- 1946

1946 11 N 36

K25 A 1001 -8263(2016) 03 - 0145 - 07
DOI: 10. 15937 /j. enki. issn 1001 —8263.2016.03. 021

430079
2008 ( - 1946

N € ) 62 )
. 1924 “

1940

145



MM 2R 2016 3

143

113

1946 11 14 ( »

113 ”

113 »

100 o

146



11946

“

13

” <<

2 o
DK »
(
” O@
( . ) “
® o N ?

€ b

« ?n

( )

( y 32 O

[43 ”

147



AR R

2016

3

“ 7 1940 - 1941

“ ", 1946 11 17 2 ()

¢ oo

n@

€ b

148



11946

H@ «
o

“

Q)

“ ”

o 1947 9 21

o 1940

o 1940

“ ”»

149



AR R

( )

{ D) D

1948

n@

150

113

2016 3
@
. (
) 2003 330 .
@ K : )« ) 1946
8 8 .
3« (
) )« 1946 193 - 194
@ )« Y1946 11 14
® ¢ Do :
)« Y1946
8 9 3 . Death in the Dog Days. Time. 11/25/
1946 Vol. 48 Issue 22 p.34 p. 1.
©«
Y1946 11 13 JI81 -24 - 2162
5—12
@«
) JI81 -24 -2162 1946 11 16 .
@D ¢ N )
161.165—166
©) 40
4
) 218
( )y 117
© K )« ) 1946 8 8
@ ( DI 1946 8 5
@« )« 11946 8
2
B« )« by
1946 8 4
@ K D) 1940
5—6
® § ( ) »
 ( Yy 330
® ¢ ) 2004
13
31



11946

: . 2002 164—165
4 Yy 184—185 . @ Y« 21947 9
DBOD K« y « ) .
39 1990 217—218.215.215.215 @( 286 Y1940 4 17
@0« Y « ) ) 1941
1946 11 18 . -8-1342 109
: ( » « 1946 53 ) : Y «
@ ) « 11947 20 .
1 3 . @0« "« Y946 12 14
K )« @D« y « 21947 1 30
Y1947 1 3. ® K« Y ¢ 01948 8 6

B¢ )

¢ )19%6 12 14 ¢ ( : )
y « Y 48

23

(

12

b

Monastic Rules for Taoist vs Law. The Further Study of Fire Case

of An Shiling the Abbot of White Cloud Taoist Temple in 1946

Fu Haiyan

Abstract: An Shiling the abbot of White Cloud Taoist Temple and Bai Quanyi the Supervisor of
White Cloud Taoist Temple were burned by the 36 Taoists of White Cloud Taoist Temple in the name
of Monastic Rules for Taoist in November 1946. There is no doubt that this tragedy is a big social
news in Peking Taoism history even in Chinese modern Taoism history. The fact that opponents
burned An and Bai in the name of Monastic Rules for Taoist is the result of long conflict among
White Cloud Taoist Temple. At first these opponents tried to accuse them by Monastic Rules for Tao—
ist or lawsuit. But they failed so they choose to kill them by traditional Monastic Rules for Taoist
which was abandoned by An Shiling. Some social opinions doubted the existence of the Monastic
Rules for Taoist. Defiance counsel emphasized this case is not only a legal issue but also a religious
issue. The Peking local court considered they turn themselves in but still denied its rationality of
burning the abbot.
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