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PATRIOTISM OR NATIONAL BETRAYAL?

— On the Reactionary Film Inside Story of the Ching Court

by CHI PEN-YU

“At no time since it was shown all over the country has the film
‘Inside Story of the Ching Court’ — described as patriotic though in fact a
film of national betrayal — yet been criticized and repudiated.”

— Chairman Mao Tse-tung: “Letter on the Ques-

tion of Studies on ‘The Dream of the Red
Chamber’ ”

WHEN that new day dawned over the east of the
world in October, 1949, the China that had been
weighed down by calamities rose to its feet like a giant.

Guided by Mao Tse-tung's thought, the Chinese
people, after countless bitter struggles, finally threw off
the three big mountains of imperialism, feudalism and
bureaucrat-capitalism and liberated the whole country.

The storm of the great people’s revolution was
washing away the filth from the land of China. But
the reactionary ruling classes, unreconciled to their
doom, continued to mount frenzied, large-scale coun-
ter-attacks in every field. The class struggle was
very acute. On the cultural and ideological fronts it
was especially complicated, and the reactionary
films, plays, operas, songs, books and journals that
flooded the world of culture were important prop-
aganda weapons in the big counter-attacks carried out
by the reactionary ruling classes against the revolution-
ary people. One of the most prominent examples was
the reactionary film Inside Story of the Ching Court,
which in 1950 was still being widely shown in Peking,
Shanghai and other cities.

What should be the attitude of the victorious Chi-
nese people in face of these large-scale counter-attacks
by reactionary culture? Should they carry out a prole-
tarian cultural revolution, or compromise or surrender
to the reactionary culture rampant in society? Every
revolutionary comrade [aced a new choice and test.

Around this reactionary film, the proletarian revolu-
tionaries headed by Chairman Mao waged a serious
struggle against a handful of Party people in authority
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taking the capitalist road. It was the first important

struggle on the cultural and ideological fronts in
liberated China.

Chairman Mao sternly pointed out: The Inside
Story of the Ching Court is a film of national betrayal
and should be criticized and repudiated. He also said:
Somebody called it patriotic; I consider it national be-
trayal, national betrayal through and through. But the
counter-revolutionary revisionists Lu Ting-yi and Chou
Yang and a certain Hu, a standing vice-direclor of the
Propaganda Department of the Party's Central Com-
mittee at that time, and others, as well as the top Party
person in authority taking the capitalist road who was
supporting them from behind, stubbornly clung to their
bourgeois reactionary stand and openly opposed Chair-
man Mao's directive. They asserted that this reaction-
ary lilm was “patriotic” and refused to crilicize and
repudiate it.

Comrade Chiang Ching, then a member of a com-
mittee for guiding the work of the cinema under the
Ministry of Culture, upheld the proletarian revolution-
ary line of Chairman Mao and at a number of meetings
proposed that the film Inside Story of the Ching Court
should be firmly criticized and repudiated. How-
ever, Lu Ting-yi, Chou Yang, Hu and others vigorously
opposed this proposal and did their best to adverlise
the “patriotic progressiveness” of this reactionary [ilm.
When Comrade Chiang Ching wanted to act according
to Chairman Mao’s directive, they threw at her the
reactionary talk of their boss bechind the scenes, the
top Party person in authority taking the capitalist road,
and said: “Comrade so and so holds that it is a pa-
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triotic film.” Firmly upholding the truth, Comrade
Chiang Ching stood her ground and in no uncertain
terms refuting their reactionary and ludicrous state-
ments insisted that the film should be criticized and
repudiated. They had to give way, but perfunctorily
appointed an historian of reactionary views to write a
short fake criticism which was really aimed at shield-
ing the [ilm. They considered even such an article
“too sharp,” and held up publication, thus smothering
a major struggle between the proletariat and the bour-
geoisie on the cultural and ideological fronts.

In 1951, Chairman Mao personally led the struggle
on the cultural and ideological fronts to criticize the
reactionary film The Life of Wu Hsun.* In 1954, he
initiated another major nationwide struggle, namely,
the criticism of Yu Ping-po’s Studies on “The Dream
of the Red Chamber”** and the reactionary ideas of Hu
Shih. On October 16 of the same year, Chairman Mao
wrote a letter to the comrades in the Political Bureau
of the Central Committee of the Party and other com-
rades concerned, sternly criticizing certain “important
people” in the Party who suppressed attacks by
new-born forces against the bourgeoisie and were its
willing captives. In his letter, Chairman Mao again
raised the question of the reactionary film Inside Story
of the Ching Court. Referring to the article written
by two young men criticizing Studies on “The Dream
of the Red Chamber,” Chairman Mao pointed out:

This is the first serious attack in thirty ycars
and more on the erroneous views of the so-called
authoritative writer in the field of the studies of
The Dream of the Red Chamber. The authors are
two Youth League members. First they wrote to
the Wenyi Bao (Literary Gazette), to ask whether
it was all right to criticize Yu Ping-po, but they
received no reply. Ignored by the Wenyi Buo, they
wrote to teachers at their alma mater — Shantung
University —and got their support. Their article
refuting A Short Study of “The Dream of the Red
Chamber” was carried in the university journal
Wenshizhe (Literature, History and Philosophy).
Then the problem came back again to Peking. Some
people wanted this article to be reprinted in the
Renmin Ribao, to arouse discussion and criticism.
This was not done because certain people opposed
it, giving various reasons (mainly that it was “an
article written by unimportant people” and “the
Parly paper is not a platform for free debates”).

* The Life of Wu Hsun was a most pernicious counter-
revolutionary film which fervently praised the landlord
class and its lackeys, frenziedly advocated the most shame-
less slavishness and capitulationism, and maliciously slan-
dered the peasants’ revolutionary struggles. Wu Hsun
(1838-1896) was a landlord's toady whom the film turned
into a “great man™ willing to sacrifice himself to provide
poor peasant childven with a chance to study.— Tr.

** Studies on “The Dream of the Red Chamber” is a
book which evaluated this classical novel from the bourszeois
idealist point of view and used bourgeois methods of textual
research, — T,
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As a compromise, the article was allowed to be
reprinted in the Wenyi Bao. Later, the “Literary
Legacy” page of the Guangming Ribao carried an
article by the two young men refuting Yu Ping-
po's book, Studies on “The Dream of the Red
Chamber.” 1t seems likely that the struggle is about
to start against the bourgeois idealism of the school
of Hu Shih which has been poisoning young peo-
ple in the field of classical literature for the last
thirty years and more. This struggle has been
sparked by two “unimportant people,” while the
“important people,” usually taking no notice of
it or even obstructing it, advocate a united front
on idealism with bourgeois writers and make them-
selves willing captives of the bourgeoisic. It was
almost the same when the films Inside Story of
the Ching Court and The Life of Wu Hsun were
shown. At no time since it was shown all over
the country has the film Inside Story of the Ching
Court — described as patriotic though in fact a film
of national betrayal — yet been criticized and re-
pudiated. The Life of Wu Hsun has been criticized,
but the lessons have not yet been drawn: now
comes the bizarre situation when Yu Ping-po's
idealism is tolerated and vigorous critical essays hy
seme “unimportant people” are obstructed. This
warrants our attention.

Yet class struggle is independent of man's will
Even after Chairman Mao put the question forward
so sharply, the handful of counter-revolutionary revi-
sionists headed by Lu Ting-yi and the top Party
person in authority taking the capitalist road who sup-
ported them from behind. still continued to cling
to the bourgeois reactionary stand and stubbornly
opposed Chairman Mao's instructions. Twelve years
have elapsed since 1954, but the Inside Story of the
Ching Court, which is a reactionary, out-and-out trai-
torous film, remains uncriticized.

The unprecedented, great proletarian cultural
revolution has once again brought this question up.

Debts have to be paid sooner or later. In the pre-
sent movement of the great proletarian cultural rev-
olution, this reactionary and completely traitorous
film, which has remained uncriticized since the libera-
tion, must be subjected to thorough criticism and re-
pudiation by the revolutionary masses. The handful of
counter-revolutionary revisionists who opposed Chair-
man Mao’s directive and the top Party person in
authority taking the capitalist road who supported them
from behind, must also be thoroughly criticized and
repudiated by the revolutionary masses during this
movement. Accounts must be settled with them in full
for their crimes of flagrantly opposing Chairman Mao's
proletarian revolutionary line and of recklessly oppos-
ing the Party and Mao Tse-lung’s thought. The revolu-
tionary masses must overthrow this handful of counter-
revolutionary revisionists, remove the top Party person
in authority taking the capitalist rcad from his posi-
tion and make him stand aside.
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The reactionary film Inside Story of the Ching
Court is a film with a so-called historical theme. It
deals with the Reform Movement of 1898 and the strug-
gle of the Yi Ho Tuan Movement in the last years
of the Ching Dynasty. It openly takes the stand
of imperialism, feudalism and the reactionary bour-
geoisie, freely distorts historical facts and prettifies
imperialism, feudalism and bourgeois reformism. While
eulogizing the royalists, it slanders the revolutionary
mass movement and the heroic struggle of the people
against imperialism and feudalism and advocates na-
tional capitulation and class capitulation.

This reactionary film was made by the Yunghua
Film Company, a reactionary film studio whose first film
was The Soul of a Nation. This conjured up the phantom
soul of Wen Tien-hsiang to revive the soul of the
dying Chiang Kai-shck regime. The Inside Story of
the Ching Court was its second production. The scena-
rio writer Yao Ke is a reactionary scribbler who holds
stubbornly to the counter-revolutionary stand. He once
edited the reactionary monthly Tien Hsia, opposed the
Chinese revolution and actively served British-American
imperialism and the comprador-bourgeoisie. Later he
went over to the Kuomintang reactionaries and wrote
a series of vulgar, reactionary plays. He was a small
running-dog of the reactionary ruling classes. On the
eve of China’s liberation, he escaped to Hongkong.
There is nothing strange in a reactionary anti-
Communist, anti-popular, literary man writing such a
reactionary scenario as Inside Story of the Ching Court.
But it is indeed strange that the director and certain
vice-directors of the Propaganda Department of the
Central Committee of the Chinese Communist Party
who donned the cloak of “Communists” and “prole-
tarian revolutionaries,” and the top Party person in
authority taking the capitalist road who supported them
from behind, should show such favour to this extremely
reactionary, thoroughly traitorous film, extol it as
“patriotic,” and actively serve as spokesmen for im-
perialism, feudalism and the reactionary bourgeoisie.
Doesn’t this call for deep thought?!

On the question of the attitude to be adopted to-
wards this reactionary, thoroughly traitorous film, what
are the major differcnces in principle between the pro-
letarian revolutionaries headed by Chairman Mao on
the one hand and the handful of counter-revolutionary
revisionists and the top Party person in authority
taking the capitalist road who supported them from
behind, on the other hand? To sum up briefly, there
are three differences: namely, what should be one's
attitude towards imperialist aggression; towards the Yi
Ho Tuan revolutionary mass movement; and towards
bourgeois reformism?

What Should Be One’s Attitude
Towards Imperialist Aggression?

The contradiction between imperialism and the
Chinese people is a principal contradiction in modern
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Chinese society. Imperialism is the first and most
ferocious enemy of the Chinese people. What attitude
should one take towards imperialist aggression is a
question of first importance for the revolution.

The reactionary film Inside Story of the Ching
Court, praised as “patriotic” by a handful of counter-
revolutionary revisionists and the top Party person in
authority taking the capitalist road who supported
them [rom behind, is, on the question of imperialist
aggression, a perfect reflection of an utterly shameful
and servile attitude of fear and worship of imperialism
and pro-imperialism,

It reveals a mortal fear of the imperialist
aggression committed by the so-called “eight-power
allied expedition” organized by Britain, the United
States, Germany, Russia, Japan, France, Italy and
Austria. It assiduously spreads fear of imperialism,
crying that “since the Sino-Japanese War of 1894,
China has suffered financial losses, her armed forces are
poorly equipped and weak, . . . and she is far inferior
to the enemy in strength,” that “it must not start
hostilities with any foreign country.” Hsu Ching-cheng,
a high-ranking mandarin, is so scared of imperialism
that he wails aloud.

Chairman Mao teaches us that before the wild
beasts of imperialism revolutionary people must not
show the slightest timidity. But in the eyes of the
scenarist and those who praised the film, there is no
alternative but to surrender helplessly to imperialist
aggression —all this is naked national capitulation,
the philosophy of traitors.

Moreover, the film painstakingly advocates wor-
ship of imperialism and pro-imperialism; it goes all
out to spread illusions about imperialism and openly
peddles the theory of national betrayal. Through the
mouth of the emperor’s concubine Chen Fei,* an agent
of imperialism in the film, the scenarist openly welcomes
the imperialist aggression against China. Chen Fei
puts it bluntly: “The foreign powers will certainly not
blame Your Majesty”; “I am sure that the foreign
powers will not harm Your Majesty, but on the con-
trary will help Your Majesty restore the throne and
regenerate the imperial regime.” Sun Chia-nai, a
high-ranking mandarin, also asserts: “The envoys of
both the Eastern and Western Powers are sympathetic
towards Your Majesty.” A comparison of this with
the counter-revolutionary propaganda of the imperial-
ists who committed aggression against China at the
time, shows clearly that tke film advocates just what
the imperialists advocated. To deceive its people,
tsarist Russia, for example, alleged that it was “not
fighting against China,” “but merely putting down a
riot, suppressing rebels and helping China’s legitimate
government to restore-order.” In The War in China,
his first article on China written as early as 1900,
Lenin mercilessly refuted such counter-revolutionary
arguments put forward by the aggressors.

*Chen Fei (1876-1900), concubine of Emperor Kuang
Hsu.



What in fact is that “patriolism™ in Inside Story
of the Ching Court so extolled by a handful of
counter-revolutionary revisionists and the top Party
person in authority taking the capitalist road who sup-
ported them from behind? The “patriotism™ they
praised turns out to be the so-called “patriotism” of
the Emperor Kuang Hsu and his ilk who did not hesi-
tate to rely on imperialism to restore and consolidate
their rule over the people, as is described in the film.
After the Chinese people had overthrown the reac-
tionary rule of imperialism and feudalism, they still
continued to urge the people to learn the “patriotism™
of becoming traitors in order to restore and consolidate
the exploiting classes’ rule over the people. Such is
their vicious intention!

Chairman Mao teaches us: “The specific content
of patriotism is determined by historical conditions.
There is the ‘patriotism’ of the Japanese aggressors
and of Hitler, and there is our patriotism. Communists
must resolutely oppose the ‘patriotism’ of the Japanese
aggressors and of Hitler.”! Likewise, we must resolutely
oppose the so-called “patriotism” (namely, an out-
and-out theory of national betrayal) advocated by a
handful of counter-revolutionary revisionists and the
top Party person in authority taking the capitalist road.

The traitorous argument about welcoming impe-
rialism to help China “regenerate the imperial regime”
advocated by the film is of the same stock as the
gangster logic of U.S. imperialism. Singing the same
tune as those imperialists did when they carried out
aggression against China, ex-U.S. Secretary of State
Acheson in his 1949 “White Paper™” talked at length
about U.S. “concern” for China and described aggres-
sion as “friendship.” In “Cast Away Illusions, Prepare
for Struggle,” “ ‘Friendship’ or Aggression?” and other
articles, Chairman Mao had already sternly rebutted
such counter-revolutionary gangster logic. He pointed
out that it is “the logic of the U.S. mandarins” to de-
scribe aggression as “friendship.” Yet a handful of
counter-revolutionary revisionists and the top Party
person in authority taking the capitalist road who
supported them from behind, yielded to imperialist pres-
sure and were mortally afraid of imperialism. They vain-
ly hoped to arrange a compromise with imperialism, and
get “understanding” and “help” from it. They were
deeply dissatisfied with Chairman Mao’s great call
“cast away illusions, prepare for struggle.” That they
energetically  boosted this reactionary, out-and-out
traitorous film Inside Story of the Ching Court was
in fact an open opposition to Chairman Mao's criti-
cism and repudiation of Acheson's “White Paper.” This
was an unbridled attack on Mao Tse-tung's thought.

Obviously, the reason why this reactionary film
company and reactionary scribbler made such a film
on the eve of China’s liberation, a film that advocates
imperialist “help” in “regenerating the imperial re-
gime,” was that they wanted to use their film to
arouse public opinion for their own reactionary
purposes and openly advocate reliance on U.S.

imperialism to suppress the revolutionary movement
of the Chinese people, a stratagem they proposed to
the Kuomintang reactionaries who were on their last
legs. The film entirely takes the stand of imperialism
and the Kuomintang reactionaries. It represents an
attempt to help prop up the toppling reactionary re-
gime to meet the needs of U.S. imperialist aggression
against China and to serve U.S. imperialism and its
lackeys. The handful of counter-revolutionary revi-
sionists who paid lip-service to “opposing imperial-
ism,” and the top Party person in authority taking
the capitalist road who supported them from behind,
culogized such a reactionary, out-and-out traitorous
film and called it “patriotic.” Doesn't this expose their
true features as sham anti-imperialists and genuine
capitulationists? What country do they love? What
they love is a country belonging to the imperialists,
a country belonging to the landlords and the bourgeoisie,
but not our great motherland under the dictatorship
of the proletariat. The “patriotism” they eulogize is
nothing but a theory of national betrayal which all the
revolutionary people of our country want to trample
underfoot.

One thing in particular needs to be pointed out.
It is by no means accidental that the top Party person
in authority taking the capitalist road should have
praised a reactionary, out-and-out traitorous film as
“patriotic.” As early as the first days of the victory
of the War of Resistance Against Japan, he was fright-
ened when faced with aggression by U.S. imperialism
and its lackeys. Despairing of the future of the Chinese
revolution, he actively promoted within the Party a
line of national capitulation and class capitulation in
what he described as a “new stage of peace and de-
mocracy.” Chairman Mao called on us to cast away
illusions, to give the enemy tit for tat and fight for
every inch of land, whereas this person energetically
spread illusions about peace with U.S. imperialism and
its lackeys and impudently wrote articles in news-
papers in which he expressed gratitude for U.S. im-
perialist “help” to China and begged for “peace” from
U.S. imperialism in an attempt to benumb the fighting
will of the people. He even deceived the people by
saying that “the main form of struggle in the Chinese
revolution has become peaceful and parliamentary.
It is legal mass struggle and parliamentary struggle,”
“there should be a change in the whole of the Party’s
work,” and “all political issues should be settled peace-
fully.” Chairman Mao said that as our enemies were
sharpening their swords, we must sharpen ours too. Yet
this person wanted the people to hand over the weap-
ons in their hands. Energetically advertising the theory
of national betrayal, he took the enemy as his father
and wanted to be a willing servant of U.S. imperialism.
He said: “Since the U.S. is bound to find compradors
in China, we, too, may act as its compradors, red com-
pradors!” Compradors are compradors. They are run-
ning dogs of the imperialists. What's this about “red
compradors™? It is a pure lie. With such a mean and
shameless slave mentality, long ago eager to be im-
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perialist compradors, they found the reactionary, out-
and-out traitorous film Inside Story of the Ching Court
extremely well suited to their taste. This was because
the theory advocated by Chen Fei, the imperialist agent
in the film, that imperialism might help China “re-
generate the imperial regime” exactly reflected their
traitorous mentality of eagerly wanting to become
compradors of imperialism!

“Hearts which have a common beat are linked.”
This is a line of verse the Emperor Kuang Hsu reads
out in the film while looking dejectedly at a lake.
This is an apt description of the fact that the handful
of counter-revolutionary revisionists and the top Party
person in authority taking the capitalist road shared
the feelings of Kuang Hsu, his concubine and their ilk.
On the question of serving as imperialist agents, the
handful of counter-revolutionary revisionists and the
top Party person in authority taking the capitalist road
who supported them from behind echoed the views of
the landlords and the bourgeoisie of over 60 years ago.
This is the ideological and class root of their praise for
the “patriotism™ of this reactionary, out-and-out lrai-
torous film.

What Should Be One’s Attitude Towards
The Yi Ho Tuan Revolutionary
Mass Movement?

Chairman Mao says: “In the final analysis, the
innumerable truths of Marxism may be expressed in
one sentence: ‘rebellion is justified.’”® What should
be one’s attitude towards the revolutionary movement
of all-out rebellion against imperialism and feudalism
launched by the revolutionary masses of the Yi Ho
Tuan? Should one support it or oppose it? Should
one praise it or hate it? This is a touchstone dis-
tinguishing genuine revolutionaries from fake, revolu-
tionaries [rom counter-revolutionaries.

The Yi Ho Tuan movement which shook our vast
land was a great anti-imperialist, anti-feudal revolu-
tionary mass movement in modern Chinese history. It
was a great movement typifying the initiative of the
Chinese people in history. At that time, the Yi Ho Tuan
carried on revolutionary activities everywhere, in town
and countryside, throughout most of the northern part
of China. They set up more than 800 meeting places
in the city of Peking itself, the political centre where
the enemy exercised the tightest rule. Youths who had
joined the Yi Ho Tuan drilled regularly every day
under the palace walls behind Ching Shan.

At a crucial moment when our country was in pro-
cess of being partitioned amongst the imperialists, the
Yi Ho Tuan heroes stepped forth bravely, raised aloft
the great revolutionary banner of patriotic struggle
against imperialism and carried on a heroic struggle
against the imperialist robbers and their lackeys. They
splashed the street corners with slogans of every descrip-
tion which gave expression to the firm resolve of the
Chinese people to fight the imperialists:
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“Restore to us our land and rights!
our way

we'll fight

Through seas of fire and over mountains of
knives!

What does it matter if the Emperor has surrendered?
We'll not rest till the last foreign invader is
dead.”

They held the imperialists in contempt; they strictly
banned imported goods. The street bearing the name
“Legation Street” they renamed *“Block the Aliens
Street” and the Yu Ho Bridge: “Stop the Aliens Bridge.”
Demonstrating in the streets, the Yi Ho Tuan heroes
often shouted the slogan “Kill the foreign devils!” in
unison with the inhabitants, making the imperialists
shudder. Some foreigners were so frightened that they
put themselves into coffins and hired professional
mourners to carry them out of the city.

In June, 1900, Yi Ho Tuan revolutionary activities
reached a climax. Day and night, in groups of 30, 40
or 50, the Yi Ho Tuan detachments from Peking's
outlying districts marched on the city. Scores arrived
each day. The guards at the cily gales stood at
attention to salute them and shouted to the crowds
to make way. Long columns of the revolutionary peo-
ple in red turbans, red sashes, and shoes trimmed in
red, armed with swords and spears, marched with great
dignity in grand parades through the streets of Peking
city. And the blacksmiths outside Chienmen worked
through the night before their blazing furnaces making
swords and spears for the Yi Ho Tuan.

Faced with the frenzied repression of the imperial-
ist aggressor forces, the revolutionary masses of the
Yi Ho Tuan pitted their primitive swords and spears
heroically against the invaders armed with modern
rifles and guns. They demonstrated the Chinese peo-
ple’s militant, revolutionary spirit of fearlessness. In
the famous battle at the railway town of Langfang to
halt the enemy's advance on Peking, the Yi Ho Tuan
“blockaded in the train and heavily challenged with
spears” an allied force of more than 1,500 men led by
British Admiral Seymour. The enemy suffered casual-
ties amounting to nearly 50 per cent of his strength,
and beat a panicky retreat to Tientsin. Later Seymour
recalled his fright that had the “Boxers” been armed
with Western weapons, the allied force he led would
have been annihilated. In the battle to defend Tientsin,
the Yi Ho Tuan fought the aggressors’ army hand-to-
hand. At the railway station, in one engagement alone
they killed or wounded more than 500 men of an oppos-
ing Russian aggressor force of 2,000. The imperialists
were forced to admit that there had not been anything
like the way the Chinese fought the Western soldiers in
the bitter battle at Tientsin which went on tenaciously
for over a month. In the battle at Yangchun, the Ameri-
can imperialist aggressor army was mercilessly trounced
by the Yi Ho Tuan fighters. From then on, the imperialist
aggressor armies shuddered at the very bugle note of
the Yi Ho Tuan. They wailed: “Those long brass
trumpets that can make one’s blood curdle horribly. . .."
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Young people formed a most active and lively force
during the Yi Ho Tuan movement. They performed
immortal deeds in this great revolutionary movement.
The “Hung Teng Chao” (Red Lanterns) that shook China
and the world was an organization of young women
from many places in northern China. They formed
themselves into a well-disciplined force, did military
exercises and defended their homeland. They were
dressed in red, wore red caps, carried red lanterns and
red spears. They [ought at the front and ferreted out
spies in the rear. Playing an active part in the Yi Ho
Tuan ranks and resolutely opposing imperialism and its
lackeys, they displayed the heroic, anti-imperialist, anti-
feudal revolutionary spirit of China’s young women.

“The Hung Teng Chao (Red Lanterns), and the Yi
Ho Tuan are like real brothers and sisters. They are
united as one, and as one they fight the foreign
officials.”” This ditty expressed the resolute determina-
tion of the Hung Teng Chao to fight the imperialists.

Tales of the heroic deeds of the Hung Teng Chao
have circulated widely among the masses of the peo-
ple ever since. One saying was: “Those Hung Teng
girls stare death fearlessly in the face when they charge
the enemy positions. Their only worry is that they
may lag behind in the fighting.” Another comment
was: “Since the reigns of Taokuang and Hsienfeng all
the battles at sea and on the land in coastal China
against the alien invaders ended in defeat” but “now
these girls are giving the foreigners such a trouncing
that their victories have struck terror into the hearts
of those foreign countries, and stirred the spirits of the
Chinese people.”

The heroic struggle of the Yi Ho Tuan is the glory
and pride of the Chinese people and one of the founda-
tion stones of the great victory of the Chinese people
fifty years later. It gave the aggressors a taste of the
iron fists of the Chinese people and smashed the
imperialists’ pipe dream of “partitioning” China.
Waldersee, commander of the invading imperialist army,
reported to the Geiman Kaiser: Your Majesty may en-
tertain the idea of partitioning China, but let it not be
forgotten. .. there is still immense vilality in them. The
Chinese have not lost all their bellicosity, which may
be seen in the recent “Boxer Movement.” Whether
Europe or America or Japan, he said, no country is
intellectually or militarily equipped for the job of ruling
over this one-quarter of mankind. It is therefore an
ill-advised policy to try dismemberment.

Real Marxists have always enthusiasticaily praised
revolutionary mass movements of such a tremendous
scale. In his great works, Chairman Mao highly ap-
praises the Yi Ho Tuan movement and extols its heroic
deeds again and again. He regards the Yi Ho Tuan
movement as an important stage in the development of
China’s bourgeois democratic revolution. Chairman Mao
has pointed out: The Yi Ho Tuan war was a just war
aguinst the oppressors. Like other revolutionary wars
of the Chinese people in the last hundred years, it
“testifies to the Chinese people’s indomitable spirit in
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fighting imperialism and its lackeys.”* It shows that
“we Chinese have the spirit to fight the enemy to the
last drop of our blood, the determination to recover our
lost territory by our own efforts, and the ability to
stand on our own feet in the family of nations.™
“Thanks to the Chinese people’s unrelenting and heroic
struggle during the last hundred years, imperialism has
not been able to subjugate China, nor will it ever be
able to do so.”?

But the reactionary and thoroughly traitorous film
Inside Story of the Ching Court, praised by a hand-
ful of counter-revolutionary revisionists and the top
Party person in authority taking the capitalist road sup-
porting them from behind, expresses a deep-rooted
class hatred for the anti-imperialist revolutionary mass
movement of the Yi Ho Tuan, and does its best to
defame and slander it. The film portrays the revolu-
tionary action of the Yi Ho Tuan against imperialism
as a sort of barbarous turmoil. It tries its utmost to
smear the Yi Ho Tuan, maliciously attacking it as “mad”
“mobs” who “committed murder and arson,” and as
“ignorant people” who engaged in “witcheraft.”

These malicious slanders ultered against the Yi
Ho Tuan by the film and those who praised it are
completely in tune wilh the views of the imperialists.
At that time Dean Acheson, a chieftain of U.S. impe-
rialism, cursed the Yi Ho Tuan movement in his “White
Paper” as “the anti-foreign disturbances in China” and
“the Boxer Rebellion.” The hired intellectuals of U.S.
imperialism in China were also unbridled in their at-
tacks against the Yi Ho Tuan movement as an “off-
spring of ignorant superstition and hysteries of the
mob,” as a ‘“perpetrator of senseless acts” and as
“Boxers” who commitied murder and arson.

Was it the Yi Ho Tuan organized by the Chinese
people that went to the imperialist countries in Europe
and America and to Japan to stage rebellion and “com-
mit murder and arson”? Or was it the imperialist
countries that came to invade China, this land of ours,
to oppress and exploit the Chinese people and so
aroused the masses of the Chinese people to resist im-
perialism and its lackeys and corrupt officials in
China? This is a major question of right and wrong
which must be debated and cleared up.

The real bandits who massacred people and com-
mitted arson were none other than the imperialists
and their lackeys. According to the admissions of Al-
fred Von Waldersee, head of the invading imperialist
troops, these troops, after occupying Peking, burnt,
massacred, plundered, raped, destroyed cultural trea-
sures and committed all manner of crimes. Following
their occupation of Peking, the imperialist troops were
granted special permission to loot openly for three
days. This was followed by robbery on an individual
basis. They plundered everywhere, from the imperial
court and mansions of the princes to the homes of or-
dinary people. “The windows facing the lakeside were
widely opened; court officials were alarmed to see a line
of camels coming.” The historical relics stored in the
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Summer Palace, a treasure-house of the feudal em-
perors, were carried away by the aggressors to Tientsin
by camels, and this took many a month. Many relics
preserved for centuries in China, including the Yung Lo
Encyclopedia, were burnt or stolen by the imperialists.
Waldersee also confessed that there were many cases
of rape, brutality, wilful murder and senseless arson
in the course of plunder. As for the massacre and
suppression of the Yi Ho Tuan by the imperialists’
lackeys, it was even more brutal and callous.

With deep indignation, Lenin condemned the crimes
of massacre and arson committed by the imperialist
aggressors. He wrote:

“The European governments (the Russian Govern-
ment among the very first) have already started to
partition China. . .. They began to rob China as
ghouls rob corpses, and when the seeming corpse at-
tempted to resist, they flung themselves upon it like
savage beasts, burning down whole villages, shooting,
bayoneting and drowning in the Amur River [Hei-
lungkiang River] unarmed inhabitants, their wives,
and their children. And all these Christian exploits
are accompanied by howls against the Chinese bar-
barians who dared to raise their hands against the
civilized Europeans.”® But the f{ilm and those who
praised it have turned things upside down and assisted
the evil doers, portraying the imperialist aggressors
who committed murder, arson, robbery and rape as
envoys of civilization while slandering as ‘‘barbarous
rioters” the heroic and indomitable Yi Ho Tuan who
resolutely resisted imperialist aggression. This is the
genuine philosophy of quislings and traitors.

The patriotic, anti-imperialist struggle of the Yi
Ho Tuan was closely linked with the anti-feudal
struggle. The battle cries of the Yi Ho Tuan were:
“Kill the foreigners and wipe out corrupt officials.”
A ditty of the {ime runs as follows: “Slay the
forcigners and kill the beastly mandarins; great hopes
will shine before the common people when the foreign-
ers and mandarins are gone.” “First kill the foreign
devils and then beat up the corrupt officials.” Such
were their simple and forthright anti-imperialist and
anti-feudal revolutionary slogans. They deeply hated
the feudal ruling class. In 1900 when the Yi Ho Tuan
controlled Peking, most of the offices of the mandarins
of the Ching Dynasty in the capital and the mansions
of princes, dukes and aristocrats were watched over by
members of the Yi Ho Tuan. The Yi Ho Tuan on
many occasions caught officials who were notoricus
for their crimes, especially those subservient to im-
perialism, and forced them to kowtow and repent
at the altar set up by the Yi Ho Tuan. Those who had
committed the most heinous crimes were put to death.

Yet the film slanders the Yi Ho Tuan as a tool
of the feudal rulers. The film portrayed Chao Shu-
chiao, a high-ranking mandarin of the Ching Dynasty,
as one who had said: “The Empress Tzu Hsi [the
Empress Dowager] is begged to issue an order to or-
ganize the Yi Ho Tuan into an imperial army.” The
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empress gladly accepted this suggestion. In this way
the Yi Ho Tuan was made out to be partisans of the
Empress Tzu Hsi. This is an utterly vicious slander.

For a short period the rulers of the Ching Dynasty
adopted the policy of deceiving and softening up the
Yi Ho Tuan. For a time this policy had some effect
and some members of the Yi Ho Tuan were misled
into an erroneous understanding of the rulers of the
Ching Dynasty. Some detachments of the Yi Ho Tuan
put forward the slogan “Support the Ching Dynasty
and wipe out the foreigners.” This reflects, on the
one hand, the complicated nature of the class con-
tradictions at that time and, on the other hand, the
fact that people’s understanding of imperialism and
its lackeys at that time remained at the stage of per-
ceptual knowledge.

Chairman Mao has taught us that man’s knowledge
develops from the lower to the higher stage and from
perceptual knowledge to rational knowledge. “Simi-
larly with the Chinese people’s knowledge of imperial-
ism. The first stage was one of superficial, perceptual
knowledge, as shown in the indiscriminate anti-foreign
struggles of the movement of the Taiping Heavenly
Kingdom, the Yi Ho Tuan movement, and so on. It
was only in the second stage that the Chinese people
reached the stage of rational knowledge, saw the
internal and external contradictions of imperialism and
saw the essential truth that imperialism had allied
itself with China's comprador and feudal classes to
oppress and exploit the great masses of the Chinese
people. This knowledge began about the time of the
May 4th Movement of 1919.”7 Therefore it is absolutely
impermissible to slander the Yi Ho Tuan movement
as a tool of the feudal rulers only because it failed
to see clearly the nature of imperialism and feudalism.
As stated above, along with their anti-imperialist
aclivities, the Yi Ho Tuan never for a moment
ceased their activities against the Ching Dynasty.
Even after the appearance of the slogan “Support the
Ching Dynasty and wipe out the foreigners,” Chu
Hung-teng [Red Lantern Chu], leader of the Yi Ho
Tuan, worked out a plan for an attack on Peking and
persevered in the anti-feudal struggle.

It was solely to meet the needs of imperialism and
the feudal landlord class that the recactionary film the
Inside Story of the Ching Court so unscrupulously
slandered and attacked the anti-imperialist, anti-feudal
struggle of the Yi Ho Tuan movement. Their slanders
and attacks against the revolutionary masses of the
Yi Ho Tuan movement reflect the bitter hatred of the
class enemy for the peasants —the main force of the
Chinese revolution — and the bitler hatred of the class
enemy for the new-democratic revolutionary move-
ment led by our Party.- The handful of counter-rev-
olutionary revisionists and the top Party person in
authority taking the capitalist road who was support-
ing them from behind were singing the same tunc as
imperialism and feudalism when they applauded this
reactionary, thoroughly traitorous film which opposes
the Chinese revolution and insults the revolutionary
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masses. When they did this they were simply serving
as mouthpieces for the counter-revolutionary propa-
ganda of imperialism and feudalism, This has com-
pletely exposed their counter-revolutionary class stand
which is that of the landlords and bourgeoisie.

The fact that the top Party person in authority
taking the capitalist road so bitterly hates the revolu-
tionary mass movements in history helps us to under-
stand better why, in the current great proletarian
cultural revolution, he put forward, in collaboration
with another top Party person in authority taking the
capitalist road, a bourgeois reactionary line in a vain
attempt to extinguish the revolutionary flames set
alight by Chairman Mao himself, why he confused
right and wrong and turned things upside down, or-
ganized converging attacks against revolutionaries, sup-
pressed the masses and carried out a white terror, and
why he tried in a hundred and one ways to boost the
arrogance of the bourgeoisie and crush the spirit of
the proletariat.

What Should Be One’s Attitude Towards
Bourgeois Reformism?

One’s attitude towards bourgeois reformism is, in
reality, a question of one’s attitude towards the socialist
road and the capitalist road.

With regard to this fundamental question which
concerns the future of the Chinese revolution, differ-
ences of principle have long existed between the pro-
letarian revolutionaries headed by Chairman Mao and
the Party people in authority taking the capitalist road.
These differences of principle became even more acute
after China was liberated. The question of what attitude
should one take towards the reactionary film the Inside
Story of the Ching Court was a point at which these
differences came to a head. This was the first fight at
close quarters in the struggle between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie and between the socialist road and
the capitalist road on the cultural and ideological fronts.
In this fight, in their evaluations of the film, the pro-
letarian revolutionaries headed by Chairman Mao, on the
one hand, and the handful of Party people in authority
taking the capitalist road, on the other, gave completely
different answers to the question of which direction
should China take.

A handful of counter-revolutionary revisionists and
the top Party person in authority taking the capitalist
road, who was supporting them from behind, did their
best to boost this reactionary film which opposes rev-
olution and sings the praises of reformism. They aimed
to get help from the dead souls of bourgeois reformism
and using the latter’s names, robes and slogans to
spread capitalism in China.

The Reform Movement of 1898 which the film
glorifies was a reformist movement of the Chinese
bourgeoisie. This movement was launched by certain
members of the feudal ruling class and a number of
bourgeois reformers who were starting to break away
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from the feudal ruling class. They launched this move-
ment under the threat of a revolutionary storm and
the disaster of national subjugation and in the interests
of the landlords and the bourgeoisie. This was an
attempt to lead China on to the road of capitalism
through reformist modernization and constitutional
reform from above.

Under the historical conditions of the time, the
1898 Reform Movement was, to some extent, a blow
against the ideological domination of the feudal ruling
class and it played a certain enlightening role in the
process of ideological emancipation. We have always
taken note of this point. However, such recognition
means making a critical assessment of historical person-
ages and incidents from the viewpoint of historical
materialism. It does not in any way mean an unprin-
cipled glorifying of the 1898 Reform Movement and its
representative participants. The representative persons
of the 1898 Reform Movement were themselves rulers
who exploited and oppressed the working people. Their
reformist goal did not and could never serve the in-
terests of the people’s revolution; they aimed at con-
solidating their rule and exploiting the people even
more effectively. What they wanted to change was
not the essence but only some minor aspects of the old
order. The illusion they cherished was simply the
gradual transformation by devious means of the land-
lord economy into a semi-landlord and semi-capitalist
economy (actually a semi-feudal and semi-colonial
economy). This was an attempt to head off the people’s
revolutionary movement and suppress the revolution
in unapparent ways. Even at that time, therefore,
reformism could never be the way out for the Chinese
people.

At the end of the 19th century, there already
existed two roads of social reform in China: One was
the bourgeois reformist road which meant the attempt
to get to capitalism by means of constitutional reform
and modernization from above. In the historical con-
ditions of China at that time, this could not be other
than a false, impassable and reactionary road because
China lacked the historical conditions for reformist
modernization such as existed in Western Europe and
Japan. China was then being gradually reduced to a
semi-feudal and semi-colonial state under imperialist
aggression. Yet Kang Yu-wei and Liang Chi-chao.
leaders of the Chinese bourgeois reformists, placed
their hopes for constitutional reform and moderniza-
tion precisely on imperialism. They cherished the
illusion that they could go over completely to the side
of imperialism and rely on its strength to realize their
aims of constitutional reform and modernization. The
result of that could only be to bring a wolf into the
house and accelerate the process of reducing China to
a semi-colonial, semi-feudal state, in which the develop-
ment of capitalism in China would be absolutely out
of the question. The other road of social reform was
for the broad masses to rise up and make revolution
by armed struggle. Both the Taiping Revolution and
the Yi Ho Tuan movement took this road. These
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revolutions did not achieve final victory because they
lacked proletarian leadership. However, they dealt
heavy blows at imperialism and feudalism and pro-
moted China’s historical advance.

“I raise my sword to laugh at the sky.” A most
tragic and moving episode of the 1898 Reform Move-
ment was the death of Tan Szu-tung, a courageous and
enlightening thinker. His death announced the prema-
ture end of this movement and the bankruptcy of the
bourgeois reformist road. Half a century later, how-
ever, the reactionary film Inside Story of the Ching
Court again advocated bourgeois reformism, which had
long ago gone bankrupt. This film does its utmost to
spread the nonsensical idea that “if China is to become
rich and strong, there must be constitutional reform
and modernization!” Through the mouth of the Em-
peror Kuang Hsu, the film gives high praise to con-
stitutional reform and modernization, extravagantly
lauding reformism in such words as “Meiji reforms,”
“the imperial decree on constitutional reform,” and “if
China continues to reform in this way, in less than 30
years it will become the richest and most powerful state
in the world!” This is a crazy call for a bourgeois re-
public, for Western bourgeois civilization and for the
bourgeois reformist road, which will never be tolerated
by the revolutionary people!

The film lauds to the skies the representative per-
sons of bourgeois reformism, the Emperor Kuang Hsu in
particular. It says that the emperor “wearied his brain
and suffered much vexation” . .. “in the interests of
the state and the people,” and pictures him as saying
“as long as the affairs of state are going well . ..
personal health is of little account.”

Especially vicious is the way that the film, while
singing the praises of emperors, kings, ministers and
generals and prettifying bourgeois reformism, tries by
every means to smear the working people and vilify
the masses as a “mob.” Towards the end of the film,
the scenarist, through distorted and slanderous images
of peasants and village women, extravagantly glorifies
the Emperor Kuang Hsu, praising him as a “good
emperor,” “helping us, the people” and saying that
“we all think of His Majesty!” The villagers “offer”
eggs and other refreshments to the Emperor Kuang
Isu. On his departure, the film shows “the peo-
ple kneeling along the roadside to see him off.”
The film gives currency to the slander that “the
masses are most obedient and most easily satisfied.”
Arc the masses of people really such easy-going, obe-
dient, base and ugly mobs? It is absolutely impermis-
sible to smear the working people! Chairman Mao
teaches us: “The people, and the people alone, are the
motive force in the making of worid history.”® That
the handful of counter-revolutionary revisionists and
the top Party person in authority taking the capitalist
road, who supports them from behind, have done so
much to sing the praises of this reactionary film which
glorifies emperors and kings, ministers and generals,
smears the working people and preaches bourgeois re-
formism only serves to expose their true colours of
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all-out opposition to Marxism-Leninism, Mao Tse-tung’s
thought.

The Chinese people won revolutionary viclory
through protracted armed struggle under the leader-
ship of Chairman Mao, and on the eve of the founding
of the People's Republic of China, Chairman Mao
himself summed up the revolutionary struggles of the
past one hundred years, criticizing and repudiating the
bourgeois reformist road and proclaiming that “West-
ern bourgeois civilization, bourgcois democracy and
the plan for a bourgecois republic have all gone bank-
rupt in the eyes of the Chinese people.” What angers
people especially is the fact that after all this the hand-
ful of counter-revolutionary revisionists and the top
Party person in authority taking the capitalist road
should have described this reactionary, out-and-out
traitorous film, which sings the praises of bourgeois
reformism and advocates the capitalist road, as a
“patriotic” film and put it on show in a big way in
every part of China without criticism and repudiation.
If this can be tolerated, what cannot be tolerated?

In his article, On the People's Democratic Dictator-
ship, Chairman Mao states: “From the time of China’s
defeat in the Opium War of 1840, Chinese progressives
went through untold hardships in their quest for truth
from the Western countries.” Chinese who then sought
progress maintained that “only modernization could
save China, only learning from foreign countries could
modernize China.” “The Japanese had been successful
in learning from the West, and the Chinese also wished
to learn from the Japanese.” But, “imperialist aggres-
sion shattered the fond dreams of the Chinese about
learning from the West. It was very odd — why were
the teachers always committing aggression against their
pupil? The Chinese learned a good deal from the
West, but they could not make it work and were never
able to realize their ideals.” “The salvoes of the Oc-
tober Revolution brought us Marxism-Leninism.”
“Under the leadership of the Communist Party of
China, the Chinese people, after driving out Japanese
imperialism, waged the People’s War of Liberation for
three years and have basically won victory.,” “Bour-
geois democracy has given way to people’s democracy
under the leadership of the working class and the bour-
geois republic to the people’s republic. This has made
it possible to achieve socialism and communism through
the people’s republic, to abolish classes and enter a
werld of Great Harmony. Kang Yu-wei wrote Ta Tung
Shu, or the Book of Great Harmony, but he did not
and could not find the way to achieve Great Harmony.
There are bourgeois republics in foreign lands, but
China cannot have a bourgeois republic because she is
a ccuntry suffering under imperialist oppression. The
only way is through a people’s republic led by the work-
ing class.”®

A handful of counter-revolutionary revisionists and
the top Party person in authority taking the capitalist
road disregarded the historical facts as well as the
warnings given by Chairman Mao. They continued
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to use the reactionary and out-and-out traitorous film,
Inside Story of the Ching Court, to pretlify Western
bourgeois civilization, pretitify bourgeois democracy,
prettify the bourgeois republic, and advocate bourgeois
reformism and the capitalist road. This amounts to
flagrantly opposing Mao Tse-tung’s thought and vainly
attempting a restoration of capitalism in China. They
put all their efforts into extolling the reactionary film,
Inside Story of the Ching Court, precisely because this
film, which opposes revolution and eulogizes reform,
serves to beat the gongs and clear the way for them to
stage a capitalist restoration. What they did was in
effect to use people of former times to sing the praises
of capitalism and the road of bourgeois reformism, to use
this film to mislead the masses and prettify bourgeois
reformism, their ultimate purpose being to overthrow
the people’s regime, undermine our dictatorship of the
proletariat, and place the fruits of the victory of the
revolution in the hands of the bourgeoisie.

The serious struggle that developed around the
reactionary film, Inside Story of the Ching Court, is
by no means merely a question of one film, but a strug-
gle between the two classes, the bourgeoisie and the pro-
letariat, a struggle between Marxism-Leninism, Mao
Tse-tung’s thought on the one hand, and bourgeois
reformist and revisionist ideas on the other, a struggle
between an attempt at capitalist restoration and the
efforts of the proletariat opposed to capitalist restora-
tion. In the final analysis, it is a struggle to determine
who will win, capitalism or socialism.

Under the leadership of their great leader Chair-
man Mao, the Chinese people fought hard, bloody battles,
advanced wave upon wave, and finally carried the strug-
gle against imperialism and feudalism to victory. With
the whole country liberated, where should liberated
China go? To whom should the fruits of victory belong?
Which class was entitled to pick the peaches that had
grown, watered by the blood and lives of thousands
upon thousands of revolutionary martyrs? Such major
questions were the focus of the struggle waged between
various classes in Chinese society not only at that time;
they remain so even today.

The bourgeoisie wanted to snatch the fruits of
victory from out of the hands of the people. They
wanted to pick the peaches. They wanted China, just
liberated, to take the capitalist road. The top Party
person in authority taking the capitalist road was the
one to pick the peaches on behalf of the bourgeoisie.

Since liberation, the top Party person in authority
taking the capitalist road has gone on dreaming night
and day of capitalist restoration, obstinately clinging to
his bourgeois world outlook, zealously yearning for
bourgeois reformism, and trying his utmost to stop
the Chinese revolution halfway, thus giving a big boost
to capitalism.

Chairman Mao has said that the founding of the
People’s Republic of China on October 1, 1949, marked
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the basic completion of the stage of new-democratic
revolution and the beginning of the stage of socialist
revolution. The top Party person in authority taking
the capitalist road, however, harped on a contrary tune,
painstakingly preached “consolidation of the new-
democratic order,” and campaigned for the develop-
ment of capitalism in China.

Before and after the showing throughout the coun-
try of the reactionary film, Inside Story of the Ching
Court, he campaigned everywhere, making many
sinister speeches, issuing many sinister directives,
energetically praising the so-called “progress” and
“glory” of the capitalist system, and spreading the ab-
surd idea that “exploitation is no crime,” “to rebel is
not justified.” Marx said: “Capital comes [into the
world] dripping from head to foot, from every pore,
with blood and dirt.”!® But, the top Party person in
authority taking the capitalist road had this to say:
“In China, there is not too much capitalism, but too
little”; “It is necessary to develop capitalist exploitation
for such exploitation is progressive”; “Instead of being
an evil, capitalist exploitation today is a contribution.”
He loudly stated that “the working people do not
oppose exploitation, but welcome it”; and that ‘“the
more the capitalists, the more the exploitation, the
more satisfaction we will have.” He even shamelessly
told a number of capitalists that “the agony of the work-
ers is unemployment. What they fear is that no one will
exploit them. Therefore, they feel it beiter to be ex-
ploited than not”; “The workers want you to exploit
them. If you do not exploit them, they will be miser-
able”; “The capitalists are also serving the people”;
“If you are able to exploit more, you will be benefiling
both the state and the people”; “The more you exploit,
the greater will be your merit and glory”; “Ex-
ploitation by the capitalists has its merits in his-
tory and such merits are immortal.” He energetic-
ally spread the idea that “exploitation is legal,” saying:
“It is legal to make profit, however great it may be.
It is also legal to indulge in beautiful clothes, rouge
and powder and wining and dining.” Talking like a
clown, he addressed capitalists: “Messrs. capitalists! [
beg vou to exploit me! If you exploit me, I shall
be able to feed myself and my wife and children
will be able to live. If you do not exploit me, that
will be terrible.”

When the workers did not accept his stinking reac-
tionary theories, he slandered them as “lacking political
understanding and having a low level of political cons-
ciousness.” Speaking like an accomplice of the capital-
ists, he maliciously threatened the workers: “If the
worlkers are unruly, it is legal (for the capitalists) to
struggle against (them).”

At the same time, he also vigorously advocated
the development of capitalist economy in the rural
arecas, clamouring for “long-term protection of the
rich-peasant economy,” advancing the “four freedoms”
(freedom of usury, of hiring labour, land sale and pri-
vate enterprise). He advocated vigorous efforts to
foster the lype of peasant “who owns three horses, a
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plough and a cart” so as to develop the rich-peasant
economy. He talked such nonsense as: “Atl present
exploitation saves people and it is dogmatic io forbid
exploitation. Now there must be exploitation and it
should be welcomed. If the refugees from south of the
Great Wall who go to northeast China are exploited by
the rich peasants there, these refugees will be very
grateful for such exploitation”; “Iliring hands is not
exploitation: it increases the wealth of society.” He
also proposed that there should be “no limitation” on
hiring hands (o till the land. “It is legal to hire
hands (o till the land; this benefits the masses too.” e
claimed that “those who exploit can also be saciali=ls”
and that “there is nothing to be airaid of, should there
be ten thousand rich-peasant Party members in north-
east China.” He tried to get the capitalist economy to
swiftly flood the rural areas.

In singing the praises of the man-eating capitalist
system of exploitation, not even the hired scholars of
the bourgeoisie and the motley crew of apologists for
old and modern revisionism could catch up with this
top Party person in authoerity taking the capitalist road.

Each plant yields its own particular fruit; each
class speaks in its own terms. The top Party person
in authority taking the capitalist road thinks and loves
capilalism and talks capitalism too. The canniba! philos-
ophy that he peddles serves entively to develop capi-
talism and safeguard the bloody system of exploitation
of man by man. His voice is the voice of vampires
and parasites. This thoroughly exposes his filthy. ugly
bourgeois soul.

In trying to justify himself, the top Party person
in authority taking the capitalist road said that his
case was one of “a veteran revolutionary meeting new
problens.”

What a “veteran revolutionary meeting new prob-
lems™!

Could there be a “veteran revolutionary” so franti-
cally carrying out activities to restove capitalism?

Could there be a “veteran revolutionary” who
would so wildly oppose our great leader Chairman Mao
and the great thought of Mao Tse-tung?

If he really is a “veteran revolutionary,” then
let him explain:

Why is it that, on the eve of the outbreak of the
War of Resistance Against Japan. you preached so
vigorously the philosophy of survival, a capitulationist
philosophy, a traitor’s philosophy, and directed some
peuple to make confessions and surrender to the Kuo-
mintrng and betray the Communist Party. openly
pullish “anti-Communist statements™ and vow “firmly
to oppuse cemmunism™?

Why is it that, afier the vicltory of the War of
Resistance, you advanced the capitulationist line of “a
new stage of peace and democracy™?

Why is it that. after liberation. you did your utmost
to oppose the socialist transformation of capitalist
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industry and commerce, oppose agricultural co-opera-
tion and slash the number of agricultural co-operatives?

Why is it that, after the completion of the trans-
formation of capitalist industry and commerce, agricul-
ture and handicrafts, you painstakingly propagated
the dying out of class struggle and actively advocated
class collaboration and the liquidation of class struggle?

Why is it that, during the three dilficull years,
vou echoed the ghosts and monsters at home and
abroad in viciously atlacking the three red banners
[the Party’s general line for building socialism, the
great  leap forward and the people’s communes],
while advocating the revisionist line of “ili¢ extension
of plots for private use and of free markels, the in-
crease of small enlerprises with sole responsibility for
their own profits or losses, the fixing of outpul quotas
based on the household” and “the liquidation of strug-
gle in our relations with imperialism, the reaclionaries
and modern revisionism, and reduction of assistance
and support to the revolutionary struggle of other
peoples™?

Why is it that you republished in 1962 that poi-
sonous weed, that deceitful book on self-cultivation of
Communists which does not advocate revolution, class
struggle, the seizure of political power and the dicla-
torship of the proletariat, which opposes Marxism-
Leninism, Mao Tse-tung's thought, preaches a decadent
bourgeois world outlook and the reactionary philoso-
phy of bourgeois idealism?

Why is it that in the socialist education movement
you put forward and pushed through the opportunist
line which was “Left” in form but Right in essence to
sabotage the socialist education movement?

Why is it that in the course of the greal proletarian
cultural revolution you have colluded with another
top Party person in authority taking the capitalist road
in putting forward and carrying out the bourgeois
reactionary line?

There is only one answer: You are not at all a
“veteran revolutionary”! You are a sham revolution-
ary, a counter-revolutionary. You are a Khrushchov
lying right beside us!

During the past 17 years, a handful of counter-
revolutionary revisionists, with the support of the top
Party person in authority taking the capitalist road,
have launched a frenzied, all-round attack on the pro-
letariat, spreading a great deal of poison in the fields
of politics, economy, culture and education.

In this great prolelarian cultural revolution, we
must follow Chairman Mao's teachings, organize a
mighty cultural army of the proletarian revolution,
thoroughly smash the frenzied attacks by this handful
of counter-revolutionary revisionists and the top Party
person in authority taking the capitalist road, dig out
the main root of revisionism in our counitry. overthrow
careerists and conspirators like Khrushchov, prevent
such bad elements from usurping the leadership of
the Party and the state and guard against the restora-
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The Bourgeois Reactionary Line on the Question
Of Cadres Must Be Criticized and Repudiated

“HONGQ!” COMMENTATOR

HIT hard at many in order to protect a handful” is
a component part of the bourgeois reactionary line.
Many facts have proved this. Tsinghua University un-
der the control of a certain person who put forward
the bourgeois reactionary line is a typical example.
The investigation made by members of this journal's
staff on how the work team sent to Tsinghua Univer-
sity dealt with the question of cadres is most illuminat-
ing in this respect.

Taking a reactionary bourgeois stand, those few
persons who have put forward the bourgeois reactionary

line have racked their brains to protect the handful
of Party people in authority taking the capitalist road
and quell the vigorous mass movement of the great
proletarian cultural revolution. They sent out large
numbers of work teams and directed them to hit hard
at the revolutionary masses and label them “counter-
revolutionaries” and, at the same time, hit hard at the
masses of cadres and label large numbers of good or
comparatively good cadres members of a “sinister gang.”
All this runs counter to the proletarian revolutionary
line represented by Chairman Mao and aims at leading

tion of capitalism, so as to guarantee that our country
will never change its colour!

“With power and to spare we must pursue the
tottering foe.” This great proletarian cultural revolu-
tion initiated and led by our great leader Chairman
Mao himself is aimed precisely at mobilizing the hun-
dreds of millions of people to pursue relentlessly the
handful of counter-revolutionary revisionists and the top
Party person in authority taking the capitalist road who
supports them from behind, to recapture all the cita-
dels they usurped and ensure that Mao Tse-tung’s
thought occupy all positions. It is precisely as Com-
rade Lin Piao said in speaking about this great prole-
tarian cultural revolution: “It is a big campaign: it is
a general attack on the ideas of the bourgeoisic and
all other exploiting classes.” We must respond to the
great call of Chairman Mao to hold high the revolu-
tionary banner of criticism and repudiation, plunge
bravely into the struggle, thoroughly criticize, repu-
diate and eliminate in all fields the noxious influences
of the bourgeois reactionary line represented by the
top Parly person in authority taking the capitalist
road, we must vigorously destroy the old ideas of the
exploiting classes and establish the complete ascendancy
of Mao Tse-tung’s thought.

The road of struggle is tortuous and its develop-
ment is uneven. There is resistance along the road
of advance. We must overcome all difficulties, break
down all resistance and carry the great proletarian
cultural revolution through to the end; we must not
give up halfway.
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Unfurl the red banner of the great and invincible
thought of Mao Tse-tung all over China:; may it shine
for ever in splendour!

Long live the victory of the movement of the great
proletarian cultural revolution led personally by our
respected and beloved leader Chairman Mao!

(“Hongqi,” No. 5, 1967.)
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the great proletarian cultural revolution astray and
bringing it on to the bourgeois road.

Very great successes have already been achieved
in mass criticism and repudiation of the bourgeois reac-
tionary line. It is especially necessary now to emphasize
criticism and repudiation of the bourgeois reactionary
line on the question of cadres, and criticism and repu-
diation of “hitting hard at many in order to protect a
handful” which is a component part of the bourgeois
reactionary line.

Chairman Mao’s proletarian revolutionary line on
the question of cadres is diametrically opposed to the
bourgeois reactionary line. The struggle between the
two lines on the question of cadres began a long time
ago.

The few persons, who put forward the bourgeois
reactionary line in the great proletarian cultural rev-
olution, had earlier carried out a line which was “Left”
in form but Right in essence and “hit hard at many in
order to protect a handful” in the socialist education
movement. Some Current Problems Raised in the So-
cialist Education Movement in the Rural Areas (the 23-
article document) which was drawn up under the per-
sonal guidance of Chairman Mao, was a criticism and a
repudiation of those few persons. That document pointed
out that the majority of the cadres are good or compara-
tively good and unity of more than 95 per cent of the
cadres should gradually be achieved. Towards cadres
who have committed mistakes, the policy of “learning
from past mistakes to avoid future ones, curing the
sickness to save the patient” should be applied. The
emphasis is on attacking a handful of Party people in
authority taking the capitalist road. The Decision of
the Central Committee of the Chinese Communist Party
Concerning the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution,
drawn up under Chairman Mao’s personal guidance,
also embodies this spirit.

However, the persons who put forward the bour-
geois reactionary line always act to the contrary. They
stubbornly cling to the reactionary bourgeois standpoint.
In the great proletarian cultural revolution, they in-
tensified their efforts to carry out the bourgeois reac-
tionary line by attacking the broad masses of the people
and the broad masses of cadres in order to protect a
handful of Party people in authority taking the capitalist
road.

What the handful of Party people in authority tak-
ing the capitalist road, big and small, are most afraid
of are the revolutionary masses and the revolutionary
cadres, and particularly the integration of the revolu-
tionary cadres with the revolutionary masses. The few
persons who put forward the bourgeois reactionary line
incite the masses to struggle against the cadres on the
one hand, and on the other, incite the cadres to suppress
the masses. This is an attempt to kill two birds with
one stone, that is, to suppress the revolutionary masses
and at the same time suppress the revolutionary cadres.
They try to prevent the cadres from stepping forward
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to make revolution and to set cadres and masses sharply
against each other. Therefore, in the course of bringing
about the revolutionary “three-in-one” combination, it
is necessary to thoroughly criticize and repudiate the

bourgeois reactionary line in relation to the cadre ques-
tion.

At the present time, the handful of Party people
in authority taking the capitalist road are attempting
to put the blame for “indiscriminately overthrowing”
the cadres on the young revolutionary fighters, on the
proletarian revolutionaries, and on the headquarters of
the proletariat. They pretend to show concern for the
cadres, pull to their side some people who do not know
the truth, and sow discord between the cadres and
the young revolutionary fighters, and between the cadres
and the headquarters of the proletariat. They vainly
attempt to undermine the revolutionary “threc-in-one”
combination, exclude the genuine revolutionary cadres
and wreck the proletarian revolutionaries' struggle lo
seize power. They even put on a disguise and try in
every way to worm their way into the leading bodies
of the “three-in-one” combination, so as to bring about
a counter-revolutionary restoration of capitalism. This
is a big conspiracy and must be thoroughly exposed.
The broad masses of the people and the broad masses
of cadres must increase their vigilance and never allow
themselves to be taken in by it.

Many of the cadres who were persecuted and at-
tacked by the bourgeois reactionary line are good cadres
or comparatively good. These comrades must bravely
step forward to firmly support the revolutionary masses,
thoroughly criticize and repudiate the bourgeois reac-
tionary line, concentrate on exposing and striking at
the handful of Party people in authority taking the
capilalist road and plunge without reservation into this
fiery struggle. Only in this way can they become one
with the revolutionary masses and contribute their share
to the struggle to seize power, and at the same time
remould themselves in the struggle. You must never
be fooled again by a certain book on the self-cultivation
of Communists. This book is deceitful talk, divorced
from the living class struggle, from the revolution and
from the political struggle; it never talks about the
question of political power as the fundamental question
of revolution and never talks of the question of the
dictatorship of the proletariat. It propagates an idealist
theory of self-cultivation and in a devious way promotes
bourgeois individualism and slavishness, and opposes
Marxism-Leninism, Mao Tse-tung’s thought. The more
one cultivates oneself in terms of this book, the more
revisionist one becomes and the farther one degener-
ates into revisionism. This book must be thoroughly
criticized and repudiated and its pernicious influence
liquidated. Criticism and repudiation of this book is
an important component of criticism and repudiation of
the bourgcois reactionary line.

(“Hongqi,” No. 5, 1967.)
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“Hit Hard at Many in Order to Protect a Handful”
Is a Component Part of the Bourgeois
Reactionary Line

(An Investigation of How the Work Team at Tsinghua University
Carried Qut the Bourgeois Reactionary Line on the Question
Of Cadres in June and July of 1966)

by “Hongqi” Editorial Department Staff Members

Following is an abridged translation of an investiga-
tion report by staff members of the “Hongqgi” Editorial
Department. The report was published in “Hongqi,”
No. 5, 1967. — Ed.

SINGHUA UNIVERSITY formerly had 11 leading

cadres at the university level (1 Party committee
secretary and concurrently the president, 5 deputy sec-
retaries of the Party committee and 5 vice-presidents),
145 middle level cadres including former deputy section
chiefs of the Party committee, deputy secretaries of the
Party general branches and deputy directors of the ad-
ministrative departments and teaching departments. It
formerly had more than 400 cadres at the basic level
including deputy secretaries of the Party branches of
the faculty and staff and deputy heads of the teaching
research groups. In all, the university had more than
500 cadres.

When the work team came to the university to an-
nounce the “seizure of power” and to exercise the power
and functions of the Party committee on June 9, 1966,
all the former Party and administrative cadres at the
university level and of teaching departments and teach-
ing research groups were “set aside.” Political instruc-
tors and secretlaries of Party branches (even Party branch
committee members) in classes were not excepted.

After the work team came to the uni-
versity, its measures in treating the cadres
divided roughly into three stages:

The first stage — from June 9 when the work team
came to the university to June 23. The work team “dis-
missed” all cadres “from office” and ‘“set them aside.”
Then every cadre was told to make a self-criticism so
as to “pass the test,” and this was done on a big scale.
The work team carried out a line of “hit hard at many
in order to protect a handful.”

The second stage —from June 24 to July 15. The
work team carried out on a big scale the “anti-Kuai”
struggle [Kuai Ta-fu is a revolutionary student who was
among the first to rise up and criticize the work team
for following the bourgeois reactionary line]. At the
same time, it made use of the cadres to struggle against
the masses and incited the cadres to carry out an
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organized attack on the revolutionary Left in order to
“make amends for their crimes by good deeds.”

The third stage — from July 16 to early August
when the work team was withdrawn from the univer-
sity. The work team carried out large-scale “criticism
and repudiation” and “struggle” against the sinister
gang. The cadres continued to make self-criticisms. A
section of the cadres were “shelved” [meaning their
problems would be dealt with later on].

The concrete measures taken by the
work team were:

(I) Not to make a class analysis of the cadres, ex-
cluding and overthrowing them all.

On the morning of June 11, after the work team
came to the university, its deputy leader Yang ——
called a meeting of all the cadres of the university to
announce that the work team had come to “seize power”
at Tsinghua and demanded that the cadres present
should “make an honest confession.”

Members of the work team spread these ideas
amceng the students: “Since Chiang — — is rotten, every-
thing is rotten, from the Party committee and Com-
munist Youth League committee down to the Party
general branches of the teaching departments, Com-
munist Youth League sub-committees and Party bran-
ches. None of the cadres at any level is good”; “Tsing-
hua is a devils’ den”; and “the whole Party organiza-
tion at Tsinghua is a huge royalist party.” They even
said: “The Party at Tsinghua is a gangster party”; “the
cadres at Tsinghua are all of one cut”; and *the cadres
at Tsinghua could not be reformed even in eight years.”

The work team forbade the cadres to read big-
character posters, takc part in the movement or attend
any meeting. It isolated them completely from the
masses and made them stay all day long in their rooms
to pore over a certain book on self-cultivation of
Communists. The work team told the cadres to study
this book over and over again and, taking it as a cri-
terion, 1o write a self-criticism. The work team said
that “you committed errors in the past precisely because
you studied this book too little.”
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The posts of secretary of the Party general
branches and Party branches in different teaching
departments were filled concurrently by members of the
work team or those they appointed. And the people they
appointed to these posts were mainly those they re-
garded as “the Left.”

On July 12, the Provisional Party General Branch
of the Department of Mechanical Engineering was set
up. At the inaugural meeting the work team announced
and had approved that Ho — —, Hu——, and Chang
— — [candidate Party members] had become full-fledged
Party members (Ho and Hu, two months before the
time of their candidateship was up), then appointed
Ho——to be deputy Party secretary and Chang ——,

Hu ——and Chang — —to be members of the Party
general branch committee. When this was announced
Chang — — herself felt this was all too “sudden.” When

other people asked her about this, she denied it and
this went the rounds as a joke.

In the Automatic Control Department, the work
team hastily made Liu—a full-fledged Party member
before her time of candidateship was up and appointed
her to be deputy secretary of the provisional Party
general branch. This evoked a host of dissenting views
from among the masses.

(IT) Confuse the two different types of contradic-

tions so as to “hit hard at many in order to protect a
handful.,”

Problems of the ordinary cadres were dealt with
like contradictions between ourselves and the enemy.
Thirty-nine out of the 55 cadres including Party branch
commitlee members and heads of teaching research
groups and above in the Mathematics and Mechanics
Department were branded by the work team as members
of the “sinister gang,” or following a “sinister line,”
accounting for 71 per cent of the total. All 12 members
of the Party general branch committee in this depart-
ment were branded as members of the “sinister gang.”

As soon as the work team arrived at the university
some students posted a “ten-point order” to the cadres
in the form of a big-character poster. The work team
described this big-character poster as “boosting the
morale of the proletariat and deflating the arrogance
of the bourgeois royalists.” The work team also had
it broadcast throughout the university, announced in
every teaching department and conveyed to all the
cadres. Its main conients were: the cadres

(1) must make a thorough confession of the “sinis-
ter organizations™;

(2) must confess the false uprising and expose the
plotters behind the scenes;

(3) hand over the “black list” to the work team
before June 14;

(4) without the permission of the work team,
to stay in their living quarters and be ready to turn up
for interrogation whenever Lhey are wanted;

(5) obey the orders of the work team uncondi-
tionally;
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(6) do nothing to hamper the members of the
work team.

It followed that all the cadres were confined in-
doors, writing self-criticisms and reports on their
ideology and activities and other matters all day long.
Whenever they wanted to step out of the university
grounds they had to first ask for leave. Even those
teachers and students who acted as political instructors
and heads of grades had to do the same.

On the other hand, the work team did its utmost
to protect the handful of people in authority who were
truly taking the capitalist road. Chiang — — stayed all
the time at the Ministry of Higher Education and never
returned to the university. On July 23, Wang — — had
this to say: “The nature of Chiang’s case has vet to be
decided.” Liu— (first deputy secretary of the univer-
sity’s Party committee) and Hu — (deputy secretary
of the university's Party committee) attended the city's
three-level cadres’ conference at the Peking Hotel be-
tween May 25 and June 28. Ho — — (depuly secrctary of
the university’s Party committee) was then convalescing
at Hsiangshan [Fragrance Hill] and did not return to the
universily until July 18. After their return to the uni-
versity, there was only one “struggle meeting” against
Liu and Hu. The work team tried by every means to
protect Ai—— (deputy secretary of the university’s
Parly committee) who remained at the university.
Owing to mounting public indignation. the work
team was compelled to hold a perfunctory “struggle
meeting” against him,

(III) Make every cadre at the basic level do a self-
criticism.

All the cadres were set aside. In this way, those
in authority taking the capitalist road did not find
themselves isolated.

Cadres at the basic level were indiscriminately
made to do a self-criticism. Liu—got this instruc-
tion from someone on June 18: As for the question of
Party member cadres “passing their test,” let the
students discuss whether it is necessary to criticize all
Party member cadres and make them do a self-critic-
ism. So Yeh —and others in their report to the Muni-
cipal Party Committee on June 20 put it in clear-cut
terms: As for the cadres at the basic level (includ-
ing political instructors, Party branch secretaries
and committee members), “the general practice is to
let them make a self-criticism and let the masses help
them with criticism.” In the Mechanical Engineering
Department, some heads of grades had to make self-
criticisms four or five times before they were reluc-
tantly allowed to “pass the test.” Even some committee
members of the Communist Youth League branches
and activists were placed by the work team among those
who needed to “pass the test.”

The policy of the work team towards cadres at the
basic level was, in their own words:

“to peel layer after layer” (meaning level by level
from below upwards, exposing the cadres at the basic
level first and then the university's Party committee);
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“to clear up the outlying areas first and then at-
tack the sinister line”; and

“to let the little devils expose the big devils”
(meaning from below upwards).

The work team spread this among the masses: “The
cadres at Tsinghua all belong to the ‘M’ category” (mean-

ing “monsters”). Tsinghua cadres at the lower
and upper levels had joined together as “sworn
brothers.” The work team members even said: “Those

at the lower levels are even worse than those at the
upper levels.”

Guided by the bourgeois reactionary line, Yang —
—, deputy leader of the work team, perscnally made
arrangements for mectings at which cadres at the basic
level were to make self-criticisms. He said: “Attention
must be paid to combining the deflating of their arro-
gance with the tactics of getting them to repent.” He
added that there should be no “leniency” towards the
cadres. “The utmost efforts should be made so that not
a single bad person sneaks away.”

In fact. almost all Party member cadres were made
to make self-criticisms. The work team demanded:
“Any Party member who blindly carried out the direc-
tives of the former Municipal Party Committee must
make self-criticism,” and ‘“any Party member who
blindly carried out the directives of the university
Party committee must make self-criticism.”

Therefore, people remarked: In Tsinghua, “Party
members are not as good as Youth League members and
Youth League members are not as good as non-Party
masses.”

In the Mathematics and Mechanics Department,
this kind of extraordinary thing happened: Soon after
it came to the university, the work team asked a non-
Party member “old professor” Tu — — (an old bourgeois
intellectual) to call a meeting of the Party general branch
committee of the department. This Tu told the com-
mittee members: “The work team wants you to confess
honestly.” The work team even designated a Party
member to act as Tu's secretary and take notes for him.

(IV) Make use of cadres to struggle against the
revolutionary masses.

Between June 24 and July 15, the work team waged
the so-called “anti-Kuai” struggle. And this time they
used cadres to direct the spearhead of their struggle
against the revolutionary masses.

Taking advantage of the cadres’ eagerness to “pass
the test” and “be liberated,” the work team encouraged
them to “oppose Kuai,” saying that this was “a golden
opportunity” for the cadres to “touch themselves to
the very soul” and to “make amends for their crimes
by good deeds.” To meet the needs of “opposing Kuai,”
the work team let Tseng——, head teacher of Kuai
Ta-fu's class, “pass the test” ahead of time.

Some cadres failed to obtain the approval of the
work team though they made self-criticisms a number
of times. But if they “made contributions in opposing
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Kuai,” they could “pass the test” very quickly. In
order to “oppose Kuai,” Wang ——urged cadres to
“show their support for the work team by concrete ac-
tions.” Wang wanted the Party and Youth League or-
ganizations to resume activilies when “debates” with
Kuai Ta-fu began, and asked the Party members to
clarify their position, so as to “pass the test.” Those
cadres who did not “oppose Kuai” would be “shelved”
for a long time and have no chance to “pass the test.”

On July 10, this Wang said that the criticism and
repudiation of only a few typical persons would serve to
educate the great majority and that this was not con-
tradictory, for this would help elevate their conscious-
ness in the course of struggle and liberate a number of
Party members and cadres.

After the work team withdrew from
the university, the “three provisional or-
ganizations™ in Tsinghua fostered by the
werk team (the Provisional Preparatory
Cemmittee for the Cultural Revolutionary
Committee, the Provisional General Head-
quarters of the “Red Guards,” and the
Provisional Presidium of the Cultural
Revolutionary Congress, which were all
headed by He — — and Liu —), continued
while they were in power to carry out the
bourgeois reactionary line on the question
of cadres.

(I) In the name of opposing the work team’s
“Rightist trend” towards cadres, continue to spread the
idea of “overthrowing all.”

They said: “Revisionism in Tsinghua University is
a rotlen tree. The trunk is the university’'s Party com-
mittee and the branches consist of all the cadres under
it.” and therefore they must be “overthrown en bloc,”
otherwise “the roots cannot be eradicated.”

(II) The formation of the so-called “groups of the
sinister gang to reform through labour” and widespread
enforcement of “reform through labour.”

They divided the cadres into three categories:

members of the sinister gang — cadres at the uni-
versity level, and secretaries and deputy secretaries of
the Party general branches;

people following the sinister line — commitlee
members of the Party general branches and secretaries
of the Party branches;

henchmen of the sinister gang —staff of the Party
general branches and activists.

Then three groups for “reform through labour”
were formed.

Some of the political teachers and political in-
structors were also forced to “reform through labour.”

Of all the 500 and more cadres in the university,
70 per cent were required to “reform through labour.”
Those exempted were mostly the elderly or in poor
health.
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Raise High the Great Revolutionary Banner of Criticism and Repudiation

China’s Revolutionaries Condemn Top
Party Person in Authority Taking
The Capitalist Road

HE publication of Hongqi Commentator’s article

“The Bourgeois Reactionary Line on the Question
of Cadres Must Be Criticized and Repudiated” and Chi
Pen-yu's important article “Patriotism or National Be-
irayal?” has sounded a new clarion call in the great
proletarian cultural revolution. It has aroused the
greatest indignation of the broad masses of proletarian
revolutionaries throughout the country against the top
Party person in authority taking the capitalist road. In
the last few days, rallies, parades and demonsirations
were held in China’s major and medium-sized cities to
condemn him. With soaring militant spirit, the prole-
tarian revolutionaries and revolutionary masses ex-
pressed the determination to follow Chairman Mao’s
teachings to organize a mighty cultural revolutionary
army, resolutely overthrow the top Party person in
authority taking the capitalist road and dig oul the
main roots of revisionism in our country.

The People’s Liberation Army. Commanders and fighters
pledged that they would stand most determinedly on
the side of the proletarian revolutionary line repre-
sented by Chairman Mao and, fighting shoulder to
shoulder with the proletarian revolutionaries of the
whole country, resolutely overthrow and thoroughly
criticize and repudiate him. From their personal ex-
perience, they criticized his evil book on self-cultiva-
tion at meetings and discussions. They pointed out
that the book was a poisonous weed which this top
Party person in authority taking the capitalist road
used to corrode the souls of the revolutionary people;
the more one cultivates oneself according to this book,
the more revisionist one becomes. It must be com-
pletely refuted so as to eradicate its poisonous effect.
Some said that the invincible thought of Mao Tse-tung
represents the rain and sunshine which nurture us rev-
olutionary fighters and that they have decided to be
Chairman Mao’s good soldiers who do not fear hard-
ships or death and are wholly dedicated to the service
of the people.

A veteran soldier of a P.L.A. unit under the Nan-
king Command said: The top Party person in authority
taking the capitalist road invariably came out into the
open at every turning point in the march of history
to harp on a tune in opposition to Chairman Mao.
When the U.S.-Chiang bandit gang was actively pre-
paring to launch the civil war in China, Chairman Mao
issued the militant call “to give them tit for tat and
fight for every inch of land.” But behind the back of
Chairman Mao, that top Party person in authority
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taking the capitalist road put forward his absurd reac-
tionary theory of the so-called “new stage of peace and
demccracy,” and pursued the policy of capitula-
tion and compromise towards the traitor Chiang Kai-
shek with the result that our Shansi-Chahar-Hopei
Border Region suffered unnecessary losses because we
were utterly unprepared when Chiang Kai-shek launched
the civil war against us. If not for the fact that our
great leader Chairman Mao repudiated and corrected
this capitulationist line in time, it would have been im-
possible for us to achieve victory throughout the
country.

Peking. In the capital. people poured into the streets
after working hours to hold parades and demon-
strations at Tien An Men, angrily shouting slo-
gans: “Down with the top Party person in authority
taking the capitalist road!” and “Ccmpletely re-
pudiate and discredit that evil book on self-cultiva-
tien!”

Pcor and lower-middle peasants of the Haitien
People’s Commune said that this top Party person in
authority taking the capitalist road worked energetic-
ally for class compromise in the countryside and spread
the theory of the dying out of class struggle, clamour-
ing as he did for “long-term protection of the rich
peasant economy.” This fully exposed him as the
spokesman for the landlords and rich peasants and laid
bare his big plot for a counter-revolutionary restora-
tion. We poor and lower-middle peasants are dead set
against this! An old poor peasant said with emotion:
“It is so true that the people of a particular class have
their own special way of talking. We have followed
Chairman Mao closely and fought against the class
enemies for dozens of years, whereas that top Party
person in authority taking the capitalist road has all
along championed what he called the “four freedoms”
[freedom of usury, hiring labour, land sale, and
running private enterprise], and advocated the
extension of plots for private use and of free markets,
the increase of small enterprises with sole responsibility
for their own profits or losses, and the fixing of output
quotas based on the household. He also advocated the
liquidation of struggle in our relations with imperialism,
the reactionaries and modern revisionism, and reduction
of assistance and support to the revolutionary struggle
of other peoples. Doesn’t this show his true colours as
someone working for a capitalist restoration?”

An order for urgent mobilization was issued by the
Committee of the Congress of Red Guards of Peking's
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Universities and Colleges which called on its members
to launch an all-round and fierce general offensive
against this top Party person in authority taking the
capitalist road. Interviewed by Renmin Ribao reporters,
Nieh Yuan-tzu, head of the leading group of the con-
gress and director of the Xinbeida Commune, said: “The
current great proletarian cultural revolution is an all-
out decisive battle between the two ideologies,
two lines and two classes over the last seventeen years,
that is, an all-out decisive battle between the
thought of Mao Tse-tung and revisionist ideas, between
the proletarian revolutionary line and the bourgeois
reactionary line and between the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie. In a word, it is a great decisive battle
to decide who will win, socialism or capitalism. It is
a great, deep-going revolution on the political and ideo-
logical fronts. To win complete victory in this revolu-
tion, il is necessary to launch a general offensive against
and settle the final account with this top Party person
in authority taking the capitalist road and the bour-
geois reactionary line he represents.” “Only by carry-
ing out an extensive struggle against and extensive re-
pudiation of this bourgeois reactionary line,” she added,
“shall we be able to establish the supremacy of the
thought of Mao Tse-tung, to ensure the complete vic-
tory of the proletarian revolutionary line represented
by Chairman Mao, and guard against a capitalist restora-
tion and peaceful evolution.”
Shanghai. On April 1, Shanghai proletarian revolu-
tionaries held a big demonstration. From early morn-
ing, columns of demonstrators streamed into the streets
from schools, offices and factories and marched towards
the offices of the Shanghai Municipal Revolutionary
Committee.

Young Red Guards and revolutionary students and
teachers from Tongji and Jiaotong Universities said:
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RENMIN RIBAO

Treat Young
Fighters

I\ UR great leader Chairman Mao has pointed out:

“The young people are the most active and vital
force in society. They are the most eager to learn and the
least conservative in their thinking. This is especial-
ly so in the era of socialism.”

The great proletarian cultural revolution initiated
and led by Chairman Mao personally is training millions
of young revolutionary fighters. The successors to the
revolutionary cause of the proletariat are tempering
themselves in the great storms of the class struggle.

Great numbers of young revolutionary fighters,
who have grown strong and been nurtured by Mao
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“Chairman Mao, the reddest red sun in our hearts,
has always supported revolutionary mass movements
and actively encouraged ‘unimportant people’ to rebel
against the ‘important people.” Since the liberation,
the top Party person in authority taking the capitalist
road, together with the bourgeoisie, have vainly tried
to wrest the fruits of viclory from the hands of the
people: they are day-dreaming.” They also said:
“Chairman Mao teaches us: ‘He who is not afraid of
death by a thousand cuts dares to unhorse the em-
peror.” We have long made up our minds to study
and apply Chairman Mao's works creatively and to arm
ourselves so as to thoroughly refute and discredit the
top Party person in authority taking the capitalist road.”

Revolutionary workers of the Shanghai Glass-
making Machinery Works and other factories and plants
said indignantly: “The road to success for the capitalists
means the road to poverty and misery for us workers,
and yet the top Party person in authority taking the
capitalist road dared to say such preposterous things
as ‘in China, there is not too much capitalism, but too
little' and ‘the working people do not oppose exploita-
tion, but welcome it.’ This is reactionary through and

through. He doesn’t smell like a Communist in the
slightest.”
Shansi. Vice-Chairman of the Shansi Provincial Rev-

olutionary Committee Chen Yung-kuei, the Parly sec-
retary of the Tachai Production Brigade of Hsiyang
County and a national labour model, said: “In the past
dozen years or more, our Tachai Production Brigade,
following the socialist road pointed out by the great
leader Chairman Mao, and by self-reliance and hard
work, has turned the old, poverty-siricken Tachai into
a prosperous, advanced, socialist new Tachai. We have

(Continued on p. 39.)

Revolutionary

Correctly

Tse-tung’s thought, are Chairman Mao’s most loyal
Red Guards. They have boundless love for Chairman
Mao and are infinitely loyal to the great thought of
Mao Tse-tung. Standing on Chairman Mao's proleta-
rian revolutionary line, they have struck hard at the
bourgeois reactionary line, relentlessly rebelled against
a handful of Party people in authority taking the
capitalist road, vigorously destroyed the four olds (old
ideas, culture, customs and habits) of the exploiting
classes and fostered the four news (new ideas, culture,
customs and habits) of the proletariat, contributing im-
mortal exploits to the great proletarian cultural rev-
olution in our country.
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Now, in the new stage in which the proletarian
revolutionaries are joining forces and bringing about
the revolutionary “three-in-one” combination to seize
power from a handful of Party people in authority
taking the capitalist road, the young revolutionary
fighters have made new exploits and new contributions.

Together with the worker and peasant masses, they
have thoroughly foiled the latest counter-attack by the
bourgeois reactionary line and have become revolu-
tionary pathbreakers in the struggle lo seize power
from a handful of Party people in authority taking the
capitalist road.

They have actively conducted exchanges of rev-
olutionary experience on a big scale, forged the great
alliance of proletarian revolutionaries, united with
the broad revolutionary masses, and formed a mighty
force of the cultural revolution.

They have creatively studied and applied Chairman
Mao’s works, implemented Chairman Mao’s policy on
cadres, and brought about the revolutionary “three-
in-one” combination by carrying out the principle that
“early or late, all who make revolution deserve equal
treatment.”

In a fine display of precious revolutionary con-
sciousness and creativeness, they have, at the time of
decisive battle between the two classes, put forward
the revolutionary slogan that “while seizing power
from a handful of Party people in authority taking
the capitalist road, seize power from the concept of
sell-interest in our own minds.” Taking Mao Tse-tung's
thought as the weapon, they have overcome non-pro-
letarian ideas, and greatly strengthened the revolu-
tionary spirit, scientific approach and sense of organi-
zation and discipline of the vast revolutionary ranks of
the proletariat.

They have bravely defended Chairman Mao’s policy
of revolutionary “three-in-one” combination and dealt
staggering blows to the adverse current for capital-
ist restoration.

Nobody can write off the heroic deeds of the young
revolutionary fighters. They are a worthy shock force
of the great proletarian cultural revolution and they
have embodied the general orientation of the revolu-
tion from the very beginning.

Of course, it is also necessary to make a class
analysis of the young revolutionary fighters.

Since old China was a country with vast numbers
of petty bourgeoisie, all kinds of petty-bourgeois and
bourgeois trends of thought inevitably find expression
in the ranks of the young revolutionary fighters.

At the present time of decisive battle between the
two classes and two lines, the class struggle is ex-
traordinarily acute. In these circumstances, such non-
proletarian ideas as the tendency to seek the limelight,
small-group mentality, anarchism and individualism will
also be reflected in the ranks of the young revolutionary
fighters. This is not at all strange. Because they lack
experience in struggle, they are politically immature,
and they are not good enough at making a class ana-
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lysis of things, therefore, at a turning point in the
development of the revolution, some revolutionaries
tend to make this or that mistake. If young revolu-
tionary fighters fail to boldly face their own short-
comings and mistakes and instead let various kinds
of non-proletarian ideas inundate their minds, they are
in danger of being used by the class enemy.

It must be pointed out that as regards the millions
of young revolutionary fighters who have breached
and stormed the enemy citadels in the great prole-
tarian cultural revolution, their essence and the main
current are good. With regard to the non-proletarian
ideas existing in their ranks, we should actively and
patiently guide them to overcome these ideas by means
of proletarian ideology. At the same time, we should
have the conviction that the young revolutionary fight-
ers, who have grown up and been nurtured by Mao
Tse-tung’s thought, can certainly educate and liberate
themselves. Whoever fails to see this will make a big
blunder.

How to treat young revolutionary fighters involves
the questions of how to assess the struggle be-
tween the two lines in the past few months,
how to treat the mass movement of the greal pro-
letarian cultural revolution, the question of class stand,
whether to stand on the side of Chairman Mao's pro-
letarian revolutionary line or on the side of the bour-
geois reactionary line, and the important question of
whether or not to train and bring up successors to
the proletarian revolutionary cause. To ncgate the
young revolutionary fighters is to negate the great pro-
letarian cultural revolution. To attack the young rev-
olutionary fighters is to attack the great proletarian
cultural revolution.

At present, an adverse current has emerged in
society which is aimed at a counter-revolutionary
restoration of capitalism. A handful of Party people
in authority taking the capitalist road are using tricks
and plotting against young revolutionary fighters.
They sow discord among them, pulling one section to
their side and attacking another in a vain attempt to
split the ranks of the young revolutionary fighters
and lead them astray.

At the same time, like a thief crying “stop thief,”
they are trying to attack the young revolutionary
fighters by shifting the blame on them for the reac-
tionary policy of “hit hard at many in order to pro-
tect a handful” on the question of cadres which the
few people, who advanced the bourgeois reactionary
line, consistently advocated. They work hand in
glove with ghosts and monsters in society to seize
on some shortcomings and mistakes of the young
revolutionary fighters to attack them for a par-
ticular fault without considering the whole, so as
to negate completely the general orientation of the
young revolutionary fighters and even manipulate
the already collapsed conservative organizations to try
to reverse the previous decisions and again label some
of the young revolutionary fighters “counter-revolu-
tionaries.” They are doing this to oppose the proletarian
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