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Introducing the China-Europe 
Identity Issue

 Addressing the Identity Issue in China-Europe Relations

The identity of the modern Chinese state was forged in the context of Euro-
pean emissaries, gunboats, and books. The effects of this still shape China’s 
policies towards the European continent. China-Europe relations have been 
through a number of vagaries over the last decades. In the span of few years, 
the relationship has gone from speculations about a new Europe-China great 
power axis to political boycotts and punitive economic measures. This book 
argues that Chinese perceptions of their own identity, and Europe’s role in 
the wider network of meaning sustaining this identity, is not only deeply 
intertwined throughout modern history, but is also an important and under-
studied factor in current day political relations between China and Europe. 
The analysis of texts and political acts relevant to China-Europe relations 
over the last century and a half, demonstrates how Europe emerged as a 
nodal point for the various Chinese attempts at re-establishing ontological 
security for a reformed Chinese polity, since the political and ideological 
convulsions following the Opium Wars. The repercussions of this  resonates 
also through current affairs.

The People’s Republic of China (PRC) was in late 2021 feeling the ef-
fects of the ongoing ‘trade war’ with the United States, on top of a range of  
domestic issues following the Covid-19 pandemic. European public opinion 
on China had fallen rapidly, whilst Beijing was seeking to shore up an ever 
more difficult international situation.1 It was in this challenging economic  
and geopolitical environment that China chose to instigate yet another trade 
conflict, with its single most important trade partner; the European Union (EU).  
The reason was that the new Taiwanese representative office in Lithuania was 
opened under the name of Taiwan, not Taipei.2 Such, for onlookers seemingly 
esoteric, symbolic issues tied to Chinese identity have on numerous occasions 
shaped relations between China and Europe in ways that go against the grain 
of what would be expected of an economically rational actor. Similarly, when 
former Chinese Premier Li Keqiang’s insistence on being invited to see the 
Queen becomes a key foreign policy flashpoint following 18 months of Chi-
nese diplomatic boycott of the United Kingdom in the early 2010s, it points 
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to other factors at play in the relationship between two of the world’s most 
important powers, besides merely economic or geopolitical rationality.

The case of China-Europe relations thus joins a growing body of literature 
analysing how identity concerns have led countries to embrace a particular set 
of foreign policies, even when other available and viable political choices would 
have entailed larger economic or diplomatic benefits. As even the late nestor of 
realpolitik, Henry Kissinger, formulated the crux of future China-US relations: 
“This is the key problem of our time. (…) whether each side can believe that 
they have achieved enough to be compatible with their convictions and with 
their histories.”3 This book argues that the importance of analysing the identity 
these convictions are predicated upon, and the history on which it is based, is no 
less of an issue for China’s relations with Europe; a continent with which it has 
an even longer and more fraught history than with the United States. The Chi-
nese empire had for over 2000 years considered itself the civilized centre of the 
world. As contact was being made with Europe, the continent and its nations 
were considered the extreme periphery of the barbarian lands surrounding the 
Middle Kingdom. When these European barbarians suddenly subsumed China 
into a new state system, however, it was now these barbarians who claimed to 
uphold a standard of civilization the Chinese failed to meet.

The violent colonial-era inclusion of China into the Western world order 
by the ‘barbarian’ Europeans during the colonial era, demarcated a breaking 
point where China’s image of itself, China’s image of the world, and for that 
matter the world’s image of China, were all ruptured. It radically upended 
the conceptual dyad of Civilization versus Barbarism that constituted a long-
standing fundament of Chinese politics,4 and preceded a century-long set of 
political struggles over how to redefine the Chinese polity. Consecutive Chi-
nese governments have since sought through different strategies to re-obtain 
a stable, ontologically secure, identity for a renewed China. As succinctly 
put by leading Chinese IR-scholar Qin Yaqing, “As a big country with a 
five-thousand-year civilization, China desires and expects to gain a proper  
status in the international system and a proper identity in international  
society […] and the struggle for an identity is the fundamental driving force 
of China’s rise.”5 As pointed out by Yong Deng, the end of the Cold War 
brought forth yet another fundamental status crisis for China.6 This has led 
to a greater Chinese drive for status recognition internationally, and for the 
CCP to be regarded domestically, as the stewards of an ancient civilization  
rejuvenated to the great power status of old. To quote Callahan, “the heart 
of Chinese foreign policy is thus not a security dilemma, but an identity 
dilemma.”7 As this book argues, this identity dilemma matters – also for  
China’s policies towards Europe.

In order to investigate the role of identity issues in China’s Europe poli-
cies, it is therefore necessary to base analyses of current era policies on the 
historical background that has shaped contemporary Chinese identity issues. 
As such, this book combines a historical section with a contemporary inves-
tigation, analysing over a century’s worth of key political documents from 
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the 1840s Opium Wars  to the present day. The historical analysis focuses 
on the role of Europe in the Chinese efforts to re-establish a stable political 
identity at four key junctures over the 150 years following the Opium Wars. 
This provides the necessary deep conceptual understanding of the roots of 
the identity issues in current-day Chinese Europe policies. The contemporary 
section focuses on the present era, centring on three cases of political crisis 
in the China-Europe relationship over the last two decades. This in order to 
ascertain whether Chinese identity issues, theorized as ontological security 
seeking, played a role in shaping its relations with Europe in these defining 
moments of the China-Europe relationship.

Scholarship on the motivations of China’s foreign policies has prolifer-
ated of late, given Beijing’s new significance in shaping global politics.8 How-
ever, whilst the role of the identity factor in Chinese foreign policies towards 
other major international actors, such as the United States, Russia, and Ja-
pan, has long been a field of scholarly enquiry,9 this is a perspective that has 
been largely overlooked in China-Europe relations. This omission is all the 
more puzzling, as European powers were key actors in the re-negotiations of 
Chinese social and political identity after the fall of the Qing dynasty, and 
China’s violent introduction to modernity during the colonial era. As China 
continues to grow more consequential for both Europe and the global order 
in general, this book’s guiding rationale has been to address this key gap in 
the analysis of relations between two of the world’s foremost power centres. 
In addressing this issue, this book answers a dual research puzzle; how does 
Europe matter for Chinese identity, and how does identity matter for China’s 
current-day policies towards Europe?

The fact that literature on China-Europe relations largely omits the iden-
tity factor, whilst literature on identity in international relations has failed to 
engage with the case of China and Europe, has both empirical and theoretical  
consequences. In empirical terms, the absence of identity dynamics hampers  
analyses of the volatile relationship between two of the world’s main power 
poles. Scholarly approaches have traditionally regarded Sino-European rela-
tions from a primarily economic perspective, a perspective which struggles to 
explain a range of discrepancies in the relationship. As the following chapters 
demonstrate, the contemporary China-Europe relationship has seen consid-
erable volatility over a short period of time, from being touted as a potential 
new great power axis, to being riven by instances of political boycotts and 
diplomatic freeze. The greatest challenges in China-Europe relations have 
arguably arisen when political decisions in Europe challenged fundamental 
tenets of China’s identity narrative. Seemingly contrary actions like Dalai 
Lama-related boycotts towards important trade partners, whilst simultane-
ously seeking these same countries’ acquiescence in creating a more multipo-
lar world order, can be more saliently understood through analysing them as 
based on a broad Chinese understanding of ‘identity security’. To discount 
identity concerns from an analysis of China – Europe relations arguably en-
tails overlooking one of the most salient variables of the political dynamic.
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In theoretical terms, another puzzle motivating this book is how imple-
menting the case of China’s relations with Europe into the identity litera-
ture can contribute to developing ontological security theory, in addition 
to contributing to the understanding of Chinese foreign policy motivations. 
A consequence of this case’s absence from the current body of works, is the 
continued overrepresentation of established Western nation-states in the on-
tological security literature. This bias weakens our conceptual apparatus for 
analysing non-Western states, at precisely the moment in time when these 
countries’ global influence is more important than ever. Furthermore, this 
skewed case selection results in a tendency to overlook how national identity-
building is shaped by the historical legacies of forced entry into modernity 
during the age of colonialism. Particularly in the case of China, this is a key 
point.

This book argues that Europe has been a major constitutive factor in the 
political and ideological contests of Chinese ontological security seeking. 
Particularly in the early decades of the last century, the European influence 
was integral to the Chinese efforts at re-establishing a stable national iden-
tity. The European influx at the end of the Qing era, forced a fundamental 
ontological security crisis upon an ailing dynasty. As Qin has summarized the 
conundrum this entailed for the attempts at re-founding the Chinese polity: 
“In the 140 years from 1840 to 1980, China had always faced the problem  
of its relationship with the international system, but never had an appropriate 
solution to it. (…) The Qing Dynasty failed to solve it; neither did the later  
Chinese governments.”10 At the outset of the 21st century, the European in-
fluence was less keenly relevant for Chinese identity and ontological security. 
Europe was in most cases a secondary set of relationships compared to the 
dominant role that the United States held in Chinese official and popular 
discourse.11 However, Europe was still of enough relevance to Beijing’s po-
litical identity to shape Chinese policies towards the European continent in 
a number of important ways. In terms of the second constituent part of this 
book’s research puzzle, the conclusion is that Chinese motivations based on 
matters of identity and ontological security have had a substantial impact in 
some of the key moments defining current China-Europe relations. In sum, 
this investigation contends that one of the more salient factors in the China-
Europe relationship through decades of political power-shifts and diplomatic 
vagaries, is one that has received some of the least attention; namely the issue 
of identity.

 Why Identity and Europe?

This book is motivated by the extent to which the literature on China-Europe 
relations has neglected identity as an issue shaping Chinese policies towards 
the European continent. Conversely, the literature on identity in Chinese for-
eign policy has paid too scant attention to the case of China-Europe relations. 
Furthermore, the theoretical scholarship on identity issues in international 
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relations still has not fully engaged with the particular case of Chinese identity 
formation after its forced inclusion into the international system. This work 
thus contributes to the academic debate at this intersection of the empirical 
literature on China-Europe relations, and the scholarship on Chinese identity 
processes through ontological security theory building. With regards to the 
empirical contribution, the field of China-Europe studies is still strangely un-
derexplored. This stands in sharp contrast to, e.g., the relationship between 
the United States and China, or China and Japan, that have engendered a 
large and growing body of works, contributing to both empirical analyses 
and theoretical debates.12 The literature regarding relations between two of 
the world’s three largest economic actors, Europe/the EU and China, is on the 
other hand relatively meagre, and overwhelmingly one of edited volumes,13 
articles, and policy papers.14 These tend to be, as incentivized by their for-
mat, limited in terms of their theoretical depth and empirical scope, although 
providing keen insights within their area of focus.15 There are also a small 
number of excellent books, but these tend to be focused on economic aspects 
of the relationship.16 Thus, in addition to the scarcity in this field, the extant 
scholarship is concentrated along a rather slim range of approaches, with its 
main strength in research on the importance of economic imperatives.17

A key argument of this book is thus that such a focus has overlooked the 
degree to which economic imperatives in China-Europe relations are entan-
gled with Chinese identity concerns.

Although a range of eminent scholarship has analysed the political and 
economic influences of Europe during particular moments of ancient Chinese 
history,18 and a number of texts have engaged with the identity struggles of 
the Chinese state throughout the modern period,19 there exists to the best of 
my knowledge no substantial work undertaking a history of ideas on the Chi-
nese concept of Europe. Regarding contemporary Chinese policies towards 
Europe, and the role of identity as a factor in these, relevant literature is also 
rather lacking.20 Christiansen et al. provide a recent welcome contribution, 
referring to ontological security as one important factor in understanding 
Chinese foreign policy motivations, however, as the book‘s wide scope ren-
ders natural, this factor is allotted only a few pages.21  Edited books such as 
Zhongqi Pan’s excellent take at the role of conceptual differences in China-
EU relations broach the identity issue in a constructive manner,22 whilst a 
few chapters on Chinese security policies briefly explore the basis on which 
Chinese and European threat perceptions differ.23  This important aspect of 
Sino-European relations is also touched upon by Callahan, who emphasizes 
how China’s relations with the EU are important, in that “it helps the PRC to 
construct a view of China as a non-hegemonic superpower.”24 In Casarini’s 
monograph on Europe-China relations, a pathbreaking read still almost 
alone of its kind, the wide scope of including the role of United States and 
East-Asia as actors in the Europe-China relationship leaves less room for the-
ory-building, but the author points towards potential research projects being 
undertaken on the specifics of China’s identity in its relations with Europe.25
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Turning to the European side of the dyad analysed in this book, there is 
a certain literature on the role of various aspects of identity in shaping Eu-
ropean China policies. In particular this literature is focused on the EU, as a 
case of this still evolving political community taking on new roles as a geo-
political power.26 This feature of the scholarship reflects the extent to which 
the EU is a rapidly changing entity with identity issues of itself.27 As such, 
covering the various European identity processes over the last centuries is too 
wide of a field for this book to cover. However, in line with this treatise’s ex-
plicit focus on the Chinese identity processes with regards to Europe, where 
substantial developments in Europe’s political or ontological composition are 
reflected in the expressed Chinese attitudes to the continent, this will be a 
natural part of the analysis.

Within the scholarship on Chinese foreign policies in general, a rapidly 
growing literature has investigated the role of identity, nationalism, and the 
historical grievances of the “Century of Humiliation.”28 A considerable body 
of literature addressing the effects of the rising Chinese nationalist move-
ments from the early 1990s onwards has drawn attention to identity and 
emotions in Chinese statecraft.29 However, Yong Deng’s prescient book on 
Chinese status-seeking, is as an example quite typical in that it only allocates 
a couple of pages to a mention of China-Europe, highlighting the extent to 
which there is a double gap in the literature, where the sparse selection of EU-
China books does not engage with identity, and identity literature on China 
barely engages with China’s relations with Europe.30

In contrast, Chinese identity issues as a factor in Beijing’s relationship with 
actors such as the United States and Japan has been repeatedly and saliently 
addressed.31 Exemplifying this literature, Buzan and Goh’s investigation on 
Sino-Japanese relations spans over 600 years in order to provide the back-
ground for the issues of colliding identities and historical memories that are 
still shaping their relationship.32 Also in the case of Sino-US relations, identity 
concerns have been identified as an important driver in shaping Chinese reac-
tions to key moments of contention between the parties. As Ford summarizes 
it in his treatise on identity in China-US relations: “The flip side of the re-
markable civilizational arrogance of considering itself the center of the world 
for so long is that China has displayed an equally prodigious insecurity about 
its status and standing in its encounters with the modern world outside. This 
neurosis can, of course, sometimes prompt overreactions.”33 Shih and Luo 
specifically utilize ontological security theory to argue how identity security, 
not military concerns of physical security, is the crucible of Taiwan’s key 
role in China-US great power competition.34 Taiwan may be an unsinkable 
aircraft carrier, but whether it is under control of a US-aligned government 
counting itself as part of China, or a US-aligned government claiming inde-
pendence, makes such a large difference for the identity narrative of the PRC 
that it is the latter which is regarded as a casus belli.

These salient approaches have, nevertheless, been conspicuously absent 
from China-Europe studies.35 Conspicuous because the abovementioned 
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scholarship concludes that China is the type of actor for which one would 
expect identity issues to matter. In taking up the mantle of assessing the role 
of identity in China’s Europe policies, this book approaches the issue through 
the theoretical prism of ontological security. In their landmark investigation 
into general Chinese identity seeking, Dittmer and Kim ask for more theo-
retically stringent approaches for future research on the issue.36 As will be 
discussed in detail in the following chapter, the argument imbued in this book 
is that ontological security answers this call, through its anti-foundational 
conceptualization of political entities, and its openness for assessing differ-
ing political systems within its framework. This leads to the main theoretical 
contribution of this book, reflecting that whilst the extant literature on the 
role of identity in Chinese foreign policies has predominantly been addressed 
through identity theories that differ from the framework of ontological secu-
rity approaches,37 so has the literature on ontological security traditionally 
been distinguished through an overemphasis on nation-states in the Western 
hemisphere.38 By addressing this double gap in the literature, this project’s 
focus on the case of China seeks to enrich the scope and applicability of 
ontological security by testing this theoretical approach on a complex and 
consequential key actor that historically has had its identity challenged by 
the European Westphalian paradigm, rather than reified by it. As much as 
the analysis of Chinese foreign policies towards Europe can be enriched by 
applying the theoretical optic of ontological security, so can ontological se-
curity theory itself be enriched by the inclusion of an in-depth analysis of the 
Chinese case.

 Identifying the Identity Issue

Given the long and complex history of interaction between China and the 
European continent, any survey seeking to discern the role of identity issues 
in the relationship is necessarily partial in nature. In order to provide the 
most comprehensive analysis, this book approaches the issue through a two-
pronged investigation that combines a historical diachronic analysis with an 
in-depth contemporary enquiry.39 As such, after the theoretical discussion in 
Chapter 2 has detailed the ontological security approach utilized in analys-
ing Chinese identity processes, the first main section of the book traces the 
development of Europe as a concept in key Chinese political and diplomatic 
texts over the last centuries. It analyses how the idea of Europe has been con-
structed and utilized by key Chinese political entrepreneurs seeking to restate 
the foundational narrative of China in response to the ontological security 
challenges brought forth by European colonialist influences, and the onset of 
modernity.40 As these crises still reverberate today, such an effort is needed 
to investigate the roots of the Chinese discourses of Europe, and how these 
have developed together with the foundational narratives of the Chinese pol-
ity itself. The first section of this book therefore focuses on a set of historical 
junctures that carry particular significance in the Chinese efforts to achieve 
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ontological security after the Opium Wars marked the traumatic beginning 
of China’s modern era.41 Such societal trauma, causes a radical break in the 
routinized identity structures on which ontological security is based, and thus 
opens the field for potential contestation of these.42 This realization entails 
that cases of ontological crises, and the ontological security-seeking political 
behaviours that tends to follow, should be amongst the key subjects of study 
for scholars of ontological security.43 A main task of this book’s research 
project is thus to investigate which role Europe played in the various Chinese 
foundational identity narratives that shaped the political arena of China in 
the years after the Opium Wars.

The historical section thus looks at how the Chinese polity was forced to 
engage in introspection and reformulation of even its foundational narra-
tive.44 A key point is then the analysis of how Chinese politicians have taken 
on the task of making new coherent Chinese histories of who they are, and 
Europe’s place in this. The inclusion of Europe as a focal point is important 
both because Europe played a particular role (from the Chinese viewpoint), 
and arguably also salient because this still is a factor in China’s policies to-
wards Europe. Chapter 3 provides a historical background on the emergence 
of the concept of Europe in the annals of the Chinese Empire pre-1840. In 
general, throughout this study, the object of analysis will be the polities of 
the European continent as debated in the Chinese sources, with the notable 
exception of Russia – which long political, ideological and institutional ‘spe-
cial relationship’ with Beijing merits a separate study. (For more details on 
the source material, see Appendix.) Throughout the century following the 
Opium Wars, Chinese political entrepreneurs sought to re-establish a founda-
tional narrative for a new kind of Chinese polity. This process would come to 
the fore at four eras of modern Chinese history, which form the focal points 
of this book’s historical section. Chapter 4 covers the first phase of the Self-
Strengthening Movement, taking place ca. 1861–1872, as Chinese reformists 
sought to integrate European technology and knowledge in order to defend 
against the imperialist powers. In its second part, the chapter covers the Early 
Republic Era (ca. 1910–1915), when a new Chinese nation-state identity was 
articulated, in particular through the writings of Sun Yat-sen.

Closing the historical section, Chapter 5 analyses the Chinese Commu-
nist Party’s (CCP) political narratives, and how they related to Europe, 
through two historical focal points. Firstly, the early days of the CCP’s 
New China (ca. 1945–1955), when the CCP, with Mao at the helm, built 
and articulated the current party-state after their victory in the civil war 
in 1949. Secondly, the time of Deng Xiaoping’s reforms (ca. 1975–1990), 
when the Chinese society underwent another monumental transformation, 
in a period bookended by Maoism at one side and the end of the Cold War 
at the other. These historical focal points are selected on the basis of be-
ing moments of ontological and political crisis, where the importance of 
articulating a stable identity became pivotal, as key political entrepreneurs 
sought to formulate new foundational narratives for a Chinese polity. In 
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such cases the struggle over formulation and reformulation, continuity and 
change, in national identity discourses becomes particularly consequential, 
precisely by being in flux.45 The  analyses are based on a discourse analysis 
of policy documents, political books and pamphlets, political manifests, 
and speeches. As certain political entrepreneurs gained traction, their key 
works became textual monuments that shaped the national debate for years 
to come. Analysing these works is thus key to discern the dominant Chinese 
discourses and narratives, categorize the representations of Europe, and 
analyse how these relate to the developing foundational narratives for the 
various iterations of a renewed Chinese polity.46 These foundational narra-
tives are identified and classified based on the extent and modality to which 
Europe and the European countries are regarded as an Other, as related 
to the particular Self of the relevant Chinese political project. As such, a 
core component of this book’s theoretical approach is utilizing Hansen’s 
methodology.47

Proceeding from this broad historical investigation of Europe’s role in 
Chinese identity formation, the contemporary section utilizes the narrower 
timeframe to undertake a more detailed analysis of how the relevant Chinese 
foundational narrative co-constituted a set of discourses on China’s relations 
with Europe, that shaped the Chinese policy responses in three cases of key 
conflictual events over the last two decades. The first case, following in Chap-
ter 6, traces the end of the ‘honeymoon phase’ in China-EU relations, starting 
with the relationship agreement in 2003, and investigate the failed negotia-
tions to bring the EU embargo on arms sales to China to an end, as well as 
the political consequences in the aftermath. The second case, in Chapter 7, 
addresses the fallout between China and its European partners following a 
number of incidents in 2007 and 2008, notably the Dalai Lama’s visits to 
France and Germany, that ended with a diplomatic crisis and the cancellation 
of the 2008 China-EU Summit. Chapter 8 investigates, finally, the Chinese 
political boycotts towards the United Kingdom and Norway in the years 
2010–2016, whilst tracing the discursive changes resulting from the change 
in the Chinese leadership and Xi Jinping’s rise to power. These contempo-
rary cases are selected with the aim of assessing the case for respectively 
the existence, and the political relevance, of identity issues in China-Europe 
relations.48 In order to ensure this research’s claim to political relevance, the 
cases selected are key political events in China-Europe relations these last 
20 years. As such, they are also ‘hard cases’ in the sense that if the identity 
factor is present in the discourses and practices of these key political cases, 
it should indeed hold as an argument for its overall relevance as a factor in 
China-Europe relations.49

The contemporary section draws on a large array of Chinese documents 
relevant to the PRC’s Europe policies, and key documents of relevance to 
Chinese political identity more broadly. This section also introduces a sup-
plementary level of analysis, through a quantitative content analysis of over 
30,000 documents from the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs, pertaining 
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to the PRC’s relations to the various European countries covered in the case 
studies, as well as to the EU as a whole.50 The contemporary chapters fol-
low a fourfold structure reflecting the analytical approach utilized. The first 
part provides general context on the broader foreign policy rhetoric ema-
nating from Beijing, and key Chinese political developments of the relevant 
period. The second part identifies and traces the Chinese foundational nar-
rative forming the base of Chinese ontological security, and how Europe 
is constituted within this. Thirdly, the chapters go in-depth on the Chinese 
main discourses on Europe derived from the foundational narrative, identify-
ing and analysing them as expressed in the texts and official speeches of these 
two decades. The fourth part then investigates the concrete political situation 
through, firstly, providing a specific background of the political flashpoint, 
and then goes on to analyse the political repercussions of these discourses. 
Accompanying figures illustrate how these narrative, discursive, and political 
developments interrelate. In sum, the contemporary section contends that in 
all of these political flashpoints, identity questions were a considerable factor 
shaping Chinese policies, and that Beijing was ready to undertake actions to 
preserve their ontological security, that goes beyond what can be explained 
by employing only economic or rational-political logic to analyses of the 
relationship.
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the onset of the Cold War meant that most scholarly focus of this era has been 
directed towards China’s relations with the superpowers or the Global South, of 
the few works engaging with Europe’s role are Albers 2016; Moncada 2010; Pat-
ten 2012; Westad 2017; Mark 2017.

 19 Dittmer and Kim 1993a; Hunt 1993; Doctoroff 2016; Callahan 2006; H. Wang 
2012; Huang and Shih 2014; Suzuki 2014; Callahan 2012; Z. Wang 2012; Meiss-
ner 2006; Rozman 2013; Rozman 2011; Deng 2008; Shih and Huang 2015; Cur-
tis 2016; Wong 2013; M. Wang 2014.

 20 Shambaugh, Sandschneider, and Hong 2007b; for a good overview of the state of 
the scholarship on identity in China-EU relations, see Wong 2013.

 21 Christiansen, Kirchner, and Wissenbach 2019, 55.
 22 Pan 2012.
 23 E. J. Kirchner, Christiansen, and Dorussen 2016, 12; Duke and Wong 2016, 24.
 24 Callahan 2008, 131.
 25 Casarini 2009.
 26 Reiterer 2014b; Langendonk and Drieskens 2023; Kavalski 2019; Geeraerts 

2011; Fanoulis and Song 2022.
 27 Brown 2017, 147–48; Kinnvall, Manners, and Mitzen 2018.
 28 See e.g. Zhao 2004; Gries 2004; Deng 2008; Z. Wang 2008; Zhao 2013; Hughes 

2006; Chen 2005; Carlson 2009; Tønnesson 2016; Hughes 2011; Callahan 2006; 
Callahan 2009; Chen 2005; Beukel 2011; Sinkkonen 2013; Carlson et al. 2016; 
Zheng 1999.

 29 Yahuda 1999, 651–53.
 30 Deng 2008.
 31 See e.g. Li 2008; Z. Wang 2012; Rozman 2012; J. Yang 2010; Nathan and Scobell 

2012; Rozman 2013; Qiu 2006; Larson and Shevchenko 2010; Callahan 2005; 
Sinkkonen 2014; Callahan 2004; Heritage and Lee 2020; Boon 2022.

 32 Buzan and Goh 2020, 295.
 33 C. Ford 2010, 278.
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 34 Shih and Luo 2023.
 35 Wong 2013, 174.
 36 Dittmer and Kim 1993b.
 37 Wong 2013; Rozman 2013; Rozman 2012; Li 2008.
 38 Kay 2012; Kay 2012; Steele 2005; Steele 2008; Mitzen 2006.
 39 Saussure 2011.
 40 Foucault 1984, 76–99.
 41 Fung 2010.
 42 Innes and Steele 2013, 17–18; there are of course a number of avenues for onto-

logical security self-help, dependent on the particular discursive contexts. These 
may range from the avoidance strategies in the case of Israel and ontological 
dissonance complexities, as argued by Lupovici 2012; to the state sticking to old 
routines in spite of negative consequences, as covered by Mitzen 2006, or straight 
out denial of the events challenging the old foundational narratives, as described 
by Zarakol 2010.

 43 For an overview of the literature, as well as an in-depth theoretical treatise on 
the concept of ontological security crises, see Ejdus 2018; Krickel-Choi 2022; as 
well as the relevant sections in Berenskoetter and Giegerich 2010; Browning and 
Joenniemi 2017; Subotić 2016; Zarakol 2010; Kinnvall 2018; Doty 1996; based 
on the same postulates, there is currently a growing literature focusing on the key 
role of creating new identity narratives in peace processes. See Rumelili 2015; 
Khoury 2018; Rumelili and Todd 2018; Khoury 2016.

 44 Krebs 2015.
 45 Doty 1996, 13.
 46 Hansen 2006.
 47 Hansen 2006, 46–47.
 48 George and Bennett 2005.
 49 Subotić 2016, 616.
 50 Sverdrup-Thygeson and Walker forthcoming (Draft).

Bibliography

Adachi, Aya, Alexander Brown, and Max J Zenglein. 2022. Fasten Your Seatbelts: 
How to Manage China’s Economic Coercion. MERICS China Monitor.

Albers, Martin. 2016. Britain, France, West Germany and the People’s Republic of 
China, 1969–1982: The European Dimension of China’s Great Transition. Springer.

Allison, Graham. 2017. Destined for War: Can America and China Escape Thucy-
dides’s Trap? Houghton Mifflin Harcourt.

Austermann, Frauke, Xiaoguang Wang, and Anastas Vangeli. 2014. China and Eu-
rope in 21st Century Global Politics: Partnership, Competition or Co-Evolution. 
Cambridge Scholars Publishing.

Barysch, Katinka, Charles Grant, and Mark Leonard. 2005. Embracing the Dragon: 
The EU’s Partnership with China. Centre for European Reform. https://www.cer.
eu/publications/archive/report/2005/embracing-dragon-eus-partnership-china, ac-
cessed July 7, 2019.

Bekkevold, Jo Inge. 2022. “Imperialist Master, Comrade in Arms, Foe, Partner, and 
Now Ally? China’s Changing Views of Russia.” In Sarah Kirchberger, Svenja Sinjen, 
and Nils Wörmer, eds. Russia-China Relations: Emerging Alliance or Eternal Ri-
vals? Springer International Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-97012-
3_3, accessed June 27, 2024.

Bekkevold, Jo Inge, and Bobo Lo. 2018. Sino-Russian Relations in the 21st Century. 
Springer.



Introducing the China-Europe Identity Issue 15

Bellacqua, James. 2010. The Future of China-Russia Relations. University Press of 
Kentucky.

Berenskoetter, Felix, and Bastian Giegerich. 2010. “From NATO to ESDP: A Social 
Constructivist Analysis of German Strategic Adjustment after the End of the Cold 
War.” Security Studies 19, no. 3: 407–52.

Beukel, Erik. 2011. Popular Nationalism in China and the Sino-Japanese Relation-
ship: The Conflict in the East China Sea, an Introductory Study. DIIS.

Biba, Sebastian, ed. 2024. Europe in an Era of US-China Strategic Rivalry: Chal-
lenges and Opportunities from an Outside-in Perspective (Global Power Shift). 
Springer Nature Switzerland. https://link.springer.com/10.1007/978-3-031-48117-
8, accessed February 21, 2024.

Bohman, Viking. 2021. The Limits of Economic Coercion: Why China’s Red-Line 
Diplomacy Is Failing in Lithuania and the Wider European Union. Swedish Na-
tional China Centre.

Boon, Hoo Tiang. 2022. “International Identity Construction: China’s Pursuit of the 
Responsible Power Identity and the American Other.” European Journal of Inter-
national Relations SAGE Publications Ltd: 13540661221117029.

Bräuner, Oliver. 2014. “Think Small: How to Improve China-EU Security Coopera-
tion.” Friends of Europe.

Brook, Timothy. 2009. “Europaeology? On the Difficulty of Assembling a Knowl-
edge of Europe in China.” In M. Antoni J. Üçerler, ed. Christianity and Cultures: 
Japan & China in Comparison, 1543–1644 Institutum historicum Societatis Iesu.

Brown, Kerry. 2014. The Eu-China Relationship: European Perspectives - A Manual 
For Policy Makers. World Scientific.

Brown, Kerry. 2017. China’s World: The Foreign Policy of the World’s Newest Super-
power. Bloomsbury Publishing.

Browning, Christopher S, and Pertti Joenniemi. 2017. “Ontological Security, Self-Articu-
lation and the Securitization of Identity.” Cooperation and Conflict 52, no. 1: 31–47.

Buzan, Barry, and Evelyn Goh. 2020. Rethinking Sino-Japanese Alienation: History 
Problems and Historical Opportunities. Oxford University Press.

Callahan, William A. 2004. Contingent States: Greater China and Transnational Re-
lations. University of Minnesota Press.

Callahan, William A. 2005. “How to Understand China: The Dangers and Opportu-
nities of Being a Rising Power.” Review of International Studies 31, no. 04: 701–14.

Callahan, William A. 2006. “History, Identity, and Security: Producing and Consum-
ing Nationalism in China.” Critical Asian Studies 38, no. 2: 179–208.

Callahan, William A. 2008. “Future Imperfect: The EU’s Encounter with China (and 
the United States).” In Quansheng Zhao and Guoli Liu, eds. Managing the China 
Challenge: Global Perspectives. Routledge.

Callahan, William A. 2009. China: The Pessoptimist Nation. Oxford University Press.
Callahan, William A. 2012. “Sino-Speak: Chinese Exceptionalism and the Politics of 

History.” The Journal of Asian Studies 71, no. 1: 33–55.
Callahan, William A. 2020. Sensible Politics: Visualizing International Relations.  

Oxford University Press.
Callahan, William A. 2023. “Chinese Global Orders: Socialism, Tradition, and Na-

tion in China–Russia Relations.” Issues & Studies 59, no. 02 2340008. World 
Scientific Publishing Co.

Cameron, Fraser. 2013. EU-Asia Relations: A New Start? 17 NUPI Policy Brief.
Carlson, Allen R. 2009. “A Flawed Perspective: The Limitations Inherent Within the 

Study of Chinese Nationalism.” Nations and Nationalism 15, no. 1: 20–35.
Carlson, Allen R., Anna Costa, Prasenjit Duara, James Leibold, Kevin Carrico, Peter 

H. Gries, Naoko Eto, Suisheng Zhao, and Jessica C. Weiss. 2016. “Nations and 
Nationalism Roundtable Discussion on Chinese Nationalism and National Iden-
tity.” Nations and Nationalism 22, no. 3: 415–46.



16 The Identity Factor in Chinese Relations with Europe

Casarini, Nicola. 2009. Remaking Global Order: The Evolution of Europe-China Rela-
tions and Its Implications for East Asia and the United States. Oxford University Press.

Casarini, Nicola. 2013. “The European Pivot.” 3 Issue Alert European Union Insti-
tute for Security Studies.

CASS European Research Institute. 2008. 欧洲联盟50年 (The European Union 50 
Years) - Europe Yearbook. 中国社会科学出版社 (Chinese Social Sciences Publish-
ing House). https://book.douban.com/subject/3085884/, accessed July 7, 2019.

Chaban, Natalia, and Martin Holland. 2008. The European Union and the Asia-
Pacific: Media, Public and Elite Perceptions of the EU. Routledge.

Chen, Zhao. 2015. “An Evaluation of the EU-China Political Relationship: Compari-
sons with the Transatlantic Relationship.” CASS Working Paper Series on Euro-
pean Studies 9, no. 4: 13.

Chen, Zhimin. 2005. “Nationalism, Internationalism and Chinese Foreign Policy.” 
Journal of Contemporary China 14, no. 42: 35–53.

Christensen, Thomas J. 1999. “China, the U.S.-Japan Alliance, and the Security Di-
lemma in East Asia.” International Security 23, no. 4: 49–80.

Christiansen, Thomas, Emil J. Kirchner, and Philomena B. Murray. 2013. The Pal-
grave Handbook of EU-Asia Relations. Palgrave Macmillan.

Christiansen, Thomas, Emil J. Kirchner, and Uwe Wissenbach. 2019. The European 
Union and China. The European Union Series London. Palgrave.

Curtis, Henry. 2016. “Constructing Cooperation: Chinese Ontological Security Seeking 
in the South China Sea Dispute.” Journal of Borderlands Studies 31, no. 4: 537–49.

Deng, Yong. 2008. China’s Struggle for Status: The Realignment of International 
Relations. Cambridge University Press.

Deng, Yong, and Fei-Ling Wang. 2004. China Rising: Power and Motivation in Chi-
nese Foreign Policy. Rowman & Littlefield Publishers.

Dent, Christopher M. 2010. China, Japan and Regional Leadership in East Asia. 
Edward Elgar Publishing.

Dittmer, Lowell, and Samuel S. Kim. 1993a. “Whither China’s Quest for National 
Identity.” In Lowell Dittmer and Samuel S. Kim, eds. China’s Quest for National 
Identity. Cornell University Press.

Dittmer, Lowell, and Samuel S. Kim. 1993b. “In Search of a Theory of National 
Identity.” In Lowell Dittmer and Samuel S. Kim, eds. China’s Quest for National 
Identity. Cornell University Press.

Doctoroff, Tom. 2016. “Icons And Identity: An Introduction to China’s Engage-
ment With The World.” Huffington Post. https://www.huffingtonpost.com/
tom-doctoroff/icons-and-identity-an-int_b_11006986.html, accessed April 20, 
2018.

Doty, Roxanne Lynn. 1996. Imperial Encounters: The Politics of Representation in 
North-South Relations. University of Minnesota Press.

Duke, Simon, and Reuben Wong. 2016. “Chinese and EU Views of Military Security: 
Crafting Cooperation.” Security Relations between China and the European Un-
ion: From Convergence to Cooperation? Cambridge University Press.

Eder, Thomas Stephan. 2013. China-Russia Relations in Central Asia: Energy Pol-
icy, Beijing’s New Assertiveness and 21st Century Geopolitics. Springer Science & 
Business Media.

Edmonds, Richard Louis. 2002. “China and Europe since 1978: An Introduction.” 
The China Quarterly 169: 1–9.

Ejdus, Filip. 2018. “Critical Situations, Fundamental Questions and Ontological In-
security in World Politics.” Journal of International Relations and Development 
21, no. 4: 883–908.

Eurostat. 2024. “China-EU - International Trade in Goods Statistics.” https://
ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=China-EU_-_interna-
tional_trade_in_goods_statistics, accessed May 7, 2024.



Introducing the China-Europe Identity Issue 17

Fanoulis, Evangelos, and Weiqing Song. 2022. “Cooperation between the EU and 
China: A Post-Liberal Governmentality Approach.” Review of International Stud-
ies 48, no. 2: 346–63.

Farnell, John, and Paul Irwin Crookes. 2016. The Politics of EU-China Economic 
Relations: An Uneasy Partnership. Springer.

Fei, Liu, and David Kerr, eds. 2008. The International Politics of EU-China Rela-
tions. Oxford University Press.

Ford, Christopher. 2010. The Mind of Empire: China’s History and Modern Foreign 
Relations. University Press of Kentucky.

Ford, Christopher A. 2015. China Looks at the West: Identity, Global Ambitions, 
and the Future of Sino-American Relations. University Press of Kentucky.

Foucault, Michel. 1984. The Foucault Reader. Pantheon Books.
Fox, John, and François Godement. 2009. A Power Audit of EU-China Relations. 

European Council on Foreign Relations.
Friedberg, Aaron L. 2011. A Contest for Supremacy: China, America, and the Strug-

gle for Mastery in Asia. W. W. Norton & Company.
Fung, Edmund S. K. 2010. The Intellectual Foundations of Chinese Modernity: Cul-

tural and Political Thought in the Republican Era. Cambridge University Press.
Geeraerts, Gustaaf. 2011. “China, the EU, and the New Multipolarity.” European 

Review 19, no. 1: 57–67.
Geeraerts, Gustaaf. 2013. “The Changing Global Context of China-EU Relations.” 

China International Studies 42: 53.
Geeraerts, Gustaaf, and Weiping Huang. 2016. “The Economic Security Dimension 

of the EU-China Relationship: Puzzles and Prospects.” Security Relations between 
China and the European Union: From Convergence to Cooperation? Cambridge 
University Press.

George, Alexander L., and Andrew Bennett. 2005. Case Studies and Theory Develop-
ment in the Social Sciences. MIT Press.

Gries, Peter Hays. 2004. China’s New Nationalism: Pride, Politics, and Diplomacy. 
University of California Press.

Gries, Peter Hays, Qingmin Zhang, Yasuki Masui, and Yong Wook Lee. 2009. “His-
torical Beliefs and the Perception of Threat in Northeast Asia: Colonialism, the 
Tributary System, and China–Japan–Korea Relations in the Twenty-First Century.” 
International Relations of the Asia-Pacific 9, no. 2: 245–65.

Guha, Ramachandra. 2014. Makers of Modern Asia. Harvard University Press.
Gustafsson, Karl. 2014. “Memory Politics and Ontological Security in Sino-Japanese 

Relations.” Asian Studies Review 38, no. 1: 71–86.
Hagström, Linus, and Karl Gustafsson. 2015. “Japan and Identity Change: Why It 

Matters in International Relations.” The Pacific Review 28, no. 1: 1–22.
Hansen, Lene. 2006. Security as Practice: Discourse Analysis and the Bosnian War. 

Routledge.
Hao, Yen-p’ing, and Erh-min Wang. 1978. “Changing Chinese Views of Western Re-

lations, 1840-95.” In John King Fairbank and Kwang-ching Liu, eds. The Cam-
bridge History of China: Late Chʻing, 1800–1911, Pt. 2. Cambridge University 
Press.

Hass, Ryan. 2023. “China’s Response to American-Led ‘Containment and Sup-
pression.’” China Leadership Monitor. https://www.prcleader.org/post/china-s-
response-to-american-led-containment-and-suppression, accessed December 30, 
2023.

Heritage, Anisa, and Pak K. Lee. 2020. Order, Contestation and Ontological Secu-
rity-Seeking in the South China Sea. Springer Nature.

Hevia, James Louis. 1995. Cherishing Men from Afar: Qing Guest Ritual and the 
Macartney Embassy of 1793. Duke University Press.

Holslag, Jonathan. 2015. China’s Coming War with Asia. John Wiley & Sons.



18 The Identity Factor in Chinese Relations with Europe

Hong, Zhou, ed. 2012. China - Europe Relations: Review and Analysis. 社会科学文
献出版社 (Social Sciences Academic Press).

Hsu, Chung yueh. 1960. China’s Entrance into the Family of Nations. Rainbow-
Bridge Book.

Huang, Chiung-chiu, and Chih-yu Shih. 2014. Harmonious Intervention: China’s 
Quest for Relational Security. Ashgate Publishing, Ltd.

Hughes, Christopher R. 2006. Chinese Nationalism in the Global Era. Routledge.
Hughes, Christopher R. 2011. “Reclassifying Chinese Nationalism: The Geopolitik 

Turn.” Journal of Contemporary China 20, no. 71: 601–20.
Hughes, Christopher R. forthcoming. “Militarism as Disciplinary Power - Chapter 

4 Draft.”
Hunt, Michael H. 1993. “Chinese National Identity and the Strong State: The Late 

Qing-Republican Crisis.” In Lowell Dittmer and Samuel S. Kim, eds. China’s Quest 
for National Identity. Cornell University Press.

Huo, Zhengde. 2005. “论中欧战略关系 (On the China-Europe Strategic Relation-
ship).” 国际问题研究 (International Studies) no. 2: 1–5.

Innes, Alexandria J., and Brent J. Steele. 2013. “Memory, Trauma and Ontological 
Security.” Memory and Trauma in International Relations: Theories, Cases and 
Debates. Routledge.

Janeliūnas, Tomas, and Raigirdas Boruta. 2022. “Lithuania’s Confrontation with 
China Over Taiwan: Lessons from a Small Country.” Global Taiwan Brief 7,  
no. 15. https://globaltaiwan.org/2022/07/lithuanias-confrontation-with-china-
over-taiwan-lessons-from-a-small-country/, accessed November 21, 2023.

Kaczmarski, Marcin. 2015. Russia-China Relations in the Post-Crisis International 
Order. Routledge. https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/9781315757803, accessed 
July 16, 2019.

Kavalski, Emilian. 2019. “China in Central and Eastern Europe: The Unintended Ef-
fects of Identity Narratives.” Asia Europe Journal 17, no. 4: 403–19.

Kay, Sean. 2012. “Ontological Security and Peace-Building in Northern Ireland.” 
Contemporary Security Policy 33, no. 2: 236–63.

Khoury, Nadim. 2016. “National Narratives and the Oslo Peace Process: How Peace-
building Paradigms Address Conflicts over History.” Nations and Nationalism 22, 
no. 3: 465–83.

Khoury, Nadim. 2018. “Plotting Stories after War: Toward a Methodology for 
Negotiating Identity.” European Journal of International Relations 24, no. 2: 
367–90.

Kinnvall, Catarina. 2018. “Ontological Insecurities and Postcolonial Imaginaries: 
The Emotional Appeal of Populism.” Humanity & Society 42, no. 4: 523–43.

Kinnvall, Catarina, Ian Manners, and Jennifer Mitzen. 2018. “Introduction to 2018 
Special Issue of European Security: ‘Ontological (in)Security in the European Un-
ion.’” European Security 27, no. 3: 249–65.

Kirchner, Emil J., Thomas Christiansen, and Han Dorussen. 2016. “EU-China Secu-
rity Cooperation in Context.” Security Relations between China and the European 
Union: From Convergence to Cooperation? Cambridge University Press.

Kirchner, Stefan. 2013. “The Historical Relations of Europe and East Asia — From Part-
nership to Post-Colonialism.” The Palgrave Handbook of EU-Asia Relations. Pal-
grave Macmillan. https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-0-230-37870-4_2, 
accessed May 2, 2018.

Kissinger, Henry. 2012. “The Future of US-Chinese Relations: Conflict Is a Choice, 
Not a Necessity.” Foreign Affairs. 91: 44.

Kissinger, Henry. 2018. “‘The Key Problem of Our Time’: A Conversation with 
Henry Kissinger on Sino-U.S. Relations.” https://www.wilsoncenter.org/article/
the-key-problem-our-time-conversation-henry-kissinger-sino-us-relations, accessed 
September 22, 2018.



Introducing the China-Europe Identity Issue 19

Krebs, Ronald R. 2015. Narrative and the Making of US National Security. Cam-
bridge University Press.

Krickel-Choi, Nina C. 2022. “The Concept of Anxiety in Ontological Security Stud-
ies.” International Studies Review 24, no. 3. https://academic.oup.com/isr/article/
doi/10.1093/isr/viac013/6588675, accessed May 24, 2022.

Lafleur, Robert. 1998. “The Historiography of Utopia: Images of Moral Rule in Early 
Chinese History.” Comparative Civilizations Review 39: 44.

Lampton, David M. 2001. Same Bed, Different Dreams: Managing US-China Rela-
tions, 1989–2000. University of California Press.

Langendonk, Steven, and Edith Drieskens. 2023. “The EU’s Embrace of Geopoli-
tics: Insights from the EU-China Relationship.” In Olivier Costa and Steven Van 
Hecke, eds. The EU Political System After the 2019 European Elections. Springer 
International Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-12338-2_22, accessed 
May 7, 2024.

Larson, Deborah Welch, and Alexei Shevchenko. 2010. “Status Seekers: Chinese and 
Russian Responses to U.S. Primacy.” International Security 34, no. 4: 63–95.

Li, Rex. 2008. A Rising China and Security in East Asia: Identity Construction and 
Security Discourse. Routledge.

Luo, Zhitian. 2008. “From ‘Tianxia’ (All Under Heaven) to ‘The World’: Changes in 
Late Qing Intellectuals’ Conceptions of Human Society.” Social Sciences in China 
29, no. 2: 93–105.

Lupovici, Amir. 2012. “Ontological Dissonance, Clashing Identities, and Israel’s Uni-
lateral Steps towards the Palestinians.” Review of International Studies 38, no. 4: 
809–33.

Lutz, Jessie G. 2012. “China’s View of the West, A Comparison of the Historical 
Geographies of Wei Yuan and Xu Jiyu.” Social Sciences and Missions 25, no. 1–2: 
35–52.

Mark, Chi-kwan. 2017. “To ‘Educate’ Deng Xiaoping in Capitalism: Thatcher’s Visit 
to China and the Future of Hong Kong in 1982.” Cold War History 17, no. 2: 
161–80.

Meijer, Hugo. 2022. Awakening to China’s Rise: European Foreign and Security Poli-
cies toward the People’s Republic of China. Oxford University Press.

Meissner, Werner. 2006. “China’s Search for Cultural and National Identity from the 
Nineteenth Century to the Present.” China Perspectives no. 68: 41–54.

Men, Jing. 2011. “Between Human Rights and Sovereignty: An Examination of EU-
China Political Relations.” European Law Journal 17, no. 4: 534–50.

Men, Jing, and Giuseppe Balducci. 2010. Prospects and Challenges for EU-China 
Relations in the 21st Century: The Partnership and Cooperation Agreement. Peter 
Lang.

Men, Jing, and Ramon Pacheco Pardo. 2014. “Convergence and Divergence between 
the EU and China.” Asia Europe Journal 12, no. 1–2: 1–3.

Men, Jing, and Wei Shen. 2014. The EU, the US and China: Towards a New Interna-
tional Order? Edward Elgar Publishing.

Mitter, Rana. 2004. A Bitter Revolution: China’s Struggle with the Modern World. 
Oxford University Press.

Mitzen, Jennifer. 2006. “Ontological Security in World Politics: State Identity and 
the Security Dilemma.” European Journal of International Relations 12, no. 3: 
341–70.

Möller, Kay. 2002. “Diplomatic Relations and Mutual Strategic Perceptions: China 
and the European Union.” The China Quarterly 169: 10–32.

Moncada, Mariola. 2010. “当代中国对欧洲一体化进程的认知与欧洲的回应 – 以中
共中央四代领导人为中心 (Contemporary China’s View of the European Integra-
tion Process and Europe’s Response - Taking Four Generations of Leaders of the 
CCP Central Committee’s as the Focus).” PhD thesis, Fudan University, Shanghai.



20 The Identity Factor in Chinese Relations with Europe

Mungello, David E. 2013. The Great Encounter of China and the West, 1500–1800. 
Rowman & Littlefield.

Nadeem, Reem. 2022. “Negative Views of China Tied to Critical Views of Its Policies 
on Human Rights.” Pew Research Center’s Global Attitudes Project. https://www.
pewresearch.org/global/2022/06/29/negative-views-of-china-tied-to-critical-views-
of-its-policies-on-human-rights/, accessed January 21, 2023.

Nathan, Andrew J., and Andrew Scobell. 2012. “How China Sees America: The Sum 
of Beijing’s Fears.” Foreign Affairs 91: 32.

Noesselt, Nele. 2012. “Chinese Perspectives on International Power Shifts and Sino-
EU Relations (2008-2011).” SSRN Scholarly Paper ID 2134903. Social Science Re-
search Network. https://papers.ssrn.com/abstract=2134903, accessed July 16, 2019.

O’Connor, Tom. 2020. “China Celebrates Surpassing US in Trade with EU for the 
First Time.” Newsweek, December 4, sec. World. https://www.newsweek.com/
china-good-news-passes-us-trade-europe-1552454, accessed May 7, 2024.

Pan, Zhongqi, ed. 2012. Conceptual Gaps in China-EU Relations: Global Govern-
ance, Human Rights and Strategic Partnerships. Palgrave Macmillan.

Parello-Plesner, Jonas. 2013. “What Is Europe’s Role in Asia-Pacific?” European 
Foreign Policy Scorecard European Council on Foreign Relations. http://ecfr.eu/
content/entry/commentary_what_is_europes_role_in_asia_pacific, accessed March 
27, 2014.

Patten, Chris. 2012. East and West. Pan Macmillan.
Pawlak, Patryk. 2012. “Look East, Act East: Transatlantic Agendas in the Asia Pacific.” 

13 European Union Institute for Security Studies. https://www.iss.europa.eu/content/
look-east-act-east-transatlantic-agendas-asia-pacific, accessed May 11, 2019.

Polachek, James M. 1992. The Inner Opium War. Harvard University Asia Center.
Pomfret, John. 2016. The Beautiful Country and the Middle Kingdom: America and 

China, 1776 to the Present. Henry Holt and Company.
Qin, Yaqing. 2007. “Why Is There No Chinese International Relations Theory?” 

International Relations of the Asia-Pacific 7, no. 3: 313–40.
Qin, Yaqing. 2010. “Struggle for Identity: A Political Psychology of China’s Rise.” In 

Brantly Womack, ed. China’s Rise in Historical Perspective. Rowman & Littlefield 
Publishers.

Qiu, Jin. 2006. “The Politics of History and Historical Memory in China-Japan Rela-
tions.” Journal of Chinese Political Science 11, no. 1: 25–53.

Reiterer, Michael. 2014a. “The EU’s Comprehensive Approach to Security in Asia.” 
European Foreign Affairs Review 19, no. 1: 1–22.

Reiterer, Michael. 2014b. “The Role of Culture in EU-China Relations.” European 
Foreign Affairs Review 19, no. Special. https://kluwerlawonline.com/api/Product/
CitationPDFURL?file=Journals\EERR\EERR2014025.pdf, accessed May 7, 2024.

Ross, Robert S., Øystein Tunsjø, and Zhang Tuosheng. 2011. US-China-EU Rela-
tions: Managing the New World Order. Routledge.

Rozman, Gilbert. 2011. “Chinese National Identity and Its Implications for Inter-
national Relations in East Asia.” Asia-Pacific Review 18, no. 1: 84–97.

Rozman, Gilbert, ed. 2012. East Asian National Identities: Common Roots and 
Chinese Exceptionalism. Stanford University Press.

Rozman, Gilbert, ed. 2013. National Identities and Bilateral Relations: Widening Gaps 
in East Asia and Chinese Demonization of the United States. Stanford University Press.

Rumelili, Bahar. 2015. “Identity and Desecuritisation: The Pitfalls of Conflating On-
tological and Physical Security.” Journal of International Relations and Develop-
ment; London 18, no. 1: 52–74.

Rumelili, Bahar, and Jennifer Todd. 2018. “Paradoxes of Identity Change: Integrating 
Macro, Meso, and Micro Research on Identity in Conflict Processes.” Politics 38, 
no. 1: 3–18.



Introducing the China-Europe Identity Issue 21

Sandschneider, Eberhard. 2002. “China’s Diplomatic Relations with the States of Eu-
rope.” The China Quarterly 169: 33–44.

Saussure, Ferdinand de. 2011. Course in General Linguistics. Columbia University 
Press.

Shambaugh, David. 2013. China Goes Global: The Partial Power. Oxford University 
Press.

Shambaugh, David, Eberhard Sandschneider, and Zhou Hong, eds. 2007a. China-
Europe Relations: Perceptions, Policies and Prospects. Routledge.

Shambaugh, David, Eberhard Sandschneider, and Zhou Hong, eds. 2007b. “From 
Honeymoon to Marriage: Prospects for the China-Europe Relationship.” In David 
Shambaugh, Eberhard Sandschneider, and Hong Zhou, eds. China-Europe Rela-
tions: Perceptions, Policies and Prospects. Routledge.

Shen, Dingli. 2008. “Why China Sees the EU as a Counterweight to America.” Europe’s 
World. http://www.cas.fudan.edu.cn/picture/1397.pdf, accessed August 21, 2014.

Shih, Chih-yu, and Chiung-chiu Huang. 2015. “China’s Quest for Grand Strategy: 
Power, National Interest, or Relational Security?” The Chinese Journal of Interna-
tional Politics 8, no. 1: 1–26.

Shih, Chih-yu, and Jason Luo. 2023. “Ontological Security Dilemma: A Practical 
Model of Relational Deterrence.” Journal of Chinese Political Science. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11366-023-09854-2, accessed May 14, 2023.

Sinkkonen, Elina. 2013. “Nationalism, Patriotism and Foreign Policy Attitudes 
among Chinese University Students.” The China Quarterly 216: 1045–63.

Sinkkonen, Elina. 2014. “Rethinking Chinese National Identity.” University of Oxford.
Smith, Paul J. 2009. “China-Japan Relations and the Future Geopolitics of East 

Asia.” Asian Affairs: An American Review 35, no. 4: 230–56.
Steele, Brent J. 2005. “Ontological Security and the Power of Self-Identity: British 

Neutrality and the American Civil War.” Review of International Studies 31, no. 
3: 519–40.

Steele, Brent J. 2008. Ontological Security in International Relations: Self-Identity 
and the IR State. Routledge.

Subotić, Jelena. 2016. “Narrative, Ontological Security, and Foreign Policy Change.” 
Foreign Policy Analysis 12, no. 4: 610–27.

Suzuki, Shogo. 2007. “The Importance of ‘Othering’ in China’s National Identity: 
Sino-Japanese Relations as a Stage of Identity Conflicts.” The Pacific Review 20, 
no. 1: 23–47.

Suzuki, Shogo. 2009. Civilization and Empire: China and Japan’s Encounter with 
European International Society. Routledge.

Suzuki, Shogo. 2014. “Journey to the West: China Debates Its ‘Great Power’ Iden-
tity.” Millennium 42, no. 3: 632–50.

Svarverud, Rune. 2007. International Law as a World Order in Late Imperial China: 
Translation, Reception and Discourse; 1847–1911. BRILL.

Sverdrup-Thygeson, Bjørnar, and Jeremy Walker. forthcoming (Draft). “The Terms of 
Trade: Predicting Chinese Trade Patterns Through Applying Machine Learning to 
Foreign Policy Rhetoric.”

Tønnesson, Stein. 2016. “Will Nationalism Drive Conflict in Asia?” Nations and Na-
tionalism 22, no. 2: 232–42.

Vogt, Roland. 2012. Europe and China: Strategic Partners or Rivals? Hong Kong 
University Press.

Wang, Hongying. 2012. “National Image Building and Chinese Foreign Policy.” 
China: An International Journal. World. http://www.worldscientific.com/doi/
abs/10.1142/S0219747203000050, accessed February 9, 2018.

Wang, Mingming. 2014. The West as the Other: A Genealogy of Chinese Occidental-
ism. Chinese University Press.



22 The Identity Factor in Chinese Relations with Europe

Wang, Yi Chu. 1966. Chinese Intellectuals and the West, 1872–1949. University of 
North Carolina Press.

Wang, Zheng. 2008. “National Humiliation, History Education, and the Politics of 
Historical Memory: Patriotic Education Campaign in China.” International Stud-
ies Quarterly 52, no. 4: 783–806.

Wang, Zheng. 2012. Never Forget National Humiliation: Historical Memory in Chi-
nese Politics and Foreign Relations. Columbia University Press.

Westad, Odd Arne. 2017. “China and the End of the Cold War in Europe.” Cold War 
History 17, no. 2: 111–13.

White, Hugh. 2013. The China Choice: Why America Should Share Power. Black 
Incorporated.

Wiessala, Georg, John Wilson, and Pradeep Taneja. 2009a. The European Union and 
China: Interests and Dilemmas. Rodopi.

Wiessala, Georg, John Wilson, and Pradeep Taneja. 2009b. The European Union and 
China: Interests and Dilemmas. Rodopi.

Wills Jr, John E. 2010. China and Maritime Europe, 1500–1800: Trade, Settlement, 
Diplomacy, and Missions. Cambridge University Press.

Wishnick, Elizabeth. 2017. “In Search of the ‘Other’ in Asia: Russia–China Relations 
Revisited.” The Pacific Review 30, no. 1: 114–32.

Wong, Reuben. 2013. “The Issue of Identity in the EU-China Relationship.” Politique 
Européenne no. 39: 158–85.

Wu, Baiyi. 2010. “An Analysis of Chinese Images of the United States and the EU.” In 
Robert Ross, Øystein Tunsjø, and Zhang Tuosheng, eds. US-China-EU Relations: 
Managing the New World Order. Routledge.

Xu, Guoqi. 2005. China and the Great War: China’s Pursuit of a New National Iden-
tity and Internationalization. Cambridge University Press.

Yahuda, Michael. 1999. “China’s Foreign Relations: The Long March, Future Uncer-
tain.” The China Quarterly 159: 650.

Yang, Jian. 2010. “China’s Security Challenges: Priorities and Policy Implications.” 
Asia Pacific Countries’ Security Outlook and Its Implications for the Defence Sec-
tor. National Institute for Defense Studies.

Yang, Lien-sheng. 1968. “Historical Notes on the Chinese World Order.” In John King 
Fairbank, ed. The Chinese World Order Traditional China’s Foreign Relations. 
Harvard University Press. https://www.degruyter.com/document/doi/10.4159/har-
vard.9780674333482.c4/pdf, accessed April 12, 2024.

Yennie Lindgren, Wrenn, and Petter Y. Lindgren. 2017. “Identity Politics and the East 
China Sea: China as Japan’s ‘Other.’” Asian Politics & Policy 9, no. 3: 378–401.

Zarakol, Ayşe. 2010. “Ontological (In)Security and State Denial of Historical Crimes: 
Turkey and Japan.” International Relations 24, no. 1: 3–23.

Zhang, Qiong. 2015. Making the New World Their Own: Chinese Encounters with 
Jesuit Science in the Age of Discovery. Brill.

Zhang, Yongjin. 1991. “China’s Entry into International Society: Beyond the Stand-
ard of ‘Civilization.’” Review of International Studies 17, no. 01: 3–16.

Zhang, Yongjin. 2014. “Culture, Knowledge and Diplomacy in Contemporary EU–
China Relations—Reflections on the Legacies of Matteo Ricci.” Asia Europe Jour-
nal 12, no. 1–2: 5–19.

Zhao, Suisheng. 2004. A Nation-State by Construction: Dynamics of Modern Chi-
nese Nationalism. Stanford University Press.

Zhao, Suisheng. 2013. “Foreign Policy Implications of Chinese Nationalism Revis-
ited: The Strident Turn.” Journal of Contemporary China 22, no. 82: 535–53.

Zheng, Yongnian. 1999. Discovering Chinese Nationalism in China: Modernization, 
Identity, and International Relations. Cambridge University Press.

Zhou, Hong. 2016. China-EU Relations: Reassessing the China-EU Comprehensive 
Strategic Partnership. Springer.


