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As C. E. Bla他拉伯 indicatc吐， modcrn rcvolutio t1 is inicllcc1ual in its origins , being 
bascd on thc expansion of ncw knowle 且 ge and though t. 1 Ch凹ese intelleduals during 
the 閏rly 20th ccnÌJ_斗叮， cspecially those who wcre alienated from governing circlcs, 

W臼巳 deeply and ambiguously in í1uenccd by westCTll knowledge and thought, and th巳"
minds were tan1aliseù by th巳 great new sociaJ and intellectual movcments at work in 
one of the centers of European cu Jtu 時， Russia. The ultimatc pu叩ose of the Chincse 
rcvo帕拉on， in thc radi巳al intcJlcc1uals' vicw, was not “ thc dηving ou1 of thc barbarian 
dynasty" , hu1 '九he transformation of thc people\ livelihood and of national polity. "2 

Theyιomp盯ed the procc、 of th巳 Russian revolution , about which th巳y committed 
themselves to the vicw that the righ今 and welfarc of the people wcre paramount , with 
1hat of a democratic rcpublic , which was the ultima1e goal fOT the revolutionary 
movement in Chir> a the same 的 in Rclssia. Howcv巳r ， most Chincse rcfonnis俗， fo l1ow 
ing Liang Ch 'i-ch'ao , whose propaganda at that tim巳 in11uenccd them more ~troη g1y 

1han any other singlc set of refcrm ideas , were convienced tna1 a powerful stat巳 could

breed gooùιiti7Cns. Ba~ed on obscrvation of Russia's strugglc in the first decadc of 
1he 20th century , thcy affirmed toat the attempt to prevent the horrors of rcvolution 
:nust necessarily be a central 郎)a1. They be1ieved tha1 the chaos 耳 Russia came from 
thc demanù for constltutional govcrnment which , above all other issues , was th巳 crux

of 也 e difference betwccn reformism and revolutionary ideas a t1 d actio1lS. In 1h的
hi~torical context, thc Russian cas巳 was thc only vchicle through which such ideas as 
populism, anarchi間， socialism and constitutionali5m could however crypitcally , be 
convcyed by bothι;amps in China 

Tt must fu rther be notcd that i:l Chinaηolitical and 叫ltural chauvinism rcnder 巳d

mo~t of thc euucated cla~s unable easily to accommodate to the mod叮n worJd , a 
是i f1ïC".1 lty 叫Pp8:tC d. by :hc govcrn:õ:c訓'~，; rigiè çcn唔，、rsr、中 50 t!"-_al 佇h叭esc întenedl.' al~ 

could not free l.y give op巳n cxpres~icn to poìitical and social idea~ cxcept by resid "i ng 
in thc forcig t1 concession of ShangÌlai anù other citics. Thus , whereas the ideas which 
W巳re dominant in the west had emeγgcd from a fierce strugglc among a large numbcr 
of doctrmes and attitudc恥， in China, 00 t11c othcr hand , bccause of thc restrictcù 
c11vlroηmcnt ， ~uçh doctrincs tended to lodge thcm叩lvcs at fi:-st cncounter iηt口e minds 
of lcading inte[ectuab and continlied 10 obsess them , oftcn simply to satisfy thei芷
江ccd to have an idcological outlook 

Thus therc was a::1. cnthusiastic conviction that every lcad\ng intcl1cctual had a 
U !l1lJuc nllS引on to fulfill if he could only know what it was. This ideological difference 
within the Chinese revolu1ionary party , was refleded in thcir incessa t1 t conflicts and 
divisions ovcr methods , timing , 8nu goals. Throughout these idεologica1 divisions , 

howev凹， Sun Yιser.'s idca was the on)y revolutio t1 3可 vicw that was focuseò 00 
the goa] of joining a Tl.ew China with the mod巳rn world. Morcoverλt was the 0到y
doctrhc bascd on faith m political a:r. d sccial revolu.tion. It easily gained a dominant 
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iníluencc in t'l e minds and hcarts of the young Chincsc in1el 且gentsia_ Bui , in t 'l C 

broad sense , hc n前er resolvcd the party's theorctical amb、vatencc anù the vita1 stmggle 
with thc rcfonnist c也np. This cventua11y croded thc influence of t且c Chincse revolu 
tionary party on thc eve of the 191 ì Revolutîon , which so decisively shapcd modcm 
China. 

1. The Russian Experience as a 斑。del for China's Transformation 

G. The Consti的tional Move間ent

ln 1905 , Liang Ch'i-ch'aoτa genius of propaganda, declar巳d “Ah ， Revolution has 
come to Russial Ah , Thc world's only (tmc) autocracy has not csc可 ed a grcat revolu 
1ion"_3 日的 loathing of monarchic absobtîsm w出 fcrvent ， yet he did not want a 
violent ca1aclysm. He thought that it might be inevitable , that it might comc , hut 
hc was frigh tcncd of 一t. He was convinced that the in叮閥割ngly acutc struggle in 
Russia was mainly causcd by the in t1ux 0 1" libcra: iùca<; from w的t叮n Europc after t"nc 
Ì'Ìapoleonic wa詣， the frustration of p了emature hup蚣; for libcratio口， and Ü、 c gov巳m

mcnt's repressivc r巳spons巳 But üüs crisis , hc bclievcc , could bc rcsolved by builùing 
up a const1tution山 govcrnme吭沮 which the parli且ment ， whcthcr called by the old 
reglmc or by a rcfo口立 1st rcgime , would work for thc legislative fuliïlment of thc 
peoplc'‘ dcmands.4 anù ultima紀1y ， would scrve as tl、 c means of transfer of power 
to thc peoplc. s He 100 bclieved 1hat thc rna 們 lcsson to he lcarncd from 曲的 revolution

p旭s thc neeù to s1rugglc for a constitution.6 11" thc Russian people succeedcd in this 
demand. the Russian r巳volu tion would bc ιpotcnt factor in stirring up China's CO Il 

st1tutional movement and imbuing it up with enthusiasm an è. ideological influencc 
One may ask: 1n wha1 way did the Russian 1'cvo1ution of 1905ιontribute substantially 
to the devclopm巳n1 of the constitutîonal movement in China, a movcment which 
scemcd to thc 1'eformists bet1巳l' suited to preserving the traditional Chinese socicty? 
Or, as regards th巳 pe1'iod after 1905 , sin臼 the cons1itutional movemcnt did not 已raw
peop1e away from allegiance to the Manchu's repr閻明ve governme叫， was its infJucncc 
therefo曰 no more than a bubble upon the mainstream ofChina's transformation? 

Bctwccn 1898 anù 1905 , thc drcam of ιιrcfonn hom ahove" had never dis 
appearcd. Within the category of thought rcprcsent巳d by thc phras巴，“li-hsicηchiu
kuo" (savc China by establishing a 正::mstitution) ， onc can trace 1hc linc of dcveloprncnt 
to thc concep t1on of thc parliamcntary institution hcld by thc leading reformi位s uf 
the latc [9th century. Thcy considcrcd it a means of crc叫ing national loyalty , as 
Ycn Fu indicated in 1895 “ How can we induce 叫lf pcoplc to think of Clnna as thcir 
priva1c possession? Lct us establish a national asscmb1y at thc capital and have all the 
pIOVlnι目 and prcfectu陀s nominatc rcprc~entatives. ln this way on巳 will insti!l in thc 
people loyalty and love for Chi11a".7 Hopeful 0[" a chang巳 in govern :rr:ent poliιy ， a 
nû.mber 0 1" ardent refonnists , such a~ Ch'en Clγiu and Cheng Kuan-y間， recommended 
to the throne proposals intended to create a sense of 1itcrati opinion.~ How巳ver. the 
Emprc喘口 owagcr Tz'u七則， the real 叫1cr of la1c Cr. 'ing dynasty , was never really 
converted to Westcrn constîtutionism on thc ground that j1 was opposed to the rule 
of the Manchu government 
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For the majority of the younger refo訂nists ， the year 1905 marked a decisive 
break with the pas t. It created a greatly strengthened revolutionary movem.;:nt , and 
the leaders of the Revolutionary Alliance enthusiastically tumed to the credo which 
predicted the eventu a1 downfall of 臼n個ries of autocra 叮 and the establishrnent of a 
democratic order. What seemed to be the most immediately and acutely 叮itical is別吭

as the editor of Wan-kuo kung-paο{the G10be Magazine or the Review of the Times)9 
sharply wrote , as much in China as in Russia, was the prob1em of social and economic 
backwardness which - rather than the tyranny of the absolute monarchy - as the 
chief cause of Chìna's i11s. 10 

Such an ernphasis on the equation and comparison of China and Ru鉛ia ， both 
chained to absolute monarchy and socio-economic backwardness , was widely expressed 
in the writings of contemporary journals, whether moderate , such as Hsin-min ts'ung 
paο(Renovation of the people) , or radica1, such as Chekiang Tide. One will find 
warnings and concrete suggestions urging constitutional refonn based on Russ紹"
situation scattered 血roughout the writings in the Wan-kuo kung-pao. As Count 
To1stoi , Jr. and also his translator , Dr. Young J. Allen , wrote 

"Russian has not made any progress for a thousand years... As for its moraJ level , in that 
too ít is behind its neighbors. , ~ow in Russia, there are the conservative , Kad肘， R'、 olu

tionllIy, and Nihi!ist parties. In the past , the Conservative Party held absolute control of 
the country. Later there has been a constant 5hift of power between the Conservative 
Pany and the Kade t. ln Europe , a1l the newly risen states have gone tm叩gh times 
similar to the 0丘e in which Ru約ia is now... 1f the Tsar and noble c1ass can satisfy the 
people's demands: establish a Duma and inaugurate a constitution ,.. Rus剖 a ， will have a 
very promising future. If they still intend to cling to the autocracy of Peter the Great , 
Russia i8 doomed.. The situatìon of Russia in the West i5 the same as that of China in 
the East. Qne need only change the name “Russ凶" intoι'China" and find t1.到 what has 
been said above is st i1l perfectJy applicabJe." l1 

Dr. Allen's insightful, indeed prophetic , description of the Russian case offered to the 
Ch i_nese con吼叫utinnal m()vement 2. pattern to el1'.uiate. Its main impact \vas, however, 
to encourage the refonnists to fo l1ow confidently 血e d i:rection of Russ泊's develop­
ment in the expectation that a widespread constitutional movement in China wou1d 
similarly bring the fulfilment of th白 T desires. It i5 not at all surprising that Liang 
Ch'i-ch'ao , who prornoted constitutionalist refonn with increasing assurance , was so 
deeply impressed with this simp1e historical analogy and was parti仇.llarly sensitive to 
Russia's situation. As he aptly remarks,“The Russian people did not know before 
1901 that therc was any 吼叫、 thing as the ideas of liberty an丘 equality ， so they were 
content with their old ways.. But after 由ese refon肘，" Liang conclud問j “the Russia..rls 
cannot help but adopt the political system of Europe... Our China is like th的 toO."12
At this point, of course , some rnay begi l' to detect what seems to be a fundamental 
cause of Russia's catastrophe of 1905. The fate of constitutional government in 
Russia, he stated and affinned, depended on the outcome of the st凹ggle betv河en the 
liberal group under the protection of 計yatopolk-Mirsky and the conservative group 
supported by Pobedonostsev.1 3 However, according to the Reuters report which he 
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referred to , rcfonn cccles wcrc broken up a lll.i thcir supportcrs dismi約吋 14 ln R:.l ssi 益，

由己 RevoJution of 19C5 did not brcak thc tyrann:cal grip with 叫lich tte au的cracy

s1i1l dominatcd the cOUl1try. But the hope for aid f:-o r.1 ahove in rcmodc1ing thc 
exi~ting oráer, was 叫 t im巾cdiatcìyerushcd. 1n 1hc m:në.s O~ Liarg and h~s assoe;atcs 
the consUu tìonalists，位te idcë. of trust in thc bcne、rolcncc of "cnlightcncd rulers" 
rernaln巳d a:iv巳 k [ad wha~ Liang and ~is associatcs p a:-~icu:aI~y take nüte of was 
not the mO:1也 chy's se1f serving puγposc in cstablish:ng a comtitution whicr> p :l rportCG
to reprcscr、 t a r的oll1 tion 0 1' dem:md fnr politic ,,-l and socia; transfonnation. Rather, 
the Ch!n自己 constitutionalis>:s s泣的scd the valuc of the stn.:且le in RU5sia and in Cl: ina 
betwecn thc advocatcs of refon立 ar:d revoll1 tion , and placed cmphasis on lhc expecta 
1ion of waγding 01'[ vÍolent catastrophe by cstablishing a nal:O :1 a) 出叩開bly. fhe :'aílurc 
of Russi ,,- 's Rcvolution of 1905 did not dε凹的滔 th巳m. H 巳xhîla了ated 仕;_em.1 'i

The sb丈 i r. g faιt i~; 1hat aftcr j 905 , the revo1utionary ti已c kept risjng, and hcι 址 n、巴

cvcn llighcr and w:dcr 令han 8efo ，巳 Altho'~gh i:1 ~hc summcr of 1906 , the ìI Ul>an
Kiangsi bordcr uprisìng 二三no叭 n a站令hc p'ιng-Liu- Li upnsi了19 ， was supplcssed by the 
Ch'ing gove ,nmcnt ,16 íhc yea::- witnc汽油 d activc oppo ;, itior:., and the revoluiîon mu\/c 
ment spread lhroughout thc a把a 10 the :1 orth aηβsouth afthc Yangtzc River. During 
the yc己的 1 叫5 to j 907 , anti-govcrnme :1 l activit:es 叩onbneously empting in centγal 
Ch叫益， ano e刊 n occas閃閃 1y in re;notc p了。vinces such 凹 Yucna叭 and K巳eichow ，

numbεred morc :I;an one hundrcd and s~xty according ~O a consenativc accouη1. 1 7 

Spor叫 lC P聞組r、1 distu r叮叮、 ces kCD t the 占比sion high in rural area尬的d offe時d. in a 
scnse , increascd oppo吋U 了iities to the refonnists. Following the Rmso-.Tap己n臼e war, lH 
the slogatl ιJ apancsc constitu tiona打電叩 defeated Russian autoc r<icy" , wo r, 電tra:eglc

accep1ance :lJnong mos1 0: the ar:iculale elemcnts 01' the ru J:ng c1 ass. Constihltionalist 
orgaI1izations, such as thc Yü-p r'i ìi-hsicn k l4 ng.hui , (the A~sociation to Preparc for !he 
.Estahlishment of a Consti扭曲)n by Chang Chcn) , th<:: Hsicn-cheng kung-hui (lhc 
Constitutional Government Associatiün by Yang Tu) , Hsien-cheng ch'ou-pei hui (th巳
Constitutional Gove::-n們cnt Prcparation A1抖。ciation ， lcd hy T'sng Hua-ìu i:g) , Tzu-chih 
hui (Sclf--government Association , by C~'iu veng--chia) , cxcrciscd a don,inenl in汀U閃閃
OD co立tempo::-:ny litcrati opin:on. Howevcr, it shmdd im了nediatcly be notcd that 1hc 
Manchu rulcr\ willir::.pess aftcr 1905 10 approve a consti1utior:al gov巳rnmen: pro 
cecdCG ou t ofμonsidcrations din'e間的 from those 01' cor;stitutio r.<l_ l浴b. What tben was 
the governmen t'<; main conccrn in looking favorahly on const叫“ona1ism? Obviously 
thc COllrt's ai凹 was n肘， as Liang aηù his associates u愕cd. lhe intcntion to imitate 
Japan :n 間eking ， by adop::ion of political refunn , mi;itary ViC::Oly 0、 cr an at泣。cratic

Europcan power as Japan gainc己 in the Russo- Japan肘c war. The principal rcason for 
announcing prepaTations for 的tablishülg a cor:s titutional gov叮叮ne:::1 t. wasιh缸， as tr.e 
Russian anc, Prussian cxamples 5ho執 cd ， constitll 令 onalism could be ;Jsefu; fo了 maln­

ta ining Gomcstic onlc:c and au thority. Furthcrmore , facing thc flamcs of :cvo l1 wh;ch 
blazed througÏl ollt ccntral anG southern China, thc government was pertaps convinced 
that a constitu1ion would be an cffectivc W2.y ()f preventing a fata~ revolution. As thc 
Maηchu govεrnor Tuar:.-fang rcassured th~ 口川 rt in a memor;a] of 1907 , a coηsti ~u 
tional rcgi:nc would 5crvc 8S a safety valve to prutect 1hc dyn出ty from the in e-re :lsiηg 

dange了。r poliÎical explosior: , ，，- n 已 ιιthe force of tI-:e rehel ;Järty、 propaganda l'.nd 
agitations would automatica !ly be deslroycd". 19 
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Jn Liang's mind ，。ηthe other hanù , t:1 e strcngth o[ J <:l paiì九ì c::mstitutional govern­
mcnt was c巳rtain]y not 則mply a mat1cr 01' en}èanccd military power. Liang was sureJy 
much mo;c conccmed wìth Chi r._a's gencral social and poiitica] tra:lsformatìon thaη 
with ~he sirrglc mattcr 01' military migh1. Was not thc constitutional G1 0narchy which 
he advocatcd aftcr thc Russo-Jιpan臼c war20 ccepJy ir:volved withιwholc prograE', of 
poli t1caL le凶， and socia1 refoffil? As alr巳叫y indicate且， Li a_"'1g had 00 confidcncc 1n 
thc ~evolu tionary vision of the fu. 1u rc. Th巳rc is , {jf course，叩恥、umption t且rougnout

his thought that aιιone to one" slruggιe between the revolutionarie有 and the Manchl 
govemment would becomc 目前 itabJe ifnot a1t巳mative were maùc availablc. Thc drcam 
hetd by advocates of rcfo了立n from abov己， that cO :ls,itutional ::non2Ichy could offer a 
pcaccful soluhon to China's pr 油 lellls ， was never abscnt from Liang's mind 

It has long been rccognized that the intcrnatiOl,a} situation , particularly after 
; 905 , w出 increasingly prccariom , a trcnd which has been a的umcd to bc one of the 
driving forccs for co肘titu tiona\γ~for:n? 】 Thc ManchLi govcrnment bcli研凶，也

Iefl巳 cted io thc tclcgram of Ch'ic t1 Hsu t1 who w叫 minis..er to Holland , that if China 
caTn巳d out constitutionaJ 了 cfo:-mι'thc great powers wiE have rcspcct for l時， Q_ nd our 
nation can rest on firm foundations"!~ It was , however, no 且 1巾provcmcn: of it5 
intcmational standing bu: the 士cinforcement of domcs: lC autocracy through comtitu 
tional 了efOffiJ that dOlllinated the Mandms' attention.23 10 190已， thc Ch'iηg gov巳m
ment SC t1! the s巳cond dcl巳gation headed by T泣 Hung-tz'u (l853-19 to) and Tu.an-Ì:的活
(1 8已 l-i911) to ohscll!巳 thc comti血tional governm叩t of twclve Europcan nations 
RU~Sla ， 01" cour時， was one 0 1' the kcy fo叫S巳可 of inte:-est. (13ismar i< 's Gcrmany and 
Mciji J apan werc al 旨o approved by the delegation sent abroad). According to Taì 
Hung-tL'u'電 dia呵， thcy enthus 出tically solicitcd advice from Count Sεrgei Witte ，~4 

whose view to somc cxtcnt contributcd to thc Ch'ing govermnent's 已cl ibc:ations on 
the ~haping 0:. a CO :1stitution. 1t is thus intercsting to ob叩rve that , given b巳仕aditional

Russian autocnlcy , Witte'sηterc~tιn COnsLtliιionaEsm was üìtimately linked with 1hc 
äim of st:engthening the T~ar 's ruJe. Because ,:ls Wittc sa祠， "If thc 1 sar's goverm,:,.ent 
f‘1)1 S, you will scc abso\utc chaos in K . .l ssi且， 2n巳 it w;L he many a year beIore you see 
anothCf govemment abJe ~o control thc mix tu rc that make可 up the Russia丘 natinr"?5
111 'vVi ttc 's 1II1llÙ, dCCO nLl,g lυGu. rlw ， "Ule 凶 [;~jLu í_ îoc was 江 V t:ly Ln;it叫 011e ir; which 
co立uOl would stiìl rcside 訊 ~he Motìarch and a governmc::ü appointcd by him" _2 6 As 
a mattcr of fact , \Vinc urg巳 d it. i t1 his üwr; 、.v orùs，“as a physicia立 wou;d urge a patient 
to take 3_ laxat前已" 27 

This_ context sugg闊的 what was t!lC major concerr、 of thc Ch'i r.g güvernmf了r.t in 
cagcrly sceking to intc T!sify 仕le power of the elllperor through thc so called “PriEC】抖的

of tk:e Co r. s1itution".~B Contrary to Liang Ch'i-ch'ao's expcctation , it would appcaJ 

there 盯e no grounr.ls für supporting E1C idca 由泣的c Manch"-l goverm,lcnt, !ike the 
Tsatist systcm at th巳 tu ,n 0 1" thi::. century , could have effcctively ma~ntai r; c已 a cc立反itJ.

tional order l1 0r nave ach;eveù a p阻celU t臼nSfOTt11ation ofthe ::la 1.ülna: poiity. Liang 
and his a~叩ciates wantcd a bencvo\er、 t monarchy to cndorse a constitu 1ioη aJ gOVCTTI 
ment. \Vc may wonder 10 w~at 巳xtc立 t they were awarc t1:at ~hcir 已。 nslitution <lμmove

mc r._t \.v o t_; ~d be viewe己 as I:_ostile to lhe autc叮acy's dominancë. It \'iO ud p了0 月ab:y

1C f:ür! y accurate to s呵，品 Geoffrey Hosk i::1g analYLe已出 e Ru"sian case , that ‘ thc 
only altemativc 10 this dorr: inatiGn was usu a.!ly hcld 10 be anarc:. y a:nd di悶olutior，"?9
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可nat view was in somc mcasurc shared by thc throne antl1凡 c refoηnists ， even by thos已
who , with Liang, we記 political refugees ìn Japan at this time 

b. The Anarchist Experiment 

Feng Tzu-Y :l (1 881-195 倍)， one of Sun Yat- scn's followcrs in lapan who lat臼
became 的1 authoritative historian of the ChinC5C r肘。luiio t1， po 、ntc 【i out in 1906 that 
"The revolu tionary storm in Russia (i n 1905) has profou ndly sh位kcn the entire world 
The 1's"r has promulgatetl laws establishing a national assembly 收hc Duma), in which 
hc ha<; grantcd political freeJom to th~ people. But the people's dcsires 位e not sa:1S 
fied.. And :;,:ncc ~he Russian people have noi ye1 altained freedom , internal policy 
wi1l hav巳 to di fi'er from that of other countries. In this 間ηsc ， the Ru削an case can 
SCN巳 a~ an Ul已 i t1 giving dircction to the rcvolutionary movcment in China".3C Whilc 
the rcfonni<;ts and the conserva1iv出 moved witi1 in 出e orhit of cO !1 stituttional 耳目s

and rclic已 on sporadic appeals to the throη巴， thc rcvolutionaries broke new gyound 
and 1. roc the thorny path of <:EìU :cchist experimcn t:11 

Philoso;:;hical anarchism ，汙 considered as thc condition of U socicty without 
po1i ti閃 1 3nthoiiiy in any for品， cän be traced back to ancicnt iin::: cs in China.32 3nt 
cOllsidcγcd pri:m.rily as a flυrn， 01' social protcst , it~ respO i1se to the accelerated pace of 
political and cco J:. omic ccntnli7.ation b伊ou皂11t on by thc indu叫Ii al revolution , the 
anarchism which appea間d i11 lute T~arist Russia was 且 recent phcnomcnon thcre and 
in China. 33 

Tt must first of all be pointcd out t11at 由c idcas ofBaku t1 in ar._d Kropotkin wer它
the fountainhead of thc Chiη巳心e an,ifchlsts inspiration.14 For h 可 th Bakunin and 
Kropotkin , th0 ultimate goal of the revolution wa~ a stat巳less socicty in which no man 
would hc master over his brother. But their persona1itics and approache~ to the ïevolu 
tion wcrc differeni. ln cO!ltrast with Bakunin , Kropot血n oppo~ed the use 01" violencc 
in preparing for revolu1ion. Thc piacc of terror in th巳 r巳volutior. b巳 came a focus of 
n巳ated disputc:~ betwecn thcm , and was 1at巳r th e main cau有e 01" ~chism within thc 
Russian an且rch凶 t ,movemen t. J5 lt wouìd, indccd , :'J c not cxagg巳 ration to say that the 
thought and fe巳 ling of those Chinese thinker曳， such as Ch,mg Chi (188立 1947) ， Liao 
Chung-k'也心 g78 且 925) ， Liu Shi i1-p'ei (lH84-1919) , und Li Shih-tseng ([882-?) , who 
had becn fascina1ed with R;_j削 an anarch的m ， made little refercncc to this con11ict and 
its profo '.l nd inlluen出 on the Russian rcvo!utiona lY moveme叫， nor to 1he di叮叮CIl ces

betwccn China and Ru，， ~ia. 36 
As alrcady pointed out , ihe naturc 0 1' Russian anarchism is protest ag也imt thc 

cconomic tymony which c 主 me 1Ìom indus1rialization and the political despotism of 
the autocracy 0 1' the centralized state. To uchicvc a ~1atcl即可 socicty where peoplc 
were bound by COop叮ativc ef1'ort 叩d mutual aid , the ar、 archi自 believeù ， reliancc 
would have to bc placcd on awakcni了19 force :;, of !he workcrs and pcasants. But , for 
many re 在 sons ， Rmsian anarchis1s ncver r:1änged to obtain widcsprcad support 刊 A、 1η

the casc of Chinu , oneιan hardly deny the esscntially "radical" naturc 0 1' anarchist 
id間 s expresseQ 1t1 css月/s carried by the Min-puo and HSI I1 shih-chi. Liu Shih-p'血，

on巳 of the found巳 rs of Shc-hui chu-i chiang-hsi-huL (thc Socic可 for thc Study of 
Sociaiism},38 alleged that indmtrialization would bnng concentration of wcalth and 

-214 _ 



Modcrn Rlmia a. nd thc Chinc,e Revolution: 19C豆 1911

monopo1ies. The capi~alists were pTotectcd and encourageù by the Manchu govern 
m巳訓， howevcr, thc laboring cl出ses ， he 有主社， gained 00 benefit although thcy worked 
h盯d through the who1巳 year and werc i"orced to Emit thelr li\ing expcnscs to 廿1e 1 巳.v e1

of marginal subsistencc. 39 Liu thU5 camc to con c1ude “Th巳 cvil 0 1" govcrnment is 出 at

th05e abovc opprcs5 th05C hclow. Thc cvil ofp ri.va:c capital i~ that the wealtlly control 
the poor"心泣的 within the sctting of thcsc ideas 1hat we can understand Liu's 
dcc1 aration ‘明的1巳It1 civiliz凶on (包UIO阱， America , and even including Japan) should 
not be a model for China" beιau間 it was infccted with materialism and utilita,ianism;41 
hencc h時間ggcstion “Russia's threc stages of dcvclopment 0叮叮 a guide for China" 
became hers was the strongest amo r: g th巳 anarchist illovernents.42 

lt shou1d lmmediately bc notcd that Chiηa's in l.Ì ustr也liLation ， under the gcncral 
motto 叫“Sclf-S廿cngthcning" ， still rcmaincd in 1hc 白了lbryonic sta怯的 Thc 10t2.Î 

number of Ü:l. ctory workers , according to a rough 凹 timate ， amountcd to no more than 
threc-hundred thousand beforc 1911 and most of th巳m wcre in Shanghai.44 Thc 叩cJa l

and econOITl ic si~uation provided t1 0 fundamental breeding-ground 1"or a 1abor move 
mcηt until 1919.45 ln I"act , pre-revolutionary China , like Russia , was a land of 
pcasan的“ Towarl.Ì the cnd 0 1" the 19th century , it wa5 quite cJ car that t l1 c Ru的.an
countryside was in thc tl、 co的 01" a ~crious cri~is and there emerg巳d an incrαlsed 

bc1igerency in the peasant tcmp叮 Russian intcll巳ctual詰 what凹cr t .heir spccific vicws 
(Populism , anarchism , )\，1盯xism...) ， were convinced that the bcst way to al1cviate thi:::. 
tension was to lif~ the ma:::.~e5 to a bettcr life. On the 0也已rh個d ， ùespite his hcritage 
of rcbcl 1ion, the Chin聞e pea~ant remaincd rc\ atively pcaceful duri r::.g thc carly 2日出
centu叩C. K. Yang, an Am巳rican-trained ~ocio10gist ， in hi馬 study of 19th cer.tury 
China's mass actions (which appcarcd prirr.位ily in thc countrysidc) has pointed ou1 
among th巳 total of 56的 incidents rccorded in thc Shih-!u (Veritable Records of the 
Ch'ing F.mpero的)， only 90 wcγc dírccted at t}、 c goal of Re口ublican Rcvolution l.Ì llring 
thc 16 year period 01" 1896-1911.47 By contrast , in 1-之U 電sia ， during thc y巳ars 1905 
19日7 there were recordcd , inciuding a11 varictics , 0、 er 7000 instanc巳 s of pca間nt
unre5t.48 Wc 訂c ， ofωurse ， made awarc ~hat aftcr 內的 Russian peasa孔t socieiy was 
decpiy invo1ve已 in a revolutionary tiòe whíle China's was 3.t a statc of relative tran 
ouilitv 

Fa7thcrmo間， in this context，式的 interesting to note thal in 1hc hudget 0;' most 
Russ民主 n peasant household丸， paymcnts for books a1:. d 5chooli r:. g wcrc v訂y rJ1lιc11 ;owcr 
ban the vo;unta lY outlay to the church 的到了llilarly ， it was only in a sm a1 1 proportion 
of Ch ir:csc peasant householùs tJ.at educational costs (for 5choo:ing and books) 
amoun1cd to a large part 0:. thc fa r:J. ily budget. 50 Tt may bc assumeè. :h泣 throughol.i. t
the period under study , p閃sants of hoth cou p..trlCS had h::rò:y beer, f1 00ded with ncw 
iùeas through thc channel of thc printed pagc. Howcv缸， it may hc furth巳r assumed 
that a c\uster of libcral or rcvolutionary ideas r:1i位t have becn impo,ted to R ù.ssian 
villages by pca苟且 nt-workCT5 returning from thc city , :f cven 50 lin1ited in quanti勻，
while in Chinesc peasant socicty 山ring thc prc-rcvolutionary period , no outsidc 
sources ~tilT: u;ated sûch an cncO L.: nter. Rural C且 na ， as L\V. Mote :ndicatcsιιgrOllp吋
into a small famili的 on已 fo:gcd jnto lìncagc cha111s" W <J5 “commiUcd to ordcr. and 
profound d的order was 1hc cxceptional cO i1 sequencc o j" ex!raordina叮叮r印的s:ance~.".S1

111 oth 巳r words , it still 閃malnεG In 1臼 consc可 ative ， stable wor1d. lt is ironi巳 to note 
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that Yang Tu-shctl , an ardent Chincse populist , who attcmptcd “ going to thc people叫Z
and 叩 rcalcé tO lhe r、 COp始，話叫'e el ing" 的 d出tory the cxisting order，出 sugge~ted by 
Michacl Bakunin , evcntuaily becamc bogged down ir_ thc samc hroken wav巳 as had 
thc Narodnichestvo (the Popu1ist movcr::lcn l) in Russia 

1: is tl主us intcresting to DnSCJVC that wiihin this con1cxt Liu Shih-p'eî and r >s wife 
Ho Chen hopcd 1ha1 thc Ru的ian anarch叫 movcmcnt could bc linked with thεdevclop 
ment 0 1' rCVOlutlo丘 ir China, begir'.ning w:th what thcy i dcnti吐巳已出 thrce stages 
叩eech and è.iscu~sion ， fo l1 owcd bya statc of political ac1iviiy ，叩 d clirr:; axed by a 
period 01' assassination. 53 Thcy admired thc Russ>an revolution bcca.use its "revolu 
tlOnarγidcas (although the Lius did not po加 t it out clea叫y ， 1t 15 safe lo say that 也ey
actu ally t:'1car: t “且 narchist" ideas) had spread wiccly throughout the country ， ι'u 1'. like 

thc French Rcvo lc! tíoηwhich was a bouIgeois revobtion and the Amcrîcaηlndcpend­
cnc巳-:n ove :n ent w出 thc TCsult of a mcrchants' rcvo]ution" , and they p閱:dicteG that i1' 
thc Russian revoìution wcrc to succeed , it would bring happiness to the peoplc much 
more widely than the Frcnch or Amcrican had. 54 What t}-;en must he done? According 
thc freest ;:;lay to 凹dividual in:tiativ包 j r: kcepi r: g with an :lrchisé ideology , they rcc 
ognizcd 2C• s of politi位 assassmation as va~id in the rcvolutio ::lary s:mgglc while at 
the 阻止e timc inspiring thc peoplc to moveη凹rCT to mass in叫ITec位on. Howeve , 

thc qucstion 的，出 a 1:æady indic泣 ed. w~at wιs to be Qone i[ rural China were unahlc 
:0 pIOvidcεbrceding-grou r:;_ d for thelr plar. 詛咒d ac t:I afy p l"Ovcd uns:J itcd to become a 
cradle o f.ævoiutio ::l? Pεraps it :nay be concluded th泣 the anarch:s~ movem巳"t faltcred 
because it was mu ch morc a feeli :lg i l1甘le minds 01' Chinese an益Ichists and the主 r sym 
pathizcrs , a sentiment 0 1" ;:J rotest , and not a d研 eloped ideology. \Vu Yueh , who w品
described in 岫盯tin Bcrnal's pioneer sTudy as having “entìrely absorbed thc Russi叩
revolutionary tradi:ion", 5S is a remarl此ble casc. What hc cm 巾的"巳d in a t1 archis: 
idcas 、vas not tl:c painstaking long-rangc p L.; r~ui~ 0:" its central goals, social justice and 
馬ociai cquity , h巳 t tather was con已emnation 0 1" the Man cJ-、 U gDVC口血。1t as a monstcr 
cvil and appToval of individual v悶、ent action becau比 ιwe are in the period of assassina 
tiO l1" , 56 ~he more assassinations, the netter. The Chinese an fu'chists would not face up 
to the problem of peasant unrcspon5ivencss to theìr call 有lC re山1t of ~heir individual 
violcnt actions , as Sun Yat-sc t1 indicatcè , was 001y weaKenmg of the revobtionary 
moveme的組dp田tpo::le:n cn t of thc goai 01' a democratic rcpublic 

2. 'fwo Ruads toward Sun Yat 扭泣'5 New Chioa 

No thinkcr i:1 thc carly 20th cerdury has had so dirc叫， deliberate and powerful an 
m f]uencc upon the Ctincsc revolutioιas Sun Yal-scn (18fi6-1925) , Ile belonged to a 
gencratlon w丘ich c~ltivatcd radical emotions morc intens 己 ly and de1iberately than its 
prcdcces~o叭的 he said in 1922 “ 1 al立 a coolie anu thc 叩n 0 1' a COO]1c. 1 wa~ bom 
with thc poor a::ld I am still poo一間y symp叫hic電 have always been with ihe st:-uggiing 
masses".57 Thc social and cultural dislocation aηd con[u sion of 19th cen tury China 
thus exciicd his angcr and promptcd hi:::. trour注ed consciousncss to confront th巳 11mb

lem~ 01" a vast cou n甘y. Thc formative , psycholog~cally most inteI巳sting eariy ycars 
01' h:s life , were 叩cnt in t:'1e impoverishcd m i1 icu of ruml China. and aftcr this he was 
cmotionally and intel1ectu a11y fas 巳 inated by We~1crn civiì站前ion (he wa可 educated in 
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Hawa泣， HongKong ， and Macao):S8 these two different experience together set the 
ultimate goal for his st:renuous efforts to revolutionize the Celestial Kingdom. A 
contemporary leading Chinese historian has compared the difference between Sun and 
瓦'ang Yu-wei , saying 

1. Sun eme肥伊d from an old agricuhural family in which eX Í>tence w的 a struggle and 
thought wa的 simple; he could hardly have avoided the pressure of tradition sevcra1 
thousand years old. Nevertheless he was comparatively free from the oonstriC1ed 
views typi且1 of \Jeo-Confucianism. Even after the a阱。f twelve or thirteen he 
showed aηactive and inquiring mind and he was not embarassed to talk of becoming 
Hung Hsiu-ch'uan (the leader of the Taiping Rebellion during 1860s) the Second. By 
contrast K'ang YU 、"，ei from e淘 rly boyhood was trapped by Neo-Confucianism and 
aspired to become_. in the traditional sense , a sage 

2. From the beginning Sun received a modern Weste叩， scientific education and had 
direct contact with European culture. His thoughts concentrated upon imm向diate
practical aspects of political and s由ial problems. K'ang recejved an old-fashioned 
and characteristical1y Oriental education 阻 s acquaintance with Western culture 
was only mdirect. K'ang's opinion, when people fìrst encountered them , appeared 
to be fresh and original; but actually he never freed Ìllmselffrom traditional assump 
tions which hampered his power to deal with changing times and new circumst 

" ances 

For a quarter of a century Sun concentrated his entire being upon the establishment of 
a new China, anc j towards the e且已 of his lìfe , achieved it 

What then are the basic ideas of Sun's new China?τhrough whaï means d站
Sun and his Îollo明 ers beìieve they could acccmp1ish their ultimate purpose of revolu 
tion? As already indicated , among the ideoJogical shifts that marked the evolution of 
Chinese in出lectuals during the turn of 19th and 20th centuries, Sun Yat-sen's ideas 
constituted the only revolutionary vision of the futurc that couid go beyond the 
overriding 凹otto of “wealth and power" to modernize China. Tlùs was because it 
was the only ideological scheme based on a grand blueprint of political rcvolution and 
socia1 revolutio了1 ， the two means considered necessary not only to e!1r:ich the state and 
mcrease its stre時也， but also to seek social justice and social equality. Sun and his 
followers promoted a revolutionary tide in China after 1905 , because they met certain 
specl自c ideological needs and even more bccause they appeared to offer a ger.er刮目山de

to a solu tion of China's probìems. At this point, however, we find that two contrasting 
dimensions may be discerned in Sun's thought: a “ capita1ist-oriented democracy" in 
his program for political revolut凹n and a “socia1ist-oriented welfare program" for 
sccial 克voliltion

f1. Political Revo!ution 

As a revoh: tionary Sun disapproved of a strictly political seizure of power by a 
national revolution aimed. onJy at the sing1e purpose of driving out the A直anchusj an 
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approach which he though1 obso1ete , narrow--miraied , and ca1 culated to capture power 
仕om 間anchu autocracy withoul altcring its foundation. Instcaù hc sct about to create 
a po1itical party d。于ninated by the ncw view of political transfonnaticn. Tlle ccntral 
goal for Sun's new China was “min-c i--;u ]i-hsie:1'句 (consti1utioη a1 dcmocracy). I fc 
belicved that it could be re且ched oy a three-stag巳 program to the fultìlmenl ofwhich 
all thc energi肘 of the revolutioη缸les mu叫 he ben t. 60 The fi. rst stagc WOlllù hc "chun 
cheng" (governmcηt by military law). its main work being to e1iminate "thc 缸'"

mulatcd cvils" of thc Manchu rcgimc along WiÜl the govcrnment itsclf. Herc we f1nù 
Sun's most vehemcnl siatemcnt of democra1ic protcst against thc aLl thoritarian repres 
sions 0 1' the 間anchus， broac.ly imbucd w:Th thc anti-Manchuism of the Kuang-fu "hlli 
(Restoration Socicty).61 A~ indicated before , ìn the Chinese r研olutionari凹， defi_nition 
of nationa1ism 血可出scrt that it has two dis1în c1 objec1 ivcs --- anti 岫anchuism and 
anii-imperialism. As for n泣的九a)ism 今 it scemcd in carly 20t且 centu 可 China to b巳 1he

strongest factor in thc cxisìing complex of intercsts , sentiments, and ideas which 
bound men in10 poli L: cal g:rOdpS. lIowever, it mus1 further -De noted that for Sur>

anti-Manchuism was one sOllrcc of ~is first fon!lulation of :he princip1c of 闊的-ISIl

chu-i (nation叫 ism) ， he hy no r:lCar. s c由ls:dered that thc aim of the Chinese rcvolutlon 
was limited to the overthrow of thc Mancl:u govcrnment, as tl:c Kuang-fu J-J:ui ad­
VOCιted. 62 His u !t imate poliLcaJ goal was not only to ppposc th巳 mo了lopoly hcld hy 
a Ma:lchu m ir.oriiy (wÏ:at hc ca11cd min-tsu ke 削呵TI2_ticnal rcvolution) , hut , hc 
furthcr aimc品 to cstahlish a dcmocratic repab:ic. Th;s intcnt was also cxprcssed by 
Wang Ching-wci , 0仁 c Icading rcvolutio !1ary thcorist of thc T'ung-m臼19 H lI i, wιo said 
'a state is governed hy law" 的

lt is th-L1 S intcrcs1ing to ohscrvc the ηex t ;:wo stages w~i晶， Sun belicved , cOlild 
insure the development of peoplc's ùemocratic co r; sciousncs~ and the 出自ablishment of 
a constitutional order. Sun placed CO ll5iderablc 咐"呵。n the sccond stage，的C 叩 call巳d

stagc of “hsün-rheng" (“politica1 tutclage" , or govcrnment by a provisionalι 口的紅!U~
tio t1) whe立“thc pcople wcr巳 to elect loca1 o fTi cials" and "dl rights and duties ofthe 
Military Goverfl ::nen t.... shall be rcgulatcd by the provisional cons1itution". Aftcr six 
ycars , politica! d巳velopment would aèvance to thc stage of hsif' n-cheng 悟。vern血C立t

und己 r theιonst加ltion" ， when "people sha l1 e1ect íhc presidcnL, and c;cct the m巳 nbers

ofparliament to organi自由c paraliamcnt The administrative mattcrs of thc n <ition 
shalì procccd according to thc provisions of the constitution".64 l!巳 rc aga:n , wc 
fïnd thal thc strcss on political form :s cηtirely consiste口t w:th Sun's wholc revolu­
tionary oèltlook. Thesc aηd t:lιny othcr coosldcrations led him 10 th巳 VICW that the 
only polìtical foml apllfopria1c to a moder立 Chma is ~om巳 fon-:: of dcmocracy 

Howcvcγit rcmains to inquire why Sun fo:m ulaÍ(~d a three-stage program for the 
development of com.titutional democracy (min-chu li-hsien). ln speculating on thc 
implicit reasons for this planncd tran曰~1(}位， one is awate that Sun wa<; , after all , con 
ce前回 with the level of thc pcopic's i:1te1Icctual dcvelopmcnt as a prcrcquisite for 
dcmocracy (What Yen Fu anù l( 'ang Yu-wei callcd min-chih , rulc by t泣e peoplc). It 
is intere叫mg to note that Yen Fu , l( 'ang Yu-wei , Liang Ch'i-ch'ao and even some 
mcmbers of the T'u立g- ;-n cng Hui li逗e Chang Ping-lin , a11 agrccd that the Chinese pcople 
were not yct qualiJïed to cs1ablish a Jernocratic rcpuhlîc. Thc diffcrcnce is , Ycn and 
K'ang ch剖C “ccnstitutional monarchy" becausc th叮 belicv 巳d that China's transform去
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?ion cou]d he effected on]y through tt:e power 01' a pre-exlsting state structu詞，阻d

whi1e the Manchu state was by no :neans an ideal vehic1e , neverthcless it was the only 
vehiclc available. Liang also envisoned a pcriod 0] “C位light巳ned despotism" during 
which ihe Chin剖c pcop]e would preparc for derr: ocratic government “ Practical1y 
realúation of thc jdeas of thcsc three thinke肘， whose temperaments were basical1y 
conservative , would depcnd 0(1由e cooperation of the bureaucracy and nobility , and 
拖拉ing that 出eir ideas would perhaps be transformed inìo 叩 uncertain hope for 
adding a liberal dress to the rcfoπn of despotism 

ln a11 of this we arc made acutely aware of Sun's overwhelmingl.y revolutionary 
appToach to politicallransfonnation. Certainly he did not consider that the notion of 
“National power", as fonnula1ed in China's or1hodox political philosophy , and rep 
resentcd by the Legalist slogan , the so cal1ed "cnnch thc state and strengthen its 
military pOVi旭 r" ， shouìd be the ov巳rnomg co江cern 01' China's modern poli1ical develop 
men t. What ünp間錯的 us abou t the dominant goal of political revolu tion , as conceived 
in Sun's view of a new China, is precisely 出 e increase of the who1c nation's power, 
not only that of the govern血 ent but, cqually impo抗ant ， that of the pcople. His ideal 
type of dcmocracy is, of course , based on 出e actual cxamplc of thc United States in 
the contcmporary world. Accordiîg to Sharrr. an's account , that American cnthusi出m
1"or th巳 repub!icaηform '-Of govemment had imprcssed his boysih mind seαns 曲“m
escapable conclusion".66 ln 19 日 4 he stìll hcld thi~ atti1ud院的 he said ，“Amerü泊的血c
leader of 九Nestern civilization, a Christian pcople, the teacher of our future new govem 
mcn t.,, 67 What is morc , American's case helped to crystalli出 in Su缸's mind 也e funda. 
menial notion that her dcmocracy was 日eaicd in the i1am的 of revolu 1îon. Howev前，
the mos1 striking fac! is 位泣， when discussing revolution as thc primary force for 
achieving constitutional governmcnt, hc and his folιowers n即 erthcless used th巳 Russ也n

case to develop lheir vicws. As Su ng Chiao-jen commented 0立位1c Russian Revolution 
of 1905 “ the peopie uscd two tactics against th巳 govcrnmcnt: r巳:volution and demands 
τne succe 活s of thc dcmands dcpended on thc s1rcngth of thc revolutiona.ry efforts, 
bu t even so th巳 gove口lment only acccded to 30 or 40 percc 、 t of them" “ Thcrefore , 
Hu Han.min concludcd tha1 “with∞t 益 ùecisîve struggle betwcen the pcople 阻d thc 
芭 :JVernrn目li ， nothingωuld oe ac口創cved .out paper 咒fonns. 1n China , where the govcm 
mcnt was not nearly as p叮cepl:vc or f! exible 出 thc Russian. demands woulιbe cvcn 
morc ccrtain to fai1" 的

b. Sο cial Revnìutiofl 

as already indicatc止 Sun and 11i5 fo l!owcrs 出d nüt intend that 閏tablishment of a 
d ，τnocratc constit:.ltion 'J訂 dcr the s;ogan of min-chu fi-hsien ~hould be the end of the 
Chinese rcvolu tio :1. ln 1 到沛， hc said a1 lhc [yfin-p {J(j 位 nmvcr叫 ry gathering in Tokyo , 

“We not only wa :1t to create a democ,atic state , hui wc want to make a sOC1alist 
State certain!y th1S h what the We~l has not yet attain巳d."70 Onc finds herc 且n

巳xtraordin訂y strcss on the role ofι尬。 c;al revolution" ~n his attcmpt 10 modernizc 
Chi r; a. We should especiaEy note that at bat t~"， e ôere existed a novel intcrnational 
吼叫的ion in which manγcountri剖， ~~ch as Amcri此， England , Germany , and Austral姐，
were floodcd witηSQClaιmovemcnts ， whatcvcr thciγprofessed comn: itment to s。一
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cialis泊1. However, the fact was that Sun was unable to find among these any ideal 
type 01' socialist country which could facìlitate his conceptualizing of socia1 revolution 
in China. Nevertheless Sun found that the Russian revolution could , by a somewhat 
forccd analogy , serve as an example. Acιardingly ， in the words of Chu Chih-hsin 
(1 885-1920) , who was a contemporary revoiutionary theorist in日uenced by Marxi師"
“ both political and 尬。cial revolutions 、Nill be conducted together". 71 

1t might be poînted out, incidenta11y, that Chernyshevsl呵， the most intluential 
spokesman of the Russian Reform epoch , and L叩in ， the powerful theorist and actîvist 
of Russian Marxis咽， both maintained that the social revolutio l1 must come fir5tη 
This coincidence of conviction between these two men , who certainly had different 
ideas of Rus泊尬's futu間， oCL'U red for the common reaso泣 that they both beJieved 
inteolerabl巳 economic crises had already appea阻d within a fu l1y matured capitalist 
economy. It is interesting to note that in Chu's mind, the economic factor was the 
crux of the difference between the Chinese and the Russian social revolutions. Chu 
a1伊 ed that the traditional Chin田e policy had intended to “ honor the peasant, and 
despise the mcrchant" , with its main purpose being to restrain the excessive accumula­
lÍon of wealth , 50 that wcaithy people were historically remote from government 
service. Moreover, the Chir. ese government, at least the inn叮 court ， had no ins也parable
connection with the broad ranks of the nobility or gentry , unlike the Tsarist govern 
ment in which political and economic power were in the hands of the nobili旬， clerεY ， 

and landowners, as he understood it. Therefore , according to Chu's typology of 
revolutions , in China, the target of socia! revolution (the bourgeois間， with emphasis 
on 甘le cap站前的“) was not the samc as the target of political revolution (the Manchu 
ruler); while in Russia in both aspects of revolution , the targets could be considered 
the same. All this would suggest that , at least in the case of Chu Chih-hsin who was 
deeply in f1uenced by Karl Marx , while the motive of social revoìution was to cure 
計lC evils of capita1ism by finding the example of Russia for the “ scientific socialism" , 
that was unsuited to placing a dominant role in the Chinese context 刊 At this point, 
Chu's contemporary , Feng Tzu-yu, aiso embraced the notion that 50cia1 revolution 
should be undertaken io China, but he refused 扭曲ink 出at China shouJd go through 
the agonies of capitalí5m. Therefore he believed that China was in a Un問ue position 
to ride the inevitable trend of socialism and to become a socia1ist mode1. 74 For both 
Chu and Fer池， progress in social revolution was synonymous with progress on the 
path leadîng to the íba1 triumph of sociaJi帥， which , of cour田， wa的 to be the high 
road to a modern China 

It might be noted at this point that as socia1ists, Chu and Feng endorsed Marx's 
view of private property and the lai“ez-faire competitive syst臼n (Chu recognized that 
these phenomena had appeared in China) as the foundtainheads of social injustice, 
but they did not believe in the essentia1 role of class s訂uggle and exploitahon of 
interests in preparing the way for social revolution. Their prominent contemporary 
and leader of the revo1utionaries, Sun Yat-sen , and a1so identiíied himself as “ex 
tremely socia1ist" but he critized Marx's view of the dynamic significan且 of c1ass 
conflict in social history , 75 and further denied that serious competition (or class 
confl> ct?) had existed between the capitalist and the working classes in China. 76 Sun 
might have recognized competition, or stru盟le ， as an unavoidableωmponent of 
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human activity , but, in essence , he made an effort to show that on1y ∞operation could 
ensure the progressive evolution of human socîety 寸 7 What is probably more accurate 
to say is that Sun and his fo l1 owers had no notion of applying the Marxist-type of 
social revolution to China; if Lenin rebuilt Russia with Marx's doctrine, could Sun's 
fol1owe臼 drag at the tail of the Russian Communists as Mao tse-tung did later? 

lt is thus interesting to ask , what constructive path to 50臼 al revolution did Sun 
think China should be following? In the West (including Russia), serious conf1ict 
between the hedonistic and selfish capital諮詢 and the exploited working class was 
seen as leading to socie旬's growing debil叮叮 But ， in China , Sun believed that bc­
tween these two classes there was no cleavage. He asserted that in the progress of 
human society , mutua1到pport - not mu訕訕 struggle - h出 had the leading part 
Then, how does he differ from the West in his çon且ption of social revolution? Funda 
mental1y, one may say that Sun's view of the social revolution is preventive , defensive , 
focused on the future but not on past and present conditions. Here , Henry George's 
Progress and Poverty provided Sun with a preconceived plan to reinforce his commit­
ment to a defensive social revolution. Like the Social Revolutionaries in Russia, Sun 
eagerly reiterated Geroge's "socialization of land" as the heart of the T'ung-meng Hui 
program. 7

>1 However, as Ts'ui Shu-ch'凹， who held a doctorate from Ha押ard University 
and later be咽me the leading theorist of the Kuomingtang (cited as KMT, which is 
曲e successor to the T'ung-meng Hui) , and Harold Schiffr凹， a leading Western scholar 
on Sun's life and thought, have pointed out, Sun's policy , namely t'u-ti kuo-yu (s旭te
ownership of land) was intended for urban rather than agrarian land.80 It must im 
mediately be noted that Liang Ch'i 品'ao did not agree that China should carry out 
social revolution, and that the policy of state ownership of land was the crux of the 
dîagreement in Liang's debate with the revolutionaries.81 While it is beyond the scope 
of this study to discuss Henry George's influe川ce on Sun's land policy and debate 
between the refonnists and the revolutionaries , it seems unfair to imply that Sun's 
m句or concern was only on urban land , because it is dear that his d巳ep consclou間ess

of rural China had already been expressed in his earlier works 
In 1894, in a letter to Li Hung-chang (1 823-1901), who was a Grand Secretary 

dunng the late Ch'ing, Sun presented a plan for the economic development of China, 
in which he said “The improvement of agriculture is even more urgen t... Since our 
country has attempted to adopt Westem knQwledge , 1 have never heard anyone speak 
of the .im itation of Westem agricul阻raì methods". His methods for this purpose were 
as follows,“A department in charge of agricultural administration can make the p 巳ople
work hard; spe臼 a1 researches on agriculture can improvc plant and animal husband!y; 
and agricultural machin且 can save human labor. These three procedures shou1d be 
studied and imitated by our country in order to raise the yield of the land."82 Even 
until 1924, Sun appears not to have abandoned his deep concern for the crisis in rural 
China; in fad he was even more acutely aware ofit. As he sa泊“Although China does 
not at present have great Iandlords, nevertheless almost 90 percent ofChinese peasants 
have no land... The commodities which they produce are mostly seized by the land 
lords. This îs a very great problem; we ought to use political and legal means to resolve 
it immediately." 的

Thus we are again confroníed with the problem already posed as early as ). 905 

一 2 立了



Journdl of Humanltic~ Ea~t/Wc~t 

in Sun's and his followe悶，盯cw of Chinsc social rcvolutioD. Can Chincse pcasaηt 
society provide fertile soil for socialism, or, in othcr words, for social rcvoiution" 
Why do they fee1 this strong necd that so ci.aJ ist solution of problems rcgarding n.: ral 
land, production , and di叫ribution ， be accompani巳d by a political ::-evolulion, or he 
included in the tide of rcvolutionary activîty? If they were primarily cngro詞ed in the 
task of lifting China from its weakness and backwardncss to a position of wcalth and 
power, and beyond this, to a modern dcmocratic and “ socialîstic" condition , why 
was rural China not ablc to becom 巳 ac叩甘a1 rcvolutionary basc fot their pl叩。

The闊的， of course , 1、 o ea~y answcr to thcsc qucstions, Howcv巴了， jf one fo:cefully 
illustrates the analogy bctwecn China and Russia, one may obscrvc some clues. As 
indicate已 already ， the chaos in thc Russian countryside was morc s巳rious than China's 
ln lenns of 1and and production which we咒 the pivota1 factors in the agra:ian pro b 
lem , Russia fcll short of China. According to a rough account written in 1905 , the 
land holdings of a!most two thirds oÏ thc Russian pcasanl households wc:æ helow thc 
Russian national average size , and hcld their a l101ment-land in many scattcred strip~.B4 
Whilc ru凹1 china has a}ways bcen besc1 with thc prohlcm of land snorlage , in ttc 
1910s, there was an average of ro巳ghly 0.51 acre pcr c叩ita {in Russi 2. in 弋 905. thc 
corresponding figure was 4.32).85 However, land prod'..l ctivîty per acre in China , in 
the casc of rice and whcat - the stapte foods of the Chincse pcop]e - wcrc highcr than 
in Russia and even than io thc United Statcs.8~ H is, of course , tr:J e that this factor 
gr巳 atly assisted. the Chinesc peasants' strugg!e for 曰listence. It must ftuther be noted 
that Wang Yeh-chien pointcd out in h的 cxccllent study that throughout t江e \ast two 
decades of the 19th century, the Chinesc land tax had dccrcased enonnously , ra r;ging 
from 4 percer.t to 2 percent of production in most provinccs in Chin益們 It is within 
a historical setting dominated by agrarian qu目tions 也叭， in theperiod 192J-1925 , the 
ChÎnes巳 pea組nt's averagc tax burdcn consumcd no morc 咄咄 6 pcrcen1 of his in 
con油，88 whi1e in Russia in 1913 , it reached Î 8 percent of 1ota1 inα)me們

1n this contcxt, howcver, it is inter巳sting to observe what se臼ns to bc a funda 
men ta1 respons己 to revoìution in rural China. The pcasants in Snchwan , one of th巳
base areas of the Chinesc r凹 olulion ， were able, by stablc land r巳 nt and hi~1. crop 
priccs ,90 to maintain or improve their 1ives even 0立出e eve of the 1911 RevoJution, 
as revealed in 10ca1 gazettccrs “ A t p n::sent the price of rice 的 sevcral dozcn timcs of 
that in fonner times. However, cven thc poor people all 巳 at polished-rice. Th巳 malZC ，
wheat, potato的 and swcet potatoes which 由cy harvest ar巳 used to fe叫 P IgS or 叮e

transfercd to othcr placcs to be sold".91 “ Gencrally sp晶king， counu-y life îs s:mp1e 
and city lifc luxurious; 11fc in former tim品 was ;rugal and in prcsent times cxtrava­
gant" 但 It的 no surpnsc that when t 心“Pao-lu yun-tung" (“ Protect th巳且ailway
Movement") - a prelude to thc 1911 Revolution - cmergcd in Sze巳hwan，也e pc品ants

showed no burning enthusia~m to respond to this dissident action 
Herc wc find , then, the very crux of the diffcrence bctwccn the pea5ant socicties 

of Ru部ia and China. On the onc hand, the Russian pcasants a的sumed thc good inten­
tions of the Tsar and feared the populists' oppo位tion to th巳 myth of íhe ruler. But 
ruTal Russia was sti\l afilictcd with 、叩巳fully abysrr、 al poverty , and so long as the 
Russian pea5ants rcmained wi也out effe c1ive political repr凹entation during 也lS stage 
of rcform ,';IJ this comhin泣的n of circumstancc~ was certain to aro '.lse buming agitatLon 
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among thc peasants. On the 0也叮 haηù ， Chincse peasant could conc巳ntratc on agricul­
tural production without fear of impoverishment, a立d did not anticipatc that the state 
would greatly incre出e their tax buràen. 94 Living wi自in a subsistcnce economy , 
Chin目e peasants' attention w刮目clusi\'可ly fo叩 sed on thcir cfforts by “ sweat and 
blood", to cam a he~ter life. It W3S thc struggle for this primary objective which led 
thc Chin目巳 pea~ar; t<; ， to 叩mc dcgrc巴， toward politica! apat且y and ignorancc of pub!ic 
affai悶， cven Ll nW the eve 01' the Communi~t Tcvolution in the 1940s. \l S ít is aìso in this 
respe巳 t tha1 Chinese Tcvoìution of ì 911 was unable to have as profound in f1uence 由

the Russian revolution of 1917 had , due to 由 c fact that rural China was for economic 
reasons , ;'In~uited to becom巳 a cra是le of revoluti凹， and not simply on account ofthc 
rcvo!utionary leadcrs' ncglect of de、 cloping thc peasant5' revolutionary consciousncs可

In the last analys旭、也C咄咄咄rvations are by no mean話 intendcd to diminîsh 0凹's

awareness of China's agricu1tumì crise5. These crise5 , 5ucb as thc inability of tTadi­
tional1 y orga Ylizcd agricultu問J production to meet market forces and the ìnαeasmg 
concentration of aTable land in the hands o f1andowners , 96 are vast topics whîch go f:缸

beyond thc scope of thi~ study. Chinese revolutionary lcaders ar巳 acut巳Iy aware that 
solutîon of thcsc criscs required no1hing ~css !han an social revolutîon in China, and it 
was to the promotior: of this revolution that they turned their a1tention aftcr 1911 
l-oγmany of the youngcr gencration of Chin巳呵呵刮目Is ， it was prccisciy the s]ogans of 
anti-feuda1hm (1.c. opposition to landowners) which wcrc to represent the central 
iheme of the peasa:1 1 Tevoluhon 
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