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Ever since “lie” has been found in “believe”, I have been wondering between what is “truth” and “lie”. 


The News Network and the Blue Book of Social Mentality

In the world of Humanities, the trajectories of “belief” and “lie” are awkwardly tortuous; they could hardly be summed up in a nutshell. While the world of politics is often depicted as perplexing and intractable, the relationship between “belief” and “lie” is, in contrast, much more clear-cut as what this idiomatic expression says, “Friends are grieved as the foes are gladden.” 
Speech is never unimportant;
Applause is never unenthusiastic;
Leadership is never indifferent;
Visit is never uncordial;
No conference is not grand;
No closing of conference is not triumphant;
No work is not solidly grounded;
No progress is not without a hitch;
Completion is by no means incomplete;
Efficiency is by no means insignificant ;
Human hearts are by no means apathetic;
Achievement is by no means petty;
There is no problem that is not caused by history. 

    Regardless of the fact if “lie” is found to be coded in “belief”, netizens of mainland Chinese could not help pouring ridicule on the CCTV News Network in the following manner: this so-called "news network" is simply a filling-in-the-blanks exercise. Each news report is simply a slight amendment of personal names concerned, etc., and the rest remain unchanged for future use.

In 2013, the Institute of Sociology at the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences published the Blue Book of Social Mentality, in which it claims that the Chinese society is experiencing emergent negative emotions. Hatred, anger, resentment and hostility, the unmet needs of the people, the distrust among themselves and the polarization within the social stratifications are all intricately related. Meanwhile, the general confidence index of Chinese society has fallen below the passing mark, the gap of distrust continues to widen, and manifested throughout the cross-sections of societal interrelations, such as: the government officers and the citizens, the police and the citizens, physicians and patients, general public and the vendors and commercial sector.  
The “Lying Society” and her 10 Lies

    Meanwhile in Hong Kong, Breakazine used "Lying Society” as its theme on its 
Issue 22 (October 30, 2012).  The issue sums up what 100 HK people think are the
most absurd lies. They include: (1) Parental love is not worthy in comparison to 
Chairman Mao’s; (2) no one actually died at the Tiananmen Square; (3) “It is not the 
marks that we are after;” (4) the political reform policy [proposed by the government] 
is more avant-garde, more progressive, more democratic; (5) [DAB (Democratic
 Alliance for the Betterment and Progress of Hong Kong)] is committed and “Faithful
 to Hong Kong;” (6) conclusive evidence shows that Li Wangyang died of suicide; 
(7) 63,000 protestors joined in the July 1st march this year; (8) “My house is free of
 unauthorized structures;” (9) there were only 90,000 protestors against National 
Education, and the rest in HK supports this scheme. (10) “I would keep holding my
 joint stool and listen to the citizens’ opinions,” saying of CY Leung, chief executive 
of Hong Kong.   
    Of course, these were the results compiled in November 2012; should another similar survey be conducted today, I am afraid the list will be unending. No matter how bold and shameless these lies sound, the question remains: how many lies can a self-styled politician sustain? How many lies can this gigantic civil service system hold? How many lies can the “City of Life” live with? And, how many lies can the most promising political party bear and how many lies can an emerging country take responsibility for? As we all know, competitiveness that is grounded on lies is worthless; credibility that is based on lies is something stolen; vainglory that rests on lies is short-lived; prosperity that comes from lies is fake.  
Living in lies and living in truth

   Here lies the paradox: whenever collective lies abound, truth-telling becomes a rarity, and consequently, truth-telling rises to become one of the highest moral principles. Those who are speaking the truth recognize it as a step towards rebuilding mutual trust in the society. Truth-telling becomes a political resistance to tyranny. Historically, there were many “individuals” who have campaigned against “living with lies”, and among them is Václav Havel.
The reason why Havel bears deep-seated hatred towards lies is because he conceptualize lies as an ethical state of living under the regime of authoritarianism, in which people are constantly puzzled by thoughts such as, “May I stop lying? Woe to me if I am telling the truth!” There seems to be an invisible net, with all its crisscrosses like bits and pieces of lies ultimately converging together. What an odd phenomenon this is! For most of the time, the vast majority cannot visibly see this net, nor feel its interlacing wires, yet ultimately conscious of the concrete existence of this reality. In this way, you continue to survive, and in your living continue to receive intervention. It is quite unnecessary for the net to engulf you completely. What the intervention hopes to achieve is to destroy the most natural and genuine qualities in one’s life, and to exchange them for endless falsehood. Consequently, while those who truly have believed in the government and given their selfless support are decreasing in numbers radically, those who have picked up the ensnarement of lying are increasing by leaps and bounds. This is nothing less than a depressing situation. Unfortunately, the politicians hardly ever care about the appearance of the citizens and their inner thoughts, of those who are loyal to the government, and they are hardly concerned about how much truth is expressed of their attitudes. Even when someone stands out to show repentance and make confession, no longer is anyone concerned that what is said is the belief held, but it is assumed that the confessor does it out of self-interest alone. 


    This sort of “puzzle” [whether to lie or not], alas, has become a dynamic force in the society. On the one hand, it causes people to lose confidence and courage to fight for justice. In place of it is apathy – expressing itself in the lack of concern about anything except from one’s self-interest. Lies breeds apathy, apathy leads to submissiveness, then submissiveness perpetuates this routine, so that this may become normalized, hence “human life is just like this” and to stretch it even further that this is only a “natural” expression of human life. In “lie”, Havel seeks to “believe”, and with naivety and tremendous courage, holds that the underlying reality of revolution ought to be a duel between “living in lies” and “living in truth”. This is a historical choice to be made by humankind between hope and despair, elegance and vulgarity, sincerity and hypocrisy, protest and fear, eggs and the dividing wall. 

    What will be the outcome of history? I need not pursue further. My concern here is this, we are confronted with the choice again today, and it is just standing in front of us, waiting for us to announce what the outcome will be.
Translated by Owen Ngai.
