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Chen Bo The Strategy of Massive Retaliation and the Overseas Nuclear Deployment of the United
States

In the early 1950s multiple factors including the successful hydrogen bomb test the
development of the tactical nuclear weapons missiles and other loading tools especially the leading
position of the United States in these technical fields provided the possibility for the United States to
achieve the transformation of its national security strategy. After Eisenhower came to power he started
a strategy of Massive Retaliation which relied more on tactical nuclear weapons. This strategy was
called ‘New Look’ which aimed at strengthening the deterrence of nuclear weapons so as to reduce
the expenditure of conventional forces and finally achieving the ‘duel balance’ between national
security and economic development. In order to make the abstract ‘deterrent capability’ more concrete
and credible the Eisenhower administration began to deploy nuclear weapons abroad on a large scale
since the beginning of his second term. During this period the government of the United States finally
reached an agreement on the use of nuclear weapons proceeded with the nuclear storage in virtue of
the help of the existing ‘base rights’ of its allies and continued to create a favourable public opinion
environment through the propaganda by the United States Information Agency ( USIA) laying a good
foundation for nuclear deployment. The deployment of nuclear weapons by the United States and the
Soviet Union in KEurasia respectively not only stimulated the nuclear arms race between these two

countries but also solidified the Cold War regime between the two poles.

Wang Lixin The Narrative Construction of New Indian Historiography from the Perspective of
the Statist Notion of History. From the Aryan Civilisation to the Mughal Empire

The orthodox Indian historiography presented by The Cambridge History of India and The Oxford
History of India established the historical narrative of Aryans in the reference frame of the Indian
civilisation defined by James Mill in The History of British India by virtue of the comparative
linguistics. By contrast the new Indian history tried to constitute a distinct historical narrative which
took the Mughal empire as its origin in the reference frame of early modernity which can be seen in the
The New Cambridge of India. Although both narratives have been shaped by the statist notion of history
which was rooted in the modern Western historiography they established heterogeneous spaces of
meaning: the orthodox Indian historiography made a historical space of tradition while the new Indian

historiography constructed a historical space of modernity.



