
1.Why	  do	  you	  think	  the	  Tank	  Man	  blocked	  the	  path	  of	  the	  tanks,	  and	  why	  do	  
you	  think	  the	  tanks	  stopped	  at	  Tiananmen	  Square	  on	  June	  4,	  1989?

2.	  Why	  is	  the	  symbol	  and	  action	  “tank	  man”	  so	  important	  to	  so	  many	  people?

3.	  How	  did	  the	  democracy	  movement	  start	  in	  China?

	  	  	  	  	  	   4.	  Describe	  it.

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  

5.How	  did	  the	  evolution	  of	  the	  movement	  from	  a	  student	  to	  workers	  
movement	  change	  everything?

6.Who	  is	  Zhao	  Ziyang	  and	  why	  was	  his	  appearance	  in	  the	  square	  so	  
important?	  	  What	  did	  it	  signify?

7.After	  Marshall	  Law	  was	  declared	  what	  happened?	  

8.	  What	  was	  Deng	  Xiao	  Ping’s	  new	  plan?

9.Describe	  the	  night	  June	  3rd/4th:

	   10.	  Is	  tank	  man	  alive?	  	  Your	  opinion.	  	  Why	  or	  why	  not?
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Take Additional Notes Here

On	  a	  fateful	  day	  in	  June	  1989,	  the	  world	  became	  9ixed	  on	  the	  bold	  image	  of	  a	  lone	  man	  staring	  down	  a	  procession	  of	  tanks	  in	  Tiananmen	  
Square,	  Beijing.	  While	  trying	  to	  unearth	  the	  story	  behind	  this	  courageous	  man,	  the	  producers	  of	  The	  Tank	  Man	  uncover	  additional	  stories	  
about	  the	  clash	  between	  the	  communist	  government	  of	  the	  People's	  Republic	  of	  China	  and	  those	  who	  advocate	  for	  a	  more	  open,	  
democratic	  society.	  In	  this	  9ilm	  FRONTLINE	  explores	  a	  society	  in	  transition	  after	  the	  demonstrations	  at	  Tiananmen	  Square.	  China	  has	  
become	  open	  for	  global	  business,	  but	  it	  remains	  closed	  to	  a	  free	  media	  and	  available	  information.



11.	  What	  was	  the	  “deal”	  the	  Communist	  Party	  made	  with	  the	  people	  of	  China	  after	  	  
the	  “June	  Fourth	  Incident.”

12.	  How	  has	  Chinese	  society	  changed	  over	  the	  last	  30	  years?

a. What	  is	  China	  A	  and	  China	  B?	  	  Why	  would	  this	  cause	  Mao	  to	  “turn	  over	  in	  
his	  grave?”	  	  What	  have	  peasants	  lost	  in	  China?

13	  .	  Many	  people	  were	  hopeful	  that	  as	  China	  developed	  more	  economic	  reforms	  
they	  would	  begin	  	  to	  address	  their	  human	  rights	  record.	  In	  your	  opinion,	  will	  this	  
affect	  or	  not	  affect	  human	  rights	  in	  China?

14.	  Describe	  the	  paradox	  for	  workers	  in	  China’s	  “Communist”	  society.

15.	  China	  maintains	  censorship	  over	  its	  media.	  How	  did	  the	  scene	  with	  the	  Bejing	  
University	  students	  demonstrate	  this?

16.	  How	  does	  China	  censor	  information	  on	  the	  Internet?

17.Why	  do	  you	  think	  Internet	  companies	  like	  Google	  were	  motivated	  to	  create	  
modi`ied	  search	  engines	  for	  Internet	  users	  in	  China?	  	  

Write	  a	  paragraph	  to	  Cisco	  or	  Yahoo	  about	  your	  opinion	  of	  their	  activities	  in	  China:

18.	  Think	  about	  your	  and	  your	  family's	  Internet	  activities.	  What	  typical	  Internet	  
use	  would	  the	  Chinese	  government	  `ind	  objectionable?	  Which	  sites	  would	  be	  
blocked?	  Why?
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Task:
You are a censor in the Chinese government editing the BBC article on the Tiananmen Square protests. Use a thick 
red or black marker to block out any terms that the Chinese government would find objectionable. Discuss your 
rationale for blacking out particular words with your partner.
When you are finished, reread the article with your revisions. Discuss these questions and write responses.

1. How does your censored version differ from the original article?

2. If the censored version was your only source of information, how would this version impact your 
understanding of the events that occurred in Tiananmen Square on June 4, 1989?

Massacre	  in	  Tiananmen	  Square
Several	  hundred	  civilians	  have	  been	  shot	  dead	  by	  the	  Chinese	  army	  during	  a	  bloody	  military	  
operation	  to	  crush	  a	  democratic	  protest	  in	  Peking's	  (Beijing)	  Tiananmen	  Square.	  

Tanks	  rumbled	  through	  the	  capital's	  streets	  late	  on	  3	  June	  as	  the	  army	  moved	  into	  the	  square	  from	  
several	  directions,	  randomly	  `iring	  on	  unarmed	  protesters.	  	  	  The	  injured	  were	  rushed	  to	  hospital	  on	  
bicycle	  rickshaws	  by	  frantic	  residents	  shocked	  by	  the	  army's	  sudden	  and	  extreme	  response	  to	  the	  
peaceful	  mass	  protest.	  

Demonstrators,	  mainly	  students,	  had	  occupied	  the	  square	  for	  seven	  weeks,	  refusing	  to	  move	  until	  
their	  demands	  for	  democratic	  reform	  were	  met.	  	  	  The	  protests	  began	  with	  a	  march	  by	  students	  in	  
memory	  of	  former	  party	  leader	  Hu	  Yaobang,	  who	  had	  died	  a	  week	  before.	  
But	  as	  the	  days	  passed,	  millions	  of	  people	  from	  all	  walks	  of	  life	  joined	  in,	  angered	  by	  widespread	  
corruption	  and	  calling	  for	  democracy.	  	  Tonight's	  military	  offensive	  came	  after	  several	  failed	  
attempts	  to	  persuade	  the	  protesters	  to	  leave.	  

Throughout	  the	  day	  the	  government	  warned	  it	  would	  do	  whatever	  it	  saw	  necessary	  to	  clamp	  down	  
on	  what	  it	  described	  as	  "social	  chaos".	  	  But	  even	  though	  violence	  was	  expected,	  the	  ferocity	  of	  the	  
attack	  took	  many	  by	  surprise,	  bringing	  condemnation	  from	  around	  the	  world.	  

US	  President	  George	  Bush	  said	  he	  deeply	  deplored	  the	  use	  of	  force,	  and	  UK	  Prime	  Minister	  Margaret	  
Thatcher	  said	  she	  was	  "shocked	  and	  appalled	  by	  the	  shootings".	  	  Amid	  the	  panic	  and	  confusion	  
students	  could	  be	  heard	  shouting	  "fascists	  stop	  killing,"	  and	  "down	  with	  the	  government".	  

At	  a	  nearby	  children's	  hospital	  operating	  theatres	  were	  `illed	  with	  casualties	  with	  gunshot	  wounds,	  
many	  of	  them	  local	  residents	  who	  were	  not	  taking	  part	  in	  the	  protests.	  	  Early	  this	  morning	  at	  least	  
30	  more	  were	  killed	  in	  two	  volleys	  of	  gun`ire,	  which	  came	  without	  warning.	  Terri`ied	  crowds	  `led,	  
leaving	  bodies	  in	  the	  road.	  	  Meanwhile	  reports	  have	  emerged	  of	  troops	  searching	  the	  main	  Peking	  
university	  campus	  for	  ringleaders,	  beating	  and	  killing	  those	  they	  suspect	  of	  co-‐ordinating	  the	  
protests.	  
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Interactively highlight the following article and take special note of historical incidents we’ve already covered in 
class.  Then discuss the future of China with the peers in your group.  Your group will present a paragraph on where 
you think China will go in the next decade and why.

ONE HUNDRED years ago, on Feb. 12, 1912, the 6-year-old child emperor of the Qing Dynasty abdicated, ending 
more than 2,000 years of imperial rule in China. But this watershed moment for modern China will not be widely 
celebrated in the People’s Republic. The political climate in Beijing is tense as the ruling Communist Party prepares 
for a secretive transition to the next generation of leaders, with the untested vice president, Xi Jinpeng expected to 
become president. Reminders of past regime change and the end of dynasties are not welcome.

Of course, the current government has little to fear from the example of 1912. The Qing Dynasty, founded in 1644 
by Manchu tribesmen who conquered China from the north, was brought down by a highly organized revolutionary 
movement with overseas arms and financing and a coherent governing ideology based on republican nationalism. 
The Communist Party today faces nothing like that.

What it does face, however, is enormous, inchoate rural unrest. The dark side of China’s economic rise has been a 
shocking widening of the gulf between the prosperous coast and the poverty-stricken interior, a flourishing of 
corruption among local officials and, by such data as we can gather, widespread anger and discontent. The 
government has acknowledged tens of thousands of yearly “mass incidents” which can range anywhere from a 
handful of elderly widows protesting a corrupt real estate grab to communities in open revolt (like the southern 
village of Wukan) to murderous ethnic rioting, as occurred in the last few years among Tibetans and in western 
Xinjiang Province and Inner Mongolia.

In that sense, it is instead the Taiping Rebellion, which nearly toppled the Qing Dynasty 50 years earlier, that bears 
the strongest warnings for the current government. The revolt, which claimed at least 20 million lives before it was 
quelled, making it the bloodiest civil war in history, suggests caution for those who hope for a popular uprising — a 
Chinese Spring — today.

The Taiping Rebellion exploded out of southern China during the early 1850s in a period marked, as now, by 
economic dislocation, corruption and a moral vacuum. Rural poverty abounded; local officials were wildly corrupt; 
the Beijing government was so distant as to barely seem to exist. The uprising was set off by bloody ethnic feuds 
between Cantonese-speaking Chinese and the minority Hakkas over land rights. Many Hakkas had joined a growing 
religious cult built around a visionary named Hong Xiuquan, who believed himself to be the younger brother of 
Jesus Christ. When local Qing officials took the side of the Chinese farmers, they provoked the Hakkas — and their 
religious sect — to take up arms and turn against the government.

What was so remarkable, and so troubling, about the Taiping Rebellion was that it spread with such swiftness and 
spontaneity. It did not depend on years of preliminary “revolutionary” groundwork (as did the revolution that 
toppled the monarchy in 1912 or the 1949 revolution that brought the Communists to power). And while Hong’s 
religious followers formed its core, once the sect broke out of its imperial cordon and marched north, it swept up 
hundreds of thousands of other peasants along the way — multitudes who had their own separate miseries and 
grievances and saw nothing to lose by joining the revolt. Out-of-work miners, poor farmers, criminal gangs and all 
manner of other malcontents folded into the larger army, which by 1853 numbered half a million recruits and 
conscripts. The Taiping captured the city of Nanjing that year, massacred its entire Manchu population and held the 
city as their capital and base for 11 years until the civil war ended.

SCHOOLCHILDREN in China in the 1950s and ’60s were taught that the Taiping were the precursors of the 
Communist Party, with Hong as Mao’s spiritual ancestor. That analogy has now fallen by the wayside, for China’s 
government is no longer in any sense revolutionary. So it makes sense that in recent years, the Taiping have often 
been depicted negatively, as perpetrators of superstition and sectarian violence and a threat to social order. The 
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Chinese general who suppressed them, Zeng Guofan, was for generations reviled as a traitor to his race for 
supporting the Manchus but has now been redeemed. Today he is one of China’s most popular historical figures, a 
model of steadfast Confucian loyalty and self-discipline. Conveniently for the state, his primary contribution to 
China’s history was the merciless crushing of violent dissent.

Beijing has learned its lessons from the past. We see this in the swift and ruthless suppression of Falun Gong and 
other religious sects that resemble the Taiping before they became militarized. We can see it in the numbers of 
today’s “mass incidents.” One estimate, 180,000 in 2010, sounds ominous indeed, but in fact the sheer number 
shows that the dissent is not organized and has not (yet) coalesced into something that can threaten the state. The 
Chinese Communist Party would far rather be faced with tens or even hundreds of thousands of separate small-scale 
incidents than one unified and momentum-gathering insurgency. The greatest fear of the government is not that 
violent dissent should exist; the fear is that it should coalesce.

The rebellion holds lessons for the West, too. China’s rulers in the 19th century were, as they are today, generally 
loathed abroad. The Manchus were seen as arrogant and venal despots who obstructed trade and hated foreigners. 
All romance was on the side of the Taiping rebels, who at the onset were heralded abroad as the liberators of the 
Chinese people. As one American missionary in Shanghai put it at the time, “Americans are too firmly attached to 
the principles on which their government was founded and has flourished to refuse sympathy for a heroic people 
battling against foreign thralldom.”

As Mr. Xi prepares to visit the United States on Tuesday, a similar sympathy shapes our view of China’s current 
unrest. Just last weekend, Senator John McCain warned China’s vice foreign minister that “the Arab Spring is 
coming to China.” The dominant tenor of Western press coverage is that the Communist Party is finally receiving its 
comeuppance — for its corruption, for its misrule in the countryside, for its indifference to human rights and 
democracy. And below the surface, usually unspoken, lurks a deeply felt desire to see the Communist Party toppled 
from power by its own people.

But we should be careful about what we wish for. For all of the West’s contempt for China’s government in the 19th 
century, when the Taiping Rebellion actually drove it to the brink of destruction, it was Britain that intervened to 
keep it in power. Britain’s economy depended so heavily on the China market at the time (especially after the loss of 
the United States market to the American Civil War in 1861) that it simply could not bear the risk of what might 
come from a rebel victory. With American encouragement, the British supplied arms, gunships and military officers 
to the Manchu government and ultimately helped tip the balance of the war in its favor.

We may not be so far removed. Given the precarious state of our economy today, and America’s nearly existential 
reliance on our trade with China in particular, one wonders: for all of our principled condemnation of China’s 
government on political and human rights grounds, if it were actually faced with a revolution from within — even 
one led by a coalition calling for greater democracy — how likely is it that we, too, wouldn’t, in the end, find 
ourselves hoping for that revolution to fail?

Your	  Paragraph.	  	  What	  will	  happen	  in	  China?	  	  Why?
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