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Ten years ago the journalist James 
Mann published a book called The 
China Fantasy, in which he criticized 
American policymakers for using 
something he called “the Soothing 
Scenario” to justify the policy of diplo-
matic and economic engagement with 
China. According to this view, China’s 
exposure to the benefits of globaliza-
tion would lead the country to embrace 
democratic institutions and support the 
American- led world order. Instead, 
Mann predicted, China would remain 
an authoritarian country, and its suc-
cess would encourage other authori-
tarian regimes to resist pressures to 
change.1 

Mann’s prediction turned out to 
be true. China took advantage of the 
growing potential of unrestricted 
global commerce to emerge as the 
number one trading nation and the 
second- largest economy in the world. It 
is the top trading partner of every other 
country in Asia, not least because of its 
crucial position assembling parts that 
have been produced elsewhere in the 
region. Sixty- four countries have joined 
China’s One Belt One Road (OBOR) 
infrastructure initiative, which was an-
nounced in 2013 and consists of ports, 
railways, roads, and airfields link-
ing China to Southeast Asia, Central 
Asia, the Middle East, and Europe—
a “New Silk Road” that, if it succeeds, 
will greatly expand China’s economic 
and diplomatic influence. Twenty- nine 
heads of state attended Beijing’s OBOR 
conference in mid- May. 

Meanwhile, China has remained an 
authoritarian, one- party state that is 
backed by an increasingly powerful 
military. China’s military budget has 
risen at the same rate as its GDP for 
the past quarter- century, from $17 bil-
lion in 1990 to $152 billion in 2017—a 
900 percent increase. This has allowed 
China to acquire aircraft carriers, so-
phisticated missiles, advanced subma-
rines, and cyberwar capabilities that 
challenge American military domi-
nance in Asia. It has vastly expanded 
its naval presence in what it calls the 
“near seas” around its coast, and even 
into the Pacific and Indian Oceans. 

China has attained this new position 
of power while mostly complying with 
the rules of the World Trade Organi-
zation, which it joined in 2001. Still, 

in 2016 Western governments found it 
necessary to renege on a commitment 
they made when China joined to give 
it full “market economy status” after 
fifteen years of membership. This sta-
tus would have made it harder for other 
WTO members to sue China for “dump-
ing”—selling products at less than 
market- price production cost to drive 
out competitors—but the promise to 
accord that status had been based on 
the expectation that China would turn 
into a Western- style market economy. 

That has not happened. Instead, the 
state has continued to control the Chi-
nese economy in its effort to expand the 
market share of Chinese enterprises 
both in China and abroad. Beijing 
has carried out industrial espionage 
to acquire advanced Western technol-
ogy, forced the transfer of technology 
from Western to Chinese enterprises 
through joint ventures and merger 
agreements, and, for a time (although 
not now), suppressed the exchange 
value of its currency in order to stimu-
late exports. Since 2006, Beijing has 
used various forms of regulation that 
are not banned by the WTO to make it 
difficult for foreign businesses to enter 
and compete in its domestic market, 
and to give an advantage to Chinese 
enterprises—especially in cutting- edge 
fields like semiconductors, advanced 
manufacturing, and information and 
communications technology.

China’s increasingly pervasive eco-
nomic influence has contributed to the 
populist and antiglobalization move-
ments that are now taking hold in many 
countries in the West, including in the 
US with Donald Trump. In a strik-
ing reversal, it was Chinese President 
Xi Jinping rather than a European 
or American leader who delivered a 
strong defense of globalization at the 

January 2017 meeting of the World 
Economic Forum in Davos.

President Barack Obama sought to 
strengthen US alliances in Asia in the 
hope of keeping China’s rise in check. 
By contrast, President Trump has ques-
tioned the value of alliances with Japan 
and South Korea, withdrawn from the 
Trans- Pacific Partnership, and for a 
time put a hold on American Freedom 
of Navigation Operations (FONOPS) 
in the South China Sea. At the Mar- a- 
Lago summit in April, Trump embar-
rassingly acted like Xi Jinping’s pupil 
on the question of North Korea’s grow-
ing nuclear menace, stating, “After lis-
tening [to Xi] for ten minutes, I realized 
it’s not so easy.” He then cast aside his 
campaign commitments to raise tariffs 
on China and challenge China on cur-
rency manipulation in what turned out 
to be the vain hope that China would 
solve the North Korea problem for him. 
To the contrary, the threat has only 
grown, with Pyongyang’s successful 
July 4 test of a long- range missile that 
may be capable of reaching Alaska.

To make matters worse, the Trump 
family have placed themselves conspic-
uously on China’s payroll, accepting fu-
ture profits in the form of trademarks 
for both the Trump and Ivanka brands, 
and seeking Chinese investment in 
Kushner real estate projects. When 
China Labor Watch, a New York–based 
labor rights organization, published in-
formation on poor conditions in a fac-
tory where Ivanka’s brand- name shoes 
had recently been produced, China de-
tained the group’s three field investiga-
tors, the only time CLW’s investigators 
have been detained for exposing the 
abuse of Chinese workers.2

These signs of confusion in Ameri-
can policy have accelerated the growth 
of China’s economic and political in-
fluence. In Asia, Philippine president 
Rodrigo Duterte softened the previous 
Filipino administration’s position on 
its South China Sea territorial dispute 
with China and accepted a large Chi-
nese trade and investment package; 
Malaysian leader Najib Razak agreed 
to the first purchase of Chinese vessels 
for his navy; Korean voters selected a 
new president, Moon Jae- in, who has 
promised closer relations with Beijing; 
and Vietnam has stepped up diplomatic 
and military relations with China. 

Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe 
has stuck to the American alliance, but 
if US policy continues to show weak-
ness, Japan will ultimately face a choice 
either of compromising with China’s 
territorial claims in the East China Sea 
or of rearming itself more heavily, per-
haps even with nuclear weapons. Ac-
cording to Graham Allison, director of 
Harvard Kennedy School’s Belfer Cen-
ter for Science and International Af-
fairs, in his new book Destined for War, 
“As far ahead as the eye can see, the 
defining question about global order is 
whether China and the US can escape 
Thucydides’s Trap,” which he defines 
as a likely war between a dominant 
power and a rising power. 

Two other recent books, however, 
while approaching the subject in very 
different ways, suggest that China is 
not as threatening as many commen-
tators would have us believe. Michael 
Auslin, a research fellow at the conser-
vative Hoover Institute, declares the 
end of the Asian Century before it has 
much begun, because leading Asian 
countries, including China, have not 
adopted the business- friendly economic 
practices, pro- democracy political re-
forms, and cooperative regional institu-
tions that would enable them effectively 
to rival the West. Oliver  Stuenkel, a 
Brazilian academic more on the left, 
argues instead that the emergence of 
China and other Asian powers is an ac-
complished fact that cannot be reversed, 
but that the power shift does not present 
a serious threat to Western interests. Al-
though both books discuss all of Asia,  
China is central to their arguments. 

Auslin’s analysis is grounded in the 
contested set of ideas that used to be 
called the Washington Consensus—
the belief that free markets, free trade, 
and political democracy are necessary 
for economies to grow and political 
systems to be stable. Since the Chinese 
approach disregards this theory, Auslin 
thinks the country will stumble before 
it seriously challenges American pre-
eminence. He sees many problems in 
the Chinese economy, including the ex-
cessive number and size of state- owned 
enterprises, opaque corporate gov-
ernance, huge government debt (200 
percent of GDP by some estimates), a 
property bubble, and overdependence 
on exports. But this adds up simply to 
a description of how the economy is 
run, not to an argument that this way 
of running it will not work. 

In fact, the Chinese economy is not 
as vulnerable as Auslin thinks. First,  

Xi Jinping

1James Mann, The China Fantasy: How 
Our Leaders Explain Away  Chinese 
Repression (Viking, 2007).

2John Ruwitch, “Activist Probing Fac-
tories Making Ivanka Trump Shoes in 
China Arrested: Group,” Reuters, May 
31, 2017.
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because the Chinese currency, the 
yuan, is not freely convertible, it is 
difficult for yuan holders to invest 
on a large scale anywhere but China 
without government permission. To 
be sure, there is a dribble of capital 
abroad sufficient to allow the purchase 
of high- end real estate in Vancouver, 
Los Angeles, and New York, but this is 
hardly enough to starve investment in 
China or subject the yuan to currency 
speculation. Second, just as the US dol-
lar enjoys the “exorbitant privilege” of 
being accepted everywhere as a bearer 
of value even though it is not backed by 
any tangible asset, so too the Chinese 
yuan is accepted by participants in the 
Chinese economy and even to a limited 
extent overseas as a bearer of value, 
which gives the government the ability 
to print money at will in order to stimu-
late economic growth, with limited risk 
of inflation. 

Third, both the debtors and the 
creditors in the Chinese economy are 
mostly government entities, so the gov-
ernment can adjust their debt relation-
ships without causing a financial crisis. 
Beijing worked its way out of previous 
debt overhangs by creating “asset man-
agement companies” (or “bad banks”) 
to take bad loans off the books of state 
banks, and it worked. Such tactics can 
be used again if necessary. 

Auslin is more persuasive in suggest-
ing the extent to which high- level cor-
ruption has damaged the legitimacy of 
China’s one- party rule, and how inef-
fective the regime’s heavy- handed pro-
paganda is in its aim of reinforcing that 
legitimacy. Even so, surveys show that 
the Chinese public gives the regime 
credit for sustained economic growth 
and for carrying out a serious battle 
against corruption. Auslin agrees with 
an unnamed China specialist—ap-
parently the well- respected George 
Washington University scholar David 
Shambaugh—that the Chinese regime 
has entered its “endgame.”3 This may 
be true, but the same prediction has 
been made so often for decades that it 
is hard to be convinced by it now. By 
seeing the Chinese regime and other 
Asian political systems like Thailand, 
Myanmar, and Malaysia that haven’t 
developed Western- style governments 
as examples of “unfinished revolu-
tions,” Auslin commits the fallacy 
of conflating political stability with 
democratization. 

Unlike Auslin, Stuenkel does not 
believe that Chinese power will fade, 
but he sees China’s ambitions as more 
economic than military. It is true that 
China has built and fortified sand is-
lands in the South China Sea, increased 
its allocation of troops to UN peace-
keeping operations in Africa, estab-
lished a small naval base in Djibouti, 
used Chinese naval forces to evacuate 
some 36,000 Chinese workers from 
Libya, and dispatched ships to partici-
pate in the multilateral anti- piracy pa-
trol in the Gulf of Aden. 

But in Stuenkel’s view, these efforts 
are not likely to lead to the creation 
of a US- style global military empire. 
It would be difficult for China to de-
fend its far- flung, fragile network of 
economic interests by chiefly military 
power. China’s enormous investments 
in resources and infrastructure abroad 

can pay off only if peace is maintained 
across these turbulent regions by politi-
cal means, including respect for inter-
national law. According to Stuenkel, 
China wants nothing more than to pre-
serve the main elements of the world 
trading order from which it has bene-
fited so much, while gaining greater in-
fluence in the institutions that enforce 
and develop this order. 

Because the US Congress refused 
until recently to authorize increased 
voting rights for China in the World 
Bank and the International Monetary 
Fund—and, one might add, because 
China accumulated a huge stock of for-
eign exchange that it needed to invest—
Beijing set out to create what Stuenkel 
calls a “parallel order” of international 
economic institutions. He identifies 
twenty- two newly created multilateral 
institutions, ranging from the Asian 
Infrastructure Investment Bank to the 
Shanghai Cooperation Organization 
to the Free Trade Area of the Asia Pa-
cific, in which China is a participant 
and usually the leading member. 

Stuenkel argues these are “parallel” 
rather than “alternative” institutions: 
they provide infrastructure investment, 
regulate trade, facilitate international 
payments, and carry out security and 
diplomatic dialogues in much the same 
way as similar Western- dominated 
institutions that they parallel. They 
operate according to rules that are con-
sistent with existing institutions in the 
same fields, and their participants con-
tinue simultaneously as members of the 
older institutions. In Stuenkel’s view, 
their creation is a good thing: 

[They] will provide additional 
platforms for cooperation (among 
both non- Western and between 
non- Western and Western pow-
ers), and spread the burden of 
contributing global public goods 
[such as UN peacekeeping opera-
tions, anti- piracy patrols, and the 
control of climate change] more 
evenly. . . . All these institutions 
will deepen China’s integration 
into the global economy, possibly 
reducing the risk of conflict, and 
lifting all boats. 

Auslin and Stuenkel both present, 
to use James Mann’s phrase, “soothing 
scenarios”: either China’s rise will stall 
before it poses a serious threat to Amer-
ican interests, or it will bring new vital-
ity to the existing international order. 
But both are too optimistic. Although 
China’s rate of growth has slowed from 
double digits to an official annual rate 
(which some economists think is exag-
gerated) of 6.7 percent in 2016, and will 
slow further as the economy matures, 
few believe it will fall below 3 percent 
in the foreseeable future. 

As Stuenkel points out, at that rate 
it will inevitably overtake the US econ-
omy, even if the US were to accelerate 
its own rate of growth, simply because 
China’s population is four times as big 
as America’s. In a few more decades, 
China’s economy will be twice as big as 
that of the US. An economic or politi-
cal crisis, if it occurs, can slow China’s 
rise, but China is not going back to the 
poverty of the pre- reform era. 

Stuenkel is persuasive in arguing 
that Beijing cares chiefly about politi-
cal stability at home and economic ac-
cess abroad, and not about promoting 

its authoritarian political model to the 
rest of the world. Nor do China’s lead-
ers seek, as some have suggested, to 
expel the United States from Asia, or 
to “rule the world.” They are, however, 
pursuing two goals that clash funda-
mentally with important American in-
terests (leaving aside China’s abuse of 
the US– China economic relationship, 
which is a problem that can be gradu-
ally resolved through negotiations). 

The first is its effort to alter the mili-
tary balance in Asia. Along its long, 
exposed coastline, China is confronted 
with a string of American allies and 
partners: South Korea, Japan, Taiwan, 
the Philippines, Singapore, and Viet-
nam. There are some 60,000 American 
troops deployed in the area, and Amer-
ican bases in Guam and Pearl Harbor 
command the Pacific. Just beyond the 

line twelve nautical miles from the Chi-
nese coast that defines its sovereign “ter-
ritorial waters,” the US Seventh Fleet 
conducts regular intelligence- gathering 
and surveillance operations. Along its 
land borders China likewise confronts 
American deployments, alliances, and 
military cooperation arrangements—in 
Afghanistan, Pakistan, Central Asia, 
Mongolia, and India. 

With China’s power rising, its rul-
ers no longer accept being so tightly 
hemmed in. They are now in a position 
to press South Korea to reverse the 
deployment of an American Terminal 
High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) 
missile system; to move Chinese mili-
tary ships and submarines through 
strategic straits between the Japanese 
islands; to challenge the Japanese claim 
to the Senkakus, the disputed islands in 
the East China Sea; to pressure Taiwan 
to accept unification with China; and to 
harass US ships and planes in the South 
China Sea. These moves challenge the 
established American position in Asia.

The second serious clash of interests 
has to do with the freedoms of thought 
and speech. The regime is hypersensi-
tive about its image because of its shal-
low legitimacy at home. This has led it 
not only to engage in standard public 
relations and media work around the 
world, but also to use diplomatic pres-
sure, visa denials, financial influence, 
surveillance, and threats to try to con-
trol what journalists, scholars, and Chi-
nese students and scholars abroad say 
about China. The effort to silence crit-
ics extends to human rights institutions 
like the United Nations Human Rights 
Council in Geneva, where China works 
to assure that it and other authoritar-
ian regimes are not criticized; it even 

reaches Hollywood, where studios 
eager to gain access to the Chinese 
market increasingly avoid unfavorable 
portrayals of China. This offensive 
poses a special challenge to the West, 
one in which the usual cliché about 
balancing values and interests in for-
eign policy does not apply. As China 
extends its efforts at thought control 
beyond its own borders, our values are 
our interests.

Some have suggested that the US 
scale back its position in Asia to ac-
commodate China’s desire for greater 
military influence in its own region. 
In his 2011 book On China, Henry 
Kis singer proposed that the two sides 
agree on a “Pacific Community”—
“a region to which the United States, 
China, and other states all belong and 
in whose peaceful development all par-
ticipate.” Graham Allison’s ideas for 
how to avoid war are equally anodyne: 
“Understand what China is trying to 
do,” “Do strategy,” and “Make domes-
tic challenges central.”

Other strategists have been more spe-
cific, proposing that the US and China 
establish a mutually acceptable secu-
rity balance by making concessions to 
each other over Taiwan, the Senkakus, 
military deployments, and offensive 
and defensive missile systems. Through 
such an approach, Washington and 
Beijing could demonstrate that each 
does not seek to threaten the other’s 
core security interests.4 

The difficulty with such propos-
als is that Beijing is likely to interpret 
them as asking it to accept an intrusive 
American presence just when the shift-
ing power balance should allow that sit-
uation to be corrected. And on the US 
side, yielding preemptively to Chinese 
ambitions would destroy its credibility 
with all of its allies, not only in Asia but 
elsewhere as well. The resulting desta-
bilization would not serve American or 
Chinese interests.

Auslin’s recommendations for man-
aging the rise of China are for the US 
to strengthen its military presence in 
the region; build additional links—
such as with India and Indonesia—on 
top of its existing alliance system; and 
intensify American pressures for dem-
ocratic transformation. It should stick 
to these policies, he says, until “China’s 
leaders . . . come to appreciate the ben-
efits of constructive engagement.” This 
is a grand vision that faces three obsta-
cles—the lack of consistency across ad-
ministrations in Washington needed to 
implement such a strategy; the unwill-
ingness of countries like India, Indo-
nesia, and even our formal allies South 
Korea and Japan to tilt so conspicuously 
against the largest and still- growing re-
gional power; and the unlikelihood that 
China would come to accept this Amer-
ican posture as beneficial.

For his part, Stuenkel recommends 
that the United States enlarge the par-
ticipation of the rising powers in ex-
isting institutions so they have a fair 
share of influence, encourage China 
and other rising powers to contrib-
ute even more to global public goods 

3David Shambaugh, China’s Future 
(Polity, 2016).

4For example, James Steinberg and 
Michael E. O’Hanlon, Strategic Reas-
surance and Resolve: US–China Re-
lations in the Twenty- First Century 
(Princeton University Press, 2014), and 
Lyle J. Goldstein, Meeting China Half-
way: How to Defuse the Emerging US–
China Rivalry (Georgetown University 
Press, 2015).
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Collecting the World:  
Hans Sloane and the Origins  
of the British Museum
by James Delbourgo. 
Belknap Press/ 
Harvard University Press,  
504 pp., $35.00

When the first visitors entered the 
newly opened British Museum in Mon-
tagu House in Bloomsbury in January 
1759, they walked past a stone from the 
Appian Way, the skeleton of a unicorn 
fish, and a buffalo head from New-
foundland. Beneath their feet were 
pillars from the Giant’s Causeway in 
County Down. This was the entrance 
hall. Next came Egyptian mummies, 
coral, wasps’ nests, and a stuffed fla-
mingo. Upstairs were manuscripts and 
coins, portraits and busts, artifacts 
from Mexico and Peru, a model of a 
Japanese temple, hubble- bubble pipes 
(hookahs), musical instruments, min-
erals and fossils, plants and insects, 
Wampum beads from America, and a 
“cyclops pig, having only one eye, and 
that in the middle of the forehead.” 

This was only a tiny fraction of the 
great collection amassed by Hans 
Sloane (1660–1753), a mix of the nat-
ural and artificial that thrilled the 
eighteenth- century public. Generally 
remembered as a paradigmatic figure 
of the British Enlightenment, Sloane 
has long been identified with the found-
ing of the British Museum, an En-
lightenment project itself that is often 
considered the first great “universal” 
museum, open to all. He also served 
as president of the Royal Society and 
the Royal College of Physicians, in an 
age in which these institutions were at 
the forefront of science and medicine. 
But some of the realities that James 
Delbourgo’s new book recounts shake 
this apparently solid eminence. Sloane, 
Delbourgo reveals, was also a ruthless 
British imperialist and Jamaican plan-
tation owner whose voracious collect-
ing habits were financed by slaves, and 
whose views of non- Europeans were 
far from open- minded. 

In the past the complexities of 
Sloane’s life have been ignored, and 
because his interests and collections 
were so varied and peculiar, many of 
his exploits remained little known: in 
Delbourgo’s apt phrase his reputation 
is “a curious case of fame and amnesia 
combined.” In Collecting the World, a 
book appropriately dense with lists and 
ballasted with forays into global trade 
and politics, Delbourgo sets out to re-
appraise Sloane’s “universal” collection 
and career, and to clarify the varying 
motives—not all of them equally en-
lightened—that underpinned them. 
While Sloane has been acknowledged 

in histories of the British Museum and 
of collecting,* it is harder to step back 
in time and give an accurate picture of 
his mind- set and that of his age. In this, 
working from Sloane’s manuscripts and 
from the surviving objects themselves, 
and adding his own meticulous notes 
and a superb bibliography, Delbourgo 
has triumphantly succeeded. Sloane 
the doctor, plantation owner, and pred-
atory collector emerges as an ambigu-
ous figure, not a hero in himself but a 
giant in his achievement. “His inven-
tion of the public museum,” Delbourgo 
writes, “is an artefact of imperial en-
lightenment . . . an astonishing attempt 
to catalogue the entire world.” In its 
“imperial” character it was, too, an as-

sertion of Britain’s growing political 
and commercial dominance over ter-
ritories stretching from North America 
and the Caribbean to South and East 
Asia—and of the unstated yet implicit 
belief in British superiority over all 
other races. 

As a boy in Killyleagh on Strang-
ford Lough, a large sea inlet in Ulster, 
Sloane watched laborers find tree roots, 
giant elk bones, and golden chains as 
they cut the turf and roamed the small 
islets off the coast, treading between 
gulls’ nests while the birds screeched 
overhead. For Delbourgo this last scene 
foretells a career in which “Sloane and 
his companions coolly invade a natural 
preserve to gather precious specimens, 
unfazed by the uproar around them.” 
Collecting becomes raiding—a form of 
exploitation, commerce, and colonial-
ism—regardless of resistance. In this 
light, Sloane is less the heir of princely 
Renaissance collectors acquiring ob-
jects for their Wunderkammern simply 

for their oddity than an Enlightenment 
figure, determined to research and 
classify the world. The emphasis shifts 
from the bizarre “curious” object to 
the pursuit of knowledge itself. 

Sloane’s early interest in nature was 
matched by an education in social hi-
erarchies and ethnic and religious 
communities. His Scottish father, Al-
exander, was agent to James Hamilton, 
Earl of Clanbrassil, and his mother, 
Sarah, came to Ireland in the entourage 
of Hamilton’s wife, Anne Carey, daugh-
ter of the Earl of Monmouth. Hans, 
the youngest son among the Sloanes’ 
seven children, grew up among the 
Anglo- Irish elite who prospered from 
Catholic suppression while quarreling 
among themselves over disputed es-
tates. Identifying with the ruling Prot-
estant minority of Ireland, he was, thus, 
a “colonist” from the start, and his avid 
collecting seems to have been driven as 
much by British nationalism and Prot-
estant ideology as by personal curiosity. 

At his death, Sloane described his 
collection as a “manifestation of the 
glory of God,” but it was also a mark 
of the glory of Britain. At his memo-
rial service in Chelsea in 1753, Zachary 
Pearce, bishop of Bangor, declared that 
no age and no country had ever seen 
“such an almost universal assemblage 
of things unusual & curious, of things 
ancient & modern, of things natural & 
artificial, brought together from almost 
all times, & almost all climates.” More-
over, the bishop added, “it must warm 
the heart of every Briton, to remember 
that it was done in his own country.” 

Sloane’s “own country” was “Brit-
ain,” not Ireland, which he left as early 
as he could. A severe teenage illness 
made him decide to become a doc-
tor, and in 1679 he went to London to 
study chemistry at Apothecaries Hall, 
attend lectures in anatomy and phys-
ics, and train as a botanist at Chelsea 
Physic Garden. His mentors were his 
fellow Anglo- Irishman Robert Boyle, 
now considered the founder of modern 
chemistry, to whom he eagerly commu-
nicated whatever he thought “curious 
& important,” and Boyle’s friend John 
Locke, as well as the great botanist 
John Ray, then working on Historia 
plantarum, his three-volume taxonomy 
of plants. 

On the fringes of these learned cir-
cles, Sloane imbibed guiding ideas, in-
cluding “an animus against all notions 
of magical matter, and an unshakeable 
conviction that nature was a mechani-
cal entity designed by God to be ex-
ploited for human profit.” Four years 
in London were followed by spells in 
Paris and at the University of Mont-
pellier, a Protestant haven in Catholic 
France. His Paris professor Joseph de 

Collecting for the Glory of God
Jenny Uglow

such as UN peacekeeping operations, 
anti- piracy patrols, and the control of 
climate change, and “fully embrace, 
rather than criticize or try to isolate” 
the new parallel economic institutions 
that China is creating. These are con-
structive ideas, but they do not address 
the core problems of regional security 
and human rights. 

The US should cooperate with China 
in those areas where common inter-
ests exist, such as nonproliferation and 
climate change (the position of the 
Trump administration notwithstand-
ing). And the US must push steadily to 
open the Chinese economy on a recip-
rocal basis—an effort that would have 
been greatly aided by staying in the TPP. 

But in order to respond successfully to 
China’s growing military power, the US 
must hold the line firmly where strate-
gic interests clash, such as over Taiwan 
and the US naval presence in the South 
China Sea. Above all, the US must de-
fend international standards of human 
rights and freedoms more strongly than 
it has in recent years; it makes no sense 

to defer to the loudly voiced sensitivities 
of the Chinese regime even as China 
interferes more and more often in our 
freedoms. Competition, friction, and 
testing between the United States and 
China are unavoidable, probably for de-
cades. To navigate this process, the US 
needs an accurate assessment of China’s 
interests, but even more of its own. 

Hans Sloane during his presidency of the Royal Society,  
with an illustration of Jamaican lagetto; portrait by Stephen Slaughter, 1736
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*See, for example, Enlightenment: Dis-
covering the World in the Eighteenth 
Century, edited by Kim Sloan (London: 
British Museum, 2003) and Arthur 
MacGregor, Curiosity and Enlighten-
ment: Collectors and Collections from 
the Sixteenth to the Nineteenth Century 
(Yale University Press, 2008).
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