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ABSTRACT
Anthropology In the People's Republic of China*

1949-1957

Ruble S. Watson

This thesis focuses on the development of anthropology as an
academic discipline in the Communist Chinese system of education
from 1949 to 1957»

The work and life situations of Individual

anthropologists are discussed, and particular attention is given
to the research which was undertaken in China during the first
decade of Communist rule.

The years from 1949 to 1957 were

chosen because this time span serves as an exemplary and workable
period through which a full cycle of government policy changed
and adapted to the needs of the new society.

This period includes

the initial reorganization of anthropology as an academic discipline
(1949-1952), the middle years of stabilization (1952-1955), a
period of liberalization and intense scholarly and political
activity among anthropologists (1956-1957, the Hundred Flowers
Campaign), and finally the anti-rightists attacks on bourgeois
social science (1957) which culminated in a period of re¬
entrenchment and stabilization.
In 1949 when the People's Republic was established, a strong
academic tradition of anthropology and sociology existed in China.
However, after the Communists came to power, these two disciplines,
as they are practiced in the West, ceased to exist except for a
short re-emergence during the liberalization of the Hundred Flowers
Campaign (1956-1957),

From the Chinese Communist standpoint

Western style sociology and anthropology are unnecessary because

they no longer serve a useful purpose.

Marxism-Leninism provides

the ultimate analysis of the nature of society, and has therefore
usurped the theoretical subject matter of sociology and anthropology*
The task left to anthropology and sociology is to determine how
the goals of Marxism-Leninism can be achieved.
In China anthropology has been reduced to an extreme form
of empirical and applied anthropology, which the Chinese refer
to as "ethnography". This ethnographic approach is concerned
with practical problems relating to the application of government
policy on Chinese minority (non-Han) populations.

Historical

reconstruction among non-Han peoples is also an important element
of Chinese ethnography.

The Chinese hope that this reconstruction

will aid in the "enrichment" of Marxism-Leninism, especially Marx's
scheme of historical development*
This study is organized into six chapters* The first chapter
presents the problems and the methodology of the study. The
second chapter provides background material on higher education
in China prior to 19l|9*

Special attention is given to the

introduction and development of anthropology in Republican China
(China from 1912-191*9).

Chapter Two includes an outline of the

educational changes which occurred when the Communists came to
power in China, with special reference to Communist policies toward
intellectuals and social science.

Chapter Three traces the

official policy toward anthropology and the utilization of profes¬
sional anthropologists' talents during the years 19h9 to 1956*

The

intellectual and anthropological "renaissance” of the Hundred Flowers
Movement of 1956 and 1957 are summarized in Chapter Four.

The

published sources from this period provide some of the most in¬
teresting and informative material on individual anthropologists
and their research.

During this short period more anthropological

research was accomplished than in the previous six years.

The

intellectual and political life of Fei Hsiao-T'ung, China's best
known anthropologist, is sketched in Chapter Five.

Chapter Six

summarizes the material contained in the thesis and sketches some
developments in anthropology after 1957*
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION: METHODS AND PROBLEMS

In 1949 when the Communists assumed control over the Chinese
mainland, China had been at war with Japan for eight years and in a
state of civil war for over twenty years.

China was an unindustrial¬

ized nation with a large illiterate population.

The first priorities

of the new leadership were industrialization and increasing agri¬
cultural production, and the fulfillment of both these tasks was
in large part contingent on the availability of technicians and
intellectuals.

The proper role and utilization of the Chinese

intellectuals was an immediate and significant challenge to the new
government and Party.

The Communists had a desperate need for expert

knowledge, but before they could fully utilize the talents of the
intellectuals, a period of retraining, criticism, and political
study was necessary.

The intellectuals had to be made aware of the

basic principles of the "new China" and the plans that were to carry
out these principles.

The entire educational system came under the

scrutiny of the new leadership, and when their plans were put into
action there was little that went unchanged.

Early in 1950 the

government, under the leadership of the Communist Party, began a
reorganization of the Chinese educational system and a re-education
of her intellectuals.
Among those academic disciplines which the Communists inherited
from the old educational system, the social sciences came in for
some of the most significant changes.

And among the social sciences,
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the disciplines of sociology and anthropology were especially singled
out for criticism and reorganization.

This thesis will focus on the

development of anthropology as an academic discipline within the
new Chinese system of education from 1949 to 1957.

The work and

life situations of individual anthropologists will be discussed with
a view toward better understanding the fate of anthropology in the
People's Republic of China.

Particular attention will be given to

the research which was undertaken in China during the first decade
of Communist rule.

The years from 1949 to 1957 have been chosen

because they serve as an exemplary and workable time period through
which a full cycle'*’ of government policy changed and adapted to the
needs of the new society.

This period includes the initial reorga¬

nization of anthropology as an academic discipline (1949-1952),
the middle years of stabilization (1952-1955), a period of liberal¬
ization and intense scholarly and political activity among anthro¬
pologists (1956-1957, The Hundred Flowers Campaign), and finally the
anti-rightists attacks on bourgeois social science (1957) which
culminated in a period of re-entrenchment and stabilization.
This study will show that in 1949 when the People's Republic
was established a strong academic tradition of anthropology and
sociology existed in China.

However, after the Communists came to

power, the disciplines of anthropology and sociology, as they are
practiced in the West, ceased to exist except for a short re-emergence
during the liberalization of the Hundred Flowers Campaign (19561957).

It will also be shown that during the years from 1949 to

1957 an approach to social research developed which the Chinese refer
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to as "ethnography" •

This approach was concerned with Chinese

minority populations, with historical reconstruction, and with
practical problems relating to the application of government policy
on non-Chinese (non-Han) peoples.
In China the terms anthropology and sociology are used inter¬
changeably (see page 9 ), and the reader should be aware that when
the Communists refer to "bourgeois sociology" they are including
anthropology in this category.

Furthermore, many Chinese scholars,

who in the United States would be called anthropologists, refer to
themselves as sociologists (e.g., Fei Hsiao-tfung).

"Ethnography"

is used here in accordance with its use in China and the Soviet
Union; as an historical, empirical, and applied body of knowledge
(see page

28).

It should also be noted that the Chinese convention

of separating archaeology from anthropology has been followed.

This

thesis does not discuss the fate of archaeology or physical anthropology
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in the People’s Republic.

Organization of Study
This study is organized into six chapters.

The second chapter

provides background material on higher education in China prior
to 1949.

Special attention is given to the introduction and develop¬

ment of anthropology in Republican China (China from 1912-1949).
Chapter Two includes an outline of the educational changes which
occurred when the Communists came to power in China, with special
reference to Communist policies toward intellectuals and social
science.

Chapter Three traces the official policy toward anthropology

and the utilization of professional anthropologists1 talents during
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the years 1949 to 1956.

The intellectual and anthropological "renais¬

sance" of the "Hundred Flowers Movement" of 1956 and 1957 will be
summarized in Chapter Four.

The published sources from this period

provided some of the most interesting and informative material on
individual anthropologists and their research.

During this short

period more anthropological research was accomplished then in the
previous six years.

The intellectual and political life of Fei

Hsiao-t'ung, China*s best known anthropologist, will be sketched in
Chapter Five.

Much material is available on Fei both in the form of

books and articles written by Fei himself, and in references and
articles about Fei in the Chinese and foreign press.

By discussing

the research, status, and goals of a specific Chinese anthropologist,
I hope to provide a more meaningful context from which to view larger
political and social issues.

Chapter Six will briefly summarize the

material contained in the thesis and sketch some developments in
anthropology after 1957.

Documentary Research on Communist China
Whenever research on Communist China is discussed, problems
of methodology demand a large share of the attention.

Research on

the People’s Republic of China is fraught with difficulties—reliable
first-hand accounts of happenings inside China are very rare, the flow
of information inside and particularly out of China is sometimes
sluggish, sometimes unreliable, and sometimes slowed to a mere
trickle.

Nevertheless, a diligent search of the Chinese press can

provide rewarding results to the researcher.

Franz Schumann in his
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book Ideology and Organization in Communist China (1966:62ff) dis¬
cusses the crucial role of the Chinese press as the Communist
leadership’s most effective vehicle of informing the populace.

The

press serves as the official spokesman of the government, and in a
country where mass political participation is a keystone of the
political structure the role of the press (as the primary method
of keeping the public informed of governmental wishes) is of singular
importance.

The Chinese press presents government policy, provides

information on how that policy is to be implemented, it spearheads
campaigns against

f,

enemy thinking11, and it serves millions of Chinese

as the textbook for the correct interpretation of Marxism-Leninism.
The unusual nature of the Chinese press (as a combination
newspaper, magazine, radio, bureaucratic memo, civics lesson, etc.)
has produced an unintended but nevertheless important result: the
supply of information on China for the use of foreign China scholars.
Government policy can be charted by a careful reading of the Chinese
press.
The sensitive and informed reader can gain important insights
into the happenings inside China from such seemingly insignificant
articles as one containing the list of names of a peace delegation
going abroad, the geographical location of a new technical institute,
or the founding of a new language school.

Once the researcher has

familiarized himself (and this is an ongoing task) with the vocabulary
of the Chinese Communist press, the jargonized, propagandized articles
of the Jen Min Jih Pao (People’s Daily» China's leading newspaper)
and of other media sources becomes valuable data.

Periods of stabili¬

zation, liberalization, and re-entrenchment can each provide interesting

6
and useful information.
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For the purposes of this research, the

Hundred Flowers Movement (liberalization) and the anti-rightist
attack (re-entrenchment) provided the richest sources of material
on anthropology.

During 1956-1957 (Hundred Flowers) information on

areas of intellectual life which had previously not been reported
in the press received public utterance.
For much of the data discussed in this thesis I have relied
on translations of Chinese material appearing in the Survey of the
Chinese Mainland Press (hereafter referred to as SCMP), Current
Background (CB), Extracts from Chinese Mainland Magazines (ECMM),
Union Research Service (URS), and Joint Publications Research Service
(JPRS).

These agencies operate either within the United States
4

government or as monitoring services operating in Hong Kong.

CHAPTER II
CHINESE EDUCATION AND SOCIAL SCIENCES:
TRADITIONAL AND REVOLUTIONARY

The history of Chinese institutions of higher learning began
more than two thousand years ago.

The oldest such institution, the

Imperial College, was founded by Emperor Wu-ti in 124 B.C.

This school

taught only the five classical texts and remained overwhelmingly
humanistic in its curriculum until the demise of the Ch'ing dynasty
in 1911.

The primary purpose of the Imperial College was preparing

young men to pass the Imperial examinations which entitled them to
enter positions in the government bureaucracy.

Provincial schools

existed alongside the Imperial College, but they were inclined more
toward research than teaching.

However, like the Imperial College

these schools shared a preoccupation with humanistic studies, mostly
consisting of antiquarian research in the classics and literature.
The pace of Chinese educational change heightened during the
nineteenth and twentieth centuries.

A variety of educational systems

were operating and competing in China during these years.

There were

schools which replicated American universities, traditional Chinese
schools, and schools which tried to provide the Chinese student with
"the best of both".

During the nineteenth century when China was

beginning to have sustained contacts with the Western world, most
educated Chinese believed that their philosophy and literature were
infinitely superior to those of the West.

In 1903 a new educational

system was developed which imported scientific and technological
advances from the West, but at the same time excluded western thinking
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in the social sciences and humanities.

For a number of years the

Chinese operated under the slogan, "Chinese learning for fundamentals
and Western learning for practical application" (Hsu 1964:134).
After the Republic was established in 1912, institutions of
higher learning were organized on Western lines.

The trend, especially

after the New Cultural Movement of 1919^ was a reversal of the previous
educational policy.

Now the emphasis was on abstract subjects such

as Western philosophy, literature, political theory, and art at the
expense of practical training (Hsu 1964:134).

The president of the

prestigious Peking University, Ts'ai Yuan-p'ei, actively discouraged
professional training at his university (Hsu 1964:134-135).

However,

the trend was again changed in the 1930's and 1940's when science
and technology began to reassert themselves.

This trend had been

continued and strengthened under Communist control.

Sociology and Anthropology before the Revolution
Throughout the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries,
when China was struggling to find some way to learn from the West,
but yet retain her cultural independence and dignity, European and
American social science was gaining entre into Chinese intellectual
life.

By the end of the first decade of the twentieth century,

translations of sociological and anthropological writings were
beginning to appear with some regularity.

The beginnings of sociology

in China are usually traced back to the year 1898 when part of Herbert
Spencer's The Study of Sociology was translated by Yen Fu (Freedman
1962:106).

In 1903 the failing Ch'ing government (the last dynasty)

took cognizance of the Chinese interest in social science by adding
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courses in anthropology to the official curriculum; however, no actual
teaching was done (Fried 1958:994).

The greatest impetus to the

development of anthropology and sociology in China, especially during
the early years of the twentieth century, was the establishment and
tremendous expansion of the foreign operated, missionary colleges
(see Fried 1958:994).
The missionary schools served as an entrepot in China for much
of Western thought in science, technology, literature, philosophy,
and the social sciences.

The faculties were nearly always in some part

foreign, and many eminent American and European intellectuals (see
page 13) were counted among their visiting staffs.

Anthropology

faculties were established at such missionary schools as Yenching,
Tsinghua, and Fu-Jen.

Many of these faculties were staffed with

Americans and Chinese who were devoted to reforming China, and as a
consequence anthropology and sociology were colored since their
earliest days with a reformist and practical outlook.

According to

Fried, there was no pure research because "every investigation had
as its purpose the supplying of information to the immediate benefit
of China" (1958:995).
In China the distinctions among sociology, social work, and
anthropology were hazy at best, and in fact these terms were often
used interchangeably.

In general, these disciplines shared a reformist

goal for their research; and, furthermore, the Chinese seemed dis¬
inclined to make the sharp methodological distinctions which were
2
often made in the West.
The close alliance between anthropology and
sociology is evidenced by Francis L. K. Hsu who wrote in 1944: "In

10
this paper the word sociology is used synonymously with the term social
anthropology.

Few serious Chinese scholars today maintain the distinc¬

tion between the once separate disciplines.

Sociologists teach

anthropology in our universities as a matter of course, just as
scholars with distinctively anthropological background lecture on
sociology" (in Freedman 1962S106).

Social anthropology in China

appears to have been, by custom, more inclined administratively and
intellectually toward sociology than it was toward archaeology or
physical anthropology as is the practice in the United States.

To an

American social scientist, the lack of distinction between anthropology
and sociology is striking.
is not uncommon;

Of course, in Great Britain this situation

and, in fact, British influence on Chinese social

science may in part account for the close alliance between these two
disciplines.

The Social Survey and the Community Study
Much of the early sociological research was dominated by the
technique of the social survey (see Fried 1954:14-17; Freedman 1962:107),
Most of this research was oriented toward reform, and the choice of
research topics was inclined toward what the researchers considered
abnormalities.

According to Fried, the earliest survey, was probably

conducted by C.G. Dittmer in 1917.

This project was a study of the

household finances of 159 peasant families living near Peking.

In

1921, the results of a survey in Peking were published in a classic
study by Gamble and Burgess (1921 ), Peking, A Social Survey.

Per¬

haps the two of the most famous and important surveys done in China
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during this period were John Lossing Buck's Land Utilization in China
(1937) and a project sponsored by the Chinese National Association
of the Mass Education Movement, 1926-1933.

The latter survey covered

the entire county of Tinghsien in Hopei province, and much of the
material collected from this project was analyzed and published by
Li Ching-han (1933) and Sidney Gamble (1954).

It is important to

note that an outcome of this survey work unrelated to the research
itself was the opportunities it provided for young Chinese students
who worked on the surveys to become acquainted with and interested
in social science.
Increasingly, however, survey research was being criticized as
unscientific and unsophisticated.

Scholars like Ts'ai Yuan-p'ei,
3

the founder and director of the Academics Sinica

and the ethnological

section of that organization, urged and aided scholars to go into
the field to make first hand observations.

Fried (1958:998) reports

that the earliest fieldwork sponsored by the Academica Sinica was
conducted in 1928 by F. Jaeger, a German, and Shang Ch'eng-tsu, a
Chinese ethnologist, who worked among the Yao tribal peoples of Lingyün,
Kwangsi.

For many years two scholars, Wu Wen-tsao and the Russian

expatriate Sergei M. Shirokogoroff, were primarily responsible for
the development of anthropology in China.

Shirokogoroff was an ethno¬

grapher and physical anthropologist who taught for many years at
Tsinghua University in Peking until his death in 1939 (Freedman 1962:
107 ).

Fried (1954:19), in his informative article on community

studies in China, credits Professor Wu, who taught at Yenching, with
the more direct role in influencing the growth of anthropology,
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especially the development of community studies.

The community

4
study,

or the study of "Chinese culture in terms of functioning

communities" (Fried 1954:11), was to become the backbone of Chinese
anthropology and it was through these studies that Chinese anthro¬
pologists came to be known in the West.

In fact, it was not until

the advent of these studies that the discipline of anthropology
really became significant in Chinese social science.

Much of the

early work of an anthropological nature in China had been restricted
to non-Han (i.e., ethnic minorities) peoples, and this work tended
to be piecemeal in its approach, dealing with only a part of the
culture—technology, folklore, or kinship terminology.
The first community study was conducted by Daniel H. Kulp
(1925) an American missionary who did his research in a village
in northern Kwangtung province.
Shanghai for many years.

Kulp had taught sociology in

According to Freedman (1962:107 ), Kulp’s

research was influenced by his interest in rural sociology and by his
contact with Shirokogoroff.

Although the precedent for community

study had been set by an American, it is noteworthy that the
majority of community studies subsequently undertaken in China
were conducted by Chinese anthropologists.

A decade after Kulpfs

1925 publication of Country Life in South China» two more community
studies appeared, Fei Hsiao-tfungts Peasant Life in China (1939)
and Chen Tafs Emigrant Communities in South China (1939).

Throughout

the 1940fs and early 1950fs a host of community studies appeared:
Francis L. K. Hsufs Under the Ancestor’s Shadow (1945), Fei Hsiaot’ung and Chang Chih-Ifs Earthbound China (1948), Martin Yang’s
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A Chinese Village (1945), Lin Yueh-hwa’s The Golden Wing (1948),
and Morton Fried's Fabric of Chinese Society (1953).
Under the influence of Professor Wu Wen-tsao, anthropology
in China developed at a rapid pace.

According to Fried (1954:19),

Wu arranged for the translation of anthropological works and
encouraged foreign anthropologists to visit and teach in China.
Radcliff-Brown came under Wu's encouragement, and the list of
eminent anthropologists teaching in China is long and impressive;
it includes Robert Redfield, Father Wilhelm Schmidt, Reo Fortune,
Leslie White, Elliot Smith, and the noted sociologist Robert E.
Park.

Even the war with Japan did not greatly deter anthropological

research in China, under the directorship of Wu Wen-tsao, the
Yenching-Yunnan Station for Sociological Research was established
in 1938 in extreme Southern China.

The important studies in Yunnan

by Fei Hsiao-t'ung (1948) and Francis L. K. Hsu (1945) stem from
this relocation.
Although the Japanese War and the unsettled conditions in
North and Central China did not deter Chinese anthropologists from
conducting research, it did limit their work to certain geograph¬
ical regions, namely to the coastal areas and the southernmost
provinces.

It was unfortunate that when anthropologists were most

active in China, much of the Northern and Central portions of the
country were inaccessible for fieldwork.

Aside from the geographical

limitations, the community studies were often ethnically limited
to studies of the Chinese population (i.e., the Han majority popu¬
lation).

Of course there were exceptions to this general trend,
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Including Hsu's study of "West Town" (1945) which was inhabited
by a non-Han albeit highly acculturated group of people, the Min-chia.
Most anthropologists, nevertheless, chose to study their own culture
with which they were linguistically, historically, and culturally
familiar.

In fact, some Chinese anthropologists wrote about their

natal communities; for example Lin Yueh-hwa's work The Golden Wing
(1948) or Martin Yang's A Chinese Village (1945), while others
conducted research in villages where previously they had personal
ties or contacts (e.g., Fei’s primary research site of Kaihsienkung
was near his own home and Kaihsienkung was also his sister's place
of residence).
It has been noted above that most sociological-anthropological
research conducted in China was of a reformist nature and the
community studies are no exception.

The work of Fei Hsiao-t'ung

(1939; Fei and Chang 1948) is particularly concerned with an analysis
and discussion of important social problems of the time (e.g.,
village industry, land tenure, money lending, absentee landlordism).
The topics on which Chinese anthropologists tended to place special
emphasis include village economic organization and social stratifica¬
tion (Fei 1939, 1948), kinship and family relations (Hsu 1945, Yang
1945, Lin 1948), social and cultural change (Chen 1939, Fried 1953),
culture and personality (Hsu 1945, Yang 1945, Lin 1948), land
tenure (Fei 1939; Fei and Chang 1948), and non-kin social relations
(Fried 1953).

Certain areas such as religion and mythology appear

to have been neglected.

Significantly, although China has a long

literate tradition, historical data and documentary sources of
information were rarely utilized by anthropologists or sociologists.
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The European and American influence on anthropology in China
was strong and constant as evidenced by the importance of missionary
colleges in higher education, by the great number of foreign
anthropologists who visited and taught in China, and finally by
the number of Chinese who studied anthropology abroad.

Among the

latter group are Fei Hsiao-t'ung who studied with Malinowski at
the London School of Economics, Francis L. K. Hsu who also studied
in Great Britain, and Chen Ta and Wu Wen-tsao who both did their
graduate work at Columbia University.

This close association with

foreign scholars was to come to an abrupt halt with the final success
of the Communist Revolution in 1949.

When the People's Republic

of China was established anthropology was being taught at Peking Na¬
tional University, Yenching, Tsinghua, Fu-Jen, and Sun Yat-sen
universities to name some of the larger schools.

Furthermore,

many of the provincial universities were also teaching anthropology
and sociology, for example Li An-che, a student of Sapir's, was
teaching at West China Union University (Fried 1958:998).

This situ¬

ation was also to change after 1949.

Education after the Revolution
When the Communists established their government in Peking in
October of 1949, they assumed the task of making the old, agrarian
China into a new industrialized, educated China.

To achieve this

task the small elite of Chinese intellectuals were indispensible.
The indispensibility of the intellectuals led to one of the central
conflicts which has dogged the leadership of the Communist Party
since 1949: the intellectual's expertise was invaluable but he was
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also highly suspect because of his social background (usually
elitist), his training (often foreign), his motives, and his adher¬
ence to bourgeois principles.

Although the Chinese Communist Party

was originally formed by a group of intellectuals in the early
1920's, by the 1940's the Party had attained a distinctly peasant
and non-intelligentsia flavor.

In fact, the Chinese Communist

Party drew relatively few of its members from among the intellectuals.
Even when Mao seemed to encourage intellectual membership, he often
in the same breath dampened this encouragement by adding a warning
against disloyal intellectual elements (URS, 1956, vol. II[25]:397).
Certainly in the long years of China's revolutionary struggle prior
to 1949, the intelligentsia, neither as a whole nor even a significant
part, ever proffered their support to the Communists.

However,

during the late 1930's and 1940's, as the intransigence of the Kuomintang (KMT, the "Nationalist'Party which governed China prior to
1949) became increasingly evident, many intellectuals did come to
sympathize with the Communists.

However, their support was rarely

of an active kind, their position being that communism appeared to
be the lesser of two evils given the choice between it and the KMT.
The one element which provided a point of common ground between the
Communists and the intellectuals was a strong sense of nationalism.
Nationalism was especially significant during the United Front Campaign^
against the Japanese, and during the early days after the establishment
of the People's Republic it continued to unify disparate elements.
It is noteworthy and perhaps an indication of the pull of nationalistic
sentiments that so few intellectuals, in fact, chose to leave China
in 1949
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The Chinese Communists were painfully aware that another
decade would have to pass before a new generation of revolutionary
technicians, theoreticians, and teachers could arise.

Until then

they would have to utilize the talent available to them.

Their

first priorities were to industrialize and modernize the economy.
This enormous task called for skilled technicians, and one of the
first orders of business was to reorganize the colleges of engineer¬
ing in various universities into a more efficient program (I Wo-sheng
1961:106).

Also during 1950-1952 the government began its program of

ideological remolding, and the educational system itself was firmly
established under the watchful eyes of the new government.

Five

revolutionary colleges were organized to serve as key points for
the process of ideological reform.

Theodore Chen reports in his

book Thought Reform of the Chinese Intellectuals (1960:31) that in
September of 1951 more than 3,000 teachers from higher institutions
of learning in Peking and Tientsin were ordered to take part in
four months of reformative study.

A Chinese periodical reported

that in the first year after liberation 400,000 "educational workers"
had participated in group study of important works on the Chinese
Revolution and communist theory (SCMP 190:36, People’s China 1 Oct
1951).

And the Jen Min Chiao Yu (People’s Education) reports that

by 1952, 91% of the faculty and staff members of schools of higher
education in China had been subjected to thought reform (SCMP 576:23,
April 1953).
Lifton in his book Thought Reform and the Psychology of Totalism
(1963) provides a descriptive analysis of thought reform in China in
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the early years after the revolution.

Many important intellectuals

attended thought reform programs consisting of a few weeks at the
revolutionary colleges.

Other intellectuals attended regular study

sessions at their own universities.

During this period of intensified

ideological remolding and re-education the participants wrote their
life histories, studied communist theory and the history of the
Chinese Revolution, and ended their program by making a written
confession outlining their previous crimes against the "people" and
the new revolutionary government.

Some of these confessions, notably

the one by Fei Hsiao-t'ung, were published for popular consumption
in China.

Another measure utilized by the leadership in order to

re-educate the "old intellectuals" was to transport many of them from
the urban areas to villages to witness land reform.

This procedure

was particularly cogent for the intellectuals because many of them had
come from the landlord class.
While the intellectuals were studying the new ideology, the
leadership was moving to reorganize the entire educational system.
During 1951 and 1952 foreign-operated schools were confiscated.
At Yenching University small group discussions were held throughout
the university—the main topic of discussion was the eradication of
American imperialist cultural aggression (SCMP 84, 14 Mar 1951).
Large gatherings were also held in which teachers and students exposed
their bourgeois mentality and their dependence on and worship of
the United States.

In the end, Yenching University ceased to exist

as a separate entity, her colleges of science and engineering, as
well as the College of Engineering at Peking University were incorpo¬
rated into Tsinghua University, making the old Tsinghua into an
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advanced industrial school.

At the same time, the colleges of arts,

science, and law at Tsinghua and similar colleges at Yenching were
incorporated into Peking University, making it a multi-purpose com¬
prehensive university (I Wo-sheng 1961:106-107).

The target of the

reorganization program was to create academic centers in specific
locales throughout China; each area was to have a general studies,
comprehensive university, a polytechnical university, a pedagogical
university, a school of medicine, and various specialized schools
and institutes (Goldman 1961:102; also see SCMP 649:41, NCNA 1 Sept
1953).

Of course, the reorganization of the universities did not

proceed without opposition.

I Wo-sheng (1961:108) reports that

Professors Chien Wei-chang and Fei Hsiao-t'ung, both of Tsinghua
University, proposed a plan which called for maintaining the orga¬
nizational integrity of Tsinghua and expanding it into a complete,
advanced institution of pure science and engineering with ten colleges
and thirty-two departments.

The Communists rejected this plan

(Tsinghua became instead a polytechnical institute), and these
professors were accused of trying to obstruct the Party's educational
policy.
The goal of the Communist leadership was to provide an efficient
system of education and research in a country where intellectual
resources had often been squandered in the past.

The new leadership

did not wish to see their educational system plagued with the kind
of inefficiencies and malpractices for which they criticized Western
education and Western scholarship.

They deplored the research con¬

ducted by foreigners in China, saying that in actuality these
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researchers were collecting intelligence for American imperialists
and making imperialist propaganda (see e.g., SCMP 341:18, JMJP 25
April 1952).

They also attacked the practice of "departmentalism"

(advocating benefits to oneself or specialty at the expense of
others) and sectarianism (the promotion of internal strife) in
Chinese universities.
The actual physical relocation of colleges and departments,
according to the plan, allowed for a better utilization of scarce
equipment and personnel in a few highly organized centers of research
and teaching.

The reorganization of the universities, of course,

implied much more than physical relocations of faculties and equip¬
ment; the administrations of the various universities and institutes
were greatly altered.

Goldman (1961:102) who was a student at Peking

University during the 1950's points out: "Party organizations were
established at all levels of university life.

While eminent scholars

were appointed presidents and deans . . . the real power was concen¬
trated in the hands of the vice-presidents and assistant deans who
were Party members."

Furthermore, the prerogatives of the professors

themselves were being greatly encroached upon.

Teachers were expected

to adhere to specific course outlines approved by the Party.

Only

certain texts could be used and these were most often translated
Soviet textbooks.

Professors were also no longer allowed to choose

their own research personnel, or to decide which students were to
be sent abroad to study (see e.g., SCMP 1555:4, NCNA 29 May 1957).
However, the intellectuals were a crucial element in the re¬
construction of China, and as such they were sometimes protected
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against over zealous cadres.

In a 1953 editorial in the Jen Min Jih

Pao (SCMP 720:24, 22 Dec 1953) cadres were criticized for their
arrogance and harsh treatment of "old teachers".

The cadres were

asked to remember that many of these "old teachers" had not yet grasped
the full meaning of Marxism-Leninism in so few years after liberation.
According to the editorial, these academicians, however, are in posses¬
sion of cultural and scientific knowledge and as long as they are
capable of "manifesting a certain positive value In the fostering of
young experts and teachers" and solving "theoretical and technical pro¬
blems in applied sciences for the sake of economic construction" and
of elevating "our cultural and scientific level" they are of value.
Certainly a major outcome of educational reorganization in China
was an extreme narrowing of the academicians' scope for decision making.
Many professors left the university completely.

Some well known intel¬

lectuals were placed in administrative positions (although often power¬
less ones) in special institutes, while others took part in propaganda,
joining Chinese peace delegations which traveled abroad or taking part
in cultural exchanges with other communist nations or countries in the
Third World (see e.g., Johnson 1961:39).

For some intellectuals the

reorganization of the universities meant not just an encroachment on
their power to make decisions, but an eclipse of their discipline's
place within the university itself.

In the next chapter, the position

and role of anthropology both within and outside the university will be
discussed.

It is enough to say at this point that the intellectuals in

China were learning that the pursuit of knowledge is never independent
of political strife; "to be above class is impossible and a middle road
is non-existent" (SCMP 118:23, Ta Rung Pao 9 April 1951).
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CHAPTER III
ANTHROPOLOGY AND SOCIOLOGY: 1949-1956

By 1953, three-quarters of all institutions of higher learning
had been subjected to readjustment and reorganization (SCMP 576:23,
Jen Min Chiao Yu April 1953).

As early as 1952 it was clear that the

new Chinese leaders had decided to concentrate their attention on the
technical and scientific aspects of education and research.

The enroll¬

ment ratios for institutions of higher education provide some measure
of the importance the government attached to technical training: in
1953, 42.86% of the new students were in engineering programs while
4.28% were enrolled in the humanities, 1% in institutes of politics
and law, and .42% in the fine arts (SCMP 576:23, Jen Min Chiao Yu
April, 1953).

Education was to undergo "selective development"; and

the criterion for selection was a discipline or training program's
ability to serve the needs of national industrialization and economic
construction (see SCMP 576:23, Jen Min Chiao Yu April 1953).
Within this new educational scheme there were few demands for
the kind of knowledge and training provided by the sociologist or
anthropologist.

In fact, not only were anthropology and sociology

not directly relevant to industrialization, they were, according to
the Communist view, quite possibly detrimental to it.

China's Soviet

advisors'*' also reinforced this attitude toward sociology.

At the First

National Conference on Higher Education in 1950 a Soviet educator
suggested that Western imperialists had sought to discourage Chinese
industrialization by turning the attention of educated Chinese to the
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humanities and social sciences (Hsu 1964:137).

Furthermore, the

Russians pointed out that sociology did not exist as a separate
discipline in the Soviet Union (Skinner 1951:368).

This Soviet

attitude coupled with the new leadership's quite obvious awareness
of the gulf between the ideological bias of Marxism-Leninism and
the sociology which had been practiced in China and the West, left
little doubt as to the scope of the role which sociology and anthro¬
pology were to play in the new educational system.
A "New" Sociology?
However, for a time it appeared that anthropology and sociology
might have a future under the new government.

Chinese sociologists

had long been sympathetic to the political left in China, and as
G. William Skinner (an American anthropologist who was doing research
in China during the change of government in 1949) notes, sociologists
were among those who were most willing to cooperate with the new
government (1951:365).

Shortly after Peking had been "liberated" in

1949 sociologists in Peking universities began to reformulate their
science.

Fei Hsiao-t'ung and others criticized the "old sociologists",

for their idealism and failure to see the objective laws of social
development, for their disregard of concrete social situations and
historical process, and for their failure to realize that society is
organized of classes (Skinner 1951:367).

According to these Peking

sociologists, early Chinese sociology had been guilty of conducting
rather meaningless social work with aid from foreign sources, and un¬
dertaking social investigations from the standpoint of social pathology
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(Skinner 1951:367).

The "new sociologists" maintained that this

orientation changed somewhat during the 1940's, and that while
Chinese sociology retained its practical orientation and interest
in concrete situations, it had become less closely allied with the
bourgeoisie and their preconceptions and interests.
The "new sociologists" made ambitious plans for their dis¬
cipline.

They believed that sociology departments should be used

to strengthen Marxism-Leninism.

They proposed that law, history,

philosophy, economics, and political science should unite with
sociology to form a college of the social sciences (Skinner 1951:
368).

The advocates of the new sociology agreed that the curriculum

was to be based solely on Marxism-Leninism.

Non-Soviet foreign

teaching materials were to be eliminated (the subject matter must
practically relate to Chinese society), and the sociology department
was to arrange its work and training in accordance with the needs
of the People's Government (Skinner 1951:368-369).

According to

Skinner, whose source of information was a mimeographed copy (used
at West China Union University) of the higher educational conference's
recommendations for various departments, the responsibility of sociol¬
ogy departments was: "To learn to use Marxist-Leninism and the
thought of Mao Tse-tung to analyze concretely practical social sit¬
uations; to give professional and technical knowledge to those who
will do important work in governmental and related agencies (such as
the Ministries of Interior and Labor and the Commission of Tribal
Affairs); and to train teachers . . ."

(Skinner 1951:369).

Four

specializations within the sociology departments were recommended:
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Theory (e.g., courses in Advanced Dialectical Materialism, History of
Social Thought, Thought of Mao Tse-tung, etc.)» Ethnology (e.g.,
Theory and Policy of Ethnic Problems; History of the Chinese' Brother
Peoples; Linguistics; People, Culture, and Geography of China's
Border Regions); Internal Affairs (e.g., Theory of Urban and Rural
Societies, Population, Census Work, Land Reform, Family and Marriage);
and Labor (e.g., Labor Policy and Legislation, Labor insurance, Union
Movement) (Skinner 1951:369-370).

These recommendations made little

allowance for field research in the Western anthropological style.
The primary task of sociology was apparently to see to the training
of government personnel or cadres.

2

The "Reorganization" of Anthropology and Sociology
It is difficult to ascertain precisely to what extent this pro¬
gram was implemented.

However, as the years passed and more information

accumulated, it became increasingly apparent that anthropology and
sociology were to take a backseat in the government's list of priori¬
ties.

Sociology departments were not retained within the system of

higher education.

There is only one mention of the existence of a

sociology department (at Chungshan University) after 1952 (SCMP 496:8,
Nan Fang Jih Pao 14 Jan 1953).

However, this reference was probably

a mistake in press reporting, because later in that year two other
press reports make no mention of the existence of a sociology depart¬
ment in their list of academic departments for Chungshan (SCMP 669:30,
Ta Rung Pao 13 Oct 1953; see also SCMP 711:20, NCNA 16 Dec 1953).
a list of departments at Peking University neither anthropology nor

In
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sociology is mentioned, even as a specialization within another
department (SCMP 588:23, Wen Hui Pao 14 June 1953).
During reorganization, according to the New China News Agency,
much of the sociology departments were removed from such schools as
National Peking University, Tsinghua, Yenching, and Fu-Jen Univer¬
sities and placed in institutes like the College of Law and Political
Science in Peking (see SCMP 461:16, NCNA 27 Nov 1952).
served as training institutes for political cadres.

These colleges

The course of

study lasted one to two years, and the New China News Agency reports
that the subjects of study were dialectical materialism, fundamental
Marxist-Leninist theories about the state and laws, the Common
Program, and political and legal affairs (SCMP 461:16, NCNA 27 Nov
1952).

Again, it is difficult to assess the significance of the

role which sociology and sociologists played in these institutes;
however, the list of study would indicate that the role was not a
major one.

In such schools the emphasis was placed squarely on the

side of training in the concrete implementation of party policy and
thinking; and in fact, many of the courses were no doubt taught by
non-academic but experienced party members.
Even when sociologists and anthropologists were allowed to
prepare course outlines and lectures there are indications that final
official permission was often withheld and the lectures were left to
collect dust.

C. J. Ch'en reports in his article on Chinese social

scientists that Li Ching-han, a specialist on social surveys, had
been asked to prepare three different sets of lectures but not one was
ever used (1958:511-512).

An article in the Jen Min Jih Pao attacking
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the rightists of the Hundred Flowers Campaign leaves little doubt
about the status of sociology and anthropology.

The article states

that all departments of sociology in institutions of higher learning
were abolished in 1952.

Furthermore, the article notes that the

"new sociologists" had failed in their effort to establish their
program, the article then mentions a letter from Chen Ta (a renowned
migration specialist) to the Minister of Higher Education "demanding
to know the reason why the specialization major on labor had been
abolished" (SCMP 1613:21, JMJP 20 Aug 1957).

Clearly anthropology

and sociology had lost their position within higher education.
Some sociologists found a place for themselves in the Chinese
Academy of Sciences' Department of Philosophy and Social Science.
The task of the academy was to plan scientific research and train
scientists.

Ch'en Han-seng, a social scientist who is rather dif¬

ficult to label but perhaps is best described as a rural sociologist,
was a member of the Academy (SCMP 1062:37, Ta Rung Pao 6 June 1955).
However, there is little indication that the Department of Philosophy
and Social Science planned or conducted any sociological research
during the years prior to 1956.

Chen Ta had published nothing after

liberation (Ch'en 1958:511), and criticism during the relaxation of
the Hundred Flowers Movement suggests that no serious sociological
research was done before 1956 (see e.g., SCMP 1449:14, Kuan Ming Jih
Pao 28 Dec 1956).
To say that sociology was not being taught or that sociological
research was not being conducted in China, is of course to judge the
Chinese situation by European and American standards.

However, from
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the Soviet and Chinese standpoint Western style sociology and
anthropology are unnecessary because they no longer serve a useful
purpose.

Marxism-Leninism provides the ultimate analysis of the

nature of society, and has therefore usurped the theoretical subject
matter of sociology and anthropology (see Roucek 1958:892-921 on
Soviet sociology and ethnography).

According to the Marxist view,

Marx has provided a framework for understanding not only the his¬
torical process, but also the workings of contemporary society.
Marx has established that history proceeds through a group of stages
(from primitive communism, to socialism, and finally to true communism),
and that these stages are defined by certain economic structures (or
means of production).

Furthermore, he has shown that the means of

production determines the type of society and the contradictions of
that society which in turn determine the changes that society will
undergo.

Marx has provided a powerful and valid tool, according

to the Marxists, for analyzing history and contemporary society.

The

task left to disciplines such as anthropology and sociology is to
determine how the goals of Marxism-Leninism can be achieved (see
Gjessing 1956).

Anthropology and sociology have been distilled in

most socialist countries, especially in China, into an extreme form
of empirical and applied anthropology or a branch of history.
"Ethnography" after 1949
After liberation the new leadership was to utilize ethnography,
which in communist societies has come to stand for this empirical,
historical, applied approach, while Western style social research was
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to recede more and more into the background.

There were no doubt

many reasons for the new leadership's lack of interest in sociology
aside from Marxist-Leninist usurpation of a significant part of its
role: sociology had always been closely allied in the minds of the
Chinese with foreigners, missionary type social work, and theoretical
concerns with which the Communists were extremely unsympathetic—
functionalism, stability, the importance of individual difference.
Furthermore, most of the more sociologically oriented research in
China had been conducted among Han Chinese, and it is likely that
the Communists felt themselves and their cadres better qualified to
understand and work among the Chinese than a group of foreign trained
sociologists.

However, the more ethnographically inclined scholars

3

were in possession of useful knowledge and training which would
aid the Han Chinese leadership in their relations and plans for the
minority groups of China (see page 30 ).

The leadership was particularly

interested in identifying the separate minorities so that they could
be given political representation.

Furthermore, it was hoped that

ethnography could aid in determining those aspects of the culture
and society which would present the greatest blocks to socialist
transformation and Chinese rule.

However, it was not until 1956 that

much of this ethnographic work began in earnest (see below).
Non-Han Chinese make up only about 6% of the population of
China, but geographically they account for 60% of the total area of
the country.

Many of these minorities reside in China's border

regions, and their territories include much of China's mineral wealth.
Socioeconomically these ethnic groups are highly variable, some are
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agriculturalists, while others are hunters and gatherers, or nomads.
Socially, politically and economically these minorities provided a
great challenge to the Chinese Communists.

Tangible benefits

(exploitation of mineral resources, protected and secured borders)
and intangible benefits (proof that the Han Chinese could deal fairly
with pluralism, propaganda for use in the Third World, the knowledge
that they were aiding these groups materially and culturally) were
insured if this challenge were successfully met (see Mosely 1966).
The Central Institute of Nationalities
The Central Institute of Nationalities was established in
Peking in June of 1951 to coordinate work on China's ethnic minorities.
The institute has eight branch institutions mostly situated in the
border areas of the People's Republic (SCMP 412:25, Ta Rung Pao 9
Sept 1952).

According to a Ta Rung Pao article the tasks of the

Institute were: (1) to train cadres from among the national minori¬
ties to implement district autonomy of the various national minorities
and to "develop their political, economic, cultural and construction
enterprises"; (2) "to study the problems of national minorities; their
language, spoken and written, their history, culture, socio-economy;
and to develop and introduce the excellent tradition and culture of
the various nationalities"; and (3) "to organize the compilation and
translation work in connection with the national minorities" (SCMP
412:25, Ta Rung Pao 9 Sept 1952).

Language training and translation

work were important aspects of the Institutes, especially considering
that writing systems had to be created for many of the national minor¬
ities.
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In the first year of the Central Institute only the political
and linguistic faculties were operating, but in 1952 a scientific
research department was established (Cheboksarov 1962:100).

Gjessing,

a Norwegian anthropologist who visited the Peking institute in 1954,
reports that it contained a research staff of 50 persons, 15 of whom
were "on the professional level".

Most of these professionals were

historians but there were also some linguists and anthropologists.
Gjessing specifically mentions three anthropologists, Fei Hsiao-t'ung,
Wu Wen-tsao, and Lin Yueh-hua as working in the Central Institute
(1956:58).

Fei, in fact, was appointed Vice-president of the Central

Institute in April of 1951 (SCMP 92, NCNA 9 April 1951).
The institute's chief task was the training of first-rate
political cadres for work among minority populations.

Most of their

training, especially for the minority students themselves, centered
around studying Chinese policy toward national minorities and the
history and theory of Marxism-Leninism.

The program was different for

the Han Chinese students who spent the largest share of their time
in language preparation (see Gjessing 1956:58).

A Ta Rung Pao article

reports that training for military and administrative cadres consisted
of nine required courses: Chinese history, conditions of China,
nationalities policy and problems, the Common Program, the Chinese
Communist Party, the Chinese Liberation Army, history of social
evolution, and the revolutionary view of life and current affairs
(SCMP 412:25, Ta Rung Pao 9 Sept 1952).

It is likely that some

cadres may have received some training in ethnography (see Cheboksarov
1962:100).

Gjessing (1956:59-60) reports that in 1954 the Central
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Institute was the only place at which "academical tuition in anthro¬
pology" was being given.

This teaching, according to Gjessing,

involved seminars in which research was planned.

Fieldwork of a pre¬

paratory nature was also undertaken, presumably under the guidance
of these seminars, the fieldwork involved sending out research teams
to a particular national group for three months of study each year.
The research was primarily concerned with investigating the social
system and "living history" of the subject group.

However, this work

could not have been very extensive or important, because a nationally
prominent newspaper reported in 1956 that "no serious, systematic
study or research has been undertaken in connection with cultural work
among the minority nationalities" (SCMP 1449:14, Kuang Ming Jih Pao
28 Dec 1956).
In general, it would appear that anthropologists did not play
a significant role either in planning policy for national minorities
or in training cadres for minority work.

Furthermore, it appears

that no significant anthropological research had been undertaken up
until the mid-1950's.

This situation was to change somewhat during

the Hundred Flowers Movement.

At that time work among the national

minorities intensified and the identification of these minorities be¬
came a significant ethnographical task.

Before turning to this period,

it may be useful to summarize the general situation of education and
intellectuals during the years prior to 1956.

Problems in the Chinese Educational System
In education the first two years after the revolution were
primarily devoted to reorganization and ideological reform (see Chapter
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Two).

During the next four years various strategies were utilized

to enable students from worker and peasant origins to enter insti¬
tutions of higher education.

Plans were also made to deal with the

problem of students filling certain schools or programs of study to
overflowing while others remained unpopular and poorly attended.

This

period was also a time of heightened activity in political remolding,
and criticism and reassessment of some of the educational reforms.
The new leadership was particularly concerned that young people
of worker and peasant origin should be fully represented in institu¬
tions of higher education.

It was with these young people that the

success or failure of the new system rested.

They were described as

the "backbone of construction of the state" (SCMP 381:18, NCNA 22
July 1952), and it was, no doubt, from among this group that the
Communists hoped to recruit their new revolutionary cadres and "edu¬
cational workers".

It will be remembered that in 1949 peasants and

workers made up more than 80% of the Chinese population; the revolu¬
tion was made in the name of these people and the benefits of the re¬
volution were aimed at this segment of the population.

Special

courses were instituted to prepare young workers and peasants for
college (SCMP 381:18, NCNA 22 July 1952), and they were given pref¬
erential consideration for enrollment (SCMP 358:11, NCNA 12 June 1952).
During the 1950’s the system of higher education was constantly
encumbered with problems of fulfillment of enrollment plans and student
recruitment.

In 1954 plans were made to enroll 90,000 students in

institutions of higher learning, however only 70,000 were available
from middle schools, and to make up the difference, it was suggested
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that more students might come from the ranks of the Party cadres
(SCMP 823:43, NONA 25 May 1954).

Finding qualified students to

participate in higher education was not the only problem which
engaged the Ministry of Education and the new leadership.

In 1953

it was found that students had "shown a lack of overall understanding
of the work of national construction in their choice of majors"
(SCMP 660:3, NCNA 24 Sept 1953).

Students had chosen in over¬

whelming numbers to study certain specializations to the complete
neglect of others.
According to the New China News Agency, mechanical engineering
and radio engineering were among the most popular while on the other
hand specializations in geology, mining, political science and law
received little student attention or enthusiasm.

It would appear that

«

young people had adopted the call for more technicians with a vengence.
In 1952, over half of the entering freshmen were specializing in
engineering (SCMP 459:16, NCNA 24 Nov 1952).

This recruitment and

enrollment problem was further complicated by the fact that students
tended to select regular collegiate courses to the neglect of the short
courses, and to prefer the older, more prestigious universities in
the larger urban areas (SCMP 660:3, NCNA 24 Sept 1953).

To remedy

this situation more centralized planning was called for (SCMP 823:44,
JMJP 25 May 1954), and regular and systematic ideological education
for students was instituted so they could better "recognize the
comprehensive needs of national construction"
Ming Jih Pao 29 May 1954).

(SCMP 823:46, Kuang
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Political Remolding: 1949-1955
Political remolding and ideological education are areas of
Chinese society which receive great attention in the Chinese press.
Certain periods were particularly prominent for their intense polit¬
ical activity.

In 1952, the "3-anti campaign" (Anti-corruption,

waste, and bureaucracy) was in full swing, and "all teachers were
mobilized to develop criticism and self-criticism, aiming at ideolo¬
gical and educational reform" (SCMP 294:10, JMJP 26 Feb 1952).
Students were also organized to take part in this movement, and the
opening date of the school term was postponed so that full time could
be devoted to campaign activities.

Some individuals were organized

into "crack tiger-hunting terms" who were responsible for observing
law and discipline and beseiging "corrupt elements" (SCMP 294:10,
JMJP 26 Feb 1952).

During this period another campaign was also

gathering steam—"The Worship America, Pro-America" Movement.

The

new leadership was bent on the eradication of American influence
within their country.

Intellectuals who had studied in the United

States and institutions which had been closely associated with the
United States or American citizens were particularly suspect.

It

was during this period that the missionary and foreign-financed
schools were reorganized out of existence.

It should also be noted

that the Korean War had a heightening effect on these campaigns.
The 3-anti campaign was followed by the 5-anti (bribery, tax
evasion, stealing, cheating on contracts, and stealing secret govern¬
ment economic data) campaign which was directed primarily against
businessmen.

In 1953 it was reported that the teachers in institutes
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of higher learning in Peking had completed a five week study of some
of Mao’s work ("On Practice" and "On Contradiction") (SCMP 580:7,
Kuang Ming Jih Pao 23 May 1953).

The teachers had formed themselves

into study groups meeting twice a week.

In at least one school

political tutors were utilized to help students "study MarxistLeninist theories and to guide the work of class meetings and the
study of current affairs and policies".

Furthermore, these tutors

were required to submit reports, presumably on the students, to
the political guidance office and department chairmen (SCMP 749:15,
Kuang Ming Jih Pao 10 Jan 1954)•

Intellectuals also took part in

the Agricultural Cooperatization and Socialist Transformation (of
capitalist industry and commerce) campaigns.

During the coopera¬

tization of agriculture movement, research was organized among
faculty members in Peking, for example teachers in political economy
were selected "to prove from the laws of economic development that
the individual economy of peasants must take to the road of coopera¬
tization".

Teachers of Marxism-Leninism prepared research "to prove

the correctness of Chairman Mao’s report on class policy from the
experience of Soviet collectivization of agriculture" (SCMP 1180:11,
NCNA 12 Nov 1955).
All of these political campaigns had an effect on intellectuals,
but none were so completely aimed at the intelligentsia as the movement
against Hu Shih.

Hu Shih was one of China’s most famous intellectuals.

He was a philosopher and had studied in the United States under John
Dewey.

In 1949, he left China to reside in the West.

He was an

ardent admirer of American democracy and his attitude toward Western
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education and thought was very favorable.

The campaign against him

started as early as 1950 and was periodically revived after that.
He was attacked as an anti-Marxist, pragmatist philosopher, as a
friend of imperialism, and as a selfish egotist.

The campaign

against him was particularly strong at Peking University where Hu
Shih had many supporters and students.

Meetings were held at the

university in which former students and colleagues testified as to
how they had fallen under Hu Shih’s evil influence.

Hu Shih em¬

bodied many of the thoughts and attitudes which the Communists
hoped to eradicate from the intelligentsia.

Because of his stature

and the notoriety of his views he proved an excellent symbol around
which to center thought reform for the intellectuals (see Chen
1960:43-46).
During the 1950's the educational system itself also came in
for criticism.

As early as 1953 aspects of the educational system

had received critical attention.

Unfortunately, the "new education"

had not been the stunning success for which the new leadership had
hoped.

The Chinese adoption of the Soviet five year system of higher

education and their subsequent adaptation of it, in its entirety,
into a four year program came in for particular criticism (SCMP 505:14,
JMJP 22 Jan 1953).

The Minister of Higher Education, Ma Hsu-lun,

stated that there was far too much preoccupation with quantitative
gains in China's educational system (SCMP 516:20, NCNA 11 Feb 1953).
In 1954 a deputy in the National People's Congress pointed
out that teachers in institutions of higher education were devoting
too much time to social and political activities.

He reported that
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while they had relatively light teaching loads their time was taken
up by lesson preparation, learning Russian, compiling and translating
teaching materials, and participation in activities and meetings
inside and outside of the schools (SCMP 929:14, NCNA 27 Sept 1954).
A 1956 Jen Min Jih Pao article laments that Chinese higher education
was still lagging far behind the needs of Socialist Construction
(SCMP 1263:11, JMJP 17 May 1956).
These criticisms were but the tip of the iceberg.

In 1956 and

1957 criticism became acceptable and, although many were reticent
to criticize, others took the leadership at their word and began a
thoughtful and "revolutionary" period of critical thinking and creative
endeavor.

This was the period of the Hundred Flowers.
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CHAPTER IV
LIBERALIZATION: THE HUNDRED FLOWERS CAMPAIGN

By 1956 the Chinese Communists had accomplished a variety of
social and economic achievements.

They had demonstrated their ability

to unify China and to make material and social improvements which
just a few years before had seemed impossible.

The socialist trans¬

formation of Chinese economic life was deemed a success.

Industry

and commerce were now under the government's strict control, and
agriculture was well on its way to cooperativization.

The outlines

of a new period, a period of liberalization, of discussion and
reassessment were appearing in China.

Ezra Vogel in his book Canton

Under Communism (1969:181-182) suggests that the highest leadership
in Peking was undergoing a time of debate, experiment, and dissent.
According to Vogel; "To Chinese leaders, the issue was the fate of
their new organization: the nature of readjustments required to make
their economy move forward more rapidly"

(1969:182).

A crucial

factor for economic advance in China was the quality of education
and scientific research, and as such, intellectual concerns were
central in this new period.
It is difficult to assess accurately the ingredients which
ultimately led to the liberal policy of discussion, criticism, and
dissent.

It is unlikely that the Party leadership undertook this

policy solely because they believed it might lead to rapid economic
advance.

MacFarquhar (1960), in his study of this period, suggests

that underlying much of Mao's thinking was a belief in the fundamental
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unity of the Chinese people and a concern that earlier mistakes
should be constructively rectified.

According to MacFarquhar, Mao

firmly believed the Communist slogan—"our achievements are primary
and the defects are secondary" (1960:13).

The situation in the Soviet

block can also be credited with influencing thinking and decisions
in China.

The denunciation of Stalin in early 1956 and the distur¬

bances in Poland and Hungary in the fall of that year, according to
some analysts (e.g., Vogel 1969:186), increased the Chinese leader¬
ship's sensitivity to popular sentiment.

The leadership became

increasingly aware of their inattention to such matters as workers'
wages, and their excessive emphasis on heavy industry at the expense
of consumer goods and agriculture (issues which were important
factors in the European disturbances).

Perhaps in the end, both

deStalinization and the situation in Poland and Hungary had a dual
effect on the Chinese leaders—making them both more sensitive to
and more wary of popular criticism.
In a report to the Chinese Communist Party Central Committee
on January 14, 1956 Chou En-lai discussed the importance of intellec¬
tuals for socialist construction (CB 376, NCNA 29 Jan 1956).

Chou

criticized the attitudes of some Party members who "have to some
extent handicapped us in bringing the existing powers of the intellgentsia into full play."

He called for a more efficient utilization

of intellectuals pointing out that 10% of the higher intellectuals
were then employed in posts for which they were unqualified.

Chou

further suggested that more intellectuals should be taken into the
Party, and intellectuals should be given better access to publications
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and more time for research.

A major reason for the cadre's attitude

toward the intellectuals, according to Chou, was their difficulty
in correctly analyzing the present class status of these individuals
(SCMP 1279:1, Chieh Fang Jih Pao 24 Feb 1956).

Although intellectuals

have a complex class background, Chou pointed out that evolution
was taking place and these people were changing.
intellectuals are brain-workers.

He continues: "The

Fundamentally speaking, their

class status depends upon which class they serve" (SCMP 1279:1,
Chieh Fang Jih Pao 24 Feb 1956).

Intellectuals were no longer to

be classed as bourgeois simply because they were intellectuals.
Chou's remarks clearly signalled the beginning of liberalization,
but the precise nature of this liberalization was not clarified until
the spring of 1956.

On May 26, 1956 Lu Ting-yi (the propaganda

chief of the Central Committee) gave a speech to a gathering of
intellectuals in which he frequently referred to an unpublished
speech made by Mao at the Supreme State Conference on May 2, 1956
(Lu's speech reported in CB 406, JMJP 13 June 1956).

This speech

promised intellectuals freedom to criticize and to conduct their
work without fear of government interference.

The new policy was

summed up in the title of Lu's historic address "Let All Flowers
Bloom Together, Let Diverse Schools of Thought Contend."

The speech

noted that the natural sciences had no class character, and contending
was to be tolerated as long as it occurred "inside the camp of the
people."

According to Lu, "As long as the parties concerned are not

counter-revolutionaries, they are free to publicize both materialism
and idealism, and both parties are free to enter into controversy."
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The campaign was designed to elicit criticism primarily from intellec¬
tuals and former businessmen, or what Vogel aptly calls the "non¬
power elite" (1969:193-194).
The Intellectuals and the Hundred Flowers Campaign
Chou and Lu's speeches were followed by government action.
In January of 1956 the New China News Agency reported that the Minister
of Higher Education and the Chinese Academy of Sciences urged all
institutions to reduce the teaching loads of their faculties.

Further¬

more, they encouraged assistants to relieve faculty of some adminis¬
trative and teaching duties so that they could have more time for
research (SCMP 1217:16, NCNA 15 Jan 1956).

Another New China News

Agency report in March of 1956 outlined more faculty improvements:
special reading rooms were reserved for faculty, more teaching
assistants were made available, and time spent in "social activity"
had been shortened (SCMP 1254:17, NCNA 11 Mar 1956).
The intellectuals did not react to these early speeches with
the flood of constructive criticism and discussions that some Party
leaders might have expected.

Many people remembered the previous

attacks on counter-revolutionaries, and they guarded their tongues
and waited.

A Kuang Ming Jih Pao editorial of May 28th suggests that

the Democratic Parties (non-Communist political parties which are
legal but powerless in China) be responsible for creating conditions
amenable to "blooming and contending" (SCMP 1309:13, Kuang Ming Jih Pao
28 May 1956).
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In July the New China News Agency reported that six hundred
philosophers and social scientists had attended a meeting organized
by the Scientific Planning Committee of the State Council (SCMP
1325:4, NCNA 2 July 1956).

Intellectuals at this meeting discussed

whether Marxism-Leninism should be the guiding ideology in blooming
and contending.

Some thought that different schools should be

publicized freely while others held that contending should be guided
by Marxism-Leninism.

According to the report "the freedom to

publicize idealism had the aim of drawing closer to truth through
playing up its conflict with dialectical materialism for the enrich¬
ment of the latter" (SCMP 1325:4, NCNA 2 July 1956).

During 1956

there were also discussions of contending views among historians.

The

question of how to divide the stages of Chinese history was discussed
(see SCMP 1325:4, NCNA 2 July 1956), and some historians criticized
the rigidity of the pedagogical outlines which provided only one
side of this complex question (see SCMP 1352:7, NCNA 23 July 1956).
It was finally decided to stick to the old pedagogical outline, but
professors were now allowed to expound their particular views as to
the proper sequence of stages in Chinese history.

One of the more

outspoken criticisms in this early stage of blooming and contending
was that of a professor who reported that at Peking University lecturers
recited their lectures word for word and students were required to
completely replicate each lecture in their notes.

According to this

professor, teachers had become gramophones and students little but
poor stenographers (SCMP 1336:43, JMJP 11 July 1956).
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Although some discussions and criticism did occur during 1956,
the tendency during these months was to keep to the safe side in
blooming and contending.

The climate of this period is aptly

described by an article in the Jen Min Jih Pao "The Intellectuals'
Early Spring Weather" written by Fel Hsiao-t'ung (Jen Min Jih Pao
24 Mar 1957).

In this article Fel suggested that intellectuals were

afraid to "bloom" for fear of a sudden frost.

Fei encouraged

intellectuals to speak out and become involved in educational and
political affairs.
In February, 1957 Mao delivered his famous speech "On the Correct
Handling of Contradictions among the People" to a session of the
Supreme State Conference.

Unfortunately this speech was not made

public until after a major policy shift had occurred.

When it was

finally published, it was officially admitted that modifications
in the original speech had been made.

This speech was to provide a

new theory of the Communist state and a theoretical basis for the
Hundred Flowers Campaign.

According to Mao, once socialism had been

established contradictions continued to exist, but they became
non-antagonistic and therefore amenable to discussion and constructive
criticisms.

A new slogan was adopted "Unity-Criticism-Unity."

The Hundred Flowers Campaign continued and more and more calls
went out encouraging participation in the movement (see SCMP 1529:12,
NCNA 21 April 1957).

In April of 1957 people were still discussing

the bounds within which blooming and contending were to occur.

However,

not all intellectuals were wary of taking part in this campaign and
many of the criticisms were frank and of substance.
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Professors complained about the over centralization of authority
in the schools.

They were particularly critical of the control

which Party members exercised, and they suggested that the Party
committees might cooperate more fully with regular school administra¬
tion (SCMP 1555:4, NCNA 29 May 1957).

There was also sharp criticism

of government planning in scientific research.

One researcher pointed

out that he had no idea how the twelve year plan for microbiology
had been formulated because, according to him, microbiologists knew
nothing about the plan before it was announced (SCMP 1541:9, NCNA 30
April 1957).

Another area which came in for criticism was the previous

campaigns against the counter-revolutionaries.

Intellectuals insisted

that injustices had occurred, and some of these were redressed during
the Hundred Flowers (SCMP 1555:8, JMJP 7 May 1957).

Scholars were

critical of the bureaucratism in the Academy of Sciences, and they
pointed out that there should be more cooperation between the Academy
and institutions of higher learning (SCMP 1541:11, NCNA 3 May 1957).
Some scholars, like Ko Pei-ch'i, were particularly outspoken in their
criticisms.

Ko, at a forum convened by the China People's University,

said that the Party had become estranged from the masses, and the Party
members adoption of the "I am the State" attitude could no longer be
tolerated (SCMP 1553:19, JMJP 31 May 1957).
The Hundred Flowers was not just a period of criticism, it
was also a time of "blooming," of enthusiasm and feverish planning.
Rene Goldman (1962) was a student at Peking University during these
critical months, and he writes of the enthusiasm which engulfed the
student body at Pei-Ta (Peking University).

He writes, "I still
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vividly remember the enthusiasm with which my Chinese classmates
started to compile bibliographies on various topics, write papers
on the subjects which they had themselves selected and which they
now had time to write, since the number of class hours and meetings
had been reduced" (Goldman 1962:139).

Discussion seminars were

instituted and posters went up all over Pei-Ta.

Goldman describes

how one small plaza on the campus became the "Democratic Plaza"—an
area in which every evening speakers argued with the crowd and Party
members were denounced for their attitudes.

In 1956 Peking University

announced that courses on the philosophy of Russell and Hegel would
be instituted.

The economics department began a course on the

bourgeois theories of Keynes and theories in Anglo-American law
were taught in the law department.

The deputy Dean of Students at

Peking University, Yen Jen-keng, said that the goal of the campaign
was to enlarge the students' horizons and train them to think
independently so they could "distinguish the right from the wrong"
(SCMP 1367:12, Chung Kuo Ch'ing Nien Pao 25 Aug 1956).
Social Sciences and the Hundred Flowers
People in the social sciences were among the most active
participants in the Hundred Flowers Campaign.

They held meetings,

wrote articles, and planned and conducted research.

Many of them

believed that at long last their years of inactivity had come to an
end.

This new period of blooming and contending, it was thought, would

allow social scientists throughout China the opportunity to use their
training and knowledge in the great tasks of Socialist Construction.
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Many social scientists, it appears, were expecting a renaissance
in their disciplines.

In the winter of 1957 they began making plans

for this re-emergence, which seemed inevitable given the new political
climate.
The January, 1957 issue of New Construction contained an article
entitled "Is there a Place for Social Sciences in China?" written
by Wu Ching-ch'ao, a socio-economist.

This article was the first of

a series of publications written by social scientists during the Hun¬
dred Flowers.

Some of these articles provided a discussion of the

beneficial results which would incur from the growth of Chinese social
sciences, others outlined plans for research or reported on research
findings, while still other articles criticized various facets of
governmental planning or Party thinking.
On February 20th, Fei Hsiao-t'ung published the article, "I
Speak for Social Sciences" in the Shanghai Wen Hui Pao (see Hawtin
1958:168).

In this article and at a March 12th meeting sponsored

by the Propaganda Department of the Communist Central Committee,
Fei made a plea for the restoration of the social sciences within the
university.

He maintained that problems pertaining to contradictions

among the people could best be handled and analyzed by sociologists.
According to Fei, it was necessary to adopt Western sociological
methods to solve many of China's social problems.

Fei claimed that

Marxist analysis of problems must be set aside in favor of "objective
scientific methods" if China was to succeed in dealing with her
national problems.

In a March 24th Jen Min Jih Pao article entitled

"The Intellectual's Early Spring" Fei continued his criticisms.

He
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urged intellectuals to stop substituting Jen Min Jih Pao editorials
for independent thinking, and he asked for increased participation
of intellectuals in scientific planning.
The Democratic League also urged for an increase in the
stature and use of social science.

In proposals for scientific

research, set forth by the League, it was argued that the complete
negation of the social sciences was not valid (SCMP 1562:6, NONA 8
June 1957).

The proposals suggested that certain areas of social

science could be appropriately restored, and they further encouraged
social scientists to take a more active role in research and putting
forth their views on government policy.

It was also suggested that

government departments should help to create better conditions for
research.
During 1956 and 1957 there was a flurry of activity among
social scientists.

Chen Ta and some colleagues proposed to the

People's Political Consultative Council establishing a research
organization on demographic problems (see Ch'en 1958:513).

Newspapers

provided a forum for the many scholars who wished to air their views.
The Jen Min Jih Pao and Kuang Ming Jih Pao ran a simultaneous feature
from April 18 to April 22 called "A Symposium on 'Let All Schools
Contend'", and many social scientists participated (Ch'en 1958:513).
In April the Social Science Section of the Academy of Sciences held
a meeting at which a resolution was passed to establish a working
committee (made up of Fei Hsiao-t'ung, Li Ching-han, Wu Ching-ch'ao,
and others) which would prepare to set up a Committee of Social
Research.

The working committee met at Chen Ta's home on June 9,
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and they passed resolutions to establish a Chinese Sociological Society
and to re-establish departments of sociology throughout China (Ch'en
1958).

The meeting was attended by Wu Ching-ch'ao, Fei Hsiao-t'ung,

Li Ching-han, and Wu Wen-tsao (ECMM 116:6 Hsin Chien She 3 Sept. 1957).
Economists and jurists were also actively participating in criticism
and discussion.

Jurists wanted the right to study bourgeois theories

of international law, and they further proposed that a Law Institute
be formed which was to be controlled not by Party cadres but by
experts.

Economists suggested that Marxian doctrines did not provide

adequate guidelines for socialist economic development.

They pointed

out that guidance must be sought from other sources (Ch’en 1958:516).
During 1956 and 1957 social scientists were not just participating
in discussions or making plans, they were also conducting field
research.

An article in the March 16 Kuang Ming Jih Pao reported

that research organs in Philosophy and Social Science were being
set up in specific cities in China.

Economists were going to study

the transformation of the handicraft industry in Canton.

Philosophers

were "to creatively study dialectical materialism and historical mate¬
rialism, to study the order of social development in the transition
period, and to study and criticize the philosophical ideology of the
contemporary bourgeois idealism" (SCMP 1500:13, Kuang Ming Jih Pao 16
Mar 1957).
Research on the National Minorities
Social Research was "blossoming" all over China.

The government

and Party did not just passively tolerate this kind of research, but
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in the case of the national minorities, they actively encouraged
it.

The Chinese were in the process of making special political

provisions for their minorities.

Some of the more numerous national

minorities were being formed into separate autonomous republics,
while smaller groups were politically combined (given representation
on the basis of their numerical strength) thus forming republics
made up of ethnic aggregates.

Before the national minorities could

attain their new political status, they had first to be properly
identified.

One of the most urgent problems that faced the government

was the definition and delineation of these non-Han peoples.

This

task of identification fell to the Minority Institutes and ethno¬
graphers.

In 1956 Lin Yueh-hwa (1962) author of The Golden Wing, and

Assistant Dean of the History Faculty at the Central Academy of National
Minorities, delivered a report at the Plenary Session of a Conference
on Ethnography in Leningrad.

In his report Lin said that the most

important questions confronting ethnographers in China was the devel¬
opment of criteria for defining minority status.

The key to defining

a national minority, according to Lin, lay in the historical development
of that group.

This development was greatly complicated, Lin pointed

out, by migration, assimilation, and splitting up and merging of
groups.

For Lin, the ethnographer's participation in this national

minority work was a "task of honor."
Ethnographers, other experts, and cadres set to work to tackle
the problem of minority identification.

In July of 1956 a discussion

was held at the Central Nationalities Institute; one of the purposes
of the meeting was to discuss how national minorities were to be
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distinguished (SCMP 1332:6, NCNA 6 July 1956).

Four characteristics

were said to be important in delimiting any specific group; they
were common language, common area of habitation, common economic
life, and common social, cultural and psychological aspects.

Fei

Hsiao-t'ung and Lin Yueh-hwa were of the opinion that common language
and common social, cultural and psychological aspects were most helpful
in identifying specific minorities.

This report also contains the

interesting piece of information that an investigation team had been
conducting research among the Daghor of Inner Mongolia since 1953.
Based on the data collected by this team it could be proven, the
article reports, that the Daghor were not Mongols but a nationality
of their own.
According to the New China News Agency's report of this July
meeting, much of the discussion centered around questions of
stages of development.

For example, the participants discussed

"whether the nomadic people must also undergo the period of slave
society during its development."
In August of 1956 the Jen Min Jih Pao ran a series of articles
jointly authored by Fei Hsiao-t'ung and Lin Yueh-hwa discussing
the national minorities of China (CB 420, JMJP 10 Aug 1956, 14 Aug
1956, 16 Aug 1956).

The articles were geared toward the lay public,

and they provided a general discussion of the current state of
research on national minorities.

The first article pointed out that

while four characteristics (language, territory, economic ties, and
psychology) are important in determining a minority nationality,
they are not as uniformly present as in nations

which have already
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entered the capitalist stage.

The authors go on to say that the

four elements have developed unevenly in the different "stages of
history" and because the laws of this development are yet unknown
it is with great difficulty that many of the minority nationalities
are identified.

Much of the second article is taken up with a descrip¬

tion of various national minorities as examples of the stages of
development (primitive, slave, and feudal societies).

The remainder

of the article discusses the complexity of assigning a society to
a particular developmental stage.

According to the authors, it is

difficult to find a "typical" case of a specific stage.

Fei and Lin

suggest that the study of stages of social development should be
central to the study of national minorities.

The last article deals

with the process of socialist transformation among the various nation¬
alities.

The authors point out that the new way of life can not

be imported whole but must be developed out of the people's own culture.
It is the task of students of nationalities' affairs, according to
Fei and Lin, not only to study the process of socialist transformation
but also to have a full grasp of the old way of life in order to more
fully cope with the contradictions existent in each society.

Under¬

standing the specific conditions among a national minority (economic
structure, status of elders and women, religious system, etc.) is an
important element in implementing socialism.
In order that the minority nationalities might be better under¬
stood, investigation teams were sent out during 1956.

In July,

eight of these teams were sent to the minority areas.

It was their

task to analyze the social and economic structure of the major
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national minority groups, paying particular attention to the class
structure of these societies (see SCMP 1325:3, NCNA 5 July 1956).

A

specific purpose of the work was to provide concrete material for
the study of the history of various nationalities since primitive
communism.

Participants in the survey included cadres, professors,

and students from the Academy of Sciences, the Central Institute of
Nationalities, and Peking universities.
mentions Fei as one of the participants.

The article specifically
The Russian ethnographer,

Cheboksarov, reports that twenty "highly qualified" ethnographers
participated in these research groups; unfortunately he provides
us with no names (1962).

The teams included about 200 people, and

the investigation was expected to take from four to seven years.
As Lin Yueh-hwa pointed out (see Lin 1962), researching the
history of a group was an important part of determining their ethnic
identity.

However, investigating a group's history had implications

beyond the practical purpose of defining a national minority, historical
research among "pre-capitalist" societies was of tremendous significance
for theoretical Marxism-Leninism.

Chinese ethnography, like Soviet

ethnography, could in a first hand way sharpen and substantiate,
or as they put it "enrich," Marxian (or more properly Morgan's)
conceptions of the stages of development and the inevitability of
history (the ultimate progression of societies from primitive

communism

through slave, feudal, capitalistic, socialistic, and finally true
communistic stages).
and theoretical goals.

Ethnographic research was to serve both practical
By studying actual societies it was hoped that

the stages of development, the transition from one stage to another,

and the cultural, economic and social elements characteristic of
each stage could be better understood and delineated.
That there was a new, more intense, and less practically
oriented interest in ethnographic work among national minorities is
clearly evidenced during this period.

An indication of this new

interest is the development of a five year course on the study of
nationalities and their histories at the Central Institute for Nation¬
alities (SCMP 1269:12, NCNA 18 May 1956).

This course was to cover

the history of the minorities, their origin and distribution, and the
development of individual traits in the culture of the various nation¬
alities.

Obviously such a program was instituted with a view to both

its practical and its theoretical importance.

Also the attention

focused on the artistic, literary, and musical tradition of the
nationalities (SCMP 1449:12, Kuang Ming Jih Pao 28 Dec 1956; SCMP 1457:5
JMJP 5 Jan 1957) argues for a more generalized interest in ethnographic
research than the previous "what is its immediate political significance
attitude.

The government and Party's interest in the proper identifi¬

cation of national minorities, and the general liberalization of the
Hundred Flowers had the combined effect of making research among the
national minorities more systematic, more wide ranging, and more
theoretically inclined than in previous years.

Of course, the research

and the research findings were placed in a Marxian context, but this
does not detract from the fact that for the first time since 1949
ethnographic research on a large scale was taking place in China.
Considering the previous years of restraint on social research, this
period was, by comparison, a renaissance for ethnography and ethno¬
graphers in China.
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During 1956 and 1957 ties between Chinese and Soviet ethno¬
graphers were strengthened.

Lin's report to his Soviet colleagues

in Leningrad has already been mentioned (see page 50).

Soviet ethno¬

graphers also travelled to China, visiting minority institutes and
talking with ethnographers, linguists, and archaeologists.

Some

Russian ethnographers conducted research among China's national
minorities.

This research and other articles on Chinese ethnography

appeared in various issues of the journal, Soviet Ethnography (1962).
Although Soviet ethnography certainly had an impact on its Chinese
counterpart, the ties between the two should not be overemphasized.
That Chinese anthropology came more and more to resemble Soviet
ethnography is not denied, but to imply that this end was achieved
through Soviet influence goes wide of the mark.

The main reasons

for the particular development of Chinese ethnography stem in large
part from the practical needs of the Chinese government and the doctrine
of Marxism-Leninism and all that implies for social research.

The Hundred Flowers and Sociological Research
During the Hundred Flowers period two distinct and independent
styles of social research were carried out.

Not only did the two

approaches differ in their choice of questions for investigation, but
also they were ethnically, geographically, methodologically, and
theoretically distinct.

The ethnographic approach was to continue

after 1957, but the sociological-social anthropological approach
enjoyed only a short rebirth.
While ethnographic research was being conducted among the national
minorities, more sociologically inclined research was being undertaken

56
among Han Chinese, usually in peasant villages.

This research was

more closely linked with the pre-1949 trends and thinking in Chinese
sociology and anthropology than the ethnography discussed above.
In its basic interests and approach these investigations were similar
to the social anthropology of the United States and Great Britain.
In April of 1957 Fei Hsiao-t'ung returned to the village of
Kaihsienkung which had been the site of his earlier work Peasant Life
in China (1939).

A Jen Min Jih Pao article reports that Fei went to

the village in his capacity as a deputy to the National People's Con¬
gress (SCMP 1613:24, JMJP 31 Aug 1957).

He stayed in the village

for twenty days conducting research and overseeing the work of his
assistants.

Fei published a report of his work in the May 30th issue

of the Wen Hui Pao.

The New China News Agency reports that Fei found

only a slight increase in the individual incomes of villagers since
1936 (SCMP 1544:13, NCNA 1 June 1957).

He attributed this to the

demise of auxiliary occupations (i.e., the silk industry, an important
part of the village economy, had declined).

Fei made a number of

suggestions for increasing the income of the villagers.

He proposed

that silk-worm breeding be expanded, pig raising be increased, farm
animals be used for transportation in slack season, and that the
fertilizer problem should be solved (for more discussion of this
restudy see Chapter Five, page 77).

The article notes that Fei intended

to publish a full report of his restudy, but it never appeared.
A year before Fei made his restudy of Kaishienkung, Li Ching-han,
a sociologist noted for his survey work, conducted an investigation
of peasant families near Peking (SCMP 1613:21, JMJP 20 Aug 1957).

His
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study was critical of the "fruits" of agricultural coopérâtivization.

Li also reiterated the importance of sociological research

for coherent and efficient government planning.

Furthermore, Li

Ching-han was critical of the rapid and one-sided development of
heavy industry as compared to other facets of the economy.

Li,

Chen Ta, and Fei all believed that because China was agrarian and
heavily over-populated, her immense consumption needs would make
large scale capital accumulation impossible.

This in turn would

have the effect of making socialist industrialization a risky and
exceedingly difficult task (SCMP 1644:2, JMJP 14 Oct 1957).

Another

social scientist, Wu Ching-ch'ao, in an article entitled "A New
Approach to China's Population Problem," which appeared in the March
issue of Hsin Chien She, outlined his criticism and suggestions re¬
garding industrialization and over-population in China.

Wu held that

China could best industrialize if her labor productivity was increased.
This could be done according to Wu by raising the technical level
of production.

Wu writes, "if we equip every laborer with less than

the ideal amount of capital goods, production can proceed as usual.
However, this sort of production is conducted not on the highly tech¬
nical basis, but probably on the basis of backward technique.

Thus

it is not conformable to the demand of the basic economic principle
governing socialism"

(SCMP 1644:2, JMJP 14 Oct 1957).

These criticisms

were directed at some basic Party programs and thinking, and they were
like much of the other criticisms in the last months of the Hundred
Flowers devastatingly frank and to the point.
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After the first months of caution and restraint, after "early
spring," the intellectuals responded to the Hundred Flowers Movement
with an intense period of criticism.

Criticisms were made to an extent

that was inconceivable in the years prior to 1956.

The number of

criticisms was in itself significant, however it was the nature of
these criticisms which held the most meaning for the leadership and
ultimately for the entire campaign.

Many of the participants in the

movement attacked the very core of the new Chinese state.

The benefits

of agricultural cooperativization were called into question, the
fundamental tenet of making heavy industry central to the economy and
socialism was criticized as unrealistic, education was said to suffer
from an over reliance on Soviet procedures, teachers and scientists
were inefficiently used, and expert knowledge was disregarded in favor
of doctrinairism.

It is not surprising that the leadership finally

reacted to this with a campaign against rightists that was at once
emotional and strikingly efficient in its eradication of rightists'
thinking and rightist elements.
The Anti-Rightist Campaign: An End to the Hundred Flowers
The period of the Hundred Flowers came to an abrupt end on
June 8, 1957.

On that day the editorial in the Jen Min Jih Pao reported

that the assistant secretary of the State Council had been threatened
in an anonymous letter, riots were said to have occurred, and intellec¬
tuals were singled out as the responsible culprits.

The leadership

took some pains to make their new campaign appear less of a repudiation
of the earlier assurances which they had given their citizens.

They
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pointed out that most criticisms had been correct and valuable, and
that their present campaign was directed to those few opportunists
who had taken advantage of the campaign to attack the Party (see
Vogel 1969:199-201).

However, it is needless to say the initial

onslaught against a "few opportunists" had the effect of silencing
all criticism and it sent many searching for cover.

Of course, the

Hundred Flowers Movement had contained warnings against opportunism
from the very beginning (see e.g., CB 406, JMJP 2 May 1956).

However,

the limits of criticism and "blooming" had never been adequately
defined, and this allowed an ex post facto definition which was to
operate for the decided benefit of the leadership.
Soon after June 8th the very organizations that had previously
been central in the criticism of earlier months once again met for
discussions, but this time the discussions dealt not with criticism
of the Party but with repudiation of the critics.

The New China News

Agency reported on June 11 that the Democratic League had met and
members had been urged to "combat . . . all speeches that run counter
to socialism and slander the Communist Party" (SCMP 1553:24, NCNA 11
June 1957).

Chu An-p’ing, Chief Editor of the Kuang Ming Jih Pao

(an organ of the Democratic parties) was also criticized at this
meeting for his earlier erroneous speeches and articles.

A June

14th article of the Jen Min Jih Pao reports that another Democratic
League meeting had been organized to criticize the views of Chang
Po-chun and Lo Lung-chi, Vice Chairmen of the League, for their
mistaken views (SCMP 1558:11, JMJP 14 Juen 1957).

These two figures

were to be central to the anti-rightist campaign.

Chang and Lo were
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accused of leading a conspiratorial alliance to overthrow the Chinese
Communist Party.

Other targets of the anti-rightist campaign were

accused of political links with Chang and Lo.
An important signal of things to come was the publication of
a "corrected" version of Mao's "The Correct Handling of Contradictions
among the People" in mid-June.

It was known that the earlier version

had played down the severity of contradictions because they were
"among the people," however the revised speech was of a different
tone and warned of the dangers of anarchy (see Vogel 1969:201).

This

was a definite indication that a period of tight control and counter
attack on rightists was to be a significant political fact for the
near future.
In general, the anti-rightist campaign cancelled many of the
concessions which had been made during the Hundred Flowers.

Goldman

reports that salaries for lecturers and money allowances for students
which had been raised earlier were brought down to previous levels
(1961:106).

Political study was once again strengthened, and of

course liberal or rightist views were no longer tolerated.

The claim

was reasserted that science could not be isolated from politics (see
SCMP 1634:8, JMJP 19 Sept 1957), and literary and artistic circles
were pressed to return to earlier more orthodox thinking.

The impor¬

tance of the intellectuals was minimized, and they were reminded of
the fact that they lived off peasant and worker labor (see Hawtin
1958:182).

Kuo Mo-jo, president of the Academy of Sciences, in a

speech reported in the Jen Min Jih Pao asserted that the social
scientists' demand for the "objective study" of social data led to
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demands for participation in policy decisions and to the displacement
of Party leadership (SCMP 1634:8, JMJP 19 Sept 1957).
The reassertion of social science, especially sociology, was
seen as a revival of bourgeois thinking, and the leadership maintained
that the real purpose behind this revival was

n

to create, encourage,

and aggravate contradictions in all quarters, so as to subsequently
use them to oppose the Communist Party and socialism11 (SCMP 1611:20,
NCNA 27 Aug 1957).

According to the Party, bourgeois social science

was an important element in the Chang-Lo conspiracy, for it not only
provided propaganda material for the conspirators but also an ideological
basis for competing with Marxism-Leninism (see SCMP 1611:20, NCNA 27
Aug 1957).

In effect, according to the leadership’s view, the revival

of bourgeois social science was a direct reflection of the idea of
bourgeois restoration.
The social scientists were attacked for their recommendation
of sociology as the only science capable of solving the internal
contradictions of the people.

They were also criticized for boasting

that their surveys minutely and accurately reflected the true social
conditions in China (SCMP 1613:21, JMJP 20 Aug 1957).

In one article,

bourgeois sociology is referred to as a poisonous weed which, accord¬
ing to the author, runs counter to truth and science; it is antiMarxian, and opposes Marxian historical materialism (SCMP 116:6, Hsien
Chien She 3 Sept 1957).

Bourgeois sociology was castigated for its

disregard of the class struggle and means of production in analyses
of social data.

According to the critics, no part of bourgeois social

science was salvable
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Kuo Mo-jo stated that the Marxist-Leninist attitude toward
the bourgeois social science was that "the bourgeois class was never
able to establish true social science because of the limitations of
the narrow interests of the exploiting class.

After it became a

reactionary ruling class, its so-called 'social science' has become
a weapon for the defense of the capitalist system of exploitation
and for opposing the revolutionary movement of the proletariat and
the independence movement of the oppressed peoples" (SCMP 1634:8,
JMJP 19 Sept 1957).

True analysis can only be made with the methods

of historical materialism.

Only by using the Marxian-Leninist view¬

point can the sciences and cultures of all classes be scientifically
evaluated and understood.
On a less theoretical plane the bourgeois social scientists
were criticized for their effort to reinstate social science courses
and bourgeois theories in the universities.

They were also criticized

for their attempts to form academic societies and their intention
to carry out future research (see SCMP 1613:21, JMJP 20 Aug 1957).
A few sociologists came in for particular attention, the most
prominent were Fei Hsiao-t'ung, Li Ching-han, Wu Ching-ch'ao, and
Chen Ta.

Their views on overpopulation and over reliance on heavy

industry were attacked as an attempt to demonstrate the impractica¬
bility of socialism.

Fei was a central target for attack during the

anti-rightist campaign.

These criticisms will be discussed in the

next chapter, but it is important to note here that some of the attacks
were intensely personal while others focused on his research and
writing.

Fei was accused of a range of misdeeds, from not properly
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mourning his dead wife to intentional misrepresentation of research
data.
Li Ching-han was criticized for a statement, attributed to
him, in which he said of the peasants, "Human beings were used like
beasts of burden in the past . . . but today human beings are used
as if they were tractors" (SCMP 1613:21, JMJP 20 Aug 1957).

Li was

accused of using his surveys to carry out attacks on the Communist
Party and to create disenchantment with socialism among the rural
population (see ECMM 116:6, Hsien Chien She 3 Sept 1957).

Chen Ta

was criticized for his role in the resurrection of bourgeois social
science and his criticism of the Party (Chen Ta was quoted as saying
he "would rather not hear the term ’Party' mentioned in his face")
(SCMP 1613:21, JMJP 20 Aug 1957).
By the late fall of 1957 the intensity of the anti-rightist
campaign had subsided, and in October it was announced that the rightist
intellectuals had suffered utter defeat and were now completely
isolated (see Ch'en 1958:521).

The Hundred Flowers Campaign had

ended, and the first stirring of a new movement were being felt.
The period of the Great Leap was approaching and with it came new
concerns, new ideas, and new hopes.

Soon the intellectual would be

urged to "learn from the people," it was no longer good enough to be
expert, one must now be "red" and "expert".

The emphasis was once

more on ideological orthodoxy and technical improvement.
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CHAPTER V
THE CAREER OF FEI HSIAO-T'UNG

Discussions of historical events, philosophical trends, or
national policy decisions often gain a certain clarity when they
are discussed in the context of one individual's life.

In this

chapter some of the events and trends discussed in the preceding
chapters will be related to the life of Fei Hsiao-t'ung.

Fei was

chosen for this purpose because he is an internationally known
anthropologist, and because there is a large amount of information
available on Fel's life and work.

Some of this information is provided

by Fei's own writing, and some of it comes from references to Fei
in the Chinese press.

While he is perhaps more outspoken, more

critical, and more Western oriented than many intellectuals in China,
he has still experienced political and intellectual forces which were
the common share of every intellectual who lived and worked in China
during the middle decades of the twentieth century.

Like every other

member of the Chinese intelligentsia Fei is both unique and exemplary.
Fei's Early Life and Education
Fei Hsiao-t'ung was born in 1910 near Soochow in the province
of Kiangsu.

His father was a Confucian scholar and a member of

China's gentry.

Fei was exposed both to classical studies and

Western education as a child.

He attended the American Methodist

College in Soochow, and in 1929 he enrolled at Yenching University
in Peking.

At Yenching Fei became interested in anthropology and
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was no doubt influenced by Wu Wen-tsao who was chairman of the Yenching
Anthropology-Sociology Department.

Fei was also inspired by the

noted sociologist Robert E. Park who taught at Yenching during 1931
and 1932.

In his Foreward to Earthbound China (1948:ix) Fei describes

Park's timely influence on himself and other students of social
science.

Park showed students that direct observations of Chinese

communities were crucial to understanding the situation around them.
Park himself visited prisons and "red light" districts in Peking
to demonstrate that invaluable information could be gained from even
the lowliest in Chinese society.

Fei continues: "Following his

[Park's] example, and with the able leadership of Professor Wen-tsao
Wu, the students of Yenching University started, mostly on their own
initiative, a series of community studies in various parts of China"
(1948six).

Among these studies he lists C. K. Yang's survey of a

North Chinese local market (published in English in 1944), his first
wife's (Tung-wei Wang) study of the Hua Lan Yao of Kwangsi province
(1936), and his own work Peasant Life in China (1939).
After graduation from Yenching, Fei began his graduate work in
1933 at Tsinghua University.
Professor S. M. Shirokogoroff.

At this time he came into contact with
At Tsinghua, Fei was granted a

fellowship to study abroad, and in 1936 he travelled to Great Britain
where he pursued his studies under Bronislaw Malinowski at the London
School of Economics.

In 1938 Fei received his Ph.D. from London,

his dissertation was later published under the title Peasant Life
in China (1939).

Fei then returned to China and joined the staff of

the Sociology Department of Yenching which had been moved to Yunnan
province in 1938 after the Japanese occupation of North China.
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The Yunnan Period and Research
In the Foreward to Earthbound China Fei describes the period
in Yunnan with obvious feeling.

From his description the reader

appreciates the strong sense of purpose and courage which these
social scientists showed under these most difficult conditions.
In 1940 the buildings of the relocated Yenching University were bombed
and so the scholars removed from Kunming, the capital of Yunnan, to
a village where the sociology station was set up in a local temple
dedicated to the God of Literature.

The scholars lived together in

the village, working in a common study in the tower of the temple.
Their living conditions were primitive; they cooked and cleaned for
themselves, they did their own secretarial work, and they often walked
for tens of miles over hazardous mountainous trails to do their
research.

These arduous material conditions coupled with the communal

aspect of their life seems to have instilled a strong sense of purpose
and worth in their work that would have perhaps been impossible under
normal conditions.
Fei describes the atmosphere of the station, at least for him¬
self, when he writes: "The poverty of material life; sympathy for
the hardships of the masses; the moral enlightenment which comes with
the realization of one's part in the community, in the nation, and
in the age; the bitterness of facing reality—all these combined to
develop intellectual maturity.

It is the war which has provided

the stimulus long needed by Chinese scholarship.

If there is anything

of value in the following pages, as well as in the other treatises
produced by the research station during the war, perhaps it is due to
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the adventurous spirit of exploring living problems" (1948:xii, my
emphasis).

For Fei the significance of the Yunnan period appears

to lie in the applicability of their research for real life problems
in China.

At long last, according to Fei, Chinese scholars were

tackling Chinese problems, not of her historical past, not of her
ancient philosophy but problems of immediate and practical concern.
Studies were being made of the land tenure system of the YunnanBurmese border (Tien Ju-kong), the power structure in a rural community
of Yunnan (Kuo Pao), the introduction of modern medicine in a rural
community (Francis L. K. Hsu), and labor and labor relations in
industries of Western Yunnan (e.g., Shih Kuo-heng).
Fei's own research reflected his interest in the pressing
problems of rural China.

One of his earliest fieldwork experiences

was among the Yao people of Kwangsi.

He and his wife, a student at

Yenching, went to Kwangsi in 1935, and it was during this research
trip that his wife was killed in a tragic drowning.

This research

appears not to have been significant for Fei except in its tragic
personal implications.

In 1935 and 1936 Fei carried out fieldwork

in the rural areas of Kiangsu, especially in the village of Kaihsienkung
near Soochow.

It was this material which served as the basis of Fei's

dissertation.

The book that resulted (Peasant Life in China) is a

rather general ethnography focusing on the economic structure of the
village, especially on problems of land tenure and the village handi¬
craft industry (primarily silk production).

His next major research

project was conducted in Yunnan during the Sino-Japanese War.

This

project was a study of three types of rural economy, and its purpose
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in part was to provide information on the traditional economy of
China.

This study was written under dual authorship with Chang Chih-i

and was published in English under the title Earthbound China (1948).
This was to be Fei's last major research before the Revolution in
1949, and it was his last scholarly publication aside from a collection
of essays entitled China's Gentry (1953) which was published in the
United States without Fei's knowledge (see page 72).
Fei did research on kinship, marriage, family relations, land
tenure, economic structure, industrialization, and urban-rural
relations.

Central to nearly all Fei's pre-revolution writing is

his interest in the economic sector of Chinese peasant life.

His two

major works, Peasant Life in China (1939) and Earthbound China (Fei
and Chang 1948), both focus on how peasants gain their livelihood.
A theme running throughout Fei's work is that the Chinese peasant,
although closely bound to agricultural pursuits, is not solely an
agriculturalist.

According to Fei, many peasants in China were

incapable of supporting themselves by agriculture alone, and the
village handicraft industry or casual labor were the factors which
meant the difference between starvation and subsistence to many.

In

his fieldwork in Kiangsu and Yunnan Fei found that the village indus¬
tries were in desperate straits.

His analyses showed that absentee

landlordism and usury were on the rise.

Fei contended that competi¬

tion from Western industrial enterprises, situated both abroad and
in the treaty ports of China, had destroyed Chinese village industry.^
Furthermore, he pointed out that the loss of subsidiary income forced
the peasant to sell his land to usurers or urban landowners.

The
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incursion of international industry and commerce also made the urban
centers, the treaty ports, the focus for capital accumulation.

No

longer could the Chinese capitalist make a good return on investments
in the rural areas.

More and more money, according to Fei, was

flowing out of the rural areas and into the pockets of the new Chinese
capitalist and his western counterpart.
Fei proposed technological improvement and decentralization
of industry as crucial for remedying the plight of the Chinese
peasant.

He writes: "From the point of view [the point of view of

raising the standard of living of the common people], we can then
lay down the principle that the future form of China's industrial
organization must be such that the peasants can share in its profit
in order to raise their standard of living, since agriculture alone
is unable to do so.

In order to achieve this, some part of industry

must be decentralized and established in villages or in centers near
villages, so that the profits of the industry can be widely distributed
among the peasants" (Fei and Chang 1948:309).

This procedure was

adopted in part by the Communists, but they have never been uniformly
or wholeheartedly in favor of such a program.

In fact, at times the

Party has been openly hostile to this plan, preferring to concentrate
their energies on building a centralized, heavy industry.
openly clash with the Party over this issue in 1957.

Fei was to

The relative

benefits of concentrated heavy industrialization (the procedure most
often followed by the Communists) versus the benefits of decentralized
small scale industrialization has been a central theme running through
much of twentieth century Chinese economic history.

That Fei chose
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to concentrate on this problem is not surprising, for he saw himself
as the first of a generation of Chinese scholars that were primarily
concerned with bringing their expertise to bear on "real" problems,
problems that touched their lives daily, problems of their own culture
and nation.
In 1943 Fei was sent by the National Yunnan University at the
invitation of the United States State Department, to visit Columbia
University and the University of Chicago.

At Columbia and later at

Chicago Fei prepared the book Earthbound China for publication.

While

at Chicago Fei developed a close relationship with Robert Redfield
and his wife, Margaret Park Redfield, who later visited China in 1948.
He also mentions the aid and encouragement extended to him by Ralph
Linton and Mrs. John K. Fairbank.

In 1944 Fei returned to Kunming

and joined the Sociology faculty of Tsinghua University.

After the

war in 1945 the faculty returned to Peking and Fei remained at
Tsinghua until the revolution in 1949.
During 1947 and 1948 Fei contributed a series of articles to
Chinese newspapers.

These articles repeat the themes developed in

his more scholarly works, paying particular attention to the functions
of the gentry in traditional China and the relations between country
and city.

These articles were translated by Fei with the help of

Margaret Redfield in 1948 (while she and her husband were residing
in Peking), and they were edited and collected into a volume by Mrs.
Redfield after her return to the United States.

This book was to cause

Fei some embarrassment in 1955 and again during the anti-rightist
campaign in 1957.
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In the Introduction to China’s Gentry (1953), Robert Redfield
writes of what he knows of Fei's thinking in the months preceding
the Revolution.

According to Redfield, Fei looked on the coming of

the Communists with relief and hope; relief from the oppression of
the corruption and tyranny of the Nationalist government, and hope
for a new age of opportunity in which intellectuals would be able
to effectively apply themselves in solving China's social and politi¬
cal problems.

Fei was not a Communist, but he felt he could work

effectively with them as part of the "loyal opposition".

According

to Redfield, and the articles in China's Gentry would bear this out,
Fei believed that his views on Chinese industry and agriculture would
be congenial to the Communist program.

Redfield implies that Fei's

attitude toward the Communists was also colored with a strong sense
of nationalistic pride.

Fei after 1949
In 1949 the man who had been persona non grata to the Nation¬
alist government (Fei had been fired upon at a meeting where he
spoke unfavorably of Chiang Kai-shek's government) waited expectantly
for the beginning of a new era in Chinese history.
liberated China in the Fall of 1949.

The Communists

Soon after, Mao asked Fei to

take charge of a research program on urban reconstruction, and Fei
accepted the offer.

In 1950 or 1951 Fei spent a short time in

southwestern China where he had worked during the war.

During 1950

and 1951 he continued to hold his position at Tsinghua University,
and in 1951 Fei was appointed Vice-president of the Central College
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of Nationalities Studies.

During 1949 and 1950 Fei underwent thought

reform as did most other Chinese intellectuals.

Chen in his book

Thought Reform of the Chinese Intellectuals (1960:192) reports that
Fei was active in the reform of the "old intellectuals" and he was
recognized as a "progressive" intellectual who understood the language
of the new society.

The Encounter Controversy
The nature of Fei's activities during the years from 1950 to
1956 are unclear.

It is known that he was administratively involved

with minorities work at the Central Institute, but the exact nature
of the work is unknown.

However, in 1955 Fei once again found

himself in the international limelight.

In 1953 Margaret Redfield

published the series of newspaper articles which she and Fei had
worked on in 1948.

At that time Fei had desired that these articles

be made available to English-speaking people in the hope that they
might aid in developing a better understanding of China abroad.

In

the January, 1955 issue of Encounter magazine Karl Wittfogel reviewed
the book.
regime".

The review was a scathing denunciation of the "Communist
According to Wittfogel the Communists had not significantly

altered conditions in the rural areas.

He pointed out that the

Communists were not instituting the kinds of programs which Fei had
believed essential for bettering the lot of the peasantry.

He called

attention to the points of disagreement between Fei and the Communists
(e.g., Fei's pre-1949 objections to big and concentrated heavy indus¬
try, his analysis of the Chinese gentry which differed from that of
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the Communists, and Fei's general ambivalence toward the Communists
during the 1940’s).

Finally, Wittfogel suggests that the Communists

intentionally kept Fei out of the villages and instead employed him
in administrative positions far removed from actual research (Wittfogel
commented "while Fei's position was high, his voice was low"
Encounter Aug. 1955:75).

Wittfogel's concluding sentence calls

into question Fei's acceptance of Communist ideology and policy:
"Fei stopped writing to his friends immediately after the Communists
seized power; and his statements since that time do not necessarily
express his innermost feelings.

But having known him personally,

I consider it more than likely that in the depth of his heart he
comprehends fully the tragedy which has overwhelmed him and his coun¬
try" (1955:80).
This last remark was like a timebomb and it was only a matter
of time before others picked up the challenge in defense of the
"absent" Fei.

In August of 1955 Encounter ran a series of letters

correcting, chastising, and expressing outrage of Wittfogel's review.
Two of the letter writers were particularly incensed by Wittfogel's
smear of Fei's sincerity and by his presumption to understand Fei's
"innermost feelings".

Wittfogel's reply (Aug. 1955:74-75) to these

letters restates his earlier position and reemphasizes Fei's dis¬
sociation from research and problems of the peasantry.

The last

letter of this series is from Robert Redfield and it repeats Fei's
genuine interest in having the book published during his association
with the Redfields in 1948.
This, however, was by no means the end of the controversy for
it had touched too many personal feelings, political prejudices, and
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professional reputations to end so quickly.

The February, 1956 issue

of Encounter contained a letter from Fei himself which had been
originally sent to one of his early defenders in the controversy,
and relayed to Encounter on Fei's behalf.

Fei lays the blame for

much of the misunderstanding on the United States government's
severed ties with the People's Republic and the ensuing lack of
communication between the citizens of the two countries.

Fei relates

that he was not notified of the publication of China's Gentry, and
he had not yet seen the final manuscript.

According to Fei, many

of the opinions which he held in preliberation days were now un¬
tenable, and he no longer retained them.

Consequently, he continues,

if the Redfield's had asked for his permission to publish in 1953
he would have said no.

The major portion of the letter focuses on

the misunderstanding and mistrust which the publication of China's
Gentry engendered.
A letter to Fei from Mrs. Redfield appeared in the same issue
of Encounter as Fei's letter.

Mrs. Redfield points out that she

and her husband were only fulfilling an earlier promise they had
made to Fei to make the work available abroad.

Furthermore, she

notes that they were not pretending to present these articles as
representative of the New China "but as the views and sentiments of
an intelligent and disinterested Chinese social scientist at the point
of transition between traditional and new China" (Encounter Feb 1956:
69-70).

She ends the letter with a request for Fei to relate to

his colleagues and friends abroad his present views and their evolution.

75
The June, 1956 issue of People's China was the occasion for
Fei's attempt, no doubt with the Party's blessing, to answer Mrs.
Redfield's request.

It was perhaps also hoped that Fei's reply

would silence some of the controversy about the treatment of Chinese
intellectuals which the Encounter episode had engendered.

Fei places

China's use of self-education for purposes of reform in historical
context maintaining that it certainly was nothing new (that in fact
Confucius had used it).

According to Fei, men undertake self-

education, criticism, and political reform because they see the
benefits of the New China, and they hope to better serve its people
and interests by such reform.

Because he is an anthropologist, Fei

continues, he can best serve China by his work at the minority
institute.

Fei then admits that he had not engaged in research for

the four or five years after liberation, but he adds that recently
he spent four months among the minorities of Kweichow doing research
on their histories.

In the next section of the article Fei points

out some of his previous mistakes.

He condemns his inability to

see the true nature of tha landlord-peasant situation when in the late
1940's, he suggested that the landlord's should voluntarily give up
their privileges.

This attitude, according to Fei, in effect was

in the interests of the landlords.

With regard to his position on

industrialization in China, Fei equivocates stating that he was
"half right, half wrong".

Apparently he now believes that decentral¬

ized small-scale village industries are important but he also sees
the worth of heavy industry.

Fei concludes by stating: "thinking

is the activity of man's brain.

No one else can really interfere"
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(Peoples1 China 1956:16).

The tone of this article was, while

certainly very loyal, rather more frank than might have been expected.
This article spelled both an end and a beginning in Fei's intellec¬
tual life; an end of stiff orthodoxy and administrative work and a
beginning of a period of heterodoxy and feverish research and planning.
Fei* s Involvement in the Hundred Flowers
The general outline of Fei’s involvement in the Hundred Flowers
Campaign has been discussed in Chapter Four.

In this chapter

particular attention will be focused on his specific criticisms
and his re-study of Kaihsienkung in 1956.

One of Fei's first

critical articles during the Hundred Flowers dealt

with the nature

of political safeguards in Party decision making (see Hawtin 1958:
164).

He held that the National People's Congress was not represen¬

tative of their constituencies and, according to Fei, it was no more
than a rubber stamp for Party decisions.

He urged members of the

Congress to speak up and criticize Party policies.

In his "Early

Spring" article (JMJP 24 Mar 1957) he suggested that scholars be
allowed to attend conferences abroad, and he criticized the govern¬
ment for their exclusion of intellectuals in planning scientific
work.

At a conference held in May, 1957 Fei specifically urged

that sociological research and teaching be restored to professional
sociologists (see Hawtin 1958:172 note 91).

Fei's general criticism

of the expulsion of sociology and anthropology from the universities
has already been discussed (see Chapter Four).

These criticisms

alone would have provided Fei with a significant place among the
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members of China's "loyal opposition".
his public opposition at this point.

However, Fei did not check
His return to the village of

Kaihsienkung, twenty years after his original study, provided more
highly critical material.

Central to this study was criticism of

some Party policies of which the Communists were enormously proud.
In the Spring of 1957 Fei spent 20 days in the village of
Kaihsienkung (SCMP 1544:13, NCNA 1 June 1957).

During his research

Fei found that the grain output had increased 60% since 1936, and
that the highest grain increase had occurred after cooperativization.
However, he also discovered that individual incomes had only slightly
increased since 1936.

He attributed this situation to the decline

of subsidiary occupations among the villagers.

He recommended that

the living standard could be significantly increased if the fertilizer
problem were solved and village industry and subsidiary occupations
were increased and properly tended (see pages56 and80 for more
discussion).

Fei and the Anti-Rightist Campaign
On June 8th the counterattack was launched.

On June 25th at

a meeting of the Democratic League, Fei admitted that many of his views
were identical with the arch rightist Lo Lung-chi (SCMP 1571:7, NCNA
25 June 1957).

At another meeting of the League on July 4th Fei

was named as a member of the Lo clique, and Fei gave a denial of
Lo (SCMP 1571:35, NCNA 4 July 1957).

Fei stated that he had taken

part in conspiratorial activities while under Lo's influence.

He

said that Lo's policy "was to unite the backward, to win over the
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middle-of-the-road, and to deal a blow on the progressive".

On

July 14th the Jen Min Jih Pao (CB 470, JMJP 14 July 1957) published
Fei's confession "I Admit My Guilt to the People", a speech which
Fei had delivered at the 4th session of the 1st National People's
Congress.

In this confession Fei admitted that he had proposed

organizing, and finally organized small forums of dissatisfied
intellectuals.

He confessed that he had encouraged the uncritical

growth of backward thoughts, that few progressives had been invited
to attend these meetings, that some people had taken advantage of
the meetings to carry out conspiratorial activities, and that back¬
ward elements had been made to seem in the majority.

Fei also

admitted that he had provided data for Chang and Lo to produce
discord, and that his call to re-establish social science "was a
reflection of the idea of bourgeois restoration".
criticized his work in Kaihsienkung.

Finally, Fei

He stated that it lacked class

analysis, that he had put forward questions from the bourgeois
standpoint which produced the effect of opposing and doubting
socialism.

Furthermore, he said that he had denied Party achievements

and added "I also attempted to unite propaganda works for external
use, using these data".
This series of confessions effectively called into question
Fei’s motivations, loyalty, and leftist political stance thus
removing him from active intellectual life in China.

However, it

would appear that the Party was not willing to let the matter rest.
The Party evidently believed that some of the questions Fei raised
must be effectively and lastingly eliminated.

In August and September
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of 1957, the attack against Fei continued with increased vehemence
of both a personal and ideological nature.

Some newspaper articles

criticized Fei for his effort to restore sociology in China, stating
that this effort was linked to "the anti-socialist scientific program
mapped out by the Chang-Lo alliance" (SCMP 1613:21, JMJP 20 Aug 1957).
Fei and other sociologists were accused of stirring up discontent
among the peasants.

When he based his plea for the restoration of

sociology on its ability to fulfill the "needs of the current socialist
transformation and socialist construction,"Fei was accused of implying
criticism of Marxism-Leninism for its inability to deal with China's
problems.
A similar critique of Fei was made (SCMP 1611:20, NCNA 27
Aug 1957) at a conference of the Department of Philosophy and Social
Science of the Academy of Sciences.

At this conference the rightists,

including Fei, were accused of not only aiming at the revival of
bourgeois social science to compete with Marxism-Leninism but also
to create and encourage contradictions among the people.

One piece

of criticism was particularly caustic and perhaps especially painful
for Fei because it was written by his old colleague, the anthropologist
Lin Yueh-hwa (CB 475, JMJP 2 Aug 1957).

Lin made accusations against

Fei covering a host of supposed misdeeds.

According to Lin, Fei

maintained a liaison with imperialists citing as proof the publication
abroad of China's Gentry.

Fei's personal loyalty and sense of pro¬

priety were called into question when Lin accused Fei of falling in
love only one week after his wife's death.

Lin maintained that Fei's

professional success was due to his courting favor among imperialists.
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Furthermore, Fei's work clearly showed, according to Lin, his
"gentleman-landlord’s" stand and his opposition to liberation.

Fei's

success after liberation is attributed to his personal intercession
with Mao after the liberation of Peking.
The last criticisms of Fei to be published took issue with his
research methods and data analysis.

These articles sought to expose

Fei's anti-Communist bias and consequent inability to properly analyze
the society around him.

The first of these articles appeared in the

Jen Min Jih Pao and was written by Yang Ch'eng-chih, a professor at
the Central Institute of Nationalities (SCMP 1613:24, JMJP 31 Aug 1957).
According to Yang, Fei and many other sociologists of his day were
in league with American imperialists.

They received their training

in the functionalist school—"a reactionary school of colonial socio¬
anthropology"—making them particularly ill-equipped to undertake
"scientific research".

Yang describes Peasant Life in China as a

"report on a bourgeois sociological survey fully colored with subjec¬
tivism, and has no scientific value whatsoever",

Fei is accused of

collecting material on China in order to sell it to the imperialists
for pound sterling or American dollars.

According to Yang, Fei dis¬

cussed the landlords, compradores, gentry, and peasants in a function¬
alist framework therefore denying the existence of classes, ignoring
history, and laying stress on phenomenology.

This functionalist

analysis, Yang maintains, leads to support of the landlords and
usurers by seeing them as a necessary part of the system, as almost
a beneficial element.

Fei's proposal for the further development of

native industry is described as "a variation of the policy of the
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American imperialists for enslavement of an 'agricultural China'".
He is also accused of inviting imperialists to reform China because
he suggested that their help would be necessary for a thoroughgoing
reconstruction.

That Fei has not reformed since liberation is

evidenced, according to Yang, by the publication of China's Gentry
and his letter to Encounter.

The book China's Gentry provides a

record, Yang suggests, of Fei's support for the rule of feudalism,
imperialism, and bureaucratic capitalism.
On September 4th the New China News Agency reported on a forum
held on August 31 by the Department of Philosophy and Social Science
of the Academy of Sciences (SCMP 1613:28, NCNA 4 Sept 1957).

At

this meeting Fei's re-study of Kaihsienkung was exposed by a member
of his research staff, Chou Chu-lien.

According to Chou, Fei

instructed his assistants to compute the average income on a person
by person basis for the years 1936 and 1956.

In this way it was

found that average income had increased only 5% over the last 20
years, however Chou points out that this average obscures the real
gains made by poor and middle peasants.

Furthermore, when the figures

were finally verified it was found that the average income of peasants
had, in fact, risen twenty-two per cent.

Chou states that Fei told

his assistants not to compute a class by class analysis of income.
However, after Fei left they did so and found that the average per
capita income for middle peasants was 40% higher than in 1936.

Chou

maintains that Fei disregarded the auxiliary occupations developed
after liberation.

Generally, Chou believes that Fei was interested

only in the unpleasant side of village life, taking pains to collect
evidence of infanticide and feudal marital relationships.
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The publication of Peasant Life in Communist China by W. R.
Geddes in 1963 provides a useful indication of the representability
of Fei's re-study in 1956.

Geddes, a New Zealand anthropologist,

toured China in 1955 and during this trip spent a few days in Kaihsienkung doing anthropological research.

Geddes was provided with

assistants and immediately set to work gathering as much information
as he could during his short stay.
of the village since 1936.

His account stresses the advances

Unlike Fei, he reports that the peasants'

income had risen, especially the income of the poorer peasants.

He

is in agreement with Fei that the silk industry had. not reached its
pre-war level of production (interestingly Geddes suggests that this
situation may be due to the possibility that silk worm growing is
better done by the household unit than by the cooperative).

Like Fei,

he too suggests that female infanticide is still being practiced,
as evidence he points to the census figures.
The criticisms of Fei give some insight to the process of
criticism and reform inside the People's Republic.

Some accusations

are certainly incorrect, for example Fei, by his own and the Redfields*
admission, had no knowledge of the publication of China's Gentry.
Some of the criticism is built on statements taken out of context
or contain half truths.

Nevertheless, according to the Party, Fei

had been a leading exponent of bourgeois sociology, he had loudly
criticized the Party.

He had also, they believed, unfairly and

publicly pointed to the failure of certain aspects of rural reform,
ignoring the successes.

In the Party's eyes Fei was guilty.

In 1959 an article by the Soviet ethnographer N. N. Cheboksarov
(1962:109-110) published in Soviet Ethnography states that the existence
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of rightist elements in Chinese social science led to a re-examination of ethnography and social research in China.

According to

Cheboksarov, the Yunnan group of ethnographers, those who were most
closely associated with Fei, were particularly suspect for their poor
attention to economic and class analysis.

In September of 1957,

the article reports, a conference on ethnography was held in Peking.
This conference discussed "Yunnan-type" mistakes, and suggested that
a systematization of research style was necessary.

The conference

also concluded that research should be conducted under direct leader¬
ship of the Party, putting political problems first.
Morton Fried in his Foreward to Geddes' study (1963) reports
that Fei spent more than a year undergoing corrective labor and
lost his official position in the aftermath of the Hundred Flowers
Campaign.

For some time Fei dropped from the public eye.

However,

recently he has attended social functions with foreign guests and
he has met with visiting scholars.
Institute of Nationalities.

He is again working at the Central

The cycle is complete.

84
CHAPTER

VI

CONCLUSIONS

China was one o£ the few non-Western societies to have a
pre-World War Two tradition of sociological and anthropological
research.

In fact, some of the very first community studies were

done in China (see Fried 1954).

By 1949, sociology and anthropology

had long been a part of the curriculum of Chinese universities.
Furthermore, Chinese scholars accounted for most of the anthropological research conducted in China.

A variety of factors can ac¬

count for this Chinese interest and participation in anthropology.
Certainly of great importance was the intellectual, political, and
cultural awakening in China during the twentieth century.

A host of

ideas and philosophies were competing for attention in China—some
came from the West, others out of China's tradition, and still others
came from a fusion of the two.

Related to this intellectual climate,

and perhaps in part responsible for it, was Western Imperialism.
In China there were many by-products of imperialist intervention,
some were economic and political, while others were intellectual.

It

is the imperialist influence on intellectual life which concerns us
here.

The missionary schools, foreign training for Chinese students,

contacts with Western scholars, and the vast importance of Western
thinking and expertise were all largely by-products of European and
American incursions into China.

Imperialistic interests in China

often provided the channel through which Western missionaries, teach¬
ers, and scholars could fulfill their personal desires to visit,
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work in, conduct research, save souls, or aid in the construction
of a "better China,"

It is clear that many Westerners were infat¬

uated with the China of the 1920's and 1930*s (see for example
Bertrand Russell's autobiography).

The pull was enormous, and

once these Westerners had arrived in China their influence on many
members of the intellectual elite was of great significance.
Of course, Western thinking and technology were not adopted
wholesale by the Chinese.

Nor were most Chinese interested in

transplanting American or European life styles to China.

The im¬

pact of new ideas was primarily experienced within a framework of
nationalism.

Nationalistic feelings and cultural pride were im¬

portant elements in the Chinese intellectual life of the twentieth
century, and they conditioned the acceptance of much that the
Westerners brought to China.

Many Chinese intellectuals, especially

those in the social sciences, were interested in what Western ideas
and techniques could do for their country and its people.

In the

case of anthropology, Western influence was significant but the
choice of research topics was often dictated less by the general
theoretical concerns of "Western anthropology" than by a practical,
social relevance criterion.

Anthropology in China was not a mirror

image of its Western counterpart but neither were the Chinese divorced
from "Western anthropology."

For example, Chinese sociology and

anthropology shared many common features with the social research
of the Chicago school.

This, of course, is not surprising consider¬

ing Robert Park's personal influence on Chinese social science.
Chinese anthropologists were also closely associated with British
functionalism, and with the new interest in complex peasant societies
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which was becoming important in American anthropology.
It is difficult to document the impact which Chinese anthro¬
pology and the overall study of Chinese society might have had on
this increasing anthropological awareness of complex societies.
Certainly the work of Fei (1939; Fei and Chang 1948), Hsu (1945),
C. K. Yang (1944), and others appearing when they did and concerned
with studies of peasant communities, must have had an important im¬
pact on this new trend.

Their work was well known in both China

and the West, and the close ties between these scholars and other
Chinese and Western anthropologists argues that Chinese anthropology
was not simply a passive recipient of foreign ideas and techniques
but also had an influence on current trends and thinking in Western
anthropology.
By 1949, Chinese scholars had established a strong tradition
of anthropology and sociology in China.

Academic departments in

some of China's best universities were devoted to teaching and re¬
search in anthropology and sociology.

Individual Chinese scholars

were well-known for their work both in China and abroad.
the Communist Revolution was to change all this.

However,

During the first

months after the revolution the prospects for a continuation of
anthropology and sociology, with some alterations, of course, looked
good.

However, by 1953 it was clear that anthropology and socio¬

logy had been "reorganized" out of existence in the Chinese educat¬
ional system.

Although the press reported that parts of anthropology

and sociology departments had been moved to Colleges of Law and
Political Science, it is unlikely, based on course lists for these
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colleges, that the "traditional" subject matter of sociology and
anthropology received attention.
During 1951 and 1952, it appears that what the Communists
considered to be the salvageable part of Chinese sociology and
anthropology was being isolated.

The Communists evidently defined

the "salvageable part" in terms of its direct application to work
on Chinese national minorities.

The Communist leadership was un¬

impressed with and probably antagonistic toward the perspective
which anthropological and sociological research could provide on
the Han Chinese rural population.

After all, the Communists no

doubt believed that they were far better attuned to the problems
and life of the countryside than a group of foreign-trained, urban
intellectuals.

In 1951 the Central Institute of National Minorities

was established.

However, there is little indication that the

anthropologist's role in teaching and research at the Institute was
very significant.

According to one foreign observer, some anthro¬

pological instruction did take place at the Institute (see Gjessing
1956:59-60), but it was not until 1956 (Hundred Flowers Campaign)
when interest in the national minorities coincided with a period of
political liberalization that anthropological instruction and
research became very important.
The liberal period of the Hundred Flowers was also signi¬
ficant because of the re-emergence of social research among the Han
peasant population.

Compared to the rather "freewheeling" research

among Han Chinese peasants (e.g., Fei's restudy of Kaihsienkung,
Li's criticism of cooperativization, Chen Ta's discussion of the
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population problem), the research among the minorities remained
much closer to the socialist idea of what anthropology, or more
properly ethnography, should be.

The minority work was largely

historical and linguistic, and most of the research into the living
cultures of these people focused on economic concerns.

In fact,

it is likely that much of this research would fail to qualify as
"anthropology" in the eyes of many American and European anthro¬
pologists.
In 1957 when the anti-rightist campaign began, the social
research conducted among the Han peasant population was severely
attacked.

Those sociologists and anthropologists who had conducted

this research or called for a re-emergence of anthropology and
sociology were also criticized.

However, the minority research

continued, with minimal criticism, throughout the anti-rightist
movement and after 1957.

It appears that after the mid-1950's,

social research in China was to be continued only in so far as it
had direct practical applications or added to the "enrichment" of
Marxism-Leninism.

To the Communists, anthropology and sociology

were heretical, misinformed, pseudo-sciences "in the pay" of the
bourgeois class; to the Chinese Communists they were all of these
things and furthermore they were ridiculously impractical.

Socio¬

logy and anthropology were the creations and the preserve of the
affluent capitalist nations, they had no place in the socialist
framework.
During 1958 and 1959, China was making plans for a great
economic advance, and the people of China were asked to participate
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in a "Great Leap Forward."

"Experts" were sent to the factory or

to the countryside to help in this economic development, and the
people were encouraged to feel confidence in their own ability to
achieve significant economic and technological feats without re¬
course to expert knowledge.

Minority research continued during

this period (see SCMP 1813:5. NONA 11 July 1958; Soviet Ethno¬
graphy 1962).

The researchers were told that a "firm proletarian

stand" was necessary (SCMP 1804:20. NONA 24 June 1958). and the
researchers made pledges that they were "determined to work under
the leadership of local Party committees, to have food, shelter
and labor together with the laboring people of national minorities"
(SCMP 1932:5, NCNA 9 Aug 1958).

In 1958 the primary role of the

Nationalities Institute as centers of political training for cadres
was reaffirmed (SCMP 1936:1, Kuang Ming Jih Pao 17 Dec 1958).

In

the same year the press carried articles reporting that personnel
from the Institutes of Philosophy and Social Science of the Chinese
Academy of Sciences had left their urban offices and moved to the
factories and rural villages.

At their new locations they under¬

took physical labor and began a remolding of their ideological
stand (SCMP 1830:1, NCNA 26 July 1958).
During the aftermath of the Hundred Flowers Campaign, the
Communists had finally succeeded in expunging "bourgeois sociology"
from the Chinese intellectual scene.

However, the Minority Insti¬

tutes continued to operate and the ethnographical research teams
continued to do their investigations in the border areas of China.
Today anthropology in the People's Republic is defined by its
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interest in non-Han populations, in historical questions, and in
practical and immediate applications of ethnographic information.
For the Chinese Communists, anthropology has finally been placed
"in the service of the masses."
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FOOTNOTES

Chapter One
1. The argument states that political history in Communist China
moves in a regularized fashion from one period to another until a
cycle is completed. The cycle then begins over again.
2. In traditional and communist China archaeology and physical
anthropology have been separated from social anthropology and
sociology. On the whole, archaeology and physical anthropology
in China have fared better than anthropology and sociology.
There appears to be much less political intervention in the
research and teaching affairs of archaeology and physical anthropology.
The Chinese people and government are enormously proud of their
rich and long history, and certainly a strong element of nationalism
and cultural pride account in large part for the status and "untouchable”
position of archaeology and physical anthropology.
3. During the Hundred Flowers Campaign (liberalization) individuals
publically pointed out, for example, that teachers were not given
enough time for research, too many students were subjected to rote
learning, not all the "fruits" of copertivization had been bene¬
ficial ones, and excesses had occurred in the campaign against
counter revolutionaries. The material from the re-entrenchment
period (anti-rightist campaign) of 1957, for example, provided in¬
sights as to the kinds of activities and thinking which was most
sensitive to the Communist leadership. Stabilization provides
information on the "ideal" plans and activities of programs in¬
stituted by the government.
4. SCMP, ECMM, and CB are selections from the Chinese press chosen
and translated by a division of the United States Concul in Hong
Kong. JPRS is also a translation service within the United States
Government and it is situated in Washington D.C. The Union
Research Service is an independent institution situated in Hong
Kong which publishes translations of the Chinese press and scholarly
monographs on Communist China.
Chapter Two
1. The New Cultural Movement of 1919 was a period in China's
intellectual history which saw an awakening in interest in
the problems and realities of modem China (for more discussion
see Chow 1960:171ff).
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2. The Chinese anthropologist and sociologist has tended to use
similar methods in their research. For example, anthropologists
like Fei Hsiao-t'ung have not hesitated to use such tradtionally
sociological techniques (at least in the West) as the questionalre,
survey, and research team approach. While sociologists have, on
the other hand, utilized participant observation and field obser¬
vation (e.g., living among their subjects for extended periods of
time ) •
3. The Academica. Sinica, later to became the Academy of Sciences,
was established by the Nationalist government as an institutional
device for bringing Chinese scientists trained abroad together in
centralized locations where costly and scarce equipment could be
concentrated.
U. According to Fried, " the distinguishing mark of the community
study is usually said to be its self-conscious concern with the
integrated institutional pattern operating within a clearly specified
locality...the community study places its major emphasis on the
totality of elments and their interconnections” (Fried 195U*17).
5. The "United Front” campaign usually refers to the combined
effort of Communists, Kuomintang, and others to fight the Japanese
during World War II. It is also used, especially after the war, to
refer to non-Communists who worked with the Party.
Chapter Three
1. As soon as the Chinese Communists had set up their government
in Peking they set about importing Soviet ideas and personnel to
aid in establishing their new society. Soviet influence was
particularly strong in educational planning.
2. Vogel reports* ”the term cadres...is used by the Chinese
Communists to indicate a state official in any branch of their
organizations. A cadre need not be a Communist Party member"
(1969*35).
3* Here I am referring to those people who had received training
in anthropology and who had at one time or another been involved
in research with China's minority population. This would include,
for example, Lin Yueh-hwa, Li An-che, Fei Hsiao-t'ung, Wu Wen-tsao.
They had experience with minority research and they were also
in possession of training that would aid in working among the
minority populations.
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Chapter Five
1. Jack M. Potter in his book Capitalism and the Chinese Peasant (1968)
has questioned Fei's arguement concerning the disruptive and harmful
effects of the treaty ports on the Chinese economy. Potter points
out that the incursion of Western capitalisa may have in fact
stimulated the economy.
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