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Fall of "Peng, Luo, Lu and Yang Cique"

On Novenber 11, 1965, a Shanghai daily, Wenhui bao, published an article
entitled "Conments on the Newy Witten Historical Opera, Hai Jui Dism ssed

fromOfice," under the name of Yao Wenyuan. On the sane day, the director of
the General Ofice of the Chinese Communi st Earty (CCP) Central Conmittee,
Yang Shangkun, was di scharged from his post. The two seemi ngly unrel ated
events were in fact arranged behind the scenes by Mao Zedong. One nay wonder
why Mao initiated the criticismof W Han in Shanghai rather than in Beijing,
why Wi Han and Yang Shangkun were chosen as targets, and if there was any

rel ati onship between the two events? |In order to answer those questions, it
is necessary to know how Mao viewed the general political situation of China
and his own position in the power structure at that tine.

In 1962, Mao nade an appeal to the people of China "never to forget class
struggle!™ In Mao' s view, class struggle was very acute indeed. |In the
countryside, he estinated, |eadership in one-third of the local authorities
had been usurped by class eneni es. The situation in industry was no better
He believed that a great proportion of enterprises were not in the hands of
Mar xi sts. Mao especially worried about the state of politics inliterary and
art circles. He asserted that a "black |line" had been dom nating this real m
and that as a result the Party's policies had not really been applied there
since the liberation in 1949. Finally, educational institutions, from
el ementary school to uniﬁersity | evel , were regarded as being reigned by
bourgeois intellectuals.

Faci ng such an evidently dangerous situation, Mao determ ned to fight
back. He launched in 1963 the "Socialist Education Myvenent," the purpose of
which was "to struggle against power holders taking the capitalist road." He
hoped bhat t he canpai gn woul d hel p purge corrupted cadres at the grass-roots
| evel . In addition, Mao initiated the canpai gn agai nst "bourgeoi s acadenic
authorities." In the summer of 1964, a so-called Cultural Revolution G oup
headed by Peng Zhen (the Group of Five), was formed to | ead the nationw de
criticism In the meantine, Mao sel ected 39 sanples of "poisonous weeds,"

including Wi Han's Hai Jui Disnissed fromOfice and Deng Tuo's Evening Chats

at Yanshaﬁ, and distributed themdown to the county level to be criticized and
rebutted.



Mao soon found that his efforts were being i npeded by certain top
| eaders. Although studyi ng Mao's Thought was beconi ng a nass novenent
t hroughout society at the tinme, Mao felt that he was |osing control of the
center of power. For one thing, the Secretary General gf the Party, Deng
Xi aopi ng, had never once consulted with Mao since 1959. Even when Deng made
i nportant decisions, he rarely inforned the Chairnan. The First Vice
Chai rman of the ﬁarty, Liu Shaoqi, in Mao's view, also showed | ess respect for
hi m t han before.

Mao' s distrust of Liu and Deng was hei ghtened at the end of 1964. |In
Decenber 1964, Deng Xi aoping called a working conference of the Central
Conmittee to discuss the issues concerning the ongoing Socialist Education
Movement. Because Mao had decided in 1963 that he would, in the future,
consider only strategic matters of the Party and state and not deal with the
daily routine of political operations, and because Mao had not been present at
many previous neetings, Deng suggested that Mao did not have to attend the
neeti ng. o did attend the neeting, however, and actively led the
di scussi on. In his expressed view, the main contradiction of the novenent
was between socialismand capitalism But just when he began to el aborate his
anal ysis, Liu Shaogi chimed in with a different opinion. "There nmay be nore

t han one contradiction,” said Liu.

For one, there is the contradiction between the 'four goods
(politics, economics, organization, and ideology) and the 'four
evils'. And for another, there is the contradiction between Party
menbers and non-Party nenbers. Those contradictions are interwoven
with each other so that it is hard to tell one fromthe other. It may
be better to go about resolving concrete probIens,EjegardIess of the

fundanmental nature of the contradictions invol ved.

Liu's interruption enraged Mao. The next day, Mao carried two panphlets

to the neeting. He said to Liu and Deng:

Here are two booklets. One is China's Constitution. As a citizen, |
have the right to express ny opinion. The other is the Party
Constitution. As the Party Chairman, | amentitled to attend the

meeting. Now, one of you (i.e. Deng) tried to prevent ne fromtaking



part in the neeting. And the other (i.e. Liu) interrupted ny speech

Do | have any rights at all?

Then he criticized the Politburo directed by Liu andgﬁhe Centra
Secretariat headed by Deng as two "independent ki ngdons." Liu and Deng's
self-criticisns did not relieve Mao from anxiety. Later Mao acknow edged t hat
it was this neeting that had alerted himto the real danger of |osing
control . He then decided that Liu had to go. To retain power, he al so

deci ded to take some unusual neasures.

Mao chose Wi Han'sﬁ?ai Jui Dismssed fromOfice as the first target of
attack for good reason. W1 Han was not only a well-known historian but also
a vice-nmayor of the Beijing Minicipal Governnment headed by Peng Zhep, who in
turn played a crucial role in Deng Xiaoping's Central Secretariat. The
criticismof W Han thus mght function to kill two birds with one stone. It
m ght work both to accelerate general criticismof "bourgeois academc
authorities" and to test the loyalty of top |leaders in Beijing, such as Peng
Zhen.

In the spring of 1965, Mao instructed his wife, Jiang Q ng, and her
i nfornmal advisory group to prepare a critique of Wi Han's play in secret. By
the end of August, Yao Wenyuan had conpleted his final version of "Conmments on
the Newy Witten Historical Opera, Hai Jui Dismissed fromOfice." At the

CCP work conference held the next nonth, Mao proposed "thoroughly to criticize
the reactionary ideol ogy of bourgeoisie" in general and to criticize Wi Han in
particular. But his suggestion was ignored by nbost of the participants in the
conference. Even when Mao tried to sound Peng Zhen out by directly asking
him "Could we criticize W th?"Efeng responded frigidly, "Sone aspects of
hi m can of course be criticized." In the follow ng nonth, however, no
action was taken in Efijing. Thus Mao finally decided to publish Yao's
article in Shanghai

Mao' s sense of losing control over Beijing led himseriously to consider
t aki ng nmeasures agai nst a possible coup. Following Mao's directive, a so-
called Beijing Wrrk Team was set up under the supervision of Lin Biao in the
second hal f of 1965. The team conducted a secret investigation of
"underground activities" in Beijing, especially in Zhongnanhai, the conpound
where top central |eaders worked and lived. The first victimof the

i nvestigation was Yang Shangkun, the director of the General O fice, who was



accused of spying on Mao. Luo Ruiging, the chief of the General Staff of

the PLA, soon becane the second victim Luo was essentially arival to Lin
Biao for power within the PLA. Lin Biao successfully convinced Mao that Luo
was not ﬂfly an anbitious careerist but also a dangerous schener agai nst Mao's
Thought . At a nmeeting of the Politburo held in_Shanghai in Decenber 1965,
Luo was di scharged from his post and prosecuted. Yang and Luo both had | ong
been in charge of Mao's safety, with the forner taking care of Zhongnanhai and
the latter assigned to acconpany Mao wherever he went outside Beijing. The
exposure of the two key persons as "conspirators" suggested to Mao that
Beijing was not nerely out of his control but was fraught with political
danger. _ Therefore he decided not to return to Beijing until it proved

secure.

Yao Wenyuan's article in Wenhui bao i medi ately shook Beijing. There had
been a rule that newspapers were generally not allowed to criticize anyone by
nane publicly unless they got perm ssion fromthe Central Propaganda
Department. But the departnment was uni nfornmed when Yao's article appeared.

On Novenber 13, the Beijing Minicipal Party Conmittee and Renmin R bao asked

Wenhui bao about the background of Yao's article. They decided to reprint the
article if it had been approved by Mao. But the Shanghai paper refused to
provi de any background information, because Jiang Q ng had specifically

i nstructed Wenhui bao to bl ock the passage of information to Beijing. Then the
Beijing Miunicipal Party Commttee turned to its first secretary, and Rennin

Ri bao to the head of the Group of Five, Peng Zhen, who was incidentally
traveling outside of Beijing at the noment. Lacking clearance concerning the
background of Yao's article, Peng directed Beijing to wait until he cane back
On Novenber 20, disappointed because no newspaper in the nation except another

i n Shanghai, Jiefeng R bao, had reprinted Yao's articles, Mao ordered Shanghaj

to turn the article into a panphlet and distribute it throughout the nation
In the foll ow nggbour mont hs, Peng's position within the Party seened to
be as secure as ever. Pend did one thing wong, however, which was to ruin
his political life. On March 11, 1966, under the orders of Peng, Xu Liqun
the deputy director of the Central Propaganda Department, questioned by phone
Yang Yongzhi, the head of the Propaganda Department of the Shanghai Municipa
Party Conmittee, why Shanghai had published Yao's article w thout
aut horization fromBeijing. On March 28, Kang Sheng informed Mao of this

epi sode and provocatively added: "It indicates that their spearhead of attack



is directed at you, our Party Chairman." Kang's account infuriated Mao. He
could never tolerate anyone who, in his view, was playing underhanded tricks
against him Therefore he determ ned to destroy Peng Zhen politically and
everything related with Peng: the Group of Five, the Cﬁftral Depart ment of
Propaganda, and the Beijing Minicipal Party Conmttee.

April 1966 was an unusually busy nonth for top Chinese | eaders. The
Secretariat net fromthe ninth to the twelfth, and then the Standing Committee
of the Politburo held a nmeeting fromthe sixteenth to the twenty fourth. The
two sessions decided to oust Peng Zhen fromoffice, disband the G oup of Five
and reorgani ze the Beijing Minicipal Party Comittee. On April 24nghe fina
draft of what would later be called the "May 16 Notice" was passed.

Ten days later, the Politburo starteigto hold a twenty-three-day enl arged
nmeeting chaired by Liu Shaogi in Beijing. At the neeting, Lu Dingyi, the
head of the Central Departnent of Propaganda, was "ferreted out" and
criticized as ;Pe fourth conspirator along with Peng Zhen, Luo Ruiqging, and
Yang Shangkun.

Now, Peng, Luo, Lu, and Yang were accused of having formed an anti-Party
clique, but, as a matter of fact, they cane to grief for different reasons.
There was no evi dence what soever suggestjng that they had ever colluded with
each other in a conspiracy agai nst Mo. On May 18, Lin Biao explained why

Mao had taken such an action against this so-called clique:

In the past several nonths, Chairman Mao has paid special attention
to the possibility of a counter-revolutionary coup and has taken many
necessary neasures to prevent it from happening. Last wi nter, when
Luo Rui gi ng was exposed, the Chairnan discussed the possibility of a
coup with some of us. This tinme, when Peng Zhen's probl ens were
brought to light, he even depl oyed forces to guard crucial such

pl aces and departnents as broadcasting stations, arny depots, and
public security stations against a possible coup...It is of the first
i mportance for us to mmintain sharp vigilance agai nst subversion from
wi t hin, about which Chai n Mao had been so anxi ous that he often

coul d not sleep soundly.

A purge was not Mao's purpose, but renopval of the i mediate threat was

nevert hel ess the necessary condition of realizing his goals. What were his



goals at that nonment? The May 16 Notice nmade themclear: First, "the whole
Party must thoroughly expose the reactionary bourgeois stand of those so-

call ed 'acadenic authorities' who oppose the Party and socialism" Second, to
achieve the first goal, "it is necessary at the same time to criticize and
repudi ate the representatives of the bourgeoisie who have sneaked into the
Party, the governnent, the Arny, and all spheres of ;flture, and to clear them
out or to transfer sone of themto other positions."

Starting fromApril, 1966, criticismof bourgeois academ c authorities
had been intensified. Newspapers had carried nunerous critical articles. On
April 18, the Jiefang Junbao (The PLA Daily) published an editorial entitled
"Hold High the Great Banner of Mao Zedong Thought and Take Active Part in the

Great Socialist Cultural Revolution." This editorial was reprinted in al
maj or national and | ocal newspapers the next day. The use of the term
“cul tural revolutiogl“ however, surprised nobody, for the term had been
popul ar since 1958.

May 1966 saw a high tide of criticism which shifted focus fromW Han to
a so-called "Three-Famly Village"--Deng Tuo, Wi Han, and Liao Mosha, all of
whom were powerful figures irtjhe Beijing Miunicipal Party Commttee and the
Bei ji ng Munici pal Governnent. O chestrated by Mao from behind the scenes, a
group of young theorists spearheaded the attack, which aimed ta underm ne Peng
Zhen's power base--the Beijing Party Comittee and Government. The nmasses
then were nobilized to take part in the fight against the "black gang" and
"blackline." Criticismnmeetings were held throughout the country. Even
students of el enentary schools meregfequired to denonstrate their resentnent
against the "Three Famly Village." Bi g-character posters containing
accusations and denunci ati ons of revisionists appeared in every unit.
Newspapers were full of critical essays.

As Mao sadly noted, however, such a sive nedi a canpaign did not arouse
nmuch real interest anong ordinary Chinese. Superficially, people appeared
to be extrenely enthusiastic in throw ng thenselves into the novenent, but
nost people in their heart believed that the cultural revolution was
essentially the business of the cultural and educational circle, having little
to do with them View ng the canpaign sinply as a response to the alleged

attacks froma handful of "anti-Party and anti-socialismelenents," they took
part in the novenent only to show their support of the Party. Since in their

under standi ng, the target of the novenment was the "anti-Party and anti -



soci al i sm bl ack gang" who had attacked the establishnment from outside,  the
power position of political elites at all levels was actually strengthen
during the canpaign, which obviously was contrary to Mao's expectati ons. To
make a political breakthrough, he had to do sonething extraordinary.

On May 28, a new Cultural Revolution Small G oup (hereinafter CRSG was
set up to replace the old one. Three days later, taking orders directly from
Mao, a work team |ed by the head of the CRSG Chen Boda, entered the offices

of Renmin Ribao (People’'s Daily) and took over control of the organ of the

Party wi thout giving notice to Liu Shaoqi and other top | eaders in Beijing.

The next day, Renmin Ribao carried a provocative editorial: "Sweep away all of

the Monsters and Ghosts." That night, Mao personally instructed the nation's
radi o network to broadcast the contents of a poster witten by seven teachers
and graduate students of the Departnent of Philosophy at Beijing University.
What differed this poster frommillions of others was that its nain target was
the Party conmmittee of the university rather than academ c authorities. Mo

| ater acknow edged that this was the tinme he finally decideglto l aunch an all -
out counterattack agai nst the bourgeoisie within the Party. June 1, 1966

t hus has since been considered the nmark of the begi nning of the G eat

Prol etarian Cultural Revol ution
The Fall of Liu and Deng

Ni e's big-character poster of June 1 was neant to turn the focus of the
noverment fromthe criticismof bourgeois academ c authorities to the criticism
of "representatives of the bourgeoisie within the Party who sheltered the
bourgeois authorities.”" Mo wanted the broadcasting of the Nie's poster to
convey an inmportant nessage to millions of Chingse: it was not necessarily
illegitimate to attack local Party authorities. The signal becane ever
stronger as it was announced that Peng Zhen had been dism ssed and the Beijing
Muni ci pal Party Committee had been reorganized on June 3. As Mao had
expected, the publication of Nie's poster "stirred up the whole world."

However, after having kindled the flames of the Cultural Revolution at
t he begi nning of June, Mao still stayed in South China, noving from Hangzhou
to his birthpl ace--Shaoshan of Hunan, and then to Whhan, until July 18.

During the period, he gave no clear directive to central |leaders in Beijing

about how to carry the novenent forward. Thus the | eaders who were doing the



day-to-day work, anpong them were Liu Shaoqi and Deng Xi aoping, were left with
the discretion of directing the novenent in accordance with their
under st andi ng of what Mao intended to do.

Since the day when Mao took offense at themin Decenber 1964, Liu and
Deng had nmade self-criticismfor several tinmes and had tried hard to keep in
line with Mao. Liu concurred in Mao's appraisalgihat over one-third of |oca
aut horities had been usurped by nonprol etari ans. And he had synpathy with

nei ther "bourgeois academ c authoritie who were under attack or the "Peng,
Luo, Lu, Yang clique" who were purged. But Liu did not really understand
what Mao was up to.

The nost pressing challenge Liu and Deng were facing at the nonent was an
authority crisis in the education sector, particularly in Beijing. Because
the old Beijing Miunicipal Party Committee was accused of having carried out a
revisionist line, especially in education, school Party conmittees in the city
becanme very vulnerable to students' criticism |In the first few days of Jun
the school authorities found thensel ves al nost | osing control over students.

Confronted with the rebellious students, the school authorities urgently
asked their superiors to send work teans. Distrusting their current |eaders,
students al so appealed to the new Minicipal Party Commttee to send work teans
to their schools. The former hoped that the teans woul d cal mthe students,
while the latter expected that the work teans would replace the old | eaders.

Al t hough the notivations were different or even opposing, nessages reaching
Liu Shaoqi were the sane: work teans were needed. Liu strongly inclined to

t he suggestion, for it had been a standard practice in past politica

canpai gns to dispatch work teans to grass-roots units; and Mao had recently
set an exanple by sending work teans to Renmin Ri bao and Beijing University.
But with the | esson learned fromthe Decenmber 1964 neeting in mnd, Liu
decided to nmove with caution. At first, Liu convened a Politburo neeting on
June 6, which fornul ated docunent called "Ei ght Regulations" to arrest the
deteriorating situation. Then Liu Shaoqgi and Deng Xi aoping flew to Hangzhou
toinvite Mao back to Beijing to take charge of the overall nmovenment. But Mao
preferred to stay in south China, probanyEfecause the Beijing Wrk Team had
not yet conpleted its safety arrangenents. At a neeting held in Hangzhou on
June 9, the issue of work teanms was di scussed. Although Mao advised “not to
send them out so hastily," he did t explicitly oppose the idea of

di spatching work teans to schools. In the view of Liu, Deng, and others



attendi ng the neeting, Mao's equivocal attitude anpunted to a tacit consent.
It was thisgrnderstanding that led themfinally to approve the di spatch of
wor k teans.

Liu and Deng felt sonehow reassured with the work teans garri soned on
canpuses. The chaotic situation in the first few days of June rem nded t hem
of the spring of 1957 when a handful of rightists openly attacﬁfd the Party
after the Party announced that it was going to rectify itself. Now agai n
sone people seened to have seized the Cultural Revolution as a chance to nmke
trouble. They nust be rightists in the guise of revolutionaries. By
drawi ng an anal ogy between the current novenent and the anti-rightist canpaign
of 1957, Liu asserted at a central neeting that one of th&lpurposes of the
Cul tural Revolution was to "fetter out" hidden rightists. For a nonent, t
Cul tural Revolution was seen by many as just another anti-rightist canpaign

On June 18, sone students at Beijing University took violent action to
hum liate sone sixty "black gang el enents" without consulting tﬁf wor k team
This activity obviously ran counter to the "Ei ght Regul ations." Mor e
seriously, around this tine, the work teans in 39 of the 55 institutions of
hi gher learning in Beijing were in real danger of being driven out by the
students. And sone students even openly attacked the "Ei ght Regul ati ons" as
“dogma” and “a rope that tied the hands and feet of the revolutionary nasses.”

This situation led the top |eaders in Beijing to concl ude:

In arelaxing political climate, rightists have cone out one after
another. Collided with "black gang el enents" and "royalists," the
rightists are so savage that in nmany units, it is nonsters and ghosts
who are assaulting others rather than the other way around. Facing
the chal l enge fromthose shan1|eftistgl real rightists, we shal

prepare to strike back in due course

On June 20, Liu Shaoqi endorsed a set of repressive neasures that the
work team of Beijing University proposed to use in dealing with rebellious
students, and introduced themto the nation as a way to overcone what he
called “interference.” The novenment then was turned into an "anti-
interference canpaign.” In the following thirty days, about 10,000 coll ege

students and several thousand teachers in Beijing were |abeled "rightists" or



"counter—revolutjonaries." The situation in other parts of the country was
about the sane.

As poi nted out above, when Mao determined to initiate the CR, he had two
purposes in mnd: to deflate the arrogant "the bourgeois academ ¢ authorities"
and to purge "the representatives of the bourgeoisie within the Party." As it
turned out, however, the novenent only criticized the fornmer and left the
|atter alnobst entirely untouched in the first two nonths. Mbreover, thousands
of students becane the new targets. |f the deviation was not to be corrected,
Mao had reason to fear that the novement might abort. He thereforﬁldecided to

make the work teamthe starting point of rectifying the deviation

On July 18, Mao finally returned Beijing after absence fromthe nationa
capital for nore than ten nonths. He first read reports prepared by Chen Boda
and Kang Sheng and read the materials about the situation of Beijing
Uni versity, Q nghua University, ﬁfople‘s Uni versity, and Beijing Nornmal
Uni versity prepared by the CRSG In the next few days, he called a series
of nmeetings at which he condemmed the work team for hindering the devel opnment
of the CR and said the policy of dispatching work teanms had resulted in
"suppressing the student novenent." He believed that this policy had | ed the
novenment "astray." On July 20, Mao's wife, Jiang Qng, returned to Beijing
from Shanghai to join the battle. The next day, arranged by Chen Boda and
Kang Sheng, Wang Li and Guan Feng, two nenbers of the CRSG went to Q nghua
University to see Kuai Dafu, a student who had been | abel ed "reactionary" by
the work team In the follow ng nine days, the whole CRSG turned out to
nobi | i ze_an anti-work-teamforce in a dozen col |l eges and hi gh schools in
Bei j i ng. According to them Mao had never approved the decision of
di spatching the work team This statenent no doubt underm ned the |egitinmacy
of the work team Mbre inportant, however, it was tantanount to declaring
that those central |eaders who had decided to dispatch the work team nade a
serious m stake, though nost ordinary people mght not be able to take the
hi nt .

But Liu Shaoqi understood. At first, he tried to retrieve the defeat by
arguing that work teans were necessary when they were sent out. On July 24,
at a central neeting, after soliciting other top | eaders' opinions on the
i ssue, Liu concluded that although some work teans m ght have been “divorced

fromthe nasses,” the work teamas a formof Party | eadership was inperative



in such a nassive political novenent. The xt day, however, Mao issued an
order: all work teanms nust be "driven out." On July 29, as a synbol of the
anti-work-team force, Kuai Dafu was invited to attend a neeting of CR
activists fromBeijing's institutions of higher |earning and high schools held
inthe Geat Hall of the People. At this mass rally, Liu Shaoqi, Deng

Xi aopi ng, and Zhou Enlai were forced to nmake self-criticismon the issue of

the work teans. Liu reportedly said:

How to carry the CR forward? You do not know, then cone to ask us.
To be honest with you, | do not know either. | believe that many
conrades at the Center, and nost of work term nmenbers have no ready
answer about this question...It seens that we old revol utionaries now
are encountering new problens so that sonetinmes we are criticized for
havi ng nadeEfistakes. But we are baffled by not know ng what we have

done wrong.

But Mao would not | eave the matter at that. He decided that not only
should Liu's policy be condemmed but the policy makers shoul d be denounced.

He therefore decided that to cripple Liu's position in the Party, his
criticismof Liu s nmistakes nust reach a broader audience. The Eleventh
Pl enum of the Central Conmittee provided himw th such an opportunity.

At a neeting to prepare for the plenumheld fromJuly 27 to 30, the
partici pants, who included the chief |eaders of the provinces, dischfed Mao' s
criticisms of the work team and the draft of the "Sixteen Articles."

Al t hough all endorsed Mao's decision to withdraw work teans, nobst thought that
the initial decision of dispatching work terns had been right, only now did
this formof |eadership becone obsolete. Sone then were wondering, "After
work teans_are withdrawn, in what formmy the Party's | eadership be

enbodi ed?" Qovi ously, the preparatory neeting fell far short of what Mao
neant to achieve.

In the first three days of the plenum (August 1 to 3), Liu, Deng, and
Zhou made speeches as scheduled. Liu's report on devel opnents since the Tenth
Pl enum of 1962 was endorsed by the participants. Mao tried hard to draw
attention to his view that the dispatching of the work team had been w ong,
but his effort resulted at best in sone timd participants' self-criticism

The participants still seemed not able to follow Mao's clues to track down



Li u. The plenumwas originally scheduled to end by August 5. (bviously,
unl ess Mao nmade his point clear soon, the chance m ght be |ost.

On August 4, Mao surprised nost of the participants by |launching a direct
attack on Liu by saying: "The terror of suppressing the student novenent is
the mani festation of a wong political line, which derived fromthe Center."
The next day, Mao wote his fanobus dazi bao "Bonbard the Headquarters," stating
that "sone | eading conrades fromthe Center down to the local |evel" had
"enforced a bourgeois dictatorship and struck down the surging nnvengft of the
Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution in the last fifty days or so." The
conference thus was prolonged. On August 6, Mao called back Lin Biao from
Dal i an of Liaoning province, who originally had no plan to attend the plenum
to reinforce his attack. The next day, his dazibao was distributed to the
participants of the neeting. August 8 was a turning point. On that day, "the
Si xteen Articles" was passed. Fromthe day on, the plenum focused its
attentigf on the criticismof Liu. On August 12, Mao reshuffled the Party
Center. Both Mao and Lin believed that the reorganization woul d ensure the

i mpl enentati on of the decisions of the plenum nanely, the Sixteen Articles.
The Ri se of the Red Cuards

Al t hough no decision was nade at the El eventh Plenumto dismss Liu
Shaoqi and Deng Xi aoping fromtheir posts, the two vice chairnen of the Party
essentially | ost power and influence henceforth.

After the plenum ended, work teans withdrew fromthe schools. The
wi t hdrawal of work teans created a power vacuumin many schools. Even if the
Party organi zations renmmi ned intact, according tag the Sixteen Articles, they
were not supposed to | ead the novenent directly. Now t he questi on was who
woul d have the right to lead the novenent. It was then that the class |ine
was pushed to extrenes.

Previously, although those frombad famly origins had been discrim nated
against, the official line was that no one mas%forn red and peopl e could
beconme red only through ideol ogical renolding. Especially after Peng
Zheng's talk on the class line in January 1965, while the youth of
exploitative fanmlies had been encouraged to forsake their own origina
cl asses, many students of goodgfrigins had al so been criticized for having

t hought thenselves "born red." The latter, of course, felt unconfortable



with the criticism In late 1965 and early 1966, a runor started to spread
anong sone high-level cadres' children of Beijing. Allegedly, Mo,

di sappoi nted because sone cadres' children were not doing very well in their
work and study while nany fromthe exploitative classes were very active, had
said that political power should not go to the latter for he believed "a
hero's child is a brave nman, and a reactionary's child is a bastard.™
Heartened by such a runor, high-level cadres' children iglsone hi gh school s of
Beijing began to align with each other in informl ways. On May 29, 1966

the first formal group, which called itself "red guards,"” took shape in the
m ddl e school attached to_Q nghua University. Soon simlar organizations
energed in other schools. Nevertheless, before the work teans |eft, these
groups renmai ned |largely secret, for any voluntary grou&lhad been regarded as a
threat to the comunists' control in the pre-CR China.

The wi thdrawal of work teans provided an opportunity for students of good
class origins to cone to the fore to claimthe | eadership, for now few schoo
| eaders woul d dear to restrain themat the risk of being condemed for

"suppressing the revolutionary nmasses," and no other group had enough
political resources to conpete with them Their claimwas based on so-called
“theory of blood |ineage (xuetonglun).” Imediately after the work team/| ost
| egitimacy, the phrase "a hero's child is a brave man, a reactionary's child
is a bastard" was di splayed on the walls of nany buildings in Beijing_and
qui ckly attracted nationwi de attention, despite the CRSG s criticism It
amounted to a public declaration that those frombad class origins were
second-cl ass citizens who had no chance to becone “revol utionaries” through
excel l ent political performance. Moreover, the phrase inplied that the nore
contributions to the revolution one's parents had nmade, the nore revol utionary
one oneself was. |In other words, anong the offspring of the five red
categories (revolutionary arny nmen, revol utionary cadres, revolutionary
martyrs, workers, and poor and | ower-mni ddl e peasants), those fromthe first
three had the priority to claimleadership. Influenced by the slogan, good
origin students in nmore schools set up exclusive associations in late July and
early August.

On July 28, when Jiang Q ng interviewed the representatives of high
school students of Haidian district of Beijing, the red guards of the mddle
school attached to Q nghua University presented her with two dazi bao and asked

her to pass themto Mao. Witten in |late June and early July, the two dazi bao



had been denounced as “reactionary” by the work team because they clained "it
is right to rebel." The red guards supported their point by citing a

guotation from Mao which they found in Renmin Ri bao of June 5, but the work

teaminsisted that in a socialist country led by the Communi st Party, it was
no longer right to rebel. Now the red guards hoped to have the two dazi bao
endorsed by Mao hinself. Four days later, Mao wote a letter of support for
the red guards and distributed it along with the two dazibao to the
participants in the El eventh Plenum The next day, the CRSG formally
recogni zed the red guards and simlar student voluntary groups as |ega
organi zation. On August 3, upon receiving a copy of Mao's letter, the red
guards of the m ddle school attacﬁfd to Q nghua University pronptly spread the
good news to the city of Beijing. Mao' s prai se of the red guards evoked
wi de repercussions anmong Beijing's students. In the follow ng days
organi zations calling thenselves “red guards” sprung up |like nushroons. Even
t he existing student groups changed their names to red guards. On August 18,
Mao received over one nmillion of the "revolutionary nmasses" in Tianannen
Square. Anmong themthe red guards were nost conspicuous. Fifteen hundred
student representatives were invited to seat on the rostrum of Ti anannen,
whi ch had never happened bﬁ[ore. More significant, Mao accepted and wore an
arnband of the red guards.

The signal seened unm stakable. Inspired by the stirring news, students
of the other parts of China set up thousands of organizations calling
t hensel ves "red guards" overnight. Thus the Red Guards as a new form of nmass
organi zation rose abruptly and quickly swept all over China.

Right after Mao's first nmeeting with the Red Guards, Red Guards set out
to snasrtjhe Four A ds (old ideas, old culture, old custons, and old
habits). The drama of the Smashing of the Four O ds was probably not in
anybody's plan. Although the Sixteen Articles and Lin Biao's speech at the
mass rally of August 18 nentioned the necessity of eradicating the Four O ds
of the exploiting classes, it neant a general task that mght take a long tine
to acconplish. But students wanted i mmedi ate action to denonstrate their
determ nation to be the vanguard of the CR novenent. As in other
revol uti onary circunstancEf, the logic of "change a name and you change the
t hi ng" once agai n worked. I ndeed, nothing was nore sinple and nore

conspi cuous than a change in outward appearances in a so-called revol ution



Started in Beijing on August 20, the storm of the Smashing of the Four
A ds soon swept the nation. In no time, thousand of store, streets,
factories, schools, hospitals, newspapers, and persons had changed their “non-
revol uti onary” names to “revolutionary nanes. The students did not confine
their efforts to the nanes of places. Since 1964, tight-fitting jeans,
poi nt ed shoes, hi gh-heel ed shoes, Western-style coats and ties, and long hair
had been regarded as synbols of a bourgeois |ifestyle, and the people had been
advised to avoid them Now they were prohibited outright. Students ordered
bar bershops, tailors', and photo studi not to do any work that was
i nconsistent with a proletarian style. They al so set up checkpoints on the
streets. Long hair was cut, tight pants slit, and inappropriate shoes gashed.
In a few days, all traces of the Four O ds di sappeared fromthe streets. To
W pe out the Four A ds, the students then began to search the houses of bl ack
el ements and to confiscate or s h any itenms that did not appear to conform
with the socialist value syste Hardly any famly with a problematica
record escaped bei ng searched.

Al t hough the Smashing of the Four O ds was not on their original agenda,
Mao and the CRSG did not want to danpen the enthusiasm of the Red Guards.
After hesitating for thrﬁf days, they decided to applaud the Red Guards'
activities on August 23. Wth the connivance of the central authorities,
t he canpai gn becane even nore violent. Red Guards held accusation neetings
agai nst "nonsters and ghosts," paraded themthrough the streets, and even
forced themto nove to the countryside. 1In the end, physical punishment
became a common practice. |In extrene cases, so-called “nonsters and ghosts”
were beat to death. Driven to the wall, sone victins put up a desperate
fight. There were reports that Red Guards were stabbed and wounded. By the
end of August, it had becone apparent that w thout sone restrictions on the
Red Guards' excesses, public order would collapse. Mreover, Mao and the CRSG
were worried that the Red Guards were missing the main targets of the CR---the
capitalist roaders. After watching the situation for week, at the end of
August, the Center stepped in to cool down Red CGuards. Because the | oca
social control apparatus remained fairly effective, the massive viol ence was
soon brought under control. But this period set a precedent for the use of
viol ence. Wen the social control apparatus becane paral yzed, violence would

beconme a prom nent feature of the CR



The rise of the Red Guards and the canpaign to smash the Four A ds were
significant in two senses.

First, the Red GQuards set a precedent for people with the sane interests
to organi ze thensel ves into groups agai nst others. Although in August and
Sept enber only good origin students were allowed to do so and only one Red
Guard organi zati on was supposed to be set up in each school to represent the
student body, the Red GQuards were the first real nass organi zati on not subject
to direct control of the political hierarchy in China since 1949. Unlike the
Trade Uni on, Youth League, and Wonen's Associ ation, which, as vassa
organi zations of the Party, could not act contrary to the guidelines inposed
by the Party authorities, the Red Guards were independent fromthe outset.
Their establishnment, recruitnent, conposition, program strategy, and
activities were decided by the nmenbers thensel ves rather than through the
official political hierarchy. Because of their independence, they were nore
likely to confront than to cooperate with the authorities. Moreover, the
principle of the Party | eadership now wasgjnterpreted as "the | eadership of
the Party Center headed by Chairnman Mao,"  which seened to justify not
blindly obeying the local authorities.

Second, individuals now mght reach out their units to take part the
noverment on a much broader basis. |In the past, all social forces had been
vertically segnented in the sense that political activities had been largely
confined to each individual unit. Only the Party had had the capability to
nobi li ze cross-unit actions through its hierarchical system Here again the
Red Guards set a precedent for people with the sanme interests to formcross-
unit allies to pursue their comobn goal s.

These breakt hroughs nmade a spont aneous nmss novenent possible of which
even Mao---a nmaster of mass novenent---might find it difficult to take the
reins.

Mao acknow edged that he had nib anticipated at first that the Red Guards
woul d becone a national phenonenon. Nor did he expect that the Red Quards
woul d take a direction he had tried to avoid. Fromlate July to m d-August,
Mao worked hard to redirect the nmovenment. But the Red Guards, whom he and the
CRSG i nfl d and agitated, once again struck a bl ow agai nst “wong
targets.” It was the earliest sign that a massive novenent involving

mllions of people had its own logic. But Mao was so anazed by Red Guards



ent husiasns in responding to his call that he did not realize that he was

riding a tiger that would be hard to tane.
The Fall of the Public Authorities

The mi ghty canpai gn of the Smashing of the Four O ds overshadowed anot her
i nportant devel opment in August---the growing flow of people traveling between
Bei jing and the provinces "to exchange revol utionary experiences," which was
called in Chinese "chuanlian." As early as June and July, there had al ready
been sone people who hoped to go to Beijing to | odge conplaints with the Party
Center against the work teans or |eaders in their units because they thought
they had been upjustly treated. But the | ocal authorities prohibited them
from doi ng so. On July 21, Mao declared it wong to prevent those people
fromconmng to Beijing. 1In early August, thousands of students and even
wor kers began to arrive in Beijing. By August 16, there had al ready been so
many visitors in the nation's capital that the CRSG had to hold a wel cone
nmeeting for themin a large stadi um Two days later, when Mao for the first
tinme received Red Guards in Tiananmen Square, the official nedia reporteglthat
anong those in the square were students fromother parts of the country.
The two events then were taken as a sign that the Center had given tacit
consent to chuanlian. Mreover, the runor that Chairnman Mao woul d receive
nore Red Guards attracted a | arge nunber of students to Beijing fromthe
provinces. At the sane tine, the desire to kindle the flames of the CRin the
stagnant provinces drove nany Beijing students to |leave the capital for the
provinces. _In late August, the first Beijing students began to arrive in the
provi nces.

The Beijing students had two experiences which students in the other
parts of China did not share. First, the highest local authorities, the
Bei jing Municipal Party Commttee and Governnment, had col |l apsed and had been
repl aced. Second, since late July the CRSG nenbers had repeatedly asserted
that the policy of dispatching the work teamwas a "line nistake" and had
tried to agitate students to criticize the policy and the work team In
addition, the Beijing students were in a postjion to get the | atest
i nfornati on about the Center's new policies. Thus, when Beijing students

arrived in other places, their first sense was that the CR in the provinces



was rather stale. They therefore often took the lead in “bonbarding” |oca
gover nnent s.

As soon as Beijing students arrived in provincial capitals, |oca
governnments began to feel the pressure. |In Hefei, about a thousand Beijing
and | ocal students surrounded the building of the Auhui Provincial Party
Conmittee, shouting "Down with Li Baohua [the first party secretary]"” and
"Di sband the Provincial Party Committee." In Shanghai, the Minicipal Party
Conmittee was forced to hold two nass rallies demanded by Beijing students,
and the chief |eaders attending the rallies were publicly huniliated.
Simlarly, the authorities of Hubei, Xinjiang, Guangxi, Jiangxi, Jiangsu
Guangdong, and ot her provinces were facing serious challenges. In sone
pl aces, the situation seenmed al nbst out of control. For instance, the tension
bet ween chuanlian students on one hand, and |ocal workers, peasants, and
cadres on the other broke out into open conflict in such citiesgfs Q ngdao
Xian, Quilin, Lanzhou, Baotou, Harbin, Chonggi ng, and Changsha.

On Septenber 7, Mao severely criticized those |ocal |eaders whg_had
al l egedly incited workers and peasants agai nst rebellious students. By
deterring | ocal governnents frominhibiting the rebellious behavior of the
chuanlian students, Mao's criticismfurther inspired the latter’s fighting
will.

The chuanlian students at first could not find nmany | ocal synpathizers.
But the radical ideas they brought with them neverthel ess exerted a grow ng
i nfluence on sone local people's thinking, and their fearless a&jack agai nst
| ocal governnents set an exanple for local residents to follow. By late
Septenber, first local radical student groups began to energe in the
provi nces.

In Mao' s view, however, the situation was far fromsatisfactory. For one
thing, there appeared to be sone central |eaders who were trying to take the
steam out of the Cultural Revolution. After the close of the Eleventh Pl enum
and the central work conference that followed, Mao and the CRSG were not very
active. The daily routine of the Center was handl ed by Zhou Enlai and Tao
Zhu. Fol  owi ng a decision nade at a Politburo nmeeting held on Septenber 5
Chen Boda drafted a Repgin Ribao editorial entitled "G asping Revol ution and
Pronoting Production," whi ch prohibited the Red Guards fromneddling in the
internal affairs of industrial, construction, and conmercial enterprises,

scientific research institutes, and agricultural production units. On



Septenber 14, the Center issued "Circular on Gasping Revolution and Pronoting
Production,” and "Regulation on the CRin Agricultural Production Units bel ow
County Level." Both were efforts to confine the CR within educational and
cultural circles. The Red Guards were not allowed to go into factories or
conmunes, and the workers, peasants, and cadres were ordered to stand fast at
their posts.__No official could be dism ssed wi thout approval from superior
aut horities. Al'l these decisions were restrictive in nature. At a neeting
of the heads of the central ninistries, Zhou Enlai even told the participants
that the novenent was about to end and it was tinme to shift attﬁntion fromthe
CR to production. He was reportedly cheered by the mnisters. In the

provi nces, although |ocal |eaders no |onger dared to play the bully against
rebel I i ous students, they were still trying to resist challenges frombelow in
every possi bl e way.

Faci ng such a situation, Mao found that he had to change his appraisal of
the CR  After the El eventh Pl enum Mo m ght have once expected that once Liu
Shaoqi's policy of dispatching the work teamwas criticized, the nmasses woul d
unite to fight against the nmain targets of the CR---the capitalist roaders and
bourgeois authorities. |In the contrary, however, tensions becanme apparent
anong the masses after the withdrawal of work teans. At first, Muo thought
that such conflicts were caused by ninor m sunderstandi ngs that coul d be
easily cleared up in no tinme. But he soon found it very difficult, if not
i npossi ble, to reconcile such disputes. He then ordered the CRSG to conduct

an intensive investigation in Beijing and in the provinces with the help of a

group otgjournalists from Ji ef ang Junbao, Renmin R bao, Guangm ng Ri bao, and

Honggi . The investigation led the CRSG to the conclusion that the disputes
anong the masses reflected a struggle between two different political |ines:

the revol utionary line of Chairman Mao and the reactionary |line of the
bourgeoi sie. The fornmer was represented by those who had dared to chal |l enge
the authorities in general and the work teans in particular, whereas the
latter was personified by people in power and supporters of power-hol ders who
had suppressed the rebels. Since it was believed that there was no room for
conprom se on such an issue of "two-line struggle"” and that the rebels were in
danger, Mao and the CRSG fipally decided openly to side with the fornmer group
and to denounce the latter.

The rebel | i ous students then were in very difficult position even in

Beijing, not to nention in the provinces. That they were called a "mnority"



reveal ed that they ﬁgre i solated fromthe student body at large in their
respective schools. It was at this tinme (around Septenber 20) that the CRSG
held a secret neeting of the "mnorities" of Beijing' s higher |earning
institutions for four consecutive days to instruct themon the Iine of action

to pursue. Zhang Chungiao told them

After the Eleventh Plenum the suppression of revolutionaries in sone
pl aces had taken a turn for the worse. So the CR should not be
hastily wound up and we should not give up halfway. No nmatter what
will happen in the future, we, the nenbers of the CRSﬁQ will always

be with you in the course of the Cultural Revolution

On Septenber 24, Chen Boda formally put forward the concept of t t wo-
line struggle in the CRfor the first tinme but did not elaborate it.

The turning point was nmarked by a speech delivered by Zhou Enl ai when he
recei ved the representatives of the Third Headquarters of Beijing Red Guards
on Septenber 26. Established on Septenber 6, the Third Headquarters was
nostly conposed of "minorities. At first, the Center seened to have ignored
its existence. Jiang Qng and Zhou Enlai had net several tines with the Red
Guards of the First and Second Headquarters and even high school Red Quards
but had never before publicly received the representatives of the Third
Headquarters. Now, Zhou Enlai took a clear-cut stand to support the
mnorities. He announced at the neeting that all wong docunments nust be
annul l ed, all wong | abels nust abolished, all wong classifications nust be
declared invalid, and all the people who had been wongly treated in the first
few nonths of the CR nust be rehabilitated. The "oppressed revol utionary
mnorities" cheered this announcenent, for it net the main demands they had
put forward since thﬁgclose of the Eleventh Plenum Zhou's renmark got to the
heart of the matter.

One of the nost significant turning points in the CR occurred in Cctober
1966. Before COctober, having been sonewhat challenged, the | ocal authorities
in the provinces still could direct the course of the novenent. This nonth,
however, there would be an earth-shaking change. 1In his speech delivered at
the Celebration Rally of the National Day on Cctober 1, Lin Biao pointed out:
"The struggl e continues between the proletarian revotgtionary line represented

by Chairman Mao and the bourgeois reactionary line." Two days | ater, Hongg



inits 13th issue published a strongly worded editorial "Forward on the G eat
Road of Mao Zedong Thought," which declared: "The struggle between the two

I ines have not yet ended (after the publication of the Sixteen Articles)."
"Whet her or not we criticize the bourgeois reactionary line,” it continued,
“is the key to whether or not we can inplenent the Sixteen Articles of the CR
and whet her or not we can correctly pronpte extensive struggle, criticism and
reform (dou-pi-gai). There is no roomfor a conprom se between the two
lines." It went Oﬁ;to appeal for an all-out attack on “the bourgeois
reactionary line.”

On Cctober 6, sone 120,000 students fromall over the country attended a
mass rally of "Open Fire at the Bourgeois Reactionary Line" sponsored by the
Third Headquarters of Beijing. This was a spectacul ar event. First, Zhou
Enl ai and all chief nenbers of the CRSG showed up, which unni stakably
denonstrated the Center's support of the Third Headquarters and such activity.
Second, at the rally, Zhang Chungiao read a new i nstruction issued by the

Central Conmittee the day before, according to which all those who had been

branded "counter-revolutionaries,"” "anti-Party elenments,” and "rightists" in
the early stage of the novenent by Party conmittees or work teans nust be
all owed to redeemtheir good nanmes, and e black material detrinental to
t heir honor nust be destroyed in public. Third, the rally published an open
telegramto the nation, which was read by Kuai Dafu, a synbol of the victins
under the reactionary line; and many on the rostrum had al so been branded as
counter-revolutionaries in the previous nonths. Finally, the Iive-recording
of the rally was inmedi ately distributed throughout the country. In a sense
this was a national nobilization nmeeting for "open fire at the reactionary
line," the effects of which were soon felt by the entire nation

On the notion of Mao, a central work conference was convened on Cctober
9, which was designed to straighten out the thinking of provincial |eaders.
At the neeting, Lin Biao renarked critically that after the El eventh Pl enum
the majority of local |eaders had been still passive, defensive, and
restrictive in dealing with rebellious studentﬁEI Worse, sone of them had
borne strong resentnents agai nst the novenent. Chen Boda charged that nmany
had made "line m stakes" in handling the issues of the chuanlian, of the
rel ati onship between the majority and mnority, and of conflicts between

students on one hand and workers, peasants, and cadres on the other



Initially the conference was planned for only three days. That proved to
be too short for convincing the confused provincial chiefs so that it was
extended to seven days. Chen Boda's report "Sunmi ng up the Experiences of the
Movenent of the Last Two Months" on the final day, however, caused a new
controversy and the conference then was agai n extended.

The conference continued in a tense atnosphere. Mo Zedo Li n Bi ao,
and Chen Boda took turns putting pressure on the participants. As the co-
concocters of the reacttﬂnary line, Liu Shaogi and Deng Xi aopi ng were forced
to make self-criticism The provincial chiefs were also on tenterhooks.

Accused of having inplenented Liu's "wwonggﬂolitical line," they were
apprehensive for their future and destiny.

At the | ast session(ﬁgjhe central work conference, Zhou Enlai el aborated
the Center's future plans. At that tinme, the Center still wanted to confine
the novenent mainly to the education sector and to keep students’ activities
wi t hin bounds, though it also tried to force the provincial |eaders to nake
sone concessions to the rebellious students.

When the conference was still going on, the CRSG intentionally disclosed
the informati on about the conference to the radical Red Guards of Beijing.

Bef ore the conference cane to an endgﬂn Cct ober 28, Chen Boda's report had
al ready becone the | k of the town. The situation in Beijing now evidently
favored the rebels.

Chen Boda’s report struck a vital blow at the authority of the provincial
governments, for they were accused of having followed Liu Shaogi and Deng
Xi aopi ng’ “bourgeois reactionary line” rather than Chairnman Mao' s
“revolutionary line.” The power structure of the Chinese political system was
in sone way like a pyranmid, in which officials of any |evel derived their
| egitimacy not from bel ow but from above, and the personality cult of Mao nmde
himthe ultimte source of all power. Thus in dealing with threats from
bel ow, power hol ders were confident, powerful, and effective as |long as they
had their superiors' blessing. As soon as the support from above was
wi t hdrawn, however, they woul d beconme vul nerable to attacks from any sides.

In the first few nonths of the CR |ocal |leaders felt largely secure about,
and confident of, thenselves. Now the Center began to support their
chal | engers. W thout backing from above, the local |eaders could not parry a
single blow frombelow, to say nothing of being able to hit back. Fromthat

poi nt on, local governments |lost their authority.



Early COctober saw the energence of innunerable rebel groups in every
school throughout the country. To conpete with the original conservative
Red Guards, those new groups quickly found it necessary to forml oose
coalitions anong thenselves. As such coalitions were gradually solidified, by

the m ddl e of Cctober, each school had usually had a pair of core

organi zati ons, one conservative and the other rebel. Since the conservaﬁéve
Red Guards had already set up their city-w de headquarters in Septenber,

rebel organizations also made efforts to coordinate their activities. In

| ate Cctober, city-w de rebel Red Guards organi zati ons began to energe in the
provi nces.

The nost significant devel opnment in Novenber and Decenber was that the
noverment went beyond the bounds of cultural and educational institutions to
enter virtually every quarter of the society. Since the end of the Eleventh
Pl enum the situation in factories had been dull in conpatéson wi t h what
students had done in schools and in the society at |arge. Wor kers did
participate in the novenent but only in the sense that they had studied
i mportant docunents, speeches, and editorials about the CRin their spare
tinme. Regular production had not been disturbed. Most of the motﬁers never
i magi ned that they would be allowed to act like riotous students. In
Cct ober, some rebellious students raised the issue of howto carry out the CR
in factories. For instance, the Red Banner Conbat Team of Beijing
Aeronautical Institute, one of the nbst radical organizations in Beijing,
entered several factories to nobilize workers. But at the noment, even the
radi cal menbers of the CRSG di ssuaded them from doing that. On Novenber 10,
Rennin Ri bao published its second editorial on "grasping revolution and
pronoting production,” which, like the first editorial on the sane topic that
appeared on Septenber 7, was drafted at the suggestion of the Politburo. It
reiterated that production should not be disturbed and that politica
activities in industyial and conmercial enterprises should be arranged only in
peopl e's spare tine. On the sane day, however, the CRSG | earned that a so-
cal l ed Revol utionary Rebellious Headquarters of Beijing Wrkers had been
established. Up to that point, the |l eading grayp of the CR still had no idea
about how to deal with workers' organizations. Beijing in fact was not the
first city in which workers' organi zati ons had energed. On Novenber 9, the
Fbadquarterﬁgof Rebel | i ous Workers (Gongzhao zongsi) had been formally set up

i n Shanghai and Wihan’s Workers' Headquarters (Gongzong) had al so cone into



bei ng on the sane day. But the CRSG was not yet ready to recogni ze their
| egitimacy.

On Novenber 13, a dramatic change took place. |In Shanghai, Zhang
Chunqi ao recogni zed t he Headquarters of Rebellious Wrkers as a | ega
organi zation. The next day, Mao called a neeting of the Politburo at which he
endorsed Zhang's deci si on the ground that policy should al ways be adapted
to the changi ng situation. Thus Mao lifted the ban on the nmass
organi zations of workers. O course, when Mao and the CRSG said that the
wor kers had the constitutéonal right of association, they did not expect that
the workers would split. In reality, however, their recognition of the
| egal position of workers' organizations quickly brqught about innunerable
ant agoni stic organi zations in the political arena.

The | egalization of workers' organizations was a fatal nove during the
course of the CR for two reasons. First, if the workers were allowed to set
up their organizations, no other group could be denied the right to do the
sane. For the first tinme, the Chinese were free to organi ze thenselves into
what ever groups they wanted, as long as they clainmed that their purpose was to
make revol ution under the guidance of Mao Zedong Thought. Nhltifartﬁus mass
organi zations thus sprang up like nushroons in the foll owi ng weeks. The
freedom however linmted it mght be, ironically awakened people's
consci ousness of self interests or group interests which had | ong been
suppressed, and provided the possibility to pursue such interests. The
rel eased desires could be destructive.

Second, the enmergence of nmass organi zations inevitably further undern ned
the authority of the Party |eadership down to the basic level. 1In the first
sevent een years of the People's Republic, the Chinese political cadres had
beconme used to unified, unchecked | eadership. They had no idea how to dea
with real mass organi zations, even conservative ones. The inexperience m ght
| ead to overcaution, which in turn would hanper the exercise of their
authority. Wrse still, the legitimcy of the | eadership at the provincial
| evel had been fatally damaged by the central |eadership. In the pyram d of
power structure, the | eadership at lower levels could hardly withstand a
single blowon its own. Third, with the rel ease of |ong suppressed forces and
the col |l apse of the social control system the situation could go out of
control at any nonent, no natter how powerful the central authorities m ght
be.



Mao's Plan for 1967

The renoval of the boundary between the canpus and the rest of the
soci ety was one of the nobst daring decisions Mao had made since 1949. |If only
t he students had been allowed to nobilized freely, civil order m ght be
di sturbed but could be easily restored as |long as social production continued.
Once the workers were given the right to revolt, however, the very roots of
the society were at stake. Mao determined to bring the entire society into
the CR because he thought that it was not enough to fight the bourgeoisie here
and there, as the past political canpaigns had done. He considered the CR a
mass novenent that should launch an all-out attack on all fronts against the
bourgeoi sie. Accordingly, at a secret neeting of the CRSG held on Decenber
25, 1966, Mao set the tune for the CR for the coming year: "1967 will be a

year of all-round class struggle throughout the entire society." Thi s

statene&é becane the therme of the 1967 New Year editorials in Renmn R bao and
Hongqi

Hopi ng that the CR would revol utionize China, Mao of course wi shed that
it would be done in a reasonably manageable way. |f sone price nmust be paid,
he hoped that the cost would be as | ow as possible. Thus at the sane tinme he
called for the workers, peasants, governnment functionaries, and others to join
the students in revolt, he adopted neasures to prevent the novenent from
runni ng out of hand.

First, he ordered the CRSG to prepare a series of concrete regul ations
for the people in different wal ks of life on how to behave thenselves in the
course of the novenent. Second, Mao suggested that all students in colleg
and m ddl e schools should go through a mlitary training session by the PLA
Lin Biao el aborated on the plan the purpose of which was to strengthen "the
revol utionary spirit, scientific attitude, and discipline" of the students.
Revol utionary spirit neant a fearless, rebellious spirit. Scientific attitude
was an attitude of "seeking truth fromfacts.” And discipline was self-
explanatory. By requiring the ruleless students to take part in mlitary
training and encouraging themto conbine the revolutionary spirit with the
scientifiﬁgattitude and di scipline, Mao hoped to restrain themfromgoing to

extrenes.



Third, Mao directed that special attention should be paid to Beijing,
Shanghai , Tiﬁﬁjin, and the three provinces in the Northeast Region in the
coni ng year. It was a clever decision. The three cities and three
provi nces in question were the nost inportant industriatqbases of China, where
about one-third of China's production was concentr at ed. It was therefore
vital to make sure that the situation in those areas was under control
Mor eover, "draw ng experience fromselected units to pronote overall work" had
been Mao's | ong-standing nethod for coping with conplicated situations. By
focusing on work at those selected localities, Mao hoped that a set of
gui del i nes woul d be worked out to direct the nmovenent in the country at |arge.
Those neasures m ght have worked if they had been put forward before the
massi ve novenent was set in notion. After mllions of people had been all owed
to "liberate thensel ves" and the public authority had been paral yzed, however,
these efforts were totally inadequate to bring the insurgent nasses into |ine
wi th the bal anced devel opnment Mao desired. Wth such a great uncertainty, the

CR entered its second year
Concl usi on

Thi s paper presents a historical narrative of nmain events during the
first year of the Chinese Cultural Revolution. By tracing the sequence of
such events, it hopes to shed |ight on three questions that have puzzled the
students of the CR

First, what notivated Mao to launch the CR? Sone viewthe CR as sinply a
power struggle between Mao and Eés rivalries. According to them the CR was
in essence "Mao's great purge." I ndeed, the first year of the CR saw the
purge of many top officials. But, if purge had been Mao's mai n purpose, he
woul d not have had to unleash a great upheaval like the CR  Gven the
absol ute power he possessed in the Party, it would be as easy as falling off a
log for himto renmove his political adversaries. This was confirned by the
rel egation of "the Peng, Luo, Lu, and Yang Cique" and the fall of Liu Shaoq
and Deng Xi aopi ne. By October 1966, Mao had managed to do away with all those
who were in position to pose a potential threat to him However, the CR did
not stop there. Rather, it noved on. For Mo, the purpose of the CR was not

nerely to purge, but to renodel China's social, economic, and political system



according to his egalitarian ideal. Purge was just one of his instrunents
for breaking through all kinds of obstructions to the CR novenent.

Second, why was Mao abl e singl ehanded to bring China' s whole state
apparatus to ruin? At the beginning of 1966, the Chinese political system
appeared to be as nonolithic and stable as ever. By the end of the year
however, all pillars of the state, except the arned forces, had toppled down.
How do we explain the vulnerability of China's once-seenmingly mghty state
machi nery? The answer lies in the nature of power structure of the Chinese
political system |In China, power elites at every level derived their
| egitimacy from higher levels of power, and ultimately from Mao. Wth the
support from Mao, the system had been characterized by unity, night, efficacy,
and stability. Facing such a nonolithic construction, challengers from bel ow
| ooked like ants trying to topple a giant tree. For power elites, as long as
they had the blessing fromtheir superiors, they would be able to act
resolutely with great confidence

The problemw th this kind of systemwas that power elites had no
experience in independently dealing with challengers. Once the paranount
| eader withheld his support and thus deprived them of their legitinmacy, they
woul d becone very vulnerable to attack. |Indeed, this was exactly what Mao did
to themduring the first year of the CR  Thanks to Mao's persona
i ntervention, China's power structure foundered in a peculiar top-down
fashion: key central l|leaders fell in disgrace first, then provincial
governnments crunbled, and finally officials at the grass-roots |evel |ost
their authority. CQbviously, w thout backing from above, communist officials
had no ability to put up a last-ditch struggle as the ruling class usually
does when it faces the danger of being overthrown.

Third, why did Mao have to divert so nuch his effort into "emnergency
sal vage" during the CR? As pointed out above, Mao's purpose in |launching the
CR was to renbdel China's political system At first, he hoped that personne
changes, policy changes, and institutional changes within the system would be
sufficient for fulfilling this goal. By the autumm of 1966, however, he
reached a conclusion that the only way to renbdel the systemwas to destroy it
and build a newone in its place. His decision to disnantle the existing
state apparatus proved to be a fatal strategic nmistake. Wth the collapse of

social control system Mo would find it difficult, if not inpossible, for his



will to be realized even though nillions of Chinese were sincerely faithful to
hi s personal | eadership.

In the past, the local authorities had served as 'gatekeepers' nonitoring
t he conmuni cati on between the center and the grass-roots, and enforcers
executing Mao's directives. The hierarchical structure of power could
mnimze the possibility of deviations anong the nasses by standardi zing the
interpretation of nessage from Beijing, and by puni shing non-conpliant
behaviors. O course there was a danger in this nodel that the |oca
authorities nmight deliberately or unintentionally msrepresent nessages from
the center, as had happened in the first few nonths of the CR It
nevert hel ess was nmuch easier for the center directly to deal with a few
gat ekeepers than with mllions of people. Now, the old authority structure
becane disintegrated, and no new structure was in sight to replace it. What
was |left was only Mao's personal authority. There was no doubt that the cult
of personality could serve as a tool of popular nobilization. But, the cult
as such could not substitute the mechanisms of social control. An effective
| eadership i s supposed to have two functions: energizing and directing. | f
a | eader succeeds only in energizing but not in directing, he would see the
foll owers he has energized to nove in direction other than what he intends.
That was Mao's tragedy: he destroyed the social control nechanisns that were
necessary for himto dictate and to coordinate Eﬁpular forces. As a result,
despite his charisma, the CR eventually failed.

Mao' s purpose in launching the CR was to construct something new. He was
right in believing "without destruction there can be no construction." And
the first year of the CR denbnstrated he was in a unique position to destroy
the system he had hel ped to build up and presided over in the first 17 years
of the People's Republic. However, there was no quarantee that destruction
woul d necessarily result in desirable construction. This was a bitter |esson
Mao learned in the followi ng years of the CR, and this should be a treasured
| esson for future generations to bear in mnd when they set out to destroy

sonet hi ng.
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Ji ef angj un bao, Novenber 4, 1964; Zhongguo qi nhgni anbao, Novenber 17, 1964.
JHCL, Vol. 2, p. 58.
JHCL, Vol. 3, p. 28.

Li ang Liang, "Yige hongwei bing faqi zhe di zhishu," Zhongguo Q ngni an, No. 8
(1986); He Wei, "Lao hongwei bi ng shuping,"” ZzZhishi fenzi, Vol. 2 (Spring
1986) .

In June and July, such groups were often declared "unlawful" or even

"counter-revol uti onary" once discovered by the work teams. He Wei, "Lao
hongwei bi ng shupi ng. "

JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 46-57; He Wi, "Lao hongwei bi ng shuping."

JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 34, 45; Liang Liang, "Yige hongwei bing faqgizhe d

zhi shu. "

Rennin ribao, August 19, 1966.

SNS, p. 56.

Crane Brinton, The Anatony of Revolution (New York: Vintage Books, 1965),
pp. 178-80.

SNS, p. 52.

Usual Iy val uabl es, such as gold bars, jewelry, antiques, scrolls and rare
books were confiscated, and | ess valuables items were destroyed. Wth the

judgrment left in those teenagers' hands, however, real treasures were often

smashed as well. Mreover, when the students found that the |iving standard
of many "ol d bl oodsuckers" was still rnuch higher than that of the ordinary
Chi nese, they, out of envy, tended to associate all itens of material

confort with the Four O ds and confiscated them

Kang Sheng later estimated that in all about 2 million ounces of gold, 20
mllion ounces of silver, and $2 nmillion U S. dollars were confiscated in
the whol e nation. In addition, nore than 10,000 firearns and severa
hundred transceivers were found. At that tine, the students were in the
main norally as pure as devout Christians. They turned their booty over to
t he agencies which the local authorities created for keeping the goods.
That is why in the early 1980s, the victins of the Smashing of the Four

O ds were able to get back nobst of what they had | ost twenty years before.
JHCL, Vol. 3, p. 83.

Renmi n ribao, August 23, 1966; Jiefangjun bao, August 23, 1966.

SNS, p. 68.
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JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 94, 275.

Rennin Ri bao published several editorials to persuade the teenagers to

observe discipline by "learning fromthe PLA " and to use only verbal neans
of struggle rather than violence. Rennmin R bao, August 28, Septenber 5,
1966.

Honggi, No. 10 (1966).

Wansui, version 2, p. 337.

More people suffered nore cruel attacks in August than in June and July.
Ironically, later, when nany said the “bourgeois reactionary |line” had
persecuted them they were often refering to the events in August, after
Mao had assuned the | eadership of the novenment in Beijing and the work
teams had withdrawn fromtheir units. The cases of the bad and niddle
origin students were anong the best exanples.

Wansui, version 2, pp. 332-33.

JHCL, Vol. 1, p. 71.

Renni n Ri bao, August 19, 1966.

Both the scope and the effect of chuanlian exceeded Mao's ori gi nal
expectations. See Wansui, version 2, p. 338. By the end of 1966, the
students (and later workers and others) taking part in Chuanlian had
total ed about 50 million in the entire nation. JHCL, Vol. 3, p. 10. It was
unprecedented for so many people to nove across the country free of charge
in such a short period. Although probably the majority of those who were

i nvol ved in chuanlian were interested not so nmuch in "exchangi ng

revol utionary experiences" as in visiting scenic spots, the chuanlian

hel ped break the existing political equilibriumand create a situation
favorable to the rebels. See Wang Shaoguang, Failure of Charisma, pp. 81-
82.

There were many formal and informal channels through which to contact with
the CRSG Even the supposed top secrets nmight find get around in Beijing
very fast. On August 22, for instance, a dazibao criticizing Liu Shaogi by
nane appeared in Q nghua University. The next day, Muo's "Bonbard the
Headquarters" appeared on the canpus of Beijing University. JHCL, Vol. 1,
pp. 79, 81.

Zhang Chungi ao _Yaowenyuan tongzhi zai Shanghai shi gem ng wei yuanhui
baogaohui shang di jianghua, June 3, 1967; WGSL, Vol. 1, pp. 309-10.
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Accordingly, on Septenber 11 the Central Committee issued an instruction
and Rennin Ri bao published an editorial, to prohibite such action. WGSL,
Vol . 1, pp. 309-11.

For Beijing Red CGuards, it was no big deal to "bonbard" Party Conmittees at
the provincial |evel and below. Coning fromthe national capital, they
believed it perfectly justified to "bonmbard" anyone, for they knew that Liu
Shaoqi was under fire. If the head of the state could be criticized, how
could it be considered a serious offense to criticize provincial |eaders?
But, at that nonment, nost people in the provinces still could not believe
that what Beijing students said about the situation in Beijing was true.
OQoviously, the information advantage was the decisive reason why they were
acting nore radically than local residents.

In the first twenty days of Septenber, the nmenbers of the CRSG such as Chen
Boda, Kang Sheng, Jiang Q ng, Zhang Chungi ao, Yao Wenyuan, Wang Li, Guan
Fang, and Q Benyu, rarely appeared on public occasions. They did not neet
students as often as Zhou and Tao did. See Song Q ong, "Tao Zhu tongzhi be
daxi atai di zhengxiang;" JHCL, Vol. 1, p. 110; JHC, Vol. 3, p. 142.

The editorial appeared on Renmi n Ri bao on Septenber 7.

Hubei Provincial Revolutionary Committee, ed., Wichan jieji wenhua dagenin
wenjian hui bian (hereinafter WIHB) (Whan 1969), Vol. 1, p. 138; WGSL, Vol
1, p. 311. Mdreover, a week later, the Center issued another docunent for
t he sane purpose. Song Q ong, "Tao Zhu tongzhi bei daxiatai di zhengxiang;"

Fangeni ng xi uzhengzhuyi fenzi Wang Renzhong zui xi ngl u.

Ti e Zhuwei, Shuangr anyegenghong.

For instance, Q Benyu went to Tianjin, Shandong, and other places in

di squise. JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 222-23.

Ibid.; JHCL, Vol. 2, p. 51

Kuai Dafu | ater acknow edged: "[In Septenber 1966], we found ourselves in

a tight corner and knew no way out." Jinggangshan (Beijing) March 24, 1967.
On Septenmber 23, with the support of the CRSG the "minority" of Beijing
Institute of Geology successfully forced the deputy mnister of the Geol ogy
Mnistry, Zhou Jiayu, to return to the school to nake self-criticism This
was the first success of the ninorities in Beijing. On the second day, wth
the help of the CRSG the minority of Q nghua University established

Ji nggangshan Regi ment. | bid.
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JHCL, Vol. 1, p. 156.
JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 81, 95, 118, 124, 129, 158, 223.
Renmi n Ri bao, Cctoberl, 1966.

Honggi, no. 13 (1966).

JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 193, 197
JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 195, 199
Lin Bi ao wenxuan, pp. 256-58.

Ibid.; JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 215-21. Chen condemed some | eaders for having
incited the nasses to struggle against each other, but many participants
hel d that not every incident in which the masses struggl ed agai nst each
other was incited by power holders. Chen suggested that if a | eader had
showed no favoritismto the leftists (the rebels) he nust have been partial
to the rightists (the conservatives), for he believed it inpossible to be
evenhanded. But he was said to have gone to extrenes. Mreover, when Chen
criticized "the theory of blood |ineage," he was questioned whether famly
backgrounds shoul d be ignored altogether. Chen asked the participants to
support the minority while abandoning the majority, but a |arge nunber of
the partici pants remai ned unconvi nced. Chen's report had been exani ned and
revi sed personally by Mao beforehand. The doubts regardi ng Chen's report
thus were actually doubts of Mao's plan. Hongqi ruhua [ Guangzhou], January
1968.

Wansui, version 2, pp. 336-40; Lin Biao wenxuan, p. 257; JHCL, Vol. 2, p.
275.

WGSL, Vol. 1, pp. 330, 341, 348.

Ti e Zhuwei, Shuangr anyegenghong.

First, the novenment would end around the Spring Festival the next year, in
February 1967. Second, except for educational institutions, other units
shoul d not set up nass organi zations. Production should be enphasized.
Third, the PLA units should not be attacked. Fourth, the internal affairs
of courts, procuratorates, public security bureaus, and archives shoul d not
be interfered with. Fifth, broadcasting stations, television stations, and
newspaper of fices should not be occupied. And finally, cadres, especially
hi gh-1 evel cadres, should not be disnissed directly by the masses and their
houses shoul d not be seized. JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 261-64.

JHCL, Vol. 1, pp. 206, 261; JHCA, Vol. 2, pp. 11, 20, 74.
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Backed by the CRSG the former minority becane arrogant in many coll eges.
The new Beijing Miunicipal Party Conmittee was under fire for having carried
out the reactionary line. SNS, p. 98.

It seenmed that anybody could create his or her headquarters, which m ght

be naned "Mao Zedong Thought Red CGuards," "Mao Zedong Doctrine Red CGuards,"
"East |s Red Red Guards," "Chinese Red Guards," "International Red Guards,’
or the Iike. It was not unconmon for a "headquarters" to have only a single
nmenber, who was called "Guanggan Shilin"---a general w thout a follow ng.
Hubei ribao, Septenber 13, 1966,

I n Wihan, on Cctober 10, rebel Thought Guards from various schools for the
first time held a united nass rally to denounce the reactionary line of the
Hubei Provincial Party Conmittee. Four days later, the Thought Guards from
all over the city took a united action to support the efforts of the
Thought Guards of Hubei University to force the head of the work team back
the school for self-criticism On Cctober 16, the Thought Guards held a
grand gat hering of unprecedented size at Wichang stadiumto denonstrate
their strength before the local |eaders, who were invited to attend. Whan
di chu wuchan jieji wenhua dagemi n dashiji (hereinafter WADJ) (Whhan: 1967).

For instance, Whan Thought Guard Headquarters was formally established on
Oct ober 26.

The Sixteen Articles stated: "The cultural and educational institutions,
and the | eading bodies of the Party and governnent in big and nedi umsized

cities are the focal points of the ongoing CR novenent." Urban enterprises
were required to continue the Socialist Education Moverment. The docunent
further specified that for workers, the CR nerely neant "to foster

prol etarian ideology and to elininate bourgeois ideology." In Septenber, as
shown above, the Center made renewed efforts to confine the moverment within
each enterprise. It was enphasized that political activities should be
carried out only during workers' spare tine. Even as |late as on Cctober 25,
when aut hori zi ng Chen Boda's report for dispatching, Mao suggested: "Please
consi der inserting a sentences: 'Gasp revolution, pronote production."'"
WHB, Vol. 1, pp. 138-42; JHCL, Vol. 2, p. 96.

Interviewees 1, 2, 3, 7, 9, 16, 25, 26, 28, 65, 70, 72, 73, 80, 81, 84.

I nterviewing was conducted in Whan in the second half of 1986.
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Renni n Ri bao, Novenber 10, 1966; JHCL, Vol. 1, p. 269; JHCL, Vol. 2, pp
35, 94.

In fact, Chen Boda tried to pursuade the workers to di sband the

organi zati on on Novenmber 12. See JHCL, Vol. 2, pp. 37, 43.

Jin Chunming: "Shanghai yiyue fengbao di qi angi an houhou," in DSTX, No. 18
(1983).

Guanyu ganggongzong wenti di aocha baogao, 1967

JHCL, Vol. 2, p. 63; Jin Chunm ng: "Shanghai yiyue fengbao he eryue
kangzhen. "

In the days following Mao's approval of the existence of the workers
organi zation, nenbers of the CRSG advi sed workers that such organizations
shoul d adopt the formof a federation, association, or representative
assenbly rather than of a headquarters. Obviously, they hoped that the
workers would set up a relatively unified organization in each enterprise,
i ndustry, or place and that the organizati ons would have no full-tine
cadres. In other words, what they had in nmnd seemed to be a substitute for
the existing trade union, or nore precisely, a revolutionary trade union
that might, in Chen Boda's words, represent the real interests of the

wor kers. The later devel opment of worker organizations, however, far
exceeded the bounds the CRSG set at this time. JHCL, Vol. 2, pp. 95, 117,
120.

The conservative workers' organization in Beijing, the Guard Regi nent
(Hanwei tuan), was established on Novenber 19 wi th 300, 000 menbers. Its
counterpart in Shanghai, the Red Escort (Chiweidui), was set up on Novenber
26 with 400,000 nmenbers. In Wihan, the conservative Federation of
Revol uti onary Laborers (Lianhehui) took shape on Decenber 2. It quickly
expanded into an organization of 400,000 nenbers. See Ji nggangshan
(Beijing), Decenber 22, 1966; JHCL, Vol. 2, p. 210; and WADJ.

For instance, in Whan there were groups of artists, contract workers,

apprentices, cooks, veterans, elenentary school teachers, niddle schoo

teachers, teachers in schools run by the |ocal people, policenen,

prosecutors, judges, street cleaners, doctors, nilitias, nenbers of the

Soci al i st Educati on Movement work teanms, blind persons, and the |ike.
Wang Li, Xianchang lishi, pp. 100-110.

JHCL, Vol. 3, p. 77; Renmin Ribao, January 1, 1967
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The first two sets of such instructions were, not surprisingly, for the
wor kers and the peasants, and they appeared in the niddle of Decenmber 1966.
The next to be considered was for the students. A drafting group to

formul ate the organic rules of the Red Guards was forned on Decenber 27. In
the meantine, the regul ations regardi ng governnent functionaries, teachers,
athletes, artists and public security nen were al so under preparation. See
Zhang Chungi ao _Yao Wenyuan tongzhi zai Shanghai shi geni ng wei yuanhui
baogaohui shang di jianghua (June 3, 1967); WHB, Vol. 1, pp. 162-70; JHCL
Vol . 3, pp. 17, 35, 58.

On the last day of 1967, the CCP Central Conmittee and the State Counci

pronul gated the "Circular on Revolutionary Teachers and Students of Hi gher
and M ddl e Schools Taking Part in Short Mlitary Training," which required
the Party committees of all the provinces to set up their |eading bodies

for this particular purpose. See JHCL, Vol. 3, p. 38, WHB, Vol. 1, p. 171

Lin Bi ao wenxuan, p 278. Despite the resistance of some students, who
conpl ained that the mlitary training mght arrest the progress of the
novenent, the CRSG had deci ded, by early January 1967, that nilitray
trai ning would soon start, first in six experinmental units of Beijing---
Beijing University, Q nhua University, Beijing Aeronautical Institute
Beijing CGeological Institute, the No. 2 Mddle School, and the No. 25

M ddl e School, all of which were well-known stronghol ds of rebellious
students. See JHCL, Vol. 3, pp. 11-12, 14-15, 23, 30, 36, 38.

JHCL, Vol. 3, p. 77.

State Statistical Bureau, Zhongguo tongji nianjian 1983, p. 234.

Harry Gel man, "Mao and Pernanent Purge," Problem of Communism No. 15
(1966); Peter Cheng, "The Root of China's Cultural Revolution: The Feud
bet ween Mao and Liu," Obis, No. 11 (1968); Chu-yuan Cheng, "The Power
Asian Survey, No. 6 (1966).

See Mao's letter to Lin Biao of May 7, 1966.

Struggle in Red China,

Mari o Von Cranach, 'Leadership as a Function of G oup Action,' in Carl
F. Graumann and Serge Moscovici, eds., Changing Conception of Leadership,
(New York: Springer-Verlag, 1986), pp. 117-18.

Wang Shaoguang, Failure of Charisnma.




