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LI TA-CHAC AND THR ORIGINSUF CQHIN-SE MARXISM bylMauric: Melisner
(Harvard Univerelty Pless, L3767 ‘

Profeesor Melsner's atudy of Li Tﬁuchaoia ocie of the finsat Western
studies of Ghinese Marxism., This'ls not mereiy because 1t 1e the
only compishenslve study of the first Ghinese intellectual to
.declare hlg support for the Russian Revolutlon who wag, with ¢h'en .
T8-halv, the coe-founders of the Chinese Commuriat Party, Rather

it 18 becauvze the scholarly analysls did not separate the study

of a Chlnese Marxlst from an egually orlpinel siudy of Marxba
1taelfl lnstead, as eso often happens, cither identifyling Marvlsm
with COmmunism, or,relylng{on secondary sources when it comss to the
vwhat the Marxism of Marx vas,

ElNich of the three parits of the worke-Part Oneg The Origins of a
Chlinese Marxist; Fart Two 1 The FReinterpretation of HMarxlsm;
fart Three: FPollties~-le a logloal develcpment both of the

matl, L1 Ta-chao, and the historic perlod as well as of the pilitics
and phllosophy of the revolutlonary course In OCnina from the May

. #Burth Movement to the death(by strans;kgg;on of tke counter

revolutionary forces) of L1 Ta-chao bn 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: ccursage of LA ,but alaso the ocontlnuity and discontinuity
hetyeen his 1den and those of mkixamakaxxwity Moo Tae-tung, LR
vwho wns lntroduced to Marxlam when he served as pasistant llbrariah
‘to Ll at Pekling Unlversity. Whether Prof, Melsner deals wih = =
the question of the role of the peassntry vs,ppoletariat, voluntar-
ism vs, determinism, nationalism and internstionalism, he. at all
timeeg..carrice through the speoifielty of Ghineéss of Marxlsm
from its start untll nows: 's"The combination of revolutlonary
voluntarism and@hlnese natlonallism made for a curious dichoto

in both H1b und. Mao's vislon of the rebirth of Ching, 2R, 263

this way FProf, Melsner brought to a concluslion wh

a8 the alm of his study iu his introduetion: "The/study begim\with
the assumption that Marxlst theory qua theory hge boon{and spill
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 speoific historle perlod Wt
because, a8 MMlsner continues, £iv )"these changes were never
reflections of objective Hlnese reality; they vere reflcctions

of the Lmages of reality held by Chincse Compunists--images
that were themselves condliloned by Marxist catcgorles of tmught,

I found LA'A intellcctual development during his three years'
stay in Japan before he became o Marxleh and whille he was
studying Weatern philoecphy 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 s
changed. This 'YX trve alsc when it comes to trensleting subhh
Merxist terme as "fresdom and humsniam." I thought Prof.Meisner
was especlally profound when ne analyzes Li's "“Fa o Kf-ming
c¢hih pi-chiz kuan"("A Compariscn of th: French and Rugelan
Revolutlons", froo whlch he guotes, among other analyses, ithe
tpterpretation of the 8tober revolutlon as 4 manifcatation of

Eg-the general payechclogical transformation of twentleth gentury
)
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humanity.", and, agaln, 08 Yhe reoonstruction of as
\great clvilization”, to whic Prof, Melsnecr adds the easentleal
L Btmaentratcd on "a reconstructlon i1 which @lina and the
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ittknke cultural tradltion had a spcclal aud essentlal rotls to play.“p.ﬁié,

-!-iﬂ"?m"’-au" interrsty was LL'S introduction of words like Hupod
7 energy; #vhere mae matrislist terms wouid o R idanb e
L g*%i/ - rtalinly he
. Yy - H5slen MErxists, < id certalinly ““Vef'e?n usel

One polnt in.Meisner's study I did pob find convincing and that
relates to @uliam.’;ﬂhla was not bLéanuse there may not he such a
siriin-«the Doltel™in the reveolutionary nature of the peuecnt ocrtninly
is strong in OBlnese Mrxicts, Rather, it 13 becauvse Popullsm,
especlnlly when uzed in rslatlonshlp to the inter-relationshi;: of .
Chinese GOmmunien with Russeilan, nearly always refers to Rueslan - :
Pdpullem, PFPRof, Melisner hlmeself showe that L1 knew little of Russian
Popullsn and thut, thercfore, that sﬁrain related to thzs role of
the peesantry, the, advice to the youly Yo 50 to the villege, to the
people," Then why introduce the ten;}\whieh would lerd to amblglity?

The roal point is in the second part, in the reinteepretatlon of Marxia
And there the most cxoltling anslysis is not on populism but on
"Detorminism and Astivism, "( Ch, IV)Two totally new points here is
that, though "sopnistication” in Marxist interpratations, may lie
Wa' h the W¥sey, Li was among the first, West or E&st, who not only
tianslated 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 ¥ars reintroduced the ides of "a baokwand :
nation " giving the stimulus to proletarlan revolution in an khatrial. |
1zed country. It is aot only Marx'e "Revolution in China and o
Furope” where Marx makes such a suggssation regarding the T'al~p’ing
Revelllon ant a goclollist revolution~ts=he in the West, that '
interested Li, His natural amotivivism and gonfidence in the
youth whlch, even before 1917 made him turn to Marxlsm, led L&
"t6. write in 1916 s"When.the young have aeen the lighi, they shold
break the meshes of past history, destroy th prison of oid ldeas,
and aurgez; ne corpsece Yo restrict thelr agotivity." {quoted by Meloner
on 1,125, ‘ -

It L5 1n thie chapter, I should ndd, that Prof., Melaner takes up
the meation of the young Marx, the concept of alienstlon, not ounly
from the Marxlist-Humanist Esanys of 1844, tut other writings tlet
Molsner quotes directly from the original Germen writings of Maerx,
And he further brings thésogestlonsof detcrminisn and actlvisn,
rreodor snd humanlism, up to the present not only amonz Chlneses
K¥rxists but throughout the world today from G8org Lukacs'l writings
in 1923 tkrough Herbert Marcuse's Reasop and Revolutlion, Reya
R : Dunayevskays 's Marxxism snd Freedom , &8 well ps Karl Lowlth'a

‘ ’f, -, - «nd Leonard Kricge's articles,(Sce the footnotes on p.264, JThis
- = j]ia.;,(ﬁ brings en internctlional flavor both in Li's wrltings and activitlea

. a8 well as those phllosophle ceoncepts and the revolutions of today,
CL‘Lr:J'[fm/W?’) Indeed, thls ls carried throurh nll the way to the end of his work. s

40y Rk 7 Bom the two Drief pagea of the Glronoclopy of L 5 1ife bo.xvi-xvil ) -
. w.: ! égcéﬁe&%nég% gotiziBlbllos.Glgsgary and Indox{pp,269326),ihis 1a an |
' * Mep gLose 8 .

- p\'.,_//;'rimbexpzeaaicnils rroggl.l}s first groclamation in epproving the
L {}"‘/ﬁ)ﬁ/ ; Elg;' evglult_; on gnd comparing 1t with theFFPench, Because so little
g’ ? Bany auoterions ese me shey ove e Zpelien I showeht delamr §
i B oyt N | t i rLve 12 fesling o
Jy'?"-" i ypo EPcat Chlneee Marxlst Li Ta-cheo as he wrote:xBecauae of th%a 1solation,
b-""‘ o is}a 8 pf'logres-s in clvillzatlion was comparatively slow with respcet
w,; other pn._qna of Zurépe,and Just becausge of this comparative slow.

) cag ln the e»olult;.lon of clvilizatlon there existed surilus energy

y Tor dev-lopment, "Ll 4 thou hts eme orn CHlnr nlways,
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