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InthehistoryofConfucianism,thereisapeculiarissuewithastrikingcontrastbetweenitstwoaspects,

whichstillhasnotbeenpersuasivelyexplained．Ontheonehand,Kongzi(Confucius,５５１－４７９BC)and
Mengzi(Mencius,３７２－２８９BC),respectivelyrecognizedinConfucianismas“theUtmostSage”and“the
SecondSage”,hadlonglivedintheawkwardnessof“notbeingused”asmentionedbySimaQian(１３５－８６
BC,arenownedancientChinesehistorian)．Ontheotherhand,inthesubsequent２,０００yearsaftertheHan
Dynasty(２０６BC－２２０AD),countlessmediocreConfucianswhosemoralcharactersandknowledgewerefar
inferiortothoseofthesetwosageswereeasilyentrustedbytherulersofthepastdynastiesandelevatedto
anexclusiveheightoflongＧterm “beingvalued”．Whatcausedsuchatremendouslydramaticturnofthe
Confuciandestinythroughhistory? Thispaperattemptstofocusonthe“dilemmabetweenfilialpietyand

９１



国学与西学 国际学刊 第１７期,２０１９年１２月

loyalty”oftheConfucianismsoastoformulatesomepreliminaryanalysisthereof．

Ⅰ　Kongzi􀆳sandMengzi􀆳sIdeasof“ChoosingFilialPietyattheCostofLoyalty”

AstheConfucianthoughtwasrootedinthe “enfeoffmentstructureofthepatriarchalclanＧ
kinshipsＧritualsystem”featuringthe“integrityoffamiliesandthecountry”inthe WesternZhou
Dynasty(１０４６－７７１BC),the“filialpiety”and“loyalty”couldbesaidtoconstitutethetwocore
valuessupportingit．Forinstance,Kongziadvocatedthat“thereisagovernment,whentheruleris
ruler,andtheministerisminister;whenthefatherisfather,andthesonisson”(Analects１２．１１),

andthat“one􀆳simmediatedutyistoserveone􀆳sfather,andone􀆳sremotedutyistoserveone􀆳s
ruler．”(Analects１７．９)Mengziadvocatedthat“betweenfatherandson,thereshouldbeaffectation;

betweensovereign and minister,there should be righteousness” (Mengzi ３A２),and that
“acknowledgingneitherrulernorfatheristobeinthestateofabeast．”(Mengzi３B９)YouRuo,a
famousdiscipleofKongzi,alsoclaimedthat“Therearefewwho,beingfilialandfraternal,arefondof
offendingagainsttheirsuperiors．Therehavebeennone,who,notlikingtooffendagainsttheir
superiors,havebeenfondofstirringupconfusion．”(Analects１．２)Thesestatementshaveclearly
shownthattheseConfucianthinkerswereactivelytryingto mentionthesetwo mostConfucian
ethicalnormsatthesamebreadth,emphasizethemastheessencesofbeinghumans,andmaintain
theirunitythrough“transformingfilialpietytoparentsintoloyaltytotheruler”．

However,likemanyoftheidealsintheworld,although“theharmonybetweenloyaltyandfilial
piety”hopingbyConfuciusand Mengzicouldbeachievedundermanycircumstances,thesetwo
matterswouldfacesevereconflictsmoreoftenthannot,foraverysimplereason:loyaltyismainly
aimedattherulerinthepoliticalrelationships〔１〕,whilefilialpietyismainlyaimedatparentsinthe
familyrelationships．Theywerenotentirelythesame．Infact,onlywithintherulinggroupoftheJi
familyintheWesternZhouDynastywouldtherebe“thesamenessoffamilyandthecountryorof
loyaltyandfilialpiety”duetotheenfeoffmentsystem:theobedienceofthedukestothekingofZhou
isboththefilialpietyofsonstotheirfatherfromabloodＧtieperspectiveandtheloyaltyofofficials
totheirrulerfromthepoliticalperspective．Nevertheless,onceonegoesbeyondthisnarrowrange,

thingsturneddifferently,becausethe“filialpiety”ofanordinarypersontowardshisparentswas
likelytoconflictwithhis“loyalty”totheruler,sothatifhewantedtohavefilialpiety,hehadto
giveuployalty,andviceversa．Asaresult,hewascaughtinthedilemmathat“loyaltyandfilialpiety
cannotbeachievedsimultaneously”．

FromtheAnalectsandtheMengzi,wecanseethat,althoughthetwosageshadnotconsciously
realizedsuchadilemmawhichbecamefamiliartoandtoughforthelatergenerations,theyhad

０２

〔１〕 Theword“loyalty(zhong,忠)”inancientChinesewasoriginallymeant“withallone􀆳sheart”and“doingone􀆳sbest”,thus
includingthesincerityofpeopletowardsthemselvesandothers．Thenitgraduallyevolvedtoreferexclusivelytothesincerityof
subordinatestowardstheirsuperiors．EspeciallyintheConfuciancontexttocorrespondwith“filialpiety”,“loyalty”inthefirstplace
meansthatsubjectsareloyaltotheruler．Therefore,similartothe“filialpiety”whichmeansthatthechildrenconformtotheirparents,
“loyalty”isalsoakindofethicalnorm withspecialobjectsandparticularisticconnotations,andbothofthemareobviouslydifferent
from “humaneness”thatcanopenlypointtoallpeopleandhasuniversalisticconnotations(seeQingpingLiu,LoyaltyandFilialityvs．
HumanenessandJusticeＧACritiqueontheConfucianEthics,Shanghai:FudanUniversityPress,２０１２,pp．１８０Ｇ１９４)．
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alreadydiscussedseveralspecialcasesof“offendingagainsttheirsuperiors,stirringupconfusion”in
tensedcontradictionof“beingfilialandfraterna”．Inparticular,itisworthnotingthat,justlike
dealingwiththeconflictbetweenfilialpietyandhumaneness,KongziandMengzi,indealingwiththe
conflictbetweenfilialpietyandloyalty,alsogavetheultimatemeaningtofilialpietyoverloyalty
accordingtothesupremespiritof“consanguinitism”．(seeQingpingLiu,“Filialityversussociality
andindividuality:OnConfucianismas‘consanguinitism’”．PhilosophyEast& West,５３,２３４Ｇ２５０．)

Therefore,theyalwaysadvocatedthatpeopleshouldchoosefilialpietyatthecostofloyaltyinstead
ofchoosingloyaltyatthecostoffilialpietywhenfacingthedilemmabetweenfilialpietyandloyalty．

Forexample,Confuciusadvocatedthat“Thefatherconcealsthemisconductoftheson,andthe
sonconcealsthemisconductofthefather．Uprightnessistobefoundinthis”(Analects１３．１８)．
Fromthetextcorrelation,itisdirectlytargetedat“ifthefatherhavestolenasheep,thesonwillbear
witnesstothefact”asadvocatedbytheDukeofShe(５５０－４７０BC,anancientruler)．Therefore,this
caseinvolvednotonlytheconflictbetweentheson􀆳sfilialpietytowardshisfatherwhostolesomeone
else􀆳ssheepandhishumanenesstowardsthepersonwholosthissheep,butalsotheconflictbetween
theson􀆳sfilialpietytowardshisfatherandhisloyaltytohisruler．Ontheonehand,iftheson
concealedhisfather􀆳scrimeofstealingasheepforthesakeoffilialpiety,heasasubjectwould
disrupttheorderofsociallifeandthusleadtohisdisloyaltytohisruler．Ontheotherhand,ifthe
sonaccusedhisfatherofstealingasheep,hewouldbringhisfatherintoprisonandputhimselfunder
thenameof“unfilialpiety”．Facingthedilemmabetweenloyaltyandfilialpiety,Kongzimadeaclear
choice(thoughhemightnotbeawareofthepotentialconsequences):topreservethesacredand
inviolableblood－tieandkinshipbetweenamercifulfatherandafilialson,onecangiveupnotonly
theuniversalrelationshipofhumanenessbetweenhumanbeings,butalsotheparticularrelationship
betweenabeneficialrulerandaloyalsubject．〔２〕

Again,thequestionof“threeyears􀆳mourningforparents”raisedbyZaiWo(４２２－４５８BC,a
discipleofKongzi)alsoinvolvedthecontradictionbetweenfilialpietyandloyalty:asuperiorman,

whoforthesakeofshowinghisfilialpietytodeadparentsbyabidingthethreeyearsofmourning,

hadtogiveuphisdutyasaloyalofficialtohislivingrulerandmightevenleadtothedisintegration
oftheritualsystem,asZaiWosaidthat“Ifthesuperiormanabstainsforthreeyearsfromthe
observancesofpropriety,thoseobservancewillbequitelost．Ifforthreeyearsheabstainsfrom
music,musicwillberuined”(Analects１７．２１)．However,despitethiswell－foundedworryofZai
Wo,Kongzistillberatedhimharshlyforbeing“nothumane”,thusdemonstratinghissimilarattitude
tothecaseof“themutualconcealmentbetweenfatherandson”:intimesofaconflict,peopleshould
maintainthebloodＧtieandkinshipbetweenamercifulfatherandafilialson,evenatthecostofthe

１２

〔２〕 Today,whencertainConfucianscholarsdiscussthecaseof“themutualconcealmentbetweenfatherandson”,theystill
mainlypayattentiontothetensedcontradictionsbetweenthetwoparticularrelationships:thefather－sononeandtheruler－official
one,whilefailingtoseethatsuchconcealmenthasfirstofallnegatedtheuniversalhumanenessamonghumanbeingsandcaused
unacceptableharmtoinnocentstrangers．Thus,theyhaverepeatedlystressedthat“whenthereisaconflictbetweentheinterestsofthe
Stateandtheinterestsoftherelativesingeneral,everyoneshouldleantowardsprotectingtheinterestsoftherelatives”(seeA
CollectionofArgumentsonConfucianEthics,editedbyQiyongGuo,Wuhan:HubeiEducationPress,２００４,p．５３)．Inotherwords,they
onlyseethatthe“interestsoftherelatives”in“themutualconcealmentbetweenfatherandson”conflictwith“thenationalinterest”of
“showingloyaltytotheruler”,yethardlyrealizethatitfirstunderminesthedeservedrightsandinterestsofanordinarypeoplewhose
sheephadbeenstolen．
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politicalconnectionbetweenabeneficialrulerandaloyalofficial．
MengziobviouslyinheritedthefundamentalpositionofKongzionthisissue．Therefore,whenhe

launchedtherankingofhumanethics,hespecificallyplaced“thekinshipbetweenfatherandson”

before“therighteousnessbetweensovereignand minister”inordertodemonstratethesupreme

positionoffilialpietyoverloyalty．Itwasalsofromthisstandpointheclearlyadvocatedthatunder
thecircumstancesof“Shunbeingsovereign,Gaoyaochiefministerofjustice,andyetGusou(Shun􀆳s
father)murderinganinnocentman”,Shunshould“privatelytakehisfatheronhisbackandretire
intoconcealment”．Asaresult,Shunhadnotonlygivenuphisdutyoftheruleras“beingtheparents
ofhispeople”,butalsothe“righteousness”betweenhimasthesovereignandGaoyaoasaminister,

sothatthelatterwhohadbeenimpartiallyenforcingthelawswasunabletobringGusoutojustice
(seeMengzi７A３５)．Fromtheperspectiveoftheconflictbetween“thekinshipsbetweenfatherand
son”and “therighteousnessbetweensovereignand minister”,then,MengziandKongziwerein
completeagreement:bothofthemwereinfavorofplacingkinshipaboverighteousnessandrejected
sacrificingconsanguinityforthesakeofrighteousnessintheconflictbetweenloyaltyandfilialpiety．

Tosum up,thefundamentalattitudeofKongziand Mengziontheissueoftherelationship
betweenloyaltyandfilialpietyis:ontheonehand,theyadvocatedthatpeopleshouldregardfilial

pietyasthebasisofrealizingloyalty,soastoachieveaharmoniousunitybetweenthetwo;onthe
otherhand,theygavefilialpietytheultimatestatusofoverrulingloyalty,requiringpeopleincaseof
conflicttogiveuployaltyforthesakeoffilialpiety,butnottogiveupfilialpietyforthesakeof
loyalty．ThisreflectsafirmstanceofthesetwoConfuciansagestostrivetocarrythroughthe
supremespiritofconsanguinitism．

Ⅱ　“NotBeingUsed”Resultedfrom“theSupremacyofFilialPietyoverLoyalty”

However,althoughtheattitudeadoptedbyKongziandMengziunderthedilemmato“choosing
filialpietyatthecostofloyalty”hasinsistedthesupremespiritofconsanguinitism,italsomade
Confucianismfallintoaparadoxintheoryandfacecrisesinpractice．

Let􀆳sfirstlookatthe Confucian paradoxintheory:justasontherelationship between
humanenessandfilialpiety,KongziandMengzioriginallywantedtorealizeloyaltyonthebasisof
filialpiety．However,becausetheygavethesuprememeaningtofilialpiety,theresultwasthat,in
caseofconflict,one􀆳sloyaltytotherulerwouldbedeniedbyone􀆳sfilialpietytoone􀆳sparents,thus

posingafatalchallengetotheessenceofbeinghumansasmaintainedbyConfucianism．
Forexample,accordingtoMengzi􀆳sstatementthat“acknowledgingneitherrulernorfatheristo

beinthestateofabeast”,oncetherewasaconflictbetweenthe“kinshipsoffatherandson”andthe
“righteousnessofsovereignand minister”,aConfucian wouldfindhimselfinaratherawkward

position:hewouldfinditdifficulttobeacomplete“humanbeing”definedbyConfucianism,whether
by“sacrificingkinshipforthesakeofrighteousness”or“sacrificingrighteousnessforthesakeof
kinship”．Onethingrecordedin “BiographiesofObedientOfficials”inRecordsoftheHistorian
revealssuchadilemmainwhichonefoundithardtoescapethesuspicionofbeingthehalfofa
“beast”:
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AstheprimeministerofKingZhaoofChuState,ShiShewasimpartial,honestandrighteous．
Oncehecameacrossamaninthecountywhocommittedamurder,sohemanagedtochaseandcatch
theman．Tohisastonishment,hefoundthemurdererwasnoonebuthisfather．Thenhereleasedhis
fatherandhadhimselfputinprison．HesentamantotheKingandsaid:“Themurdererismy
father．IfIpunishmyfathertoupholdthelaw,Iwouldbeanunfilialson;ifIbreakthelawtorelease
myfather,Iwouldbeadisloyalminister,soIhavetobeartheguiltandbepunished”．TheKingsaid:
“Thosewhofailedtocatchthecriminalshouldnotbepunished,soyoushouldbemyprimeminister
asbefore”．ShiShesaid,“Withoutlovingone􀆳sfather,onecannotbeafilialson;withoutkeepingthe
countrieslaw,onecannotbealoyalminister．Itisyourfavourtopardonmyguilt,buttodieforthe
lawiswhatIshoulddo”．Then,withoutobeyingtheKing􀆳sorder,ShiShekilledhimself．

Itisnotdifficulttoseethat,whenthis“honestandrighteous“primeministerfacedthecase
that”hisfatherkilledsomeone”,thereasonwhyhefirstlylethisfathergotobe“filial”andthen
committedsuicidetobe“loyal”waspreciselyanattempttotherebygetridofbeinginanawkward
situationofeither“notacknowledgingthefather”or“notacknowledgingtheruler”inthedilemma
betweenfilialpietyandloyalty．

ThenletuslookattheConfuciancrisisinpractice:althoughKongziand Mengzihavenever
deniedthesignificanceof“loyaltytotheruler”andevenregardeditastheessenceofhumanbeings,

theirattitudesof“choosingfilialpietyatthecostofloyalty”intheconflictwouldundoubtedly
offendthosepowerfulrulers．Becausethelatter,upon mildreflections,wouldfindthatsucha
positionof“placingfilialpietyoverloyaltyorfamilyovercountry”wouldencourageofficialsand
subjectstosacrificetheinterestsoftherulersforthebenefitoftheofficialsandsubjects􀆳parents．
Both“Xiu Wen”inShuoYuanandHanshiWaizhuanrecordastoryofKingXuanofQiState
consultingTianGuo,aConfucianscholarontheissueof“threeyears􀆳mourningforparents”,which
clearlydemonstratesthiscrisis:

TheKingaskedTianGuo,“IheardthatConfuciansmournparentsforthreeyearsandalsothe
rulerforthreeyears,sowhichoneismoreimportant,therulerorparents?”TianGuoreplied,
“Maybetherulerisnotasimportantasparents．”TheKingsaidwithdispleasureandwrath:“Then
whydoyouleaveyourparentstoservetheruler?”TianGuoreplied:“Ifitwasn􀆳tforthelandthe
rulergaveme,Icouldn􀆳tgivemyparentsshelter．Ifitwasn􀆳tfortheruler􀆳ssalary,Icouldn􀆳tsupport
myparents．Ifitwasn􀆳tforthetitletherulergaveme,Icouldn􀆳tmakemyparentsprominentand
honored．Alltheservicestotherulerareformyparents．”TheKingwasunhappybutspeechless．

Itisnotdifficulttoseethatwhatinvolvedherewasonlyaritualissueofmourningforthree
yearsondeaths．However,assoonasheheardthatTianGuohadopenlydeclaredthat“thekingis
notasimportantashisfather”,theKingbecamefuriousrightonthespot．AfterTianGuogaveout
thespecificargumentof“alltheservicestotherulerareformyparents”basedonthesupremespirit
ofconsanguinitism,theKingstillheldthegrudgeandcouldnotacknowledgeit．Inviewofthis,if
moreimmediate,practicalinterestswereinvolved,thetensionsandconflictsbetweenfilialpietyand
loyaltycouldonlyhavebecomemoreserious．

Ironically,HanFei(２８０－２３３BC),afamousLegalisttaughtbytheConfucianmasterXunzi
(３１３－２３８BC),pointedoutexactlywhatatoughdilemmawouldKongzi􀆳sandMengzi􀆳sattitudeof
“choosingfilialpietyatthecostofloyalty”puttheConfucianisminto:

３２
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Thereisaman,namedZhigonginthestateofChu,andhisfatherhadstolenasheep．Hewentto
tellthecountyofficialaboutthething．Theofficialsaid:“Killyou”．Asintheofficial􀆳sview,theman
wasloyaltotherulerbutunfilialtohisfather．Sothemanwassentencedtodeath．Fromthispointof
view,theloyalsubjectwouldbeanunfilialson．A maninthestateofLuwenttothewarwiththe
ruler,andfledfrommanybattles．Kongziaskedhimthereasonandhesaid:“Thereisanoldfatherin
myfamily,andnoonewillsupporthimifIdied．”Kongziconsideredthistobeafilialsonand
promotedhimtobeanofficial．Fromthispointofview,thefilialsonwouldbeadisloyalsubject．
Therefore,afterthecountyofficialkilledthemaninthestateofChu,noonewouldreportthebad
deedsoftheirrelativesanymore．AfterKongzirewardedthedeserters,thepeopleofLustatewould
easilysurrenderandfleeinbattle．(WuDu,HanFeizi)

Itisnotdifficulttoseethat,byreferringtothecaseof“aman􀆳sfatherhavestolenasheep”and
pointingoutthenameof“Kongzi”,hereHanFeiwasattemptingtodemonstratethetremendous
difficultytobe“bothaloyalofficialandafilialsonatthesametime”whentherewasaconflict．
Undersuchacondition,itwasnotonlyeasyforafilialsontobecomeadisloyalsubject,butalso
possibleforaloyalsubjecttobecomeanunfilialson．

NowwecouldunderstandwhySimaQiandescribedin “AristocraticFamilyofKongzi”and
“CollectedBiographiesofMengziandXunzi”inRecordsoftheHistorian:“DukeJingofQi．．．would
giveKongzithelandofNixi,whichYanyingdidn􀆳tapproveof．．．KongzilivedinStateofChenfor
threeyearsandreturnedtothecapitalofStateofWei．DukeLingofWeididn􀆳tappointKongzi．．．
WhenJiHuanziofLudied,heleftthelastwordstoJiKangzithathemustrecallKongzi．His
officialsstoppedhim,soJiKangzicalledRanyouforhelp．ButKongziwasn􀆳tappointedbyLu
governmenttotheend．”“MengziwenttolobbyKingXuanofQi,butfailedtogettheappointment．
SohearrivedintheStateofWei．Tohissurprise,KingHuiofLiangdidnotbelievehisideas,even
regardedtheideasasromanticandfarawayfromreality．”Thewordof“yong (appointoremploy)”

wasrepeatedhere,whichisactuallyquiteareflectionontheintentionofKongziandMengzi,because
justasXiongShili(１８８５－１９６８,arenownedmodernConfucianthinker)clearlypointedoutbasedon
thetextoftheAnalectsinhisLiujingShiKongzi WannianDinglun (“SixClassicsareFinal
ConclusionsofKongziinhisLaterYears”):“IntheearlyyearsofKongzi,hewantstobeappointed
bytherulersoastoputhispoliticalviewsintopractices．IntheAnalects,hesaidthat‘Ifanyone
employme,mayInotmakeaneasternZhou?’AndhealsosaidtoYanYuan:‘Whencalledtooffice,

toundertakeitsduties;whennotcalled,tolieretired．’”ButthetragedyisthatdespiteKongziand
Mengzihadunanimouslyemphasizedintheory“servingone􀆳sruleraccordingtowhatisright”,and
touredacrossvariousstatesinpractice,thesetwoConfuciansages,whowereeagertobe“appointed
withkeypositions”,hadhardlybeenfavoredbyanyrulersintheirlivesatall,nottomentionof
havingtheirideasbecomingtheideologywithsupremerespectintheimperialcourtastheseideasdid
inlatertimes．IfweconsiderthefactthataftertheHanDynasty,somanyConfucianswhowerefar
inferiortoKongziand Mengziintermsoflearningand morality werepromotedtopositionsof
differentranksandeventotheposition“belowonepersonandabovetherest”(apositionakintoa
primeminister),andthattheAnalectsandMengzibecametheofficialtextbooksfortheimperial
examinationsaftertheSouthernSongDynasty(１１２７－１２７９),suchasharpcontrastwillinevitably
leadtoaquestion:whyKongziandMengziweredeemed“notbeingused”whentheywerealive?
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TheanswerliesintheattitudeofKongziand Mengzito “choosefilialpietyatthecostof
loyalty”and“giveupthebigfamily(state)forsmallfamilies”whenfacingthedilemmabetween
filialpietyandloyalty．Thereasonissimple:asmentionedabove,althoughthosepowerfulrulers
wouldliketoseetheirsubjectsfollowtheConfucianconceptof “transformingfilialpietyinto
loyalty”soastoestablishtheirloyaltyonthefilialpietyfortheirparents,theywerecertainly
unwillingtoseetheirsubjects,whentherewasaconflict,practicingtheprincipleofthat“serving
parentsisthegreatest”asadvocatedbyKongziand Mengziofputtingfilialpietyaboveloyalty,

taking“servingtheruler”asameansof“servingparents”,evenviolatingtheinterestsoftheimperial
courtforthesakeoftheirfamilyinterests,andactingwillinglytobe“afilialson”ofparentsand“a
disloyalofficial”oftheruler．Inthisregard,HanFei􀆳scommentswereindeedanincisiveexposureof
thefatalweakpointoftheConfucianideasof Kongziand Mengzi．Inother words,from the
perspectiveofvalueideasregardlessofotherfactors,thekeyreasonforthe“notbeingused”of
KongziandMengziwhentheywerealivewasthattheywerestillunwillingtogiveupthesupreme
spiritofconsanguinitismevenfacingthedilemmabetweenloyaltyandfilialpiety,andthusfailedto
honortherulerintheonlysacredultimateposition,sothattheywerenotfavoredbytherulersboth
intheoryandinpractice．ItisnotdifficulttoimaginethatiftheConfucianthinkersafterKongziand
Mengzihadadheredtothisstanceofchoosingfilialpietyatthecostofloyalty,eveniftheyhadbeen
assincereasthesetwosagesinlookingforwardto “servingtherulerwiththerightways”,the
historicalfateofConfucianismasawholewouldstillbethesorrowful“notbeingused”．

Facingthedilemmabetweenloyaltyandfilialpiety,indeed,KongziandMengzistillinsistedon
“servingparentsisthegreatest”andfellintoanawkwardsituationof“notbeingused”intheirlives．
However,itneedstobenotedthatitisnotbecausetheyvaluedthebloodＧtiesandkinshipsofthe
commonpeoplemore,evenatthecostofmaintainingdistancewiththeirrulers,butduetothatthey
werenotaware ofthesubstantialchangesintherealsociety．As mentioned above,atthe
establishmentoftheenfeoffmentsystem,theKingofZhouandvariousdukesdidmaintainamuch
closerconnection ofkinship with blood beingthickerthan water．Therefore,undersuch an
atmosphere,“servingparentsisthegreatest”wasdirectlyequivalentto“beingloyaltotheruleris
thegreatest”,wheretherewouldnodilemmabetweenloyaltyandfilialpiety．However,asLiSi(２８４
－２０８BC),anotherfamousLegalisttaughtbyXunzi,pointedout,aprofoundchangehadtaken
place:“King WenofZhouandKing WuofZhouentitledtheirchildrenandrelativesofthesame
surname,buttheirdescendantsgraduallyalienatedandattackedeachotherlikeenemies,thedukes
foughtagainsteachother．It wassuchadisorderthat KingofZhoucouldnotstopthem．”
(BiographicSketchesoftheFirstEmperorofQin,Recordsof Historian)Inotherwords,bythe
PeriodofSpringandAutumn(７７０－４７６BC)andtheWarringStates(４７５－２２１BC)periods,the
kinshipsbetweentheKingofZhouandvariousdukeshadbecomequiteestranged,andthusfailedto
maintainthesteadystructureof“theintegrityofthefamilyandthecountry”throughtheconcentric
forceof“bloodbeingthickerthanwater”,nottomentionthoseordinarypeoplewhohadnobloodＧtie
orkinshipwiththerulinggroupoftheZhouDynasty．Asaresult,undersuchcircumstances,to
emphasizeon“servingparentsisthegreatest”asKongziand Mengzididwasnolongerdirectly
equivalenttoemphasizingonthat“servingtheruleristhegreatest”,butwasboundtocreateaninＧ
depthdilemmaof“thesupremacyofthefamilyoverthecountry”and“choosingfilialpietyatthe
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costofloyalty”,preventingtheambitionofKongziandMengzitobe“appointedwithkeypositions”

frombeingachievedinreality．

Ⅲ　XunziandDongZhongshu􀆳sIdeasof“ChoosingLoyaltyattheCostofFilialPiety”

FortunatelyenoughforConfucianism,thereseemedtobenoshortageofreformistsatthe
turningpointsofhistory．AlthoughXunzi,anotherthinkerofConfucianisminthePreＧQinPeriod
(Before２２１BC),generallyacceptedKongzi＇basicstanceof“theharmonybetweenloyaltyandfilial
piety”,heboldlybrokethroughthedoctrineof“servingparentsisthegreatest”advocatedbyKongzi
andMengziunderthecircumstancesofconflict．Afteraffirmingthat“therootofhumansociety”is
“thekinshipbetweenfatherandson”,hedidnotcametoMengzi􀆳sconclusionthat”ofallwhicha
filialsoncanattainto,thereisnothinggreaterthanhishonoringtohisparents”,insteadhe
innovativelyputforwardhisownideaof“toservetheruleristhemostimportantaccordingtothe
propriety”(Emptiness,Xunzi)．Inotherwords,Xunziexplicitlyrequiredtheofficialsandsubjectsto
dealwiththedilemmabetweenloyaltyandfilialpietyaccordingtotheprincipleof“thesupremacyof
loyaltyoverfilialpiety”,thushavinglaidatheoreticalfoundationfortheConfucianismtogetridof
thetragicfateof“notbeingused”．

Originally,whenKongziand Mengziaffirmedthesupremacyofkinship,theyemphasizedan
indisputable,fundamentalrationale:thebloodＧtiesandkinshipsbetweenparentsandchildrenformed
thebasisofpeople􀆳slives;thatis,“＇itisnottillachildisthreeyearsoldthatitisallowedtoleavethe
armsofitsparents”(Analects１７．２１)and“heavengivesbirthtocreaturesinsuchawaythatthey
havethesoleroot．”(Mengzi３A５)Therefore,intheirview,anyonewhowishestomaintaintheir
existenceasahumanbeingmustrecognizethe “greatest”meaningoftheirparentsasthe “sole
root”,otherwisetheywouldbecomeabeastthatforgottheirorigin．Tryingtorespondthisviewof
KongziandMengzianddemonstratehisnewideathattherulershallbe“greater”thanparents,

Xunzifirstputforward:“Therearethreerootsofthepropriety,heavenandeartharetherootoflife,

ancestorsaretherootofclan,therulerandtheteacheraretherootofgoverning．”(TheTheoryof
Rites,Xunzi)

Obviously,hereXunzididnotdenytherootmeaningofthekinship,asstatedin“ancestorsare
therootofclan”．However,itisequallyobviousthathedidnotdescribethebloodＧtieastheonly
root,insteadpointedoutthatthereweretwootherroots,namely“heavenandearth”and“theruler
andtheteacher”．Tobecertain,ifhehadonlyreliedonthisneutralandequalnotionof“three
roots”,Xunziwouldstillhavecometoacompromisingconclusionthatallof“threeroots”were
“great”,andyetnottohisideathat“toservetheruleristhemostimportantaccordingtothe
propriety”．Afterall,“althoughtherulerwasthe‘therootofgoverning’,hedidnotgivebirthtoand
raisetheofficialsandsubjectslikewhattheirparentsdid”〔３〕;then,whywasheentitledtobeeven
greaterthantheirparents? ItispreciselytomakeupforthistheoreticaldefectthatXunzifurther
pointedoutwhenheexplained“thethreerootsforthepropriety”:“TheOdessaysthattheamiable
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ruleristheparentsofthepeople．．．Afathercanbearachild,buthecannotraisethechild．Mother
cannurturethechild,butshecannotteachthechild．However,therulercanbothnurtureandteach
thechild．”(TheTheoryofRites,Xunzi)

Althoughthisparagraphisnotlong,itssignificanceininfluencingthehistoricalfateofthe
traditionalConfucianismcannotbeoverestimated．Basedontheideasof“beingastheparentsofthe
people”and “transformingfilialpietyintoloyalty”alsoagreedbyKongziand Mengzi,itbroke
throughthecreedasadvocatedbyKongziand Mengzithat“servingparentsisthegreatest,and
emphasizedthatcomparedwithparentswhoonlyhavetheeffectsofproducingandraisingchildren,

theruler,thoughhecouldnotgivebirthtohisofficialsandsubjects,couldplaythedualfunctionof
raisingandinstructingthem．Orinotherwords,therulerprovidedbothmaterialandspiritualfoods
fortheofficialandsubjects,whichwentfarbeyondtheroleoftheirparentsinproducingandraising
them．Therefore,officialsandsubjectsshouldalsotakeservingtherulerasthegreatereventhan
servingtheirparentspreciselyaccordingtothesoＧcalled “rootsense”identifiedbyConfucianism．
Therefore,aftertheserigorousarguments,thesupremecreedof“servingtheruleristhegreatest”

seemedtohaveenoughreasontoreplaceanothersupremecreedof“servingparentsisthegreatest”．
ItispreciselybasedonthisbrandＧnewsupremecreedthat,differentfrom Mengziwhoput“the

kinshipbetweenfatherandson”before“therighteousnessbetweenrulerandofficial”inthegreat
ethicsofhumanbeings,Xunzi,inthe“ethicsofrighteousness”,put“therulerandtheteacher”before
“fatherandson”and“aloyalofficial”before“afilialson”．Healsorepeatedlyadvocated:“Thereis
nodignityoftherulerortheteacher,andthereisnoethicsbetweenfatherandson．Thisiscalled
extremechaos”(EmperorSystem,Xunzi);“theprincipleofprecedentkingsisthenormofbeing
loyalsubjectsandfilialchildren．”(TheTheoryofRites,Xunzi)Heevendeclared:“Peopleshould
respectparentsathomeandrespectelderbrothersoutside,whichisthefundamentalmoralruleof
beingaman．．．Itisthehighestruleoflifetoinsistthemoralityratherthanobeythesovereign,and
obeytherighteousnessbutnotthefather．”(Beingason,Xunzi)AlthoughhereXunziattemptedto
puttheConfucian“morality”abovethepoweroftheruler,thesayingof“obeyingtherighteousness
butnotthefather”obviouslyput“therighteousnessbetweensovereignandminister”above“the
kinshipsbetweenfatherandson”,requiringthattheofficialsandsubjects,whenfacingthedilemma
betweenloyalty andfilialpiety,shall “eliminate hisrelativesforthesake ofthe greatest
righteousness(orchooseloyaltyatthecostoffilialpiety)”,thatis,maintainthesupremacyofthe
“righteousnessbetweenrulerandofficial”evenattheheavycostofdestroyingthekinshipsbetween
fatherandson．

Obviously,theseoriginalargumentsofXunzisubstantiallybrokethroughthesupremecreedof
consanguinitismadvocatedbyKongziandMengzi．Especiallyhisstatementsthat“therulercanboth
nurtureandteachhissubjects”and“toobeytherighteousnessbutnotthefather”notonlyclearly
definedthestrictrankingofthe“Heaven,Earth,Ruler,Parents,andTeacher”whichlastedformore
than２,０００years,butalsoprovidedaculturalbasisforsuchpopularmantrasas“theimperialcourt
feedsthecommonpeople”and“therulerisevencloserormoreintimatethantheirparentstothe
commonpeople”．Forthisreason,TanSitong (１８６５－１８９８,arenownedChinesepoliticianand
thinker)severelycriticizedthedoctrineofXunzithatit“hasgrantedtherulerunlimitedpowerso
thattherulercangovernthepeoplejustdependingonConfucianism”．(Volume２８,Benevolence)
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SincetherulerwasgrantedunlimitedpowerinthisConfucianway,howcouldConfucianismnotget
ridofthedilemmaof“notbeingused”broughtaboutby“thesupremacyoffilialpietyoverloyalty”

andbecometheorthodoxideology “appointedwithkeypositions”bytheimperialcourt? Inthis
regard,althoughXunzi􀆳stheoreticalcontributionstoConfucianismwerenotequaltothatofKongzi
andMengzi〔４〕,heobviouslycouldnotberankedunderanyotherpreＧQinConfuciansexceptfor
KongziandMengzi．WemightaswelltakethisperspectivetounderstandwhyXunzicouldtranscend
suchfamousConfuciansasYouRuo(５１８－５thCenturyBC),ZengShen(５０５－４３５BC),Zisi(ca．４８１
－４０２BC)andotherswithcloserrelationshipswithKongziandMengzi,andbecamethethirdmaster
figurequalifiedtostandsidebysidewithKongziandMengziamidtheConfuciansinthePreＧQin
Period．

ItshouldbepointedoutthatXunziwasnotaloneinrealizingthisproblem．Facingtheawkward
situationof“notbeingused”,manycontemporaryConfucianswerealsoreflectingabouthowto
enableConfucianismtobevaluedorusedbytheimperialcourt,withabasictrainofthoughtinline
withXunzi􀆳s．Forexample,inthethreecommentedversionsoftheAnnalsofSpringandAutumn,

thefollowingpropositionsappearedinunison:“thegreatrighteousnessissupremeoverthekinship”
(thefourthyearofDukeYin,ZuoCommentaries);“onemustnotgiveupking􀆳saffairsforthesake
offamily􀆳saffairs,butrathershouldgiveupfamily􀆳saffairsforthesakeofking􀆳saffairs”(thethird
yearofDukeAi,GongYangCommentaries);“don􀆳tviolatetheprincipleofrespectforseniors
becauseofaffectationstoyourfamily．”(thesecondyearofDukeWan,GuLiangCommentaries)

Onceplacedinthecontextofthat“onemustnotgiveupking􀆳saffairsforthesakeoffamily􀆳s
affairs”andthat“don􀆳tviolatetheprincipleofrespectforseniorsbecauseofaffectationstoyour
family”,the“greatrighteousness”thatcouldbeplacedabovethe“minorkinship”obviouslyreferred
tothe“loyaltytotheruler”inthesenseof“therighteousnessbetweenrulerandofficial”．〔５〕Asto
whyitwasespeciallyemphasizedthattherighteousnessis“great”,thereasonisclearenoughthat,

likeXunZi􀆳sadvocacyof“toservetheruleristhemostimportantaccordingtothepropriety”,itwas
firstofalldirectedagainstMengzi􀆳s“servingparentsisthegreatest”,attemptingtoshowthatthe
“king􀆳saffairs”ortherighteousnessbetweenrulerandofficialwereeven“greater”thanthe“family
affairs”orthekinshipbetweenfatherandson．Asaresult,althoughthesepropositionslack
systematicargumentation,theiressencesaretantamounttodeclaringinthesamewayasXunzidid:in
thedilemmabetweenloyaltyandfilialpiety,peopleshould“chooseloyaltyatthecostoffilialpiety”,

safeguardthe“righteousnessbetweenrulerandofficial”evenatthecostofabandoningthe“kinship

８２
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FortheissueonwhyMengzicouldbecomethe“SecondSage”ofConfucianismbyvirtueofhisoriginalcontributions,see
QingpingLiu,“Howdid MengziBecome ‘theSecondSage?’”(Issue１０,theJournalofHumanities,２０１４)．Inaddition,themain
differencebetween Mengzi􀆳sandXunzi􀆳sthoughtsliesnotinthefrequentlydiscusseddistinctionbetween “goodnature”and “evil
nature”,butfirstlyinwhether“servingparents”or“servingtheruler”isthegreatest．EventhereasonwhyXunzispecificallyadvocated
“evilnature”asaConfucianwasthathetriedtoemphasizethesupremacyof“loyaltytotheruler”over“servingparents”．Thisissueis
tobeelaboratedinaseparatepaper．

Asamatteroffact,theoriginalconnotationoftheidiom “greatrighteousnessissupremeovertheaffectation”wasprecisely
topraiseShiQue,aseniorofficialoftheWeistatewhosafeguardedthe“greatrighteousness”betweenrulerandofficialattheexpense
ofthe“minorkinship”betweenfatherandson:ShiQuefoundoutthathisownson,ShiHou,hadconspiredwithotherstokilltheruler．
Therefore,ShiQuedecisivelyorderedthekillingofhisson,thusshowinghisloyaltytotheruler(seethefourthyearofDukeYin,Zuo
Commentaries)．Needlesstosay,thispracticeof“eliminatingthekinshipforthegreatrighteousness”wasessentiallythesameasthatof
DukeZhouwhohadledapunitiveexpeditionagainsthisbrothersGuanandCaiinordertomaintainhisallegiancetoKingWuofZhou．
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betweenfatherandson”．
Tobesure,Xunzididnotgetridofhisown“notbeingused”whenhewasalive．However,the

quickcollapseoftheQinEmpiresetupwiththehelpofHanFeiandLiSi,thetwoLegalistdisciples
hetaught,fullyexposedthefataldefectsoftheLegalistSchool:“Injuringtheclosestfamily,

damaginggratitude,andbenevolencebecomingacrimony．”(CollectionsofBooks,TheHistoryof
theHanDynasty)AftertherulingcliqueoftheHanDynastyturnedtoseekspiritualsupportfrom
otherculturaltrends,then,DongZhongshu(１７９－１０４BC,arenownedConfucianstatesman)carried
forwardXunzi􀆳sprincipleof“toservetheruleristhemostimportantaccordingtothepropriety”,

makingConfucianismtheonlycandidateastheorthodoxideology．Asweallknow,whenhearranged
theorderofthethreespecialethicalrelationships,thatis,thefamous“threeprinciplesofthekingly
way”,DongZhongshuclearlyplacedtherulerＧsubjectrelationshipfirst,immediatelyfollowedbythe
fatherＧsonrelationshipandthehusbandＧwiferelationship,thatis,“rulerguidessubject,fatherguides
son,andhusbandguideswife”．Therefore,itwasobviouslydifferentfrom Mengzi􀆳identificationof
“thegreatethicsofhumanbeings”,whichplacedthefatherＧsonrelationshipbeforetherulerＧsubject
relationship．Inthisregard,DongZhongshu􀆳sprimary motiveforthissortofrankingshouldbe
consideredas,justasXunzi,tohighlightthatthepoliticalconnectionbetweenrulerandsubject
shouldoverridetheconsanguineouskinshipbetweenfatherandsonandthe marriagebetween
husbandandwife．Especially,ittriedtodemonstratethe“supremeethicalstatus”〔６〕of“theruler”so
astoachievethegoalofenablingConfucianismtobe“appointedwithkeyposition”byvirtueofthe
stanceof“thesupremacyofloyaltyoverfilialpiety”．Infact,DongZhongshuparticularlystressed
that“thegreatrighteousnessoftheAnnalsofSpringandAutumn”contains“thepeoplemustbe
obedienttotheirrulerwithoutanyconditions”．(Jade,Ch􀆳unＧch􀆳iufanＧlu)Withintheframeworkof
the“threeprinciples”,thus,“healreadyrevealedthenewConfuciantendencytorequirethatpeople
shouldgiveupthekinshipsforthesakeofthegreatrighteousness”inthedilemmaofloyaltyand
filialpiety．Inviewofthis,afterthetheoreticaleffortsofXunziandDongZhongshu,itwasnot
surprisingthatConfucianism wasfinallyabletoenjoythestatusof“exclusiverespect”inancient
societyforalongtime．Meanwhile,itwasn􀆳tdifficulttounderstandthereasonthatthehistoryof
Confucianthoughtcouldnotbeseparatedfrom DongZhongshu,afigurewhohadnotmademany
originaltheoreticalcontributionscomparabletothosebyXunzi．

Peopleoftenrefertothepoliticalframeworksupportedbythe“threeprinciples”sincetheHan
Dynastyasthe“facialConfucianismandsubstantiveLegalism (yangruyinfa)”,butrarelyexplain
whyConfucianismwasfacialandLegalismwassubstantive．Aslongasviewedfromthecomparison
betweenthespiritualessencesofConfucianismandLegalism,virtually,itisnotdifficulttoseethat
thesoＧcalled“facialConfucianism”mainlymeansthatthe“threeprinciples”connectedthe“great
ethicsofhumanrelationships”ofrulerＧofficial,fatherＧson,andhusbandＧwifeintoanetworktotally
withkinshipimplicationsontheopenandconsciousbasisoftheConfucianstandpoint．ThesoＧcalled
“substantiveLegalism”mainlymeansthatthe“threeprinciples”quietlyabsorbedthecoreideasof
Legalism,sothattheynotonlyaffirmedthesupremacyoftherulerＧofficialrelationshipoverother
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humanrelationships,includingthefatherＧsonrelationship,butalsostressedtheabsoluteauthorityof
theruleroverthesubjects．Whenthetwowerecombined,thepoliticalframeworksupportedbythe
“threeprinciples”overcameboththeConfucianloopholeofplacingfilialpietyoverloyaltyandthe
Legalistdrawbacksofdenyingkinshipsandvaluingonlyseverepunishments．Asaresult,the
Legaliststructureof “therulerastheprincipleofofficials”wassuccessfullysupportedand
strengthenedbythecentripetalcohesionofConfuciankinships．Thatwasthekeyreason why
Confucianism (ratherthanLegalism)hadalwaysbeen＇＇appointedwithkeypositions＇＇bysuccessive
rulinggroups．

Ⅳ　OtherInterpretationsforConfucianism􀆳s“BeingValued”

Somecontemporaryscholarshavealsoattemptedtoexplainthereasonsforthehistoricalturning
ofthefateofConfucianisminthe Han Dynastyfrom otherperspectives．However,duetothe
negligenceonthedilemmabetweenloyaltyandfilialpiety,suchexplanationsseemunconvincingin
theory．

Forexample,whenexplainingwhyConfuciansneverjoinedthedecisionＧmakinggroupserving
fortherulersduringtheWarringStatesPeriod,WeimingTupointsout:“Theydeliberatelychoseto
fail．Mengzicondemnedpowerfulministersas‘concubines’．．．．Hecouldn􀆳tcommunicatewiththose
inpower．．．．TheConfucianmonopolyoneducationmaybetheonlyfactorfortheriseofConfucian
intellectualsintheHanDynasty．Theyhadbecomeadvocatesofthelegitimacyofauthorityinthe
system”．〔７〕Needlesstosay,theemphasisoneducationhadbeenamajorfeatureofConfucianism
sinceitsbirth．However,ifweattributetheturningoftheConfucianism􀆳sfateintheHanDynastyto
“itsmonopolyofeducation”,itseemedtohavemissedthecruxoftheproblem．

Firstly,sinceKongziandMengzihadalreadypaidspecialattentiontoeducation,whycouldn􀆳t
theytakethisadvantageto“communicatewiththoseinpower”asthoseConfuciansdidafterthe
HanDynasty,insteadof“losingbadly”? WhydidConfucianism􀆳s“monopolyoneducation”afterthe
HanDynastyenableittogetridofthedisadvantagesintheperiodofKongziandMengziandmake
countlessConfuciansfarinferiortoKongziandMengziinallaspectssmoothly “jointhedecisionＧ
makinggroupservingfortheruler?”Furthermore,whydidtheseConfuciansnolongerfollowthe
examplesofKongziand Mengziwho “deliberatelychosetofail”atthattimebutflockedtobe
“defenderofthelegitimacyofauthorityinthesystem”andevenbecome“powerfulministers”like
“concubines”in manycases? Moreimportantly,afterthe HanDynasty,wasn􀆳t “Confucianism􀆳s
monopolyoneducation”aconsequenceofitsexclusivepoliticalstatus? Couldwesimplyreversethe
causeandeffecttocallitasthesolereasonforthepoliticalstatusofConfucianism?

Secondly,ifKongziandMengziwere“unabletocommunicatewiththoseinpower”becauseof
“condemningpowerfulministers”,then,why,afterthe Han Dynasty,theConfucians whostill
declaredthattheywantedto“rectifywhatiswronginthesovereign􀆳smind”couldchangethistragic
fateand“jointhedecisionＧmakinggroupservingfortheruler”andeven“communicatingwiththose
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inpower”inharmony? CoulditbethatthisisbecausealltherulersbeforetheHanDynastywere
headstrongandimpervioustodifferentopinionandonly willingtoappointthose ministerslike
“concubines”,whilealltherulersaftertheHanDynastysuddenlyawoketoremoldthemselvesand
stayedeagertolistentocriticismandguidanceofthoseConfucianslike“greathusbands”?

Infact,thereisasimilarflawinSimaQian􀆳sexplanations,becausewhenhetalkedaboutthe
“notbeingused”ofMengzi,heusedthe“beingvalued”ofotherpersonsatthattimeasasharp
contrast:“Atthattime,ShangYangwasappointedbyQinState,WuQiwasappointedbyChuand
WeiState,SunziandTianJiwereappointedbyQiState”．Allthestatesweretakingtheunitemeans
andstrategyofhorizontalallianceofstates,causingtoregardingpeoplewhowasgoodatwarasthe
expert．ButwhatMengzirecommendedthevirtueofMonarchYao,MonarchShun,Xia (２１stＧ１６th

CenturyBC),Shang(１６００－１０４６BC)andZhou(MidＧ１１thCenturyＧ２５６BC)Dynasties,didn􀆳tmeet
theneedsoftheStateshetravelled,sothathewasnotappointed．(CollectedBiographiesofMengzi
andXunzi,Recordsof Historian)However,onceincludedinthehistoricalcorrelationsof２,０００
years,wewillfindthatthiscomparisondeviatesfromthecruxofthematter,becausewecertainlydo
nothavemuchreasontoassertthateachandeveryrulerbeforetheHanDynastyscoffedthe“virtue
ofMonarchYao,MonarchShun,Xia,ShangandZhouDynasties”,resultingintheConfucianism
representedbyKongziandMengzibeing“notbeingused”foralongtime,whiletheemperorsafter
theHanDynastywerefullofrespectforthe“virtuesofMonarchYao,MonarchShun,Xia,Shang
andZhouDynasties”,leadingtocountlessConfuciansbeing “appointed withkeypositions”．Of
course,sinceSimaQiandidnotunderstandthehistoricaldevelopmentaftertheHanDynasty,his
deficiencycouldbeunderstoodsympathetically．However,ifwecontinuetoholdsimilarviewstoday,

itwouldbeabitunjustifiablefromanacademicperspective．
Strictlyspeaking,thenextpointofWeimingTuindeedtouchesonthecruxoftheproblem:

Someoftheothersurroundingforces———thepreferencesofemperors,theinterestsofkey
ministers,and the concern of officials———will certainly contribute to the rejuvenation of
Confucianism．AfterConfucianismgraduallybecamethedominantcourtdoctrine,itwasnolongerthe
originaldoctrineofKongziand Mengzi．Itwas moreofahodgepodgewith Xunzi􀆳sworshipof
proprieties,Legalistviews,theYinＧYangcosmictheory,theTaoistthought,andmanyotherbeliefs
atthattime．〔８〕

Inotherwords,asforthemostimportantfactorthatledtotherevivalofConfucianismintoa
“dominantcourtdoctrine”afterthe Han Dynasty,insteadofregardingitas “Confucianism􀆳s
monopolyoneducation”,weshouldrathersaythat“thepreferencesofemperors,theinterestsofkey
ministers,andtheconcernofofficials”shiftedfromothertrendsofthought(includingLegalism)to
Confucianisminseekingthespiritualpillarofideology．Asforthemostcrucialopportunitytotrigger
suchatransformation,itis,as mentionedabove,precisely DongZhongshu􀆳s “threeprinciples”

which,basedonadheringtotheconsanguinitisticspiritasadvocatedby Kongziand Mengzi,

combiningXunzi􀆳sideaof“servingtheruleristhegreatest”withtheLegalistviews,whichclearly
emphasized “thesupremacyofloyaltyoverfilialpiety”soastocaterto “thepreferencesof
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emperors,theinterests ofkey ministers,andtheconcern ofofficials．”Indeed,theserulers
understooditveryclear:aslongas “therelationshipofrulerＧofficial”wasputabove “the
relationshipoffatherＧson”,those“notbeingused”ideasofkinshipsadvocatedbyKongziandMengzi
couldbeeasilytransformedintothe“beingvalued”orthodoxdoctrines．

Inthisregard,WeimingTu􀆳spraiseofDongZhongshuandothersmayhavebeenguiltedof
flattering:“Theirbasicconcernswerenotthestabilityofafewrulers,butforthepeopletoliveand
workinpeaceandcontentment􀆺 TheyappealedtothetranscendentHeavenandthepeoplefor
support．Althoughtheywerenothostiletothoseinpower,theywereabletomaintainanindependent
stanceasteachers,advisers,criticsorfriendstotheemperors．Theywereneverconcubines．”The
questionis,ifDongZhongshu wasconcerned with “thepeopletoliveand workinpeaceand
contentmentinsteadofthestabilityofafewrulers”,whydidhealwaysinsistonfullydemonstrating
the“supremeethicalstatus”ofthe“king”inthe“threeprinciples”,affirmingalmostnomoralvalues
ofordinarypeopleandcontendinginaderogatorywaythat“thenameofthepeopleistakenfrom
obscuredarkness”? (CheckforNaming,Ch􀆳unＧch􀆳iufanＧlu)Whydidhenotadvocate“theruler
shouldconcernthepeopleasthemostimportantthing”butrather“thepeoplemustbeobedientto
therulerwithoutanyconditions”insummarizingthe“greatrighteousnessoftheAnnalsofSpring
andAutumn?”Inanycase,ifDongZhongshuhadonly “appealedtothepeopleforsupport”,
“maintainedanindependentstancetowardstheemperor”,andevenbeenindifferenttomaintaining
“thestabilityoftheruler”,hisviewwasprobablydifficulttostir“thepreferencesofemperors,the
interestsofkey ministers,andtheconcernsofofficials”—unlesstheseemperors,ministers,and
officialsalsovalued“peopletoliveandworkinpeaceandcontentment”andcarednothingabout
theirown“stability”,bywhichtheycouldbeevensaidtobethegenuine“sageswithinandkings
without”．

ThefollowingstatementbyWeimingTucouldbeconsideredhighlyincisive:“Sincethetimesof
EmperorWu(reign:１４１Ｇ８７BC),ConfucianismhadbecomeanimportanttoolfortrainingChinese
officials．．．Because Confucian classics wereadopted asthecorecurriculum and Kongzi was
worshippedastheprotectordeityoftheschools,Confucianethicshadbecomethesocialstandards
forrecruitingpoliticalelites．”〔９〕Asisknowntoall,after“becominganimportanttoolfortraining
Chineseofficials”fromthetimeofEmperor Wuofthe HanDynasty,Confucianism hadindeed
becomethesoＧcalled“ChineseStudies(guoxue)”foralongtime．Althoughsomefoundingemperors
whobattled on horsesto win the state power happened to prefer Legalism and belittled
Confucianism,theirsuccessorstendedtochangetheircoursesquickly,tryingtoseekthespiritual
pillarfromConfucianism．Evenforthoseforeignrulerswhowereoriginallyconsideredbarbarians,

oncetheybegantoruletheHanChinese,theywouldstillconvertthemselvesintofaithfulbelievers
ofConfucianism．Consideredthelengthofthispaper,onlytwoexamplesareprovidedhere:“In９１６,

YelüAbaoji(reign:９１６Ｇ９２６)intheLiaoDynasty,proclaimedhimselfastheemperorandfoundeda
country􀆺 Afterheascendedthethrone,thefirstbuildingheconstructedwastheKongziTemple．He
alsoorderedtheprincetoofferasacrificetoKongzi．AccordingtoPrinceBei􀆳sownwords,‘Kongzi,
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thegreatsage,shouldberespectedforever’”〔１０〕;“AfterthecollapseoftheSouthernSongDynasty,

Mongolians􀆺inconqueringtheCentralPlains,werealsoconqueredbythematuredHanculture．
BecauseoftheneedtogovernalargemultiＧethniccountry,Confucianismbecamethestatelearnings
oftheYuanDynasty．”〔１１〕Inviewofthese,ifwestillattributethesephenomenatothatthemoral
nobilityoftheserulersimprovedafterreceivingtheConfucianism􀆳s“monopolyovereducation”,that
alltheywantedtodoweretohire“Confucianpoliticalelites”especiallyconcerningabout“peopleto
liveand workin peaceandcontentment”but “remainingindependent”from theserulersas
“teachers,advisers,orfriends”,whilekeepingthemselvesfarawayfrom those ministerslike
“concubines”,itwouldbealittlenaive．

WhatisworthmentioningisastatementbyZhuXi(１１３０－１１２０,arenownedNeoＧConfucian),

hadreflectedfrom acertainaspectthefundamentalreason whyConfucianism waslater “being
valued”wasthatitemphasized “thesupremacyofloyaltyoverfilialpiety”:“＇Thethreecardinal
guidesaresovereignguidesminister,fatherguidesson,husbandguideswife．Thethreecardinal
guidesandthefiveconstantvirtuesarethegreatestnormoftheproprieties,havebeensucceededby
followingdynastieswithoutanychange．．．That􀆳sthereasonwhytheSage(Kongzi)canpredictthe
future．”(AnnotationsofChapter WeiChang,CollectedAnnotationsontheAnalects)Asstated
above,Kongzihadneveractuallyadvocated“therulerastheprincipleofofficials”beingover“the
fatherastheprincipleoftheson”．Onthecontrary,hehadrepeatedlyadvocatedthatpeopleshould
choosefilialpietyatthecostofloyaltyinthedilemmabetweenthem．AsaConfucianmasterdeeply
familiarwiththeAnalects,ZhuXi,evenifhedidnotrealizethelatterpoint,oughttoknowthatthere
wasnosuchideasortermsas“threeprinciples”inthisConfuciancanon．However,heignoredthe
obvioustextualevidence,attachedaconceptthatwasonlyformedintheHanDynastyandhadfinally
pushedConfucianismtothestatusof“exclusiverespect”tothenameofKongzihimself,evenfurther
accused,onthisbasis,BuddhismandtheTaoism “toabatethethreecardinalguidesandthefive
constantvirtuesisagreatcharge!”(Volume１２６,AnalectsofChuXi)Accordingtotheprevious
analysis,thereasonhewasblindtothefacttohandlemattersundercoverwasprobablybecausehe
wasvaguelyawarethatifhedidnotassociatethe“threecardinalprinciples”directlywiththe“Sage”

insuchafarＧfetched way,“thepreferencesofemperors,theinterestsofkey ministers,andthe
concernofofficials”wouldbedifficulttofocusontheFourClassicshehadchosen,decreethemas
referencebooksfortheimperialexaminations,andmakeConfucianism“animportanttoolfortraining
Chineseofficials”,“thesocialstandardsforrecruitingpoliticalelites”,and “thedominantcourt
doctrine”．

Bycontrast,XiongShili,theleadingthinkerofmodernNewＧConfucianisminthe２０thcentury,

realizedthecruxoftheproblem moreclearly．Hehadrepeatedlystatedinhis “Conclusionsin
DecliningYears”that:

SinceHanDynasty,peoplehadbeenobeyingtherulesthattherulerismoreimportantthanthe
fatherandtobeloyalismoreimportantthantobefilial􀆺 Bycombiningrespectingthefatherand
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respectingtheruler,thedictatorscankeeptheirgoverningforaspeciallongtime．(LiujingShi
KongziWannianDinglun (SixClassicsareFinalConclusionsofKongziinhisLaterYears)

Theessenceofthethreecardinalguidesistorespecttheruler,workinginwithrespectingfather
andhusband,sothatpeopletaketheguidesforgrantedwithoutanydoubt．．．Thentocombinefilial
pietyandloyaltywithpoliticalmeaningisnamedastheConfucianethicalcode,basedonwhich
emperorsgovernthecountrywithfilialpiety．(ThesecondpartofYuanxuetong,thefirstpartofthe
OriginalConfucianim)

Frombeingfilialtofathertoloyaltotheruler,thisiscalledtransformingfilialpietytoloyalty．
Thus,therulerismoreimportantthanfather,loyaltyismoreimportantthanfilialpity．．．Emperors
inancientChinamakefulluseoftheConfuciandoctrineoffilialpietytosupporttheirdominance．
(Differentiation,theHeavenandEarth)

AlthoughXiongShilihadneitherrealizedKongziandMengzi􀆳sstanceofthat“servingparentsis
thegreatest”inthedilemmabetweenloyaltyandfilialpietywouldcertainlyleadto “notbeing
used”,norfoundoutthatXunzihadshownanideologicaltendencytoemphasize“loyaltybeforefilial
piety”,hehadstillpointedoutclearlyenoughthatsincetheHanDynasty,theConfucians,including
thoseintheSongandMingdynasties,hadadheredtothe“threecardinalprinciples”inwhich“the
rulerismorerespectedthanthefather”,inordertorevealthespiritualessenceofthe“supreme
ethicalstatus”of“kings”．HealsopointedoutclearlyenoughthatthetraditionalConfucianism
became“thetoolofgreatthievestostealthecountry”andthehistoricaloutcomethat “the
traditionalConfucianismandtheimperialautocracyhadmutuallydependedtosurviveforthousands
ofyears”．Inthissense,theseveryinsightfulwarningsvoicedbythisConfucianmasterhalfacentury
agoareespeciallyworthyofourreflectiontodaytoexploretheinternalreasonsforthetransitionof
traditionalConfucianismfrom “notbeingused”to“beingvalued”．
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中文题目:
儒家从“不能用”到“受重用”的命运转折———“忠孝不能两全”的悖论解析
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提要:儒家历史上有一个反差鲜明的奇特现象:虽然孔孟在世的时候总是处于“不能用”的尴尬状态,汉代之后无数道
德品格和学问知识远不如他们的儒者却能够长期享有“受重用”的独尊地位.究其原因,主要是儒家大师们在处理“忠
孝不能两全”的二难困境时,采取了两种截然不同的态度:孔子和孟子强调孝高于忠,主张“舍忠而尽孝”;荀子和董仲舒
却强调忠高于孝,主张“舍孝而尽忠”,从而实现了对于儒家命运来说十分关键的一次历史转折.

关键词:儒家;忠孝不能两全;舍忠而尽孝;舍孝而尽忠
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