LI TA-CHAG AND TH? ORIGINSUF CHIN<SE MARXISM bylMauric: Meisner
(Harvard University Pless, L3767 :

Professor Melaner's study of Li Tﬁrchaoia otie of the flneat Weetern
studies of Ghinese Marxism. This'ls not merely because 1t 1e the
only compsehenslve study of the first Chinese intellectuml to
.declare hlg suppeort for the Russlisn Revolutlon who was, with Gh'en .
T8-haiv, the ce=founders of the Chinese Commuriat Party, Rather
il 18 becavse the scholarly analysa’s did not separate the study
of a {hlnese Marxlst from an equally origincl siiudy of MarxBiz
itaelf ilnstead, as so often happens, clther identifylng Marwlsm

o with COnmunism, or.reiytnagqn aegondary sources when it comsuy to the

question of what the Marxism of Marx was,

ElNich of the three parts of the worke-Part Oneg¢ The Qrigins of a
Chlinese Marxist; Fart Two 1 The FReinterpretation of Marxlsm;
Fart Threet: Polltiese-ie a loglaal develepment both of the
mail, L1 Ta-chao, and the historic perlod as well as cf the plitics
. and philosophy of the revolutlonary course in Chnina from the May
. #Burth Movement -to the death(by strang k g;cn of the counter.
revolutionary forces) of L1 TaAGhaO'tny g 7. There 1s dso a
brief epllogue $p,257-266 }which glves not only a moving
deseription (partly by Li's eldest drughter, Hslng-hua) of the
death .and: ccurage of LA ,but also the ocontlnuity and discontinmity

-

hetween his idea and those of Miaxmuxkmatxmky Moo Tae-tung, C
who wrs introduced to Marilsm when he served as asslstant llbrariab
‘to Ll at Pekling Unlversity. Whether Prof, Melsner deals wih ' =
.the question of the role of the peasantry vs,ppoletariat, voluntar-
ism va, determinisn, natlonslism and internatlonalism, he at all
timee..carries through the speoifielty of Ghinese of Marxism
from 1ts start until nows: $"The comblnation of revolutlonary
voluntarisw andfhlnese natlonalism made for a curious dichoto

in both Rib und Mao's vislon of the rebirth of China.2{R,263

this way Prof, Melaner brought to a c¢onoclusion wh

as the alm of his study in his introduection: "The/study beglm\wlth
the assumption that Marxlst theory qua theory hge boon{end sgill
18) an historical force in 1ts own right whlch molded as .
an reflected Chlnese reality!(Bk}The key word in\that sentence is
“molded” nct only because the Chinese Marxists "re "
Marxism for thelr country and the aspeoific historle perlod Wt
because, a8 MMlsner continues, £iv )"these changes were never
reflections of objective Hlpese repllity; they vwere reflcetions

of the iImages of reallty held by Chincse Compunists--images -
that were themselves condliloned by Marxist catcgorlies of tmught,
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I found LAL'A intellcctual development during his three years'
stay in Japan before he became o Marxleh and whille he was
studying Weatern philosephy frenm Arlstotlc to FPanels Bocon
and YHegel most ilnstructlve hevause when a philosophle category
gets restated 1§°§§Anese. it is not only the language that lrs
changed. This 'YX trve alsc when it comes to trensleting subhh
Marxist terms as “freedom and humsniam," I thought Prof.Melsner
was especlally profound when ne analyzes Li's "Fn o Ki-ming
c¢hih pi-chiz kuan"("A Compariscn of th: French and Rugelan
Revolutlions", froo which he guotese, among other analyses, iths
interpretation of the 8tober revolutlon as # manifcatation of
ﬁkthe general paychclogical transformation of twentleth century
humnnlity, ", snd, again, os the reconstruction of a AP
\great clvilization”, tv wWnie: rrof, Melsner adda the essentlsal
1274"‘ Lt Gimaentraicd on "a reconstructlon i which @lna nnd the
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ittknke fultural tradltion had a spcclal aud essentlal rotls to play.“p.ﬁf,

v u d caxy i. ali

One point in.Mejsner's study I did ngl rind convineing and that
relates to @ﬁwliam.‘}%ia wes not bLégause there may not Le such a
sirdin-«the boitel ™1 the revolutionary nature of the peuecnt cortninly
is sireong in O8Blnesc Mrxiets, Rather, it i5 becauvse Popullem,
espselally when uzed in rolatlonshlip to the inter-relationshl; of
Chinese GOmmunliem with Ruwsian, nearly always refers to Rueslan -
Popullem, FPof, Melsner himself shows that L1 knew little of Russian
Popullsn and thut, thercfore, that fﬁrain related to thz rolc of
the peesantry, the, advice to the youly, Yo 50 to the villeze, to the
people," Then why introduce the ten;}\whieh would lerd to amblgiity?

The roal point is in the second part, in the reinteepretatlon of Marxia
And there the most cxoltlng anaslysis is not on populism but on .
"Detorminism and Astivism, "( Ch, IV)Two totally nes points here is
that, though "sopnistication" in Marxist interpratations, may lie
W"' h the W¥at, L& was among the first, West or E&st, who not only
iianslated Marx's artiolea on Chins, but saw them os integral
's Humgnism, whether those he wrote in 1853, or in the late
1860 8 and 1870 B when Mers reintroduced the ides of "a baolwand ;
nation " giving the atimulus to proletarlan revolution in an dhetrial. |
1zed country. It is aot only Marx'e "Revolution in China and o
Furope” where Marx makes such a suggsation regarding the T'al~p’ing
Revelllon and a goclolist revolution~ts=he in the West, that '
interested 'Li, His natursl aotivivism and gonfidence in the
youth which, even before 1917 made him turn to Marxism, led L3
"to write in 1916 s"When.the young have seen the lipghi, they shold
break the meshes of. past history, destroy th prison of oid ldeas,
and aurfex; nc corpses oo restrict thelr aotivity." {quoted by Meloner
on 125, ’ -

It is ln thic chapter, I should mdd, thmt Prof. Melaner talkes up
the meation of the young Marx, the concept of alienstlon, not ounly
from the Marxlist-Humanist Esanys of 1844, tut other writings tlhet
Molsner quotes directly from the original Germen writings of Marx,
And he further brings thésogestlonsof detcrminisn and actlvisn,
rreodor snd humanlism, up to the present not only amonz Chlneaes
K¥rxists but taroughout the world today from G8org Lukaes's writings
in 1923 tkrough Herbert Marcuse's Reasop and Revolutlon, Reysa
. : Dunayevskays 's Marxxism snd Freedom , &8 well ss Karl Lowlth'a

‘ o, -, - and Leopard Kricge's articles.(Sce the footuotes on p.264, )This
- = j]ia.;,(ﬁ brings en internctlional flavor both in Li's writings and activitles

. a8 well as those phllosophle concepts and the rovolutions of today.
CL‘Lr:J'[fm/W?’) Indeed, thls 15 carried throurh nll the way to the end of his work,t

iy Ak s Fom the two bré&f pagea of the GOronolopy of & 4 1ife bop.xvi-xvil ) .
julh o SRIEENERL ol oS ey, o Ik 209526), ks da e
ng close study.
- p\'.,_/f'lit[,'hca expreaslicn 1s from Li's first proclamation in epproving the
4 ﬂ"/.{’;/ Vctober Revolutlon and comparing 1t with theFFPench, Becausge so 11ttle
L7 of Lifs works have been translated into gnillesh I thouzht Melsner A
417 many quotat.i.un:e are not only userul but give Jou the feeling of that
f vt 8pcat Chlnete Harxlst Li Ta-chzo ae he wrote:“Because of this isolation,
/ ?lssla g progress in clvillzatlon was comparatively slow wilth respcet
[
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V 1, %/othor natlona of Zurépe,and Just becauge of this comparative slowe

/ 288 ln the evolutlon of clvilization there existed suralue energy
! Tor dev-lopment, "L1 4 thou hts eme orn CAlnr nlways,




