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Moreover, at each crucial point of the power
struggle between the reformers and the conserva‐
tives (i.e., anti-reformers), the reformers were en‐
abled by their coalition with internationalists.
This book provides important insights that ex‐
plore the implications of China’s rise in the twen‐
ty-first century as it reminds us that the origin of
China’s current prosperity is not nationalism but
internationalism.
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sion over post-Mao economic policies took center
stage within the power struggle in domestic poli‐
tics.[2] On the one hand, reformers like Zhao,
brought into the premier position by Deng in Sep‐
tember 1980, tried to push forward drastic mar‐
ket-oriented reforms by loosening state control
over society and opening the national economy to

When Chairman Mao Zedong died on Septem‐

the outside world. On the other hand, conserva‐

ber 9, 1976, his successors were easily able to

tives led by Chen Yun, as well as Hu Qiaomu and

blame the Marxist doctrine–obsessed economic

Deng Liqun, tried to maintain a command econo‐

policies for the ongoing economic stagnation. As

my, pay greater attention to political ideology, and

Andrew Walder writes in China under Mao: A

limit interactions with the outside world. As

Revolution Derailed, “the most famous instances

shown in Chen’s famous “bird cage” theory, the

H-Net Reviews

conservatives argued for maintaining a command

Chinese leadership is divided into reformist inter‐

economy by reforming it, insisting that the mar‐

nationalists (kokusai kyōchō kaikaku-ha) and con‐

ket economy should be constrained in the com‐

servative hardliners (taigai kyōkō hoshu-ha) over

mand economy like a bird kept in a cage. By con‐

how to respond to internal issues, such as main‐

trast, the reformers insisted that the market econ‐

taining social stability, as well as external issues,

omy should be the primary system of the national

such as responding to globalized world politics.[3]

economy. Although Deng Xiaoping supported the

Although both groups agree that maintaining so‐

reformers, he had to walk a tightrope to maintain

cial stability is most important to achieve the ut‐

a balance of power between the conservatives

most goal of regime resilience, they have exactly

and the reformers.

opposite views on how to achieve this goal. Re‐
formist internationalists argue that to maintain

Gewirtz argues that interactions with West‐

one-party rule, China should implement economic

ern economists empowered the reformers when

reform to achieve sustainable economic growth,

they had to confront the backlash from the con‐
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reformism and internationalism, it also reveals

frustration with conservatives when he ousted Hu
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Deng used Hu’s purge as an opportunity to under‐
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of CCP management of the Chinese economy,” and
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Deng of what many leaders had learned before

that Jiang did not really want to hear what we had

him—that the market economy would lead to in‐
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democratization. However, even though “in the
early 1990s, after the disaster at Tiananmen, the

Jiang had good reason not to be committed to

CCP would shift its line and ensure that economic

reformist internationalism. He came into office

reform and political reform were conceptually

just after the Tiananmen Incident and his prima‐
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ry goal was to prevent the market economy from

that his commitment to economic reform re‐

leading to increasing popular demands for de‐
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the CCP champions the collusive rent-seeking
mechanism by distributing the rent to various so‐

Interestingly, although Zhao was purged in

cietal groups, which has since overshadowed the

1989, “reformers [brought] back many of the sub‐

Chinese economy.[5]

stantive policies he had advocated for the Chinese
economy in the 1980s and for which he and his
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capitalist system as a tool to maintain popular

to expand its influence in the world, it does not

support for one-party rule, and hence has to keep
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However, the CCP now faces a new dilemma: real
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