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Abstract

Early modern Europeans, particularly during the Enlightenment, looked outwards to
foreign lands to satisfy their curiosity, enhance theories or support nationalist or
religious agendas, as well learn from other advanced civilizations. This dissertation
examines British and French views of China’s political economy during the
Enlightenment until the publication of Adam Smith’s Wealth of Nations. 1t studies the
construction of knowledge on China’s political economy by British and French primary
travellers, geographers and philosophers, which results in several conclusions. First,
while certainly evident in eighteenth century encounters with China, the
sinophilia/sinophobia dichotomy is a flawed way to assess early Enlightenment
perceptions of China’s political economy. Rather there was a striking degree of
consensus among sources that have been conventionally divided. Second, Europeans
did not possess comfortable assumptions of superiority in the area of political economy
and expressed a great degree of civilizational relativism. Finally, Enlightenment
commentators and observers displayed a genuine interest in what could be learned from
China. At times, Europeans used China as a mirror for self-evaluation and exploration,
such as when considering views of economic culture. In other instances an active
engagement with the Chinese model existed, as philosophers analysed how aspects of
the Chinese system could be reconciled with — and even be used to improve — their own
burgeoning theories of political and economic organization. China’s military weakness
and scientific stagnation offered insight on pitfalls to avoid. Europeans often viewed
China’s history, geography and population as unique and thus argued that Chinese
practices could not be replicated in a European setting. On topics such as foreign trade
and the form of government, China was dismissed as a useful model, not on normative
grounds, but rather because its uniqueness and singularity meant it could not
comfortably be worked into the universal models that characterized European
Enlightenment thought.



Acknowledgements

I would like to thank my doctoral supervisor, Dr. Joan-Pau Rubiés for supporting
and encouraging my intellectual development. I also greatly appreciate the
encouragement I received from the Economic History Department at the LSE and
the “How Well do ‘Facts’ Travel?” research group. I have deep gratitude for
having the opportunity to work with Professor Larry Epstein for the first year of
my doctoral studies. He always managed to know the answer before I asked the
question.

I would like to express my appreciation to the International History Department
and Economic History Department at the London School of Economics, as well as
Hanna Paper Fibres, the Canadian Centennial Scholarship Fund and the Funds for
Women Graduates for their financial support of my doctoral studies.

On a personal note, I dedicate this dissertation to my husband, Malan, who has
read and edited this thesis countless times, supported me throughout and still
decided to marry me along the way. There are not enough words to express my
gratitude. Finally, I would like to thank my mother, who has always encouraged
me to learn for the sake of learning and to follow my passions.



Table of Contents

Chapter 1.  Judging different schemes of oeconomy..........................on 7
1.1.  Scope and Terms
1.2.  The Sinophilia-Sinophobia Dichotomy
1.3.  Civilizational Relativism
1.4.  Ethnography and Views of China’s Political Economy
1.5.  Thesis Structure
Chapter 2. Travelling knowledge in the “discerning age” ........................... 31
2.1.  From China to Europe
2.2. Compilers and Geographers
2.3.  Philosophers
Chapter 3.  “le people le plus fourbe de la terre” ...................ccccceeevvuneennnnn. 72
3.1.  European conceptions of morality
3.2.  Chinese immorality in primary sources
3.3.  Explaining the Chinese case
Chapter 4. “Your Beggarly Commerce!” .............coeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinen. 100
4.1. From El Dorado to Impervious
4.2.  Understanding Chinese Trade Policy
4.3. A European Problem? National rivalries and monopolies
4.4. The Power Dynamic in the China Trade
4.5. Balance of Trade
Chapter 5. “La Sciencedes Princes™................ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii e, 128
5.1.  Oriental Despotism
5.2.  Chinese despotism in Enlightenment debates
5.3.  The moderate character of the Chinese constitution
Chapter 6. Duties of Government................c..ccovvieviiiineniineneninnnneeenen. 155
6.1. Expense of Defence
6.2. Expense of Justice
6.3. Commercial Institutions
6.4. Taxes
Chapter 7.  “raisonneurs trés ignorants™....................cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiin 196
7.1.  The Status of Science and Technology
7.2.  Assessing China’s science and technology
7.3.  Explanations for Stagnation
8. ConcluSion.........c.oi e 226



Bibliography........ ... 233
Appendix L. e, 253

APPENGIX IL. ..ottt 254



OUTLINE: 1. JUDGING DIFFERENT SCHEMES OF ECONOMY
1.1.  SCOPE AND TERMS
1.2.  THE SINOPHILIA-SINOPHOBIA DICHOTOMY
1.3.  CIVILIZATIONAL RELATIVISM
1.4. ETHNOGRAPHY AND VIEWS OF CHINA’S POLITICAL ECONOMY
1.5 THESIS STRUCTURE

Early modern Europeans, particularly during the Enlightenment, looked outwards to
foreign evidence to enhance their theories of political economy. Sir James Steuart, often
referred to as the last mercantilist, began his An inquiry into the principles of political
oeconomy (1767) by emphasizing the importance of contrasting various forms of
political economy:

If one considers the variety which is found in different countries,
in the distribution of property, subordination of classes, genius of
people, proceeding from the variety of forms of government,
laws, and manners, one may conclude, that the political
oeconomy in each must necessarily be different...It is the
business of a statesman to judge of the expediency of different
schemes of oeconomy...The speculative person...must do his
utmost to become a citizen of the world, comparing customs,
examining minutely institutions which appear alike, when in
different countries they are found to produce different effects: he
should examine the cause of such differences with the utmost
diligence and attention.'

At the time of Steuart’s publication, another member of the Scottish Enlightenment had
begun a project to define and explain the divergences in the economic fortunes of
different countries. Adam Smith’s The Wealth of Nations (1776), groundbreaking as it
was, also reflected the contemporary trend of drawing on modern history and

descriptions of the wider world to enhance his theoretical models of political economy.

As a relatively unknown advanced civilization, the Chinese Empire held a unique and
important place in early modern Europe, and particularly in Enlightenment Britain and
France, as numerous thinkers tried to make sense of a widening world and their own
place in it. Early modern authors—from missionaries and merchants to scholars and
geographers—displayed great interest in understanding the nature and workings of the
Chinese Empire. The motivations for this inquisitiveness varied, as did the ways in

which knowledge of China was constructed and used. While European societies

! Sir James Steuvart, An inquiry into the principles of political oeconomy: being an essay on the science of
domestic policy in free nations 2 Volumes (London: printed for A. Millar and T. Cadell, 1767), vol. 1, 3.
Gary M. Anderson and Robert D. Tollison, “Sir James Steuart as the Apotheosis of Mercantilism and His

Relation to Adam Smith”, Southern Economic Journal 51:2 (1984), 456-468.
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remained largely religious, secular interests were rapidly expanding amongst their
intellectual and commercial elites. Philosophers, polemicists, and geographers eagerly
debated topics of political economy and began to incorporate information about the

widening world into their conversations.

This study asks what were British and French perceptions of China’s political economy
during the Enlightenment? The Enlightenment, as an intellectually vibrant period prior
to the age of European economic supremacy, represents a key moment for European
assessments of China during which there was scope for an honest evaluation of different
forms of social, economic and political organization. Against the backdrop of intense
examination and debate by Enlightenment philosophers over the merits and changing
the foundations of their own societies, there was a genuine openness towards, and desire

to learn from, the Chinese system.

In a recent article, David Porter discussed the process of “writing China out of history”
due to the challenge it posed to the narrative of European exceptionalism.” He claims
that views of China as a viable alternative to this European model were “deliberately
and usefully forgotten in England over the course of the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries”.’ Porter calls for further research into the historicization of this act of
forgetting which he describes as the development of “instrumental amnesia”. While this
process certainly occurred over this lengthy period of time, this research will show that
for an influential group of eighteenth century philosophers of political economy, and
popular geographers the act of forgetting had not yet occurred. In fact, discussions of
China as an alternative system of political economy were vibrant. Views of the viability
of the Chinese model differed greatly depending on the particular topic at hand and this
is where the examination of particular elements of China’s political economy is most

enlightening.

This chapter proceeds with a definition of the scope and terms of this question,
including a brief introduction to the sources that will be used. Next, it addresses the
historiography on three themes connected to European views of China’s political
economy. The first theme is the influential dichotomy between sinophilia and

sinophobia in assessing Western views of China. It is argued that a focused study on

2 David Porter, “Sinicizing Early Modernity: The Imperatives of Historical Cosmpolitanism”, Eighteenth-
Century Studies, 43:3 (2010), 299-306, quote at 305.
} Ibid,, 304.



assessments of China’s political economy blurs such boundaries and these categories
occlude more than they reveal. The second theme is the role of civilizational relativism
in eighteenth century approaches to China’s political economy. It is shown that
Europeans did not take for granted that their own systems of political economy were
innately superior to the one found in China. Finally, connected to this relativism, is the
theme of openness and genuine interest with which many Europeans considered
knowledge of China. A variety of Europeans sought out ethnographic information on
the Middle Kingdom to assist in the creation of their schematics of the world. This
introductory chapter concludes by outlining the significance of these three themes to the

subsequent chapters of this study.
1.1. SCOPE AND TERMS

This study examines three main bodies of sources that are selected based on their
contemporary popularity, their influence on the development of new ideas, and their
relevance to the topic of China’s political economy. The first group is comprised of
accounts by early-modern missionaries, merchants, emissaries and travellers from
several European countries—notably Italy, Portugal, Spain, the Netherlands, France and
England—who relayed first-hand information about China back to interested audiences
in Eurdpe. The second group is constituted by the writings of geographers, which, as a
result of a profit-driven printing culture and popular demand, reflect more accessible
descriptions of the wider world that are key to understanding the broader acceptance of
the intellectual evaluations of the wealth of civilizations. These geographers saw it as
their task to organize and reframe the primary descriptions of the world encountered in
the first group.? In Britain, many of these geographers were Grub Street “hack” writers,
but they were also often men of great intelligence (if not reputation) who engaged with
the primary travellers and philosophers interested in China. The final group is formed
by the works of a number of Enlightenment philosophers who referenced China in their
studies. Given the focus on political economy, the most relevant British and French
philosophers were Frangois Quesnay, Charles de Secondat, baron de Montesquieu,
Voltaire (Frangois-Marie Arouet), Jean Jacques Rousseau, Abbé Raynal, Denis Diderot,
David Hume and Adam Smith. This research, however, is not a history of philosophical

views of China. Rather, it is a study of the construction of knowledge of China’s

* The term “geographers” is used as a broad category, encompassing travel compilers and authors of
popular modemn histories of China. A closer explication of this category can be found in chapter two.



political economy in eighteenth-century Britain and France. It examines the travelling
of information and arguments about China’s political economy that occurred between
the primary sources, geographers, and French and British philosophers. These three
categories of sources are fluid and there are individuals that traverse these constructed
boundaries. Chapter two offers a detailed assessment of these sources and their
relationship to one another. For now it is sufficient to note that this research is not
intended as a comprehensive catalogue of all that was written about China’s political
economy; it is a study of the most influential, iconic and representative works that offer
important or interesting discussions of the state of politics and economics in the Chinese

Empire during the Enlightenment.’

The concept of the Enlightenment is contested and thus needs to be defined for the
purposes of this enquiry. In the broadest sense, it is used as a temporal marker to delimit
the period from the scientific breakthroughs of Isaac Newton and the political changes
of the Glorious Revolution at the end of the seventeenth century to the start of the
French Revolution at the end of the eighteenth century. However, the use of the term
Enlightenment is not limited to being a synonym for this particular period. Historians
debate whether there was a single Enlightenment or whether it should be understood
more broadly as a period that witnessed numerous smaller intellectual movements,
highly dependent on local contexts. J.G.A. Pocock argues there were multiple
Enlightenments, and that national contexts mattered greatly in shaping them. However,
he accepts these contexts are complicated by the “intensification of the patterns of
exchange and interaction” across European countries.® In a similar vein, John Robertson
asserts that “the intellectual coherence of the Enlightenment may still be found...in the
commitment to understanding, and hence to advancing, the causes and conditions of
human betterment in this world”.” He rightly acknowledges that the Enlightenment had
patriotic impulses, which led to the identification of solutions particular to specific
national contexts, but alongside this impulse was one of cosmopolitanism that
encouraged philosophers to think comparatively and about humanity as a whole.

Crucially, Robertson identifies this cause of betterment as a central motive of

3 For a catalogue of European views of Asia in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries see Donald Lach,
Asia in the Making of Europe, 2 Volumes (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1965-1970) and Donald
Lach and Edwin J. Van Kley, 4sia in the Making of Europe, vol. 3 (Chicago: Chicago University Press,
1993).

¢ J.G.A. Pocock, Barbarism and Religion Volume 1 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999),
138.

7 John Robertson, The Case for Enlightenment: Scotland and Naples, 1680-1760 (Cambridge: Cambridge

University Press, 2005), 28.
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Enlightenment thought, articulated through the terms of political economy.® For this
reason, a focus on the universal language of political economy as a key commonality of

the Enlightenment is of particular relevance to the aims of this study.

The importance of national contexts has not only been emphasized in relation to
Enlightenment thought in general, but also specifically in regard to differing narratives
on Asia emanating from England and France. One prominently identified difference
was their varied religious orientations. Ros Ballaster, for instance, contends that
England and France had different relationships with China, because the former was a
potential trade partner while the latter viewed China primarily as an outpost for Jesuit
missionary activity.” Still, Ballaster qualifies this distinction by also noting that the
“construction of the ‘fabulous’ Orient” often overrode national and geographic
difference within Europe.10 Indeed, European views of non-Europeans occupy a central
place in European Enlightenment thought as a whole. As Sankar Muthu points out,
“more substantive and conventional understandings of “the Enlightenment” usually
occlude more than they illuminate the writings about non-European peoples and empire
by eighteenth-century political thinkers.”"! Similar to Muthu’s study of anti-imperialism
in the Enlightenment, this research also seeks to ‘“broaden our understanding of
Enlightenment era perspectives”. To this end, the term Enlightenment is employed here
to refer to an age of philosophical thought defined by a particular project to advance
knowledge (or, as the case may be, apply “reason”) in order to improve the welfare (and
thus the wealth) of states. For this reason, considerations of political economy were of
immense concern to the development of Enlightenment thought and especially its

engagement with the non-European “other”.

Another problematic aspect of defining the Enlightenment concerns its chronology. For
the purpose of examining European views of China’s political economy, this study
focuses on the period between 1696 and 1776. Information produced before 1696 will,

at times, be of great relevance as it continued to be referenced well into the eighteenth

$ Ibid., 377.

% Ros Ballaster, Fabulous Orients: Fictions of the East in England 1662-1785 (London: Oxford
University Press, 2005), 20.

19 Ibid., 20-1; Lach and Van Kley discuss the seventeenth-century printed reports stemming from northern
Europe, particularly Holland, while missionary reports originated from Catholic publishing centres such
as Rome. They note, however, that the original missionary and merchant reports were often reprinted,
translated, republished in travel collections and used in articles published in scholarly journals on Asia.
Lach and Van Kley, Asia in the Making of Europe, xli.

"1 See Sankar Muthu Enlightenment Against Empire (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2003).
11



century. However, the detailed description of China by the French Jesuit Louis Le
Comte provides a meaningful starting point to the period directly relevant to this study.
His Nouveaux Mémoires sur [’état present de la Chine (1696) was as controversial as it
was popular, and continued to be routinely referenced by late eighteenth-century
geographers and philosophers. The period under consideration ends with Adam Smith’s
assessment of China’s political economy in his Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of
the Wealth of Nations (1776).'> Spanning eighty years and two countries, the French
missionary and Scottish philosopher reflect diverging conclusions about the status of
China’s political economy. And yet, both agreed in their assessments of several
elements of the Chinese system and showed a genuine interest in understanding the

workings of China’s political economy.

In defining the particular subject areas used to organize perceptions of China’s political
economy, this study follows contemporary categories. Political economy was an
evolving concept in early modern Europe. The Greek etymology of the term economy
(oikonomia) referred to the government of the household for the common good of the
family. In the seventeenth century this definition expanded to political economy, which
referred to the government of the great family, the State. The first published use of the
term is attributed to Antoine de Montchrestien’s Traité de I’économie politique (1615).
Montchrestien’s understanding of political economy was heavily based on the writings
of Jean Bodin and reflected his mercantilist and xenophobic bias.* By the eighteenth
century, political economy had become more of a theoretical field through which to
examine the actions of a state. James Steuart defined “oeconomy” as referring to a
family and “political oeconomy” as referring to a state. He argued that the economy of
states “depends upon a thousand circumstances”, a number of which he sought to
analyse. Steuart described political economy as both an art and a science, noting that its
first purpose is to adapt to the spirit, manners, habits and customs of people and then to
“introduce a set of new and more useful institutions.”'* He continued,

The principal object of this science is to secure a certain fund of
subsistence for all the inhabitants; to obviate every circumstance
which may render it precarious; to provide every thing necessary
for supplying the wants of the society, and to employ the

12 Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations, ed. Edwin Cannan (New York: Bantam Dell, 2003 [first publ.
London 1776]), 926.

13 Jacques Fontanel, Jean-Paul Herbert and Ivan Samson, “The Birth of the Political Economy or the
Economy in the Heart of Politics: Mercantilistm,” Defence and Peace Economics 19:5 (2008), 331-338;
Antoine de Montchrestien, Traicté de I’economie politique, ed. Frangois Billacois (Genéve: Librairie
Droz, 1999).

' Steuart, An inquiry into the principles of political oeconomy, 2.
12



inhabitants (supposing them to be freemen) in such a manner as
naturally to create reciprocal relations and dependencies between
them, so as to make their several interests lead them to supply one
another with their reciprocal wants.'®

Contemporaries, such as Jean-Frangois Féraud, agreed with Steuart’s understanding of
political economy, while others such as Samuel Johnson did not.'® While no definite
consensus on what political economy meant was reached during the Enlightenment, it
was widely understood to refer to the interlocking realms of the state and its economy.
The main chapters of this study address the most important themes of political economy
as related to China. These themes were defined by a thorough examination of
contemporary descriptions and classifications. They are: economic culture and morality
(lest we forget that Adam Smith was a moral philosopher); trade policy; the nature of
government; the duties and practicalities of government; and science and technology.
Approached through these categories, European perceptions of, and discourses on,
China reveal their direct connection to debates about Europe’s own past, present, and

future, debates that came to form a cornerstone of Enlightenment thought.

Although many authors have addressed European views of China in the early modem
period, it is striking that there is no single text whose primary aim is to evaluate
perceptions of China’s political economy in this period.'” Studies that touch on this
topic suffer from their imposition of modern analytical categories on the past, when
economics did not exist as a distinct field of scholarly endeavour. The problems

inherent in this approach can be resolved through an alternative focus on political

" Ibid., 2-3.

16 A French dictionary that repeated this definition is Jean-Frangois Féraud, Dictionaire critique de la
langue francaise (Marseille: Jean Mossey, 1787-88), s.v. “Economie". Other dictionaries, by contrast,
retained the restricted definition of economy as the management of a family; see, for instance, Samuel
Johnson, 4 dictionary of the English language, 2 Volumes (London: J. and P. Knapton, et. al., 2nd ed.,
1755-56), s.v. “Economy”.

'7 The most notable texts include: A. Reichwein, China and Europe: intellectual and Artistic Contacts in
the Eighteenth Century, trans.. by J.C. Powell (London: Kegan, 1925); Virgile Pinot, La Chine et la
Jormation de 1’esprit philosophique en France (1640-1740) (Paris: Librairie orientaliste Paul Geuthner,
1932); Lewis A. Maverick, China, a Model for Europe (San Antonio: Paul Anderson Company, 1946);
William Appleton, A Cycle of Cathay: The Chinese Vogue in England during the Seventeenth and
Eighteenth Centuries (New York: Columbia University Press, 1951); Basil Guy The French Image of
China Before and After Voltaire (Geneva: Institut et Musée Voltaire, 1963); Lach, 4sia in the Making of
Europe; Lach and Van Kley 4sia in the Making of Europe; Raymond Dawson, The Chinese Chameleon:
An Analysis of European Conceptions of Chinese Civilization (London: Oxford University Press, 1967);
Colin Mackerras, Western Images of China (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1989); René Etiemble,
L’Europe Chinoise 2 Volumes (Paris: Gallimard, 1988); Adrian Hsia, ed., The Vision of China in the
English Literature of the Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries (Hong Kong: Chinese University Press,
1998); Jonathan Spence, The Chan’s Great Continent: China in Western Minds (New York: W.W.
Norton, 1999); David Martin Jones, The Image of China in Western Social and Political Thought (New
York: Palgrave, 2001); David E. Mungello, The Great Encounter of China and the West, 1500-1800

(Maryland: Rowman and Littlefield, 2005).
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economy as it was contemporaneously understood. Another potential objection to a
focused study on political economy is the neglect of important moral and religious
debates, which are deemed outside the concerns of present-day economics but were
very much part of early-modern debates about political economy. Indeed, morality and
religion were important components of European views of China. This study therefore
addresses these topics at particular moments when they are most relevant to the subject
of political economy (most expressly in the examination of views on Chinese moral
philosophy in chapter three). However, anachronistic presumptions having been cast
aside, there does remain good reason to analyse in detail views of political economy in
its more narrow sense. First, unlike religion, an area where most Europeans were
assured of the superiority of Christianity, political economy was an area of interest that
was still open to great relativism and debate. Second, topics of political economy—
particularly international trade, the role of government in society, and the increase of
science and technology—were all growing in importance and relevance throughout this
period. Finally, it enables the focused examination of an area in which primary sources
suffered from less of a culturalist or Eurocentric bias than many other fields—a fact that
was even acknowledged by contemporary commentators. The remaining sections of this
introduction address how concentrating on the issue of political economy leads to a
rethinking of three historiographical themes: the sinophilia-sinophobia dichotomy;
civilizational relativism; and the use of ethnographic information in the construction of

Enlightenment debates.
1.2. THE SINOPHILIA-SINOPHOBIA DICHOTOMY

A predominant paradigm in studies of European views of China has been to identify and
analyse a shift from sinophilia (a strong admiration for China) to sinophobia (an
aversion towards China). For instance, referring to Enlightenment discussion of China’s
morality and political system, David Mungello claims “there was a tension throughout
the Enlightenment between sinophilia and sinophobia”.'® This dichotomy is not only a
construction of modern historians, but was also recognized at the time. The English
translator of Jean Baptiste Grosier’s updated version of Jean Baptiste Du Halde’s
description of China openly discussed the conflicting views of China in 1788. He

observed:

18 Mungello, The Great Encounter, 125
14



the learned seem to differ widely in their ideas respecting [the Chinese].
By some they have been extolled as the wisest and most enlightened of
mankind; while others, perhaps equally, if not more remote from the
truth, have exhibited them in the most contemptible point of view, and
represented them as a despicable people, deceitful, ignorant, and
superstitious, and destitute of every principle of human justice °

Enlightenment thinkers such as Montesquieu and Voltaire have been assigned positions
at the opposite ends of this spectrum, with the former labelled a sinophobe and the latter
a sinophile. The primary sources of information about China have also been deemed
representative of one of these two categories, with the Jesuit missionaries seen as
sinophiles and other compilers of primary information, such as non-Jesuit missionaries,

merchants, emissaries and travellers, labelled sinophobes.

Some historians have attempted to categorise views of China along social or class lines.
Longxi Zhang argues that “average people in the market” admired China for its material
products, and that afterwards the philosophers of the Enlightenment came to admire the
Confucian system of Chinese civilization.”® While this dissertation does not examine
diaries, letters or other contemporary sources to ascertain the views of “average people
in the market”, it does consider the more popular views as expressed in geographies.
Their editors and compilers demonstrated interest in China’s civilization beyond its
material products. While their audience was literate, thus not necessarily ‘“average
people in the market,” they were also not limited to philosophers. Moreover, even
amongst the ostensibly ‘sinophile’ philosophers, we find dramatic disagreement. At
times, a given scholar may have held ideological views on China that resembled more

closely those of popular geographers than those of his fellow philosophes.

Apart from the purported differences in scholarly and popular views, there is also the
question of variations in perceptions of China between nations in Europe. Reichwein
argues that intellectual interest in China survived longer in France because of art.?!

Charles Boxer likewise contends that in England the idea of a virtuous China was not as

1% Anonymous, “Translator’s Preface”, in A general description of China...ed. Jean-Baptist Grosier,
Translator unknown. (London: Printed by G.G. and J. Robinson, 1788), iv. The French edition was
published in 1777-1783. Grosier and Cornelius de Pauw engaged in a literary debate over the validity and
merits of the Jesuits and over the nature of the Chinese Empire.

20 Longxi Zhang, “The Myth of the Other: China in the Eyes of the West”, Critical Inquiry 15 :1 Autumn,
1988, 108-131, quote at 118.

1 Reichwein, China and Europe, 151. The following authors also all argue there was a difference
between the French and English views of China: Qian Zhongshu “China in the English Literature of the
Eighteenth Century” in The Vision of China, ed. Hsia, 166; Giinther Lottes, “China in European Political
Thought, 1750-1850”, in China and Europe: Images and Influences in the Sixteenth to Eighteenth

Centuries ed. Thomas H.C. Lee (Hong Kong: The Chinese University Press, 1991), 71.
15



readily accepted as it was in France.” Similarly, Chen Shouyi claims that “enthusiasm
for China never grew very strong in England”.”> Chen lists a selection of English
sources such as the modern part of An Universal History and Oliver Goldsmith’s
Chinese Letters to support his notion that English commentators on China were largely
sinophobes. However, as this study will demonstrate, on the topic of political economy
there is no shortage of English sources that show respect towards, or at least a genuine
consideration of, Chinese institutions. Indeed, we shall see that on a number of
particular topics, the modern part of An Universal History presented a favourable view
of China. Additionally, French sources also reflected a variety of unfavourable views

on China, including incisive criticism of their military and science and technology.

There is also considerable disagreement on the timing of the shift from a predominantly
sinophile Europe to the rise of sinophobes during the latter part of the Enlightenment.**
Armold Rowbotham identifies the 1735 publication of Du Halde’s description of China
based on primary sources as the point when sinophilia became sinomania.?® In his view,
this sinomania reached its apogee in 1760, the year that Voltaire published his Essai sur
les moeurs.*® Adolf Reichwein concurs with Rowbotham that 1760 represents a turning
point.”” Looking from the perspective of the rise of sinophobia, Chen Shouyi likewise
identifies 1760 as a critical year, pointing out that it marked the first appearance of
Oliver Goldsmith’s sinophobic Chinese Letters in The Public Ledger.*® John Hobson,
on the other hand, dates the shift to 1780, despite noting a number of inconsistencies
with such a dating.”® Indeed, most authors have qualified their arguments with the claim
that the shift was not complete. Gregory Blue has pointed out the overlap of sinophilia
and sinophobia, while still maintaining that the balance of opinion and approach to

China as a deviation from the Western model shifted from the mid-eighteenth to the

22 C.R. Boxer “Some Aspects of Western Historical Writing on the Far East, 1500-1800” in Historians of
China and Japan, ed. by W.G. Beasley and E.G. Pulleyblank (London: Oxford University Press, 1961),
313.

2 Chen Shouyi, “Oliver Goldsmith and His Chinese Letters” in The Vision of China, ed. Hsia, 297.

* Authors such as David Mungello, The Great Encounter; Mackerras, Western Images of China; and
Joanna Waley-Cohen, The Sextants of Beijing: Global Currents in Chinese History (New York: W.W.
Norton, 1999) are examples of recent scholarship that address the evolution of the relationship between
China and Europe over many centuries.

2> Amold H. Rowbotham, “The Impact of Confucianism on 17th century Europe” The Far Eastern
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