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The Discussions Related to San-min-chu-i in
Independent Critic

Yi-Shen Chen

Abstract

Independent Critic, pubvlished from 1932 to 1937 and edited chiefly by Hu
Shih, was a weekly magazine of political comment, and the main contribu-
tors were the professors of National Peking University and National Tsing
Hua University. The 1930 s was not only a time of KMT’s tutelage but also a
time of tension between China and Japan. The main contributors of /ndepen-
dent Critic stood on the position of liberalism, criticizing the problem of con-
stitutionalism, diplomacy, economy, education, etc. at that time. But this
article only concentrated to analyze their views about “San-Min-Chu-1” .

In Sun Yet-sen’s late years, he promoted ‘“anti-imperialism” , which
did become the trend from the 1920 s to the 1930 s, but Hu Shih and Chiang
Ting-fu thought the slogan of “anti-imperialism” impractical and that
Chinese should have had self-examinations of their cultural and political
weakness. In Hu Shih’s mind, to criticize the traditional culture did not con-
flict with his belief of nationalism. There were controversies in Independent
Critic about whether it was better to unite China by force or in a peaceful way
, and this kind of controversies to some extent were originally related to the
different standing of democracy or dictatorship.

Hu Shih, Chang Fo-chiian, and Hsiao Kung-chuin did their best to give
criticism about the theory of tutelage on Min-Chuidn-Chu-l (democracy),
and the criticism of five-yuan system given by Chen Chih-mai was worth

mentioning, but it was difficult to find an obvious replaceable design in Ix-
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dependent Critic | because they believed that, with regard to political systems
, there wasn’t any perfect and unique standard but the standard at the right
time and in the right place.

As for the respect of Min-Sheng-Chu-I (socialism) , there were contro-
versies in whether China was suitable to perform “controlled economy” in
the 1930s. Ting Wen-chiang, who advocated dictatorship, thought that
there was not the condition for China to perform “controlled economy” yet
. Regarding the tenant farmers’ problems, there was no objectionto “and to
the tiller” in principle, but there were different evidences and views about
the degree of burdens between land-owners and tenant farmers. This means
that, they were searching for a reformative way rather than a revolutionary
way to resolve countryside problems. From the above, the consistent stand-

ing of the liberialism to the various problems seems to be found,
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