!

Saint Ignatius College Prep

SIMUN XVI

Saint Ignatius Model United Nations

Chicago, IL

November 4, 2017
!

!

Dear Delegates,

Please allow me to welcome you all to SIMUN XVI, and specifically, the historical
Chinese Politburo! My name is Adam Chu, and I’ll be a senior next year at Ignatius. Some of
you may recall the committee I chaired last year, the Present-Day Chinese Politburo. We’ll be
going back in time to the tumultuous period of 1969 in China, where she is currently struggling
with the after effects of the Great Leap Forward along with a weak state after the failure of the
Cultural Revolution. Both issues are incredibly delicate and time-sensitive; the livelihoods of
nearly 800 million people depend on your abilities to act decisively. The committee will start on
May 1st of 1969, a few days after the 9th Politburo was elected. All events before May 1st will
still have happened, but the future remains unknown and potentially malleable by the delegates.
As a result, I eagerly await to see what solutions you all can come up with for these intricate
topics.
As this is still considered a cabinet, I would just like to remind everyone that this
committee will be writing directives, not resolutions. With regard to position papers, you may
either email them to me before committee starts or have a printed copy ready to be handed in on
Saturday morning. Either one will work; you need not do both. My email is
adam.chu@students.ignatius.org; please send an email if you have any
questions regarding this committee, SIMUN XVI, or anything else.

Best Wishes!
Adam Chu

Topic A: Economic Reform After the Great Leap Forward
The Great Leap Forward was an economic program that was started in the late 1950s and
early 1960s, which attempted to quickly industrialize China by utilizing the masses. Unlike
previous industrialization efforts in countries like Britain or the US who relied on machinery to
do the work, the CCP believed that China’s great resource was instead the people themselves,
and that China’s industrialization process could be sped up by using the populace. Due to
increasing tensions between the Soviets and the Chinese, Mao wanted to see the PRC’s
economic policy become distant from those of their former comrades. By 1961, it had become
apparent that the PRC would not follow in Soviet footsteps as Chairman Mao addressed the
Soviet ideology under Khrushchev as “revisionist dogs”. As
a result, Mao wanted the second Five-Year-Plan to be
different than that of the Soviet-inspired first. The Soviet
Five-Year-Plan had called for the mass collectivization of
agriculture and industry to produce industrial capacity, in
addition to improving the state’s ability to extract natural resources.
In order to differ from their new enemies, Mao instead wanted to utilize the 700 million
Chinese as the main tool to push forward the GLF. By splitting the population up into 4000
household communes, the Chinese state believed it would be easier to manage the industrial
production and agricultural output rather than the Soviet model of one massive commune that
had all the population in it. The communes would be responsible from resource production all
the way to societal matters. Collective childcare and communal dining halls were all features of
the commune system, and the goals of the commune system were to eliminate inefficiency and

boost industrial production. During the time of the GLF, the CCP pushed out massive waves of
propaganda to bolster popular support for the economic plan and suppress any doubts from the
common populace.
Even before the GLF was implemented, there were several doubts within the CCP
leadership regarding the plan. Both Zhou Enlai and Liu Shaoqi expressed doubt regarding the
plan itself, particularly the complete collectivization of the economy. As the rest of those
planning the GLF either believed that it was a proper plan or were too scared to confront Mao,
the Chairman of the CCP executed his plan. By 1958, the entire country’s populace and been
split into their respective communes; well above expectations. Due to the calls of
collectivization, all private property was seized, with most personal possessions being
surrendered to the central government for re-purposing.
China’s steel production in 1957 was about 5.4 million tonnes; Mao wished to see that
number double in merely just one year. Inspired by
Khrushchev, Mao wished to pass both the US and the UK in
steel production. However, the PRC lacked the necessary
infrastructure and the technical expertise to truly boost its
steel production in merely one year. Despite these challenges,
Mao did not revise his economic targets, and China would do
its best to produce double the amount of steel in just one year.
Without the knowledge nor the factories to produce steel, the CCP called upon peasants and
laborers to melt down iron equipment and tools into usable steel. As a result, backyard furnaces
like the one above would transform the very landscape of China, completely filling the rural

countryside. The country became quickly gripped in a “steel fervor”, with 600,000 backyard
furnaces being constructed.
Issues with the GLF became apparent immediately. First, the fanaticism that Mao and
other Party leaders had adopted with the GLF lead to similar fanaticism from the leaders of the
communes, who quickly adopted a military-like regimen with regards to daily life. Most party
leaders wanted to set aside at least six hours a day for sleep, but the absurd target combined with
massive propaganda pushed the leaders of these communes to work their people for three or four
days on end, dramatically increasing fatalities and injuries with the furnaces. Secondly, the GLF
called for the entire populace to work in steel production; whether they know how to or not. As a
result, hundreds of thousands of farmers had their farms and land seized in favor of working in
the backyard furnaces. Three, the GLF had disrupted and displaced farmers in a key growing
year. The weather in the year of 1958 was perfect for harvest, yet private farms were seized and
farmers were diverted into other labor projects. As a result, agricultural production from
1957-1958 dropped sharply, and the weather turned sour in 1959, marking back-to-back years of
poor harvest. In addition to the untimely labor redistribution, the CCP had set quotas for
agricultural production, specifically the amount of rice one commune was meant to produce.
Fears and the willingness to please Mao after the Anti-Rightists Campaign in 1957, coupled with
poor harvests, led many commune leaders to exaggerate and inflate the amount of food they had
actually produced. The food shortage in the countryside was only exacerbated by the expansion
of Tiananmen Square and Palace in late 1958, which diverted much needed food into the urban
areas rather than the rural communes.

While the GLF increased steel production and Chinese GDP, the negative effects became
increasingly apparent into the 60s. The birth rate plummeted while the death rate skyrocketed;
mostly due to famine. Unsurprisingly, rural areas were hit the hardest; provinces such as Sichuan
and Guangxi saw the highest increase in mortality whereas cities like Shanghai and Beijing saw
a normal birth/death rate. Due to censorship and poor record keeping, a precise fatality count
from the GLF is not known, although many historians tend to acknowledge a number around
thirty million dead. In addition to the loss of human life, one quarter of
private property was destroyed, and those that survived the GLF often found
themselves with little to no capital and no means to restart their lives.
Mao’s persistence on pursuing the destructive policies of the GLF
lead to his political “downfall”; he resigned from the position of State
Chairman in 1959 and gave the duties to Liu Shaoqi in 1961. In addition,
other moderates such as Zhou Enlai and Deng Xiaoping also took control of
China’s weak state, looking to spur economic growth from the destructive
policies of Mao. Decollectivization efforts began nearly immediately, and a
heavy focus was put on being able to feed the entire country before anything
else.
The GLF is often and widely seen as a massive failure by the CCP to
establish economic growth and solidify the party’s identity and control over its populace. At a
time where it needed to prove itself against its new Soviet rival, extremist Maoist policies
ultimately fell short, and for a while, paved the way for the CCP to adopt more moderate, centrist
policies with regards to the economy. Imports on foreign machinery from countries such as

Japan resumed, and the Chinese economy quickly modernized through smaller collectives and
simpler projects. By the end of 1965, economic growth was already exceeding levels seen during
the GLF. Historians today cite the inability of the CCP and Mao to change policies, the
stubbornness and deceit employed to meet quotas, specifically agricultural ones, and the
willingness to sacrifice human lives for industrial progress. In addition, the GLF was based off of
antiquated ideals and technologies; the Soviet Five-Year-Plan had only worked due to its
significantly smaller population in the 1920s and 1930s; it would be impossible for China to
replicate the same success by simply copying the same model, same strategies and the same
equipment in the late 1950s.
This Politburo should be focused on finding ways to balance technological progress,
party loyalty and strong industrial and agricultural output. China is surrounded by enemies from
all sides, and another heavy setback like the one suffered from the Great Leap Forward is
inexcusable and puts the future of the PRC at great risk.
Questions to Consider
-What should be the first priority of the CCP in order to develop a stable economy?
-How can the Party prevent another mass famine?
-Is further decentralization necessary?

Topic B: The State of the CCP
After Mao’s resignation in late 1959, reformists and moderates such as Liu Shaoqi took
control of the Politburo. Their reign was short-lived, however, as Mao returned in 1966 to launch
the Cultural Revolution. The Revolution was aimed at purging rightists like previous campaigns,
but this time, the purge was directed at the Party itself. During his time away from the Party,
Mao worked to develop communist thought, and laid the foundation of the Cultural Revolution.
The basis of the Cultural Revolution would
be to purge Mao’s political allies and solidify
his position as the true leader of China.
In order to do so, Mao believed that
the masses needed to be roused and that the
Politburo needed to be absolutely loyal to him and his actions. To start off the Revolution, Mao
purged the Party Chief of Beijing; Peng Zhen, which sowed chaos and confusion into the
echelons of the CCP in Beijing. This setup allowed Mao to return triumphantly and set himself
up to take out his next political target: Liu Shaoqi. During the period of economic and centrist
reform, Mao had become increasingly disillusioned with the vision and movement that China
was taking; he believed that those currently in power were straying far off the path of
Marxism-Maoism and communism. With an intricate net of power and connections still present
from his days as the Party Chairman, Mao quickly set out to work to dismantle the reforms
imposed by Liu, Zhou Enlai and Deng Xiaoping.
To ensure that the people were with his ideological crusade, Mao stirred up revolution in
the young generation of students. Warning that current party establishment was dangerously

close to adopting revisionism, students from all over China began to boycott their schools and
march in the streets, demanding Mao’s return to leadership. Liu and Deng, unsure of what was
truly happening, attempted to use current Party leadership to remind the students of the true
visions of the Party and that ideological progress was being made, not revisionist thought.
However, this played perfectly into what Mao wanted; the students themselves were already
rebelling against the establishment and were incredibly unlikely to listen to anything the current
leadership had to say; Liu and Deng’s campaign was largely ineffective at slowing down the
masses, and the societal revolution
quickly spread to the common adult.
The radicalism of the
revolution continued on with Mao’s
next target: something he addressed as
the “Four Olds”. The four olds were
old customs, old culture, old habits,
and old ideas. Mao claimed that these
four “antiquated” pillars formed the
basis of the bourgeois thought that had corrupted the CCP, and called upon the people of China
to destroy the Four Olds. Mao and his new second-in-command, Lin Biao, blamed the Four Olds
for inhibiting Chinese economic growth, especially after the CCP took control. The Four Olds
campaign began as streets in China were renamed to more patriotic, more revolutionary names;
Beijing was even nearly named “East is Red”.

Along with the suppression of past thought and ideals, a massive wave of censorship
began; books were burnt by the shelf. Foreign texts were all burned and slammed for being
bourgeois thought, and religion was completely shunned. It was also at this time that violence
was officially sanctioned by both Mao and the national police chief; attacks on educators, CCP
provincial leaders, and other intellectuals increased sharply. The Red Guards were responsible
for carrying out public humiliation on the very same group of people, and also began vandalizing
churches, cemeteries, universities, and libraries. To further their motivation and enthusiasm, Mao
published the Little Red Book in 1965 and continued to add onto the book that nearly every
Chinese person would soon have.
By October of 1966, Mao had effectively purged both Liu Shaoqi and Deng Xiaoping,
sending them both to work camps. It was also at this time that the Cultural Revolution began to
infiltrate the military, particularly with Lin Biao ushering in the change. However, many PLA
generals and officials were concerned with the spread and intensity of the revolution; the Foreign
Ministry and Propaganda Departments also issued slight rebukes against the Cultural Revolution,
and both were summarily reorganized. To make matters even worse, some Red Guard divisions
began turning on each other, each accusing the other of not running the same revolutionary
message. Mao’s last organized message to the Red Guards was to overthrow the current Party
government in Shanghai, and although it was initially successful, Shanghai’s fall signaled the
complete and utter chaos within China during the Cultural Revolution. In the midst of all the
confusion, several Red Guard divisions stormed PLA barracks and seized the equipment there,
believing that they were more fit to serve as the country’s armed forces than the army itself.

Another goal of the Cultural Revolution was to evaluate Mao to a god-like status. Mao
actually dismantled the Red Guards, realizing that they hurt his reputation more than they helped
him. Mao led another purge within the CPC, focusing on Party officials and centrists whom he
deemed the “bourgeois” and “rightists”. By the end of the year, Liu Shaoqi had been effectively
wiped from the CCP, and Mao’s ascension to god-like status was complete with the Ninth Party
Congress in the Spring of 1969.
While no one in China can dispute Mao’s status as the true leader of China, many
Chinese are left wondering what state the Party is in currently. The chaos and damage of the Red
Guards is mast and immense, and had it not been for the efforts of Zhou Enlai, whole provinces
could have been radically different. In addition, there is no clear future for the CCP. And while
no one doubts Chairman Mao’s leadership, charisma or ideals, there is still doubt from his
leadership during the Great Leap Forward. Confidence and trust to Chairman Mao is at an
all-time high, but not within the Party itself. It will be up to the Politburo to decide an identity for
the CCP, along with what role, if any, Chairman Mao has in the country’s future.
Questions to Consider:
-Should China continue to elevate Mao to his current level? Is it healthy for both the economy
and the society of China?
-What must be done to restore order and public trust within the CCP?
-What should be done about those who have been purged during the Cultural Revolution?

