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OUTLINE REPORT CONCERNING
THE CURRENT ACADEMIC DISCUSSION
OF THE GROUP OF FIVE IN CHARGE OF

THE CULTURAL REVOLUTION*

(February 7, 1966)

The Group of Five in Charge of the Cultural Revolution
convened a mecting on February 3. It was attended by eleven
comrades: Peng Chen, Lu Ting-i, K'ang Sheng, Wu Leng-hsi
and Hsu Li-ch’un, Hu Sheng, Yao Chen, Wang Li, Fan Jo-yu,
Liag Jlen and Cheng Tien-hsiang,

The problems discussed and the main opinions put forward
at the meeting are as follows:

(1) The sitwation and nature of the current academic
criticism:

The criticism of Wu Han's Hai Jui Dismissed from Office
and the resultant discussions on the inheritance of morality, “in-
corruptible officials,” “the policy of concession,” the appraisal
of historical figures, and the viewpoint and mecthod of historical
rescarch have cnlivened thinking and lifted the curtain.  The
achievements that have been made in this connection are tremen-
dous.

This large-scale debate, by its nature, is a gigantic struggle
in the ideological sphere between Marxism-Leninism and  the
thought of Mao Tse-tung on the one hand, and bourgeois ideas
on the other. It is a struggle in the academic realm for climinat-
ing bourgeois reactionary or mistaken ideas following the winning
of political power by the proletariat of our country and after the
carrying out of the socialist revolution.  Above all, it is a struggle
for [ostering proletarian ideology and cradicating bourgeois ideo-
logy; it is a component part of the struggle between two roads,
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socialism and capitalism.

This large-scale debate is bound to spread to other academic
spheres.  Therefore we must carry out this struggle under leader-
ship, seriously, positively and prudently. We must attack bour-
geois ideas, and consolidate and expand the positions of pro-
letarian ideclogy. Moreover, we must do our utmost to encourage
our cadres, academic workers and the broad masses of workers
and peasants to make a study of Marxism-Leninism, the thought
of Mao Tse-tung, so that they may raisc further their political
and ideological levels.

Total liquidation of bourgeois thought in the academic realm
is a problem which has remained unsolved in the Soviet Union
and other socialist countries. Herein exists the question of who
lcads whom and who defeats whom. Through this struggle and
guided by the thought of Mao Tsc-tung, we must open up the
way for the solution of this problem. While struggling and study-
ing simultaneously, we must train a red and expert academic [orce
and gradually and systematically solve the problems in this respect.

Through this struggle and other kinds of work (for instance,
encouraging the workers, peasants and soldiers to study Chairman
Mao's works and philosophy ), we shall not only further bresk
the monopoly positions of old intellectuals, actually the exploiting
classes, in the academic and cultural ficlds, but also enter a new
historical period in which the broad masses of workers, peasants
and soldicrs directly master the theorctical weapons of Marxism-
Leninism, the thought of Mao Tse-tung, and science and culture.
OF course, a start will be made with those among them who have
a4 relatively high level of culture, and things will develop in a
forward direction following the popularization and elevation of
culture among the masses of workers and peasants.

It is precisely for this rcason that we must take adequate
account of the protractedness, complexity, and enormity of this
struggle. We must despise the enemy strategically but take him
seriously tactically.  We must see that this struggle will not be
over alter several months and that we cannot [ulfill our task by
writing several conclusive articles or by drawing political con-
clusions for those whom we have criticized. We should seriously
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and unmterruptedly persevere in this struggle for a prolonged
period of time,

(2) Policies:

The policy of “opening wide™ propounded by Comrade Ma2
Tse-tung at the Party’s National Conference on Propaganda Work
in March 1957 calls for full expression of all kinds of opinion
(including anti-Marxist things), so that in the course of the tit-
for-tat struggle between contradictions, and by the method of
putting facts on the table and rcasoning things out, reactionary
or mistaken ideas may be analyzed and criticized, truly refuted
and destroved.

Problems of academic contention are rather complicated, and
some matters are not casy to define within a short time. In the
course of the discussion, we must grasp the major issues of right
and wrong. First of all, we must draw a clear line of distinction
between the two classes (the proletariat and the bourgeoisie),
between the two roads (the socialist road and the capitalist road),
and between the two doctrines (Marxism-Leninism and  anti-
Marxism-Leninism ). In addition, we must make clear the fun-
damental academic problems. We must insist on seeking truth
from facts and uphold the principle of everybody being equal
before truth. We must convince people with facts. We must
not behave like scholar-tyrants who are always acting arbitrarily
and trying to overwhelm people with their power. We must
encourage the upholding of truth and be ever ready to correct
mistakes.

There must be both destruction and construction (without
construction, there can be no real and thorough destruction). 1In
the course of struggle we must seriously and arduously study the
thought of Mao Tsc-tung in our academic studics, possess a mass
of data, carry out scientific analyses, and achieve academic pro-
gress. That is to say, it is necessary not only to beat the other
side politically, but also, by academic and professional standards,
truly surpass and beat it by a wide margin.

Only by doing so can we facilitate the gradual reform of old
intellectuals with the use of proletarian ideas, elevate the standard
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of revolutionary intellectuals, unite with the majority. opposc the
minority, and truly isolate an extremely small number of people
who persist in their mistukes or cling to their reactionary view-
points and so gradually smash the reactionary academic viewpoints,

We must permit and welcome those who have made mistakes
and people who cling to reactionary academic vicwpoiits 1o cor-
rect their mistakes. We must take a solemn attitude of doing
good 1o people, must not gloss over things, and must not say
to them, “You are not permitted to make revolution.” Whether

they relorm genuincly or falsely, it will do some good for us to
do this.

As regards people like Wu Han who treats history with the
bourgeois world outlook and committed political mistakes, the
discussion in the press should not be confined to political ques-
tions, but should go [ully into the various academic and theoretical
questions involved.  If opinions still differ at the end of the
discussion, they should be reserved and discussed in future. This
will make it easier to air various opinions and enable our forces
o grow and expand in the course of struggling and studying
simultaneously.

Public mention in the press of names for major criticism
must be made with care. and in the case of some people, the
approval of the leading bodies concerned must first be secured.
Those actors who in the past participated in the performance of
bad plays must not be asked to muke public self-criticism in the

press in the present controversy. Their mistakes may be solved
on other occasions.

Newspapers such as Worker's Daily, China Y outh News, and
Sports News may in principle publish articles or extracts of them,
but they must pay attention 1o yuality, simplicity and consciousness.

(3) Forces:

The Group of Five and the various provincial, municipal,
and autonomous regional Party committees must organize forces
of revolutionary academic workers. They must rely on the
staunch revolutionary Left, unite with all revolutionary intellec-
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tuals, and isolate the extremely small number of people who
stubbornly persist in their nuistakes.

We must engage in struggle and construction at the same
time. Turning a small number into a great number, we may
gradually form an army of revolutionary, militant, and red-and-
expert intellectuals who surpass the bourgeois intellectuals not
only politically but academically as well.

(4) Mutual assistance among the Lelt:

It is necessary to form "mutnal aid teams™ and “coopera-
tives” of academic workers of the Left. On the basis of scparate
research and through collective discussion, we must encourage
them to divide their work and write, criticize and help each other
in appropriate ways, and oppose taking one’s self as the only
one who is right. We must be alert against academic workers
of the Left taking the road of bourgeois cxperts and scholar-
tyrants.  Serious attention must be given to outstanding young
writers emerging from the struggle, and they must be trained
and helped.

Even some staunch revolutionary Leftists (viewed from long-
term behavior) can hardly avoid saying something wrong during
a4 certain time or making some big or small mistakes on some
issucs on account of the fact that they have not totally eliminated
the old ideas or have a vague understanding of the problems.
When appropriate opportunities present themselves and by the
method of study and rectification among the minority within the
ranks, they may be helped to clear up their ideas and distinguish
the right from the wrong, and increasc their immunity and re-
sistance. It will be all right when they correct the mistakes they
have made or have the determination to make amends. They
must not take hold of [attack] cach other, for this will hamper
their academic criticism of the bourgeoisie and their own advance,

(5) With regard to controversial problems, we must now
proceed with preparations and, when the time comes, we shall
publish in the press some articles of relatively high quality.

(6) The Group of Five sets up an office for academic
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criticism, which will be run by Comrades Hsu Li-ch’'un, Hu Shzng,
Wu Leng-hsi, Yao Chen, Wang Li, and Fan Jo-yu. Comrade
Hsu Li-ch’un 15 director of the office, and Comrade Hu Sheng
15 in charge of academic work.

This document is often referred to as the “February Thesis™ or
“February Outline™. Tt was drawn up on February 7, 1966, and approved
by the CCP Central Committee for distribution on February 12, 1966:
but was revoked by the Central Committee on May 16, 1966, The last
paragraph of the May 16 Circular says: “This circular is 10 be senl,
together with the erroneows document issued by the Central Commutiee
on February 12, 1966, down 1o the level of county Parly commitiees,
Party committees 1n the cultural organmizations and Party committees al
regunental level in the army. These committees are asked 1o disguss
which of the Iwo documents is wrong and which is correct.” However
this “outline” has never been published in oflicial Chinese Conumuniss
publications, The “May 16 Circular” was published in People’s Dails
on May 17, 1967, withoul bemg accompanied by the “February Outline™
There is one issue (date unknown) ol People's University Three Reds in
1967 which carries this “Qutline™: but the name of Kang Sheng in the
first paragraph, und the name of Wang Li in the first and the last para
graphs were replaced by "X X" New Steel Academy, No, 18, published
on May 20, 1967, by Peking Steei Academy Revolutionary Rebels Com-
mune, carries the same document, but the names of Kang Sheng und
Wang 11 appear undisguised. The Fnglish version is provided by Surves
iff Chinag Mainfand Press, Wo, 3952, June 5, 1967,
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CIRCULAR OF THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE
OF THE CHINESE COMMUNIST PARTY™

(May 16, 1966

To all regional bureaus of the Central Committee, all provincial,
municipal and autonomous region Party committees, all
departments and commissions under the Central Commitiee,
all leading Party members’ groups and Parly committees in
government departments and people’s organizations, and the
General Political Department of the People’s Liberation
Army:

The Central Committee has decided to revoke the “Outline
Report on the Current Academic Discussion Made by the Group
of Five in Charge of the Cultural Revolution™ which was approved
for distribution on February 12, 1966, to dissolve the “Group of
Five in Charge of the Cultural Revolution™ and its offices, and
to set up a new Cultural Revolution Group directly under the
Standing Committee of the Political Bureau. The outline report
by the so-called “Group of Five" is fundamentally wrong. It
runs counter to the line of the socialist cultural revolution set
forth by the Central Committee and Comrade Mao Tse-tung and
to the guiding principles formulated at the Tenth Plenary Session
of the LCighth Central Commitiee of the Party in 1962 on the
question of classes and class struggle in socialist society. While
feigning compliance, the outline actually opposes and stubbornly
resists the great cultural revolution initiated and led personally
by Comrade Mao Tse-tung, as well as the instructions, regarding
the criticism of Wu Han, which he gave at the working conference
of the Central Committee held in September and October 1965
(that is, at the session of the Standing Committee of the Political
Bureau of the Central Committee attended also by the leading
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comrades of all the regional burcaus of the Central Committee).

The outline report by the so-called “Group of Five” is ac-
tually an outline report by P'eng Chen alone. He concocted it
according to his own ideas behind the backs of Comrade K'eng
Sheng, a member of the “Group of Five,” and other comrades.
In handling such a document regarding important questions which
affect the over-all situation in the socialist revolution, P'eng Chen
had no discussions or exchange of views at all within the “Group
of Five." He did not ask any local Party committee for its
opinion, nor, when submitting the outline report, did he make it
clear that it was being sent to the Central Committee for cxamina-
tion as its official document, and still less did he get the approval
of Comrade Mao Tse-tung, Chairman of the Central Commitlee.
Employing the most improper methods, he acted arbitrarily,
abused his powers and, usurping the name of the Central Com-
mittee, hurriedly issued the outline report to the whole Party.

The main crrors of the outline report are as follows:

1) Proceeding from a bouregois stand and the bourgeois
world outlook in its appraisal of the situation in and the nature
of the current academic criticism, the outline completely reverses
the relation between the enemy and ourselves, putting the one
into the position of the other. Qur country is now in an upsurge
of the great proletarian cultural revolution which is pounding at
all the decadent ideological and cultural positions still held by
the bourgeoisie and the remnants of feudalism. Instead of en-
couraging the entire Party boldly to arouse the broad masses of
workers, peasants and soldicrs and the fighters for proletarian
culture so that they can continug to charge ahead, the outline
does its best 1o turn the movement to the Right. Using muddled,
self-contradictory and hypocritical language, it obscures the sharp
class struggle that is taking place on the cultural and ideological
front. In particular, it obscures the aim of this great struggle,
which is to criticize and repudiate Wu Han and the considerable
number of other anti-Party and anti-socialist representatives of
the bourgeoisic (there are a number of these in the Central Com-
mittee and in the Party, government and other departments at
the central as well as at the provincial, municipal and autonomous
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region level. By avoiding any mention of the fact repeatedly
pointed out by Chairman Mao, namely, that the key point in
Wu Han's drama Hai Jui Dismissed From Office is the question
of dismissal from office, the outline covers up the serious political
nature of the struggle.

2) The outline violates the basic Marxist thesis that all
class struggles are political struggles. When the press began to
touch on the political issues involved in Wu Han’s Hai Jui Dis-
missed From Office, the authors of the outline went so far as to
say:  “The discussion in the press should not be confined to
political questions, but should go fully into the various academic
and theorctical questions involved.” Regarding the criticism ol
Wu Han, they declared on various occasions that it was imper-
missible to deal with the heart of the matter, namely, the dismissal
of the Right opportunists at the lushan Mecting in 1959 and
the opposition of Wu Han and others to the Party and socialism.
Comrade Mao Tse-tung has often told us that the ideological
struggle against the hbourgeoisie is a protracted class struggle which
cannot be resolved by drawing hasty political conclusions.  How-
ever, P'eng Chen deliberately spread rumors, telling many people
that Chairman Mao believed political conclusions on the criticism
of Wu Han could be drawn alter two months. Peng Chen also
said that the political issues could be discussed two months later,
His purpose was to channcl the political struggle in the cultural
sphere into the so-called pure academic discussion so frequently
advocated by the bourgeoisie. Clearly, this means giving pro-
minence to bourgeois politics and opposing giving prominence to
proletarian politics,

3) The outline lays special cmphasis on what it calls “open-
ing wide.” But, playing a sly trick it grossly distorts the policy
of “opening wide” expounded by Comrade Mao Tse-tung at the
Party’s National Conference on Propaganda Work in March 1957
and negates the class content of “opening wide.,” Tt was in deal-
ing with this question that Comrade Mao Tse-tung pointed out:
“*We sull have to wage a protracted struggle against bourgcois
and pelly-bourgeois ideology. It is wrong not to understand this
and to give up ideological struggle. All erroneous ideas, all
poisonous weeds, all ghosts and monsters, must be subjected to
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criticism; in no circumstance should they be allowed to spread
unchecked.” Comrade Mao Tse-tung also said, “To ‘open wide’
means to let all people express their opinions freely, so that they
dare to speak, dare to criticize and dare to debate.”  This outline,
however, poses “opening wide” against exposure by the proletariat
of the bourgeoisie’s reactionary stand. What it means by “opening
wide” is bourgeois liberalization, which would allow only the
bourgeoisie to “open wide,” but would not allow the proletarial
to “open wide” and hit back; in other words, it is a shicld for
such reactionary bourgeois representatives as Wu Han,  The
“opening wide” in this outline is against Mao Tse-tung's thought
and caters to the needs of the bourgeoisie.

4) Just when we began the counter-offensive against the
wild attacks of the bourgeoisie, the authors of the outline raised
the slogan: “Evervone is equal before the truth.” This is a
bourgeois slogan. Completely negating the class nature of truth,
they usc this slogan to protect the bourgeoisic and oppose the
proletariat, oppose Marxism-Leninism and oppose Mao  I'se-
tung's thought. In the struggle between the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie. between the truth of Marxism and the fallacies of
the bourgeoisic and all other exploiting classes, cither the East
wind prevails over the West wind or the West wind prevails over
the East wind, and there is absolutely no such thing as equality.
Can any cquality be permitted on such basic questions as the
struggle of the proletariat against the bourgeoisie, the dictatorship
of the proletariat over the bourgeoisie, the dictatorship of the
proletariat in the superstructure, including all the various spheres
of culture, and the continued efforts of the proletariat to weed
out thosc representatives of the bourgeoisic who have sneaked
into the Communist Party and who wave “red [lags” lo oppose
the red flag? For decades the old-line Social Democrats, and
for over ten vears the modern revisionists, have never allowed the
prolctariat cquality with the bourgeoisie. They completely deny
that the several thousand vears of human history is a history of
class struggle. They completely deny the class struggle of the
proletariat against the bourgeoisic. proletarian revolution against
the bourgeoisie and the dictatorship of the proletariat over the
bourgeoisic.  On the contrary, they are faithful lackeys of the
bourgeoisie and imperialism. Together with the bourgeoisie and
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