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erstand today’s China, it is crucial to know something
ts past. And especially important for our purposes are
ects of history that have direct relevance for contem-
VdeV_elopments, whether because of the precedent they
ecause current leaders present themselves as breaking
om them or carrying them forward. With this in mind,
termined to avoid a wearying and confusing march
h.all the dynasties, the following three chapters offer

apter introduces major early Chinese schools of thought
ally the ideas of Confucius, since today’s leaders seek

en-spiritual and earthly dynamics. As well, it
s the similarities and differences between the ways
ssive ruling. houses (dynasties) governed China
3rd century B.C.E. until 1912, the year that China’s
or abdicated and a republican form of government




2 HISTORICAL LEGAGIES

was established. Rounding out this first part of the book is a
chapter on “Revolutions and Revolutionaries,” which look§ at
the events and people who transformed the country durl‘ng
the period lasting from 1912 until Mao’s death. It ends ‘N.lth
a look at Mao’s posthumous legacy, emphasizing the \faned
ways that the former leader has been seen and. tre_ated in the
People’s Republic of China (PRC) since his demise in 1976.

1
SCHOOLS OF THOUGHT

Who was Confucius?

Confucius (551 B.C.E—479 B.C.E.) was a teacher and philosopher
who lived during the Zhou (Chou) Dynasty (1045-256 B.C.E),
in what is known as the Spring and Autumn era (722 B.CE~
481 B.CE). As with those of his near contemporary Socrates,
none of Confucius’s writings have survived, and his views
come down to us via a text produced after his death.* This
is the Analects, which contains short statements attributed to
Confucius (the origins of the “Confucius says” fortune cookie
slips, though these were invented either in Japan in the 1800s
or in California in the 1900s) and dialogues between the sage
and his disciples.* The book covers a range of topics, from how
a “true gentleman” behaves in his daily life (right down to how
he eats with proper decorum) to how a ruler should govern
(with a benevolent concern for the well-being of his subjects).
One of its most famous statements, linked to both the high
value placed on education in Chinese culture and the merito-
cratic aspect of the Chinese political tradition, is that people
are pretty much alike at birth but become differentiated via
learning. Another well-known adage from the Analects says
simply that it is a great pleasure to have friends come to visit
from afar.

This adage gained new fame on August 8, 2008, when it was
quoted at the start of the Beijing Games. The line, which was



4 HISTORIGAL LEGACGIES

quoted again by a young man who put a q_,lllestior} to P;estlden’sc’
Obama during the Shanghai “town hall meet1r.1g t eé: hx'/va
part of the American leader’s November zoog.trlp to China,
had obvious relevance for the Olympic Opening Cere@o:g,
since the live audience for the grand spectacle held 1nh e
Bird’s Nest Stadium included foreigIT 1eaders,‘ among :t erg
George W. Bush (the first sitting American presu‘:le’nt 3)1 adi:ir
the Olympics in a foreign country') and Russia’s la o
Putin. Quoting Confucius also fit with tch.e overall goal o -,
pageant and of Chinese Olympic publicity efforts genera y:
which was to demonstrate that the PRC has becomef 3(1: }cl(?ur}S
try that is open to the outside world a?d respectful of China
ancient as well as revolutionary traditions and values.

What were Confucius’s core ideas?

The vision of morality sketched out in the A.nalect‘s erflphac—1
sizes the importance of three things: edt?catlon, r%tuil ,ba(:lh
relationships that are hierarchical yet. provide benefits c?t o
superioi: and inferior. Education was important b(eizclause 1a e
by studying the classical texts that a person c01‘11 earr;_ ot
and begin to emulate the actions of the most v1rt1cllosuhs 1g(Who
of past ages, including the legendary sages Yao an m:ld e
lived long before the founding of the Zhou ]?ynasty) a ti_
uares such as the Duke of Zhou (who lived just a few <.:en
ries before Confucius). Ritual was imPortant bec.ause it (;viz
a physical acting out of the best practices of earher—'—an h,i °
Confucius’s way of thinking, purer—ages. And relat1c?ns pC.l
in which there was a clear distinction betweer'1 ?,1:11?er1o;: anh
inferior were valued, since in these the responsibilities of eac

side were clear.

What was his political vision?

Confucius saw political relationships as familial relationships
wrif large, meaning, for example, that rulers should behave

Schools of Thought 5

toward those they governed the way that fathers should
behave toward their children. He emphasized the importance
of four relationships in particular, all of which he saw as recip-
rocal and all of which he thought involved analogous combi-
nations of benevolence coming from one party and deference
from the other. These relationships were those of ruler and
minister, father and son, elder brother and younger brother,
and husband and wife. (Later, followers of Confucius added
a fifth relationship, more egalitarian than the others but never
stressed as much: that between friend and friend.)

In each of the four main dyads discussed by Confucius, the
former party was expected to protect the latter, and in return
the latter was expected to be obedient to the former. The social
order was threatened whenever people failed to act according
to their prescribed roles.

Confucius lived in a time of civil wars and general instabil-
ity, which continued during the Warring States era (475221
BC.E.) that followed soon after his death. He presented his
views as providing a blueprint that, if followed by a just ruler,
would guarantee that a state would have order within its own

borders. He also promised that a ruler who adhered to his
teachings would expand the reach of his state, since people

living in other kingdoms would flock to live in such a peace-
ful, well-governed land.

How important was history to Confucius?

History was crucially important to Confucius. He claimed
that a golden age of harmony had existed during the Western
Zhou era (1046770 B.C.E), the time of the Duke of Zhou, the
historical figure he admired most. Confucius called on peo-
ple to study that age, which he lauded as a time when people
knew their proper places within the social order.

According to the Analects, the first thing that a true king
could do to improve the current age was to honor the past and
revive the rituals and even the music of Western Zhou times,
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as a means to help all members of society rediscover proper
deportment. This ruler should also ensure that his own behav-
ior toward his subjects was a model of paternal benevolence at
all moments, since this would lead to emulation by all others
in a comparably superior position, so that a land with a good
ruler would. inevitably be one with good fathers (and other
lineage elders) and good husbands.

There was a self-serving side to this argument. To accom-
plish these things, Confucius and his followers claimed, it
would serve the true king well to rely upon advisers who were
thoroughly versed in classical works and had made a specialty
of studying the ways of the past. In other words, Confucius
and his followers suggested that rulers heed the advice of
scholarly specialists in ritual such as themselves.

Has Confucius always been venerated in China?

Confucius has not, in fact, always been venerated in China,
but rather has had many ups and downs over the centuries.
In some periods, his teachings have been ignored, though the
notion that the best officials would be scholars and that educa-
tion was important was prized throughout much of China’s
past, and in some eras, he has been despised.

You would not know this from the way he was treated dur-
ing the Olympics. Not only did the Opening Ceremony begin
with a quote from the Analects, but also a modern-day member
of the Kong lineage that claims Confucius as an ancestor (the
foreign term “Confucius” is derived from Kong Zi, or “Master
Kong”) played a symbolically important role in the pre-Games
torch run. During the Opening Ceremony, three thousand per-
formers dressed as the sage’s disciples paraded through the
Bird’s Nest Stadium. This imagery was meant to suggest that
for millennia (and presumably without interruption), Confucius
has been a kind of national saint, a core symbol of China.

This notion would have seemed strange to many people liv-
ing in China at various points in the past, including the early
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1970s. Forty years ago, the odds would have seemed very long
indeed that the day would ever come when Confucius would
be accorded this place of honor in a national ceremony pre-
sided over by a head of the Chinese Communist Party.

At that point, late in the Maoist era (1949-1976), Confucius
was excoriated in a mass campaign that presented him as a
man whose hide-bound, anti-egalitarian ideas had done great
harm to many generations of Chinese men and even more dam-
age to many generations of Chinese women. He was blamed
for having supported a wide range of unjust and immoral
practices, from ancestor worship to viewing daughters as far
less valuable than sons, which had kept China in a “feudal”
state for millennia. And yet, in today’s China, his views, albeit
sometimes in modified form, are back in favor—so much so
that in August 2008 television audiences throughout the coun-
try and around the world could see the then paramount leader
of the Communist Party, President Hu Jintao (1942-), smiling
down on those three thousand actors cast as Confucius’s dis-
ciples, all of whom, incidentally, belonged to the performing
troupes of the People’s Liberation Army (PLA).

Had Confucius been an athlete and risen that quickly
from has-been status to glory, Western television broadcast-
ers would surely have dubbed him the “Comeback Kid” of
the Beijing Games. As it was, the announcers tended to sim-
ply follow the script provided to them by the Xinhua (New
China) News Agency and refer to the respectful treatment of
Confucius as a natural expression of China’s reverence for the
traditions and great men of the country’s past.

Was Confucius celebrated in his own times?

The sage was not particularly successful in gaining followers
in his own lifetime. He would occasionally win the ear of a
ruler, but he never had the opportunity he sought of being the
long-term adviser of a major king. And things did not improve
dramatically in the centuries immediately following his death,
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though important refinements of and additions to his thought
were made during that time by figures such as Mencius
(372—289 *B.CE), second in importance only to Confucius
in the development of what would later become known as
Confucianism (the notion that their ideas constituted a clearly
defined creed, comparable to a Western religion, was a much
later invention)? Up until the end of the Warring States period,
in fact, Confucius’s ideas were still but one school of thought,
others being Daoism (Taoism), Legalism, and a host of now
obscure creeds that were occasionally embraced by one or
another ruler of the many competing kingdoms that made
up what we now call “China.” Even when Confucius’s teach-
ings took hold, it was often in a diluted form, combined with
aspects of competing schools.

The proponents of some rival schools of thought, more-
over, scoffed at Confucius and his beliefs. He was sometimes
mocked by Daoists, who took a more egalitarian view of social
relations than did the followers of Confucius and prized spon-
taneity over rituals, and by Legalists, who insisted that rulers
should not strive to be admired for their virtues but rather take
steps to ensure that they were respected and feared for the
way they distributed rewards and punishments. The Daoists
and Legalists, though disagreeing with one another on many
things, agreed that the emphasis that Confucius put on the
study of dusty classics was misguided. The former thought it
wrong because the golden age they admired was the era of
simplicity that preceded the creation of early Zhou Dynasty
texts. The latter, a group of pragmatists, argued that rulers
should adapt to the challenges of each new age.

As late as 221 B.C.E, when several of the embattled king-
doms of the Warring States were brought under the control
of the head of the kingdom of Qin (Ch'in), it was still far from
clear that Confucius would end up the most influential of early
philosophers. The founder of the Qin Dynasty (221206 B.C.E),
who became known to posterity as China’s first emperor, had
no time for Confucian ideas. He favored the Legalists, who told
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him how to maximize his authority, rather than the scholars
tho told him how to behave benevolently. Qin Shi Huang thé
first emperor, is now remembered (correctly) for the Terrac’otta
Army built to serve him after death and (incorrectly) for creat-
ing the Great Wall. While he did build some large fortifica-
tions, the tourist sites one visits today and are often told date
back to his time actually tend to be remnants of a much later
wall-building dynasty, that of the Ming (1368-1644).4 Yet the
legend that Qin Shi Huang created the Great Wall is believable
because the Legalist ideas he embraced enabled him to sum-
mon huge armies of laborers on demand.

The few historical accounts written near the lifetime of
the first emperor, all crafted by historians serving the next
dynasty, present Qin Shi Huang as a cruel despots In these
works, he is described as providing a model of how not to rule
and as being someone who was so hated by his subjects tha;
the dynasty he had dreamed would go on for centuries was
overthrown by a popular rebellion that broke out soon after
his death, just as his son’s reign was beginning. As a result,
while one can find traces of Legalist influence in the belie;
systems of many later dynasties, the creed was almost never

officially endorsed after the Han Dynasty (206 B.c.E—220 C.E.)
was founded.

When did the ideas of Confucius gain influence?

It was not until the Qin Dynasty (whose name helped lead
to China’s being called “China,” a term that sounds noth-
ing like the primary Chinese terms for the country, such as
“Zhongguo,” meaning “Middle Kingdom”) had fallen and the
Han one was established that the ideas of Confucius became
a core part of official ideology. And even then, Confucianism
was combined with elements drawn from other schools of

. thought, such as Daocism and the Yin-Yang line of cosmo-

logical thinking (that emphasizes the interconnectedness of
things that seem clearly different or even opposite), which was
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sometimes thought of as simply a part of the Daoist creed but
was at other points viewed as its own school of thought.
Confucian ideals and practices were extolled by most
successive dynasties, though they were often, as in the Han
period, braided together with concepts and rituals taken from
other creeds. These included Daoism (always a presence) and

Chinese folk religious traditions. In addition, Confucianism

was eventually influenced greatly by ideas associated with the
imported but quickly domesticated belief system of Buddhism,
which reached an early point of high influence in China dur-
ing the Tang (T'ang) Dynasty (618-907), a cosmopolitan era
when many ideas and objects flowed in through overland trade
routes such as the Silk Road. Buddhist concepts were crucial in
contributing to modifications within the Confucian tradition
during the Song (Sung) Dynasty (960-1279) that were so great
that the term “neo-Confucianism” is used to describe them.

How was Confucius viewed a century ago?

An important dip in Confucius’s fortunes came in the early
1900s. Many Chinese intellectuals of the time argued that an
attachment to “Confucian” values was responsible for the
country’s decline. They blamed Confucius for China’s posi-
tion of backwardness vis-a-vis the West and Japan, a formerly
Confucian country that had begun to embrace European and
American ways in the mid-1gth century.

The most important pre-i949 anti-Confucian upsurgé
occurred during the New Culture movement (1915-1923).
This was an iconoclastic struggle that one leader, Hu Shi (Hu
Shih) (1891-1962), a student of the American philosopher John
Dewey, would describe as “the Chinese Renaissance” in abook
by that title based on lectures he gave in Chicago in the 1930s.
The Chinese Renaissance also had things in common with the
Enlightenment (its radical questioning of tradition and priz-
ing of rationality) and the Western counterculture movement
of the 1960s (its celebration of the value of youth, for example,
and its celebration of new forms of art and literature).®
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Participants in the New Culture movement, including a
young Mao Zedong and the great Chinese writer Zhou Shuren
(Chou Hsu-ren) (1881-1936), who published under the pen name
Lu Xun (Lu Hstin), wrote scathingly about how Confucius had
shaped a China in which age was venerated at the expense of
youth, women were repressed, individualism and creativity were
stifled, and a cult of tradition prevented innovation. To join the
modern world, they argued, China needed to jettison Confucius
and everything that he represented, embracing the best that the
West had to offer as, they claimed, Japan had done—resulting in
its rising in global influence. They also insisted that intellectuals
stop using classical Chinese, which was far removed from ver-
nacular forms of communication, and develop a “plain speech”
(baihua) form of writing to take its place.

Some, but not all, New Culture veterans would stick to
anti-Confucian positions for decades. Others, though, would
eventually abandon these, after throwing their lot in with the
Nationalist Party, which began as a culturally radical group
but later became a culturally conservative organization.

The Nationalists of the 1930s, under the leadership of
Chiang Kai-shek (1887-1975), would, in fact, be responsible
for a major Confucian revival. Chiang insisted that China’s
best route forward was to find a way to combine Confucian
values with the most advanced technologies available in and
best ideas coming from Japan and the West. Despite being a
Christian, Chiang elevated the Chinese sage’s birthday to the
status of a state holiday. He argued that the emphasis on tradi-
tion, family, social order, and clearly delineated hierarchies in
Confucianism could go hand in hand with the teachings of
the Bible.

Is Confucianism a religion?,

Confucius himself was more of a philosopher than a religious
figure. Even though his emphasis on looking up to elders fit
in well with the practices of ancestor worship, which pre-
dated his time and remained a mainstay of Chinese rural and
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sometimes also court life for many centuries after his death,
he claimed that it was so hard to understand the affairs of
human beings that he was in no position to speculate about
the details of the afterlife.

Nevertheless, throughout history, he has occasionally been
elevated to the status of a saint or a godlike figure, with tem-
ples being devoted to him (including some that have recently
been spruced up by the regime) and his hometown of Qufu
being transformed into a pilgrimage site (with, lately, a bit of a
theme-park aspect thrown in). Ironically, the period of rule by
the Christian Chiang Kai-shek was a time in which Confucius
was revered, as, even more ironically, is the current era of rule
by the allegedly still atheist Communist Party.

Foreigners have often looked at China and said that the
country has three major religions: Confucianism, Daoism, and
Buddhism. Though Confucianism is more a philosophy than a
religion, Daoism and Buddhism are indeed important systems
of thought in China. Yet religious identity is also far more fluid
than in the Judeo-Christian West, as many Chinese will move
among the three depending on context. Someone, for example,
might worship at a Confucian temple right before an impor-
tant school exam (due to Confucius’s association with learn-

ing) but also consider him- or herself a practicing Buddhist,
adhering to a vegetarian diet and reciting sutras every morn-
ing. Buddhism, like all other religions, was suppressed dur-
ing the Mao era, but it has enjoyed a popular revival in recent
decades. Like Confucian temples, many Buddhist ones have
also recently been renovated and, sometimes, turned into tour-
ist destinations where people can observe “releasing life” cer-
emonies (live fish and birds are released into the wild), walk
through a restored temple complex, have lunch at a vegetarian
restaurant, and finish their visit with a trip to the gift shop.

How did Cbnfucius fare after 1949?

Not surprisingly, when the Communist Party took power on
October 1, 1949, after driving Chiang into exile on Taiwan, the

...,
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birthday of Confucius immediately ceased being celebrated
The anti-Confucius campaign of the early 1970s was just the'
n}ost radical and focused expression of an anti-Confucian
viewpoint that predominated throughout the Mao years and
that continued during the brief post-Mao period, when China’s
paramount leader was Hua Guofeng (Hua Kuo-feng) (1921
2008), a kind of place-holder authority figure who was soon
edged out of the top spot by Deng Xiaoping (Teng Hsiao-ping)
(1904-1997) and spent the last decades of his life holding onl
relatively minor official posts. ¢
' The first decades of Communist rule were, moreover, a
time when, contrary to Confucian ideals, egalitarian v’al-
ues were celebrated—though new forms of inequality took
root, with cadres emerging as a class with special privileges
Puring this period, the government worked to minimize the.
importance of the family as a social unit by creating new com-
munal units, such as collectives and communes. It was a timé
When China’s leadership stressed adaptation to present condi-
tions and creating a new future rather than celebrating an:
p?st golden age. It was also one of those rare times in Chinesz
history when Legalism was sometimes viewed in a positive
way. T“his is because Mao, in typically iconoclastic fashion
sometimes said that when it came to China’s various imperial’
rulers, the first emperor, with his Legalist ideas, disdain for
book-learning detached from pragmatic concerns, and abilit
to get big things done, was among the best. I g

Why is Confucius back in favor?

The renewal of official veneration of Confucius, though rep-
resenting an about-face for the Communist Party, is not that
hard to understand. It fits in with a general tendency by the
current regime to emphasize continuity with the past. Offiéial

- statements are full of references to the country’s glorious “5,000

yea.rs of "’unbroken” cultural development and references to
China being the “only unified and continuous civilization”

that still has a presence in the modern world? This assertion
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is a problematic one, given how many changes over time there
have been in the size and shape of China as a country and
the values and traditions of the people living within its bor-
ders. Nevertheless, a mix-and-match approach to the past is
now the order of the day, in which anything that suggests past
greatness is held up as worthy of respect. ’

The image of China’s present as carrying forward elements
of its distant past is actively fostered via positive references to
and celebrations of not just Confucius but also other people
who lived during ancient times and symbols linked to very
early periods of history. This is true even of sites that were
seen as reminders of the failings rather than the glories of the
past as recently as Mao’s time. For example, Mao did not treat
the Forbidden City as sacred. He was happy to allow the home
of the emperors of China’s last two dynasties, the Ming and
the Qing (Ch'ing) (1644—1911), fall into disrepair, and during
the Mao years, the grounds sometimes contained sculptures
that drew attention to the unjust ways that ordinary Chinese
were treated by rulers and landlords in the dark period that
came before the Communist Revolution. Now, however, the old
palace complex has been carefully restored and is presented
as a symbol of the glamour and beauty—not decadence—of
the past. The Forbidden City is a site that visiting dignitaries
are supposed to tour, as President Obama did on his first trip
to China in 2009, and view as representing the glories of the
country’s artistic and architectural traditions.

It is also telling that the old pattern of feeling a need to
choose between celebrating the words of Confucius or the
deeds of the first emperor has been abandoned. The Analects
and the Terracotta Warriors are now treated as complemen-
tary symbols of an ancient China that achieved great things in
many realms. '

This promiscuous pairing of ancient icons often thought
to represent contrasting traditions fits in with the desire of
China’s ‘current leaders to cultivate national pride by pre-
senting the country as one that was great in the past and has
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’Pe(.:ome great again on their watch. This is partly because it
is in the regime’s interest for people of Chinese descent in
Taiwan, Australia, the United States, and other parts of the
world (even those with no love for Communism) to identify
with, travel to, and invest in the PRC.

There is also a more specific reason that Confucius is back.
This is because there is a good fit between the emphasis that
Confucius and his followers have always placed on social har-
mony and the focus that Hu Jintao and other current Chinese
leaders have placed on stability.

Mao, in keeping with Marxist tradition, stressed that prog-
ress is made via conflict and struggle. By contrast, though
China’s current leaders claim to still adhere to Marxism, there
are strong—and intentional—Confucian resonances to the
slogans championing cooperation in creating a “harmonious
society” (hexie shehui) that have become identified with Hu.

There was even a moment during the Olympics Opening
Ceremony when the contours of this catchphrase’s main charac-
ter, “he” (harmony), were visually displayed in an eye-catching
manner. And the list of fifty officially approved slogans for the
large parade held on October 1, 2009, to mark the sixtieth birth-
day of the PRC included several with “hexie,” one of which
called on the people to help the party “build a socialist harmo-

nious society and promote social equity and justice.”

How exactly has the regime used
Confucius in recent years?

In addition to sanctioning the sage’s appearance during the
F)lympics and echoing the Analects and later Confucian texts
in calls for “harmonious” social relations, since 2004, the
FZhinese government has sponsored the creation and fund-
ing of “Confucius Institutes” in many parts of the world.
These are modeled in part on the German Goethe Institutes
and their stated intent is simply to further understanding oé
China’s cultural legacy via things such as offering classes in
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the Chinese language and courses on Chinese history that
emphasize continuities with the past and the “5,000 years of
Chinese civilization” idea. One key contrast with the Goethe
Institutes and other comparable undertakings, though, is that,
as Lionel Jensen stresses in a careful look at the topic, unlike
their more independent German counterparts, Confucius
Institutes are “largely underwritten by and must report to the
Chinese government.”

In the West, controversy has sometimes followed these
Confucius Institutes. In the most extreme cases, commentators
have suggested that they are part of a Chinese Communist plot
to infiltrate American communities. Pointing to the fact that
the money and personnel to staff the institutes come from a
ministry within the PRC government, such alarmism hearkens
back to the “Red Scare” of the 1950s. There is also, though, a
much more sensible basis for concern. Namely, some scholars
worry that a university that has funding coming from an arm
of the Beijing government could end up curtailing intellec-
tual freedom on campus, perhaps in subtle ways. The Chinese
authorities have used many kinds of pressure—for example,

to try to get officials around the world to refrain from meeting

publicly with the Dalai Lama—so it is easy t0 imagine veiled
or overt threats of a removal of Confucius Institute funds from
an organization that sponsored a talk by him. Sometimes, rep-
resentatives of the Chinese government are invited to attend
campus speaker series supported by Confucius Institutes, sO
it is also possible that organizers of these series might steer
clear of inviting foreign scholars with particularly close ties to
dissidents in exile or mainland political prisoners to be part
of these events, simply to minimize the chance for any awk-
wardness on the part of a patron?

What is too rarely noted in commentaries on these
Confucius Institutes is that, given the anti-Confucius stance of
the Chinese Communist Party under Mao, Beijing’s choice of
nomenclature is shocking to those with a sense of history. It is
as though, late in the history of the Soviet Union, Moscow had
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set up “Tsar Nicholas Institutes”
] to spread i
Russian culture around the world. : nderstanding of
The 1:eviva1 of official Confucianism, which has led to the
rc;storatlon of temples devoted to Confucius and the erection
;uj;itueih()f the sage (in some parts of China, these now out:
er the ones of Mao left over from the d :
‘ ' ays when those
};;czljlﬁt_eratecllz, is one of many echoes in today’s China of the era
Chiang Kai-shek. Now, as then, the le
: , , ader of a party that
had previously been associated with upheaval (the I\I;ati:)}rllalizt
Zne aillso.beg‘an .as a radical revolutionary organization) is
T’afwmg inspiration from a philosopher who championed
dition and harmony. pionedie
T
Con?er.e has also been a popular revival of interest in
o ulc;}l{,lcs: i)ne of the best-selling nonfiction books published
e this century has been a work o
F ' n the Analects by th
a;ag;mc—turned-medla-personality Yu Dan. Her book, a iins
Eas ! cz;(l;en ii-up for the Soul with Chinese characteristics that
millions of copies and has also a i
lior ppeared in English,
I];as been Fr1t1c1zed for bowdlerizing the ideas of Conffcius
ut there is no question that it has proved very popular.® .
_zhe government has hailed the Yu Dan phenomer'mn as
:Vl. ense of t}}e complementary nature of the people’s and the
egl-ltne s longing for social harmony. One could, though, also
see it as part of a broader hun isillusi ,
‘ ger among disillusioned
for something new to believe i iy
: \ ieve in—even if that something ne
is ierely something very old repackaged in a novel Wayg "
9 Ce’c tfhe .PRC. regime has subtly scaled back its sponsorship
o (l)n ucius since the Olympics. One of the oddest incidents
tvo ving the sage occurred in 2011, when a thirty-one-foot-tall
Z Ia:ue’ of Confucius was installed in Tiananmen Square,
o ;na's most symbolically fraught public space, that ]anuary,
o I];I'll, however, the massive statue disappeared overnight I’;
_uas : (;fn moved to a courtyard within the National Museu;n
]h » o1 the square. While government leaders claimed this,
always been their plan for the statue, the sudden and
covert nature of the move raised eyebrows among those who
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scrutinize the regime’s actions to see which way the political
wind is blowing** Although the Chinese leadership continues
to emphasize Confucius and the need to develop a harmoni-
ous society, the state revival of Confucianism is not as intense
now as it was around 2008.

Did Confucianism hinder imperial
China’s economic development?

The influential German social theorist Max Weber certainly
thought Confucianism hindered imperial China’s economic
development. According to Weber, while Protestantism
encouraged the sort of innovation and concern with transfor-
mation that drives capitalism, the emphasis Confucius put on
recapturing the glories of past times was a brake on develop-
ment. In addition, Confucian texts often claimed that, aside
from the ruling family, there were four basic social groups in
China; the two most valuable ones in the eyes of Confucius
and his followers were scholars (who made sure that the coun-
try was well governed) and farmers (who provided society
with food); of lesser value were artisans (who were not essen-
tial but made products that were useful); and least valued of
all, indeed despised, were the merchants (who did not contrib-
ute to the good of the community at all).

There are two problems, however, with thinking of
Confucianism as a block on economic development.

First, as work by Kenneth Pomeranz has shown, as late as
1750, the most economically vibrant parts of Confucian China
were roughly as commercialized and prosperous as the most
economically vibrant parts of Protestant Europe. Factors other
than modes of thought thus need to be seen as leading to
what Pomeranz calls the “great divergence” between Western
and Chinese economic development after that point.** Other
things that made a difference, Pomeranz claims, included the
distribution of natural resources (England was lucky to have
large coal supplies located in parts of the country that were
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close to its commercial centers, for example) and the various
forms that imperialism took, with European empires expand-
ing overseas, whereas the Qing just moved inland. Britain’s
extraordinary takeoff, he insists, had much to do with the fact
that it could make use of land-intensive products from over-
seas, facilitated by the legacies of slavery and colonialism and
compensating for Europe’s relatively low agricultural yields
per acre, and had domestic coal deposits that were relatively
easy to access. The Qing had plenty of areas to mine, but
they were in regions that were hard to reach before the era of
railroads.

The second problem with the idea that Confucianism and
advanced economic development cannot go hand in hand is
that many of the economic success stories of recent decades
have involved East Asian countries that, like China, were
influenced greatly by Confucianism. After the rapid takeoff
of Japan, Hong Kong, South Korea, Singapore, and Taiwan, the
notion that Confucian values stand in the way of capitalism
seems untenable.

There is also the fact that today’s China, while not exactly
capitalist—some 70 percent of the top five hundred companies
in the PRC are state owned and much of its overall wealth is
in the form of government assets—has experienced a great
economic boom. That this transpired in an era of renewed cel-
ebration of Confucius is another nail in the Weberian concep-
tual coffin.

In" the wake of recent economic shifts, some people
have turned Weber upside down and claimed that, while
Confucian thinkers may have dismissed merchants as
unproductive, the kind of family-centered and generally
collectivist and cooperative approach to life fostered by
Confucianism is conducive to certain forms of highly profit-
able business activities. Whether or not this is true, the idea
that people who share “Confucian” values, however defined,
are naturally well disposed to do business with one another
definitely matters. The largest investors in joint enterprises
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with the Chinese state have tended to be companies based
in neighboring countries, including Taiwan, that s<?e ’cheTItl
selves as sharing a cultural bond, partly via Confucius, wi

the PRC.

Does China have an indigenous
“democratic” tradition?

Chinese modes of thought are sometimes described as -par-
ticularly well suited to authoritarianism,_ancﬁi the emphails c;;
hierarchy and deference within Confucianism and 'on ?r
punishments within Legalism lend credence to th%s no :;I:l
And yet, there are also some elements of the multlstx"anhe
intellectual tradition of China that are more democratic than
aut;lc:):lZiI:]:ar:;le, as already noted, Daoist c.:lassics e.n.courag:1
people to view hierarchical relationships w1t.h s.kept1c1sm ;nt
question whether those in positions of supex‘no.rlty are afly et-
ter than or different from anyone else. Th1s. is not a de?mo-
cratic” notion in the specific sense of suggesting that ele?’u‘ons
be held to determine who should lead a cou.ntry, but it ;s a
viewpoint that provides a ba;,is for cl‘na’lcllengmg rather than
' i r relations within a society. .
accl?: :zgiﬁzxeeven within the Confucian tradition, there is
a democratic strand. This is linked to the Cf)ncept, no’f ex.clu-
sively Confucian but certainly assoc.iated with C01"1f}1c1amir:.1:
of the “Mandate of Heaven” (Tianming) as the basis for po 111
cal authority. The idea here is that emperors We.re the e_ar"lc[h }1
representation of Heaven (Tian)), a depersonalized sp1;:)11 uj
force whose role in running the universe was c?omI.)ara f 0
that of the emperor’s role on earth (literally, Tianxia, or “the
1 of all under Heaven”).
reaII-IIZaczrfen offered a mandate (ming) to each new dynas’;y,
according to this view, but this right ‘to govern was rex;c;cab i
If an emperor failed to carry out his role correctly, Heave
could transfer the mandate to a new ruler.
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Mencius provided the most elaborate early vision of the
workings of this process. He claimed that rulers deserved to
govern only as long as they demonstrated a true affection for
the people and protected their interests. This complemented
the emphasis in the Analects on the ruler being like a “father”
to his subjects. Mencius went so far as to claim that rulers who
failed to behave benevolently toward those below them in the
social order forfeited their right to be treated deferentially.

In one famous formulation, he stated that while rulers gov-

ern “by the will of Heaven, Heaven hears with the ears and
sees with the eyes of the people.” This meant that if the people,
with good cause, were thoroughly dissatisfied, Heaven would
naturally find it suitable to stop protecting the emperor and
would add its support to those seeking to establish a new
dynasty. In such a case, rebellion was both likely and morally
justified.

This is, again, not an argument for elections, which those
of us living in the West and some other countries (India, for
example) tend to equate with democracy. Still, it is an impor-
tant expression of a kind of democratic sentiment.

What is the Chinese term for democracy
and what exactly does it mean?

The standard Chinese term for “democracy” is “minzhu,”
which, like many complex concepts, is composed of two char-
acters with separate meanings. “Min” means “people,” while
“zhu” means “rule.”
. This compound word, like the original Greek term for
democracy (which has a parallel etymology tied to “people”
and “rule”), can be interpreted in various ways. It can conjure
images of direct rule by the masses or imply simply that the
best government is led hy a ruler who pays great attention to
the interests of the population at large. There is another inter-
pretation of minzhu that has long been popular among some
highly educated Chinese. This might be called representative
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democracy sans elections; the idea is that intellectuals should
advise rulers to ensure that the interests of the people are
d. .
resgi::ebasis for this idea, which is linked to .the emphasis
Confucius put on learning, is that, from Han times onward,
civil service examinations were used to fill many governmf:nt
positions. The use of tests that required mastery of Cor.lfuc1an
precepts for those seeking high office became. particularly
important after the expansion of the system during the Song
Dynasty. By no means did emperors always take the coun-
sel of intellectuals, but the idea that intellectuals are natural
spokespeople for the masses took root and h.as éndured.

If the government’s promotion of Confucianism represents
one kind of reworking of an old idea to further a 21st-century
mission, then efforts by critical intellectuals to present thfa cur-
rent regime as morally bankrupt and to call for change in the
name of the people represents another. Both proponents f)f t}%e
current order and those fighting to change the waY. China is
governed can tap into elements of the country’s multistranded
intellectual and political traditions.

2
IMPERIAL CHINA

What were the main early dynasties?

A standard way to break up Chinese history is to start with
221 BCE, the year that Qin Shi Huang transformed vari-
ous small states into something big enough to qualify as an
empire. There were earlier dynasties ruling part or all of the
land just north and just south of the Yellow River, which make
up the heartland of what we now call “China” and where
many Chinese capital cities, including the present one, Beijing,
have stood.

- The earliest of these ancient dynasties was the Xia (Hsia)
(2070-1600 B.C.E,), often viewed as a mythic entity, since there
is little reliable evidence to show that it even existed. Next
came the Shang (1760?—1122? B.C.E.), whose rituals of state
included the use of oracle bones (animal parts used for divi-
nation), some of which have been unearthed. These contain
writing that can be linked to the characters that were used in
classical texts and then eventually became the building blocks
of modern Chinese. Following this came the Zhou (1046256
B.CE.), whose early years in power Confucius extolled as a per-
fect time. None of these dynasties controlled nearly as great a
territory as the Qin.* ' '

The leader of the rebellion that toppled the Qin became the
first emperor of the Han Dynasty, which would transform
China into a much larger country and, as we have seen, would
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be the first to give the ideas of Confucius a central part in state
ideology. The Han period of rule and expansion was roughly
contemporaneous with and similar in some basic ways to the
Roman age in the West.

The Han grand historian Sima Qian (Ssu-Ma Ch'ien) (c. 145
or 135-86 B.C.E), China’s first great writer of history and some-
one often still considered the preeminent Chinese chronicler,
repudiated the activities of the Qin. Nevertheless, in the first
of many ironic continuities of this kind, the Han left in place
basic elements of the political system that China’s first emperor
had created, including the use of a civil bureaucracy differen-
tiated from the military, a key Qin innovation. One indication
of just how important the Han period was is that, while the
term “Qin” helped provide a name for the country, the name
of the following dynasty was taken as the name for the land’s
inhabitants. The majority population of the PRC is dubbed the
“Han,” and official statistical counts place nine out of ten citi-
zens of the country in this broadly defined ethnic group.

How did dynasties rule?

One enduring feature of the Chinese imperial system was the
special status of the emperor as both religious and political
figure, a man who performed ritual functions as an interme-
diary between Tian (Heaven) and the human world. Another
enduring feature was the central political role played not just
by the monarch but also by members of his family (and, rarely,
her family; with only a couple of exceptions, the ruler of impe-
rial China was a man).

In China’s imperial system, in contrast to many other
monarchical ones, the successor to the emperor was not neces-
sarily his eldest son. As a result, intense political maneuvering
before and immediately after a ruler’s death was common.

In addition, since the emperor often had children with
more than one wife and one or more concubines, the stakes
of succession were great for many people. And there were
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many mothers, uncles, aunts, and so forth of a monarch or
monarch-to-be who could wield influence, especially since
close family members were sometimes appointed regents of
young successors to the Dragon Throne.

The most powerful people in imperial China, other
than members of the ‘ruling family, tended to be, either
scholar-officials or eunuchs. The former group included minis-
ters of state, provincial governors, and the crucially important
lo<.:a1 magistrates, who fulfilled at the local level a comparable
mixture of ritual and political roles to those the emperor
formed for the entire empire. g =

Having only eunuchs as palace servants and banning men

.cap:ilble of impregnating royal wives and concubines from liv-
ing in the palace ensured order within the imperial household;
tl}us, in this realm, the potential for disputes over the ater-,
nity of potential heirs was minimized. The highest—rarI:kin
bureaucrats were always supposed to be more powerful thag
any eunuch, but due to their special access to the emperor and
other members of the royal family, eunuchs sometimes had the
greatest influence. When dynasties were criticized for becom-
1ng corrupt, eunuchs were often blamed—though in a misog-
ynist vein, imperial decline was also sometimes attributed tgo
the nefarious behind-the-scenes workings of palace women

from mothers of
young emperors to the scheming concubi
of elderly male rulers. g concubines

What was the “dynastic cycle”?

’T}I:e concep"t o.f the “dynastic cycle” held that one dynasty
‘should periodically - give way to another. The founders of

;lyn'asties (whether rebels who succeeded or the leaders of
oreign armies who seized the country) could come to power,

' according to this line of thought, only because Heaven saw
“them as virtuous and deserving to rule. Over time, however,

their d,escendants were likely to become less mindful of the
people’s needs, a variation on the Western adage that power
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corrupts. The political order would then need to ?;isu‘;fflj
through transfer of the mandate to a new g]:oup.c1 o
restart the cycle of virtuous founder ar.ld decadent desce -ewe(.:l
Because the natural and the political worlc%s V\.ferte‘ vi e
as analogous to and in sync with one another, 1nd1c§ uir;zader
the Mandate of Heaven had been lost byetxcﬁézznunusual
ady to be claimed by a new on .
Z::n":;?zliceh a}; natural disasters. Eclipses could also be c::;e;:
preted as signals of Heaven’s displeasure about some oceur
rence in the human world. Emperors therefore WZI; o
know when these would occur, in order to be prepared to
the people a suitable interpretation of the event.

What were the political implications of this cyclical view?

In contrast to monarchical orders in which every new rulern (;asr;
trace descent to a common ancestor (e.g., the curr;ntf].ag:one)
emperor claims to be part of the sam.e hneag‘e as t e 11r " Wa;
an order in which there were occasional shifts in rule
o be a good thing. . .
ass];r;z::crats aid ministers (who gen.erall}f .atta?ef:l t}:)eslif
posts by passing exams rather than by 1nher1t1n‘g t e}iz fe o=
tions a la European aristocrats) faced a tough choice Wt e
rebellions started or foreign armies ’chrgatened the St; 1e. , th};
had to decide whether the current ruhrfg house.ha ho§nter-
Mandate of Heaven or not, and whether, in guar?hr;lg ’-cd: S1
ests of the people, they should or should f1ot .sw1:;c_th51- . ;ede-
Finally, since new dynasties ofte?\ maintaine . .e: I; oce
cessors’ institutions, there was consu%ef:able con;:n(;l zved o
dynasty often relied heavily upon offlc.lals VY}’TO ; izw -
previous dynasty and then jumped ship to join the .

Were all dynasties the same?

impor-
Despite the continuities listed so far, there were G‘B.IW?YS (;mtp -
tant variations among dynasties, with each leaving its distin
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mark. One basic difference among dynasties is that they gov-
erned territories of radically varying sizes. A map of today’s
PRC shows borders defining “China” that came into being
only after the Qing Dynasty had engaged in many decades of
imperial expansion after taking power in 1644. :

Even some very significant dynasties governed territories

much smaller than this. Consider, for instance, that the Song
(960—1279), who ruled a land mass much less than half the size
of the PRC, not only oversaw the institutionalization of the
civil service system but also governed during a period of rapid
economic development so dramatic that some scholars locate
the start of “modern” China in that period.

The Ming Dynasty (1368-1644) had a larger domain than
that of the Song,. But Ming emperors controlled neither Tibet,
the mountainous region far west of the Yellow River heartland
that the PRC claims has been part of China for many centu-
ries, nor Xinjiang, the region in the northwestern corner of the
PRC whose name (the characters for it mean “New Frontier”)
refers to its late incorporation into the Chinese empire (during
Qing times).

Just as there were dynasties that sometimes failed to govern
lands that are now considered part of China, there were also
emperors who ruled territory that is no longer part of the PRC.
Vietnam, for instance, was sometimes but not always part of
the Chinese empire before the 20th century, and there were
periods when parts of it were or were not under the control of
China’s emperor.

In addition, dynasties that came to power via wars of con-
quest took on the roles of the rulers they displaced but always
modified the system they inherited. This was especially true
of dynasties that had their ethnic and cultural roots on.the
steppes of Central and Northeastern Asia, in regions such as
Mongolia and Manchuria that were to the north of and less
agricultural than the Chinese heartland.

“Under Kublai Khan and other rulers of the Yuan Dynasty

(1271-1368), for example, Confucian exams were suspended.
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And the early Manchu emperors of the Qing wrote some
documents in their native language and some documents in
Chinese.

The Qing set up a dual-track official system in which some
posts were reserved for ethnic Manchus, while others were
given to members of the Han ethnic group, to which the major-
ity of people living south of the Great Wall belonged. The Qing
also maintained special troops (the “Banner forces”), com-
posed only of people who traced their descent to the northern
steppes.

How did dynasties interact with foreign countries?

One shared characteristic of most dynasties was a view that
the land the emperor governed was of central importance.
Chinese emperors, like the heads of many other empires,
tended to think of their domain as the most important in the
immediate region, perhaps even in the entire world. Partly
because Confucian thought emphasized clear hierarchies, the
emperors expected heads of other states to treat them with
deference, in return offering these entities protection and
benevolence.

Nevertheless, the way that individual dynasties and
indeed individual emperors dealt with the outside world var-
ied. Some rulers were much more open to and involved in
international trade and exploration than were others. There
were Ming emperors, for example, who welcomed Jesuits
from Europe, partly because Western advances in astron-
omy were helpful in predicting eclipses. It was also a Ming
emperor who funded the fabled naval expeditions of Zheng
He (Cheng Ho) (1371-1433), who most reputable scholars are
convinced did not “discover America” (as a 2003 best-seller
would have it) but did guide a fleet that probably made it as
far as Africa?

Other rulers were suspicious of outsiders and took a more
restrictive  stance toward international connections. They
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were convinced that increased contact with foreigners was
unnecessary and perhaps dangerous.

Most notably, in the late 1700s, the Qing decided to limit
Western traders’ and missionaries’ access to China. Chinese
trade with Southeast Asia was robust and operated through
many ports, but Westerners eager to exploit new markets for
their goods and find new souls to convert were allowed to
drop anchor at only one southern city, Guangzhou (Canton).
The only exception to this rule concerned the Portuguese, who
had abeachhead of their own in Macao, a city near Guangzhou
that had been ceded to them as a colony.

What was the Opium War?

The policy of prohibiting foreign ships from anchoring in most
Chinese ports was a source of discontent for Westerners who
dreamed, as their counterparts of both earlier and more recent
times have, of finding in China’s heartland an endless supply
of customers and converts. They did not believe the Qing line
that China was a self-sufficient empire capable of producing
all that its people required and that, hence, the West had noth-
ing of great value to offer.

The frustration of Western traders and missionaries grew
in the early 1800s as the British desire for (and indeed depen-
dence on) tea produced in China grew. Since European and
American merchants had failed to find any product that the
Chinese wanted to buy in comparably significant quantities,
a trade imbalance favoring China developed, leading to the
flow of silver out of the West and into the Qing Empire.

To counteract this, and to take advantage of easy access to
the high-quality poppies grown in India, which had become a
British colony, traders from Britain began to market opium in
China (with American merchants, who often got their poppies
from Turkey, following suit). These traders hoped that opium
would prove as addictive for the Chinese as tea had proven for
Londoners.

|
|
|
’1
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The Qing introduced strict laws against buying and selling
opium, but the foreign strategy proved effective, and a trade
imbalance favoring the West developed. Western traders were
always finding new ways to get the drug into China (thanks to
help from Chinese smugglers, in many cases), and demand for
the narcotic in China consistently grew, particularly in areas
near Guangzhou.

Tensions mounted, with each side claiming the moral
high ground. The Westerners insisted that free trade was
a God-given right that the Qing were barbarically denying
them, and they argued that if only they were granted free
access to all Chinese ports, they would find markets for goods
other than opium. Qing officials, meanwhile, decried the
Westerners for the villainy of flouting local laws and bringing
a dangerous substance into the country.

War broke out in 1839, and Qing forces quickly suffered a
series of military defeats. In order to stop the Western iron

ships from heading toward the Chinese capital, the Qing
signed a treaty very favorable to the foreigners.

What impact did the Opium War have?

The war had devastating effects: economically, it had been
costly; politically, it raised doubts among some as to whether
the dynasty had a firm hold on the Mandate of Heaven; and
psychologically, the war undermined the longstanding notion
that China was the most advanced and powerful country in
the world.*

As part of the Treaty of Nanjing signed at the conclusion
of hostilities, Britain gained partial control over Hong Kong,
which it held as a Crown colony (and, later, a British-dependent
territory) until returning it to China in 1997. (Full British control
over Hong Kong was accomplished in stages throughout the
19th century, concluding in 1898.) Britain also secured the right
for its merchants and missionaries to set up self-governing set-
tlements in several other coastal cities, dubbed “treaty ports,”
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including Shanghai; and the French and Americans, and later
the Japanese, used force and the threat of force to ensure that
the same privileges were extended to their nationals.

Why did the Qing Dynasty fall?

Until the 1970s, scholars often viewed the Qing as having had
a firm hold on the country until the Opium War. The story
of the first two centuries of Qing rule was presented as char-
acterized largely by triumphs, with strong and long-reigning
emperors extending the reach of the empire into Central Asia.
In this narrative, the mid-1gth-century clashes with the West
marked the beginning of the end of a dynasty that had been
in good shape. Now, historians have begun to appreciate
that there were realms other than that of foreign affairs that
strained Qing rule.

What internal developments weakened the Qing?

One source of strain on the Qing was demographic: the popu-
lation of China grew tremendously in the late 1700s and early
to mid-1800s, at least doubling (perhaps tripling or quadru-
pling) in a century. This placed a great deal of pressure on the
country simply because there were more mouths to feed.

It also caused problems for the Qing because the number of
magistrates did not increase. This meant that, by 1830, each of
these multitasking bureaucrats (responsible for presiding over
trials, collecting taxes, maintaining granaries, and officiating

at local rituals) was overseeing many more people than ever
before.

What was the significance of peasant rebellions?

The Qing also faced a problem of popular rebellions. These
tc?ok ma‘ny forms, ranging from piracy and banditry to reli-
giously inflected insurrections led by prophets who called on
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the faithful to rise up. Notable revolts included an uprising
led by the Eight Trigrams sect in 1813, which was quickly sup-
pressed, but at the cost of some 70,000 lives. Another was a
holy war launched in the 1820s and the 1830s by the Central
Asian leader Jahangir, who sought to free Xinjiang from
imperial control?

The White Lotus Rebellion that convulsed much of the
Chinese heartland from 1796 until 1804 was even more signifi-
cant. This revolt was linked to Maitreyan Buddhism, a form of
the originally Indian religion that was particularly popular in
parts of China and Southeast Asia. The White Lotus Rebellion
had a millenarian aspect to it; that is, its followers believed
that a new age was about to begin and that those adhering
to the faith would fare well in the coming order. Leaders of
Chinese Buddhist sects often discouraged outright rebellion,
encouraging their followers to wait quietly for change to come.
But at some points they called for direct action, and these calls
found especially receptive ears among people struggling with
natural disasters such as droughts and floods or angered by
what they viewed as excessive taxation®

The White Lotus Rebellion, which began with tax protests
in a poor mountainous area, was a classic example of a call
for action that resonated within an economically desperate
population. A potent addition fo the mix was anti-Manchu
sentiment and Han chauvinism—that is, a belief that control
of China should be returned to members of the main Chinese
ethnic group. ‘For some participants, a key attraction of the
movement was the belief that it would lead to the restoration
of the Ming, the ethnically Chinese dynasty that had preceded
the Qing.

The dynasty suppressed the rebellion, but at a great cost.
According to a leading historian of Chinese religious move-
ments, the Qing spent “the rough equivalent of five years’
revenue (200 million ounces of silver)” on military cam-
paigns against the rebels, and their troops were defeated in
enough battles that the “Manchu banner forces’ reputation
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outlandish to most forei il samed
reigners that, while he initial i
some Western support, in i e o
: , international forces idi
with the Qing against him. Fned up siding
At the hei
Homg fi:;ilg-?t of 1:he struggle, the fiercely anti-Confucian
ailing the exams; he had no fo
. S; ndness for th
governed a territory rou, i o
ghly the size of France. He beh i
many ways like the founder of ven mottating
ny anew dynasty, even instituti
. . . ¢ tln
a civil service examination system—with the novel twist th %
a
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candidates had to demonstrate mastery over his idiosyncratic
interpretation of biblical teachings rather than Confucian clas-
sics and famous commentaries on those classics, the main sta-

ple of Qing official exams.

Why was the 1894~1895 Sino-Japanese War so important?

The Qing fought further wars with Buropean powers after
1842, including one that ended in 1860 with foreign troops
destroying one of the dynasty’s most elaborate palaces,
Yuanmingyuan, but the most significant international conflict
of the second half of the 1gth century was a war with Japan
concerning which country would control Korea. That war
began in 1894 and ended a year later with another defeat for
the Qing. The Opium War had undermined the notion that
the Qing governed the world’s most powerful empire; this lat-
est war demonstrated that it was no longer even the dominant
regional power in East Asia. .

This defeat led some intellectuals to call for the dynasty to
embrace the kind of widespread adaptation of Western ideas
and institutions that were credited with strengthening Japan,
and they gained the ear of a reform-minded emperor. The
result was a bold but short-lived effort to radically reshape
China’s polit'ical and educational institutions, which was
known as the “100 Days Reform” of 1898. Conservatives within
the dynasty fought back, however, and the emperor was placed
under house arrest, though some institutions established by
the reformers remained, such as-the school that evolved into
today’s Peking University, China’s most prestigious college.

The conservative faction, whose supporters included not
just members of the ruling family but also some diehard
Confucian scholars (though there were reformers who cre-
atively proposed that Confucius would have approved of their
reforms), argued that the West and Japan might have superior
armed forces but that Chinese institutions were better, since

they were rooted in superior values.
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What was the Boxer Rebellion?

Th i
Sidz ]Zc;x(ei;l Bebelhon (1899-1901) is greatly misunderstood out-
e of }11n'a. It began with bands of young men attacking
e Christians and foreign missionaries i
: ! . aries in North Chi
f; 1S:ook on nilw dimensions in the summer of 1900, when t}::sae.
urgents held Western and Ja ident
‘ . panese residents of Beiji
lszsf:ﬁge for fifty-five days, and the Qing Dynasty, Whicﬁlﬁzg
Su(:1 ra’cedc;)e’cween Vi.ewing the insurgents as bandits to be
beifnzs:}f Band loyalists to be praised, threw their support
e Boxers. An international force of i
. l :
under eight flags lifted the siege. soidiersmarching
1riezl"he :r151s continued well into 1901, as foreign soldiers car
out campaigns of retribution and .
ruling family fled the capi T St o
pital. It ended in S
wher the Oing b ! eptember 1901,
ynasty, which had been all
to Beijing after a brief peri i " orth, o
period of exile in the h, si
treaty, known as the Box N
eaty, er Protocol. This accord in
< e Bo cluded
::ptflatlon that a giant indemnity be paid to (:orirlpe11satee foa
ree oss of foreign lives and property, with no comparablel;
compense for Chine i
recomp se suffering at the hands of invading
An
Conﬁnoth(?r key pa%*t of the protocol was designed to justify the
on fuatlon of. Qing rule. The foreign powers had decided
- ,d y'or a:'l tl;elr complaints about the Qing, they preferred
nastic devil they knew to an I'
y alternative. As
Iaj }:art of t‘he_ settlement of the crisis, both sides agreeda ::S‘:It'
ote the fiction that the Boxers had been anti-dynastic ”Ir)eg:

els,” rather than memb
! ers of a loyalist insurrecti
times achieved official support. on thathadat

; How has this crisis been misunderstobd?

© West i ings’
‘ Withetr;l m1sun;derstand1ngs of the Boxer Rebellion begin
: e use of misleading nomen
g _ clature. It wa
b ¢ : s not reall
» ellion,” for the insurgents often expressed a desire tZ

su . .
pport the Qing. The motivation for the uprising was not
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anger at the dynasty but a desire to rid China of Christianity,
which the Boxers blamed for all the ills that had recently
befallen the country, including a drought that was caus-
ing widespread misery. Another frequent source of misun-
derstanding is the notion that most of the people the Boxers
killed were foreigners, when the vast majority of victims were
Chinese Christians.

In addition, the participants did not rely on boxing. The
term “Boxer” was coined by the English-language press
because the groups involved made use of martial arts fighting
techniques, claiming that by employing the right mix of drills
and rituals they could make themselves impervious to bullets
and defeat the better-armed Western forces. At the height of
the crisis, however, the Boxer forces sometimes used weapons,
and woodblocks from the time show pitched battles between

two armies.

How does the reputation of the crisis differ in China?

In the West and in Japan, the Boxer Rebellion is presented as
a tale of the rise and fall of a violent Chinese group. Emphasis
is placed on the Boxers’ superstitious beliefs, including their
notion that they could make themselves impervious to bul-
lets and that railway tracks should be torn up to appease
local gods.

In China, by contrast, while the violence and superstitions
of the Boxers are sometimes criticized, there is more emphasis
on other aspects of the crisis, such as the grievances that led to
the insurrection. These injustices included decades of foreign
powers’ extending their reach into Chinese territory, and the
atrocities committed during the “Invasion of the Eight Allied
Armies,” including the looting of Chinese national treasures
and the revenge killing of thousands of northern Chinese. In
Chinese accounts now, the Boxer Protocol is described as one
of many humiliating and unjustly one-sided treaties that for-
eign powers forced the Chinese to sign.
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Why does this difference in views of the Boxers matter?

Th? specter of the Boxer Crisis has cast a long shadow over
Chinese interactions with foreign countries. Allusions to the
eve.nts of 1900 have been common whenever conflicts between
((ii.};;na and other nations have occurred, but because of how
d;ree(::rt(iegtllz the Boxers are viewed, these veer off in opposite
. A case in point occurred in May 1999, when NATO bombs
hit the Chinese embassy in Belgrade, killing three citizens of
the PRC. When Chinese protesters held rowdy demonstrations
hu?ling objects at the British and US embassies in Beijing anc{
claiming that NATO had intentionally targeted the Chinese
embassy in Belgrade, this was decried in some Western media
as xenophobic Boxerism. China was once again behaving irra-
tionally, these reports claimed, since the destruction §f th
Chinese embassy had been a mistake. )
Some Chinese, however, invoked memories of 1900 in a com-
pletely different manner. The events in Belgrade, they insisted
sho.wed that, once again, Westerners were determined to pusI;
China around. The fact that NATO includes some of the same
powers (e.g., Britain, the United States, France, etc.) that were
par‘t of‘ the coalition of “Eight Allied Armies” who occupied
China in 1900 and 1901 gave added force to this very different

* allusion to the era of the Boxers.

How did Qing rule finally end?

The Qing Dynasty engaged in a last-ditch effort at radical
reform after the Boxer crisis that struck many as an effort to
do too little too late. It was then toppled in 1911 by a series of
loosely connected uprisings and mutinies by imperial troops

'ljhese led to the abdication of the last emperor and the estfb-.
hs;hz'ne.nt of a new Republic of China (ROC), which persists

a.lbelt In a greatly reduced territorial form, on Taiwan The,
first president of this country was Sun Yat-sen (1866—.1v 25) ‘
who was inaugurated on January 1, 1912. o
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His installation as China’s first president was modelejl (1n
that of a Western political leader, anc.i efforts ?vere mihethz
convince foreign powers that everything associated :71. e
dynastic system would be abolished. But SUJ..’I also pz‘ir. 1C1Sp e
in rituals that hearkened back to Flyna?tlc tranitlgr;  and
played to the anti-Manchu Han nationalism that 1a oo o
part of challenges to the Qing since at least the tm;le o
White Lotus Rebellion. He visited the graves of 1t g‘=: lesi
emperors, for example, in a move that cas.t the revo. u’c1onCt "
as a move forward into uncharted terrain than .as- a_n a; o
revenge for the conquest of the country by foreign inv,

from the north.®

Is the Chinese Communist Party a new dynasty?

Harrison Salisbury titled his best—se‘llin'g study of t};\z PRuCn Z
first decades The New Emperors: China 11il the Era (}){’ y aos g
Deng, suggesting that the 1949 revolution tha’ch tah 3 e
lished the People’s Republic, like the 1911 one t a. a e
ated the ROC, could be seen as yet another. play;ng ox:sed
the dynastic cycle® And other Western writers I\ejlve oo
imperial metaphors to underlirlli. thlef?/vzetlr‘::o V:aos’ o~
f the past, was a political fig _ .
ffriisve:g rass ;odlikz and to emphasize the se‘crecy w1t.h WI’:I(i];
the Communist Party leadership shrouds 1t's operagozs nd
indeed its daily life—sequestered in a h?avﬂy guar e_dc:othe
pound known as Zhongnanhai, which is located be§1 e
Forllrjllijf‘l?ticcl)lr?within China, there are critics' of th(.e (;Tlrre::
regime who employ comparable imagery to discredit 1?111; ;
who claim to represent a revolution tha.t broke cogp .einy
with the past. For example, during the Tlananmend prrlisbeg
of 1989 (about which more later), protesters oftleln etscr e
Deng as acting like an “emperor,” and one wa po?3 e Izess
trayed him as a modern-day counterpart of the Emp
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Dowager Cixi (Tzu Hsi) (1839-1908), who was the mother
of one late Qing emperor and the aunt of another and func-
tioned as de facto ruler of China for much of her lifetime.
(This imagery derived some of its power from the fact that
Deng, though China’s paramount leader in 1989, did not hold
a high formal title such as party general secretary, president,
or prime minister) In addition, the derisive term “prince-
lings” is often used to refer to the sons of high-ranking
party leaders, whom many Chinese view as enjoying unfair
advantages and living privileged lives Perhaps the most
famous—or infamous—princeling is Bo Xilai, a charismatic
politician who attracted significant popular support as the
party secretary of Chongging municipality before being
purged early in 2012 amid a murder scandal and allegations
of massive corruption.

This kind of imperial imagery has its value, for it under-
scores the fact that China is currently beset by some familiar
political problems, including high-level corruption rooted in
personal access to and sometimes a direct familial relation-
ship with those in high positions. It should not, however, be
pushed too far or taken too seriously. In contrast to the ROC,
where Chiang Kai-shek was succeeded by his son as presi-
dent of Taiwan, or for that matter the United States, where
two members of the Bush family recently held the same top
post in fairly rapid succession, no two top PRC leaders have
been related to one another by blood. And there has always,
at least since Mao’s time, been an oligarchic aspect to the way
the Communist Party rules, with a group of top leaders, none
of whom is kin to another, sharing power in a manner that dif-
fers greatly from that of any dynasty.

More than this, imperial imagery obscures the many ways
that the China of today differs from the China of the past. The
PRC is changing so quickly ‘that frameworks that suggest it

is only able to replicate historical patterns generally do more
harm than good.
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dynastic cycle and the Mandate of Heaven

And yet, the . ‘ .
remain concepts worth keeping in mind. As we will see in later

some of the things that the leaders of the Comn.lu'nist
Party worry about—from the rumblings of popular rehglc;;s
sects to how natural catastrophes are understood—resem 'e
those that caused emperors {0 wWorry about how long their

own mandate would last.

sections,

3

REVOLUTIONS AND
REVOLUTIONARIES

Who was Sun Yat-sen?

Sun Yat-sen has been hailed as the founding father of the
Republic of China (ROC) and has been likened to George
Washington in more than a few Chinese textbooks over the
years. Sun has the rare distinction of having been treated as
a hero on both sides of the Taiwan straits. In the PRC, streets
are named after him and on special occasions his portrait is
placed in a prominent spot near Tiananmen Square. In the
ROC, at least before the Nationalists were first forced to share
power with other parties around the turn of the millennium,
his image was a central feature of all major political ritu-
als. This special status is made possible by Sun’s association
with the overthrow of the Qing, and by the fact that he not
only founded the Nationalist Party but also brokered the first
United Front (1924-1927), an alliance between the Nationalists
and the Communists.

His status in revolutionary history is unique, for those the
Communists hail as heroes are usually considered villains
on Taiwan and vice versa. Unique, too, was the eclectic ideol-
ogy he espoused, which combined intense nationalism with a
cosmopolitan openness to what foreign creeds had to offer.

In his youth, Sun studied medicine in Hong Kong, trav-
eled widely, and developed reform proposals that he tried,
unsuccessfully, to bring to the attention of progressive-minded
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Qing officials. His transition from reformer to _revolutlinzzi}i
occurred in the 189os, when he began to work Wlt}tl- 1sec‘:re]asp <t

i i-Qi risings. In 1905, while 1n ,
eties and to plan anti-Qing up . le ir
he founded the Revolutionary Alliance, an organization that
would eventually evolve into the Nationahstd I"ar(;y. s

bsequently credited w1

Even though Sun was su en red e
ing” lution, the mutinies and insu: .
ing” the 1911 Revo , : e

d while he was in
October of that year occurre % Ll erours
isi his political ventures. . g

States raising funds for cal xes St B0

i i iliated participated in the up. S,
with which he was affi . >
and he soon returned to China to play a key role in the tran

tion to republican rule.

What happened to Sun after he became president?

Sun’s presidency was short-lived. Within a year, Yua-n Sl;;ka:1
(Yiian Shih-k'ai) (1859—1916) had nudged him out of offl‘c;e. du;is
was a former Qing official and general who had shifte

ion i d then in 1912 insisted
allegiance to the Revolution in 1911, an it e

that he would continue to support the nex;r ;rd;:;’ rc:nSun i
i i king an army of his ¥
s made its president. Lac ! :
;": had to step aside, though he immediately set about trying

to develop a power base from which to reclaim leadership of

the country. ‘ .
Sun neg;r managed to regain control of China, which was

i lled
run by a succession of military strongmen (som.ehmﬁstc;art
#warlords”) until his death in 1925. But the Nationalist Party

he founded would, under his successor, Chiang Kai-shek, end

i decades and Taiwan
up governing China for more than two

for another half century.

What was the “Warlord era”?

Yuan’s assumption of power ushered in a clecade-.l‘tar
half-long period during which one or another military

and-a-

strongman was officially designated as China’s president. Yet
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in reality they shared control of the country with a number of
strong regional leaders.

Each of these men had an army and, by virtue of this, effec-
tively controlled a part of the country. Some of the warlords,
including Yuan, dreamed of becoming emperors and estab-
lishing new dynasties. And even though none of these efforts
to formally restore the imperial system proved successful, the
period was, in political terms, a bit of a throwback to the final
years of Qing rule, save for the overlay of some of the trap-
pings of a republic in, for example, the titles held by officials.2

What was the May 4th movement?

The warlords” abandonment of the revolutionary legacy of
1911 did not go unchallenged. Sun Yat-sen set up operations in
Guangzhou, at the head of a revamped Revolutionary Alliance,
now rechristened as the Nationalist Party. As he dreamed of
regaining control of the country, intellectuals agitated for an end
to warlord rule and looked to the outside world (Japan, Russia,
and the West) for ideas and strategies that could be brought to
China to help get the revolutionary project back on track.
Radical teachers and students in Beijing and Shanghai were
particularly active in both intellectual exploration, which took
such forms as translating theoretical and literary works into
Chinese and experimenting with new forms of writing, and
political mobilization. Their most important collective actions
involved profesting the willingness of the warlords to capitu-
late to demands that foreign powers (especially Japan) made
to extend their territorial and economic reach within China.
Most importantly, these students and young professors spear-
headed an anti-warlord and anti-imperialist drive known as
the May 4th movement.

This political struggle, which was linked to the

~ anti-Confucian New Culture movement discussed earlier,
was one of the events that truly changed China. Named for

the date in 1919 when a rowdy protest was held in what would
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later become Tiananmen Square, the specific trigge.r for it
was the way that China was treated during the Paris Peace
ce after World War L
COI";{:: illlies had claimed that one outcome of the wa}r woulfi
be that all nations would have the right to determine their
own fates, and that with the defeat of Germany the. age of
empires would come fo an end. Since China had, albeit bei?t;
edly, joined the Allies, there seemed good reason to hope tha
parts of China formerly under German control would ret;lrn
to Beijing’s rule. Instead, however, the Conference planne ico
cede these territories, on the Shandong Peninsula, to ]ap.an in
the Treaty of Versailles—and, much to the ange'er .of Chu.lese
students, the warlord government seemed unwilling to fight
allenge this decision.
” g’r?n&ay 4,g 1919, students rampaged through Be1]1r.1g
calling for Shandong’s return to Chinese ;ontrol and the dlsci
missal from office of three officials viewed as corrupt afr;.
pro-Japanese. After destroying the house of one of these .o i-
cials, some of these students were arrested and bea.t(.en up; c'me
later died from his wounds. Due in part to the traditional high
regard in which scholars were held, members of all urban
i es joined the protests. N
Socéilledal\/f:y 4].th movemznt reached its peak in Sh.an,ghal in
early June with a general strike that paralyze.d China’s ma‘m
financial and commercial center. When itlachleved most of its
it was hailed as a victorious struggile.
goif’cﬁeind, the Treaty of Versailles took effect unaltered. But
the students arrested in the original protest were ?11 released,
the three hated officials were dismissed from office, and the
Chinese delegation to the Paris Peace Conference refused to

sign the Paris accord?

Who was the most important radical writer of the May 4th era?

Many authors contributed to the intellectual ferment of the
time, but the one whose literary legacy is richest and most
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important is Lu Xun. He is also, arguably, the most important
author of the early 1900s whose works remain little known in
the West, despite the regular appearance of new translations
of his stories.* His importance is due partly to the range and
power of his writings. He was a highly accomplished essay-
ist and author of major short stories, such as the searing
anti-Confucian parable “Diary of a Madman” (which portrays
traditional Chinese values as soul-destroying) and a novella,
“The Real Story of Ah Q” (which satirizes the 1911 Revolution
as a struggle that claimed it could change everything, yet often
seemed to do little besides alter the names of the posts held by
local officials who bullied the people).

Another way in which Lu Xun is unusually significant is
that his publications permanently altered the Chinese politi-
cal vocabulary, infusing it with new terms such as “Ah Qism,”
derived from the tendency of the eponymous anti-hero of Lu
Xun’s novella to change failures into victories when retelling
the tale of his exploits, which continue to be used.

To be ignorant of Lu Xun, therefore, can make it hard to fol-
low some Chinese political debates. Though Lu Xun has been
compared to many other Western writers over the years, from
Gogol (an author who inspired him) to Nietzsche (one study
of Lu Xun dubs him China’s “Gentle Nietzsche”), he is China’s
closest counterpart to Orwell. Just as those unfamiliar with
Orwell will be confused by English editorials that include
casual references to “Big Brother,” “Newspeak,” and other
terms from 1984, without knowing who Ah Q was or what the
implications of describing traditional values as cannibalistic
are, some of the subtleties in Chinese political debates will go
over one’s head.

A final reason for Lu Xun's importance is that, though for
most of his life he was fiercely independent of dogmatisms of
the Right and the Left, he tended to side with the Communist
Party in the years immediately before his death, though he
never actually joined the organization. This allowed Mao to
elevate him to the status of a revolutionary saint within the
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People’s Republic. But, as Mao himself once admitted, had Lu
Xun lived past 1949 he would likely have ended up running
afoul of the new regime. By dying early, however, the way was
cleared for the Communist Party to use him, and his stories
became, at certain points between the 1950s and 19708, virtu-
ally the only Chinese works of fiction from the first half of the
20th century that could be published and read freely?

Here, again, an (albeit twisted) parallel with Orwell is note-
worthy. Orwell, in life, was caustic about the hypocritical aspects
of all isms, yet after death he was often made a one-dimensional
poster boy for the anti-Communist Cold War Right.

How does the Communist Party view
the May 4th era?

Lu Xun is by no means the only figure from the May 4th
period celebrated in the PRC, for many future leaders of the
Communist Revolution, including Mao, were linked to the
struggle of 1919. In fact, once in power, the Communist Party
turned the anniversary of the 1919 protests into a national
holiday honoring youthful patriotism because it is seen as
an event that paved the way for the founding of the Chinese
Communist Party (CCP).

Tt is certainly true that the popular ferment of 1919, which
inspired many youths to think that collective action could help
get the revolution back on course, was crucial to the estab-
lishment of the CCP. So, too, was the outbreak of the Russian
Revolution in 1917, which was hailed as being of epochal
importance in the major New Culture movement journal, New

Youth, and fueled a dramatic rise within China in interest in ~ 2

Marxism, after a period when radicals had been more drawn

to anarchist ideas.
There is debate now Over whether the CCP was born in

1920—when important meetings of some future leaders of
the organization occurred—or 1921, the date the PRC offi-
cially treats as the year of the party’s birth. In either version
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of
Be;jl;z ;t}c))zr; :::Oizn’sciaclhp;asyflr\? in i;f{s early life included radical
.(Li Ta-chao) (1888-1927), the au:;:c’)r c(:fu :2 irfounde'rs - DaZh?O
?feille; ”V%ctory ,of Bolshevism” in Russia aj;lie;c;z’lc :I'Sj;ig, }:EZ
adVisedu;(}ll: (:ih gn Tu—1-151u) (1879.—1942), a mentor to Mao,lwho
apioed the o u ;nts involved in the 1919 demonstrations.
opher ear }irnvoe;:/n defs of the Communist Party besides Mao
Chon ptey (18e8 in May 4th Protests included Zhou Enlai
Chou 98~1976) and his wife Deng Yingchao (Teng
Ying-ch'ao) (1904-1992), who was always much less famous

than her husband internati
ationall .
ential figure in the PRC. ally but was for decades an influ-

Why was the example of
the Russian Revolution so important?

The Russi e
o Wuss1an Revolutlon s inspirational role for Chinese activ-
SOCiala;s crliilal},)not just because of the appeal of its ideals of
quality but also because of th
\ e fact that it o i
ot ccurred in
oo :tl:gf that was a late-comer to industrialization and was
see oni» ac.lzwalrd. Members of the May 4th generation were
y critical of Confucian hierarchi
ooy o onf rarchies but also eager for
y to regain its former stat
s ature as a great power.
e sia al;ne seemed to have found a recipe to help rexiake a
ntr . .
: y domestically and increase its international prestige.t

M{hat was the First United Front?

g?nS::m;T;-lSt Part‘y did not have much of an impact on
MOSCow,spcrilc i1c's until Sun Ya.t-sen, who was attracted by
oo utc1s_t1;hof Western imperialism and the emphasis
o g p12;1 ine I;zlji;l:; a tightly disciplined vanguard

P to join the Nationalists in ac”?;ll;ril::z ff:;lillccll{ otld ty
l?o;c)h unseat the Wa?lords and fight foreign enc::):;c}):::l:r:sy
mbers of the fledgling CCP accepted the invitation readily;
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e, including a young Mao, would even hold positions 1n
some,

oth parties for a time. . . -
’ Thi first major mass movement accompanying th1s;.1n;me
Front, which lasted from 1924 until 1927 ax.u:}c lit:o n:; e
: “Fi ited Front” to differentiate I :
known as the “First Uni ' . o
ond collaboration between the Nationalists and Commut s
broke out in 1925. It was called the May 30th movement,

picking up where the May 4th movement

seen by some as ice in Shanghai’s main
. the police in Shang
left off, and was triggered by the p d of Chinese protesters

foreign-run enclave firing into a crow: : B e
who were demonstrating against the mistreatme

workers in Japanese mills located within Shanghai.

Why was the May 30th movement important?

This anti-imperialist struggle, like its predecessor of 1919,

read from being a single-city protest to being a national ;)Izie
SI:ld culminated in a general strike that paralyzed Shang?vI a.
?t did not achieve as many of its stated goals ﬁs thi " r};
; demands of May 3oth protes
h movement; the unmet of : ‘
g:lcluded that Chinese workers at foreign factories be given

g

e o azson ook done by activiss rought
many new converts into both the Nationalisf lartlct .Snc;m:l?;;ls:
organizations, making the latter, fo1: jche f1§ ;_evélopment
to be reckoned with in Chinese politics’ This v

aved the way for the end of warlord rule after the Northern
P

Expedition.

propaganda and mobil

What was the Northern Expedition? -
The Northern Expedition was launched in 1926 §rc1>)1;v11rllrcle
in Guangdong (Kwangtung nce.
southern power base in T i
i i Communists, lea by
ioint army of Nationalists and “hia
Iﬁi?—ls?lek rrzrarched northward toward Beijjing and, beginning
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in 1926, waged a series of battles against the armies of regional
militarists in which the Nationalists were victorious.

In 1927 the Chinese-run sections of Shanghai (as with other
treaty ports, only some parts of the city were under foreign
control) easily fell to the Northern Expedition’s troops, thanks
to a series of worker uprisings led by the CCP, which prepared
the groundwork for the arrival of Chiang Kai-shek’s soldiers.

Later that same year, Chiang, who had succeeded Sun as
head of the Nationalists after Sun’s death in March 1925, took
the nearby city of Nanjing and proclaimed it the real capital
of the republic (its name means “southern capital,” and it had

been a seat of government before). Then, in 1928, Chiang’s
forces took Beijing (whose name means “northern capital”)

and renamed it Beiping (“northern peace”) to show that the
political center remained in the south.?

Who was Chiang Kai-shek?

Chiang was often called simply “Generalissimo,” because of
his role as leader of the Northern Expedition forces and his
military background and bearing. An enigmatic figure, before
committing himself to the revolution he had joined a secret
society, established ties with the Green Gang (a powerful
organized-crime syndicate based in Shanghai), and received
military training in Japan.

. Hedeveloped close personal ties to Sun Yat-sen via common
tevolutionary activities. These took on an added dimension
when Chiang married Song Meiling (Soong May-ling) (1898
2003). An American-educated Christian, Song Meiling was

the sister of Sun’s widow, Song Qingling (Soong Ch'ing-ling)

(1893~1981), who never formally joined the Communist Party

but remained on the Mainland after 1949 and served as an

ficial. -

side from his skills as a military strategist, the generalis-

1Mo proved very effective at forming alliances that helped

m navigate the factional politics of the Nationalist Party.
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These were complex because several people thought that they
should succeed Sun as leader of the organization.

Whether he ever shared Sun’s conviction that the cause of
the Chinese Revolution was best served by an alliance with
Communists is unclear, but by late 1926 Chiang felt that the
United Front was a mistake. In April 1927, with help from the
Green Gang, he carried out a vicious purge of Communist
Party members in Shanghai, imprisoning and killing some of
the very people who had helped deliver the Chinese-run parts
of the city to the Northern Expedition forces.

From that point on, until his death in 1975, he treated the
Communists as a great threat to China’s future. For purely pr.ac-
tical purposes, Chiang was forced to ally with the Communists
again during the Second United Front (1937-1945). (He was
pressured into the arrangement, after being taken hostage
in Xi‘an in 1936, held by a warlord who thought China’s only
hope for salvation lay in unity between warring factic?ns.) But
Chiang’s anti-Communism was deeply felt and enduring, and
he continued to argue that, as he put it, the Japanese were only

a “disease of the skin,” while the Communists were a “disease
of the heart”—that is, ultimately the graver threat to Chinese

national survival.

What was the Long March?

Chiang Kai-shek’s “White Terror” purges almost suc’ceedefl in
eliminating the Communist Party in 1927. The Communists,
however, proved impossible to eradicate completely.

Some members of the organization avoided detection and
operated underground cells within cities held by the Nationalists,
while others escaped to rural Communist base areas. In the early
1930s, Jiang tried several times to encircle those b‘ase areas and
destroy the main clusters of remaining Communists; to e'scape
this fate the CCP abandoned its temporary headquarters in the
southern province of Jiangxi and began a torturous trek north-
ward that became known as the Long March.
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This 1934-1935 trek ended with the Communists setting
up new base areas in Shaanxi Province, the most famous in
Yanan, where they began to experiment with policies, such as
bold land redistribution campaigns, that eventually won them
support from many poor Chinese and also greatly impressed
some Western visitors (most famously the American journal-
ist Edgar Snow) In official PRC histories, the Long March is
treated as an event of mythic significance and proportions,
and it is easy to see why. The odds against a straggling band
of guerrillas escaping from the much better-armed Nationalist
forces while traveling over often-treacherous terrain to safety
some six thousand miles from their starting point are stag-
gering. The journey involved eighty-six thousand people,
who traversed six thousand miles in just over a year, cross-
ing eighteen mountain ranges and twenty-four rivers. In the
end, only some eight thousand of those who began the trip
survived.”

Had the Long March failed, the CCP would have ceased to
play a role in Chinese politics and history, but the march had
another significant outcome: it was during this epic exodus
that Mao consolidated his position as supreme leader of the
party, thanks in part to his vision of guerrilla warfare as the
way to fight the Nationalists being endorsed as the best mili-
tary strategy to pursue. Though he would turn against some
of his comrades in arms from the Long March in “rectification
campaigns” (in effect, purges) of the early to mid-1940s and

break with others after the founding of the PRC, Mao’s clos-
est allies ffom the 1930s on tended to be fellow Long March
veterans. If a Communist leader had spent the 1930s and 1940s
doing underground work in a “White” city controlled by the
Nationalists rather than in a “Red” area like Yanan—and
hence been further from Mao’s direct influence and closer to
the temptations of a mode of life he viewed as “bourgeois”
and decadent—they were vulnerable after 1949 to charges of
political impurity. In particular, they were more likely to be
dubbed “capitalist roaders,” beaten up by Red Guards fiercely
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loyal to Mao, subjected to public criticism, and even tortured
during the Cultural Revolution—about which more below.™

What was the Rape of Nanjing?

The period of the Japanese occupation, which began Wii‘th
Japan taking over parts of Manchuria in ?931, remaTms. a bit-
terly remembered one in China. A partlcularl}'r significant
event in this regard was the Rape of Nanjing, which unfolded
in late 1937 and early 1938. According to one recent US suivey
of Chinese history, during a short horrific period in Nanjing,
“31 estimated 200,000 t0 300,000 Chinese were killed” and “an
estimated 20,000 women were raped” by Japanese so-lc‘}iers.12
The Japanese invasion in general (there were atrocities c?m—
mitted in many parts of the country) and the Rape of Nar}]mg
in particular continue to bedevil Sino-Japanese relatlon.s.
This is in part because some textbooks approved for use in
Japan downplay the extent of the atrocities, and Tokyo, though
officially expressing regret for the invasions of the 1930s a.nd
1940s, has stopped short of carrying out a thor?ughg01ng
repudiation of all aspects of its World War II behavior such as

Germany undertook.

How did the Communists beat the Nationalists?

Many factors contributed to Mao’s defeat of Chiang. For f:xam-
ple, the way that World War II played out fostered ar.l image
of the Communists as devoted patriots. The Nationalists and
the Communists had allied to fight Japan from 1937 c')n, ‘F)ut
many Chinese were left feeling that the latter orgam.zat.lon
was more wholeheartedly committed to fighting impenah.sm
than was the former, which had trouble shaking its reputation
for being corrupt and led by a man obsessed with the idea that
Communism was as big a threat as foreign invaders.

When the Japanese finally surrendered, many hoped a
period of peace and stability would begin. This was not to be.
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Therapprochementbetween the Nationalists and Communists,
which had long been strained, collapsed completely within
months of Japan’s mid-1945 surrender. A civil war broke out
almost immediately, lasting until 1949, when Mao’s Red Army,
known as the People’s Liberation Army (PLA), took control
of several key cities. These included Shanghai and Beiping,
whose name the Communists changed back to Beijing, signal-
ing that it was once again China’s capital.

Throughout the Civil War, pitched battles were fought in
the countryside, and more symbolic struggles, via propaganda
and demonstrations, were waged in the cities. The Communists
promised that if they won they would redistribute land, and
this gained them support in many villages, especially since
word had circulated that bold land reform programs (in which
landlords were stripped of their holdings and sometimes
beaten and even killed) had been occurring for years in areas
under the Communist Party’s control. Meanwhile, disgust
with official corruption, Nationalist infighting, government
censorship drives, crackdowns on urban demonstrations, and
a sense that the generalissimo was too beholden to the United
States alienated many intellectuals in the cities.

The United States backed the Nationalists (with some reser-
vations), while the Soviet Union backed the Communists (like-
wise with ambivalence), as was expected as the Cold War got
under way. Chiang later insisted that the key to Mao’s victory
was Moscow’s backing, but equally or more important was
Chiang’s failure to run the country effectively in the late 1940s,
most evident in runaway inflation of such staggering propor-
tions that city dwellers sometimes needed wheelbarrows full
of nearly worthless currency to buy rice.

Given how disliked by intellectuals the Nationalists had
become by the late 1940s, the reputation that the Communists
had earned among workers and farmers as an organization
that championed the interests of the common people, and
the desire of Chinese of all classes for a time of peace, it is no -
wonder that the end of the Civil War was seen by many as a
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very welcome development. The year 1949 was hailed in the
Communist Party press at the time as a moment of “libera-
tion,” a term that continues to be used to this day in the PRC
as a shorthand for that year. This is surely what it felt like to
many people at that point, though landlords were bound to see
it as a fearful rather than welcome thing that the Communist
Party had taken control of the country. And though other
groups would also soon have misgivings about the turn the
nation had taken, in the early 19505 with the country at peace
and living standards rising, many continued to feel that China

was moving in a positive direction.

What role have mass campaigns played in
the People’s Republic of China?

Throughout the first decades of Communist Party rule in
China, mass campaigns were an important feature of daily
life. These drives, which were used to publicize and ensure
compliance with new policies, would remain important as
well during the two years immediately following Mao’s death,
when Hua Guofeng (1921-2008) held power. After Hua was
demoted and Deng took charge in 1978, campaigns became
less common, but they have sometimes played a significant
role, even in the Reform era (1978-).

The content of these campaigns has varied greatly. Their
formats, however, have been similar. High officials give
speeches and leading newspapers publish editorials spelling
out the goals of the drive; city streets are covered with ban-
ners containing key slogans, as are public buildings in urban
and rural settings; party representatives, the heads of neigh-
borhood associations (important grassroots-level authority
figures during the early decades of the PRC in particular), and
leaders of the individual danwei (work units) that structure
so much of social life in China (many people live in housing,
for example, that these danwei provide) take charge of getting
their subordinates to participate in rallies and other activities.
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?;Ic:)lr ascc::i:::r:}l: 1ndivi.dua¥s or activities representing ideas
g campalgn 1s meant to counteract are singled
t for criticism. According to a top party official, early cam-
paigns were an effort, above all, to ensure that t,he oals of
the party were internalized, to get the people to ”emagnc' i tc)
jchemselves step by step, instead of [the government] im1Pal -
zg revolution on the masses or bestowing victory onpto}fe;
W::St(:eai’ai (fiaxlgz?o ;‘*ﬁzcl):g irr;lPo;tant early mass campaigns
e, whic
redis.tribution of landlords’ holdingzxsizdiiilfdzzz:rl:als -
Rhysmal assaults on anyone viewed as belonging to tha a'nfi
fied landlord class. This campaign had begun ir% Yan’ae Vﬂg
Othel: areas under Communist Party control before 1 . %n
the filrst PRC nationwide movement was the one desig49.d o
publicize and gain compliance with the New Marria glr,le o
1950 (about which more below). elamet

What was the Resist America,
Support Korea campaign?

;l;he glf);lfof ’ile Resist America, Support Korea campaign was
solidify the reputation of the
: ‘ party as a patriotic organi-
]iatlon }:,letermmed to ensure that China would never aggain
o .
pushed around by foreign powers. It began as soon as the

. Korean War (1950-1953) started.

. 3;1};155 iliis; EOt- war” o.f the Cc?ld War era, which pitted allies
_ nion against allies of the United States, ended
;;1 a hstalema’ce, creating the division between Com,munist
tbotl::- Ifiorea and nor.1—Communist South Korea that continues
is a}'r. Mao claimed, however, that the war represented

a great victory for China. The PRC contributed the 1 -
és}t1 .numbe.r of troops to the North Korean cause, and r:;i-z
fOrlr"lese died d1.1r1ng ’fhe struggle than members of any other
. eign population, with Mao’s own son among the casualties
O;cgasiganda pos.ters, filr.ns, and stories celebrated the heroics.
nese soldiers, while those on the home front attended
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iali ney to

rallies against American imperlahsm and donat(e:(é ];noovzm_
support the war effort. At the same time, the tga e

pxlft embarked upon an intense effort to root ou égm

e . - V -
mies targeting those with connections t0 fore1gncg13 o

a

Spen’cls businesses, churches, and schools, as well as Chiang
m (4 (4

ationalists. . -
N The “victory,” according to Mao, lay in the' Collfi:lfrom
forces’ ability to prevent the Americans and ’clhelrT ;'S > o

i i
i tire Korean peninsuia. .

king control of the en . oves
:;at ghina could hold its own against apparen.tly 311193 o
powers. But another sort of “victory” was tha;c. ;n,]to};is CO}; e

: i ate
i the campaign to consoi

CCP, which had used <o
over both businesses and people throughout the country.

What was the Hundred Flowers campaign?

i isi 1956, which was suppressed
onn Hizg;;?;ogzri?s soefnt ziock waves throughout. ;he
‘C):I:;X;nist world. This revolt exposed as a} my’d;< tlrl\et 61 ﬂiae
that the Communist leaderships of all countfues 11nt ;at i
Soviet Union—a category th;’; i:\cc*j:,d::v(ir(;};;};iig et
oo ?1dt;ndn2(tiizljffserfllj:§;d l:road popular supp'ort. It alsc;
e 1I::1 e'llusory the notion that the state socialist lands o:
21:;1:::1 ::dl Eastern Europe were allies as opposed to merely
Sateuite(sil(l)'f teiisl:(e):;eotnlizgr:his included Mao’s call for a loos-
rrheof tlllrel taboo on pointing out mistakes made b)‘f the Ea.rty
s roblems with its official ideology, the idea el.ng
2111151 fg rigime could be strengthened t.hr.o.ug.h constr}lli’grz
criticism. The slogan used for this 1957 initiative V\;a;hou »
d Flowers Bloom and a Hundred Sc.hools o .gd
Hundrii ” allusion to the distant Warring States period,
e a?lents of Confucian, Daoist, Legalist, and many
her p'r")cljr?s of morality and statecraft had competed for ’ch::a1
Z:leerftzgrsll and patronage of Jocal rulers. Soon professors an

students around the country were writing memorials and put-
ting up wall posters calling for change.

The Hundred Flowers campaign has been interpreted as a
cynical effort by Mao to smoke out all intellectuals with dan-
gerous ideas. A competing interpretation holds that it was
meant to demonstrate that the party was popular enough and
firmly enough in control that it could benefit from advice, and
by doing this further increase its support among intellectu-
als, who would feel better about aiding a regime that allowed
more freedom of speech. In this view, the crackdown on crit-

ics that soon came was a response to the unexpectedly harsh
nature of the commentary unleashed.

In either case, the end result was that a brief flourishing
of open discussion was followed by a series of purges. These
purges were known as the Anti-Rightist campaign.

What happened during the Anti-Rightist campaign?

The Anti-Rightist campaign was a drive used -to inculcate
intellectual orthodoxy. Anyone who expressed or was simply
_aecused of harboring unorthodox views risked being desig-
nated a “counterrevolutionary” and “enemy of the people,”
subjected to public criticism, and sent to a prison camp. Once
incarcerated, these “Rightists” would experience a period of
- _either “reform through labor” or “reeducation” that, if success-
/ful, would allow them to reenter society. They would never
be able to fully. shake the stigma of having once been labeled
a Rightist, since a file was kept on every citizen of the PRC,
which included notes on the individual’s political history—a
dossier system that has still not been completely abandoned.
In addition to those who actually expressed criticism of the
new regime, some people suffered during the Anti-Rightist
campaign for quite different reasons. Some were labeled
Rightists because individuals who held grudges against them
or wanted to burnish their own reputations for political recti-
tude concocted tales of the targeted person’s failings. Others
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ntral authorities told local offi-

. the ce
were singled out because A Mao had
. se htists because
cials to fulfill specific quotas of Right1 population

made statements that a certain percentage‘ of the' et
s composed of enemies of the revolution trying
wa

their beliefs.

How did women fare during
the first decade of the PRC?

It is telling that one of the first pieces of the ne.w reig}ilm: esnlterii
' jage Law of 1950, given the
islation was the New Marriage / e ot
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. hin late »

against women within la 12 been
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e ainc bind their feet (in a

i i d to
in chaste, to girls being pressured to bl . :
infil ocess that among other things limited their 'phy'smal
mobility), to only men being able to take official exagun.atlo’:;sé
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It is true that some notewor e
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i ‘ were grante
relations. Most notably, women e oo
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The Marriage Law campaign championed the idea that
betrothals should be between freely consenting individuals,
rather than arranged by family elders, and that, once married,
husbands and wives would be treated the same under the law
(even having equal ability to seek divorce, something that
under the old system had been much easier for a man than
for a woman to do). Though the New Marriage Law did not
officially require this, one symbolically significant shift that
accompanied its implementation was the substitution of the
party for the husband’s family in ritual aspects of weddings,
represented by the fact that in post-1949 marriages, a portrait of
Mao was often placed where images of lineage ancestors had
been in pre-1949 weddings, with new couples bowing before it
as they had once bowed before the husband’s parents.

Mao and the CCP proclaimed that “women hold up half the
sky,” promising the dawn of a new era in gender relations. In
some respects, life for Chinese women did improve during the
early PRC years. Many assumed positions of responsibility in
their local party units, while others found themselves lauded
as “model workers” for their labor productivity. A campaign
promoting safe childbirth also yielded dramatic improve-
ments in maternal and infant mortality. Yet, while many
women joined the labor force and began working in offices, in
factories, or, toward the end of the 19508, on collective farms,
they remained the primary caregivers for their families, often
working a “second shift” to complete their household’s cook-
ing, cleaning, washing, sewing, and childrearing. As a result,
Chinese women might remember the first decade of the PRC

as a time of progress, but also as one of exhaustion.”

What sort of people were Mao
and his main allies?

Mao was born into a middling sort of rural family (his father
had enough money to employ a laborer and to educate his
sons), and in his youth he gravitated toward radical politics.
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He did this first within his native Hunan Province and later
in Beijing, where he worked as a librarian and was influenced
greatly by progressive teachers, especially Chen Duxiu, who

had begun to promote anarchist and Marxist ideas. His most
cluded a report on the Hunan

significant early writings in
peasant movement, in which he stressed the party’s need to
learn from the actions of rural activists (rather than assume, in
a more orthodox Marxist fashion, that farmers were an inher-
ently backward group who needed guidance from urbanites);
claimed that extreme tactics and great violence were often
a necessary part of revolutionary settings (this is where his
famous statement that “revolution is not a dinner party”
appears); and noted that women were uniquely oppressed in
China (not only suffering from class injustices but also having
power wielded over them by male relatives).

- Mao rose to power within the party during the Long March,
as already noted, and when the PRC was founded, his suprem-
acy was symbolized by the fact that it was he who stood atop
Tiananmen (the Gate of Heavenly Peace) and proclaimed the
establishment of the new country. The giant portrait of his
face, which still hangs near that spot, is a reminder of his role
as the first paramount leader of the PRC. Mao insisted that he
did not want to be the subject of a “personality cult,” and even
prohibited celebrations of his birthday, and yethe was elevated
to a godlike status within the PRC during his lifetime. Since
the official version of Communist Party history promoted

from 1949 until 1976 cast him as the central player in each and

every defining moment of the revolution from the early 19208

on, unfairly downplaying the contributions of many others,

celebrations of holidays such as those marking the anniversa-
ries of the founding of the party (July 1), the founding of the

Red Army (August 1), and even the founding of the country

(October 1) became, in effect, as much celebrations of Mao as

an individual as of the collectivities they ostensibly honored.

Mao’s closest associates, as mentioned earlier, were mostly
other Long March veterans. These included Zhou Enlai, who

NUVUikduuviio dliu nvvUllduviidiice o1

Zsass6l_<nown for his diplomatic skills, and Zhu De (Chu T
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Wh90 i 9enz),t }lz/Iao s heir apparent in the 1950s and early 1960s

o N;io 1‘e 1930s and 1940s in urban centers controlled b ’
nalists, where they sought to organize workers anZlI

. car
ry out underground propaganda efforts on behalf of the

Communist cause.

How were Mao’s writings viewed?

Mao'’s

e o :gz::shisf :Ed essay§ were initially treated simply as
N Droducts © hoe most influential Chinese interpreter of
i Scriptu,re ;vever,. they began to take on the function
SE oy Serpt , becoming texts that were studied compul-
1vely, memorized, and used as the final arbiters of morality

“and immorality.

ra'll."hellse ‘j::tri’l:::b:ted to‘and was an expression of Mao’s gen-
e bor mc; godlike stgt'ys, which was visually repre-
W Celebrzts’:t}?es, giant portraits, and innumerable
s that o ed his accomplishments and treated him
‘ odiment of the revolution and indeed of the New
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lished in 1949 wide spectrum of issues, as he
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What was the Great Leap Forward?

Mao had become impatient. He wanted
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rapid collectivization and bold campaigns to increase crop
yields and raise steel production, all intended to help China
achieve full-blown Communism before the Soviet Union and
gain economic parity with the West.
The initial results of the program seemed impressive, as
enormously high crop yields were reported. And reports
filled the newspapers of the “happier collective life” that peas-
ants were enjoying as they made the most of the new group
“dining rooms, kindergartens, nurseries, sewing groups, bar-
ber shops, public baths, happy homes for the aged,” and so
forth provided by communes® Beneath the surface, however,
the fault lines of an impending disaster were forming. Fearing
that the central authorities would punish them for being insuf-
ficiently supportive of Mao’s directives if they failed to report
exciting results, local officials grossly overstated the size of
crop yields. And in order to boost steel production figures,
useful farm implements were melted down to create useless
(except for bragging purposes) hunks of metal. In addition,

- some pseudoscientific innovations endorsed by Mao, such as

planting crops closer together to boost harvest levels, were
dismal failures.

- When these problems were compounded by bad weather,
the result was the most lethal famine in world history: lasting
until-1961, it claimed at least 20 million lives, perhaps closer to
3e‘million. It hit the young unusually hard: the median age of
those dying in China plunged from a 1957 level of 176 years to
a 1963 level of 97 (i.e., half of the dead that year were younger

10). As historian Jonathan Spence put it, “the Great Leap
Forward, launched in the name of strengthening the nation

“summoning all the people’s energies, had turned back on
elf and ended by devouring its young,”

hat was the Cuftural Revolution?

fter the Great Leap disaster, Mao temporarily lost his position
hina’s paramount leader. Though Mao was still officially
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venerated as the nation’s greatest thinker, the actual running
of the country was taken over by Liu Shaogqi, Deng Xiaoping,
and other party leaders thought of as more pragmatic, less
utopian. The Cultural Revolution, which remains one of the
least fully understood events in modern Chinese history, both
within and outside of China, was largely an effort by Mao to
reclaim a position of centrality by going around the bureau-
cracy of the party and leading a mass movement.

The struggle began with Mao (who worried that the
Revolution was ossifying) issuing militant statements and then
presiding over massive rallies by passionate loyalist youths
known as “Red Guards,” who verbally—and sometimes phys-
ically—attacked anyone they viewed as insufficiently devoted
to their hero, sometimes literally beating these “enemies of the
people” to death. Mostly high school and college students, the
Red Guards often targeted teachers and school administra-
tors they accused of being too conservative or not respectful
enough of Mao’s teachings.

The years that followed were marked by back-to-back polit-
ical campaigns, in which many high-ranking leaders became
targets of angry crowds. It was a time of chaotic purges and
counterpurges (when the victims of one wave could become
the bullies of the next). Liu Shaogi went from being Mao’s cho-
sen successor to the target of a mass campaign, a fate that even-
tually also befell his replacement, Lin Biao (1907-1971). During
this period, campuses were closed and intellectuals sent to the
countryside to purify themselves by working the land.

The Cultural Revolution was a time of street clashes and
rural violence, in which many innocent people suffered,
whether from having their reputations damaged or being
harassed so intensely that they killed themselves. It was a
time of utopian hopes that turned into dark nightmares, an era
when children turned on their parents and friends betrayed
friends, swept up in the ideological fervor of a particular cam-
paign or simply a desire for self-preservation; in this setting
the safest thing to do was often to find others to denounce to

prove one’s own virtue. The campaign had many of the same
chara.cteristics as a fundamentalist religious movement, with
Mao in the role of prophet and his works becoming th’e sole
text allowed to define moral purity. It was also, in part, an
effort by youths who had grown up surrounded I,)y films ’and
posters that told them the only way to live a meaningful life
was to take part in epic acts of upheaval to create new equiva-
lents to the Long March and Yan’an period—and this element
of reenactment manifested itself in Red Guard travels around
China (framed as efforts to spread Mao’s teachings and “share
rev.olutionary experiences” with one another), sometimes b
train and sometimes on foot (e.g., walking through terrair}i
that Mao had traversed three or four decades earlier).

What was the Gang of Four?

Tltle Gang of Four was a term used for Mao’s wife, and later
widow, Jiang Qing (1914-1991), and three of her allies. Jian;
and Mao had been married since the Yanan years, but untﬁ
t?le mid-1960s, she remained mostly absent from elite poli-
tics. This changed, though, when she began promoting radi-
cal literature and performing arts at the outset of the Cultural
Revolution. Exerting a great deal of power near the end of the
1()Zul’cural Revolution, she and the other Gang of Four members
ecame targets of mass ca i impri
peca Mao,sgdeath iy mpaigns and were imprisoned soon
The Gang of Four was scapegoated for the mistakes of
the Cultural Revolution in a manner that partially mitigated
Mao’s responsibility for the luan (turmoil) of the era. They
are presented in official histories as scheming, unprinci-
pled opportunists who took advantage of their connections
to Mao to carry out a nefarious plot to destroy the coun-
try and assume absolute power. Their method was to label
as “Rightists” anyone they disliked or felt was a competitor
(e.g, Deng Xiaoping), while embracing an exaggerated form
of “leftism” that claimed to be ultra-revolutionary but that in
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fact endangered the revolution. Jiang, who coréu‘nnltéel?i :a:u:lsdz
in prison in 1991, is NOW mostly remembered 1 rase s
1I}llzinous woman whose self-interested scher:se.s cou | have
jc’cippled the state, demoniz.ed ,as a ”dragon lsacizf in the sty.
imperial wives during China’s dynastic past.

., 2
Why hasn’t Mao been repudiated by China’s current leaders

i ill do
Iways existed, and sti
ing assessments of Mao have a °
Va'rzu(l)? course, outside of China; there are e\{e'n places (sucel
emls\T;: al) where Maoist guerrillas treat his wr1.t1ngs a(sj Iglf)sg tc;
giill cI:f late it has become very common outside of 1(:; o
fe; to Mao as a counterpart to Hitler, largely becauset o
1;‘famage his policies did to the country during the Grea p
the Cultural Revolution. . . ,
anEll"he Hitler analogy is a misleading one in many1 Waz;
but it must be understood before its flaws C?I;/[ be ?Xlihfzgh,;
i i ddress because if Mao 18 .
It is an important issue to a . ‘ Mao I8 o
i i haracteristics,
imply as a Hitler with Chinese ‘c '
lc;i)zlr:?:lptz seem bizarre and disturbing, to say the 1eaStle31;
his body lies preserv
i ‘ ears on PRC banknotes, ) <
2;:1?:;5111) Square, and references to carrym.g forward }\/i;ce)
Zedong Thought” (along with “Deng Xlaop‘mg T;eoriyrr{ e
ddly titled “Three Represents” concep? of ]1ang ;m 1,1 e
ft)he ”}I’-Iarmonious Society” ideas of Hu Jintao) S’CIH.S oW up
ional Day slogans. o
Na:cl"lﬁrelabest };lacfe; to begin our examination of (’gl}e po}-)u]:i
i t misleadingly one-dimensio
in the West and Taiwan) bu ‘ ‘ !
gma e of China’s former leader as an embodl?nen,t of evil, }1)11;1;
1rIrlldgsimple is with Jung Chang and Jon Ha.lhdaY.s best—sei:t hai
iio raphy, Mao: The Unknown Story* Pubhshe‘d in 2005, o
bec%)me the most famous biography of Mao. Prior ’clc\>/I 1tz ;};}(}1 o
ance, some Westerners already thought it odd that &-1 nedne?
b en/ more thoroughly repudiated in the PR.C, especially nee
tl:e current CCP leaders had gone so far to distance themse

is fi i-capitalist
from some of his policies and from his fiercely anti-capita
TO!
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and pro-class struggle rhetoric. Since the book’s publication
and the flurry of media attention that accompanied it, though,
this sense of bewilderment has increased dramatically.

This reaction is because, among its distinctions, this book
is the English-language biography of Mao that provides the
most negative view of him. Not content to locate Mao within
a triumvirate of evil that includes Hitler and Stalin (as writers
before them had done), Chang and Halliday go further, pre-
senting him as in some ways the vilest of the three. The book
includes a controversial claim that is now routinely repeated
as a simple statement of fact: Mao was responsible for 70 mil-

¢ lion peacetime deaths, more than any other leader in history.
This figure is based on a

questionable chain of arguments
that claims he “killed” everyone who died during the Great
Leap famine, instead of simply implementing misguided
policies that precipitated a catastrophic event. Furthermore,
every victim of the purges and mass campaigns from the
1950s through the mid-1970s who died in prison or commit-
ted suicide, in addition to those slain during the civil war-like
Cultural Revolution clashes, represents a “peacetime” death to
be laid at his door.
The number itself is impossible to verify, partly because it
is difficult to separate starvation from other causes of death in
famine years. It is also impossible to neatly separate mortal-
ity resulting from political violence from death caused by old
age or illness during times of civil strife. In addition, a focus
solely on catastrophe leaves out of the picture completely the
achievements of the first decades of the PRC: the fact remains
that, despite all of the horrors of the Great Leap Forward, Mao’s
time in power saw life expectancy within China jump from
ughly thirty-five years to seventy, while illiteracy declined

ven more sharply (from approximately 8o percent to under
‘percent). '

The book, which is packed with detailed descriptions of
cts of violence and a great deal of lurid prose, porirays Mao
behaving, from youth onward, as a heartless Machiavellian



figure. He never even truly believed in Marxism, the authors
claim, but embraced the creed simply as a way to gain power.
Moreover, they assert that, late in life, Mao became a blood-
thirsty and sexually depraved tyrant who interacted only with
sycophants.

Overall, their book presents Mao as more demonic than
human. He was someone who, the authors insist, had no
capacity for love and never felt a single twinge of remorse for
his actions—though how exactly this can be “proven” with-
out the magical ability to peer into a subject’s soul, or at least
interview him, as they could not, is left unexplained.

What is the alternative to viewing Mao as a monster?

There are many alternatives to thinking of Mao as a fiend who
was China’s Hitler. One useful way to think of current assess-
ments of Mao is a bit like American views of Andrew Jackson.
Though admittedly far from perfect, the comparison is based
on the fact that Jackson is remembered both as someone who
played a significant role in the development of a political orga-
nization (the Democratic Party) that still has many partisans
and as someone responsible for brutal policies toward Native
Americans that are now often referred to as genocidal.

Both men are thought of as having done terrible things,
yet this does not necessarily prevent them from being used
as positive symbols. And Jackson still appears on $20 bills,
even though Americans now tend to view as heinous the
institution of slavery, of which he was a passionate defender,
and the early 19th-century military campaigns against Native
Americans, in which he took part.

At times Jackson, for all his flaws, is invoked as represent-
ing an egalitarian strain within the American democratic
tradition, a self-made man of the people who rose to power
via straight talk and was not allied with moneyed elit-
ists. Mao stands for something roughly similar. Workers in

state-owned industries who in recent years have been laid off

understandably associate Mao with a time when laborers got
more respect, and he is remembered by some as a Communist
leader who, for all his mistakes, never forgot his roots in the
countryside and never viewed himself as belonging to a caste
that was superior to ordinary folk.

Is Mao seen in China as someone who made errors?

The Chinese population has not been brainwashed into think-
ing that the Communist Party and its leaders are infallible, and
while some people in China still revere Mao as a godlikc/e fig-
ure, most do not. There is a widespread acceptance of the fact
that Mao made major mistakes. The official verdict, first put
forward in the early 1980s, holds that he was 70 percent right
and 30 percent wrong. Some Chinese think this too harsh a
report card for the leader who made China fully independent
of foreign powers for the first time in a century, but others
think it far too generous an assessment of him. ,

Just what his mistakes were is not spelled out in the official
account of his legacy. There is a widespread acknowledgement,
though, that his biggest missteps came late in life and that hac{
he died earlier, he might have been seen as right more ,than
70 percent of the time. It is understood that his most egregious
errors included the Great Leap and the Cultural Revolution;
with the latter, he is blamed for spurring the Red Guards or;
to militancy in 1966 and facilitating or at least doing too little
to stop the Gang of Four a decade later. When people in China
’freat him with reverence now, the Mao they have in mind
is often the leader of the time before the Great Leap and the
Cultural Revolution.

How do ordinary Chinese feel about Mao?

The feelings of ordinary Chinese toward Mao run the gamut
from nostalgia to fury, admiration to disdain. There continue

- tobe long lines to view his body, which remains on display in






