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level, this book takes a significant step in rethinking the binarized understanding of 
Hollywood and China as the self and the other, and unpacks the various 
implications of foreignization and localization in these industries’ long history of 
cinematic exchanges. 
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The papers of this volume all concern the interplay of ideology and power in early 
China. Due to lingering uncertainty concerning the exact dates of the relevant 
sources—both excavated and transmitted—the notion of “early China” cannot be 
strictly determined. But in this volume it refers mostly to the period of intellectual 
diversity, political fragmentation, and gradual unification that preceded and 
initiated the imperial era: from the Springs-and-Autumns (770–453 BCE) till the 
Han dynasty (206/202 BCE–220 CE), with a focus on the Warring States period 
(453–221 BCE). While the relation between ideology and power is not discussed 
in general terms, each paper shows how a variety of early sources can be fruitfully 
interpreted as more or less explicit expressions of ideological positions related to 
the power of regimes, dynasties, states, rulers, and their ministers. Whether 
philosophical, historical, or bureaucratic, all the studied early texts assume, contain, 
or promote one or more visions of political order. 

The papers of this volume were presented at an international workshop in May 
2012 at Hebrew University. The guest of honor was professor emeritus Liu Zehua 
from Nankai University, a historian and scholar of traditional Chinese political 
thought. His general and polemical paper “Political and Ideological Authority: 
The Concept of the ‘Sage-Monarch’ and its Modern Fate” constitutes the epilogue 
of this volume. It sets the frame of the other contributions by describing the hardly 
contested limits in which various ideologies took shape. Despite its initial diversity, 
the thought of the Warring States period merged toward an identification of the 
political and moral ideal in the pinnacle figure of the sage, a status that was 
subsequently claimed by the First Emperor of Qin, and that was increasingly 
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institutionalized during the imperial period. The creation of institutional tools to 
prevent Chinese emperors from imposing their will, has therefore never been a 
priority. A lack of awareness or critical assessment of this very frame has, according 
to Liu, facilitated the veneration of Mao Zedong and the currently questionable 
Confucian hype in modern China. 

The other papers can be seen as addressing specific facets of this ideological 
frame: its emergence and functioning, its tensions and contradictions, and the 
possibilities for independence and disobedience. They all focus on a more specific 
topic, indicating complexities, raising questions, and supplying detailed 
information. They provide novel insights in notoriously difficult texts (Gentz, 
Kern), largely neglected sources (Cook), archeologically discovered manuscripts 
(Luo, Sanft), a wide scope of textual material (Goldin, Sterckx), and interpretative 
complexities (Graziani). The eight papers are ordered in two parts: the former four 
discuss foundational notions such as unity, Heaven’s Mandate, and model figures 
from the past; the latter four papers concerns more practical issues such as the 
difficult relation between the ruler and his ministers, or the state’s control of its 
subject. 

Foundations 
In “Representations of Regional Diversity During Eastern Zhou Dynasty,” Paul 

Goldin reflects on the specific combination of unity and variety that was promoted 
in pre-imperial texts. While at a political level the various states increasingly 
moved toward unity, artistically the state of Chu moved away from its original 
conformity with the Central Plane, increasingly expressing its own cultural identity. 
Perhaps the political unification not only allowed for such artistic variety, but even 
gave rise to the urge of subjected regions to artfully insist on their uniqueness. 
Goldin’s paper reminds me of the growing tensions that are currently threatening 
the European community, and it perhaps posits the Warring States period as a 
model for political unity, containing a rich array of cultural variety. 

The second paper, by Luo Xinhui, treats the foundational notion of Heaven. In 
“Omens and Politics: The Zhou Concept of the Mandate of Heaven as Seen in the 
Chengwu 程寤 Manuscript,” Luo analyzes a very short manuscript. Reportedly 
looted from a Warring States Chu tomb, it was titled Chengwu by its editors (on 
the basis of a long-lost chapter from the Yi Zhou shu 逸周書), and was recently 
acquired by Tsinghua University. Luo divides the manuscript in two sections, 
arguing that the former, hitherto unknown, text dates from the 
Springs-and-Autumns or early Warring States period, and the latter from the 
middle Warring States period. The most important difference between the two 
sections concerns their visions of Heaven as, respectively, a venerated deity using a 
dream to announce the Zhou conquest versus the moral authority rewarding 
proper political behavior. Though very informative and interesting, I have 
reservations about Luo’s certainty that the second section indicates a “drastic shift” 
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(p. 57) and may even be a “subversion” of the message of the first (p. 64). With a 
manuscript of no more than nine slips (including one broken), without title, but 
identified with (and named after) a lost chapter that was reconstructed in the Qing 
dynasty on the basis of transmitted fragments, there is no harm in being somewhat 
more tentative when speculating about the division and chronology of texts. The 
amount of lacking information on early China is simply enormous; acknowledging 
this fact does not diminish the value of one’s research. 

The third chapter, “Long Live the King! The Ideology of Power Between 
Ritual and Morality in the Gongyang zhuan 公羊傳,” is written by Joachim Gentz, 
one of the major specialists of the Gongyang zhuan in the West. While the 
Gongyang Commentary interprets the “regular records,” “deviating records,” and 
“absent records” of the Springs-and-Autumns Annals (Chunqiu), Gentz shows 
how we can interpret the Gongyang’s own ideology by not only focusing on its 
ritual rules and historical narratives, but also on its meaningful silences. This is 
indeed a rewarding approach when studying any written (Chinese) source.4 In 
relation to the Gongyang zhuan, for example, the absence of any criticism of the 
Qin indicates, according to Gentz, a pre-Han date. As for the content, by 
highlighting some crucial terms “that are conspicuously and significantly absent in 
the Gongyang zhuan” (p. 98), Gentz identifies “a distinct ideological stance” and 
“a very particular view that does not reflect any of the traditionally defined school 
positions of Warring States or Han China” (p. 105). It “certainly is a Ru 
(Confucian) position,” but one that stresses ritual as an impersonal means of 
achieving order while allowing space for moral expediency; it thus “formulates a 
counterposition to a system of techniques (shu 術) of rulership” (p. 105). Gentz’ 
study, based on his long acquaintance with the Gongyang zhuan adds valuable 
clarity and specificity to this understudied text. Convinced by his own 
methodological appeal to absences, the reader wonders about the largely absent 
Guliang zhuan 穀梁傳 in this paper: a detailed comparison between the twin 
Chunqiu commentaries on the same items would perhaps depict the Gongyang 
Commentary even more sharply than the absence of a selection of terms from a 
wide variety of contemporary texts. 

In “Language and the Ideology of Kingship in the ‘Canon of Yao,’” Martin 
Kern tackles a difficult and often debated text, the Book of Documents (Shangshu

                                                               
4 As Simon Leys has pointed out in relation to contemporary issues, a China scholar “must 
carefully watch the celebration of anniversaries, the noncelebration of anniversaries, and the 
celebration of nonanniversaries.” See Simon Leys, “The Art of Interpreting Nonexistent 
Inscriptions Written in Invisible Ink on a Blank Page,” The New York Review (November 10, 
1990): 8–11. See also http://www.nybooks.com/articles/1990/10/11/the-art-of-interpreting- 
nonexistent- inscriptions-w/. 
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尚書), more specifically the initial chapter, “Yao dian,” of the modern-text 
version (jinwen 今文), which combines the two first chapters—the one on Yao 
and the one on Shun—in the less reliable ancient-text (guwen 古文) Book of 
Documents. Considering the chronological distance of both versions from the 
events they report upon, they are equally unreliable as merely historical records, 
but nevertheless interesting as ideological testimonies of their own times (p. 118, n. 
1). On the basis of a thorough analysis—taking into account the content, historical 
background, the exegetical tradition, grammar, rhetoric, and rhyming 
patterns—Kern suggests that the two parts are in origin separate texts promoting 
different ideologies. The former part treating Yao as a charismatic ruler in a 
personal relation with his officials fits with a late Warring States background; the 
latter part, depicting Shun as an impersonal ruler presiding over an impersonal 
bureaucracy, bears witness of an early imperial atmosphere. Compared to Luo 
Xinhui’s similar claim concerning the Chengwu manuscript, Kern’s paper benefits 
from the length of the studied text, its long exegetical tradition, and the stated 
tentativeness of his conclusions. 

Textual Battles 
“Monarch and Minister: The Problematic Partnership in the Building of 

Absolute Monarchy in the Han Feizi 韓非子” reflects on the many political, 
strategic, and psychological complexities that are involved in the ruler’s relation 
with his ministers, most specifically his main advisor, as was Han Fei to the king of 
Qin. While inconsistencies and contradictions in the book Han Feizi can be partly 
explained by multiple authorship, textual corruption, a variety of intended 
audiences, and an evolution of ideas, Roman Graziani argues that we should not 
exclusively relegate them to those causes. We would do well by taking into 
account the extreme complexity of the power balance between ruler and ministers, 
the inherent paradoxes of political advice, and the psychological minefield in 
which advisors had to function. More than any other (early Chinese) text, the Han 
Feizi testifies to the awareness of this unsolvable problematic. 

In “The Changing Role of the Minister in the Warring States: Evidence from 
the Yanzi chunqiu 晏子春秋” Scott Cook presents the often ignored Yanzi 
chunqiu, named after the exemplary Qi minister, Yan Ying 晏嬰 (ca. 580–500 
BCE), as a source for analyzing ministerial ethics of the pre-imperial age. He dates 
most of this work to the early Warring States. Aside from textual and archeological 
evidence, Cook also provides intellectual-historical arguments, more specifically 
regarding the particular notion of ministerial loyalty (zhong 忠) promoted in this 
collection of anecdotes. As in the Zuo Commentary (Zuo zhuan 左傳), Yanzi 
stands for a loyalty to the state rather than to the ruler. According to Cook, in the 
late Warring States period, with its itinerant advisors, loyalty was no longer 
confined to the interests of one state but associated with a more universal entity 
such as the Way. Regardless of whatever the strength of this argument in dating 
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the text may be, the wide array of attitudes defended under the label of “loyalty,” 
including the right to disregard direct orders, is absolutely fascinating. 

“Ideologies of the Peasant and Merchant in the Warring States China” by Roel 
Sterckx argues that the prioritization of agriculture over commerce was largely a 
Han intellectual product. The pre-imperial scene was much more diverse, with 
only the Book of Lord Shang (Shang jun shu 商君書) expressing a consistent 
animosity toward commerce. Sterckx goes through a large array of mostly 
pre-imperial sources trying to identify their stance in this matter, which is not 
always easy considering lingering uncertainties about their dates and textual 
histories. Generally speaking, the explicit preference for peasants was not merely an 
economic stance, but an ideological choice for a more governable and amenable 
population as an exemplary matrix for a stable and orderly society. 

The last paper, “Population Records from Liye: Ideology in Practice,” illustrates 
how ideology can also implicitly dictate governmental action. With a detailed 
analysis of early imperial registration documents and bureaucratic reports recently 
unearthed from a Qin county archive in Hunan, Charles Sanft shows how much 
they reveal of early imperial bureaucracy and its implicit ideology. Reaching to the 
lowest levels of society, the government reckoned in terms of households and a 
fixed residence, recorded seniority and gender, relied on money economy, and 
was able to effectively trace people who had debts. As Sanft points out, rather than 
by merely brute force, this society seems to have functioned with the monitoring 
and surveillance mechanisms that Michel Foucault associated with the modern 
state. 

The Relevance of Early China for Political Science 
Despite—or rather thanks to—the remaining uncertainties, textual difficulties, 

and interpretive complexities, each paper in this volume is a source of many 
insights, fresh inspiration, and further debate. In the introduction, “Ideology and 
Power in Early China,” Yuri Pines effectively arranges them into the larger 
context of the evolution from pre-imperial to imperial China. He also translated 
the contribution of his teacher Liu Zehua and seems omnipresent in the 
volume—evidence are the references to his work in the text and footnotes. 

One point that Pines rightly insists upon is the relevance of this research to the 
field of not only sinology, but also political science in general. The overwhelming 
dominance of political topics in early Chinese sources provides us with an 
exceptionally intellectual vibrancy and a strong link with practical experience. 
Particularly interesting is the variety of ideas that were possible within the 
monarchic frame outlined by Liu Zehua. As Pines points out, unification by the 
First Emperor, “did not bring about the cessation of intellectual life, to be sure, but 
it reshaped its dynamics” (p. 28). One fascinating aspect of these dynamics, before 
the empire and ever since seems to me the expression of disagreement and 
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challenge that was possible within the boundaries of this system. While certainly 
not exclusively or essentially Chinese, the capacity to create a degree of intellectual 
autonomy and flexibility under the cover of a shared traditional lore is remarkably 
well developed in the Chinese tradition, beginning with the early sources studied 
in this volume. As the monarchical frame rose to dominance in the Warring States, 
there may have been a decreasing space for explicitly attacking the system. But 
there also was an all the more remarkable variation of ideologies presented as 
different interpretations of the shared lore of exemplary models (for example, in 
Luo, Kern, and Gentz), historical narratives or anecdotes (for example, in Gentz 
and Graziani), and core concepts (for example, in Cook). Admiration for Yao, 
Shun, Kings Wen and Wu, or Confucius did not amount to a shared ideology at all, 
nor did recounting the same anecdotes or reference to the same values indicate 
agreement. This mechanism of promoting very peculiar views under the guise of 
apparent agreement and obedience is most striking when Chinese masters redefine 
crucial terms. In that respect, Cook’s study of the different definitions of “loyalty” 
(in line with Pines and Masayuki Sato’s previous work) is particularly illuminating. 
A sensitivity for the malleability of the message, the flexibility of interpretation, 
and a subtle independence is still relevant today.5 We acquire such sensitivity from 
the type of scholarship collected in this volume: careful textual analysis, thorough 
contextualization, and attention for rhetorical devices. If sinology can contribute to 
political science in general, it is by describing not only the dominant ideological 
frame to which masters-texts were confined, but also the impressive variety of 
original ideas and that were promoted around and within that frame. 

Considering the sophistication, diversity, and ongoing relevance of this early 
Chinese material, it is all the more surprising that most Western scholars simply 
continue to ignore it in their general histories and dictionaries of political thought.6 
Not much seems to have improved since the 1970s, when John Schrecker 
lamented that “political theorists in the contemporary West have virtually ignored 
the Chinese tradition,” a neglect that he attributes to “a parochialism in space and 

                                                               
5 Cook’s paper is an excellent introduction to fathoming the layers of the many on-line 
references in recent years to Zhou Enlai’s (1898–1976) statement close to the end of his life (in 
1975): “I have been loyal to the Party, loyal to the people! I am not a renegade!”  
6 Yuri Pines et al., eds., Ideology of Power and Power of Ideology, 10: Pines lists as examples of 
total neglect the six volumes of the Cambridge History of Political Thought, the journal History 
of Political Thought, the “political philosophy” sections in the Routledge Encyclopedia of 
Philosophy and the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, and The Blackwell Dictionary of 
Political Science (2003). 
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time which deeply infects Western intellectual life.”7 Since Western scholars do 
not even bother to justify this neglect, it is difficult to fathom what legitimizes it. 
Rather than belonging to the realm of explicit opinions, I believe it results from an 
implicit ideology that has shaped our education and research institutions, and that 
would certainly benefit from thorough analysis and reflection. 
 
 

Carine Defoort 
Editor of Contemporary Chinese Thought 

University of Leuven 
E-mail: carine.defoort@arts.kuleuven.be 

                                                               
7 John Schrecker, “Review of Masters of Chinese Political Thought, edited by Sebastian de 
Grazia,” Political Theory 2, no. 4 (1974): 462–65. 
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