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Chapter 8 Civil war to Red victory, 1946–1949

Historical interpretations 8.2: Did Jiang lose the civil war or did the CCP steal China from him?
The first element of this debate concerns what the GMD did for the people of China. While Jiang was using Sun Yixian’s ‘period of tutelage’ as an excuse, Jiang ruled as a dictator, with no real attempt to involve the people in government. While there was an initial period of economic growth in China under Jiang, two costly wars led to a dwindling supply of food, starvation and uncontrolled inflation. On top of this, while Jiang lived a rather austere life, his government and generals were very corrupt. Much of the money the United States gave for the war effort ended up in private hands, including those of his wife’s brother-in-law, H.H. Kung. Unlike the CCP, there was no real attempt to implement Sun Yixian’s policy of ‘People’s Livelihood’ with its ‘equalisation of property ownership’.
Jiang Jieshi, explaining the Communist victory, wrote in 1957:
When the war [World War II] ended, the Communists resorted to armed insurrection. They did everything to nullify all reconstruction projects, to hinder the Government’s program of demilitarization, to disrupt the nation’s economic life and to upset its social order. They spread national defeatism at a time when the people were weary after the long war. Finally, the general public became so confused and bewildered that all they had asked was peace at any cost, however transient it might turn out to be. This was the basic reason for the tragic reverses which China suffered in her war against Communism.
Source 8.7 Pichon P.Y. Loh (ed.), The Kuomintang Debacle of 1949: Conquest or Collapse?, 1965, p. 75
Professor A. Doak Barnett provides an alternative perspective:
The relative ease of the final Communist takeover was a result in part, of course, of the strength of the Chinese Communist revolutionary movement forged during the previous two decades of armed struggle, but the speed of the takeover was also the result of the completeness of the demoralisation, disintegration, and collapse of the Nationalist regime on the mainland.

Source 8.8 Pichon P.Y. Loh (ed.), The Kuomintang Debacle of 1949: Conquest or Collapse?, 1965, p. 6
1 Is there any agreement between these two excerpts?
2 Where do they disagree?
3 What possible reasons has Jiang not given? Why not?
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