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Abstract

How has ownership of the tiny and uninhabited
Senkaku/Diaoyu islands become the most
intractable issue in Sino-Japanese relations?
Explanations have typically focused on legal
and diplomatic issues, the context of the Cold
War and the San Francisco Treaty system, and
the economic and strategic values of the
maritime region. This paper instead argues that
people’s diplomacy by both Chinese and
Japanese turned the ownership issue into a
“homeland dispute,” by confirming the status of
these remote and uninhabited islets as
“inherent territory” of their nations, thus
making it nigh impossible for their
governments to make compromises and
concessions. From 1970 to 1972, political
mobilization and street action by Chinese
activists in North America, Taiwan and Hong
Kong compelled the governments of both
Taiwan and Mainland China to assert Chinese
sovereignty over the islands openly and to
maintain those claims consistently over time.
Initially in Japan, some groups and individuals
supported Chinese ownership. However, state-
society collaboration produced a consensus for
Japanese ownership of the islands. Although an
unwritten shelving agreement between the PRC
and Japan kept tensions under wraps from
1978 to 2010, occasional flareups, initiated or
aggravated by a combination of right-wing
Japanese groups and Chinese activists from
Taiwan, Hong Kong and the PRC, prevented
any resolution of the dispute. The shelving
agreement collapsed in the aftermath of the
2010 trawler collision incident, leading to a

semi-permanent state of tensions between
China and Japan.

Introduction: From Offshore Island
Dispute to Homeland Dispute

The dispute over the ownership of the
Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands is the most intractable
issue in Sino-Japanese relations, and, with the
exception of the Taiwan reunification issue, the
outstanding territorial dispute China has with
its neighbors that arouses the strongest
emotions among the Chinese people. As M.
Taylor Fravel points out in his comprehensive
survey, the People’s Republic of China has
engaged in twenty-three unique territorial
disputes since 1949, including sixteen land
frontier disputes, three homeland disputes, and
four offshore island disputes. Except for India
and Bhutan, all of China’s land frontier
disputes have been settled through bilateral
agreements in which China has offered
substantial territorial concessions.'

Hong Kong, Macau and Taiwan fall into the
second category of homeland disputes, for the
PRC deemed them to be part of the Chinese
homeland, and projects for the completion of
national reunification. Through China’s 1984
agreement with Britain and 1987 agreement
with Portugal, Hong Kong and Macau have
reunited with China in 1997 and 1999
respectively.” Taiwan, however, remains from
the PRC perspective a “renegade province.”
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Fravel classifies the Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands in
the East China Sea as one of China’s offshore
island disputes, along with the Spratly
(Nansha) Islands and the Paracel (Xisha)
Islands in the South China Sea, and the White
Dragon Tail Island in the Gulf of Tonkin. The
last was settled through China’s secret transfer
of White Dragon Tail Island to North Vietnam
in 1957.° At this writing, neither the East China
Sea nor the South China disputes show any
sign of resolution or de-escalation.

The tiny Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands would seem to
be an unlikely candidate for the thorniest issue
in Sino-Japanese relations. This island chain,
currently under Japanese administrative
control, consists of five uninhabited islets and
three barren rocks, located in the East China
Sea about 125 miles northeast of Taiwan and
185 miles southwest of Okinawa. Their
ownership is claimed by the People’s Republic
of China (PRC), Japan, and the Republic of
China on Taiwan (ROC), each calling it by a
different name: Diaoyu (% &%) for
China;* Senkaku (R[4 5) for Japan; and
Diaoyutai ($yf2%lit) for Taiwan (and Hong
Kong) (Figs. 1 and 2 and Table 1).
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Map showing the location of the
Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands in the East China
Sea.
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The Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands, with the

largest island, Uotsuri-
jima/Diaoyutai/Diaoyu dao, in the back.

Table 1. Names of the Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands

Japanese Name Chinese Name (Taiwan and | Chinese Name (PRC) | Land Area
Hong Kong) (km?)

Diaoyutai lieyu Diaoyu dao liedao

Senkaku-shotd

CLEES)

FEETNE)

(95 551 )

Uotsuri-jima (B£75)

Diaoyutai (£78.)

Diaoyu dao(¥4 i )

3.81

Minami-kojima (E5/\E)

Nanxiao dao (B/\ &)

Nanxiao dao (Z5/\5)

0.40

Kita-kojima (JL/\ &)

Beixiao dao (L&)

Beixiao dao (IL/J )

0.31

Kuba-jima (B E)

Huangwel yu (BEE)

Huangwei yu (ZE15)

091

Taisho-jima (IE&)

Chiwei yu (FEE)

Chiweiyu (FEH)

0.06

Okino-kitaiwa
=)

Chongbei yan (FIEE)

Beiyu (L05)

0.03

Okino-minamiiwa

O/ EE)

Chongnan yan( =)

Nan yu (%515)

0.01

Tobi-se (Fo8)

Fei lai (o)

Fei yu (&15)

0.002

Notes:

1. Uotsuri, Minami & Kita were purchased by the Japanese government from
the Kurihara family in 2012, which led a crisis in Sino-Japanese relations.

2. Kuba and Taisho have been used by the US military as gunnery ranges since
1972.

3. The last three islands are owned by the state.

4. Theland area figures are taken from “Senkaku Islands Information,” Ministry
of Foreign Affairs of Japan, accessed May 15,2016,
http://www.mofa.go.jp/a_o/c_m1/senkaku/pagelwe_000009.html.

The political status of the Senkaku/Diaoyu
Islands before 1895 is at the heart of the
dispute over their ownership: Were they terra
nullius, as the Japanese contend, or were they
part of the Qing Empire, as the Chinese assert?
If these islands were terra nullius, then the
Meiji government annexed them legitimately in
1895 wunder the “discovery-occupation”
principle of international law. But if the islands
were part of Taiwan Province in the Qing
Empire, then they were taken from China by
Japan under the Treaty of Shimonoseki in 1895,
and should have been returned to China in
1945 in accordance with the Cairo and Potsdam



declarations.’Below, we will refer to these
islands as the Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands to
highlight the continuing conflicting claims of
sovereignty. However, when we look at the
controversy and associated events from the
perspectives of the mainland Chinese, the
Taiwanese and the Hong Kongers, or the
Japanese, we will use the name Diaoyu Islands,
Diaoyutai Islands, or Senkaku Islands
respectively.

From 1945 to 1972, the islands were under
American administration together with the
Okinawan islands, over which Japan held
residual sovereignty. However, discovery of
potential vast oil reserves in the maritime
region surrounding the Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands
in the late 1960s led to a dispute over whether
the islands belonged to China or Japan, calling
into question whether Japan'’s residual rights to
Okinawa applied also to the Senkaku/Diaoyu
Islands, and whether they should be included in
the reversion of Okinawa from US control to
Japanese sovereignty.

Research on the dispute has typically focused
on legal and diplomatic issues, the economic
and strategic values of the maritime region, or
the context of the Cold War and the San
Francisco Treaty system as explanations for its
roots and challenges. Unryu Suganuma, Han-yi
Shaw, and Ivy Lee/Fang Ming have analyzed in
detail the conflicting historical and legal claims
of Japan and China to substantiate their
respective territorial claims.’ Koji Taira, Gavan
McCormack, Yabuki Susumu/Mark Selden, and
Reinhard Drifte have explored the possibilities
for crisis management and resolution in light of
history, geography and/or legal issues.’

As Taylor Fravel observes about China’s
offshore island disputes, “Control of the islands
is key to the assertion of maritime rights, the
security of sea lines of communication, and
regional naval power projection.”® Mark
Valencia’s many articles emphasize especially
China’s and Japan'’s intensifying competition for
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fisheries and petroleum resources over the last
half century.’

Kimie Hara has situated the Senkaku/Diaoyu
controversy among those territorial disputes in
Asia that were a legacy of the San Francisco
Peace Treaty of 1951. Japan was obligated to
renounce various territories it had colonized or
occupied under Article 2 of the treaty. But the
precise borders of these territories and which
country or government should receive each of
them were left unspecified.' This deliberate
vagueness was directed against America’s Cold
War adversaries, the USSR and the PRC. The
consequence was several unresolved political
problems in Asia, including Japan’s territorial
disputes with China, Russia, and South
Korea.'' Those problems constitute both a
defense perimeter for Japan and a containment
frontier against the Soviets and the Chinese.
With specific reference to the Senkaku/Diaoyu
dispute, Hara argues that, by its decision to
return them along with Okinawa to Japan in
1972 but without taking a position on which
country has sovereignty over the disputed
islands, the US was maintaining a “wedge”
between Japan and China, which also helped
justify maintaining US military bases in
Okinawa."

This study emphasizes the agency of actors in
the peripheries of Okinawa, Taiwan and
overseas Chinese communities, often neglected
or underestimated in standard accounts of the
Senkaku-Diaoyu dispute that have privileged
Japanese and Chinese state actors.”> We will
adopt a grassroots perspective of civil society
and citizen activists, in particular the Defend
Diaoyutai Movement that originated in North
America, Taiwan and Hong Kong in the early
1970s, spread much later to Mainland China,
and flared up periodically since 1990."

My principal findings are as follows. First, the
reason why the Senkaku/Diaoyu dispute is so
intractable is that it is more a “homeland
dispute” than an “offshore island dispute.” The



governments of China, Taiwan and Japan today
each refers to the islands as its inherent or
intrinsic territory (guyou lingtu [E4 %+ in
Chinese; koyii no ryodol&lf @ %51 in Japanese),
making compromise exceedingly difficult, given
the understanding of the contested territory as
an indivisible part of the sacred
homeland.'”” However, this conception
originated in the 1970s from people’s
diplomacy or citizen diplomacy (minjian waijiao
[[a]4h47), actions and initiatives undertaken by
private citizens and non-governmental groups
to impact and influence public perceptions of
foreign policy issues and state conduct of
diplomacy and international relations. The
Defend Diaoyutai Movement or Baodiao
Movement (Baowei Diaoyutai yundong{#f##7£a
Zi#$)) erupted in the US, Taiwan and Hong
Kong from late 1970 as a grassroots crusade
against a perceived plot by Japan and the US to
encroach on the Chinese territory of Diaoyutai.
The movement derived ideological and
organizational inspiration from the Civil Rights
movement, the Anti-Vietnam War protests, and
the American New Left. Networking and flows
of news and publications across the US and
national boundaries facilitated the
dissemination of information and the
mobilization of political protests.

Political mobilization and street action, in
conjunction with historical and legal research
by students and scholars, turned what started
as resource competition between Taiwan and
Japan into a homeland dispute. The Diaoyutai
Islands were added to Chinese historical
memory as part of Chinese territory taken by
Japan as war booty following its victory in the
1* Sino-Japanese War. Some Japanese groups
and individuals initially supported Chinese
ownership, but state-society collaboration soon
produced a substantial case for Japanese
ownership of the islands, unifying Japanese
public opinion behind the government.

The Taiwan government’s clumsy handling of
diplomatic affairs and the Baodiao Movement
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contributed to the spread of the perception that
it was “corrupt in domestic affairs and
incompetent in foreign relations (duinei fubai,
duiwai wuneng ¥WNJEH, HAMERE).”
Consequently, many overseas Chinese pinned
their hopes instead on the PRC for the defense
of Chinese sovereignty. From late 1971 on,
Baodiao activists in the US, Hong Kong and
Taiwan refocused their energies on national
reunification, social service and political
reform.

Benefiting from this development and other
concomitant events such as the US-China
opening, Beijing gained greater legitimacy in
Chinese communities outside of the mainland
at the expense of the ROC. During the 1978
negotiations over the Treaty of Peace and
Friendship, the governments of China and
Japan reached a tacit agreement to shelve
indefinitely the Senkaku/Diaoyu issue (though
not permanently for the Chinese).'® Beijing was
eager to normalize relations and secure
Japanese assistance for China’s modernization,
while Japan chose not to press China on a
resolution of the issue in the interest of
normalization and pursuing lucrative markets
in China.

Nonetheless, the social memory of Diaoyutai as
sacred national territory stolen by the Japanese
was indelibly etched in Chinese social memory.
The dispute might be shelved, but Beijing has
continued to maintain that the Diaoyu Islands
were non-negotiable Chinese territory. The
Baodiao movement in Chinese communities
outside of Mainland China (and from the early
2000s in the PRC) would be periodically
reinvigorated, either on popular initiative or in
response to people’s diplomacy undertaken by
Japanese ultranationalists. For more than three
decades, the conflict remained manageable
through the shelving agreement. However, the
trawler collision incident of 2010 created a
perfect storm that unraveled this tacit
understanding, and created a permanent state
of continuing tensions over the islands."’



The pages below will analyze the origins of the
Senkaku/Diaoyu conflict in Okinawa and
Taiwan, the spread of people’s diplomacy and
street protests in the US, Taiwan and Hong
Kong, and the aftermath of Baodiao social
action. Our coverage ends with 1978 that
marked a hiatus in Senkaku/Diaoyu activism
until 1990, after which people’s diplomacy in
spurts sustained and further spread the social
memory of the islands as homeland.

Origins of the Senkaku-Diaoyu Dispute in
Resource Competition

Except for Taiwanese and Okinawan fishermen
active in their waters, these tiny islets would
have remained unknown or forgotten, had not
an international team of scientists under the
auspices of the United Nations Economic
Commission for Asia and the Far East
(UNECAFE) conducted a survey in late 1968,
and concluded in its 1969 report: “A high
probability exists that the continental shelf
between Taiwan and Japan may be one of the
most prolific oil reservoirs in the world.”**

Even before the UNECAFE survey, Japanese
industrialists, bureaucrats and academics had
been alerted to the potential rich oil reserves in
the East China Sea.'’ The Japanese
government, Tokai University and oil
companies collaborated in financing three
survey missions between 1968 and
1970.*° News of a potential oil bonanza
produced a frenzy of applications to the
Government of the Ryukyu Islands (GRI), by
private individuals in Okinawa, mainland
Japanese oil companies, and American oil
companies for drilling rights, nearly 4,000 by
May 1969 and almost 25,000 by September
1970.*

The GRI, the self-government of indigenous
Okinawans created in 1952 by the United
States Civil Administration of the Ryukyu
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Islands (USCAR), had been concerned about
the increasing numbers of Taiwanese fishing
vessels in Senkaku waters since the late
1950s.”* Prospects of impoverished Okinawa
turning into an Eastern Persian Gulf now made
securing control over the Senkaku Islands more
imperative. The GRI began to conduct
occasional military overflights and periodic
maritime police patrols. In May 1969 it sent a
team to erect warning signs in Japanese,
Chinese and English on all the islands, marking
them as off limits to persons other than Ryukyu
residents (Fig. 3).”

WARNINC
Entry inta anr of the Ryudm |slands i

Trilingual warning sign erected at each
of the Senkaku Islands in May of 1969 by
the Government of the Ryukyu Islands:
“Entry into any of the Ryukyu Islands
including this island, or their territorial
waters other than innocent passage, by
persons other than the residents of the
Ryukyu Islands, is subject to criminal
prosecution except as authorized by the
U.S. High Commissioner.”

On November 21 of 1969, President Richard
Nixon and Prime Minister Sato Eisaku agreed
on the return of administrative rights over
Okinawa to Japan in 1972.** The Prime
Minister’s Office announced in February 1971
that Japan would cooperate with the US
military to strengthen patrolling of Senkaku



waters and expel Taiwan fishing boats. Japan
also included the Senkaku Islands as a defense
key point in its 4™ defense plan. It further
declared that, once Okinawa reverted to
Japanese sovereignty, it would follow the Air
Defense Identification Zone (ADIZ) limits of the
US military, within which fall the islands.*

Awareness of potential oil riches in the East
China Sea prompted the Republic of China,
then under the rule of the Kuomintang (KMT)
or Nationalist Party, to spring into action.” In
February 1968, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
compiled a study of the Diaoyutai oil issue,
proposing a systematic course of action: (1)
Collection of sources connecting the islands to
China, conducting proper research, and
announcement of Chinese sovereignty over
them at the appropriate time; (2) Immediate
ratification of the 1958 Geneva Convention on
the Continental Shelf (which the ROC had
already signed) to strengthen Chinese claims
on the basis of Diaoyutai’s location on Taiwan’s
continental shelf; and (3) Conduct negotiations
with foreign oil companies as soon as possible
to achieve a fait accompli. This plan constituted
the basis of the ROC’s strategy on the
Diaoyutai Islands.”’

Throughout 1968, various government agencies
conducted or sponsored related research and
took concrete action to strengthen Taiwan’s
claims to the potential economic resources in
the Diaoyutai region.” On July 17, 1969, Taipei
declared on the basis of the Geneva Convention
on the Continental Shelf of 1958, that it had the
right to develop its coastal continental
resources, thereby implicitly claiming
sovereignty over the Diaoyutai islands.” In
January of 1970, the ROC government
designated the continental shelf of the
maritime region north of Taiwan a petroleum
reserve area, and delegated the Chinese
Petroleum Corporation the task of exploring
and developing the region.”

In July 1970, Japan objected that Taiwan’s
declaration of an oil development area on the
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continental shelf was unilateral and invalid
under international law. Taiwan countered by
notifying Japan on August 22 that it had the
right to prospect and exploit undersea
resources in the continental shelf north of
Taiwan in accordance with international law
and the Geneva Convention on the Continental
Shelf. Just one day earlier, the ROC legislature
had finally ratified the convention. On
September 3, 1970, the ROC promulgated a set
of regulations on maritime oil exploration, and
granted a consortium of seven Western oil
companies the right of cooperative exploration
and development in a maritime region
including the vicinity of the Diaoyutai Islands.
The granting of these concessions conflicted
with competing Japanese and Okinawan
claims.”

Back on August 31, the Okinawa Legislature
issued a declaration, calling on the US and
Japan to intervene forcefully to stop Taiwan
from encroaching on Japanese sovereignty over
the Senkaku Islands through its oil
development plans and negotiations with
Western oil companies. This Okinawa
government statement was the first official
document to lay out the basics of the case for
Japanese ownership: until 1895, the islands
were terra nullius, and none of the earlier
documents of the Ryukyu Kingdom and China
that mentioned the islands constituted proof
that they belonged to either; after ascertaining
their status as terra nullius, the Meiji
Government legally incorporated them as part
of Okinawa Prefecture in 1895.” This document
would be echoed by a series of official
statements from the Okinawa Civil Government
in the early 1970s. A full official statement
reiterating the same position from the
Government of Japan itself, however, would not
come until just over two months before the
Okinawa reversion, with the publication of The
Basic View of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs on
the Senkaku Islands on March 8, 1972. This
document further declared that the islands
were neither part of Taiwan nor part of the



Pescadores, and hence not part of Chinese
territory ceded to Japan under the Treaty of
Shimonoseki in 1895, nor subject to treaties
signed after World War II obligating Japan to
return territories seized from other countries.”

While the discovery of potential petroleum and
natural gas reserves might have attracted
widespread attention to the ownership issue, a
much more immediate economic concern was
that of the Taiwanese fishermen from Yilan
County, the ROC jurisdiction closest to the
disputed islands. Before the 1970s, Taiwanese
fishermen fished in the region undisturbed, but
in the summer of 1970, Okinawan patrol boats
expelled them, putting their livelihood at
risk.”* The plight of the fishermen was widely
reported by the Taiwan press, and caught the
attention of the public.”

From Resource Competition to Territorial
Dispute

On September 1, 1970, four journalists from
China Times set sail on a ROC Marine Research
Laboratory vessel from Keelung for Diaoyutai.
They landed on Diaoyutai Island the following
day. The journalists planted an ROC flag, and
inscribed in red ink “Long Live President
Chiang [Kai-shek] and “Long Live the Republic
of China” on a high rock (Fig. 4). On September
4, they published an account of their
adventures. Further Diaoyutai news reports in
the Taiwan press in late 1970, plus a rumor
that the Okinawans had torn up the ROC flag
planted on Diaoyutai Island and thereby
offended the ROC’s national dignity, led to
growing pressure from the Taiwan public on
the government to take strong action.”
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Four China Times journalists carving the
words “Long Live President Chiang Kai-
shek,” on a rock on Diaoyutai Island,
September 2, 1970.

In the initial stages of the looming dispute over
ownership of the islands, the Republic of China
focused on resource competition without
making an open claim of sovereignty, to avoid
open breaches with Japan or the US at a time
when Taiwan’s position at the UN was
deteriorating. On September 4, Foreign
Minister Wei Tao-ming (Wei Daoming ##i# i)
stated in a secret conference at the Legislative
Yuan that Diaoyutai belonged to China, but this
was unpublicized. By mid-September, Chiang
Kai-shek had decided on the following
Diaoyutai policy: First, settle our ownership of
the continental shelf rights; Second, refrain
from openly claiming ownership of the islands,
but also refuse to acknowledge Japanese
ownership; Third, declare to the US that we
disagree with its unilateral decision to return
the Ryukyus to Japan without consulting us,
and that we reserve the right to speak on this
issue.”

At a September 10 press briefing, State



Department spokesman Robert McCloskey was
asked what the US position was if conflict arose
over sovereignty of the Senkaku Islands.
McCloskey responded that it would be a matter
for the parties concerned to settle. This was
the earliest public statement of the US position
on the sovereignty issue.

If the US thought that, by avoiding taking sides
on a problematic issue, it could sidestep
damaging relations with one of its Cold War
allies, Japan and Taiwan, and perhaps also
provoke the PRC at the very moment when the
US was exploring the possibility of a US-China
détente directed against the USSR, it was
mistaken. Neither Japan nor the ROC was
pleased by McCloskey’s response.-

The KMT government finally asserted Chinese
ownership of the islands to Japan and the US
through unpublicized diplomatic channels,
though not openly. On September 16, 1970,
Chow Shu-kai (Zhou Shukai Ji##%), ROC
Ambassador to the US, verbally informed
Marshall Green, Assistant Secretary of State
for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, about
Taiwan’s legal rights to Diaoyutai.  On October
23, James Shen (Shen Jianhong 7t#I4T), ROC
vice minister of foreign affairs, stated to the
Japanese ambassador in Taipei that the
Diaoyutai Islands belonged to the ROC and
were definitely not Japanese territory. On the
following day, the Japanese Embassy countered
with a statement that the Senkakus were
incontrovertibly part of Nansei-shoto and hence
Japanese territory.“

Nonetheless, at this stage the possibility still
existed of a compromise over resource
competition in the East China Sea. In
November of 1970, an agreement was reached
on the creation of a Japan-Korea-ROC Liaison
Committee to discuss cooperation on
developing the continental shelf.” The first
meeting of the Liaison Committee took place on
December 21, 1970 in Tokyo, involving non-
governmental organizations of Japan, South
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Korea and Taiwan. Trilateral cooperation to
develop maritime resources was discussed, but
not the question of territorial sovereignty and
oil development rights.” Nonetheless, the
trilateral commission fanned the suspicions of
Taiwan Chinese that the ROC was willing to
give up territorial claims to Diaoyutai in order
to secure a share of maritime resources in the
East China Sea. It also aroused the immediate
objections of the PRC.” A December 3 Beijing
radio broadcast responding to the liaison
committee announcement marked the first
assertion of Chinese sovereignty over the
Diaoyu Islands. On the following day, a Xinhua
News editorial on “A Conspiracy by the
American and the Japanese Reactionaries to
Rob China and Korea of Their Seabed
Resources” blasted the Liaison Committee as
an act of aggression and a US-Japan conspiracy
with the connivance of South Korea and
Taiwan. The Taiwan public’s suspicions and
the PRC’s strong objection ended the prospects
of joint development, and left the ROC with
little choice other than to defend territorial
claims to Diaoyutai.

Japan: Dissenting Voices against the
Government’s Senkaku Policy

At the outset of the controversy, the Japanese
government publicly declared its position that
it has maintained to the present day: the
Senkaku Islands constitute an intrinsic territory
of Japan, Japan’s ownership is indisputable, and
therefore there is no dispute.*” However, the
Japanese public was far from supporting the
government’s position unanimously. There
were dissenting voices emanating from the
press, Japanese student groups and
organizations, progressive and pro-China
organizations, and individual intellectuals.

A number of news commentators voiced their
opposition to what they saw as a resurgence of
Japanese militarism in alliance with monopoly



capitalism, and warned that if the Japanese
government placed troops in Okinawa and the
Senkakus, and extended the ADIZ to the East
coast of China, this might lead to a second
Marco Polo Bridge Incident plunging Japan into
another war with China.” Students of the
School of Science of the University of Tokyo
and the Japan-China Friendship Society of
Hosei University published issues on the
Senkaku problem that opposed the Japanese
government’s territorial incorporation of the
islands as a plot of the militarist clique.’’ The
Association for the Promotion of International
Trade, Japan or JAPIT (Nihon boeki sokushin
kyokai H A H P & 7 {2 # 1<), a pro-China trade
group founded in 1954, adopted a policy to
“oppose the plot to purloin the Senkaku
Islands” on March 7, 1972.%

On March 23, 1972, four leftist intellectuals
initiated a statement entitled “Declaration of
Righteous People in the Cultural Sphere of
Japan to Stop Japanese Imperialism from
Encroaching on the Senkakus” that was signed
by ninety-five prominent intellectuals: “The
Senkaku Islands were seized by Japan in the
Sino-Japanese War, and historically, they are
obviously territory inherently belonging to
China. We cannot approve the Japanese
imperialist aggression and affirm the history of
aggression.” The statement warned against the
Japanese people being manipulated over
“territorial issues” and again becoming cannon
fodder for Japanese militarist aggressors. It
cautioned the Okinawans of all political
persuasions not to be intoxicated by the
alluring prospect of petroleum discoveries that
could lift Okinawa out of poverty, and not to
overlook the militarists’ hidden evil intentions.
The statement called on everyone to rise and
stop the aggression of Japanese imperialism
over the Senkakus, which, if unstopped, will
lead to its aggression against all of Asia.”

Ishida Ikuo (/7 HAE-K), an activist writer who
was one of the four initiators of the declaration,
was also a leader of the “Association for
Blocking Japanese Imperialist Seizure of the
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Senkaku Islands” (Nittei no Senkaku Retto
ryakudatsu boshi no kai H 74 [E 5] B E 0 [
1@ £). Another prominent member of this
association was the eminent historian Inoue
Kiyoshi (# I-#%) of Kyoto University. Inoue was
probably the most historically grounded
domestic opponent to the Japanese
government’s Senkaku claims, and his
scholarship would be widely drawn on by
Chinese proponents of China’s rights over the
disputed islands. In 1972, Inoue published two
lengthy articles in academic journals on the
history and sovereignty issue of the Senkakus,
arguing that the islands belonged to China and
that Japanese militarists took advantage of
imminent victory in the 1* Sino-Japanese War
to encroach on them.™

Japan: State-Society Collaboration in
Building a General Consensus on the
Senkakus

These voices of domestic dissent, however,
were no match for a concerted joint effort of
the Japanese government, non-governmental
organizations, the media and scholars to
comprehensively document a case for Japanese
ownership of the Senkakus. The Japanese
government and academic circles organized
many study societies on the Senkaku dispute
since its outbreak, some with as many as sixty
professors. These groups compiled evidence
supporting the Japanese case for Senkaku
ownership, and published research refuting the
Chinese position.”” Both the government and
big business, including Mitsubishi, Mitsui and
major oil companies, financially subsidized this
academic research. In half a year’s time, at
least thirty or more publications, some over
400 pages long, were published.”® NHK
broadcasted a special program on the Senkaku
issue in 1972, featuring a discussion forum in
which foreign ministry officials and
international law professors participated, as
well as interviews of oil industry executives,



political commentators and law professors.”’

The most indefatigable scholar on the Senkaku
issue was Okuhara Toshio (BJFE#ME), an
assistant professor of law at Kokushikan
University in Tokyo and the intellectual foil to
Inoue Kiyoshi. His prolific publications
countered the evidence presented in academic
studies supporting the Chinese position, and
“provided the essence of most of the
subsequent scholarly work supporting the
Japanese claim.”*® Another productive writer on
the Senkaku question was Midorima Sakae (%%
fH%¢), Okinawan scholar of international law.
His many articles from the late 1970s became
the basis for a book for the general reader,
entitled simply Senkaku retto.”

By the 2™ half of 1972, the Japanese media had
swung decisively in favor of the Japanese
government’s position. Earlier, some of the
commentary in mainstream newspapers such
as Mainichi shimbun and Asahi shimbun had
been critical. But now the media rallied behind
the government and there was virtually
unanimous support for the view that the
Senkaku Islands were the inherent territory of
Japan.”

Political organizations and academics followed
suit. The Liberal Democratic Party was the first
to make public its position affirming Japanese
ownership of the Senkakus on March 28, 1972.
Even leftist and progressive parties, which
normally opposed militarism and advocated
Sino-Japanese friendship, fell in line. The Japan
Communist Party issued a commentary on
March 31, voicing agreement with the Okinawa
Legislature’s March 3 resolution which stated
that “Clearly the Senkakus are Japanese
Territory.” The Japan Socialist Party came
around as well on April 13, followed shortly by
the Democratic Socialist Party and the Clean
Government Party.” Academic circles and the
general public too were won over or silenced
by this avalanche of meticulous academic
research, media commentary and party
platforms.*
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Street action and political activism did not play
a major role in Japan over the
Senkaku/Diaoyutai controversy at this time
(unlike the situation in the US, Taiwan and
Hong Kong, as detailed below). However,
public demonstrations by neonationalist
student action committees in April 1972
foreshadowed the future importance of political
theater of the right-wing nationalists in Japan.
These action committees were bused in small
groups to protest at the PRC trade office, The
Association for the Promotion of International
Trade, Japan, and major bus and train stations
in Tokyo, where they shouted “The Senkaku
Islands are the intrinsic territory of Japan,”
“Stop China from illegal seizure of Japan’s
inherent territory—the Senkaku islands,” and
other slogans.”

Taiwan: Government and Academic
Research on Chinese Ownership of the
Diaoyutai Islands

ROC government-sponsored research on the
Diaoyutai issue culminated in a December 1,
1971 report by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
“Research and Analysis of the Sovereignty
Question over the Diaoyutai Islands,” which
summed up the case for Chinese ownership,
and provided historical evidence and an
explanation of why the ROC had not raised the
Diaoyutai sovereignty issue right after World
War I1.*

Taiwan academics had also gotten busy
researching the issue. In comparison to Japan,
Chinese academic research on the disputed
islands was nowhere as extensive and well
financed by the government.” Hongdah Chiu
(Qiu Hongdaf:%:1%), a law professor at
National Chengchi University, did the most
thorough and influential research on the
subject by a Taiwan scholar at the time from
the perspective of international law.*



Chinese student activists in the US also
produced research, pamphlets, periodicals and
polemical literature on the Diaoyutai problem,
and above all, organized street protests. Their
political activism would prove more
consequential than academic publications by
Taiwan scholars.

Origins and Spread of the Defend
Diaoyutai (Baodiao) Movement of
1970-1972

A fiery essay entitled “Defend Diaoyutai!” ({&f#
#1f41), published in the November 1970 issue
of Zhonghua zazhi (*F#EHEE) in Taiwan, was
the clarion call that stirred Chinese students in
the US to action and launched the Defend
Diaoyutai Movement (hereafter the Baodiao
Movement).

“Defend Diaoyutai!” was co-authored by two
National Taiwan University graduate students,
Wang Hsiao-Po (Wang Xiaobo F£BEi7), who
would later play a key role in the Defend
Diaoyutai Movement in Taiwan, and Wang
Shun (FEJH). This essay opened with the
quotation of a stirring May 4" Movement
proclamation, “Chinese territory may be
conquered, but must not be surrendered!
Chinese people may be slain, but will not bow
their heads! (H [ b kb v AR AR 17 A v DLE 3% !

HRER N BT DRk T A AT LUK EE!). A parallel
was thus drawn between imperialist
encroachments on China in the early 20"
century and the Diaoyutai dispute in 1970: now
that Japan had rebuilt itself from the ashes of
defeat and become an economic power, it once
again extended its reach to the Ryukyus and
prepared to occupy the Chinese territory of
Diaoyutai. The essay continued with a survey of
the “ironclad” historical and geographical
evidence for Chinese ownership. But it was its
stirring rhetoric that aroused strong responses.
The US was condemned for its blatant support
for the revival of Japanese imperialism. The
KMT government was taken to task for its weak
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conduct in foreign relations. The essay
concluded: “The earlier generation responded
to Japanese imperialism’s plot to take over
Shandong with the May 4" Movement, and
awoke the national spirit of the Chinese people.
Japanese imperialism was compelled to reveal
its hideous face. Should our generation of
Chinese youth fifty years later just watch
helplessly while our territory was encroached
on through the declarations and secret
agreements of the great powers? ... ‘No! No!
No!” We must demonstrate through our
strength and actions that this generation of
youth has the same capacity and determination
to defend national territory!”®’

The Baodiao Movement originated with the
wide circulation of “Defend Diaoyutai!”, among
Chinese students in the US in late 1970. Robust
Chinese student organizations on a number of
American campuses and vibrant intellectual
networks across America with trans-Pacific
linkages played key roles in the transmission of
information on the Diaoyutai issue and the
mobilization and coordination of political
action. One important network was Dafeng she
(CKJR#t), a cultural society with local chapters
established across the US in 1968 and 1969 by
students from Taiwan. These chapters held
reading and discussion meetings, and
connected through a newsletter, which
graduated to a quarterly (Dafeng jikan KJ&Z
H) in 1970.”® Another important network was
the Kexue yuekan (F}Z2:HTI), a scientific
monthly for Taiwan readers edited and
published by a network of Taiwan graduate
students in the US.* Chinese-language
periodicals published in Hong Kong also played
an important cultural role. Given that the Hong
Kong cultural scene was ideologically diverse
and relatively free from political interference,
as compared to Taiwan or the Mainland, some
of its magazines served as an important
medium for conducting trans-Pacific
conversations on global events and intellectual
currents, questions of diasporic national
identity for the overseas Chinese, the role of



Chinese intellectuals, and the future of China,
Taiwan and Hong Kong.”

At a Dafeng she meeting in Princeton on
November 21, 1970, seven Chinese graduate
students met to discuss “Defend Diaoyutai!”
and the Diaoyutai issue. All agreed that they
had a citizen’s duty to contribute to the defense
of China’s territorial sovereignty, and decided
to mobilize a student movement to defend
Diaoyutai on the model of the US anti-war
movement.”' They notified friends on various
college campuses through the Dafeng she
network, and distributed a bilingual pamphlet,
“What You Should Know about Diaoyutai” (£
H28%401). The group’s request for the support of
a Baodiao Movement by Chinese language
publications in the US was enthusiastically
received at the December 13 meeting of The
Society for the Advancement of Chinese

Publications (#E ATI¥17#iE€) in New York.”

In response to this initiative, a series of
discussion forums were held and Baodiao
action committees established on many US
campuses, including the University of Chicago,
New York University, Columbia University,
University of Wisconsin-Madison, University of
California at Berkeley, and Stanford
University.”> A group of over thirty students
from the East Coast founded the New York
Branch of the Action Committee to Defend
Chinese Territory Diaoyutai ({7 B#y 21T
B B G414 &) on December 22, 1970. They
issued a Declaration to Defend the Chinese
Territory Diaoyutai (fRfgiHEH4HESIAEET),
advocating:

1. Resolutely oppose the revival of Japanese
militarism.

Defend China’s sovereignty over the
Diaoyutai Islands with full strength.
Oppose the American conspiracy
favoring the Sato administration.

Reject any international plan for joint
development before sovereignty has been
settled.”

2.
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The principles enunciated in this declaration
were adopted by the Baodiao action
committees that sprang up on many US
campuses by early 1971.” The Kexue yuekan
network served as a continent-wide forum for
the transmission of news, circulation of political
discussions, and building trust among Baodiao
activists.” On January 4, 1971, 500 copies of its
news bulletin focusing on the Diaoyutai dispute
were sent out to the Kexue yuekan mailing list.
Later that month, Kexue yuekan’s news bulletin
was transformed into a weekly bulletin on
Diaoyutai (#7£ &4 . 7 Baodiao activists and
action committees at various US campuses
produced a substantial amount of publicity
materials, informational pamphlets, and
periodicals that aimed to mobilize public
support for the movement.”

Circulation of information via publications and
discussion forums was followed shortly by
political action in the form of demonstrations
across the US, first on January 29 and 30 and
then on April 9 and 10, 1971. How did the
Baodiao movement succeed to quickly attract
the political participation of significant
numbers of Taiwan and Hong Kong students in
the US, given that many were apolitical,
seeking to settle down in the US and earn the 3
Ps— PhD, Permanent Residence, and
Property?’® Moreover, Taiwan students, who
were educated in a politically repressive
environment that stressed loyalty to the KMT
and penalized unauthorized political actions,
had even more reason to be cautious than their
Hong Kong counterparts. In contrast, Hong
Kong students did not have to fear reprisals by
the KMT government, had much easier access
to leftist publications, and were generally more
open to identification with the PRC."”

The major reason why the Baodiao Movement
gained broad support among Chinese students
in the US was the widely shared public anger at
Japan for its perceived scheme to rob China of
its rightful territory to satiate Japanese greed
for oil. The collective grievance of the Chinese



was triggered by their historical memory of
past Japanese aggression coupled with current
news of Japan’s bullying of the ROC, as
evidenced by Okinawa patrol boats expelling
Taiwanese fishermen from the vicinity of the
Diaoyutai Islands, and the Okinawan
authorities reportedly tearing up the ROC flag
planted by the China Times journalists. This
shared outrage, even more than resource
nationalism, was the fundamental reason for
the rapid spread and passionate character of
the Baodiao Movement.”'

Stirring rhetoric and powerful images in the
Baodiao literature galvanized the hitherto
largely apathetic Chinese students. A major
trope is the Baodiao Movement as the New May
4" Movement (¥ T.VYiE#E)). This was
anticipated by the two Wang’s incorporation of
a May 4" Movement slogan in the beginning
section of their essay “Defend Diaoyutai!”
Berkeley graduate student Guo Songfen’s (¥4
%%) fiery speech at the San Francisco rally on
January 29, 1971, explicitly proclaimed the
date as “the beginning of the Second May 4"
Movement in China.” Guo declared: “If this
[Taiwan] government cannot act in accordance
with the welfare of the people, we must unite
on the basis of the patriotic spirit of May 4™ to
criticize it. If after our criticism and censure,
this government is still dithering around and
going through the motions, and cannot stand
up .. then we should overthrow this
government

The special first issue of the Berkeley Baodiao
Action Committee’s militant newsletter
Zhanbao #¥¥khas on its cover the image of a
raised clenched left fist framed at the top and
the bottom by the slogan “Defend Diaoyutai £+
f#yf1 4" and at the right and the left by the
May 4™ Movement slogan “"Eradicate traitors
internally and resist foreign subjugation
externally N R, #hdisatE.” In  the
background is a map of China and Taiwan, with
an arrow pointing to the approximate location
of the Diaoyutai Islands (Fig. 5).* The explicit
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linkages of their protests to the slogans and the
targets of the May 4™ Movement valorize the
students’ political legitimacy as the latest in a
series of patriotic 20" century Chinese student
movements, and draw present-day parallels to
Japanese aggression and national government
weakness in the May 4" era.*

Cover of Zhanbao’s special issue on the
January 29, 1971 Baodiao demonstration
in San Francisco.

A second and related trope in Baodiao
literature is the evocation of the memory of the
Anti-Japanese War of Resistance, an effective
appeal to the shared sense of injustice aroused
by Japanese militarists again trying to rob the
Chinese people of their sacred territory. The
cover art and its accompanying poem for the
University of Wisconsin’s special issue on the
Baodiao Movement make a strong visual and
rhetorical statement (Fig. 6). A salivating wolf
in a Japanese military uniform has one claw on
Okinawa and another extending towards the
Diaoyutai Islands, while a young Chinese
patriot gets ready to slay it with a spear. The
poem reads:

Eight years of the War of



Resistance are still fresh in our
memory,

Our hot blood boiling, we swear to
protect sovereign rights and fight
for national dignity;

The bones of tens of thousands of
martyrs are still warm, our loyal
hearts are still here,

How can we allow the Japanese
bandits to commit aggression
again?

~
-

P I (N
EraEhie
EFEEEaN

\
|

ok Waw 3w

Eﬁfihﬁé{»‘i&h‘n& ¥
ﬁ

Cover of University of Wisconsin’s special
issue on the Baodiao Movement.

As the movement progressed from the
exchange of information and ideas to the
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planning of protests and demonstrations,
American political and social movements
provided valuable models. A number of Chinese
students who became Baodiao activists had
participated in the social movements in the US
during the 1960s. They were therefore familiar
with the logistics and political requirements of
holding marches, including securing the
necessary official permits, planning routes,
disseminating publicity, and maintaining order.
These skills facilitated the mobilization of the
Baodiao Movement.” Chinese with immigrant
or American born background who had been
involved in community work also acted as
liaisons mobilizing support and participation
from Chinatowns and the wider Chinese
community.”

The First Series of Baodiao Protests in
Late January 1971

As the Baodiao Movement took shape in late
1970 and early 1971, a collective decision was
made by the Baodiao action committees to hold
demonstrations across the United States on
January 30 when the winter break would be
ending.’” Efforts were made to bridge
differences between factions and forge a united
front for the cause of nationalist defense of
Chinese sovereignty. Organizers agreed that
the movement should be “nationalist [rather]
than political” in orientation, so that it would
represent the unity of the Chinese people in
opposition to Japanese militarism. Accordingly,
neither the ROC nor the PRC flags were to be
displayed, and songs and slogans were to refer
only to Chinese compatriots rather than to
specific Chinese regimes.”

The Berkeley Baodiao Action Committee,
however, opted to hold the San Francisco
demonstration one day earlier on January
29.%° The San Francisco protest had a more
diverse constituency and a more radical
platform than the other demonstrations, held a



day later in New York, Washington DC,
Chicago, Los Angeles, Seattle, and Honolulu.
The Berkeley Baodiao Action Committee’s
agenda was unapologetically political rather
than national. It consciously called for unity
with and support from the Bay Area Chinese
American community. It was allied with Wei
Min She, an Asian American activist
organization in San Francisco Chinatown that
was founded in 1971 and included both Asian
American youth as well as students from Hong
Kong and Southeast Asia.”” The San Francisco
rally had a higher proportion of Hong Kong
students and Chinese American youth than the
other rallies. In addition to overseas students
from nine Bay Area campuses, also prominently
present were Cantonese-speaking Chinese
Americans and members of the militant Red
Guards Party, an Asian American youth
organization founded in in San Francisco in
1969.”

As spokesman for the committee at the
demonstration, Liu Daren (%] k%), a doctoral
candidate in political science at UC Berkeley,
called on students and compatriots to unite and
protest to the governments of the US, Japan
and the ROC. Speakers condemned US
monopoly capitalism and imperialism, the
revival of Japanese militarism, and Taipei’s
failure to uphold sovereignty rights and
national dignity.”

Over five hundred demonstrators marched to
the ROC Consulate under the lead banner of
“Dare to Die to Oppose the Selling Out of
Diaoyutai” (%3t ¥H & 5). The protest
letter presented to Consul General Chou T'ung-
hua (Zhou Tonghua J#J/¥#) warned: “We
protest the weak, muddled, fatuous and
impotent attitude demonstrated over the
Diaoyutai affair by the government you
represent. We solemnly warn you: Don’t
twiddle with our sacred territory. All officials
handling the Diaoyutai affair must bear
responsibility to all Chinese people to
absolutely not permit the replay of the
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Nishihara loans that resulted in loss of
sovereign rights and national
humiliation. The demonstrators then
proceeded to the Japanese Consulate, and after
a standoff, a consular representative agreed to
accept their protest letter.”

n93

In contrast, with the exception of the Seattle
demonstration, all of the January 30 protests
targeted the Japanese Consulate but not the
ROC Consulate, to avoid creating the
impression that the movement was directed
against the Taiwan government. Most of the
fifteen hundred protesters in New York were
Taiwan and Hong Kong students from thirty
colleges, along with some Chinese intellectuals
and professionals from the East Coast .” Like
the Berkeley Baodiao Action Committee, the
New York organizers also reached out to the
Chinatown community. I Wor Kuen, the East
Coast equivalent of the San Francisco Red
Guards, participated in the march, but it had to
march at the rear of the contingent and refrain
from carrying the PRC flag or shouting radical
slogans.”

Perhaps the most enduring cultural product of
the Baodiao Movement is “The Diaoyutai
Fighting Song (#f1 & 8Hk),” collectively
composed by the Baodiao Action Committee of
the University of Wisconsin-Madison, and first
sung at the January 30 protest in Chicago:

Amidst rolling and turbulent
waves, in the East China Sea far
way,

Stands a group of beautiful islets.

Diaoyutai, bravely looking down on
the Pacific.

Diaoyutai, defending our bountiful
territorial seas.

The wind roars, the sea howls.



Our sacred territory, the treasured
Diaoyu isles.

Symbolizing that we are heroic and
unafraid of violence.

Diaoyutai, how much laughter you
bring to the fishermen.

Diaoyutai, containing our priceless
treasures.

Roar angrily, Diaoyutai.

We will fight for each inch of earth
and resist till death.

We will show contempt for the
Japanese robbers!”’

YouTube version of song with
interpolated news video clips

The “Diaoyutai Fighting Song” was adopted as
the unofficial anthem of the movement at
subsequent Baodiao protests, both in 1971 and
at the revival of the movement in later decades.

By demonstrating at the San Francisco ROC
Consulate, the Berkeley Baodiao Action
Committee explicitly criticized Taipei for
political inaction and rejected the majority
position that the movement should be
politically nonpartisan in orientation. This
radical stance was confirmed by Guo Songfen’s
article for the first issue of Zhanbao, published
on February 15, “The Diaoyutai Affair — Which
is More Important: Its Nationalist Nature or Its
Political Nature?” The KMT government was
attacked for adopting a docile foreign policy
that played into the hands of the Sato
government’s militarist expansion policy and
made concessions at the expense of the
interests of the nation. Moreover, the article
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charged, intentionally or not, the governments
of Japan and Taiwan were inciting hatred
between the peoples of China and Japan, who
must join forces to oppose such “vicious,
irresponsible behavior.”*

The anti-imperialist struggle of the Asian
peoples was linked to the Asian American fight
for social justice. Zhanbao denounced KMT
White Terror tactics in Taiwan and Chinese
America. Also under fire were Chinatown
institutions controlled by older generations
with close and long-standing ties to the KMT,
such as the Chinese Consolidated Benevolent
Association and Young China Morning News
(/4EF R ), founded in 1910 by the
Revolutionary Alliance (Tongmenghuil] &),
the precursor to the KMT. The
ultraconservative leaders of the old Chinatown
organizations were deemed too focused on
supporting the KMT and unable to address the
needs of the Chinese community. The
Chinatown old guard’s close links with the KMT
also made it an impediment to the Baodiao
Movement. In the words of Zhanbao, “This
movement raised the political consciousness
and interest in politics of the Chinese
community, letting it disengage from the
propaganda of KMT’s Chinese Consolidated
Benevolent Association. This is a very
meaningful and worthwhile endeavor.” *

Thus, Berkeley’s action committee presented a
radical internationalist perspective that sought
to embrace all peoples in a united front against
militarism and imperialism, as well as
foreshadowing the future splintering of the
Baodiao Movement into political factions.
However, at this early stage of the movement,
most participants remained committed to a
nationalist alliance against Japanese
encroachment on Diaoyutai. The KMT’s
mishandling of the controversy would change
all that.

Taipei’s Reactions to the Baodiao



Movement

Central Daily News reported on the
mobilization of overseas Chinese students on
the east coast to defend Diaoyutai just one day
after the formation of the New York Baodiao
Action Committee on December 22, 1970. As
early as January 5, 1971, Taipei received
alarming reports from ROC diplomats in the US
that students were planning protest marches
on January 30 and initiating signature drives
demanding that the ROC government defend
Diaoyutai sovereignty.'*

ROC Foreign Minister Wei Tao-ming
recognized that Taipei was in a bind. Letting
the student movement develop freely would
strengthen the government’s position in
negotiations with Japan and the US. But
actively pursuing sovereignty claims and failing
to rein in the Baodiao Movement would
complicate ROC-Japan and ROC-US relations at
a time when international support for its UN
membership was waning. The ROC
government’s avoidance of open conflicts with
either Japan or the US created a strong
impression that Taipei was unwilling or unable
to fight for Chinese sovereignty. Wei was
concerned about the negative impact on the
ROC’s competition with the PRC over the
hearts and minds of the overseas Chinese,'” a
fear borne out by subsequent developments.

Official newspapers and publications, driven by
the KMT’s anti-Communist logic, consistently
conveyed the view that the Baodiao Movement
was manipulated and used by the
Communists.'” ROC diplomatic personnel and
KMT officials also tried to suppress or disrupt
the activities of the movement. These measures
alienated overseas students who felt they were
unfairly labeled as reds, and led many to
eventually lose faith in the Taipei government
and identify instead with the PRC.'*”

In January of 1971, under direction from the
central government, ROC consular officials
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attended Diaoyutai discussion forums held on
various campuses to reassure students of the
government’s determination and to dispel their
suspicions. But Taipei provided the diplomats
in the US with no concrete details on how the
government was managing the Diaoyutai
problem. Consequently, they were unable to
respond adequately to the students’ sharp
questions and allay their concerns.'”

Following the January 29 and 30
demonstrations, consular officials recognized
that students demanded concrete action not
just reassuring words, and recommended that
Taipei provide hard information on its
negotiations with the US and Japan. They also
pointed out that postponing talks on Diaoyutai
ownership while conducting talks on joint
development would aggravate student
concerns, and warned that if students
continued to be dissatisfied with government
actions, the Baodiao movement could well
morph into an anti-government movement.'”

The Taipei government decided to dispatch two
officials to the United States to “advise and
guide” (shudao#i’®&) the Taiwan students,
reassuring them on the government’s position
on Diaoyutai and preventing them from
becoming subverted by Communist activists.'*

Between mid-February and mid-March,
Education Ministry official Yao Shun (%k%%) and
KMT Central Committee official Zeng
Guangshun (1 f#JiH) traveled throughout the
US, and consulted with local consular officials,
KMT chapter members, and Chinese scholars
and students. Unfortunately, Yao was no better
briefed on what concrete actions might have
been taken by the Taipei government than the
ROC diplomats in the US. He was therefore
unable to answer many of the students’ pointed
questions at Diaoyutai discussion forums held
on over ten university campuses. As described
in sarcastic student reports on his trip, Yao was
the one who was being advised and guided.'”



Zeng, Yao and ROC Ambassador to the US
Chow Shu-kai concluded that Taipei must
undertake appropriate measures to address the
concerns of the students.'”® Yao Shun
emphasized that the government should listen
to the students’ demands: (1) Send naval
vessels to patrol the Diaoyutai maritime region;
(2) Stop for the time being talks on the joint
development of maritime resources with Japan
and South Korea; and (3) Make a formal
declaration about Diaoyutai being Chinese
territory. Yao argued that implementing these
three measures would meet the bottom line of
student demands and bring an end to their
protests. This militant proposal was rejected
due to the strong opposition of some senior
KMT elders and officials.'”

On February 23, 1971, the ROC under public
pressure finally asserted territorial claims
publicly for the first time, moving beyond
simply rejecting Japan’s claims and behind-the-
scene negotiations. Foreign Minister Wei Tao-
Ming declared at an open session of the
Legislative Yuan: “Our disagreement is based
on ground that from historical, geographical
and usage viewpoints, these islets should
belong to Taiwan. Our views and position on
this issue have been repeatedly communicated
to the Japanese government [but not made
public previously]. What is involved in the case
of the Tiao-Yu-Tai Islets is sovereign rights and
we shall not yield even inch of land or piece of
rock.”'"

The Second Series of Baodiao Protests in
Early April 1971

This public declaration of Taiwan’s territorial
rights over Diaoyutai, however, was insufficient
to assuage the Chinese public in the United
States. In March of 1971, 523 eminent Chinese
scholars in the United States sent an open
letter to Chiang Kai-shek. The Chinese
professors demanded the defense of rights over
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the islands and refusal to engage in joint
development of oil resources before settlement
of the sovereignty issue.'"’

Berkeley’s Baodiao Action Committee initiated
an open letter to Chiang Kai-shek that was
supported by 60 Baodiao action committees
and sent to Taipei on March 12. It insisted on a
government response to ten demands,
including a declaration to the world and
concerned governments by March 29 that
Diaoyutai was inviolable Chinese territory, a
strong and publicized protest to the
government of Japan for its barbaric acts of
aggression, and dispatching troops to occupy
the islands and naval boats to patrol the
surrounding seas to safeguard China’s
sovereignty and the fishermen’s safety. The
ROC government remained silent.'"

The first round of demonstrations had not led
to any substantive visible action on the part of
the Taipei government. The students were
concerned that it might abandon its claims to
the islands to preserve its UN seat, and were
also upset at perceived US favoritism towards
Japan.''> KMT officials and consular staff
alienated many Chinese students, for they
seemed only interested in tamping down
student protests, and failed to provide either
accurate information back to Taipei or
information on government policies in response
to the students’ questions. The KMT press’s
labeling of students as Communist conspirators
or as innocent dupes being used by Communist
bandits and fellow travelers had already
antagonized many.'"* Even worse, KMT agents
on US campuses engaged in sabotage and
intimidation: anonymous letters attacking
students involved in the Baodiao movement,
planting sugar in the fuel tanks of Baodiao
activists’ cars, and mobilizing parents to write
letters to dissuade students from
participation.'”’

The local Baodiao action committees therefore
agreed to hold a second series of protests on



April 10, 1971. The Berkeley Baodiao Action
Committee again opted to hold its
demonstration in San Francisco a day early.
Compared to the first series of protests,
participants in this round of demonstrations
had hardened their position considerably
against the ROC government.

At the San Francisco protest on April 9, over
five hundred participants, including students
from twelve colleges and universities,
Chinatown residents, and others gathered in
Portsmouth Square [video recorded by Lau
Shing-hon 2 : Part 1; Part 2]. Student
speakers condemned Japanese militarist
aggression, unprincipled US support for Japan,
and the KMT government’s feeble handling of
the Diaoyutai sovereignty issue and its
censorship and repression of patriotic students.
The rally was interrupted by five or six thugs
hired by Chinatown leaders. They charged the
podium, grabbed the microphone, and engaged
in fisticuffs with demonstrators. The thugs
were neutralized by the crowd and ran away
when the police arrived."*

After the incident, the demonstrators
regrouped and marched to the ROC Consulate.
En route more Chinese and American youth
joined the march. Consul-General Chou
T’unghua (Zhou Tonghua/# ¥ #£) recited some
generalities in response to the demands raised
by the protest letter, furthering angering the
demonstrators. The protesters then proceeded
to the Japanese Consulate and the Federal
Building where they presented their protest
letter, before concluding with rousing slogans
and songs.'"

On April 10, about 2,500 protesters all over the
US and Canada marched in Washington DC
(Fig. 7). Li Woyan (Z##),''® a postdoctoral
fellow in physics at Columbia University, was
principal coordinator and chair. Many
demonstrators were taken by surprise when
they saw Li and other leftist leaders donning
red armbands, an insignia of the Cultural
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Revolution, a sign that the radicals were in
control and breaking with the earlier consensus
within the movement that the protests should
focus on unity and not highlight ideological
differences."”

The Baodiao demonstration in
Washington, DC on April 10, 1971.

The demonstrators’ first stop was the US
Department of State. Three representatives
met with Thomas Shoesmith, head of the ROC
desk, who simply repeated the American
position of not taking sides on the territorial
dispute. The next stop was the ROC Embassy
where the three representatives met with
Ambassador Chow Shu-kai and asked him
about the ten demands in the open letter dated
March 12. Ambassador Chow indicated that he
did not know about the contents of the letter,
and emphasized that he could not respond on
behalf of the government, but could only
express his personal opinion. He declined to
respond to the crowd outside directly. The
protesters were upset.'*’

The final stop was the Japanese Embassy. When
the representatives raised the question of
sovereignty over Diaoyutai, a Japanese
diplomat answered to each question: “No


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=l1P-ZQqUmQo
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TPGH3A_f7Us

comment!” When the representatives pressed
the diplomat on why there was no comment,
the response was: “Didn’t your government
representatives also say ‘no comment’ to each
question?” This was a sarcastic reference to the
response by Foreign Ministry spokesman Wei
Yusun (3£)%7%) on September 18, 1970, when
he was asked about the Okinawan removal of
the ROC flag planted at Diaoyutai by the China

Times journalists."*'

Disappointed by the results of the protest,
three to four hundred demonstrators met that
evening at the University of Maryland to
discuss future directions. Some argued strongly
for withdrawing support for the KMT
government that paid no heed to student
demands and was unable to defend national
territory. Instead, the movement should turn to
the PRC for protecting Diaoyutai sovereignty
and support its entry into the UN.'*

The second issue of Berkeley Baodiao Action
Committee’s Zhanbao, published in June of
1971, both heightened the radical tone of the
first issue and broadened the range of issues.
As Jian Yiming (#§3#]) has pointed out in a
pioneering essay, Hong Kong magazines in the
1960s and the 1970s constituted a significant
platform for political and literary discourse
among Chinese intellectuals in Taiwan, Hong
Kong and the US, who shared an oppositional
stance toward the KMT government and an
optimistic and romanticized view of the PRC
and the Cultural Revolution. Guo Songfen was
a participant as reader and author in this
intellectual exchange, and his essays for
Zhanbao were in many respects extensions of
political discourse carried on in Pan Ku (Pan Gu
#7), ' a Hong Kong magazine founded by a
group of nationalistic intellectuals in 1967."*

In that year, Bao Yiming (f225%), a Taiwan
intellectual who had moved to Hong Kong via
Columbia University, published under the
pseudonym Bao Cuoshi (fi#541) a highly
influential article in Pan Ku entitled “Study the
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Whole China — From Bandit Studies to
National Studies#7t 4 [EH— HEEENE 2 H1E.”
Bao, who later became a leader in the Hong
Kong Baodiao Movement, was initiating a
dialogue with overseas Chinese students and
those preparing to study abroad, arguing that
they, along with warlords and compradors, had
been three pillars of foreign domination of
China. Corrupted by KMT propaganda and
Western education demonizing Communist
China, the overseas students should move from
the biased perspective of “bandit studies” (HE
%) to “national studies” ([#1%) to better
understand China and Taiwan. His articles,
authored singly and co-authored with various
Hong Kong collaborators and published in Pan
Ku and other Hong Kong magazines, created a
huge storm in Chinese literary circles.'”

Particularly important is Bao Cuoshi’s article
on “Overseas Chinese’s Divisions, Homecoming
and Opposition to Independenceifi#h 1A 115>
24, [nEREL " (1967), co-signed by over ten
Hong Kong intellectuals as representing their
consensus. Bao et al. were addressing the
alienation of the overseas Chinese under
conditions of political division and spiritual
exile. While the Chiang regime was dividing
China politically, Taiwan independence would
divide China ethnically, pitting Taiwanese
against Mainlanders. The overseas Chinese
must “come home” to the People’s Republic of
China, since, despite authoritarian rule and
collective regimentation, the Communist
government was the first one in China’s history
to fully mobilize the Chinese people, unleash
their full potential, and make full use of China’s
land resources."”

These Pan Ku articles initiated the idea of
“national studies” and the homecoming
discourse, which were expanded on and given a
concrete map for implementation by Guo
Songfen and the Berkeley Baodiao Action
Committee.'” Two of Guo’s articles for the
second issue of Zhanbao reflected similar
consciousness, analytical methods, and



philosophy of practice as those of Bao et al.’s
essays. “Overthrow the Clique of Doctoral
Compradors! #Jf1# 1+ E 4" pointed out
the “comprador” nature of the KMT
government, both on the mainland and on
Taiwan, which professed loyalty to the US
government and acted as apologist for
American imperialism in East Asia. Those
“slaves of foreigners” who studied in American
institutions of higher learning were the most
important national puppets bowing to the
American empire, identifying with American
interests, and serving invasive American
culture. They were dedicated to the direct or
indirect support of American colonization, and
absolutely opposed to challenging the colonial
conditions of the American military presence.
American social science pretended to be
objective, but in reality supported the American
status quo. Overseas students blindly applying
this social science to Taiwan were reinforcing
American colonization of Taiwan’s culture and
thought.'*

“Taiwan Independence Extremism and Big
Nation Chauvinism & %k 3= 78 B V) 3 3=
" criticized the Taiwan Independence
Movement. But Guo also admitted that the
unification movement might bring big nation
chauvinism, as independence advocates feared.
Guo stated that his identification with the PRC
was not based on the illusions of the “Big
Nation,” but on the ideals of socialism. He
expressed sympathy for those independence
advocates whose families had suffered
grievously during the February 28 Incident of
1947, when over 10,000 members of the
Taiwanese elite were killed. But he argued that
Taiwan independence was illusory, for in the
end the political and cultural control of Taiwan
by the American and Japanese imperialists
would be inevitable. Guo’s view was more
substantial and empathetic than Hong Kong’s
homecoming discourse, which criticized Taiwan
independence mercilessly and took an
optimistic view of unification.'”
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To know China through “national studies” and
the acceptance of “homecoming” to the PRC
would become the direction of the Baodiao
Movement following the disappointing April 10
protests.

The KMT’s Last Stand to Dissuade the US
from Turning Over the Islands to Japan

Was the charge of KMT incompetence and lack
of action by the radical Baodiao activists
justified? Undoubtedly Taipei’s paranoia about
the student movement, its repressive measures
and its lack of transparency in policy making
and diplomatic negotiations seriously
undermined its legitimacy. Its conduct of
foreign relations was hampered by the growing
weakness of its international position and fear
of losing Japanese and American support for its
membership in the UN. Prioritization of
keeping Taiwan’s UN seat over defense of
Diaoyutai rights kept the ROC government
from pressing too hard and too openly on the
Diaoyutai issue with Japan and the US. In any
event, Japan consistently refused to conduct
substantive conversations with Taiwan on the
sovereignty issue despite an American initiative
asking Japan to do so."”

The ROC could also have moved with greater
urgency and timeliness in its dealings with the
US on the issue. Nonetheless, the ROC never
compromised on its sovereignty claims to
Diaoyutai, and it would be difficult to disagree
with Chiang Kai-shek’s assessment in his April
7, 1971 diary entry that a military solution of
the Diaoyutai problem as demanded by militant
Baodiao activists was beyond Taiwan’s
capability and might even seriously expose the
island to the risk of a Communist invasion.'”

On March 15, 1971, Ambassador Chow Shu-kai
presented a Note Verbale to the US State
Department, reiterating Taiwan’s rights to
Diaoyutai on the basis of history, geography,
usage and law, and demanding that the US



respect these rights and return the islands to
the ROC before ending its occupation of
Okinawa.'”

On April 2, Chiang Kai-shek, seeing the US as
the key for resolving the sovereignty dispute,
telegraphed Chow to negotiate with the US on
the Diaoyutai issue."” On April 12, Ambassador
Chow called on President Nixon and National
Security Adviser Henry Kissinger for his
farewell before he departed for Taipei to
assume the post of Minister of Foreign Affairs.
Chow asserted that while the Japanese “didn’t
care how the Senkakus were administered,”
“For the Chinese though, the issue of
nationalism was deeply involved.” Not just
Chinese students but also scientists, engineers
and professionals had participated in the
protests on April 10. If Taipei failed to defend
Diaoyutai, then the overseas Chinese including
the intellectuals would feel that they would
have to “go to the other side,” i.e. Beijing.

Kissinger promised to look into the matter
further."* NSC staff member John D. Holdridge
prepared a memorandum with his comments on
Senkaku Islands for Kissinger to review on
April 13. Holdridge’s memorandum stated that
the US would return the Ryukyu and Senkaku
islands to Japan in 1972, but would take no
position on the sovereignty of the Senkakus,
leaving it for the contesting countries to settle.
Kissinger wrote this comment by hand: “But
that’s nonsense since it gives islands to Japan.
How can we get a more neutral position?”'*’

On June 4, 1971, James Shen, the new ROC
ambassador to the US, pleaded for the last time
in vain with Assistant Secretary of State
Marshall Green for the US to not turn over
Diaoyutai together with Okinawa but to treat it
as a separate issue."

The April 12 meetings of Chow with Nixon and
Kissinger and the June 4 meeting of Shen and
Green illustrated that the ROC had belatedly
recognized the serious implications of student

22

15]22 2

activism for the political legitimacy of the KMT,
and that Nixon and Kissinger had also been
unaware of the gravity of the Diaoyutai issue or
the US neutrality principle till the April 12
meeting. The outcome might have been
different had the ROC pressed its case in a
more formal and urgent manner and brought
the issue to the attention of Nixon and
Kissinger earlier.

The last hope for the ROC came on June 7,
when Ambassador at Large David Kennedy was
in Taiwan for negotiations on the textile trade.
Kennedy recommended that Washington make
a concession to Taipei to break the negotiation
impasse, specifically to “withhold turning the
Senkaku Islands over to Japanese
administrative control under the Okinawa
Reversion Treaty.” Kennedy argued that this
would induce the ROC to come to an
agreement, which in turn would strengthen
America’s bargaining position vis-a-vis Hong
Kong, South Korea and Japan, the last having
engaged in protracted and difficult textile
negotiations with the US since 1969.
Unfortunately for Taiwan, on June 8 President
Nixon agreed with Kissinger’s strong warning
on the potentially serious damage to US-Japan
relations, and ruled that “the deal has gone too
far and too many commitments made to back
off now.” On June 17, the US and Japan signed
the Okinawa Reversion Treaty, but the US
retained the neutrality doctrine, meaning that
the return of administrative rights over the
Senkakus to Japan would “in no way prejudice
the underlying claims of the republic of
China.”"”’

Deepening Factional Divides among
Baodiao Activists in the US

The April 10 demonstrations marked a turning
point in the Baodiao movement, which split into
three directions. A leftist faction identified with
the PRC and sought national unification under
Beijing. A rightist faction was composed of



KMT loyalists strongly committed to anti-
Communism, but with some members
supporting reform in Taiwan. A middle faction
focused on fighting for social justice in
Taiwan.'”

Disillusionment with the ROC coupled with an
idealization of the Cultural Revolution as a
progressive transformation led many Chinese
in the US to turn to the PRC as sole legitimate
government of China. This rosy picture of the
Cultural Revolution provided the inspirational
ideological foundation and the galvanizing
guide to action for Baodiao leftists as they
shifted in late 1971 from defense of Diaoyutai
per se to working for national unification."”

Why did so many Chinese students, professors
and professionals in the US turn to the PRC
and even endorse its Cultural Revolution,
despite the fact that some were critical of its
excesses and atrocities? As Baodiao participant
Paul Shui (Shui Binghe /K3 #/1) explains, for the
leftists, “Even though China remained poor, it
had developed a selfless, egalitarian, rational
new society that surpassed all other countries
in the world ... They came to perceive Taiwan
as a puppet of American imperialism ... China
was on the road to achieve a utopia through its
transformation by the Cultural
Revolution.”'*® The PRC’s successful nuclear
bomb tests and satellite launches and its
defiance of the Americans and the Soviets fed
the hopes of the overseas Chinese for a strong
China. They were heavily influenced by the
publications about China they found in their
university libraries, including The Selected
Works of Mao Zedong, People’s Pictorial, Red
Flag, and Edgar Snow’s Red Star over China.
Films such as Felix Greene’s documentaries on
China and the song and dance epic The East is
Red conveyed a positive and stirring picture of
China. The thinking of some were also
influenced by the intellectual trends of the
American New Left, which opposed the
American capitalist class oppression of
minorities internally and exploitation of the
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Third World externally, as indicated by
Washington’s support of the corrupt
government of South Vietnam and its counter-
insurgency to suppress people’s liberation
movements. Finally, the American New Left
idealized China and Cuba as Third World
countries that found a self-reliant path to build
a just society."

Students in the leftist faction now doubted the
versions of history and understanding of
political reality they were taught, and sought
answers in library resources of US universities.
During the months of May and June, 1971,
many Baodiao committees engaged in the study
of modern history, organized commemorations
of the May 4™ Movement, and conducted
cultural activities such as the staging of
progressive plays and the screenings of PRC
films. They also made connections with the
Sino-American Friendship Association.'*

Between May and September of 1971, many
Baodiao action committees were reorganized as
study societies for state affairs (guoshi
yanjiushe [B2%f%4t). Between June and
October of 1971, Baodiao leftists organized
seven regional conferences on state affairs ([
#& %), with a focus on problems and issues in
Mainland China and Taiwan, and with the
number of participants ranging from about fifty
to over five hundred.'*® The conference at
Brown University from August 20 to August 22
was a clear indication of the continuing
leftward lurch of many Baodiao activists. The
agenda consisted of presentations on and
discussions of social and political issues in
Taiwan and the PRC.'"** About 400 people
attended, of whom no more than five were
supporters of the KMT government. The
conference ended by passing a resolution that
the PRC government was the only legal
government to represent China, with 118 yes
votes, and a single no vote.'*

This series of regional conferences culminated
in the US Conference on State Affairs (435 &



K#r), called by various Baodiao action
committees to further discuss and deepen the
understanding of social and political conditions
in the PRC and Taiwan.'*® The conference took
place in Ann Arbor from September 3 to 5,
1971. The emerging split between leftists and
rightists, with moderates in the middle, became
irrevocable there. The organizers had invited
all factions to participate, including Taiwan
independence advocates and the Third Force
(45 =%47) that identified with neither the KMT
nor the CCP. James Shen, the ROC ambassador
to the US, and Huang Hua (#%), the PRC
Ambassador to Canada, were also invited but
did not attend."’

Whether the conference was truly open to
different perspectives is a matter of some
dispute. Rightists and moderates complained
that leftists dominated the agenda and the
proceedings. They were dismayed to encounter
a highly charged atmosphere, which featured
the flying of red flags, the singing of
Communist anthems, the glorification of the
PRC, and the severe criticism of those who
embraced a middle way. Not a single supporter
of the Taipei government was allowed to speak
from the podium.'*® The conference organizers,
on the other hand, claimed that everyone who
had requested a time slot in advance was
accommodated. They countered that those who
complained about not getting speaking time
failed to contact the organizers before the
conference, and only objected after the first
day of the conference.'*

What is beyond dispute is that most KMT
loyalists, about thirty in number, withdrew
after the first day. Organizers claimed that they
offered those few who stayed to elect a
representative to make a presentation, even
though they had not requested time in advance.
But their offer was not accepted, and
consequently, advocates of national unification,
Taiwan independence and the Third Force all
had opportunities to present their views, but no
KMT representative spoke."”
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The set of resolutions that was passed at the
Ann Arbor Conference reflected the platform of
the leftist or unification faction:"™"

1. Oppose international conspiracies
advocating “Two Chinas” or “One China,
One Taiwan.”

. All foreign military presence must be
evacuated from Chinese territory.

. Taiwan is a part of China. The Taiwan

question must be settled by the Chinese

people (including the people on Taiwan)
themselves.

Oppose any political party that sells out

Chinese territorial sovereignty rights.

. Recognize the People’s Republic of China
as the only legal government of China."”

KMT loyalists organized a protest opposing the
entry of the PRC into the UN on September 21,
1971. Despite the inevitability of the outcome,
this demonstration attracted over 6,000 people,
including a large majority of Chinese
immigrants and Chinese Americans and about
1,500 overseas students. A counter-
demonstration by pro-PRC elements in contrast
only drew just over 600 people, including
members of the Black Panther Party and Puerto
Rican activists, according to pro-KMT accounts.
The leftists marched under the PRC flag and
with large photos of Mao Zedong, a first in
Chinese demonstrations in America. A clash
between the two sides almost ensued but was
prevented by police intervention."”

After the Ann Arbor conference, the left wing of
the Baodiao Movement shifted its focus entirely
to the unification of China. With the loosening
of American restrictions on travel to the PRC, a
number of prominent Chinese scholars and
delegations from the US visited China from the
summer of 1971, and brought back rosy reports
about the achievements of the PRC, which
further fed the enthusiasm for imminent
unification."™

In October of 1971, the US Congress held



hearings on the Okinawa Reversion Treaty. The
Baodiao action committees of Delaware and
Baltimore along with activists from other
regions organized a small lobbying group. The
Chinese witnesses demanded that Congress
adopt a neutral position with respect to the
Diaoyutai sovereignty issue, or, better yet, omit
Diaoyutai from the final treaty. On November
10, the treaty passed with 84 ayes and 6 nays.
Diaoyutai would be transferred but the
neutrality principle would be retained."’

On October 25, the UN General Assembly voted
to expel the ROC and to seat the PRC. On
November 1, the PRC flag was raised in the UN
Square for the first time. A meeting calling for
Chinese unification was convened at Columbia
University on December 24 and 25, 1971.
Members of the Baodiao Delegation Number
Zero (a group of Baodiao leftists who had
visited the PRC and met with Zhou Enlai in late
1971) and others reported glowingly on
developments in the PRC.'"® The Action
Committee for the Unification of China (4%t
—{TE)Z B &) was formed, with branches
throughout the US. The Baodiao action
committees at Berkeley and UCLA issued a
draft for the launching of the China Unification
Movement, demanding that the US immediately
cease its policy of supporting the Chiang Kai-
shek clique, recognize the PRC as the only legal
government of China, and cancel the US-ROC
Mutual Defense Treaty. It also demanded that
the Taipei regime admit the guilt of conniving
with foreign imperialism to surrender
sovereign rights and bring shame to the nation,
and oppressing the people internally by ruling
through the secret police and an anti-
Communist policy that violated the people’s
welfare. The declaration further demanded that
the KMT government be dissolved within one

year."”’

KMT loyalists responded by convening a
conference in Washington DC from December
25 to December 28, 1971, which culminated in
the formation of the Free Chinese Association
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of the United States or Aimeng (literally “Anti-
Communist and Patriotic Alliance of Chinese
Students in the US” 43 [ [ £ i 3 55 5] B
#). The organization proposed political
reforms in the ROC and supported opposition
to the Communist United Front and to Taiwan
independence."”

On May 13, 1972, two days before the
reversion of Okinawa, a final round of
demonstrations took place, with left and right
factions organizing separate rallies under
different flags. About a thousand people
marched in New York under the sponsorship of
Aimeng and the Chinese Chamber of
Commerce. The leftists held a separate
demonstration in Washington DC, with six to
eight hundred people participating. In Los
Angeles, around three hundred people
protested.'”

After the reversion of Okinawa, except for a
brief flare-up in Hong Kong in 1978 (discussed
below), the Baodiao Movement went into
dormancy until 1990. The profound historical
grievances that the Chinese have against Japan
would, however, reanimate Diaoyutai protests
again. In contrast, an effort to mobilize a
Chinese protest in the US against South
Vietnam'’s seizure of some Spratly features in
1973 failed to muster much enthusiasm, given
China’s lack of historical grievances against
Vietnam.'”

Aftermath of the Baodiao Movement in the
US

The reluctance of the PRC to receive large
numbers of Chinese returnees at that time,
along with the blacklisting of Baodiao leftists
from Taiwan by the KMT government,
precluded most of them from going to the
mainland or returning to Taiwan. A very small
number did move to the mainland in the 1970s.
But most settled down in North



America.'® About 100 leftists entered UN
service as interpreters for the PRC.'"

The Baodiao Movement planted the seeds of
social service in many former
participants.'”® Many became involved in
community and social work.'®* Others
established stores selling mainland
merchandise or bookstores featuring PRC
publications. Faculty and students continued to
hold cultural activities throughout the 1970s to
promote a better understanding of Mainland
China.'” Other former Baodiao activists who
stayed in the US retained a commitment to
service on the mainland, Taiwan and Hong
Kong.'”

As for rightists or KMT loyalists from Taiwan in
the Baodiao Movement, a significant
percentage — perhaps one quarter—returned
to Taiwan, with close to half working in
academia, over one quarter in business and the
professions, and under 15% in politics.'®® Shen
Chun-shan (Shen Junshanyt#1li), a physics
professor at Purdue University who was
prevented from speaking at the Ann Arbor
Conference by the leftists, returned to Taiwan
and worked for the protection of human rights
and moderating cross-strait tensions.'”

Lin Shiaw Shin (Lin Xiaoxin ##1%), co-founder
of the Kexue yuekan, was a leftist, but chose
not to align with pro-unification leftists.
Instead, the politically unaffiliated Lin
dedicated himself to the democratization of
Taiwan. He founded the Society in Support of
the Democracy Movement in Taiwan (£ K+
EE) % @), which conducted forums and
summer camps in the US, and contributed to
various social causes in Taiwan, including
environmental issues, political prisoners, rights
for the indigenous peoples, and Taiwan nativist
literature.'® Finally allowed to return to Taiwan
in 1988, Lin devoted himself to social justice,
community education and the Baodiao cause till
his death in 2015."
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The Baodiao Movement in Taiwan,
1971-1972

The Baodiao Movement raised the political
consciousness of the Taiwan Chinese, first
among graduate students, college faculty and
professionals in the US in 1970, and then
spreading to Taiwan college campuses in early
1971. Despite efforts by the KMT to control the
news, students in Taiwan received Baodiao
news and publications through mailing
initiatives by the US Baodiao action
committees.'””" The campus environment
became highly politicized. University students
in Taiwan held discussion forums and protest
marches at the US and Japanese embassies.
National Taiwan University students
spontaneously branched from Baodiao to
embracing the causes of freedom and
democracy and working for social justice in
society at large outside the campus. The
student movement triggered a backlash from
the KMT, and ended with the investigation and
arrests of involved faculty and students in
February of 1973.

Overseas students from Hong Kong and
elsewhere took the lead in taking up the
Defend Diaoyutai cause and breaking the taboo
confining student political activities to campus
in Taiwan. Those overseas Chinese students
coming from the discriminatory anti-Chinese
environment of many Southeast Asian countries
and South Korea often had a more deep-seated
political consciousness of being Chinese than
their Taiwan counterparts.'”” Overseas Chinese
students from Hong Kong and elsewhere lacked
the political baggage of Taiwan students
brought up under the White Terror.
Accordingly, they came to constitute the
vanguard of the Baodiao Movement in
Taiwan.'”

The wave of Diaoyutai protests in Taiwan was
triggered on April 12, 1971, when the Alumni
Association of Tak Ming Middle School (7 i/
Wi K &), a KMT-affiliated school in Hong



Kong, put up a poster on the National Taiwan
University campus, declaring that “Diaoyutai
belongs to us, we resolutely oppose the
unreasonable demand of Japan, the ridiculous
decision of the US, we support the [ROC]
government forever!” Similar posters were
mounted by the Society of Overseas Chinese
Students at National Taiwan University (5 Kf&
£ 4t) and the Hong Kong-Macau Student
Association (MH[F] £ Er) .

On April 13, the Union of Student
Representatives (fLHi®) and other Taiwan
student organizations at National Taiwan
University also put up posters declaring
support of the government on Diaoyutai,
opposition to the US favoring Japan, and
warning Japan “not to repeat disastrous
imperialist policies.” Particularly eye-catching
and inspirational was a banner hung from the
fourth floor of the Institute for Agricultural
Promotion right at the campus entrance, with
the giant characters, “Chinese territory may be
conquered, but must not be surrendered!
Chinese people may be slain, but will not bow
their heads!” By invoking this May 4"
proclamation (as Wang Hsiao-po and Wang
Shun had done earlier in “Defend Diaoyutai!”),
student activists were legitimizing their actions
by linking them to the patriotic May 4"
Movement for self-protection, given the
political sensitivity of student movements under
martial law.'™

This chain reaction of Hong Kong and other
overseas students taking the lead in Diaoyutai
protests followed by Taiwan students
participating was repeated on several
campuses, at National Taiwan Normal
University on April 13 and April 14, and at
National Chengchi University on April 14 and
April 15."°

Overseas Chinese students organized the first
off-campus protests on April 14 and April 15,
breaking for the first time the taboo banning
off-campus student political activities.'”” On the
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morning of April 14, about two hundred
overseas Chinese students from National
Taiwan University marched to the Japanese
Embassy to hand over a protest letter.'”® In the
late afternoon the same day, a group of twelve
students from Chengchi University carried a
protest letter signed by over 1,000 faculty
members and students to the US and Japanese
embassies.'”” On the following day, over a
thousand overseas Chinese and Taiwan
students, drawn from National Taiwan
University, National Taiwan Normal University
and National Chengchi University marched to
the US Embassy to turn in a protest letter to
Ambassador Walter McConaughy.'®® A protest
march planned for April 16 by overseas
Chinese and Hong Kong and Macau student
organizations at Taiwan Normal was called off
due to the intervention of an official from the
Overseas Community Affairs Council (f§#%Z: &
). But on April 17, students held a protest
march around the campus, and initiated protest
letters sent to the US and Japanese embassies
that were signed in blood by about two
thousand students."

At a discussion forum held on the National
Taiwan University campus in the evening of
April 16, Wang Hsiao-po, now a lecturer in the
Philosophy Department, declared that The
Defend Diaoyutai Permanent Committee was
established, receiving a thunderous applause
and affirmation from the floor. Four days later,
National Taiwan University’s Baodiao
Committee held its first event, a discussion
forum on the Diaoyutai problem featuring
prominent academic and government
speakers.'®’

On each day between April 15 and April 24 of
1971 (except for April 19 and April 23),
students at different campuses all over Taiwan
took turns holding forums on campus,
protesting at the US and Japanese embassies,
or petitioning the KMT Central Committee. In
addition to those already mentioned,
participating universities included Tamkang



University, National Chung Hsing University,
Tunghai University, and Maritime College.'®

Most placards carried by protesters had
mainstream slogans supporting the KMT
government. The overseas Chinese students,
however, were often more radical and intense
than their Taiwan comrades. Yau Lop Poon (Qiu
Libenifi74%), then a Hong Kong student at
National Chengchi University and one of the
chief protest organizers, boldly wrote on his
placard the provocative question, “How much
money did trading Diaoyutai earn?” Zhang
Enpu (5=12i#), Yau's fellow student at National
Chengchi University who was from Korea,
threatened to self-immolate by fire if the
university president suppressed the Baodiao
Movement on campus.'*

The climax of the Taiwan Baodiao Movement
came on June 17, 1971, the date of the signing
of the Okinawa Reversion Treaty by the US and
Japan. Two days earlier, the National Taiwan
University Baodiao Committee had met and
decided on a protest on June 16, and had
requested assistance from the university
administration. The administration tried
unsuccessfully to dissuade the students, and
sought instructions from the government.
Approval was finally given, but subject to four
conditions: the number of demonstrators
should be as few as possible; the planned
program should be as simple as possible; the
route of the march should be as short as
possible; the time should be as brief as
possible. To give sufficient time for
preparation, the date of the protest was
postponed to June 17.'%

The June 17 demonstration was a milestone:
this was the first time during martial law that
the KMT government gave approval to students
to hold a protest outside of campus (Figs. 8 and
9).'" Wang Hsiao-po was charged with drafting
the protest letters to the US Embassy and the
Japanese Embassy as well as a statement to
Chinese compatriots.'"”” The statement emoted:
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“Imperialist aggression on China over the last
one hundred and thirty years had made us want
to cry but we had no tears left. We know this is
not the time for crying. We must fight back our
tears, defeat all aggressors, recover the
mainland, and renovate our country. Only then
will it be time for us to cry, offering a sacrifice
at the tomb of the Yellow Emperor.”"®

National Taiwan University students
holding a Baodiao protest march in Taipei,
June 17, 1971.

National Taiwan University students
unveiling banners with slogans such as
“Diaoyutai belongs to us!” and “Defend
national territory!”, June 17, 1971.



Due to political pressure from above and
logistical problems leading to several changes
in meeting place and time and considerable
confusion, only about a thousand students took
part in the demonstration on June 17.'* The
protest at the Japanese and American
embassies was orderly if highly emotional.
Demonstrators shouted slogans, including
“Diaoyutai belongs to us!”, “Oppose the
conspiracy of the US and Japan!”, and
“Japanese devils get out!” Ma Ying-jeou, ROC
President from 2008 to 2016, then a law
student at National Taiwan University,
marched at the front of the protesters.'®

Just as participation in the Baodiao Movement
in the US raised the political and social
consciousness of many overseas students,
similarly in Taiwan, the movement there
encouraged intellectuals and college students
to question the ROC’s political and cultural
environment.""

From October of 1972, Chen Guuying (Chen
Guyingf# ¥ J£) and three other National Taiwan
University (NTU) professors initiated a
movement for political liberation and freedom
of expression, while Wang Hsiao-po and two
colleagues called on students to leave their
ivory tower and assume responsibility for
society. Students responded enthusiastically,
founding the NTU Society for Social Service.
This “march into society” spread from NTU to
other university campuses on Taiwan.'*

At a discussion forum on nationalism at
National Taiwan University on December 4,
1972, there was heated debate between
students who called for defending Diaoyutai
and unification and those who opposed
defending Diaoyutai and called for Taiwan
independence.'”®> Wang Hsiao-po and Chen
Guuying took a strong position against both
separatism and great nation chauvinism, a
stand similar to one taken by Guo Songfen in
his essay for Zhanbao. They came under the
suspicion of KMT security agencies, which
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accused them of supporting the Communists’
“united front conspiracy.”'** In February of
1973, Chen and Wang were arrested along with
two student activists and interrogated. Upon
their release, they were dismissed by the
university. A total of thirteen faculty members
of the Philosophy Department were fired over
the next three years.' This dealt a serious
blow to liberalism in Taiwan and represented
the end of the Baodiao Movement in Taiwan
until its revival in 1990.

However, the energy of youth who had been
involved in the Baodiao Movement had already
been re-directed to the democracy movement
and social service. The protesters could not
accomplish the goal of defending Diaoyutai.
But, as Baodiao participant and historian Yu-
ming Shaw (Shao Yuming Af E##) put it, the
Taiwan movement “unlocked a closed gate,
from which a tidal wave surged, demanding
caring for society and reforming politics.”
Students moved beyond shouting slogans and
passionate protests. They took an active
interest in concrete action to address social
problems and political instabilities. They
organized a social service corps and a boycott
of Japanese goods. There was an awakening of
national consciousness among Taiwan youth,
even stimulating the revival of Taiwan native
soil literature (4130 £) . 1%

The Baodiao Movement in Hong Kong,
1971-1978

Similar to Taiwan, the Baodiao Movement in
Hong Kong, then a British colony, was inspired
by the Baodiao Movement in the US. Between
February of 1971 and May of 1972, there were
about 30 public demonstrations and marches in
Hong Kong, six of which involved 1,000
participants or more.'”” The Baodiao
movements in the US, Taiwan and Hong Kong
all raised issues of national and cultural
identity. In all three locales, the influence of



the KMT had a long history and strong
presence, particularly in Taiwan where the
KMT was the authoritarian ruling party. In all
three locales Baodiao activists were also
influenced by leftist thought and the rising
profile of the People’s Republic of China.
However, unlike the US and Taiwan in the
1960s and early 1970s, Hong Kong experienced
Communist China’s strong presence and direct
influence.

Moreover, unlike North America and Taiwan,
the Baodiao Movement in Hong Kong was
initiated not by university student groups but
by politically concerned youth outside of
academe. Factionalism and lack of coordination
characterized the movement in Hong Kong
from the very beginning. Three distinct groups,
each representing a different ideological
orientation and often going their separate
ways, organized activities for the defense of
Diaoyutai. The first group was composed of
Pro-PRC nationalists. The core of the second
group was constituted by editors of The 70’s
Biweekly. Student activists made up the third

group.'”

The first demonstration on February 18, 1971,
was called by the Hong Kong Defend Diaoyutai
Action Committee (FHRIEHIMGITEIZAET;
abbreviated hereafter as HK Baodiao Action
Committee). The core was composed of pro-
PRC nationalists, who were sometimes called
spontaneous Maoists as they were unaffiliated
with the traditional Communists in Hong Kong.
Earlier on January 26, a group of magazine
editors, along with other intellectuals and a few
workers and students met to exchange views
and to establish a liaison committee, to connect
with Baodiao organizations in the US and with
Hong Kong student publications. The action
committee was formally established on
February 14, and engaged in publicity and
mobilization immediately. On February 18,
about forty demonstrators first gathered at the
outer wharf and then walked to the Japanese
Consulate, where four representatives
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199

presented a letter of protest (Fig. 10).

The Hong Kong Defend Diaoyutai Action
Committee holding the first Baodiao
demonstration in Hong Kong, and
displaying slogans such as “Chinese
unite to protect national territory” and

“Smash Japan’s conspiracy of

encroachment.”

The single most important figure in the HK
Baodiao Action Committee was Bao Cuoshi,
author of the “Homecoming” article that began
the “Homecoming” discourse in Hong Kong and
beyond (discussed above). The group adopted
Marxism-Mao Zedong Thought as its ideology.
As Bao had argued earlier, Chinese socialism
should be embraced for its success in national
reconstruction and historical progress, and
“homecoming” to Mainland China was the only
option for the overseas Chinese.’”® The
committee would mobilize the masses to expose
America’s and Japan’s imperialistic
encroachments on Chinese territory and
resources to arouse mass patriotism through
the Baodiao campaign. Its founders declared
that it was open to all social strata and all
ideologies, and that it would make heavy use of
informational leaflets to promote rational
understanding rather than emotional
reactions.””!



The second protest on February 20, 1971, was
organized by The 70’s Biweekly (Qishi niandai
shuangzhoukan LHHEMREET]) group. This
periodical had started publication in 1970. The
editors, including anarchists Mo Chiu-yu (Mo
Zhaoru%# ) and Ng Chung-yin (Wu
Zhongxian%:ff &), were influenced by various
strands of progressive or radical thought and
shared a commitment to a struggle against
colonialism and capitalism.?** If pro-PRC
activists were nationalists, The 70’s Biweekly
group were internationalists opposing
colonialism, imperialism, and militarism
globally. Having witnessed floating corpses
down the Pearl River and hordes of refugees,
they were highly skeptical of Chinese socialism
which they perceived as corrupted by
bureaucratism, and were put off by the
extremism of the Red Guards.””

The 70’s Biweekly may be considered the Hong
Kong counterpart of Zhanbao for its radical
internationalist perspective (though there are
important differences in their perspectives,
particularly their divergent views of the PRC).
The first issue of The 70’s Biweekly, published
on January 1 of 1970, featured the theme of
“Overthrow Enslavement Education” as
provided by the colonial government (7 %%k
#(H) (Fig. 11). Just as the Baodiao Movement
in the US had aroused Taiwan youth against
KMT authoritarianism, the Defend Diaoyutai
cause presented The 70’s Biweekly editors with
an opportunity to challenge British colonialism,
and to liberate and awaken Hong Kong youth
politically and socially through their publication
and their social activism. Though as anarchists
the editors were opposed to nationalism, they
recognized that patriotic appeals could attract
the masses, and that the movement could then
be elevated to embrace international human
rights. Hence their slogan: “Defend national
territory; fight for human rights” (f#E+, FA
).
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Cover of an issue of The 70’s Biweekly,
showing a picture of a child urinating on
the British flag.

The February 1, 1971 issue of The 70’s
Biweekly provided the publicity for the
February 20 demonstration. About 30 people
demonstrated at the Japanese Cultural Centre
(H A3k 8E), where eventually over 200 people
gathered. The group then marched to the
Japanese Consulate, but was dispersed by the
police after 10 minutes.””

The February 20 protest was the first of a
series of protests organized by The 70’s
Biweekly group, with subsequent
demonstrations taking place on April 10, May
4, May 16, and June 13.*°° On April 10, over a
thousand protesters and bystanders gathered
in front of the Japanese Cultural Centre. But
hundreds of police were already waiting. Police
gave only a couple of warnings before arresting
protesters and beating them. The crowd was



dispersed in ten minutes, and twenty-one
protesters were arrested.””’ The protest was
brief but generated considerable interest and
support for the Baodiao Movement. Since seven
college students were among those arrested,
students distributed 20,000 copies of a special
edition on the demonstration charging police
with brutality.*®

While individual students had participated in
the first Baodiao protests, student groups did
not become involved until April 16, 1971, when
The Hong Kong Federation of Students (7t 2
A H ) or HKFS organized the first
campus protests at Chung Chi College and the
University of Hong Kong.*” The Hong Kong
College Students’ Joint Diaoyutai Research and
Action Committee (Frits 2 2B &8Yf ST
K ATE)Z B €, abbreviated hereafter as HK
College Students’ Action Committee) was
formed and organized its first protest on April
17, limiting participants to student federation
members. 700 students participated on two
campuses.”’’ On the following day, the HK
Baodiao Action Committee and the HK College
Students’ Action Committee co-sponsored a
discussion forum on “The Diaoyutai Affair and
the Revival of Japanese Militarism” at United
College. Over five hundred people, the majority
of whom were workers and working youths,
participated.’”’ However, the HK College
Students’ Action Committee would not hold an
off-campus event until the July 7 demonstration
later this year. The students were motivated by
nationalism and patriotism, but their collective
action lagged behind the pro-PRC nationalists
and The 70’s Biweekly group. They also lacked
a clear ideological position collectively.

The 70’s Biweekly group selected the seminal
date of May 4" for its next Baodiao protest.
Issue number 20 of the biweekly was focused
on mobilizing Hong Kong youth for this event,
following multiple refusals of the Hong Kong
police to give permission for a peaceful
demonstration to take place. In the
proclamation text, the organizers emphasized
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that the demonstration at Queen’s Pier had two
goals, first to develop the patriotic spirit of May
4™ and to reaffirm the determination of the
Chinese youth of Hong Kong to pledge their
lives to defend Diaoyutai, and second to
reaffirm the basic right to engage in peaceful
protests. They called on the people of Hong
Kong to join together regardless of political
persuasion to oppose the revival of Japanese
militarism and Japanese scheming to encroach
on Chinese territory, and also to oppose
American support for the revival of Japanese
militarism.*"

Over 300 people participated in the May 4
demonstration, which, however, failed to
attract support from Hong Kong university
organizations. Twelve people were arrested,
while the rest of the protesters demonstrated in
front of the US Consulate (Fig. 12).*"

Demonstration mobilized by The 70’s
Biweekly group at the American
Consulate, with placards displaying
slogans such as “Oppose the US
shielding Japan” and “Protect Diaoyutai,”
May 4, 1971.

On the 46™ anniversary of the May 30"
Movement, during which anti-imperialist
protests erupted throughout China in 1925, the
HK Baodiao Action Committee organized the
first rural Baodiao protest outside of urban
districts. Well over two hundred people held a



meeting commemorating the May 30"
Movement and supporting the Baodiao
movement at the Anti-Japanese Resistance
Martyrs Monument in the New Territories.”™

Initially the Hong Kong public was not
sympathetic to the Baodiao protests, as the
colony still had vivid memories of the violent
1967 leftist riots in Hong Kong inspired by the
Cultural Revolution, and the media portrayed
the protesters’ actions as irrational and
groundless. However, the movement gained
support as demonstrators in peaceful protests
were often arrested and beaten by the police.
Public opinion swung against the police and in
favor of the activists particularly after the
demonstration at Victoria Park on July 7, 1971,
the 34™ anniversary of the Marco Polo Bridge
Incident.*”

In early June, the HK Baodiao Action
Committee had decided to hold a protest on
July 7, and approached the Hong Kong
Federation of Students (HKFS) and other
groups. As HKFS was conducting a camp to
discuss the Diaoyutai problem and was unable
to decide at the time, the HK Baodiao Action
Committee went ahead on June 16 with an
application to the police to hold a peaceful
protest at Victoria Park on July 7. HKFS
followed with an identical application on June
23. Both applications were approved by the
police in principle, subject to a further
application to the Urban Council (HEU=).*"°

On June 26, the HK Baodiao Action Committee
and HKFS held a joint meeting, agreeing that
there were no major differences over
principles, and that they would provide mutual
support to each other’s mobilizational efforts
and coordinate action at the protest.
Accordingly, the HK Baodiao Action Committee
helped the HKFS with the distribution of its
flyers and the mounting of its posters.””” Some
Hong Kong students who had participated in
the US protests returned to Hong Kong for the
summer, and formed a contingent in the
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Baodiao Movement.”*®

The July 7 demonstration attracted up to 3,000
protesters and spectators. By 3 p.m., large
numbers of police, police cars and ambulance
vehicles were patrolling inside Victoria Park
and at the entrance gates, and the belongings
of people entering were inspected. The HK
Baodiao Action Committee and HKFS activists
managed to smuggle in banners, placards,
flyers, backpacks, armbands and other
paraphernalia inside the park.”’’ The police,
however, continued to harass the gathering
crowd and made arbitrary arrests. Minutes
before the scheduled time of the protest of 7
p.m., the police arrested at least six young
people.””

At 7 p.m. sharp, several students appeared
holding the portrait of Sun Yat-sen (Fig. 13),
and banners of the HK Baodiao Action
Committee and the HKFS were raised high,
displaying such slogans as “Defend Diaoyutai,”
“Oppose American and Japanese Aggression,”
and “Big Protest on July 7.”**' As a symbol to
unite a politically diverse movement, the
portrait of Sun Yat-sen was prominently
displayed during the demonstration, since Sun
was the one political leader who was equally
revered by the KMT and the CCP. The
demonstrators made no use of the PRC flag
despite the prominent role played by pro-
Beijing nationalists in the protest.**




Two demonstrators holding up a portrait
of Sun Yat-sen at the July 7, 1971 rally in
Victoria Park.

Protesters who had already entered the park
then converged at the grass in front of the
music pavilion, repeatedly singing “The
Diaoyutai Fighting Song,” and shouting slogans
including “Defend Diaoyutai,” “Down with
Japanese Militarism,” “Oppose American-
Japanese Collusion,” “Smash Taiwan
Independence,” and “Oppose the ‘Two Chinas
Conspiracy” (Fig. 14). Chen Yikan (5 BAff7),
student president of Chung-chi College and
emcee for the demonstration, started to read
the protest proclamation, but the police
interrupted after a few sentences and arrested
Chen along with two other student leaders.””

Slogans displayed at the July 7, 1971
Baodiao protest in Victoria Park include
“Smash the US-Japan conspiratorial

collusion,” “Down with American
imperialism, down with Japanese
militarism, down with British

imperialism,” and “Come on, aggressors!
Our knives have been sharpened!”

As demonstrators continued to shout slogans
and sing fighting songs, Superintendent H. N.
Whitley rushed into the crowd and hit
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protesters with his baton. Chinese policemen
joined in, beating demonstrators and dispersing
the crowd.”*

The demonstrators regrouped several times, at
one point reenergized by the reading of a
telegram of support from the Baodiao action
committees of various US universities. The
police continued their bloody crackdown,
forming columns to attack and to push back the
crowd. Finally, an anti-riot squad was called
in.””> The HK Baodiao Action Committee and
HKFS organizers called the protest to a close at
around 8:20 p.m.”**

Twenty-one people were arrested while dozens
were seriously injured by police beatings with
batons. Eight student publications put out a
joint extra issue publicizing police brutality the
following day, 70,000 copies of which were
distributed in the streets.””” Among those badly
injured were two journalists. Media coverage
was highly critical of the police’s use of
excessive force. This resulted in heightened
public interest and awareness of the Baodiao

cause.””®

HKFS sent three representatives to turn in a
letter protesting the police’s bloody handling of
the demonstration to the governor’s office on
July 9. The next day, HKFS organized a Defend
Diaoyutai forum at the University of Hong
Kong, with about a thousand college students
in attendance. Students held a fast targeting
the American and Japanese aggressors,
condemned police suppression, and demanded
the punishment of the officer in charge,
Superintendent H. N. Whitley. On July 13, the
HK Baodiao Action Committee, along with most
of the victims injured by police violence, held a
public forum denouncing the police of
brutality.”

The demonstration also attracted the attention
of the overseas Baodiao Movement: Chinese
student associations and Baodiao action
committees of several US campuses sent a joint



letter dated July 12 to the Hong Kong
government, demanding that it “Respect
human rights, cancel the illegal assembly law
and guarantee no further suppression of any
future patriotic movement.” The letter also
demanded that the Hong Kong government
make a public apology, drop all charges against
those arrested, and pay compensation to those
injured.”*® In response to negative public
reaction, the Hong Kong government relaxed
regulations on applications to hold public
demonstrations and grant permits.”!

The first phase of the Baodiao Movement in
Hong Kong came to an end with the last protest
at the Japanese Consulate on May 13, on the
eve of the turning over of Okinawa by the US to
Japan.”* Despite political differences between
the pro-Beijing HK Baodiao Action Committee
and the Defend Diaoyutai United Front (£
fa G WA 4R) with 70’s Biweekly as core, these
two organizations came together to cooperate
on a protest at Victoria Park with police permit.
The demonstrators proceeded from Victoria
Park to Edinburgh Square to link with an
“illegal” protest organized by the Student
Federation. The march concluded without
incident at a protest in front of the Japanese
Consulate.””

As in the case of leftist Taiwan and Hong Kong
students in the US, Hong Kong’s activist youth
yearned for a better understanding of the PRC,
and were attracted to leftist ideologies.” After
the Baodiao Movement of 1971-72, politically
active youth in Hong Kong were engaged in the
“Identify with China, Care about Hong Kong
Society” (41 ##:) Movement.*”

Although the 1971-72 Baodiao Movement in
Hong Kong failed to achieve its initial goal of
stopping the transfer of US control over the
Diaoyutai islands to Japan and was plagued by
internal divisions, it did raise the political
consciousness of students and youth in Hong
Kong, and served as a precursor of the student
movement and the social movement of the
1970s and the democracy movement of the
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1980s in Hong Kong.’*® As a campaign that
represented a nationalistic cause with a strong
popular base of support, the movement also
increased public awareness and set an example
for future public protests and expression of
political views that continued to put pressure
on the governments of China and Taiwan not to
compromise on the territorial dispute.*”’

During the negotiations of the Sino-Japanese
Treaty of Peace and Friendship in 1978, a
mysterious flotilla of Mainland Chinese fishing
trawlers displaying banners declaring Chinese
sovereignty entered the Diaoyutai waters
(analyzed below). This incident prompted the
Baodiao Movement in Hong Kong to flare up
again briefly.”®® One new political group during
the 1970s, the Trotskyist Revolutionary Marxist
League (/5w /B EFEFM), or Gemameng
(#F5588) for short, played an important role.
The League was co-founded by Ng Chung-yin
after he left the editorial board of The 70’s
Biweekly and became a Trotskyite. Its weekly
publication Zhanxun (#(F), similar to The 70’s
Biweekly earlier, adopted nationalistic rhetoric
for internationalist goals, and promoted the
1978 Baodiao campaign as contributing to
raising the anti-colonial consciousness of Hong
Kong people.””® However, the planned
demonstrations were aborted after the
withdrawal of the trawlers.”’ In any event the
political and social movements of Hong Kong
youth had taken new directions after 1972. The
Baodiao Movement in Hong Kong entered a lull
until the 1990s.*"

Despite the failure of the Baodiao Movement in
the US, Taiwan and Hong Kong to achieve its
objective of preventing the handover of
Diaoyutai by the US to Japan, it succeeded in
establishing the Diaoyutai issue firmly in the
historical memory of the Chinese people. The
flames of the movement would flicker but
werenever extinguished. Since the 1990s, the
Baodiao cause would be periodically revived
and sustained by people’s diplomacy in China,
Taiwan, Hong Kong, and the overseas Chinese
community. Some Baodiao activists of the



1970s would renew their Baodiao activism in
the 1990s and beyond.

The People’s Republic of China gained greater
support and legitimacy from the overseas
Chinese in part as a consequence of the
mishandling of the territorial sovereignty issue
by the governments on Taiwan. How did Beijing
handle this problem? If the ROC government
became the object of heavy criticism for not
defending Diaoyutai and many overseas
Chinese turned to the PRC to champion the
Baodiao cause, did Beijing live up to this
expectation?

The Senkaku/Diaoyu Issue and Sino-
Japanese Relations, 1972-1978: Reaching
the Shelving Consensus

News of the discovery of possible oil reserves
in the East China Sea and Japan’s claims on the
islands had attracted the attention of the
Beijing leadership in 1969.*** While the PRC
first declared sovereignty over the disputed
islands as early as December 3, 1970, beating
the ROC by over two months,** its response to
the June 17, 1971 signing of the Okinawa
Reversion Treaty came over six months after
the ROC’s.”"

Just as the KMT was more concerned about
keeping its UN seat than protecting Diaoyutai,
the CCP had higher priorities than the
territorial dispute. Zhou Enlai told a delegation
of overseas Chinese from the US in November
of 1972 that the PRC’s consistent policy was to
prioritize establishment of diplomatic relations
with Japan over sovereignty issues: once each
side developed a better understanding of the
other following normalization of relations and
signing of a peace treaty, then problems would
be much easier to solve.’*’

In the 1970s, the primary concern of the PRC,
the US and Japan was the Soviet Union. This
paved the way for Ping Pong diplomacy and
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Sino-American rapprochement, as well as
normalization of relations between Japan and
China. The PRC accordingly made a number of
concessions to Japan during the negotiations
for normalization, including not demanding
reparations and the tabling of the island
dispute. In later years, some of the leftist
radicals in the US, Taiwan and Hong Kong who
had been highly enthusiastic supporters of the
PRC would express their discontent with what
they perceived as Beijing’s inaction.**® Despite
heavy criticism for failure to act, the KMT
government in fact made a sustained effort to
sponsor research and engaged in unpublicized
diplomacy to further the ROC’s claim to
Diaoyutai, as we have seen. In contrast, with
the exception of the 1978 trawler flotilla
incident (discussed below), the PRC did little
more than issuing a few terse public statements
in the 1970s. Nonetheless, the PRC had
assumed the mantle of leadership in the
Baodiao cause, a role that could go into
hibernation but could never be rejected or
negated. As China grew stronger economically
and militarily from the 1990s, the Communist
government would become more active in its
conduct of foreign policy in the East China Sea.

Up until 2010, while insisting on China’s
legitimacy to ownership of these islands, the
Chinese government had usually subordinated
nationalistic claims to pragmatic economic and
political considerations in flare-ups of the
dispute over the sovereignty of the Senkaku-
Diaoyu islands. Despite initially accusing Japan
of “remilitarization” and vowing that “no
scheme to occupy and annex China’s territory
will ever succeed” in the wake of the reversion
of Okinawa (including the Senkaku/Diaoyu
islands) in May 1972, China agreed to
normalize relations in September of that year
and to bypass the sovereignty issue for the time
being.”*’ On September 29, 1972, the Joint
Communiqué was signed, thus establishing
diplomatic relations between Japan and the
PRC, and leading to Japan’s severing of
diplomatic relations with Taiwan.



If the Chinese government was not anxious to
discuss the territorial dispute so as not to derail
Sino-Japanese negotiations over normalization,
the signing of a peace treaty, and the formation
of an alliance against Soviet hegemonism, the
Japanese government did not wish to arouse
Soviet antagonism and become embroiled in
conflicts between China and the USSR. One
sticking point in the protracted negotiations
over a Treaty of Peace and Friendship between
China and Japan following the signing of the
Joint Communiqué was Chinese insistence on
an anti-hegemony clause. In addition, however,
some right-wing Japanese politicians (including
Abe Shintaro, the father of current Prime
Minister Abe Shinzo) and political
organizations pressed for a resolution of the
territorial dispute and China’s recognition of
Japan’s sovereignty over the Senkaku Islands.
Their thinking was that China, desperate to
secure Japan’s support for an anti-hegemony
clause in the Treaty of Peace and Friendship,
would compromise. This miscalculation almost
derailed the talks.**

On April 12, 1978, over 100 Chinese fishing
trawlers tried to penetrate the 12 nautical
miles territorial sea of the islands, 30
succeeding. They flew Chinese national flags,
were equipped with machine guns, and
displayed banners declaring that the Diaoyu
islands belonged to China. They refused to
budge even when confronted by the patrol
boats of the Maritime Safety Agency of Japan.
Chinese Vice-Premier Di Biao (Jk#l) assured a
visiting Japanese parliamentary delegation on
April 15 that this encounter was not intentional
but accidental, and promised a further
investigation. The flotilla withdrew the next
day.

This mysterious episode has not been
definitively decoded. However, it is certain that
Di Biao’s explanation that the fishing boats
entered the vicinity of Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands
by mistake is implausible, and that it was an
official mission, and that assertion of
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sovereignty over the Diaoyu Islands was a
tactic and not the goal, probably for the
purpose of speeding up the negotiation.**

Regardless, the Fukuda administration chose
not to undertake any military counter-moves
and to continue with treaty negotiations.”’ In
the end, both sides compromised and the
Treaty of Peace and Friendship, which
contained a toned-down anti-hegemony clause
and omitted any mention of the
Senkaku/Diaoyu issue, was signed on August
12, 1978.%

The first mention of an agreement between
China and Japan to shelve the Senkaku/Diaoyu
issue came at a press conference during Deng
Xiaoping’s official visit to Japan in October
1978, when he stated that both countries
agreed to set aside the contentious issue
during negotiations over normalization in 1972
and over a peace treaty in 1978.**

China and Japan also tacitly agreed to refrain
from certain actions that could break the
shelving arrangement. The Chinese
government would not dispatch government
vessels and fishing boats to the vicinity of the
Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands and would prevent
Chinese citizens from landing on them, while
Japanese government officials would not land
on the islands, and would not allow the region
to be developed.””

Shelving the dispute involved a tacit agreement
which the Japanese government never openly
acknowledged. Instead it adopted the legalistic
interpretation that since the official Japanese
position was that no dispute over the islands
existed, agreeing not to raise the issue did not
amount to shelving the dispute. An ominous
sign of future troubles in the arrangement
came in August of 1978, when members of
Seirankai (Blue Storm Groupi & <), an
ultranationalist Japanese organization, erected
a makeshift lighthouse on the main island of
Uotsuri.”
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This did not create a serious problem at the
time. However, a similar incident in 1990,
when another right-wing group, Nihon
Seinensha (Japan Youth Federation HA®H 4
ft), repaired this lighthouse on Uotsuri and
received approval of official status from the
Japanese Maritime Safety Agency. This
triggered protests from the ROC and PRC
governments,””® as well as a new wave of
Baodiao activism in Taiwan and Hong Kong.
Between 1990 and 2010, a series of flare-ups
would recur over the islands as a consequence
of people’s diplomacy by non-state actors in
Japan, Taiwan, Hong Kong, and since 2003 also
the PRC. Nonetheless, these recurrent crises
were managed within the framework of the
tacit shelving agreement between China and
Japan. All this would change with the 2010
trawler incident, during which the Japanese
government publicly denied that such a
shelving agreement existed.
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Chronology of Events in the Senkaku/Diaoyu Territorial
Dispute and the Defend Diaoyutai (Baodiao) Movement,
1961-1978

1961 Niino Hiroshi of Tokyo University of Fisheries and Kenneth 0. Emery
of Woods Hole Oceanographic Institute publish paper on “Sediment
of Shallow Portions of East China Sea and South China Sea.”

October- An UNECAFE team of geologists from the US, Japan, South Korea and

November, | Taiwan and including Emery and Niino conducts a survey of the East

1968 China Sea and the Yellow Sea. [ts report. published in May of 1969,
concludes that there is a high probability of huge oil reserves in the
continental shelf between Taiwan and Japan.

1968-1970 | The Japanese government in collaboration with Tokai University and
oil companies organizes three survey missions in the East China Sea.
The ROC government conducts research on the potential oil wealth of
the East China Sea and on historical and geographical status of the
Diaoyutai Islands, and develops action plans.

May 1969 | Following reports of the presence of Taiwanese boats in the Senkaku
waters, the Rylkyl government sends a team to the islands to erect
trilingual signs marking them as under the jurisdiction of Ishigaki
City.

July 17, The ROC government declares its right to exercise sovereignty over

1969 the seabed and ocean floor beyond its territorial waters, on the basis
ofthe 1958 Geneva Convention on the Continental Shelf.

November | President Richard Nizon and Prime Minister Satd Eisaku agree on the

21,1969 return of administrative rights over Okinawa to Japanin 1972.

January The ROC government designates the continental shelf of the maritime

1970 region north of Taiwan as a petroleum reserve area.

July 18, Japan declares Taiwan's designation of an oil development area on

1970 the continental shelf as unilateral and invalid under international
law.

August21, | The ROC Legislature ratifies the 1958 Geneva Convention on the

1970 Continental Shelf, making the ROC the 42™ country to do so. The next

day the ROC's Ministry of Foreign Affairs rejects Japan's July 18
objection to Taiwan's designation of an oil development area.
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The Okinawa Legislature issues declaration requesting US and
Japanese intervention to stop Taiwan from encroaching on Japanese
sovereignty over the Senkaku Islands. This constitutes the first
official Okinawan document to lay out the case for Japanese
ownership.

September
2,1970

Four China Times journalists land on Diaoyutal Island, planting an
ROC flag and inscribing “Long Live President Chiang Kai-shek” and
“Long Live the Republic of China” on a high rock. Later reports that
the Japanese have taken down and torn up the ROC flag inflame
public opinion in Taiwan.

September
3,1970

The ROC government grants a consortium of Western oil companies
the right of cooperative exploration and development in a maritime
region including the vicinity of the Diaoyutai Islands.

September
10,1970

Japanese Foreign Minister Aichi Kiichi states to the Diet's Foreign
Affairs Committee that the Senkaku Islands clearly belong to
Okinawa, an assertion that he repeats 9 days later to United Press
International.

US State Department spokesman Robert McCloskey states at a press
conference that any conflict over the Senkaku/Diaoyutai Islandsis a
matter for the parties concerned to settle, the first American
statement of neutrality on the sovereignty issue.

September-
October
1970

Taiwan's Ministry of Foreign Affairs conduct unpublicized meetings
with American and Japanese diplomats to assert the ROC's ownership
of Diacyutai Islands.

November
1970

Japan, South Korea and Taiwan agree on creating a liaison committee
to discuss cooperation on developing the continental shelf, the first
(and last) meeting of which takes place in Tokyo on December 21,
1970.

‘Wang Hsiao-po and Wang Shun, graduate students at National
Taiwan University, publish "Defend Diaoyutail” in Zhonghua zazhi.
This essay later becomes the clarion call to Chinese students
launching the Defend Diayutai Movement in the US.

November
21,1970

Seven Chinese graduate students meet in the home of James Lee in
Princeton to discuss “Defend Diaoyutai!” and the Diaoyutai issue.
They decide on mobilizing a student movement across US campuses
to defend Diaoyutai.
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December
3,1970

Responding to the November announcement of the creation of a
Japan-Korea-ROC Liaison Committee, a Beijing radio broadcast marks
the PRC’s first open declaration of sovereignty over the Diaoyu
Islands.

December | Chinese students from Taiwan and Hong Kong form Baodiao (Defend

1970-early | Diaoyutai) action committees on many US campuses. These

1971 committees collectively decide to hold demonstrations across the US
on January 30, 1971,

January 29, | The Berkeley Baodiae Action Committee mobilizes a demonstration

1971 of about five hundred protesters in San Francisco. They march to the

consulates of the ROC and Japan, as the radical Berkeley platform
targets both militarist Japan and impotent Taiwan. The diverse
constituency includes overseas Chinese students from nine Bay Area
campuses as well as Chinese Americans and participants from Asian
American activist organizations.

Group of KMT and ROC officials decides on controlling the Baodiao
Movement by using KMT loyalists in the US to undermine it and to
steer it from actions that may impact the ROC government negatively.

January 30,
1971

Demonstrations are held in New York, Washington DC, Chicago, Los
Angeles, Seattle and Honolulu. Except for the Seattle protestors who
also march to the ROC consulate, the demonstrators target only the
local Japanese consulate, seeking to unify the movement under the
banner of nationalism.

Mid- Education ministry official Yao Shun and KMT Central Committee

January to | official Zeng Guangshun are sent to the US to "advise and guide” the

mid-March, | Taiwan students. The mission fails as Yao lacks proper briefing and

1971 preparation to satisfactorily address peinted questions by students at
discussion forums.

February A group of periodical editors, intellectuals, workers and students

14,1971 formally establish the Hong Kong Defend Diaoyutai Action
Committee.

February The Hong Kong Defend Diaoyutai Action Committee mobilizes the

18,1971 first Baodiao demonstration in Hong Kong. About forty
demonstrators participate, presenting a letter of protest to the
Japanese Consulate.

February The staff of the radical Hong Kong 1 The 70°s Biweekly

20,1971 organizes a demonstration with over 200 protestors and spectators
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first at the Japan Cultural Institute and then at the Japanese
Consulate. The 70’s Biweekly group later organizes demonstrations on
April 10, May 4, May 16 and June 13.

February
23,1971

The ROC openly asserts territorial claims to the Diaoyutai Islands for
the first time under public pressure.

March 12,
1971

The Berkeley Baodiao Committee sends an open letter co-signed by
60 Baodiao action committees to Chiang Kai-shek, subjecting the ROC
government to ten demands, including a declaration to the world and
concerned governments by March 29 that Diaoyutai was inviolable
Chinese territory and sending troops to occupy the islands.

March 15,
1971

ROC Ambassador Chow Shu-kai presents a Note Verbale to the US
State Department, reiterating Taiwan's rights to Diaoyutai and
demanding that the US return the islands to the ROC before ending its
occupation of Okinawa.

March 16,
1971

523 eminent Chinese scholars in the US send an open letter to Chiang
Kai-shek, demanding defense of sovereignty over the Diaoyutai
Islands and refusal to engage in joint development of oil resources
before the settlement of the sovereignty issue.

April 1971

Local Baodiae action committees in the US agree to hold a second
series of demonstrations on April 10, 1971, their position on the ROC
having hardened considerably due to its lack of visible action. The
Berkeley Baodiao Action Committee again holds a protest in San
Francisco one day earlier on April 9. The largest demonstration is in
Washington, DC on April 10, with over 2,500 protestors marching to
the US Department of State, the ROC Embassy and the Japanese
Embassy.

April 10,
1971

Over a thousand demonstrators and bystanders gather in front of the
Japan Cultural Institute in Hong Kong before the police disperse them
and arrest twenty-one protesters. Students publish a special edition
on the demonstration and charge the police with brutality, thereby
generating considerable public interest and support for the Baodiao
Movement.

April12,
1971

ROC Ambassador Chow Shu-kai calls on President Richard Nixon and
National Security Adviser Henry Kissinger before his return to Taipei
to assume the post of Minister of Foreign Affairs. Chow emphasizes
Diaoyutai's vital importance to Taiwan's national interest: failure of
the ROC to defend Diaoyutai will prompt overseas Chinese students
and intellectuals to turn to Beijing. Kissinger promises to look into
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the matter further. NSC staff member John D. Holdridge's
memorandum the next day informs Kissinger that US policy has been
to return both the Ryiikyi and Senkaku Islands to Japan, but without
taking a position on the sovereignty issue.

Hong Kong and other overseas Chinese students at the National
Taiwan University put up posters declaring that “Diaoyutai belongs
to us,” marking the beginning of the Baodino Movement in Taiwan.

April 13, The Union of Student Representatives and other student

1971 organizations at National Taiwan University put up Baodiao posters
on campus.
Students at National Cheng Kung University in Tainan hold a
demonstration on campus.

April 14, About two hundred overseas Chinese students from National Taiwan

1971 University march to the [apanese embassy to hand over a protest
letter.
Students at National Chengchi University hold discussion forum and
demonstration on campus.

April 13- Students at different campuses all over Taiwan take turns holding

18,20-22, | forums on campus, protesting at the US and Japanese embassies, or

24 petitioning the KMT Central Committee.

April 15, Over a thousand overseas Chinese and Taiwan students from

1971 National Taiwan University, National Taiwan Normal University and
National Chengchi University protest at the American embassy and
march to the gate of National Taiwan Unversity before dispersing.
Overseas Chinese and Hong Kong and Macau student organizations at
Taiwan Normal University form a Baodiao committee,

April 16, Taiwan Normal University students call on the news media to report

1971 the news truthfully. and hold a Diaoyutai discussion forum.

Over three hundred students from National Chengchi University
march to the US embassy and present a protest letter.

Ten student representatives from National Taiwan University carry a
protest letter signed by over 2,500 students to the American and
Japanese embassies.
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The Union of Student Representatives at National Taiwan University
hold a Diaoyutai discussion forum, at which a Baodiao organization
was established following Wang Hsiao-Po’s declaration.
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in Taiwan and also the first time during martial law that the KMT
gives approval to students to hold a political event outside of campus.

June- Baodiao leftists in the US organize seven regional conferences on
April 17, Taiwan Normal University students hold a protest march around the October state affairs, with a focus on problems and issues in Mainland China
1971 campus, and initiate protest letters to the US and Japanese embassies 1971 and Taiwan.
signed in blood by about two thousand students.
July 7, Coordinated by the Hong Kong Defend Diaoyutai Action Committee
The Hong Kong College Students’ Joint Diaoyutai Research and Action 1971 and the Hong Kong Federation of Students, this demonstration at
Committee organizes its first protest, with 700 students participating Victoria Park attracts up to 3,000 protesters and spectators. The
on two Hong Kong campuses. police beat dozens with batons and arrest twenty-one people. Eight
student publications put out a joint extra issue the following day,
May 4. The 70's Biweekly group organizes its second protest targeting the heightening public interest and sympathy and attracting the support
1971 America Consulate in Hong Kong and with over 300 people of the overseas Baodiao Movement.
participating.
Summer A number of prominent Chinese scholars and delegations from the US
The Hong Kong Defend Diaoyutai Action Committee holds a Grand 1971 visit China, bringing back glowing reports and further feeding the
Assembly for Boycotting Japanese Goods in the evening. About 200 enthusiasm for unification.
people participate.
September | The US Conference on State Affairs is held in Ann Arbor. Itis
May 30, The Hong Kong Defend Diaoyutai Action Committee holds the first 3-5,1971 dominated by leftists, concluding with the passage of a set of
1971 rural protest, with over two hundred people commemorating the resolutions reflecting the platform of the leftist or unification faction.
May 30t Movement and supporting the Baodiao Movement at the
Anti-Japanese Resistance Martyrs Monument in the New Territories. September | KMT loyalists hold a protest opposing the entry of the PRC into the
21,1971 UN, attracting over 6,000 people. Pro-PRC faction holds a counter-
May-June The leftist faction of the Baodiao Movement in the US shifts its focus demonstration drawing over 600 people.
1971 from defense of Diacyutai to unification of China, with the PRC as the
sole legitimate government of China. Many Baodiao action October US Congress holds hearings on the Okinawa Reversion Treaty. Nobel
committees reorganize themselves as study societies for state affairs. 1971 Laureate Chen Ning Yang and three Baodiao activists testify and
They hold commemorations of the May 4™ Movement, engage in the demand that Congress adopt a neutral position with respect to the
study of modern history, and stage progressive plays and screenings Diaoyutai sovereignty issue and to omit Diaoyutai from the final
of PRC films. treaty. The treaty passes on November 10, providing for the transfer
of Diaoyutai but preserving the neutrality principle.
June 4, New ROC Ambassador to the US James Shen pleads to no avail with
1971 Assistant Secretary of State Marshall Green for the US to not return October 23, | The UN General Assembly votes to expel the ROC and to seat the PRC.
Diaoyutai with Okinawa to Japan but to treatit as a separate issue. 1971
June 11, The ROC protests before the signing of the Okinawa Reversion Treaty December | A meeting for the Chinese unification movement convenes at
1971 that it has not been consulted by the US on the reversion, that the 24-25, Columbia University, leading to the formation of the Action
planned turning over of the Diaoyutai Islands to Japan is 1971 Committee for the Unification of China, with branches throughout the
unacceptable and that the ROC will never abandon its sovereignty Us.
over those islands.
December | KMT loyalists convenes a conference in Washington, DC, which
June 17, About 2,000 students from National Taiwan University march to the 25-28, culminates in the formation of the Free Chinese Association of the
1971 Japanese Embassy, marking the high point of the Baodiao Movement 1971 United States or Aimeng, supporting political reforms in the ROC and
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opposing both the Communist United Front and Taiwan
independence.

December
30,1971

The PRC finally responds to the signing of the Okinawa Reversion
Treaty on June 17 with a front-page People’s Daily editorial
expressing support for the reversion of Okinawa to Japan, but
strongly opposing the American-Japanese conspiracy over the Diaoyu
Islands.

March 8,
1972

The Japanese government issues The Basic View of the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs on the Senkaku Islands, its first full official statement
on Japanese ownership of the islands.

March 23,
1972

Ninety-five prominent Japanese intellectuals sign “Declaration of
Righteous People in the Cultural Sphere of Japan to Stop Japanese
Imperialism from Encroaching on the Senkakus.”

May 13,
1972

Leftist and rightist factions in the US organize separate rallies two
days before the reversion of Okinawa.

The Hong Kong Defend Diaoyutai Action Committee and the Defend
Diaoyutai United Front with 70's Biweekly as core join forces for a
final demonstration, starting at Victoria Park, linking up with the
Hong Kong Student Federation group in Edinburgh Square, and
ending in front of the Japanese consulate.

September
27,1972

During the negotiations on the normalization of Sino-Japanese
relations, Prime Minister Tanaka Kakuei broaches the Senkalku-
Diaoyu issue, but Premier Zhou Enlai says that the most urgent issue
is normalization, while smaller problems can wait till a later time.
Tanaka concurs.

December
4,1972

At a discussion forum on nationalism at National Taiwan University,
there is heated debate between pro-Baodiao and pro-unification
students and those against Baodiao and for Taiwan independence.

February
1973

A number of Baodiao student activists and two faculty members in
the Philosophy Department of National Taiwan University are
arrested and interrogated. A total of thirteen faculty members in the
Philosophy Department are dismissed over the next three years. This
marks the end of the Baodiao Movement in Taiwan until its revival in
1990.

April 12,
1978

A flotilla of over 100 Chinese fishing trawlers approach the
Senkaku/Diaoyu waters, 30 succeeding to penetrate within 12 nm.

They fly Chinese national flags, display banners declaring that the
islands belong to China, and refuse to budge when confronted by
patrol boats of the Maritime Safety Agency of Japan. They finally
withdraw on April 16.

The Trotskyite Revolutionary Marxist League, co-founded by Ng
Chung-yin, a former editor at The 70’s Biweekly, plans
demonstrations in Hong Kong in support of the Chinese trawlers’
declaration of sovereignty. The demonstrations are called off after
the flotilla’s withdrawal. The Baodiao Movement in Hong Kong goes
into hibernation until 1990,

October 25,
1978

During his official visit to Japan to exchange the instruments of
ratification for the Treaty of Peace and Friendship, Deng Xiaoping
reveals at a press conference that there is a tacit agreement between
the governments of China and Japan to shelve the Senkaku/Diaoyu
sovereignty issue. Later in the 1980s, “Develop jointly” joins “Setting
aside the dispute” as a core principle for China's management of
maritime disputes.
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Notes

'M. Taylor Fravel, Strong Borders, Secure Nation: Cooperation and Conflict in China’s
Territorial Disputes, Princeton Studies in International History and Politics (Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 2008). Table 1.3 offers an overview of China’s territorial disputes
from 1949 to 2005 (46-47), while Table 1.4 summarizes China’s compromises in these
disputes (55-57).

* Ibid., chap. 5.
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lishi pindao J& il 77 %2 45, April 27, 2012.
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yundong sishi nian #(5¢, i, & (REVEEIVT1-4F, ed. Xie Xiaoqgin #f/%%, Liu Rongsheng
21754, and Wang Zhiming T %78 (Hsinchu: Guoli Qinghua daxue chubanshe [B]37% & K& H
WAk, 2010), 294.

® On December 1 of 1943, President Franklin Roosevelt, Prime Minister Winston Churchill and
Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek jointly issued the Cairo Declaration, which stipulated:

... that Japan shall be stripped of all the islands in the Pacific which she has seized
or occupied since the beginning of the First World War in 1914, and that all the
territories Japan has stolen from the Chinese, such as Manchuria, Formosa, and
The Pescadores, shall be restored to the Republic of China. Japan will also be
expelled from all other territories which she has taken by violence and greed.

On July 26, 1945, Roosevelt, Churchill, and Stalin, with the agreement of Chiang who was not
present at the Potsdam Conference, issued the Potsdam Declaration defining the terms of the
Japanese surrender, and limiting Japan’s postwar territory to “the islands of Honshu,
Hokkaido, Kyushu, Shikoku and such minor islands as we determine.” Neither the Cairo
Declaration nor the Potsdam Declaration made specfiic mention of the Ryukyu or the
Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands. A complication bearing on the legitimacy of Japanese claims over the
Senkaku Islands is the question whether Japan’s annexation of the Ryukyu Kingdom and
incorporation as Okinawa Prefecture in the 1870s was legitimate, given that Japan
incorporated the Senkakus as part of Okinawa. Xiang Zhai has pointed out that Chinese
governments from the Qing to the Republic of China under Chiang Kai-shek never officially
recognized Japanese sovereignty nor explicitly relinquished Chinese rights over the Ryukyus,
and that Chiang himself “championed the Chinese claim on Okinawa consistently since 1932,
until the reversion in 1972” (5). At Cairo Roosevelt had even broached the question to Chiang
whether China wanted the Ryukyus, but Chiang retreated from his position of restoring the
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Sovereignty over the Diaoyu/Senkaku Islands,” The Asia-Pacific Journal 10, no. 53, 1
(December 30, 2012).

” Koji Taira, “The China-Japan Clash Over the Diaoyu/Senkaku Islands,” The Asia-Pacific
Journal 2, no. 6, accessed September 29, 2017; Gavan McCormack, “Small Islands - Big
Problem: Senkaku/Diaoyu and the Weight of History and Geography in China-Japan
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“Much Ado over Small Islands: The Sino-Japanese Confrontation over Senkaku/Diaoyu,” The
Asia-Pacific Journal 11, no. 21 (May 27, 2013); Yabuki Susumu and Mark Selden, “The Origins
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12, no. 2, 3 (January 12, 2014); Reinhard Drifte, “The Japan-China Confrontation Over the
Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands - Between ‘Shelving’ and ‘Dispute Escalation,’” The Asia-Pacific
Journal 12, no. 30, 3 (July 28, 2014).

® Fravel, Strong Borders, Secure Nation, 267.

® Valencia points out that both China and Japan are signatories of the 1882 UN Convention on
the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), but have conflicting claims on their continental shelves and
Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZs), including whether the disputed islands are habitable, can
sustain economic life, and are therefore entitled to a continental shelf and EEZ. Mark ]J.
Valencia, “The East China Sea Disputes: History, Status, and Ways Forward,” Asian
Perspective 38, no. 2 (June 2014): 186-88.

' The territories renounced by Japan ranged “from the Kurile Islands to Antarctica and from
Micronesia to the Spratlys.” Kimie Hara, “Cold War Frontiers in the Asia-Pacific: The
Troubling Legacy of the San Francisco Treaty,” The Asia-Pacific Journal 4, no. 9 (September
4,2006): 2-4.

" Besides Japan’s disputes with the Soviet Union/Russia over the Northern
Territories/Southern Kuriles, Takeshima/Dokdo with South Korea, and Senkaku/Diaoyu with
the PRC and the ROC, other unresolved problems stemming from the San Francisco Treaty
include the “one China” issue and the status of Taiwan, the divided Korean Peninsula, and the
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multiparty dispute over ownership of the Spratly/Nansha Islands. Kimie Hara, “50 Years from
San Francisco: Re-Examining the Peace Treaty and Japan’s Territorial Problems,” Pacific
Affairs 74, no. 3 (Autumn 2001): 362.

"> This wedge theory is clearest in the case of the Northern Territories/South Kuriles dispute.
In 1956, the Soviets offered to return two island groups to Japan after the signing of a peace
treaty. The US prevented Japan from accepting the Soviet offer by threatening Japan with the
loss of its residual sovereignty over Okinawa. Ibid., 366-68; Kimie Hara, “The San Francisco
Peace Treaty and Frontier Problems in the Regional Order in East Asia: A Sixty Year
Perspective,” The Asia-Pacific Journal 10, no. 17, 1 (April 22, 2012): 5-6.

" Two recent studies that do provide substantial information on Okinawa and Taiwan’s roles
in the Senkaku/Diaoyu dispute are: Robert D. Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East
China Sea Islands Dispute: Okinawa’s Reversion and the Senkaku Islands, Routledge Security
in Asia Series (Abingdon, Oxon: Routledge, 2014); Kimie Hara, “Okinawa, Taiwan, and the
Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands in United States-Japan-China Relations,” in The China-Japan Border
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Jinxing Chen, “Radicalization of the Protect Diaoyutai Movement in 1970s-America,” Journal
of Chinese Overseas 5, no. 2 (September 1, 2009): 310-35,
d0i:10.1163/179303909X12489373183055. Unlike the papers by Wang and Chen which leave
out the Defend Diaoyutai Movement in Taiwan and Hong Kong, both Eldridge’s Origins of
U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute and this paper also include substantial
coverage of these two arenas of the movement. Whereas Eldridge relies heavily on US
diplomatic and news sources, [ mainly draw on Chinese language primary sources such as
accounts and reminiscences by Chinese participants in the Defend Diaoyutai Movement in the
US, Taiwan and Hong Kong.

' Gavan McCormack has pointed out the absurdity of the term koyii no ryodolfl & ® 48 +-as
applied to the Senkaku Islands, a periphery of a periphery of Japan, i.e. Okinawa, which Japan
had been ready to relinquish along with other possessions at the end of World War II in order
to preserve the four main islands (koyu hondoliil4 4< t-or intrinsic mainland). McCormack,
“Much Ado over Small Islands: The Sino-Japanese Confrontation over Senkaku/Diaoyu,” 9.

'® As Deng Xiaoping stated at a press conference in 1978, “We believe that we should set the
issue aside for a while if we cannot reach agreement on it. It is not an urgent issue and can
wait for a while. If our generation do [sic] not have enough wisdom to resolve this issue, the
next generation will have more wisdom, and I am sure that they can find a way acceptable to
both sides to settle this issue.” “Set aside Dispute and Pursue Joint Development,” Ministry of
Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic of China, n.d; The text in Chinese can be found in
“Deng Xiaoping yu waiguo shounao ji jizhe huitan lu” bianji zu[JX /NP5 &M E & ik K id & 25k 5%
#4H], Deng Xiaoping yu waiguo shounao ji jizhe huitan lu X515 45 [# B g fe id 2 2514 7
(Beijing: Taihai chubanshe & ¥ Hiki4t, 2011), 318.

' On September 7, 2010, the Chinese fishing trawler Minjinyu 5179 was ordered by the Japan
Coast Guard to halt near the Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands in East China sea but did not comply.
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The trawler first collided with the patrol boat Mizuki and then with a second patrol boat
Yonakuni. The Japan Coast Guard seized the trawler and detained its crew of 14 and its
captain Zhan Qixiong. This incident precipitated a major diplomatic crisis and worsening
relations between China and Japan, as well as a wave of popular protests and cyber-activism
in China and Japan.

'® K. O. Emery et al., “Geological Structure and Some Water Characteristics of East China Sea
and Yellow Sea,” Committee for Co-Ordination of Joint Prospecting for Mineral Resources in
Asian Offshore Areas (C.C.0.P.), Technical Bulletin (Bangkok, Thailand: United Nations
Economic Commission for Asia and the Far East (ECAFE), May 1968), 41.

" Niino Hiroshi (##34) of Tokyo University of Fisheries, one of the lead authors of the
UNECAFE report, had published relevant geological research since 1961. Niino co-authored a
1961 paper on “Sediment of Shallow Portions of the East China Sea and South China Sea”
with Kenneth O. Emery of Woods Hole Oceanographic Institute. The two published a follow-
up study in 1967 before they participated in the 1968 UNECAFE survey. Niino also
independently published an article about the potential rich oil reserves in the Senkaku region
in a Japanese scientific journal in September 1967. Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the
East China Sea Islands Dispute, 108, 110; Guoshi yanjiushe [# 257 #t, “Riren wei mouduo
wo Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo shoujiao H A\ 2 & T G 17 L84 BEFIHD,” in
Diaoyutai—Zhongguo de lingtu £V & —/817¢4 1, ed. Mingbao chubanshe bianjibu ##k H ik
#L#RiE A (Hong Kong: Mingbao chubanshe B Hifift, 1996), 149; Zhang Zhirong and Wang
Junfeng, Donghai youzheng: Diaoyudao zhengduan de lishi, fali yu weilai % /A5 — #9455 5
g, RS A, Di 1 ban, Jinian jiuyiba shibian 80 zhounian xilie congshu (Harbin:
Heilongjiang renmin chubanshe, 2011), 71.

* Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 117; Zhang
Zhirong and Wang Junfeng, Donghai youzheng, 72.

*' Suganuma, Sovereign Rights and Territorial Space in Sino-Japanese Relations, 131;
Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 111. Eldridge
notes that Omiya Tsunehia was the only true Okinawan applicant, as the other two Okinawan
applicants represented mainland Japanese and American interests respectively.

* Okinawan authorities complained that Taiwanese intruders were fishing, poaching, digging
up medicinal plants, and posing safety risks to Okinawan residents. Eldridge, The Origins of
U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 72-73.

* Zhang Zhirong and Wang Junfeng, Donghai youzheng, 60-61; Eldridge, The Origins of U.S.
Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 81-86; Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo
Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo shoujiao?,” 149.

* “Joint Statement of Japanese Prime Minister Eisaku Sato and U.S. President Richard
Nixon,” November 21, 1969.

* Zhang Zhirong and Wang Junfeng, Donghai youzheng, 74.

*° Given that there were two Taiwan geologists who had participated in the UNECAFE survey,
Taipei was aware of East China Sea’s potential wealth of petroleum reserves even before the
survey report was published in 1969 (though not as early as Japan where Niino Hiroshi had
conducted and published pertinent research since 1961).

* Wang Yuguo £ E[H, “1968-1970 nianjian Taiwan dangju dui Diaoyu Dao zhuquan weihu de
yinying 1968—1970 4F 1] G424 Jey %) 44 1 5 EAGES RN, ”  Taiwan Research Journal #7Z#HF
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Fi#E T, no. 3 (2013): 49.
*® Agencies involved in research on Diaoyutai included the Department of Land
Administration, the Ministry of National Defense, the National Security Bureau, and the
Chinese Petroleum Corporation, which signed a contract with the Institute of Historical
Research of the College of Chinese Culture to conduct a four-month research project on the
historical relationship between the Ryukyus and nearby islands northeast of Taiwan
(including the Diaoyutai Islands), with the hope that historical maps and sources would make
a definitive case for Chinese ownership of Diaoyutai. The Chinese Petroleum Corporation also
conducted an aerial magnetic survey of oil in the continential shelf north of Taiwan, and
determined that the Diaoyutai Islands definitely belonged to Taiwan’s continental shelf and
not Okinawa’s. It proposed a plan for further exploration of oil reserves and preventive
measures to counter Japan’s exploration plans. On November 7, 1968, the Ministry of
Economic Affairs called a joint meeting with concerned agencies, including the Department of
Mines, the Chinese Petroleum Corporation, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and the Ministry
of National Defense. At this meeting, the Chinese Petroleum Company proposed to invite
American oil companies to participate in joint exploration to seek American support against
Japanese objections. Ibid., 50.
* Man-houng Lin, “The May 26, 1971 US Diplomatic Note on the Diaoyutai Issue: Taiwan’s
Sovereignty Claim and the US Reponse,” in The China-Japan Border Dispute: Islands of
Contention in Multidisciplinary Perspective, ed. Tim Futing Liao, Kimie Hara, and Krista
Eileen Wiegand, Rethinking Asia and International Relations (Farnham, Surrey, England;
Burlington, VT, USA: Ashgate, 2015), 66.
** Wang Yuguo, “1968-1970 nianjian Taiwan dangju dui Diaoyu Dao zhuquan weihu de
yinying,” 50.
* Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 122; Li Woteng
L%, Diaoyutai shi shei de? Diaoyutai de lishi yu fali #7/E 27077 #9051 8 81752
(Taipei: Wunan, 2014), 360-361.
% Li Woteng, Diaoyutai shi shei de?, 362-64; Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo
Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo shoujiao?,” 182-86.
* Shaw, The Diaoyutai/Senkaku Islands Dispute, 22-25; Shaw, “Revisiting The
Diaoyutai/Senkaku Island Dispute,” 97-98.
* “Taiwan baodiao yundong de cuozong fuza quanxi & I {5#71E 81 #5443 5 B1R,” BBC
Chinese, October 25, 2012.
% The headline of an August 28 news report in China Times (*1[& %) thunders: “Please
Listen to the Outcries of the Fishermen—Diaoyutai Islands Belong to Us!” As reported by the
Taiwan press, not only was the fishery industry endangered, but fish processing plants and
other businesses that depended on the Diaoyutai Islands also faced bankruptcy. Yao Zhuoran
#k 4R, “Qingting yuminmen de fusheng--Diaoyutai lieyu shi women de! &% 5y B AP 11 W8 — 84
FEHIELEIAM0,” in Diaoyutai lieyu wenti ziliao huibian #9642 51U [ 14 5 44, ed.
Zhongguo Guomindang zhongyang weiyuanhui disizu =[5 [5 [ # o e 2% & & 55 JUAH, Second
edition (Taipei: Guomindang zhongyang weiyuanhui B [X % b o5 & €, 1972), 73-74; Mmgbao
yuekan ziliaoshi Fi¥z H 1] k| =, “Diaoyutai lieyu shi women de! £ & F1J 2 FAM 0, ” i
Diaoyutai—Zhongguo de lingtu, 56-57.
% Li Woteng, Diaoyutai shi shei de?, 361. Actually the flag was not desecrated. The Okinawan
police had the inscriptions scrubbed and the ROC flag taken down. The flag was then turned
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over to United States Civil Administration of the Ryukyu Islands (USCAR), which delivered it
to the American Embassy in Taipei. The embassy returned the flag to the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs on April 27, 1971. Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands
Dispute, 128.

" Li Woteng, Diaoyutai shi shei de?, 362.”

* Yang Tianshi #Xf, “Jiang Jieshi yu Diaoyu Dao de zhuquan zhengyi #4141 5488 & 1) 3
FL41,” Gongshi wangF&il W, accessed February 23, 2015.

* Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 170; Li Woteng,
Diaoyutai shi shei de?, 363.

** Robert Eldridge cites several US internal diplomatic documents that, taken at face value,
support this view. The earliest document indicating American desire to stay neutral on the
issue found by Eldridge is a Febrary 27, 1970 letter from Howard M. McElroy to Charles A.
Schmitz, both on the American team to negotiate the Okinawa Reversion Treaty with Japan.
This letter cites the following comment from the State Department’s Japan Desk: “Article 1;
we would prefer to stick to the description used in Art. III of the Peace Treaty, avoiding the
Senkaku problem.” Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute,
166. On the other hand, as Kimie Hara has argued, an alternative explanation for the
neutrality principle was that the US was purposely driving a wedge between Japan and China.
A 2003 Nanfang zhoumo article illustrates this by invoking the metaphor of the US as a
medical doctor who deliberately left a gauze pad inside the stomach of East Asia the patient,
so that Sino-Japanese relations could never get too comfortable. Jiaxiang ##£, “Diaoyu Dao,
Diao de shenme yu? %5, 44?2 " Renminwang A /M, January 10, 2003.

*' On September 15, just five days after McCloskey’s press conference, Acting Foreign
Minister James Chang-huan Shen (Shen Changhuan 7t & #%) summoned US Ambassador
McConaughy to complain about the neutrality statement and to request that no further
statements be made. McConaughy asked for clarification: Is his understanding that the ROC
rejected Japan’s claim of sovereignty but refrained from making a fully justified official
counter-claim correct? Shen confirmed this, and explained why Taiwan had not challenged
the Ryukyu arrangements earlier and why its rejection of Japanese claims was justified.
Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 172.

* Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu: Yijiugiling niandai baowei Diaoyutai yundong zhishi
fenzi zhi jiging, fenlie, jueze {REVH Zi%: — /L LEFICIRIETET M G IEB)FH T2 815, 77,
##E Lishi da jiangtang J&E S K ##% (Taipei: Lianjing chubanshi gongsi B¢ H il 2y @], 2013),
39; Yang Tianshi, “Jiang Jieshi yu Diaoyu Dao de zhuquan zhengyi.”

* Li Woteng, Diaoyutai shi shei de?, 362.

*“ Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 40.

* South Korea was invited because Korean scientists, along with scientists from the US, Japan
and Taiwan, participated in the UNECAFE 1968 survey which led to the publication of
“Geological Structure and Some Water Characteristics of East China Sea and Yellow Sea.”
The report concluded that “Sediments beneath the continental shelf [north of Taiwan] and in
the Yellow Sea are believed to have great potential as oil and gas reservoirs” (p. 4).
Suganuma, Sovereign Rights and Territorial Space in Sino-Japanese Relations, 132; Li
Woteng, Diaoyutai shi shei de?, 365.

“ Gu Zhenggang % 1E4H, “ZhongRiHan shangtao kaifa haiyang bingwei sheji Diaoyutai wenti
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o [ 8 7 3 B S e AR B K Y Fa E2 8,7 in Diaoyutai lieyu wenti ziliao huibian, 13-14.

*” Taiwan students were also concerned that the ROC government might compromise because
it was trying to secure a US$300 million loan from Japan for infrastructure projects. Vice
President Yen Chia-kan (Yan Jiagan /& Z<i#) had visited Japan in July 1970 for that purpose.
Emperor Hirohito’s unfortunate choice to receive Yen on July 7, the anniversary of the Marco
Polo Bridge Incident, further aroused a nationalistic backlash from Taiwan students. Yu-ming
Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 19-20.

*® Li Woteng, Diaoyutai shi shei de?, 367; Suganuma, Sovereign Rights and Territorial Space
in Sino-Japanese Relations, 132.

** On September 10, 1970, Foreign Minister Aichi Kiichi (4n#—), responding to the Foreign
Affairs Committee of the Diet that was concerned over the reported raising of the ROC flag on
Uotsuri Island, declared that Senkaku clearly belonged to Okinawa. In addition, the
continental shelf issue was a completely different issue from the question of sovereignty, and
the flag-raising incident, if true, was an “unfriendly act” of the ROC requiring appropriate
responses from both Taipei and Washington. On September 19 Aichi told the United Press
International: “The Senkakus clearly belong to Japan. This is a question that does not require
discussion.” Mingbao yuekan ziliaoshi, “Diaoyutai lieyu shi women de!,” 59; Yang Tianshi,
“Jiang Jieshi yu Diaoyu Dao de zhuquan zhengyi.”

% Political commentator Murakami Kaoru (#f I ), military affairs commentator Fujimura
Haruo (#4774 %), and Okinawa Times reporter Yafuso Chiikei ()2 & #H1# k) were among the
critical dissenters. Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo
shoujiao?,” 168-69.

*! Ibid., 168.

*? Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 261.

* Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo shoujiao?,” 168,
187-88; Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 261.

** Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo shoujiao?,” 169; Inoue
Kiyoshi #_Ei#%, “Diaoyu liedao (Jiange liedao deng) de lishi yu guishu $5£a %15 (R %) 5%
(1] /i 5 Bl & /&, in Diaoyutai—Zhongguo de lingtu, 198-221; Shaw, “Revisiting The
Diaoyutai/Senkaku Island Dispute,” 104; Lin Lin ##%, “Riben de fandui qinzhan diaoyutai
xingdong H A [ B2 1589 &5 478),” in Chunlei shengsheng: Baodiao yundong sanshi
zhounian wenxian xuanji & F &% : (REJEE) — -4 %74, ed. Lin Guojiong A B4 et al.
(Taipei: Renjian chubanshe A HikR#:, 2001), 571, 575.

* For example, the Foreign Ministry established an institute dedicated to research on the
Senkakus, as did the Society for Aiding Southern Compatriots (Nanp6 doho engokai F§ 77 7 i
P&##2>). Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo shoujiao?,” 161.
*® For example, the March 25, 1971 issue of Okinawa, a special issue on the Senkaku Islands,
runs to over 340 pages and contains numerous articles and over 40 photos. Ibid., 171; Zhang
Zhirong and Wang Junfeng, Donghai youzheng, 79-80.

*” Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo shoujiao?,” 166.

*® Okuhara was invited to join the Senkaku Islands Study Group (Senkaku Retto kenkyukai 2
il 71 B iF T 2), a semi-government group created in September 1970; over the next two years
the group published two edited volumes. Okuhara published several dozen articles in the
1970s, including a 54-part newspaper series between 1972 and 1973, Eldridge, The Origins of
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U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 141-42; Shaw, “Revisiting The
Diaoyutai/Senkaku Island Dispute,” 99.

* Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 14.

% Japanese media also agreed that a peaceful resolution should be sought, and that the
continental shelf was a separate problem and was more complicated, requiring discussion
with the Chinese side. Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo
shoujiao?,” 169; Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute,
258-61.

°" Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo Diaoyutai zuolexie shenmo shoujiao?,” 169-70;
Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 256-58.

% Takeuchi Yoshimi (77 %), an eminent pro-China Sinologist and editor of Chiigoku monthly,
was convinced of the soundness of Japanese claims, and published an article by the
aforementioned Okuhara Toshio. Guoshi yanjiushe, “Riren wei mouduo wo Diaoyutai zuolexie
shenmo shoujiao?,” 172.

% Ibid., 170.

* Li Woteng, Diaoyutai shi shei de?, 362.

% The first Taiwan academic to go into action was Yang Zhongkui (#f#), head of a research
institute on the Ryukyus at the Chinese Culture college (later Chinese Culture University) in
Taipei. In October 1970, Yang published a brief introduction on the Diaoyutai islands and the
issue of sovereignty on the basis of his site visit in August, and his study of Chinese, Ryukyuan
and Japanese sources. Yang concluded that the islands were long possessed by China, and
occupied by Japan surreptitiously and opportunistically during the 1* Sino-Japanese War.
Yang Zhongkui #5112, “Cong shidi beijing kan Diaoyutai lieyu 7 52175 5 & # £ G 4, ” in
Diaoyutai lieyu wenti ziliao huibian, 53-58.

% Hongdah Chiu (Qiu Hongda) [1%:i%, “Zhongguo duiyu Diaoyutai lieyu zhuquan wenti de
lunju fenxi H A3 A 84 £2 516 3= HE B E 0 #6352 4,” in Diaoyutai lieyu wenti ziliao huibian,
150-68; Hongdah Chiu (Qiu Hongda) %1%, “Cong guojifa guandian lun Diaoyutai lieyu
wenti /¢ 3 B8 B s #Y A 2 N, in Diaoyutai lieyu wenti ziliao huibian, 96-103.

" “Defend Diaoyutai!” is reprinted in Wang Hsiao-po (Wang Xiaobo) %, Shangwei
wancheng de lishi A 56 RAFE S 4789+ F.4E (Taipei: #E247 ik, 1996), 1-19. See
also Honda Yoshihiko A<M # 2, “Jieyanling xia de chundongi/# 4 ~Z5%),” trans. Liu
Dizhao %44, Haixia pinglun ;A5 Fz#, February 2015.

% Li Yaming Z=#8], “Haiwai Baodiao yundong de huigu yu jiantao #4Mf-#43% & i (5] i Bl ke
#1,” in Qimeng, kuangbiao, fansi, 81.

% Kexue yuekan was founded at the University of Chicago in 1969 by a group of Taiwan
students including Lin Shiaw Shin (Lin Xiaoxin #=15%) and Liu Yuan-Tsun (Liu Yuanjun#/j#
#2). It was intended to be a vehicle for disseminating scientific knowledge, promoting the
scientific outlook, and laying the foundations for a healthy ideal society in Taiwan. Yuan-Tsun
Liu (Liu Yuanjun) %9512, “Kexue Yuekan yu Baodiao yundong[JF}£: A F) EL{f$YiEH),” in
Qimeng, kuangbiao, fansi, 69-72.

’® Although Hong Kong has often been described as a cultural desert, in the postwar period it
had a vibrant publishing scene. In the 1960s middle school students formed literary societies,
most with their own publications. Editors of some of these publications later became founders
of important literary magazines including Pan Ku (Pan Gu # 7). “Chongpo chenmo — Xueyun
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de yunniang E#ILER — ZEREREE,” in Xianggang xuesheng yundong huigu Zr/#42/41# 5 |o]
##, ed. Hong Kong Federation of Students (Xianggang zhuanshang xuesheng lianhui 7 2 I
24l ¢r), First (Hong Kong: Guangjiaojing chubanshe j& ffi#5% i ficet, 1983), 9.

" Yuan Yue ®i#, “Baodiao yundong de giyuan he chuancheng {4 #Vi% & 1205 A1 {# &,” Dai
yanjing de Liu Sanjie de kongjian #HR#E 1% — 44177, September 1, 2012.

2 At first the Taiwan students, who had lived under the cloud of the White Terror under KMT
rule, could only think of submitting a petition to the ROC government. Then Ping Sheng (Shen
Ping 7k-F) pointed out that the most a petition could achieve was a response with no follow-
up. Instead, he proposed organizing demonstrations: “In the US, no one pays attention if
three people are walking side by side. But if three people are marching together with a
placard, then television cameras will show up.” Wu Renbo %:AT-18#, “Zaitan 1970 niandai chuqi
zhi Baodiao yundong: Zhonghua Minguo zhengfu zhi shijue F#%—/L-EOFEMRVIIH 2 (REVIEE):
W 3E R BB 2 A, 7 Shiyun %4, no. 15 (June 2011): 136-37.

7 Tbid., 139.

" Baowei Zhongguo Diaoyutai xingdong weiyuanhui Niuyue fenhui {1+ B G1T81E A &
4%y &, “Baowei Zhongguo lingtu Diaoyutai xuanyan f5f# - B48 18/ & & =,” in Chunlei
shengsheng, 75-76.

> Wu Renbo, “Zaitan 1970 niandai chuqi zhi Baodiao yundong: Zhonghua Minguo zhengfu zhi
shijue,” 136-139.

’® Lin Shiaw Shin (Lin Xiaoxin) ##1%, “Baodiao lishi de yuanyuan gen dui haixia liang’an de
shehui de yiyi O 50 1)l BR8N 7 1+ & W & 28, in Qimeng, kuangbiao, fans, 38.

77 Hu Bokai (#] h#l), then a graduate student in physics at Temple University, had circulated
“Defend Diaoyutai!” through the Dafeng she network. He was also the Philadelphia liaison for
Kexue yuekan. Hu proposed to Lin Shiaw Shin (Lin Xiaoxin#k1:), a University of Chicago
graduate student in physics and co-founder of Kexue yuekan, that the publication be used as a
medium for public discussion of the Diaoyutai issue. Responses from students on various
campuses were enthusiastically supportive, leading to Kexue yuekan becoming an important
vehicle for the Baodiao Movement. Liu Yuan-Tsun, “Kexue Yuekan yu Baodiao yundong,”
75-76.

’® The Baodiao action committees produced over 150 Chinese language periodicals in North
America, some of which were published into the late 1970s and even beyond. Bianji
weiyuanhui ###EZs & &, “Xuyan: ba Diao/tongyun de aiguozhuyi xinhuo yongyuan chuandi
xlaqu 7 &5 {08/ S0IE I 2B 3 2B JOKEEIE T %,” in Chunlei shengsheng, viil.

” Yu-ming Shaw (Shao Yuming) A8 E##%, “Diaoyutai yundong zai Zhongguo xiandaishi de yiyi
PIfa GIEENE IR LK F,” in Qimeng, kuangbiao, fansi, 300.

% Xia Peiran E %X, “Yige Baodiao zuopai de fansilu —f {4597 JR ) 2 J8%,” in Qimeng,
Kuangbiao, Fansi, 277; Lin Shiaw-Shin, “Baodiao lishi de yuanyuan gen dui haixia liang’an de
shehui de yiyi,” 38.

®" Paul Shui (Shui Binghe) 7K #1, “Huigu ‘Diaoyun’ [A1f##Vi#,” in Chunlei shengsheng,
715-16.

* Guo Songfen #[¥AZE, “Wusi yundong de yiyi7.V4 | #EH)f&FE,” in Chunlei shengsheng,
317.

% Jian Yiming suggests that the left fist symbolizes leftist thought. Jian Yiming & 258,
“Lixiang zhuyizhe de yanshuo yu shijian - Guo Songfen Diaoyun lunshu de yiyi ¥4 F &8 &1 =
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Aot BRI — SRR ZE SV EIA I S 28, in Guo Songfen wenji ZEAZEEE: (R£94, Yinke wenxue
EpZ 32 465 (New Taipei City: INK Yinke wenxue shenghuo zazhi chuban youxian gongsi INK
ENZISC S A TR RS A PR A ], 2015), 29.

% Baodiao activists saw their movement as the successor not only to the May 4™ Movement of
1919, but also to the December 9" Movement of 1935, and the Anti-Civil War, Anti-Hunger
and Anti-Oppression protests from 1945 to 1949. Zhou Enlai endorsed the label of the New
May 4™ Movement when he secretly received a delegation of Baodiao activists on November
23, 1971. Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 10-11; Lin Shiaw-Shin, “Baodiao lishi de
yuanyuan gen dui haixia liang’an de shehui de yiyi,” 42.

* Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 333. York Liao (Liao YuekeZ%]7), a doctoral
candidate in physics at Harvard who spearheaded the formation of the Boston branch of the
Baodiao Action Committee, was among those students from Hong Kong who had taken part in
classroom boycotts and street protests during the height of the Anti-Vietnam War Movement.
Students from Taiwan were constrained from doing so, due to concerns about possible effects
on their families back home, their scholarships, and their student visas. But some did. Xu
Shouteng (47 #%), a Baodiao leader at Columbia University, for example, took part in student
anti-war protests back in 1967 and learned about American multiculturalism and the Civil
Rights Movement of African-Americans from his American friends. York Liao (Liu Yueke) E#]
7%, “Baodiao gian de Xianggang yu Taiwan xuesheng %91 & # 1 &5 242E,” 1970 niandai
“Baodiao * Tongyun” koushu lishi — /L OF/C" (REY- 25" 134 /77 4, April 26, 2012; Xu
Shouteng #:5F#%, “Geren chengzhang jingli ™ ARKZ ), 7 1970 niandai “Baodiao e
Tongyun” koushu lishi.

* Hanson Chan (Chen Tianxuanf§f % i), an immigrant from Hong Kong who had experience in
the civil rights movement and Chinese-language journalism in the 1960s, was not a student in
1971 but served as editor of a monthly magazine of a social organization for Hong Kong
students in New York. Chan became the Baodiao movement’s liaison with the Chinese
community in New York. Hanson Chan (Chen Tianxuan) K€, “Niuyue dayouxing 212 A
J#47,” 1970 niandai “Baodiao * Tongyun” koushu lishi.

¥ Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 333.

% Liu Yuan-Tsun(Liu Yuanjun) 2JJ5&2, “Wo suo zhidao de liuMei xuesheng Baodiao yundong
IR0 ) B 5 2R AR S H),” in Fengyun di niandai: Baodiao yundong ji liuxuesheng
shengyai zhi huiyi & 22 i C—IRETEE) K B2 44 JELZ 7117, ed. Yu-ming Shaw (Shao
Yuming) A8 #% (Taipei: Lianjing chuban shiye gongsi Bi#S Hi iR =34 7], 1991), 192-193;
Chih-ming Wang, “Tracking Baodiao: Diaspora, Sovereignty, and Chinese American
Resistance,” Chinese America: History and Perspectives, no. 2009 (January 2009): 131.

% Reportedly, the Berkeley organizers insisted on holding the demonstrations on January 29
as an oblique reference to the 1935 December 9" Movement to Resist Japan and Save the
Nation, as yierjiu (—=—JL) can refer to either December 9 or January 29. This signified that
the Baodiao Movement continued the anti-Japanese spirit of the December 9" Movement of
1935, in contrast to the KMT’s failure to resist Japanese aggression on both occasions. Yu-
ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 20.

% Wang, “Tracking Baodiao: Diaspora, Sovereignty, and Chinese American Resistance,” 134;
H. Mark Lai, Chinese American Transnational Politics, The Asian American Experience
(Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 2010), 36.
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' Wang, “Tracking Baodiao: Diaspora, Sovereignty, and Chinese American Resistance,”
131-32; Chen, “Radicalization of the Protect Diaoyutai Movement in 1970s-America,” 319;
Zhu Hongjun &40%, “Sanshiwu nian ‘Baodiao’ meng — | fi4F “f#4" %5,” Nanfang
Zhoumotd 77 I K, August 4, 2005; Wang Yongzhong 7k #, “Meiyou yingxiong de suiyue % f
BefER % H,” in Fengyun di niandai, 6.
* Bokelai baodiao xingdong weiyuanhui 417 4 #8947 8)Zs £ &, “Yierjiu shiwei — ~JL/RE,” in
Chunlei shengsheng, 306-7.
* Bei Jiazhou baowei Diaoyutai lianmeng Jbn/H {4 #% & 8%, “Zhi Taibei lingshiguan
kangyi shu £t & bAHFHEEPiak=,” in Chunlei shengsheng, 341.
** Bokelai baodiao xingdong weiyuanhui A1 7 3 {18917 812 2 &, “Yierjiu shiwei — ~ LR, 7
308.
* Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun Iu, 20; Liu Yuan-Tsun, “Wo suo zhidao de liuMei xuesheng
Baodiao yundong,” 193; Wang, “Tracking Baodiao: Diaspora, Sovereignty, and Chinese
American Resistance,” 131.
* Hanson Chan was liaison with Chinatown. Xu Shouteng (#57#4), a Baodiao leader at
Columbia University, had the responsibility of working with I Wor Kuen. Xu Shouteng, “Geren
chengzhang jingli”; Lai, Chinese American Transnational Politics, 36.
%7 John Chung-en Liu, “Weisikangxin Maidixun yu Baodiao yundong /&1 5 3 25 ith 1% B {5 #7315 5,
” Qianjuanshu wanlilu 7% 4 % £, March 11, 2013, .
% Presumably, “Satd government’s militarist expansion policy” refers to Japan’s illegitimate
claim on Diaoyutai as a harbinger of further expansionism, and KMT concessions refer to
participation in the Japan-Korea-ROC Liaison Committee and failure to make a forceful case
for Chinese ownership of the Diaoyutais. Guo Songfen Z[¥A2%Z, “Diaoyutai shijian de
‘minzuxing zhong yu zhengzhixing' hai shi ‘zhengzhixing zhong yu minzuxing’? #J£ & F4F 1)
RV E R BUAYE ] B [EuaPEHE R REIED?,” in Guo Songfen wenji Z5FAZEXEE: (REVE,
Yinke wenxue E[1%| 3% 465 (New Taipei City: INK Yinke wenxue shenghuo zazhi chuban
youxian gongsi INKEJZI| SC 22 A4 g5k RE H A FR A 7], 2015), 111-12. Chen, “Radicalization of
the Protect Diaoyutai Movement in 1970s-America,” 319.
* Wang, “Tracking Baodiao: Diaspora, Sovereignty, and Chinese American Resistance,” 132;
Lai, Chinese American Transnational Politics, 13, 34; Wang Yongzhong, “Meiyou yingxiong de
suiyue,” 6.
' Wu Renbo, “Zaitan 1970 niandai chugi zhi Baodiao yundong: Zhonghua Minguo zhengfu
zhi shijue,” 140.
" Tbid., 140-41.
' Xia Peiran, “Yige Baodiao zuopai de fansilu,” 277; Wang Yongzhong, “Meiyou yingxiong de
suiyue,” 7. A February 5 editorial in Central Daily News even went as far as to refute the
belief of many Chinese that the Diaoyutai incident was a manifestation of the revival of
Japanese militarism. Instead, the editorial argued that militarism could not develop in Japan
under its current constitution and democratic system. Revival of Japanese militarism was just
Communist propaganda to undermine cooperation among the US, Japan, the ROC and South
Korea. Rather than persuading the students, this editorial had the opposite effect, alienating
many by what they saw as an attempt to place a red cap on their patriotic actions. Wang
Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 224-225; Liu Yuan-Tsun, “Wo suo zhidao de liuMei
xuesheng Baodiao yundong,” 197-198; Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 25-26.
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' Xia Peiran, “Yige Baodiao zuopai de fansilu,” 277.

' For example, at a discussion forum at Stanford University on January 4, Consul-General
Chou T'ung-hua was unable to answer in a substantive way the students’ questions on the
government’s failure to protest the removal of the ROC flag by Ryukyu police and to the
expulsion of Taiwan fishermen, and on why the government agreed to Japan’s proposal to not
discuss Diaoyutai ownership but to first talk about cooperation on oil exploration. Even more
disastrously, Acting Consul-General Deng Quanchang (Ef# £ ) arranged to have two KMT
loyalist students disrupt and end prematurely a Diaoyutai forum at the University of Chicago
when he realized that he was unable to mobilize enough pro-government students to cancel
the forum or to control discussion there. Wu Renbo, “Zaitan 1970 niandai chugi zhi Baodiao
yundong: Zhonghua Minguo zhengfu zhi shijue,” 141-44.

' Ibid., 144-46.

' Ibid., 146-47.

' Yao could only refer to reports in Central Daily News, or qualified his responses by saying
that they represented his personal views or the views of the Education Ministry, not
necessarily those of the KMT government. Ibid., 148-49; Chen, “Radicalization of the Protect
Diaoyutai Movement in 1970s-America,” 324; Lin, “The May 26, 1971 US Diplomatic Note on
the Diaoyutai Issue: Taiwan’s Sovereignty Claim and the US Reponse,” 73.

' Wu Renbo, “Zaitan 1970 niandai chugi zhi Baodiao yundong: Zhonghua Minguo zhengfu
zhi shijue,” 152.

' Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 31, 43-47. The ROC government was constrained by its
agreement with the US to keep its navy from venturing beyond north of 26 degrees latitude.
Moreover, Taiwan urgently needed the support of both the US and Japan to keep its UN seat.
Lin, “The May 26, 1971 US Diplomatic Note on the Diaoyutai Issue: Taiwan’s Sovereignty
Claim and the US Reponse,” 68.

"% Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 192-93.

"' On March 19, Central Daily News published the professors’ letter along with Secretary
General to the President Chang Chun’s (Zhang Qun 5&#¥) response on behalf of Chiang.
However, the response was limited to just an appeal for all to place their trust in the
government. The full text of the professors’ letter is cited in Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei
wancheng de lishi, 338.

"2 Chen, “Radicalization of the Protect Diaoyutai Movement in 1970s-America,” 324; Liu
Yuan-Tsun, “Wo suo zhidao de liuMei xuesheng Baodiao yundong,” 201-2; Wu Renbo, “Zaitan
1970 niandai chuqi zhi Baodiao yundong: Zhonghua Minguo zhengfu zhi shijue,” 157; Yu-ming
Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 28-29.

"* Lin Shiaw Shin, “Baodiao lishi de yuanyuan gen dui haixia liang’an de shehui de yiyi,”
28-29.

"* Qian Zhirong #£##¥, “Huanyuan lishi, tiaozhan jinzhao: Baodiao zhuquan zhi zheng i# 7 J&
5, BREAEA: R$VFEREZ F,” in Qimeng, kuangbiao, fansi, 14-15; Chen, “Radicalization of
the Protect Diaoyutai Movement in 1970s-America,” 325.

"® Xia Peiran, “Yige Baodiao zuopai de fansilu,” 277.

"® “Bafang fengyu hui jinshan /\J7 &N & 4:1l1,” in Chunlei shengsheng, 373-376. The KMT
has been blamed for the hired thugs who tried to disrupt the demonstration. However, Wu
Renbo’s research reveals that it was a group of Chinatown leaders who employed the thugs to
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strike hard at the leftist students they regarded as no different from “Communist bandits” and
as a serious disruption to the social order of Chinatown. San Francisco Consul-General Chou
T’unghua tried to dissuade them, out of fear that this action might provide the pretext for the
demonstrators to attack the Taipei government and also arouse the strong reactions of
students elsewhere. He was only able to get the Chinatown leaders to agree to use force only
if the students undertook provocative action. Wu Renbo, “Zaitan 1970 niandai chuqi zhi
Baodiao yundong: Zhonghua Minguo zhengfu zhi shijue,” 69-70.

"7 “Bafang fengyu hui jinshan,” 376-79; Wu Renbo, “Zaitan 1970 niandai chuqi zhi Baodiao
yundong: Zhonghua Minguo zhengfu zhi shijue,” 170-71.

"® Li Woyan had spent many years in prison in Taiwan for his involvement in leftist
intellectual activities. Chen, “Radicalization of the Protect Diaoyutai Movement in 1970s-
America,” 320.

"9 Ibid., 326.

% Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 33.

' Ibid., 34; “Siyiling quanmei tongbao huafu shiwei jiyao /4243 [&] i £ )fF 7 Jai 40 2, ” in
Chunlei shengsheng, 354-355.

"2 Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun Iu, 35-36.

Jian Yiming f#8, “Lengzhan shiqi TaiGang wenyi sichao de xinggou yu chuanbo — Yi
Guo Songfen ‘Tantan Taiwan de wenxue’ wei xiansuo 48k & # SCE W 1 T AS BLEHE —
PAFBIAZE (GRFRE BTSN SCE) A4, ” Journal of Taiwan Literary Studies (Taiwan wenxue
yanjiu xuebao & &3 ST 72 ), no. 18 (April 2014): 207-40.

'** Pan Ku had a wide circulation in Hong Kong and overseas Chinese societies, and became a
public forum for commentaries and exchange of ideas by overseas Chinese communities. Law
Wing Sang (Luo Yongsheng) %7k 4=, “1960-70 niandai Xianggang de huigui lunshu 1960-704
REHEN B R RIR,” in Xianggang: jiezhi yu huigui 7%: #4474, ed. Sixiang bianji
weiyuanhui 4845 #HZ% B € (Taipei: Linking Publishing Company (Lianjing chuban B8 Hi i),
2011), 125.

%> Bao Yiming was a radical law student at National Taiwan University during the 1950s. He
was arrested and imprisoned by the secret police, and was released through the connections
of his father, a senior KMT official. After a period of study at Columbia University, Bao moved
to Hong Kong in the late 1960s in hopes of joining revolutionary activities. Jian Yiming,
“Lengzhan shiqgi TaiGang wenyi sichao de xinggou yu chuanbo — Yi Guo Songfen ‘Tantan
Taiwan de wenxue’ wei xiansuo,” 215-16.

% Ibid., 222-23.

'*” Even before the start of the Baodiao Movement, Guo had prepared a list of historical
personages and events for members of the Berkeley Dafeng she to study, in the spirit of
pursuing “national studies” as advocated by Bao. The list included many topics that were off
limits under the KMT regime, e.g. left-leaning writers. Ibid., 229.

"% Ibid., 232.

' Ibid., 233-35.

" Thus Chiang Ching-kuo complained to Ambassador McConaughy on July 12, 1971.
Eldridge, The Origins of U.S. Policy in the East China Sea Islands Dispute, 263; Yu-ming
Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 55.

“! Yang Tianshi, “Jiang Jieshi yu Diaoyu Dao de zhuquan zhengyi”; Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao
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fengyun lu, 46.

? Yu-ming Shaw, Bao Diao Feng Yun Lu, 41.

' Yang Tianshi, “Jiang Jieshi yu Diaoyu Dao de zhuquan zhengyi.”

"** Two other interrelated issues were also brought up: the forthcoming liberalization of US
restrictions on trade with and travel to the PRC; ROC’s UN seat. Nixon and Kissinger sought
to reassure Chow on all the issues. Yabuki Susumu and Mark Selden, “The Origins of the
Senkaku/Diaoyu Dispute between China, Taiwan and Japan,” 2-4; Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao
fengyun lu, 48-49.

"> Yabuki Susumu and Selden, “The Origins of the Senkaku/Diaoyu Dispute between China,
Taiwan and Japan,” 5-6; Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 50.

"% Shen echoed the point made by Chow Shu-kai that losing the trust of the overseas Chinese
scholars and students over the litmus test of Diaoyutai would be detrimental to the ROC’s
legitimacy. Green, however, merely restated the US position of neutrality. Yang Tianshi,
“Jiang Jieshi yu Diaoyu Dao de zhuquan zhengyi.”

" Yabuki Susumu and Selden, “The Origins of the Senkaku/Diaoyu Dispute between China,
Taiwan and Japan,” 6-9; Paul J. Smith, “The Senkaku/Diaoyu Island Controversy: A Crisis
Postponed,” Naval War College Review 66, no. 2 (Spring 2013): 33-35; Yu-ming Shaw,
Baodiao fengyun lu, 50-53.

' Lin Shiaw-Shin, “Baodiao lishi de yuanyuan gen dui haixia liang’an de shehui de yiyi,”
30-32; Li Zhide Z=& 4%, “Lin Xiaoxin, Cong Baodiao zouxiang Taiwan minzhuhua de buheshiyi
zhe WS, WASER GEREMKAARES, 7 Initium 4§, March 22, 2016.

' Paul Shui, “Huigu ‘Diaoyun’,” 718.

0 Ibid., 721.

"' Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 78-79; Wu-Chung Hsiang (Xiang Wuzhong) JE i,
“‘Baodiao’ yu ‘Liusi’Jf##J] B2 [7SPU[,” in Qimeng, kuangbiao, fansi, 305.

'? Lin Shiaw Shin, “Baodiao lishi de yuanyuan gen dui haixia liang’an de shehui de yiyi,” 30;
Liu Yuan-Tsun, “Wo suo zhidao de liuMei xuesheng Baodiao yundong,” 209.

' Xiyatu Diaoyutai tongxun PEHERE [ #)£ G0, “Meidong ji quanmei liuxuesheng guoshi
huiyi ceji 5 # 436 B 24 B & @k fill5c,” in Chunlei shengsheng, 432-433.

' Ibid., 432-33.

> Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 64.

1% Xiyatu Diaoyutai tongxun PEHEE [§)f &, “Meidong ji quanmei liuxuesheng guoshi
huiyi ceji &8 f 43 B S B gk fllie, 7 433.

" Paul Shui (Shui Binghe) /K #ll, “Annabao guoshi da hui 2§ B & k& ,” in Chunlei
shengsheng, 404-6; Wang Yongzhong, “Meiyou yingxiong de suiyue,” 15; Yu-ming Shaw,
Baodiao fengyun lu, 65.

'*® Wang Yongzhong, “Meiyou yingxiong de suiyue,” 15; Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu,
65.

'Y Paul Shui, “Annabao guoshi da hui,” 405-6.

' Ibid., 407. Shen Chun-shan (Shen Junshani}# ili), a physics professor at Purdue
University, was one of the very few “rightists” who stayed after the first day, and became the
subject of re-education by the leftists into the early morning hours to no avail. Shen was
prevented by the leftists from making a speech he had prepared for the conference. It was
however published subsequently, and indicated his thinking that was at odds with the radical
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majority at the conference. Shen rejected the majority view that the KMT government should
make way for the PRC to assume power in Taiwan and complete unification. He could
understand the leftists’ antipathy towards the KMT in part because of its handling of the
Diaoyutai issue, and their yearning for a strong China that could stand up to the world. But he
rejected their view that communism was suited to Taiwan. Shen argued that Taiwan’s fate
should be decided by the people in Taiwan, and not imposed on them based on a fuzzy
understanding of the Communist utopia. Instead, Shen proposed that Taiwan intellectuals
should assist and urge the KMT government in adopting extensive reforms to build a free,
rich and strong Taiwan (gexin baotai ##i{#%). Shen Chun-shan (Shen Junshan) L #E 1L,
“Gexin baoTai, zhiyuan tongyi#£#ifr 5, EFi%—,” in Fengyun di niandai, 40-48.

! Was the set of resolutions passed at the Brown and Ann Arbor conferences at the direction
of an external agent? More generally, was there any truth to the KMT charge that Communist
agents were subverting the Baodiao Movement? Many rightist participants certainly
suspected as much. Years later, Wang Zhengfang (£ 1E77), a leftist Baodiao leader, revealed
that the PRC embassy in Ottawa had conveyed to some conference participants the hope for
the passage of a resolution recognizing the PRC as the only legitimate government of the
Chinese people. Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 67. Still, most likely the Baodiao
Movement was on the whole a spontaneous affair for most participants, though it is possible
that some Communists did infiltrate the movement, and that, at the later stages, some of the
leftists might have connected with PRC agents.

"2 Resolution No. 5 was passed in two stages. At the first stage, participants voted on whether
they agreed with the resolution on principle. 236 people supported the resolution, with only 5
opposed. At the second stage, participants voted on whether the resolution should be the
basis for deciding which slogans to adopt at the UN demonstration. This time, the yes vote
passed only with a 5 vote margin, 117 to 112, indicating that a significant minority was still
unwilling to abandon the ROC openly. Lin Shiaw-Shin, “Baodiao lishi de yuanyuan gen dui
haixia liang’an de shehui de yiyi,” 46, endnote 7; Diaoyutai kuaixun #7£ 45, “Quanmei
guoshi dahui tongguo lianheguo youxing; wutiao jueyi gong gedi taolun cankao 435 f& K&
WA BT HARREE IS TR 22%,” in Chunlei shengsheng, 409-10; Yu-ming Shaw,
Baodiao fengyun lu, 65-66.

'3 According to pro-unification accounts, the clash was initiated by four or five thugs hired by
the KMT who attacked a woman student distributing flyers. It was also alleged that the KMT
provided free airline tickets and free lodgings for its supporters. Wang Yongzhong, “Meiyou
yingxiong de suiyue,” 17; Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 82; Liu Yuan-Tsun, “Wo suo
zhidao de liuMei xuesheng Baodiao yundong,” 211; “Zhongguo tongyi taolunhui jishi (niuyue)
%S e AL E (414Y),” in Chunlei shengsheng, 448.

'** Chen Ning Yang (Yang Zhenning #34%%), Nobel Laureate in physics, spent four weeks in
China during the month of July, and visited three more times through 1973. In September of
1971, Yang gave his first report on China at his institution, New York State University at
Stony Brook, and subsequently spoke on many university campuses. Given his stature as a top
scientist, Yang’s ringing endorsement of China made a powerful impression on Chinese
students and scholars, making him probably the single greatest influence in shaping the
images of a utopian China. At that time Yang called the Cultural Revolution the most
important event in the history of China because it led to a fundamental transformation of
Chinese society, in which scientists escaped from the clutch of revisionism and dedicated
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themselves completely to building a new China under the principle of idealism. Yu-ming
Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 109-10.

' The Chinese lobbying group consisted of Chen Ning Yang, physics professor Shien Biau
Woo (Wu Xianbiao%:{ll#%, who later served as Lieutenant Governor of Delaware) and two
others. Ibid., 94. Acting Assistant Legal Adviser Robert Starr’s October 20, 1971 letter to
Congress became the definitive State Department statement on the Senkaku/Diaoyu
sovereignty issue:

The Governments of the Republic of China and Japan are in disagreement as to
sovereignty over the Senkaku Islands. You should know as well that the People’s
Republic of China has also claimed sovereignty over the islands. The United
States believes that a return of administrative rights over those islands to Japan,
from which the rights were received, can in no way prejudice any underlying
claims. The United States cannot add to the legal rights Japan possessed before it
transferred administration of the islands to us, nor can the United States, by
giving back what it received, diminish the rights of other claimants. The United
States has made no claim to the Senkaku Islands and considers that any
conflicting claims to the islands are a matter for resolution by the parties
concerned.

Mark E. Manyin, “Senkaku (Diaoyu/Diaoyutai) Islands Dispute: U.S. Treaty Obligations,” CRS
Report for Congress (Washington, DC: Congressional Research Service, January 22, 2013), 5.
' This group was later designated as Delegation No. 0 because its 1971 visit to the PRC was
unpublicized at the time, and a second 1972 Baodiao group was labeled as delegation no. 1 by
the media. After the December 1971 meeting at Columbia University, Delegation No. 0 visited
various US campuses and reported on their experiences over the next months. Yu Muming 4§
%4, “Zouchu ziwo de tiankong &t B K %,” in Fengyun di niandai, 88.

" Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun Iu, 85-87.

% Liu Zhitong 21& 7, “Aimeng gushi I: Congtou shuoqi % ¥ #HIQHE#ERE,” in Qimeng,
kuangbiao, fansi, 111-13; Wang Yongzhong, “Meiyou yingxiong de suiyue,” 19.

" Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 96; Lao Luo #%§, “Wuyisan youxing jingguo 11— =i#4T
#&i,” in Chunlei shengsheng, 475-77; “Ji wuyisan Luoshanji Baodiao shiwei youxing it f1— =
B AR BAT,” in Chunlei shengsheng, 481-82.
' Hua Junxiong #6421, “Qingchun wuhui Diaoyutai 7% 458 4,” in Qimeng, kuangbiao,
fansi, 98. However, it should be noted that China has also recently d951gnated the South
China Sea islands as inherent territory, elevating the dispute in that region from an offshore
islands dispute to a homeland dispute.
" Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 136-38.
' Among them were Berkeley activists Liu Daren and Guo Songfen, who both later resumed
successful literary careers. Yao Jiawei #k3% %45, “Huan Baodiao yige gongdao—Fang Liu
Daren (1) E{RE—(H A1 552 0AT (1),” Shijie Xinwenwang - 77#r 4, November 12, 2009;
Yao Jiawei #k32 %y, “Hai Baodlao yige gongdao—Fang Liu Daren (2) & — A 552K
{t (2),” Shijie Xinwenwang 1t 7#7 /@4, November 13, 2009; Lin Hengzhe #kf7#7

“Huainian Guo Songfen 1#& %A%, ” Lin Hengze buluoge #A# 27 #7515, November 10, 2010.
' Yang Guiping #5 &°F, “Cong Baodiao dao Zigen R {##75)%#,” in Qimeng, kuangbiao,
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fansi, 187.

' Hanson Chan co-founded a food cooperative in New York Chinatown, where former
Baodiao activists including Wang Zhengfang and Wang Chunsheng did volunteer work.
Hanson Chan (Chen Tianxuan) f-KiE, “Baodiao yundong zhuanhua wei ‘FanJiang’ (#4123
Ak )%, " 1970 niandai “Baodiao ¢ Tongyun” koushu lishi.

'% Hanson Chan (Chen Tianxuan) i K€, “Qiaoshe de zuozhuan #4125, 7 1970
niandai “Baodiao * Tongyun” koushu lishi.

' Dong Xulin (& #7%), a Berkeley Baodiao leader, co-founded Zigen Fund (¥R %4> &) with
his wife Yang Guiping (#; &) and other former activists in 1988. This foundation was
dedicated to grassroots work to promote health, nutrition and education in China. Branches
were established in Taiwan in 1992, Mainland China in 1996 and Hong Kong in 2007. Former
Baodiao leftist leaders Yuan Qi (3Ji), Xie Dingyu (#f€4#4) and others established the
Education and Science Society (ESS) in New York in 1980. The goal was to promote basic
rural education in mainland China, by building rural public libraries and library rooms in
rural schools, providing scholarships to poor rural students, and training teachers. Yang
Guiping, “Cong Baodiao dao Zigen,” 187-88; Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 149.

' Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 140-41.

' On November 30, 1971, Shen drafted with historian Cho-yun Hsu (Xu Choyun #{5%) as
co-author a set of proposals on reforming state affairs (guoshi yijianshu B2 & 7.3)
addressed to Chiang Kai-shek. It was co-signed by over one hundred scholars and students,
including Nobel Laureate Yuan Tseh Lee (Li Yuanzhe Z5i%¥7) and historian Yu-ming Shaw
(Shao Yuming Af £ #%). The proposal suggested a number of political reforms, including
popular elections at all levels, promotion of human rights and freedom of speech, judicial
independence, and egalitarian distribution of the fruits of economic prosperity. Although this
proposal only received a polite response and was not implemented at the time, Shen’s
platform of “Adopting reforms, Securing Taiwan” (gexin baotai#: i & &5) was later taken up
by Chiang Ching-kuo. Ibid., 89-90; Xia Peiran, “Yige Baodiao zuopai de fansilu,” 282.

%91 Zhide, “Lin Xiaoxin.”

" Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 141-42.

" Guo Jizhou ¥4+, “Qiling niandai chuqi de shehui chongtu — Xiachao zazhi yanjiu (3)
LOFAWIAM g EsE - (W) MEEus () " Haixia pinglun /W7 F%, December
1995; Liu Yuan-Tsun, “Wo suo zhidao de liuMei xuesheng Baodiao yundong,” 200.

"2 Since the 1950s, both the ROC and the PRC were competing for the political allegiance and
the financial support of the overseas Chinese to bolster their legitimacy. Both governments
offered generous incentives to attract overseas Chinese students. As US vice president,
Richard Nixon played a role in promoting the education of overseas Chinese in Taiwan.
During his Far East mission in 1953 to strengthen the anti-Communist camp in Southeast
Asia, Nixon urged Taiwan to accept overseas Chinese students to help build an anti-
Communist fortress, offering American economic aid as an incentive. He also encouraged the
Chinese in Vietnam and elsewhere in Southeast Asia to send their children to Taiwan for
schooling. In 1956, the Overseas Community Affairs Council of the Executive Yuan (47 B[ fE
#Z% 5 ) promulgated “Regulations Regarding Study and Counseling Assistance for Overseas
Chinese Students” (&2 [n] B sl 2 % i 2 347%), under which large numbers of students from
overseas enrolled in Taiwan universities. Li Huaxia 4*# &, “Bubei rentong de rentong
yundong—Taida giaosheng Baodiao yundong zhuiyi A~ 52 [F] 12 R B — & K46 A AR EE BB
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1&,” in Qimeng, kuangbiao, fansi, 163. Since the 1950s, both the ROC and the PRC were
competing for the political allegiance and the financial support of the overseas Chinese to
bolster their legitimacy. Honda Yoshihiko, “Jieyanling xia de chundong.”

' Li Huaxia (Z#£ %), a National Taiwan University student from Vietnam, recalled the initial
apathy of many local students, rationalizing that overseas students were demonstrating
because they did not do well academically and were just showing off, that state affairs were
not the concern of students, and that protests were useless. A foreign nun reminded them,
“Protests may not succeed, but at least it’s an opportunity to make one’s voice heard.” Li
Huaxia, “Bubei rentong de rentong yundong—Taida giaosheng Baodiao yundong zhuiyi,” 165.
'"* Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 339-341.

' Taiwan daxue zazhi (haiwai ban) &# K248 [#F4MR0, “Taiwan xuesheng de shiwei
youxing ¥4 ({78 @#%1T,” in Chunlei shengsheng, 510.

" Yau Lop Poon (Qiu Liben) G374, “Qiaosheng shi Taiwan Baodiao yundong de xianfeng &

AR B RS ESN 5 8%,” in Qimeng, kuangbiao, fansi, 157; Taiwan daxue zazhi (haiwai ban)
GV RS EE THEAMR, “Taiwan xuesheng de shiwei youxing & ¥4 ({oR BEE T, 7 515.

"7 Zheng Hongsheng ¥§%&/t, “Baodiao yundong yu Taiwan de juexing {438 B B & 8 (1) 2 B,
7 ME. H4b, April 17, 2014.

'"® Taiwan daxue zazhi (haiwai ban), “Taiwan xuesheng de shiwei youxing,” 511.

% Ibid., 515.

"% Guo Jizhou, “Qiling niandai chuqi de shehui chongtu — Xiachao zazhi yanjiu (3).”

'* Li Zhongmin 2= [%, “Taiwan—xinwenjie yu baodiao shiwei £ ¥ — i # B R #7R 8, ” in
Chunlei shengsheng, 501-2.

' Invited guest speakers included Hu Qiuyuan (##kJ5), Yao Shun of the Education Ministry,
Wei Yusun of the Foreign Ministry, and Hungdah Chiu, visiting professor at National
Chengchi University. Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 344-45.

' Yao Limin #k37. [, “Baowei Diaoyutai yundong de huigu yu qianzhan {4##7£8 & 3% &[]
ELRTHE,” in Diaoyutai—Zhongguo de lingtu, 245; Guo Jizhou, “Qiling niandai chuqi de shehui
chongtu — Xiachao zazhi yanjiu (3)”; Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 343-344.
'* Yau Lop Poon, “Qiaosheng shi Taiwan Baodiao yundong de xianfeng,” 157-59.

'% Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 33.

'% Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun Iu, 170.

' Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 34.

'® The full text of the statement to Chinese compatriots and the two protest letters can be
found in ibid., 40-43.

' Ibid., 35.

" Ibid., 36-38; Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun Iu, 170. Later Ma Ying-jeou wrote for and
edited a Boston newsletter on Diaoyutai in the 1970s. He also wrote his doctoral thesis at
Harvard on Diaoyutai-related legal issues that was later published as a monograph. Ying-jeou
Ma, Legal Problems of Seabed Boundary Delimitation in the East China Sea, Maryland
Studies in East Asian Law and Politics Series, no. 4 (Baltimore: Occasional Papers/Reprints
Series in Contemporary Asian Studies, 1984). Drawing in part on this research, Ma published
a 1986 book in Chinese entitled Cong xin haiyangfa lun Diaoyutai lieyu yu Donghai huajie
wenti HEHEE RS G 5L o 81 7L, reviewed by Zheng Hailin #(i##%, Diaoyu Dao
lieyu zhi lishi yu fali yanjiu £9# 53 7)il52 [y 454224 75, Augmented edition (Beijing: Haiyang
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chubanshe i i, 2014), 304 - 12.

! A-chin Hsiau, “A ‘Generation In-itself’: Authoritarian Rule, Exilic Mentality, and the
Postwar Generation of Intellectuals in 1960s Taiwan,” The Sixties 3, no. 1 (June 2010): 3,
doi:10.1080/17541321003771094.

"> Chen Guuying (Chen Guying B &), “The Reform Movement among Intellectuals in
Taiwan since 1970,” Bulletin of Concerned Asian Scholars 14, no. 3 (September 1982):
footnote 3, 34-35.

'* Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 301.

'%* Chen Guuying (Chen Guying B #{/#), “The Reform Movement among Intellectuals in
Taiwan since 1970,” 35.

"> Wang Hsiao-po, Shangwei wancheng de lishi, 301-2; Yu-ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu,
176.

'* Wang Hsiao-po (Wang Xiaobo) iz, “Buyao rang lishi pipan women shi tuifei zisi de
yidai A s kIR AP 2 FE EE E ALK —4R,” in Qimeng, kuangbiao, fansi, 147-48, 152; Yu-
ming Shaw, Baodiao fengyun lu, 171.

" Ma Shujun Eil#E, “Xianggang Baodiao yundong licheng 7 ik {43 8)JFF f+,” Hong Kong
In-Media 2 /#7748 #849, April 11, 2013.

'® Ng Chung-yin (Wu Zhongxian) %, “Xianggang baowei diaoyutai yundong de shikuang
FH R G IEF A EW,” in Diaoyutai—Zhongguo de lingtu, 227-43; Song Zhide K57
and Yang Yingren #5#1=, “1970 dao 1980 niandai Xianggang de zuoyi liupai jianlun
Xianggang xinzuopai 19703 1980FAXFEHER £ BIRIR FEsm & s £ IK,” Kulaowang #2543,
March 21, 2008; Wang Huaixue £1%#%, “Baodiao yundong sishi zhounian {##i#E ) Y|
4, ” Huaixue Lunji 1#% 7#4, October 5, 2011; Yao Limin, “Baowei Diaoyutai yundong de
huigu yu gianzhan,” 253.

' Another prominent leader of the HK Baodiao Action Committee was Chou Lo-yat (Chou Lo-
yatfi£i%). Ng Chung-yin, “Xianggang baowei Diaoyutai yundong de shikuang,” 229; Lu
Fanzhi % <2 (pseudonym of Chou Lo-yat J&# %), “Guanyu Xianggang ‘Baowei Diaoyutai
yundong'# i & [ {rf#E#y & EE)[,” in Chunlei shengsheng, 577.

% Mao Lanyou £ /X (pseudonym of Ng Chung-yin (Wu Zhongxian {1 %), “Xianggang
gingnian xuesheng yundong zong jiantao #&¥#s# F 224 IE )48 HET,” in Xueyun chungiu:
Xianggang xuesheng yundong “Zi#E#HF#: /2L #), ed. Yuandong shiwu pinglunshe 1 5
Watamtlt and Xianggang wenti xiaozu A& #5[H# /M (Hong Kong: Yuandong shiwu pinglunshe
R RRAL, 1982), 211

' Lu Fanzhi, “Guanyu Xianggang ‘Baowei Diaoyutai yundong',” 578-79.

*® Michael Hon-Chung Chun, “The Politics of China-Orientated Nationalism in Colonial Hong
Kong 1949-1997: A History” (PhD Thesis, The Australian National University, 2010), 153,
157-60, http://hdl.handle.net/1885/7459. The 70’s Biweekly should not be confused with The
Seventies (Qishi niandai-E+4E4X; later The Nineties/L+4E4%), the influential Hong Kong
political magazine published by Lee Yee (Li Yi Z514).

*% Mao Lanyou, “Xianggang gingnian xuesheng yundong zong jiantao,” 213.

** The periodical covered a wide range of intellectual topics and social issues, from the My
Lai massacre to anarchism, from the movement for the adoption of Chinese as an official
language in Hong Kong to Rousseau’s philosophy. Cultural works by young Hong Kong
writers and artists were juxtaposed with incitements of workers to social action and critiques
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of PRC policies. Chun, “The Politics of China-Orientated Nationalism in Colonial Hong Kong,”

155; Wang Huaixue, “Baodiao yundong sishi zhounian”; Xu Zhiyuan # %1€, “Yige Tuopai

gingnian zai Xianggang {4k 75 475 7 i45,” Financial Times Chinese, November 29, 2012;

Zhong Yaohua ###%E, “Meiyou yichan de Qishi niandai — Hou Wanyun (shang) 7% A i & [
(TOFFAC) ——EE 22 () 7 Initium %749, September 2, 2015.

% Ng Chung-yin, “Xianggang baowei Diaoyutai yundong de shikuang,” 231-32.

% Chun, “The Politics of China-Orientated Nationalism in Colonial Hong Kong,” 155; Xu

Zhiyuan, “Yige tuopai qingnian zai Xianggang”; Wang Huaixue, “Baodiao yundong sishi

zhounian.” Ng Chung-yin insisted that the April 10 protest was not organized by The 70’s
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