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“You must tell the world what is happening.
Otherwise all this counts for nothing.”
STUDENT IN TIANANMEN SQUARE,
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PREFACE

This book was written by three people whose ages and back-
grounds differ, but whose fates have been similar in the past
ten years or so. We all joined the Communist Party of
China—one of us during the anti-Japanese War (1937-194s5),
one during the War of Liberation (1945—1949), one after the
founding of the People’s Republic of China in 1949. We were
all dismissed from the Party at different times and in different
fashions.

Only one of us, Xu Gang, participated directly in the 1989
Democracy movement in Beijing. He did not leave Tiananmen
Square until the massacre on June 4. But we have all been deeply
involved in various ways in analyzing the enormous changes
that have swept China in the last decade; and this book draws
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PREFACE

deeply on our observations of China, from different angles,
over the past few decades. Our analysis of China was, and
remains, interwoven with our efforts to change our country. In
the future, we hope to continue to do our part in ending this
current chapter of China’s history as soon as possible.

In the speeches that I made in some universities on the West
Coast of the United States in the spring of 1988, I said that
unexpected events could take place in China at any time, and
that China could well become the center of world attention,
because 1989 marked the fortieth anniversary of the founding
of the PRC, as well as the seventieth anniversary of the May
Fourth movement for democracy. The crises and hopes of
China would, I said, show themselves on these occasions.
China is a country that produces miracles. In 1949 the army,
led by the Communist Party, defeated the soldiers of the
Kuomintang, who were much better equipped and more nu-
merous than the soldiers of the Party, and won political power.
At present, the Chinese on the mainland, in Taiwan and Hong
Kong, and all over the world are endeavoring to create another
miracle. The three million soldiers now under the Communist
Party will ultimately be immobilized without attack by any
armed forces. I have said that the nature of what has happened
in China is disintegration—disintegration of the old social
structure, the old political system, the old social relations, and
the old ideology. This process is not yet complete, but the
events of June 1989 greatly accelerated the process.

The first part of the book was written by Xu Gang and myself,
the second part by Ruan Ming, and the third part by myself.
Liu Binyan
August 25, 1989



A GUIDE TO PEOPLE,
INSTITUTIONS,
AND EVENTS

PEOPLE

The Gang of the Old
The Gang of the Old is a group of Party stalwarts, not all of
whom hold official positions in the national government:

Deng Xiaoping (b. 1904). Paramount leader of China and
chairman of the Central Military Commission.

Bo Yibo (b. 1909). A vice-chairman of the Party’s Central
Advisory Commission, a former Politburo member and
vice-premier.

Chen Yun (b. 1905). A Communist Party member since
1925 specializing in financial and economic work. Chair-
man, Central Advisory Commission.

xi



A GUIDE TO PEOPLE, INSTITUTIONS, AND EVENTS

Li Xiannian (b. 1905s). A former Politburo member, finance
minister, vice-premier during the Cultural Revolution
and president of China, now chairman of the Chinese
People’s Political Consultative Conference.

Peng Zhen (b. 1902). A former Politburo member and
mayor of Beijing; former chairman of the National Peo-
ple’s Congress.

Song Rengiong (b. 1909). Vice-chairman of CCP Central
Advisory Committee.

Wang Zhen (b. 1909). A veteran army general and conserv-
ative stalwart. Vice-premier during the Cultural Revolu-
tion and now vice-president of China.

Yang Shangkun (b. 1907). President of the People’s Repub-
lic and vice-chairman of the Central Military Com-
mission. A former director of the Central Office of the
Party.

Standing Committee of Politburo as of April 15, 1989

Hu Qili (b. 1929). In charge of propaganda and ideology
before martial law was declared.

Li Peng (b. 1928). Prime minister.

Qiao Shi (b. 1924). Vice-premier, in charge of the nation’s
public security.

Yao Yilin (b. 1917). Vice-premier; specializes in economics.

Zhao Ziyang (b. 1919). Communist Party general secretary.

Standing Committee of Politburo as of October 1, 1989
Jiang Zemin (b. 1926). Communist Party general secretary.
Li Peng. Prime minister.

Li Ruihuan (b. 1934). Mayor of Tianjin. In charge of propa-
ganda and ideology.

xii
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Qiao Shi (b. 1924). Vice-premier; in charge of the nation’s
public security.
Yao Yilin. Vice-premier.

Beijing Municipal Officials
Chen Xitong (b. 1930). Mayor of Beijing.
Li Ximing (b. 1926). Communist Party secretary of the
Beijing Municipal Committee.

INSTITUTIONS

The Communist Party

The Communist Party (CCP) exercises the paramount lead-
ership role in the government, the military, and all mass
organizations.

The National Party Congress is theoretically the most power-
ful organ of the CCP. Convened every five years, it
elects a Central Committee.

The Central Committee functions as the highest organ of
Party authority between congresses. It elects the Polithuro;
when the Central Committee is not in session, the Polit-
buro and its Standing Committee exercise its power and
functions.

The Government
The State Council, headed by the premier, is the largest
administrative organ of the Central Government. The
premier is nominated by the CCP and approved by the
National People’s Congress.
The National People’s Congress (NPC) is elected every five
years and theoretically has the power to appoint and
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remove the premier and other members of the State
Council. It also approves the national economic plans and
the national budget.

The Standing Committee of the NPC is elected by the NPC
and functions as a full time organ of the NPC, interpret-
ing laws and enacting decrees.

EVENTS
1919
May 4: Students demonstrations begin May Fourth move-
ment.
1949

October 1: Founding of the People’s Republic of China.

1956
Mao Zedong declares, “Let a hundred flowers blossom.”

1957

February: Mao calls upon intellectuals to criticize the Chi-
nese Communist Party.

May: Mao calls upon the intellectuals to help the Party’s
rectification campaign.

June: Antirightist campaign begins, attacking those who had
taken part in the Hundred Flowers movement, and those
who had criticized the CCP too outspokenly.

1958
The Great Leap Forward.
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1959-61
The “three bad years” of economic crisis in the wake of the
Great Leap Forward. More than 30 million people die of
starvation.

1966
The Cultural Revolution begins.

1971
Lin Biao dies.

1973
August 24-28: At the Tenth Party Congress of the Chinese
Communist Party, Deng Xiaoping is reelected to the
Central Committee after six years of political exile.

1976

January 8: Premier Zhou Enlai dies.

Febryary 3: Hua Guofeng, the minister of public security,
is appointed acting premier.

April 5: Spontaneous demonstrations in memory of Zhou
Enlai in Tiananmen Square are suppressed by the Gang
of Four, violently.

April 7. The incident in Tiananmen Square is labeled a
“counterrevolutionary political incident.” Deng Xiaop-
ing is attacked as the instigator of the movement and
stripped of all his posts.

September 9: Chairman Mao dies.

October 6: The Gang of Four, including Mao’s wife, is
arrested. The Cultural Revolution is declared to be at an
end.
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1977
July 16—21: The Central Committee appoints Hua Guofeng
to be Party chairman and premier, while Deng Xiaoping
is restored to his posts.

1978

November 19: The first big-character posters appear at Xidan
intersection of Beijing—marking the beginning of the
Democracy Wall movement.

December 18—z22: At the Third Plenary Session of the Central
Committee of the Eleventh People’s Congress, Deng
consolidates his power and announces a new era of eco-
nomic development.

1979

January 1: US-China normalization takes effect.

January 3: Hu Yaobang is named general secretary of the
Communist Party.

January 28: Deng arrives in the United States on a nine-day
visit.

February 17: China launches an attack against Vietnam.

March 29: Wei Jingsheng, editor of a dissent magazine and
author of the article The Fifth Modernization: Democracy,
is arrested and denounced as a counterrevolutionary.

March 30: Deng announces that China will modernize
within a commitment to the Four Cardinal Principles:
socialism, the dictatorship of the proletariat, Party leader-
ship, and Marxism~Leninism—Mao Zedong Thought.

1980
September 7: Hua Guofeng is removed as premier and Zhao
Ziyang is named to succeed him.

xvi
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1981
April: The first campaign against “bourgeois liberalization”
criticizing the liberalization in literature and arts.
June 27—29: Hua Guofeng resigns as Party chairman and is
succeeded by Hu Yaobang.

1983
October: The start of the second campaign against “bour-
geois liberalization,” also known as the campaign against

T . . ”»
spiritual contamination.

1985

January 1: The publication of Deng Xiaoping’s speech ad-
vocating an open-door policy for China.

September 18: The students of Beijing University rally to
commemorate the fifty-fourth anniversary of the Japa-
nese invasion of China. Following their lead, students in
several big cities demonstrate, much against the Party’s
will, to protest the Japanese economic invasion of China,
and the lack of political freedom.

1986

December 5: Demanding better living conditions, democ-
racy, and freedom of the press, students demonstrate at
the University of Science and Technology in Hefei,
Anhui province.

December 23: Students in Beijing demonstrate, calling for
freedom and democracy.

December 31: The Chinese government announces that there
is a plot to overthrow the government and places limits
on all demonstrations.

xvii
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1987

January 1: Over two thousand students demonstrate in Bei-
jing in defiance of the new regulations.

January 14, 19, and 24: Fang Lizhi, Wang Ruowang, and Liu
Binyan are expelled from the Communist Party and
accused of encouraging the student demonstrations. The
beginning of the third campaign against “bourgeois lib-
eralization.”

January 16: Hu Yaobang is removed as general secretary.
Zhao Ziyang is named acting general secretary.

November 11: Li Peng is named acting premier.

1988

March 25: The National People’s Congress confirms the
appointment of Li Peng. Yang Shangkun is elected presi-
dent of China and Wan Li is named head of the National
People’s Congress.

Summer: Unprecedented inflation begins.

September 15—21: The Politburo decides to postpone price
reform for at least two years.

September 26—30: The Central Committee supports Premier
Li Peng’s efforts to slow the pace of economic reform.

1989
April 15: Hu Yaobang dies.
April 16: Thousands of students pour into Tiananmen
Square to mourn Hu’s death.
April 21—22: Up to a hundred thousand people demonstrate
in Tiananmen Square, demanding freedom and democ-

racy.
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April 26: The People’s Daily publishes an editorial calling the
student demonstrators a “small bunch of troublemakers,”
labeling the movement a “counterrevolutionary rebel-
lion,” and hinting ominously of a government crack-
down.

May 13: Three thousand students begin a hunger strike in
Tiananmen Square.

May 15: Mikhail Gorbachev arrives in Beijing.

May 19: A million people take to the streets to support the
hunger strikers.

May zo0: Martial Law is officially declared by Li Peng “in
some parts of Beijing.”

June 4: Troops occupy Tiananmen Square.

June 23: The Central Committee meets to strip Zhao Ziyang
of his positions, he is replaced by Shanghai Mayor Jiang

Zemin.

xix
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Behind thick palace walls, a few old men who thought they
could decide China’s future were thinking and planning. The
old men scarcely knew or cared what the people outside were
thinking, worrying and complaining about. And nobody out-
side knew anything about what went on behind those red
walls. No wonder the Chinese themselves rarely know why
their lives are so hard, and so unpleasant.

Major events in China often take people by surprise. The
old men did not anticipate what was to happen this time. But
they were not the only ones; even the participants were sur-

prised by what happened.



‘““TELL THE WORLD”’

Two years earlier, at the end of 1986, students at the Chinese
University of Science and Technology in Hefei, Anhui Prov-
ince, had protested against the government’s ruling that their
election of representatives for the People’s Congress was null
and void. They took to the streets to demand protection of
their right to vote. Then college students from more than a
dozen cities, from Heilongjiang Province in the north to
Sichuan Province in the south, also took to the streets to
demand democracy.

This student movement, involving dozens of cities, shocked
Deng Xiaoping and his clique of old men. In a panic, they
hurried to wipe out the movement. According to their logic,
the only reason students would start a movement was that they
had too much freedom, not too little. The Gang of the Old
blamed Hu Yaobang, then general secretary of the Communist
Party, for they had long been convinced that Hu was an agent
of “bourgeois liberalization.” The problem seemed easy to
solve: they forced Hu to resign and ousted a few intellectuals,
elements of “liberalization,” from the Party—that’s all.

At the time, it seemed to work. The campuses became
quieter. Students seemed to have lost their spirit. They played
mah-jongg, danced, dated. Some even left school to enter
business. Party officials did not worry about the students.
Whatever they do, it’s all right, as long as they stay out of
politics, they thought. Other students buried themselves in
books, especially English books, trying to pass the necessary
examinations to go abroad.

In the eyes of Chinese outside the campuses, the students
were a failed generation. They had lost hope in China’s future.
They were disillusioned and would never go into the streets

to demonstrate. This view reinforced the common argument
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that China has no future. However, between 1987 and 1980,
the campuses began to make noise. In many universities, “sa-
lons” sprang up, as students discussed China’s problems. This
the Party did not welcome. Government agents quietly ob-
served, and made notes on the personalities, speeches, and
actions of student leaders, so that some day they could be dealt
with. A few incidents sent chills down official spines: for
instance, one student at Beijing University and one from the
Language Institute were killed by thugs. These were actually
criminal cases. Why then did students go on strike in response?
Why did they take to the streets? What were the deeper
political forces at work here? But these incidents too were
eventually smoothed over after some persuasion.

THE GATHERING STORM

There were times when political issues were raised directly. At
the beginning of 1988, a dazibao, a “big-character poster”
appeared at Beijing University. It raised three questions: What
did Li Peng achieve at the Ministry of Water and Power* and
on the State Education Commission? For what accomplish-
ments did Li Peng become premier of the State Council? If Li
Peng was qualified, what other Chinese was not?

Chinese students believed Li Peng was incompetent. As
chairman of the State Education Commission, Li Peng did
nothing when rising educational costs and the need to improve
the treatment of intellectuals became pressing issues, while the
Chinese education budget expenditure per capita fell to the
second lowest in the world. Now, this person was going to be

*The ministry in charge of dams, irrigating water, and hydroelectricity.
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premier of the State Council. How could the students help but
be furious?

This poster, like other posters that caused the government
worry, was torn down soon after it appeared on the wall. But
the officials carefully preserved the handwriting on the poster
so that they could trace the person who wrote it. No one knew
that this poster represented the wishes of so many people, or
knew how to dispel the feelings of discontent and resentment.
Typically, the government thought that suppressing expres-
sions of discontent would bring peace.

The year 1989 was an unusual year. There were three major
anniversaries: the two hundredth anniversary of the French
Revolution, the seventieth anniversary of the May Fourth
movement, and the fortieth anniversary of the founding of the
People’s Republic of China. The relationship among these
three anniversaries also stirred emotions. Why has China still
not achieved the ideals advocated by the French Revolution—
freedom, equality, and fraternity—goals announced by the
United Nations human-rights manifesto? In the seventy years
since the May Fourth movement, the Chinese have sacrificed
so much. Why then have the Chinese people not only failed
to achieve more democracy, but been subjected to autocratic
rule in the name of revolution? Democratic trends over the
world, especially those within the Soviet Union and in many
countries of Eastern Europe, were all prompting Chinese in-
tellectuals to take action.

In February 1989, Beijing witnessed an unusual incident.
Fang Lizhi wrote a letter to Deng Xiaoping, hoping that he
would follow the trend of respecting human rights and release
Wei Jingsheng, who had been arrested for demanding democ-
racy and had been in prison for ten years. Following Fang
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Lizhi’s letter, thirty-three intellectuals wrote an open letter to
the Central Committee and the State Council, asking them to
release Wei, who had been arrested for political crimes in 1979.
Among those who signed the letters were intellectuals who had
heretofore shown little interest in politics. Using the form of
an open letter demonstrated that these people no longer trusted
the Communist Party. They were publicizing their demands
to the whole world, and demanding something that was unac-
ceptable to Deng Xiaoping. Ten years earlier, Deng had al-
ready concluded: Once we capture Wei Jingsheng, we will
never release him! The open letter showed contempt for Deng
Xiaoping. When since 1949 have Chinese intellectuals been so
bold? So the government moved to dilute the influence of this
letter. Officials sought out each of the signers for “private
talks,” to try to change their attitudes. Just at this juncture, a
second open letter appeared. Forty-two scientists and social
scientists—all prominent and none typically concerned with
politics—signed. This was followed by a third open letter,
signed by young writers and scholars and making more exten-
sive demands for democracy.

This was in fact a very important signal. But it was not
perceived correctly. As in the past, the recipients took the
letters as a challenge to their authority, a demonstration of
hostility. They felt that “the fact that we did not arrest the
petitioners or pay attention to the letters was already lenient
enough.”

ONE PERSON’S DEATH

April 15, 1989, was an ordinary night. People were sitting in
front of their television sets. For Beijing residents, it was a
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half-hour of news. People all wanted to know what was
happening and what was going to happen.

Funeral music sounded. The Chinese had expected this
music. After the music, a portrait of Hu Yaobang appeared on
the screen in a black frame. Hu Yaobang was dead. On that
evening, Beijing was truly silent. People were silently angry:
Damn, they thought, the one who should not die has died.

The same evening, in the triangular plaza of Beijing Uni-
versity—a place where students exchanged opinions—poetry
and couplets mourning and commemorating Hu were posted.
The next day, students and teachers of Beijing University,
Qinghua University, Beijing Normal University, Beijing In-
stitute of Politics and Law, and the People’s University simul-
taneously changed the memorials for Hu Yaobang into sessions
criticizing corruption and bureaucracy in the Party. Qinghua
University was the first to demand that Li Peng resign. The
couplet presented by Beijing University said: “The one who
should not die, died. Those who should die live.” Overnight,
it spread throughout Beijing.

Around eight o’clock on April 17, Wang Dan, initiator of
the democratic group in Beijing University, made a speech
commemorating Hu Yaobang. After it, he was surrounded by
students. Zhang Boli, poet and student writer at Beijing Uni-
versity, made a proposal: Shall we demonstrate on the campus?
Amid a burst of enthusiasm, led by Wang Dan, about a
hundred students started off from the plaza and marched
around the Nameless Lake, shouting slogans commemorating
Hu Yaobang.

This group very quickly became an army of more than five
thousand. The campus had become too small to contain so
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many students. They decided to march to Tiananmen Square.
They did, shouting, “Down with bureaucracy!” “Long live
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democracy!” “Hu Yaobang will never die!” The sound first
woke the people living in Zhongguancun, the university resi-
dential area; then it woke people around the overpass* at
Fuxingmen. Going by way of Changan Avenue—the Avenue
of Eternal Peace—it finally reached the heart of Beijing—
Tiananmen Square, the Square at the Gate of Heavenly Peace.

The Democracy movement had begun.

April 18 dawned windless and sunny. The early light revealed
the demonstrators in Tiananmen Square. There were more
than a hundred thousand students from more than a dozen
universities and colleges, as well as other people who had
gathered in the half-mile-long square to make various demands
of the government:

1. Reevaluate Hu Yaobang’s achievements.

2. Reject the campaigns against “spiritual contamination”
and “bourgeois liberalization,” and rehabilitate Fang
Lizhi, Wang Ruowang, and Liu Binyan.

3. Reveal the true financial situation of Party and state
leaders, as well as that of their children.

4. Allow freedom of the press; lift censorship of newspapers.

A

. Increase funds for education; improve the treatment of
intellectuals.

o))

. Cancel Beijing’s ten regulations against demonstrations.

~

. Allow the public to know about the development of the
student movement.

*Central Beijing is surrounded by a ring road; the major avenues cross it on
overpasses and connect with it by ramps



‘““TELL THE WORLD”’

When the people of Beijing bicycled to work that morning
as usual, they were delighted to discover that students were on
the streets. They then passed information about the demonstra-
tion on to others.

There was hope for the dismissal of corrupt officials!

There was hope for structural reform!

There was hope for China!

People thought so and said so.

Beijing had a festive atmosphere. Residents gathered at a
few main intersections and stood on tiptoe to get a better view.
Even peddlers, usually very shrewd and businesslike, were
giving students whole cartons of sodas, saying, “What can the
students get out of this? They are only trying to speak for us!”
Somehow, the students had touched a nerve.

The students for their part were immensely buoyed by the
support of the people and by the fact that they had broken the
Municipal Committee’s ten regulations restricting demonstra-
tions. But from the outset, the students were rational, calm,
even discreet. In order to avoid conflict with the government
and the police, they always had their own guard lines, walking
with linked arms on either side of the main march. They
obeyed and sometimes even helped traffic police with traffic
control.

Meanwhile, in order to win sympathy from more Beijing
residents, the students also broadened the appeal of their slo-
gans. They posted slogans like “Stop politicians from engaging
in illegal trade!” and “Eliminate corruption!” in more obvious
places, further strengthening the connection with the people.
Wherever the parade went, residents shouted, “Long live the
students!” The students shouted, “Long live the people!”

This bond between students and residents characterized the

10
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movement from the very start. And once started, the move-
ment acquired its own dynamic.

On the morning of April 19, almost ten thousand students
marched to Xinhua Gate, the front gate of Zhongnanhai,
where the government leaders live. They were chased away by
the police. At ten o’clock in the evening, students once again
approached the gate and shouted: “Come out, Li Peng!”

Li Peng would not come out. The wall—with “Serve the
People” carved in huge characters—blocked the people’s view.

Early on the morning of April 20, five thousand students
gathered in front of the Xinhua Gate. Again and again they
shouted, asking the government officials to join them in a
dialogue. What they got instead were beatings by the police.
Several thousand military police used belts and heavy boots to
beat and kick the students. According to Zhang Boli, the
student poet, more than three thousand students were kicked
or beaten; many fell to the ground and then were beaten even
more. Wang Dan, standing on the back of a bicycle, organized
the retreat. But the five thousand who retreated to Tiananmen
Square had no way to escape. Only because the sun was rising
and the police brutality would have been exposed in daylight
were the students able to break out of the encirclement. It was
a blood-tainted dawn.

ANOTHER KIND OF MOURNING

On April 20, after the students were beaten in Tiananmen
Square, chey organized into small groups and went into the
streets to make speeches to the people. The main themes of
these speeches were: Why are we demonstrating? Why are we

11
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petitioning the government? Where is China going? Why is
corruption so hard to fight? The speakers also gave a detailed
account of how the beating took place.

A fundraising drive began to help care for the students who
had been injured and to feed the rest. Residents of Beijing
came to the students to deliver money. People came all the way
from the eastern suburbs to give money to students in Zhong-
guancun. Although plagued by price increases, Beijing resi-
dents still managed to take 10, 50, or 100 yuan from their
paychecks, and give it to the students. Once, when the students
refused to take one worker’s donation saying, “This is your
whole month’s pay!” the donor replied, with tears in his eyes,
“This is not money. This is our conscience!”

Hu Yaobang’s memorial ceremony was to be held in the
Great Hall of the People, on Tiananmen Square on April 22.
On the evening of April 21, Beijing TV announced a curfew
in Tiananmen Square and the area around Xinhua Gate from
eight to twelve on April 22. Fundraising and speeches were
forbidden.

Millions of angry people sat in front of their television sets.
Every Chinese knows that Deng Pufang, Deng Xiaoping’s son,
is the chairman of the Welfare Committee for the Handi-
capped, and has raised funds at home and abroad. If Deng
Pufang could raise funds, why not students? “Why do we need
a curfew for the memorial meeting in front of the Great Hall
of the People?” Following the example from Beijing Univer-
sity, students at more than a dozen universities and colleges
announced that they were on strike. While Beijing TV threat-
ened students and civilians, and people in Beijing were worried
that the students would suffer, the students themselves were
quietly gathering in Tiananmen Square. They intended to sit

12
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there through the whole night on April 21, and on the next
morning demand that public memorial ceremonies for Hu
Yaobang be permitted.

In the afternoon of April 21, a freshman at Beijing Normal
University, Wuer Kaixi, distributed a pamphlet announcing
the establishment of an interim student association. By nine
o’clock at night, more than forty thousand students and teach-
ers who had collected at Beijing Normal University had set
off for Tiananmen Square. Qinghua University students en-
tered the square first. The government, unprepared, had noth-
ing to say. By midnight, about two hundred thousand students
and teachers had gathered in the square. Led by Wang Dan,
Wuer Kaixi, Zhou Yongjun, and Zhang Boli, the students
were in effective control of the square. In order to prevent any
incidents that would give the government an excuse to crack
down, anyone who had no student ID card was denied entry
to the square. People sent food to the students. After midnight,
students inside the square settled down. In front of Tianan Gate
were armed police. The first all-night sit-in had begun.

April in Beijing is chilly. The two hundred thousand stu-
dents, sitting on the ground, sang the “Internationale” to fight
off the cold. “This is the last struggle—Unite to welcome
tomorrow!” they sang. In the still of the night, under the stars,
the square was like an open field. The students sat throughout
the night and saw the dawn of April 22.

Inside the Great Hall of the People, the official memorial
meeting for Hu Yaobang was being held. Yang Shangkun was
in charge of the meeting. Those who attended showed no
emotion. Deng Xiaoping attended.

And there was Li Peng. Did he hear the students shout,

13
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“Come out, Li Peng!”? Did those inside know that right at
this moment, two hundred thousand students were sitting in
Tiananmen Square? Yang Shangkun shouted, “Play the ‘Inter-
nationale’!”—instead of calling for the National Anthem, as
he should have. After the meeting was over, Li Peng followed
Deng as they left the hall. At the northern gate, they got into
their limousines and were carried away.

Meanwhile, five student representatives (later three) were
kneeling in front of the Great Hall of the People, handing in
their letter of appeal, asking Li Peng to meet the students. They
knelt for forty minutes. But the gate was closed, and Li Peng
was gone. Even the students’ request that the car carrying Hu
Yaobang’s body make one circuit of Tiananmen Square—
which is what usually happens—was denied. The government
was afraid of both the dead and the living.

About a million people stood in reverent silence along
cither side of Western Changan Avenue. These people, who
wanted a last look at Hu Yaobang, were weeping.

DENG XIAOPING—THE ARSONIST

Since the beginning of the student movement, the Beijing
Municipal Committee had been very busy. Various factions
within the Central Committee also sent secret agents to the
universities and to Tiananmen Square to collect intelligence.

Li Ximing, head of the Beijing Municipal Committee of the
Communist Party, and Chen Xitong, mayor of Beijing, re-
peatedly appealed to Party leaders, saying that if the Municipal
Committee was given the power, it would be able to handle
the movement. Power here meant military force. Li Ximing

and Chen Xitong would play an important role at this critical
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historical juncture. Peng Zhen, who had been mayor of Bei-
jing for a long time before the Cultural Revolution, was now
an important member of the Gang of the Old. Under his
influence, the Beijing Municipal Committee has been on the
side of the conservatives for the past ten years. Li Ximing and
Li Peng, the premier, had been students together in the Soviet
Union, and later had been coworkers in the Beijing Electric
Power Bureau. So they cooperated in suppressing the student
movement.

The Beijing Municipal Committee drafted a report that
contained a distorted and harshly critical account of the student
movement, and handed it to the Central Committee. On April
24, the Standing Committee of the Politburo met, and later
the entire Politburo. Zhao Ziyang, general secretary of the
Party, was absent; this was the second day of his visit to North
Korea. And it is worth noting that Bao Tong, political secre-
tary of the Standing Committee, was not allowed to attend the
meetings; he had always been considered a close follower of
Zhao Ziyang. This move indicated that Zhao was already
considered an outsider, to be treated with caution.

At the meetings, those present listened to the report of the
Beijing Municipal Committee, decided on a hard-line policy
against the student movement, and empowered the Municipal
Committee to carry it out. On April 25, on the basis of the
Beijing report, Yang Shangkun and Li Peng reported to Deng
about the student movement. Deng characterized it this way:
“It is a planned conspiracy, a political rebellion.” “We will not
have a moment’s rest if we do not stop it.” “We should try
to avoid bloodshed. It is hard to shed no blood at all. Don’t
be afraid of international public opinion.” For the first time,
Deng Xiaoping revealed his actual intent.
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One day later, on April 26, an editorial appeared in the People’s
Daily. The title was “Resolutely Oppose Rebellion.” It said:
“After the memorial meeting, a small handful of people with
evil intentions took advantage of people’s feelings for Hu
Yaobang, and created rumors to confuse people.” “They
openly violate the Constitution, and encourage opposition to
the Communist Party and the socialist system.” “This is a
planned conspiracy, a rebellion. Its essence is to negate the
Communist Party, and to negate the socialist system. This is
a major political struggle for the whole Party, and for people
of all nationalities in China.”

It repeated Deng Xiaoping’s words, and labeled the student
movement a “counterrevolutionary rebellion.” The editorial
was broadcast on the radio. People in Beijing were astounded:
How could the leadership be so unreasonable? One editorial
ignited a conflagration. People sighed, “The Communist Party
is forcing people to take to the streets again!”

On the morning of April 27, students at Beijing University
started a march and appealed for peace. They went with a deep
sense of foreboding. Many had already written their wills. The
professors swarmed at the gate, tears flowing down their faces,
pleading with the students not to take chances. Citizens
cheered the students and protected them from the police. For
the editorial smelled of gunpowder. And everyone knew that
the Communist Party was the group that had the guns.

Without access to mass media, the students had to pass on
information by word of mouth. On the morning of April 27,
only one sentence was being passed around: “Students are on
the streets, and the military are ready to take action!” People
came out of their houses and offices. All the major intersec-
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tions, such as Xidan, Liubukou, and Dongdan, were heavily
guarded. Row upon row of armed police and public-security
police stood shoulder to shoulder, their faces expressionless.

As the first part of the parade arrived at Liubukou, shouting,
“The People’s Liberation Army loves the people!” and pushing
the military police aside, the police were also pushing. Nobody
wanted to be the first to raise a hand. The police formation
was moving nervously, trying to break up the students and
then encircle them. The bystanders saw this very clearly. Tak-
ing advantage of the fact that they clearly outnumbered the
police, they broke up the police the same way. Then they
shrank the encirclements, leaving a passage for the students,
shouting, “Hurry, pass!” The police line was broken.

At that moment, there was only one slogan: “No use of
force! Chinese do not beat Chinese!” People’s eyes were fixed
on the hands of police. When one policeman started to wipe
the sweat off his forchead, a burst of shouted slogans frightened
him and he put down his hand. There were also hundreds of
cameras. Reporters who volunteered to work among the stu-
dents and people had just one mission: to record both the great
and the evil deeds in the book of history.

What cxcited the whole of China during the April 27
demonstration was the fact that there were two hundred thou-
sand students in the procession, and over a million workers,
intellectuals, and other civilians who made way for them,
hailed them, and gave them food and drink.

Before the beginning of the demonstration, some troops of
the Thirty-Eighth Army had already entered Beijing. They
saw that the students were peaceful and could not bring them-
selves to attack. The information circulating was that the
reason the highest authority could not order suppression was
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precisely because a million people supported the students. The
government had never expected this to happen; it had thought
the editorial and the show of force would make people submit.
But the government was mistaken; the Chinese people were
clearly fed up.

At seven in the evening of April 27, the demonstrators
gathered in Tiananmen Square and marched east. Passing under
the Jianguomen Overpass, they marched back toward the uni-
versities. The people lining the streets, who were applauding
them, refused to go home. They waited for the students at
every corner, and congratulated them on their victory, their
hands filled with gifts of food and drink.

Mecanwhile, on the Jianguomen Overpass, a troop trans-
port full of soldiers was stopped in the middle of the road,
blocked by the people. This was the first incident of block-
ing military vehicles. Even when the students had disap-
peared from view and night was falling, people still refused
to let the army vehicle go. “It will catch up with the stu-
dents!” they said.

At the same time, students in Shanghai, Wuhan, and Chang-
sha also took to the streets, in response to the Beijing students’
actions. Shanghai students carried huge banners reading: “RE-

"7 3

TURN THE WORLD ECONOMIC HERALD!” “RETURN QIN BENLI!”*

They passed Nanjing Road and gathered in front of the city

*The World Economic Herald is a liberal weekly journal published in Shanghai. It
had offended the antireform forces in the Party because it used bold language to
discuss major political and economic issues. During the antiliberalization movement
in 1987 it would have been closed down, had it not been for the protection of Zhao
Ziyang. In April 1089, Jiang Zemin, secretary of the Shanghai Municipal Commit-
tee, announced at a meeting to report Deng’s speech that “work groups” sent by
the committee would enter the Shanghai offices of the Herald to “rectify” it.
Editor-in-chief Qin Benli was suspended and examined. This move aroused long-
lasting protest and discontent among students and journalists throughout China.
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government building at Waitan. The cry for democracy and
freedom reverberated throughout China!

The demonstration of April 277 apparently shocked the govern-
ment, and the leaders felt they had to make some gesture of
reconciliation. On April 29, Yuan Mu, spokesman for the State
Council, was empowered by Li Peng to talk with forty-five
students from the sixteen colleges and universities in Beijing.
The student representatives were invited by the two govern-
ment-run student associations—the National Student Associa-
tion and the Beljing Student Association.

Was this a real dialogue? Before he entered the room, Wuer
Kaixi was told that he could represent only himself, not the
independent Interim Student Association of Beijing Colleges
and Universities, of which he was chairman. He immediately
refused to participate, and announced to the reporters: “This
is not the kind of dialogue Beijing students hoped for!”

In the meeting hall, He Dongchang, the chairman of the
State Education Commission, a notorious conservative whom
the students despised, sat on the dais, looking both condescend-
ing and authoritative. Yuan Mu announced that the govern-
ment would not enter into negotiations with the students. His
arrogant remarks irritated not only the students, but also the
people of Beijing. There were many microphones in front of
Yuan Mu; the students had only one. They were not given a
chance to speak even after they had raised their hands many
times.

Yuan Mu and He Dongchang also mentioned several times
that there were people “behind the students”—*“someone with
a long beard,” “people like Fang Lizhi.” Through these re-
marks, they revealed their real intent. What surprised the
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people in front of the television sets even more was that when
one student presented a magazine with a photograph of Zhao
Ziyang playing golf and asked about “a certain leader” playing
golf every week, Yuan Mu quickly accepted this question and
promised to “pass it on to relevant leaders.” Afterward, report-
ers learned that before this student entered the room, he was
given a magazine by someone who looked like a cadre and
who disappeared after he thrust this “weapon” into the stu-
dent’s hands.

To comfort the students, Yuan Mu passed on Li Peng’s
words, saying that what the People’s Daily editorial contained
about the attack on the Communist Party leadership and so-
cialist system was not aimed at students. Talking about free-
dom of the press, he said, as if the students were idiots, “In our
country, there is no censorship system for the media. Our
system is that the editors-in-chief of newspapers and magazines
have complete responsibility.” And, “The so-called censorship
of newspapers does not exist. Our media enjoy the freedom
described in the Constitution.”

Needless to say, the students were dissatisfied with this speech.
The Interim Student Association of Beijing Colleges and Uni-
versities did not recognize this dialogue as a real one, and asked
the Party and government leaders to conduct direct, equal, and
substantial dialogues with student “dialogue groups.” What
the students wanted was real dialogue. The government just
wanted to stall for time.

On May 2, the dialogue delegation from the Beijing uni-
versities and colleges, led by Wang Dan, handed in an appeal
and plan for the dialogues to the Standing Committee of the
People’s Congress and the Office of the State Council. On
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May 3, Yuan Mu held a press conference. He refused to accept
the students’ plan and repeated his earlier point, “Students can-
not talk with the government on an equal basis!” As the spokes-
man for and representative of the Li Peng government, Yuan
Mu played a key role in irritating the students and forcing
them to take to the streets again. The popular view of the
movement was, “It was all caused by the Communist Party.”

THE ROLE OF THE INTELLECTUALS

On May 4, 1919, Beijing University students and intellectuals
gathered in Tiananmen Square to protest the Beiyang warlord
government’s acquiescence in the Versailles Treaty and to
demonstrate in favor of more democratic rights for the peo-
ple—the beginning of the May Fourth movement. Seventy
years later, on this May 4, Beijing students again took to the
streets, but now it was from the Communist Party that they
were demanding more democratic rights. Ever since the Party
was established, it has considered itself the successor of the May
Fourth movement. But after forty years of this government,
the Chinese people have less democracy and freedom—and not
more.

A constant stream of people trickled into Tiananmen Square
on this morning. The two hundred thousand students who had
started from the east and the west entered the square to cheers.
They announced a May Fourth Manifesto demanding further
dialogue with the government. They also announced that they
would resume classes on May s.

For the first time, students saw another ally join their
ranks—the journalists. This student movement, like the one of
1986 and 1987, had demanded that the media report truthfully
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what was happening, without distortion or slander. And now
a new and striking banner read: “THE MEDIA MUST SPEAK THE
TRUTH. DO NOT FORCE US TO FABRICATE RUMORs!” Under the
banners marched more than five hundred editors and reporters
who, for the first time in forty years, decided on their own
to join the ranks of the demonstrators.

The greater significance of this event was that for the past
forty years the main method used by the Communist Party to
control people’s minds was to have the media create rumors,
fabricate falsehoods, and block real information. Journalists
themselves were among the most closely controlled and
severely persecuted groups. On this day, there were some old
editors and reporters in the ranks who had been labeled “right-
ists” during the antirightist movement in 1957 for writing
truthful reports about China or opposing false reports. They
lost the best years of their lives to persecution. Others were
persecuted during the Cultural Revolution.

The Communist Party’s suppression of free association and
the press exceeded that of the Beiyang warlords seventy years
ago. If people had not had freedom of the press then, New
Youth, a journal that spread ideas of democracy, would not
have been published; if people had not had freedom of assem-
bly and association, they would not have had the May Fourth
movement. At that time, many organizations of different sorts
appeared. Now, such organizations were illegal!

The main force in favor of freedom of the press consisted
of young and middle-aged editors and reporters. They had less
of 2 burden of tradition and a more rebellious spirit than the
older ones, who had been through more periods of political
persecution. In recent years, despite the many Party campaigns
to oppose “bourgeois liberalization,” many newspapers that
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had been closely controlled by the government had won more
freedom. This was due entirely to the efforts of their editors
and reporters, who had struggled to break through all kinds
of barriers. Now, a more serious struggle was going on in the
editorial departments of many newspapers and of the TV and
radio stations. Within days, even more barriers would be
broken. Among the demonstrators, many of the editors and
reporters were Party members; some were even senior mem-
bers. The fact that they went into the streets showed that they
had broken openly with the conservative forces represented by
Deng Xiaoping.

When people look back on the Democracy movement, one
question will cause debate: What role did the intellectuals play
in the movement? Did they do all they could? By the end of
April, intellectuals in Beijing already faced an inescapable
choice: to plunge into this movement or run away from it.
From the beginning, many people had sensed its danger. The
Communist Party would not let this movement pass lightly,
for it meant a great loss of Party authority, and its challenge
posed a threat to the Party’s very existence. People also realized
that whether this movement ended in victory or in failure, it
would be a major historical event.

Some say that after Hu Yaobang died, the first to respond
were not ordinary students, but students in the writing course
at Beijing University. The first wreath laid in front of the
Monument to the People’s Heroes was also sent by young
writers, editors, and reporters.

One of them, Zhang Boli, later became the main leader of
the students in Tiananmen Square, and is now high on the
Party’s wanted list. Zhang Boli was born into a farmer’s family
in Heilongjiang Province, at China’s northern tip—one of the
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country’s poorest provinces. He is only too familiar with
poverty and lack of power, with all the bureaucratic outrages
the people of that fertile land have suffered. He became a
reporter for a railway newspaper, and witnessed more of con-
servative local officials’ ignorance and abuse of power. He is
not only a reporter, but also a poet. People often think he is
younger than he actually is—Zhang is in his thirties.

Zheng Yi, author of the novel The Old Well, which was
later made into a movie, is ten years older than Zhang Boli.
He was “reeducated” by the farmers in the countryside of
Shanxi Province during the Cultural Revolution. He was one
of the most representative among that generation of “educated
youth.” He had experienced the entire process of the Cultural
Revolution at the lowest level and knew at first hand the
damage the Communist Party had done to the people. And he
refused to comply. Somewhere around the beginning of 1979,
when he published a novella entitled Maple, he had already
decided what he was going to do. That novella was the first
to expose the social evils of the Cultural Revolution; it de-
scribes a pair of lovers who blindly follow Mao Zedong, join
two different factions, and later become enemies.

In recent years, Zheng Yi has been writing a long novel set
in Guangxi Province, where the Cultural Revolution was the
most savage, and where the most people were killed. As soon
as the student movement started in Beijing, he plunged right
in. He lived and ate with the students, demonstrated with
them, and gave them some brotherly advice. He hates injustice.
He poured his hatred for the evil forces in China through the
past twenty years into the struggle against Deng and his clique.
During the forty days or more of demonstrations, he brought
his young wife to participate in all the activities, and never left

24



BEIJING’S UNFORGETTABLE SPRING

Tiananmen Square. People say that he has been arrested, and
all who know him are worried. For if he fell into the hands
of the conservatives, they would not let him off easily. China
would lose one of its brightest stars of literature, for Zheng
has both the talent and the passion to be a great writer.

Some people came to the movement by other routes. The
young scholar Liu Xiaobo was not very interested in politics;
in fact, he despised and hated politics. After Hu Yaobang
died, Liu published an article in the China News Daily, a
Chinese-language New York newspaper, in which he said he
did not think much of the student movement. His opinions
were unusual: For instance, he thought Hu Yaobang was
only the leader of the Party, and that we should not honor
him so. Instead, we should honor Wei Jingsheng, who had
been imprisoned by the Communist Party ten years earlier
for fighting in the Democracy movement. Nonetheless, Liu
Xiaobo eventually decided to participate in the movement.
At first he had intended to stay in the United States; he
believed that he could influence the student movement from
there. But two days prior to the massacre, he and three other
intellectuals announced a fast in Tiananmen Square to protest
the savage attitude the Party had displayed toward the stu-
dents. Within two days he was arrested, interrogated, and
tortured.

All the writers, scholars, and journalists who were involved
in the movement participated in all its activities—demonstra-
tions, blocking of military vehicles, and providing support for
students in the square. Literary critics could be seen shouting
in streets and alleys, calling people to block army vehicles;
famous writers ran around in a sweat, buying urinals for
students. Scholars of the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences
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were also very active. Groups of people from many research
institutes came to join the movement. University professors
plunged in, also abandoning their usual discreet and retiring
behavior.

A major feature of this movement was that many intellectu-
als who used to be timid and apolitical got involved. Those
who had been involved became even more so.

The political scientist Yan Jiaqi is one of the many intellec-
tuals whose attitudes had changed in recent years as China’s
social crises intensified, and popular anger and frustration
grew. This modest and amiable middle-aged scholar was in the
government’s good graces a few years ago, when he published
such works as Ten-Year History of the Cultural Revolution and
On Heads of Governments and became director of the Research
Institute of Political Science. Since then, he has worked in the
Rescarch Institute for Reforming the Political System—Zhao
Ziyang’s brain trust. But during the 1987 anti-liberalization
movement, he was blacklisted. In 1988 he held that in the
future, China should adopt a federal system, which really
offended Deng Xiaoping. Deng wanted to hold him responsi-
ble and penalize him for that remark. During this Democracy
movement he at first demanded only democracy. But by the
middle of May, he had grown so frustrated by the government
that he suddenly advocated the slogan “Down with the auto-
crat!”—obviously aimed at Deng Xiaoping.

Like all Chinese, scholars of the Chinese Academy of Social
Sciences were surprised to see such a spring in Beijing. In
recent years, they had had some serious discussions in special-
ized fields. Some scholars had conducted detailed studies of
how to reform China’s economic and political system, and a
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few had even made concrete plans for reform. However, little
had been done to provide a general understanding of Chinese
society (especially at its lowest levels), and, based on that
study, to choose a course of development and change for
China. There was almost no attention paid to how the different
forces struggled within the Communist Party, and specifically,
how to treat the democratic forces within the Party. Thus the
movement lacked guidance in theory and in strategy. It never
rose from being a spontaneous reaction, to become a self-
determined force. Intellectuals should have played a bigger
part in that respect. We should not have expected them to play
the same role as the students.

Chinese scholars were all very busy. They had endless papers
to write, articles they had promised newspapers and journals.
There were endless seminars and symposiums to attend. They
also had to meet foreign guests, and visitors from Hong Kong
and Taiwan, as well as reporters. There were trips abroad to
give lectures each year. They had very little time to make
contact with people at the lowest level of society. They also
did not know or understand contemporary Chinese students.
Like most Chinese, they had not expected that a democracy
movement of such a scale would take place.

Writers occupy a higher position in Chinese hearts than in
Western countries. However, fewer and fewer Chinese writers
think they should use their writing to help the Chinese people
to reorganize society. One common view is that it would
destroy the artistic purity of their work and cause it to lose
the value of timelessness. Some writers were also growing
indifferent to popular sentiments and to the country’s fate. The
Chinese people therefore turned to nonfiction writers and
journalists, who lived up to their expectations.
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Within a week in mid-May, almost all the major Beijing
newspapers extricated themselves from forty years of control
by the Party and became “liberal” newspapers. Only when you
know the extreme attention the Chinese Communist Party
pays to the control of ideology do you begin to appreciate
how arduous this progress must have been, and how much
courage it required.

The student movement reached its climax between May 14
and 20. One student leader said that without those few days
of “liberal” newspapers, there would have been no such climax
for the movement. The Communist Party would not admit
that the student movement was patriotic and democratic—but
the Party newspaper admitted it. It can be imagined how much
encouragement the daily papers gave those who were fasting
in Tiananmen Square. Young reporters, male and female alike,
put their hearts inside Tiananmen Square. They did not come
only to collect information; they were laughing and crying
with the students. They shared everything with them—even
the risk of being killed.

THE NEW IMAGE OF CHINA

The government refused to accept the most basic of students’
demands: it refused to conduct a dialogue with students. Nor
would it change its “counterrevolutionary rebellion” label for
the movement. This infuriated both the students and the peo-
ple of Beijing—for it meant that the ultimate judgment on the
Democracy movement was totally negative, and unless that
was changed, there was no hope for any improvement in the
situation. Students had used all the methods available to

them—demonstrations, sit-ins, slogans, and handing in written
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appeals. But Zhongnanhai remained implacable. The only way
left was to fight to the death.

This created a tremendous contradiction: The cruel, despica-
ble government was not good enough to be the students’
opponent, much less worth their lives. Yet all the power and
several million troops were in the hands of the government.
The students therefore had to treat it as their opponent, and
hope it might change its attitude. And students had to use

nonviolent means.

At ten-thirty on May 13, in front of a building of Beijing
University, about two hundred students gathered. They read
the Pledge of Fasting issued under the name of the Fasting
Committee of Beijing University. It read: “I pledge that in
order to speed up the process of democratization of our coun-
try, for the prosperity of our motherland, I am willing to fast.
I will resolutely abide by the disciplines of fasting, and will
not cease until we reach our goals.”

At noon, when the group arrived at Beijing Normal Uni-
versity, the number of those fasting increased to more than
eight hundred. The twenty-one-year-old Wuer Kaixi, chair-
man of the Interim Student Association, led the group toward
Tiananmen Square. By four in the afternoon, more than two
thousand students who were fasting to appeal to the govern-
ment had arrived. They were wearing white headbands with
“FASTING” or “GIVE ME FREEDOM OR GIVE ME DEATH written
on them. At about five in the afternoon, a black flag rose on
the flagpole in front of the Monument of the People’s Heroes.
On it was written “FASTING.” At five-twenty, students read the
Fasting Pledge aloud together under the monument, officially
starting the fast.
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The students thought that if they persisted in fasting for at
most five days, the government would certainly make some
concession under the pressure of public opinion. All the stu-
dents had was the clothes they wore. They had nothing to
cover themselves with. During the day, the temperature in the
square was in the nineties. At night, it was chilly, especially
sitting on the cold cement.

From that day, the people of Beijing gave their hearts to
those in the square. Almost as soon as the fast began, volunteer
teams of nurses, together with doctors and nurses from the
Medical Institute, Peace Hospital, and Tongren Hospital came
to provide medical aid. From then on, they were in the square
with the students every day. At midnight, an old man using
a small pushcart brought water to the students, saying in tears,
“Anyway, you have to drink some water!”

At night, chilly winds blew across Tiananmen Square. Peo-
ple came on tricycles and in minibuses, bringing comforters,
overcoats, and blankets from their own homes and tenderly
covered the students.

What the students had not expected was that they could not
soften the hearts of the Gang of the Old. They had no unrea-
sonable demands. To show their sincerity, the students reduced
their demands to two: First, recant the April 26 editorial in the
People’s Daily and recognize the student movement as patri-
otic; second, conduct an equal dialogue as soon as possible.

They selected representatives to staff a headquarters, led
by Chai Ling, a graduate student from Beijing Normal Uni-
versity, her husband Feng Congde, and Li Lu, a student
from Nanjing University, as commander-in-chief and vice-
commanders. Members of the staff had clearly defined respon-
sibilities. From then on, Tiananmen Square became highly
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organized, and all important decisions had to be made demo-
cratically.

The student guard lines were preserving the safety of the
students inside the square. Those who did not have a student
ID were denied entry, without exception. They also formed
a “lifeline” at the east side of the square in front of the Museum
of Chinese History, to make a way for ambulances to pass
through. People on the guard lines were not fasting, but they
had to work around the clock. So people fainted from time
to time, and ambulances carried them away. Those in the
headquarters had to work while fasting,

By the third day of fasting, ambulances ran more frequently.
During the first and second days, students still experienced
stomach pains, but by the third day, they felt numb and dizzy,
and their bodies felt like they were floating. They needed to lie
still to rest, but the whole square was cluttered with garbage, the
air stank, and the shouting of slogans was deafening. Many
important people constantly came to visit them, so they had to
shake hands and talk. Li Lu, one of the commanders, who had
fainted several times in front of visitors, sat there thinking,
“You are not doing us a favor by coming to visit us.”

The government showed no sign of conceding. Chai Ling
and Li Lu could tolerate this no longer. They thought of
setting themselves afire simultaneously on May 1. In fact,
every person who participated in fasting later was worried that
the early fasters ran the risk of death. They all felt the same:
Why should you die for us? Let us all die together! Student
leaders and others felt responsible for the lives of the other
students. Seeing the lives of three thousand students in danger,
they naturally thought about sacrificing themselves. They even
prepared the gasoline.
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On May 16, headquarters was told that twelve students
from the Central Drama Institute had announced that if they
did not receive a clear answer from the government by three
in the afternoon, they would also stop taking water. They
were keeping their promise, lying inside the square. It was
suicide to stop drinking at this time. The leaders tried to
persuade them to drink. But they would not yield. Li Lu knelt
beside the twelve students, not knowing what to say, weeping.
He knew it would be of little use to say anything, but he still
had to try: “Please let us die first, for we are the leaders! The
only reason why I wanted to become the commander was to
have a chance to die before others. But we cannot die in vain!”

At this moment, the leaders heard that students from Nankai
University had also stopped drinking water. They taped their
mouths shut to show their determination, and put a towel on
top. Li Lu again knelt before them, begging them not to stop
drinking. Eventually they took off the towels and plaster.

On May 16, six hundred students were taken to the hospital;
on May 17, more than a thousand were taken. Every minute
another ambulance sped through the crowds across Changan
Avenue. Every siren tugged at people’s hearts. Almost all the
students who were taken to the hospital came back to the
square; Chai Ling and Li Lu had come back three times. One
of the student leaders, Wang Dan, returned to the square four
times, saying: “I have to seek out Li Peng. If T have to die, I
will die with him!”

The fasting brought popular anger toward the government to
a head. The first to move were teachers. On May 15, the
professors and staff of Beijing University carried a huge banner
on their way to the square: “The students love us; and we love
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the students. Students are fasting, and our hearts ache. The
government is coldhearted, and takes no notice. The lives of
three thousand students are hanging on a string. We call on
the whole world to protest against the government, and de-
mand that it return us our students, return our human rights!”
More than half a million intellectuals from the Chinese
Academy of Social Sciences, the Ministry of Culture, the
Writers' Association, various newspapers, Xinhua News
Agency, television stations, and various universities par-
ticipated in the demonstration. One foreign reporter estimated
that all the government ministries but one had members join-
ing this demonstration. More than a million city residents
cheered, with tears in their eyes. From May 16 on, people from
all walks of life were mobilized. Every day, over a million
people, through their demonstrations, supported the students’
fast, and accused the government of being heartless. As of May
17, the number of people demonstrating reached three million.
It would not be an exaggeration to say that every household
in Beijing was out in the street in support of the students.
Reporters and editors of the People’s Daily carried a banner
which read, “RESOLUTELY OPPOSE THE APRIL 26 EDITORIAL!”
Journalists from Xinhua News supported them, and entered
the square at three in the afternoon. The Central People’s
Broadcasting Station reporters carried a sign saying, “CPBS
NEWS: STUDENTS HAVE FASTED FOR THREE DAYS, FROM MAY I3
10 15.” Staff of the National Workers Union and workers of
the Capital Iron and Steel Company shouted, “Workers are
firm supporters of the students!” as they entered the square.
There were slogans like “The Rule of the Gang of the Old
Must Stop!” and “If the Premier Does Not Care, He Should
Not Be Premier.” People from Shaanxi, Guizhou, and

33



““TELL THE WORLD”’

Guangxi carried a sign saying, “SECONDARY SCHOOL TEACHERS
OF ELEVEN PROVINCES AND CITIES and shouted slogans like
“Supporting the Students.”

By now, Tiananmen Square was packed. Changan Avenue
was crowded with marchers in both directions. The Beijing
Municipal Committee took away all the traffic police, so that
there was no one to control the traffic. But it did not matter.
Students controlled the traffic. And millions of citizens showed
an amazing sense of discipline and self-control. During those
days, there was no theft, no fighting, no traffic accident. There
was perfect order.

Who were these young men and women in their twenties who
were controlling the center of the capital? Compared with
those who had engaged in the Democracy Wall protests in
1978 and 1979, these young people had not experienced so
much suffering, had not thought about politics as much, and
did not have as clear an idea of sacrificing themselves for the
country. They did not even approve of a nation or a commu-
nity demanding that its members sacrifice themselves for the
general welfare. They were the most selfish generation since
1949. They were cynical, contemptuous of all authority, had
no hope of nor good feeling toward the Communist Party.
They did not think China had a future; nor did they think they
had a responsibility for their country and society.
However, precisely because they valued their own feelings
and individuality so highly, they could, compared with previ-
ous generations, least tolerate the suppression of individuality,
the limits on freedom, and anything else against human nature
that was imposed by the tradition created by the Communist
Party. They grew up at a time when all traditions had lost their
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effect, so they never gave themselves up to the constraint of
any party or ideology. Unlike the young people of the 1950s
and 1960s, the students did not feel the need to be loyal to
anything, or to sacrifice themselves for some commonly ac-
cepted goals. But when they did make a free choice, they were
willing to sacrifice anything. One person the whole world
remembers—Wang Weilin, who stood in front of a whole
line of tanks—was one of them.

Those who had a relatively strong political sense among
these young people, such as Wang Dan, Shen Tong of Beijing
University, and Li Lu of Nanjing University, had for a long
time been preparing for China’s democratization. They had
organized various societies and groups, seminars and discus-
sions. In this way, they spread ideas of freedom among stu-
dents. More student leaders were created during the
movement, winning recognition by their courage, ability, and
personal charm. These included Wuer Kaixi, Chai Ling, and
many others. People were surprised to find that these few
student leaders had such extraordinary ability at organiza-
tion—they were able to organize the activities of several
hundred thousand people so well that the opposition to the
movement could find no excuse or pretext to use violence.
They gave people sufficient reasons for their actions, imbued
them with passion, and yet saw that they acted prudently.

THE EARTHQUAKE IN THE CORE:
MISSING THE PERFECT OPPORTUNITY?

The movement, which had lasted for a month, was just reach-
ing a climax. The struggle between the two forces within the
Party had been going on since the start of the student move-

35



‘““TELL THE WORLD"”’

ment, and now it reached the boiling point. A showdown was
imminent. Of course, everything was still kept secret. How-
ever, unlike other struggles, this time it was hard to cover
everything up completely. Several times, the conflict between
Zhao Ziyang, Deng Xiaoping, and Li Peng was nearly exposed
in front of everyone in China.

Two years before, the fall of Hu Yaobang as general
secretary of the Party had been sudden, and it shook China
deeply. Zhao Ziyang had played an important part in ousting
Hu Yaobang, but after only two years as general secretary,
Zhao was already finding that his position was not very stable.
The Gang of the Old in the Central Committee wanted to
blame the unprecedented inflation and growing economic cri-
sis of 1988 on Zhao.

In February and March of 1989, Li Xiannian of the Gang
of the Old suddenly became active. He openly expressed his
discontent with Deng’s decision to keep Zhao in his leadership
role. Later, it was said that other members of the Gang of the
Old helped persuade Deng to oust Zhao. Deng had already
agreed to strip Zhao of his position as general secretary. Dur-
ing the next conference of the Military Commission, Deng
now planned to strip Zhao of his position as first vice-chair-
man of the commission.

Zhao Ziyang resisted. The burgeoning student movement
in Beijing and throughout the country gave him the chance
to improve his position. He could not let it pass.

On Zhao's return from Korea on April 29, Li Peng met him
at the airport and said, “The students are very dissatisfied with
you.” He then related what the student representative had said
to Yuan Mu about a certain leader playing golf every week,
and that people said Zhao's eldest son Zhao Dajun engaged in
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illegal trade. Zhao at once wrote a letter to the Standing
Committee of the Politburo, saying that, according to custom-
ary law, if there is no one to make accusations, there can be
no prosecution for economic crime. “But an exception can be
made for my son. In the past, I intentionally did not let my
son be an official, in order to avoid charges of a illicit influence.
But I had not expected that he would have such problems
doing trade. I now propose to the Central Disciplinary Com-
mittee to open an investigation of my son’s economic prob-
lems, and treat him according to law. I hope that you publicize
it throughout the country.” Seeing this, Li Peng asked Zhao:
“By doing this, are you not trying to put pressure on the Old
Ones?”

In Party meetings, Zhao had said several times that he did
not believe the student movement was manipulated by a few
conspirators. Rather, they acted out of love for the country
and the hope of accelerating the pace of reform. He also told
Li Peng that the students wanted the government to admit that
the April 26 editorial was mistaken. But since the editorial had
been written to fit to Deng’s ideas, recanting would be awk-
ward. He offered to take full responsibility for having written
the editorial, and to accept the demands of the students, and
stop calling the movement a “counterrevolutionary rebellion.”
Li Peng did not agree. So Zhao made his ideas public.

On May 4, at a meeting of the board of the Asian Development
Bank, Zhao Ziyang said, “The basic slogans for the student
movement are ‘support the Communist Party,” ‘support social-
ism,” ‘support the constitution,” ‘speed up reform and democ-
racy,’ and ‘oppose corruption.” They demand that we correct
our mistakes and improve our work. To recognize our achieve-
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ments and correct our mistakes is exactly what our Party
advocates.” He thought the student demands were reasonable;
reform should be rational and orderly: “What is needed most of
all right now is to keep calm, rational. Use restraint and order to
solve problems through democracy and law.”

This became one of the “crimes” of Zhao Ziyang. Twenty
days later, Yang Shangkun, president of the country and vice-
chairman of the Standing Committee of the Military Commis-
sion, accused Zhao at an urgent enlarged meeting of the
Military Commission:

Why is the capital out of control? Why are there
demonstrations throughout the country? Students are
the ones that are demonstrating, but the root is within
the Party. That is to say, there are two voices within
the Politburo. Two different voices. In Li Xiannian’s
words, there are two headquarters. The clearest exam-
ple is the speech made at the meeting of the board of
directors of the Asian Development Bank. It is under-
standable to say that the student movement is patriotic.
But later it was said that we also had problems of
corruption, agreeing with the students, and that we
would solve these problems through democracy and
law. This way of speaking avoided the fundamental
issue of whether the April 26 editorial was correct or
not. It thus exposed the difference of opinion inside
the Standing Committee of the Central Committee to
the students, making them more determined. That is
why there are slogans like “Support Zhao Ziyang!”
and “Down with Deng Xiaoping!” and “Down with
Li Peng!”
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At the enlarged meeting of the Standing Committee of the
Politburo, Zhao Ziyang presented a six-point plan. He felt that
if the Party accepted it, the actions would reduce student
discontent, for their demands agreed with the Party’s goals.
First, investigate all the major companies run by children of
high-ranking officials, and publicize the results of such investi-
gations. Second, publicize the experience and accomplishments
that qualified the officials for their important positions. Third,
cancel special supplies for officials below the level of vice-
minister and under the age of seventy-five. Fourth, the Peo-
ple’s Congress should establish a supervisory committee to
consider accusations of criminal activities by the children of
high-ranking officials. Fifth, expand the freedom of the press
as soon as possible. Sixth, make the judicature independent, and
let all problems be solved in accordance with legal procedures.

Wan Li, head of the Standing Committee of the People’s
Congress, agreed with Zhao’s proposal. Li Peng said that it was
only Zhao’s personal opinion, and therefore it could not be
distributed to the lower levels as a resolution. Wan Li never-
theless distributed the proposal to the vice-chairmen and Party
members of the People’s Congress. When Li Peng heard of
this, he tried to stop Wan Li. Wan, furious, asked Li Peng:
“Who is in charge of whom? The government or the People’s
Congress?”

The reason Li Peng so boldly blocked Zhao was because
Deng and the Gang of the Old were on his side. Zhao, on the
other hand, had only an empty title as general secretary of the
Party.

What actually happened at the upper levels of the Commu-
nist Party between May 10 and May 20 may be learned by
future historians. But whatever happened, the struggle must
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have been intense. At least until May 17, certainly, Zhao had
not given up.

In the afternoon of May 16, Zhao Ziyang met with Mikhail
Gorbachev, general secretary of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union. Zhao said that the first plenary session of the
Thirteenth Central Committee had made an important deci-
sion in 1987—that on major issues the Politburo would let
Deng Xiaoping make the final decision, even though at his
own request, Deng had already left the Central Committee and
the Standing Committee of the Politburo. The whole country
was watching the conversation live on TV. It was no secret
that Deng had the supreme power inside the Party. But to
legalize it in a secret meeting of a plenary session of the Central
Committee was too much. People found Deng’s hypocrisy in
the charade of giving up power, and the other leaders’ compli-
ance with it, deplorable.

What amazed them even more was that Zhao dared to
mention the fact publicly to Gorbachev. Why did he reveal
this Party secret now? Had he sensed that he had no power to
deal with the student movement, and thought that by saying
this he would be forgiven by the people? Or was it because
he wanted to attribute all the confusion to Deng Xiaoping, get
the support of public opinion, and by so doing escape Deng'’s
tyranny? Most people believed the latter.

Meanwhile, Deng and members of the Gang of the Old
were reaching a secret a decision that would soon be made
official. Around May 20, they would label Zhao as the head
of the anti-Party clique, whose members included Hu Qili
(member of the Standing Committee of the Politburo), Qin
Jiwei (minister of National Defense), and Tian Jiyun (vice-
premier of the State Council). The fifth one being discussed
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was Hong Xuezhi (former head of the General Logistics De-
partment of the Military Commission). From this picture, it
is clear that Zhao had the support of at least two high military
officials who had substantial power.

By this time, seven high-ranking military officers had al-
ready expressed disagreement with the idea of suppressing the
student movement with force. Sources say that if the letter of
appeal by military officials had been circulated a few days more
before being made public, it would have gained the signature
of more than a hundred officials. Of the eight military divi-
sions, at least three were very reluctant in their support of
martial law and suppression of the students. The fast in Tianan-
men Square had already aroused unprecedented sympathy and
support from people all over China and from some officials in
the Central Committee. All the mass media in the capital sided
with the students. Even within some key departments, within
the Office of the Central Committee, and within the garrison
of the Central Committee there were conflicts, with a consid-
erable number of officials and soldiers on the side of the
students.

Many people hoped Zhao Ziyang would make a speech on
TV to tell the people what had actually happened since April,
and to give his opinion on how to deal with the present crisis.
If he did this, the center of power might shift to his side. The
Democracy movement might have won a complete victory.

But Zhao did not do this. His own personality and experi-
ence may have played a part at this historic moment. Since his
youth, Zhao had lived within the circle of the Communist
Party bureaucracy. Through the cruel struggles within the
Party, he had learned to protect himself by discretion, by
following all the rules, and by not giving others excuses to
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accuse him. Like a lot of other leaders, he had an excess of
steadiness but a deficit of boldness and courage. Hesitant to
take action, he missed a golden opportunity.

NATIONAL SHAME ON MAY 19

The unforgettable May 19: At four-fifty in the morning, Zhao
Ziyang came to Tiananmen Square to visit the fasting students.
He urged them to stop the fast, saying, “We have come too
late.” These words expressed his frustration. Since the begin-
ning of the student movement, Zhao had been seeking permis-
sion to visit the students. But Li Peng and Yang Shangkun had
accused Zhao of “splitting the Party,” which limited his free-
dom to act. Zhao continued, “You are still young. It was not
easy for your parents and the country to bring you up. You
should treasure your health. I am old. It doesn’t matter too
much. . . .” So saying, he burst into tears.

Listening to Zhao’s words and looking at his graying hair,
people sensed that he had lost most of his power. As he said
to Gorbachev, power was in the hands of Deng Xiaoping. In
the power struggle within the Party, Zhao was in the minority.
As to whether to negate the April 26 editorial and reevaluate
this movement as a patriotic movement, he said only that there
were complicated problems, and that he believed there would
be correct conclusions in the future. This was the clearest
possible hint of his true feelings.

Many people were worried that this would be Zhao
Ziyang’s farewell speech. Li Peng accompanied Zhao, somber
and silent, watching Zhao Ziyang.

After Zhao left the square, student leaders discussed the
situation with the demonstrators and conducted heated debates.
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Meanwhile, several mysterious figures in military uniform
appeared in the square. They sought out the student leaders and
reminded them that troops would soon enter the square. They
must get ready to remove the wounded and the sick, or the
consequences would be unimaginable.

At nine that night, the eighth day of fasting, the “Voice of
the Student Movement,” the temporary radio station broad-
casting from the square, announced that the fast was over and
the sit-in had begun.

This was the night when ambulances were the busiest.

The three thousand fasters were on the brink of collapse. In
every sense, there was not much time left. Medical personnel,
drivers, students, and civilians were extremely busy. The life-
line already extended from the Museum of Chinese History to
both sides of Changan Avenue. Guard lines were vigilant.
Within minutes of hearing the ambulance sirens, the lifeline
would be opened. Almost a hundred ambulances rushed by.

"’

People cried, “Save the children! Save China

At ten in the evening, the procession from Zhongnanhai
began. High-ranking officials of the Central Committee, the
Party, and the military did not dare use their imported cars;
they used Chinese-made cars instead. They were hurrying to
the auditorium of the General Logistics Department in the
southwest section of Beijing.

Li Peng announced to the assembled officials that Beijing
was witnessing a serious rebellion that must be stopped. Then
Yang Shangkun made a speech. He said that troops called in
from other parts of China were entering Beijing, and would
establish martial law. Teeth clenched, waving his hands in the
air, Li Peng obviously thought victory was certain.
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Shortly before midnight, official loudspeakers were an-
nouncing the meeting and speeches made by Li Peng and Yang
Shangkun. The news was broadcast six times every hour.
Every time it was broadcast, students shouted, “Down with Li

"’ (3

Peng!” “Oppose martial law!” These waves of shouting rose
from the hearts of thousands of people. How could the deni-

zens of Zhongnanhai stop them?

The editors and reporters in the official propaganda machinery
once again supported the people. They were shouting to each
other, “Let’s go to Tiananmen Square!” “Let’s protect the
students!” More and more people gathered in the square.
Students, workers, and residents once again organized lines to
surround the square and extend to Changan Avenue. These
lines, made of flesh and blood, would be fighting to the death
with bullets made of steel. Within the square, the students
were reducing their area for better defense. People from many
universities were entering the square to support them. Resi-
dents stood with the students and guarded various major en-
tries to the square. They showed no signs of fear.

At the Hujialou intersection, several miles to the northeast,
people were irritated by Li Peng’s speech. They began to go
out to the streets, and some young people started for Tianan-
men Square on their bicycles.

“Is this true?” people were asking.

A canvas-covered truck was approaching. It was not a bus,
or a cargo truck. If you took a closer look, you could see that
it was full of soldiers. Three old ladies lay down on the street
and shouted, “Run over me!”

The truck squealed to a stop. The soldiers were astonished.
They were under orders to suppress the counterrevolutionary
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rebellion; they thought they would be welcomed by the peo-
ple, and they never expected this reaction.

An engineer of a certain research institute had been an
“expert” all his life, and was not interested in politics. To use
his own words, he was using silence to protect his conscience.
He was silent and sighing at the beginning of the student
movement. But when he saw Yuan Mu with the students on
TV, he shouted angrily, pointing at Yuan Mu, “Are you a
fucking human being?” It was the first time he had cursed in
his entire fifty-cight years. After that outburst he became silent
again, and went to work as usual. He also ate dinner as usual,
and asked his two sons to finish eating quickly. Then they went
downstairs, carried bricks, stones, and cement blocks for bar-
ricades and pushed buses over to block traffic. Then he sat
down by the roadside and smoked.

It was like this every day for two weeks.

In a province, a noted poet had already passed the age of
sixty. After hearing martial law announced by Li Peng, he
came all the way to Tiananmen Square and stood by the
Golden River Bridges in front of Tianan Gate, weeping. He
said that he wanted to embrace all the children and give his
heart to them, that he wanted to write a poem with only one
sentence—"1 see China’s hope!” At night, he slept with the
students. One of them gave him two old newspapers to lay on
the ground, and a brick as a pillow. He said he was so glad
to be able to spend the night with the students. He also hoped
there would be a tank coming over, so that he could fight it
with his body. “Aside from this bunch of old bones,” he said,
“I have only my conscience.”

On the second day, the students respectfully calling him
teacher, sent him out of the square with tears. He stayed in a
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friend’s house, right at an intersection where the army trucks
passed. So every night he came out to block the trucks, then
smoked a cigarette, his mind at ease.

In an epoch-making act, all the people came out to block
the army vehicles. The 300,000 soldiers were blocked by the
people with their bodies and their sense of justice.

An old man at Shijingshan said to the soldiers: “Forty years
ago, we welcomed the soldiers of the People’s Liberation
Army; now forty years later, you come here to suppress the
students, and this we will not allow!”

Beginning on May 15 and ending on May 19, there were five
days of freedom of the press. The press provided objective
reporting of the Democracy movement. Students and citizens
invited the soldiers to read the papers. But the soldiers said they
were not allowed to read the newspapers, watch the news on
TV, or listen to the radio. All they knew was that they were
going to perform a military task to safeguard the Party Central
Committee. They had no idea of what was happening in
Beijing. When the people told them what had been happening
in Tiananmen Square, even the soldiers cried.

Everyone blocked military vehicles; even thieves took part.
On May 24, there was an announcement at Xidan Market
saying that thieves would go on strike for ten days and concen-
trate on blocking military vehicles.

The intersection of Sanhuan Road and Tuanjichu in the
northeast part of the city was another major point for blocking
military vehicles. About a dozen young people who admitted
that they were thieves worked hard to set up roadblocks. At
night, they told the residents to rest, saying they would shout
if there was anything new. An old man said, “Good. Go on
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like this. Learn from the college students. Don’t be ashamed
to correct your past mistakes.” “Rest easy,” the thieves replied.
“If we ever steal again, it will be in Li Peng’s house!” They
won loud applause.

More than three hundred motorcycles belonging to Bei-
jing’s private entrepreneurs were used to form a “flying-tiger
team.” They ran along Changan Avenue to pass information
about the troops to the student headquarters. Whenever and
wherever they went, they were greeted with warm applause
and cheers. Pedicab drivers also formed a group to rescue the
wounded.

Five helicopters hovered above Tiananmen Square. Then
there were three. It was said that they had just been brought
in to deal with students and citizens. In order to distract the
helicopters, kites were flown and balloons were sent into the
sky. Students of the Aviation Institute also made simple model
airplanes. All flew into the sky, so that the helicopters did not
dare come down. They dropped leaflets and went away.

Some of the leaflets fell on the Great Hall of the People.
Some fell into Zhongnanhai. And some packs never opened
and dropped right on the roof of the Chairman Mao Memorial
Hall with a big thump, frightening the workers inside the hall.
It was discovered later that this package, which should have
contained Li Peng’s speech, instead held dozens of copies of an
announcement and the open letter by the seven sympathetic
generals. Li Peng and his troops were very upset, claiming that
they would look into this “major case.”

All the efforts of the government were in vain. Demonstra-
tions took place in Shanghai, Guangzhou, Shenzhen, and
Chongqing. Even with a warning of a Force 8 hurricane,
people in Hong Kong and Macao came out into the streets in
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the pouring rain and shouted, “Down with Li Peng!” “Oppose
martial law!” Troops in Beijing began to retreat.

At the end of May, demonstrations supporting martial law,
organized and approved by the Municipal Committee in Bei-
jing, appeared in the suburbs of the city. Farmers shouted,
“Down with Fang Lizhi!” Some reporters asked them, “Who
is Fang Lizhi?” The answer came promptly: “I don’t know. I
am paid to shout.” It turned out that every demonstrator had
been given 10 yuan and one straw hat for going into the street
and shouting.

THOUGHTS AT THE SCENE

Toward the end of May, the Democracy movement in Beijing
was ebbing. The students were exhausted. Nobody could see
how the problems could be solved. The number of people in
Tiananmen Square dwindled.

But this did not affect the optimism of the people in Beijing.
From the middle of April, Beijing had been enveloped in a
special atmosphere. After martial law was declared, many Chi-
nese who were abroad were worried. They called Beijing.
What they heard was laughter. Someone let the other side
listen through the receiver: “Listen, this is the sound of heli-
copters!” “This is the sound of people shouting in Tiananmen
Square.”

They had reason to be optimistic: Hundreds of thousands of
soldiers had been stopped outside Beijing by ordinary people.
Martial law was totally ineffective. How could Li Peng go on
being premier? People guessed that Deng Xiaoping would
surely get rid of Li Peng—and that this would take place

48



BEIJING'S UNFORGETTABLE SPRING

within a few days. But what happened was the reverse: Deng
got rid of Zhao Ziyang.

This did not create too much of a stir among the students.
Students did not place too much hope in Zhao Ziyang. They
did not like Zhao, nor did they want to associate their move-
ment with Zhao’s power struggle within the Party.

Is it possible that if the students had stopped the fast it would
have been helpful to Zhao Ziyang and strengthened his posi-
tion in his struggle with Deng Xiaoping and Li Peng? Perhaps.
But that was not what the student leaders wanted to do. They
did not want the student movement to have anything to do
with the struggles within the Party.

But was the struggle between Zhao on the one hand and
Deng and Li on the other only a power struggle? If so, then
the struggle between Hu Yaobang and Deng Xiaoping should
also be called a power struggle. But their commemoration of
Hu Yaobang a month ago had not been insincere. In May 1989,
Zhao Ziyang at least objectively represented the democratic
forces of the Chinese people and the Party, even though only
partially and only temporarily.

As a matter of fact, even among the students, most people
did not approve of continuing the fast. On May 14, Wuer
Kaixi and Shen Tong went to talk with the representatives of
the Department of the United Front,* and its director, Yan
Mingfu. He told them “If you must divide the Central Com-
mittee into factions, then your action is not helpful to the
pro-reform faction. Zhao Ziyang’s intentions would be very

*The United Front is the alliance of all parties united against the common enemy;
this department of the Central Committee is in charge of liaison with non-Party
intellectuals and overscas Chinese.
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hard to realize.” The student leaders were ready to end the fast,
as long as the other side admitted that the movement was not
a “counterrevolutionary rebellion.” They would advise stu-
dents to return to their schools and to continue to struggle to
build a democratic way of life. But unfortunately the negotia-
tion failed. The more than thirty student representatives all
wept, fecling that they had not performed their task well.

However, since Gorbachev was in Beijing, and in order not
to let the government lose face, they decided to move the
students in the square to the east side, leaving a space in front
of the Great Hall of the People for the welcoming ceremony.
They also said that this was the first concession, and the last.
Even so, they were not understood by the other students, and
were called traitors.

There was an interesting interlude on May 14. Dai Qing,
a woman writer, and cleven famous intellectuals came to
Tiananmen Square. Dai Qing spoke to the students and asked
them to stop fasting. But the students sensed that she was
treating them as children and paid no attention to her. They
hated to be called “kids.” Her advice was rejected also because
it advocated concession and compromise. Revolution could
only go forward. Struggle could only be carried to the end.
When Dai Qing advised them to stop fasting and to “take into
consideration the overall situation,” they thought, “What kind
of ‘overall situation’? It must be the ‘overall situation of the
government.’ ”

In the afternoon of May 16, Yan Mingfu, director of the
Department of the United Front, came to Tiananmen Square
on his own behalf, and spoke with tears over the loudspeaker:
“Your actions, your spirit, have already touched all the Chi-
nese people, have won their hearts and the hearts of the Party.
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Please, for the motherland, for the sake of speeding up reform
and democracy, you must treasure your health.” He beseeched
the students to give the leaders of the Central Committee more
time and a chance to consider the matter. He also said that he
was empowered to announce that there would be no revenge
of any form against those who had participated in the demon-
strations. He even said that if they did not believe him, he
would be willing to stay in Tiananmen Square as hostage and
sit with the students to prove he was sincere. Yan Mingfu was
no ordinary Party official. He had always been sympathetic to
students and intellectuals. But the students would not compro-
mise—and those who urged them to do so were subject to
strong criticism.

Wouer Kaixi had already had a similar experience. Once he
had proposed that students should retreat from Tiananmen
Square, and for that he was dismissed as chairman of the
Students Association. In general, whoever was tough, resolute,
and ruthless in strategy would gain popularity. Conversely,
whoever was careful, flexible, took into consideration practical
conditions, and proposed concession and compromise, would
be despised and accused as a traitor.

The fast that started on May 13 and was carried to the extent
of refusing liquids was dominated by the kind of radical
attitude affected by those who fought regardless of their own
lives. However, questions arose: If the government refused to
accept the demands, should the fast continue indefinitely? Was
this government worth the lives of several thousand students?
Were fasting and death their goals? On the seventh day of the
fast, May 19, thousands of students fell. It was hard to persuade
them to stop fasting. Any decision had to be voted by a
majority of the students. But the people in the square, who had
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already suffered so much pain, were unwilling to stop fasting
and compromise.

After May 22, Zhao Ziyang had lost power. Now people
focused on the National People’s Congress. Originally, the
National People’s Congress had been nothing more than a
rubber stamp in the hands of the Communist Party leaders, and
could not function as it was supposed to according to law.
However, in the past two years, people had strengthened their
feeling for law and order. They hoped that at this important
juncture, the National People’s Congress could exercise the
powers designated to it by law.

They all thought about visiting Wan Li, who was then
chairman of the National People’s Congress. Wan Li was one
of the main representatives of the prodemocracy group within
the Party. In the late 1970s and early 1980s, he had advocated
fixing farm output for each household, acting as a pioneer in
agricultural reform. In terms of changing the political system
and ideology, he was more radical than Zhao Ziyang and even
Hu Yaobang. This time, when he was in Canada, he openly
expressed his feeling that the student movement was a patriotic
movement, and made no attempt to paper over the differences
between him and Deng Xiaoping.

Among the intellectuals, college students, and politicians
who were on the side of Zhao Ziyang, Wan Li could perform
two very important functions: First, if he could end his visit
to Canada ahead of schedule and return to China, he could
organize an emergency meeting of the Standing Committee of
the National People’s Congress, followed by a meeting of the
full People’s Congress itself, in order to end martial law and
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oust Li Peng as premier. If he did not have the power to do
this, he could stay abroad on the pretext of illness, organize
a balancing force against the antireform forces inside China,
and issue a declaration denouncing Li Peng and the whole gang
for violating the constitution and opposing martial law and the
suppression of the student movement.

On May 24, Wan Li received a telegram asking him to
return to China earlier than originally planned. Yan Jiagi and
other intellectuals had decided to organize one million people
to welcome Wan Li on his return and to call a meeting of the
People’s Congress. But, contrary to everyone’s expectation,
Wan Li was detained in Shanghai because he was “in poor
health and had to receive medical care in Shanghai.” Three
days later, Wan Li published a written statement saying that
martial law in Beijing was in accordance with the constitution,
thus disappointing proreform people in China and abroad.

However, attempts to organize an emergency meeting of
the People’s Congress did not stop. Hu Jiwei, former director
of the People’s Daily who was forced to resign in 1983 during
the campaign against spiritual contamination, asked the Social
Research Institute of the Stone Corporation, the largest pri-
vate enterprise in China, to contact members of the Standing
Committee. By the end of May, there were already thirty-
eight members who had agreed to initiate an emergency meet-
ing of the Standing Committee of the National People’s
Congress. However, this number did not reach the legal major-
ity.

After the June 4 massacre, among the intellectuals the Gang
of the Old had ordered to be arrested was Cao Siyuan, director
of the Social Rescarch Institute of the Stone Corporation.
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They accused him of having a hand in attempting to call the
emergency meeting of the People’s Congress. Hu Jiwei was
also questioned by the followers of the Gang of the Old at the
mectings of the National People’s Congress. They “investi-
gated” this incident as a “major conspiracy related to Zhao
Ziyang.”

It is clear from their reaction that after they discovered at
the end of May that the constitution formulated thirty-five
years ago could in fact be implemented, they were frightened
out of their wits, fearing that if the Standing Committee could
be convened, the Li Peng government would really lose its
legitimacy.

A month later, an intellectual who had fought shoulder to
shoulder with the students in Tiananmen Square and who later
fled abroad said with regret, “During this tragic movement,
there was no fighting tactic, no strategy. It seemed as though
people were unaware of what Lenin and Mao Zedong 1ad said
about strategies of revolutionary struggle. If you constantly
hear slogans saying ‘through to the end,” how could you be
willing to make any concessions and attempts at reconcilia-
tion?”

Admittedly, student leaders like Wang Dan and Shen Tong
were always calm, had enough sense to use strategy, and were
willing to cooperate with the proreform forces within the
Party. But as the movement unfolded, their influenc: dwin-
dled. The mood of students who had been infuriatec. by the
government was very hard to control. The “Left” tendencies
and the “complete success at one stroke” that had been so
destructive in the history of the Communist Party were again
evident here. Until the morning of June 4, even whan most
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students were persuaded to leave Tiananmen Square, some still
refused to retreat.

After it was certain that Zhao Ziyang was out, and Wan
Li had expressed his agreement with Deng, more and more
people worried that military suppression was inevitable. But
they felt that the worst would be a repeat of 1976, when the
government used clubs to disperse students, and not bullets.
Most of the Beijing students agreed they should leave the
square. But the majority of students in the square by this time
came from other parts of China. On May 27, there was a
resolution that there would be a citywide peaceful demonstra-
tion on May 30, and students would then leave the square. A
difference of opinion arose, however, between the Beijing
students and those from other parts of China. So the time of
departure was postponed to June 20, when the Standing Com-
mittee of the National People’s Congress was to open its
meeting. But the next day, they decided that the date of
departure would be indefinite—only after the government
met the following demands: (1) lift martial law; (2) remove
the troops; (3) guarantee that there would be no revenge
afterward; and (4) provide freedom of the press.

The beauty and the ugliness of human nature made a striking
contrast in the sunshine of Beijing’s spring. The students’ sin-
cerity, bravery, and spirit of self-sacrifice moved the people of
Beijing, as well as some of the officials.

On the other hand, the vile, the ugly, and the despicable in
human nature were also exposed on the streets of Beijing and
in Tiananmen Square. The people’s government used all the
means available to watch over and investigate its own people.
There were often a few thousand plainclothes police working
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in Tiananmen Square. In Beijing hotels, on Changan Avenue,
or in the square, countless undercover agents used disguises as
well as video cameras to record people’s activities. All the
active members of the movement were followed. Officials
secretly searched their residences, stole their means of transpor-
tation, and used all means available to threaten them. In Tian-
anmen Square, when several people wanted to drink from a
bottle of water because they were thirsty, they suddenly no-
ticed a strange smell coming from the bottle. It was actually
sulfuric acid. At the height of the fast, when it was very hot,
the government suddenly cut off the water supply to the
square. It was only due to the intercession of the International
Red Cross that water was restored. In late May, just when the
army troops were going to use tear gas to disperse students and
people in Beijing, the Beijing Department Store was ordered
not to sell towels and gauze masks to anyone who looked like
a student.

THE MASSACRE

The political situation in China became clear at the beginning
of June. The government had finished its preparations for the
bloody repression. Equipped with armored vehicles, tear gas,
rubber bullets, tanks, and even the dumdum bullets that were
internationally forbidden, over 300,000 soldiers were ready to
slaughter the people. Deng Xiaoping had formed an alliance
with the Gang of the Old. Now, they were ready to act.
On the morning of June 2, a vehicle full of armed police
without a license plate was going at high speed until it got to
Fuxingmenwai Street, where it hit a pedicab, killing two
people instantly. Another person was wounded and sent to the

56



BEIJING'S UNFORGETTABLE SPRING

hospital, but died before being treated. People surrounded the
police vehicle and found uniforms and weapons.

On the morning of June 3, the Beijing Municipal Commit-
tee held what the newspapers called a “Mobilization Meeting
before Going to the Front Line”—the title of an article of
more than eight thousand words, “clarifying the nature of this
rebellion and the necessity for martial law.” Xinhua News
Agency distributed this article nationwide, indicating that a
major action was not far away.

Meanwhile, troop maneuvers started in an atmosphere of
tension. Four tourist buses were seen heading toward Tianan-
men Square from east and west at the same time. Inside sat
young men wearing white shirts, looking like peasants sight-
seeing in Beijing. But vigilant residents stopped the buses and
found that those inside were not young sightseers, but soldiers
without uniform coats and caps. They also found machine
guns, submachine guns, hand grenades, and clubs.

A preview of the massacre took place at noon on June 3. Three
thousand soldiers and armed police with helmets and clubs
rushed out of the west gate of Zhongnanhai and blocked
Fuyou Street and the intersection of Liubukou Street. After
they surrounded the civilians, they issued a warning. Ten
minutes later, they threw twenty tear-gas bombs. While ev-
eryone was blinded by the gas, the soldiers wielded clubs, and
old people and children began to fall to the ground. Mean-
while, more than three hundred soldiers rushed out of Xinhua
Gate, wielding electric clubs, and beat everyone they saw.
Students from the Institute of Politics and Law, who had been
sitting in front of Xinhua Gate for two weeks, were taken by
surprise. There was general disorder. At two in the afternoon,
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the western portal of the Great Hall of the People—on the side
away from the square—suddenly opened to release more than
ten thousand armed police, trying to link up with the soldiers
and armed police in Xidan and Xinhuamen, and thus to sepa-
rate the civilians into smaller groups that could be surrounded
and controlled.

But more than three hundred thousand people confronted
the troops, refusing to let them advance. From the Great Hall
of the People to Xidan, soldiers and people were deadlocked.
Gradually the soldiers who had attempted to separate the
demonstrators were themselves separated and surrounded by
the pcople. People wearing clothes of different colors sur-
rounded soldiers wearing uniforms and steel helmets.

Some residents who had been beaten raised blood-drenched
clothes for others to see, and told of the brutality of the soldiers
and armed police. There was still a smell of tear gas. The
citizens became enraged. Some of them overturned an army
jeep, destroyed a traffic-control tower, and smashed the win-
dows of two tourist buses that had been used to transport
weapons and ammunition.

On the evening of June 3, the darkest night of the People’s
Republic was under way. After six, television and radio sta-
tions broadcast three emergency announcements from the city
government and the troops. They warned the people of Bei-
jing that the soldiers could no longer tolerate the situation and
would take measures to wipe out resistance. The announce-
ments asked residents not to come out into the streets, for their
own safety. But how could the residents abandon the students?
Taking wet towels with them in case of tear-gas attacks, many
rushed to Tiananmen Square on their bicycles from all over
the city. There were already more than ten thousand people
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in the square—and the atmosphere was charged. While the
third announcement was being broadcast, the first shot had
already been fired near Huangtingzi, in the western suburbs.
Witnesses say that a person fell following the shot.

At nine in the evening, huge numbers of troops began to
march on Tiananmen Square. Soldiers from the eastern suburbs
started down Jianguomen Street, which runs into Changan
Avenue. The Jianguomen district is densely populated, so
many people took part in blocking the army vehicles.

But there was an emergency in the west: The Gongzhufen
and Muxidi districts were not so densely populated, so there
were few people to block the vehicles of the Twenty-Seventh
Division. Residents and students hurried there to help, headed
by a daredevil team of workers with clubs in hand, and student
guard lines holding flags.

By now, from the Military Museum of the Chinese People’s
Revolution to Muxidi and Xidan, gunshots resounded and
smoke filled the air. Blood was flowing and bodies were lying
in the streets. Soldiers of the Twenty-Seventh Division used
light machine guns and semiautomatic weapons to shoot peo-
ple in the street and in buildings on either side. Workers and
residents coming to help saw a long line of armored vehicles
coming from the west at full speed, and hurriedly retreated to
the Xidan district. They used everything they could find, from
bricks to trucks, to build roadblocks. A worker set fire to the
four buses and two trucks that were lying in the middle of the
road, shouting, “The People’s Liberation Army does not kill
people!” and “Whoever suppresses the student movement will
come to no good end!”

The armored vehicles stopped. Soldiers jumped out. Sud-
denly the shouting of slogans also stopped. For a few minutes
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there was dead silence. The people still hoped that the soldiers
would use only tear gas or rubber bullets. But at one com-
mand, the soldiers raised their guns and fired one round at the
residents and students, who fell to the ground. As soon as
the gunshots stopped, other people rushed forward to rescue
the wounded. The steps of a clinic near Xidan were already
covered with blood.

But the struggles at the intersections did not stop. Armored
vehicles ran over roadblocks, knocked over cars and buses. The
unarmed people had only bricks. So stones and bricks fell on
the armored vehicles like rain, but what could they do to the
armored vehicles?

What they got back in return was bullets, a hail of bullets
from machine guns and semiautomatics. People dispersed and
ran for their lives. Soldiers ran after them, guns blazing. Even
when residents ran into a courtyard or into the shrubbery, the
soldiers would catch up with them and kill them.

The battle at the Xidan intersection continued for more
than half an hour. How could residents prevent the war ma-
chines from advancing? Within this half-hour, more than forty
people were wounded or killed at this intersection alone.

Meanwhile, a bloody battle was also taking place on Changan
Avenue to the east of Tiananmen Square. Two armored vehi-
cles roared up at full speed, regardless of roadblocks and walls
formed by people. People had to run away to avoid being hit.
One armored vehicle even ran into another one; at least ten
soldiers were thrown out, and one died instantly. Another
vehicle ran over four people. Angry bystanders used crowbars
to open the lid of the armored vehicle and forced it to a stop.

60



BEIJING’S UNFORGETTABLE SPRING

They set fire to it, forcing the soldiers to come out. Then they
beat them up. But students who still insisted on nonviolence
pulled the soldiers from the hands of the residents and sent
them to the hospital.

Troops were advancing on Tiananmen Square from east and
west. Residents and students from other parts of the city,
concerned about the thousands of demonstrators still in the
square, walked toward it. Passing the Xinhua Gate of Zhong-
nanhai, they saw soldiers washing the pavement with water.
The students from the Institute of Politics and Law who had
been sitting there a few hours earlier were nowhere to be seen.

One female doctor in a white work uniform stood there,
crying. Her ambulance crew had earlier rescued a whole truck-
load of wounded students. When they returned, the soldiers
did not allow her to rescue students again. The soldiers actually
used guns to force the Red Cross ambulance to leave the scene.

After one in the morning, about six hundred soldiers were
marching toward the Great Hall of the People from the west,
in formation, four or five in a row, firing random shots into
the air. They arrived at the hall at one-forty. By two o’clock
in the morning, soldiers of the People’s Liberation Army had
surrounded several thousand students and other civilians— the
people—inside Tiananmen Square. The students retreated to
the steps of the Monument to the People’s Heroes. They all
had their wills inside their pockets. They were singing the
“Internationale,” hand in hand, waiting to wake up ancient
China with their blood.

At four, all the lights in Tiananmen Square were suddenly
turned off. The “evacuation order” was again broadcast.
Meanwhile, the noted rock singer and composer Hou Dejian
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and the young literary critic Liu Xiaobo were negotiating
with the military to let the students retreat from the square
peacefully.

At four—forty, just as the students were starting to retreat out
of the square, a red signal flare ripped the night sky. Search-
lights suddenly bathed the square. Students found that they
were surrounded by armed soldiers wearing helmets. Some of
them had already set up a line of more than a dozen machine
guns, aimed at the students. Other soldiers rushed in among the
students and beat them with electric cattle prods and rubber-
covered steel clubs. They tore their way up the base of the
Monument to the People’s Heroes, and forced the students
down, beating them until their heads were bleeding. As they
reached the ground level, the machine guns opened fire.

By now the square was surrounded on three sides by ar-
mored vehicles or tanks, leaving only one exit.

The students began to retreat from Tiananmen Square,
moving westward toward Xidan. A tank caught up with the
students from behind. First it fired tear gas, then it ran over
where people were most crowded. Witnesses say that at least
thirteen students were crushed in one spot alone. Judging from
the remnants of their clothes, people could tell that five of
them were women.

As the sun rose on June 4, the morning clouds were red. The
soldiers continued to fire until they reached the diplomatic area
at Jianguomen. More than three thousand people were killed
in Tiananmen Square and on the streets of Beijing.

After the killing, there were massive arrests nationwide.
People who were involved in the Democracy movement were
executed in Beijing, Shanghai, Chengdu, Changsha, Wuhan.
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The Communist Party of China boasted that it had smashed
a “counterrevolutionary rebellion.”

From June 4 to the beginning of August, 120,000 people
who were involved with the movement were thrown into
prison. And 20,000 were imprisoned in Beijing alone. Secret
arrests, interrogations, and torturings were conducted in the
darkness. The maniacal Gang of the Old cried in delirium:
“We must catch them all! Imprison them all! Kill them all!
We must pluck out the weeds by the root!”

The world must not forget China, China in the spring of 1989.

If executioners like Li Peng and the Gang of the Old are not
punished, how can humanity have a moment of peace?
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At the center of Tiananmen Square stands the Monument to
the People’s Heroes of the Chinese Revolution. Carved into
it are scenes from the bloody, centuries-long struggle between
a democratic China struggling to be born and an autocratic
China that has so far refused to die. There are portrayals of
the great peasant uprising in the Taiping revolution of the
nineteenth century, and episodes showing the brutality of
Western imperialism. And of course there are depictions of the
" heroic leadership of the Communist Party, which temporarily
succeeded in shaping this deep-seated demand for China to free
itself at last and build a more just society.
The bullet holes that pocked the monument in June were
quickly hidden. But what the troops did that day will never
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be forgotten. At the center of Beijing, at the symbolic heart
of the revolution, this government showed its complete bank-
ruptcy. It still had the tanks; for now, they could still be turned
upon peaceful protests for change. But the savagery unleashed
by a discredited autocratic leadership brutally exposed the
conflict between the old autocratic China and the struggle for
a new democratic China. The very Party that had erected that
monument to the heroes of revolution now stood for the old
autocratic ways. And in forcing a new generation of heroes to
arise, it had clung to one of the oldest feudal illusions of
China—that autocracy is essential to guarantee stability.

It is an illusion deeply imbedded in Tiananmen’s own his-
tory. For though “Tiananmen” in Chinese means “Gate of
Heavenly Peace,” the gate was designed by Yongle, one of the
most brutal emperors in Chinese history. By building this
highest of all the gates to imperial palaces in China, he sought
both to show the highly concentrated power he held and to
call upon heaven to grant him eternal and stable rule.

But the Ming dynasty was not stable. Conflict was continu-
ous. And within two centuries after it was built, Li Zicheng
led a peasant army into Beijing, shooting an arrow right
through the character “heaven,” so prominently displayed on
the gate.

Not until the twentieth century was it possible to radically
challenge that autocratic system. When the May Fourth move-
ment swept over China in 1919 to protest China’s shabby
treatment at the Versailles Peace Conference, protesters de-
manded democracy and science. Four thousand students, led by
those from Beijing University, gathered in Tiananmen to at-
tack the treaty and call for a new China. They were but a
symbol of the growing number of intellectuals and activists
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who throughout China called for freedom and human rights,
as well as a more prosperous and modern society. The call came
from across much of the political spectrum—from the well-
known Communist Chen Duxiu to the liberal Hu Shi to the
writer Lu Xun, who vehemently attacked China’s “man-eating
autocracy.”

They called for a democratic China. What “democracy”
meant to them was not entirely clear—except that it was
passionately believed to embody the antithesis of autocratic
rule. It was an affirmation of human dignity and personal
freedom, but it was also a way of releasing the enormous talent
and energy of the Chinese people. That could come only with
the end of old autocratic ways.

The Chinese Communist Party, founded in 1921, tapped
and shaped this deep demand for change among the Chinese
people. It proclaimed itself the successor of the May Fourth
period—and of the hopes of the Chinese people for a “New
Democracy.” In fighting to end the Japanese invasion and the
autocratic ways of the Kuomintang, the Party won the support
of vast numbers of the Chinese people. In 1949, when Mao
Zedong proclaimed in Tiananmen Square, “The Chinese peo-
ple have stood up!” many people felt that the distance between
the top of the gate and the ground had become smaller. Here,
at last, was a government that would not simply revert to the
autocratic ways of old.

Of course, in retrospect the hope seems an illusion. The possi-
bilities that did exist were crushed, and over the years, attacked
with growing vehemence by Mao and others. Tiananmen
Square, enlarged by the Communists to its present size and
shape, became the scene of huge parades celebrating the Com-
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munist order. Each October 1, on National Day, an elaborate
commemoration and celebration of Communist rule was
staged. And then during the Cultural Revolution came the
demonstrations of millions of Red Guards, streaming in from
all over China to pay homage to a nearly deified Chairman
Mao.

But as Mao lay dying in 1976, that deep demand for a more
democratic China burst forth once again. Again, Tiananmen
became a symbol of protest. During the Qing Ming Festival,
when the Chinese honor their dead, people spontaneously
poured into the square to bring commemorative wreaths to
mourn Zhou Enlai, who had died the previous January—and
to quietly protest the looming presence of the Gang of Four.
It was the first spontaneous outburst since the founding of the
People’s Republic in 1949. But the wreaths were seized; the
people were forcibly removed from the square, and then
banned from showing such mourning. Mao, now in his last
months, labeled the events “the counterrevolutionary incident
at Tiananmen Square.” Deng Xiaoping was blamed for the
event and was purged from all his positions.

Five months after the 1976 Tiananmen incident, Mao was
dead. His chosen successor, Hua Guofeng, arrested Mao’s
widow and her gang, but sought to legitimize his rule by
building the huge Mao Zedong Memorial Hall in Tiananmen
Square.

Hua was not to last long. Within three years, Deng Xiao-
ping came to power, by drawing on the strength of the “De-
mocracy Wall” movement that sprang up around Tiananmen
and in many Chinese cities in 1978 and 1979, and on a growing
demand within the Communist Party itself for deep change.
The connection between the two forces—popular expression
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and Party reformers—was never a direct or easy relationship,
but it is a central aspect of the story that follows. Without
it Deng’s reforms would never have attained what successes
they did. But Deng, though he well knew how to appear the
embodiment of the Chinese people’s hopes for reform, was
never at ease with its deeper democratic implications. For far
too long, the Chinese people hoped that he would lead the way
toward political as well as economic change; for too long, the
emphasis was placed on the role of this single man. The last
time Deng Xiaoping appeared in Tiananmen Square was Oc-
tober 1, 1984, the celebration of the thirty-fifth anniversary of
the founding of the People’s Republic. When the students saw
him, they raised flags that said “How are you, Xiaoping!”

Today, that hope lies brutally murdered. When students
went to Tiananmen Square this year to demand political re-
form, Deng ordered, “Arrest every one of them.” And in the
last parade before the massacre, the placards said, “How con-
fused you are, Xiaoping!”

THE EMERGENCE OF REFORM

The movement toward democracy after Mao’s death broke out
amid conflict among the three Party factions that emerged
after the Third Plenary Session of the Eleventh Central Com-
mittee in December 1978. One faction held that economic
reform had to be combined with democratic change. Hu Yao-
bang represented those seeking to democratize politics and
promote market reforms. Another faction advocated a combi-
nation of autocratic political rule and a free economy, what
Tariq Ali calls “Market Stalinism.” Zhao Ziyang represented
this group. A third faction advocated all-out Stalinism in both
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politics and economics. Reform for them meant only “market
adjustment”—a “birdcage economy.” Its spokesman was Chen
Yun. Perched uneasily over these factions and competing vi-
sions was Deng Xiaoping. In many ways he became the ulti-
mate arbitrator among them, and his story is thus inseparable
from the fate of China’s reform effort.

In October 1976, Hua Guofeng, Ye Jianying, and Wang
Dongxing joined together to arrest the Gang of Four, which
included Mao’s widow. They did not plan to correct Mao’s
mistakes. They continued to speak of Mao’s theory of “contin-
uing the revolution under the dictatorship of the proletariat”
and proposed two “as-long-ases”™: “As long as the policy was
suggested by Mao, we will support it; as long as it is Mao’s
directive, we will inexorably follow it.”

Deng Xiaoping was then playing a very active and increas-
ingly powerful role behind the scenes. He held no official
position since the Tiananmen incident. But with Hu Yaobang,
Luo Ruiqing, and others who represented a bold new program
of reform, he worked to change the ominous political situation
that prevailed after Mao’s death.

Initially, Hu Yaobang played the pivotal, public role, pav-
ing the way for the rise of Deng himself and the policy of
economic reform. In the spring of 1977, Hu began to undercut
the two “as long ases.” Newly appointed as vice-president of
the Central Committee Party School, Hu proposed two “re-
gardlesses”: “All that is not true and all that is wrongly con-
cluded and wrongly handled must be corrected according to
facts, regardless of when and under what circumstances it was
done, and regardless of which persons at what levels did it.”
When some people challenged Hu, saying, “What if Mao
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himself had given his opinion?” Hu replied, “Rehabilitate as
usual.” Hu organized a special staff to investigate several key
cases that Mao had personally handled.

Hu’s role was crucial for Deng’s reemergence. For in reality
the two “as long ases” were two barriers to Deng’s return to
power. To rehabilitate Deng would requirc a reevaluation of
Mao’s verdict on the Tiananmen Square incident.

Hua Guofeng had no intention of seeing Deng return to
power. That is one reason why he reiterated, in a March 1977
political report, that Tiananmen was indeed a counterrevolu-
tionary incident and that it was thus important to criticize
Deng Xiaoping. “Criticizing Deng Xiaoping and opposing
the Rightists’ effort to rehabilitate the Tiananmen Square inci-
dent were decided by the great leader Mao Zedong, and are
necessary.”

But Hu had prepared well. At the end of 1978, the Democ-
racy Wall movement broke out in Beijing, decisively interact-
ing with the reform forces in the Party to defeat the “as long
as” faction.

Hu was a remarkable figure in the history of the Chinese
Communist Party. Though he ultimately failed as a politician,
he was genuinely respected and liked, and it was utterly appro-
priate that his death in 1989 sparked the massive outpouring
of popular discontent of the Beijing Spring. The best aspects
of the reform policies that emerged after 1979 are associated
with his leadership—the most democratic, open-minded, and
humane. Hu repeatedly quoted a passage he remembered from
Marx: “Once the lightning of thought touches the garden of
people that has never been touched before, Germans will be
liberated to become human beings.” This was something he
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ardently sought for the Chinese as well. It was a belief deeply
held and often passionately expressed, and it made him one of
the very few leaders of the Party who never for a moment
forgot that true reform required greater democracy and free-
dom.

Hu had joined the Red Army when he was very young—a
“child soldier” whose high-school education made him very
much an intellectual in the military. Suspected of being a
member of an anti-Bolshevik group and almost shot in the
1940s, he was rescued by Feng Wenbin, an influential Party
member from a working-class background, and ultimately
found his way to the Central Committee of the Youth League.
This early experience crucially shaped the rest of his life, for
it made him particularly sensitive to the cases of others
wrongly accused. In the mid-1970s, as his power grew, people
sought him out to report their mistaken, false, or wrongly
judged cases. They came to his house and there he would talk
with them, sometimes for hours. Even when he became the
general secretary of the Communist Party, he managed to
review thousands of letters of ordinary people. In three years,
he gave opinions on over two thousand such letters—repeat-
edly intervening to expose corrupt officials who used their
power for personal ends or to protect the corrupt acts of
others. His desire to know what was really happening led to
constant inspection trips. By the time he was ousted in 1987,
he had visited more than sixteen hundred of China’s two
thousand counties.

Hu was a meticulous and rapid reader. He read Marx and
Engels, as well as the classics—from China and other nations.
He had read the complete works of Shakespeare and was par-
ticularly fond of the memoirs of world leaders. Mao once
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commented on his style of reading: “Fond of reading, he does
not strive for thorough understanding; fond of making
speeches, he chatters on forever.” But Mao’s comment, a warn-
ing to Hu, was not really accurate. Among Party leaders, Hu’s
fondness of and respect for learning were rare; his protection
of intellectuals was related to his own love of learning and his
innate curiosity about the world around him. These traits made
him uneasy with any dogma.

As a person, Hu was perhaps too guileless and kind to equal
the ruthlessness and cunning of his opponents. If he thought
people, even his most vehement opponents, had been wrongly
treated in the past, he would still rehabilitate them. While he
was head of the Organization Department in the Party, he
rehabilitated Bo Yibo and helped Peng Zhen. Later, both these
members of the Gang of the Old played a key role in ousting

him.

Though Deng was to support Hu strongly at times, the differ-
ences between their positions on reform were evident from the
beginning. Hu had early and bluntly proposed the two “re-
gardlesses.” Deng, on the other hand, then being rehabilitated,
had written a letter to Hua Guofeng and the Party Central
Committee proposing that “we must comprehend completely
and accurately the system of Mao Zedong Thought.” In 1978,
after he had resumed his posts, he elaborated on his position
in his speech at the Third Plenary Session of the Tenth Party
Committee, opposing “taking Mao’s words said in isolation as
ultimate truths.” Compared with the two “as long ases,” this
was progress. But it smacks of the ideological opportunism
that Deng’s supporters prefer to call his “pragmatism.”
What such “pragmatism” meant was spelled out by another,
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quite different Hu, Hu Qiaomu. He put it quite bluntly: All
that is correct—including Liu Shaoqi’s ideas, which Mao had
opposed—-belongs to the system of Mao Zedong Thought. All
that is wrong, including that which originated in Mao’s
thought, does not belong to it. But how do we judge what
is wrong and right? In case of conflict, Hu would report to
Deng, who would issue the final judgment. This was what
“complete and accurate understanding” really meant.

Deng has been all too comfortable with people like Hu
Qiaomu. Hu Qiaomu, as the historian Li Shu notes, is that
typical example of the hypocrite that resulted from Mao’s way
of “reforming” intellectuals. Hu had been Mao’s secretary
since the years in Yanan (1937—4s) after he had graduated from
Qinghua University. He was brilliant at deciphering Mao’s
intentions—and shaping his writings to conform to them.
When Mao advocated that intellectuals should transform their
thinking, Hu criticized himself while bursting into tears,
“purifying” his soul. Mao praised Hu Qiaomu as an intellec-
tual who had made his soul most beautiful. And Hu, alone
among Mao’s secretaries, so trimmed his ways to Mao’s shift-
ing positions that he still survives today.

When Deng first returned to office in 1974, Hu Qiaomu
worked for him. But when Deng was criticized, Hu made a
self-criticism for following Deng and wrote reports on him to
Mao’s wife, Jiang Qing, who later circulated these critical
materials within the party as evidence of Deng’s criminal acts.
When Mao died in 1976 and the Gang of Four was arrested,
Hu made yet another tearful self-criticism, asking Wang Zhen
and Deng Liqun to put in a good word for him with Deng.
Deng forgave him, calling him “spineless, but not a betrayer,”
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and saying that “he is the first pen inside the Party; we should
let him resume work.” Thus, Hu Qiaomu returned to Deng
Xiaoping’s side.

Deng'’s personality was all too susceptible to flattery such as Hu
Qiaomu’s. But there are other personality traits that set him
apart from Hu Yaobang as well. Hu Yaobang seemed remark-
ably free of the ruthlessness of character so much a part of the
exercise of power in China. This has never been Deng’s prob-
lem: Mao had warned him when he was returned to power in
1974, “Hide your needle within cotton.”

The essence of autocracy, Marx once said, is the tendency
to look down on others, to treat them as subhuman. This is
the core of Deng’s character. His contempt for people’s dignity
and integrity is astonishing. It permeates his statements and his
“pragmatism.” When he sentenced Wei Jingsheng and Fu
Yuehua for their role in the 1978—79 Democracy Wall move-
ment, he said, “We must never release those that we have
captured.” Releasing them would only indicate weakness.
“China has such a big population,” he said in the mid-198os,
“it doesn’t matter if we kill a few hundred thousand!” “Even
for those that we do not kill, we should cancel their registra-
tions, and expel them from Beijing, never to be allowed to
return.” When confronted with the democracy movement, he
said, “We must get rid of the weed by the root,” “Get rid of
the evil once and for all,” and “Kill two hundred thousand in
exchange for twenty years of stability!”

Nothing could be further from Hu Yaobang’s temperament.
He was a visionary, an idealist thinker.

For a time, this served Deng’s purposes.
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THE DEMOCRACY WALL MOVEMENT AND THE TRIUMPH

OF THE PARTY REFORMERS, 1978-79

Just as the Central Work Conference began to meet in No-
vember 1978, preparatory to the Third Plenary Session of the
Eleventh Party Committee, the Democracy Wall movement
broke out in Beijing. For several months during the winter of
1978—79, near the intersection of Xidan Street and Changan
Avenue, dazibao, big-character posters, suddenly began to ap-
peat. People came to discuss, debate, and to post their views.
Young people who had been through the Cultural Revolution
and had witnessed so many of the seamy aspects of Chinese
society and the Party quickly became the main force behind
the movement. They posted political essays, poetry, and car-
toons—depicting the injustices of the Cultural Revolution
and then rapidly spreading to questions of the policies of
Chairman Mao. Political and literary publications started to
circulate privately.

When the Democracy Wall movement began, Hu and
Deng were temporarily allied. Hu supported the movement
out of deep conviction, but Deng did so largely out of conve-
nience, a useful way to put pressure on those he wished to
remove from power.

The immediate spark that led to Democracy Wall reveals
just how close the interaction is between popular protest and
struggles within the Party. Wang Dongxing had summarily
ordered the journal China Youth to cease distributing articles
questioning the Tiananmen Square verdict. “That the Tianan-
men Square incident was counterrevolutionary was decided by
Mao. It therefore must not be rehabilitated,” Wang said.

The staff of the journal did not comply, instead posting the
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printed articles on the walls. People gathered in large crowds
to read the posters, and criticism rapidly spread, focusing on
Wang Dongxing.

Few people offered a more appropriate target for popular
discontent with the dogmatism and doctrinaire ways of the
past than Wang. Wang had risen to prominence during the
Cultural Revolution, when he was in charge of Mao Zedong’s
security force. He was trusted and promoted by Mao amid the
various “court” struggles of the time. The garrison troops
under Wang’s control had arrested the Gang of Four, making
possible Hua Guofeng’s greatest accomplishment. Wang had
not sought to be emperor. But he wanted to be the pope who
crowns him. He often said, “Chairman Mao is satisfied with
what Chairman Hua did. He said, ‘Hua is not foolish. I like
someone who claims that he does not have great talent.” Deng
Xiaoping had his try, but he was not nearly as good as Chair-
man Hua.” Wang Dongxing also managed to set himself up
as the legitimate person to propagate Party theory. He consid-
ered himself the only legitimate heir to Mao Zedong’s theory
on the Cultural Revolution. He said, “Who knows about the
history of the Cultural Revolution? Premier Zhou and Kang
Sheng have died. Chen Boda and Jiang Qing were arrested.
Chairman Hua came to the Central Committee late, so only
I know the facts. I will talk to you about it when I get a
chance.”

When Mao Zedong was alive, though, Wang Dongxing
did not dare to suggest he was qualified to speak about theory.
He was merely Mao’s housekeeper. But in the last years of
Mao’s life, when Mao could not go out much and keep in
touch with the outside world, this housekeeper became an
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increasingly important person. He not only controlled the
Office of the Central Committee and Mao’s bodyguard, the
elite 8341st Garrison troop, but also access to Mao. He strongly
influenced what Mao said and did. Even when Jiang Qing,
Mao’s wife, wanted to see Mao, she had to get his approval.

But after Mao died, Wang was no longer satisfied with
controlling administrative and military power; he wanted to
control theory. Even though he knew nothing about it, Wang
was fully aware of the importance of monopolizing theory in
the inner-Party struggles. Inside the Communist Party, who-
ever controls theory has the “truth” and gains decisive power
in any political struggle. Wang Dongxing wanted to control
theory in just this sense. He was in charge of the committee
for the editing and publication of Mao Zedong’s works, the
theory group of the Central Committee, and the propaganda
function of the newspapers and journals. Of course he did not
allow any one to challenge the two “as long ases.” The fact
that Chinese Youth dared to try to rehabilitate the Tiananmen
Square incident of 1976 was intolerable to him.

But he had been outmaneuvered; his power was ebbing. As
soon as Chinese Youth was on Democracy Walls, Feng Wenbin
(himself the assistant educator at the Party School), who was
assisting Hu Yaobang in his work at the Party School of the
Central Committee, reported this to Marshal Ye Jianying and
Deng Xiaoping. Marshal Ye, though personally quite loyal to
Mao, wanted to open China up to reform and more demo-
cratic ways. He was central both to the arrest of the Gang of
Four and to the strong support for Democracy Walls, which
he spoke of as a model for a people’s democracy. Deng Xiao-
ping, for his part, had consolidated significant power behind
the scenes. The stage was thus set at this pivotal 1978 meeting
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for a major shift in power. The Democracy Wall movement
decisively shifted the scales against Wang Dongxing and ulti-
mately Hua Guofeng.

As is usually the case with such meetings, the speeches of
Hua Guofeng and Ye Jianying, along with the resolutions, had
all been prepared beforehand—in this case under the theory
group under Wang Dongxing’s leadership. The original inten-
tions of the organizers of the session were:

—First, to stick to the “continuing the revolution under the
dictatorship of the proletariat” and Hua Guofeng’s
guideline at the Eleventh Central Committee: “Rule
the country by grasping the key link”—which is class
struggle.

—Secondly, shift the focus of the Party’s work to the
building of the Four Modernizations.

These two goals in reality conflicted with each other. It had
been more than two years since the smashing of the Gang of
Four. During these two years, Wang Dongxing’s theory group
drafted many speeches and articles, the central theme of which
was to propagate the theory of “continuing the revolution
under the dictatorship of the proletariat.” They successfully
associated this theory with the name of Hua Guofeng. Their
formula was thiss Mao Zedong’s greatest contribution to
Marxism was to create the theory of continuing the revolu-
tion. The only reason Hua Guofeng was in his position was
that he stuck to and safeguarded this theory. Thus it was
impossible for him to alter this theoretical position. But unlike
the theory group under Wang, Hua Guofeng had practical
work experience. He understood that after the fall of the Gang
of Four, shifting the focus to realizing the Four Moderniza-
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tions was highly popular. Therefore, Hua sought to combine
these two conflicting goals. But he could not do so.

In some ways, Hua’s two goals do not scem much different
from Deng’s. Had not Deng only changed “continuing the
revolution” to “opposing bourgeois liberalization”? But Hua
was undoubtedly far more constricted by his Maoist past. As
for the Gang of the Old, they opposed Hua Guofeng. Their
power had been reduced by the Cultural Revolution. He had
prospered from it—and for that they could not forgive him.
As a consequence, they were quite willing in 1978 to temporar-
ily support Hu Yaobang, who had fought the hardest for
Deng’s rehabilitation. Some of the Gang of the Old even
tolerated the Democracy Wall movement—as long as it was
useful.

When Feng Wenbin demanded that the Democracy Wall
movement be allowed to continue and that the special investi-
gative group of the Central Committee headed by Wang
Dongxing be disbanded, he was supported by a majority. Hua
Guofeng’s opening speech, calling for a shift from class strug-
gle to economic construction, was largely set aside, as partici-
pants were swept up in the various questions posed by the
Democracy Walls.

The excitment and ferment were extraordinary. These issues
had not been openly discussed for well over ten years. So many
questions were raised, so many things said that were on the
minds of both the leaders in the party and among the popula-
tion of Beijing: it was an explosive moment. Calls for democ-
racy were repeatedly voiced on Democracy Walls. And within
the Party itself, demands rose to rehabilitate the victims of past
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persecutions. For a time these two demands reinforced each
other, for rehabilitation of officials unjustly punished cut to the
quick the rationale of the Cultural Revolution—and raised
the question of how to evaluate Chairman Mao himself.

To those in the Party, few cases were more important than
those of Peng Dehuai and Tao Zhu.

Peng Dehuai had been highly popular and was probably the
most courag