
month in Aisixiang, a leading
intellectual website, titled “What
has the Cultural Revolution
brought to China?”

He argues that no matter
how powerful a movement
might be – even one that “shook
Heaven and Earth” like the
Cultural Revolution – if change
merely involves changing one
group of bureaucrats for
another, without genuine
reform of the dictatorial system
itself, then there will be no
political progress. 

I am delighted by the
outpouring of opinions from
both ordinary netizens and
prominent intellectuals such as
Wang. 

This month, a new
generation of leaders led by Xi
Jinping will take the
reins of power at the 12th
National People’s Congress. 

My hope is that they’ll listen
to such voices, squarely confront
the legacy of the Cultural
Revolution, and then draw
lessons from it. This means
enacting genuine political
reform, rule of law and relaxing
media control – the best way to
prevent the Cultural Revolution
from happening again.

Otherwise, the ghosts of the
past will always haunt China.

Lijia Zhang is a Beijing-based writer,
commentator and author of
Socialism is Great! A Worker’s
Memoir of the New China

Once again, the term wen
ge – short for the Cultural
Revolution – is buzzing

around China’s web. This time,
discussion was sparked by the
trial last month of a man for an
alleged murder in 1967, at the
height of the Cultural
Revolution.

In 1966, Mao Zedong 
had launched the mass political
movement, intending to remove
“capitalists” who had infiltrated
the party. In reality, the enemies
of the state existed nowhere but
in the confused mind of the
“Great Helmsman”. In the name
of the revolution, factional wars
were fought; leaders at all levels
were overthrown; and many
intellectuals and other so-called
“bad elements” were
persecuted, tortured and killed,
often for imaginary crimes.

According to China News
Service, the accused, Qiu, a
pensioner in his 80s from
Zhejiang province ,
strangled a doctor named Hong
with a rope. He said he was
instructed to kill Hong by a
civilian militia group which had
accused the doctor of spying.
After the killing, Qiu supposedly
hacked off the doctor’s legs to
make burial easier.

Such atrocities were
common during the decade of
revolution. It seems surprising
and random that a man of no
importance should be brought
to account after 46 years.

In the wake of the trial, a
heated debate broke out on
weibo, China’s microblogging
platform. Some asked why
bigger criminals haven’t been
punished; others felt it was a
move in the right direction. 

The news also inspired others
to tell harrowing tales from the
dark period. I was particularly
struck by the story of a young
actress who was arrested and
tortured after she accidentally
broke a bust of Chairman Mao.
In the end, she committed
suicide. She was only 19.

Also last week, another
Cultural Revolution story, this
time from the neighbouring
Anhui province, made the
headlines. 

A 60-year-old lawyer, Zhang
Hongbing, has been trying for
years to have his mother’s tomb
recognised as a historical relic.
Zhang’s mother, a doctor, was
executed in 1970 after a tip-off
from Zhang himself that she had
burnt a picture of Mao – an act of
unspeakable sacrilege at the
time. 

The lawyer, who described
his life as full of regret, hopes the
tomb can serve as a witness to
the years of madness. On
February 20, however, a court in
Bengbu city refused to
honour his wish.

The court’s decision didn’t
come as a surprise. Unlike
Zhang, our authorities seem not

to want reminders from the past.
In 1978, the party declared the
Cultural Revolution a major
disaster and then more or less
hoped that the nightmare would
fade from popular memory. 

Literary works and films that
depict the excesses of the
political movement are still
strictly censored; despite
repeated calls by leading writers
and intellectuals such as Ba Jin
and Feng Jicai, there is still no
museum to commemorate one
of the most tragic and violent
eras of modern Chinese history.

History texts at school only
scantly mention the events of
the turbulent decade. As a result,
the raw truth of it is so poorly
understood that some even see
it in a glowing light, maintaining
that people were more equal
back then and there was little
corruption. 

Last year, I gave a talk about
my 1980s coming-of-age
memoir to a group of university
students, both Chinese and
Westerners. Afterwards, a 20-
year-old Chinese student came
up to me and asked if the tragic
stories he had heard about the
Cultural Revolution were true or
if they had been fabricated by
the West. I shook my head in
dismay. 

I blame the student for his
ignorance. But I put more blame
on the government for its
unwillingness to confront its
own history. 

Our leaders are probably
worried that the shameful past
may damage the regime’s
credibility.

Perhaps inspired by the
ongoing debate, scholar Wang
Lixiong published a piece last

Can China’s new leaders finally lay to
rest ghosts of the Cultural Revolution? 
Lijia Zhang welcomes the debate sparked by the recent trial of a man suspected of a 1967 killing
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popular memory
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R
ecently, a US company few of
us had heard of gained instant
fame for saying the People’s
Liberation Army was behind a
lot of computer hacking. That

may be. But the claims made by Mandiant
should also be treated with caution, and
not just because they have been vigorously
denied.

There are seven reasons. 
First, the report said exactly what many

people wanted to hear. It reinforced the
belief that China is the world’s worst cyber
bogeyman and gives Western diplomats
another cudgel to wield in Beijing. Neither
Iran nor Afghanistan is a credible cyber
villain and with the US State Department
wanting to turn up the heat in the Pacific, it
was useful to have someone point the
finger at China. In truth, many big govern-
ments have sophisticated hacking
capabilities today, particularly the US.

Second, the timing of the report was
extremely useful for the US defence
industry. The US military is facing the
biggest cuts to its budget for years, with the
potential for widespread reductions
imminent. A report that strengthens the
case for additional spending, especially
when it appears to come from an indepen-
dent source, was just what was needed.

Third, the timing of the report was also
perfect for Mandiant, and this was not a
coincidence. The company published its
findings just days before a big annual get-
together on computer security, the RSA
Conference. Like many of its rivals in years
gone by, it issued a sensationalist report
before the meeting started because it was
looking for the limelight.

The fourth reason we should raise an
eyebrow is the fact that Mandiant is a
private company that sells IT security. The
report did not come from a dedicated gov-
ernment intelligence unit or some private
investigation firm. It came from a com-
pany which is trying to sell IT security. It is
in the firm’s interests to tell the world that
there are nasty threats and to point the
finger at everyone’s favourite baddie. 

Fifth, if you read the report, and it
appears few journalists or commentators
have done so, it is easy to see that it is high
on accusations but less meaty when it
comes to evidence. Many conclusions are
rather far-fetched, appearing to fit a hy-
pothesis more than proving a solid case.
There are a lot of fancy charts, some highly
complicated program tables and a gener-
ous sprinkling of unnecessary Chinese
characters to give it an air of authenticity. 

But there is no overwhelming proof
that the cyber attacks Mandiant says it has
been tracking came from the PLA building

in Pudong it identified. The company
found computer IP addresses that are
from a part of Shanghai. It also found a PLA
office there. It then tied these facts together
and came to the conclusion that they are
linked.

Sixth, it is not just that finding IP ad-
dresses and a PLA unit in Pudong may be
coincidental. It is that someone may have
been using them as a cover. If you want to
be a hacker, then the most obvious place to
appear to be is in China. Because China is

constantly being accused of hacking,
everyone will assume that this is where the
trail ends. If you are hacking from Russia or
Iran or Tel Aviv, the best way to disguise
your activities is to appear to use a server in
China. There’s bound to be a PLA unit
nearby too, an added bonus.

Seventh, the Mandiant report suggests
that China’s ability to hack into America is
highly developed but that its ability to cov-
er its tracks is laughably poor. Those state-
ments don’t go together. If you can break
into a well-protected network, you can
hide your location. Yet Mandiant wants us
to believe that the PLA used its own IP
address with only a couple of easy-to-track
hops through other systems. 

Even without knowing a lot about it, it is
easy to appear to be somewhere you are
not on the internet. This article was sub-
mitted from an IP address in Sweden, for
example, while my e-mails to the editor
came from an IP address in southern Eng-
land. Yet I never left Hong Kong. And there

is no way anyone could work that out
because the encryption used to send these
messages, available for a small monthly
fee, is so strong.

Like so many China finger-pointers,
Mandiant is stretching our credulity. Every
week we read about 18-year-old hackers
who have managed to crack systems with-
out being discovered. Or we read about the
anarchistic exploits of Anonymous, a
group of apparent nerds with an agenda.
And, in almost every case, they have
wrought havoc under cover, without being
identified. They are even able to post
claims about their exploits and still not be
found out. But now we are expected to
believe that one of the most dangerous
hacking groups is actually based in a small
building in Pudong under the guise of a
crack unit of incompetent PLA soldiers. 

It just doesn’t add up.

Graeme Maxton is currently writing 
a book on online privacy
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Graeme Maxton says the claim that the PLA is
running an organised hacking operation from a
building in Shanghai not only lacks convincing
evidence, but its timing is also too convenient This middle-class debate – an offshoot of the

government budget unveiled last week – is a
good one. Is Financial Secretary John Tsang

Chun-wah a member of our middle class? Truth be
told, there is yet to be one universally accepted
definition of “middle class”. 

In the mid-1700s, the middle class was typically
made up of those who were neither nobility nor
peasants. By the 20th century, statisticians just
grouped all who were neither the upper crust nor the
working class under one big classification. It’s a
sweeping generalisation. So, for the here and now, I
reckon “middle class” means anyone who doesn’t
own a private jet and isn’t eligible for welfare benefits. 

Precisely because it is vague, the term is often
exploited by politicians; appealing to the middle class
is politically efficient. The term is more valuable to
politicians than to policymakers.

But Tsang turned that completely on its head. His
reply to a reporter’s question on whether he
understands the plight of the middle class was based
on illogic. He claimed understanding because he was
“also middle class”. But it doesn’t take one to know
one, surely. To say so would make all legislative
councillors and members of the government unable
to comprehend the life of the grass roots. 

Unfortunately, for Tsang, he continued digging his
middle-class hole with talk about the “middle-class
lifestyle”.

Former Harvard Law School professor and now
US senator Elizabeth Warren wrote about the
increasingly unattainable middle-class lifestyle by the
middle class 10 years ago in a book co-authored with
her daughter, from which some parallels can be
drawn. Warren, an expert in bankruptcy law, had
seen the rising prices of quality child care and quality
education – with the latter requiring middle-class
families to pay for increasingly expensive homes in
nice neighbourhoods – running the American middle
class into the ground. 

Ask many of this city’s young middle-class
families, and they will tell you about their financial
burden in funding playgroups, music lessons and
kindergarten interview crash courses that they hope
will give their children a chance to get into good pre-
schools, kindergartens and elementary schools. For
those with older children, tutoring and exam prep
courses take up a huge chunk of their earnings and
savings. Those who have nothing but a university
degree and a mountain of debt will tell you that
paying for these middle-class “values” mean there is
little left for the “middle-class lifestyle”.

So it shouldn’t be hard for Tsang to appreciate that
citing his ability to maintain his middle-class lifestyle
of sipping lattes and watching French movies just
makes it worse. Tsang needs to realise his comments
come across as insultingly patronising. 

So we’re back to square one. It’s not about
whether Tsang is “middle class”, but whether he
understands what makes life hard for the middle
class, and hence what the government can do to
lessen the pain. These are the basics: investing in
quality education and health care, and providing
affording housing, education and health care. 

Alice Wu is a political consultant and a former associate
director of the Asia Pacific Media Network at UCLA

A class apart 
Alice Wu says the middle
classes do not care
whether John Tsang is one
of them, only that he
understands their struggles 

Mr President, I move that
the Appropriation Bill
2013 be read a second

time. I shall not spend a lot of
time today describing the state
of the world economy. Hong
Kong people are every bit as
familiar as I am with the
situation in the US, the
European Union, the mainland
and elsewhere. Suffice to say we
shall, as usual, face many
challenges, but I am confident
that we shall ride out the storms
that come our way.

I wish instead to focus on the
big picture. The two biggest
challenges facing our
community today are property
prices and providing a
reasonable standard of living for
the elderly.

Our chief executive has
already spelled out in detail the
steps he proposes to take to
address the former problem by
boosting land supply, building
additional public rental and
Home Ownership Scheme flats,
and reining in the excessive
speculation in the property
market. These measures have
my total support. 

There will be no tax
concessions or other giveaways
in my speech today. Hong Kong
people are already among the
most lightly taxed in the world.
They should continue to enjoy
their good fortune gracefully.
Nor will I be giving further rent
holidays to residents of our
public housing estates. These
tenants are already the most
heavily subsidised members of
our community. 

My proposal is this. With
effect from January 1, 2015, every
Hong Kong citizen aged 70 or

above will be entitled as of right
to enjoy a pension paid by a new
statutory body to be set up for
the purpose. It will replace all
our present assistance for the
target group. 

I recognise that the task will
not be easy and much still needs
to be thrashed out. But I am
clear about some of the key
points. First, it must be truly
universal, that is, everyone must
pay in and everyone must be
able to draw out.

Secondly, in the long term,
the majority of the funds must
come from working people and
their employers.

Government funds are
needed for the scheme because
provision needs to be made for
housewives, students, the
unemployed and so on. There
will be a particular need for
government support in the early
years. Hence, this year’s surplus
of HK$60 billion will be set aside
as the first instalment of the
government’s contribution to
the scheme.

I shall also be taking a hard
look at the present level of our
fiscal reserves, including those
sums deposited with the

Monetary Authority, to see what
further contributions the
government might be able to
make. There has been much talk
about what the appropriate level
of reserves should be. I don’t
think we need a complicated
formula. A common sense rule
of thumb says an amount
equivalent to 12 months’
recurrent expenditure is a
prudent minimum, while 24
months would be excessively
cautious.

Going forward, I shall also be
taking a hard look at the present
practice of allocating all land
revenue to the Capital Works
Reserve Fund. It is good practice
to meet the costs of capital
expenditure from current
income so as not to burden
future generations with debt.
But with most of our physical
infrastructure already paid for,
there would seem to be a case
for allowing at least some of the
revenue to come across to the
recurrent side.

A lot of hard work lies ahead,
to decide what to do about those
already in retirement schemes
and so on. One thing I can say
now is that the Mandatory
Provident Fund must be
scrapped and absorbed into the
new scheme. The MPF, as
structured, has failed and I
would like to take this
opportunity to apologise to the
people of Hong Kong for having
introduced it. 

Thank you, Mr President.

Mike Rowse is the search director 
of Stanton Chase International 
and an adjunct professor at the
Chinese University of Hong Kong.
mike@rowse.com.hk

Forget the giveaways and
focus on a universal pension 

Mike Rowse imagines what financial chief John Tsang should have said
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