the state and population over the direction and
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development of the nation, the role of education, and eventually, the role of
democracy. As Brazilian students negotiated with the state, the 1968 Reforma
Universitdria represented a significant success in and of itself, but in the larger
struggles for democratization, the decade was less clearly victorious. The stu-
dents’ ability to form new alliances and the adaptability of the students’ cam-
paign to the introduction of military rule marks only one aspect of the longer
process of negotiation and contests for power.

While Brazil’s students were contending with a new regime of power in the
form of military rule, other cases in the section present cases of old power facing
new consciousness. White dominance and racist oppression was certainly not
new in the 1960s, nor was resistance to these institutions. However, the 1960s
did mark a point in which “blackness” as a mobilizing identity crested. The
influence of both the US Civil Rights Movement and the Black Power move-
ment in South Africa and Jamaica, as presented in this section in the chapters
by Chris Saunders and James Bradford, are two of countless examples illustrat-
ing black empowerment as one the most mobile and lasting ideas circulated in
the 1960s. The racist roots of colonial domination were clearly present in the
policies of apartheid under which South African blacks lived every day, and the
presence of oppression was irrefutable and certainly deeply entrenched in local
societal structure. Yet, as Saunders’ chapter demonstrates, in the 1960s a globally
informed black consciousness drew inspiration from writings by authors with
origins outside of South Africa; Frantz Fanon, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and
Malcolm X expressed a black solidarity and identity that echoed and embodied
the idea of a Third World revolutionary potential. This empowerment would
take many more years to manifest into actual freedom for blacks in South Af-
rica, but the struggle against apartheid became ideologically and physically more
global in the 1960s.

Similarly, as James Bradford demonstrates, the influence of Black Power in
Jamaica’s poor quarters led to expressions of both outrage and hope. The Rodney
riots represented black frustration with continued oppression, and the politici-
zation of music, in the form of reggae, embodied another mode of black con-
sciousness. Both the riots and the reggae drew on international notions of black
consciousness and Third World empowerment, but also placed the identity in
a very personal and local mode of expression. Nicholas Creary’s chapter also
presents a case in which black seminary students contended with a newfound
sense of empowerment. In this study, however, the focus of white domination
is the church. Creary brings a new dynamic into the discussion of race and the
1960s. Analysis of race in the 1960s often centers on governmental policies, but
there were certainly institutions of power outside of the government exercising
racist oppression as well. As Creary’s contribution deftly reminds us, the 1960s
unsettled that power in various corridors.

In addition to the tension between white domination and black oppression,
this section also illustrates important moments of cooperation on issues of race.
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Saunders and Creary both provide examples in which white and black students
were able to see a common identity beyond (or at least beside) race and oppose
the injustice together. These alliances offered shining examples in the 1960s that
a movement built of new, globally informed ideas of justice was possible.

The struggle against racism was not new, nor was it won, in the 1960s. Nei-
ther was the struggle for university reform or democratization in Brazil. Indeed,
very few of the issues of the 1960s were actually new at all. The 1960s, in these
chapters, represented a new engagement with old issues. This new engagement
also took novel forms and allowed for fresh voices to come forward. These stud-
ies demonstrate that while much of the action of the 1960s took place in the
street and on college campuses, it also occurred in quiet seminary halls, cricket
fields, the offices of military dictators, and dancehalls.

In the final section, “Unfinished Business: Challenging the State’s Revolu-
tion,” we present four case studies in which students in Mexico, the Philippines,
Indonesia, and the Congo challenged the state’s claim to represent a revolution-
ary or postcolonial government. In each of these cases, students ask a fundamen-
tal question: “What do we do now that the revolution has supposedly already
taken place?” This question was particularly important for the Third World.
The French and American Revolutions aside, students in Western Europe and
the United States all looked at social and cultural transformation as something
that was to come in the future, and did not have to contend with governments
that claimed that revolutionary politics was a thing of the past. Of course, as
these four studies point out, despite the state’s claim to represent a revolutionary
or post-colonial government, they were anything but. Indeed, what prompted
students in Mexico, the Philippines, Indonesia, and the Congo to take to the
streets was the fact that these supposed “revolutionary” governments had be-
come, over varying amounts of time, defenders of the status quo. They may have
claimed the revolutionary or postcolonial mantle, but in reality they displayed
the same entrenched, conservative, and unyielding qualities of many Western
governments. What the students in each of these countries came to realize in the
1960s was that postcolonialism in the Congo, guided democracy in Indonesia,
institutionalized revolution in Mexico, and nationalism in the Philippines were
constructed notions used to maintain order and to propagate the power of indi-
vidual leaders or mass political parties. The goal of the students during the 1960s
was to tear down this facade.

Challenging the state’s revolutionary monopoly meant making nationalist
claims, a theme that each author highlights in their respective studies. These four
chapters therefore work to unsettle common approaches to the 1960s, which
often do not focus on nationalism. The reader will notice that these nationalist
claims manifested themselves very differently. In the Philippines, for example,
the Movement for the Advancement of Nationalism (MAN) heavily criticized
the Philippines’ industrial and economic policies, Marcos’s close relationship
with the United States, and the continued influence of foreigners in the Philip-
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pines’ national affairs. In Indonesia, however, students made the opposite claims,
demanding more American influence in the Indonesian university. Nevertheless,
both sets of students relied on nationalist repertoires in an attempt to change
policies in their respective countries. So, too, did students in the Congo, who
criticized the government for its reliance on colonial tactics (especially when it
came to disciplining dissent), and demanded that Mobutu Africanize the Con-
golese university. Even in Mexico, a state that gained independence well before
the Congo, Indonesia, or the Philippines, students still relied on what Julia Sloan
calls a “history of revolutionary nationalism to justify their position.”

The students’ nationalism upsets the binary between activists and the state
that is present in many instances of unrest in the 1960s. As each of the authors in
this section demonstrates, the students’ demands, as well as their rhetoric, often
overlapped with that of the state. At times this blurred the line between state
and student, and occasionally allowed for the state to absorb the student move-
ment more easily. Pedro Monaville, for example, demonstrates that Congolese
students and President Mobutu both claimed to represent the interests of a post-
colonial society. Meanwhile, in Indonesia, there was little distinction between
the army and the main student group, the Indonesian Student Action Front, as
Stephanie Sapiee’s chapter points out. Despite fierce disagreements in the Philip-
pines between Marcos and the main student movement, Erwin Fernandezs study
shows that in the end “its [the student groups’] objectives fit well with Marcos’s
nationalism.” Even in Mexico, where the students and the state fought a fierce
battle that ended in horrible violence, students protested more against the current
iteration of the Institutional Revolutionary Party (PRI) and its ossification, than
against its revolutionary heritage. As Julia Sloan’s chapter points out, the PRI was
able to placate dissent when it rediscovered its populist past and incorporated
many activists from the 1968 student movement into the bureaucracy.

Each of these case studies, despite their differences, brings forth a unique
strand of the 1960s experience: that of challenging a ruling elite that is not
necessarily anti-revolution, but relegates revolutionary politics and culture to
history. And this, in essence, became the central conflict for the student groups
discussed in this section. Where each government claimed to be the official care-
taker of a revolutionary society, the students saw elites, hierarchy, contradiction,
and the status quo. The 1960s was an exercise in reclaiming the revolutionary
mantle from an older stultified generation of leaders. In the end, however, the
ruling parties and elites could not abide such a challenge to their power or a
disruption to the status quo, and so dissent was often met with bloodshed and
violence, both from the government and (in the case of Indonesia) from the
students and the army.

While the sections discussed above represent a unique theme or narrative
that can be found in each of the chapters, we hope that the reader will continue
to approach the Third World as a loosely bound collective body. Getting bogged

down in the particularities of each case study is to lose the scope and dimension
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of the broader Third World experience. The opposite is also true; approaching
this collection of essays from a purely global perspective is to obviate the nuance
of each individual case. What is required of the reader is a very delicate balance
that allows for the global, national, and local to coalesce into a single history. The
chapters in this volume do not claim to define the Third World experience of the
1960s. They serve to open the field and to begin a new conversation. If this vol-
ume unsettles or upsets notions of what the 1960s means, what the Third World
means, or how they might come together in a scholarly conversation, then our
aim has been achieved. This is an exciting step in what promises to be a rich and
highly nuanced discussion that will include voices from and about the 1960s. In
the end, what this volume hopes to demonstrate is that a truly global analysis of
this decade is impossible without an in-depth and prolonged conversation about

the Third World.
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Chapter 1

A Shared Space of Imagination,
Communication, and Action
Perspectives on the History of the “Third World”

Christoph Kalter

Does the Third World still exist? Stating the growing empirical diversity of the
societies grouped together under this overall label, economists and political sci-
entists have repeatedly proclaimed the “end of the Third World” since the 1970s.!
In the 1980s, the Third World concept came under attack from a theoretical
perspective: Post-structuralist critics condemned it as an essentialist and, indeed,
Eurocentric approach, confronting it with what they described as a multiplicity
of margins outside the realm of Western modernity.? In 19891991, the end of
the Cold War and the collapse of the socialist Second World seemed to finalize
the doubts that social scientists had been raising for years as to the empirical and
theoretical validity of a world view dividing the globe into three parts for ana-
lytical—but also for economic, political, military, and ideological—purposes.
Since the 1990s, new dynamics of global interconnectedness and the triumph of
the new paradigm “globalization” have furthered the decline of the three-worlds
concept. The term 7hird World itself may even disappear from usage altogether.
Thus, a better way to put the question, and, indeed, the central enquiry of this
chapter is: What was the Third World??

Given the paramount importance of the cosmology of the three worlds for
the second part of the twentieth century, comparatively little historical research
has been done on the genealogy of the concept and its myriad effects on politi-
cal, social, and cultural representations and actions.* This is particularly true in
regard to the history of “1968” and the counter-hegemonic movements of the
“long” 19605’ all over the world.® The connection between “1968” and the Third
World is still frequently reduced to the impact of the Vietnam War for Western
protest movements in the 1960s. Although extensive and important work has
been done on this aspect, I would like to emphasize several aspects that have
sometimes been neglected. First, this war was perceived by contemporary 68ers
as being part of a larger Third World problematic shaped by the confrontation

of “imperialism” and “anti-imperialism.” Second, representations as well as tech-
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niques of protest used by the Western opposition to the Vietnam War were only
partly new, while on the other hand dating back to the Algerian war, the Cuban
revolution, and other founding experiences of Third Worldism in the 1960s.
Third, the Vietnam War set aside, “1968” was also taking place in various Third
World countries ranging from Senegal to Mexico, China, India, Turkey, and
many others, thus turning 1968 in a global phenomenon.

For many of the protesters of the 1960s—as will be argued in this chap-
ter—the Third World was essential: the concept allowed for a radical critique
of existing systems of power and representations while permitting them at the
same time to elaborate equally radical alternatives. The Third World stimulated
the transnational mobilization of protest movements. It had profound effects
on worldviews and self-images of intellectuals and activists. To begin with, this
chapter provides an overview of the making of the “Third World” in the social
sciences and political discourse of the long 1960s. More specifically, it will address
the situation in France, where the concept was invented in 1952, established as a
scientific paradigm in 1956, and, around 1960, turned into a highly politicized
symbol in the context of post-war consumer capitalism, the Cold War, and the
process of decolonization, especially the Algerian war. It will be argued that this
symbol spread globally and created a space of imagination, communication, and
action shared by, but at the same time specifically divided between, the First and
the Third Worlds, thus producing its fundamental ambivalence.

The Making of the Third World:

Consumer Capitalism, Cold War, and Decolonization

Given the centrality of notions like “development” or “progress” for the idea of
the Third World, the concept’s history in a broader sense must be traced back at
least as far as the eighteenth century. While Christian notions of a teleological
history of salvation lingered on, they merged with a developmentalist paradigm
emerging in scientific discourses and new time concepts emanating from the
socioeconomic and cultural upheavals caused by the Industrial Revolution. To-
gether, these strands shaped the idea of constant material und immaterial “prog-
ress” in natural and human history.” As for the latter, progress and “civilization”
were thought to be originating in the rationality of “the West™® and its specifically
“modern” societies, but at the same time were ascribed universal validity. Hence,
the duty of Western civilization seemed to be spreading its particular mode of
societal organization to the rest of the world. In the course of the nineteenth
century, this “White Man’s Burden” or “civilizing mission” was foundational for
the legitimatory discourse of European colonialism in Asia and Africa.’® After
the First World War, Europeans warranted their ongoing colonial rule in these
territories (as well as the mandate system of the League of Nations) under the
heading of their mise en valeur, or development.'’ While Europeans, as a result,
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had firmly established the belief in development by the mid twentieth century,
the related concept of “underdevelopment” brought forth in the aftermath of
the inaugural address of US President Harry S. Truman in January 1949 was a
terminological innovation. This powerful innovation induced a set of semantic
shifts as well as new institutions and practices that shaped the transition from
European colonial rule to the US-dominated, post-colonial “development age”
of the subsequent decades.'

The new signal term underdevelopment was also the starting point in the
invention of the Third World. When, in 1952, economist and demographer
Alfred Sauvy (1898-1990)" created the term tiers monde in an article entitled
“Trois mondes, une planéte” in the French magazine L'Observateur,' he referred
to the underdeveloped countries outside either of the camps of the Cold War. In
defining the Third World for the first time in history, Sauvy thus combined the
recently established notion of underdevelopment as socioeconomic backward-
ness plus demographic pressure with a geopolitical argument: The competition
between the developed societies in the capitalist First and the socialist Second
World, Sauvy thought, was centered on, shaped by, and even originated in the
existence of a Third World." Although it was underdeveloped, and although it
was ignored, exploited, and disdained like the Third Estate had been on the eve
of the French Revolution, the Third World held a central place in contemporary
world politics. Like the Third Estate some 160 years earlier, the Third World was
striving for recognition and power. It constituted—and that was Sauvy’s equally
central and predictive claim—a potentially revolutionary force.' By relating the
upcoming non- or even anti-European revolutions of the Third World to the
French and Western histories of enlightenment and progress, Sauvy, a liberal
Republican himself, endowed the project of Third World emancipation and de-
velopment—which he thought were inseparable—with a historical legitimacy
that stemmed from a European, indeed Eurocentric, worldview. The resulting
ambivalence was to mark durably the concept of the Third World.

Sauvy, the head of the French Institut National d’Etudes Démographiques
(INED) between 1945 and 1962, had invented a new geopolitical space, a new
world; his close collaborator at the Institute, anthropologist, sociologist, and Af-
ricanist Georges Balandier (born in 1920) was to transform Sauvy’s journalistic
catchphrase into a paradigm of the emerging “modern” social sciences. In 1956,
Balandier edited the first book ever to have the Third World on its cover: the
contributions in Le ‘tiers monde”: Sous-développement et développement displayed
a multdidisciplinary approach.'” Economists, political scientists, sociologists, eth-
nologists, geographers, demographers, and historians were explaining the past,
present, and future of what they understood to be the underdeveloped world.
Adding a third criterion to the economic and geopolitical features identified by
Sauvy (insufficient development and a neither-nor position in the Cold War),
they stressed a historical commonality of underdeveloped societies. All of them,
so went the argument, were still or had been until recently colonized by Euro-
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pean powers. None of the contributors, actually, used the term tiers monde, but
since Balandier published their articles under this overall heading, they neverthe-
less effectively contributed to the discursive institutionalization of the concept.
One step further in setting up this new discourse was the launching of the review
Tiers Monde by the French Institut d’Etude du Développement Economique et
Social (IEDES) in 1960.'® While books bearing #iers monde in their title became
more and more frequent in France since 1961, from 1963 onward, the French
term was translated first into English, German, or Swedish,? then into possibly
every other language of the contemporary world. Quickly, the rather off-the-cuff
invention of a French professor had become a global success story.

But what made the idea of the Third World so attractive? In the eyes of con-
temporaries, the concept had great plausibility, since it allowed conceptualizing
three parallel, but also partly interdependent economic, geopolitical, and histori-
cal reconfigurations of the post-war world. The first of these changes was the
emergence of a US-dominated economic world system whose center of gravity
was the “Atlantic integration” of Western nations.?! Their economies benefited
above all others from the rapidly growing quantity of international trade. Until
the oil crisis of 1973-1974, the West experienced a “golden age,” characterized
by three decades of unprecedented growth creating enormously prosperous so-
cieties of mass consumerism.?? This overabundance contrasted all the more dra-
matically with what simultaneously came to be perceived as the dreadful misery
of two thirds of the global population; by contrast to the happy few in the First
and the competing Second World, material conditions, societal organization,
and the people of the Third World were now looked upon as being essentially
poor and underdeveloped.?? Thus constructing their need for development—a
perception soon to be shared by many Africans, Asians, and Latin Americans
themselves—the Third World became an object and actor of Cold War rivalries.
While trying to export theories and practices of “modernization”* and devel-
opment, the First and Second Worlds strived to prove the superiority of their
respective societies and, by doing so, create allegiances in the new Third World
and its “young nations.”

In addition to the developed/underdeveloped divide, the Cold War, then,
became the second important frame in defining global politics and Third World
characteristics. Despite what many people had been hoping for, the forceful
anti-Hiter coalition, resting for a large part on the economic strength of the US
and the human potential of the USSR, was definitely over by 1947. The old al-
lies had become superpowers fighting each other by every means possible—every
means except open warfare in direct confrontation, which was, with regard to
the destructive potential of nuclear weapons on both sides of the iron curtain, no
longer an option. Washington, DC, and Moscow became the defining centers
of their respective political, economic, and military “camps” in a bipolar world.
But bipolarity was not total, and many territories did not want to conform to
the East-West dichotomy and its Cold War. Rather, they constituted a third
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space of global politics, a Third World acting on the two superpowers as well as
experiencing enticements and pressures from them—often resulting in dread-
fully hot proxy wars.”

The third reconfiguration of the global post-war era reflected in the concept
of the Third World was decolonization. The Second World War had accelerated
the end of Empire, leading to the formation of new nation-states in the former
colonies. The decolonization of Asia—with the exception of Indochina—had
been completed by 1950. In the following decade, national liberation movements
appeared in Africa, claiming and obtaining the end of colonial rule. In 1960, the
peak year of African decolonization, 17 new nation-states were founded, and
after 1962-1963, only Portugal and a few settler colonies in Southern Africa still
resisted the general trend toward transfer of power on the continent. In the light
of this process of paramount importance for twentieth-century history,* the co-
lonial past or present as well as the existence of anti-colonial parties, movements,
or governments became an important element of contemporary definitions of
the Third World.

As we have seen earlier, the Third World concept was established in the
context of European social sciences as a means of talking about non-European
societies, thus constructing them as the Other of Europe. This one-sided dis-
course, though, was not to last very long. Following the landmark Afro-Asian
Bandung conference in 1955,% the term tiers monde—which had not been used
by the participants of the conference—came to be employed more frequently by
French, but also North African journalists and intellectuals in Paris.”® The real
breakthrough, though, was the final stage of the Algerian war. One of the most
violent conflicts in the history of decolonization, the confrontation between the
French army and the Algerian national liberation movement Front de Libération
Nationale (FLN) started in 1954.% By the end of the decade, it had turned into
a massive military and political conflict, thrusting the interconnected Algerian
and French societies into a state of civil war unparalleled by any other colonial
war before. This dramatic process brought about a strong politicization of the
term 7hird World, expanding its use outside the accustomed realm of scientific
and journalistic discourse. But there was even more to it: through the Algerian
war, the Third World became a de-Europeanized concept, a nodal point for po-
litical identities inside, but most of all outside the West.

From 'Third World to Global Third Worldism:
Fanon and the Impact of the Algerian War

When a radical, leftist publishing house in Paris edited Les damnés de la terre
(The Wretched of the Earth) in 1961, the book encountered an immediate and
long-lasting success and was soon to be translated into no less than 17 lan-
guages.®® Its author, Frantz Fanon (1925-1961), born and raised on the French
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island Martinique in the Caribbean, had studied medicine in France where he
published his first book in 1952. Peau noire, masques blancs (Black Skin, White
Masks) reflected the author’s personal experience and intellectual force as well
as his familiarity with French philosophy. Postcolonial studies still emphasize
its lasting importance for a theoretically and politically relevant critique of rac-
ism. One year later, in 1953, Fanon became the head of the psychiatric hospital
Blida-Joinville in Algeria. In 1956, he left his post and joined the FLN, since
then working for its newspaper E/ Moudjahid (The Freedom Fighter),* and
traveling around Africa as a theorist and ambassador of the Algerian liberation
movement, attending conferences and meetings with governments and national
liberation movements in Ghana, Mali, Cameroon, and Angola.>

In his 1961 anti-colonial manifesto, Les damnés de la terre, Fanon depicts the
impending end of Empire not as a withdrawal generously consented to by the
ancient colonizers, but as a “colonial revolution” forced upon them by the—ex-
plicitly violent—agency of the colonized. In Fanon’s view, decolonization was a
multi-faceted process of political, social, economic, but also cultural emancipa-
tion collectively undertaken by the colonized subjects. In the process, so Fanon
argued, the colonized deconstructed the universalist pretences of the “civilizing
mission” as an ethnocentric superiority complex and a discourse designed to le-
gitimate the racialized control Europeans had been exerting over them. Accord-
ing to Fanon, colonial revolution—that is, decolonization—was a national(ist)
project, responding to the specific situation of each colonized collective, but also
a transnational reality, a movement of solidarity transcending the boundaries of
Algeria or Africa and stretching out into the entirety of what Fanon referred to
as the Third World.

Fanon’s book, thus, marks a turning point in the history of the Third World
concept. For the first time, a black anti-colonial activist publicly used a phrase
originally coined by white French social scientists in an affirmative manner, des-
ignating not only the author-self, but a potentially global collective of colonized
revolutionaries. The “Wretched of the Earth” to which Fanon referred were no
longer found exclusively (or even primarily) in the factories of the industrialized
First World,” but rather among the revolutionary peasant “masses” of the agrar-
ian Third World. In the mind of Fanon, colonial revolution would not only free
the colonized, but in fact was a starting point—and a precondition—of noth-
ing less than the liberation of all humanity from capitalist exploitation, racism,
and violence. Fanon, arguing that the Third World people were the “new men,”
constructed them as the counter-model of a decadent Europe and its painfully
patent incapacity to live up to its own, outdated claims of being the center of
humanity, history, and progress.

Following Fanon, it became possible for Third World people to speak for
themselves in a terminology that initially had been created to talk abous them.
This recontextualization of the Third World concept transformed it into a marker
of anti- and postcolonial identities and practices, into a means of empowerment
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of the South that combined with a programmatic decentering of the West.>*
Nearly a decade after its invention, the Third World thus took on an ambivalence
that remained fundamental in the years to come. From now on, it was a concept
constantly oscillating between the depiction of a “Third World Other” on the
one hand, and the assertion of a “Third World self” on the other. For the politi-
cal and intellectual leaders and, probably to a far lesser degree, for the people in
Asia, Africa, and Latin America, the Third World became a powerful resource
of political organization and legitimacy. Those in charge of national liberation
movements or post-colonial nation-states used it as a “mobilization myth”® in
their struggle for national independence, social revolution, “autochthonous”
modernization, or, unfortunately, in the setting up of autocratic regimes and in
securing their personal power. On an international level, Third World solidarity
was called for—indeed, strived for—and at least partially institutionalized as an
alternative to the Cold War binarity and as a weapon against “neo-colonialism”
and “dependency.”* For several decades, the Third World structured the collec-
tive articulation of interests shared by heterogeneous actors in the “Non-Aligned
Movement,” the “Tricontinental,” or in the “Group 77.”

Starting with the Bandung and Belgrade conferences of 1955 and 1961, the
Non-Aligned Movement was constructed by advocates of “peaceful coexistence”
and strict neutrality on the one hand, and militant anti-imperialists on the other;
accordingly, it vacillated between a doctrine of disengagement and a doctrine
of combat.?’ In contrast to this hesitancy, the confrontational “anti-imperialist”
stance of the Cuba-led Tricontinental movement was very straightforward: In
spring 1967, in a famous letter addressed to the OSPAAAL? formed at the first
Tricontinental Conference in January 1966,% Ernesto “Che” Guevara called for
the creation of “two, three, many Vietnams” as a means to encircle “the repres-
sive forces of Yankee imperialism.” As for the Group 77, it was less belligerent,
but at least equally visible: Founded in 1964 during the first United Nations
Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD), it assembled a loose coali-
tion of Third World countries articulating shared demands in the United Na-
tions. The Group 77 targeted primarily the deterioration of the terms of trade
and the structural disadvantages for Third World countries in the world market.
In 1974, this battle culminated in a UN resolution demanding the construction
of a “New International Economic Order” (NIEO).!

This kind of collective politics and politicized self-images made available by
the groundbreaking work of Fanon and centered on the notion of a (post-) co-
lonial but potentially revolutionary, underdeveloped but morally superior Third
World is being referred to as “Third Worldism” in the Anglophone scholarly
literature. This ex post facto term accounts for the ideas and practices of national
liberation movements, of transnational Third World coalitions, of the “first-
generation Bandung regimes” up to the early 1960s and the more explicitly
Marxist-Leninist “second-generation Bandung regimes”of the late 1960s and

1970s in the Third World.> But there is more to it: “Third Worldism,” and
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especially its French equivalent “tiers-mondisme,”* are also meant to include the
attraction experienced by First World activists to the politicized concept of the
Third World. Just as Fanon and others were appropriating this concept and giv-
ing it a wider and different meaning, the Third World traveled back to the First,
where its semantics also expanded further. As a means of designating the Third
World Other, the concept continued to be used in Western social sciences, its
media, and mainstream political discourse. But in the context of the Algerian
war and the Cuban revolution of 1959 it also became highly relevant for left
wing radicalism in France and elsewhere in “the West.”

Alliance, Projection, or Mutual Constitution?

The Third World and the New Radical Left

What we refer to as the “new radical left” came into being in France, West Ger-
many, ltaly, the US, and other Western societies since around 1956, the year
Balandier edited Le tiers monde and Fanon joined the FLN. It was a heteroge-
neous, transnationally related set of political actors, comprising the Nouvelle
Gauche, the New Left and Neue Linke, as well as “old” dissident left currents
like Trotskyism or Anarchism. Later on, Maoism was equally part of the radical
left. Its components thus were not only distinct, but sometimes rivals or even
sworn enemies in the field of the political left. Together, they were at the core
of—though not identical with—the counter-hegemonic movements of the long
1960s in the West. What justifies, despite important differences, their common
labeling as the “new radical left,” are their even more important commonali-
ties: first, the radical left stood for Marxist-inspired politics aimed at socialist
revolution, but nevertheless clearly dissociated itself from the traditional left in-
carnated by the old socialist and orthodox communist parties alike. The radical
left accused reformist socialists and social democrats of giving away the idea
of revolution. As for the communists, the emerging radical left interpreted the
1956 revelations of Stalinist crimes and the bloody suppression of the Hungar-
ian uprising of the same year as painful proof of the corrupt nature of the Soviet
Union, which had completely given up the promise for a better world it had
originally stood for. Apart from being a dissident, but powerfully voiced new
left minority, the second and equally decisive commonality of the radical left
was that it conceived of itself as being radically anti-colonial or anti-imperialist
and had a strong interest in and commitment to what came to be known as
the Third World. It unconditionally backed the process of decolonization, thus
dissociating itself from the missing or only incomplete and hesitant support
socialist and communist parties were willing to give to the “colonial revolution”
of Third World actors.

Thus, the radical left and the Third World not only emerged roughly at the
same time—the threshold from the 1950s to the 1960s—but they were to a
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great extent mutually constitutive. The new radical left in France and elsewhere
largely contributed to the propagation and the politicization of Third World-
representations. Together with actors of the Third World it institutionalized a
set of discourses that motivated political action in the (ancient) colonies and
in Western societies. Conversely, those Third World representations, as well as
the concrete interactions with its representatives, made it possible for the radi-
cal left to create a distance from the “old” left, to develop new perspectives on
worldwide revolutionary politics, to recruit new activists—in short: to exist as an
independent political force. As can be shown through the widespread reception
of the preface that Jean-Paul Sartre, Europe’s most famous public intellectual,*
wrote for Fanon’s Les damnés de la terre in 1961, the idea of a Third World func-
tioned as a mobilization myth in the Western societies as well: Conflicts of leftist
minorities with left mainstream parties could be articulated through the concept
of the Third World; a new radical left could be institutionalized; the sparkling
enthusiasm for Third World revolutions motivated activities—for example, sup-
porting the FLN by means of propaganda or illegal actions—that had long-last-
ing effects on worldviews, self-images, and practices of the radical left and Third
Worldist protest movements in the West.

Many of the French protesters of 1968, for instance, had not organized
their first demonstrations in May or June of that same year, but already during
the Algerian war. In the Parisian spring of 1968, they could rely on a network of
political friendships built up some years earlier in the student union UNEE® the
dissident circles of the communist UEC,% in the “anti-fascist” FUA,¥ or in the
radical left party PSU,* all of them highly engaged in the opposition against the
Algerian war. As for the American war in Vietnam, French activists conceived
of it as being part of the global colonial revolution theorized by Frantz Fanon,
Kwame Nkrumah, and Che Guevara, but also by Jean-Paul Sartre, Régis Deb-
ray, or the authors of the French periodical Partisans.”® In their view, the violent
repression with which police forces met Parisian street riots in 1968 not only
resembled the brutality the same police had deployed against Algerian migrants
and French protesters in 1961-1962,° but also was paralleled with the “war
crimes” US troops were thought to be committing systematically in the jungle of
Vietnam. While the Vietcong was suffering from toxic gases deployed by Ameri-
can soldiers, Parisian students, it was claimed, were suffering from the very same
gases deployed by French police forces.*

As this example indicates, for the Western radical left, the Third World not
only allowed for making sense of the changes brought about by the end of Em-
pire while relating them to other defining configurations—namely, the Cold
War and the perceived simultaneity of plenty in the North and scarcity in the
South. Moreover, the Third World could be used politically: the “colonial revo-
lution” was interpreted as a revolutionary space interconnected with First World
struggles, giving them new, decisive impulses. “Anti-colonial” revolutions in the
Third World would help “anti-capitalist” revolutions in the West. The stamina
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of the Third World, successfully fighting asymmetrical wars against seemingly
superior Western enemies, made the small minority of Western left radicals feel
they had a powerful ally in a common cause being fought for by the “oppressed
masses” all over the world. Paris, Berlin, Prague, Berkeley, Tokyo, Algiers, Dakar,
Havana, Mexico, or Hanoi: In the eyes of the radical left, it was all the part of the
“same combat,” whose actors were partaking in nothing less than a joint “world
revolution.” Western minorities being marginalized in their own societies felt
they were finally joining what they saw as the victorious majority of the world’s
population. If revolution was possible in the Third World, it had to be possible
at home, too.

The new radical left’s ability “to imagine and claim common cause with a
radical Third World subject involved multiple translations and substitutions; it
required the production of an imagined terrain able to close the multiple gaps
between First and Third World subjects.” These transpositions, which were
needed to construct a common cause, were more or less convincingly grounded
in theoretical and empirical arguments about the necessity and reality of joint
“anti-imperialist” action. But at the same time they were not exempt from ste-
reotyped idealizations of the Third World that combined with the collapsing
of strong disparities existing between the First and the Third World, or within
the Third World itself. In this perspective, decolonization was not only a Third
World reality, but also a screen on which the First World radical left was project-
ing its concrete political objectives—as well as its rather vague desires for mak-
ing history and experiencing adventure, for attaining change, purity, heroism,
and grandeur that were supposedly incarnated by the Third World. Stereotyped
perceptions of difference as well as romantic or political projections of a Self on
its Other, of course, were potentially and sometimes effectively mutual: Third
World actors as well held stereotyped ideas about Third and First World reali-
ties, and they too could “use” First World activists to further their own political
goals or suppress their political opponents by means of propaganda or material
support.

Describing these projections, distortions, or “instrumental” approaches
should not, though, prevent us from acknowledging the remarkable destructive
and constructive potential of the Third World concept for the new radical left
and the counter-hegemonic movements in the West as well as for Third World
actors themselves. All over the world, the Third World allowed for a radical
critique of existing systems of power and representations that were considered
to be effective globally (“imperialism”), but at the same time to be rooted lo-
cally—i.e., to take on a specific form in any given society (e.g.,“colonialism” in
Portuguese Angola, corruption of “neo-colonialist” elites in Senegal, “exploita-
tion” of migrant workers in France, “racism” in the US, “apartheid” in South Af-
rica, “authoritarian” or “fascist” structures of society in Western Germany, etc.).
Mediated through the Third World were not only critiques of these and many
more existing structures and semantics, but also the continuation and modifica-
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tion of others. This applies, for example, to the Marxist tradition, which in the
process of constructing the Third World, came to be revitalised and enriched
by approaches originating in Algeria, Ghana, the Portuguese colonies, Viet-
nam, China, or Latin America—that is, outside the classical centers of Marxist
thought in Western Europe or the Soviet Union.”® This kind of constructive
decentring also affected key concepts of Western social sciences and everyday
knowledge like “progress,” “development,” or “modernization,” which under the
sign of the Third World slowly came to be discussed in a new light.

Conclusion: The Third World in History

So what was the Third World? As this chapter has argued, in the “long” 1960s,
unequal development, the Cold War, and decolonization came to be conceptu-
alized in the paradigm of the three worlds. Invented within French academia,
the Third World became a cornerstone of Western modernization theory, social
sciences, and development politics. At the same time, though, the Third World
became associated with revolutionary non- or anti-Western politics in the con-
text of the Algerian war and Fanons Les damnés de la terre. While depictions of
the Third World as distinct from and inferior to the First World lingered on in
academic circles, media, and politics of Western societies, the semantic shifts
induced by Fanon and others allowed for new imaginations of the world and
the self in the First and in the Third World. In the process, Third World activ-
ists and governments as well as radical leftists in the First World came to see
the former as the driving force of a shared project of emancipation. Those ideas
had an explicitly global scope and were themselves mediated by a wide array of
practices of transnational communication and action. Physical and intellectual
mobility, and most of all travel, print-culture, and image-making media, were,
as Cynthia A. Young has rightly pointed out, “essential technologlies] of time-
space-compression” that were “helping to disseminate Third World ideas across
the globe.”* The idea of the Third World itself, in fact, had initially helped to
create this global space it was now being disseminated in. While on the one hand
preserving essentialist and Eurocentric perspectives, the Third World concept
on the other hand was fundamental for decentering claims to the superiority of
“the West” over “the Rest.”® In sum, it was an ambivalent, yet very powerful,
discursive reality of the long 1960s.

Whether the term 7hird World still holds any analytical or political value
today is more than doubtful.’® From our point of view, the Third World belongs
to days gone by. Advocating the necessary historicization of the concept, as we
have done in this chapter, does not, of course, imply that its history is irrelevant
for understanding our present day “one world.” On the contrary, appreciating
the historical dimension of recent processes of “globalization” is hardly possi-
ble without accounting for the shared space that the Third World concept had
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opened up, thus creating and representing global entanglements between seem-

ingly distant worlds.
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Chapter 2

China’s Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution and the

Imagination of the Third World
Zachary A. Scarlett

No event since the Communist Revolution in 1949 had a more significant im-
pact on the Chinese state than did the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution.
This event has garnered tremendous attention from Sinologists; scholars, how-
ever, have traditionally approached the Cultural Revolution from the perspec-
tive of the nation-state, analyzing the machinations of the Chinese Communist
Party (CCP), the causes of student factionalism, and the role of political elites in
the movement. Few scholars have considered the Cultural Revolution in a global
context.! This has led to the perception that the Cultural Revolution was an iso-
lated and insular movement that was generally cut off from the rest of the world.
However, many Chinese students, particularly those associated with the Foreign
Ministry and Beijing’s Foreign Language Institutes, engaged with the political
and social movements of the Third World in the 1960s, primarily through na-
tional cultural symbols, revolutionary rhetoric, and the image of Mao Zedong.?
These cultural symbols took on both national and transnational meaning during
the Cultural Revolution. Chinese students, who formed into Red Guard units at
the beginning of the Cultural Revolution, constructed multiple identities, and
envisioned themselves both as the vanguard of revolutionary politics in China,
as well as participants in the myriad Third World revolutionary movements of
the 1960s.> By incorporating the Third World into their movement, Chinese
students made the Cultural Revolution both an ultra-nationalist and transna-
tional event.

Chinese students integrated the Third World into the Cultural Revolution
in two important ways. The first was by creating a rhetorical bond between
the Cultural Revolution and the Third World, specifically by adopting a mili-
tant anti-imperialism. Harangues regarding American aggression in Vietnam or
Soviet influence in the Middle East, for example, appeared alongside articles
sharply criticizing British colonialism in Hong Kong. The Red Guards also used
the Third World to castigate their enemies in China, claiming that some officials,
such as the head of state, Liu Shaoqi, and the foreign minister, Chen Yi, had
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betrayed not only the Chinese Communist party, but also the revolution in Asia,
Africa, and Latin America. Despite claims of fraternity and solidarity with the
Third World, however, the rhetoric of the Cultural Revolution also contained
overt strains of paternalism. Unlike in the West, where the Third World inspired
radical students,* Red Guard newspapers and official state declarations portrayed
the Third World as a place where China’s revolutionary guidance was imperative.
These documents suggest that the only way the Third World revolution could
succeed was by following the model established by the Cultural Revolution, and
more specifically by Mao Zedong.

The second way in which Chinese students and the state engaged with
the Third World was by projecting Mao’s image across national borders. Mao
became a national and international symbol during the Cultural Revolution.
Students published articles and other items in their newspapers asserting Mao’s
importance in the Third World. Mao appeared in Red Guard newspapers both
as the leader of the CCP, as well as a symbol of the Third World revolution.
Several newspapers carried a weekly section, entitled “Mao is the Reddest Sun
in the Heart of the World’s Revolutionary People,” which detailed Mao’s global
importance, and the ways in which his theories were transforming the Third
World. Once again a paternalistic tone infused Mao’s global image. Mao was
often presented as the savior of the Third World, whose revolutionary credentials
trumped those of the Soviet Union. There was little difference between Mao as a
national hero and Mao as a global symbol. Chinese students used Mao’s image as
the savior of the CCP and imprinted that perception onto the Third World.

And yet, the representation of the Third World was often imagined rather
than based in reality.’ Students adopted the language, ideology, symbols, codes,
and posture of the Chinese state and the Cultural Revolution to compose a
Third World devoid of contours and nuance. Some Red Guard groups used
the Third World to reinforce their own position in China and reaffirm the ne-
cessity and importance of the Cultural Revolution. These students could not
escape the rhetoric or images of the Cultural Revolution, and reports of revolu-
tionary movements in the Third World used the same Communist jargon that
dominated the Chinese movement. In so doing, the Red Guards mediated the
Third World through the means of a Chinese reality. In essence, the Third World
came to mirror the Cultural Revolution. Student newspapers made it appear
as if many cultural revolutions were taking place throughout the Third World.
This representation suggested that the Cultural Revolution had implications that
stretched well beyond the borders of the Chinese nation-state.

As with many other events during the Cultural Revolution, that state ma-
nipulated and influenced the students’ engagement with the Third World. High
officials and elite organizations also co-opted the Third World to promote their
own agendas during the Cultural Revolution, burnish their revolutionary im-
age, and criticize foreign countries, particularly the United States and the Soviet
Union. This had a trickle-down effect; students, who were not privy to the inter-
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nal machinations of the CCP, adopted the language and the affectation of high
officials and approached the Third World in a similar manner. At the beginning
of the Cultural Revolution, the Foreign Ministry took the lead in promoting
Maoism and the prospect of global revolution. On 17 June 1966, in the first
days of the Cultural Revolution, Foreign Minister Chen Yi delivered a speech to
students in which he declared that “he [the revolutionary] will strive for the vic-
tory of world revolution. ... It is our obligation to internationalism to build up
our strength.”® Ironically, in 1968, the Red Guards accused Chen Yi of subvert-
ing global revolution and giving comfort to imperialist enemies.

The Foreign Ministry was not alone in promoting the revolutionary po-
tential of the Third World. At the Eleventh Plenum of the CCP, which took
place from 1-12 August1966, the party issued a statement that declared that the
world was “in a new era of revolution.” Officials at the Plenum also reaffirmed
Lin Biao’s essay entitled “Long Live the People’s Victory,” which declared that
the Third World had become an important revolutionary area.” People’s Daily, the
official newspaper of the Chinese Communist Party, published several articles
proclaiming Mao’s importance to the Third World revolution.® The newspaper
also carried editorials that encouraged students to remain vigilant against imperi-
alism. This became particularly important in the summer of 1967 when Chinese
students on the mainland challenged British rule in Hong Kong. The Central
Cultural Revolution Committee (CCRG), which became one of the most pow-
erful organizations during the Cultural Revolution, also played a role in shaping
the Red Guards’ relationship with the Third World. The CCRG promoted a
radical approach to foreign affairs and attempted to manipulate China’s foreign
policy during the Cultural Revolution to support social movements in the Third
World.” Much of the state’s approach to the Third World was also a result of the
very negative relationship with both the Soviet Union and the United States.
It is the former, however, which is the most important in this discussion. Both
China and the Soviet Union claimed to be the global revolutionary authority,
and the dispute between the two countries was partially fought over the hearts
and minds of the Third World revolution. Indeed, the Sino-Soviet split shaped
the state’s and the Red Guards’ approach to the Third World and set the tone for

the internationalism of the Cultural Revolution.

The Sino-Soviet Split and China’s Engagement
with the Third World

Any ostensible observation of the international situation in the years leading up
to the Cultural Revolution would only confirm that China was generally isolated
from the rest of the world during the 1960s. After the Sino-Soviet split in 1961,
China was unhinged from the Communist world and largely isolated from the
international community. However, despite Beijing’s antagonistic foreign policy



42 | Crossing Borders

and generally poor relations with the rest of the world, the Third World became
extremely important to China in the 1960s. After the breakdown in relations
between the Soviet Union and China, the Chinese government began to search
for new potential allies. It also increased its support for radical movements in the
Third World, bypassing unfriendly state governments and appealing directly to
pro-Maoist revolutionary groups.'® So while the Chinese government may have
been isolated from the international community in the 1960s, the Communist
party maintained an active campaign to promote Maoism and criticize Soviet
revisionism and American imperialism, especially in the Third World.

One of the reasons why China’s relationship with the Soviet Union soured
was over the issue of how actively communist states should support revolution-
ary struggles against imperialism in the Third World. Mao and the Communist
party were outraged by Khrushchev’s claim that the communist and capitalist
worlds could peacefully co-exist. Mao strongly believed that imperial powers
like the United States would never rest until they had colonized the entire world.
Although the relationship between the two countries broke down for myriad
reasons, China’s approach to the Third World epitomizes the different ideolo-
gies that Khrushchev and Mao embraced. The Soviet Union, already regarded
cautiously in China because of Khrushchev’s commitment to détente with the
United States, had traditionally embraced progressive modernization in the
Third World that was to be guided by the Comintern.!' Mao, however, stressed
permanent revolution, and the two countries differed over the stability required
for modernization and the need for continued revolutionary action in the Third
World. After the Sino-Soviet split, China hoped to build a revolutionary con-
sensus in the Third World that would oppose both the United States and the So-
viet Union.'* Many Third World countries, however, were hesitant to turn their
back on the more powerful Soviet Union. This created a profoundly precarious
situation for China in which international friends were few and far between,
and in which solidarity between China and revolutionary groups in the Third
World became more important. As Tek Tjeng Lie writes, such a situation must
have reminded the Communists of the pre-revolutionary d