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nxoroughly Reckon with Hou Wai- l.u for His Crim of '
Advocating the nucu'y of "c«nbining Two. into One"

'CULTURAL mgg_rg;g_g

Shdh- Hune-pine (‘3'.@- o
(Pexing Kuang-ming Jih-pao, March 31, 1967) s

The following is a renewed attack on Hou Wai-lu, e
a noted Chinese historian, for his advocacy of "combining ,
two into one," which is "mhionint" in nature and the

very antithesis of the principle of "one dividing 1nto two"
advocated by Mao Tse-tung.--SCMP Ed. . .

-

- Chairman Mao teaches us: "Whoever vants to overthrow political power alwvays
has to shape public opinion and undertake work in the 1doologica1 field. Rovoluuomry
classes do so and so do. cmnta-rmmtiomry classes.” _

Under the conditions of the dictatorship of the prolstariat, mctibnnry'bou!‘poh
academic "authorities” are precisely engaged in shaping public opinion in pieparation
for a capitalist restoration. Therefore, it is necessary to expose these p'wple and
thoroughly criticize and repudiate them. )

Hou Wai-lu ( pg( &L,}‘j" ), a reactionary bourgeois acadenic authority,
is a past mster in oppdsing commnism and opposing the people. Under the guise

of conducting "academic” research, he has for a long time carried cut rabid.attacks
against the Party, against socialism and against the thought of Mao Tu—tung..

One of his heinous crimes is his advocacy of the reactionary concept of “coabining
two into one"” by quating extensively from Fang I-chih's book, The Equilibrivm of

Since 1961 Hou Wai-lu has done his utmost to applaud Pang I-chih, the. .
character who resented revolutionary peasant wars in the last years of the Ming
Dynasty, and his philosophical ideas in such big poisonous weeds as M

Ideu Emhodied in Fang I-chih's Book, "me ggunbrmn of Things and
e Equilibriuwm of Things. . T

Using ancient things to satirize the contonponry, Hou Wai-1lu on the, ¢
regarded himself as Fang I-chih, invoking Fapg's spirit -to serve his own
dims, He said, for instance: “In social .struggles in the later part of
Dynasty and in resist-Ch'ing. struggles in the early part of the Ch'ing abty,., ...
Fang I-chih was a powerful leader of a political faction. Similarly, when wdd-ic
ideas flourished in the transition period. from Ming to Ch'ing, Fang I-chih vas lho
a stalwart of the school of thought.which was characterized by an allianoe,between
natural sciences and philosophy. His philosophical thought and that of Wang Ch'uan-

* shan were big banners .of -the .same epoch" .an important aspect of the. spirit of the
times in China during.the 17th century.” Here, Hou Wai-lou cited Fang-.I '8 ;.
struggle in the 17th century for the restoration of the Ming court. Jn,num!,qp“._“ .
to himself who would strive to restore eapitaliam in the 20th century. Hou was.thus

. bent on being the "leader:of a po.uttcal faction” .against the Party, against socialism
and against Mao ‘rae-t\mg'l thought, the "mainstay of academin f.ctim%dld,thc 3
"“big bamner of the times.". Moreover, Hou had the, ambition of emulating ng}- o
chih and became one .who "claimed: thnthcmldcn-rya cword and Fally, u, ;
followers to trcuaforn the ‘dark- vcrld. Lo .
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. On the othu' hnnd, Hou Hai-lu with ulterior nouvel nilimrnntod hnﬁ I- .
chih's metaphysical concept of Ysombining two into one" as "quu.e pridliamt”
"materialistic. And-purely dialectical viewpoint.” ,He 41d 80 ‘to'attack Chai.rmn ’
Mao's scientific and revolutionary dialectics of. one diyh!el into two." Hou's.
"advocacy of Fang I-chih‘s theory of "combiing two into one” providod a historical
“basis” for Yang Hsien-chen's fallacy of "comdining two into one” and furnished
a reactionary theozry for - cnpitalilt restoration.

What follows shows how Hou Wai-lu has used. the ccncept of "eod:ining two
1nbo one” to hurl frenzied attacks on the great thought of Meo Tlo-tung.

. , Cbaimn!ho teaches us: "The principle of oomradictionl bm«m things,
‘that is, the law of unity of oppoaites, is the fundamental rule of materialistic
dialectics.” "The law of \mity of opposites is the fundamental law of the ‘universe.”
1
: Chairman Mao's teachings show that all things follow the law of "one divides into
two," that is the law of unity of opposites.

‘Contrary to Chnimn Mao's lcientitic thesis, Hou Wai-1lu pointed asserted
that thingl tended to "combine two into one” and that the "combinstion of two into
one" constituted "dialectics.” Using this principle to "explain the laws of all™
things in the universe,” Hou Wai-lu claimed that what Fang I-chih brought up in his
book, such as existence and non-existence, the abstract and the concrete, motion
and stillness, the negative and positive principles in mature, life and death
and 80 on, were "all the two sides of contredictions, splitting one into. two and the
combination of two into ome." He then quoted Fang I-chih's words to-confirm the
“combination of two imto one.” He also advocated Fang I-chih's "uttenpt to use
this principle to explain the laws of all things in the universe.” .

Here, Hou Wai-lu asserted that the contradictory aspects of thingstended to .
"gplit one into two" but would eventually resolve into "combination of twoiinto
one.” Claiming that the contradictory aspects of all things in the world, a
present, vould "transform’ oné another, Hou held that all things tended to ‘combine
two into one” and that they would be "either one of the two,” that is the. cozbination
of two into one, Thus Hou negated the basic law of the universe that au thiny
conform to the "division’ of one into two." ,

Since Hou Wai-lu :worked in collusion with Yang lhicn-chcn, s counter-revolu-
tiomary element, the counter-revolutionary theories espoused by both m identical,
Dign't hng Hsien-chen make,similar remarks? For instance, Yang saidi - "All things
tend to 'combine. two into ome.”" 'What is called unity of opposites?. An old
Chinese paying goes, ’Combining two into one.’' This means that an thingl tend to
combine two into one, in the same sense as one divides into two." Clearly, Yang -
' Hsien-chen found from Hou Wai-lu the historical "basis” of "coabinim taro 1neo om
before further developing this eounter-revoluuonu-y theory S - Y

© 'Wpat in the main, then, is elbodiOd inihltl!ouwai-h de.crib.dn .
brillinnt" "dialectical" ‘viewpoint of. "ccnbining two. into om"r g

. Chadrman'Mao teaches us:: "The unity ot oppouu- ‘1a eonditioml, u-pom-y
and rehtive while the-struggle of mutually ‘exclusive owocim s absolute."”.
"Yet ltruggh il :lnhmnt in 1dznt1ty and \dthout ltrngg].z thd-e cln b. -nolidtnti

; L ‘,L (“' '

' “Hou wu-m'- "ccabination of two 1nto ono" Al ummny Oppoood o tho
brilliant thought of Meo' Tese-tung. Sinde Hou mognim the "identity" at»opponm‘
" but not the atruggle of. Opponite- N 'therctm, his "identity”'becomes one ‘without:
~ contradictions and without "struggle.” This is metaphysical -"identity", ahich. hn.,
- nothing 1h common with revolutionary dialectiés:.  What’Fang: Indlih«cllm ‘
of two into one,” "Joining of ‘two ends,". "intermingling of two.ends;’ "uniou ot f
~two_ends,” “unity of contradictions” and so forth refer te't.ho Sah
mbmtion of uppouu- ‘resulting in ‘the "eo-bimti
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mtw':'m exclusive. struggle. Thu u 1dont1m1 to Yang Hsien-chen's view’ that
the "unity of comtradictions merely. retoro £o the i.nupaubh Joining together
of the two npectn of a coutradiotion. AN

1
A

Hou Hai-lu 8 ralhcy becam m pronouncod in his mmticn ot

the rormla of "submission, extinction and unity" as given in Fang I-chili's '
book, The Equilibrium of Things, Hou said, for instance: “In the sense. 'mbniuim
is implied in Fang I-chih's book, it is sometimes analogous to 'exiftence' which
means affirmation or correspondence to .the-right subject. In its. arigin.l sense,
‘extinction’' means the .end which is ‘placed in opposition to 'existence' in Fang
I-chih's book. For instance, the saying that 'having is not having and exiatence
means extinction' 1np110| npegation or antithuis. 'Unity ayntheaizu ‘submisaion’
and 'extinction' into 'submission' of ‘'a further stage,’' which Fang I-chih
sometimes called 'transcendence,' this being analogous to ncgntion of neption

or ly‘nthelil."

As‘a matter ot.fact., “submission, extinction and mu,ty eonton toluu

“idealistic ?rinciplu of Buddhism, However, Hou Wai-lu has. arbitrarily interpreted

-ubniuion and extinction ‘as tho two oppoeites synthesized and embodied in '
either "unity” or "transcendence.” Wasn't Bou trying to proplgnu by insinmtion
the fallacy that:between .opposites in things there vas only "unity” and.no;struggle?
Hou even niuinborproted as "ddalectics” this basic metaphysical principle with '
"synthesis" of opposites but without atrugglo. ~For ingtance, he said tha¢ the
concepts of "subndssion,” "extinction"-and "unity" related.to his methodology of dia-
lectics. He added: "Fang I-chih's simple dialectics has observed in form.the law
governing the negation of negation, a great discovery transcending what .others befoxre
him have discovered.” This is indeed an outrageous attack against revolutionary
dialectics. . . b

. r
Chairman Mao teaches us: "The fundamental cause of the development of
things lies in the inside and not outside things, in the internal contradictions |,
" of things." "The combination of conditional, relative identity and unconditional,
ablolute struggle constituten the movement ot opposites in all things." 3
<

Hon Hai-l,u 8 interpretation of the novenent tun-tom-tion and /develop-
ment of things iz also opposed to the brilliant thoruglt of Mao: Tu-tung. e
held that the word "equauty" as cited in Fang I-chih's book. "implies unity: -
. and movement of two ends.” He said that the title of Pang I-chih's Yook, daggested
inclusion of answers to questions, indicating that the purpose of this bo& was
to discuss the internal contudictim of mattér and the. movement
unity of comtradictions.” He also held that the "interlocking of - two.
constitutes matural motion.” What nonsense! In other words; Hou Wai-lu
Chairman Mao's teaching that "Unity and ltruggh of contradictory. oppositi . propel
the movement and transformation of thinp, claiming. thlt the; "unity -of two. ends”
"unity of conmtradictions’ and "1nm10cnn¢ ‘of- m end:, thatwu the. eo‘intun
of oppocitu, comtitnted the mmnt ot thincl . SR e e

Hou Hai-lu 8 renctionary falhcy r:lnds concentrtted em'ouio::n hia
interpretation of Fang I-chih's formula of "interlocking” "rotation” and "fulfill-
ment.” Hou, for instance, said:.."”'Interlocking' refers. to the union:of opposites
in what Fang I-chih called the -'é¢ombination of two into one'.:’;,or_-i?tho"xohtimh;p
between 'contrary cauges ' or 'interlocking Qf what is.superficiml and whiad:4s [
‘concrete.’' ..., 'rotation’' means motion and transformation.in what hncvl-chih
called the 'linking of the head with the tail ' 'ltopping_ motion' and: 'oonttmtion
of what goes before and what:comes after.” . ..... ‘chd’ (o N’m attain-
ment of a higher stage in incessant motion: What- Fang ‘T-chih-said to )
what he called 'Ceaseless endeavor instead of: stopping motion'-and‘,'The reason;:
why diligence can prewmt ntopping of -ot:lon 15 thnt ceaséless. hbaﬂ.c ‘applied -

to the extreme,'" . k T RS IR R ol R
. . Lo L ;- s
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L-Ag a matter of fact, what Fang I-chih meant by "intermingling,” "rotation”
and "fulfillment” may be likened to idealistic deductions in“mathematics.. However,
Hou Wai-lu went-'out of his way to-say that the movement of things as implied in
Fang I-chih's book was motivated by the "intermingling” of opposites<-that is the
"combination of two into one”--rather than by the struggle of Opposi‘ben or the
contradictions {nherent in things. Hou auerted that this "movement' merely
.constituted a recurring cyele such ‘ag the "linking of the head with the tail” but

without the’ qual.lty of revolutionary flying leap.

" Highly evaluating Fang I-chih's formula of “interlocking, ""rotation and
"fulfillment,"” Hou Wai-lu regarded it as analogous in form to the law governing the
transformation of contradictions. Since Pang I-chih brought up a host of "scbering”
subjects, he basically negated the scientific revolutionary thesis that the law of
unity of opposites provides the fundamental motive force for the struggle of
opposites in the developwent of things. -

Chairman Mac teaches us: "When we.said that two opposite things can coexist
in a single entity and can transform themselves into each other because there is
identity between them, we were apeaking of conditionality, that is to say, in
given conditions two contradictory things can be united -and can transform themselves
‘into edch other, but in the adbsense of theae conditions, they cannot comstitute
‘a contradiction, cannot coexist in the same entity and cannot transform themselves
into one another. It is because the identity of oppositea obtains only in given
conditions that we bhave said identity is conditional and relative., We may add
that the struggle between opposites permeates a process from beginning to end
and makes one process transform itself into another, that it is uhiquitoun, and
that struggle is therefore unconditional and absgolute,”

Chairman )ho has creatively and comprehensively expounded the theary conceming
the law of unity of opposites, thereby elevating to the peak materialistic dialec-
tics of Marxism-leninism. This is Chairman Mao's greatest contribution to Marxist-
Leninist philoaophical thought.

However, in doing his utmoat to advocate the reactiocnary philosophy of "combining
© two into one which rejects and negates the struggle of opposites, Hou Wai-lu hasg
precisely run counter to the great thought of Mao Tse-tung on the fundamental
thesis of materialistic dialectics in respect to the law of unity of opposites.
" Hou has thus betrayed his counter-revolutionary nature of cheriahing deop-u-ted
hatred for the. g-ent thought of Mao Tse-tung.

By clever]& disguiuing Fang I chih's fulhcy of "combining two into one"

- with the garland of materialistic dialectics, Hou Wai-lu had the objective of

. purposely obliterating the essential diftercnce between the great thought of .
Mao Tse-tung and Fang I-chih's fallacy of "combining two into cne. He did so to
contimue hawking his reactionary theory that ‘Mac Tee-tung's thought is. e union of
Marxism and fine Chinese traditions’, vainly hoping to‘rupudnte ‘and overthrow

- the philosophical basis of Marxism-lerinism and Mao-Tse-tung's thought by way of
tampering with the mndnmental law of nnture and lociety, that is the lavw of )
' unity of oppaciul. e : L " .

’ Lhteriluh;ic dialecticl is the: ndlitlnt philola;hy af tha molutim, the -
proletarian world outlook and the combat weapom of-the revolutionery. people. .-"Of
all principles of Marxism, they may be summed up in the last- emslysis in ome. .
: sentence ".to robel 1. Just.ified '" Tnis constitutu proleurm yhnooophy. -

. On the otbu- hand the concept of "eonbining tvo 1nto one” is one vtuch rodoctl
the philosophiéal viev‘ot the struggle of opposites. When this idem is applied.: -
to society, itinegates class contradictions and- class struggle,negates the revolu-
tion #nd the dictatorship of the proletariat. It embodies the theory of class ..
conciliation and that of extinction.of class struggle. Tbe coneept of "eodbin:lng h'o
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into ope" comtitutu the pbilosophical bnis of the theory of cllll conciliation
and that of exinction of class struggle.. It is precisely a theoretical weapon with
which the bourgecisie and revisionists attack the proletariat, Marxigm-ILeninism

and Mao Tme-tung's thought,. From Prmdhm.muing, Bernstein, Kautzky, Bukharin,
Deborin to modern revisioniam, these people always wave the tattered black banner when
frenziedly attacking. M:rxim-lcninim, As apologists of the bourgeocisid, they raise
‘the cry of promoting "class conciliation” and "extiiiction of class struggle” vhile
in reality permitting only the bourgeoisie to exploit ‘and oppress the prohtnriat
and attack them but prohibiting the proletariat from rebelling against and counter-
attacking the bourgeoisie. Thus, the philosophy of all exploiting classes and all
reactionaries is embodied in the idea that "to exploit and oppress others is
Justified but to.rebel is unjustified.”

During the period before and after 1961, why then did Yang Hsien-chen, Hou
Wai-1lu and the 1ike raise the black banner? This was a product of the situation
of class struggle in China and on an international scale., In the international
scene at the time, modern revisionists of the Khrushchev clique were la
rabid attacks on Marxism-Leninism and Mao Tse-tung's thought, assailing in particular
Marxist-leninist theories of class struggle, proletarian dictatorship and revolu-
tionary dialectics. These people put forward such modern revinionilt slogans
and programs as "peaceful coexistence,” " aceful transition” and “peaceful compe~
tition" and "a State for the whole people” and “a party for the whole people.” 1In
China at the time, the national economy suffered temporary difficulties, gusts

of i1l wind for a capitalist restoration were stirred wp everywhere, demons and monsters -

appeared in large numbers, and counter-revolutionary revisionist elements put for-
ward such counter-revolutionary revisionist programs as "three-conciliation ana
one-reduction’ and "three-freedom and one-guarantee,' with the object of reatoring
capitalism. It was precisely in this situation of class struggle and with a view
to meeting the pressing political needs of class enemies both at home and abroad
and providing demons and monsters with a philosophical and theoretical basis that
Yang Hsien-chen, Hou Wai- lu and the like lost no time in letting out the fallacy
of "combining two into one.” They did so to prepare public opinion for a counter-
revolutionary restoration.

Il

The fallacy of "combining two into one" and the theory of claas coneiliation
and that of extinction of class struggle, advocated by Hou Wai=lu, a cd\mterd‘
revolutionary revisionist element and a reactionary bourgecis academic "authority,”
the like, work like charms in protecting the bourgeoisie and are poisoned artows
shot at the proletariat. These people were well aware that class cmtradictipm in
no way could be resolved through class conciliation and that only through class
atruggle could they be resolved. They were also aware that in a class soci
class struggle in no way could be extinguished. The real purpose why Yang en~chen,
Hou Wai~lu and the like advocated the theary of class conciliation and that Pf
extinction of class struggle is that they sought to use these revisionist thecries
to benumb the proletariat in a futile attempt to make the.revolutionary slacken
their vigilance against the bourgeocisie, abandon the struggle against them, und -
create favorable conditions for -the bourgeoisis to attack the p-omm-:t untonly

and indixcriminately z
Hou Hai lu himself precisely did so. When China was experiencing t.onponry
economic difficulties, he released big poisonous weeds such as -

tsu's Four Plays, A General History of Chinese Thought (volume Uto&n -Ideals -

in Chinese Dynasties, The ldeological Traditioms of .Not Fearing Choctg and Gods
in Ancient Times in China, Some Questions on  Brothers'-and Other Historieal FPlays,

On Liu Chih-chi's Philosophical and Historical Ideas, Fu Shan's Mamuscripts on Notes
on Hsu Tzu, In a vicious tone, Hou said: "If the world cannot be alashed by- the

the sword, it can be cut open by the pen." Thus Hou Wai-lu who advocated thé
fallacy of "combining two into one,"” the theory of class conciliation tllt"of
extinction of class struggle serves as the advance guard of the campai -dgainst the -

Party, ugainst socialism and againlt Mao Tge-tung s thou@t. Rk ;i J pr
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- — . The great thought of Mo Tse-tung is the acme and the most creative
' development of hrxin-hninim in the contemporary epoch, . Like @ ziad dog barking
at the sun, the enemy's opposition in no way can impdiy the brilliance of Mao
Tse-tung's thought. _-Instead, ‘it all the more proves the incomperable greatness
of Mao Tse-tung's thought. The revolutionary pecple who are armed with the great
thought of Mao Tac-tung 'can go up to the lkiu to ‘touch the ‘moon or dive into
"theé depths ‘of ‘the ocean to catch turtles.” Whoever opposes the great thought
of Mao Tse-tung will knock his head against the wall until it bleeds, 'I'his is
what 18 in store r'qr Hou Wai lu and all monsters and demons. ’ :
All quoutiom pertnining to the eoncept of "combining
¢ ' two into one" as advocated by Hou Wai-lu are attributed
‘ : to Hou's article entitled The Philosophical Ideas .
Enbodied in Fang I-chih's Book ' The Equilibrium of Things"
" (carried in Jen-min Jih-pao, Au 18t 6, 1961 and Preface
to_"The Eﬁnbﬂ“ﬂ of Things" ushed in 1962 by
Chung Hua Store Their source- are therefore

anitted --KMJP Eq,




