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19494 9] B StEEME HAY Bz oprld AMRELR (mass
nationalism)#] & BEA? ohm AL BEFe] HA v dEHE H
e PRIt €47 AT HASY T WREASE? ologe 4
ol A WP EEAAS PEFHEE KBS AR AR
Chalmers Johnson ] Peasant Nationalism and Communist Power
(1962) 4] e A= Aaglcl, 2 Johnson Bigd] 48l 1937
He EAAd e Atk HAS pEAEREE 2 S SRl P

* LRSI BB s

1) Tang Tsou, “Western Concepts and China’s Historical Experience,” World
Politics, July 1969.

Tang Tsou # ¥+ Johnson & Peasant Nationalism -& Franz Schurmann

8] Ideology and Organization in Communist China (1966) % €4 w4
A Al w FEEAY WY kR o EH R SEERY WRE HeEH
T B BEAE At AR A HeasRn Ped xn
28 Folgw ¥setn FAG.



90 EEWR #Hew
B Busf) Mg T4 o2 A8 A RE HEKS Bt da
T AW EEES A2AZ e Aolvh AN, o skl HAS HBgd
PR BRI SAR BILE o AA, ohAFbxR AlA REE#R
KEES wlelvhx] RPR P BREE AANE ¥ o, = 2E
2 el T SRS BE A MG BURSTIe hEIVEEY A
Mol WEE B ez 19404 JLEKS B REr BRe =
sebe Felrt,®

EFE ALTTE HAEY PE @ge] Rl AERS F8d b Fa
& Bl Hslvke Johnson o EHfgd K& Arskrle 47 o
Zelet, sivksbwd 1937 HAe] FEEKE A z2slx] gdgvield, R
HERS TIH BR 2499 Bl - ib@hy @BHEe] WEldAl 4%k
+ WHEEE A4 #AFelch ohAl wEa ERE A E EE P
BAEANAL & ¢exA & HAE $ak okel, HAEY Ego] of
deierd i B ohl R Bk 28 g ¢xE 225 W F
ojct. webA HAS hEFE A BLBREY %R WY Tav flE
WA st 2=t She Johnson o RAffw s BEsh Hae Uiy A
Wote] FERE #3A =oh svEtel LB SEEGL Tz BRees
okZl & BRIy A A L4H A7 AEelet. KEERL F2 ARY
fZrge] ELAS b @EBURAY B MR 98 st g W) AR Aol
Cuba ¢ ¥4 fl4t7F S A0k, 1917d 2 Aoke) B4l ¥apolvh, 4
w, frogetalel W PEY ¥4 2T KRS Bl Aok ®

vk obFe] BRGsk fEapehe] HEAMET 94 8 e es, Rl gt

2) Peasant Nationalism & %%t M2+ Chalmers Johnson, “Peasant
Nationalism Revisited: The Biography of a Book,” The China Quarterly
{December, 1977)¢ Fx¢ A.

3) cf. Maurice Meisner, “Yenan Communism and the Rise of the Chinese
People’s Republic,” in James Crowley, ed., Modern East Asia: Essays in
Inter pretation {New York, 1970), pp. 265~297,
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ERGE BA PEEELE obrd F4H By BRE 2 RAE
o Be FEst e AR B8, HAY @ EEEEESY 4%
st g o B R RIS BaY ERA Fag 9¢% S 29
v BoAY @age] dldlvizhd MERK B REMAY 3 dFE 4
P& ¢ dv EHH BESIoRA 2 A& Fas & 5 dglertd
A A e 2 4 dell glvh BE EldAAY BEe 98]
ol et Zelvk B R A AR dolwsl A$ oldlete AR
ZT88 Zloleh. olsh A Rffe BE BREEEHE/T KEEKY S
7t Fa% BRolA e A& FAsE Aol ohish obub JLEKY
FeldlE oo Bx oA BMEKS itd - EHEL BES Sl AAesd
AL AR etk HMEKS itdr - SEN B 4Edem
EAY ¢ dodd REEKS GT#ls-2 W #£(concentration of au-
thority) & &3+ Aol “Z (participation)”$} “%BE (distribution) &
FAEE A er] A€ FUR Aok 444 BRARA A 3t
RS RhE - REY BRS 4 ‘oY AR AAstm, o SR
9 RRE By B (political participation)d] ¥l g Ergod, F

Fell A 1WA B BHAL BEE, ARE KGN BRESS K
ANIKHES pRSMcd M (centralized political authority)8] B4 o g
R # o] e}

2¥vtd o BRES 29 22 BREHE A9 5 ggen, = gk
WS Piel Hde A2 4 QAR 2 WhE Sue 2R OA
g Rigg & 4 Aok 2 HARE 2RS4 4% Wbz SeE

4) Johnson 8] RAZ ol € $t#I8Y RMEZE Donald Gillin, “‘Peasant Nation-
alism’ in the History of Chinese Communism,” Journal of Asian Studies
(February, 1964), pp.269~89 ; Roy Hofheinz, Jr,, “The Ecology of
Chinese Communist Success,” in Doak = Barnett, Chinese Communist
Politics in Action (Seattle, 1969), pp,3~77; James Harrison, The Long
March to Power (New York, 1972) ; 2e]l3 Mark Seldéen, The Yenan
Way in Revolutionary China (Cambridge, 1971) %2 % < gt}
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BWEES Boiaiemey Bugdd st 998 odakse) sl BRE =
o Rhery BEE BAE < vk shebd AR A = RIREKERES fe
& 2bebs) dwsha, cpgol] BICHK HRIEES nhedy sk 1aie] 2
B RS RS AR R RN BFe L UTAE d-fmat
ghefb o] sh - Rl WEES ke - Y Bk BRE s REK
o Giker - REFERY Eofe] Rl MRS 8- T fhd s
o AFE €8 B ohleh =¥ RES BHREGES B MEL
FEES TIH ged v F8E b XEE Fasidn sw
= 7] wEo] o,

O

2. BRK BOUEY Rk

BRE B B obge dlrk BEez sy s we Al
4+ geh

A, BEKBES EREH & ERERMEY 2 B¢ Fz o
oh® BRKEES EMEHE SHNY HEDk (militarism) ¢ 1
£ A3 gsich HEK BEEEY BusEEe WY ¥4 R
B RE MEE Mt ¢ lvbe X Sal BUAAYl Adkd w B8 ddrh
o9} zh& FFEHE BE¥ HIBHY F/4E A 0E Ealehde =
EELAZ ARG BAY @Egen oS 243t}

5, Robert Tucker & HIji& Walclsd, BRE Bdi-2 #¢ Ao
Foll Harmy Rl w-& A sha, RN Rkl o8 REEHBYN ARE B
BAANE L& REL#EA T Fanmyd Furl =M (a nationalist,

5) Hung-mao Tien, Government and Politics in Kuomintang China (Stan{-
ord, 1972), pp.39~44. BIRES BEHEEHES ASHE Martin Wilbur,
“Military Separatism and the Process of Reunification under Nationalist
Regime : 1922~1937,” in P.T, Ho and Tang Tsou, China in Crisis, Vol.
I, Book one (Chicago, 1968), p.20-¢ #z3 2.
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revolutionary movement regime) o] gl ch. © B Hel Lol BlEEHY
theldel F-& AT o fEE SR, BERES Hhikidg ¥ Skt
Bl A o] pLREEAY UAHT AA & o Uk 23 BREK) 2
AAE RiE#S AH24 35472 2l AL HAse kee 9
+ g & AdAZ Haddd rqlEr E o§

A, BRES 2 ool 279 by Leladulol ol glo]A T3
ReFrvel dlvt. . BREL B Bifsh BAesE A sitgAn, 2%
A Earhrel n BME AEE A4 iAW el o Reravel o Mkkasel A
Eabg 22U HRxs e Sdder IEERMOAE, T B
B 27 e FIEEANRSY REEE 2ot oy, o REES &
fiLst MR BHBARE o Fuisie AT x¥ge], 24 olF
otoll ol &4 EASY HAWH & wkE] Fh& #Eol7] W ol Leng
Shao-Chuan 3} Palmer & $RI8 BugifHe] Mee BERkelel vl Y e
olgbz F48I gl.oat,® W7k Bojdl o] A& & gvh ¥l E Ftrel
o B B EREEY A EEY TEs SREsRE B
BANHL 3, = 2 A4 RES BRK Ei et ol g dge
Bt 7 e FXlal, ol E ARV 28] BEGE RS HEAMEE EERB
Az ek glsiel. Mg Bw, 29 ®EH, 29 #EPEE oz bR
o REX#E F¥se e 29 FHEdE £73hx, 18 ¥HEs BHRE
Mol B2 WAL oel 7R v el el gl el o] A& 28 AR (people)
o SrEl A HA B velda gledl, o ARS REE, REE

6) Robert Tucker, “Towards a Comparative Politics of Movement. Regimes,”
American Political Sceince Review (June, 1961), pp.281~89 =% Roy
MaCridis and Brown Bernard, Comparative Politics {(Homewood, 1972),
pp. 170~82.

7) Mary Wright, “From Revolution to Restoration: The Transformation of
Kuogmintang Ideology” Far Eastern Quarterly {August, 1955), Tien &}
@l ZIAE. Tien, op. cit., p, 27 & & 4.

§) Shao-Chuan Leng and N. Palmer, Sun Yat-sen and Communism (New
York, 1960), pp.16~34,




94 HEWHE How
o #itkE, 23 FRoE 3%5%n vk o]A-E HEEKEMA W
Borel BEME Jep F Fohieh BT 2w hEAES] dvkv B
Bre) Aot BlEaRE Rl ¥ MM £FURE Jepl FAE de
Aolet. &L ZES BURW ®E-& ERLEr] il F4aon
F+ BERez BENL #BE M Aok b4 Mimd fle PE
AEe] Wi B g P Urke A4 HEAZ ] H8 BX
o Ml A 43 veba geh 2E PEe] W BB ¥4 Hh
7t ak2 PEAEe] A BAH BHHE Felaglrl dEelstn HHA
e s S

Lol o) obr-& LR (eclecticisim) = oJ ¥l 7x1} 2.8 PR HAHs)
HEEA i HAErE S| AH Q] FFo WEe s A AFE 5 9
Sdeh. i A B olok 3 HMMEs WAINES Bt o9 hEY K
HEel I ARl TRMPE R A;f~—wﬂ Fekel 71 = ek ol B HE 3§
LY Atw 29 WHEES ol A4 R 29 @ikl hIRSY Y
ol Bukthy BV, A ﬁﬁﬁ&%&% 3 A7)7] $ 5] BEA Bubth BH
3 AAEE B BgHier $RAVE #EE 4FHes 49
el A ojvt,

FNEE FREE "HEAD L2490 /L9 otolr]o] g FdA BE
A Z . A FREER EEE Hd B BaEd 4
2 FRECERY 54 Flfete 2abE 2 gleh ol 2 HFEE
# TEFHS 4T 2T MBS S4aA Aeivdast 87 34 e
LR HIBEEE £9AR R BB,

- 9) L. Sharman, Sun Yat-sen (Stanford, 1968), pp.267~300, 2vt #HSIA0e
W& = =Marius Jansen, The Japanese and Sun Yat-sem (Stanford, 1954)
| Axy A,

10) Eisenstadt 3= BENEY o)} uk& Mired A8 $HEHE M (neo-traditionalism)
o Haolelm 2z glw}. SN,  Eisenstadt, “Tradition, Change, and
Modernity: Reflections on the Chinese' Experience,” in Ho and Tsou, op.
cit., Book Two, pp. 758~59,
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o v AR ol e FMEAEREE RECT PEAEAA A2
k@ oldEEs A Nt 4E-E A 4+ g delle B
o} ZEAQ Eifvh ek o] wAl B BHY Pt dR A 4R
3 oolelg wuk ekel, =R £33 8 Real Politik Mgt WAtz ol
Avl Ewre] B AMel glglwl Aeirh

fREkel Bid Hae ME] ERfRY] £9% 4 43, MEY T89HR
fio] o= Ax AgkEe] THE HHEE ¢ A& vy KEL Bih - it
i) BE7F RET ddnl 2 N4 4¢ $ 4+ ol Real Politik
7b 3¢ e EEY ALt BB SRS FEHS RE BEEENA
et B2 Yol webEARA Wskvl. HEW olvlE2re
B Aol v A7) el el WK, H2 ¥ 9 2L ME
i) g PRIt EAAE €14 e A gk HE 2R S, FE
Bt EREEY dgez o HECE A4S dE B ohieh =28 S
A AR 20417 WP PO EE - ibEr BEle® <R Mkt
Bugly BEMES Aokl Al AR 2 B%kE e i A
o] ek,

Wi 2, BERK B BEARR mae 23l Ad K9 HRY
o}, 1 EAEY AR Rk BEEARE 4 98 KiBm &
Helzd o BEEESL Buadi e A k(personification)ol] . F& o] Fof
ek

sAla, REK B RME S2E BKA 9Fskn gu B o
v BB AAA LR ALY W€ Faos oAvgd we), ik
W gt 328 FAELeH, RBES MAPLY AR 2ddA W
oy HE HME FAoR ¥ KM ek sgs M, #Ee Ao
T EHETRKR, ®EIK, 2z C.CRR %) o1 & fige| vk ®

11) Tien, op. cit., p.179.
12) BEMKS 38 R f0 4 Ibid., pp.47~72% #2¢ A.
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o] . Htkell A M TRAY BuikAY BB (L (political institutionalization)
7t Adelnl Helvh ol F HEE FolA M ZYt AL REM o
a4k A 4 glEo] EMgct KL e RFmez <ty
EPRES WS Tadted 2 S TEZAA ited, oA AF
e REY HEEEE £9A7 #£RE Ul oju e HELS
g = BT 3213 #e MiEEA X4 os Aihe] BolAl dstel
=g BARS HkHEE K AT (L, B Samuel Huntington
o] olokr| 8l M ikt HiESt BE-& 5] Aysla, FrEm
=z, —HE BUAMES APy RE “divide and rule” Fkel &%
B BAAl R SRR SRR Aol wleld FAES BEK
8 AlLEE R ol 45 Bl K HRel Lot i Athe »
ol =E L& shed dake] Hedrk ol & MBHRE 2 A4 BA
B ZEHEHE B sl 1A TS ded s BUE, AN
ButtdtlE Bk = Z3sl Aolel _

oAbl A MY RE KeEE, B EEEH BN cleluv &9 EA,
FiRE RFEE BA L KBR, oz KRMEe SR 55 BAAE
ETY ERKS B - Bofel #WRe £k (centralization of authority)
of 3-+49E Fo & 1A Eikny 2% (political participation) § A1 ¥
&3, ZBi(distribution)d] EAE EARIE MARE ¥ Aok

aE v BHIAE 2 RKHRE B R wd BuhiEEEe] 49
BRES ol sk ¢ BR-S il FLEKe] MY IEREE = BuRdl o
A 2713 =8 wA FAglwl Aelel olv] IR Rl B FEXKS
BOR-E MRS g Bk s R B SR MEE SAde
Aolddeh, AM4l, =R StERKS] MEME Mk S 24 SEe ME
E AAstm o] ALY NMEA AR HEEE HEKS RS NILR Fo

13) Samuel P. Huntington, Political Order in Changing Societies (Cambridge,
1968), pp. 1~92.
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ol HHBRY g Bagen, F5d A4k o) B WHBRE
E, B} M2 BHA (mobilized) R BREE JtENS Prfld S
Bt BMA7)E Aelgivh BIREKe =k e BUiE A¥ME + Usl
o EiheE BE HAEH Y 4t BEEer A49 4 o 29
e Bl E 4 5ol olel EAGA Fay Hibt BHREK
el mBe it@Ry MR B B TE - BEECH] 9 et

3. PEEtE #HiEe] BES RER = ptafy BE

BEHK 2= ft@&py 48 (social characteristics)¥ W¥vle A& of
L Sn oA Bul i @A (social structure) 8} BHLE WEHE Aol
% she}, oubety BREK d@ =9 i@y R RS EEite &
S} FEEE itEE R BLE Vel 3lo] #Ee] e

BRI Eome oA AREs e o A F A gch ol AR
Bogyeld SEE chREHLE THRBAETY BN dY=se Y
BEE EEKY FERREe AV e i@t Hadl A dasEgdet B
HECME S RbEny A b #EA ARl e A P HEEEY it
ko] ARl Lot delvia gl $E vebd el o] WHEL PR
it@el AN B¢ wbEold wHEkS @@l AYAdLEY R en o
#=e] glglet, o) F EFAAN A Fa B2 s BN s
+ Aelglnl Al

4 A, EEHEEFAAE Bl el & F OMLEE HRHE
TR o] il dbel, FEE BMER] BEE B AL EERET
ch>8] B3 3EE (militarist) o] 7H4 FTA% HE Pl =R B A
ZAPc}, E2 BHEERE TEHEET o Ed S84 o m gL g4l
2 =7k geh ook R B d8 RelA WHKES ol R
PES BoE « it AR EflBn RetE F4E A EER B



98 WEHHR HoE
AT ER® AT EMR ] A4 on BIEFE A 44
g o] FTX B3ch v Fa% AL EHHA/L BEE 588
o E TwEln EEEREE] PEREGA oA FEM REHE st
shelvte AMdolvt, orldle 28R 2ok Bihrh Uk BAHL 2
7t e s Al 1938 FAAX BEEKS #EEE ARAEFEA g%e
ol = BTty HEES EIEAY REW FEeA 94E st A9
o S I EREREEY PLE By AYs Vel
Frh

BNhe WHETSE HROZAY 28 (fEd WHETERESY
MAT FAddrl ERe T Lo BREBA WRBFY BEW #
HE AEL + et BRERRES 2849 B Eikne RN,
1930 4% 04 BARS R ALE @, ez 1037 oA 19459 Afo)
of Welal g HKP 58 =5 WAEs EFEEHEE) BEKS Bx
Bl A 289 (LEE 233 d B2 98¢ ¥ Alolvh. Robert
North ¢] 515l ¢ 3bwl, 1929 4 o] 336 & BEMK HREITEAGEKMT
Central Executive Committee)ol} 4| HLAEo] b= dhi w)go] A% 3L
g & deldx et o T hRBETERES o] 349 19 %
0] BEKAS A% Ysle WHHE Aok

of w4l ARRel A& M Bubit @B EE Sigen widq
B o Y] W Eell, olwl MGl EEMEclE “YEgy Yol
TR REZ JebdA SH4lvh. = EHEFTY del= RBHE)
T3 e wek b FTREY HERA S ERSL iRy B (social mobility)
4 Fog Az B A" Aolvh oMk o4 ERE 5%
i BEel o= BEdERHd dade ouvtd WS A= &
B AL Hek BN THEE HAEE Ehstm e GlEE

14) Robert North, Kuomintang and Chinese Communist Elites (Stanford,
1952), p.47.
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A ptge BEEEA w9 4 ddcoke Aelsh zEv 9714
Sel7b A Belof ¥ AL, o B HKRE B4 #MNY HE
ol &R FrAGel e o) BEERY RBHES Fshel MEEFS <r¥
#rb S 9w EFdr =l e 38 TRA ERAF dde Aol
o 4 AA, 28 HEESe] M EA e, Hiael delzs
Ey HREEes ¥R 24, HEVe] S-ehe Bukwy, it
iy BEY T4 AsA T3 dddvte Aelwh ™ 2FL @A =
AEe] AR e S = it@sF AAENA Ykl BN HkE
ZAsA BEST sl 2V ol EslE HEMeE ERE Fd B
B del=2 B9 Flel=ge T4 or ARe] Buhtd &
i OPEERETE, He) R EEEHS FEERILSoR 2lvdld 28T
A EER PiEEE X Bl =% 28 RS B %
ofm AYT eleid PIE st i Aol

e RS Ay delmele @ BREK A clvl=g K
e HERE FE S A3 HeE vhste AN BE EEA
7] ol weks &4 B¢ B4k Robert North 4] Ed &3td BERK
8 EAL =ES BREY St delmgicke 44 o B gl
o A AR ddeke Aelvh P HBFTH MEBE EBRE F
e EAR BE BHAAL 23U 2B Fele odARY Bl
dlzl el del=2AY 288 fEs A5 ke bR sk
vk HE delmd BRMY CHBN MR Folxzx wakg ol
eh, = L el =Ee ARt EEE fdd $E §4T KES
BITR A olell K3t HAClH=EE HRA A4 Buh - HERY
EH BFE7 @R BRsLY @ 23N R, HA REND #
WiREBRE #ehA slddnl Aol =t

15) Ibid., pp.1~5.
18) Ibid., p.59.
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AdAR, EALD =S EHASs v B W BUifEel EAE
o Fd FolAl Sdvh. FHAdR = A% My B A MY
LR R el =gl S e]-2 BAIRS WHTEe] el e s
g B ol AEAR fAEH o HERS delmme gk Uy
2% S AAN Y HE del = REROS 2EY ES MEHE
o] 83t MKW BES I 4 v T @l Felv Aolgr] #Fd 24
ER AL PRGBS BRY BEERE SRR

ol 2h 2 e BRI 1950 FE1RSF 1960 44 MRS YEfibel W
Al HES #EsE ofs WAL Aelvh. Lucien Pyes] ¢j8td 2k
Bk B FEERA A B SR 2 s dse A
ol eb. 1P ol 7] A 1950 RS 60 HERS T(L HEMEB o 2 A ) MR &
BRob 1020 218 30 4R104] Rl ERS 2REE vwaslr] $18e Pye
7F A A st ERS H#d 7hSe 22 stxh AW, Pyed] &8 of
L viehE o Bstn B RHEES b el ERY IEBKE 289
FAE AT Aelr o) e 28 Bl HEm BHEE
I e 2E2 ste T UL BlERS Y (EeY #HRE 7
A Aokdlvhe £ ¥ dodnte Aol

A, ERs BAAEMY GHEBY BARKAY 444 & wast
Prke Aeolnh, sivetd 28 £ FH AR god, wHuly g
fil it@rst A= 9lr] wjFelvt

AliA, BEAEE LHEfee ZES ] drke Aot Hig: EAE
8 DEER THEAATL, HEELY BESREE Lostr) wFoch 2w
A BLE HBE nh@nY B8 (social mobility)S] Hd¢ A Fin EAE
o HRESE doFie, HMIIH BEE Yo Aok

17) Lucian Pye, “Armies in the Process of Modernization,” in J.J. Johnson,
The Role of the Military in Underdeveloped Countries (Princeton,
1962), pp.69~80.
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Pye 8} o] o}7-o ERe] $#-E-S 1920 4ftab 30 (U] whE FRe
A g am w2 EREE wAslE Aok Founx wA, 19204
fooh 30 4£{0S) o BEAEY S 22— & 28] ST BKE
o) ghalg R wrskwl AL oh A Rb—shERA Y MRl Aok M
HAe fled el WHAEY H4HE E 4 drh BNMES AXY 2
b HAS Fagel of ghete] #-$a YglE wERIFE, HAY Ficte
FAEBAY HLeHE 24 F9 44 Zebdm gdsinl Aesh B,
o] WA MHEBEAEL WA RILE wFlekal Pom, = MM &
7 R A AAA R god dF Ak o) FAld HEE LG
48 ANE FANA FRes, £ i@ HEH HAGT 4k
o] AL BEAE] EILE 2 2A 44 WhE H90 uﬂH‘i:Oﬂ
2¥ oJdF g A4 ek Pye B/l EAES DHY LR
#i, MEES R LeBHa 444 Aa4 AT AL PR ch&f.f%i—@l
At ALY E AgEx LEgn, 2Ev BE A BRe BT il
) BEY BEs e AR AdE BHA o] el AL higle
=, weEkd alRAskR Rg AMEE @] W43k Yung-teh Chow
b A7 BPEA FAEY B3+ES ERE R RAN eBDY
A4 whgkelRl 23 GIEE A" 4 g Aol

Chow ol &3kd, RIHL ARY R FHd B9 vgdelz #
W BREHER oMY WEEe S 2 w4 KiEks ER
b A, 298 ehebRele] sbgkale] 1 fEe] 3THEM o4 B4 W
= Aelul,

FAREY A-+F 24, BHY oFEER oy HEE o B 2
EEAES . 2o v 2w 2E Fete BRE Frksln, ER £
o7k K7 AFgel 2E stdda g BEled 1T 27N B4
BRE BEYcE Aol P

18) Yung-telr Chow, Social Mobility in Ching (New York, 1966), pp. 165~72.
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aAd AR B4 SR BEds =g we PEY MEAEU
Bt EER e A ow ROpEe] L Rl ke eleh 43
Aber - Ry RS Bkl M, BBRF erdsk pfd HEMmE S
kgl vl Ae]eh

iR A del o] Ly MRl el slel Al e Fagr b

L FHEREY J kel FulHE ke AHeolvh ol AL b RS
}‘Hi"ﬁ' FaA, &, BEEF EEE =gl BEE M A Al R
b B o4 vk WA thEE Boke) FESE, EERETQ LiEE AEE
Fol] ¥t AW A2 A2 $49 422 £ 4 gleh. Robert North
o ProEE B, 1924de) A 1929 Abele] HIREE <= BERUEH
ol A Rl ErIREAYe] 2, RRFEWES (Wthe Bz Hrsiztn
Agiebe Aoiry, HRES A3 —iHyd S ste Ze, BRELS tE
o Felelrl Rvte #HEMAY MEBAMEES B9 At
BRE ke BEEY shie 280 AL WHHEREY HAER
FAH b Aok, Ab4l 1924, 1926 W 19290l R AR
iR AEx FHEE 2=, WAMEA e Rod A A
Eo] 19248 315l A EA, 1926w 474E, zElzm 1929 Wel &
4R Frgch® el AR MEEe] HEIEIT RS
of alglvla {BEY nbsieh. 1930 44X {LRRe WEE 2, 1000 fre]
AL AR &R 374 A WEE SR, 166 fe] B AV BE
HEol9er, 12040 EF¥EAE, 2elx 89Fe] 28 BE MHH
vbEES A EA A7 e 20 ERRe] Bt A e TEMIE el
RE OMEEY 45459 3¢ &Rstn ddde

ool el A, Whp¥ JuEM odelmol Rl 28 @R Te] M

19) Robert North, op. cit., p,56.
20) Dwight Perkins, Agricultural Development in China' 1368 ~1968(Chicago,.
1969), p.93.
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v B B Aol vkt A g4 SEER Blvidl el BLlLEe] Mk B
Foldeh, BEES MihAdst 28 BREAN BRLR I EEBLE 4
£ 3.8 Felutrh weld BEEK ez EK L= =M A F
=eA 2R BRES BhiEnaks ek BRikel do.? o
Sprhe EE) UAsE dRs] Yk ERE BREIYI=EL FE IF
W BREA & R - B A A RS eE K, Stk
delmde T8 BT @Ml R PEHEN A FRE g 3ol
o] Z-& BRMS delm=Fo] rh4 WEEKLE 2 #Hbd HER XAXE
Fa glodwle Kel, HE# el =g M 2 EAAE vk
A4 BEpeE Ve S e Relrh

LA kel A Bigest & chiclel =) it@ay wekst dad el Lalsl A
B PE AR ih@ny M b #lelvt. o= P BUf
+ HEES LR a8/ B2y £RYCY HBESY imdn S e
o) ob-g L 1902 4 VEER HEHEE £k AN BEhiEe ARk
= 19053 BHBHIES BiEst A2 A #HRAR Aoleh o] i
REEHES AR BIEHES Wikt #-tEFd BEst ol 8R #A
=l M EREAEHY Bk FEE 9o o Aok og
& #fie =Y REHES Ad-E B9 PR @G ateREd S
& JFebr]l Alabgleh, BB 20 {2 B0 PEES B HES %, hE, H
BYHo Bk sk 3 BFES BN BERES oo gafek ol E 3
FeES] BUEGIE ch8dl ot A 4 BfgS BER AEd A4 FHske
MR TR o] Rl fich o] HIETAA B8 Bire 85 HHMHTY
BRI et HOhE A& Eubohdel, BT o] & SEWEB b
FAE- PEMESES dsl=2 AUk, 258 P BSHE K
el 54 BhUE Eabeldeh, BT d8 MR Feeal REle

21) op. cit., pp. 47,49,
22) Tien, op. cit., p.29.
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shegich Y.C. Wang & Bijtell #lsbd, waRBUfFe] o] i Bk e
FHE FHul o) F M BEE e REAY HEE 1915494 4254 E
ol 4 19326l e 785 AER Folwm, I ol FelE 19494 HRHK #
Hrh Bda mba] 2 RS Ald AR Bl ngsiee] K
RHEEANAAD 48 Jebylel

e BERF T MR e mEA sk SHET S MmiEme =
2% il gRd A Tl 2RE Ao AA, QdeElARy Gt
Bl BEEe] WEcl EWME TioEwte]l FREEHHEL 4E 4 ol
o}, BRI BiEY TuES HEY MEE A7)0t dedd. Y.C
Wang 8| W% Sshd, MREE/EH o 1154 vnke] ¥ F4E
TEEEREAA BEA ¥ 4+ dddes, oA 1sldEqbe] ¢4
oHE-& FHEHEEMMNY 2y + dddk EY KB BE#e PEHE
%9 4.5 Hoon, A BRRA-L PEHRE B 2l 2l
o} 2 weld, BUTEE W B R Rbkuke] oz BHEEME
g 4 dglen, o] #E HBEHEE BT LA m&BEel +A3
FoEA =4l

SRS iLEske RAGA vhEhd T8 B MEAEY
) rAiel vk, MR BEE e PR M@ KB FEREEL A4
dslgle] k#fmal EFstel o, BIHEHAA VI E AR
Wang & & =t2w EEEH-E - FE omFAAEE RLUTY
Wil A T5E Abehg = T AE golvhe Aol w0 o] elzke] Ty
2 @BMAEY BEMS e PEY el FHY Fag KRE 2
Ak, KEAYS hREAF Ade e 2 Hx e AEE FuoAd
shAl AR MBAEY HEER dabe] delnd sl wbdl WA A&

23) Y.C. Wang, Chinese Intellectuals and the West: 1872~1949 (Chapel Hill,

1966), p.178. ‘

24) Ibid., pp.152~54.
25) Ibid., p.516.
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FHERE MM RBR Aol Wol sk, o)k KEH HiABM WAL
KA Atolol AR MAW Tl R EHE 24T, TAQ MRS
$o dofon 2¥n R 4EE AAY Fgul Aok L thgel o
SAE HBATY KEH RRBEE BHBHY KRN g e
zelshel, Kol Mol dhe) ARl FAS TLEA = qxh

Guakiel el Alwlsl e ik MBS i AR By B8y B
BIE T WLEES A4 oz ggee Aeld, MR MAEL B
O RRE A2 99 Afel A2 #Re v BNMEE 3A%E
Aol qloleh. KESel M MEEGTHHA e A%, 1Fe HHE
oAl el E BT &9 ol Bl e EENSE AAe TEY HE
Ry Rl o3 BT 28l 249 994 mAW Aok o
eure ehw, BAIRAKS R BEHY SRR EURS RS
o) MIMAEE “HMSM R A gk Fekn dsld A ek
KAere] HEE Ao aa), o] E ARE MBES 28 MESE
el Bl kA BEE AU, G LRSI B
f9el MAE AT wernl Aelvh

2 d7)A el Wang o) fiRel @b BEREAE WA 9%
& glch. Wang & B4 @e i@RIEE EmELE A EER HEE
e MEAEE BHAL 2B A Eel, MBAE EHT + 94
W e 2Bl itE - Bohl B9 AEE EARST ke Weldh
e wedd & REY BoAl £NE MBAEY Ko Fes
A A EEERETS HAS HBENA e Aotk o9
Ao WhE A4 1E @ EeY LE ME A€ 2 HEE &
Wi, s E HES UL MEE S 9E Aol ey 57
oA B e M MEE obd HEel &4l Yt 44
& WAk heom Elrh WMAEE, 0E 2Fel WM Bugmel

26) Ibid., p.502.
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F4 BEE vt ddr ¥AEBE, deAd dsateld e HEE
¥kl 23w Aelch. ES ctoldlel vt FilEel B fRHEE
fste] Fosl obESA A2 AR gdvh wdekA olshzhd ol 4
= BIREEY G Fude] MlAEY 2E Hiel vt R ¥
Ao TLT FAAE A dx Aels

Fel vt A F7hA Robd hR HEA =S AN MRLY 372 B
bt PREGY B LA FA= 41 MEey BEY B8 BEs
skAle] = s Wgel o] AFbA S Bie Med TEEEE BY9A7
Edll, o] A FEEEL HREHS WANA SREEHAS AdEs
VERELS) mREy i MY RS ME Bl SR BT A9 e
W BEEEES, 23 KEmAA =9 Aeg 49w B
o mEER TS gldel ook Wi HALHEM ] M
v BRMEE AT AL odAd Adde HRUIAE 58 o)
A Sele A TEMHES PES RAREERSE 2 BRSY IA R B
e ol F WARIL HEKS THA SEldl AW G L HEAE M
kA @eow <dxlvh

4. B3 9 BEMES REEG

REME 2 AR ES o)A HELE EEHA Ze Wte BUA
fa 4% (political system) ¢} 7L &8 % (social system)7} H4 &= nel g
TGRS T REE ol ¥k o)t 2 BUATtEMEIRMSY FE e 2
& HWEE A7 AL, (1D BukES) (political movement)e] o= it
gHEEozYy o ERES KAYES? (2 oug HEew o #E
o) BMEEES <= mEMEEY JESE=E 2ASHAdE? (3) o4
Holl A o] HEHS] AMEY B HE ¥ BEE ol® MR —Hski
HYErsb? 28y 4714 o F MEES =5 BEdcs AL K
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HEE wlel ] wl o, ARl A BIRE AR AR
BN 2d-& FI o] Aol HEREMNT oIyl MFEE Ao A
Ak 4w @0 2 skl o

2l oln] BMRKY HACERHE FREEREE, B A fEa
of BN, zelx VEEKEA M R PR HEES Be®elsn T
A ek, HEEES Wifatest #eE WESA AT Bl o8 e
Hofeel nAlR olv oSl wl ke« Bif MR 14 HS 0t
AlReh, BERKS TROEM-E e =g P& PR fAe &
s B B3eta dhe 3 olRA HBEES gaena e gl
A}, kAl 282 Eisenstadt 7} o 7] €14 o] Eu} M3t [A 84 (delinquent
community)” 8] #EE-E YA AAE B olv] el = EEEE
AltE st MR W& 4 gl& HEYela LHEAYel s M MmEEE
o w KW fherel ML UHEE (structral dysfunction)e] % F1LE
= g4slet

o-$-7] LERS] BuaSE #HL PEigE WELAYE HBRE 2
BE g Bk ok BRES BORE o1& o] HEpeln MEMLE ¥
o] WHlet. BR¥KSY i@ - Busty iBlE-E ntEliEs mkacds H—
& FAAY D, BHES SE NES g Y ShE AEH
t}. Barrington Moore ¢} 283 Bk (status quo)8 FAFHe HERE
o R S e HEol v HHE o] RE + gdshe Aol
ol o} jE] HEEMRES Wik AT FTAF ARY Ko AR K

27) BB o)L BRK TEYE =Y EEEED E8se B AAdc
& &w Barrington Moore, Jr, -+ BIREZRE vl =9 Hikd ®EY @9
HEsta dob. oF BRES 24 iaMEe hEmEelder, BERE
FHdY e oY et BB EA F 28 REE Ue A itdes B
4 HEAE “Yard Eastde Aol #Es BRES Wl WAEE
Z& 8- W, Moore &= k4] Fif-t HEKY ZEBRE Ay o
4283 gleb. Barrington Moore, Jr.,, Social Origins of Dictatorship
and Democracy (Boston, 1966), p. 196,
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Wikl o8 & g A58 AFE] vl Ao i@ BT
el = “BRAME (marginal peasants)”$] F#]Eeo] oA A Al 9
w zlelrh, *®

2 Ay =Y AFE FsbskE PEY A 9ok Dwight Perkins
e HEA s, e BREFA o 03 4UES AH LME &R

2 233 dgdvke Aeluh ) 1931~36 Y HEES #WitEY A% 2
i BERE MEBERE 1234 Eq o, BLES 474 E, #Esk A
HE B AES AIHAEE A 7] F8ha lgle BlEEY A4+ 2
B Ty 30Hderce gk @2 238458 Vel R 0 e iER
o] $131 8k gl o) B LA (UMY A A% 2a fHie) K
gol AMER T Qlglrl. ol F suEE by wwstx, s W REEes
B R A Mol SRS BRI WL S¥Ract 44
HERe) et 3P

1930 (% ROl A= AMEELS o REEA EE B MERE W
I dgied, veA gL FEe Aele AgAnk M EH ERS
T2 44 HAEE AL vk Perkins 8 F 8o 95k 1930
Y MR ERERAES Atk v Hgdnl Aol o] &
=) ErkEle AL BEREY Frlshe ARkl olFAE ol ge

Fud 8 #E 4 gl Bke LR EEG B et MEAMSY #=
#ipEs AEste TREe k. HEAF FIAT LHE ol f3le MEA
o NMERE-S BERA FRIH R X8 2a e gleh P s
fEAS] /NMERHE A3 ¥ LHFERE 9 THoR AT MERRE

28) Ibid., pp.196,217~18.
20) Perkins, op.cit., p.87.
30) Ibid., p.ol.

31) Ibid., pp.96~97.

32) Ibid., p.104,

33) Moore, op. cit., p. 190,
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EE PMEE o 10 4B o g7 JUrlR 23S 1 WelaR
BE g L3, o] Wil @4 FF AYSAA Lok

AQAS BN ERE BT A 4L Qb BRES Irok
Eel vt £ BEEL olobge BREY THE Mo B
BFEENA & o4 4 ¢+ #R2 2grl Fei Hsiaotungo] o]}
AL AR REER A" 4 &, 2o sbm BEL oF 7034
E7t 289 &FE Sstd B 4Edw 92€ 4 gtk Ao
o0 B B KRS 298] Yeld BREES RAFTR S
Abre = EMATEE €3l eh, Feiol ofsbw 1930 fifkel = 2o} o T8t
BATHIRS 529 £ e RABEE ote Aotk 20 fithie] S
AR I BRY BBHE BEY FEL 5ot o 4%
ol FEv 74X ok 28 BFRFETES T8 EEY HEE
Fok BB Wiel PEEER Bete AA 455y Ay PR 2
RS RARBREE N2 e SEEAE 2 IHE TS HA
FES Bl ER o2 AT ebAE 9 Hnh 10099 Lol
= RES Rl BAE bt g |, 19096 o] el Ay
o] thEE =25 A sk 1020 448 Fbsh 1930 k6] 2w
AR RIS S 9 35 2elA Sdnl Aelvh, el 1928 £
B BEe ] BMEE A3 2o ol welE 205 AEH o)
VBT, 1935 e shel i BERS RBHAS Do 529
14l% vlalA] R3bA] 90w Aolvd, Feid] Earthbound China o BoRs
B AR 2w RRNFTHEN BE-S MRURY ®md T8 A
FE BRFAA AR FFA Hd AL @RS Vels] jie] =
FERFES Aot ) Bl FAste 29 FiEE 2T Yo

34) Hsiao-tung Fei and Chang, Chihi, Earthbound China: A Study of Rural
Economy in Yunnan (London, 1948), p.209, = Moore, op. cit., pp.209
~108] B 101 & ¥z Y A.
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v, BMERS BRE BR FIE fad RSt gl miles w
Folol ol Aae] o Rl WS 2o 4w Aelv. 2 Ry 2
B #e pEEel Al MR Tl ol B PRRLR A ohE PG
2 QrlE 9w SEEE FAEHA B, 2] HelEsl ®|A
& Hd Bag Aolddt. 2EE 2T EMAEERZAY 18 H3
Bal o El @mE, WEHERAY (RS A4kl s o N MKITE
o] mkEol vl MBS HEMISNA U HEe SHEE HWhsiA H
et

Ao Fg e BREES H€ WEE Eohdv REs vt
A Al 22 EA grh. Perkins & vHAl e A4 RRE ToAdm gl
v Bl A 8] BEES B |3 MEe A oFn A 4
2 # v Moore 8 S 2, HUEHETSRS A BH didd 4684
2288 254 Holvhe Aelvh, Bl AAel L pRESO R HR
H e BB delel BTl w3 BRld PBntgel A AFKHE
o BEEE R Sor ol it@fel T BRI WERRE 24
giwl Aleirt. BREL AME FAAA A WFe £& UeA ¢
+ gA ek 2 A ek oF 30 AE WA 405 E 23
 BEEo] A =l dolek. o] ¥ At sHEvl o 434 34 &
2k - BB 2e3n, w7 449 1kl AERAMNE st BE
Heleh A4 FTE 40 HA 5034 ES BFo]dr}, Pearl Buck Zrs
4 Rl iRl Johur L. Buck i8] #M e 2w+ FEF FITFH] 32%¢
g3l om, Perkins & 30~40 ¥4 E o] 4o 2 of @AFgw}. D

Teow S AMFEY A% EAE RS goed akxih K
5re] BB EEL RH. Tawney7b 7|3 o]l &9t “FiEHL(unit of
ownership)” 2 A Rl “HHEBEA (unit of cultivation)”2] H-ale] o
FAE FAH B, o)L 2Ee] AMBGY BEHES E4vdE &

35) Perkins, op. cit., p. 105.
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MY s BLRAS EAlel ARAE 3ly] W Eelwd. AR bl 4
s REFE Bgel el Ak ookl 1920 RS e &
STl A S BEsA bR ebshed SR FRe A L
FrEAEES P MERIES FME) A5 Ao A4 EEEE
E2 20417 PRl A S AMERS SeidAdd & BsE Foinl Aol
oh, REM B e wtEw 191248 28 S AE S EEe] el gl x
23H A e A ATE—ES MEl A, 05 Aesr AR BB
% Perkins = 19 417] &4l &) AEHEsL 1930 402 EEE ol a4
Bl gl delvba eh. 1937 o] MERR] okzhute] &ebbA sk
ohi Ab4 sk wlolele] B4 g zhakRbebw, %2l Perkins ¢ kel
A7 AES 5 A& Aelrh. =hebd ek 4 FAR A ShEE
% Ead B BREOE A+ odd gl

28} Perkins v} Fei o} & Bzl clzle] olv] AAg wHrbx B
o A e ~Hd REFEE Relxn grte Aolel 2brks] Fihshg ok
0HAES v & BFIL LMWE FTESR X, AMERRE BB st
M dgrom, 2w 1930 £ o BEFA MER R
E BERS F ER EEY b g E F Hi] Sldrte AH4eld,

ol s}z BMARIESY #AEL PEIGY Fire dYse oF Fag
FdE HAA 7 AR B “BREME (marginal peasants)”?] o}
FAE TR Aelvh, o] skzh-g RAMEEE FrE WY ity
BiEE AEAE 4 A DA R Buse 934 AV e Qg9
Aelch, RABRES A $YPd sha) A Moore & vhg3) o] 4
59 oA HEta glel,

BT S REGEIRROl e MEMMNAS BAA Euw, Ad Fawlh
) i@ #be pt@y sheleiRl S et HHS BRARRNC dddge
Agelek, HEAA YAl FIRE-L CJMF HRY Sllkd Hakd=bE A4¢
vdebiFn gtk 28] AAdLs FUA RiE e gL 49 oA
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7k grh 2EE 2% REBH LA AY) e AFE dx deve FAH B
ohuiel, =¥ LMATHY Hie BEs BEFRTFS BEMET A4 deddlce
A4 Aol gebe BERY BEAE BRA (marginal)o] gl v} 00

5. ME BEY BUAM Bk AAEHS e HEES

-2l 7b A Fkx) My (EEY BEEC] HUARLER oW EHE R
b7 FEle FEHEES, o] o3% EaE Bihsls RiEikE B
Bl AHE ot vl EEY W PEE HGRE E4E BN
Y BRI clRel gl o] WAER Ead Xo 2244 it
7y & By Al Al B AR FF2 mokel w4 olE
L Hfpel “itdr - BERY W2l (socio-economic roots)”E Fa, 4w I
0 &3¢ TR Aelel, 2w B EHHERES el =4 I
He itd - BEn BEE AR del v AL ohiste B4 v g
#fpel] o AL o]z WEL fRliEo] 44z osHn gnm
Lyle BEEY EBH BEg Aolrh

o #EFAY KM Frel LA Bk A FE Hofheinz & [
JCER G R Y g wE A @0

-4 Hofheinz t= i L] 1927~343d <lole] ARFHE Y5
el &g b Johnson 8] HME wabslm sleh. 29 FHEel ¢ st
wW1927~34 GEe] LPEAn] ol WEe] JEEEM-S oF 000wk Anye] B

36) Moore, op.. cit., pp.219~20,

37) o] GEFA $HEAYY BWNY F47.2.2 % Chalmers Johnson, Revolutionary
Change (Stanford, 1982), 2nd edition 5 Ted Gurr, Why Men Rebel
(Princeton, 1971)% =% 2, E4EA L8 BiEehyd Wr o2 Perez
Zagorin,“Theories of Revolution in Contemporary Historiography,” Political
Science Quarterly (March 1973) pp. 50~51.

88) Hofheinz, of. cit.
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2 8kA] BEha Al al, 0®e] dv= BREE S TRToLEH S
A ert dv HEDHESESE Bdvke Folvl olelzde] & BARL
®E HOEE EMEeu BREE, Bl |E SRS N dade
2 ok FR w2 BHY BRAC e Aol vl HEM BHRY ik
o] oimlBwlzhel]l (o] WM BHRCIE IULEBRE B¢ BRLE)
3jAlEe BHAEL ¢ EYnkEt Ao|rl. Hotheinz 9] o] 3 il
Johnson ¢ #E M43 715 Donald Gillin & #t#e] & &A%
= Ze] obd-g vel Frl. Gillin-g 1935wl 4 19394 4] RIS
HHFY UEEE 2 WA WA Johnson Figel MERELES B
AAZIES] ALRYAE vhgFt o] v Ea glel. “Johnson e 5+
Ao REER, P HERKE R Erge] slrl (1 i ov AR
Y e - BE FAE Srete BRE o Jid kWY e Wk
+ ¥z Y™ Gillinell & F UEHEe AR BMISHLL 19354
M JEEMKS] WEE ERE A o 0s AR [@AiFE 2z 9w
I AEYch Aol vk 19364 2 5 WERE AFE F, RES MY
2 Aol glgi& #ak ohe, RESE A2 2325 2R, 29
AL EEMEN = Al delike] HESOR BeEsh BIFE ALEste (UEESY o
34 1€ Ayatesl 4 Fgc. KA K| UHEANA = A go
4 kg d, 2% ~#He MMEEN.E SHEY RiEE Fkd
ARG 2N 299k shalo] AFH e, oA WHEHR AL g7
v MEES g4l Figd dddddeke Aok weby Gillin 2
BEES PLEHRNE o ol tEEe] BEYHE o+ 4T v+ Johnson
o EiRE 45ctm, HERKY BRI 958 od7av 1B ik,

39) Ibid., pp.1,2,50.

40) Gillin, op. cit., p.277.
41) Ibid., p.270.

42) Ibid., p.271,

43) Ibid., pp. 274~75.
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B BRe] MECEA W g s el ebn ERT

278 Gillin o]y} Hofheinz ¢ = % HA&S @hgol] 2F53 #IRE
B HEKS Seld b T EHEeslrle Johnson o HE
Bt g€ @rb. vhak 2ES L 1937~45w Alelel] HAjE o]
BRS THE Y5sted T4 fHe 7Y SERS b eREN B -
#i& FA8lel = Johnson 8] ] REE 7Helel & Aelete AL BH
# 4 abs Arl. Hofheinz & o8 BRE I A I, BHBR
g OERest 2 BEES) AEKSY Selsb 2 HMBEE ZetrH
WAAk, 2 BitRe Belvh gl BEgel dlrke Aelvh B ok B
R oW SHEE tESedd s 4 EHMET docin Fage

REEHRE A4 dele i@« R BEel EEateld A 23
HBHMAE TAE X8 2v el el AT KELG SVE RE
Bt gleb, 2ol S dbd ok SEEGS S T4 AR FaEh,
vk ZB WS A o2 iRAS WS BUHT BR1H (motivational
explanations) 3 #RREY 31 (contextual explanations)e] x1Eka 9l &
2L ohE obd PE MEEREES TEL I tELE EBY 4N
k%D, AR Hel vl g, BAES H, ¥z KAKEAY ME B
& BRUel ey Aoleh Y o wE ewl R RS B 2=
it - R BMBERCHE Buse) BES AR Y zlelH

agebd 2l A B Bohe oy $33d wEHEIS BHREAN F
A& EFAF 4 gnt #<l7b? Hotheinz 7} ol 78k “URiRgy B4
(contextual theories)”& hiEit &5 39 2ibive AHBR ¥ Pz
o 2 Barrington Moore $] “BBAY ¥ 6% (mechanical theories of
revolutionary causation)”s} Zh-& REEN) RERE] e 2P} 2
of &k o] MUK HMEBELS 2 HH LY o8 Eielx B7stm, it

44) Hofheinz, op. cit., pp.60~61.
45) Ibid.; p.77.




R SREREAY] BuRigmE 115

SRR THEAS B W B AHE RN, B
shiel AN REeA SHEEL e EEE A2 ek Aol
AehAl KR EiRe) BRel wEw R gd AL HEEY BBy F
fol GBS KAE o Fol gtow BRMNS AdAAY HERE
) Bhny EAY @Y che Aot

o] shrb-& FRBHHY REHRY BEIA Rul, Relv N WEER
F& olvizbA @Y R MED G2l 4UAY £ it
GHEAS 92 BiEE] A S YNz UA 2E o wARE
A eolct. Hofheinz & o] #Rilsy Ba#H2 cbE Mol “NiF  BiR{grievance
theories)"& #1217 o 2 A AL ILEBHINY AHAOL ()
B CLHBIEE, R, BREAIES 0% B TS, e A
e BES Tieldt eXEE, MEmeR Wi E aeisd 9
Tzt @A ohB il@ - BoAN MEES oblAR + doe &
& Flsta oleh Wehg 1930 £k 40 1R8] b i@e el it
@] MG i) RS Ay e, RS © S8 mEY 4
A WY e el BAEND TAE, AL Kow BEL &
WA A Aol Fa Aol g FE vk Aotk thEwm dw HaE
Bl U8T WY RS BESE EA S0HAE o] B ek
Ylebe Aolvh, RBLER-S kel WE 0HAESY FHeRE ¥
wol FE BEY FHE DAL 4+ dddE Acld e =g
AEME) =4 RREES BREET o AFHn Eapgedve
Ag gl gvrh, B Ao hREES BREEe JtEKY it
& - Y R BT o ASdelln E o mAmes $AYT. i
B BEE| R TES) Ml RRAKME $AS] Had Q48]
2B g AHERA, o)L AR WEY LHAEL Bhl Wt 5
= ERKS it SEEED SRE $3e 2 AEEL od 1E
B& Adslde v Adich. =2 2B 2FY &id dHe v
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C H R KBRS B APl Mol glelwl HAEEAS HeluHd #BE
€ Al & o8 sl = E4lrh

REEA A 28T 7Hes =] = (counter-elite) 2.4 8] FLEKS] B
B oA ab@Ese MG BEsk Bl A EAT Sy Blfgelsta
g gl Aelrh, SEKS BWEH BEERE WHsd REE
e sRbetd LMSEY 2R S 4 FAYoR4 BWENYS
HEire 2% KiH de= EEer 4% 4+ sdeh A, hF LE
Wl PRl Sl HE T AT sk ohgy E9bE TH
FEtE AL + A ol SRAE WA ]gRE odERrAY
PSS 1REmy BRFe) misllel] AT AT HEeIql& ¥l okl
it famela olwl Ekiaay FEIS wRA g =gl

A, hE RERS AT B8RS BB Fdde tlesl B
Sl A Hejrpx] RYPRL AFKES FHEESHAE Mo, FEHES
B SLEEA A RIS A AL, AdAStE der HfldHe BT
BEAEEE e ek od 94 PR EEFEY EAE ol F4dvl b
EHEHE 28T 28 iL@HIE (social institutions)$] Fisiel] g Q8
S AT #ieldrl Aol

A4 2, BRESE oF HBMHoen HEKL HEALY itE 8%
Bofg BRARC ol A4 LFTHHIEY AFk 2 WmEY e
Toll el ¥ WY TS AR R B E2 S RED
of vlgt AR el gwl Aelvh. oA hE JEEKS o vl L2,
Bl BOR-E AEAE el BEARY THE Q€ 4 d5ih &
BARS Z#HE AS¥eed 2E8L BRI 2R fH@m $HBS sid
£+ A T gt 28-S 2% BRE Bufe] A Henlx o
A E& sl wbTo] Ekeh ol vlrix] ERE o ol #ERLS
TS MR EREE REY o U FEIE 2R ¢ dde
ool B#4 Biokd BRREEL 18Y THE EaEBles BHY
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4+ At

oo, i EKS Sl BRKS KRR e - RN BOR
slalule] ez oprlEl MEARE WA Tl AT AT RE
2 olal® 4 vk, HEHS AdERD KA J2T BER B8R
IR MEEHF EHoRA BRAR THE FIHEGT RES TR
Fhgro s, = o F EMmEBoRA KHAR + e HEN REE
pEEER e 24, HEHS Aotk iE@e) T4 #elcty e BEE B4
5 A

46) BB PE HAEES THA 4l @ MAE¥Y HEHERE © BRE
of w) ol wHEray W zEln @ & o BEREP(1037~45) PIMEIY BREK
FEF 34K HERE ¥ & HMBERE AVL J98L H49 o
A gek 2 KB A ARG AL @8 BRA A hE REXRS
oo s D¥ D8 BREA 4T HHE WAterd HfdE: BERE
FA g Aeldh



118 WK EoE

The Political Economy of Chinese
Communist Revolution

——With Special Reference to the Social Composition
of the KMT Elite and the Structural Dysfunction of
Agricultural System—-

Chang, Daljoong

Few objections will be raised to the view that the Japanese invasion of
China did more than any other single factor to bring about the ultimate
success of the Chinese Communist Party. A leading exponent of
this view, Chalmers Johnson argues that the rise of the CCP to power
should be understood as a consequence of the “national war” of resistance
against Japanese invasion. Without such a national resistance based on
“social mobilization” of the masses, no such rise to power could have
occurred. If we interpret this view in a different way, without the
outbreak of the Sino-Japanese War, the Kuomintang would have been
able to defeat the CCP and unite China.

Since the publication of the book skeptical views have been raised
against whether or not the KMT could have succeeded in consolidating
itself as a legitimate political force capable of leading efforts towards
national integration. This is not to challenge that anti-Japanese
nationalism was the most important factor in the CCP’s suceess, but to
stress that it was the failure of the KMT’s social and economic policies
which contributed most heavily to the CCP’s success. The CCP’s
program which could successfully challenge the - KMT's was to pursue the
concentration of political authority, and at the same time to meet the
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problems of “political participation and “economic distribution.” In
effect, the CCP’s method of dealing with peasants and agricultural
problems was to handle first the problem of distribution, to utilize the
solution of this distribution problem to broaden the base of political
participation, and in turn integrate these newly mobilized peasants and
new political participants into a new framework of centralized authority
provided by the Communist Party and the Red Army.

The reasons why the KMT could not adopt such a program and could
not meet the challenge of the CCP are many, including the attack of
Japan. But it may be reasonable to argue that no less important reason
than the attack of Japan lay in the social composition of the KMT elite
which was intimately related to the nature of its political and economic
program.

The KMT regime was characterized by militarism, loss of revolutionary
dynamism, neo-Confucian conservatism, and party and personal dictator-
ship. All these characteristics of the KMT showed that the political and
economic program of the regime gave the highest priority to centralization
of authority, but restricted political participation and ignored entirely the
issue of distribution. The failure of the KMT to meet these problems
was largely due to the social characteristics of the KMT elite which was
the expression of certain changes in the Chinese social structure
differentiating it from the traditional order. First of all, the KMT
alienated itself from the peasantry, which stemmed from major changes
in the social characteristics of the ruling class, as contrasted with the
ruling elite under the centralized Confucian polity. These changes were
directly linked to the impact of the West which created a very large
gap in the Chinese society, most notably the gap between the urban
areas and the countryside. Another major changes in the social
composition and character of the Chinese elite were the increase in- the
influence of the merchant class and the militarists. With these changes
the KMT was becoming more urban and more of a business class party.
As the KMT became dominated by those people with an urban point of
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view,.it came to disregard the problem of the peasants and the rural
government. The ruling elite from the coastal areas where the self-
seeking tendencies reached its maximum level in the Chinese society
had no contact with the peasant masses and overlocked the problems of
agriculture.

The urban orientation of the ruling group and the retention of a
conservative outlook under the changed circumstances actually increased
the tension within the Chinese socio-political system. Rather than
effectively performing the minimum function of keeping the peace and
maintaining law and order, the ruling group developed characteristics
of the so-called “delinquent community,” widening the physical, psychol-
ogical and symbolic separaticn between them and the peasantry which
aggravated increasingly the structural dysfunction. In addition, the
emergence of the CCP to the pelitical stage tended to polarize the
situation and make the KMT policy more reactionary and oppressive.
The failure of the KMT to register significant advances in the
agricultural sector produced “unmistakable signs” of a decline in the
peasant economic. situation which in turn created growth of a mass of
“marginal peasants” at the bottom of the social hierarchy.

The political meaning of these economic findings is that although
revolution does not necessarily follow a deteriorating economic condition,
the existence of specific grievances such as economic grievance within
the context of ineffective functioning of other structures in the system
may create different kinds of problems from the existence of the same
kind and degree of grievances within the context of effective functioning
of other structures in the system. Thus it may well be that given the
exisence of multiple dysfunction, a relatively low level of grievances in the
economic sphere was enough to trigger a revelutionary response, Moreover,
the emergence of the CCP as a viable and vital counter-elite with a
sociceconomic program combining land distribution and participation with
anti-Japanese nationalism can be easily understood as a response to these
structural defects and malfunctioning of the social system. The CCP,
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depending upon a tightly organized and highly disciplined group of
professional revolutionaries with ideology, organization and socio-economic
program, appesled to and exploited mass discontent from whatever
sources at hand, and employed a variety of means and institutional
forms to achieve its purpose of seizure of power and transformation of
the society.



