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The Minéheng Principle of Sun Yat-sen*

Leonard H. D. Gordon
Purdue University

Among the “Three People’s Pr1n<:1p1es minsheng o ‘“People’s Livelihood”, was the
t-sen conceived as part of China’s
of Nationalism” and “Democracy”
‘s plan: tructure in China, the new economic
system that minsheng was to provide became a challenge more difficult than toppling the
decadent Manchu empire. The problems created by years of autocratic rule and imperial
neglect of China’s economic development, aggravated further by financial ruin, was in-
herited by the new republican government in 1912. Consequently, Sun Yat-sen emphasized
that the overthrow of the Qing dynasty was only the beginning of the revolution, and it would
not be completed until China’s economic development brought about a modern society in
which the people’s standard of living was raised throughout the new nation.

2

Origins of Minsheng

6. the minsheng principle, grew
student in the early 1890s. His
ﬁgs on agriculture by Zheng
Guanying, an official and nati hore dlstrlct to whom Sun had written urging
improved agricultural techniques for ese farmmg. In these early years, Sun understood
the importance of developing new technologies and economic programmes, supported by an
expanded education system that encouraged scholarly pursuits. He particularly saw the value
of machines in the development of natural resources and increasing productivity. These
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. * This article is a revised version of a paper originally presented at the 12th Conference of the International
Association of Historians of Asia, University of Hong Kong, June 28, 1991. The author gratefully acknow-
ledges contributions to this study by Sidney H. Chang, California State University (Fresno).

1 Nong Gong (Agricultural Operations), [approximately 1891], pp. 3-6, first printed in Zheng Guanying,
p-, Sun Wen [Sun Yat-sen], Guofu
ion [Sun Yat-sen]), edited by the
,myuan hui dang,sh1 welyuan hui

publisher, 6 vols. in 7 (Taipei: ,
[Committee for the compilation o
the Republic of China], 1973; .21i¢
suppl. vol., pp. 13-16.
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concepts contributed to the foundations of his later proposal to improve the “People’s
Livelihood”. The most urgent initial concern to Sun, however, was the necessity to increase -
agricultural productivity through the use of modern machmery, an idea he emphasized in an
important letter articulating his views to Li Hongzhang

Sun Yat-sen continued to focus his thoughts on agriculture and the welfare of the
Chinese farmer after 1900 as he considered the “principles” upon which China’s restructured
society should be built. “Nationalism” and “Democracy” — minzu and minquan — were
firmly in mind before the Tongmeng hui was formed, but “People’s Livelihood” or min-
sheng was still evolving as a major principle. In 1903 Sun considered the need to “equalize

thought, were included in the mani f the Tongmeng hui in 1905.

In the following years before the revolution of 1911, Sun advocated progressive ideas
and sought to improve the social consciousness of the people and the welfare of the destitute.
Among his early concerns were the plight of the poor (especially among the peasantry),
women’s rights, the affliction of opium smoking, and the reconstruction of China to bring
about a higher standard of living throughout the country. Perennial tension between the
ethnic minorities and the Han Chinese also caught his attention as he viewed the need to
improve the “People’s Livelihood”. Even before the revolution was completed and the fate of
the Manchus remained unsettled, Sun began to consider various methods to achieve the
“Principle of Democracy” and the “Principle of People’s Livelihood”. He regarded
“Nationalism” as having been accomplished with the advent of the revolutlon but afterwards
the remaining two principles became most prominent in his thmkmg

Because of the early formulation of his “Pringiples’; there is nothing perplexing about
Sun’s interest to attempt to resolve:s i «during the brief time he served as
President of the Republic o Sho onths. of:1912. After April 1 and his
departure from the presidency, Sun continued o promote his three “Principles”. At a farewell
meeting of the Tongmeng hui on the day he left office, Sun reaffirmed his intense feeling for
minsheng in a speech entitled “The Principle of People’s Livelihood and Social Revolution”,

2 Sun Yat-sen to Li Hongzhang, June 1894, Taipei, GFQJ, vol. 3, pp. 1-11; Sun Wen, Guofu quan shu
(Complete Works of the Founding Father of the Nation [Sun Yat-sen]), edited by Zhang Qiyun (Taipei:
Guofang yanjiuyuan, 1960) [hereafter cited: Chang (ed.), GFQS], pp. 352-357; Sun Zhongshan [Sun
Yat-sen), Sun Zhongshan quanji (Complete Collected Works of Sun Chung-shan [Sun Yat-sen]), 12 vols.
(Beijing: Zhonghua shuju, 1981-1990) [hereafter cited: Beijing, SZSQJ}, vol. 1, pp. 8-17; first printed in
Wanguo Gongbao, no. 69 (Sept. 1894), pp. 36, no. 70 (Oct. 1894), pp. 9-12; Sun Zhongshan [Sun Yat-sen],
Sun Zhongshan xuanji (Selected Works of Sun Zhongshan [Sun. Yazz‘sen]) edited by the publisher, 2 vols,
(Beijing: Renmin chubanshe, 1956) [hereafter:eited: B¢ vol. 1, pp. 7—-18; selected portions
translated in Ssu-yii Teng and : ' the West: A Documentary Survey,
1839-1923 (Cambridge, Mass 71954), pp. 224-225; see also Ng Lun
Ngai-ha, “The Hong Kong Origins of Dr: ;SunYzi&sen s Addresses to Li Hung-chang,” Journal of the Hong
Kong Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society, no. 22 (1981), pp. 168-178.

3 Sun Yat-sen to Wu Zhihui, Nov. 11, 1911, Taipei, GFQJ, vol. 3, pp. 162-163; Beijing, SZSQJ, vol. 1, p. 546;
Zhang (ed.), GFQS, p. 439.
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Sun believed only the initial phase of the revolution was accomplished in 1911, and the most
significant phase would be to restructure China’s government and economy, and more
pointedly, to improve the people’s livelihood. Despite the special attention Sun gave to
minsheng throughout his revolutionary career, he did not leave a complete written record of
his views. In 1924, a year before his death, when Sun rewrote his “Three People’s Principles”
in lecture form, he left two chapters on the “Principle of People’s Livelihood” unwritten.
Although the number of chapters Sun intended to write on minsheng and the precise reasons
for his delay in completing them are not entirely clear, he anticipated that his comrades would
do so. Chiang Kai-shek eventually contributed two supplementary chapters in November
1953. Nevertheless, Sun’s personal legacy on minsheng i 1&\ fficient to make an examination
of his views and to analyse his ideol

The Mean‘ing of Minsheng

China’s difficulties in the early quarter of the twentieth century exacerbated the nation’s
effort to fulfill the minsheng principle. Political instability, rampant poverty, limited technical
skills, debts owed to foreign countries, and depleted financial resources all hindered the
economic progress Sun realized was so essential for China. His awareness of these problems
and the urgent need to improve China’s living standards compelled Sun to write his treatise
on reconstruction.’ The decadent situation in China unquestionably aroused Sun’s social
consciousness, leading him to devote his primary attention to economic revival.

A primary objective in the implementation of minsheng throughout China was to
achieve a more equitable distribution of wealth. In this regard, the Kuomintang manifesto of
January 1, 1923 declared “those who strive for d nment are obliged to devote
wholehearted effort to the labour of curbi rich and powerful and preventing the seizure

.. of property belonging to oth o improving his minsheng
principle along these lines, and gaged in frequent discussions
with socialist members of the Comintet

The obvious need to improve living standards and redistribute wealth throughout China
led to Sun’s inclusion of socialist content in minsheng. Consequently, these concepts made
minsheng the most controversial of Sun’s three principles. While this principle was fre-
quently equated with “socialism” (shehui zhuyi), Sun preferred the term “People’s
Livelihood” (minsheng zhuyi). Various writers have had differing interpretations on the
motivation behind Sun’s preference. Martin Bernal, who has written on early Chinese
socialism, contended that Sun switched from shehui zhuyi to minsheng zhuyi after two years
of using the former simply because of its euphony with the other two principles: minzu and

4 Sun Yat-sen to Tang Jiyao, Apnl A43; original draft in Guomindang

Archives, Taipei.
5 Milton J. Shieh, The Kuommtang Selected Historical Documents, 1894~1969 (New York: Saint John's
University Press, 1970), p. 65.
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mimp,tan.6 Other writers, such as Harold Z. Schiffrin and Robert A. Scalapino, thought Sun
regarded both terms interchangeable but chose minsheng to distinguish socialist ideas from
strict western concepts of socialism; but they also believed Sun considered minsheng to be a
branch of socialism.” Sun, in fact, consciously attempted to combine Chinese and Western
ideas into a formula suitable to Chinese preferences, and therefore minsheng evolved into a
combination of selected elements from socialism, capitalism, and Chinese traditionalism.

As Sun Yat-sen gave further study and thought to Karl Marx, he began to question some
aspects of Marx’s socialist doctrine. Despite Sun’s attraction to selected economic principles
enunciated by Marx, Sun rejected several i tant coticepts. For example, Sun did not

' m nor his:doctrine that social change could
he latter principle, Sun clearly
: ause of social progress puts effect
before cause”. Believing Ma:rx to be confused Sun thought the theory was “contradicted by
subsequent facts in social history”. ® Sun believed that it was not possible to extract “surplus
wealth” from the workers but that cooperation, not class struggle, was the best strategy to
generate social progress. Coincidentally, Sun prepared his San Min Zhuyi lectures at the time
the Ford automotive industry was in the process of developing the assembly-line technique
of production. Inspired by this new method, Sun noticed that worker’s hours were reduced
and wages and prices increased. All this ran counter to Marxian expectations. The traditional
view of human behaviour which Sun enunciated contrasted sharply with Marxist
materialism.”

Nevertheless, socialist principles are indeed evident in Sun Yat-sen’s minsheng, par-
ticularly the regulation of private capital, the development of state capital, and the equaliza-
tion of land rights. In addition to these selected aspects of Western socialism, American
progressivism also impressed Sun w1th its adapt blhty‘“i ( . The ideas of Henry George,
lamy, author of Looking Backward:
2000-1887 (1888), a utoplan owth and inequality in the United
States, influenced Sun Yat-se un was disturbed about rural land monopoly
and the concentration of urban wealth. Sharing George’s concern for equality in fostering

6 Martin Bernal, Chinese Socialism to 1907 (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1976), p. 68.

7 Harold Z. Schiffrin and Robert A. Scalapino, “Early Socialist Currents in the Chinese Revolutionary
Movement”, Journal of Asian Studies, vol. 18, no. 3 (May 1989), pp. 324-328, 332, 334.

8 Sun Yat-sen, San Min Chu I: The Three Principles of the People, trans. by Frank W. Price (Shanghai: The
Commercial Press, 1928), [edited by L. T. Chen, published under the auspices of the China Committee,
Institute of Pacific Relations], p. 395.

9 For alengthier account of Sun’s views on socmllsm

Sun Yat-sen’s Nationalistic Ideology as;‘ExpEe

R&y @Qoﬁ“g, “The Sources and Development of
; I’ (Ph.D. dissertation, Claremont
e lgrank R. Millican, “A Study of the

pp. 160-171.
10 Chang Chung-tung, “Dr. Sun Yat-sen’s Principle of Livelihood and American Progressivism”, Chinese
Studies in History, vol. 15, nos. 3-4 (Spring-Summer 1982), pp. 6-7, 11.
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greater economic opportunity, Sun added his endorsement of capital 1'egulation.lI Like
Bellamy, Sun registered his dismay about problems caused by the expanding power of
private capitalists, and he advocated makmg ‘all the national industries of China into a Great
Trust owned by the Chinese people”. * Sun also agreed with Bellamy that when industries
were nationalized a people’s government should be responsible for managing those in-
dustries in the people’s interest. Sun’s concern about democratic procedures in the control of
economic programmes remained prominent in his thinking, and he cautioned that the govern-
ment should be neither absolutist nor autocratic and must genuinely represent the people. He
feared that a government monopolizing both pol'tlcal é:economic responsibilities would
be more destructive than monopoljstic capita

Sun Yat-sen’s rejecti

leand preference for social cooperation was a
significant difference betw. Marxists, and his views on this matter were
similar to those of the Ame ves. In his lectures on minsheng, Sun emphasized
this distinction with Marx. Recognizing that poverty and deprivation of ordinary people
could lead to social conflict, he said “what Marx gained through his studies of social
problems was a knowledge of diseases in the course of social progress”, and he called Marx
a “social pathologist”."* In addition to selected socialist concepts espoused by Marx and the
ideas of American progressives, Sun also drew upon the experiences of German state
socialism, the American anti-trust agitation, the British labour movement, and the Russian
revolution. Sun’s liberal orientation was influenced, in varying degrees, by all these sources
and contributed to his belief in the necessity for government leadership and regulation of
economic growth. Although it is sometimes difficult to measure the precise extent to which a
particular influence played a role in shaping Sun’s ideas on minsheng, there appears to be
substantial agreement among Western writers about the influence of Henry George.15 In
George’s “single tax” policy the influence on S ) ery clear, but we must caution
that in other areas the influence is less ptec

11 Comparing the ideas of Henry George and Sun Yat-sen, Y. K. Mao believes they were quite similar; see Y. K.
Mao, “Sun Yat-sen and Henry George: Their Thoughts and Policies on Land Problems”, in Henry George
and Sun Yat-sen: Application and Evolution of Their Land-Use Doctrine (Centenary of Progress and
Poverty), edited by Richard W. Lindholm and Sein Lin, Lincoln Institute Monograph, no. 7712 (Dec. 1977),
(Cambridge, Massachusetts: Lincoln Institute of Land Policy, 1977), pp. 8-21. Sun also acquired some of his
ideas from John Stuart Mill and early Chinese land policies.

12 Sun Yat-sen, The International Development of China (New York: G. P. Putnam’s Sons, 1922; Taipei reprint
edition, 1953), pp. 294-295.

13 Edward Bellamy, Looking Backward: 2000-1887 (New York: n.p., 1888), p. 61; Edward Bellamy, Equality
(first published 1897; Upper Saddle River, N.J.: n p s 6‘»4()9 Taipei, GFQI, vol. 2, pp. 219-220;
Chang Chung-tung, “Dr. Sun Yat-sen’s merican Progressivism”, pp. 11-12.

14 Sun Yat-sen, San Min Chu I (Price 1 »

15 For a review of the writers, see Herbert H. K thal, ‘ nd Henry George: A Reassessment”,
Meiguo yanjiu (American Studies);vol. 1 ¢ 83) pp- 10 13. Three scholars selected by Rosenthal as
having worked extensively on Chinese socialism are Harold Z. Schiffrin, Robert A. Scalapino, and Martin
Bernal. Despite some differences of opinion between them, Rosenthal concludes there is “striking”
similarity between Sun and George in their social ideas (p. 23).
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The most important doctrines to which Sun Yat-sen gave his attention in his review of
the minsheng Principle are the “equalization of land ownership” and the “regulation of
capital”. The former, Sun’s land policy, was his most contentious programme which led to a
disruptive controversy among some of Sun’s supporters, particularly students from rural
families and rich land-owning merchants.'® Sun had no difficulty in accepting the socialist
policies inherent in Henry George’s “single tax” concept, as Sun was already very acquainted
with socialism and had begun to consider similar ideas as early as 1898. 7 In general, the
doctrine of socialism was known to Chinese 1ntellectuals since around 1890, and Sun was
clearly fascinated by the moderate ideas of | i European social reformers who
sought to regulate capitalism and;g@tﬁb% 1 1ety Desplte the varied foreign
influences on Sun’s socialist conscious tional: Chinese practices also influenced
Sun’s thinking. Certain minsheng ideds, particularly the equalization of land ownership, can
be detected in the well-field system (jingtian) of China’s Zhou dynasty and the reform
programme of Wang Mang (Han dynasty) and Wang Anshi (Song dynasty), as well as the
Taiping land system of the mid-nineteenth century.19 In addition, Sun’s “single tax system”
was similar to the “single whip system” (yi tiao bian) of the Ming dynasty.

Although Sun Yat-sen took considerable interest in Henry George’s tax theory, Sun
innovatively modified it to fit China’s needs. While George developed a “land nationaliza-
tion”, or a land redistribution programme Sun was primarily interested in distributing future
increased land values to the pubhc ° His motive was to prevent a small privileged class from
accumulating excessive wealth. Under Sun’s programme, individual owners would deter-
mine their land values which would be taxed at a universal tax rate of about one per cent, and
later increases in land value would be determined by the government. The government also
retained the right to purchase any piece of land. To further fimit the private sector’s control

16 Martin Bernal, Chinese Socialism to 1 907, pp- 63-64.

17 Socialism and land policy frequently appear in publications concerning Sun Yat-sen: “Oath of the Tokyo
military school, 19037, Beijing, SZSQJ, vol. 1, p. 224 (reprinted in Feng Ziyou, Geming yishi [Lost History
of the Revolution}, 5 vols., 2nd ed. [Shanghai: The Commercial Press, 1946], vol. 3); article by Liang Qichao,
Xinmin zongbao, 1907, nos. 14, 15; Feng Ziyou, ten articles in the Zhongguo ribao, Hong Kong, Jan—Feb.
1906 (reprinted in Minbao, Tokyo, no. 4); Hu Hanmin, Minbao, no. 3 (April 5, 1906), no. 12 (May 6, 1907);
Sun’s speech in Tokyo, Dec. 2, 1906, Beijing, SZSQJ, vol. 1, pp. 323-331, Minbao, no. 10 (Dec. 20, 1906);
Zhu Zhixin, Minbao, nos. 15, 16 (July 5, 1907, Sept. 25, 1907); Sun’s speeches at Shanghai, see Harold Z.
Schiffrin, “Sun Yat-sen’s Early Land Policy, the Origin and Meaning of Equalization of Land Rights”,
Journal of Asian Studies, vol. 16, no. 4 (Aug. 1957), pp. 549-564.

18 Auif Dirlik, The Origins of Chinese Communism (New York: Oxford University Press, 1989), p. 20.

19 Sun referred to these early economic schemes and was a known admﬂ?ér of the Taipings. See Taipei, GFQJ,
vol. 3, p. 196.

20 Chong, “The Sources and Develg ology as Expressed in his San Min
Chu 17, pp. 52-53; Schiffrin, “Si ; ¢ rlgm and Meaning of Equalization of
Land Rights”, pp. 550-551; Feng Zlyou Mmsheng zhuyL yu Zhonggu() zhengzhi geming zhi giantu (Principle
of People’s Livelihood and the Prospect for China’s Political Revolution), (first published in Zhongguo ribao
[China Daily], Hong Kong, 1905; reprinted in Datong ribao [Great Commonwealth Daily], San Francisco,
and May 1905 issue of the Minbao, Tokyo).
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of China’s economy, large monopolistic type industries, such as banking, railways, and
navigation, would be state operated.21 Sun’s single tax method was a compromise in which
he modified George’s tax programme, a plan that would lead to the complete socialization of
land values. Sun’s plan to postpone the determination of future land values and new taxes
was pragmatic and realistic. His proposal limited state control and brought the landowner
into the decision-making process, thereby curtailing potential opposition. Moreover, by
re-evaluating land values after future growth and development, China could avoid being
entrapped in land values and a tax system that was unworkable.

Sun believed that the underlying thrust for a fulimplementation of the minsheng
principle was a massive programme of modern: econstruction in China Only in
this way, Sun thought, could.the %
Sun began to revise his T | .
conceptualized his economic plan wrote in greater detail about the objectives and
procedures to implement a modernization programme for China. Through his new writings,
Sun set forth then current “theories of reconstruction”. Desplte his emphasis on economic
planning, Sun realized that modernization could not be attained unless accompanied by an
appropriate political structure, particularly on the local level. As an experiment, he suggested
that a county (xian) be selected for the establishment of self-government. The plan for a
model county, according to Sun, should have six essential elements. These would include
taking a census, establishing agencies for self-government staffed by elected officials,
regulating land prices, constructing roads, opening undeveloped barren land, and estab-
lishing schools.”” Aware of problems in funding large social projects, Sun was convinced that
a model county would be necessary before attempting to apply his ideas to all of China. The
inspiration for such a model may have come from his earlier knowledge of the German
experiment in Jiaozhou where Sun could ,»recogmze ; ilarity with his own land
‘ the German administration in
faw governing Jiaozhou was
developed by the German “Lan 93 nd Councillor of the Admiralty”, Wilhelm
Schrameier. Still enamored with the German land programme in 1922, Sun requested a

21 The Manifesto of the Kuomintang, January 1, 1923, includes these principles; see Shieh, The Kuomintang:
Selected Historical Documents, 1894—1969, p. 69; see also the Manifesto of the First Congress of the
Kuomintang, Jan. 30, 1924, pp. 81, 84; Schiffrin, “Sun Yat-sen’s Early Land Policy, the Origin and Meaning
of Equalization of Land Rights”, p. 556.

22 Primary sources for Sun’s writings at this time include: (1) Sun Yat-sen, Jianguo fanglue (Plans for National
Reconstruction), trans. by Frank W. Price under the title Memoirs of a Chinese Revolutionary: A Programme
of National Reconstruction for China, first printing, 1918, Great Britain; second printing, 1953, Taiwan,
(Taipei: China Cultural Service, 1953); the work includes Sun Wen Xueshuo (“Sun Wen’s Doctrine”), and The
Autobiography of Sun Yat-sen (ch. 8); (2) Sun Yatssenis or Industries), originally written in
English, completed by Sun on Apri ' yed mider the'title The International Development
of China (New York: G. P. Puts; i 3 tled Wu-chih chien-she (Material
Reconstruction); (3) Jianshe zazhi:{CGonstry , 919, carries an essay by Sun Yat-sen,
see Beijing, SCSQJ, vol. 5, pp. 89-90.

23 “The Method of Implementing [Self-Government]”, March 1, 1920, by Sun Yat-sen, Taipei, GFQJ, vol. 2, pp.
169-174; Beijing, SCSQJ, vol. 5, pp. 220-225; from Jianshe zazhi, Yol. 2.no. 2, March 1, 1920.
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Chinese translation of Schrameier’s 1914 book, Aus Kiautschous Verwaltung (On the ad-
ministration of Jiaozhou). It was completed the followmg year by Zhu Hezhong, and in 1924
Sun invited Schrameier to Canton to serve as an adviser.” Most significant in Sun’s final plan
was its totality, because it included both economic and political programmes working in
unison to modernize China and raise the standard of living of the Chinese people.

Minsheng and China

The historical record clearly illustrates tha
political philosophies in his T %e0p!
and useful from Chinese and:-forei 3
minsheng under an established label for it is neither socialist, nor capitalist, nor communist.
It is a synthesis of economic concepts prevalent in the era in which Sun Yat-sen lived. The
various adaptations Sun Yat-sen sought to apply to China were selected for their pragmatic
advantage toward improving China’s livelihood.

One of the most common attributions to minsheng has been that its socialist quality
resembles communist ideology. Minsheng, however, was not a Marxist-Leninist doctrine.
Sun, in fact, even avoided the term “socialism” when identifying his ‘“Principle of People's
Livelihood”. Although Sun consciously separated himself from Marxism in his famous joint
communiqué with Adolf Joffe in January 1923, the communists looked upon Sun with favour
and sympathized with the socialist concepts in minsheng. When Sun Yat-sen worked closely
with his Comintern adviser, Mikhail Borodin, the communists became increasingly more
confldent in thelr growmg influence upon Sun s thought.. Inza report on the Sun-Borodin
n important change has taken
nary Party, under the leader-
ship of Sun Yat-sen” g1v1ng cre ) 1-and organizational transformation of
the Kuomintang” to “our comrades of the Communist Party of China, who formed the
Kuomintang” and “played an extremely important part”. The report confidently stated that
“differences of opinion on the tactics of the liberation movement no longer exist”.” While
Sun sought the organizational skills of the communists, the communists saw themselves as
influencing Sun both in organizational and ideological matters.

Some confusion exists in understanding the precise nature of Sun’s views on the

relationship between minsheng and communism. Sun himself talked both of similarities and
differences between these two doctrines. In his lectures on minsheng, Sun equated it with

ttempted to synthes1ze several

24 Gottfried-Karl Kindermann, “Sun Yat-sen and Germany>:4 Gel) 15 [ a ] C()nference on Dr. Sun Yat-sen

ins,” (Taipei, Taiwan), pp. 17-18.
3 land legislation in Jlaozhou were

itik,” pp. 1-72, and Kiautschou:Seine’ Entwicklung und
Bedeutung (Jlaozhou. Its Development and Significance) (Berlin, 1915).

25 Communist International, Executive Committee, From the Fourth to the Fifth World Congress (published by
the Communist Party of Great Britain, London, 1924), pp. 74-75.
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communism suggesting that there was no conflict between them and declared “we should
even claim communism as a good friend”. In the belief that communism meant the sharing
of property, Sun said, “when the people share everything in the state, then will we truly reach
the goal of the minsheng Principle”. To the communists, Sun’s synonymous view of
“Livelihood” and “socialism” confirmed his acceptance of communist doctrine. Despite
Sun’s understanding of the limits of socialism and the communist realization that Sun’s
vision of the Chinese economy was insufficient under the communist definition, * the
communists found it expedient to regard Sun as having acce ted their economic doctrine.
Nevertheless the differences between Sun’ss thou nd fundamental communist
spective goals, methods, and
grmy for example, centred on the
equalization of land ownership and a §ys ixed taxatlon and land value rather than full
communalization. In addition, Sun’s industrialization programme required foreign capital,
and he considered class struggle a contradiction to a classless society. In noting the differen-
ces between his principle of minsheng and communism, Sun cited the techniques and
methods employed as primary. He declared that Marxism could not be applied to China and
remarked that “we can take Marx’s ideas as a guide, but we cannot make use of his methods”.
He also claimed that communist theory did not begin with Marx but originated in prehistoric
times.”” Elaborating on his social and economic reform programmes, Sun said they “are quite
different from the methods which Marx proposed, and if we follow them as the way to
economic reconstruction we will be in opposition to Marx’s revolutionary schemes”.

Sun’s presumed fascination with communism waned considerably in the year before his
death, and he became more sceptical about the prospects of the communist movement in
general in China. During an interview with a J térzin Guangzhou in February
1924, Sun remarked that the *“commun ent. will:not penetrate into China and
Japan”. 2 Shortly afterwards, Su \ ; ressing his belief that the
communist system should not ;
Emphasizing the differences further, Sun explained in still another interview in Shanghal that

26 Hu Sheng, President of the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, “Socialist Ideas of Sun Yat-sen”, Far
Eastern Affairs, Institute of the Far East, USSR Academy of Sciences, no. 3 (1987), pp. 101, 104, 106-107,
109 (from the summary of Hu’s paper presented at the conference to mark the 120th anniversary of the birth
of Sun Yat-sen).

27 Sun Yat-sen, San Min Chu I (Price translation), pp. 410, 416, 429, 441. The “pro-communist” designation of
Sun’s views is refuted in an English-language article by Wang Ching-wei published in 1927 after the break
between the Kuomintang and the Chinese Communist Party; see Wang Ching-wei, “The Difference Between
Communism and Sun Yat-Senism”, The China Weekly Review, vol. 43, no, 3 (Dec. 17, 1927), pp. 68-69. His
remarks were made in an address to students at Shanghai Collegean-A ‘rican missionary institution, and
were originally published in the North Ching dy comparing Sun Yat-sen’s views
with communism, see Shao-chuan ' n Yat sen and Communism (New York:
Frederick A. Praeger, 1960), especi SN ‘

28 Sun Yat-sen, conversation with a“Japanese Feb. 1924, Taipei, GFQJ, supplementary volume, pp.
234-240, from Taiwan minbao, no. 183-188 (Nov. 1927); Beijing, SZSQJ, vol. 9, pp. 531-537.

29 Sun Yat-sen, interview with a Hong Kong news agency, March 30, 1924, Beijing, SZSQJ, vol. 9, pp.
669-670, from Shuntian shibao, March 31, 1924.
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his party may be similar “in spirit” with the Soviet Union in that they were “working together
for the oppressed people” of the world but he did not see a similarity in ideology between -
them. Moreover, Sun would not even give credit to the Soviet system as being true com-
munism.”

As political positions changed in China during the late 1920s and the 1930s, the views
of the Chinese communists also changed, thereby widening the gap further between Sun
Yat-sen and the communists. In 1940, fifteen years after Sun’s death, the Chinese com-
munists assumed a critical view of th ] heng rinciple. They clearly stated that minsheng
and communism represented:twk legories, . contending that the primary
difference between minsheng.and commtni r methods. The communists asserted
that the Three People’s | f'nmples “belong to the definite category of the Chinese bourgeois-
democratic revolution”, thereby separating themselves from the nationalists. The com-
munists also claimed that “the realization of San Min Zhuyi objectively creates conditions
favorable to the development of Chinese capitalism; but it does not create socialism, much
less communism”. Chen Boda, the communist theoretician at the time, wrote “it is not true
that the Principle of Livelihood is communist, and differs from the latter only in method”.”
The communists were also critical about minsheng because it did not identify with the
Chinese working class movement, thereby lacking a proletarian role, and Chen contended
that under the minsheng doctrine this class was not used to “convert the private means of
production into public ones”. Chen also considered minsheng as “the principle of equal
distribution of land and other programmes for industrialization”. If these are realized, he
wrote, “they are simply democratic economic improvements, limited within the category of
capitalism”. # The Chinese Commumsts further claimed that they were better fitted to
develop the real, revolutionary signi mznsheng prmczple * The communists
made a convincing case in sho
Yat-sen. 9

In the context of Sun-Yat-se volt
views and policies to gain favour and support for his movement, it is not strange that Sun
would at times speak favourably about the similarities between minsheng and communism,
In reality, we can see that the views of both Sun Yat-sen and the Chinese communists
fluctuated with the political climate and requirements of the time. When examining the
meaning of minsheng, however, and comparing it with the communist economic programme,
it becomes more apparent that minsheng was not communism, but rather a synthesis of
various economic concepts while retaining a strong socialist content.

30 Sun Yat-sen’s interview with' a correspond
$ZS8QJ, vol. 9, p. 518, from. X

31 See Chen Boda’s essay it Wang Ji iaxia Chen:‘Boda, Lo Fu, Communists and the Three People’s Principles
(Chongging: New China Information Committee, Chongging, China, August 1940), p. 34.

32 Ibid., p. 35.

33 Ibid., p.37.

34 Ibid., p. 40.

uo, ribao (Shanghai), Feb. 27, 1924, Beijing,
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e Minsheng nﬁciple of Sun Yat-sen

Minsheng and Taiwan

Before Sun Yat-sen died in 1925, he was consciously aware that the revolution he began
remained unfinished, and he exhorted his followers to pursue their revolutionary efforts
unabated regardless of the sacrifice they would have to endure. Despite the disruptive years
caused by warlordism, communist insurgency, and Japanese encroachment after Sun’s death,
Nationalist leaders continued to seek ways to implement the Three People’s Principles. The
first genuine opportunity for the Nationalist government to develop a full programme of
reconstruction did not arise until after 1949 in Tai ie calm and order on this relatively
isolated Chinese island provided t]fi : hich both economic and political
developments could slow n’s guidelines. The application of
Sun’s Prmcxplcs in Taiw U :an extensive 1mpact on the island’s economic
development > Sun’s ideas berta mng o land distribution, the combination of socialist and
capitalist principles in commercial and industrial development, acceptance of international
investment and cooperation, and educational reform have all been implemented as part of
Taiwan’s developmental programmes.36 Although Sun’s concept of minsheng was some-
times imprecise and contradictory, its importance, as the political scientist George T. Yu
has written, “lies in its vision and spirit” while the Three Peogle s Principles generally

“provided a guide for the creation of a modern industrial society”.” An American economist,
Chu-yuan Cheng, has similarly written that “the implementation of Sun’s doctrine in Taiwan
since 1950 has transformed the island from a backward agrarian economy into a dynamic and
modern society”. Cheng attributed Taiwan’s economic success to the land reform
programme, development of labour-intensive products, creation of a middle-class through
prlvate enterpnse and education and training for workers ?glvmg credlt to the decision of

programme in the 1950s ang ea 19
programme was the one d631gned by Sun Yat—sen Sun’s advocacy of the “rent reduction” and

35 For cogent arguments explaining these developments, see A. James Gregor, with Maria Hsia Chang and
Andrew B. Zimmerman, Ideology and Development: Sun Yat-sen and the Economic History of Taiwan
(Berkeley: University of California, Institute of East Asian Studies, 1981); James C. Hsiung, et al., Contem-
porary Republic of China: The Taiwan Experience, 1950-1980 (New York: The American Association for
Chinese Studies, 1981).

36 Chu-yuan Cheng, “The Doctrine of People’s Welfare: The Taiwan Experiment and Its Implications for the
Third World”, in Sun Yat-sen’s Doctrine in the Modern World, edlted by Chu-yuan Cheng (Boulder, CO:
Westview Press, 1989), p. 255; George T. Yu, “The 19 ion: Past, Present, and Future”, Asian
Survey, vol. 31, no. 10 (October 1991), p. 904

37 George T. Yu, “The 1911 Revoluti

38 Chu-yuan Cheng, “The Doctri
Third World”, p. 255.

39 Ibid., p. 249. For an analysis of Taiwan’s economic success, see Cheng’s complete article, pp. 244-275; and
for a similar evaluation, supported by economic data, see A. James Gregor, The China Connection: U.S.
Policy and the People’s Republic of China (Stanford: Hoover Institution Press, 1986), pp. 136—141.

f)‘ériment and Its Implications for the
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“land to the tiller” programmes, Chen believed, could “go hand in hand with the ‘equalization
of land rights’.” This concept and Sun’s views on the “regulation of Capital”, declared Chen,
was necessary in order to achieve mmsheng ® Chen’s proposals on land reform closely
followed the concepts advanced by Sun Yat-sen earlier. Like Sun, Chen believed that the
“land should be owned by the public in principle, and should not be owned by any private
individual”, but he reasoned that Sun favoured “land nationalization only as a matter of
principle”.”' Chen Cheng’s efforts resulted in an extraordinary success in Taiwan’s economic
development, particularly in regard to agricultural technology, competitive industrial produc-
tivity, and smentlflc and techmcal education. Throughout Taiwan’s economic development,
i Iole but gradually declined as the
d.” Nevertheless, the direction of
overnment use of credit policies,
taxation, and foreign exchange rates. In addition, the govemment formulated developmental
plans every four years, establishing economlc objectives, identifying key sectors, and creat-
ing policies to implement the plan Tt is apparent that Taiwan’s high level of economic
achievement was due to the utilization of socialist principles of state planning and policy
direction with elements of capitalist theory such as free enterprise and private capital
investment.

The Republic of China on Taiwan was not the only area which laid claim to Sun
Yat-sen’s Principles. The communist government of the People’s Republic of China on the
mainland also declared adherence to the same Principles. The Communists, however, main-
tained a significantly different interpretation of the ideclogy promoted by Sun Yat-sen,
asserting that the socialist doctrines in the Three People’s Principles were part of the
communist didactic. An increasing amount of attention was especially devoted to Sun after
the death of Mao Zedong in 1976. In the years that i iately followed Mao’s death, the

only they uomindang leftists were the
iographer, Shang Mingxuan,

rightful interpreters of the rev ]
wrote in 1978 that such reno [ munist Party as Mao Zedong,
Zhou Enlai, and Zhu De were very p orthy of Sun’s character and achievements.** Late
in 1981, the Chinese government began a sustained campaign praising the policies advocated
by Sun Yat-sen and declared that the programme of the Chinese Communist Party was the
logical successor to the 1911 revolution. These clmms were prominently expressed on the
editorial page of the Renmin Ribao (People’s Dally) > In 1984, Deng Xiaoping publicly

40 Chen Cheng, Land Reform in Taiwan (Taipei: Chma Pubhshmg Co., 1961, pp. 10-11, 13.

41 Ibid., p. 12.

42 Chu-yuan Cheng, “The Doctrine of Peo y af eriment and Its Implications for the
Third World”, p. 252; since th I dlihed from about 48 per cent of the
industrial output to 14.8 per cent

43 Ibid.

44 Shang Mingxuan, Sun Zhongshan chuan, (Beijing: Zhonghua shuju, 1978), p. 317.

45 Editorial, Renmin ribao (People’s Daily [Beijing]), October 9, 1981.
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at-sen

claimed it was the socialist policies of the Chinese Commumst Party that were responsible
for China’s development rather than the Guommdang
Throughout the 1980s increasingly greater attention was given by the Chinese Com-
munists to Sun Yat-sen and his developmental policies. The emphasis on Sun, however, was
at least as much political as ideological when Sun’s prescription for modernization became
an instrument for reunification with Taiwan. To facilitate the unification process, China
presented a “nine-point” plan to the Nationalist government which would have given Taiwan
virtual autonomy. The Nationalists, however, were derisive in their response and expressed
concern over China’s comparatively poor economy and harsh policies toward the
autonomous regions. President Jiang J1ngg;1Q - it March~ 1986, scornfully spoke of the
“poverty, backwardness, and endless:per ;iis aﬂd:‘ ﬁmrgeis having taken place in China.
Despite the communist claim: 7 do ‘trines of Stin Yat-sen, Jiang regarded the
communist system to be considerably iﬁ rent from that on Taiwan, and he could not
envision any compromlse between them.” Jiang spoke harshly of communist regimes,
considering them “more tyrannical than the Nazis”. He believed unification with the China
mainland could only be based on the Nationalist’s interpretation of the Three People’s
Pnnc1ples ® The hostile response from Taiwan’s leadership, despite conciliatory attitudes
developing among some Nationalist officials, prevented serious measures from being taken
toward unification and re-emphasized the conflicting interpretations of Sun’s Principles. The
communist interpretation of Sun Yat-sen’s Three People’s Principles, based on communist
programmes for implementation, requires a serious and objective study; but in viewing the
application of Sun’s concept of minsheng in particular, the above account suggests a con-
scious effort to implement at least the fundamental elements of his programme in Taiwan.

46 Deng Xiaoping, “Zai zhongyang gu Siyuar hui d ‘san.ci.quanti hiliyi shang de jianghua” (Speech at the
Third Plenary Session of the CentrakAdvi ittee), October 12, 1984,

47 Jiang lingguo at the opening of S Twelfth Central Committee of the
Guomindang, Taipei, March 29,1986, “China’s Reunification and World Peace”, pamphlet [English],
(Taipei: China Publishing Co., 1987, 6th ed.), pp. 3, 6.

48 Ibid., pp. 10-13.
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