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Chapter One

Theory of Two and Three

Why should we put forward the term “dividing one into
three” since we have already got the one of “dividing one into
two”? The reason lies in that they are related to different dimen-
sions: “Dividing one into two” is mainly the philosophical analy-
sis on the nature of things while “dividing one into three” is the
philosophical analysis on the existence of things. As a result, we
should persist in the dialectical unity between dividing one into
two in the natural strata and dividing one into three in the phe-
nomenal strata. The relations between “two” and “three” can
not be neglected.

The Theory of Two and Three in this chapter mainly tou-
ches upon the relations between the two terms. So, we have the
title “Theory of Two and Three”.

The proposition of “dividing one into three” was first put for-
ward ten years ago by some scholars, They believe that the world is

of dividing one into three, rather than one into two., At present,
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some scholars yet put forward such a proposition: The world is of
dividing one into many. In fact, dividing one into three has already
contained the meaning of dividing one into many.

But, is the proposition of dividing one into three correct? No
one stands against or in favor of it. They just let it be.

The voices are muted due to both theoretical and political
reasons: for the former, it seems to modify the basic principles
of Marxism; for the latter, history witnessed that Mr. Yang
Xianzhen, who had once lodged the proposition of “combining
two into one” as a supplement to “dividing one into two ”, was
sternly criticized and attacked. Though he was later absolved
from blame, the shadow of fear has always been haunting the
minds.

However, whether the proposition stands firm does not
counts mainly on the term itself, but on how we apply it to the
real life. Were it to be used to analyze the nature of things, the
ultimate dimensions, it would not hold water for things in nature
are two-sided, which is not untenable., Were if to be applied to
the existence of things, it would not only stand upright but also
indicate great philosophical potential.

Therefore, the proposition of “dividing one into two” turns to
be the philosophical analysis on the stratum of nature (especially
the essential nature) in things while “dividing one into three” is the
philosophical analysis on the stratum of the existing state of things.
Once distinguished, they are proved to be never incompatible; they
supplement and rely on each other. This of course shall contribute
to the enrichment of Marxism as well as the knowledge and alter-

ation of the world.
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In reality, let’s take an example, everything seems to be
three-sided according to our sensation. In terms of space, there
exists the classification of upper, middle and lower, left, middle
and right, big, middle (medium) and small. In terms of time,
there exists the distinction of past, present and future. In terms
of colors, there exists the difference of white, gray and black. In
terms of mathematics, there exist the terms of positive figures,
negative figures and zero, a special figure being neither positive
nor negative, In terms of addressing, there exists the calling of
first person, second person and third person. In terms of the
structure of matters, there exist the electrons (with negative
charge), neutrons (no charge), protons (with positive charge).
In terms of politics, there exist the enemies, friends and our-
selves. In terms of the masses, there exist the advanced, the
mean and the backward. In terms of economy, there exist the
macro-economy, mediocre-economy and micro-economy, In
terms of ownership, there exist the state-owned, the collective-
owned and the private-owned. In terms of products, there exist
the high-quality ones, the qualified ones and the low-quality
ones, so on and so forth in uncountable numbers. In a word,
what we see are all things of dividing one into three.

Of course, the things of dividing one into three can be divid-
ed from one into two again if we go further. For example, a-
gainst the upper, the middle can be recognized as the lower, they
are the opposite of the upper and lower. The same is true of the
relation between the middle and the lower. The absolute “pres-
ent” does not exist. No sooner have you let out the words “this

is present” than the present slips into the past. Many things in
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middle are destined to be split up, either leaning on one side as a
whole or the “middle” breaks up by itself. Consequently, it is of
great importance to hold the proposition of dividing one into
two.

However, if we admit that things are in the course of move-
ment, it will be of equal importance to present an analysis on the
existing state and the moving state.

If we can utilize the method of dividing one into three in a
proper way and correctly combine it with dividing one into two,
we will achieve the effects on the two sides:

On the one hand, it will contribute to the final analysis of di-
viding one into two of dividing one into two, The nature of things is
while the phenomena turn to be of dividing one into three or more,
We usually know the nature of things by analyzing the phenome-
na of the things, or all the efforts are in vain. Therefore, how to
properly utilize the method of dividing one into three is critical to
the application of dividing one into two. (By the way, the rela-
tion between the natures and phenomena of things is also of di-
viding one into three. One is called “correct phenomena”, which
reflects the natures of things; another is the “distorted phenome-
na”, which reflects the nature distortedly; the third is “wasted
phenomena”, which plays no role in knowing the nature of
things. Please read Methods for Gathering News written by the
writer of this book for details. )

~ On the other hand, our aims to know the world are to change it.
To change the world always proceeds from reality as well as from the
actuality, The method of dividing one into three is the most essential
philosophical method for analyzing the actuality, which indicates its ca-
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pability to deal with specific problems. Therefore, we can get more
stratified, systematized and operable strategies and tactics if the thinking
of dividing one into three is applied.

We all admit that, Mao Zedong, our great leader, is a great
master of expatiating and utilizing the method of dividing one into
two., However, when he formulated and carried out the strategies
and tactics, he would adhere to the spirit of dividing one inte
three,

During the period of democratic revolution, he divided the
social forces into three parts: the reliable one, the united one and
the enemy, upon which the strategies and tactics were formula-
ted. Even the enemy and hostile classes, he also divided them in-
to three parts, For example, during the period of the War of Re-
sistance against Japan, he divided the landlord class into three
strata, namely the dead-hearted ones (the capitulators), the
common landlords and the enlightened ones. The dividing tuned
to be changeable with time going on, During the Agrarian Revo-
lution, Chiang Kai-shek’s big landlords and big comprador class
were the arch-enemy, but by the time of the War of Resistance
against Japan, these people could be part of the national united
front of resistance against Japan even though they might cause
trouble and conflicts within the front.

During the period of socialist construction, Mao Zedong also
utilized this method to resolve the problem of strategies and tac-
tics. He believed that where the masses might exit, there should
be the classification of the left, the middle and the right, which
means the dividing one into three. When he made an analysis of

the intellectuals in our country, he believed that those who were
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familiar with Marxism and believed in it were few, those who
stood against Marxism were also few, those who supported
Marxism but were not so familiar with Marxism were in the ma-
jority. This is also the case with dividing one into three. After-
wards, he applied this method to the analysis of the world situa-
tion, and, consequently, the theory of differentiating the whole
earth into three worlds came into being. He clearly pointed out
that China belongs to the third world.

Everyone is clear about what role such method of dividing
one into three has played in formulating the strategies and the
tactics. To take the three-world theory for example, Mao Ze-
dong did not negate the method of dividing one into two by put-
ting forth this theory. He neither negated that the deepest con-
tradiction of the current world was the contradiction between
capitalism and socialism, nor did he negate the contradictions be-~
tween the developed countries and the underdeveloped countries.
In reality, the theory of three worlds has supplied us with a key
to correctly estimating the force-comparison of the world, to
make us shake off the isolated situation owing to the hostility be-
tween China and the Soviet Union. Thus, it is possible for us to
improve our position in world affairs and realize development by
means of using all kinds of contradictions. Facts proved that
these strategies and tactics turned to be very successful.

During recent years, the metamorphosis of the Soviet Union
and East Europe has made the socialist front out of existence on
the whole and the multi-polarization tendency has taken shape.
Under such circumstances, how to correctly apply the method of

dividing one into three is becoming all the more important, Oth-
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erwise, we would make improper judgment on the international
situations and lose confidence for the future of the socialism.

In short, the method of dividing one into two on the stratum
of natures and the method of dividing one into three on stratum of
phenomena are dialectically united. If we fail to grasp the nature
of things, we shall get lost during the course. If we give up the
proposition of dividing one into three, we will isolate ourselves
from reality and be unable to formulate sound strategies and tac-
tics, let alone the aims we have set up. The preoccupied aim to put
forward Middlism is to acknowledge the inner relationship be-
tween the two terms, to admit and seek out the intermediate be-

tween them.



15

Ood

0ot

goooooooboobobooooboo
goboogoboouobbboobboooonbo
gooooboboooboobooonoobon
gooooboboooboobooonoobon
gooooboboooboobooonoobon
goo“ goooooor o goboooooor
gooooo

goodoogoooobobobouooboon
gogboboobobobooooobobo



Chapter Two

Theory of Strata

Every building is composed of different floors. One can nev-
er meet the residents of the third floor by lingering on the second
floor. Since things have a structure of strata, it is of necessity to
know them through dimensional thinking. As it is, the produc-
tion relations can be divided into three strata: ownership, mech-
anism and the relevant operation. Only by differentiating the
three strata can we understand which part of the socialist produc-
tion relations should be changed and what we should learn from
the capitalist production relations. The stock system, to be spe-
cific, is the sector that belongs to neither “the family of public-
ownership” nor “the family of private-ownership”. It is subject
to the mechanism stratum with its nature determined by what it

is attached to—just as the saying goes, “If married to a cock,



17

go* boobo” oboobobooooo
goobbooooououobboooogouobbo
goobbooooououobboooogouobbo

goboobboobuoobbooooe

ugoo

go"goobogog™muouoboooo™monn
gbogoodo” oboobobuoooobooboo

ggooog* oo goo

oo odoogoooobooooon o

goodbbobooooogboobbuooo
goodbbobooooogboobbuooo
goodbbobooooogboobbuooo
godoobboodg” ooooobobobo

goobooooooboboboooo
gooboboooooobboooo
gooboboooooobboooo
gooboboooooobboooo
goodbbobooooogboobbuooo

oo
oo
oo

oo
oo
oo
oo
oo

g
g
g

O o o d

0

gooooooos goooobobor bogoo®
goooobooogog” gobbbbuoooooo
gog”
gooboboooooobbbbuooooobo

gboobobobooboboooo:

goooooooooo

O oo ooooo o



