- 12 -

No; Ths

. Whatevef the Thing, It Is Always dJCaae of Dividing
One into Two and not "Combip;ng Two into One'’

by
Ch'i Chen-hai

- (Peking Jen-min Jih-pac, August 5, 196h)

(5 H578)

"Dividing one into two" is a technical term which, in a most' accurate, most vivid

and unusually popular wanner, expresses the substan
lectics ~ the law of the unity of opposites. Lenin
thing 1s divisible into two, one contradicting the

dialectics.” 1In this world "all phenomena and proc
tradiction, opposition and mutusl repulsion.” {Col

ce and core of materislistic diae
wrote: "The knowledge that a united
other.... iz the substance .of

esses have a tendency toward con-
lected Works of Lenin; Vol¥ XXXVIII,

People's Publishing House, pp. 407-8. The underlining is original.} That is to say,
whatever the thing may be in this world, it is alvays a case of dividing one into two,

nemely, splitting a united thing into two parts, ag
with, dependent on and, at the same time, repulsive
these two aspects of mutual unification and mutual

pects or tendencies which are Iinked
and opposed to, each other, Without
struggle, thinga would be unable to

exiast and therefore to develop. This is an objective law which does not change with
the will of man. It exists universally, whether in nature, in human soelety or in the

thinking of man, .

However, Comrade Yang Hsien-chen holds this view: "Anything is a cage of 'combining
two into one'." He cites such examples as the positive and the negative, birth and
death, water and fire, and metabolism. Comrades Ai Heng-wu and Lin Ch'ing-shan have
spoken in more concrete terms: "From all kinds of natural phenomend to human society,
thinking, ete., there is nothing which is not a case of 'combining two into one',"
Citing examples in support, they say: "The ection and reaction between bodies are
'conbined from two into one’ to become the mechanical motion of bedies. The attraction

and repulsion between mélecules ingide bodies aras '
constitute physieal motlon. The combination and di
from two into one' to constitute chemical motion,

© of protein organic bodies which are formed with ear
among the chemical elements are 'cambined from two
motion of metabolism. The productive forces and re

combined from two into onef to
gsoclation of atoms are 'combined
The assimilation and dissimilation
bon, hydrogen, oxygen and nitrogen
into one' to constitute the vital
lations of production, the economic

foundation and the superstructure are 'combined from two Into cne' to éonstitute the

social motion of mankind. ‘Theory and practice are
constitute the cognitional motion of menkind."

What is "combining two into one”? Comrade Yan
tradictions means only that two sides 10 a contradi
Ai Heng-wu and Lin Ch'ing-shan say: "Objective thin

‘combined from two into one' to

g Hsien-chen says: "Unity of con-
ction are’ inseparably connected."
25 are 'combined from two into

one,' ..,.When guidelines and policies are formuwlated for transforming the world and
handling work, it is again necessary to 'combine two into one'," "to connect together

and intggzate the two opposite aspects.” (Underlin

es mine. )

Briefly spesking, what they call 'combining two into one” is to "connect inse-
parably and integrate” the two opposing sides of a thing." The "law governing the

development of things" is fprecisely the "connecting
~opposing sides. ’

In the eyes of the "combining two into one" th

together” and "integration of two

eorists, there is no struggle

between the opposite aspects of a thing. What they cah see ig only the 'inseparable

connection," "integration" and "unity" of the oppos

jtes. . :

This viewpoint iz not in accord with the origin&ljdié;ectica of things. It has
no factual basis. Let us discuss this matter from the exemples cited by these writers

in order to refute their "theories."

R
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Things Without Life Are Cases of Dividing One into
Two and net Cmbining Two into One

Nature is various and diversified in form, %o generalize, it may be divided into
two major categories. One category comprises things without life (1.e., the inorganie
world). The other category comprises things with life (i.e., the organic world).

In the world of things without life, attraction and repulsion form a pair of
important contradictions, Engels said: "All moticn consists in the interplay of attrac-
tion and repulsion.” (Engels: Dialectics of Nature, People's Publiehing House, 1955
edition, p. 4B) The phenomera we constantly see, such A8 dpproximation and separa-
tion, contraction and expansion, absorption and radiation, cohesion and diffusion,
union and dissociation, combination and decomposition (dissolution) are different
manifestations of attraction and repulsion. :

On the one hand, attraction and repulsion are connected with and dependent on
each other and, on the other hand, they repel and oppose each other. They are a unity
of opposites and not & case of "combining two into one." Engels said: "Where there is
attraction, it must be complemented by repulsion.” (Ibid., p. 204) Likewise, where
there iz repulsion, it must be complemented by attraction. The interplay of attraction
&nd repulsion motivates the motion and change of a body. For instance, the motion of
A planet round the sun along an ellivtic orbit owes its origin to the interplay of
attraction and repulsion. If we fail to see the mutuval dependence and mutual connection
between the two in the belief that there is only attraction or only repulsion, then
the planet might either fall on the surface of the sun-or leave-the solar system,
if we fail to see the mutual opposition and mutval exclusion between the two in the
velief that they are a case of "combining two in%o one" for a merger, then they might
neutralize each other or counterbslance each other. Whatever the condition, it would
lead to the cessation of the motion of the sun. It is precisely because the motion
of the solar system is a case of dividing one into two and is a unity of opposites
between attraction and repulsion that a planet can revolve in space round the sun,
Hence Engels seid: "The life process of a solar syetem presents itself as an interplay

of attraction and repulsion.” (Ibid., p. 50)

The phenomena of static eleciricity and magnetism are also & case of dividing
one into two, On the one hand, positive electricity and negative electricity and
the south pole and the north pole are linked with and dependent on each other and,
on the other hand,they repel and oppose each other. Without positive electricity there
can be no negative electricity, and vice versa. Without the south pole there can
be no north pole, and vice versa. In the case of positive electricity and negatﬂtgf’
electricity, and the north and scuth poles, the likes repulse and the unlikes attract
each other. 1In physies, positive electricity and negative electricity and the south
pole and the north pole are contradictions which ere united with as well as opposed to
each other. "Combining two into one™ in these cases would result in there being no

electromagnetic motion., ) . .

Chemical motion is also a case 6f dividing one into two. It is the unity of
such opposites as combi:ﬁtion and decomposition (dissdlution). Combination and decom-
position are concrete ifestations of atiraction and repulsion in.chemical motion.
Engels said: "All chemlcal processes may be summed up as chemical phencmens of attrac-
tion and repulsion.” (Ibid., p. 17%) In this connection, what Engels described as
chemical attraction is precisely the combination of atoms, and what he described as
chemical repulsion is precisely the decomposition of molecules.
whether those of combination and decomposition or those of displacement, are motion
in opposites of combination and decomposition. Take, for example,  the reaction
(2Hp0— 2Hp + O2 ) of the decomposition of water (HpO) into hydrogen (Hz) and oxygen .

{02): ,

A1l chemical reactions,

P
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First, watér molecules decompose into their components of hydrogen atoms™ (H)
and oxygen atoms (0): . ,
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Then, two hydrogen atoms combine to make a hydrogen molecule, and two oxygen atoms
combine to make an oxygen molecule: " . .

2H— Hy 20 —05

From the process of renction ifi the decomposition of water We can see that combina-
tion and decomposition are entirely opposite 1n character. They oppose each other and
repel each other. Hewever, they are also & unity. A process of chemical reaction 18
not only an action of combination or decomposition but also a unity .of such opposites as
combination and decomposition. The interplay of combination snd decomposition gives |
shape to chemical action., If there is no opposition or repulsion between combinationy
and decomposition and if it is a case of “combining two into one" for a merger, no
chemical motion is likely to take place. .

Mechanical motion is a very simple form of motion. It is also a cese of dividing
one into two and not "combining two into one."

In mechanical motion, action and reaction form a unity of opposites. Where there
is action, there is always reaction. Without reaction there emn be no action to speak
of. Action and reaction are equal in extent but they go in opposite directions. The
interplay between contradictory bodies motivates the mechanical motion of these bodies.
Mechanics tells us that within a sealed system the sum total of the action and reaction
between bodies 1s equal to zero. This means that if action and reaction do not oppose
and repel each other and if they merge together by "combining two into one," it will be
impossible to "constitute" the mechanical motion of bodies.

A Thing with Life Is a Case of Dividing One into Two and
ot Caubinig Two into One”

A thing with life is also a case of dividing one inte twc and not "combining two
into one."

Engels said: "Life is the mode of existence of protein bodies, and this mode of
existence essentially consists in the constant self-renewal of the chemical constituents
of these bodies.” (Engels: Anti-Dubring, Feople's Publishing House, 1956 edition,

P 82) Protein bodies form the foundation of life. They bear the main load in vital
motion. Without the self-renewal of these bodies, i.e., metabolism, there can be po
vital motion. ' v

The metabolic process of protein bodies is also & case of dividing ore into two.
Tt is the unity of assimilation and dissimilation as opposites. Assimilation and dis-
similation are general contradictions of vital motion, constituting a pair of basic
contradictions in the world of life, Their interplay sets in motion the continuous
self-renewal of protein bodies. As soon as metabolism ceases, life will come to an

end and protein bodies will decompose.

Assimilation and dissimilation repel each other and stand in opposition to each
other. Assimilation is a process in which organic bodies extract matter from their
external envlronment and remold it. Accompanying this process is the storage of
energy. For example, green plants with the sun shining on them utilize water and
carbon dioxide to produce synthetically glucose or other organic matter, releasing
oxygen at the same time. This is a process of assimilation:. - o ,

Water + carbon dioxlde sunshine = . - glucose + oxygen
green plants -
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Diseimilation L8 the process of' the degomposition or consumﬁﬁian of the matter
within organic bodiles. Accompanying this process 18 tha releage of energy., For
example, the action of decomposing glucose and oxygen into simple matter and releasing

energy 1s a process of dissimilations
Glucoge + oxygen ~v> water *+ carbon dioxide + energy’

Aspimilation and dissimilation are opposites but they form a unity. They are
linked with each other. Without assimilation in material synthesls there can be no
dissimilation in material decampopition. Without the release of energy from dissimilation

no assimiletion can take place. .

Vital motion is a process in which assimilation end dissimilation form a unity and
at the same time struggle ageinst each other. Without the- interplay of assimilation
and digsimilation there can be no vital motion. If there is no repulsion or oppousition
between assimilation and dissimilation and if, by "combining two into one,"” they merge
together, then the metabolism of living things will cecase and life will come to an end.

A1)l things.with life are evolvinglcontinuously; Their evolution 1s alsc a case of
dividing one into two. It is. the unity of heredity and variation ag opposites.

Heredity is a conservative factor in the evolution of living things. It preserves
the species of these things and maintains the stability of their types. Variation is a
progressive factor sn this evolution. It makes it vossible for changes in living things
to take place, thus leading Lo the Formation of new types of living things. Heredlity
and variation are opposites; they repel each other. Nevertheless, they consgtitute &
unity. In the course of evolution they condition -each other and one cannot do without
the other. If there is only heredity, there will be no differentiation in specles and
new species will not be formed. Tf there is only variation, lhere +:11l be no relatively

stable species.

The unity and siruzgic of neredity and variaticon prompts livirg things to-change
and develop. But the theorists of "ccubining two into one' hold the view that theve
is neither opposition nor repulsicn between neredity and variation and that there is )
only & close copnection, & mutual link-up tetween them. Then, basically tiaere would be . %
we evolution in liwing ¥alngs. - ' 4

411 Tainge in buman Scciety dre Cases of Dividing One
into lwo and Hoi, Combining 2wo into One”

Tn Foamen.cociety all things are casss of dividing ome into two and not "vombining | .
two into one.”

contradictions of society are those between production relations and productive forces
and between the superstructure and the economic bage. If there-is only unity and no
contradiction between production relptions and productive forcesa and between the super-
structure and the‘FQpnomic bage, thereby merging them by "combining two into one,"
buman society not fonly will be unable to develop, but also unable to exist.

Humsn sooiety is o socrety rfilled with all kinds of contradictions. The fundamental

Do contradictions still exist in socialist gociety? Some people verbally accept
materialistie dialectics but actually do not understand it in full. Cr, it may be said,
they do not implement it to the very end. In their view, there used to be contradictiocns
and struggles in slave society, feudal society and capitalist gociety, but socialist:
society differs from the former forms of society.- In the present society there is only
consistency without contradictions hetween preduction relations and productive forces
and between the superstructure and the economle base. Socialist society is a soceity
of "harmony and consistency:” Perhaps, in the language of the theorigts of "combining
two into one," the opposite aspects of all things in sociamlist societly are cages of
“combining two into one.” S ] o
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, This viewpoint is incorrect. UThe experience cur country has gained pince its
founding shows that not only are there contradictions and struggles in sociallst soclety
but these eontradictions and struggles sometimes stend out in sharp rellef. Comrads

Yao Tee-tung has said: "The basie contradictions in socialist soclety sre still thoge
between production relations end productive forces and between the guperstructure and
the economic base.” ("On the Correct Handling of Contradictions Among the People)”
Selected Readings from Mso Tse-tung's Works, Edition A, Vol. II,'p. 455) Our socialist
production relations and the superstructure have now been established. " They are in
keeping with the development of preoductive forces and the economic bage. But they are
still far from perfect. Old things, especially those in the superstructure, still
exercise quite a big influence. All this is in contradiction to the development of pro-
ductive forces and the economic base. Naturally, these contradictions of socialist
soclety are fundamentally different in character from old society's contradictions be-
tween production relations and productive forces and beétween the superstructure and

the economic base. For instance, in capitalist society thé contradictions between pro-
duction relations and productive forces cannot be resolved by the capitalist system
itself and can only be resolved by socislist revolution. In socialist soclety -such
contradictions can continucugly be resolved through the socialist system itself. That
is to say, the contradictions between production relations and productive forces and
between the superstructure and the economic base in socialist society are distinguishable
from the bapic contradictions of the former forms of society. But this is a question

of differentiating the contrndictions and not one of whether contradictiona exist or

not.

Y

In a class society the contradletions between production relations and productive
forces and those between the superstructure and the economic base.present themselves
as contradictions between opposing classes. Since the dissolution of primitive com-
munes, the struggle between the exploiting class and the exploited class has run
through the whole history of mankind. Living in the same-society and struggling against
ohe another were the slave owner and the slave, the landlord and the farm slave, and
the property owner and the proletarian. This struggle between one class and another
provided the very motive power for the development of class soclety.

Is there any more class struggle in socialist society? Yes, there is. "The
struggle in the socialist countries between the road of socialism and the road of
capitalism - between the forces of capitalism attempting » comeback and the forces
opposing it - is unavoidable. ("On Kbrushchev's Phoney Commnism and Its Historical
Iessons for the World," by the editorial departments of Jen-min Jih-pac and Hung-ch'i,
%gg—gig Jih-pap, July 14, l96h) Socialist society is not what is called a soclety whose

politics is consistent with its spirit” or one whose opposite aspects can be "combined
into one." In it there still exist classes and class struggle. This class struggle je
complex, tortuous, undulating and sometimes even very violent. 'In the face of it w
cannot be the least bit lethargic. ' -

Is it true that on the arrival of the communist society there will emerge a united
soclety without struggle, one of "combining two into one'? .No, it is not true. Although
communist society will have no classes or class struggle, there will still remein con-
tradictions between the advanced and the backward and between the new and the old.

Communist scclety will sgill be a society of dividing one into itwo.

The Cognitional Motion of Mankind Is Case of Dividing
One into Two and Not One of "Combining -
Two into One' E

The cognitional motion of mankind is algo a cese of-dividing-one into two and not
"combining two into one." " o . -

The source of human knowledge is soclal practice. Social prectice consists in ac-
tivities to transform nature and effect social reforms. .Khowledge is-the reflection .
of the subject vis-a-vis the object. It is an activity in thinking. . Min's knowledge - . . |
constantly lags behind practical activitieas. Its reflection of the objective world is . . :
not absolutely satisfactory. All this shows that contradictions exist between knowledge |
and practice. But the two also constitute a unity. Practice is the foundation and™ -~ . |
source of knowledge. It is also the objective standard-by which to'éxaﬁine whether one'sd .

+
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Xnowledge is correct or not. " Human ¥nowledge cannob be separated the least bit
from. practice.” (8elected Works of Mao Tye-tunj,: Yol...I, People's Fublishing Houee,” -
ond edition, p. 273) Knowledge, when acquired, in turn plays a big role in gulding
the activities of practice. Under given conditlons it even plays the prineipal and
deciziva rols. :"When, as Lenin put it, 'Without a revolutionary theory, there:can be
no revolutionary movement,’ the créntion and advocacy of the revslutienary theory
plays the principal and decisgive role. When & certain. Job {thlis applies to any Job

is to be done but there is as yet no directive, method,plan or policy defining how

to do it, the directive, method, plen or policy is the principal and deecisive factor."”

(Ibid., p. 31k)

. However, according to the theorlsts of "combining two into one,” ¥nowledge mnd
practice constitute a whole without opposing or repelling each cther. ~In this way,

it will inevitably lead either to negating the role of theory and falling into empiri.
cism which belleves in practice belng the same as theory, ‘0 to negating the role of
practice and falling into dogmatism which belleves in theory belng the same as practice.

Perhaps, it may "combine" the above two views '"into one" to dish out a mixture of em-
piricism and dogmatism. :

¥

Knowledge develops from the struggle between correct things and wrong things.
That 18 to say, cognitional activity {s also & case of dividing one inte two; it is
the unity of correct knowledge and wrong knowledge as opposites.

Correct knowledge is man's realistic reflection of objective things. Wrong
knowledge is man's distorfed reflection of objective things. The two are totally aif-
feront in essence, They cannot be mixed up through "eombining two into one.”

Correct knowledge and wrong knowledge are alzo linked with each other. Man's
cognitional process does nobt rise in a straight line; nor.is it correct from beginning
to end. Lenin said: "Man's knowledge is not & straight line. (That is to say, it
does not move along-a straight line.} To an unlimited extent it-resembles a string
of circles, the curves of & spiral.” (Collected Works of Lenin, Vol. XXXVIIT, People's
Publishing House, p. 411) Man's knowledge is & process from phencmena to essence, fraom
individuality to universality end often from wrong to right. A knowledge of phenomensa,
individuality and even wrong is the road which must be trodden ln order to attain correct-
ness in knowledge. Without going through this process cne ie unlikely to be able to

acquire correct knowledge suddenly.

Correct knowledge and wrong knowledge exist by comparison with each other and
develop by struggle against ench other. It ig only through comparison and struggle
with wrong knowledge that errors can be located and the correct truth revealed.

Comrade Mao Tse-tung has said: "What is correct always develops' in the course of \ 7
struggle with what is wrong. The true, the good and the beautiful always exist in
comparison with the false, the evil and the ugly, and grow in struggle with the latter.
As mankind in general rejects an untruth and acecepts a truth, a new truth will begin
struggling with new errcneous ideas. Such struggles will never end. This is the law
of development of truth." ("On the Correct Handling of Contradictions among the
People," Selected Readings from Meo Tse-tung's Works, Rdition A, Vol. II, P. 478) For
example, Marxism hag grown in the cource of struggle with the reactlonary bourgeois i1deas
and various opportunist ideas. Materialism has grown in the course of struggle with
jdealism. So long as thére is .cognitional sctivity, there will be struggle between
what 15 correct and what 1g wrong. When an erroneous knowledpe is overcome, & correct
knowledge will be established. Along with the development of actlvities in practice

- will emerge a struggle between correct knowledge and wrong knowledge:. Thus, with this

continuous development humsn knowledge will rise higher end higher and become better
and better. - _ . . -

Under given conditions correct knowledge and wrong knewledge are mutually transfor- -
mable. When correct ¥nowledge is arbitrarily extended beyond the scope-of its appli-
cability, it will become wrong knowledge. Hence lenin seid: ".... As léng asian extra -
smell- step is taken, though in the same direction, & truth will become an errori” Gt
(Collected Works of Lenin, Vol. XXXI, People's.Publisﬁingfﬁcuae5ip,,85)§fAnalyzing DR
and criticlzing what iz wrong arnd summing up lessons from expériente will enlighten-. .
people on rejecting what is wrong and knowing what 1is true. In this context, it may
be gaid that an error can‘be transformed into a correct thing. ~ It i& also in this

Y] R T
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context that Comrade Mao Tse-tung has said: "Errors, are ofben the precuracr of truth."
(Selected Works of Mso Tue-tung, Vol. T1I, People's Publishing House, 2nd edition, p. 803}

Tn different brenches of sclence what is correct and what is wrong present them-
gelves in different forms. For example, in philosophy there are the mbtrugples bYetween
materielism and idealism and between dialectics and metaphysica. Moterialism and
idealism are a unity of opposites. So are dialectics and metaphiysics If-there is
only undty without struggle between materialism and idealism and between dislectics and
metaphysics, and if either pair is merged together through "combining two into one,"

‘then philosophy will not develsp.

Dividing One into Two and "Combining Two into One" Are
Two Basically Opposite World Outlooka

What has been said above goes to show thai in this world whatever the thing and
vhatever the time, it is always & case of dividing one inte two. Dividing ome inte
two is objJective and universal. Tt is the source and motive power for the development
of a1l things. The theory of dividing one into two is not the subjective conjecture
of man but is the original dislectica of things. I the {wo' opposite aspects of every-
thing in the world are, as Comrade Yang Helen-chen and others say, cases of "combining .
two into one,™ having only unity without gtruggle, 1t-will be impossible to "sonstitute"
mechanical motion, physical motien, chemical motion, vital motion, social motion or
cognltional motion. Furthermore, it may lead to the cessation  of all forms of motion.

The two opposite aspects of anything in the woxrld cannot .be a case of "combining
two into one." Engels said: 'Dialectics has proved from the results of our experience
of nature so far that all polar oppogites in general are determined by the mutual
action of the two opposite poles on each other, that the separation and opposition of
these poles exist only within their mutual connection and vnity end, conversely, that
their unity exists only in their separation and their mutual connection only in thelr
oppoaition." (Engels: Dialectics of Nature, People's Publishing House, 1955 editicn,
p. 48) The theorists of M ambining two into one" see only the connection and unity
of the two opposite poles and not that Miheir unity exiats only in their separation
and their mutual connection only in their opposition.” Thereupon they insist that the
two aspects of a contradiction do not repel or oppose each other and can be merged
together through "combining two into one." This is like insisting that the magnetic
soutn pole and north pole can counterbalance each other., There is no factual basis

for this whatscever.

The antithesis between dividing one into two and "combining two into one" is not
one "petween the whole and the part,” let alone = "gifferent presentation” of the 16w
of coutradictions. Their antithesis is one between two world outlooks. The fundamen-
ta]l difference between dividing one into twe and *sombining two into one" lies not in
admitting or negating the existence of opposite sspects within a thing but in whether
or not the absolute character of the struggle between opposites should be admitted
and whether or not the mutual convertibillty of opposites under given conditions should
be pdmitted. In a word, it is @ gquestlon of whether or, not to admit that internal .
contradictions constitute the motive power for the. development of things.

~ In tkre view of théh;héorists of "combining twg into one," there is neither struggle
nor conversion between opposites, and the development of things precisely represents
the. "connection,” "integration," and "mnity" of opposites. According to materialistic
dialectics, "....struggle is present within identity.- Where there is no struggle,

no identity is possible.” (Belected Works of Mao Tse-tung, Vol. I, People's Publishing
House, 2nd edition, p. 321} Unity without struggle is rigid, mechanical unity, a merger T
of contradictions. What the theorlsts of "comblning two into' one" say is the development :
of things is precisely the mechanical combination of opposites. It 1s precigely & =
merger of two aspects of a contradiction. This amounts-to saying that changes in the
nature of things will never occur snd that changes are only in the quentities of things. -
Further, the causes of these changes are found not within but without the:things. Ob-. .~ .

viously this is not the viewpoint of materialistic diglectics.t.. R




Tenit said: "Thers are fwd Yasic viewpoints.on development. One is the belief

that development 1s deduction, addition oF duplization. The ethey yileypolint 18 that
development Is the unity of opposites. ~According to the firstrviewpoint on motion,

the ower,‘s&urcé.éﬁd_mbtivéfbf'éélf-mdﬁi¢n gre neglected, (Perhaps the source has.
peen moved outside - to places of deity and other bodies.)} According to the. second
viewpoint, ‘the. principal enphasis. is placed on knowing the source.of 'gelf' - motion,"”
(Collected Works of Lenin, Vol. YXOVITI, People's Publishing. House, p. 40B.) (Under-
1ining is in the original t'ext.)‘ "Comrade. Mao Tse-tung, expounding: this idea of Lenin's,
has pointed out: "Ip'thé,hisﬁbry of human knowledge there have always beén two views
concerning the law of development of the world; the metaphysical view and the dialec-
tical view, which form itwo mutually opposed world outlooks.” (Selected Works of Mao
Tse-tung, Vol, I, People's Publishing House, 2nd edition, . 288) The theory of

combining two into one’' advanced by.Comrade Yang Hsien-chen and others cbviously
belonge t6 ‘the metaphysical’ view of development for the reason that it does not
recognize thé‘absolute';haracter of the struggle between opposltes. Nor does it
recognize that.iﬁtﬁrpai contradictions provide the motive power for-the development
of things. Also, it places the emphasis not on "knowlng the source of 'self' - motion’
but on the external mechanical "{ntegration.” If this theory 1s pursued to the end,
it wiil inevitably lead %o recognizing the existence of .the "primsry power of propul-
sion and the existence of “deity," thus falling into the pit of mysticism,

Comrade Mao Tse-tung has said: "This law (i.e., the unity of opposites, dividing
one into two - esuthor) is now understood by 2 growing number of the people in our
country. Yor many people, however, accepvance of this lew is one thing, and its
application in examining and handling problems is guite another." ("On the Correct
Handling of Contradictions among thé People," Selected Readings from Moo Tse-tung's
Works, Edition 4, Vol. IT, p. L5l)  Wny is it the' -<ny people are unable to apply
this law in the examination and handling of problems'? The Teasons can be numerous
“one 1is: Dividing one into two is the world oublook and metho-~

but the mogt fundamental
dology of the proletariat and is alsc the proletarisn weapon for understanding and
s of the proletariat

transforming the world. ~'"Without the firm and »ure stand and ideal
it is impdfsible thorcughly to understand and reslly to grasp this Marxist-Leninist
ccience. ™" {Liu Shao-ch!i: Iow to Be.n Good Communist, People's Publishing House,

1963 edition, p. 18) Only by firmly adhering %o the proleterian stand can the revo-
1utionary :éaliy_graSp ﬁhe:vieqpoint and method of dividing one into two, and apply

this law in the examination gnd'h&naling of problems.
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