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The Background and Significance of the Debate on Good and
Bad Emperors: Centered on the Han and Wei Dynasties

Wang Jingzhou
(College of Chinese Literature, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang, Hebei 050024)

Abstract: The debate on the merits and demerits of ancient emperors arose in the Han and Wei
dynasties, as a result of debating atmosphere between rulers and their ministers. Tai Ji Dong Tang Xia Shao
Kang Han Gao Zu Lun, wrrtten by Zhong Hui, was the vivid record of the discussion between Gao Gui Xiang
Gong and his officials. Zhou Cheng Han Zhao Lun was the result of discussion between Cao Pi, Cao Zhi and
Ding Yi, all serving in the one and the same palace. The spread and influence of these argumentations
reflected the revival of the discussing atmosphere among common people at the end of Han dynasty. Kong
Rong’s Zhou Wu Wang Han Gao Zu Lun was a response to Wang Chong’s Lun Heng. The debates comparing
Han Gao Zu and Han Guang Wu Di by Cao Zhi and Zhuge Liang were further development of Zhong Changtong
's Chang Yan. Zhou Cheng Han Zhao Lun by Cao Pi and others was the result of the special political
environment when Cao Cao rose to the center of power, illustrating the view regarding a treatise on history as
exactly a political comment.

Key words: the debate on good and bad emperors, discussion between ruler and officials, discussion
among common people, Zhou Cheng Han Zhao Lun
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