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Preface
Don.C.Price

I well remember the words of my teacher John Fairbank, who
warned his students, " Chinese scholars will always know a great
deal more about their history than you will." One of his most
brilliant students, Mary Wright, a senior colleague and mentor to
me, complained that in using the Chinese language she always felt
like a cripple and always insisted that her students take every
opportunity to learn the language better than she had. In my own
generation, graduate students had better opportunities, but most of
us Americans still feel at a severe disadvantage in their study of
Chinese history.

So it is with considerable uncertainty about my qualifications
for the task that I undertake to write this Preface. If I dare to do so,
it is because I have been able to pursue one aspect of the 1911
Revolution in depth, and because Mr. Zhu Zongzhen raises very
broad questions in which comparative perspectives are important,
and when it comes to comparative questions, none of us are experts

about everything, and there is plenty of disagreement. It is, of



course, always gratifying to see agreement between the views of
foreign scholars and those of their Chinese colleagues. Of course,
the Chinese colleagues dont always agree among themselves, and
their debates continue to be a major J& & and source of
information for us outsiders.

These thoughts come to mind as I recall my first encounter
with Mr. Zhu in 1981 at the international conference on the 70th
anniversary of the 3 2 ¥ f}7 in Wuchang. On that occasion he
expressed the view that Song Jiaoren (my special research topic)
was a B 2 2. When Mr. Zhu was ecriticized by his Chinese
colleagues for his view, I knew too little Chinese language and
Chinese history to understand that it was because they thought he
had " GREKBETIEF." I said that I thought he was right to
stress the importance of Song’s faith in parliamentary government,
although I did not agree that the faith was so unrealistic. As for
broad comparative questions, I also remember that there was some
discussion of the question whether the ¥ Z ¥ 4y should be
called a ¥ /=B % % 4. Then the French scholar Dr. Marianne
Bastid stood up to point out: " #kE%H BENEEEERES
— TR RER. PEAERASARIBTT. 2 REL
Efﬁ'ﬁ WE-FUB?" Here was another foreign scholar intervening in
a Chinese debate. In the present volume, Mr. Zhu returns to the
issue whether it is useful to characterize the ¥ZHfrasa" wre

B4t ¥ 4r,"  and points out that it is more important to understand
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the many complex forces at work in that revolution than to give it a
label.

Since 1981 I have met Mr. Zhu at several conferences in
China, and more recently in America. We have carried on a
continuous argument about the question whether the 1911
revolution could have produced the kind of constitutional
government that Song Jiaoren hoped for. I have dared to disagree
with Mr. Zhu’s pessimistic view partly on the basis of my research
on Song, and partly on the basis of my comparative perspective,
which has taught me that power—sharing government arose in the
West without any uniform social basis, and without any strong
commitment to (not to speak of understanding of) democratic
principles. After more than twenty years of disagreement, Mr. Zhu's
present review of the 2001 conference papers has almost persuaded
me that he is right. Neither the efforts of Song nor the comparative
relevance of Western history can be properly assessed without the
broad knowledge of the Chinese context that he can wield in such a
debate, and Fairbank’s words come back to me.

The present volume is, of course, not narrowly focused on the
question whether the 1911 revolution could have succeeded. Mr.
Zhu is concerned with the concrete Chinese historical context, and
the ways in which it determined the course of the revolution in the
1911 era and beyond. He considers the whole range of elite

political thought and, more important, habits of behavior. He
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considers the continuing influence of traditional Confucian scholar
and bureaucratic mentality on the economic and political
developments. He considers the impact of the devolution of power
in the revolution, and the nature of the new Z {4k [ military
power, reflecting regional interests and personal ties and rivalries.
He considers the contradiction between political thought and the
real interests of the powerful individuals and groups, and finds the
new political thought largely irrelevant to China’s immediate
realities. In all of these developments, he finds ample reason for
the fall of the dynasty, but no clear class basis for the power
struggles, and no solid social base for a new form of government.
The 2001 conference reflected a great advance in the extent,
quality and sophistication of research on the 1911 revolution over
the previous twenty years. The topic of the conference, " the 1911
revolution and twentieth century China,” prompted participants to
consider the long —range significance of the revolution, and their
concrete research provided Mr. Zhu valuable support for his views.
Beyond his commentary on the conference articles, however, Mr.
Zhu draws our attention to centuries of earlier Chinese history,
pointing out the difference between China’s strong bureaucratic
culture and the evolving political culture of the West. This is surely
an important factor as we consider the question whether the 1911
revolution in China really resembled the political struggles leading

to political and social modernization in the West. It is not enough
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to compare the political programs of reformers and revolutionaries
with the modern, foreign political ideologies they adopted. If the
new ideas were not widely understood, as Sun Zhongshan himself
complained, even within the political organizations that advocated
them (not to speak of the powerful groups that opposed them) ,
and if they could not be used to mobilize a broad social base, the
revolution did not really represent those programs and ideologies.
Rather, the fall of the Qing more closely resembled the fall of
earlier dynasties, followed by prolonged struggles between warlords
with their private armies.

Under such circumstances, China was faced with the
conflicting tasks of national reunification under a ot AT and
the building of a modemn social, economic and political system.
Drawing on his own and others” studies of the Republican era in
China, Mr. Zhu goes beyond the 1911 revolution to show the
practical difficulties of this transition to modemity. Current
English ~language research on modern China deals with many of
the issues that Mr. Zhu addresses —the difficulty of military
unification, the failure of the Guomindang to mobilize popular
support, or even to represent the interests of national bourgeoisie,
and the continuing strength of pre—modern habits and values in the
social and political realms. In many respects, this research supports
his interpretation. Likewise most Western scholars, while accepting

the importance of class struggle in twentieth century Chinese
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history, have generally assigned equally great importance to the
resilience of China’s bureaucratic and Confucian culture in modern
times, and they will welcome Mr. Zhu’s discussion of this subject.

This is not to say that Western scholars, who disagree among
themselves, will all agree with the views in the present volume.
Some would not deny the elements of corruption in the
Guomindang regime, and the internal contradictions within its
modernizing project, but would still argue that if Japan had not
invaded, it might have succeeded, even without popular
mobilization. But even they do not contend that success would have
been likely. Most recently others will contend that by the end of
the twentieth century, forms of modernity around the world have
proved to be so diverse, and so changeable, that the concept of
modernization itself is no longer very useful. At an abstract
theoretical level this may be true. it does not, however, constitute a
very important problem for Mr. Zhu's interpretation. The goals of
Chinese revolutionaries and reformers at the time of the 1911
revolution —social and political democracy, and national strength
and prosperity based on modern téchnology -remained the goals
throughout the twentieth century. They were sufficiently clear that
it remains an important and useful task to understand the obstacles
to their attainment.

The building blocks of Mr. Zhu’s grand synthesis will be

familiar to students of modern Chinese history. But his synthesis of
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these issues remains his own. He offers an important perspective on
the problems of modernization in twentieth century China, and of
the role played by the 1911 revolution. The interplay between
culture, politics and economic development remains a rich field for
further research, and the paradigm that Mr. Zhu proposes has
raised the kinds of questions that should inspire such research for

years to come.
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