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THE QUEST FOR MODERNISATION AND THE PRODUCTION OF T HE

CHINESE NATION

Since the late nineteenth century when modernisdtist became an important issurethe
political programmes of Chinese leadership facingggressive military challenge from the
colonial powers, the goals and mechanisms of magkdran have changed significantly. The
current course of economic reforms and modernisatistiated in the late 1970s was
preceded by a century of war and revolution assetisvith profound national and class
struggle. Today China officially adheres to markedbnomy and the communist ideology as
its guiding principles for modernisation. Its newvdlopmental agenda has not completely
replaced the earlier socialist rhetoric: insted, two are synthesised and modified using
cultural elements. But the rhetoric of modernigatamd economic development driven by
market forces dominates the leadership’s politigglogramme. Recently China’s
modernisation has been studied as a distinct smmaomic and political projecand a
factor shaping perceptions, values, and sociatioels in Chind, but so far little has been
said about the relationship between Chinese pdrgpscon modernisation and China’s
national idea.

Given its predominance in the official and schgldhinking in China, it is surprising
that China’s perspectives on modernisation do ttoac wider scholarly attention. Perhaps
the lack of critical engagement with modernisati@ates in China can be attributed to the
fact that modernisation theories are increasingignsas an outdated mode of thinking on
historical processes and have been largely thranthe backyard of intellectual history by
alternative perspectives. In China, however, madation and debates around it occupy an
uninterrupted and dominating presence in ideoldgigalicy-related, social and scholarly

debates. Modernisation has been an ongoing gotleoChinese leadership ever since this



concept entered the Chinese political vocabulatphemid- nineteenth century. The nation-
salvation projects have been accompanied by a mistley agenda aimed at creating a
stronger and independent Chinese state. This pupation with the formation of China as a
strong and independent state has been a constamtocent of Beijing’'s nationalism.
Realisation of this national goal pursued by Chenésadership has been informed and
guided by a particular vision of China’s future amalys of attaining it.

This article emphasises the close relationship éetwstate-led nationalism and the
idea of modernisation. This discussion stressepeh@rmative and constitutive role of ideas:
through analysing the production of a particulaowledge of the development process, one
can attain a picture of the kind of Chinese nattmat is envisioned. While this article shows
that the official interpretation of modernisatiowed not reveal the direction of China’s
‘unique’ development policies, the present analgbisds light on the format of the Chinese
state-led national project and the premises on lwhicrests. Chinese modernisation
perspectives do not offer an alternative path ofetigment, but a variation on the
modernisation theory without recognising its inimtreproblems. China’s official
modernisation studies are not scientific calcutaioof the development progress, but
ideological perspectives on what the Chinese sispp@es to be nationally and internationally,
and how on the path of fulfilling its dreams it tewith difference.

| argue that while many official discussions emp®s<hina’s allegedly alternative
path of development, there is an inescapable depeydon, in many ways, outdated
Western mode of thinking about the development .pathis production of ostensibly
scientific knowledge reveals how China as a natsoproduced through the creation of a
series of dichotomies and oppositions along théofacof territory and ethnicity. At the
international level, China’s experiences of mod&tion are juxtaposed to those of the
generic West, while at the domestic level Chinasdarnisation is delineated through the

opposition between the eastern and western regamtsethnic populations associated with



them. This language of modernisation also infortres formulations of societal values of
Chinese transformations as well as China’s forggiicy initiatives and relies on the

suppression of other possible development paths.

The first section of this article traces the depehent of modernisation debates in
China’s official circles since the start of the ipdrof reform and the opening-up of the
country. The second section examines the maingefahe Second Modernisation Theory
informing annual official publicatioil€hina Modernisation Report&nd compares them to
the earlier Western analogues and the official madation discourse. The third section
discusses how China’s geo-body is employed in d#e&d Modernisation Theory to explain
development processes both in China and througheuvorld, and the effects of the politics
of identity on China’s construction as a moderrgsiation. The fourth section looks at what
human values are celebrated as desirable in theegsoof modernisation, and the
implications of this for the formulation of memblers in the Chinese nation. The final
section describes how China’s modernisation gaalgeojected onto the international realm
and how the contours of the Chinese nation areeshbp the newly emergent discourse on

international modernisation.

In-between Party ideology and Western modernisatiotheories
Chinese academic debate on Westernisation of Gimaits convergence with traditional
Chinese culture has been evolving for over one tethdnd fifty year§.Themes of the past
are echoed in present-day Chinese scholarly digmsssThe disillusionment of intellectuals
with previous communist ‘modernising’ efforts in iG& has plunged some into a crisis of
confidence about Chinese society; they questiombibty to modernise without complete

Westernisatiorf. Yet early attempts at Western-type modernisati@rewnot particularly



successful, and culminated in a prolonged, hurmbgsemi-colonial position still much
remembered in China. Thus, the first Western-¢e@modernisation experiment, the Self-
Strengthening movement of 1861-1895, is very mssoeated with the imperialist phase of
the history of China. As a result, since the strda new modernisation initiative in the late
1970s, a debate over the level of Westernisatioth@imodernisation process and the place
of traditional Chinese values in it erupted agaihile some have argued that from the
moment of initiating the reforms in the late 1970s PRC has accepted the Western mode of
modernity” the prevailing opinion in the academic debatehendoncept of ‘socialism with
Chinese characteristics’ is that China has uneasilggrated the Western concept with
Chinese particularSChinese characteristics in the debate on modeiaisare an expression
of the ideological orientations of the Chinese Camist Party.

The PRC's central government took the first stepsvatd nonrevolutionary
modernisation as early as 1965, when Zhou Enlan the Chinese premier, declared at the

Third National People’s Congress that the natiggosl was the realization of the Four
Modernisations—in agriculture, industry, national defence, ancesce and technology

before the end of the twentieth century. Thesesideare abandoned during the Cultural
Revolution, only to be reaffirmed in 1975, whentla Fourth National People’s Congress
Deng Xiaoping called for four modernisations. Thanthe Fourteenth National Congress of
the Communist Party held in October 1992, the w@ifigoal of Four Modernisations was
replaced by the formulation of a ‘socialist, modsed country which is wealthy, powerful,
democratic and civilized’, or, more generally, ‘®dist modernisation with Chinese
characteristics’.At the same congress, Deng Xiaoping’s developrdeatrine was officially
recognised as the theoretical basis for Chinarnes.

With the government’s encouragement, Chinese schelathusiastically initiated the

study of modernisation, and attempted to designigue Chinese model of it. With the start



of reforms, it became prevalent in academic cireled government cabinets to explore how
to attain China’s comprehensive modernisation. Sinstestigations became even more
prominent in the 1990s, when political and socsglexts of the reforms were cut short. The
discussions about possible modernisation paths asceinfluenced by the popularisation of
the ideology of developmentalism as advanced byk#e international organisations of
development. In this environment, the study of mpidation and especially its economic
aspects replaced euphoric discussions of Chindiicab transformations. This obsession
with the production of the verifiable ‘scientifiknowledge of China’s development path
became central to the modernisation debates inaCéind the Party’s formulations of the
state’s national agenda. It is most visible in gnenouncement and popularisation of the
‘scientific development’ as the new doctrine of tARC’s leadershipBesides borrowing
from Western theories, the official scholarly digsse on modernisation also reflects the
Party’s ideological principles of socialism. In faenost of the influential modernisation
scholars rely on Deng Xiaoping’s theory of modeahn as the departure point for their
research. An accelerating modernisation craze dragjthe opening of numerous research
centres and institutes devoted to investigatingni@aning and logic of the modernisation
process. In the late 1990s China started to pubjesrly reports on modernisation and
economic development, producing numerical measafr€hina’s progress towards its goals.
One of these reports is tlighina Modernisation Repartwhich includes a modernisation
index, a measure of the level of modernisation oy of all thirty-one provinces and
autonomous regions in China, but also of most e¢@sin the world.

Much dominant discussion on modernisation in Chheies on the Second
Modernisation Theory, a theoretical foundation loé €hina Modernisation Reportshis
theory occupies a specific space in official angllactual fields in China. It is remarkable
that the theory, along with ti@hina Modernisation Reportss produced within the walls of

the most influential Chinese academic establishnfent ‘hard science’, the Chinese



Academy of Science, rather than in its equivalentthe fields of Social Sciences and
Humanities, the Chinese Academy of Social Sciendt&stwithstanding the proclaimed
official focus of ‘scientific development’ on theepple as the centre of China’s development
project, development is seen as an object for sthwdgupposedly neutral ‘hard science’.
Another interesting fact is that tl&hina Modernisation Reportare published by Beijing
University Press rather than the China Statistioss$} the official bureau in charge of
practically all statistical yearbooks in China. Ratthan relying solely on the statistical data
produced at different levels of the Chinese govemmand on ideological directions
formulated by the Communist Party and state leadkeese publications are the product of
intellectual efforts by a team of scholars. Thefgofscientific’ knowledge that adds weight
to the officially formulated state policies. Whiletegrating much of the official line, the
reports make use of Western theories and data peddoy international organisations. The
scope of the reports goes beyond China, as thefaihe Second Modernisation Theory is to
provide a generalised explanation of the developmath of not only China but the rest of
the world. As such, the Second Modernisation Theeflgcts the roles of ‘science’, the so-
called Western knowledge, official ideology and th&erpretations of historical progress in

the production of China’s national projéct.

Second Modernisation Theory
Behind the creation of the Second Modernisation ofynestands the figure of
essentially one scholar. Professor He Chuangi & hibkad of the China Centre for
Modernisation Research at the Chinese Academy ieh&es and the Centre for Studies of
World Modernisation Processes at Beijing Universitfis concept of the Second
Modernisation was first put forward in 1998 in ajoal article and later served as the basis

for a major study published as a book in 1999. Hezond Modernisation Theory is



presented by He as the contribution of Chinese arebers to general theories of
modernisation and human civilisation overfllHe argues that a contemporary world
historical analysis which does not take into actdtinina’s experiences ‘is not a complete
world’.** China’s experience, according to He, can be insitre for understanding the
general development process of other societiehenworld. The Second Modernisation
Theory is thus claimed to be both China-specifid ganeral enough to explain development
processes outside China. He correlates the pracessmiman civilisation and development
and presents the Second Modernisation Theory arsthettempt to view the development
of human civilisation through the modernisationqess'? Chinese studies of the struggles of
the Chinese modernisation process from the Repbland socialist periods are neither
reflected nor mentioned in He Chuangi’'s theoryrelies on the Western theories on the
modernisation process as the only legitimate boflkrmowledge on which to base the
Chinese theory, even if it is critical of them.

He Chuanqi contends that another important reasotefveloping the Chinese theory
of modernisation is that it serves as an expressfo@hina’s growing influence. In other
words, the theory shows China’s capability to depeits own theoretical paradigms of
development and to generate new theories, whicljeis view, are signs of the nation’s
‘quality’.*® In line with his thought, production of knowledged innovation, including in the
fields of humanities and social sciences, is a featation of high national quality; a
population’s ability to learn, innovate, and colniiie to general knowledge is valued as a
national assef! A nation’s quality is also stressed as the guaraof China’s successful
performance at the international level and a caonlifor successfully tackling future
challenges:

China has a splendid history, an ancient cultuceaamingenious people.

There is nothing in the world that can stop theaade of China, restrict

the wisdom of the Chinese people, contain the maumerof China’s



innovation, or limit the space of China’'s develommelnnovation,

learning, knowledge and human resources constitetgreatest wealth

and also the flying wings of the Chinese natiorthéligh the challenges

ahead are unprecedented, history is made by mamatién that has

created a splendid history can certainly createrginely new future?®
Similar to earlier Western modernisation theories well as Marxist evolutionary
interpretations, He Chuanqi divides the procesfwohan development from 2.5 million
years ago to the year 2100 into several stageseTinelude the tool age, agricultural age,
industrial age, and information age, each of wheclalso divided into several phases: the
start, development, maturity, and transition phasbks Second Modernisation is the process
of changing from an industrial society to a knowgedsociety, an industrial economy to a
knowledge economy, an industrial civilisation t&reowledge civilisation, and an industrial
age to a knowledge age. According to He Chuangi,afdvanced societies the second

modernisation will take more than 100 years (:7D0)° As for developing societies,

they have to face the challenges of both the dimst second modernisations simultaneously.
The period of the second modernisation in Chinapiting to He, started with the
launch of economic reforms in the late 1970s. Opjeative of the first stage of the second
modernisation was to double the total output vdlyel990 and then redouble it by 2000.
Since 1997, China has embarked on the developnidmipavledge economy and innovation
systems. In the English-language summary of hisrthéutlook of China Modernization

Report(2001-2007) He Chuangi projects what modernisation will Ide in 2050 and

argues that China’s modernisation strategy shoeldebised in view of the desired godls.
In other words, the process of modernisation shbalduided by the vision of modernisation
in the future. The linear development He anticipgtemises the era of prosperity at the end

of the path for China and everyone. This stressnovation, progressive development,



technological achievement and particular scientfowledge from the perspective of the
desired outcome dismisses as invalid other formenofvledge and visions of development.
For example, the official opinion that prevails argdhe leadership in China is that one of
the most serious problems for China’s ethnic miresi development is their ‘unhealthy
mentality’ ® which is largely associated with their traditioffiaé., premodern) ways of life,
and that economic development is the sole pracsichition to the ethnic questidhThis
dominant way of thinking does not account for altyuaxisting alternative development
paths that incorporate solicitous attitudes towaature and directed at conservancy and
environmental protection, such as the Naxi Dongéadition of treating trees as brothers, the
Tibetan worshiping of trees, and the Dai traditafrgrowing trees to be felled for people’s
livelihood ?°

While the China Modernisation Reporntecognises China’s cultural diversity and
acknowledges that 35 out of China’s 56 ethnic gsoiye in the 12 regions of the Yangtze
River Valley, the linear progression of civilisatithat it posits leads to a particular mode of
thinking about how the development of diverse papohs within China should evolve.
Each stage of the development of civilisation, lyeeategorised into primitive, agricultural,
industrial and knowledge societies, is appliech®regions along the Yangtze River, starting
from the border between Tibet and Qinghai and Himg in Shanghai. The authors of the
China ModernisatiorReport state that the model demonstrates ‘the top-dowevemmess
and orderliness’ of the development process: ‘Ftbenupper reaches to the lower reaches,
social productivity (per capita GDP and the peritea@DP at PPP) rises, the proportion of
agriculture declines, and both the proportion afuistry and the proportion of the labour
force in the service industry rise. The level odeamic development in the lower reaches is
visibly higher than in the middle and upper reatfEsA similar analysis is applied to social
indicators?® This analysis, echoing the Marxist evolutionagjeology, classifies China’s

regions and groups associated with them accordingheir particular stages of socio-
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economic development, an approach that has bearttifidd as one of the tools for
‘naturalising’ how the development process wdrks.

He Chuangi’s interpretation of modernisation cordews/n to treating the economy
and technological development as the key drivingde of societal development. This
approach puts the forms of economic organisatiavealthe values inherent in the form of
social organisation, and diminishes the role oftural and similar ‘spiritual’ and non-
material values in the process. Modernisation b&som mechanical tool of ‘total output
value’ production, while other aspects of socidif@ are secondary and serve the main
objective. However, as Radtke observes, ‘culturoisan adjunct to social organisation’ and
an open-market economy does not automatically leathe development of a modern
society?*The goal-oriented view of the modernisation prockssls to disproportionate
implementation of specific economic policies, amiast among segments of society who
culturally or psychologically do not or refuse teep up with economic growth. Moreover,
the meaning of modernisation as promoted by thieiaffrhetoric often differs from how it is
interpreted by the wider population. For exampléjh&u Shih’'s study shows that some
ethnic minorities in China do not understand thexnneg of modernisation suggested by the
Han-dominated state.On the contrary, modernisation fuels the concerhshese ethnic
minorities to preserve their distinctiveness andjueness in the process of transformation.

He Chuangi also emphasises the process of humagiopevent especially for the
period of the Second Modernisation, with developim&nategies focused on the human
being. Nevertheless, modernisation progress, imujuthe advancement of human subjects,
according to He, can be measured and expressednarical or another verifiable form. The
criteria for quantifying modernisation are consateto be universal and applicable not only
to different regions within China but to most caieg in the world. This way of thinking
neglects the diversity within China and disregdhgsimportance of it on a world scale. The

theory only allows for one standard of modernisatiwhich must be reached in a certain
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period of time, and does not ask what will happ#taraa country or region achieves the
necessary modernisation parameters.

The theory is presented in the manner of a five-YRzaty political programme, with
clear-cut objectives including pre-determined nuoatreconomic goals. This does not allow
for much flexibility and adaptability in the prosesf market reform. However, in the course
of historical development a set goal tends to chantp a new aim. Early modern Chinese
reformers such as Zhang Jian, the minister of afjue and commerce in early Republican
China, argued in favour of deep systemic changeédgliounot specify any concrete goal or
transformations, which Christiansen characterisegragmatic thinking® To stipulate, not
to mention numerically define, the goal, as histsnggests, is short-sighted. To quote
Radtke, we are ‘unable to discuss history in telgichl terms’. It is impossible to predict
whether modernisation will bring a country towarais outlined goaf’ So, rather than
prescribing a definite path of development, modation debates in China show how China
as a nation is produced through the formulation @adsuit of a particular kind of
development model and how difference within andioigt China is accounted for.

The modernisation project rests on a certain sealfes rather than the nation-state’s
attributes, such as territoriality and state sageitg (though these attributes are by no means
dismissed). The official discourse on modernisatidefines the ‘true’ patterns of
transformation, and thus predetermines the parameté change in the nation-state.
Modernisation and nation are both powerful conssruconcerned with who can be
designated either a modern or a nonmodern subjebedChinese nation. The discourses of
modernisation and nationalism both deal with aldtng and representing the Chinese
nation and modernity. They are mutually constititbecause in the context of the official
Chinese discourses on modernisation and the ChinaBen they create parallel linear
narratives of the nation. The discourse on the €@mation is located in history and looks

towards the future of China’s development, while tfarrative of modernisation presents the
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present development from the point of view of gdhkt are set to be attained by a certain
period in the future. The future of the Chinesdiamais premised on the successful
accomplishment of the modernisation process. lerotfords, modernisation determines the
path of national development from the perspectivieite goals. The language of
modernisation also often serves as legitimisingare as all transformations are undertaken
for the purpose of achieving a strong and modetn{3ieinese nation. The official discourse
on modernisation produces a particular knowledgeludt constitutes a modern nation, and
designates how the dominant formulation of the €sennation is produced, delimiting its
contours.

In Appadurai’s writing on the modernity of imagirmtat, he attacks ‘social theories of
the ruptures of modernisation’ on the grounds thay assume a teleological premise for
interpreting modernisation as a universal recip€ertionality, democracy, the free market,
and a higher gross national produ€tHe also criticizes the dominant theories for their
preoccupation with prognoses for and outcomes ojepts of ‘social engineering®. These
deficiencies in early Western interpretations ofdemmisation seem to have been uncritically
imported by their more pronounced recent Chinegsise For example, He Chuanqi’s
theory uses the Western development index as aumedésr growth assessment, which
makes it dependent on Western indicators, and\Wassern countries as a point of reference
for Chinese modernisation. The West is referredasoa uniform amorphous entity of
progress and development. Modernisation is an atigin, and one that unduly influences
how Chinese national goals are formulated anddba of the modernised Chinese nation is
constructed.

The portrayal of modernisation in predominately remaic-numerical form and the
reliance on Western theories of modernisation tifldrgy. They are even reflected in a trend
observed by some studies on contemporary visuakseptation and official propaganda.

One such study by Landsberger concluded that iroffin@al discussions of the 1980s there
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was an almost complete domination of Western symbblprogress’ In the 198051990s

many writings largely undermined the functional mg@eh in social science and disputed the
linear conception of universal historical procédsese writings are accessed in China and, in
fact, have influenced a number of mainland schdfaevertheless, the dominant scholarly
research continues to see modernisation as antevaty process with economics and
technological innovations at its core. The produtif Chinese national identity is informed
by the linear vision of history evolving along tlaevelopment progress, simplistic
interpretation of culture, and somewhat passive warditical acceptance of the experiences
of some Western societies as the only legitimatecgoof development knowledge. China’s
official formulations of its development processt ranly have become rooted in and
dependent on the Western orthodoxies, but also pesduced a generalised vision of the

West that suppresses difference within China.

China as a map of the history of civilisation

The Second Modernisation Theory is presented asngiloution by Chinese scholars to
general theories of modernisation, but it is alsespnted in essentially Chinese national
terms. He Chuangi utilises China’s national geoybtwd draw an analogy with the global
modernisation proceséHe specifically refers to the Yangtze River tHat from the west

to the east, which, he argues, spatially illusgabe temporal progression of civilisation and
world modernisation: ‘From the upper to the loweaches, the levels of both development
and civilisation rise (despite fluctuations). Thegess of this change is logical, and is highly
similar to the process of world modernisation’ ($igerre 1)* It is interesting to note that
traditionally the Yellow River in the north has bepresented as a cradle of Chinese

civilisation and the birthplace of the Chinese oratiThe Yellow River often serves as a
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symbol of the Chinese nation in scholarly, literaagd popular accounts. But the reference to
the Yangtze River is employed for a different pwgoWhile it illustrates China’s unique
development model, according to He, it also invisanalogy with China’s progression
through the whole history of civilisation known lhomanity. In He Chuanqgi’'s words, ‘As if
human civilization had flowed from the upper rea;h® the middle reaches, to the lower
reaches, and to the estuary. We call this phenom#m Yangtze River Model of the long
history of human civilization®* Thus, China is a home to those societies at thibimg of

the development of civilisation as well as to thosaring the height of civilisation, as it
approaches the post-industrial knowledge society.

The Yangtze River Model is viewed as an ‘historieattion’ for analysis of the
modernisation process. Going to the upper reachdébeoYangtze River in Qinghai and
Sichuan provinces is, in other words, reminiscértavelling back in time to the origins of
civilisation. The lower reaches and the estuaryh wheir industrial societies and early traces
of knowledge societies, are at the forefront oftimlernisation process, but cannot compare
to some societies outside China that have highetenmsation indexes. According to the
authors of theChina Modernisation Reportshe developments of these societies provide an

orientation and trajectory for how Chinese modextns will evolve.

Figure 1. Yangtze River Model
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Middle reaches

Agricultural Society

Beijing

Yangtze River

Estuary: Emerging
Knowledge Society

SH

Upper reaches
Traces of Primitive Society.
Matrilineal society of
Mosuo ethnic group.
Slash-and-burn farming
in Xishuangbanna

Lower reaches
Industrial Society

Figure 1 Level of Civilization in Yangtze River Valley in 2000
Note: QH represents Qinghai, SH represents Shanghai, etc.

SourceChina Modernisation Report Outlogk001-2007), p 101.

While the geographical symbols of national tergitare usually thought to embody a
particular nation and society, He Chuangi attenptplace the entire historical process
known to humanity within the territorial confine$ Ghina. China thereby maps out the
development process of the whole world, in additiorChina’s own development. China
becomes a reference point for general thinking tlmmvelopment while providing a
particular model of development. And through projeg historical time onto China’s
national space the Yangtze River Model serves ‘gpatial expression’ of the progress of
human civilisation. He Chuangi recognises, howetret this model can only account for the
period of human civilisation from the First to tB®cond Modernisations, as no place in
China has completed the process of Second Modé&omnsget. The reference point for
China’s future modernisation is an idealised viswinthe modernisation end of other
societies, predominately in the West. Not only dé#s Chuangi not compare China’s

experiences to those of developing countries of global South, the roles of China’s
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neighbours, such as South Korea, Japan, India asdi&kare not mentioned in the Second
Modernisation Theory.

The Yangtze Model, with its fusion of the tempgoabcess with geographical space
deems China’'s choice of development as the onlyemable one. It thus essentially
subscribes to a mode of knowledge that has beatuped and already heavily criticised by
many. John Agnew asserts that ‘turning time intacgp has dominated much of
contemporary thinking about ‘national developmentt only in the spaces subjected to
colonialism but also in the parts of the world thare outside of direct colonial rufe.
Despite his apparently strong commitment to prodacelistinctive Chinese theory of
development, He Chuangi submits to the colonisechtatiey dictated by a particular
interpretation of the development experience in \West. Through projecting the entire
process of civilisation onto the national map ofif@h his theory labels certain localities
within China as developed and others as backwandd, Aunavoidably, the theory
oversimplifies local experiences and practicespugh categorising them as ‘advanced’ or
‘primitive’.

The Yangtze River Model of thehina Modernisation Repodisplays the politics of
representation and identity. On the one hand, ilise$ the language of development to
present China as a developing country which aspardsllow the development path paved
by other more modern, Western societies. It radieshe dominant language and knowledge
system of the West, which results in the margiasib®m of other modes of knowledge and
experiences of developmetftlts recognition of China’s development stage anture
orientation legitimizes the dominant thinking abth# modernisation process, and it a priori
rejects any possible alternatives. On the othed hhre Yangtze River Model groups China’s
regions and diverse ethnic groups into categoid@sgathe modernisation vector, producing
hierarchies of levels of development and socialigso In this process, it assigns localities

and their populations’ particular characteristicgl anakes them general and absolute. Not
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only are the western, central, and eastern regidnShina organised into a hierarchical
relationship, but a binary opposition between thanHmajority Han zy and ethnic
minorities 6haoshu minguis asserted’ When the category ahinzuwas attuned to the

Stalinist definition of nationality in the 1956%5960s, a nationality’s level of socio-economic

development was considered crucial to the ideatifoe@ and recognition of its minority
status. Now ethnic minorities’ supposedly low lewdl development is seen as a main
impediment to their full inclusion in China’s modeation project. TheChina
Modernisation Reporand its theoretical framework also do not allowapfor diverse types
of knowledge and experiences of development wi@tima. The report’s preoccupation with
the production of a particular vision of developinér China extends to the individual

values considered conducive to the modernisationgss.

Humanistic aspects of modernisation

Since the 1990s Chinese theories of modernisatiawe hemphasised that
modernisation goals are not limited to economiddaibrs of China’s development, and that
modernisation also involves nurturing and realiziogrtain nonmaterial aspects of
modernisatiori® The non-material features of China’s developmaeth fnave constituted an
important part of official thinking on modernisatigince the start of the reforms, but became
more prominent in the last decade. Talk of thesgedsions has been fuelled by the rush to
rediscover and revive China’s culture and valuesimBin-centred perspectives on
modernisation have most distinctly manifested trewes in the officially endorsed
discourses on spiritual civilisatiofingshen wenming ‘population quality’ enkou suzhi
and, most recently, ‘humanistic modernisatiaen(de xiandaihup

The development of a spiritual civilisation wasnted by Chinese leadership as

essential for the realisation of the modernisapasject in the early days of the reforms and
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the opening up of China. Back in 1981, the cemjoalernment published a document entitled
‘Suggestions Concerning the Promotion of Decoruith @ourtesy and the Efforts to Build
Socialist Spiritual Civilisation’, which delineatéfive stresses and four beauties’ aimed at
providing general guidance for the daily life ofetiChinese peopl®&. According to the
official explanation, spiritual civilisation was prised of two aspects: cultural (education,
science, art, literature, and so on) and ideolddMarxist theory). Spiritual civilisation was
‘manifested in a higher educational, scientific andtural level and in higher ideological,
political and moral standard®.In 1982, patriotism encompassing ‘three lovesigldor the
motherland, socialism, and the party) was iderttis one of the crucial factors promoting
spiritual civilisation and added to the other tvepects of spiritual civilisatioft:

Related to the discourse on spiritual civilisatwas the popularisation of the notion
of ‘population quality’ (enkou suzhj which was first used in party documents in tadye
1980s. Whilesuzhilacks a uniform definition, it vaguely refers taetphysiology, morality,
scientific and cultural consciousness, and psydlaf a person. It has been employed in
Chinese official and popular discourses to refewtmat Chinese society lacks. It calls
attention to China’s ‘internalised sense of theklaaf development’, as Anagnost
characterised ff ‘Low population quality’ enkou suzhi diwas recognized as one of the
main impediments to China’s modernisation drive.t Boe official idea that one can
understand China’s hampered development by thedislzhj as Yan Hairong observes, is
essentially tautological, because the lack of dgwalent lies at the heart of tkazhinotion,
and the promotion of development is seen as the smiltion*® The official formulation of
the suzhiproblem and the advocacy of a developmentalist@ayes a way of overcoming it
cover up a multitude of factors that have conteluto the disparities in Chinese society. As
an idealised and absolute notionzlsidesignates an attribute of a modern subject, laoskt

with more of it are considerethore deserving of the rights of citizenship’.
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The debate that has recently emerged on humanmtdernisation ren de
xiandaihug builds on and reflects the earlier discussions spiritual civilisation and
population quality. Humanistic modernisation hasrberesented as the key to the national
modernisation quest and the main engine and guararftthe modernisation proceSs.
Zheng Yongting, one of the scholars of modernisatargues that population quality and
people’s consciousness constitute the two main exiésnof humanistic modernisatidhHe
stresses that the process of transformation fraraditional to a modern society is aimed at
training and advancing people’s modern consciowssradslity, and mentalityy{shi, nengli,
xinli). These attributes are constituent of the humaalityuand are seen as an underlying
condition necessary for a successful modernisgtioness.’ He contends that the successful
pursuit of humanistic modernisation is premised the advancement of a knowledge
economy and society, which he sees as the ultig@aé of China’s current development.
Zheng Yongting states: ‘The difference betweenitiathl and modern people is that
modern subjects can adapt to the demands and gevefd changes quickly, and use
knowledge and creativity to change the wofft'.

The reorientation of societal values towards tHaescompatible with the realisation
of modernisation goals also constitutes an impor@spect of He Chuangi’'s Second

Modernisation Theory. He asserts that the constmuodf a ‘knowledge society’zfishi

shehu) and a ‘knowledge civilisation’ zhishi wenming—the goals of the Second

Modernisatior—involves a particular way of thinkingikiang guannia) a particular work

attitude gongzuo taidy a particular lifestyleghenghuo fangshiparticular societal relations
(shehui guanyj and so fortH® He stipulates that the attitude and consciousésan

individual, rather than the actions of the governtmare central to this transformation.
Knowledge production forces and labour are key #® €huangi’'s formulation of the

advancement of a knowledge socigtpccording to him, a knowledge society constitutes
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the highest level of human civilisation developmand possesses the highest level of human
quality.

In these discursive deliberations on the desiredm@acement of human qualities in the
process of modernisation, several dichotomies evdyced. There is a general recognition
that the origins of modernisation are found in West, but it is emphasised that the long
history of Chinese civilisation and traditions cahrbe neglected in the process of
modernisatiori> The pursuit of humanistic modernisation and caition is premised on a
belief in the glorious Chinese past and an aspifgire. Chinese culture, where
Confucianism is regarded as the centrepiece oftrddition (with Buddhism and Daoism
being supplementary, and Islam and other religinr@hina considered irrelevant), faces the
double challenge of meeting the demands of modsiars and improving relations with the
West. A range of asserted differences between&sSkimnd Western cultures—in people’s

mentalities, ways of thinking, characters, andslijees—is presented as a cultural disparity,

and Chinese people are called on ‘to adapt to theéenm way of thinking’ ghiying xiandai
shehui de xitong siwjei? Although the roots of the problems related to @sirdevelopment
are deemed endogenous to China and not solelypwthle to Western imperialism, the
generalised West is presented as the benchmarkhsagaihich China measures its
advancement and progress.

The dominant discussions of China’s humanistic madation stipulate that the
whole of China’s population needs to raise its mjiesl and level of civilization compared to
the West. But, these discussions also extensivapy@/ oppositional binaries found within
China, such as ‘China’s East in comparison to thesthas Zheng Yongting writes. Zheng
also argues that, ‘compared to China’s interioe tloastal region develops quicker in
economic and social term¥ These domestic disparities are presented as theissaes to

be resolved to attain humanistic modernisation. diseourse on humanistic modernisation
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portrays a particular picture of the modern Chinem®d creates a series of hierarchical
relationships between diverse groups. Those whe hawe access to knowledge production
(especially scientific and technological knowledgeoduction) and greater ability to
contribute to the modernisation process are postioon a higher step of modernisation
hierarchy. These ostensible producers of knowlealgeoften synonymous with China’s new
middle class, and are favoured as desirable forenrmxging China. The new social strata of
private entrepreneurs, small-business owners, aadagerial-level staff in private or
foreign-funded enterprises are praised for theintoution to China’s economic
development? Proximity to this growing middle class has becomeormative designation
of social citizenship in China, and is often meaduby consumer power and urban
residence” Those who contribute less to knowledge productianlined up behind them in
accordance with their contributions to reaching ti@dernisation goals. Those at the very
end of this chain are often blamed for slowing daWwa pace of modernisation. China’s
minority populations are frequently referred toh@isdrances to the state's modernisation. A
deputy head of the Nationalities Commission of Gapsovince on one accasion said that
‘minorities’ low level of development is often liek to their low level of “civilisation”, i.e.,
to their allegedly backward culture, educationesce/technology and human resourc@s’,
Chinese scholars have concluded that populatiohtguaowever defined, ‘is for the most
part higher in Han areas than in minority aré&¥he minority label a priori precludes the
possibility that its bearer can take on the roleaofienerator of knowledge valuable for
Chinese modernisation. Hegemonic thinking about enudation simply does not allow
ethnic minorities to be identified with modernitgcahigh population quality. It privileges the

Han majority and its dominant views on the modextias path.

International modernisation
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Since Deng Xiaoping’s inauguration of the reformer’da in 1978 until the mid-
2000s, China’s modernisation had been largely ptedeas domestically oriented. Foreign
capital and investments had been welcomed in Chionathe purpose of stimulating
economic growth. But the mid-2000s witnessed at shiforientation, with the leadership
emphasising combining modernisation with Chinasatgr engagement with the rest of the
world. This shift found its official formulationni Hu Jingtao’s call for building a
‘harmonious world’, which is the foreign policy agalent of his concept ‘harmonious
society’® Reflecting this development in the official thingi China Modernisation Report
2008focuses on the favourable international envirorini@nChina’s economic growth and
development?

The report opens by contending that internationabd@nnisation is an important
ingredient of China’s development path, which istnieted by two types of environment.
This argument is based on an analogy with genetibéch considers the genotype of an
individual who exists within the living environmentCorrespondingly, national
modernisation takes place within the internatioeavironment® The report asserts that
while China has so far concentrated on the natiaspéct of modernisation, it has recently
started looking more closely at the interactionwaein the international environment and
national modernisation, with a view to influencitite international climate in favour of
China’s modernisation. The authors of the repadsst that ‘national modernisation is the
final destination, while international modernisatids just a measure. International
modernisation is a path to enhancing national |éuel not the objective®

By the term ‘international modernisation’, the aurth of the report refer to the
international interactions in the course of modeahon and the correlations between
national modernisation and the international emment. They argue that international
modernisation involves international interactionshe fields of politics, economy, society,

culture, international systems, geopolitics anditral quality’®? A high national quality,
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echoing the notion of population quality projectado the whole state, is seen as the key to
the pursuit of modernisation; GDP per capita, fegupf economic growth, and education
(especially in the fields of science and technojoane particularly stress&dlmportantly,
and this is similar to the emphasis on knowledgelpction as a marker of a modern subject
in the discussions on humanistic modernisatiors ti@w turn to incorporate international
dimensions of the modernisation process stressedegic profit...including concepts and
knowledge®* The analysis used to outline the particulars térimational modernisation is
identical to the theoretical line of the Second Mwulsation Theory, which informs and
structures theChina Modernisation ReportsThe analysis in the Second Modernisation
Theory at the level of human beings and societee®xtrapolated to the level of the
international space in analyses of internationadlenoisation.

The report presents international modernisationortheas China’s alternative
interpretation of modernisation and related to depacy theory, world system theory,
international relations theory and globalisatioeaty.®® But it does not only present an
interpretative theory, as the report's central olye is to make suggestions for
developments at the international level to ben@htna’'s modernisation process, including
by enhancing China’s position internationdfyOne of the report’s central contentions is
that success in modernisation is a combinatiomtd#rnational and domestic factors. The
report fuses theories of international relationd #re Chinese conception of modernisation
to produce China’s strategy for becoming an impudriaternational power. A significant
part of the report looks specifically at how to anbe China’s international modernisation
and puts forward a strategic proposal for this maidation for the twenty-first century. The
twenty-first century is viewed as the period of s development and revival, in contrast
to the twentieth century, which is characterisedCibyna’s struggle for national survival.

The report advances a Peace Dove Strategy for Shimtarnational modernisation in

the twenty-first century, which the authors suggedt improve China’s international
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modernisation prospects (see figure 2). The repeatfirms the key role of the United
Nations in leading and guaranteeing the world’scpeand development, but proposes to
significantly strengthen the role of the Asian wegin the world. To this end, it proposes that
a new regional organisation, Asia Association, éeup with its headquarters on the Chinese
island of Hainan. Within the framework of this ongsation, the report advocates, China
should deepen its cooperation with the West and tiasugh APEC and the Asia-Europe
Economic Cooperation, which the report proposespgrade to the Asia-Europe Meeting.
China’s next priorities in international relatiomshare with the countries of the global South,
particularly the regions of Africa, Oceania, andiBoAmerica. More specifically, the report
suggests that China strategically improve its ma&onal relations with ‘innovative countries,
the resource-abounding countries, the large-papulatountries, the cultural countries, the

friendly countries, and the surrounding countrfés’.

Figure 2. Peace Dove Strategy of China’s Internatital Modernisation
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The report develops the officially pronounced Ch@doreign policy agenda and
presents it in a scientific and theoretical framewas an essential aspect of China’s national
modernisation project. The scientific language hed modernisation theory relies on time-
series and cross-sectional analysis. The repoesgarch team thus not only generates
particular knowledge of the modernisation process$.,employs it to present China’s official
policies in a ‘scientific framework’ and to repres&€hina’s stance in international relations
in allegedly scientifically verifiable terms. It ipalpable in the Modernisation Report’s
employment of particular ‘scientifically reliablguantitative methodologies to produce ‘The
Objective Power Index’ and to evaluate China’s posiin the international areffaHere the
power of the apparently neutral modern languagscm@nce is employed for the production
of a particular vision of progress and modernisat®crucial in concealing the workings of
power in the words of declared truth. Scientificdaage serves as a complicit element in the
production of the power of China’s st&te.

The model of global and regional governance sugdeby the report is explicitly
China-centric with the final goal to raise Chinpi®file in Asia and the world. A favourable
international environment, in other words, wouldveeChina’s race to increase its national

quality and modernisation goals. The final objeetf China’s advancement of its relations
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with other countries in Asia and the world is tchance its own material foundation. But
there is an interesting correlation asserted betwae@vourable international environment for
China’s modernisation and world peace. By fostersugh a favourable international
environment through the promotion of new institnand ideas, the report suggests China
can also bring peace to the woffdInternational modernisation theory, with its pitisation

of science, technology and capital as the main corapts of the development process,
strikingly echoes Henry Truman’s notion of a ‘faieal’, which at the end of the Second
World War was proposed as an American solutiorheoworld’s problems of poverty and
underdevelopmerit. At least at the rhetorical level, this ambitiousgramme was presented
as being concerned with the problem of poverty agiothe globeModernisation Report
makes an equally ambitious attempt to raise thél@rof China around the world for the
purpose of China’s domestic modernisation.

It is remarkable that African and Latin Americaruntries are included in the tail of
the White Dove model led by Asia with China in ttentre. This view places China in the
middle of the global development shift where depelg countries are not part of the driving
force of transformations, but follow the directiook development set by China. Chinese
leaders and scholars not only have embraced the afi€China-led globalisation, but put
forward theoretical interpretations of China-ledemmational modernisation. While some
Western scholars identify socio-economic and palitidangers and opportunities for the
world associated with China’s ri&eofficial discourse in China articulates a new ‘el
Man’s Burden’, a mission to develop the countrieshe Global South, which China has
shouldered on its way to become a great polferThis self-professed global role
reverberates with the party-state’s domestic mimsy approach towards its ethnic
minorities who have been customarily presentedbasdted, supported and guided in their
development by the ‘more advanced’ sector of then€de society. The recent White Paper

on Ethnic Minorities, for example, states that ‘@snic minorities have..., coupled with
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assistance from economically advanced parts of&Cand state preferential policies, striven
to build better homes for themselvé$’,

The authors of th€hina Modernisation Reporteiterate the prevalent conceptions
and theories of modernisation developed, populdriaad in some instances treated as the
norm in the West, although those ideas have bemeaningly challenged. The authors do
not question the hegemonic thinking on developmént, heavily rely on it in their
representations and normative prescriptions of &simodernisation path. And in doing so,
they fail to liberate their thinking from the Wesstementality about the ways of living in
other societies. Indeed, they largely adopt thistalgy as the only possible way to conceive
of the issues of progress and development. Raliaer developing an alternative model to
Western modernisation, Chinese official perspectiveher perpetuates the hierarchies

inherent to it.

Conclusion
The pursuit of modernisation is presented in Chumdficial discourse as an omnipresent and
inescapable goal, influencing modes of thinkingiinge and living at personal and state
levels. The dominance of the modernisation agemdafficial and scholarly analyses
demonstrates how China’'s domestic and internatiogelities are constructed through the
prism of modernisation. China’'s modernisation disse, much of which advocates
comprehensive development, is concerned with thggsoof representation and identity and
the reproduction of the Chinese nation. Its vissbthe future informs the articulation of the
development agenda for Chinese society. The fuaggecially its ‘scientific’ prediction and
numerical expression, becomes the vantage poinviewing the national condition. Not
only the future, but everyday experiences and $taigegn policy are interpreted through the

application of allegedly ‘scientific’ principles.
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The narrow understanding of modernisation as thansieof the production of
numerical indicators and a mode of following a aertdevelopmental model inhibits
embracing cultural diversity and considering pe@pleell-being and happiness. Also, such
restricted theorising excludes pursuing multiplpeety of modernisation or incorporating the
voices of different social groups. The Second Mowation Theory, for example, treats
modernisation as a defining feature of China’s amati character and basically neglects
China’s peculiar diversity. It subordinates or igg® alternative paths to modernity. A
uniform modernisation project is based on the ifieation of certain core values and ideals
as showing the only true path to development; stmisses difference as conservative or
backward. Certain sectors of the population, sushetinnic migrants, are unavoidably
labelled the antitheses of modernisation and tbesaisk being excluded from the project.

The Second Modernisation Theory not only reiterg@sna’s inferior status in
relation to Western societies, who are ahead oh&m their development processes, but
presents a particular picture of China’s domestiasion. It relies on and reproduces a series
of hierarchical relationships within and outsider@hin its articulation of the modernisation
process. Despite China’s status as a developingmamnodernisation scholars recognise
China’s growing influence in the international aagand emphasise the value of knowledge
production in the contemporary world, where Chimatheir opinion, should accelerate.
China’s growing power in the world could be asskrte their view, through the generation
of new ideas, norms, and international institutioftse objective, however, appears to be not
the improvement of the well-being of the world, bétChina’s modernisation.

China’s official scholarly attempts to produce Glimown modernisation theory are
incapacitated by the conviction in the validity @fcientific’ interpretations of human
development. While these attempts cannot effegtiveietell China’s development, they
unmistakably point to China’s aspirations to beexedoped and internationally respected

nation. This drive to convince itself and the wotfiéht China’s is a distinct and deserving
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development model, and the way Chinese scholark thbout China’s and the world’s
development process demonstrate an almost fatallitgyeo escape the legacies of Western
imperialism. Far from overcoming these legaciesn€se officials and scholars adopt and
recreate them through generating news relationsmexfuality and domination within and
outside China. An alternative, and perhaps moriétdfuway to approach the task of Chinese
development knowledge production could start wite scholars’ critical reflection on the
outside influences in their thinking and the effaxi resourcefully acknowledge, respect, and
build on the variety of existing development expedes and perspectives within and outside
China. Problematisation and destabilisation of sedtablished binary oppositions as
West/East, North/South/, developed/backward, amilisgd/uncivilised should be at the

heart of this task.
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