
before it, Bandung created latitude for new nations to

debate and assert themselves in a club of the like-

minded towards broad reformist goals, a cross-racial

solidarity rightly celebrated. But, as Burton states in

her punchy epilogue, there were tensions under ‘the

romance of racialism that haunts many accounts of

Bandung and its aftermath’ (p. 352). She argues, for

example, that the ‘Nehruvian postcolonial imaginary

carried racial hierarchies’ and viewed Afro-Asia in

‘civilizational terms’ with India as senior tutor to

emerging African nations (p. 354). ‘Critical histories of

Bandung can and should operate from this framework

of skepticism about the emplotment of racial solidarity

tout court on the post-1955 landscape y to break,

finally, from its presumptively fraternal narratives’

(pp. 356–8). This is not to fetishize tension or

reject deep-seated solidarity, but rather properly to

historicize complexities in the post-colonial order.

The tensions and boons of Bandung’s uneven

legacy within the post-colonial communitas are

examined throughout the volume. Part one,

‘Framings’, outlines the binding concepts of anti-

colonialism and the vicissitudes of post-colonial

state-building within a historical perspective. These

contributions evoke Lee’s ‘communities of feeling’

in quite broad senses and serve as a solid, if not

spectacular, conceptual canvas for the original

empirical case studies of part two. The latter’s

effervescent essays chart complex ways in which

local and international contexts collided in the ‘the

search for a useable future’ (p. 198) within Afro-Asia

from the 1950s to the 1980s. Bier’s chapter

suggestively plots the intersection of women’s move-

ments and broader ‘third-worldist’ solidarity

through the Egyptian press. In East Africa Brennan

produces a fascinating analysis of the role of Radio

Cairo in regional decolonization, while Burgess

looks at Mao’s ideological influence in Zanzibari

modernization. This tessellates nicely with another,

as Monson journeys into Sino-Tanzanian cooperation

on the TAZARA railway. Finally, Lee’s intriguing

account of the itinerant South African intellectual

Alex La Guma notes the importance of personalized

cultural encounter for ‘third-worldist’ activism. All

the essays provide satisfying additions, loosely

tethered to the theoretical kernel of the book. The

third section looks to the contemporary world in

Tull’s well-cited 2006 article on historical conviviality

and today’s China–Africa relations. Here Presholdt’s

offering on the creation of Islamic identity in coastal

Kenya through the vehicle of Osama bin Laden’s anti-

Western iconography is a particularly imaginative

take on the communitas theme.

Parts of the book, especially those chapters

previously published, adhere to the collection’s

theoretical underpinnings at a fairly general level,

inferring links to the Bandung movement rather than

exploring them. Most chapters are, however, adept

at providing a rich tapestry of international and

transnational Afro-Asian interaction that drew

inspiration, however fleetingly and amorphously,

from those heady days in Indonesia in 1955. This

creates a somewhat fragmented overall picture. But

this book is not designed to be a panoptic survey,

rather a provocative historiographical point of

departure. In this sense it is successful. Although

Lee acknowledges that Bandung created a ‘diplomatic

revolution’ above all, he is also alive to the socio-

cultural turn that connects these novel frontiers

to older area studies. Equally, development and

modernization emerge not as modish new themes

but as subordinate parts of broader anti-hegemonic

imaginary. This ‘revolutionary’ dimension in

Sino-African exchange is well discussed by Burgess,

Monson, and Tull. The collection provokes a series of

fundamental questions but also implicitly calls for

methodological innovation. Lee’s literary approach

helps open up new cultural vistas, much as Prashad’s

‘third-worldist’ work elsewhere configures class

struggle and capital at the analytical centre.

As this work suggests, Bandung lives on. The

cooperation of emerging economies such as India,

Brazil, and South Africa heralds a reinvigoration of

the ‘Bandung spirit’ for many. Nevertheless, at the

same time, the rise of BRICS augurs new forms of

stratification within the global South. As a frame-

work to make historical sense of these challenges

and in pushing the boundaries of contemporary

global history, this volume should be commended.
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In recent years, scholars have paid increasing attention

to relations between China and Latin America.
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The Chinese economic boom has created strong

demand for Latin American raw materials and

agro-exports, such as copper or soya beans. How

this plays out in terms of trade patterns, investment

flows, and, more generally, global geopolitics – in

terms of both the development prospects and the

internal politics of particular Latin American coun-

tries – is of great interest to scholars working in a

number of social science disciplines. Meanwhile,

historians interested in an earlier globalized age have

begun to explore the economic and cultural impact

of silver trade flows from Mexico and to a lesser

extent the Andes to China in the early modern

period. Matthew Rothwell’s fine book offers a third,

and promising, angle from which to examine

Chinese–Latin American relations: the impact of

Maoism on Latin America and, more broadly, the

circulation of ideas between China and Latin

America in the context of the Cold War.

Transpacific revolutionaries is a short book, the

main text no more than a hundred pages long, and it

is structured around three brief case studies on

Mexico, Peru, and Bolivia. Rothwell’s goal is to

challenge what he sees as China-centred viewpoints

on the transmission of Maoism to Latin America.

These are viewpoints that minimize or negate the

agency of Latin Americans in shaping this transmis-

sion. In his introductory chapter, Rothwell identifies

some of the channels of transmission, such as

experiences of travel to China, Chinese newspapers

distributed in Latin America, classrooms where

teachers influenced by Maoism drew on Maoist

materials (such as Mao’s writings) in their pedagogy,

and indeed Maoist parties, which emerged from the

ways in which the Sino-Soviet split was replicated in

Latin America. He explains that his approach is

inspired by recent trends in the historiography of the

Cold War, which shift the focus away from the key

centres of Cold War struggle (Moscow, Washington,

and Beijing) and pay attention to how the Cold War

was experienced from below.

Rothwell draws on a number of sources,

including the archive of the political police in

Mexico, several interviews with protagonists, and

accounts of travel in China written by key actors in

the transmission of Maoism to Latin America. Most

of these sources are in Spanish; no Chinese sources

were used and no Chinese informants were con-

sulted. This is perhaps inevitable: the relevant

Chinese archives, Rothwell tells us, are closed and,

in any case, his focus is on the agency of Latin

Americans in shaping the transmission of Maoism to

the region. Nevertheless, the Chinese side of this

story seems important. We can glimpse it in the

travelogues of different Latin American visitors to

China. For example, to judge from the number of

visitors who obtained direct access to Chou Enlai or

to Mao himself, it would seem that Latin America

was of some interest to the Chinese, certainly until

the 1970s. Sources other than those consulted by

Rothwell would tell us more about how and why the

Chinese became interested in Latin America and

how they perceived the Latin American adaptations

of Maoist theory and practice.

In all three case studies, Rothwell focuses on the

ways in which China came to represent a new model

for both armed struggle and economic development

for a small number of Latin Americans. Unlike the

USSR, the Chinese case appeared to be closer, more

familiar, and therefore more relevant to Latin

America. In both Mexico and Bolivia, two countries

that had experienced ‘bourgeois’ revolutions and

that maintained a sizeable agrarian sector, the

Chinese revolutionary experience seemed to offer

ways in which to deepen the reforms that had begun

in 1910 and 1952 respectively. Rothwell shows that,

during visits to China, the Mexican labour leader

Vicente Lombardo Toledano and the Bolivian MNR

(Movimiento Nacionalista Revolucionario) cadres

Mario Torres Calleja and Germán Quiroga Galdo

were dazzled by China’s economic progress and

became convinced of the need to apply lessons drawn

from the Chinese experience to their own countries.

For others in Mexico and Bolivia, too,

China offered a different kind of example: armed

struggle. However, in both countries Maoist-inspired

insurgencies (led by Florencio Medrano and Oscar

Zamora respectively) were unsuccessful. In contrast,

as is well known, in Peru the Maoist-inspired

Shining Path proved far more successful in

‘domesticating’ (to use Rothwell’s term) Maoism to

Peruvian conditions, although it too was eventually

defeated after a long armed conflict that left some

69,000 victims. In all three cases, Rothwell argues,

there was a tendency among the insurgents – which

he attributes to a faith-like adherence to Maoism –

to apply the Chinese experience rather too rigidly to

the local experience, as in the case of Medrano’s

decision to focus his insurgency in the border region

between Oaxaca and Veracruz ‘mimicking Mao’s

actions in the Jiangxi–Fujian border region’ (p. 91).

Perhaps inevitably, as a historian of Peru,

I found the chapter on the Shining Path a little

weaker than the others. Its interpretation of the

Shining Path, or of its links to Chinese communism, is

not very different from those already available in
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other texts, including the report of Peru’s Truth and

Reconciliation Commission. Rothwell also misses an

opportunity to explore some issues that demonstrate

the domestication of Maoism by the Shining Path,

such as the party’s use of the iconography and

theatrics of the Chinese Cultural Revolution in its

representational apparatus, as shown in its posters or

in the parades organized by its militants (all dressed in

Mao jackets) in Peru’s prisons. However, the strength

of this volume is to be found in its comparative and

transnational approach. Students of ‘global’ Maoism

and of the transnational influence of the Chinese

Revolution, as well as students of the history of the

Left in Latin America and of the region’s experience

of the Cold War, will find much that is of interest in

Transpacific revolutionaries.
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