Introduction

4 SCHOOL OF THOUGHT in the late 19805 predicted that the post—
Cold War world would be an end point of mankind’s ideclogical evolution
and that liberal democracy would be universalized as the final form of hu-
man government. Indeed, with the collapse of the Soviet Unien, commu-
nist ideclogy largely completed its historical tour of duty as a force for po-
liical change. However, the decline of communism did not lead to the
uruversalization of liberal democracy. Nationalism, instead, was on the rise,
Almost at the same time as Francis Fukuyama was expounding the triumphs
of liberal democncy, Zbigniew Brzezinski called upon the West to pay par-
ficular attention to the “rising fide of nationalism™ in the commumnist world:
“The ongoing crisis of communism within the once homogeneous Soviet
bloc is likely to define itself through increased national assertiveness and ever
rising national turmoeil”’! Peter Alter, 2 European scholar, also suggested that
“after the collipse of commumnism it 15 realistic to assume that nationalism
will continue to be a urversal historical principle decisively structuring in-
ternational relations and the domestic order of states well into the next cen-
tury. > Their warnings unfortunately came to be largely warranted.

Indeed, the end of the Cold War has precipitated an epidemic of rising
nationalism that has aroused ancient hatreds and territorial conflicts in many
parts of the wodld. The emergence of nationalism in the post—Cold War
world, a5 in earlier eras, was “expressed both in the challenge to established
nation-states and mn the widespread reconstruction of identity on the basis of
nationality”? Nationalism, in this way, inspired two broad categories of state-
seekers. Old state-seekers sought to reestablish preexisting states, brought
down the multinational Soviet empire, and caused turmoil in other coun-
tries. New state-seekers directed nationalist sentiment to the construction of
entirely new nation-states in central Asia and threatened the very survival of
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established nation-states in the Balkans. Although natonalism has inspired
state-seekers, it has also been instrumental for “state-retainers " It has been the
case that incumbent political elites use nationalism as an emeotional glue to
hold the multinational commurst state of the People’s Republic of China
(PR.C) together during the turbulent transition to the postcommumnist era.

This development contrasts with the prediction that nationalism would
soon be overwhelmed by the leveling effect of economic and technelogical
globalization, the future world would ne longer be contained within the
limits of nation-states, and state sovereignty would not likely continue to be
the disunguishing principle of political erganizations. Recurring nationalist
conflicts have shown that there 1s no immediate prospect of transcending
nationalism, either asa principle of legiimization or as the basis of political
organization. In spite of growing economic interdependence and conse-
guent changing political values, nationalism has remained a salient phenom-
enon and has served to legitimate the politics of nations, however repressive
or exploitative they may be. Although it 1s too early to say that nationalism
is an enduring anachronism within the world of modermnity, it 15 certainly
true that “the national question 1s still a virulent, poisonous one.™

As long as the national question continues to structure political struggles
and the nation-state remains the primary sovereign political structure, na-
flonalism will be an indispensable subject of historical and social science
analysis. Although the literature on nationalism was already enormous, the
resurgence of mationalism has aroused new interest in the enduring and
complicated subject. The lLiterature on nationalism, like the literature on any
other complex topic in the social sciences, has been characterized by many
controversies and has been beset with much conceptual confusion. Benjamin
Alkzm called the literature on nationalism a “termineclogical jungle””® Arthur
N. Waldron complained,“capturing natienalism in a theory has proved to be
a difficult task”® Peter Alter described nationalism as “one of the most am-
biguous concepts in the present-day vocabulary of political and analytical
thought"” Thomas Metzger and Ramon Myers claimed that nationalism
“has so far eluded the definitional exercises of schelars”® Although the up-
surge of new mterest in nationalism may have clarified or revealed much
more than earlier scholarship did about this important phenomenon that
dominated human affairs for a good part of the nineteenth and the entre
twentieth centuries, it has certainly raised more questions and controversies
for study at both the empirical and conceptual levels.

This book 15 not an exercise in the definition of natonalism in general;
rather, it grapples with nationalism in a single but enormous country—
China—that has struggled to construct 2 modern nation-state and to find its
rightful place in the modern world. It is an attempt to shed Light on the most
pernicious, relentless, and tenacious political phenomenon in that country.
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Nationalism a5 2 modern concept was introduced from Europe and Meiji
Japan by seasoned Chinese political elites in the late nineteenth century to
regenerate China and remamed a central theme of twenteth-century Chi-
nese politics. However, there was a conspicuous lack of mterest in Chinese
nationalism in both the Chinese and Western scholarly communities for
many decades. Luo Houli surveyed Chinese-language literture on nation-
alism and discovered that only a handful of Chinese books and articles on
the subject were published before the 19805 and that most of them appeared
in the last two decades of the twenteth century.® Lucian Pye mn his 1993
survey of Western literature on nationalism in China found that, as a2 whole,
Chinese nationalism remained poody understood and madequately studied.
Although it was commonplace for schelars to treat nationalism as one of the
most important forces in the emerging states of the postcolonial world in
the 1950s—60s, the study of China was generally not included in this great
intellectual endeavor. Because China at the time was vigorously engaged in
pursuing its quest for a Maoist utopia, most Western scholars found Maoism
to be distinctive, if not peculiar, and characterized Chinese communism by
its internationalism mther than nationalism. Te them, Marxism appealed to
the proletarian revolution througheout the wodd and such an appeal should
have little to do with natienalism. China specialists were alse happy to ac-
centuate the uniqueness of China and preferred not to put the study of
China into 1 comparative context. Thus, the study of Chinese nationalism
was not developed at a time when it was a popular subject in political sci-
ence and other disciplines in the social sciences. !

During the early vears of the PRC, only a few schelars systematically
studied the Chinese commumist revolution from a nationalist perspective.
Benjamin Schwartz was one such pioneer. In his landmark book of 19351, he
argued that Mao Zedong did not follow Marxst and Leninist dogma, but
instead created a unique model of peasant revolution with natienalistic fea-
tures. Chalmers Johnson was another leading scholar who systematically
linked Chinese communism and nationalism. In his classic 1962 study of
Chinese commumnist—led peasant resistance during the Sino-Japanese War,
Johnson sought to uncover the origins of communist power in China, Chi-
nese nationalism began to receive a great deal of scholarly scrutiny only af-
ter its resurgence in the post—Cold War era. This belated but serious mter-
est produced a scholarly debate over several important issues.

Although Chinese nationalism was largely a twentieth-century phenom-
enon, nationalism in general was hardly quiescent in modern wozrld history.
It was, arguably, the most powerful idea and nearly universal sentiment af-
fecting national and international politics for centuries during the modern
er. As Joseph 5. Nye categorically stated,“nationalism proved to be stronger
than socialism when it came to bonding working classes together, and
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stronger than capitalism that bound bankers together”!! Peter Alter also
claimed that“nationalism 1s a political force which has been more important
in shaping the history of Europe and the woild over the last two centuries
than the ideas of freedom and parliamentary democracy, or, let alene, of
communism.” '* The power of nationalism came from the fact that it “lo-
cates the source of individual identity within a‘people; which is seen as the
bearer of sovereignty, the central object of lovalty, and the basis of collective
solidarity "t

Where did this powerful force come from? This is a complicated and
controversial question. As Michael Robinson has indicated, “most theories
focus on nationalism’s power to transform societies, but its origins and me-
chanics remain too complex to encompass in a single formulation.™* In-
deed, there has been very little consensus even on the meaning, let alone the
origins, of nationalism. The man differentiation is between primordialism
and instrumentalism, Primordialism argues for an essentially unchanging na-
fional identity consisting of certain “givens” of social existence mto which
one 1s born, and which determine one’s group loyalties. People with certain
shared physical and cultural characteristics form an intrinsic awareness of
their collective identity and come to psychologically identify with the na-
flon-state. The traditional lovaltes vested in this identity give rise to very
strong common sentiments, which are the wreducible bedrock on which
common interests and claims tend to be based. Accordingly, nationalist loy-
alties can be viewed as essentially emotional and “nherently irrational or ex-
tra-rational m the sense that they supposedly viclate or transcend consider-
ations of self-interest” Russell Hardin regarded “primordial, atavistic,
inconsistent, and other motivations not intended to serve either the individ-
ual or the group interest asirrational. . . . Individual motivations to serve the
group- or national-level interest more or less independently of immediate
individual costs and benefits are extra-rational.”’'* As an essentially unchang-
ing sentiment, in the primordialist view, nationalism is not merely 2 modern
phenomenocn since rudimentary nations and protonationalism existed in the
premodern world. As George L. Mosse asserted, “nationalism existed in most
European nations during the Middle Ages!®

By contrast, instrumentalism argues that primordial attachments are con-
fingent and subject to manipulation. Nationalism, therefore, is explained as a
result of essentally self-interested behavior, and nationalist consciousness is
seen as a consequence of the historical context in which some mterests or
political forces successfully imagined a political commumnity or national his-
tory and persuaded people of artificially shared origins that they were in-
deed one people: a nation. This process had the effect of removing differ-
ences within the political community and replacing them with 1 commen,
hegemonic order of signs, symbols, and values. This approach emphasizes
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the subjective nature of nationalism, as expressed by Benedict Anderson’s
conception of “imagined national communities” and Eric Hobsbawm's con-
ception of “mvented national traditions,” and rejects any idea that national-
ism 15 primordial. From this perspective, narratives of nationalism, including
interpretations of nationalistic symbols like the Great Wall of China, are in-
vented histories or traditions. Hobsbawm categorically stated that “the na-
flon, with its associated phenomena: nationalism, the naton-state, national
symbols, lustories and the rest, all rest on exercizes in social engineering
which are often deliberate and always innovative, if only because historical
novelty implies innovation.”!” Although Anderson did not go so far as to
state that the primary significance of nationalism lies m its supposedly in-
strumental, functional role, he did maintain that in an age in which cosmi-
cally rooted religion declined, nationalism provided a quasi-religious center
of meaning for vast multitudes. Nationalism 15 thus situational. The con-
struction of a nation and consequent nationalism is a rational cheice of po-
liical entrepreneurs in response to specific circumstances. Rational means
that people act in a manner that accords with their own self~interest.
Though it 15 possible for individuals to be mistaken about what constitutes
their interests, mtional individuals always act according to their perceived in-
terest. Their identification with such things as ethnic groups is not primor-
dial, or somehow extra-rational in its ascendancy of group-over-individual
interests, but is rational because it iz in their interest. To 1 certain extent, in-
strumentalism was supported by modernization theorists who connected the
emergence of nationalism to the “great transformation” of modern time.
According to Ernest Gellner, for much of history, villages, city-states, feudal
settlements, and dynastic empires were far more pervasive poliical units than
nation-states. Only after the nation-state was constituted in modern Europe
did nationalism come into existence, either as an expression of an existing
nation-state or as a challenge to it on behalf of a future state.'®
Nationalism has played both constructive and destructive roles in modern
history. John L. Comaroff and Paul Stern made a useful distinction between
the “mward-directed sentiments" that hold a nation together and the “out-
ward-directed sentiments that heap hosulity upon others”!® As inward-di-
rected sentiments, nationalism once appeared as a doctrine to express a po-
litical desire for national independence among people who believed they
had 2 common ancestry or 2 common pelitical destiny in a territory partic-
ularly identified with their lustory, an idea around which the medern na-
flon-state system was created and remained mntact. It also functioned to free
many nations from alien rule, served as the ideclogical underpinning of an-
ticolonial movements, and contributed to modernization. As outward-di-
rected sentiments, however, nationalism, especially its extreme versions that
were assoclated with racist arrogance and ignerance, hasbeen a driving force
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for collective yearning and aggressive posturing in the name of the nation,
responsible for many human tragedies in modern history. Hans Kohn
claimed that the history of nationalism represented a progressive degenera-
flon from rationality inte a kind of madness as it consumed its own legin-
macy 1n violence, war, and messianic authorntarianism. ™ Although some
scholars have criticized Kohn's view as “both Eurocentric in the extreme
and also heavily focused on the special experience of Germany and Italy,
the prevailing image of nationalism in the post—Celd War world has re-
mained negative. Nationalism has often been regarded as an emotional and
irrational manifestation of primordial sentiments, fueling the destructive
warfare of the first half’ of the twenteth century and the bloody and tragic
ethnic conflicts in the former Yugoslavia and the Balkans after the end of
the Cold War, A new nationalism, or “a nationalistic unversalism™ as Hans J.
Morgenthau called it, has been seen as particularly dangerous for a state
strong enough to impose its will on others and hence a source of nterna-
fional aggression and confrontation in the late twenteth century.®

However, a direct link between nationalism and international aggression
is by no means automatic. In the discussion of nationalism, aggression and
warmengering have often been taken for granted. The extensive attention
paid to the rise of Chinese nationalism in the 19905, and the alarm that it
generated, illustrate this assumption. Indeed, as commumnist ideclogy has
gradually lost its grip, the Chinese Communist Party has rediscovered the
utility of nationalism. “In place of the revolutionary legitimacy of Marxism-
Leninism, the regime substituted performance legitimacy provided by surg-
ing economic development and nationalist legitimacy provided by inveca-
tion of the distinctive characteristics of Chinese culture"® As a result, the
nationalist conception of China as a nation-state with interests that must be
protected and advanced in competition with those of other nation-states has
replaced the old conceptions of class division and communist international-
ism. Furthermore, the nationalist conception 1s now shared by the commu-
mist state and its liberal critics. The resurgence of Chinese nationalism has
alarmed Western observers who believe nationalism can be destructve.
They are particularly concerned about what the awakemng of the “hidden
dragon” may mean for the world and worry that China, with the spectacu-
lar growth in its economic and military capacities, may try to regain its an-
cient glory by taking an aggressive posture toward its neighbors and Western
powers,

Is this concern well founded? To seek answers to this controversial but
crucially important question, this book conducts an empirical study of Chi-
nese nationalism by tracing its erigins and the major forces that shaped its
content and by investigating its mmifications for China'’s foreign policy be-
havior. In particular, this book tries to find answers to the following impor-



Introduction 7

tant questions: What are the sources of Chinese natonalism? Is the content
of Chinese nationalism eternal and objective or contextual and situational?
Is Chinese nationalism an emotional and irrational sentiment that transcends
considemntions of self~interest or a rational choice of political forces based
on calculations of their selfinterest? What have been the different roles of
major political forces, namely, the authoritarian state, liberl intellectuals, and
ethnic groups, acting out of self~interest, n the construction of Chinese na-
tionalism? Is Chinese nationalism an “inward-directed sentiment” that holds
the nation together or an “outward-directed emotion” that will become a
destructive force?

Talkung a historical approach to the study of Chinese nationalism that
tempers primordialism with a careful measure of instrumentalism, this book
is composed of seven chapters in addition to this introduction. Chapter 1
presents theoretical debates on the issues of Chinese nationalism and lays
out the analytical framework of the book. Chapter 2 places Chinese nation-
alism in a historical context in order to explore the political and mtellectual
struggles that brought about nationalist consciousness in China. Chapter 3
traces how the competing nationalist programs of the Chinese Nationalist
Party (Kuomintang or KMT) and the Chinese Commumnist Party (CCP)
shaped the emergence of Chinese nationalism. Chapter 4 focuses on the re-
lationship between personal and natienal rights in Chinese nationalist dis-
course, and in so doing seeks to illuminate the evolution of libernl national-
ism and its challenges to state natiomalism. Chapter § examines the
challenges ethnic nationalism presents to the myth of the unitary Chinese
nation-state and the instrumental policy responses of the communmnist state.
Chapter 6 elaiborates on the content of a state-led nationalism by an in-
depth case study of the patriotic education campaign of the 19g0s. Chapter
7 analyzes the foreign policy ramifications of Chinese nationalism.



