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Publisher’s Note

The bourgeois careerist, conspirator, double-dealer, ren-
egade and traitor Lin Piao was an out-and-out devotee
of Confucius. Like all the reactionaries in Chinese
history, he revered Confucius and opposed the Legalist
School, and attacked Chin Shih Huang, the first em-
peror of the Chin Dynasty (221-207 B.C.). He made use
of the doctrines of Confucius and Mencius as a reac-
tionary ideological weapon in his plotting to usurp Party
leadership, seize state power and restore capitalism.

We have compiled this booklet to tell foreign readers
more about China’s current movement to criticize Lin
Piao and Confucius. The articles it contains previously
appeared in Chinese newspapers and periodicals in con-
nection with the nationwide campaign.

Printed in the People’s Republic of China
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core. This was the nature of the declining slave-
owning class he represented — it is a feature com-
mon to representatives of all reactionary classes on
the verge of extinction. Thorough exposure of
Confuciug’ reactionary features is of great signif-
icance today for the thorough unmasking of such
political swindlers as Wang Ming, Liu Shao-chi and
Lin Piao and for hitting back at the adverse current
of retrogression and restoration.

& o WWW.WENGEWANG.COM, WWILWG1976.NET, WWW.WG1966.COM, WWW.

.-Lu




brl
.

H
4

3.4
P
=
1o
e
)
AL
oy
;: “u
il

Mania of Restoration to Turn Back
History’s Wheel

Confucius (551-479 B.C.) lived towards the end of
the Spring and Autumn Period.! Slave uprisings,
revolts by the common people and the struggle of
the then newly rising landlord class to seize power
converged into an irresistible historical tide that
pounded at the rotting slave system, with the result
that the “rites were lost and music was ruined”
and the slave-owning class as a whole was brought
face to face with its doom. In the course of sharp
class struggle the newly rising landlord class was
moving to dominate the stage of history." "
Confucius was born into the declining slave-

owning aristocracy, in a family whose position was

fast falling in the great social upheavals of the time.
His ancestors had been big aristocrats in the State
of Sung (today the Shangchiu area in eastern Honan
Province) and his later forebears moved to the

State of Lu (now the southwestern part of Shan-

tung Province). After the death of his father Tsou
Shu Ho, the family declined further. Having

1“Spring and Autumn” was the original title of the annals
of the State of Lu, covering events between 722 and 481
B.C. Later, the entire period beginning from 770 B.C., when
the Eastern Chou Dynasty began, and ending in 476 B.C,,
came to be known as the Spring and Autumn Period.
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received the reactionary education of the slave-
owning class from his infancy, Confucius took the
reactionary road of defence and restoration of the
clave system from his youth onward. The de-
cadence of his class and the decline of his own
family made him fight to restore their lost
“paradise” all the more stubbornly and furiously.
His life-long dream of restoration was “to revive
<tates that were extinct, restore families that had
lost their positions, and call to office those who
had fallen into obscurity.” Its concentrated expres-
sion was the reactionary political line of ‘“self-
restraint and return to the rites.”

What were these “rites”? They were in fact the
superstructure of the slave system in the Western
Chou period.? Confucius lauded them to the skies,
saying: “How complete and elegant are the
institutions of Chou. I follow Chou.”” The slave
system of Chou, in reality, was an extremely reac-
tionary, dark and rotten social order that already

2 Chou was the name of a dynasty. It was established in
1066 B.C. by King Wu of Chou after the overthrow of the
Shang Dynasty, and its capital was in present-day Sian,
Shensi Province. Its earlier period is known in history as
Western Chou. In 770 B.C. this dynasty moved its capital
castward to present-day Loyang in Honan Province, and was
thereafter called Eastern Chou. Slave society became highly
developed in China during the Western Chou period.

3 Analects, “Pa Yi.”
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had become outdated in his time. Its so-called
“richness and colour” came straight from the blood
of countless slaves. Under this system the slave
owners did not treat slaves as human beings at all.
A horse plus a skein of silk could buy five slaves.
Deprived of all personal freedom, slaves were
forced to do hard labour and were ruthlessly
oppressed and exploited. If a slave tried to escape
and was caught, one of his legs would be sawed
off and he would then be thrown into the wilder-
ness to “stay together with the beasts” and freeze
and starve to death. On the other hand, the lives
of the slave-owners who fattened on the sweat and
blood of the exploited slaves were luxurious and
decadent to the extreme. And after death they
would be buried in large and grandiose tombs, with
sometimes as many as a hundred slaves ruthlessly
killed or buried alive to accompany the corpse in
its tomb. The ‘“rites” Confucius wanted to restore
were a hell for the slaves and a paradise for the
slave-owners. This system, which destroyed a
great deal of labour power and wasted a huge
amount of the fruits of labour, had already become
a serious obstacle to the development of the pro-
ductive forces.

Confucius was a rotten character who greatly
cherished the old system, old order and old culture
of the earlier slave-owning class and was inveterate
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in his hatred for the then excellent revolutionary
cituation, with a headful of counter-revolutionary
revanchist ideas. Faced with the flames of the
slave uprisings, he cursed the participants as
“bandits” and a “scourge” and wanted to kill them
to the last man. In putting down one uprising, the
slave-owners of the State of Cheng killed all the
slaves involved. When Confucius heard of this,
he cried out in frantic praise: “Well killed!” Con-
fucius’ precept ‘“restrain oneself and return to the
rites” boiled down to justifying the slaughter of
slaves by the slave-owners while denying the justice
of the slave revolts. He was the deadly enemy of
the emancipation of the slaves. |

In Confucius’ eyes, everything about the slave
system of the Chou Dynasty, from the nine-squares
(ching tien) land system® to its law and from its
music to its wine cups, was perfect, sacred and
inviolate. Any change made by the new emerging
landlord class either in the economic base or the
superstructure, and everything new that came up

“This was a land system that existed in China’s slave
Society. All the land in the country belonged to the King
of Chou, chief of the slave-owners. Every piece of land was
divided into nine squares in the pattern of the Chinese
Character J} (ching) and was parcelled out to slave-owning
aristocrats of different ranks who forced slaves to cultivate
this bestowed land.
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~and set upon him.”

in the great social upheaval, threw him into a frenzy
of opposition. When his disciple Jan Chiu helped
the House of Chisun, which held the rank of ta fu
(senior officials) in the State of Lu, to adopt the
land tax system that promoted the development oi
feudal relations of production, Confucius trucus
lently urged his other disciples to “beat the drum
When the State of Tsin cast
a tripod inscribed with the laws® which under-
mined the slave system’s order of noble and low,
he raved that Tsin would be “doomed.” When he
heard that the new emerging landlord class in the
State of Chi had killed Duke Chien, the state’s chief
slave-owner, and seized power, Confucius, though
already 71 and confined to bed by serious illness,
got out of bed with desperate effort and tottered
off to see the ruler of the State of Lu, whom he
asked time and again to send a punitive force.

Confucius’ hostility towards the new and his
unreserved efforts to prevent the old from dying
mounted to a mania. And this mania for “return-
ing to the rites” was aimed precisely at restoration,
at turning back the wheel of history.

5In 513 B.C. representatives of the new emerging landlord
class in the State of Tsin cast an iron tripod inscribed with
laws which set some restrictions on the slave-owners, and
thus made the laws known to the public. Confucius stub-
bornly opposed this. '

6
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A Hypocritical and Sly Political Swindler

ginister and cunning, Confucius posed as a man
who “loved people.” But all the while he was
determined to defend and restore the man-eating
politics of the slave system. He habitually spoke
of benevolence and righteousness, preached the doc-
trine of the mean and would not shoot birds in their
nests or fish with a long line bearing too many
hooks. He put on the appearance of loving not only
people but even birds and fish. Actually he was
o hard-hearted and ferocious demon. Once, with
a pretence of benevolence, a disciple of his handed
out some porridge for the toiling slaves. Regarding
this as an offence against the “rites of Chou,” Con-
fucius flew into a rage and immediately sent people
to break the pot and bowls and spill the porridge
on the ground. This was an example of Confucius’
“the benevolent man loves others.” He was a
hypocrite!

Confucius peddled “‘sincerity” with all his might
by saying that “an insincere man cannot get on at
all,” trying to make people believe that he was the
most sincere of men under heaven. In reality,
sincerity always has its class nature, and the kind
of “sincerity” Confucius talked about was only a
means of the slave-owning aristocrats for deceiving
people. He admitted that “the superior man only

G1976.NET, WWW.WG196¢€




pays attention to upholding the right way and neeg
not keep his words.””® In other words, it was per:
missible to tell any lie or commit any perfidy ir
the practice of the counter-revolutionary doctrine
of “restraining oneself and returning to the rites.’

On his way to the State of Wei, Confucius was

He reached an agreement with the masses, swear .
ing solemnly before heaven that he would not g0
to Wei. But no sooner was he set free than he
stealthily crept to the ruler of Wei, passing on
information about the mass revolt, offered his own
proposals and urged the State of Wei to put down

Taking an oath to
your face and stabbing you in the back — this was f

the uprising by armed force,

the “‘sincerity”’ of Confucius!
y

All political swindlers pay close attention to
spying out the land, trimming their sails to the '

wind and frequently changing their disguise to suit
different situations.

be lofty and bold, and actions the same. When

bad government prevails, the actions may be lofty

and bold, but the language may be with some

0 Analects, “Wei Ling Kung.”

8
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In Confucius’ words, “When |
good government prevails in a state, language may -

reserve.””  This meant that when the situation was
ravourable to the restoration of the old order he
would shout at the top of his voice and act o]?en]y.
When it was unfavourable he Woulc'i Persm’? in
restorationist activities, but conceal his mtentu_)ns
by outwardly saying only nice things and keeping
a smiling face. A coup d’etat to overthrow the
rule of the new emerging landlord class rePresentf.:d
by Chi Huan-tzu took place in the State of Lu in
501 B.C. Learning of it, Confucius was so ecstatic,
he danced with joy. He saw the coup as his oppor-
tunity for a triumphant “return to the rittf:s” 'and
therefore clamoured for “reviving the institutions
of Chou in the east,”® that is, the State of Lu. But
the coup was short-lived. Then Confucius If"ﬂatfle
a quick turnabout, concealed his own part in it,
won the confidence of the newly rising landlord
class and quickly got hold of the impoﬂant posts
of police chief and acting prime minister of Lu.

A Truculent and Ruthless Tyrant

Once in power, Confucius immediately convex:ted
his hopes of restoration into attempts at restoration.

" Ibid., “Hsieh Wen.”
° Historical Records.
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He feverishly carried out his reactionary politica
line, cruelly suppressed the working people and the
newly rising landlord class and, in particular, rel:
egated the masses of women to the lowest and
most oppressed social position.

This hypocrite who had proclaimed that engaging
in politics did not require any killing bared his
ferocious features as a tyrant as soon as he got some
power. Within the short period of three months he
served as acting prime minister, he stretched
sinister hand to Shaocheng Mao, a reformer of the
newly rising landlord class, had him killed and
exposed his corpse in public for three days. '

Shaocheng Mao was a ta fu (senior official) of
the State of Lu and a forerunner of the Legalist
School.” A propagandist for reform, he was sup-
ported and welcomed by the people. He had
gathered around him “a group of disciples” repre-

«enting the advanced social for:ces. Even ‘Fhe
Lstudents of Confucius flocked to his lectures which
caused the “number of Confucius’ students to g?ow
and fall three times.”” On several occasions
practically all the students went over, and cfnly Yen
Vuan, a slavish follower, remained with his lonely
teacher. Since Shaocheng Mao’s theory of refgrm
seriously threatened his own attempt at restoration,
Confucius regarded him as a thorn in his flesh and
was anxious to finish him off. According to the
rites of Chou, “punishment did not extend up to
the rank of ta fu.” Moreover, killing a man of
Shaocheng Mao’s high prestige was bound to' be,
condemned by public opinion. So even Conf'ucms
students opposed his execution. But Confucius, to
serve the needs of his counter-revolutionary
restorationism, completely ignored the opposition
of public opinion. Using the power he ha'd usurpgd,
he charged Shaocheng Mao with five major
“crimes” and ruthlessly killed him. It was an act
of sanguinary class revenge by the declining slave-
owning class against the new emerging landlord

class. ‘ '
Lenin said: “What is restoration? It is the

reversion of state power to the political representa-

e T —

9 The Legalist School, whose principal representatives were
Shang Yang, Hsun Kuang and Han Fei, was an important
school of thought which opposed the Confucian School during
the Warring States Period. It reflected the interests of the
rising feudal landlord class and propagated the materialist
view that “man’s will can conquer Heaven,” as against the
idealist view of “abiding by the will of Heaven.” It advo-
cated political reform and opposed retrogression. It proposed
“rule by law” to replace “rule by rites” and the exercise
of the dictatorship of the landlord class in place of the

dictatorship of the slave-owning class. These men were later
known as Legalists.

0Wang Chung, Lun Heng (Discourses Weighed in the
Balance).
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Chairman Mao has pointed out: “Ever since
class society came into being the Iworld has had
only two kinds of knowledge, knowledge of the
struggle for production and knowledge of the class
struggle.””” Confucius neither understood 1:evolu-—
tionary theory nor knew how to take part in pro-
ductive labour. He had no real learning Whi:lt-'
soever. The working people of his time cursed him
as a man ‘“whose four limbs do not toil and who
does not know the difference between the fixfe
orains.” His knowledge of production was nil.
The so-called rites, music, benevolence and right-
eousness he pumped into his students were nﬂth?ng
but the fossilized old culture of the slave-owning

aristocracy. The Spring and Autumn Annals,
which he compiled, reversed history and confused

black and white. It was a restorationist record
that shamelessly prettified the chief slave-owners

tives of the old order.”” Confucius’ “self-restraint
and return to the rites” meant restoring the
dictatorship of the slave-owning class. His murder
of Shaocheng Mao tells us that the struggle between
two classes and two political lines is a life-and-
death struggle. There is no such thing as supra-
class “benevolent government” in class society.
Once the forces of restoration representing the
reactionary classes seize power, they are bound to
launch frantic counterattacks as Confucius did and
slaughter many revolutionaries. Attention should’
be paid to this lesson of history,

A Parasite Without Real Learning

In accordance with the political needs of the main-
tenance and restoration of the slave system, Con-
fucius styled himself a born “sage” personifying

the culture of the Western Chou Dynasty, and put
on the front of a man of integrity so as to fool the
people.
tion of other old systems, later reactionaries ex-
tolled Confucius as a “man of great learning.”

Was Confucius a “man of great learning”? To |

assert this is deceptive nonsense.

"1 “The Agrarian Programme of Social-Democracy in the

First Russian Revolution, 1905-1907,” Selected Works, Vol. 13,

Foreign Languages Publishing House, Moscow, 1962, p. 327,

12
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To meet the needs of defence and restora- |

and viciously attacked the forces of reform.
Among scholars of the hundred schools of
thought in the Spring and Autumn Period and‘the
Warring States Period,”? many wrote speciaﬁhzed
books summing up certain aspects of the experience

i

12 «“Rectify the Party’s Style of Work,” Selected Works, Eng.
ed., Foreign Languages Press, Peking, 1967, Vol. III, p. 39.

13 The time of strife between 475 B.C. and 221 B.C. before
China was unified under the Chin Dynasty came to be known
as the Warring States Period.

13




Heaven,” propagated restoration and threw in such
things as how to engage in conspiracy and double-
dealing and descriptions of the decadent way f)f
life and code of conduct. For his taste, “no grain
can be too fine and no meat can be cut too
small.” “He did not eat meat which was not
cut properly, nor anything which was not finely
cooked.” “Over lamb’s fur he wore a garment of
black: over fawn’s fur, one of white; and over fox’s
fur, one of yellow.” There were instructions on
how to show obsequious manner before a prince,
and smile back to officials in power. And on how
to pose as upright and honest, so as to be able to
cheat the people while enjoying such a reputation.
Such garbage and rot—and yet these are the
classics of the Confucians. Moral baseness and
shamelessness, pushing for personal gain, all this 1s

the “learning” of Confucius! The progressive Ming
Dynasty thinker Li Chih (1527-1602) pointed out

sharply that Confucius was “without real learn-
ing.” Even the German bourgeois idealist philos-
#opher Hegel looked down on Confucius’ preach-
ments and said there was no genuine philosophy
there. Hegel also said: For the sake of Confucius’
reputation, it would have been better if his books
had never been translated.” This sarcasm about

of class struggle and the struggle for production in
their time and thus contributed to the history o
man’s knowledge. Outstanding representatives of
the Legalist School, such as Shang Yang (aroun
390-338 B.C.), Hsun Kuang (around 313-238 B.C.)
and Han Fei (around 280-232 B.C.) in particular,
stood in the van of their time. By expounding ideas
of change they enriched the splendid culture of an-
cient China. In contrast, the lout Confucius “nar-
rated but did not write” and actually was unable
to write anything worthwhile. The Analects, held
by Confucianists (Ju £ )'* to be a classic exalted
by many people, was not written by Confucius him-
self. It was a mishmash of isolated statements
and deeds of Confucius patched together from
memory by his disciples, and by their disciples.
- Reactionary and decadent in content, these analects
peddled the theory that “everything is decided by

Yi The Confucian (Ju {f ) school of thought was founded by
Confucius. The term “Ju’” originally referred to men serving
at funeral ceremonies or performing similar services for the
slave-owning aristocrats. Confucius did so in his earlier
years. Afterwards, he set up a private school and solicited
pupils. As an advocate of the restoration of the old order,
he conducted political activities against social change, tried
his best to save the moribund slave system and eventually
founded a school of philosophy. Adherents of this school
were later called Confucians. From the Chin and Han
dynasties onward, this name was applied to all followers and
proponents of the ideas of Confucius and Mencius.

5 George W. F. Hegel, Lectures on the History of
Philosophy.

14 15
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him. Each time he fled in desperation. In Chen
M ..d Tsai the new forces sent people to encircle
M confucius in a field, and for seven days he and his
Ml Jisciples could not get food and were famished. All
' grew lean and haggard; some became ill and could
not stand up. Even his favourite disciples were

Chairman Mao said: “Retrogression eventua dissatisfied and showed doubts and waverings
about the things he had preached.

produces the reverse of what its promoters in ; .

tend.”” Confucius spent his whole life going frog§ 1 the eyes of the working people, Confucius was

place to place, worked for restoration everywherdjlike a rat running across the street chased by every-
Mbody. Farmers, basket-bearers and gate-keepers

but eventually met failure. The masses cursed hir _ £
as a “‘skinny, worn-out stray dog” — a phrase whiclj 21! made attacks on him. Some sang songs tO_ moc
’ him, and some denounced him as a reactionary

vividly summed up Confucius’ experiences in hi
’ but
lifetime. It was the inevitable result of his polit who knew the trend could not be turned back bu

' le of
ical line which went against the trend of historyfjs''l Wwanted to do so. T}Eevgo_mmon p?joe?i ehim
Waving the tattered banner of “restraining onef| <uangcheng in the State of Wei surroun

o . . . . . .n
self and returning to the rites,” Confucius travelled| °" five days and wanted to kill him, an incident i

to the states of Chi, Wei, Sung, Chen, Tsai and Ch Whic_h Confucius almost lost Pisdlifle_' aising o
in a jolting horse-drawn carriage for more than 4 Vith a smile of feigned friendship on his face,

1 » . - - * h .
decade. Wherever he went, he either got the colé but evil in his heart, Confucius went to see Liuhsia

e ; i 3
shoulder or was driven away because everyone de- Chih, outstanding leader of a slave uprising, a

tested such a diehard. Knowing that Confucius tried to demoralize the fighters in the uprising by

intri ' ing “ ' and virtue”
WA ST e, e NIG O S R0 o W A S0 Yl i B, B 6 Boatif
sent armed men to watch him; the newly rising e T » 8

- : 4 With revolutionary indignation, Liuhsia Chih de-
f . ’ [ -
_(icesinthe MDA e manied oo B nounced Confucius as a bloodsucker who “gets his

food without farming and his clothing without
Weaving,” a double-dealer who praised people

Confucius, a parasite devoid of real learning, :_
very much to the point.

Stray Dog Driven to the Wall Everywhere

16 “New Democratic Constitutional Gﬂverﬁment,” Selected
Works, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1967, Vol. II, p. 414.
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orately clings to the mummy of Confucius and tries
to turn back the wheel of history will come to no
good end. The world’s future belongs to the

proletariat.

to their faces and conspired behind their back
a ‘‘crafty hypocrite” known for his smooth tongi
and his cunning and hypocrisy, and as “Chiu tk
Robber” who had ‘“committed heinous crimes
(Chiu was the given name of Confucius, his famil
name being Kung). Confucius was forced to flej
ashen-faced and crestfallen. '

With Confucius striking snags everywhere, eve
his disciples deserted him one after the other. H
lamented: “If my doctrine cannot be put inf
effect, I will put to sea in a raft. Probably onl
Tzu Lu will follow me.”"” But Tzu Lu, one of hi
favourite disciples, was chopped to mincemeat i
a battle to defend the slave system and became ¢
burial-offering entombed with this same system
If Confucius had really set out for other climes ot
a raft, no one would have gone with him. Runninf
up against stone walls everywhere, opposed by thé
masses and deserted by his followers — this is thé
inevitable fate of all the reactionary ringleaders
who try to bring about restoration.

Marx said: “Let the dead bury and lament theis
dead. In contrast, it is enviable to be the first
vigorously to enter a new life . . .”*® Whoever des-

17 Analects, “Kungyeh Chang.”
¥ Karl Marx, Letters from the “Deutsch-Franzésische
Jahrbiicher.”

18 19
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overtime to revive old systems and how viciously
they attack the new system. This will also help
1s to comprehend more deeply the class struggle
under the dictatorship of the proletariat and see
more clearly the counter-revolutionary character
of Lin Piao and similar political swindlers.

Tien Li

Mencius — a Reactionary Thinker
Who Sought to Restore
the Slave System

“Learn from the Ancient Kings” — a Reactionary
Political Line for Restoring Slavery

8 \encius lived in the Warring States Period (475-
#1 221 B.C.) when the system of slavery was being
supplanted by feudalism. In one after another of
the ducal states of the time, political power based
upon slavery was collapsing, giving place to new

Rl et i 148 regimes of the landlord class. As a result, the
B v i :was RO L R political line of the Legalist School became domi-
the reactionary ruling classes as the ‘“secondary

#nant. Around the time of Mencius’ birth, reforms
sage,” junior only to Confucius himself. The so¥ were being carried out by the Legalists Li Kuei
called “policy of benevolence,” incisively criticizedf (c. 455-395 B.C.) in the State of Wei and Wu Chi
by Chairman Mao in “On the People’s Democratic

(?-381 B.C.) in the State of Chu. The famous
Dictatorship,” was the reactionary slogan Mencius§ Legalist Shang Yang was his contemporary. While
had worked hard to promote for the purpose of

Mencius was shuttling between various ducal states
restoring slavery. By criticizing his reactionar in a frenzy of restorationist activity, Shang Yang
words and deeds and analysing the class content offf Vas instituting bold reforms in the State of Chin.
his political line, we can improve our understand- The history of class struggle shows that, follow-

: : 4 in i ' i '
ing of how overthrown reactionary classes workf & SVEry major social change, reactionaries repre-

Mencius (c. 390-305 B.C.) was a propagandist fol
the restoration of the slave system. He inheritead
and developed the reactionary theories of the Cons
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senting the interests of the overthrown classes an
bent on restoring the old order are likely to appeatr
The Spring and Autumn Period (770-476 B.C.) pro
duced Confucius who spent his life preaching
“self-restraint and return to the rites,” his reac
tionary programme to restore the slave syste ':i
Later, during the Warring States Period, therg
appeared Mencius who preached “learning fromn
the ancient kings.” Diametrically opposed to the
mainstream of progress and reform at the time was
the adverse current stirred up by the slave-owning
class, advocating restoration and retrogression. ItS
representative was Mencius. Conceited and am-
bitious, he devoted a lifetime dashing here and
there, clamouring that he wished to “rectify men’s
hearts and put an end to perverse doctrines.’
Everywhere he peddled the Confucian political line,
“Learn from the ancient kings.” Painstakingly
fabricating and publicizing alleged ‘sagacious
deeds” by these ‘“‘ancient kings,” actually slave-
owner chieftains, he lauded the long obsolete slave
system to the skies. Mencius ranted that a prince
had only to follow the “Way” of these “ancient
kings,” and “in five years, if the state be large, or
In seven years, if it be small, he would be sure to:
win political power over the whole empire.” The
Legalist Hsun Kuang (known as Hsun Tzu) said in-
cisively that Mencius’ real purpose in flying the
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tattered flag of “learning from the ancient kings”
was to throw the dictatorship of the new emerging
Jandlord class into disorder, in other words, to over-

throw 1t.

Though feudal political power had been estab-

lished in a number of ducal states, within the new
regimes the old slave-owning aristocracy still

exercised considerable influence. Some wielders
of power were themselves formerly slave-own_ers
linked by many ties to the old forces. Taking
advantage of this, Mencius and his followers went
to different states to preach the “tao (Way) of the
ancient kings” to their rulers; thus they resorted to

the counter-revolutionary strategy _of “conquering
the mind.” Mencius considered it necessary to

correct “the sovereign’s mind” before ‘“correcting
the minds of men,” claiming that “once the sover-
eign is rectified, peace and order will prev_all
throughout a country.” In Chi (one of the major
ducal states occupying the northern and eastern
parts of present-day Shantung Province), Men-
cius thrice met its ruler Prince Hsuan but did not
bring up any concrete problems. When his dis-
ciples asked why, he replied: I tried to hit hard
at his evil ideas before all else.”* In other words,
he wanted to start by changing the guiding thought

! Hsun Tzu.
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of the feudal princes, and only then to proceed f
change the political line of the ducal rulers ant
the nature of state power. The Legalist Han Fe
saw right through this. He commented pointedly
that Mencius and his like, who disguised themselves
and talked abundantly about “benevolence and

righteousness” and the “ancient kings,” in fact
harboured the sinister design to “create doubts

about present laws and influence the sovereign tg
change his mind.” Therefore they were like ter-
mites gnawing at the new society.?

The so-called policy of “benevolent rule” so
feverishly trumpeted by Mencius lay at the core
of his reactionary political line of “learning from
the ancient kings.” He said: “Without benevolent
rule, the country cannot be well governed.” What
was this “benevolent rule” of his? Replying to a
question by Duke Wen of Teng about the “proper:
way of governing a kingdom,” Mencius poured
out everything he had in mind. In economics, it
was to restore the “nine-squares” (ching tien) land
system of the slave society under the Yin and Chou
dynasties; in politics, to restore the slave-owning
aristocracy’s institution of hereditary official posts
and emoluments; in education, to imitate the educa-
tional system of the slave society of Yin and Chou |

2Han Fei Tzu.

24

Ceit 7 WWW.WENGEWANG.COM, W

and instruct the rulers’ children in the slave-owner
ideology which had prevailed through the Hsia,
shang and Chou dynasties (c. 21st century-771
B.C.). In brief, Mencius sang the same old tune as
his “ancient teacher” Confucius. That is, every-
thing the slave-owning chieftains of the past had
practised constituted the perfect and peerless
“benevolent rule” that needed to be inherited and

wholly restored.

As a matter of fact, this formula lauded by Men-
cius was but a fig leaf to cover up the tyranny of
the declining slave-owning class. In class society
in which the class interests of the slave-owners and
the slaves, the landlords and the peasants, the capi-
talists and the workers are diametrically opposed,
how can there be any sort of “benevolent rule” by
an oppressor class over an oppressed one? The
real aim of Mencius’ reactionary preachings was to

R 1 3
oppose and negate the Legalist line of “rule of law”
and create public opinion for his restorationist
activity.

"“Rule of law” was the political idea of the I‘,egalist
School. It meant using public laws and decrees reflecting the
interests of the new emerging landlord class to oppose the
hereditary prerogatives and hierarchic system of 'the slave-
Owning class; using violence to strike at the pnlitlcal_f{:rf:es
0f the slave-owning class; and establishing and consolidating
a centralized feudal state. -
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~slaves to own private land. On the contrary, he

In his propaganda of “benevolent rule,” Menci )
never forgot to include restoration of the ‘“nine
squares” land system. He said: “Benevolen
government must begin with the restoration of lan
boundaries.” This clearly indicated his obdurats
desire to set up once more the “boundaries” of lan
which had been demolished by slave uprisings ane
by the new emerging landlord class, and so bine
the slaves once again to the slave society’s system
of allocating land to the princes, dukes and theit
offspring. Mencius idealized the nine-squares land
system as follows: “A square li covers nine
squares of land; the nine squares contain nine
hundred mu. The central square is the public field,
and eight households, each of which has its private
hundred mu, cultivate this public field together.
Not till the public work is finished may they attend
to their private affairs. This is the way by which
the rustics’ lots of land are distinguished from th
public fields.” No such idyllic nine-squares system
ever existed in real history! Mencius’ purpose
In spinning this tale was certainly not to allow!

advocated restoring and guaranteeing the indis-
criminate exploitation of the slaves by the slave-
owners, big and small. Mencius went all out to
drum up praise for the so-called “labour duty”
practices of slave society in the Yin and Chou
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dynasties. He said: “For administering the land,
there is no better system than labour duty,” and
that “. . . husbandmen throughout the land will
be pleased if they are required to cultivate together
the public field, and no other tax should be exacted
from them.” This really means that the slave-
owners and their state compelled vast numbers of
slaves to cultivate the land and directly appropri-
ated the products of this slave labour. Mencius’
talk of “labour duty” and ‘“‘exacting no tax” was,
of course, not meant to lighten the slaves’ burdens
but at negating the ‘“tax’ (on privately owned land)
already enforced before Mencius was born and
suited to the system of feudal ownership.

While trumpeting ‘“benevolent rule,” Mencius
repeatedly dwelt on what he called the “people,”
and pretended to ‘“plead for the people.” Using
the camouflage of the demagogic slogan — “The
people are the most important element; the country
1s the next; the sovereign comes last.” — he made
up fairy tales about the so-called happy life of the
“people” under the ‘“ancient kings,” and poured
abuse on the rising landlord class for carrying out
a “policy of maltreating the people.” Basing them-
selves on this rubbish, scholars of the landlord and
capitalist classes have long praised Mencius as a
champion of the idea that “the people are the foun-
dation of the state” and a “progressive thinker”
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ose the consolidation of the centralized power .of
the rising landlord class. Today, under the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat, when the overthm‘}wn
1andlord and capitalist classes attack the p_roletarlan
dictatorship, they too invariably disguise them-
selves as spokesmen of the “people,” while cover-
ing their real class aims. This exactly rfepeats the
irick used by Mencius to attack the political power
of the landlord class in his attempt to restore
slavery. That the reactionaries at home and abroad
should lavish praise upon Mencius only proves
them to be a bunch of disciples of Confucius and
Mencius hostile to the revolutionary people.
As his maxim for restoration, Mencius quoted
from the Confucian classic Book of Songs the fol-

lowing verse:

with a “democratic spirit.”” And today, the Sovig
revisionist social-imperialists, on their part, crows
Mencius with the laurels of “democracy” ani
“humanism,” while they frantically attack th
movement to criticize Lin Piao and Confucius i
China. All to no avail! 1
- In the book Mencius, “the people” () are strict
ly distinguished from ‘“the mob” (i) or “rustics’
(f \) as fundamentally different concepts. Al
Mencius’ clamours “for the people” had one prem:
ise — the slaves were excluded and their eman:
cipation was not recognized. Holding the “rustics’
in extreme contempt, he preached insistently: I
there were no superior men, there would be no oneé
to govern the rustics. If there were no rustics,
there would be no one to feed the superior men.”
Hence we see that in Mencius’ concept, “the people”
did not refer to the slaves but to slave-owners who
had lost property and power in the course of social
changes and other freemen who had come down
from the slave society. His proposed ‘regulation
of the people’s property” required the rising land-
lord class to renounce feudal ownership of land and
redistribute it among the slave-owners and free-
men. In saying “the people are the most impor-
tant element,” his aim was to raise the political]
status of these two groups. And in saying “the
sovereign comes last,” his main thrust was to op-!

Neither err nor forget
The old rules we must follow yet.

So all his puffing and blowing about “learning
from the ancient kings,” ‘“benevolent rule,” *re-
storing the nine-squares land system,” and ‘“‘the
people are the most important element in a coun-
try” boiled down to one sentence: “The old rules
we must follow yet.”” That is, to restore the slave
system and push history a long way back. To put
into practice this reactionary political line of
“learning from the ancient kings,” Mencius, “fol-
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lowed by dozens of carriages and attended by
dreds of men,” feverishly shuttled between t}
ducal states of Chi, Wei, Sung, Tsou, Teng an
Hsueh (Wei and Sung were located in today’s Hona
Province, the rest in present-day Shantung Proy
ince). Wherever there was the slightest sign of
counter-revolutionary restoration, there Menci
was sure to rush and give all-out support to res
torationist activities. Since Chi was a large ani
populous state and one of his followers, Kuan;
Chang, was in command of large numbers of troop
there, Mencius went to that state three times to plo
restoration, saying brazenly that it could very easily
become the first to follow the “Kingly Way.” Wher
Prince Yen of Sung proclaimed that he would en-
force “Kingly Rule,” Mencius urged him to “dis-
play military might” and “kill all those who des
serve to die,” as King Tang of the Shang Dynasty
and King Wu of the Chou Dynasty had done. So
for a time the small State of Sung became a centre
of the slave-owners’ restorationist plotting. But
the misdeeds of Prince Yen came to an ignominious
end in the face of the people’s opposition. He fled
the state in panic and died in an alien land. At
that time the era of slavery was already gone be-
yond recall, so Mencius’ vain attempt to restore it
through the reactionary political line of “learning’

he ancient kings” turned out to be a mere
g;zz’lm%heHan Yu (Ag.D. 768-824) of the T:.mg
Dynasty, who was a worshipper c_}f Confucius,
wrote: “Mencius was good at arguing z:,lnd Con-
fucius’ doctrine was thus made 1nte111'g1b1e‘ By
carriage he travelled across the country till he grew
old and died.”* His utmost efforts to promote the

' iling;
toration of the slave system were unavaill ;
;Eés journeyed to many places but achieved nothing;

and his whole life ended in frustration. Such was
the lot of Mencius!

Opposition to Chin and the Legalist Sch:aol e
a Diehard Stand Against the Trend of History

It was in Chin that the reforms were most thorough,
and the changes most striking. Pricn:* to, ithe re-
forms carried out by Shang Yang, this state‘had
been under the sway of the old slave-gwner aristo-
crats. They led extravagant and d1ssolute‘11v.es
and fought one another in the blood feuds rife in
those days, resulting in political chaos, economic
backwardness and steady loss of territory. The
ducal states of the central plain (the middlet ar_ld
lower reaches of the Yellow River) held Chin in

*'*Cﬁ.i-n Hsueh Chieh (The Scholar’s Apology), an article
written by Han Yu.
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The success of Shang Yang’s reforms an.d the
subsequent rise of Chin as a powerful state kindled
the bitter hatred of the slave-owning class. -In
Chin itself, the slave-owners’ forces of restoration
counterattacked vengefully, and dismembtered
shang Yang by tying his limbs to chariots driven
in different directions. In other ducal states of tl}e
central plain, the slave-owners acted against Ch1‘n
and the Legalist School, taking advantage of their
rulers’ fear of Chin’s rising power. As spokesman
of these restorationist slave-owners, Mencius
seized this chance to rally the disordered ranks of
the Confucian School and violently assailed the

Legalist line represented by Shang Yang.
To begin with, Mencius launched attacks and

contempt and excluded it from attending the

“inter-state conferences.” Such treatment Ccause
its ruler, Duke Hsiao, to exclaim in chagrin: “N
shame could be greater.” But following Shan
Yang’s stern reforms, Chin became rich and powe
ful within little more than a decade during whie
it several times defeated the State of Wei. The
these same dukedoms not only let Chin join thei
conferences but sent envoys to pay homage at th
Chin court. All this showed vividly that a back
ward state could advance by leaps and bounds an
become a developed one provided it moved with th
tide of history and adhered firmly to the Legalis
line. On the contrary, if reforms were nol
thoroughgoing and the reactionary Confucian line
was not completely renounced, a state could becomse

weak, lag behind and even retrogress. That hapdl slanders against the entire political situation under
pened in other dukedoms such as Han and Weil

the domination of the Legalist line. Just as Con-
As the Legalist Han Fei justly said: “If the la B fucius e o e Spring and Autumn Period as
enforcement officers are firm, the country will be a time of “absence of right principles throughout

powerful. If they are weak, the country will be the country,” so Mencius described the Warring

ﬁe;k tog‘}: Ang x?vs *he il-si notelfzd ]:The sltate States Period as a dark age in which ‘“people are
6iid rightetisanes RS i . misled by heresy which blocks benevolence and

and righteousness, finally became weak and chaot-
rishteousness’ and “men are about to devour each

ic. The State of Chin did not do so but it was well- ; h
governed and became strong.”” This conclusionll other.” Wherever he went, he gnashed his tee

conformed to the facts in the Warring States Period. | and spouted abuse: “Never before were people

S i .’ He declared
5 Han Fei T'zu, a book written by Han Fei. i| 50 plagued by despotism as now
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that the “five hegemonic rulers” of the Spring an
Autumn Period had been ‘“sinners” against th
“Three Kings”” of the Hsia, Shang and
dynasties, that the dukes of the various Warrin
States were ‘“‘sinners” against the “five hegemoni
rulers,” and that the senior officials who pushe
the Legalist line were ‘“‘sinners” against the dukes
Thus, the book Mencius from cover to cover
indeed “half lamentation, half lampoon.”® It wa
a compound of his nostalgic grief for the slave sys
tem and his virulent calumnies against the nev
society in the Warring States Period.

Mencius was extremely hostile to the two majol
policies pushed by the Legalists. One was “open:
ing up the rushy wastelands and breaking up the
paths and boundary lines between the fields”; the
other was “awarding those with military exploits.”
The first encouraged the freemen and the up-and-
coming landlords to reclaim wastelands, thus dis-

ihe state apparatus of the landlord class, violating
ihe system of hereditary official posts ancfi emolu-
ments by which the slave-owning aristocracy
monopolized all military and governmental power.
Implementation of these two cardinal policies,
which underlay Shang Yang’s reforms, could
destroy both the economic base and the political
superstructure of the slave system and promote the
feudal system. Mencius, on his part, held that
those who practised them were rank ‘“public en-
emies’” deserving severe punishment as criminals.
To oppose these policies, he provoked two polemics:
“between righteousness and gains” and “between
force and benevolence.”

Confucius had prated: ‘“Least of all should be
said about gain,” and ‘‘the superior man thinks
in terms of righteousness, the inferior man thinks
in terms of gain.” Mencius made special efforts to
elaborate this reactionary fallacy. Along with his
glib talk about “benevolence and righteousness,”
he wilfully disparaged the various policies of the
Legalists — aimed at changing the relations of pro-
duction and promoting the productive forces — by
saying they boiled down to the one word ‘“‘gain.”
Alleging that this “poisoned” men’s minds and was
the root of all evil, he slandered the Legalists as
“tyrants and corrupt officials,”” and ‘“‘robbers”
“Zealously seeking gain.” True, the Legalists talked

6 This name was applied in history to Duke Huan of Chi,
Duke Wen of Tsin, Duke Mu of Chin, Duke Hsiang of Sung

and Prince Chuang of Chu who successively became hege-
monic rulers in the Spring and Autumn Period.

‘The “Three Kings” were Yu of the Hsia Dynasty, Tang
of the Shang Dynasty and Wen of the Chou Dynasty.

® Karl Marx and Frederick Engels: Manifesto of the Com-
munist Party, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1972, p. 61.
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openly about “gain.” Shang Yang declareg
“Disregard the rites if it brings a gain to the pe
ple.”” Chairman Mao has pointed out: “There
no ‘ism’-in the world that transcends utilitaria
considerations.””” In class society, each class seek
to safeguard and uphold its own class interests, an

benevolence ever neglects his pare'znts, no man of
ighteousness ever puts consideration for the sov-
reign in the second place.” Clearly, all such talk
bout “‘benevolence and righteousness” was meant
o safeguard the interests of the slave-owning class
@) the patriarchal ruling order of the slave system
all political, ethical and philosophical concepts ar@} . .cflected in the saying that “the most valuable
a reflection of the interests of a given class. thing is to treat parents properly and well.” “These
revolutionary, or a progressive, class is in a positio cherishers of parents want selfishness to be the
to speak openly of “gain” because its interests an Way,”!! said Shang Yang who called it “the way
at one with the development of the productiv@l . i, to violence” and “the root of all evil.” Shang

forces and the direction of social development. ang hit the nail on the head and bared the real

it was with the newly emerging landlord class whet meaning of the “benevolence and righteousness”

it talked of “gain” during the Warring State; bf the Contucians.

Period. The reactionary and declining slave The debates between “force and benevolence”

owning class, on the other hand, dared not openly ind between “righteousness and gain” were closely

tgldelzef bigzntim? tiec‘f'fﬁf: it: mfte;‘f*"’ts i CO;: inked. The Warring States Period, as the name
: " A i, e e shows, was full of wars. Chairman Mao has said:

development of the productive forces and the direc- : "
: - Sl N ‘War is the continuation of politics by other . . .
tion of social development. Instead, it tried to cover means.” When politics develops to a certain stage

up its selfish class interests with certain abstract, b Aottt t proceed by the usual means
dl Liethi Bty ‘ i Avcyond which 1t canno ’
supposedly eternal ethical principles. The “benev war breaks out to sweep the obstacles from the

olence and righteousness’” propagated by Mencius .
g propag y way.”? Was it possible for the new emerging land-

belonged to thi t ol 1ol SN i .
: R e i lord class to wipe out the armed forces of the regimes

9 Shang Chun Shu (a collection of the sayings of Shang}—
Yang). " Shang Chun Shu. _

10 «“Talks at the Yenan Forum on Literature and Art” 2«On Protracted War,” Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP,
Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1967, Vol. III, p. 85. Peking, 1967, Vol. II, p. 153.
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based on slavery, seize political power and br
about the unification of the whole country un
feudalism without “strengthening its milits
power” and going to war? Impossible! 1
Legalists unequivocally affirmed the need |
strengthening military power and waging w
“Eliminate war with war,”" the clarion call
Shang Yang, embodied a most brilliant conce
But Mencius slandered the Legalist policy
strengthening military power and waging the fe
dal wars of annexation necessary for unification
“rule by force,” ‘“bellicosity” and “blood-thirsi
ness.” This only showed his opposition to re
olutionary violence and progressive war. TI
fact is that he, like Confucius, went from place
place encouraging reactionary armed “punitive e
peditions,” inciting the restorationist forces of tk
slave-owners to seize back power by armed fora
and instigating counter-revolutionary armed intel
vention against the regimes of the newly risin
landlord class. Mencius went all out to prettif
these “punitive expeditions.” He said: * ‘Correc
tion’ is when the supreme authority punishes it
subjects by force of arms,” and ‘“imperial correc

owner tyrant who talked about ‘“rule by benev-
olence” but practised “rule by force.” ‘
Following his unbridled attacks on the 'Legahst
line, this diehard Mencius, who went against the
irend of history, said threateningly to the Legahs_ts
that if they kept on doing things the way they dl_d
and refused to change their political line, their
sovernment would not last for a single day even
if they succeeded in conquering the coun‘.cry. His-
tory, however, could not be turned from its course
by “Mencius’ subjective will. The po}itical power
of the rising landlord class did not rapidly collapse.
Instead, it was further consolidated, and the State
of Chin, the most resolute in carrying out the
Legalist line, marched in the van of the tirr’les;
Like the doomed slave-owning class itself, Mencius
counter-revolutionary bluster was mercilessly

swept away by the surging tide of history.

“Man Is Good by Nature” — a Reactionary
Theory of the Declining Slave-Owning Class

During the Spring and Autumn and the War‘ring
tion is but another word for rectifying.” Thesfl States periods, uprisings by the slaves and reform
words showed him up as a dyed-in-the-wool slavef] movements by the newly emerging landlord class
8 but an end to the slave system. They also rocked
i the ideological system of the slave-owning class

13 Shang Chun Shu.
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owning class. Clearly, in Mencius’ view, only the
Jave-owning class possessed this inborn ‘‘good
pature.” And it was outstandingly manifested, lhe
preached, in the “ancient kings” and ‘“wise min-
isters” of the slave-owning class who “had hearts
that cannot bear to see the sufferings of others’ and
were capable of running “a government that can-
not bear to see the sufferings of others,” that is, “a
government of the ‘Kingly Way.” ” Supposedly the}f
possessed “intuitive ability” “without acquiring 1t
by learning,” and ‘“‘intuitive knowledge” ‘“‘without
acquiring it by thinking,” were therefore “always
the first to know and become aware,” and were
“born rulers” appearing only once in several
hundred years. Here it can be seen that Mencius’
theory, “Man is good by nature,” was simply a
hodgepodge of the slave-owner class theories of the
“will of Heaven” and ‘“human nature,” a reaction-
ary concoction aimed at opposing the line of the
“rule of law” advocated by the rising class of
landlords.

Chairman Mao says: “In class society there is
only human nature of a class character; there is no
human nature above classes.” The concepts of
good and evil fall under the category of moral prin- .

built around the theory of the “will of Heaven
This brought about a marked development |
materialist thinking. But to safeguard the slaw
owner ideology, Mencius combined the “theories
of the “will of Heaven” and of ‘“human nature
supplementing the former with the latter, and pr
claimed ‘“the unity of Heaven and man.” On th
basis he concocted an ideological line that we
idealist and even more reactionary and deceptiv
called for “exerting one’s mind to the utmost’” an
proceeded from there to “knowing human nature
and finally to “knowing the will of Heaven.” ii.

Mencius’ theory that “man is good by nature
was an elaboration of the idealist theory of knowl
edge he inherited from Confucius and Tzu Szu.
He contended that “there is no man who is no
good” and that “the feeling of commiseration be
longs to all men; so do the feelings of shamé
respect, right and wrong.” At the same time
however, Mencius repeatedly stressed that thi
“good nature” had been ‘“discarded by the com
mon people but preserved by the superior men’
and that precisely such “good nature” was tht
source of benevolence, righteousness, propriety
wisdom and other ethical concepts of the slave

14

e e e e

5«alks at the Yenan Forum on Literature and Art,”
Selected Work's, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1967, Vol. III, p. 90.

Tzu Szu was Confucius’ grandson, and Mencius was Tz
Szu’s student,
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ciples and differ with different classes. What,g
thought good by the exploiting class is bound to |
seen as evil by the exploited class. And what wi
considered good by the emergent landlord cla
during its rise was bound to be regarded as ey
by the moribund and decadent slave-owning clas
The reverse was also true. In order to consolidal
feudal rule, the new emerging landlord class ha
of necessity to suppress resistance by the erstwhi
slave-owning aristocrats; so from the standpoint ¢
the Legalists, this was “good” and a meritoriou
deed. Shang Yang said: “To support the king
there is nothing better than a thoroughgoing en
forcement of the law. In enforcement of the law
nothing is more urgent than the elimination of ev

persons.” And by “elimination of evil persons
he meant first of all the suppression of the slave

owners who opposed the feudal system. In Shani
Yang’s opinion, they could not be regarded 2
“good” and it was necessary to wield dictatorshit
over them.

Mencius, who devoted his whole life to counter:
revolution, judged everything in society by tht
criterion of the “good nature” of the slave-owne
class. Anything that conformed to the interests of
this declining class he saw as “good” and supporteg
wholeheartedly; all that did not, he saw as “evil’
and feverishly opposed. When Tzu Chih, a min
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.ster of Yen (one of the major ducal states of the
time, in what is now northern Hopei Province), held
the reins of government and instituted feudal
reforms, Mencius regarded this as a sacrilege
against the slave system, calling for stern suppres-
sion. So he rushed from the State of Lu to the
State of Chi where he rabidly instigated its prince
to follow the example of King Wen and King Wu
of the Chou Dynasty and send punitive forces
against the State of Yen to support its diehard
forces and suppress the rising landlord class. At
the bidding of Mencius, his follower Kuang Chang
personally led the Chi army in intervention against
Yen. Tzu Chih was captured and barbarously
chopped to pieces. Thus the promising political
reforms in Yen were drowned in blood. This in-
cident thoroughly revealed the atrocious essence of
Mencius’ theory that “man is good by nature.”
According to Mencius’ idealist theory of knowl-
edge, since man was good by nature, it was neces-
sary to preserve and develop this “goodness’” by
avoiding influences from the outside world and
concentrating on introspection. ‘“One should pre-
serve one’s purity of mind and nourish one’s
hature,” and thus attain ‘“‘sincerity in introspec-
tion.” Such “sincerity” was described by Mencius
as a spiritual principle laid down by heaven, and
the correct way for men was to strive to the utmost
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to attain it. One must unceasingly “look into on{
self” and diligently seek and expand the ‘“‘traces
goodness” inherent in one’s own mind. “Utm
sincerity” would enable one to communicate wif
“Heaven.” A ruler who reached this highest staf
of mind would become a “sage,” a “divine soul
with ‘“every principle in my (his) mmd” and th
ruled would willingly “subject” themselves to hi
sway. All this was nothing but an attempt -'
prove philosophically that the slave system wa
“eternal” and immutable and that its restorat1
was ‘“natural and rational.” So vicious and -?
sonous was this whole creed of “self-cultivation
with “sincerity” as its core, as preached by Men
cius, that all representatives of the reactionar}
classes such as Tseng Kuo-fan'® and Chiang Kai

shek, and revisionist ringleaders inside the Part;
such as Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao, cherished it as

a treasure, the foundation for “building up a state’
and a “prime mover” for their counter-revolution
ary activities. They sought to use “sincerity’ a
a cover for their essential weakness, their barbarous
and cruel reactionary rule, and their criminal plot
to push a revisionist line and restore capitalism. |

16 Tseng Kuo-fan (1811-72) was a chieftain of the Hsiang
(present-day Hunan Province) troops in the late Ching
Dynasty. He was a traitor and murderer who colluded Wlt |
foreign invaders to suppress the Taiping Revolution.
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Mencius was a reactionary thinker in China’s

history who advocated the restoration of the old
order against the newly established political power

of a rising class. The reactionary doctrines, line
and tactics he set forth have been taken over by
Chinese reactionaries in all subsequent times in

their plotting for restoration and retrogression.
Today, under the conditions of the dictatorship of

the proletariat, the toppled landlord and capitalist
classes in China also use these reactionary wares of
Mencius in launching their attacks on the prole-
tariat. The ghost of Mencius stalks through Liu
Shao-chi’s sinister book on self-cultivation and the
Lin Piao anti-Party clique’s plan for a counter-

revolutionary coup d’etat entitled Outline of
Project “571.” Like Mencius himself, all the other
reactionaries of the past and the revisionist ring-

leaders inside the Party — all of whom wanted to
80 against the forward movement of history — were
unable to escape the fate of being crushed under
history’s wheels.
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was crowded with Confucian ideological trash,
silled with its stench of decay. More and more
tacts show that the reactionary doctrines of Con-
fucius and Mencius constituted an important source
of Lin Piao’s revisionism. Lin Piao and his crew
invariably resorted to them in attempting to restore
capitalism politically, tamper with the Party’s
theoretical basis ideologically, form a counter-
revolutionary clique of deserters and renegades
organizationally, and engage in counter-revolution-
ary double-dealing, intrigue and conspiracy
tactically. Once Lin Piao’s disguise was stripped
off, he was exposed for what he was —a hideous,
out-and-out devotee of Coniucius.

The Mass Criticism Group of Peking and'i;
Tsinghua Universities '

Lin Piao and the Doctrines of
Confucius and Mencius

Lenin pointed out that in the acute strugg":
between the proletariat and the exploiting classes

“the more varied the exploiters’ attempts to uphol
the old, the sooner will the proletariat learn ¢

ferret out its class enemies from their last noo
and corner, to pull up the roots of their domina
tion. . .” The current vigorous struggle i
China, the criticism of Confucius, is an importan
part of the criticism of Lin Piao, and is precisel}
a battle to pull up the roots of the latter’s counter:
revolutionary revisionist line. Lin Piao’s dark lal

Following Confucius’ “Self-Restraint and Return
to the Rites” to Restore Capitalism

Lin Piao’s political line was a counter-revolutionary
revisionist one, an ultra-Rightist line of restoration
and retrogression. In his own words, it was “self-
restraint and return to the rites.” In less than
three months, between October 19, 1969 and New
| Year’s Day of 1970, Lin Piao and one of his diehard
il conspirators wrote four scrolls reading: “Of all

1“Fear of the Collapse of the Old and the Fight for thé th; ot . ' : -
. : 1Ngs most important: to restrain one-
New,” Collected Works, FLPH, Moscow, 1964, Vol. 26, p. 403 - this is the P

Translation revised. il sclf and return to the rites.” “Restraining oneself
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and return to the rites” was Confucius’ reactiona
programme to restore the slave system. In hol
ing it as the most important of all his concerns, Li
Piao revealed his pressing, wolfish ambition
subvert the dictatorship of the proletariat ar
restore capitalism.

The last years of the Spring and Autumn Peri
(770-476 B.C.) saw a tremendous social change i
Chinese history — from the slave system to feudal
ism. The whole country was in upheaval, th
slaves were constantly rising in rebellion, the new’
emerging landlord class was vigorously urgin

reforms and struggling to seize power from
slave-owners, and the old social order — “the rul

of rites” — was on the brink of collapse. Takin,
the stand of the declining slave-owning class, Con
fucius slandered this excellent state of affairs a
one in which “the rites were lost and music wa
ruined,” and as “absence of right principlel
throughout the country,” and put forward his reac:
tionary political programme of “self-restraint ane
return to the rites.” By ‘return to the rites,” he
meant suppression of the slave uprisings, oppositior
to the reform line of the Legalist School represents
ing the rising landlord class, and the retrogression

&

3

of society. He wanted to restore the order of the
slave-owning society of the Western Chou Dynasty
(c. 11th century-771 B.C.) in accordance with the
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chou rites, that is, to reinstate the dictatorship c?f
ihe slave-owners in which “rites, music and puni-
rive military expeditions were all decided by the
gon of Heaven.” He wished to “revive states thriﬁ:
were extinct, restore families that have lost their
positions, and call to office those who have fallen
into obscurity,” that is, to reinstate the overthrown
slave-owner regime and the slave-owning aris-
tocrats who had been deprived of their privileged
status, so as to seize back power from the newly
rising landlord class.

In a nutshell, Confucius’ “return to the rites”
meant restoration of the old order. Lin Piao also
attempted a restoration. These two were similar
in their counter-revolutionary nature and political
needs. That was why Lin Piao seized upon the
motto “self-restraint and return to the rites” and
held that “of all things, this is the most important.”
His attempt at a counter-revolutionary coup d’etat
and the Qutline of Project “571” furnish the best
demonstration of the real content of his “return to
the rites.”

Lin Piao’s “return to the rites” meant the sub-
version of the dictatorship of the proletariat which
he and his gang hated rabidly, as they did the Great
Proletarian Cultural Revolution. They slandered
the dictatorship of the proletariat, which protects
the people and suppresses the enemies, as
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quler of any dynasty can surpass King Wen of
chou. . . . Impatient 0 realize his dream of' be-;
coming an emperor, he styled himself a ‘“‘sovereign’
.nd compared himself to “King Wen.”

In 1970 Lin Piao repeatedly resisted Chairman
Mao’s instructions and produced his anti-Party
political programme, clamouring that “if the state
has no head, the titles will not be correct and words
will not carry weight.” Desperately anxious to
become “head of state,” he conspired to usurp Party
leadership and seize state power. Subsequently,
he started a counter-revolutionary coup d’etat,
which was smashed, at the Second Plenary Session
of the Party’s Ninth Central Committee.

In 1971 Lin Piao and his crew concocted a plan
for an armed counter-revolutionary coup d’etat
entitled Outline of Project “571.” They were im-
patient to seize political power throughout the
country and embarked on the coup in September
that year.

These facts fully prove that the prime purpose
of the Lin Piao anti-Party clique’s “return to the
rites” was to seize supreme power in the Party and
the state. This is what was “most urgent” in their
counter-revolutionary strategy.

The class content of Lin Piao’s “return to the
rites” was the reinstatement of the overthrown
landlord class and the bourgeoisie and the estab-

“enforcing the laws of the emperor Chin Shij
Huang”” whom they attacked. They vilified tk
principle of continuing the revolution under tk
dictatorship of the proletariat as “manufacture
contradictions.” They did their utmost to smea
and negate the tremendous achievements of th
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution and wan
tonly calumniated the new things that have emerg
ed in its course. They slandered the excellent situ
tion and the flowering of the socialist cause sine
the beginning of the Cultural Revolution as
prevalence of crisis”’ and “stagnation,” and our lant
of proletarian dictatorship as a dark and drear
place. In short, in their eyes, nothing in socialis
new China conformed to their “rites.” Like Comn
fucius, they were all extollers of the past and reac
tionary advocates of retrogression. :

Lin Piao’s “return to the rites” was a bid to usurj
supreme power in the Party and the state an@
restore the dictatorship of the landlords and com:
prador-bourgeoisie. In October 1969, when Lil
Piao inscribed ‘“self-restraint and return to the
rites” on a scroll, he went on, in imitation of Men:
cius, to counsel his sworn followers: “This is mos
urgent.” What did “most urgent” mean in fact:
We shall see from what follows: |

In the winter of 1969, Lin Piao hung on the wall
near his bed a scroll in his own handwriting: “N¢
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to the end of the blind alley of “Make tr{?uble, fai}:;
make trouble again, fail again. . . til.l their doom,
there to report his arrival to Contucius.

lishment in China of a fascist Lin family dynast
Confucius had clamoured that he wanted to “revis
states that were extinct, restore families that \¢
lost their positions, and call to office those who
fallen into obscurity.” Lin Piao and his crew toc
over this reactionary slogan, and rabidly proclaime
their desire to “give political liberation to al
enemies of the dictatorship of the proletariat. @
In a word, by picking up and feverishly wavi
Contucius’ tattered banner of “self-restraint an
return to the rites,” Lin Piao attempted to funda
mentally alter the Party’s basic line and China
socialist system, subvert proletarian dictatorshi
and restore capitalism. However, all this was n
more than an idiot’s daydream. |
Chairman Mao has said: ¢ ‘Lifting a rock onlj
to drop it on one’s own feet’ is a Chinese folk sayi ot
to describe the behaviour of certain fools. The rea g
tionaries in all countries are fools of this kind.”
And Lin Piao was precisely such a reactionary. Ht¢
had intended to ascend the throne as a vassal-king
under the “nuclear umbrella” of his master 3
Soviet revisionism, but instead crashed to his death
in the desert. Holding the ragged banner of “selfs
restraint and return to the rites,” he travelled right

Using the Reactionary Philosophy of Confucius and
Mencius to Oppose Dialectical and
Historical Materialism

For the purpose of restoring capitalism, ‘Ljin P':iao
had not only a counter-revolutionary political line
but a counter-revolutionary ideological line to serve
it. The major source of the latter was the Con-
fucius and Mencius’ reactionary philosophy. In
an all-out attack on dialectical and historical mate-
rialism, Lin Piao used the Confucian theories ot
“mandate of Heaven” and ‘“‘innate genius”’ to Opp()SE:
materialism, the Confucian “doctrine of the mea'n’
to oppose materialist dialectics and the Confucian
concept ‘“virtue, benevolence, righteousness, loyalty
and considerateness’” to oppose the Marxist theory
of classes. ‘
Confucius preached ‘“the mandate of Heav-en,”
alleging that a supreme divinity called. “tien
(heaven) was the creator of man and all things on

5 4 5 for Struggle,”
* Mao Tsetung, “Cast Away IlIu.sm_ns, Prepare+
Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1969, Vol. IV, p. 428.
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2“Speech at the Meeting of the Supreme Soviet of the
U.S.S.R. in Celebration of the 40th Anniversary of the Great
October Socialist Revolution.”
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earth, and controlled everything in Nature and |
man’s world. Heaven’s will was irresistible. Th
slave-owners, like King Wen of the Chou Dynast;
had the power to rule the people because they ha
the “mandate of Heaven.” Duke Chou* and Con
fucius himself also had the “mandate of Heaven
and so were ‘“sages” endowed with ‘“virtue” §
“enlighten” the people. This religious, theological
idealist theory was concocted entirely for the pur
pose of preserving the dictatorship of the slave
owners. It was from this reactionary theory “thi
mandate of Heaven” that Confucius derived hi
apriorist idea that some persons were ‘“born witk
knowledge’ and his idealist conception that histor}
was made by heroes. In his bid to usurp powel
and restore capitalism, Lin Piao laid hold of thiS
idealist Confucian trash as a treasure. He wrotél
a scroll with the words: “The heavenly horse flies
through the skies, solitary and free” and hung if§
in the centre of the wall at the head of his bed,

comparing himself to “the heavenly horse” '-3- meant that everything should be done according to
describing himself as an exceptionally endowed

the ‘“rites.” The character chung meant being
i person of dragon-like majesty, a superman, a

Ml ncither excessive nor deficient; the charact}ar
genius sent by heaven to the world of man. In an§} yung meant conforming faithfully to custom. In

2 word, the “doctrine of the mean’’ required that
everything should be done according to the old
rules of the slave system, not allowing the 1§ast
deviation or change. It was, andis, a metaphysical
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inscription addressed to one O:E ‘his qzehardhf:oﬁ
nspirators, he described the ‘“virtues to whic
;Oe -nd his band laid claim, as “an endowment from
Heaven.” Wasn’t this the same stuff as Cc%;
fucius’ dictum ‘“‘Heaven has e?rldowed me wi :
virtue’? For many years, Lin P1a}0 and h1s;_chehau“:1
conspirators tried by every kmg of lies ‘an”
sophistry to palm off the theor"y of‘ innate genius t
as Marxism. But to no avail. " Ar} enfziowivmen
trom Heaven,” these characters in Ifm Piao’s ?wg
handwriting, brand his theory of “u;l‘nate genius
as a replica of Confucius’ theory of “the n}?ndate
of Heaven.” He clung to the theory of‘ innate
genius,” which was his anti-Party theoret%cal pro-
gramme, because he wanted to prov,e himself :.:::
supreme ruler endowed with “He;iwen S mandate.”
Lin Piao argued that the “doctmn? of the mea}rllt
(chung yung) was “rational.” Thls exposefi is
true nature as a foe of the revolution and of dlalfec-
tics. By “chung yung” Confucius and Mencius

“ The Duke of Chou whose personal name was Chi Tan
established the rules and institutions upholding the dicta-
torship of the slave-owners of the Chou Dynasty. He was#
“the sage” most fervently worshipped by Confucius. ;

o4
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theory for the use of reactionary classes in defef
ing the old order and opposing all change.
Lin Piao constantly lauded it as “rational.”
ceeding from this “rationality,” he venomo
reviled the struggle waged by the proletarie
revolutionary line against the revisionist line f
“excessive,”’ “entirely. . Leftist,” “going to &
tremes,” “fighting in extreme ways” and “messis
up the whole works.” What a heap of labels! By
1t cannot tarnish in the slightest the brilliance ¢
Chairman Mao’s revolutionary line. It only dem
onstrates that Lin Piao clung to an ultra-Rightis

d create the new. Does 1t scare you that y@r
iﬂfhaﬂe works” have been messed up? Well, this
-Wonly the start. There’s still a lot to be c%one
lsefore all exploiting classes in the WOI‘IC?_ are wiped
Eut. The world outlook of the }?roletamat 1S r{lﬁte-i
rialist dialectics which “is in its essence cr;‘;i:as
and revolutionary.”® Whether we foster new t 1t Ee
to defeaf old ones or use every means to save %
0ld things from dying is the big issue in the struggle
between the two lines. Theoretically, this strt%glg_ i
is bound to appear as one between materialis

S Jialectics and metaphysics. Lin Piao used Eon—
e il v i DI AL tucius and Mencius’ “doctrine of the mean™ tO

order and turning back the wheel of history. I oppose dialectics. This is one of the ideological

his tall:: of excess,” Lin P}_&O vas opposing t B ots of his reactionary ult-ra—Rightist 11rie. o
revolution with the Confucian “doctrine of thel Iin Piao said that “virtue, benevolence

mean.” Chairman Mao refuted this tallacy 1011- righteousness, loyalty and considerateness’” as

2go, pointing out that “a revolution is not a dinn ] taught by the Confucian School were the pxtinci}ziles
party,” and that “proper limits have to be exceede ( of “human relations.” and that this was “historical

in order to right a wrong, or else the wrong cannot Jeer * “loyalty which
be righted.”ﬁg Lin Piao granted about “megsfr?g upl] Materialism.” He also said that “loyaiy

: - ce, and con-
the whole works.” Well, it is only the “wholell M¢cans araking 5 b Wsltt};lzi;f:; frild forgiveness
works” of the bourgeoisie and the revisionists tha r Siderateness Whmhfm.ean rinciples.” He talked
have been messed up. Without messing theig)f — these are Confucian p

N . i 1 separation from
‘6 99 about “benevolence in tota 1
whole works,” we cannot destroy the old worl, o Mae MBI o an. | and. about. Human

> “Report on an Investigation of the Peasant Movement il

| e RN R - jh ' . ~scond German
Hunan,” Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1967, Vol. I, 6Karl Marx, Capital, “Afterword to e Szc(.]m
p. 28 and p. 29, : Edition,” Eng ed" FLPH, Moscow, 1954; P. .
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relations” in a way that erased class antagonisy
Thus he used the Confucius and Mencius’
tionary theory of human nature to alter the theo;
of class based on historical materialism. ]
The theory of human nature preached by {l
Confucian School is hypocritical and idealist.
asserts an apriorist human nature that transce
class. Confucius alleged that “benevolence” meat
“to love all men.” Mencius claimed that man ha
an inborn ‘“‘sense of benevolence,” that “man
born good.” Did they themselves really love a
men without distinction of class? Not in the leas
When the State of Cheng “killed to the last man
all its slaves who had rebelled, didn’t Confuci
commend the slaughter as “excellent”? Didn?
Mencius make it a point to theoretically justify a
a ‘“‘universal principle” the exploitation ant
domination of slaves and labourers? Neither di
these two love the newly emerging landlord clas
As soon as Confucius took office as acting primeé

“ ocated by Confucius and Mencius were
I?Ot?sfb?)?:h to fools‘r.;he people. What they lo:ved,
'}usflact was the handful of slave-owner explmt{‘ers;
md i.hje reactionary system of slavery.. L1¥1 Piao
i{lso talked about ‘“benevolence.” But 1n,hls plin
;01‘ 2 counter-revolutionary armfzd_ coup d e’ia;t,dt ti
Outline of Project “571,” he viciously plotte )
“«devour”’ the proletariat at one mquthful, ’?Esair
sinate the great leader of the proletariat, over frfhe
the working people who are nqw mastt—t-:rs c:r i
country, and institute a fascist dictatorship. d(;sl
he and his crew loved were actually the han uh
of class enemies whom we have over‘Fhrown. Suc
is Lin Piao’s “human nature,” that_1s, the humaﬁ
nature of the landlord and capitalist classes.

chieftain of the Chiang Ka_i—she}; g’ang saiﬂ_mogi?ﬁ
fully two years after Lin Piao’s death:

Piao. . . had relatively more huma}n najcure. I—Ie%”e

is evidence of the Confucian ethic {ylng dgep 1111

men’s hearts.”” This praise by the Chﬁang Kal—sthi ;
' : i iao’ man natu

minister of the State of Lu, he killed Shaochengl] gang best explagns what Lin Piao’s hu

Mao, a representative of the reformers. gl rcally amounted to. sl San

promptly expelled his own disciple Jan Chiu, broke On the one hand the reactionary

off their relation as teacher and student, and in-
stigated his other disciples to attack Jan Chiu fo
having served the newly emerging landlord class.
These facts prove that the “human love” irrespec-
tive of class, “inborn benevolence” and other

28

feverishly preach the theory .of human ngtur;:
dressing themselves up as “v1rtuou's sovereign

concerned for the people so as to hide their ovjrr}ﬂ
man-eating features. On the othe? hand, they hmsd
the banner of “benevolence, righteousness an
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virtue” to castigate revolutionary violence
progressive classes. Didn’t Confucius curse i
newly emerging landlord class as “rebels v
courage but without righteousness” ang the insy
gent slaves as “robbers with courage but withg
righteousness”? Mencius went even further, |
hurled abuse at revolutionary violence, ag “slaug
ter of men till the fields are littered with bodi
and “till cities are strewn with corpses,” and (
“devouring human flesh.” He declared that
should be dealt with by capital punishment, shoy
ing: “Death is not enough for such a crime.” Ij
Piao took over the mantle of Confucius and Mey
cius. With the reactionary theory of
nature as theoretical basis, he blustered:
relies on virtue will thrive and he who relies 0
force will perish.” He cursed the dictatorship @
the proletariat as “not benevolent.” Chairman Ma
has said: “‘You are not benevolent!’ _
We definitely do not apply a policy of benevolen
to the reactionaries and towards the reactiona
activities of the reactionary classes.”” The prole:
tariat must resolutely and mercilessly suppress a }
reactionary elements who dare to resist. Other-
Wise, our state will perish ang the landlord and
capitalist classes will be restored to power. Did

e sl

"“On the People’s Democratic Dictatorship,” Select

ed
Works, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1969, Vol. IV, p. 418, |
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nfence and righteousness,
0

] or-
lutionary violence to overthrow‘ the dilfltlzatthe
" f the proletariat? In dealing W o
E -O revolutionary violence of the reactwnathe ;
P o alternative but “do unto them as y
e to us.” and use revolutionary violence
- 131;1 cour;ter-revolutionary violence. V&;z
a Supp]ﬁli:'lci the Marxist theory of‘class s‘cmgg‘St
- dictatorship of the proletariat angl pers11
{md thePart ’s basic line in order to (?ontn}ujtmgzi
i:rclzantslziidate gnd strengthen the proletarian dicta

ship. This is our conclusion.

“He whil

' mouflage of sham benev-
i attemgt to use counter-

i i -Seekin
Resorting to Confucian Tricks, Forming a §elf Seeking
Clique, Engaging in Intrigues and Conspiracy

i ] ' ere
Lin Piao’s political line and 1de0}og}ciii¥51§§ywled
I‘ea;isionist. Organizati.onally,, this 1;1 Wi M
him to engage in spﬁttugg apd fornf WA A
clique. Tactically, it mewta!oly e s
dealing, intrigues and co:rl::;plrr:my;1 e
entrench himself in the Party, aﬁ'l pawaiting il
his counter-revolutionary_ranks whi eof o i
opportunity to achieve his amb}tmn i
the rites,” Lin Piao directed his sw i Lot
and others to comb meticulously throug
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Books” and “Five Classics,””® the histories of 'f;
and other countries, and even novels and prove
for material on ways of carrying out his count
revolutionary conspiracies. All the tricks
double-dealing tactics piled up by the slave-owni
class and the feudal landlord class became ma;
ideological weapons in his splitting and plotting
Confucius had said that to preserve the dyi
slave system, “a prince should employ his subj o
according to propriety and subjects should sep
‘their prince with loyalty,” thus setting up fti
criteria for handling relations within the rulir
clique of slave-owning nobles. Precisely the

criteria were applied by Lin Piao within his an
Party clique.

With Lin Piao, the adage “a prince should
ploy his subjects according to propriety” provide

® The “Four Books” — the four “canons” of the Confucian;
namely the Great Learning, Doctrine of the Mean, Analect
of Confucius and Mencius. '

The “Five Classics” of Confucianism were —
Book of History, Book of Rites, Book o |
and Autumn Annals. Feudal rulers after the Han Dynast;
gave them this collective name, and used them as an ideolog:
ical tool to control the people. ¥

The Book of Songs is China’s earliest

It was said that Confucius deleted
in the book.

Book of Song

collection of songs
some that were originally

The Book of History, also known as the Shang Shu, is a
collection of political documents and records of history prion
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dictator, he strained
those in and out of

le ik 1so
shall perish.” Yet he a ek
3f};qploying subjects according to propriety and
up a show . fa
Eﬁ P?ao’s “propriety” meant hand}gg out off1c1a;
posts, promising special favours, inviting guests an
iving them presents, wining, © ’
%fgs‘;%y In short, it meant using fame, gain aélg
rank as lures to buy over a gang tg serve }llns hlis
for a counter-revolutionary restoration. When

to the Spring
Period.

Ceremony and Records of Rites.

f Change and Sprint

-and-out fascist
itical pose. An out-and-ou | .
- g v every muscle to establish his
ity.” line between

: thority.”” He drew a e
o : his favour on the prmmple.—-
shall thrive, those who resist
sang tunes about

“those who obey me

of “seeking wise men.” In fact

dining, and mutual

s, he
sworn followers were exposed by the masses,

and Autumn Period and the Warring States

the Rites of Chou, Book of
The Rites of Chou recn;‘?s
the stipulations for government offices and functm::s i;r 5;
eial:;- of the Chou Dynasty. The Book of C:ef?:emn alr);d el
the ceremonies for marriage, funeral, sacriiices

The Book of Rites contains

Rites
intercourse during the Chou Dynasty. The Records of Ri

contains essays on the subject by Confucians before the Chin
1es.

T B Chnge (7 o s s e

YTT;??S;TS:H(; ftj;dfiulli;n_ Annals m;erefC?Lﬂ?;df}ieD;pi?;é

A hiStGT'S_' gritgglei?mégeaﬁga :1tgratimns were made

EI?C?&?E?E E}egﬁeguard the system of slavery.
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used his position and power to shield and help th
slip away unpunished. By “seeking wise men,’
meant recruiting deserters, renegades and mons
organizing a bourgeois headquarters and
together big and small counter-revolution;
“fleets” (Lin Piao’s Jargon for his secret agencie
Tr.) to serve the needs of capitalist restoration. :
Behind Lin Piao’s preachments that “a prin
should employ his subjects according to propriet
lay his real desire — that his sworn followers shoy
be “subjects serving their prince with loyalty
Like all previous reactionary rulers, he used
idea of “loyalty to the prince” as the ideologicdl
pillar to maintain his rule in the counter-revoli
tionary camp. He lauded Confucius and Menci s’
concepts of “loyalty and filia] piety,” such :
“respect for superiors” and “obedience,” an
insisted that obedience be absolute. He force
members of his secret agencies to swear allegianc
and “‘eternal loyalty” to the Lin family, father an
son. Even when the downfall of his anti-Part)
clique was imminent, Lin Piao issued the counter
revolutionary order of “succeed, or die to preservi
virtue,” vainly calling on members of his counter:
revolutionary “fleets” to g0 to their deaths a
funerary offerings for his “Lin dynasty.” Theg
facts show that the Lin Piao anti-Party cliqueé
adopted the moral guldelines and virtues preached

64

by Confucius and Mencius as im;;{ortant organiza-
- inciples for their own ranks.
tloni %I;I:,‘chljllz*ished Confucius’ saying: “Want of
I-flﬂnce in small matters confounds great plans.
pau%o ied it and hung it on the wall as a coun!;e%
- glupicionary maxim. To the oft—rgpeated.pams-
rf;ing criticism and education given hlIIW: by
Elairman Mao and the Part;lr Ce:ntral Comémt;?}?
he reacted by nursing hatred in his heart ir}l ngt_
ing for the chance to count?rattack. While E o
tir;g-_f to usurp Party leadership ind state pmrtee rice”
frec;uently reminded himself tp have pﬁ i i
and not o permit the “foolharc‘lln_ess of t.e i o
mon man’”’ to confound his ° gljand design :
“return to the rites” and so ‘“‘spoil ‘:che ‘great”pI{:;I;
of a lifetime.” Behind his mask of p'at1en(':e,k ffe
Piao was gnashing his teeth, sharpening his kni .
and watching how the wind blew as he pursuee
his aim. This was actually a repeat Perforglanﬁ_
of Hu Feng’s® counter-revolutionary trick ot “see
ing survival in forbearance.”

'Hu Feng, a counter-revolutionary, engﬁ*gEd Elai.iﬁll
Communist activities in the PERTRY i v hlmfmrmed his
bandit army before the liberation. L_atEI:: Evering gt
Way into the League of LEft_'Wlng'erierb’f{:ﬂmed e
eactionary record. After liberation 1ead Ogi i il
Counter-revolutionary clique and CDntmuLd inﬂvement to
dctivities. In 1955 Chairman .Maﬂ 1aur}?h§ aFeng and his
Suppress counter-revolutionaries. In it Hu
t:iit,‘iue were thoroughly exposed.
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Lin Piao treasured tao hui,” meaning the “st
gem of concealment,” as the way to “seek sur
in forbearance” and realize his “great plan.”
March 1970 when his anti-Party clique was hast
Ing to draw up its scheme to usurp Party leaders
and state power, he directed one of his dich
co-conspirators to write the words “tao hui?
a notebook. And he himself copied a poem fr

e Lin Piao was maligning the proletarlfan hegd—
F ters as the “tiger’s lair” and comparing him-
ualto a2 “hero” who “lodges for a time” in such
self erilous place.” This not only reveals hll’l’.'l' as
; }:E)ourgeois careerist and consp.irator nestling
Eeside us. It also shows his fiendls‘-:,h charaﬁer -1—f
ihe use of double-dealing tactics to disguise himse

and cover up his counter-—revolutionaﬁ*y a1r;1:d1;21lll§
the Romance of the Three Kingdoms that pra d .waiting the opportumty' to exe%utear}l:se ]::
Liu Pei for deceiving Tsao Tsao*! by this “stratagel plan against the.pm;letarl.an headqu iy P p——
e M 1n order to disguise his r(?al self, Lin s
| quick to temporize as requl}"ed by the occamlu_,
and secretly formulated a series c?f countex:—rex;iom
tionary double-faced tactics, taking warning s
M preachments of Confucius and Mencius P
Using a thunderclap to cover his fright, B omity is bouind o befallanyone it st}? S
He temporized with a wit that was quick and bright.! love for what others hate and hate for what o ?rn
chs love.” Lin Piao’s adoption of such Confucia

adages as “The great man need not be true to }‘115
; ' in his action,” “Without telling
"' The Romance of the Three Kingdoms, a long Chinese hig] Words or COHSlStenT: 1n AR and “Keeping
torical novel, takes its material from historical events betweel lies one cannot achieve great *thmgs ’ itila
the later years of the Eastern Han Dynasty and the timé 5 ile on vour face” are, without addll’lg a sing
of the Three Kingdoms (184-280). The author was Lo Kuar S }7 ividly expose this counter-
chung who lived in the 14th century. 3l word, sufficient to vividly SRENBP S
Liu Pei (161-223) was the founder of the Kingdom of Hal revolutionary double-dealer who "nev ; i
(Shu) in the period of the Three Kingdoms. Tsao Tsal oy ¢ opv of Quotations from Chairman Ma
(155-220) was the prime minister in the later years of tngf vithout a copy O - opened his mouth with-
Eastern Han Dynasty and father of Tsao Pi who foundell Tsetung in hand and never op

| ; - id ni ings
the Kingdom of Wei in the Three Kingdoms period. Tsa@ ' ‘Long Live,’ and who said nice thing
: out shouting g _ "

Tsao was posthumously give to one’s face but stabbed one in the back.

Forced to lodge for a time in the tiger's lair,

The hero was alarmed when his ambitions were lo
bare,

hiding traces.

n the title Emperor Wu Ti of
Wei. |

66

67

#hi W.WENGEWANG.COM, WWR/.WG1976.NET, WWW.WG1966.COM




Why Did the Revisionist Chieftain Lin Pigo
Seek Help from Confucius and Mencius?

Like past chieftains of opportunist lines, Lin B
Was a representative of the bourgeoisie within |
Party and an out-and-out devotee of Confuci
People may ask:
bourgeoisie seek ideological weapons from 4§
slave-owning and feudal landlord classes?
why do all revisionist chieftains within the Pag
Invariably seek help from the doctrines of Cg
fucius and Mencius?” This is g question worthy
of attention. ]
That the revisionist chieftain Lin Piao and
like worshipped Confucius was not strange at all
It had deep class and historical roots,
Firstly, the devotion of Lin Piao and his cref
to Confucius was closely linked to the historie
characteristics and class status of China’s bout#
geoisie and especially big bourgeoisie, which t
represented. In the late 19th and early 20th cer
turies, the world was entering the era of
Ism and proletarian revolution. The
bourgeoisie was then living in a
semi-feudal society, and this
right from the start.
weak economically
ideological and culty

Imperia
Chines
semi-colonia
shaped its class trait
China’s bourgeoisie was ver]
and politically, and in the
ral sphere it did not, nor coyle
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“Why did a representative of i

.+ establish an ideological systell;n pgwe;iué;r;g;ig:
1. o b T e lg ’
-eplace feudal culture. . |
t[?hilclf came to dominance In old_ Chlr%a,.was thg
. oduct of a combination of imperialism an“
rudalism and its fundamental character was coind
fiador ana feudal. It always stubbornly.supp?rlfst
3 the enslaving imperia
cagerly promoted i
?gilog}% as{ﬁzell as the feudal culture of-l Conf}l;éugf
' I tudies. In the peri
worship and Confucian s oo
1ali ' hen the contradic
the socialist revolution w e
' the bourgeoisie
n the proletariat and ols ‘
Eigt{;ee the grincipal internal contradiction 1n

itali in
| China, whoever wants to restore capitalism
2

China must exercise a feudal, compti?doga;r;cril :afitzi
' ip i it d also seek w
dictatorship in politics, an . :
ililperialisnli and feudalism in the sphere ﬁi;dgeoliﬁ
~hsiu, Wang 5
and culture, Chen Tu-hsiu, i
Shao-chi, and their like who repr'e§ente.d thia ]:1)111
terests of the Chinese bourgemge, mvax:u:tm}_r
reflected its class traits in thnzir I?EP?.Ctlce fﬁfcl;elffli o
‘ ines o
ism and their resort to the doctr nfuct
' true of Lin Piao
cius. This was the more |
:']hdo lt:&ae;e from a landlord-capitalist family and all
along refused to remould his world ouﬂook.. p
Secondly, in its historical roots t}}e doctrmesthe
Confucius and Mencius arose as the 1de01?g?fy ofl i
declining slave-owning class — an i:::.-:-qg::lvo1‘c11f"1g—i:?ltam1
ideology of a highly deceptive kind. Its esse

69

VENGEWANG.COM, W : W.WG1976.NET, WWW.WG1966.COM, WWW.




ered Confucius. The revisionist chieftain Lin
E was a big party tyrant and big warlord who
. ot read books, newspapers and documents and
dlfjinno learning at all. Yet he tirelessly E:ollected
hiotations from Confucius and Mencms_. and
reached their doctrines, because his rgac_tmr;ari
fhought accorded with theirs. ‘And this in Lﬁ’l |
| was entirely determined by his counter-revo

- +a1i nd his
: - : : : N restorer of capitalism a
becoming the dominant ideology in China’s feugll tionary nature as a : traditional ideas
@ vicious desire to use reactionary tra

society and semi-colonial, semi-feuda] society £6 _ : W
more than 2,000 years. It was used by all the rea@ in an effort to subvert proletarian dictatorship

tionary rulers of China’s past as a spiritual fett@] restore capitalism.

‘ criticize
to enslave the working people, and became the] With the deepening of the movement to

e : . f work, it became
' i : : iringl Lin Piao and rectify the style o * :
o i i R gy necessary to criticize the doctrines of Confucius

for a comeback and OPPOsIng communism. Because and Mencius and ideas that exalt Confucianism

all past reactionary rulers energetically advocated _ : hool. The -current
* : ml and oppose the Legalist School. _
anc% SHTORGCQ e weaching of the doctrines o | strugglipin China to criticize Lin Piao and Con-

fucius and Menciys they froze into 1 tradition: the two
’ ; el Ife-and-death struggle between the
concept rooted in the ages and penetrating i lUcius is a life-and-death strugg

| : t of paramount
ing’ ial 1i @] Classes and the two lines and an even .
e'veryisphere of old China’s socia] life. All rea | importance for the entire Party, the entire army

| try. Not to criti-
. ) T ; od] end the people all over the coun ol
history in China Invariably took up the tattere o Con?ucius Bl raa T el

bt Confu01us~worsh1p ol | and oppose the Legalists is, in effect, not to criticize

doctrines of Confucius and Mencius in every poss BiRs el il
sible way to decejve and befog the masses. So if| Lin Piao. A deep criticism of the do

| : i f these ideas is of
1S not surprising that all the chieftains of oppors C(mfucms‘a}nd MEnmuSh aiiogou gh exposure and
tunist lines in our Party who opposed the revolud| grieat manificente forlz;j' Ztist nature of Lin Piao’s
tion and advocated retrogression should also hay@j “iticism of the ultra-Rig e

features were retrogression and opposition to py
resS, conservatism and opposition tg refo
restoration of the old order ang opposition
revolution. It was thus a doctrine of exploitat
and oppression, and of counter-revolution;
comeback. Later it was utilizeq by the decad
landlord class and the big bourgeoisie ag well
by the imperialists who tried to vanquish Chj
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revisionist line, for strengthening education
regard to ideological and political line, for ;
solidating and expanding the achievements of
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution and

doing a good job of the revolution in the s 1
structure.  Under the leadership of Chairman J
and the Party Central Committee, we must di '
the thoroughgoing revolutionary spirit of the prole
tariat and win new victories in the struggle

criticize Lin Piao and Confucius! |

Kang Li

Confucius and Lin Piao Were
political Swindlers

| Wang Ming, Liu Shao-chi, Lin P_iao and othe:,lI: f:)p—i
portunist ringleaders of their kind were po 11:11’3:‘51
swindlers. At root, their venerable teacher In
¥ China was precisely Confucius. Therefore, the
| study of that ancient swindler may he}p us better
4 to spot political swindlers of the Lin 3130 type. ;
Bl Such men are generally full of tricks. While
] cheating people, they put on a show of perf}ect
8] honesty and deep seriousness, solemnl':y sweam;g
4 to practise what they preach. Confgcms and iS
: | disciples, though in fact downri%htthiff?u?;irses ai r—l
- K ' ood faith and ftru

Epae};ihpgef;h;ﬁtiﬁg. In the Analects alo‘ne, the
| character “hsin” ({&), which has this meagmg, ap-
Pears no less than 38 times. Let us cite just two,

.n 73
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“An insincere man cannot get on at all”;! “If ;
people have no faith in their rulers, the state wil
not stand.”® Such utterances were intended %
prove that the speakers were men of their wo
Another passage in the same work, however, relafé
how Confucius’ disciples once became suspicious
the habitual disparity between the words and deeds
of their master. To whitewash himself, Confucit
purposely beat his breast and stamped his feet, ex
claiming as if deadly serious: “Do you think, mj
disciples, that I conceal anything from you? Thef
is nothing I do about which I am not open with you
— that is my way.”” Yet in fact, Confucius and hi§
kind were never honest. He himself openly comt
tended that if a father stole a sheep, the son shou
conceal the theft.
conceal a crime by a son. This, Confucius sai
was the true meaning of “uprightness.’” 't
this the logic of an out-and-out political swindlerf

And vice versa, a father should

Like all frauds of his type, Confucius saw in lying|
and double-dealing the secret of getting on in 1ifé
A disciple, Tzu Kung, asked him what qualities @
man must possess to be worthy of the title of “offi®
! Analects, “Wei Cheng.”
2Ibid., “Yen Yuan.”

8 Ibid., “Shu Erh.”
YIBid.; VT2 Tl
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cer.” Confuclus replied that only those who were

| ;i1ial sons and loyal to the slave systexq deserved it,
%1 hile those “determined to be sincere in what they
8 ... and to carry out what they do” were lowly and

Jbstinate “small men,”” completely unqualified t0

B ¢ trustworthy officers for the declining slave-
® .. ner class. In short, in Confucius’ mind, one had

®| . cheat, — otherwise he could not be a “superior

man’’ and a careerist. .
Confucius also carried this rule into the relations

between people in the same body or group. He

«id: “There are some with whom we may study

2l in common, but they may be unable to travel the

same path. Among those who can 80 along with
us, some may not abide by the same rites. Among

2l those who can abide by the same rites, some may
3l 10t be trustworthy in sharing secrets and making

crucial plans.”® Thus, he believed that not even
fellow partisans should trust each other, that it was

| necessary for them to suspect and deceive each
§ other.

In later times, Mencius who had a real grasp of
Confucius’ preachings further expounded this kmd:
of political juggling in the brazeanaced remark:
“The great man need not be sincere 1n what he says

5 Ibid.
6 Ibid., “Tzu Han.”

e —
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T earty: out 'what He: \does % Thisiiwas
advocacy of swindler-philosophy. The count
revolutionary careerist and conspirator Lin P
constantly pondered on this deceiver’s art. Takj
the above quotation as a sacred maxim, he inclug
it in a collection of excerpts he painstakingly coj
piled from the “Four Books And he furth
paraphrased it by saying: “He who tells no lieg
bound to fall”: “Without telling lies one cann
achieve great things.”

that such political swindlers got by only by te]li;_:_

lies, and could not survive for a day without thengt the reputation of the head of state.

he
| stubborn defiance of the facts, he V(?uch?‘d for ;e'ﬂ
duke as a “superior man’ whose actions “‘accor

ites,’ justifi lie by quibbling
it rites,”’® and justified the | :
g}l;?“? :ubject should conceal the misconduct of his

king and elder kinsmen, and to do so is within the

Liuhsia Chih, the leader of 5 slave uprising

Confucius’ day, denounced the latter to his face a§
a “‘crafty hypocrite,” that is, a political swindlem
Confucius’ “crafty hypocrisy” was determined Oy
the nature of the declining slave-owning

which he represented. A diehard upholder of ¢ !
System of slavery, he devoted his life to champion:

Ing the reactionary political line of “restrainin-' |

oneself and returning to the rites.”
revolutionary double-dealing tactics he used wer :

TMencius, “Li Lou.”
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From all this we can _ | :
i ?}f? seiave system, Confucius felt bound to defen

§ rites.” . i
| crately passed off what he considered a clear v;czll:d
tion of the rites as something that not only acco

with, but was itself a component part of these

| ‘rites.” Here the falsity and deceitfulness of the

: ; : : : | . i e face.
when all is said and done, in the service of this reac- | so-called “‘rites” stare one in th

tionary political line. Confucius’ attempts to stage
a restoration and turn back the wheel of histo;

The counte

] e
| .c unpopular in his time. Rejected everyu;hei-o
ﬁﬂea stray dog' during his travels from St?' f;' o
hke— he could muddle through only by po hzcle

Stafﬁntion But when one cheats, some telita
§ dec :
| d’ ns are bound to peep out. 0 ( e T
| Slfgten in a fix — having to explain inconsis

- ' tions.
| en his own words and ac f
?Ifémgonfucian doctrine, Duke C}qa:o of the Stﬁ;;)
| Lu acted “contrary to the rites” (i.e., to pro;; 2
by marrying a woman who bore the same family

So Confucius was

According to

However, in order to defend the rule of

So, lying in

From this one can see that Confucius delib-

“To comply in public but oppose in private, to

L]
i ] rson's
say yes and mean no, to say nice things to a pe

x e

> Analects, “Shu Erh.”
T7
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face but play tricks behind his back e

pheaiily the imoge ot dOuble—sgali;]g- W i T __;; il ously: c‘TI}e .benevolent manilf?veslothers;j and

Confucius. In public. he Rl il Se_ | i hat good is it to resort to killing in running a
= O D€ a persgl . ernment?””® had the reformist Shaocheng Mao

uninterested in public office it 1 -_
. , Saying: "I am g put to death only three months after coming to

Egnfir?d that I hold no office; I am concerntl
at 1 do not know the rites and c ) power.
ARG Son O Concerning such double-dealing by Confucius

in life,”m And “The su . ; . B
; perior man is an 1ak o
he should fail to attain truth; he is not anzgltiz " | and his followers, Lu Hsun made the biting remark:

poverty befall him.”" Yet in fact, Confucius F | “ ‘The superior man keeps away from the cook-
This is a way to fool both oneself and

came so vexed when he had been out of office £l "°°™-
only three months that he complained: “Am I | others. The ‘superior man’ insists on eating beef,
; 2

bitter gourd! How can I be hung up instead gff Put he is so kind-hearted that he cannot bear to see

being. eaten!”™ He mouthed the words: “T l a steer showing fear before the butcher. So he
SUperior man is sociable, but not partisan.”3 Bgt] waits until its meat comes before him as a steak,
In fact, he cultivated and trained a group of di | which he slowly chews.” “Then he eats it with
|

hard followers, forming a clique sworn to the res} Pcace of mind and grows animated. He picks his
torat'ion of the slave system. Among these mel teeth, rubs his belly and says: ‘Now I've got every-
he did not permit even the slightest infraction off thing I want.’ '
}?IS pprp 086, *ShOUting savagely about one of the Confucius was not only apt at double-dealing in
He is no disciple of mine! My pupils, beat thé| Politics, he was a shameless hypocrite in everyday
drum and assail him.”* This “sage,” who chante | life. Did he not advocate a three-year period of
M 2 : 3| mourning for the death of one’s parents? Yet while
in thea;}ig;;siii?gﬁa??’esl;{g;j %ﬁr% 1%\@;@ sz?uni‘gt Part | Wearing gsackcloth in mourning for his mother, he
19?{]7’ Vol. 11, p. 208, e Rl vk PEkm no sooner heard of a banquet at the house of Chi,
Analects, “Li Jen.”

"' Ibid., “Wei Lin :

; g Kung.” . il X

2 Ibid., “Yang How” | 15 Ibid., “Yen Yuan.

13Ibid., “Wei Ling i'{un ” 1 l 6 T,u Hsun, Random Thoughts After My Illness. For the
- J quotation “The superior man keeps away from the cookroom,”

4 y (4 * .
% Ibid., “Hsien Chin.” , : ;
See Mencius, ‘Liang Hui Wang,” Part I.
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a ta fu (senior official) of the State of Lu, than#
importunately rushed there. Lacking an invi
tion, he was thrown out by the footman Yang ¥
who scolded: “Our lord has invited only men
distinction, not a nobody like you!”"” Did he
stress the rite that persons of different sexes ov
seven years old should not be allowed to g
together? Yet he himself violated this taboo whi
in the State of Wei. Being eager to obtain an @
ficial post there, he went clandestinely to see Nail
Tzu, the wife of the ruling prince. The moment h§
crossed the threshold, he prostrated himself beforg
the woman, not daring to draw a breath. This loW
clownishness disgusted even his disciple Tzu Luj
which prompted Confucius to swear by heavell
like a crier of quack medicines: “If I have an
dishonourable intention, let lightning strike me!””#®
Did Confucius not boast about his own charac?|
ter, “Riches and honours are like a floating cloud
to me”;® and ‘“The object of the superior man i
truth; food is not his object”’?*® Yet while ministeff|
of justice of the State of Lu, his annual salary was
60,000 tou of millet, a fabulous sum whicht

17 Historical Records.
18 Analects, “Yung Yeh.”
9 Ibid., “Shu Erh.”
2 Ibid., “Wei Ling Kung.”
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abled him to live in a _grand style. For his
i:;]gfe in food, “no grain can be 100 f'ine and no meat
can be cut too gmall.’’ o In f:lothmg,, he .wore a
garment of black to match his lamb’s fur; or QIEE
of white over fawn’s fur; or one of yellow to go wi

In short, his was the decadent life of a

o So Li Chih (1527-1602),

ave-owning aristocrat.

S| 2 progressive thinker of the Ming Dynasty, pointed

out sharply that judging by the luxurious way Con-

| {ucius lived, to say that the “sage” had no interest

i riches and honours was deception. And the

bourgeois revolutionary Chang Tai-yen (1869-1936)
said on this subject: “The fatal weakness of the

| confucians was their obsession with power and

wealth.” This is an apt delineation of the pharisa-
ical character of Confucius with its cruelty and

B trickery. Yet 2,000 years and more later, Con-

fucius’ disciple Lin Piao learned all this by heart.

| He and one of his sworn followers eulogized ea(?h
A other as being “gentle, bold and wise,” | . Yet 1n

reality, they had become bourgeois and rotten.to
the core in their thinking, politics and way of liv-

3 ing. Lin Piao’s philosophy of life was comp{etﬂ}f
8 that of the landlord-bourgeois class, and his inner

world was as filthy and ugly as that of Confucius.
Confucius was a political swindler, and S0 were
the scholars who were nurtured in his reactionary

o1
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jan-nien, who, in the reign of l.ilmperor‘Hsua; '£1,
] .4 won the favour of Prime MIDIStEI: Ping C b y
K ans of obsequious flattery and obtained the high
m{}ests of deputy prime minister and CEensor. Be-
| oming ill, Chen Wan-nien called his son Chen

| . | t educating
first Han emperor Kao Tsu (206-195 B.C.) did ni | H'sien ’L':I:l1 hllsd Il:;}eacilmd:atgrelg oiegejggﬁto i
trust the Confucians, and the two following one§j "™ The/ P

‘ became,
Wen Ti (179-157 B.C.) and Ching Ti (156-141 B.C The longer he talked, the wearler the son

1 ' ' im to sleep. AS
ruled along Legalist lines. Emperor Wu Ti (14( | .nd at last the dull droning put him to P

g | it hi ‘ een, and
87 B.C.), however, accepted the proposal of Tu a8 he nodded, he hit his head against a scr

e : his imperti-
Chung-shu (179-104 B.C.) to “honour only the daiill r2ised @ buxp on It'b fnrsaéiﬁ t'?,yhii 4 i
trine of Confucius and ban all other schools.” * Pen‘ci’lj: ne tfr?gée:og;aa?deto E}ceach you, but yu‘;u slept
there were numerous dissenters from this polic :trllugé)ughv eit without hearing a word. Just tell me
at the time. Wu Ti, in fact, did not discriminaté] "

5 - t
' | ¢ n the boy answered: Wha
against the Legalists as such. Many of the officials why?”> Thereupo

¥ - . L n-
5 . F | 've been driving at 1s quite clear to your SO
he appointed, like Sang Hung-yang (152-80 B.C:f ' }é?iizstmcte s how to get ahead by crawl-

were adherents of the Legalist School. The situas ing and flattery.”? A vivid revelation of the true

Eﬁ? 11;1} 1'I-;:luz}rllo?iﬂ (V';T §f4t‘9h§: éli?lf%lird;;ig;:.’fdh | colours of the Confucian scholars and Confucian
P i Y 798 high officials!

its own system, which mixes force and benevo: 1 Han. Emperor
: g | ers of the Western rian, p
lence.”* (By this he meant the mixture of Legalisé Among the ru

i 3l Yuan Ti (48-33 B.C.) alone truly believed in Con-
and Confucian ways of government.) -

‘ iani ' i dy: fver
* Bl fucianism. While a prince, he had already 1
T S quéiltll; suggested to his father that Confucian

of the Confucian scholars, the lower the morak scholast ihe antrustad: with: high fpasts. For that

standards in official circles. The point is illustra Hsuan Ti, who made
ed by a story about the Confucian scholar, Chen he was reproved by Emperor |

doctrines and adept at all kinds of vicious
underhand tricks.

At the beginning of the Western Han
(206 B.C.-A.D. 23), the feudal rulers promofi
policies advocated by the Legalist scholars. T

. 9 .
21 History of the Han Dynasty. * Ibid.
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o from government service. Later, this same
demonstrate the respect due fr{?m
upil to teacher, and prepared to make stg)
| wang-chih prime minister. But on thfe other hand,
. lowed himself to be taken in by the two

the rueful criticism: ‘“This Prince will |
our family’s endeavour!”® His appraisal of ]
son was later corroborated by facts. As an
peror, Yuan Ti proved to be stupid and conce
with face-saving above all else. An example Wi e 22ain al

the wrong he did to his own tutor, Hsiao Wang-c : | ..nuchs and finally sent Hsiao back to jail. The

a renowned Confucian scholar whom Yuan Ti hi] old man wept bitterly, turned his eyes skyx:'}rard
' took his own life with poison.

dKeepl}’ respected and trusted. The eunuchs Hu | and, with a long sigh, d. he too shed tears and
insland Shilk o : . . . . was informed, he too shed tea
g ih Hsien were feuding with Hsiao afigf When Yuan Ti was 1 «you have really killed

reported that h “dji i 1 d the two eunuchs:
B e had been “disloyal to the emperog] blamed the »24 Byt what did he have 1o

and, as such, deserved imprisonment. The docg]my esteemed teacher. g pye
ment was written in such an obscure literary stylg] grumble about? The murderer was himsell, al0

that Yuan Ti lacked the learning to comprehenl] With the Confucian doctrines he believed in. AS
the phrase recommending imprisonment. Yet 78] for Hsiao Wang-chih, his death was deserved, for
pretended to understand and gave his 3ppro._' e who had taught and moulded tbe elr.peroi
without knowing what it would lead to. His mid®| Yuan Ti into a tollower of the Confucian ~"way.

take was quickly revealed when he found, with @] And this, i turn, did unto him what he had done
shock, that his tutor had been jailled. But then unto others. When the emperor employed the

considered that to declare Hsiao innocent wouldl] idcas Hsiao had taught him against Hsiao himselt,

amount to admitting his own fault in groundless\ | the latter found 1t unbearable an@ BEiI OBk foir‘ LR
B . her world to seek and complain to the holy

punishing his own teacher. Such loss of facé

seemed to him irrevocable. All the more as he wagl] s2ge” Confucius. o +

further pressed by the two eunuchs not to reinstaf The reign of the emperor Yuan Ti was a turning

Hsiao, saying that it was a Confucian principle t@] point in the history of the Western H:an Dynaf.stya
2| which then began its constant political decline.

conceal the wrongs of a superior. So, to '
! : : : pretent P A
his mistake had been correct, Yuan Ti dismissed| | e emperor Hsuan Ti, his father, had had no faith

fisia0 S
} .mperor tried to

it was h

2% I'bid.
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in Confucian scholars, whom he denounced
the words, “The vulgar Confucian scholars do

keep abreast with the times. They love to
nounce the present and praise antiquity, and
blind people to the present realities which are |
ahead of the old rites. They are not worth
my trust!”® This attitude was completely revers
by Yuan Ti. The policy of honouring the Conf

de a show of respect for the elder brother b-y
. o up all their claims in his favour. Their
1mﬂbse was to be themselves recommended for the
E Iﬁz’en degree, on the basis of the good reputa-
E ained through this fraud. When tl}ey had
E egeded Hsu Wu invited many guests to }115 hogse
| su(;? reveaied to them his “noble spirit” 1n‘1:ak1ng
| zngreat risk for the benefit of his brothers, smci.he
0 e Legalists came to prev himself might have got a bad name for coveting

- - 18S] in turn,

The result was continuous worsening of the politie@l| i,cir share of the le_gacy. This ac}ilr_n}slr,smrFl‘,r;r;l i

situation until the downfall of the Western Hall| hoosted his reputation to EHEIEH 18 s e

Dynasty. B exemple of “model behaviour 61?}310 eConf{lcian
During the Eastern Han Dynasty (25-220), the| landlord class, we can see that the

il iti ho stop-
feudal rulers pushed on with this policy and pref| scholars were a bunch ‘?f political (i:hea.ts W p
ped at nothing in seeking personal gain.

moted Confucian studies. To be well versed | :.l seek et
the Confucian -classics became the shorteut l Similarly revealing is a story about an
i

a
‘ L o won the name of
wealth and advancement. Hypocrisy and corrup®} scholar Chao Hsuan, “;1; living in the tomb of
tion became dominant among the literati. Ta il| Paragon of filial piety ‘?hair 20 years in token of
for instance, the case of the Confucian scholar Hsf@| his parents for ;n o spread far and wide, and the
Wu. After qualifying as a hsiaolien,” he conspired MmourNieE . amet gl solicited his service in
with his two younger brothers to stage g 1 Imperig e repia. i }fe always declined, being
settlement of the family fortune. The two junior$ the goyghmmEnt, Fie : Finally, how-
' | thus exalted to an ever higher fame. = y:i five
e oo R Bds RSt G%
. 4 : ! w 0 e .
6 Hsiaolien was a scholarly degree of the Han Dynasty#] S0ns in his “tomb’’ room, and the
The candidates were recommended by various localities, of ]
the basis of moral character. as being filial (hsiao) and i : |
corrupt (lien). The degree was a prerequisite for government ‘
H

ings on filial piety indicate that devotees of the

up. As Lu Hsun rightly put it: “Feverish preach-
3] Vi : se of this scarcity is
otficials in the Eastern Han Dynasty. Virtye are rare, and the cau

36
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none other than the consistent promotion of g
morality.’*? i

The working people of the Han Dynasty.f:‘
B.C.-A.D. 220) kept exposing and condemning g
hypocritical and shameless conduct by the Cor
cian scholars. As g doggerel verse of that
sald: “Scholars can’t even read; filial hsiqol
evict their Dads, ‘Pyre’ officials are dirty as m
famous generals are timid as chicks.”
styled Confucian pure-souleg scholars were j
muck in the eyes of the common people., In

lord class detested their shameless pretence
hypocrisy.

1 . ' ! authority' on
In the Western Han Dynasty the Legalist Sang| cline, Confucius became the highes

Hung-yang criticized the Confucian scholars &

men who “confuse facts with lies, and praise a
cient times to undermine the present.”

Eastern Han, Wang Chung (c. 27-97) pointe

castigated the social mores then dominant- “'I—‘-' |

me cling to the|
devoid of sing
In his work Chien Fy Lun (Discourses|

vulgar Confucian scholars of our tj

ancient rites, but well-nigh all are
cerity.”

Eastern Han Dynasty (25-220), ch I
Confucian scholars of the

*’Lu Hsun, “How to Be Parents in Our Time,”

88

Under |

| .ichly principled in words, but artful in deeds;
i 1

141 but evil in their
+h righteousness on their lips,
;fl;]f’ts gThe deeds refute what they say, and they do
e .

| ot say what they think.” In prese{l‘gd&:l[y li?ﬂ;%?
|’ d political s :
- » were double-dealers an

;‘hiiards the end of the Han Dynsfsty, TsaodTiig
| 1%5—220), who trusted the Legalls‘ts, hatih i
- fw ocritical and shameless Confucians v.:} -

The self “;hile being. Pledging morei;l than ontie fpbrl‘:; dlez
sl i1i 1s,” he severely ;

} the prevailing bad morals,

ihg gonfucian scholars of the Han Dynasty for their
cVEn progressive thinkers in the ranks of the' (N ¢ .| sractices. i
s : . fo?‘t'LCIina the landlord class turned from a real tiger

In the course of the feudal society
into a paper tiger. Concomitantly with their de-

ideological matters and could no longer be chal-

@#| lcnged. By the Sung Dynasty (960-1279), a school

of moral theories emerged. It was calledH‘;l:)e
Cheng-Chu School of Principles after Ch.eng hé
Cheng Yi and Chu Hsi who developed it on t
basis of the precepts of Confucius and I\{Ielfués.
Although it was branded a “pse;.lldol-doctrlrzielesj,;
' ' ol never

court order at one time, this scho .
came to dominate the ideology of later periods of
the Chinese feudal society. i

i}l‘hu Hsi in particular, contributed most to thE
Spread and depth of the poison through theFth
works he compiled — Annotations to the Fou
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# ’
i 71-1368). For this reason, the new dyrl.a%t}lr ?11.5?_
125‘Led the Confucian doctrine.‘ T}:le offlmati ;
Ulf; of the Sung Dynasty, compﬁleg in Yu?lr; : ;1; of’
N 1se the Sung sc
- es to praise

Pt e Concerning these sham
e School of Principles. _ ; '
5 thgralists, Li Chih of the Ming Dynasty Stald izitali
E‘ltind sarcasm: ‘“‘Outwardly, they clung odmh‘ %
| di}btlEHES; inwardly, they coveted wealth an t Illi
fposts. Clad in scholar’s eleg_ant garme;tlsa,r th
| ike low curs.” Li Chih was a scho ;
'i ?eilggs iilsllza;}riut of the Confucian camp to uﬁh{ch
110 <

h, he was well in
he had once belonged. As such, |
fjrmed on its dark secrets, which Erg)mpted him to
its adepts with swine and dogs.

| Cﬂﬁﬁ&i’ﬁel doublg-faced, hypocritical behaviours 'of

Confucius and his followers through the centuries

. . ods
legs broke off, and the whole incident created @ constituted a reflection of the;l ie§pe$§; r;ilet:uch
tumult. Chu Hsi was also 3 tireless propagator Of| adopted by dying Class?s' i 11;0 ression have
the maxim: “Of all the morals, filial piety 8} classes plotting restoration anc} = i%m and pros-
Supreme.”  Yet he ill-treated his own aged mothel| revered and learned from Ct?n ucian g
by making her eat the stale rice while he himself| trated themselves before this B en;areerist and
gobbled fresh grain. ] political swindling. The bourgeois

2 Lot ius’ true disciple.

However, Chu Hsi was not the only shameles Conspirator Lin Plaq was Conit;ccllléi g sk

Pharisee and veritable mean man of the Cheng-Ch#| He took over the entire legacy e o
fucius, Mencius, Chu Hsi and company.

8 double-dealer and pharisee ‘“who never showed

Were no better. After his time, they were thi ; Chai
’ . rom Chairman
swiftest to change sides when the Southern Sung| Up without a copy of Quotations f ik i,
| Mao Tsetung in hand and never opene

Dynasty (1127-1279) was overthrown by the Yuat
91

Books and An Outline History of China,
€Xpounded the Confucian doctrine ang presen
in most complete form the reactionary theories
the School of Principles, Being a true adept of
Confucian doctrine, this Chu Hsi was = typi
double-dealer and hypocrite. He tortured a pre
titute to exact g confession of -scandal for ¢
against a political enemy of his, Chy Hsi '
quently lauded the “holy sage” by saying, ¢
Heaven had not produced Confucius, there WOou
be eternal darkness.” Yet when he learned
there was a site in the Chienyang county schg J
which was excellent according to geomancy, he
grabbed it for himself and, to clear the ground, he
ordered the removal of a statue of Confucius. /
the clay idol was being dragged away, its arms ar

b
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without shouting ‘Long Live,” and who spoke’
things to your face but stabbed you in the 03
Lin  Piao personally compiled a collectiop
€xcerpts from the Confucian “Four Books,” wi

i . »  As the situation
: uick and bright. :

it thd(; Tlaesngould make a turn a?cordltrl%lgly*eogli

r:haﬂgraim::iless opportunism, he de.c e.’we:? ihi sur-

Su{élhtﬂe Party, using his “‘temporizing” on

an

95 il 2 Ing
“oover up _hlS unchangln
he copied, recited and acteq upon. He publigl:,cc as a subteff}ﬁe;;}tu:e, He had a bone-deep
praised Chu Hsi’s “philosophy of handling peop pourgeois careeri
For a long time, he posed as

a “hero” who 4
firm faith in Marxism-Leninism_” In reality,

Was a sham Marxist, a politica] swindler, |
Piao’s counter-revolutionary double-dealing
€xposed by his quotation of g poem from -
Romance of the Three Kingdoms. The poem g¢

Forced to lodge for a time in the tiger's lair,
The hero was alarmed

bare,

. Whoa
ed for the revolutionar;y Chinese Pe;fl;e ey
hager the leadership of Chairman Mao,d a i ol
3 in following the socialist road an cthe class
mg'sionism and. Confucianism. It was i
;ei*ed which the landlords, rich peésan-tsg charbour
| ;wiutionaries’ bad elements and R_lghhs S gl
zgaiﬂst the proletariat and Toii?gmgiizstéﬁon
18l Lin Piao, it found its concen ra:’ : a
when his ambitions were laid 'ngf:ag’utline of Project “571,” his Elan for
A N ‘etaft.
B counter-revolutionary armed coup a eg oncerning
' i Eut just as Chairman Mao has sal hC P
that was quick and bright& diehai‘:d reactionaries, ‘“they alwaf)fts‘nga:t silig
_ . 7 for proiitl
Here, Lin Piao used the metaphor “tiger’s lalf¥} schemes in hand, schemes for p
to mean the socialist new China wher

Using a thunderclap to cover his fright,
He temporized with g wit

: t they
e he had beell expense, for double"_iealmg’ ::nf t;{;yo?;raniu They

“forced to lodge,” only to bide his time to stage®@| always get the opposufa of Wh a harm but end by

counter-revolutionary coup d’etat to restore the| invariably start by dt;lng oj[ ers the logical end

dictatorship of the landlord and bourgeois classéd ruining themselves.”” 'Thl.s sall e able to escape.

and massacre the people. His ambition was .. | neither Confucius nor Lin 1_31_3{? i Lin Piao and

wanton that it could not be “laid bare,” so he coul J As the movement of criticizing

only plot with his handful of sworn followers i J T

dark corners. How to conceal his true aim?

borrowed the stratagem of “temporizing with

. » Selected
28 «\New-Democratic Constitutional Gﬂvgnmeilfé
Works egng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1967, NolL+1l B
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Confucius deepens, thorough criticism and
nation of the hypocritical ways of Confucius
his followers may enhance our ability to:
through sham Marxists such as Lin Piao and
like, and help us to carry the socialist revol
in the superstructure through to the end. 1

{ Yu Fan

._ gankruptcy of Lin Piao’s
Counter-Revolutionary
d Tactics

1 _ A Repudiation of His Sinister Notes

-I'_u' 5

W The big party tyrant and big warlord Lin Piao,
#| who read neither books nor newspapers and was
¥ devoid of any learning, had a way to hide in dark
corners to sum up his counter-revolutionary expe-
| rience and plan the line and tactics for his counter-
¥ revolutionary activities. A passage in the notes of
B his behind-the-scene talks records that he said:
.ﬁ | “The doctrine of the mean . . . is rational,” then
¥ enumerated six points of “attention,” namely:
B “Stand on the Left side,” “Boldly combat the ultra-
Left trend of thought,” “Resolutely combat the
3| Right deviation,” “Unite with the majority of those
'_ ' people who have a vacillating political stand and
8| wrong ideas,” “Disintegrate indirect allies” and
“The stratagem of concealment.” In his copy of

94 .
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ﬂufgeois headquarters. 'Lm Piao esdss(':etllema? EE?; i
o a cropper. And 1t was pr y it
:' re that Lin Piao and a sworn follower 1n
m;fd for each other, within a period of thFee
ﬂfln‘uﬁs several scrolls bearing the ‘Confumanf
a;mg:"‘Of all things, this is the most 1Tp2rt§:t5;
0 restrain oneself and returt} 'to the r1 cs g
I v of expressing their opposition to the line hal‘
ox,;.rn ot the Party’s Ninth National Congress. ik eltr
Jin attempt was to act on the Confuman.p.reclfﬁa%
‘Revive states that are extinct, restore farx"{lllesth :
have lost their positions, and ca}l to office thos
vho have fallen into obscurity,” in order to 1}1151;1:';;
feadership in the Party and state, and pt}lls ; L(_)n
retrogression and capitalist restoration. Wha : 1
Piao set down in his sinister noteg was the coun! eré
evolutionary line and set of tactics he had dewii .
for realizing his criminal schemes. It was
road generalization of his counter—revolutllgngrg
experience accumulated over many years. r k[;r
resented the line and set of tactics f(?llowed y
Lin Piao and his crew in their frenzied .attzu:k(sil
0n the Party and people during and after the Se(j::tn
Pl@nary Session of the Ninth Central Committee
{]f‘t t . ) . '
A};eri:cfrged in the notes, Lin Piao’s flrsi point
of “sttention”’ for his sworn followers was: Stand

0n the Left side,” meaning, as the notes explained,
o1

the well-known big Chinese dictionary, Tz
he made similar marginal comments beside
entry “doctrine of the mean,” adding: “All
together amounts to a correct line.” ]

Here we have excellent texts from which to 1
by negative example. Analysis of this mati
can greatly widen our field of vision and helf
distinguish more clearly the ugly true face of
bourgeois careerist, conspirator and coun
revolutionary double-dealer Lin Piao. It add
our understanding of the ultra-Rightist essencell
his revisionist line and of his whole bag of tri

of “saying nice things to one’s face while stabl
one in the back.”

These notes of Lin Piao’s clandestine talks w
taken between April 1969, when the Ninth Natio
Congress of the Communist Party of China ¥
held, and August-September 1970, the time of
Second Plenary Session of the Party’s Ninth Ce
tral Committee. By then, the revisionist report
had cooked up in collusion with Chen Po-ta

_ present at the Ninth National Congress had be
rightly rejected by the Party’s Central Commit i
Instead, the Ninth Congress adopted the politi
report drafted under Chairman Mao’s guidang
reaffirmed the Party’s basic line and policies @
the entire historical stage of socialism, and pr
claimed the total bankruptey of Liu Shao-c

,"
3
i
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gy of the Party, the army and the I?eople,
Chairman Mao’s proletarian revolutionary
ominates, and where Chairman Mao and
Central Committee are held In high

to assume “a firm, high Left-wing posture.”
emphasis on the “posture,” and on its being -
“firm” and ‘“high,” was really insistence on
necessity for disguise, and skilful disguise,
sparing a few tears to make it more convincing, 8 «steem by the people of the whole country. Here,

we tie in this self-exposure with Lin Piao’s if the revisionists did not so mask themselfres, Fhe,y

behaviour throughout the years, things beco ."* could hardly get by for a single day. Lin Piao’s

the clearer. His practice of “never showing : purpose in pretending to be a man of the Left, a

without a copy of Quotations from Chairman Maf ,evolutionary, was precisely to cover up A

T'setung in hand and never opening his mli counter-revolutionary revisionist line. Chan'n?an

without shouting ‘Long Live’” was in fact Mao says in his preface to ‘“Materials Concerning
“posture,” the false appearance, a hoax. Bene the Hu Feng Counter-Revolutionary Clique’j:
it lay the truth and the essence — his vain atter “Counter-revolutionaries in disguise conceal their
at “self-restraint and return to the rites,” thi {rue features by giving a false impression. But
to say, at subversion of the proletarian dictator since they oppose the revolution, it is impossible
and restoration of capitalism. All this enables for them to cover up their true teatures completely.”
revolutionary people to discern still better Sham is sham. Disguises will not last long, and
despicable features of the counter-revolutions sooner or later they are bound to be exposed. And
double-dealer Lin Piao, helps them learn the lesst th hish-flown the “posture,” the more fully
of the class struggle and the struggle between f{ w'ilnzﬁre eaglit be exposed and the quicker and
two lines, and further improves their ability to d : ¥ let ywill be the collapse. The ignomin-
tinguish between real and sham Marxism. e f[{e 0 and of Lin Piao, proves the

One of the main characteristics of revision"- fti‘sd‘end (;f thilsl 13::& :
TR0 ORpgES MRl inden be closl ':' d‘fﬂlfiyjl?dge a pers;n not by what he says or thinks

Marxism. This disguise becomes all the mo . 1 : :
: 1 : i tions,”! Lenin pointed
essential under the dictatorship of the proletari o hlmsel.f L

in China where Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetum
Thought has become the acknowledged guidit

il de0lo
f where
i jine pred
§ihe Party

b prmialige, T e e e

e
e O e RS e i = i, i v = i - Nt il i o, —— R i i
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naries abroad and of the landlords, rich pe?asal‘lts,
" ter-revolutionaries, bad elements and Rightists
Couiome. They spouted the same reactifmar‘y
| iznsense as that uttered by Peng Teh-huai in }ms
«vage assault on the Party at the Lushan meeting

in 1959.
1 The attacks of Lin Piao and company upon the

| “ultra-Left trend of thought” was ir‘1 fact a1med;
| mainly against the Great Proletarlar} _Cultura
Revolution. Employing the most mah(ious lan;
E guage, they assailed it as ‘“‘chaos” ‘and a mes;s,1
| described the new things emerging in the Cultura

socialist revolution was “ultra-Left,” ran coun | Revolution as ‘“a general mess-up”’ and rabidl‘y
to the Confucian “doctrine of the mean” and thet | attacked and undermined all that was new. This
fore ha_d to be rabidly opposed. That this vie ; only proved their desperation and their invetez:ate
was explicitly made known within the Lin Pj | hatred and mortal fear in the face of this revolution.
anti-Party clique becomes perfectly clear fro 1 8 They were shameless renegades from the prole-

j:;eadif]g of their notes ang their Outline of Projell tarian revolution and proletarian dictatorship,
971.” In these, they barefacedly attacked Chindl rcctionaries who were trying to pull history back-

socialist system under the proletarian dictatorshipy ward by protecting the old order of feudalis.m,
capitalism and revisionism and everything pertain-

ing to it. Their assaults are proof, from the

general line, the Great Leap Forward ang | opposite side, that “the current Great Proletarian
p‘eople’s commune, and vilified our Party’s pri CuE;tural Re;olution is absolutely necessary and
mplted struggle to uphold Marxism-Leniniss most timely for consolidating the dictatorship of the
4gainst modern revisionism. They really bar" proletariat, preventing capitalist restoration and
their fangs, and their tune was exactly the same a8 building SoeialiEm > ATE anything was “messed up,”

that of the imperiali_sts, revisionists and other regc: it was the antiquated conventions and customs of
101

qut. In the open, Lin Piao mouthed some re_'
tionary phrases and assumed a “high Leftey
posture.”  In secret, he indulged in coyp
revolutionary scheming. He was, in reality.
out-and-out ultra-Rightist. Coming from hj
words “Boldly combat the ultra-Leftist trend
thought” were just another expression of his Ig
standing opposition to revolution, progress .
Marxism, and hig stubborn pursuit of capi-
restoration, retrogression and  revisionism -
tlagrant declaration of his ultra-Rightist Stand

In the eyes of Lin Piao and company, to

e ey v

|
4
|

;
i
i
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: T i igue. Like his
capitalism and revisionism, with the result jctions of Lin Piao’s afn"u Pfrt.y Chquiﬂd i ol
handful of counter-revolutionaries like Liu RaG| ., hposition to ultra—L§it}ST111 hl; S‘{‘znciidbden Ak
Chlil'and = ITiaOT‘EEI‘e haulleic;i‘ i Opelm pn (O Ri%? t dzvii:;(‘zllllerhtict;cs with which to
achievement! Lhe revolutionary people 1. In fac!; it wa , . ishicleid
where applaud it warmly; only Lin Piao pose Chalrman Mao’s revolutionary

sworn followers, and the reactionaries at home ; ngfy out anti-Party activities. That is to say, le
abroad whom they represent let out wails of pail" “Rightist” anyone who 1mple-

Th ‘y p : s i; i Piao dubbed as a R13gh 1 _ EIL S w
ose who still maintain skepticism about | ented Chairman Mao’s Marxist-Lenin

Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution should o7 Aisagbeed ‘with Lin Piao’s revisionist

ed ] > i
a good lesson from the negative example set by I ;iiosanyone who adhered to “uniting to win still
Piao. For he was the ringleader of those Wil ter victories” and resisted Lin Piao’s plot to
S Mo e i opnel v e g ;. is;lte splits. It will be recalled that at the Second

Party clique that the reactionary trend of thought

__; & 1 Com_
whi : : | on of the Ninth Party Centra
e R R B i E}i?j; Yuizsi Chairman Mao’s leadership, the plot

We should make full use of Lin Piao, this teachér T Biad and His crew to stage a counter-revolu-

by negative example, as we carry on the struggle . , hed by our Party. This

between the two classes and two lines, criticize i tmnam{ c;)]up 1d1 te?;’ dﬁis:ggalftire}g sgirit of the prole-
G e : : . . S’[rugg e E}_g e 4 -

revisionist line and the Confucian doctrines whii ot and deflated the arrogance of the Lin Piao

e S A s s neh A anti—Party clique. Gnashing his teeth with hatred,
|

great accomplishments of the Cultural Revolutio Liv, Bise Ggaaiittes aHE S o “rev'ival of thel
Rightist forces.” Obviously he was trying to sﬁ:e}ellt
the revolutionary slogan of combatm'g the Rig

@l deviation and employ it against ‘Fhe 1mpi?mem§é
with ulterior motives, about “resolutely combating| tion of Chairman Mao's revolttgnir;ydeﬁzﬁin”
the Right deviation.” Why should this scamp,s' | policies, and using the label of . ig s i
Rightist of the first order, have set up a clamoulf| to mask his attack on the communists an

-' : ' ' ho upheld
in this vein? For the answer, let us look at t @] masses of proletarian revolutionaries w p

stick to the socialist road and fight retrogressic
and capitalist restoration.

While going all out against what he called thé
“ultra-Left trend of thought,” Lin Piao also rante
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102

—

RN WWW.WENGEWANG.COM, WMWW.WG1976.NET, WWW.WG1966.CQ




Marxism, revolution and Chairman Mao’s re

tionary line. i

- What is Left, what is “ultra-Left” and wh

a Right deviation? All are decided by the stang

of objective reality and by class criteria, which

Piao and his crew cannot be allowed to wilf

distort or deny. Marxism holds that only tk

who promote the development of the object
world in line with its inherent laws are of the
are revolutionary. Only scientific knowledge,
is, “the concrete, historical unity of the subject
and the objective, of theory and practice, of kno
ing and doing,”” and a line based on such scien
knowledge are correct, accord with the laws
social development and move history forward. THe
basic line for the historical period of socialism §@
for our Party by Chairman Mao has been sum
up from, and proved correct by, the practice
revolution. It represents the fundamental interest§
of the vast masses of the labouring people, and
a line for continuing the revolution under prolé:
tarian dictatorship, guiding our socialist revolutioB

- from victory to victory. To conscientiously cart
out Chairman Mao’s revolutionary line is to b
truly on the Left. Opportunist lines “are a

acterized by the breach between the subjective
'; fhallhe objective, by the separation of kno*ﬂirledge
'- - practice,” and incompatible with Cflmrman
[f[{:;’s proletarian revolutionary line. “Left” Qppgr;
i\ hists run ahead of the given stage of tbe ob;;ectllrh
tuj ess of development, regard tantasies as 'tru

p1€c>]C ress for the immediate realization of 1d§:als
?ﬂnhi{ifl can be reached only in the future. In action,

thev are adventurists. Right opport_uniStS, on the};
partjc. fail to advance in accord with changes 1

objective circumstances and their understagl;lﬁg
remains at the level of the previous §tage. hari(ﬁ;
simply trail behind, grumbling Fhat it [the E:t e
of society] goes too fast and tr))img’ ::} drag i i
or turn it in the opposite direction. -Thls‘ is rud
of all diehards and reactionaries.' Lin P%a;)r a;ts
company were precisely such regctlonarg die dirnt{;
vainly trying to push the chamt‘)t. of history b
reverse. Their so-called “opposition 'to .thiu r
Left” and “opposition to Right devn_atlo‘n ;Ue::’ﬁ
nothing but an effort to replace the objective 1ruk
with their idealist, reactionary_ w:orld c_)ut ?:?OI;
setting up retrogression and capitalist restora i 5
as the standards. Thus, whate\sier ran con rar‘{' ;
their counter-revolutionary desire for restoratlo

mn e o

S o i T
RIEE G ST R SIS PSR O i N TTESSEL, L S A K]

3 Ibid., p. 307.
4 Ibid.

?Mao Tsetung, “On Practice,” Selected Works, Eng.
FLP, Peking, 1967, Vol. I, p. 308.
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was dubbed as either a surge of “ultra-Left tre
of thought” or a “revival of the Rightist forces”
put in the category of things to be smashed.
Lin Piao’s revisionist fallacies and his fascist
tenance of a rank party tyrant and warlord
fully revealed.
Those who practise revisionism politically
bound to be splitters organizationally, and this
a common feature of all revisionist lines.
Piao’s 4th and 5th points of “attention”
schemes for organizational splits. His so-call
“uniting with the majority of those people g
have a vacillating political stand and wrong idea
was meant to scrape together counter—rev;’

tionaries to serve as cannon fodder and be forme
into counter-revolutionary

had similar significance

of “calling to office those who had fallen
obscurity.” Working towards this despicable en
he resorted to every kind of trickery commao
among bourgeois politicians, such as corruptin
people ideologically by flattery and favours,
or bribing prospective adherents into his ranks b
wining and dining, handing out gifts or offici
posts and making various promises. As for thost
who opposed him, he tried to disintegrate thei
ranks by spreading rumours and sowing dissension
Lin Piao thought that he could “unite an overs
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wishful thinking at its crudest!

10 go the socialist road; the overwhelming majority
: o
i ctand
.: ;P:;tung Thought and rally closely arount;l the
Pttrty’s Central Committee headed by Chairman
| [ao. : '
IVr{;uc‘cise splitting and retrogression are but a jcmi
Eﬁnority. Lin Piao’s revisionist line predetermmed
his utter isolation within the Party, the army an
the people as a whole. : - like |
Feng counter-revolutionary clique, Lin Piao, this

lesson for those Party 'men:lbers ’iﬁho have com-
mitted ideological and political mistakes.
should be the attitude . .

diversionist groups.  ‘ |
to the Confucian precept

shelming majority of people” by this means —
1“ ;
The people all over our country are determined

on the side of Marxism-Leninism-Mao

Those who trail in the wake of Lin Piao and

However, just like the Hu

teacher by negative example, has provided a good

“What
. when eriticized? There
are two alternatives: one is to correct thf:ir mistakes
and to be good Communists, the other is to degen-
erate and even fall into the pit of c?unter&
revolution. The second alternative really exists 3110
counter-revolutionaries may be beckoning
them.” . i
The Party and the people are united as one f
this is the fundamental guarantee of the victory cl}e
our cause, and this too proved the greatest obstac

to Lin Piao’s attempt at capitalist ‘restorat%on!.’ H;
so-called ‘‘disintegration of indirect allies” w
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meant to undermine revolutionary unity and g
the revolutionary forces. In order to split
Party, the ranks of the cadres and the masses,
evilly divided the revolutionary ranks inte
force” and “that force” or the “upper strata” g
“lower strata” in vain attempts to sow dissensi
He recruited deserters and renegades to form
personal clique, and lined them up in the bourge
headquarters he headed. Buyt splittist intrigy
are doomed to failure. In our Party’s past, §
chieftains of all other opportunist lines had al
tried to split the Party, but none succeeded. N
did Lin Piao succeed, but ended up by cutting hin
self off irrevocably from the Party and the peopl
History has proved that the Party members will n
approve splitting, nor will the masses of the n 5
Through the €Xposure and criticism of Lin
and his anti-Party clique, our Party has becom
more united and stronger than ever: the power ¢
the proletariat and revolutionary people has gro
further and the proletarian dictatorship is
consolidated.
The last point mentioned in the sinister note
was the stratagem of keeping your real aims Cco rf
cealed, that is, intrigue and conspiracy. If thert
is anything new at all in Lin Piao’s revisionist
and tactics, it is his brazen injection of such unde
hand methods into the sphere of political line

d . .iics —this indeed is somewhat of | a i‘nexz
. e.”” Lin Piao, the bourgeois conspirator an
feat}-n'is't who had managed to worm his way mjao
Carﬁeéommunist Party, well understood that in
ﬂile'na where Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung
i ghgug}ht is deeply rooted in the ht?art§ of the pe;}fﬁ
1 and the proletarian dictatorship 1is 111101(;1(38 i

| solidated than ever, to usurp the P'artj.,f ea 4 nm,;
seize state power and restore capitalism : .
something to be done easilyi. He had. tc;l | eberi e
“high aspiration’ at restoration locked in ”15 ; tem_,
furtively applying his “clever stratf-:tgeml l::;{ g
porizing. When the tide of revolution bloc i i
restorationist attempt, he made a pretence of su S
render to deceive the Party and the people so, z?_
to survive and “patiently’” await future opportumt
ties. = That is to say, he tried to wear an ‘honlel-?s
face while secretly and assiduously sharper}mgt'on
sword and keeping a close watch on tﬁhe direc ihe
of the wind so as to try his hand again when ;
time came. Accordingly, he c?ns1dered thedrf;lfe
olutionary ranks, the Communist Party an

country under the dictatorship of the proletardla;
as a “tiger’s lair” in which he was “forced to lodg

for a time.” This was his own admission to be;ng

| i ' | r
a counter-revolutionary careerist and consmr; or,
a time bomb planted in the revolutionary ranks.
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But, whoever intrigues and conspires is bou
to fail and come to a bad end. There is no exce
tion to this rule, either in modern or in
times, in China or elsewhere. Lin Piao rode.
power as a result of his intriguing and conspirin
and met his end for the same reason. For sever
decades, while he was making his way up in
Party, his intrigues and conspiracies grew increa
ingly vicious and perfidious, in particular after
Ninth Party Congress. Then he went so far 1 |
to plot in dark corners for counter-revolutionary
coup d’etat, and vainly attempted to murder our
great leader, subvert the proletarian dictatorshipt
and set up a hereditary fascist regime with the Lit
family as rulers. But Lin Piao’s plots, intriguest
and conspiracy came to naught. He was merels |
courting his own ruin. As the saying goes: “With |
all your calculations and intrigues, you are tot
clever; they bring you no good but will cost yoult|
your life!” |

Summing up the above, it becomes clear thats
Lin Piao’s sinister notes give away his whole array$
of counter-revolutionary tactics. They record®
specific directions on a variety of topics ranging®
from. the outward disguise of counter-revolutio
to its inner content, from counter-revolutionar
slogans to concrete measures, from counter—revolu-i
tionary political demands to organizational line. §
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| ' 1ble-dealer!
unter-revolutionary doub‘
;?nbition of Lin Piao and his sworn foll-:-)w?r::*) to
| ,cstore capitalism and their underhand, insidious
and hypocritical tactics are all down in those notes

| i» black and white. _ _
}‘correct line.” Moreover he topped it off with the

e see here the sinister programme of a conspirator

loni tic, the confession of a
.nd restorationist fanatic, e

Lin Piao called all this the

«o-called “doctrine of the mean.” This not only

reveals the ultra-Rightist essence of his revisionist

line. It also exposes the reactionary a_nd pertidious
nature of the “doctrine of the mean” itself. L
In fact, the so-called “doctrine of the mean™ 1s

| one of counter-revolutionary restoration used by

conspirators to deceive the people. ' The reae-
tionaries of all periods of Chinese hlStOI‘:Y, from
Confucius’ time onward, when approaching colc;
lapse and resorting to deception to restore the (?1

order of things, have invariably put on smug airs
and bragged that, while everyone else“went'to
extremes, they alone had mastered the doctr}ne
of the mean.” And only recently that ol'd—hne
counter-revolutionary diehard Chiang ‘Kal-shek
was still teaching his son to study the “orthodox
way and the method of the mind” advocated by tl}e
Confucian scholar Chu Hsi of the Sung Dynasty 1n
his introduction to the Doctrine of the Meant:
This so-called “‘orthodox way” is the doctrine o
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restoration preached by Confucius and
and the “method of the mind” denotes intrigue
conspiracy under cover of the “doctrine of
mean.” Lin Piao boosted “doctrine of the
as being ‘“rational,” and linked it up with'
counter-revolutionary line and tactics. Clea
just like Chiang Kai-shek, he took it as the 3
to success” in f:rJLmter—r*et.n:)ll,l’f;i(:unffau:"y~ activ
This is another proof that he was no Marxi
Leninist at all but a devotee of the doctrines
Confucius and Mencius, a renegade from pre
tarian revolution and the dictatorship of f
proletariat. ]

Dirty and despicable counter-revolutio
deeds under cover of the “doctrine of the mean”
such is the common characteristic of the
tionaries. The chief proponents of the vario
opportunist lines within our Party, and in parti
ular of the Right opportunist lines, all acted
this way. Examples are the “eclectic line in
light of the doctrine of the mean” put forward |

hi that struggle between the two IISES sho}llﬂ-:;l;
ucted “in an appropriat? manner andl ; }?
Ring peyond the limit or falling short should be
' opposed.” All came out of the same Sh_Op
: uabgre the same features. INote that‘ Chl_l Chll_l‘
I a chieftain of the “Left’” opportunist line, fhd
; forget to recommend himself as u{lderSt}imdlii
the doctrines of Confucius and_ Menclus W €11 d
Uknelt before the reactionaries 1n recantatlor_l an
became a turncoat. All reneg&desﬁ. of their _ﬂk
behaved in the same way because, like Contucius,
though utterly antagonistic to revolutlon? they
were afraid to show their «<counter-revolutionary
features openly and so had t© appear fr.auduler}tly
8 neither Leftist nor Rightist but “fair and im-
Partial” and “alone correct.”  Actually, they were
sltempting to muddy the wvaters in search of
“Pportunities for realizing their counter-revolu-
ﬁonary goals. Lin Piao’s tricckery was precisely of
jthis O, Engels long ago mexcilessly exposed such
Windlers pointing out: ““ . . .today, the very
Chen Tu-hsiu and Wang Ming’s Right capitu 'f- gpt{;{:’_:"htﬂ, from the ‘imparti:al:tsz:jsthaelrsilz?;l_;:
tionist line which advocated that antagonistify arin “_ » Preach to the ‘WO ' D St O
parties, armies and classes should “have regard fo¥| 8 high ahove all class aamtagonisms an

% 3 ho
each other,” “love and respect each other,” an@h, gg]es‘“these people are e=ither neophytes, w
“show courtesy and deference to each other.

En:e ?till to learn g great deal, or they are the worst
3 ﬁ l < - :
Another instance was the tallacy spread by Liv} *S of the workers — wolves in sheep’s

ghao-C
' Cﬂnd
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along with his whole

clothing.”” Lin Piao was just such a wolf in sh ploded

clothing, a ferocious enemy of the proletamat
the revolutionary people. We must maintain
revolutionary vigilance against such swmdlers :
study seriously so as to gain a good comman
Marxism and avoid being deceived by them.

Chairman Mao has profoundly enjoined 1
“Practise Marxism, and not revisionism; unite,
don’t split; be open and aboveboard, and don’t
trigue and conspire.” This is the criterion
distinguishing between the correct line and -
erroneous line, and it is also a thorough expos
and deep-going criticism of Lin Piao’s count
revolutionary line and tactics. The siniste
counter-revolutionary notes of Lin Piao and con
pany are a true record of their practice of I‘EVISIO
ism, splittism, intrigue and conspiracy under cove
of the “doctrine of the mean.” To be sure, thou
true, it is a record not of success but of bankrupt
History has brought merciless ridicule upon thi
group of counter-revolutionaries. When Lin P1 r
fled in panic to save his skin and tried to go ovel
to the enemy in betrayal of the Party and the cour !
try, he was only courting his own ruin, and hif

| ream of restoring capitalism, .
ray of counter-revolutionary tactics,
] 2

| iike a s0ap bubble.

5 Preface to the Second German Edition of “The Condition
of the Working Class in England” published in 1892,
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Liang Hsiao

by

he unification of China and strengthening the cen-
ralized state system. The protagonists were
peputy Prime Minister and ‘Censor Sang Hung-
gang on one side, and the Minister of War, Genertal
fuo Kuang on the other. The latter, however, did
ot attend the conference in person, but spoke
hrough his mouthpieces, Confucian scholarf, hold-
ing the fitles of hsienliang and wenh;ueh. | Il
Sang Hung-yang was an outstanding Legalist :i
who for several decades had served under Emperor 1
Wu Ti and helped 1n framing and carrying out the |
B important policies of the conslolidation of - cen- |
Fi : B tralized state and resistance against the att‘acks of
lerce contentions between the Confucian an@]| the state’s northern neighbours, the Hsiungnu. |
Legalist schools went on continuall g v f he death of Em- |
e y over a very| Huo Kuang came to power after the aea |
long period in China’s history. The Conference off| peror Wu Ti and quickly collected a personal |
the State Control of Salt and Iron held in the ye clique. After a few years of meticulous prepara-
81 B'C'- (the sixth year after the young Empero| tion, he and his henchman Tu Yien-nien, (under
Chao Ti’s succession to the throne left vacant bff| the pretext of inquiring into the woes of the people)
Emperjor Wu Ti) was among the high points in these| hand-picked some 60 Confucians from among the
pOltEI:HICS. The issues it debated ranged from t hsienliang and wenhsueh scholars from all parts
lelFlCﬂ] and economic to the military and cultur 1! of the country and had them brought to the capital,
affairs of the time. The book Discourses on thél] Changan, by horse-drawn carriages where the
State Control of Salt and Iron was the record £| conference on salt and iron was at once called as
the conference, edited by Huan Kuan, a Confucian
of the Western Han Dynasty. The essence of the
struggle at the conference was whether to carr
on Emperor Wu Ti’s political line of consolidating

116

- Reflections on the “Discourses on
the State Control of Salt and Iron”

— the Great Polemic in the Middle of the Western

Han Dynasty Between the Legalist and
Confucian Schools

{ Hsienliang (X E) and wenhsueh (X3) were titles for
Confucian scholars at that time. Wenhsueh was a generally

applicable title, while hsienliang was only for scholars with
official rank.
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a sudden attack against Huo Kuang’s oppone
At the meeting, the doctrines of Confucius
Mencius were lauded to the skies while Chin §
Huang, the first emperor of the Chin Dynasty, &
the Legalists were maligned. The purpose
course, to get Sang Hung-yang out of the way
change the political line of the deceased Empe
Wu Ti.
‘Sang Hung-yang, at the conference, stg
courageously against the tide and, linking |
argument with the actual struggle, thorougk
retuted his overwhelmingly numerous adversari
and threw these Confucian scholars into utter co
fusion. Neither the obvious pro-Confucianism |
the editor of the Discourses nor the arrangeme
of the contents to give prominence to the bigote
and reactionary talk of these Confucian schola
can obscure the brilliance of the Le alists’ thougt
that shines through in this work. " B The Confucians clamqured that thtf? sffg;%i’if;
For over 2,000 years the Legalists have beel| of salt and iron had v101ated“the 11.nte -
attacked and slandered by reactionary force®| principle that the state should “apprecia o
in China, right up to the renegade and traitor Lif#| and depreciate profits; and prefe.r }I;lgd ol
Piao, who also vilified them as the “school Off over wealth.” They chgrged that 11;1 Ejlfor B
punishments.” So it is good for us to read thé| sovernment “compete with the pefz}? edetri?nent of
Discourses, and conscientiously sum up the hi and greatly enriched tbe Stite e ”e f the “entire
torical experience of the contention between thé| the people, thus becoming a plague [Eehded that
Confucian and Legalist schools in the middle of thell society.” Furthermore, they 1?0111 at the base,”
Western Han Dynasty, because it can help us t@f] “thriving at the top means exhaustio

or understand and criticize the reafftionary
| bEtteﬂ of Lin Piao’s adulation of Confucius and
nat%ll?ty to the Legalists, of his splittism and retro-
Eﬁiéion, and of his capitulationism and treason.

|

| At the very beginning of the conference, tie Ct{:;?l;
fucians unleashed a vehemept attgck on the swu
control of salt and iron initlajced in EmIq:ner'd?r;E .
Ti’s time. At first sight, the issue appeare 1.3 1
| cconomic. In fact, there was vicious poli 1car
|intent.  As this measure was important to Empi?rod
| Wu Ti’s policy of strepgthenln.g the centgfa 1zed
| state power and resisting the stngng, to :isc:a;r_
|it would destroy the material foundat}on under yd
ing the entire framework of thesri internal an
| external policies of Emperor Wu Ti’s.
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meaning that the policy had undermined
production and damaged the vitality of the e
try. What impressive rhetoric! They spoke
the tones of an upright band seemingly concer
with the interests of the country and welfa
the common folk.
However, all their talk about “appreciat
morality and depreciating profits, preferr
righteousness over wealth” etc. was mere
picked up from the arsenal of reactionary
fucian ideology. Confucius had constantly
toned: “The superior man thinks in terms.
righteousness, the inferior man thinks in terms
gain.” This “righteousness of the superior
so fervently promoted by Confucius, was in
the reactionary spirit of restoring and safeguat
ing the slave system. It represented the extreme
narrow personal interests of a cluster of moribumi
slave-owning aristocrats. His fierce attack on
"gain of the inferior man” was in fact directs J
against the political and economic interests of
newly emerging forces. The reactionary essen®
of the Confucian outlook on “righteousness” an
“gain” lies precisely in this.
The Confucian scholars at the conference de
nounced “profit” in the name of “righteousness.

uriaed

2 Analects, “Li Jen.”
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Confucius, Mencius and company,

¢ their real aim was to nullify Empferar Wu 3‘1’?

. of the state control of salt and iron and is
; }the Legalist political line. Sang Hur}g—yralilf

;?Lght them tit for tat, openly stated his a

i confucian Legalist stand, and asserted boldly and
rghtly that the policy was of

benefit to the
he

untry.” Citing numerous historical fgcts, i
E)uded the Legalist reforms. _Contrasu?;g ¢
schievements of Shang Yang with the failure

he pointed out
that Shang Yang’s reforms had rapidly built up

|ihc state of Chin till it was able to finally iz}f;r;
|porate the six other Warring States ar_id ,bLIl A
mified country. Confucius and Mencius' cea

less talk about benevolence and righteousness, on

| the other hand, “had not brought security 1?1;1 timeg
| of danger, nor restored order out of chaos,” — an

in the end, they could do nothing to halt the down-

| {211 of the slave system. Such were the devast;;c;
ing blows Sang Hung-yang showered upon th

, 93 13 n’’ propa ated
concepts of ‘‘righteousness” vs. ~“gain” prop g

by the Confucian scholars. '

VDid these Confucians want Onlftf to be r;gh;g%ui
without regard to their personal mt?rests. 4 ?r
2 whopping lie! Confucius, Mencius and the

followers had always been greec}y and insagiladbli
When it came to real, material interests. idn

Confucius say: “When the young have wine and
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food, they should set them before their elff i

These same Confucians had assailed the state
Let us see the despicable actions by which ¢

e 45 | irol of salt and iron in the guise of “pleading

uclus “set an example.” Once, when | OVing For the common people,” saying that the govern-
t}}rqugh the states of Chen and Tsai, he and B pent was “‘competing with the people for profits.”
disciples were besieged and starving. The latter they wailed that the people could not afford iron-
SOII:lehOW got hold of some wine and meat. @ War‘éz or even salt, that they had nothing but torn
fucius, putting his indisputable “rights” S| |othes against the cold and suffered affliction on a
practice without a moment’s hesitation, grabb’“ | et of coarse grain. This sounded as if the Con-
chunk of pork, sank his teeth into it and s 11 | 1 cians were really seeking the welfare of the work-
it down with wine. Despite his proclaimed |ing people. But it was all a fraud, for who would
tion to commerce, his tours were in fact paid:f |:ctually benefit from abolition of 15he state control
by the disciple Tzu Kung, a big merchant. and TR of salt and iron? Durin_g the. reign of Emperor
bigger the sum the happier was the mast;r h [Wen Ti when money mints, iron foundries and

Confucian scholars at the conference of iron B 1 saltworks could all be owned by private individuals,
salt were indeed exactly as what Sang Hung_y :

| 2 handful of leading regional lords and princes and

' handicraft slave-owners monop-

exposed the_m t? be — crafty hypocrites “‘pure i E?jfelgeiﬁfsle aﬁides. Their ill-gotten gains came
words b.ut dirty in deeds.” Every one of them v@| 10 the labour of huge numbers of poor peasants
zealous in promotion-seeking and money-grabbing| and slaves, and some became “rich as the emperor”
When these were temporarily beyond their  or “wealthier than the princes.” Wielding ftre-
they, secretly envious of others’ wealth, . mendous economic power, these tycoons indulged
to be dlSl?nterested. No sooner did an opportunit§| i splitting, secession and rebellion and became the
come their way than they would suddenly chang@| basic menace to unity under the centralized state.
Into hungry wolves, striving to devour all the Clearly, the “people” whose interest the Confucians

could. This was the true picture of their preferenc@| 2t the conference served were not the multitudes of
for righteousness over personal interests. : working people, but these leading regional lords
Rads rni U : | ang princes and big commercial and handicraft

*Ibid., “Wei Cheng.” ¥ slave-owners — the reactionary forces scheming re-
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| pdicrafts and trade. He explained that glihmii
| nandicrafts, farming implements wou be .
: + supply; and without trade, there would en
P nge of goods. As a result, farm production
EXChlzzi be impeded and public finance would be si:t
wm; Hence, he contended, Emperor Wu Ti’s
bi;jic;; of state control of salt and iron, state monop-
plf of handicrafts and trades, and control t?f prices
Dfiis in the interest of the growth of agnculturef.
E{:he Confucians, however, advanced the s}:}garl 0
Ioringing extensive benefit to agricultl,}re H}r ng
| position to the state control of salt and 11:'011].0 i
did so solely in order to force the state 1o ihaxg A
its monopoly in handicrafts and trade, so tha ¥
wmmercial and handicratts slafve-owners cou
stage a comeback in both these fleldg, and ngp 1;3
their land-grabbing even more — which wou : un_
licrmine farming and sabotage the economic iou

Legalist Shang Yang had put heavy empha
farming and military affairs, giving agricul
great prominence in his policy. Chin Shih Hj
decreed that landholders should report the are
their land so as to fix the amount of land tax.
result of this measure was that the feudal lg
owning system was sanctioned by law on a nati
wide scale, pushing forward the development
agriculture at the time. 4
Emperor Wu Ti continued and developed |
Legalist line. While laying stress on agricul
he enforced the state control of salt and iron. 1
measure was detrimental only to the interests
the trading and handicraft slave-owners; its bel
fits were that it overcame the ‘“shortage of st
funds” and provided enough money for “border
fence,” “relief for the distressed and reserve agaif

natural calamities.” Sang Hung-yang, speaking o
5 i {Eldations of the centralized state.

the conference, defended and expounded # H ‘ bl
Legalist concept of “stressing the fundamenf@| Debates on internal policy at the confer

* : b 9 4 her the country
while restraining the subsidiary,” and refuted th|cntred on theE 2 oblem 1_?5 W;T This had been
fallacy of the Confucians that the suspension @]Vas to stay umﬁled or SP; 1‘?‘50n 'of the principali-
the state control over salt and iron was the tbe issue even since the aboli lfecmre P
way to “bring extensive benefit to agriculture.” Ie he.s and the z—zw_doptlf)n%f the preLiu Tsung-yuan’s A
pointed out that in running state affairs, it was ne@|'¢ign of Claribia uang']‘ Principalities, written
essary to have appropriate measures for both th€ Dissertation on the System 'Od-es an outstanding his-
fundamental and the subsidiary endeavours, so a8|™" Fhe Tang Dynasty,}?rod‘fzbate Taking over the
to ensure the simultaneous growth of agricultur:_ lorical summary of the : |
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tollowed in the footsteps of the hsienliang
hsueh Confucian scholars of the Hari
[ 1asty when he wantonly attempted to under

g:?ma the unity of our great socialist motherland —
mmelétely vialating the will of the people and the
Dmg{ of history. Therefore, he could only end ug
E;?}g spat out and denounced by the people, an

wried in obloquy by history.

policy of Chin Shih Huang, Emperor Wu Ti of
acted to strengthen the centralized state pPOW
safeguard the smooth implementation of the p
of the state control of salt and iron by resol
suppressing the force of the regional despots,
decreed that slave-owners in trade and the hs
crafts, as well as usurers, must report the valy
their property for tax. When most did not
informing against them was initiated and ene
aged. Those convicted of wilful concealment %
sentenced to confiscation of property and 1
labour.  This brought wholesale ruin upon
slave-owners in the middle and upper brackets
- the confiscations amounted to “hundreds of

lions in property-values:; thousands of men
women slaves; tens of thousands of mu of lang
small counties and several times more in
counties.” | 3

As a result of continuous'struggles, the |

. P1a0
4 wen

I China’s history, most reactionary forces of}se—
ession in internal politics have at .the same t}me
been capitulators in the face of foreign aggression.
The Confucians at the conference on salt and iron
fvere no exception. They veherqently attgcked arﬁ
landered Emperor Wu Ti’s policy of resistance
ion of the Hsiungnu. ‘

th%iﬁj}glf:;;g the ghost of Confucius, they cited their

& ; : z i alue on moral
foundation on which the regional despots had reli€|naster’s aphorism, “Put a” high v SO ] e
force and little on warfare,” and brande

in their rebellions was greatly undermined, and £ | : 3 e e
centralized state of the emergent landlord cla|of resistance against the Hs1u1;gn;1 asorgleii;r”m'gl‘ i
initiated by Chin Shih Huang, was substantiallffirmed contephon in dlsregall; ?d 1’11101; ha\;e gl
consolidated. ~ Throughout most of the 2,0var, according to them, shou

‘ : : > ly because
and more years of Chinese history since that tin#}ought in the first place, and occurred only

-. Sk 2 d Emperor
: : - ald f “busybody ministers” had talke‘ per!
our country has remained united. To this, Eff|® few y Tyhis was nothing but capitulationist

peror Wu Ti and Sang Hung-yang made a defi | Wu Ty into it.
contribution. By contrast, the renegade and trai 0! waddle,
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ce. appointed outstanding generals like Wei
a?]iﬁg and Huo Chu-ping who were both of slave
C*igin, and finally won a protracted and ardu‘ous
ﬂiar In this war against aggression, the united
:ent.ralized state of Western Han mobilized its efzo—
somic, political and military resources on a rr.lasm‘ve
cale, which was a basic factor In epsurmg its
{riumph. The state control of salt .a¥1d iron played
|, particularly important part in raising war fL'lI"ldS’;
iThe Confucians trotted out “disregard of moralyity

lto denounce and reject this progressive and ]:U.St
-.-f: war of national self-defence, thus fully eXposu‘ng
diheir “morality”’ as nothing but treason and capit-
fulation. Sang Hung-yang refuted their nonsense
‘ which confused just with unjust wars. He pointed
lout that the war against the Hsiungnu was fou‘ght
of class struggle.” In this light, the contradicti}ior national security, not for territorirfll ag%ran@lze-
between the Hsiungnu and Western Han was o ment, and that Western Han had‘ raised ‘‘a ,flght-
between the slave-owning Hsiungnu aristoc_' ous army to put down a tyrannical power,” that
and the working people of Western Han, betwe s, to fight off the aggressor. Thus, Sang Hun%—
the backward slave system and the newly ! Jang courageously defended Emperor Wu Ti’s

ing feudal system. Therefore the war against #political line of resisting aggression and strength-
Hsiungnu incursion in the Han Dynasty was a jt

Eming the centralized state power.

war. Emperor Wu Ti held to the stand of resiSl The hsienliang and wenhsueh scholars stopped at

R | lothing in their efforts to generate reactionary
“ Mao Tsetung, “Statement Supporting the Afro-Ameri i Public opinion against this just war. They Spl‘ead

In Their Just Struggle Against Racial Discrimination by USM, . . such gibberish as ‘‘resistance

Imperialism,” August 8, 1963, | dELeatlsm through >

With regard to any war, one must first
guish whether it is just or unjust. The state g
Hsiungnu was a military regime based on
lying north of the domain of the Western Han
had a cavalry numbering scores of thousand
oppressed and enslaved dozens of the surro
smaller states, becoming the veritable tyrant of
North. Western Han was a state with a g
advanced social system. Being a big and popu
agricultural country rich in natural resource
excited the appetite of its aggressive nor
neighbour, who frequently made sudden ma
ing attacks along the northern frontier. This
tlicted great distress on the people and constity
a serious menace to the Western Han Kingd
“In the final analysis, national struggle is a maj

e e T
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will ruin the country,” “territory is worthless,’
so on.  They stirred up fear of war and harpe
the hardships and expenditure involved, sa
“After a big war it will take many generatioy
recover,” “fields will be left untilled and
abandoned,” “mothers weep and wives mo
bitterness,” and so forth. After presenting
Just war in such gloomy colours, they came
with capitulationist proposals: “truce and frie
ship between the two sovereigns,” dismantling
the defence works of Western Han, and

Tai and Prince Lu Wan of Yen all conspirefi
E h the Hsiungnu and turned into shameful trai-
- Han. In the Rebellion of the Seven Sj:ates
the reign of Emperor Ching T::L, the Ermces
; Wu, Chu and Chao likewise conspired with tl?e
f{smngnu. When Emperor Wu Ti was.engaged 11111
me war of resistance again'st. the_* Hmupg}r:u, ;: :
lesional despots “nursed sedition in thelrthear ts}.1 e
|1nd no sooner had Emperor Wu Ti died 2;111 ;
| oactionary forces represented by these scho arn
.unched their frantic attack at the conference 0

. two
; : " iron. Clearly the struggle between
il e e DI EE SRR AHEY Tialisafiflzurrender or resistance — had not ceased,

The crux of the unscrupulous vilification o ': Bt wasiin Ball bleeh

Just war by the Confuctan scholars was the 1 This piece of history teaches us: All secessionists

of the reactionary political forces they representéll. ;. . qvocates of retrogression, being unpopular
to surrender to the Hsiungnu aggressors as a wa

W8l.nd devoid of real strength, are bound to seek h‘id-
to achieving their fond dream of secession. To®ic;, masters outside. Taking help from foreign
to the class essence of the matter, they were t agoressors, they subvert the unity of the country

to form a reactionary political alliance between t ] and become traitors. Lin Piao and‘ his crexﬁ?t, 111
aggressive forces of the Hsiungnu slave-ow ltheir bankrupt attempt at “self-restraint and re lﬁ‘le
- and the restoration forces of the Han slave-owne o the rites,” became agents of the new tsars,

Throughout the 100 years and more from Soviel Yevisionista. 1" thig' not! ‘the ssarne old

fiors 1O
uring

g - T~

founding of the Western Han Dynasty to the 5.f
ference on salt and iron, the menace of collus [0
between internal and external reactionary fore
to subvert the centralized state was ever—prese
At the start, Prince Hsin of Han, Prince Chen H
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At the conference on salt and iron, Sang Hung-

|yang was upholding the unity of the country and

lesistance to aggression, and from this standpoint,

I§ lighteously refuted the capitulationist line of the
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Confucians. He correctly summed up the h_isi;? |
€Xperience of Western Han — its failure of se ;,' I i

eace with th ' THgR : :
Sfﬁnit ::1___ de H-Slungnu tarplighi a po%;_ | ne debate between the Confucian and Legalist
¥ and pomted out that the Hsiu

« |.hools at the conference reflected the sharp an- i
state was “gr eedy and aggressive in nature,’” 1

“ : liagonism between two historical outlooks; it was a
would S1gn a hundred treaties but keeps to nong: ruggle between two lines of thought, one standing
Rather, it would perfidiously start an I

| > 1 ; . e
S8ie| o historical retrogression, the other for innov |
war whenever there was an opportunity. There

W Was|iion and progress. SR d |
10 room for illusions about such z ferocious ene The reactionary class stand of the hsienliang an
The only way was to defeat it through an a

_ wenhsueh scholars — their aim of upholding and
aggression war — no moral persuasion would me 4 restoring the system of slavery — determined that
or melt it. In this way, Sang Hung-yang st asséd|heir outlook on history should be-one of retrogres-
the necessity of preparing against war and ag'-

Jsion and return to the ancient ways. :Heaveﬂ
sion, declaring that without it there would be fofchanges not, likewise the Way changes not” — suc
way of coping with a sudden attack. Hence B¢

[was their stubborn belief. They prOps:igated it as
called for a policy of keeping strong garrisons |eternal principle that 15he state Sfould followHtI}e
the frontiers, getting them to till the land for |ways of the three ancient kings” (Yu ofdtl%?enstl;
Support, and “building more walls and storing ; | Dynasty, Tang of the Shang Dynadsty tir; ks
Weapons for defence.” By being alert, he said. ome| '¢ Chou Dynasty). In othetj words, they o

’ ' a2 |the slave system of the Hsia, Shang and Chou

could be master of the s 0T, ~— ise tHE -
SR - ptherwise g | dynasties as the permanent pattern of society. In

outcome would be enslav ne : i
avement to others. Sailg their eyes, the progress of humanity and change in

Hung-yang argued that only by persistineg i il . ;
just war “of right against Vg RREe i 3| society were both impossible and history should
st against wrong” could the EEN 1 <veiifislt btk siven point, while all monarchs

sors be totally defeated and “fa]] like autumn legves should be in the cast mould of those three ancient

after a frost.” His statements were a vigorous | Kings. 1 Theyiiwerestoud in praiesofsthe timie/o ¢
Duke of Chou, when supposedly ‘‘officials, regard-

buttal to the Confucians who were trying to sut
render, betray and subvert the country’s unity. j less of the degree of their sagacity, were all put to
135

134

/W.WG1976.NET, WWW.WG1966.cOM, www i

' EWANG.COM,



good use in running state affairs.” They insist
demanded ‘“‘restoration of the ancient order”
the dictatorship of the slave-owners — and b
tured conformists to the old ways and
conservatives as sages and prodigies sent by
who were bound to prosper. But they
persons working for change, which in their

ElI'Jﬂ state of Chin,” thus ‘“rendering meritorious
fne §

! nﬁleﬁ,, . .
| ﬁ’ the outstanding merits of Chin Shih Huang who

could only make things worse from generation
generation, as heinous criminals “ignorant of t
Way” and bound to perish. Clinging to this
tionary view of history, the Confucians at the
ference showered curses on all the Legalists,
the forerunners to those of their own time.
particular, they were filled with hatred for
Shih Huang, the outstanding statesman of the
emerging landlord class, and the tamous Legali
Shang Yang. s
Sang Hung-yang, as a representative of the
landlord class in its ascendant period, sharp
challenged this reactionary outlook on history. E
maintained that to run a country successfully, i
was necessary to proceed from realities and th
demands of the particular situation. Indeed, h
sald, the reason why things flourished under those
ancient kings lay precisely in the realism of theil
policies, which conformed to the conditions of thel
times. Therefore, he concluded, reforms were nec-
essary when times changed. He esteemed highly

136

historic achievements of the Legalists, pointing
[hi that Shang Yang, “by reforming the laws an
ﬂuinhtening the people, brought great success to
O

|ervices that made him a gigantic figure of lasting

He was particularly enthusiastic in praise

i had “burned the Confucian books and bur:led the
.-: scholars” in resolute maintenance of ‘Ehe dlctaFor-
ship of the landlord class and of the unity of China.

With regard to the reactionary ideas oﬁf Cjonfuc;uf
and the counter-revolutionary regtoratlonlst activ
ities of the followers of Confuc.lus a?ld Menmqs,
Sang held that the action of (?hm Sh}h Hulilng IE
‘rejecting their ideas by burning their b?o st}e:eir
burying those persons instead of employing
service’” was a giant step forward. '
Praise for the past to decry the present and in-

| Sistence that “things are worse now than bEfD;et
| are the common trait of all reactionary forces tha

assail revolutions and progressive causes. Ideologi-

| cally, such views stem from a reactionary outlook
] ?

on history, committed to retrogression and opposeci
o change. In order to smear the present, the reac
tionaries have to beautify the past and falsify %us—
tory. That is precisely what was done by the hgzi;l:
liang and wenhsueh scholars. They blackene .
period of achievements that began when Emper
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Wu Ti initiated the policies of strengthening
centralized state and resistance against the Hsj
nu, and ranted that everything was in a mes
the same time, they described the rotten society
the slave system as a perfect, marvellous, uni
nably fine world, a world in which taxes we
significant, labour service imposed by the state:
kept to a minimum, and the labourer could e
turn home without having to change from su
- o winter clothes,” because the duration
more than a season while the distance between
home and the place of such work was “a mere f
hundred li.”  Moreover, according to them, in i
world, there was no exploitation, no oppressi

e

and the slave-owners “took only a fixed amounty’
never acting arbitrarily. In short, under the slaye
system, there had been “no excessive demands from
those above, and no drudgery for those below,”
even the weather was always well-behaved, so tha
“three years farming produced one extra year’s r
serve,” and ‘“‘premature death and famine wet
unknown.” What a paradise! Where in human hi

tory did such a society exist under slavery?
paradise, yes, but only for a handfy] of slaves
owners — and to misrepresent it as the paradise of
the “whole people” was nothing but the usual tri
of all followers of Confuciys and Mencius trying
to restore the old order, When the hsienliang and
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| be | : .
[small.”® Confucian teachings abounded in suc

B life?
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| _nhsueh scholars “passed finf:a-—soundmg lies .Ofé

.. : ‘ths and praised ancient times to undermmt

| tmresent ” Sang Hung-yang saw cllearly' thz—t

| tﬁgirpreactiénary purpose in thus falsifying history
t

' i’s policy of strength-
, nullify Emperor Wu Ti’s po ' .
Tii;o the centralized state and the dictatorship
E ;
landlord class. _
Uf';};l?s bunch of retrograde Confucians glso fﬂfhﬂ.z
the threadbare banner of “return to the life o

0| ancients,” chattering endlessly that people must

‘ wear-
emulate their ancestors in every way such as

lling coarse hempen clothes, eating 1:ice;: hl‘ifl;fég
| ' i living in thatc

Hroasted and mixed with taresf i
' EEst or caves and making music when gay by beat

|ing on wood or stone, etc.

: ?

Did these scholars want t‘.:) do thl? th}(in:tt:-;imlrs;3

Another fraud! The Confucian clas“smst eni'l s

tell us: For the master’s taste, "no grau; i
too fine and no meat can be cu

malodorous ‘“points of etiquette.” | So how on nr:]ei:r{il;
could their devotees choose to live théa pr;I B
Sang Hung-yang was not f?ole f -
masked one of the ma%n morHa; g';tjuiced ehSien_
ucians — their hypocrisy. ' '
lt;i;r;id wenhsueh scholars as hj,rprz?:crltta:é-*:E whfopsﬁcei
lip service to every virtue, but were rotten t

i Analect;, “Hsiang Tang.”
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core inside, who were ‘“dignified in appearance!
greedy in soul,” and who ‘“felt one way but .-'Ej'
another.” In a word, they were like sneak-th_‘_
prowling around a house.

He further pointed out that these Conflie
scholars’ reactionary outlook on history was vi
proof of their utter hypocrisy, as well as th
thorough decadence and “disharmony with t
times.” To completely refute these men w

|
'3
i
vho
claimed Confucius as their “original master” a

were fond of “chanting the words of the | tal

Sang Hung-yang extended his ruthless exposu
and profound criticism to Confucius himself. I
reminded the scholars that this man Confucit
whom they worshipped as the great sage, wa '
person who could not sell his services in the St
of Lu, was kicked out of the State of Chi, and w
given no employment at all in the State of Wei.
the city of Kuang, he was besieged by the peopl
who wanted to kill him, and in the states of Che
and Tsai, he was surrounded and prevented fron
obtaining food and drink. He was a fellow whi
“preached retrogression, knowing no one woule
accept his ideas — this shows his obstinacy; pursuet
fame and riches all the more when he met with
obstacles, showing his greed; roved and talked
regardless of the situation and the listener, show-
ing his stupidity; and was insulted and thwarted
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| ame.’ , *
iltiupidity and shamelessness” draw a true-to-life
”‘ct‘ _
Elonary_ world outlook of Confucius, founde}‘ of. the
| chool named after him. Sang Hung-yang's bl‘tteg
Jenunciation was a vigorous salvo of criticism fire

2t “the sage” by the newly emerging landlord class

oming after that by tand
; iero of the slaves, Chih of Liuhsia. These rebut-

regard to all ‘ ;
ahead to guide the chariot of society;

. every step yet clung to life, showing his lack of
d .t e

) These four words ‘“obstinacy, greed,

ure of the moribund class character and reac-

the outstanding revolutionary

s ring with militancy even to our day. ik
Chairman Mao has pointed out profoundly wit

diehards that they ‘“cannot march
they simply
trail behind, grumbling that it goes too fast afld
trying to drag it back or turn it in the opposite
direction.”” The hsienliang and wenhsueh Con-
fucian scholars at the Conference on 1§he State
Control of Salt and Iron in Western Han times, anfi
Lin Piao in our own day, were diehards of th.ls
kind, with eyes growing out of the backs of their
heads, able only to look backward but not forward.
However, all plotters of restoration, all those who
try to turn the clock back, end up b.:adly and aﬂj‘E
inevitably crushed under the advancing wheel o

1 »
nistory.

«On Practice” Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking,
1967, Vol. I, p. 307.
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Tien Kai

Historic Struggles by China’s Workins
People Against Confucius

“I take it no other people in the world know C
fucius as well as the so-called ignorant moB
China do,” said Lu Hsun.' Indeed, while
reactionary ruling classes exalted Confucius :-' |
incredible heights by honouring him with r-* -:
awe-inspiring title of “the sage” and calling _;':
fucianism “the Way of the sage,” the labouri'ﬁ'
people did quite the opposite — they called u
fucius (whose given name was Chiu and family
name Kung) “Chiu the Robber” and branded the
Confucian canons as “demon books.” These twi
different attitudes vividly reflect the fundament'_

1 “Confucius in Modern China.”
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if ﬂ As a thinker who stubbornly upheld the slave
| ystem, Confucius in his words and deeds ran

| jirectly counter to the great historical current of

_, EII115_;1&3‘(:'1:1ism in ideology between the toiling masses

d the reactionary ruling classes.

| he liberation of the slaves. No sooner had he

|sppeared on the political stage and started his
| .ounter-revolutionary career than the slaves of h%s
|ime waged a tit-for-tat struggle against him. This
|.tuation shows through in the Analects, a collec-
1tion of Confucius’ words and deeds.
| “Chih the Robber,” a chapter in the work Chuang

Furthermore,

[Tzu, vividly describes a face-to-face struggle

l': |against Confucius by Chih, leader of the insurgent
slaves.

Chih “had 9,000 followers assailing and
doing violence to the nobles everywhere,” which
struck terror into the hearts of the slave-owning
aristocrats so that ‘“wherever they (the insurgent
slaves) passed through the country, in the larger
states the city walls were guarded and in the smaller
the strongholds were manned.” Using his ideas of
“benevolence” and “morality” as a tool, Confucius
tried to dissuade Chih from raising revolts and
offending the upper orders. But Chih completely
refuted him in debate, leaving him tongue-tied.
Then, says the account, Confucius “went out at the
door and mounted his carriage. Thrice he missed
the reins as he tried to take hold of them. His
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Ctlonary arguments to justify exploitation ani
| eap contempt upon manual labour. His “‘ideal
| as for the exploiters to do nothing and get every-
thing while the labourers did everything and' got
wothing. He said: “If the ruler loves propriety,
the common people will not dare to be irreverent.
If he loves righteousness, they will not dare to
disobey. If he loves sincerity, they will not da?e
|0 hide what is in their minds. If he does all this,
the common people will flock to him from all
| quarters, carrying their children on their backs.
| What need has he to know farming?’”

In the opinion of Confucius, no slave-owner need
perform “menial”’ tasks such as farming because

the people would submissively allow themselves to

' ided that the slave-
the insurgent leader was filled with loathing at 1; be EXplmteg ind Digtessfir?rﬁie S istiaen i
very sight of such a creature, and, slamming thg’"V1€rs used Propricty, 8

door, denounced him as a parasite who “gets hi§: cerity” to preserve their own rule and social. orc%er.
food W1thout farming and his clothing W1tho. The slaves, however, readily saw throggh this kind
weaving.” 1 of statecraft designed by Confucius for the

To appropriate without working was in the ver§ | ©xploiters. - They countered it by projecting il
nature of Confucius and the slave-owning class hé | ©wn ideal society in which people “farm to feed
represented — and the existence of this non-labours | themselves, weave to clothe themselves and do n(?t
ing exploiter class was the root cause of the slavest|harm each other.” Essentially, the slaves’ 0ppOst;
untold suffering. Himself an exploiter who neithef | tion to Confucius was a reflection of their class
farmed nor wove, yet wanted to eat and dre |
finely, Confucius concocted a whole series of re

eyes were dazed, and he could not see’; hlS
was ashen and he made off in dire confuswn
The Analects records a dialogue between Tzu,'
a disciple of Confucius, and an old man carr
a bamboo rake. “Tzu Lu said to him, ‘Have \
seen my master, Sir? The old man replied, ‘Yg
four limbs do not toil and you people do not k
the difference between the five grains — what q
of master is he anyway? ” Hitting the n
squarely on the head, this critical remark exer
plified the utter contempt of toilers for Confuci
as an exploiter and parasite. Since then it has corn
into China’s common parlance to describe tl
exploiting classes and their intellectuals.
The chapter “Chih the Robber” tells how, wh €
Confucius sought a personal audience with Chi

2 Analects, “Tzu Lu.”
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pen he angrily denounced Confucius‘ for braggm%
' ﬁt King Wen and King Wu, and pointed ogt tha
Eb?ﬁi.lc'lus praised the past only for the reactlongry
E;’rpgse of condemning the present. In atter:ilpftmg
o turn history backward and obstmately_ e ens
he evil slave system, Ch:‘ith declared, Confucius wa
itting a heinous crime.

Em;}ilttslﬁies rejected the Confucian schooln of
thought which had his concept of. ‘‘benevf:]lez_ltc.‘?L ' ?18
ts core. Chih announced W1thout‘ he}s}1 ation:
“What Chiu says is what I mean to reject. COE—
rucius saw filial piety and brotherly dut-y as the
fundamentals of “benevolence,” becaL{lse if every-
body held to them there could be nolmsubordn;la}—
tion or rebellion. And it was premsely“for this
that Chih criticized Confucius’ idea of “benevo-
lence.” Rallying facts to demonstra‘.ﬁe the many
crimes of the ruling slave-owner .a.rlstoqracy, hz
exposed Confucius’ talk abm'lt filial piety 1an
[brotherly duty as sheer deception of the peop i::.
Basing himself on the interests of the slave

demand: struggle against exploitation and
sion to win freedom and liberation. {
Confucius’ reactionary political stand — for |
toration of the old order and retrogression
past — also came under bitter attack by the sla
In his day, the collapse of the slave system :
already the overpowering trend. Yet he ran
where, trying to save the slave system from
under the slogan: “Revive states that are extir
restore families that have lost their positions, &
call to office those who have fallen into obscur;is_
This attempt at retrogression by Confucius arous
strong dissatisfaction and indignation among
working people. A doorkeeper of the time i:-
tigated him as a diehard ignorant of the time
“who knows that the trend cannot be turned bat
and still wants to do s0.” He was also mocked |
two farmers, Chang Chu and Chieh Ni. When F
disciple Tzu Lu asked them, as they tilled the lan
about where a river could be forded, they repliei
“The flood is everywhere under the sun. Who calt : : i orality,
go against it?" I}r; other words, the collapse of th EI_P‘SS’ C_hlh presentec; htls %‘Eﬁflf;fi’,d}lf mail’?:-
slave system was like a great flood, no one couldh| ' ?metrically opposed to ners’ appropriation of
change this tide of history and Confucius. in h ined t}qat 0 Slave_owtterl immoral, whereas
vain effort to do so, was really overreachir;g hi things ﬁﬁhougffﬁziljjssuagamit the sla\;e-OWHETS
self. Chih, the slave leader, was even more expli ges;e;eb;i these ill-gotten gains was thg height
e ot morality. While engaging in this just fight, he

f

3 Ibid., “Wel Tzu.”
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vhat good is it to resort to killing in running %
'nment?”’ But only three months after com
-.f-f:' office, he executed Shaocheng Mao, a
¢ nister of the State of Lu who advpcated Feforllf?s.
i for Chih, Confucius labelled h1fn behind h}
as a ‘“‘scourge in the world.” But to his

i..c. Confucius said that Chih possessed the “three
eriing qualities” of mankind (a tall handsome

foure, ability to understand the world and brfavery
1 Translator). Doesn’t this show up Confucius as

B . ble-dealer who flattered people to their faces
time, bragged that “Heaven has endowed me Willl . o aligned them behind their backs? The way
virtue (to govern the world)” and had the im- hih unmasked Confucius can serve us as valuable
pudence to consider himself “the sage.” But tiperience for detecting careerists, conspirators and

; 1 '
the eyes of the slaves, he was merely an AR 11c_dealers in our own day.

deceiver,” mean and shameless. Chih denoun S e reactionary
COHfUCiL;.S as a reactionary politician “wagging h% Actuate_d oy t-h Py mcsgﬁficc?istieas extremely
tongue to create trouble,” “using lies and pretence lave-owning arlstocra{;y, nt so far as to expressly
to bewitch the rulers in order to seize wealth andfostile to the slgves ald we

T | . Cilt b aStS:!
position,” a ‘“crafty hypocrite” who “habituallypalign the labouring people as “birds and be

._ . & re-
praises people to their faces” and “also habituf;im’E 11y to, Tl X vimh', Thpf ik Egturalilgi%wr
abuses them behind their backs.” These succin€lfected him with disdain and jeered at RN
words graphically portray his hideous true facehe went. For instance, he was detained Dy i

Confucius, indeed, left no fine words ocal inhabitants when he travelled J‘.;O Kuanfg sed
while - stopping at no evil deed. He talkedbresent-day northeastern Honan vamce}); iy uow
abundantly about “love for man” and {' 0ood when he went to the State of Chen %1 .
"':'::1stern Honan and a part of northwestern Anhwel

[Province) and taunted as “‘a homeless dog with its

149

said: “It is bravery to go in first, righte
to withdraw last, wisdom to know the app
time, benevolence to be fair in distribution.”*
Chih gave his own, new interpretations o
moral qualities of courage, righteousness, w.
and benevolence., i

From the words and deeds of Confucius, §
slaves clearly saw that his political character
completely despicable and they fully exposed al

criticized it. Confucius kept mouthing

b

olence,” “righteousness” and ‘“‘morality” all f

B

1o
i

“ Lu Shih Chun Chiu (3rd century B.C.).
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sen Sheng and Wu Kuang (?-208 B.C) to the
niping Heavenly Kingdom (1851-64) invariably
RSsai]ed Confucius and his reactionary ideology.

(t:a}il between its legs™ when he was in the's
Yeﬁgi %}?vtr Cfvni?sl' tHonan Province south .
’ 1 S'capital In present-da
Eieﬁei Egg;tﬁ;d 'Ig‘;i Insurgent sIavgs Vowgdf | Chen Sheng and Wu Kuang, leaders of the first
cudgels in their h,ands}:’ ’WUUld be buried with j; peasant uprising in Chinese history, posed the ques-
chiEiting dfohis clis so that w}rhen they metfhefion: “Are the princes and earls, gen'erals iand
Shang Dynasty and K?-Owner s like King Tang gy ninisters a special breed?””° They denied point-
smash in their heads uinti Wen of Chou, they jflank that “the king’s authority is bes:;towed by
in death, e lt these 1mplements. Evep|Divine Rule” and thus in essence repudiated Cﬁn;
the slave-owning class 0 fight to the end against|ucius’ idealist theory of the “mandat? of _Heave-n
The revolutionar reépresented by Confuci f and his reactionary dictum: “The king is a king
struggle against Cenﬁf’ Splrlt of the slaves in thepland the subject a subject.”
e adiag thucms' showed their determ ng-| Towards the end of the Eastern Han Dynastzé
was their iﬂdomitablee evil S}’st‘emﬁof slavery. Jf]the insurgents known as the “Yellow' Turbans
the rule of slavers, ¢ .tand herm.c fight that shogk]proclaimed: “The God of Blue Heaven is no more.
e e Y 10 1ts foundations angd propelle ! The God of Yellow Heaven will hold sway.” Their
r of society to the feudal system. ; desire to change the “heaven” of the landlord class

In fe ' b 3
udal society, however, the theories of social] nto the “heaven” of the peasant class was a force-
8] ful repudiation of the Confucian School’s idealist

hierarchy and patriarchal ethics which Confueci
. metaphysics with its assertion: ‘“Heaven changes

§ not, likewise the Way changes not.”

into t i 1s§
Spiritu}alf theoretical basis of feudalism ang the§ During the peasant uprising at the end of the
Weapon of the landlord class in its r 1] Tang Dynasty, the banner of “‘equality” was hoisted

over t b 1€ : A
I the peasants. This is why in Chinese feuds for the first time and its leader Wang Hsien-chih

Sf:?ie‘?}’ Vifhich lasted more than 2,000 years, all the
peasants’ revolutionary struggles from the time of

1

* Historical Records,

=

T L

b Ibid.
"The Yellow Turbans’ Uprising: A peasant revolt in
A.D. 184 in the late Eastern Han Dynasty. Led by Chang

150 Chiao, the insurgents took their name from their headdress.
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called himself the “Heaven-Sent Great Gener.

Equality”’; peasant uprisings in the Sung Dynaggy,

raised the slogan “Eliminate the differences
tween the high and the low and between the i
and the poor”; the Red Turban insurgents at
end of the Yuan Dynasty® proclaimed their
tion to “wipe out injustice”: and Lj Tzu-cheng wi
led the uprising in the late Ming Dynasty
1644) issued slogans which included “Equal dj
tribution of land,” and “No payment of grain tax
All

elemental stand for equality and equalitariani_

as they fought against the feuda] system. Such

ideas were clearly the very antithesig of Confucia

ones, which upheld patriarchal hierarchy. So i
was inevitable that al]

China’s history directly

attacks at Confucius, the guardian-god of the feud
system.

The peasant rebels also defied Confucius, callé

the “sage” by the feudal ruling class, by direct rey="

olutionary action.

The uprising of the Re_
Jackets’ broke out

in the late Kin Dynasty
8 So Earﬁ;éd because of their red headdress.

Fu-tung, this peasant revolt broke out in 1351
"The Red Jackets’ Uprising:

Led by Liu
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;;ree cypress trees said to have been planted by

. - . d
confucius himself, thus venting their fierce hatre
> him. - Ly :
i?ft i;surgents led by Liu Lu fﬁld I;é?vgshl inag?gré
| Billeting them -
captured Chufu. . o
ius for a night, they s
temple of Confucm.s | ity AR S
v at him and his ideas by grazin
'fzflglj “sacred place” and throwmg 11’31}0 a ce.sspgl)l
1he “Four Books” and “Five Classics’” kept in the
: ' library).
Kueiwen Tower (temple : ' 4
also often dealt sternly with, 551{:1 sometllmeis:: Se;rid
killed, Confucian scholars who “quoted class i
historjy books” to oppose the revolu‘gon. et
| blows at these counter-revolutionary intellectu

B e SEUNCESRNS [

these represented the Chinese peasants’

peasant uprisings throu
or indirectly aimed their

115-1234). When one of ifs contingents led by
1 JT .

fao Ting took Chutu, birthplace of Confucius, they
a

1 (44 f
urnt the temple built to him there so that “half o

ore reduced to ashes”; they also set fire to the

In the middle of the Ming Dynasty, peas-

Peasant rebels

of the landlord class were 1n Feality aime;i at Con-
fucianism which the latter tried to defen f('n e
The revolution of the Taipit;lg He?zzzéﬂgf : ;1 eglgth
] in the mi
led by Hung Hsiu-chuan in midd] -
Eintu};y the biggest peasant uprising in China, was

| ‘ i tury,
evolt in the early 16th cen
10 rs of a peasant revolt hiss iy
the i?ggsst of its kind in the middle .Df the T:g}uﬁe jicini%r
Ih insurgents three times fought thent waér i
alul' ePeking, the imperial capital of the Ming Court.
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at the same time a gigantic campaign against €
fucius without precedent in China’s history.
marked feature of this revolution was that
the outset, it expressly linked the overthrow
system of feudal autocracy with the destruction
Confucianism, the spiritual pillar of feudal
through pointed criticism of both “the sage” a
his reactionary thinking.
- In the year following the conclusion of the
War," Hung Hsiu-chuan, showing dauntless
olutionary spirit, smashed the “sacred’’ tablet di
played at the village school where he taught — bea

ing the title “The Most Perfect, Most Sage Ancient
Teacher” conferred on Confucius by the Ching

Court. This was an open challenge to Confucit

and to the whole feudal system. Some time Iat '

to help the peasants free themselves from

bondage of traditional feudal ideas, Hung Hsiu

chuan composed a story with the following conten

One day, the “God-Emperor” sternly condemn
the books of Kung Chiu (Contucius) as full of “mis:

leading and wrong ideas” and leading people astra'

""In 1840, when the Chin
traffic, Britain sent troops to
protecting trade.

Lin Tse-hsu fought a war of resistance.

Kwangchow spontaneously organized thems
“Quell-the-British Corps”

heavy blows to the aggressor,
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i (uns Chiu

B heresies by them are to be burnt.
ese people opposed the opi

invade China on the pretext of
The Chinese armed forces commanded by
The people of
elves into the
(Ping Ying Tuan) which dealt

tried to defend himself by specious

L the “God-Emperor” or-
Sl ; Kung Chiu who
In

Hlﬁgument%. ' er to flog
derﬂd ah?;vligze?zisgnligept begging for mercy:f‘ \
flilc; Zﬁegory the “God-Emperor” Wils afpgell;i?éaé nfjir
. ’ ] easants 11

| t'ion“ Oif theaniélevlfil: ttlrlc:;fgcii)tion and 'ﬂiogging Ef
| hbmfaté?ils, represented the ruthless criticism oft ktl uz
Ei?erl:l by the revolutionary_ peisants w}}:) i
E;u ht to square accounts with ‘“the sage. Fi
itmir vividly exemplifies the resolute oppos

|confucius by the Taiping revolution.

Hung Hsiu-chuan wrote: “““Whel}lau.'fB zﬁaﬁgﬁead
ltion was made of the cause of ‘aljl evi ,k15 s
back to the fact that Kung Chiu’s boo i,deas i
used to teach people, were fl}ll cEf Wr(;ngonfucius g
regarded the reactionary thmkmg 0 i
the ideological root of all the: evils 0 by ey
So the Taiping Heavenly ngdon; R e
canons of the Confuciap Scho?l 0 i
books” and banned theu.' reac(ijlm%ler N
books by Confucius, Mencius and 0 s
or keep and peruse them 1s firbm;lgfir;; ;nadnke;?gr
violation is punishable by. law. B s
| was made the Taiping cap1tal,,? specia St
the expurgation of the books was se Th}; s
Hung Hsiu-chuan’s personal auspices.
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a0

Books” and “Five Classics” of the Confucian Se
were examined and revised, in an effort to jy
ciously absorb from them anything that mig
valid. The result was that only the sentence %
within the Four Seas are brothers” in the
volumes of the Confucian canon was found to ag
with the revolutionary purpose of the Taipi
Heavenly Kingdom. It can be seen from this tk
the Taipings were rather resolute in their
of Confucianism. |

The Taiping Heavenly Kingdom published '
series of works to expound the theories of the
olution and formulated a set of revolutionary pol
cies and measures based on these theories, Among
the revolutionary works were three written by
Hung Hsiu-chuan at the outset of the revolutio
Yuan Tao Hsing Shih Hsun (Instructions i
Awaken the World to Follow the Fundamental

Way), Yuan Tao Chueh Shih Hsun (Instructions 0

Arouse the World to Follow the Fundamental r-;

and Yuan Tao Chiu Shih Ko (Song of Saving the

World According to the Fundamental Way). They

were followed by Tien Chao Tien Mu Chih Tu (Lam

System of the Heavenly Dynasty) promulgatet

after Nanking was made the capital and Tzu Chent

Hsin Pien (New Proposals as a Guide to Govern=

ment) promulgated in the later period of the revolu~

tion. Thus the Taipings repudiated the reactionary
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[57)
2]

i 3 |
l nking of Confucius in both theory and1 practg:e
ﬂ:d dealt the feudal system a heavy blow. By
'k

i]

| .w height the revolutionary ideas held by her
ik

| .ncants from ancient times. ‘ :
'-: hzisded directly at the feudal-patriarchal ideology

|.nd system, and at Confucian thinking which was
its theoretical basis.

They were spear-

Notable was the Taiping state’s revqlutiona;{
.dvocacy of the emancipation of women; g:oz?ligian
isl itici tionary
omisingly criticized the react
Eieachmgnt that “men are superll?r andhwirfeznti;i
' ked those shac
inferior”’ and fiercely attac ;

' . the feudal masculine
kept women in bondage: : |
aﬁ?hority of the husband and the so-called t?ardslnal
suides and constant virtues” of the Confucmﬁ} I.nen

Hung Hsiu-chuan said:“In the woild, 1-{1:1 o,
are brothers and all women arie 51stffrcsi.' b ;at e
' ' 11, includin
for universal equality for all, i
The Land System of
tween men and women. ; . e
Heavenly Dynasty stipulated: ‘‘Land }’s t% E‘e i}zs
tributed to everyone, regardless of. sex.”” . This o
aimed at giving women economic eguahty qu
men. Women in the Taiping revolutlonar}{ rant S
‘ ' it] d hold official posts;
could take part in politics an . ‘ o
they could join the army to fight su?le b':y side ;E;Ll 5
men. and sit for civil service examinations.
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women were made men’s equals politically, cyj
ally and in military affairs. To raise wom
social status, it was laid down in writing §
“money should not be taken into consideraf

when marriages are being arranged,” and ma riage

by purchase was banned. Prostitution and {
keeping of household slave girls were prohibi
Evil customs that humiliated women, such as fg
emancipation of women in the Taiping
Kingdom signified a new stage in the struggle
China’s peasantry to break away from feud
patriarchal rule, |

The rejection and criticism of the Confuci:
thought by the Taiping Heavenly Kingdom, togetl

er with its resolute anti-Confucian revolutionat

practice (burning down temples of Confucius, d

stroying the wooden tablets to his memory, expul
gating the canons of Confucianism and banning it
teachings), aroused panic and inveterate hatred i
Tseng Kuo-fan, the butch

the feudal ruling class.
er who strangled the

a howl: “All the proprieties, virtues, human rel

tionships, classics and moral codes China has pos
years are being dis:
This is not

great Ching Dynasty but
an unprecedented catastrophe to the renowned

sessed for severa] thousand

carded and swept away at one stroke.
just a disaster to our
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|

Taiping revolution, set

i confucian] faith, a disaster bemoaned by our Con-

. . Hence
‘us and Mencius in the other world.
jIC1

' 37 n
called on all counter-revolutionary gentleme
e

|, defend the Way.” . B0
tnglij,;'u:nﬁ.au‘ies showed by negative example that
I

The curses and dirges of the

] it the
faiping campaign against Confucius had hit t

lieudal ruling class in a vital spot.
binding, were abolished. The movement for the |

For more than 2,000 years, the working people

e
|if our country have advanced wave uponj.ﬁ«resnuriféz;1 nt hwe
fﬂighters taking the place of those falling

] ] 1gn
hattle. in their heroic and indomitable campaig

] t
wgainst Confucius. It was an important comfeoger;f
of their struggle against the decadent sys

slavery and feudalism, a concentrated‘ n*iamfﬁs;ae—
| in the ideological sphere.
ton of that struggle in ‘ s S
\;foﬁere there is oppression, there 1s resmtan'mte, rf(l;e
gréater the oppression, the stronger the rﬁ:s Ian Oré
This is a law of the class struggle._' So hi;h o
the reactionaries exalted Confumamsm, v.;he s
fended class exploitation and oppression, g
tesolute were the working people in their s
against it. ' ‘
dg?{listoricaﬂy the anti-Confucian strugglgs oi ﬂllz
working people had different characteristics '-tr? .
those waged by the rising landlord and capri1 dF:lflor
I litical power, a

. Before they seized po Ly o

?&Eﬁ afterwards, these exploiting classes repre
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sented the forward movement of society g
wanted to change the old social system in ordey
establish and consolidate their own rule; hence
strongly opposed Confucian thinking which st
for restoring the old order and retrogression. Thy
repudiation and exposure of these aspects of
fucianism was often sharp, penetrating and of re
olutionary significance. But they could not

||,;ainst all class exploitation and oppression. In
Tﬁeir own class interests, they adv‘anf:ed thet revolg*-
|ionary idea of ‘“equal distribution” as tglﬁmmetm-—
|ally opposed to the Confucian theory of “benevo-
ence and righteousness™; this was further than any
irogressive thinker of an exploiting class cmf_ld go.
{in their struggle they raised such revolutionary

tslogans as “Equality for all without classifying peo-
their criticism beyond these limits,

. [ple into high and low,” “Eliminate the differer}ce
The working people, in contrast, besides expo B i cen the high and the low and between the rich
Confucius as a diehard restorer of the old,

1150 and the poor.” All these stood for their plain wish

unmasked him as an exploiting-class paras o eradicate the social hierarchy and ultimately all
When the landlords and capitalists became the

, .. . -iEclass differentiation. 4 iabe
ruling classes and assumed a new position in higs Lenin pointed out: “The idea of equality is the
tory, they changed from real to paper tigers an

: : ' Imost revolutionary idea in the struggle against the
R oy s DEferesshuendeay g Jold system of absolutism in general, and against

ing to consolidate their own rule, gradually shif |the old system of feudal big landownership in par-
from opposing Confucius to making a cult of hin [ cular.”® When the working people raised the call
But the working people, whose fundamental in= - el-i;nination of differences between high and
terests coincide with the direction of socigl progres ow, rich and poor, and for equality and democracy,
and who are the de(':isive forces in social chang thei’r revolutionar"y nature determined that they
have always stood in the forefront of the flg Wwould be more courageous and thoroughgoing than

against Confucius. _ 25 T N
g : the exploiting classes in their ¢
The rising landlord and capitalist classes fough iy LBmen on tue.cxn 5

o ici ius’ ' ' f preserv-
Confucius for the purpose of replacing the old lcism of Confucius’ reactionary ideas of p
tems of exploitation with new ones. The worki
people, who in their class position were exploitet
and oppressed, fought Confucius becayse they were

‘ ial- in the
2«“The Agrarian Programme of Social-Democracy in
Pirst Russian Revolution, 1905-07,” Selected Works, Lawrence

dnd Wishart Ltd., London, 1946, Vol, 3, p. 178.
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ing the system of inequality. They closely Ii
the ideological struggle with the political stru;
criticizing Confucianism not only ideologicall"
by their revolutionary practice as well.

The criticism of Confucius by China’s workine .
) by Marxism-Leninism, it began the new democrat{c
I evolution — thoroughly anti-imperlghst and :antl-—
|icudal. A new chapter then opened 1n the: Chinese
gorking people’s struggle against Con_fucms. The
lesounding militant slogan “Down with the _Con—
liucian Shop” was raised. Chairman Mao pointed

people in the past had its own distinguishing cha
teristics as compared with that launched by j
gressive thinkers of the exploiting classes. Bu
too, had limitations, both class and historical. 1
ther the slaves nor the peasantry were classes 1
resenting a new mode of production. Neifl

could project a new social system to replace the

Jopment involves the most radical rupture with
- i‘_"
| raditional ideas.

9513

At the time of the great May 4th Movement, the

chinese proletariat entered the stage of history and

recame the leading class in our revolution. Guided

ut: “The cultural revolution ushered in by the

old, so it was impossible for them to use a womld|May 4th Movement was uncompromising n 1tf;) 22;
outlook based on science against that of the expleif-|{position to feudal culture; there had never

ing classes. It was impossible for them to unmask
fully the class interests which Confucius repres"
ed, or to understand correctly the class content ef
bodied in the struggle between the Confucian a
the Legalist schools. This is why in their stru
against Confucius, despite the heavy blows th

dealt at Confucius and his reactionary thinkf y i T
[played the thoroughgoing revolutionary spirit o

they were not able to inflict a final defeat on }

thinking, or to replace it with something e‘?_'_ l
Ml tional ideas.
proletariat is the greatest revolutionary class ¥

This task only the proletariat can accomplish. T

history, and is carrying out ‘“the Communist revolt
tion [which] is the mest radical rupture with r
ditional property relations; no wonder that its f;flf ‘

162

lsince the dawn of Chinese history.

such a great and thoroughgoing cultural revolution
ss14

After the May 4th Movement, a new cultural

Hiorce armed with Marxism, presenting a new ap-
lpearance, and armed with new weapons, made
|heroice attacks on the feudal culture of thousands of

vears represented by Confucian thinking; 1t dis-

the proletariat, making a rupture with all tradi-

.

3 -Karl Iﬁﬁrx and Frederick Engels, Manifesto of the Com-~

H munist Party, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 19972, 0. i

4«Qp New Democracy,” Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP,
Peking, 1967, Vol. II, p. 374.
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Our great leader Chairman Mao used the
world outlook to penetratingly criticize Conf:
reactionary thinking, linking his criticism clg
with the practice of the new democratic revol
in a number of his works, including “Report o
Investigation of the Peasant Movement in Huna
“The Orientation of the Youth Movement,” ¢
New Democracy” and “Oppose Stereotyped
Writing.”

In “On the People’s Democratic Dictators
written on the eve of the founding of the Peopl
Republic of China, Chairman Mao made a sha
and clear-cut criticism of the reactionary nature
Confucius’ so-called ‘“policy of benevolence”:
work has become the programme of the Chin
people for consolidating the proletarian dictate
ship. The criticism of the reactionary film 1T
Life of Wu Hsun — the first major campaign on
ideological and cultural front led by Chairman :

alter the founding of the People’s Republic -
China, used iron-clad facts to tear away the hypt
critical mask of the “Way of Confucius and Men
cius,” exposing the reactionary true colours @

- Wu Hsun: the big rascal, usurer and landlord wh

had served the whole landlord class and the rea€
tionary government. This criticism was not only a
attack on the bourgeoisie, it was also the first fro 1
tal battle against Confucianism in the period 0
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o socialist revolution. From that time on, ‘Ehe
g ' ggﬁon of whether one makes a cul't of Confucm;
l:1(,=~1riti'.':,izes him has become a major element.O
Ule struggle on the ideological front in the period
ik} the socialist revolution, the struggle bet*zﬁgen
zlarxisrn and revisionism, between th?se striving
| ;{} consolidate the proletarian dictatorship and those
| cheming to subvert it.

SCI}I‘ELE;I;%S struggle is the continuatio_n of j;hat of
e past.  Picking up the mantle of history's rea}:lz—
ltionaries and raising the tattered' banner .of the
Uconfucian cult and ideology, Lin Pla? and h}s gallllg
futilely tried to conjure back cap1tafhsm, using t f::sf
worpse of Confucius as a talisman In their plot o
|counter-revolutionary restoration. Therefore, the

Ihroad masses of workers, peasants, soldiers and

e |revolutionary intellectuals in our (fountry, guided
he |by Mao Tsetung Thought and carrying forward the

ltevolutionary spirit of the working people’s pa}f‘f
{struggles against Confuciuf.s, are makmg a thiltoig

going criticism of Confucius’ reactionary thinking
at the same time as they deepen the movement for
criticizing Lin Piao and rectifying style of work.
|This has important immediate as well as f:':u‘—
reaching historical significance in consollFlatJ:ng
the dictatorship of the proletariat anFl W':mmng
new victories for the socialist revolution in the

Superstructure.
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Shih Chung

Historical Experience in the Struggle{
to Criticize Confucius During
the May 4th Period

— Commemorating the 55th Anniversary of the
May 4th Movement

-

Fifty-five years ago the revolutionary dawn of
May 4th Movement broke over semi-colonial and

semi-feudal China, a land then enveloped in |
ness. It marked the development of China’s ant

imperialist and anti-feudal bourgeois democi |power. Under the impact of the actions by workers

revolution to a new stage — the stage of the new-

democratic revolution, led by the proletariat,
begun!

Early in 1919, soon after the end of World Wa .

the imperialist countries had called a conferexi |

In Paris to share the spoils and divide up the col€
nies among themselves. At this so-called Pari
Peace Conference, they crudely rejected China’
reasonable demand that the special rights held
Imperialism in Shantung be abrogated. Reachi
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china, the news infuriated the Chinese people whg
pad long been oppressed by the imperialist anh
|reudal forces. Thus arose the great May 4t
.Movement, erupting like a volcano. : :
On May 4, 1919, patriotic students in Peking
held a rally on Tien An Men Squ:flre, followed by a
Inammoth demonstration. It raised derpands ?or
“upholding the sovereignty of the state ln‘the 11*1—1;
ternational arena and punishing the tr:z-.utors. a
' lhome,” and called for the overthrow of imperial-
ism and the traitorous government. The moveme.:nt
soon spread to other parts of the.country. Begin-
‘ning June 3, workers in Shanghai anc.?l many Oﬂ'lelz
places staged strikes and demonstrations in qulc
succession. China’s working class stood up hk.e a
giant and took the van of the struggle e_lgalns"a im-
perialism and feudalism, displaying its mighty

and students, the shops in China’s major cities shut

ad | their doors. Thus the May 4th Movement expand-

ed into a nationwide revolutionary surge partiwy
pated in by the proletariat, the petty bourgeoisie
| and the bourgeoisie. .

As the movement developed, a gigantic struggle
to criticize Confucius was launched under 'the re-
sounding revolutionary slogan “Down with the

| Confucian Shop!” With Marxism-Leninism as its

Weapon, a newborn cultural army of the proletariat
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‘led 2ll the allies it could unite around
valiant attack on the “Confucian Shop.” The a
unmasked the hypocrisy of the so-called “be
olence, righteousness and virtue” peddle’j
Confucianism, vehemently denouncing its n
eating ethical code — the “Three Cardinal G
and Five Constant Virtues.”! The politi
advanced intellectuals and the broad masses of
dents put out many progressive publications. S
of “Down with the Confucian Shop!” eck
through the land. The spearhead of this
gle of criticism and condemnation of Confueis
was directed squarely at imperialist and feudaﬁ

1The “Three Cardinal Guides” refer to the three reit
tionary ethical and moral principles set forth by Tung
Chung-shu (179-104 B.C.), a representative of the Confucian
School in the Western Han Dynasty. They were: Subje
should be guided by the sovereign, the son by the father a s
the wife by the husband. That is to say, the sovereign, father
and husband had absolute authority, while subjects, son a
wife could only obey. These principles were said to be
will of the heaven (divinity). Thus these “Three
Guides” represented political, clan, religious and maseu
authority, which became the four thick ropes that contin
to bind the Chinese people, particularly the peasants for
more than 2,000 years. The “Five Constant Virtues” refel
to the five so-called eternal principles, namely, “benevolen
righteousness, propriety, knowledge and sincerity.” 1€y
were the reactionary moral concepts the Confucians used 1@

support the “Three Cardinal Guides” and regulate society
accordance with them. '
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pure-

on the political scene,
* | cius and Mencius as ;
gili;lson the cultural and ideological fronts?

evolution is the ide
N ic revo
. ical and econom ’ v
qlice.”? The criticism and condemnation of

fucius during the May 4th Movement period met
| the specific needs of th

" and uncompromisingly opp
| battle was essentially a po

| struggle against imperialism an
| proletariat and the broad masses.

Thus the politico—ideoldgical foundations of

haken.

ionary rule were deeply s :

Eac}ﬂkllo dig the proletariat, as soon as'1t appeared
il choose the doctrines of Con-

the targets of its first hard

' .+ “A cultural
' Mao has pointed ou:c. .
e ological reflection of the polit-

lution and is in their serv-

e new-democratic revolu-

_ltion led by the proletariat, a revolution thoroughly

osed to imperialism and

: ‘ with the Confucian Sh9p”
feudalism. -l oW litical and ideological

d feudalism by the

S : L
The doctrines of Confucius and Mencius cO

|| tituted an ideological system in the service of res-

toration and retrogression. AS sqch 'thtei u;zr:
against the tide of history from theu':' firs 131% i
ance. And in late times, every reactlom}rzrh?s s
clining ruling class in China made use 0 o
of doctrines as ideological and‘theoreuli? i
to preserve or restore its reactionary rule.

. RUEE b
2«Op New Democracy,” Selected Works, Eng. ed, FL

Peking, 1967, Vol. 1I, p. 373.
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doctrines thus became the most vicious
shackles, obstructing the masses of the people*f
making revolution and going forward.
On the eve of the May 4th Movement, all G
was imprisoned in the foul atmosphere of reverenge
for Confucius and restoration of the old order._r:ﬁ e
bourgeois-led Revolution of 1911 had driven
the last Ching Dynasty emperor, but the fo
tion of feudal rule was not demolished, nor F
t@e task of opposing imperialism and feudalism ez
ried out. China remained under the rule of im:
perialism and feudalism. In the few years betWQ"
the Revolution of 1911 and the May 4th Moverment
of 1919, two imperialist-backed harlequinade
counter-revolutionary restoration had been enacted
in China — the first by Yuan Shih-kai, chief of the
northern warlords, the second by another feu’
warlord, Chang Hsun.
The first thing these two did was to give
Qublicity to counter-revolutionary ideas of resto 2
tion and retrogression. Clamouring that “thi
NOw are worse than before,” both Yuan
who dreamt of ascending the throne himself an
Chang Hsun who tried to reinstate the deposed e
peror Hsuan Tung called for a return to the
Pur:suing this reactionary purpose, they used Co
fuc1us—.worship and study of the Confucian
as major tools of restoration and retrogressio
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I ;ipoli ;
' qhih-kai, adopted two separate resolutions on the

fier of regular sacrifices to heaven and to Con-

= overtime to spread the fallacy:

g s i WWW WENGEWANG.COM, il

hih-kai decreed worship of Confucius in
ne 1913. In January of the following year, the
tical conference,” an organ controlled by Yuan

weius, and in September, a much bruited ceremony

vas held to ‘“worship Confucius the sage.” In
' 1915, Yuan Shih-kai ordered that study of the Con-
| rucian classics be resumed in all primary and mid-
" dle schools. This was followed in January 1916 by

his farcical restoration of the monarchy. In 1917,
Kang Yu-wei, chief of the Protect-the-Emperor
Party, ganged up with the feudal warlord Chang

|Hsun to stage another farce of Confucius-worship

and attempted restoration. These people clamoured
that Confucianism must be written into the *“‘con-
stitution” as the “national religion.” They worked
“China owes its
existence to Confucianism; without Confucianism,
there would be no China.” The “Confucianist So-
ciety,” “Worship-Confucius Society” and similar
organizations quickly emerged. For a time this
mad dance of ghosts and monsters went on
unrestrained.

Meanwhile, the imperialists were also resorting
to the doctrines of Confucius and Mencius, using
them as a “door knocker” for their purpose of in-
vading China and enslaving the Chinese people for-
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ever. The U.S. imperialist Gilbert Reid and

They advocated that Confucianism and Christiang,
should harmonize with, respect, inspire and
plement each other so as to prevent “social disty
ances,” that is, oppose the Chinese people’s revo;
tion. Hermann Keyserling, a secret agent of,'-i
old tsars working in the field of culture,
that only through reverence for Confuciys
China bring about a revival of the ancient o1
ciples and prevent people’s hearts from being cap-
tivated by revolution. These statements expressed
his bitter hatred for the Chinese people’s revolu-
tionary cause. £
S0 historical experience shows that the doctrines
of Confucius and Mencius have served not only as
an 1deological tool for feudal rulers in thejr oppres-
sion of the Chinese people but also as a political
vehicle of the imperialists in their invasion of Chi 1a.
As Chairman Mao incisively points out: “Im
rialist culture and semi-feudal culture are devoted
brothers and have formed 2 reactionary cultural
alliance against China’s new culture.”3 a
Through long years of revolutionary struggle,
the Chinese people gradually discerned the link b

_ﬂ'...
g )
a .'.
i
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. - ' be_
& | cen Confucius-worship and restoration, and
& |

like him strove zealously to sel Confucianjgy |,c

ey came to understand ever more deeply that

en Confucius-worship and national treason.

1 o doctrines of Confucius and Mencius served mf;
Ih"'alism and the feudal classes and ther"efore ha
?81]:13(3 overthrown. To knock this ideological weap-
t?q out of the reactionaries’ hands and sma}sh
[Dhe mental fetters binding the peopl_e, Confuciltllz
| had to be opposed. Precisely for this reason

dogan “Down with the Confucian Shop!” ra.lszg
dux?ing the period of the May 4th Moverperl'llt, Vgiz "
the heart’s desire of the people in thm‘r‘ un S
of millions. Through this struggle to criticize Co

= fucius, the idol the reactionaries of ages had lauded

as sacrosanct was toppled, and the doctrines of

= Confucius and Mencius were unmasked.in th'ﬂtl;
o ferocious reality. This brought mental liberatio

to the masses and powerfully impelled the dex;el'll(;
opment of the movement for a new culture, i
workers’ and peasants’ movements and -the enti
anti-imperialist and anti—feufial revolution. b
Chairman Mao highly praised the gre.at sggﬁn ;
cance of the opposition to the “Confucian Shop

g with its old stereotypes and dogmas during the May

4th Movement. “If there had been no fight agai‘nst
the old stereotype and the old dogmatism during

; ind Chinese peo-
eriod, the minds of the
?“On New Demccracy,” Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLB;y | the May 4th p :

| bondage to
Peking, 1967, Vol. II, p. 369 ip]e would not have been freed from g
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them, and China would have no hope of
and independence.” This scientific thesis (il
foundly reveals the relationship between the r
g:le to criticize Confucius and the Chinese
tion and points out the Importance of carryin- ;
a revolution in the cultural and ideological sp o
Tht:} doctrines of Confucius and Mencius inst -
belief that oppression and exploitation are jus
and to rebel is unjustified, require the oppr'

people to “follow the conventions and regulatior
arfd forbid their rising in revolution. The |
with the Confucian Shop” struggle during the
flth Movement, by contrast, tore apart this -
1calinet, overturned the old dictum that it ! s
“unjustified to rebe]” against reactionaries. aro
people to fight against the old world, énd h
Op-ened up bright prospects for victory in thorou
going anti-imperialist and anti-feudal i
ary struggle. P
This mental emancipation paved the way for
sp_re.ad of Marxism-Leninism in China. In the
no infringement of the dignity of Confucius

as beyond question; and “to condemn the sage

“*Mao Tsetung, “O
) pPpose Stereotyped Part Writing i
Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1967, Vol, IIL. p. 55

..J.I
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-'Cﬂnfucius and his canon” as the most heinous of
& | imes.
. «Confucian Shop,” blind faith in its tenets was
. ljestroyed and young people were fired with en-

. geapon for making revolution. Beginning with the
\ lay 4th Movement, a mass ideological movement
| pegan to develop in China for the study and
8ed propagation of Marxism-Leninism. Organizations
' Jevoted to these purposes, such as the “Society for

I the Study of Socialism,

~ while large numbers of books and articles popu-
 larizing Marxism-Leninism were published. A

Thanks to the struggle to pull down the

husiasm to seek the truth and find an ideological

the Study of Marxist Theories” and ‘“Society for
” sprang up one after an-
other. The Manifesto of the Communist Party and

Socialism: Utopian and Scientific appeared in
Chinese editions as did other Marxist classics,

number of intellectuals who had acquired the rudi-
ments of communist ideology wused Marxism-
Leninism to direct forceful criticism at the doctrines
0f Confucius and Mencius. Not only did they bare

been allowed. Confucianism was regarded as un= (0gmas, but in the course of criticizing them, they

alterable principle; the old ethical code and virtues
se With the Confucian Shop” as their starting point,

' \many people abandoned the traditional ideas it

the ugly nature of these old-line stereotypes and

disseminated Marxism-Leninism. With “Down

lepresented and gradually accepted Marxism-
Leninism and took the revolutionary road. Thus,
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during the May 4th Movement, the “Down 4

the Confucian Shop” struggle promoted the *f
o 3 ' ands of the imperialists and their lackeys, the

In ideology and by preparing cadres-—-for"' ' feudalaBIAis o do ThE sati:

of Marxism-Leninism and paved the way —

founding of the Communist Party of China.

As early as in the May 4th period, our

leader Chairman Mao was in the forefront 0,
fight to smash the “Confucian Shop.” In
1918, he founded the Hsin Min Hsueh Hui (

People’s Study Society), a revolutionary organi;
tion pledged to the transformation of China and { 1

world. After the outbreak of the May 4th Moy

ment, he edited the famous Hsiangchiang Rewvie

and other revolutionary publications, and ina
rated the Culture Bookstore and a Marxist s

society — all in order to advance the revolution
disseminate Marxism-Leninism. Meanwhile,
Hunan Province as a base and the New Peo

Study Society as the core, he organized and -f’.'
struggles against imperialism and feudalism by peo-

In carrying on these I‘EVO]Utl'
ary activities, he gave great importance to the

ple of all strata.

struggle on the ideological and cultural fronts,

. k]asses for more than 2,000 years to oppress and

qslave the people, and a reactionary tool in the

For the people to
hake off oppression and enslavement and win

 omplete emancipation, it was essential to smash

Lihe yoke of Confucian ethics.
® pinted out that following the Russian October
L pevolution,
I nto China and became an irresistible rising tide.
- But only by overthrowing the ideological rule of
 the doctrines of Confucius and Mencius could
- Marxism-Leninism be spread and the people roused
o carry out a thoroughgoing anti-imperialist and
fantl—feudal revolution.

e

Chairman Mao

Marxism-Leninism was introduced

Closely combining the
riticism of the doctrines of Confucius and Mencius

- with the struggle against imperialism and feudal-
1sm, Chairman Mao spearpointed the attack directly
against imperialism and the semi-colonial, semi-
d leudal social system. He represented the correct
line and orientation in the struggle to criticize
Confucius in the May 4th period by promoting the
Spread of Marxism-Leninism in its course.

In the “Down with the Confucian Shop” fight,

Armed with Marxism-Leninism, Chairman M y besides communist-minded intellectuals there
incisively exposed the doctrines of Confucius and Vere revolutionary intellectuals from the petty-
Mencius for what they were — an autocratic ideolr - bourgeoisie and the bourgeoisie who took part.
¢ However, it was with the stand and the political
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aim of different classes

movement. Some were able to

ward and keep moving §

forward. Others fell behind and turned passi

Still others became turncoats.

Lu Hsun (1881-1936), the chief commander in the
ring (1871-1949), a representative of the bourgeois in-

Own with the Confucian Shon” ;
_ p” struggle
the May 4th period, levelled devastatingg gandd

ranging criticisms at the doctri
and Mencius. jrandintie

14

Cor?fumanism closely with the anti~imperialist
a.ntl-feudal struggle. While participating in
flg%lt, be eagerly studied Marxism-Leninism
stmﬁc!; In dissecting his own thinking and ’
politically, kept remoulding his world outloo?(c
50 came to the realization that “the future bel
solely to the rising proletariat.” e viadl

of the battle, persevere in

Confucius and step by step
munist fighter.,
was

sycophancy or obsequiousness; this

Chairman Mao said:

quality is i
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that the latter joine--' E |
Z’El’uggle, and they gradually became differentigge.

S a result of the development of the revolutj n gsun breached and stormed the enemy citadel; on
o ” o cultural front he was the bravest and most cor-

persist in the struggle, thanks to t} rect, the firmest, the most loyal and the most ardent

constant efforts to remould their ideology as it w . jational hero, a hero without parallel in our history.

The road he took was the very road of China’s new

: , Thus he was apl€
to keep in step with the times, stand in the forefro_
the struggle to criticize
become a staunch com-

i “Lu Hsun
A man of unyielding integrity, free from all

aluable among colonial and semi-colonial peoples.
gepresenting the great majority of the nation, Lu

995

national culture.
In striking contrast to Lu Hsun was Wu Yu

tellectuals. Though he joined the ranks of the

 “Down with the Confucian Shop” struggle during
| !the May 4th period and even gained some fleeting

(fame, his criticism of the doctrines of Confucius
and Mencius was far from thoroughgoing because it
proceeded from the stand and political programme
of the bourgeoisie. As the revolution advanced
and Wu Yu’s illusions of a bourgeois republic

' vanished, he threw aside the slogan ‘“Down with
' the Confucian Shop,” degenerated, lost heart and

{inally turned into a notorious opium addict. Chen

' Tu-hsiu (1880-1942), a representative of the bour-

| geoisie who had sneaked into the proletarian rev-
olutionary ranks, posed as being ‘“‘against Con-

fucius” during the May 4th period. But because

s o e e

“On New Democracy,” Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP,
Peking, 1967, Vol. II, p. 372.
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he obstinately clung to the bourgeois stand .;;-
fegred and opposed the people’s revolution '.:
switched from “opposing Confucius” to
Confucius and, pushing his Right opportunist 4
clamoured that the latter’s “value” be “reassess'
tht::-n Tu_-hs'iu ended up as a faithful running }
s Sl;l;gp-erlahsm and of the landlord and
As for Hu Shih (1891-1962), a man of !
the comprador-bourgeois class, he had long E |
a devotee of Confucius, In the early stage of
May 4th Movement he was swept into the
of the “Down with the Confucian Shop”’ |
But he merely speculated on the revolution p
pf:_)c:ket some political capital. Because he 1 |
with the comprador-bourgeoisie, he could o
make a sham criticism. That was why he did
get tq the heart of the doctrines of Confucius at l
Mencius at all; instead, he concentrated on u
he called the “reforming” of “literary forms.” '
when .faced with the deepening of the revélutio
the wide dissemination of Marxism-Leninism r-
the upsurge of the workers’ and peasants’ movf'
ments, he quickly dropped his mask of :
Confucianism and showed his true colours
Confucius-worshipper.
“problems and ‘isms,’ ” clamoured for “more study?
of problems and less talk about ‘isms’ ” and openlﬁil

:,1'

anti__- |
as a
He provoked a debate on
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criticize Confucius
thorough criticism of Confucius is only possible if

traditional ideas.

;imed his spearhead at Marxism-Leninism. Later
he worked hard for the imperialists, whom he
dvised to “conquer the hearts of the Chinese
nation” with the doctrines of Confucius and
Mencius. Thus he fully exposed himself as an
imperialist flunkey who revered Confucius, wor-
shipped everything foreign and was a traitor to his
country.

The historical experience of the struggle to
criticize Confucius during the May 4th period is

proof that only the proletariat, with the new
cultural revolutionary force it leads, is able to

in real earnest, and that

one adheres to the proletarian stand and world
outlook. The proletariat cannot achieve its own

final emancipation without emancipating all man-

kind. To achieve both its immediate revolutionary

- goal and its ultimate ideal of communism, it must

make a most radical rupture with all antiquated
Therefore, the historical task ot

smashing the ‘“Confucian Shop” can be {fully
accomplished only by the proletariat. All revolu-
tionaries in China who plunge into the thick of the
current struggle to criticize Confucius should act
like Lu Hsun — consciously take the proletarian
stand, hold to the correct political orientation and
study Marxism-Leninism diligently while -criti-
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cizing the class enemy and the doctrines of
fucius and Mencius. Ang as Lu Hsun did,
should rigorously dissect their own thinking
actions, remould themselves and move consts
forward in the struggle. The deepening
struggle to criticize Confucius is bound to lead
the expansion and consolidation of the proletg
revolutionary ranks and the maturing of host
new revolutionaries nurtured by Marxism-Le
ism. The history of the struggle to criticize
fucius in the May 4th period has proved this. =
The “Down with the Confucian Shop” struggle
in that period was g great revolution on the cultural
and ideological fronts in modern China. As Chair-
man Mao points out: “The cultural revolution
ushered in by the May 4th Movement was i
promising in its opposition to feudal culture; there
had never been g
cultural revolution since the dawn of Chinese
tory. Raising aloft the two great banners of the
day, ‘Down with the old ethics
new! and ‘Down with the old literature and
with the new?, the
achievements to its
struggle did not end

D

(e
A

cultural revolution had great

credit.”® But naturally, t '
there. After the May 4;_

6“On New Democracy,” Selected Works, Eng. ed,, ;_
Peking, 1967, Vol. 11, p. 374,
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| ement the struggle between opposition to and
F 4 -ation for Confucius still kept on. R?presgntw
.,,enel of different reactionary classes }nvarlablj:,:
;T":v'eied the tattered flag of the “Confucian Sho.];)t
?iﬂliépeated counterattacks against tl'%e proletan?
4 q d .the revolutionary people, and in .efforli;sb '51?1
‘-ﬁverse the verdict on Confucius and his ru Ml
1 .fncf after these had been overthr{:.lwn by the te;}-r
: ;thDMovement. From Chi?ngJE ﬁ?:gzi,ﬁtnhge %1; i
1at and traitor to the people, | . ;
" ‘hing-wei, from the renegade, hidden tralitor an
T ,?Sct;?gl,iﬁeghao—chi to the renegade and tralt?'th:;
' ﬁi’iao — all without exception have made a fetis

such a great and thoroughgoi a E |

and Un, with !Confucius; therefore the struggle to criticize Con-

~ lucius is a long-term task. -
. | Chairman Mao said long ago:

| ' 1us; SO
he doctrines of Confucius ar?d Menm}:tsf and .
ﬁave the imperialists and soc1al—1mper1§11iists Zléit
- moribund and deca
porting them. The more ‘ R
| dly do all such elem

they become, the more fervi

érevzre Confucius. Such is the law of class_strug%;
5o long as there is class struggle, there wﬂl'be o
ilﬂtruggle between opposition to and veneration

“This task was

- herely begun in the period of the May' 4th fMo::I;
. ent, and a very great effort — a huge job of w

L] i - Ill
on the road of revolutionary remoulding ltsh:::l ;
hecessary to enable the whole people to free
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selves completely from the domination of t}

4 _-Iurgeois world outlook. They are our ideological
stereotype and dogmatism.””

B pon for the current deep-going criticism of

In China, all revolutions led by the prolé-' _:'__:, combined with criticism of Lin Piao.

ALt s iy L Move-
have been accompanied by criticism of we " chairman Mao has said: “The May 4th
/ e ent, however, had its own weaknesses. Many of

of Confucius and Mencius. And it is preci :
i 7:" | &, n . » .
the course of continuous repudiatigg of thae je leaders lacked the ecritical spirit of Marxism

doctrines that the proletariat and revoluti" d the method they used was generally that of the

y . . 998
people have pushed the revolution forward. Du ';urgeoisie, that is, the formalist method.”” These

the half century since the May 4th Movement, g /2 <1€SS€S made it impossible for many people a

; i STy ‘s of class rela-
the periods of both the new-democrat; 2 iat time to make a scientific analysis 0
atic revolut ns in Chinese history and to expose the class

and the socialist revolution, ‘ has i
closely linked the struggle ag(;?r?slf néir;leﬁ?s ang ntent of the struggle e i anfucﬁzri?sc};
foreign reactionaries with that against the egalist SChOOle T?ley L s &; of the
and Right opportunist lines in the Party, and B udy of the h1storlca}ly pI:o.gI'ESSl‘U; Eoéilitanﬂy
peatedly repudiated the doctrines of legalist School, and ({f i Wﬂtmgs;f dm hundreds
and Mencius and their worshippers. He riticized the Confucian School. 01 ;i;s i
criticized them both politically and 1deologice 'f millions & Wil peasaI?tS, i 1int;.11ectuals
using the world outlook of dialectical and histo giianary cadres and . I.evGllutlO]ELHWLeminis1:11—Maf0
materialism. These criticisms constituted an - Eﬂre earnestly Smd'?fmg MarEF:?IP“ Lin Piao and
portant content of the two-line struggles within }Tsetung Thought while o Bk i

: 1 : emerged many
Party. Chairman Mao’s brilliant theses in criticism FontBbilE e n?ax;;ply thge Marxist

of Confucius, written during these struggles, are activists who enthusiastica :

cdl " 3 . . s e nd
' ' A st i method in their criticisms a
Important summaries of the historical experienté |ﬂtand, viewpoint and

| iticize Lin Piao
of struggles both between Marxism and revisionism analyses. In the movement to cri

. ) ‘us. the Party calls on us to use the
and between the proletarian world outlook and |$eipiﬁnilécﬁsémism “rzad and study conscien-

T4 . R
ppose Stereotyped Party Writing,” Selected Works Bl 11 £t
2 Dr I:'!' \
Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1967, Vol. III, p, 55. B 8Ibid, p. 54
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tiously and have a good grasp of Marxism,_{-
undertake serious study both of the current s
tion and of history so as to make subs
progress.
The present movement to criticize Lin Pial
Confucius is the continuation and deveIOpméi
the proletarian-led struggle to criticize Conf
that has gone on since the May 4th Movemy
The “Down with the Confucian Shop”’ t
that time was waged to stem the adverse cu
of restoration stirred up by imperialism and fe
warlords, clear the way for the extensive dissemi
tion of Marxism-Leninism and impel the al
imperialist and anti-feudal new-democratic reﬁ'i
tion forward. And today we criticize Confu_'
in cjle:pth In order to uphold Marxism and op
revisionism, continue the revolution under the pr
letarian dictatorship, do away with the pernici":
Influence of Lin Piao’s revisionist line, consoli:

: {'
L

and expand the achievements of the Great Prolé
tarian Cultural Revolution and speed the advaneé
of socialist revolution and construction.  The
“Down with the Confucian Shop” struggle in
May 4th period raised the curtain on the newe
democratic revolution. The present extensive and
profound struggle to criticize Lin Piao and Conr
fucius will guarantee greater successes in socialif
revolution and construction. Therefore, it co
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igl;futes a str k not only ©
. ;0 of far-reaching historic signific

f . cialist revolution, especl

it (y1tural Revolution. | :
Il ¢ Chairman Mao and the sharp ideological weapon

ina- ¢ \arxism-Leninism-Mao Tgetung Thought. We
anltl- . ye the powerful dictatorship

- .nd directly participating in th
5 hr0ad masses of workers, peasants

e Thus we are able to carry
" (riticize Confucius more broadly and thoroughly

S than ever before. A greaj: deal of work
€ty further deepen the crl

* carry the revoluti

| orientation of the
' olutionary spirit of the

& period.

: ; ¢
.« task not only of immediate bu
o ance. With the

sctorious development of the revc‘)lut‘ion, people
?ﬂl gain deeper understanding of its importance.
il

- - - - - L] Con-
The conditions under which we criticize

ncius today differ greatly from those of the May
th period. We have experienced the new—f
jemocratic revolution and more than 20 years O

ally the Great Proletarign
We have the wise leadership

of the proletariat,
e criticism are the
and _soldiers.

on the movement toO

is needed
ticism of Lin Piao ang
] ' it a success an

Confucius. We can certainly make1

. on in the realm of the super-
structure through to the end if we act upon Cbsiur-i
man Mao’s teachings, firmly grasp the politica
struggle, carry forward the rev-
May 4th Movement and
orical experience gained
the May 4th

make wise use of the hist .
in the criticism of Confucius since
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Fang Hai

The Proletarian Cultural Revolution ;
a Deep Criticism of the Doctrines
Confucius and Mencius

In China, ever since "
th? political stage as a
political force, the lons i ' iably
M linkEdrs;lf'allutlons 1t led have invariak

Confucian and Mencian doctrines,
Proletarian Cultural Revolution
by Chairman Mao is 3 great po

It is also a profound criticism o
Confucius and Mencius.

. The reactionary doctrines of Confucius and Me:
clus are doctrines of restoration, Every reactio-' |
ary rulu?g class in Chinese history has made
of them in an attempt to hold back social
and restore the old order. Representatives m
opportunist lines within the Communist Party '
188 1

The Great
initiated and led
litical revolutior
f the doctrines ¢
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ents of the landlord class and the bourgeoisie. In
qer to turn back the wheel of history and oppose
L ] ' hey inevitably pick
o proletarian revolution, they In

.feapons from the trashy ideological arsenal of the

cadent slave-owning and landlord classes to

“itack the proletariat and so are bound to be diehard

efenders and frenzied peddlers of the reactionary

octrines of Confucius and Mencius. During the

rreat Proletarian Cultural Revolution, we have

| mashed the two bourgeois headquartel.*'s, one
Leaded by Liu Shao-chi and the other by Lin Piao.

The struggle against Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao is

B 1 ition to and worship
the proletariat appeared on a}fsoca Siic mggle S g o 1
class_ . . o D onliuclus. T4 :

The criticism of their revisionist

itic] i 3 i ' ncius. Like all
criticism of the reactionagy doctrines of Confucius and Me

other ringleaders of opportunist lines withitn the
Party, Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao were worshippers
of Confucius. The reactionary doctrines of Con-
fucius and Mencius constitute one of the main ideo-
logical sources of their revisionist lines.

The sinister book on “self-cultivation” by the.-‘:
tenegade, hidden traitor and scab Liu Shao-chi
stemmed from the reactionary doctrines of Confu-
cius and Mencius and was directed against the

proletariat. '
were new versions of these doctrines.

proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the

Most of the vicious views he spread
Confucius

189
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£ 1 s i b - iu Shao-chi
and Mencius preached ‘“loyalty and consi q be an Oﬂ:mlal' ; (;‘?r?e?porﬁlen%}g;t? in order to
ness” and “accord among men,” and Liu Shay thi 1deas'0f _]omgﬁ to become an official”
on his part urged people to “learn from Co 111?:” studying 1Ilt0rs_1de to gild oneself.” Liu
In practising the principle of consideratenesg . ,d ‘‘going to e QOunllt:y worthy disciple of Con-
show “magnanimity, forbearance and the spi of hao-chi proved .hrmse 3 ting their canons and
conciliation and compromise”; all of which he gig ,cius and Mencius by parroting
In order to promote his theory of “the dying nitating their actions. ; A P L
of class struggle” and of “‘peace within the Parfy» The bourgeois careexl‘mt, R wa; kb e
Contucius and Mencius preached that “only raler, renegade and tI’.altOI‘ Lin Plag WG HET S TS
highest who are the wise and the lowest who are ,, out-and-out Confucian. He use g Hmied
the stupid cannot be changed,”! and that “the 'gry doctrines of Contuclus and Menc(:: %ty Bloe
mon people should be directed to do things but not ,,g sabotage the Great Pro}etamgn u ot
made to comprehend them.”® Liu Shao-chi ution in a bid to subvert .the-. dlcffat(}r; np g
the same tune; he slandered the working class'@s , ctariat and restore capitalism in China. 146
“having developed to a considerable extent the

® Jage “restrain oneself’ and return to the rites,

R 1 5 . 0
mentality of the guildsmen and of the hooligans,” reached by Confucius, was taken up by Lin Pia

| . (AR EL o estoration
and “lacking a sense of social responsibility,” and s his reactionary programme for the res

TEA 3 : he
accused the peasants of thinking of nothing ex if capitalism. Confuclus and Mencius spread t
“keeping cool and sleeping at their homes.”

otion that some people are “bf’m W,lth. kno;!iln
this he did in order to peddle his theory of “d € 106,78 and other fallacies of idealist apt'lol‘lsm- ohd
tools” and his thesis that “the masses are ba€ :Piao’use d these as reactionary ideological weap
ward.” Confucius and Mencius spread s

for a “return to the rites.”
fallacies as ‘“those who work with their m Lg

In their slanders against the labouring people
govern, while those who toil with their hands

1 Analects, “Yang Huo.” * Analects, “Tz;: Chitlg-

21bid., “Tai Po.” B 5 Ibid., “Yen Han,

3 Mencius, “Teng Wen Kung.” , 6 Ibid., “Chi Shih. =
190
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ﬁ . re
Lin Piao were entirely at one with Confue ng fure of revisionism to the full, we must 13:37‘ b"{ 3
: : : s iticizing Bogdanov, a revisionis
Mencius. Confucius engaged in demago . origins. In criticizing _ Ol
swindling wherever he went. Lin Piao e ad.,0 had sneaked in‘go the: .RLTSSEIIL P
him by playing double-faced tricks, and sa lrty, Lenin traced his revisionism bac B
the ﬁne-—sounding words while doing eve nglishman Berkeley, fat‘her of I’eaCE(;I;lal"}"recent,
evil. Lin Piao and Confucius not only us idealism. Lenin pointed outi e i
same language, but their politics, ideology [achians have not adduced a single alrgdl:i o
" inst the materialists that had not been a i
rains 997 ‘ riticizing Liu
iy Bishop Berkeley.”" Now, in c 21
:':%hao-chi and Lin Piao and thell_t' COL{ntE'T —revo
'\:I*ianary revisionist lines, we are str.qppmg then;
down to their origins in Contucius. bca:;lh;e
. see that the “latest” goods hawked by

; %% Wlitical swindlers are the time-worn stock—ln-—ttila@i
OWners of more than 2,000 years ago,‘i{'}y{lat s’_-ﬂf the Confucian Shop? Can we not see tha.t thel
all three together indissolubly is their essence vhole sinister system of thought, their .entu:e Ire-=
eépresenting reactionary exploiting classes and éctionary ideology constitutes a black line linked
manifesting a common ideology and behaviour, i.e, §with that of Confucius and Mencius?

the effort to turn back the wheel of history. Cl o “There. s no con-
fore, we must criticize Confucius while critici- ;St tion without destruction, no flowing without
Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piac. The current druc Lo and no motion without rest.”* Put
to criticize Lin Piao and Confucius has the purposé ™Mming

; have con-
' idati ion first, and in the process you
precisely of consolidating and carrying forward the lestruction

' ltural Rev-
~ : I ion. In the Great Proletarian Cu
major achievements of the Great Proletarian C..1truct10n T

i REVOIUFIOI]’ strengthe?mg il dlctatorghlp_-_ | ?\: Lenin, Materialism and Empirio-Criticism, Eng. ed.,
the proletariat and OPposing the restoration 0f "Lp. Peking, 1972, p. 29. |
capitalism in China. As Lenin pointed out, if w€

| *“On New Democracy,” Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP,
want to expose the counter—revolutionary innét Peking, 1967, Vol, II, p. 369.

. 193
192 J |

tactics ran in the same vein.

Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao were adherent;
Confucius. In the cultural revolution and
struggle to consolidate and develop its rich achig
ments, it is necessary for us to criticize Confu
along with criticism of Liu Shao-chi and Lin P

Although Confucius was 3 spokesman for the slg

= - 2 —
T .
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olution, both Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao ha __ Jdictatorship of the proletariat that they spared
exposed as faithful adherents of Confucius, L?effr:)rt in seizing upon the field of ideology,
counter-revolutionary revisionist lines have hea duously preached the reactionary doctrines of
scathingly criticized alongside the reactione. ofucius and Mencius, frantically exercised a
doctrines of Confucius and Mencius. Duri"f nter-revolutionary dictatorship over the prole-
fierce struggle to smash the two bourgeois heag.siat in the departments under their control and
quarters of Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao, the massessiered a lush growth of poisonous weeds. The
of people engaged in large-scale destruction of fhem of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution
traditional ideologies of the reactionary ¢ : to oppose and prevent revisionism, seize back
which were stubbornly defended by those two andiat portion of power usurped by the bourgeoisie,
built up proletarian ideology on a large scale, Thewercise all-round proletarian dictatorship in the
decadent ideologies upheld by Liu Shao-chif 'perstructure including all fields of culture, con-

Lin Piao had as their main source the doctrin i+ and strengthen the socialist economic basis,
Confucius and Mencius, which made up the n

bd prevent capitalist restoration, thereby enabling
reactionary part of China’s feudal cultyre andur country to continue its advance along the so-
ideology. The Chinese bourgeoisie was feeblelist road. In the final analysis, this revolution
politically and economically, and moreover was aimed precisely at destroying the ideology of the
closely linked with the feudal forces, so it couldclining exploiting classes and transforming the
not, and did not oppose the feudal culture a'0rld according to the world outlook of the prole-
thoroughgoing way. At all times, its culture ar |

ideology retained many feudal dregs. Liu Shao- During the cultural revolution a multitude of

chi and Lin Piao were representatives of this bour "and-new things emerged in the course of the up-
smynd-down struggle against the revisionist lines

geoisie within the Party. In practising revisionisml
they were bound to employ the doctrines of Blushed by Liu Shao-chi and Lin Pigo. Their
fucius and Mencius to oppose proletarian cult':i 'fppearance also came about as a result of penetrat-
and ideology. It was for the sole purpose of creafr g criticism of the doctrines of Confucius and

ing public opinion to prepare for the overthrowf lencius which were so stubbornly upheld by Liu

194 -. 195
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to
. ‘ & d? — they are able
i akin the May e : do,
Shao-chi, Lin Piao and other political gfgq;weﬁ ot whatever job they‘are gl?ﬁigtzgain
 diwratire and art hogani'th poriry sl g er as officials or as rank-and-filers.

workers, peasants and soldiers who took ove ’

i 5
deep criticism of the reactionary view of Co
realms, so that the emperors, kings, ger 2

with
s and Mencius that “those who -’ were

Inist hol d beauti ho f N F »  Lin Piao and his crew
ministers, scholars and beauties who for cen ir minds govern.

ntur ocialist
had personified Confucian and Mencian val u€s op sumed with fear and hatred of t.h-es*iisg Con-
stage were swept from the boards. This w things born in the course of critici i
was a penetrating criticism of the reacti \anism, and by the breakaway of more

| : : d Men-
idealist conception of history — “only the highq ople from the doctrines of Confucius $§dermine
who are the wise and the lowest who are the stupid, . They left no stone unturned to

i d
cannot be changed” — preached by Confuciu d. . Great Proletarian Cultu'ral rReE 031;132}?1;;#
Mencius, in which the people were regardec egate everything new. In t}qew plan on oy
mere chaff. On the educational front, the cult evolu_tionary armed coup d’etat, kEOWGreat Al
revolution wrote an end to the situation in whi ¢ Project “h7l. 'they attacked the

i 3 E ! : he most viciou
education was divorced from the masses of worl brian Cultural Revolution 1m t
and peasants and from productive labour, and to

le-
| , j : r the Great Pro
188 .| ent situation emerging atte
Workers, peasants and soldiers no n iver- G s a 966. all
P e g N 9 In line with Chairman Mao’s directive of May 7, 1966,
F Y 1%

sities, run them and are transforming them | : e schools ini rotation. || There! they
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought. Million$ fadres go to “May T° €

of educated vo ' wi present-day
young people ne to th a gdﬂ serious reading and study linked with the

3 as
truggle, take part in collective pmdgctnéik ﬁb{}a;icul-
Stru .
= L . a1t ? - D tD llve an W
side to integrate themselves with the peasants. Allndinary working people and g

Thus they
; ; ' temper themselves.
this constitutes a deep criticism of the reaction lural production brigades 1o p

AP i re for
" emould their world outlook. This 1s & siratfflihﬂelﬁi?;;oﬂml
thinking that “he who excels in learning can tarrying out the basic line of the Party

FAIIAG
g - isionism and preventing 1
an official,” peddled by Confucius and Menciu reriod of socialism, ﬂ?léoiﬁg i;ilsiﬁztatorship of the prole-
with its contempt for the working people. Cadres ‘mergence e i |

In state organs and other parts of the superstructut
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| taking the
.krk well at what
her as officials or

“May 77 road’ — they are abledts
ever job they are given to I;
qs rank-and-filers. . This agal ;
deep criticism of the reactionary View oé (igr;h
¥ d Mencius that “those whcf WE)I' "
o E:md vern.” Lin P1ao and his crew we 1;
' 1 mlr; : g'fc)h fea;r and hatred of thes‘e‘somahsﬂ
ﬂsufnfff W]éom in the course of criticizing Cone
; ﬂ:lmgsz-md by the breakaway of more and ﬁor-
o the doctrines of Confucius and e:ne
. left no stone unturned to unﬁermmd
4 Th?‘ Proletarian Cultural Revolution an#
o e Greaer thing new. In their plan for a cour;‘;ie
egafet?;?nagy armed coup d’etat, known as O;, ;le_
v;—1:;jlae:c1; 5Ty, they attaclst.ed the Gze;t Vi:;ious
rian Cultural Revolution in the 'Ised g
quuage. They slanderously deshcmGreat g
“llent situation emerging after the

Shao-chi, Lin Piao and other political s

Literature and art began to portray and :
workers, peasants and soldiers who took o
realms, so that the emperors, kings,

ministers, scholars and beauties who for
had personified Confucian and Mencian v.
stage were swept from the boards. This i
was a penetrating criticism of the reac
idealist conception of history — “only the
who are the wise and the lowest who are the
cannot be changed” — preached by Confuc
Mencius, in which the people were regar
mere chaff. On the educational front, the cu
revolution wrote an end to the situation in
education was divorced from the masses of wo
and peasants and from productive labour, s
domination of the schools by bourgeois intellee
Workers, peasants and soldiers now attend un

EE T directive of May 7, 1966, all
sities, run them and are transforming them 1

: . irman Mao’s _
| :‘? IJE};JIE: a';?-::adre schools in rotation. There they
idres go 10

: ith the pI‘ESEﬂt"day
_ : - d study linked Wi § as
? 581‘110u8t;;2d11;§rt3ﬂ in collective productive labour
(Tuggle,

X ‘rk in agricul-
| : d go to live and wor
- kamgbﬁfggcliisa?o tomper themselves. Thus they

. . v : . duction iy ic measure for
this constitutes a deep criticism of the reactio :;inﬂ?their world outlook. This1s 2 stt;atff D

L : . | utlo il toric
thinking that “he who excels in learning can B Lying out the basic line afe :ﬁfﬂnism el R
an official,” peddled by Confucius and Mencitl x iod of socialism, ”?ﬁiﬁ l:the dictatorship of the prole-
with its contempt for the working people. Cadr€® mergence and consoli - di

In state organs and other parts of the superstructut® w
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of educated young people are going to the countt
side to integrate themselves with the peasants. £
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tarian Cultural Revolution in which the s

cause is flourishing as “beset with growing
and “fallen into stagnation,” the practice
educated young people going to mountainous &
and countryside as ‘“‘a disguised form of

through labour” and the policy of cadres go
the “May 7”’ cadre schools as ‘“disguised unemp
ment.” The more they step up their frer
opposition to the Great Proletarian Cultural |
olution and to the newborn things, the more
should expand and deepen our criticism of
fucius and Lin Piao so as to consolidate and de
the tremendous achievements of the cultural
olution and promote the speedy and healthy gro
of the new things.

The facts of Chinese history show that on
cultural revolution carried out and led by the
letariat can penetratingly criticize and thoroughl
oppose Confucius on a wide range of questions. '_{;-?
the past, the newly rising landlord class and bo_-
geoisie did, each in its turn, oppose and criticizt
Confucius. But their class interests determinec
that they could not be thorough in this. AS

cers. But with the lapse of time, because their
; osites — the slave class, the peasant class and
.-01[:5 proletariat — grew in strength step by step,
.:Ztruggled against them more and more fletrct::ll‘;sf;
:these ruling classes changeq step_ by step mdo' A8
everse, changed into react_mnanes, ch.ange Kl ’
rackward people, changed into paper tl.gers. n_
wentually they were overthrown, or will be over

fhirown, by the people.”” When tht-?- landlord clajss
;nd the bourgeoisie (including the intellectuals 1n
heir service) were ascending, they stood for: t:re.msé
iormation and progress and opposed anci' cr11:1(:12‘e

the doctrines of Confucius and Mencius which
2dvocated restoration of the old order and blockeg
their way forward. bBut after these cle}sses ha

seized political power, and held it for a tlr_ne, tl:ley
changed over to worship for Confucius In order
to consolidate their own rule and preserve their
own interests, and in their turn prqmoteq a counteﬁ'-
revolutionary ideological and political line for the
maintenance of the old order. When a clas's or a
person changes from opposition to Confuc_:lus t(;
As worship of Confucius, it marks the change in tha

) : . . ' reactiona
Chairman Mao has pointed out: “In past histor¥s class or person from revolutlol_la;y tcs}uch chang?;
before they won state power and for some time and from progress to retrogression.

afterwards, the slave-owning ; (’flaSS, the' f{audél " 0«Talk with the American Correspondent Anna Louise
landlord class and the bourgeoisie were vigorous

1 " Strong,” Selected Works, Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1969, Vol. IV,
revolutionary and progressive; they were réd ., o599
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struggle independent of man’s will.

The proletariatis different from all the exﬁbi-"?' "

classes. Representing the most advanced relati
of production, it is the greatest class in the his
F’f mankind, the most powerful revolutionary ¢
ideologically, politically and in terms of strength.
It is a class which, from first to last, stands ﬁr" "
for the progress and transformation of society a;
works for the interests of the vast majority. O
a c.ultural revolution led by this class, the pro-f
ta%“'l.at, 1s up to the task of thoroughly opposing E
crlFlcizing Confucius. When the proletariat.'-
Chlna mounted the political stage, history plag’.
this task upon its shoulders. Fa

The great May 4th Movement of 1919 raised ‘i
slogan “Down with the Confucia;n Shop!” and thuﬁ
began to break down the 2,000-year-old cult E
Conftflc‘ius. “The May 4th Movement was uncoiéf
promising i.n its opposition to feudal culture.’f;%?
F_‘rom that time on our country’s democratic revohi,?
tion entered a new stage. And as the nve
democratic revolution led by the };mlf'rcrfle’calf'i_ﬂ;ﬁ

developed in depth, the struggle against Confucian®

U Mao Tsetung, “On New D
" emocracy,” Selected Work$
Eng. ed., FLP, Peking, 1967, Vol, II, p. 374.

200

<m also became ever fiercer and deeper. In the
course of the socialist revolution the economic base
of the bourgeoisie has already been smashed. But
this exploiting class refuses to quit the stage of
history and, turning its attention to winning the
battle in people’s minds, 1S attempting to use the
ideology of the exploiting classes and the reaction-
ary doctrines of Confucius and Mencius to corrupt
the masses, undermine the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat and restore capitalism.

Ever since the founding of the People’s Republic
of China, the great leader Chairman Mao has paid
close attention to the class struggle in the sphere
of ideology and repeatedly issued instructions and
launched criticism against the reactionary Confu-
cianism. In the Great Proletarian Cultural Rev-
olution and the current criticism of Lin Piao and
Confucius, both initiated and led by Chairman Mao,
Confucianism is being criticized more penetratingly
and on an incomparably wider scale than in any
of the previous cultural revolutions in China’s his-
tory. The May 4th Movement belonged in its
nature to the bourgeois-democratic revolution,
s0 it was not possible for it to oppose the ideologies
of all the exploiting classes. The current move-
ment to eriticize Lin Piao and Contucius, however,
is a political and ideological struggle in which
Marxismy is triumphing over revisionism, and the
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superstructure — a more profound revolution j m
ideological sphere.,
During the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolu“f~
we have smashed the two bourgeois headquart
headed by Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao, and de -
criticized the counter-revolutionary revision i
lines which they pushed and the doctrines of C
fucius and Mencius which they touted. Thelr
tempt to imitate Confucius in conspiring
restoration was thwarted. This is a great vic s-?:-r5-
of Chairman Mao’s proletarian revolutionary li si
But we cannot say that the struggle between fti
criticism and the worship of Confucius has co N
to an end with this great movement. On the o
hand, Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao were not *'-*
isolated persons, but representatives of a class anc
a political line; and although they have been ove
thrown, we must continue to examine thorough
and repudiate politically and ideologically the res
visionist lines they acted upon and the doctrines of
Confucius and Mencius which they advocated. O
the other hand, we must see that the struggle b
tween criticism and worship of Confucius has
along been an important component of the struggll
between the two classes and the two lines, and is,
therefore, a long-term fighting task. g
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Although Liu Shao-chi, that worshipper of Con-

ycius, was overthrown during the Great Prole-

arian Cultural Revolution, Lin Piao came out to

nfurl the tattered banner of Confucius-worship.

this fact shows vividly that the followers of Con-

ycius will not disappear as a result of just one or

wo cultural revolutions. The Party’s basic line
ells us that socialist society covers a considerably

l{mg historical period and that throughout this his-
orical period, there are classes, class contradictions
ind class struggle, there is the struggle between the
socialist road and the capitalist road, there is the
danger of capitalist restoration and there is the
threat of subversion and aggression by imperialism
and social-imperialism. Struggles between two lines
within the Party, which reflect these contradic-
tions, will also continue for a long time, and may
occur ten, twenty or thirty more times. Lin Piaos
will appear again and so will persons like Wang
Ming, Liu Shao-chi, Peng Teh-huai and Kao Kang.
The doctrines of Confucius and Mencius are doc-
'~ frines for restoration, as long as there is anyone at-
tenrlpting restoration there will be reverence for
" Confucius and utilization of his doctrine to push the

all revisionist line and oppose the proletarian revolu-

tion and the dictatorship of the proletariat. There-
fore, the criticism of Confucius and Mencius will
continue throughout the entire historical period of
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socialism in the struggle between the two
two roads and two lines and will at all ti
one of the main contents of the socialist rev
in China. We must stick to the Party’s basi
for the historical period of socialism, persist in
ing revolution under the dictatorship of the )
tariat, deepen the class struggle and the tw
struggle and carry the struggle of criticism ¢
Piao and Confucius through to the end. On
can we consolidate and develop the victc
achievements of the Great Proletarian Culfs
Revolution, strengthen the dictatorship of the

letariat and carry the proletarian revolution
stantly forward. '

-Tang Hsiao-wen

. o T
L |
e |

juhsia Chih Denounces Confucius

| Kung Chiu (Confucius) represented the'ideolo.gy of
he decadent and declining slave-owning alj1stoc-
8 ncy. Reactionaries in the past rever:ed him as
b the sage.” The ringleaders of the wirarlous opp:)or-
" tunist lines in the Chinese Communist Party like-
'~ wise all revered Confucius, and the renegade and
" aitor Lin Piao was a devout disciple of his. Con-
trariwise, the working people have always hated
" (Confucius Dbitterly, held him in contempf? and
= sternly refuted and criticized his react?onary
i . preachments. The denunciation of Confucius by

Liyhsia Chih more than 2,000 years ago, as told irll
 an essay entitled “Chih the Robber in the bﬁ?
Chuang Tzu, constitutes a splendid page 1n the his-
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tory of the working people’s struggle 1
Confucius. "

=

Outstanding Leader of a Slave Uprising

.!:_'.'

S the State of Wel.

Chih was slandered as a “big robber” and “Chih th
Robber” by the reactionary classes for more
2,000 years. Now it is time to reverse this reve
of history. In fact, he was no ‘“robber,” but
outstanding leader of a slave uprising. He we
known as Liuhsia Chih because he resided in Liu

hsia (in eastern Puyang County in the ‘hih, and negate his merits and some

Honan Province). |
Liuhsia Chih lived towards the end of the Spri

and Autumn Period (770-476 B.C.) when China was

undergoing a great social upheaval, the change

from the slave to the feudal system. To hold
the collapse of their system, the slave-owning

aristocrats, who were already on the verge of

doom, stepped up their cruel oppression and ex:
ploitation of the slave class and other working '
ple. The court and nobles lived a licentious, eX*

travagant life while the working people, hungty

and inadequately clothed, were weighed down bY

heavy toil and barely able to keep alive. Becau
of this, “the common folk suffered severely an@

both husband and wife cursed the times”; class co
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., qdiction was very sharp and large-scale slave up-
it i laces.
B o5 occurred in many plac '
b | 'fflicil records, city-wall builders rebelled in the

::‘;tate of Chi,

According to his-

the masses rose in arms in thfa State
{ Cheng and handicraft slaves attacked‘thew ruler
With “swords, poison, wgter
nd fire” as weapons, slaves in various plnaces selztleld
wvehicles, horses, clothes and fur {}oats fromft e
obles and the rich. The outstanding 1ea<§ier 0 En
rmed slave uprising in the states of phl ‘andh. 11;1
nresent-day Shantung Province) was ]:.J1uh51a D ih.
Out of their class prejudice, expl_o1t1ng-cla§s Ln?—
orians have done their utmost to dlsparagesﬁgdzi
against him are also contained in the; essay “Chih
e Robber.” Few records of his activities are ex-
tant. But even what has survived s.hqws tha’t:, Chih
was a wise and valiant hero, judicious, farsighted
and a skilful commander. He had a theory and a
programme, was good at organizing the Iﬁassif i;i
enjoyed their support. In theﬂ escf;ay Chi ik
Robber,” we read: Liuhsia Chih “had 9,000 ?

lowers assailing and doing violence to the nobles
everywhere.” Upon their arrival, the: slavejownlng
aristocrats fled pell-mell, the blig- aristocrats
entrenched themselves in walled cities and the
smaller ones hid themselves in strongholds s1:1rt—
rounded by earthen walls — none dared resist.
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This proved that Chih’s powerful conti.“ | _lprising led by Liuhsia Chih. Hsun Tzu (313-238
wielded far-reaching influence and were a g_c.), 5 thinker of the new emerging landlord class
threat to the reactionary rule of the slave-o 1 nd @ noted representative of the Legalis’f, Sf:hoql,
aristocracy. By fighting over a wide range o cknowledged that Liuhsia Chih was convincing i
ritory, the forces led by Chih had an extensi jebate and enjoyed high prestige among people of
pact. So, his name became synonymous he lower strata. Some later progressive thln}{ers,
slaves in revolt in many states at that time. 1so referred to Liuhsia Chih as an “outstandmg_’
mere mention of his name was enough to make 5 of the common people in revolt. But the mori-

* .und and declining slave-owning aristocrats mor-=

aristocrats tremble in their boots. ; .
Revolutionary force “is the instrument with the 2!ly feared and hated this slave uprising. They

aid of which social movement forces its way cviled Chih as a monster, “hig robber” who rel-
through and shatters the dead, fossilized politieal shed human flesh and blood and killed people in
forms.”! In class society, violent revolution is the order to grab their wealth.
general law governing the replacement of one sc Confucius, who stubbornly upheld the slave sys-
system by another. In Chinese history the s tem, was full of implacable hatred for Liuhsia Chih.
uprising which Liuhsia Chih led was a great at- e viciously cursed him as a violator of law and of
tempt by the exploited class to solve social con- filial piety, and a “‘scourge in the world.” He was
tradictions through violent revolution. The slaves, letermined to eliminate this “scourge.” In cO-
long oppressed and kept at the bottom rung of ordination with the violent suppression by the
ciety, rose in revolt, smashed the shackles slave-owners, he put on an outward show of kind-
on them by the slave-owning aristocrats and sho;’ ¢ ness, personally went to see Liuhsia Chih and tried
both the economic base and the superstructure of by every means to induce him to surrender. When
the slave system, and gave history a strong pu' ) he approached Chih, Confucius repeatedly bowed
forward. This was an excellent thing.  in sign of respect and did his utmost to please and
Progressives and advocates of reform in China® {latter him. Using such deceptive words as “benev-
past have left us positive comments on the sla e olence,”’ “righteousness” and “virtue” and tempting
i ¥ Chih with honours and bait such as ‘“building

g,
M

! Frederick Engels, Anti-Diihri
- - | Tlg, En - 'Ed "y FLPH 3 f_' .. . - - -
1962, p. 254. 1 Mﬂsw:_ a big city with a circumference of several hundred
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1i” and “revering you as one of the ruling n
Confucius tried to persuade him to lay do
arms and turn into a docile subject of the
owning aristocrats. 4

Liuhsia Chih burned with hatred for Conf
who was wandering about like a stray dog s
bornly trying to safeguard the slave system.
flew into a rage when the man’s name was
nounced. When Confucius came in, Chih g
at him furiously and with one hand on his swi
sharply denounced him to his face. He sternly
demned Confucius’ reactionary doctrine and
advocacy of retrogression and return to the
ways, and exposed his “craftiness and hypoc
in all their ugliness. Thoroughly refuted, Confue
was left speechless and beat a hasty retreat. I
the eyes of this people’s hero, Confucius —
as the “sage” by reactionaries —was but a col
temptible clown. In his struggle against Com
fucius, Liuhsia Chih showed dauntless courage and
revolutionary militancy.

““The Robber Confucius” Is Justly Refuted

Confucius, when meeting Liuhsia Chih, ope

slandered the slave uprising he led as a shame ul

action. He urged Chih to follow the way of the
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confucian School, learn deportment from the “sage
and scholars,” “demobilize the soldiers and assem-
ple his brothers so that they could offer sacrifices
o ancestors together.” :

ntrigue and such reactionary preachments,ﬁ Liu-
hsia Chih exposed and criticized them without

Faced with so sinister an

mercy.

Ancient Kings Were “Trouble-Makers"
— Not Examples to Follow

Liuhsia Chih firmly refuted Confucius’ reactionary
‘deas of following the ancient kings and trying to
turn back the clock to restore the old order. Con-
fucius’ advocacy of “offering sacrifices to ancestors
together” and following the examples of “sages”
were meant to carry out his reactionary political
programme Of “golf-restraint and return to the

" rites” and uphold and restore the weakened and
shattered rules, institutions and social order of the

© slave system of the Western Chou Dynasty. For

this purpose, Confucius lauded the slave society of

the Shang and Western Chou dynasties as a para-

dise on earth. He prettified the chieftains of the
slave-owning class in the Shang and Chou dynas-
ties as the “most holy sages,” lofty in virtue and
prestige, and demanded that people prostrate them-
selves before them. Liuhsia Chih rebutted Con-
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fucius’ nonsense, denounced the cruel rule o;"'f’;
slave-owning aristocrats and exposed the rotfer
ness and darkness of the slave system. %5;1

Liuhsia Chih said pointedly that the chieftaing
of the slave-owning aristocracy were not “‘sageg
at all but shameless “trouble-makers”’ who op
pressed the people and made it impossible for then
to live in peace. Society under their rule was no
paradise on earth, but one entirely contrary to rea-

&f
1.

son in which “the strong bullied the weak, the rick
oppressed the poor.” In Liuhsia Chih’s view, a
highly moral society was one in which people “farm
to feed themselves, weave to clothe themselves and
do not harm each other,” thatis, a society With‘[i%t
exploitation or oppression. This profoundly ex-
pressed the aspiration of the slaves to rid them-
selves of exploitation and oppression and win
emancipation. -

Liuhsia Chih denounced Confucius’ adoption of
the system of the Western Chou Dynasty and hfs
attempt at controlling public opinion as a way of
seeking “riches and honour” for himself, protect=
ing the slave-owners’ ruling position and forcing
the slaves to continue to live in misery. Showing
extreme contempt for the power, position and ex=
travagant life of the ruling nobles — which Con=
fucius dangled before him as bait — Liuhsia Chill
declared that the life of a parasite who consumed
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githout working was extremely ‘shameful and1 ;hgt
e rule of the slave-owning aristocrats W‘?u - i
short—lived, come to a bad end and become ‘“‘extinc

. later generations.” ;

i iiuhsiga Chih’s criticism and refut_atum of
Confucius’ stand for the revival of the a}‘101ent ways
nd retrogression expressed the revolutionary r.'ebel
spirit of the oppressed slaves who feared neither
“the ancestors” nor “the sages” but were d_eter-
mined to overthrow the old system. From It W€
can see clearly that the slaves would never tolerate
Confucius’ efforts to restore slave—?wner rule.
Neither deception nor violent suppression can help
the reactionaries stem the advance Of hlsjzory.
Chairman Mao has pointed out: “’I‘h{:} Chfnese
never submit to tyrannical rule but invariably
use revolutionary means to overthrow or change

it.ﬂz

“Filial Piety and Brotherly Duty” Were
Nothing But Deceitful Nonsense

What Confucius taught was a reaction‘ary _theory
with restoration of the rites of Chou as its aim and
“benevolence” its core concept. He presented

.“;“Th-;e Chinese Revolution and
Party,” Selected Works, Eng. ed., F

II, p. 306.

the Chinese Communist
LP, Peking, 1967, Vol.
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“filial piety and brotherly duty” as the fundam
tals of “benevolence” and alleged that only by §
lowing these fundamentals could one beco
“loyal subject” guarding the slave-system
Confucius’ precepts of “filial piety and brot
duty” were aimed at upholding the hierarchy
patriarchal system of the slave-owning aristoc
“the king is a king, the subject a subject, the f
a father and the son a son.” With sharp eyes L
hsia Chih penetrated to the reactionary essence
Confucius’ doctrines and said straight to the po
that Confucius was trotting out the nonsense
““filial piety and brotherly duty,” because he drea
of becoming a rich noble ruling over the peo
Chih cited numerous facts in powerful exposure
the deceitfulness of Confucius’ precepts of ‘“filial
piety and brotherly duty.”
In his eyes, all the “loyal subjects” and “wise
men” exalted by Confucius were accomplices 0f
emperors and kings in oppressing the working peo=
ple and faithful henchmen of the nobility. Their
so-called “virtuous” deeds could only “make every=
one laugh” and ‘“all were unworthy of esteem.”
The “loyal subjects” and “wise men” who were
faithful unto death to the slave-owners were no
more than swine and dogs perishing in a foul ditché
Chih asked Confucius to his face: Why, if yott
regard your doctrines as principles universally ap-
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Jicable under heaven, were you chased out aga?;
1d again from the State of Lu, unab1§ to remat
a the State of Wei, ignored by people in the Sta.er;*
;Ffl Chi and besieged in the states of Chen axéd t’isag
7hy was it that you had to rux: here an ! er;
friven from pillar to post and “could not C;n ;
olace to stay under heaven”? “sze. your dc? r;)nee
of any worth?” His scathipg cr:t}‘mt?m 18.1d” ?;d
he ugliness of the “loyal subjects,” wise m}?l 1?1{9
‘superior men” exalted by Confucius ancli is 1i 1;(;
Taking the revolutionary s‘Eand (;')f res1sjcanced 4
Jave-owner oppression, Liuhsm. Ch'1h consuz‘iere ld
entirely just for the slaves to rise 1n rebellion ar;
wrest back the wealth they had created from the
hands of the slave-owning aristocrats. On the basis
of the slaves’ experience in their struggle, he gave
completely new interpretations tc;' such moral con:
cepts as courage, righteousness, wisdom and benevt
olence. He explained: When the slaves wen
into battle against the nobles, courage meant fear-.
lessness of death and being in the van of the clilargf%,
during a retreat, righteousness mear}t staying 1n
the rear to cover the withdrawal; WlSdOl'-n. meant
being good at analysing situations and seizing the
opportune moment for battle; and benevolence
meant sharing equally what was captured. In the
course of his criticism of Confucius’ preceptstof
“filial piety and brotherly duty,” this outstanding
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leader of the slave uprising was the first man
Chinese history to put forth from real life the 1
standards of the slave class, diametrically opy
to those of the slave-owning class.

Here we find profound proof that, in clas
ciety, “morality has always been class morali
has either justified the domination and the inte
of the ruling class, or, as soon as the oppressed
became powerful enough, it has represented it
volt against this domination and the future interests
of the oppressed.”” 4

The moral standards set forth by Liuhsia
represented the interests of the oppressed s
and their indignation against the slave-ow
Confucius’ precepts of “filial piety and brot

duty,” on the contrary, were ideological weapons p '
“oetting his food without farm

A M.
without weaving

used by all the reactionaries to safeguard their reac-
‘tionary rule —to the working people, they were
nothing but fallacies made up to fool the masses."

i

Confucius, a “Crafty Hypocrite,”
Was the “Robber”

Striking a grand pose, Confucius talked glibly

benevolence, righteousness and virtue and dressed
himself up as a “born sage.” His disciples and

3 Frederick Engels, op. cit., pp. 131-32. .

o’

i
s
g }}

i
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Jlowers went so far as t
;gs as: “If Heaven
L here WO .
‘However, when this
ymely decorated ha
. show of courtesy calle
:; ;grpocritical face was imme
q earing of Confucl
_emptuously remar

crafty hypocrite” o
ly, who mouthed fine words

" He sternly denounced Co
s with honey on his lips

W

Confucius’ crimes O
~  words and deeds and see

o extol him with such say-

had not produced Confuclus,
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darkness.
4 “sage”’ put on his hand-

¢ and his long robe, and with
d on Liuhsia Chih, his
diately unmasked. Upon
us’ arrival, Liuhsia Chih con-
ked that this fellow was a

f the State of Lu, cunning :fmd
in order to decelve.

nfucius as a double-dealer
but murder in his heart,

habitually praising people to tl}eir face:s” anc}{ it}sz
abitually abusing people behind their backs';

' ' ople’s sweat and blood,
arasite who lived on the peop i Aaii

e ¥ .
o reactionary politician “wag
create trouble” and mad for of-

iC] iti ] honour. Chih enumerated
ficial position, riches inionfusmg iy fatlse
king fame and gain. Giving
ded Confucius “big rob-
guilty of “heinous

sing his tongue to

tit for tat, he boldly bran

ber” and “Chiu the Robber”’ —

crimes.”’

4 Quotations from Chu Tzu.
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Was Confucius a “sage” or a “big robbe%’l; 3
“superior man” or a “crafty hypocrite”? To fh;
question, the reactionary ruling classes and
working people give entirely different answers, Aq
the great revolutionary Lu Hsun put it: “If w
those in authority who boosted Confucius in C i_'j-a,
making him the sage of those in power or t}me
anxious to take power, a sage having nothing to do
with the common people.”” The working pE'l:_’i'e
always regarded Confucius as a hypocrite
talked glibly about benevolence, righteousness and
virtue and was a scoundrelly and reactionar;
advocate of retrogression. A

In upbraiding Confucius to his face, Liuhsia Chih
showed a clear-cut stand and boldly refuted him
with reasoning and facts. Confucius’ scheme of
luring Chih into surrender thus ended in utter
failure. In conclusion, Liuhsia Chih told him with-
out mincing words, “What you preach is what I op-
pose. Get out! No more of your talk!” After this
severe scolding by Chih, Confucius lost control of
himself. Pallid with fear, and with blankly staring
eyes, he tottered to his carriage, his hands shaking

so much that it took him three tries to get hold ﬁ?
the reins. Like a vicious dog after a bad beating

® Lu Hsun, Confucius in Modern China.
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o fled In desperation with his tail between his
1

1p0S.
(#2)

: L ¢
The lowly are most intelligent; the élite are mos

: . the slave-
tionary thinker for :
gnorant. i pishig Confucius held the working

ning aristocrats, ; i
;Eoplegin contempt. He spouted such trash as “T

uperior man thinks in terms of righteougniss, tI}—;Z
nferior man thinks in terms of : g:elm.Dr:almy
sléndered the working people as lacking ;nrm anci
out for small gains, knowing iny ??E;we t}z ! 35 e
’ ] ce O .
labour, mere tools in the serm” ’ e
tie self-styled “superior min,h Qoréf;cgus,TxE; o
in hi ith Liuhsia .
teated in his struggle wi 2
;vivid proof that the slaves Wh({ were‘i{iﬁizdac;;&:o_
d base by the slave-0
upon as mean an ' - ERciew
' - industrious, courag
crats were in fact most 1n e 3B
ive force for destroying

wise, and were the motive ' :
01]::1 world and propelling history forward, RE?EEEEY
Confucius and his devotees — who tl;lot%g S
were the élite, oppressed the masses 0l fe 3.—, mos},ﬁ
despised productive labour, and were 1n l1a

' ' nt.
otten. reactionary and ignorant. ' _
thaI;y statesmen and thinkers 1n China’s history

] ing degrees. But it was
d Confucius to varying: ' ‘
igr]f ii find a man like Liuhsia Chih who rejected

the.slave system of exploitation and oppression of

6 Analects, “Li Jen.”
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man by man, and so sharply and incisively
cized all the representatives of the slave-o
aristocrats, ranging from emperors, Kkings
“sages” to “loyal subjects” and “wise men.”
was able to do this because he himself was sev
exploited and oppressed by the slave system
thus best understood the reactionary natur
Confucius’ preaching. We see from this ¢t
the working people have always been the m

Lin Piao — the “Robber Confucius”
of Contemporary China 5

Confucius reflected the sharp struggle between t
classes — slaves and slave-owning aristocrats —
more than 2,000 years ago. Confucius’ reactioﬁ%
ary idea of restoring the slave system was firmly
opposed by the slave class, which Liuhsia Chih rep~
resented. The reactionary fallacies advocated bﬁ
Confucius were long ago refuted to the hilt by
slaves who rose in revolt. Nevertheless, later
reactionaries invariably used the doctrines of Con-
fucius and Mencius as an ideological instrumen"
to deceive the people and protect their reactionary
rule. The bourgeois careerist and conspirator Lin
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pia0 Was a devotee }:}f
peius’ bag of fallacies
n trying to
ntire historical
jictatorship of
;apitalism and

ionary slogan “self
ites” for his plot to restore
it as important beyon‘d
" (onfucius, was a reactionary
= of history.

Confucius. He took Con-
s his ideological weapon
change the Party’s basic line for tie
period of socialism, §ubvert the
the proletariat in China, restore
found his fascist Lin dynasty.

Lin Piao took over the reac-
_restraint and return 1o ‘Fhe
capitalism, regard{ng
compare. Lin Piao, ll'ke
going against the tide

From Confucius,

Lin Piao took Confucius  idealistic tl}eolry r{i
“sepjus’ for his own anti-Party theoretical pro-
] He styled himself the ‘fheavenly horse,d
a “sage” who was “glways the first to kn;tg il; :
become aware.” By contrast, he regixé e,1 "
working people as a “mob”’ -that 15h0;L’J.g danki i
“making money” and “‘getting rice” an

frauii : 5
nothing of revolutionary prmc:lples. This \n{arsl dr; :
more than a refurbished version of the sla

«working tirelessly for gain’_’ - vahic}{ }’Ehe disciples

of Confucius had flung at Liuhsia th Y b
Iin Piao plagiarized the Confucian fa a(;:}esand
' WA d righteousness

“virtue, benevolence an ot
' - Jarateness,” labelled them

“Joyalty and considera ,

tor?cal materialism and usgd them t{? atiizlz :21;112

dictatorship of the proletariat. Ranting

gramme.
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ship of the proletariat as ‘“‘tyrannical” and
tatorial,” and wanted us to carry out a “polie
benevolence” towards overthrown landlords, rie

was a spokesman of reactionary classes on f
verge of extinction.

t-and-out traitor and the crim‘e‘—laden' rob}:jr
:L;nfucius” of present-day China. Mayfl:es vai 3;
J ot to topple the giant tree.” Conful_::llu; _cxggln}lx_:;
?im of restoring the slave system failed 1g

| nd Lin Piao’s
¢ <]y more than 2,000 years ag0 &
?13?; zo restore capitalism went down to even more
+° pameful defeat. _ :
%?dur Khan in the People’s Republic of Mongolia.

He crashed with his plane at

= ||l those who try to hold back the wheel of history

Inheriting Confucius’ reactionary warning thgt ome 1o a bad. A hen Liuhsia Chih sharply de-
“want of patience in small matters confounds great Since the time W i;n ins il China
plans,” Lin Piao formed a clique for his own sﬁf wounced Confucius, the W

fish purpose and engaged in conspiracy and 1&;—

trigues. He “never showed up without a copy ot

Quotations in hand and never opened his mouth
without shouting ‘Long Live.’” He told himself
to be “patient,” follow the “stratagem of conceal-
ment,” and wait for the opportunity to realize hﬁ
big plot of subverting the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat. More than 2,000 years earlier, LluhSI%
Chih had denounced Confucius as a ‘“‘crafty hypo=
crite” who “lied in words and deceived in deeds.”

Lin Piao was just such a hypocrite who mouthe@"
all the fine words but stopped at no evil deed.

The renegade and careerist Lin Piao invoked théf
spectre of Confucius in his plot to usurp suprem%
power in the Party and the state and capitulate t@%
Soviet revisionist social-imperialism., He was an
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= ical struggle to criticize

have waged incessant and pro.tracted struggfss
against the doctrines of Confucius and Men? n
But the slaves in slave sociely and the 'peasanfs 1n
teudal society were not representatives O tr;ll :
.dvanced mode of production. And 'L‘mder gk

limitations imposed by historical conditions, esj,;
lacked the scientific revolutionary tk}eory ;r,ocl{;n_
tor the thorough defeat of the @gctrmes ?d .
fucius and Mencius. Today, a pql1t1cal and ideo 08
Lin Piao and Confucu;}s
is deepening throughout C?ma. k{; Sth;ezzgni ’;}Sz

re the masses 0of WOT ,
zi)rlgigegr}se, '?ﬁ.?h(} are its main force. Led by tl;e p;(;—%
letariat, the Chinese Worlgng pf?gﬁilfnga;eth :{;{;Fe_
untry and are 11
E‘i:slttei Otfhi;hihiﬁoee gr};zat revolutionary movements
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i CI i
ass struggle, the struggle for production g fang Hsiao

scientific experiment. Wi
: ith Marxism-Len
g.illao Tsetung Thought as their weapon, they a
es who can best discern the essence :Jf Conf

display proletarian revolutionary spirit of

L{Itra-R1ghtist essence of Lin Piao’s coun
tionary revisionist line. '
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on Liuhsia Chih’s

reactionary thought and hit it hard, who caﬁi

: . t o futation of Confucius
against the tide and most thoroughly criticize R f

ter-revoly-

. Towards the end of the Spring and

slave system to the feudal system, the slaves rose
in a life-and-death struggle against the slave-

Autumn Period

(770-476 B.C.) when China was moving from the

owners. Chih of Liuhsia (commonly called Liuhsia
Chih) was an outstanding leader of a slave revolt
that burst out in the states of Chi and Lu (present-
day Shantung Province). He led his army in
mobile warfare, striking fiercely at the ruling class
and the decadent slave system. He also indignantly
denounced Confucius, a representative of the
ideology of the declining slave-owning aristocracy-
The essay “Chih the Robber” in the book Chuang
Tzu (a Taoist classic of 4th-3rd century B.C.) is

225




a valuable historical record of Liuhsia

struggle against Confucius.

However, over a long period of history, most ¢

the commentators on Chuang Tzu were devotees of

- Confucius. Proceeding from their class prejudil

they denied that there had ever been a man by the
name of Liuhsia Chih, and that he had sharply

whitewash Confucius’ crimes. This was a dis
tion of the facts of history. i
That Liuhsia Chih actually lived at the time._;_

works written prior to the Chin Dynasty (221-—2'.
tury B.C.), Hsun Tzu (4th-3rd century B.C.), Han
Fei Tzu (3rd century B.C.) and Lu Shih Chun Chit
(3rd century B.C.). Later Szuma Chien of th
Western Han Dynasty (206 B.C.-A.D. 8), of whom
it was said that he had “mastered all literature
and events of the past,” recorded Liuhsia Chih’s
revolutionary activities in two essays in his
Historical Records. Wang Chung (A.D. 27-c. 97),
an ancient materialist thinker imbued with critical
spirit, also took note of Chih’s revolutionary
activities in his Lun Heng (Discourses Weighed @
the Balance). Both books were generally in accord
with “Chih the Robber” in Chuang Tzu. The fact
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at Liuhsia Chih’s story was told in the worlj:s of
many authors proves that his deeds were widely
Tnown, and that he was a historical figure of some
nsequence. HHt _

We cannot now verify when Liuhsia (T‘hlh was
on and died. But some pre-Chin writers de-

~ ribed him as an adversary of Tseng'Shen and
hih Chiu, who were contemporary with Confu-

wus. So he must have been as WEI!. Moreover,
1 those writings, he was dubbed “Chih the Robbir
v ifi).” The Chinese character ¥ (for “robber”)

e irst appeared in the Spring and Autumn Period.
oa 1 Mo Tzu (bth-4th century B.C.)

“robber’ and
: : : : "
bandit rebellion” were mentioned in the sam

B.C.), namely Chuang Tzu, Mencius (4th-3rd c“':;. reath. The exploiting classes of the time referred

o all armed groups of the revolutionary peoplfa as
robbers.” The use of the character also testifies
o Chih’s having lived in the Spring and Autumn
Period. |
Iiuhsia Chih’s refutation of Confucius, as
pecifically narrated In “Chih the Robber” 1n

22

s Chuang Tzu, is corroborated by other writings. Lu

Shih Chun Chiu says that Liuhsia (?hih aske‘d
veople to put an iron cudgel in his coffin atter his

7 lecath, so that when he saw King Tang of the Shang

Dynasty, and King Wen of the Chou Dynasty and
sther ringleaders of the slave-owning class in the
nether world, he could smash in their heads. Here
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Jso directed some slanders at Chiih, and 1n SEII;;
S 12ces went so far as 10 preach passive and deca tebe
P raoist thinking in his name. Such works néus i
- xamined from the viewpoint of class and €

i ; analysis. Re-
ness, wisdom and benevolence, in which h tgtruggle: using the method of class b

; istory have main-
forward the ethic of the slave class diametr ctionary rulers all through history

all’ ; i e 1 “Cl&SSiCS” and
ceps1s - L) 1 L Ialﬂ@d that Only their Offlcla - :
SO TS e ‘biographies” constitute authentic and reliable

preached by Confucius. This demonstrates et most of those writings twisted

Chih had a political theory of his own. S . ‘n the interest
Chien in Historical Records wrote that Liuhsia Chi hiStOP_y and reversed}?glgt:nids E:Eeg; by the work-
was active in propagating revolutionary of their own class. ¢ i ?t S;S the stories about Chih
And the author of Hsun Tzu described Chih as "8 pEOPle' gsgreﬂ?;; that are the best and most
S A e T A ::;iﬁ?lﬁtg frust is a reflection of historical facts.

his antagonists. In Discourses on the State C - h stories may err
v ritten on the basis of such s *
trol of Salt and Iron Sang Hung-yang the ?Zosrfxijdetaﬂs, <uch as dates, certain episodes and

is cited as pointing out that “Confucius tried f s : later
convince ChI;h by fites” but failed. These works the iniusion Otj bhe %deas agd -13115;%;;; truth
conform with the account of “Chih the Robber’in times. But_ o posmblett?hef; ljci’e and put aside
Chuang Tzu telling of how Liuhsia Chih frustra jll from them it We gre-b i discard the false while
Confucius’ effort to induce him to surrender amd the minor branchings and disca
denounced the crimes of the “ancient kings” with retaining e
dauntless militancy, eloquently refuting and utterl
disconcerting Confucius. They bear out and com
firm each other.
“Chih the Robber” was written in a later genera
tion on the basis of the many stories about
activities, popular among the working people. 4
must be pointed out that the author of the essa)

we see to the full Chih’s implacable hatred to

the “ancient kings” and ‘“sages” whom Conf
adored. The book also recounts Chih’s interp
tion of such moral concepts as courage, right
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