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Publisher’s Note

Confucius was a reactionary who doggedly defended
slavery and whose doctrines have been used by all reac-
tionaries, whether ancient or contemporary, Chinese or
foreign, throughout the more than 2,000 years since his
time. The bourgeois careerist, renegade and traitor Lin
Piao was a thorough devotee of Confucius and, like all
the reactionaries in Chinese history when on the road
to their doom, he revered Confucius, opposed the Legalist
School and attacked Chin Shih Huang, the first emperor
of the Chin Dynasty (221-207 B.C.). He used the doctrines
of Confucius and Mencius as a reactionary ideological
weapon in his plot to usurp Party leadership, seize state
power and restore capitalism in China.

Adhering to or opposing Confucianism is in essence
a struggle between Marxism-Leninism on the one hand,
and revisionism on the other, between progress and ret-
rogression, between revolution and counter-revolution,
between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie, between the
capitalist and the socialist roads, and between the rev-
olutionary and the revisionist lines. Thorough repudia-
tion of Confucian-Mencian doctrines, with the repudia-
tion linked with the condemnation of Lin Piao, is vital
to deepening the criticism of Lin Piao’s revisionist line
and an urgent task of the socialist revolution in the realm
of the superstructure.



The worker-peasant-soldier masses of China are the
main force in the criticism of Lin Piao and Confucius.
They plunge into the struggle with strong revolutionary
indignation. It is with the aim of helping the reader to
understand this campaign of criticism that we have col-
lected these articles by workers, peasants and soldiers,
reflecting their conscientious study of theory and their
revolutionary spirit in using Marxism-Leninism-Mao
Tsetung Thought as weapon, integrating theory with
practice and overcoming every difficulty on their way to
learning. The articles also show that a theoretical force
of the Chinese workers, peasants and soldiers has been
formed and is steadily growing in the struggles of the
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution and the criticism
of Lin Piao and Confucius. Guided by the revolutionary
line of Chairman Mao Tsetung, China’s workers, peasants
and soldiers are determined to carry the criticism of Lin
Piao and Confucius through to the end and do still more
for the revolution in the course of the struggle.
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FIGHT A PEOPLE'S WAR OF CRITICIZING
LIN PIAO AND CONFUCIUS

Chao Chung-fan*

WITH the movement to criticize Lin Piao and Confucius
going deeper, the idea of worshipping Confucius and op-
posing Legalism has also been subjected to more pene-
trating criticism. Many comrades have actively plunged
into the class struggle and blasted Lin Piao and the
doctrines of Confucius and Mencius in spoken and writ-
ten words like thousands of guns firing on target. This
momentous event in the struggle between the two classes,
the proletariat and the bourgeoisie, and between the two
lines, revolutionary and revisionist, merits serious con-
sideration. The masses must be mobilized extensively
and intensively to ensure victory in this people’s war.

In repudiating a wrong line, it is necessary to analyse
its class, historical and ideological origins. “Restrain
oneself and return to the rites” was Confucius’ reaction-
ary political programme formulated to serve his aim of
preserving the slave system. .The careerist, renegade and
traitor Lin Piao salvaged this rot from the Confucian-~
Mencian dump in his attempt to subvert China’s proleta-
rian dictatorship and restore capitalism in the country.
Lin Piao took this rot as the greatest treasure in the

* A People’s Liberation Army fighter of the Shenyang Com-
mand.

1



world and put it first on the agenda. When Lin Piao
and company, out of their eagerness to usurp Party and
state power, dished up their anti-Party political program-
me, they based themselves on the Confucian concept of
“correct titles,” clamouring that if the state power was
not placed in Lin Piao’s hands, “the titles would not be
correct and words would not carry weight.” The Lin
Piao outfit, therefore, brazenly attempted to legalize their
counter-revolutionary activities for restoring capitalism
in China. Again, in their assault on the Party at the
Second Plenary Session of the Ninth Central Committee,
where they hawked their anti-Party theoretical prog-
ramme, they scavenged something from Confucius. This
time, like a drowning man clutching at a straw they seiz-
ed upon the Confucian idea of “heaven’s will” and adopt-
ed the idealist concept of ‘“genius,” shamelessly to prime
Lin Piao in his counter-revolutionary attempt at capital-
ist restoration. In making their clandestine plan for the
armed counter-revolutionary coup d’etat known as the
Outline of Project “571,” they sneaked into the Confu-
cian shop once more looking for such tarnished wares
as “government by benevolence,” and “rule by rites,”
at the same time shouting “do or die” to give their gang
a shot in the arm for the purpose of subverting the pro-
letarian dictatorship, suppressing the revolutionary peo-
ple, and unloosing ghosts and monsters of all descriptions.
In assailing the Party’s policies of cadre participation in
productive labour and educated youth going to the coun-
tryside, they were also taking as their reactionary weapon
the Confucian-Mencian exploiting-class idea of “those
who work with their minds govern, while those who toil
with their hands are governed.” These few ironclad facts
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are sufficient to open people’s eyes to the poisonous
ideological and political root of Lin Piao!

In China, the reactionaries through the ages invariably
worshipped Confucius and opposed the Legalists. They
heaped honorary titles on Confucius and lauded him to
the skies, as if evoking the ghost of Confucius could save
their moribund rule. Such farces of Confucius-worship
and opposition to Legalism went on without interruption
in China’s modern history. From Tseng Kuo-fan, the
butcher in the suppression of the Taiping Revolution
(1851-64), to the usurper of state power Yuan Shih-kai;
from Chang Hsun and Kang Yu~wei, who clung to Con~
fucianism and monarchism, to the autocrat and traitor
to the people Chiang Kai-shek, all acted according to
Confucianism. Later, the ringleaders of opportunist lines
within our Party chorused these reactionaries’ hymns to
Confucius. Chen Tu-hsiu lauded Confucius and Mencius
as ‘“outstanding personages” among the “scholar-
officials.” Wang Ming drivelled that the doctrines of
Confucius and Mencius were “virtues of the nation.” The
renegade, hidden traitor and scab Liu Shao-chi turned
historical facts on their heads in claiming that “Confucian
thinking in its time reflected the progressive trend and
demands of the society and, viewed in our days, it still
has rational elements,” and that “we should utilize it
fully.” His sinister book on “self-cultivation” is in es-
sence a refurbished version of the doctrines of Confucius
and Mencius. Lin Piao, treading in the footsteps of Wang
Ming and Liu Shao-chi, came up with the reactionary
thinking of Confucius, disguised and fitted it out to be
used as a “brick to open doors” for capifalist restoration.
Chinese history has shown that the reactionary class,
when in power, invokes Confucianism to defend its rule
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and deceive the people; and, when not in power, it also
relies on Confucian thinking to dupe the people in order
to stage a come-back This historical experience is
noteworthy.

Confucius was a representative of the moribund slave-
owning class. The doctrines of Confucius and Mencius
are an ideological system of the exploiting classes. Reac-
tionaries in history, including Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao,
though far removed in time from Confucius, all belonged
to the declining exploiting classes and their ideologies
shared a common nature that had been passed down.
Lin Piac was China’s modern Confucius. Our in-depth
criticism of Confucius will identify the extremely Rightist
character of Lin Piao in wantonly attempting to restore
capitalism and turn back the wheel of history. It will
also enhance our ability to distinguish true Marxism from
false. The criticism of Lin Piao tallies entirely with
that of Confucius, and the pen of every Chinese should
be used in integrated criticism of the pair.

Some claim that eriticizing Confucius “is a job for the
philosophers, historians and men of letters and has very
little to do with workers, peasants and soldiers.” But
this view both disregards the class nature of the struggle
and negates the role of the masses in it.

To label this life-and-death class struggle as “polemics”
of “pure academic interest” is a shop-worn trick of the
bourgeoisie, and vigilance is called for against being
duped. In class society, the realm of ideology is always
a battlefield of class struggle; it is never a vacuum and
haven above classes. Further, class struggle has always
been the common cause of the millions, not the concern
of a few “scholars” and “literati.” The 10th National
Congress of the Communist Party of China reminded the

4



whole Party, army and nation: “We should attach im-
portance to the class struggle in the superstructure, in-
cluding all spheres of culture, transform all parts of the
superstructure which do not conform to the economic
base.” The current movement to criticize the worship
of Confucius and opposition to Legalism is closely linked
with the contemporary struggles between the two classes,
two roads, and two lines. Criticizing Confucius is a com-
ponent part of the criticism of Lin Piao. The superstruc-
ture, including the sphere of ideology, is used as a bridge-
head by the exploiting classes from which to launch
counter-assaults against the proletariat, How well we
do in this battle has vital bearing on the question of our
Party and country keeping their political colour and so
is of paramount concern to every one of us. Fighting
this battle well, therefore, is our common duty, and no
one of us should view it casually or stand aside.

In summing up the historical experience of the May
Fourth Movement of 1919, Chairman Mao incisively
pointed out that the workers and peasants were the basic
revolutionary forces and “the intellectuals will ac-
complish nothing if they fail to integrate themselves
with the workers and peasants.” The broad worker-
peasant-soldier masses are the main force in the three
great revolutionary movements of class struggle, the
struggle for production and scientific experiment. They
are the most intelligent and the most capable. And not
only are workers, peasants and soldiers the main force
on the political and economic fronts, but they are the
main force on the ideological and theoretical fronts. They
have the greatest say in the realm of the superstructure.
Chairman Mao has always trusted and relied on the mass-
es and stressed that in doing any work a vigorous mass
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movement is necessary; dependence on a few persons
working in solitude will not do. He personally initiated
and led the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution, in the
course of which he brought up for discussion by the peo-
ple of the entire countiry the struggles in every sphere
of the superstructure and the two-line struggle within
the Party. This method brought the great victory of the
Cultural Revolution. It shows the confidence that Chair-
man Mao and the Party Central Committee have in us —
a great encouragement. The entire experience of the
Chinese revolution demonstrates that only by coura-
geously mounting the rostrum of the superstructure can
the proletariat enforce overall dictatorship over the bour-
geoisie in every sphere of that realm.

Specialists’ research and. convincing, analytical, sub-
stantive writings are needed, but these alone cannot
overcome obstinate enemies. A fatal blow is inflicted
only by the concentrated fire of guns by the millions.
Old ideas remaining from the old system are bound to
be stubborn; they will not just fade from the stage of
history. Only the concerted action of the entire nation
can deny sanctuary to the old ideas. The reactionary
mentality of Confucius has spread its poison far and wide,
More than half a century ago, in the May Fourth Move-
‘ment, there arose the slogan ‘“Down with the Confucian
shop!” But the spectre of that shop-owner is still around
and often plays the devil. It is necessary now to rouse
the masses in their millions to ecriticize Confucius, to
wash away the slime and filth left over from the old
society. :

The deeply ingrained Confucian thinking may seem
like a formidable giant; in reality it, too, like all reaction-
ary things, is only a paper tiger. Both Confucius’ ideas
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and practices ran counter to the objective reality of his
time and the law of historical development. The pro-
letariat and people are on solid ground in despising Con~
fucius and in believing that our criticism will discredit
him. Lu Hsun said: “The ordinary men and women
of China, especially those known as the ‘witless mob,’
though they call Confucius a sage, have never really
looked upon him as such.” Lu Hsun also said: “Yet
I fancy no other people in the world know Confucius as
well as the ‘witless mob’ in China.” Confucius was boost-
ed to prominence by the reactionary ruling classes, while
the people never considered him a person deserving of
respect. In his own time and down through the cen-
turies, Confucius has always been roundly criticized. The
working people contemporary with this ‘“‘sage” assailed
him as a person “whose four limbs do not toil and who
does not know the difference between the five grains,”
and accorded him treatment that often placed him in an
awkward position. In China’s modern history, the peas-
ant army of the Taiping Revolution not only attacked
the landlord class militarily and politically but it also
launched a large-scale ideological campaign against Con-
fucius. The Taiping leader Hung Hsiu-chuan destroyed
shrines to Confucius and called him “a devil whose books,
presumably meant to teach people, are all fallacious.”
This had completely deflated the prestige of reactionary
Confucianism.

In our day, with the unprecedented dissemination of
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought, the ability of
the people to criticize wrong things has been so enhanced
that they can fight them like winged tigers. To discredit
Confucius’ political corpse poses no insuperable problem
for them.



We ask the God of Plague: “Where are you bound?”
Paper barges aflame and candle-light illuminate the
sky.

We will take up our pens in today’s class struggle of
criticizing Lin Piao and Confucius and, as described in
these lines from Chairman Mao’s poem, “Farewell to the
God of Plague,” “illuminate the sky” with our militant
repudiation.



CONSCIENTIOUSLY STUDY AND
ADVANCE DESPITE HARDSHIPS

Yu Ho-kang*

THE current movement in China to criticize Lin Piao and
Confucius is a political and ideological struggle to uphold
Marxism and oppose revisionism. We of the Chinese
working class should be the main force in the struggle.
My feeling is that we must make steady effort if we are
truly to achieve this aim.

Soon after taking up the struggle last year we met
with enormous difficulty. The doctrines of Confucius
and Mencius advocated by Lin Piao reeked of archaic
men, things and language all preaching retrogression and
restoration of the old order. To strip off these disguises
we had to sit down and read history books and also study
classical Chinese writings. It really taxed my brain.

As the movement developed, however, I understood
better that my first thoughts on it were a far cry from
what the situation demanded. The movement showed
that the criticism of Lin Piao is closely linked with that
of Confucius. In order to criticize Lin Piao penetratingly
it is essential to criticize Confucius also in depth. Lin
Piao was a big party tyrant and warlord who read no
books, newspapers or documents and had no learning

* A Shanghai Engineering Machinery Plant worker.



at all. He directed his followers to collect a hotchpotch
of quotations from Confucius and Mencius, which he
hung on the wall in his home or incorporated into his
sinister notes. He did this because the doctrines of Con-
fucius and Mencius advocated restoration and could be
used as his best reactionary ideological weapon in his
attempt at usurping Party and state power and restoring
capitalism. In the course of the struggle I eagerly
studied Chairman Mao’s works, which helped me realize
that the ringleaders of the opportunist lines within the
Party in the past, like Chen Tu-hsiu, Wang Ming, Peng
Teh-huai, Liu Shao-chi and Lin Piao, all worshipped
Confucius. Being agents of the landlord and bourgeois
classes inside the Party, they prostrated themselves be-
fore Confucius and pitted Confucian-Mencian doctrines
against Marxism-Leninism. Chairman Mao invariably
criticized these doctrines sharply in fighting these chief-
tains of the opportunist lines, in this way settling ac-
counts with their ideological, class and historical roots
politically and theoretically.

As early as in the First Revolutionary Civil War (1924~
27) Chairman Mao wrote the article Report on an In-
vestigation of the Peasant Movement in Hunan criticizing
the Right opportunist line represented by Chen Tu-hsiu.
There he scathingly repudiates the reactionary Confucian
preaching about being “temperate, kind, courteous, re-
strained and magnanimous” as peddled by Mencius, the
“junior proprietor” of the Confucian shop. Chairman
Mao also condemned “the doctrine of the mean,” which
necessarily opposed revolutionary mass movements. In
1942, during the War of Resistance Against Japan, he
initiated a rectification campaign to criticize Wang Ming’s
opportunist line which was first “Left” and then Right.
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To this end Chairman Mao disclosed the relationship be-
tween stereotyped Party writing and the ‘“eight-legged
essay,”! pointing out that only when the old feudal
“eight-legged essay” was subjected to penetrating criti-
cism could stereotyped Party writing be thoroughly repu-
diated. The rectification campaign helped Party members
to raise their understanding of the two-line struggle.
Today, the struggle to oppose or revere Confucius be-
tween us and the political swindlers like Lin Piao is a
continuation of the two-line struggle inside the Party.
It reflects, under the conditions of socialism, the two-
class and the two-line struggles between progress and
retrogression, between revolution and counter-revolution.

Chairman Mao teaches: “The correctness or incor-
rectness of the ideological and political line decides
everything.” The experience of the past two-line strug-
gles in the Party demonstrates the importance of thor-
oughly criticizing the doctrines of Confucius and Men-
cius and conducting intensive education in the necessity
of opposing revisionism and preventing its emergence in
the Party. Only in this way can we repudiate the revi-
sionist line represented by Liu Shao-chi, Lin Piao and
their like and consolidate the gains of the Great Proleta-
rian Cultural Revolution.

1The “eight-legged essay” was the special form of essay pre-
scribed in the imperial examinations under China’s feudal dynas-
ties from the 15th to the 19th centuries. It consisted in juggling
with words, concentrated only on form at the expense of content.
Every paragraph was written to a rigid pattern with a fixed
number of characters, the writer spinning out the essay by ring-
ing the changes on the words in the theme. Thus “stereotyped
Party writing” characterizes the writings of certain people in
the revolutionary ranks who piled up revolutionary phrases and
terms higgledy-piggledy instead of analysing the facts. Like the
“eight-legged essay,” their writings were nothing but verbiage.
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During the movement my comrades and I read some
relevant documents, We also collected articles and mate-
rials from newspapers and periodicals on the polemics
between the Confucian and the Legalist schools. Though
they were a bit too difficult for us we tried our best,
never stopping until we understood them. I had never
read anything by Confucius or Mencius and had always
thought their writings must be extremely profound and
inscrutable. Later, in reading annotations to the Analects
of Confucius and Mencius in the newspapers, I referred
the original texts to the notes and criticisms. I also delved
into history books dealing with the political and
economic situation during the Spring and Autumn (770-
476 B.C.) and Warring States (475-221 B.C.) periods. 1
studied the class relations of that time and saw quite
clearly the basic reactionary views preached by Confu-
cius and Mencius and their crew. They were like an
embroidered cushion — pretty on the outside, but a bag
of straw inside. Confucius and Mencius were diehards
bitterly hostile fo revolution. Taking the stand of the
declining slave-owning class, they opposed any progres-
sive reforms the newly emerging landlord class made.
They advocated restoration and retrogression in an at-
tempt to turn back the wheel of history. Both Confucius
and Lin Piao were representatives of the moribund class-
es who advocated “returning to the rites,” ie., restora-
tion of the old. So, in order to maintain the socialist
nature of our state, we must carry out the movement to
criticize Lin Piao and Confucius in a deep-going way.
Only thus can the dictatorship of the proletariat be
further consolidated and strengthened.

Nothing in the world is difficult for one who sets his
mind to it. We of China’s working class are quite capa-
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