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(Nathan 2002) and (Nathan, 26 September 2002 and 10 October 2002) are the former the book-length version and the latter the relatively shorter essay version of the same NYRB report written immediately before of the November 2002 CCP 16th Congress when new leaders replaced the old ones, exactly as expected when the NYRB report was published. Presented inside and outside China as a generational renewal, it was actually an alignment of the CCP to the needs of the capitalism development in People’s China and guarantee of its irreversibility. The NYRB report is founded on the Chinese book Disidai [The Fourth Generation] (published by Mirror Books, a US-based Chinese-language publisher) whose sources are the secret files of the CCP Organization Department, which assists the CCP Politburo in considering candidates for the highest offices. 

There are always reasons when secret materials are diffused, overall where there is an authentic cult of absolute secrecy, although finally the “secret materials” are a first-hand and very useful para-journalistic political information of news would be openly accessible in different cultural spaces. Nothing of really astonishing is revealed on the new and old People’s China leaders. The provided information helps to “humanise” in same way the enigmatic faces of the leaders of People’s China. Actually, without further information on their representativeness of economic, military and bureaucratic lobbies, it is not even sufficient for determining the real direction of the China’s development eventually inferable in very general terms, on the basis of a plurality of considerations, as the irreversibility (if catastrophic events will not interfere) of the developmentalist choice operated with the option of the accelerated capitalist development.     

The information on positions expressed by the new leaders reveals concern for the People’s China stability, the consciousness of the bottlenecks hampering further development, a not new prudence on strategic questions combined with the deducible awareness that China will finally occupy the space in world affairs now occupied from United States [for me] in irreversible crisis but well decided to try to preserve certain their primacy (for me, really not at all so absolute as sometimes supposed if they, after the Afghanistan failure, are again demonising as their absolute and terrifying enemy a weak even if obstinate and perhaps hard country as Iraq, rich only of oil and just strategically threatening, not alone, some regional superiority of another strategically weak country, but under US cover, of the order of only six million citizens).   

It does not seem to me that the age and the formal education of leaders are by themselves key elements for judging them. Even the publicly or privately expressed points of view are not so key elements for defining which anxieties and social forces certain leaders will express relatively to other ones once in power positions. It seems to me that “ethnic” elements emerged in occasions of the November 2002 CCP 16th Congress, as the emergence or re-emergence of Shanghai political personnel strength or reinforcement in key central power positions are a bit more indicative of current trends if one considers the present and traditional Shanghai role in continental China. 

(Nathan 2002) and (Nathan, 26 September 2002 and 10 October 2002) are anyway very precious sources of information on present People’s China and also on US idiosyncrasies on it. For instance, no Chinese Gorbachev (the final and former destroyer of Soviet Union, and for these reasons so exalted as past Statesman and so well paid as lecturer from Western countries as ex-Statesman) is identified from the report/research. Also the delusion that China will not pass to a Latin America- or Central Africa-style political system (but actually it will conserve a political system whose spirit and in part forms are more similar to the Anglophone countries ones, if one looks at them without ideological spectacles) is perceptible. Decidedly more interesting, and fully understandable if put in the context of the China’s State history, are details on the capability of self-regeneration of the People’s China political direction and bureaucracy. If interested in comparative politics and culture, it would be perhaps interesting some comparison with the Franco-German European Union frequently so prisoner of obscurantist Masonic/”mafia”-style clans of profiteers dominating economy, politics and culture and pursuing just their immediate survival whatever the collective costs. People’s China seems, on the contrary, well decided to pursue its collective welfare and greatness.     
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