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[bookmark: _Hlk532914508]A Source Description of Gang Zhao’s, Reinventing China: Imperial Qing Ideology and the Rise of Modern Chinese National Identity in the Early Twentieth Century, Modern China, Vol. 32, No. 1 (2006), pp. 3-30

This journal articles published in the Journal of Modern China questions the role of national identity politics in Qing China, but also just after the 1911 revolution. The aim is to question what the national identity of China is. It is something that is defined by the reigning dynasty of the empire or is it defined as a nation state, by physical borders or by a defined people that can be Chinese. This article also considers the scholarly interpretations of the question. How originally China was just an abstract that defined the Chinese Empire but eventually became what is the modern China. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The first couple of pages in brief look at the evolving notion of what is China by addressing how the Qing Dynasty chose to address it[footnoteRef:1]. The Qing defined the Empire as by the name of the Dynasty but also the name of China[footnoteRef:2]. The difference being that China referred to what was ordinarily considered Chines provinces[footnoteRef:3]. The name of Qing not just referred to traditional Chinese territory but also the provinces of southern and the northern frontiers that were not quite considered China proper[footnoteRef:4]. This is in part due to the multi ethnic position that that the used in order to legitimate its rule, and as such no serious attempts were made to create a unified race[footnoteRef:5].  [1:  Imperial Qing Ideology and the Rise of Modern Chinese National Identity in the Early Twentieth Century, Modern China, Vol. 32, No. 1 (2006), pp. 3-30. ]  [2:  Ibid., p. 4. ]  [3:  Ibid., p. 4. ]  [4:  Ibid., p. 3. ]  [5:  Ibid., p. 10. ] 

In general, when referring to Imperial China the imperial stand point changed depending on the dynasty, be it Qing, Song, Ming, or Qin Dynasties[footnoteRef:6]. The article argues that as each came from a different ethnic group then their idea of what China was is inherently different[footnoteRef:7]. They would define it as our China, non-so as much as the Qing[footnoteRef:8]. This would infer that China is defined by the Dynasty and the ruling family rather than by specific geographic borders. Under the Ching both concepts became common place with diplomatic showing China being described as both. In other words, by the Qing dynasty both had become one and the same[footnoteRef:9].  [6:  Ibid., p. 21. ]  [7:  Ibid., p. 21. ]  [8:  Ibid., p. 22. ]  [9:  Ibid., p. 7. ] 

The viewpoint certainly changed under the Republic after 1911. The Republic sought to create China proper with an administration dominated by the Han Chinese, the predominant ethnic group in China. They sought to do this by emigrating the Han to other provinces so that became dominated by Ethnic Chinese rather than other peoples[footnoteRef:10]. Certain officials argued however that there should simply be reform that decreased the differences between the races to create a strong and unified nation[footnoteRef:11]. The conclusion of the article suggests that whereas the Republic may have achieved something, the Qing won an ideological victory on this issue as they where able to define what is on a Multi Ethnic Platform that is the direct precedent that has created the modern Chinse Identity[footnoteRef:12].  [10:  Ibid., pp. 18 – 19. ]  [11:  Ibid., p. 19. ]  [12:  Ibid., p. 28. ] 




 
