
PLS 328: CONFUCIANISM AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF CHINESE POLITICS 

 

Instructor: Dr. Lee Shu-Shan (李樹山 博士) 

Meeting Room: 8.154 

Meeting Times: Monday & Wednesday, 17:30-18:45 PM 

Office: 8.213  

Office Hours: Tuesday, Thursday & Friday, 9:00-10:00 AM (Online Reservation) 

E-mail: shu-shan.lee@nu.edu.kz 

 

 

COURSE DESCRIPTION 

Confucianism occupies a crucial role in the development of Chinese politics. This course will 

begin by investigating the original political philosophy of Confucianism. It will then examine 

how, throughout China’s history, the rulers and elite selectively interpreted Confucianism to 

serve their disparate political goals. The various interpretations provide us with a window 

into the political development of China. The object of the course is not merely to read some 

of the core texts in the literature on Confucianism, but more importantly to critically assess 

the readings and to apply their arguments in your reflections on contemporary political issues. 

 

REQUIRED TEXTS 

1. William Theodore De Bary, Irene Bloom, and Richard Lufrano, eds., Sources of Chinese 

Tradition, Vol. 1–2 (New York: Columbia University Press, 1999). 

2. Yuri Pines, The Everlasting Empire: The Political Culture of Ancient China and Its 

Imperial Legacy (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2012). 

3. Andrew J. Nathan, Chinese Democracy (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1986). 

4. Kevin J. O’Brien and Lianjiang Li, Rightful Resistance in Rural China (Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press, 2006). 

5. Neil Sawers, Ten Steps to Help You Write Better Essays & Term Papers, 4th ed. (New 

York: The NS Group, 2012). 

 

LEARNING OBJECTIVES 

1. Gaining core knowledge of Confucianism and its impact on the development of Chinese 

politics. 

2. Learning the importance of listening to, and being tolerant of, different ideas. 

3. Practicing oral and written skills to convey ideas and arguments to others.  

4. Acquiring the sensitivity to apply theoretical knowledge to analyze real political issues. 

 

MAJOR ASSIGNMENTS 

1. Class Participation (10%): You must attend classes. However, you will not receive a 

grade of “A” simply by coming to each seminar. Part of your training is to learn not just 

how to read a text and analyze it, but to listen to others and to contribute to a dialogue in 

real time. Penalties for absences will be applied at the rate of 5 % per section. For 

example, if you have an 89 final average with 2 recorded unexcused absences, your final 

participation grade will be 89-10=79. Participation includes:  

 

a. To ask a participant (the instructor included) to clarify his/her ideas. 

b. To correct a participant’s misunderstanding (the instructor included) of a concept and 

theory.  

c. To be respectful and tolerant during discussion. 
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2. Six Reading Quizzes (6x5%=30%): These reading quizzes are unannounced. I will give 

six quizzes over the semester, and the grade for which is either “satisfactory,” “in-

between,” or “unsatisfactory.” You will secure 5 points for each “satisfactory” mark, 3 for 

“in-between” and 0 for “unsatisfactory.”  

 

3. Two Essays (2x25%=50%): You are required to write two essays. To earn a decent 

grade for this assignment, you should meet these criteria: 

 

a. Each essay is to be 3-4 pages long, 12 point font, double-spaced.  

b. The first essay must discuss course materials from Week 1 to Week 8. The deadline 

for the first project is 5 PM, Friday, March 16. 

c. The second must address materials from Week 12 to Week 14. It is due on 5 PM, 

Friday, May 4. 

d. You must submit it to Turn-It-In in Moodle. 

e. Penalties for lateness will be applied at the rate of 10 percentage points per day after 

the due date, up to a maximum of 3 days late. After 3 days, the work will be counted 

as a non-submission (i.e., 0 points for this part of your evaluation).  

f. A good essay in my class presents theoretical depth, empirical relevance, and personal 

reflection. 

 

 Grading rubric for the two essays: 

 

A+ 

 
Excellent 

Structure: Your thesis was clear, insightful, and even exciting. All the ideas in 

your paper flowed logically. Your argument was identifiable, reasonable, and 

sound. You had excellent transitions. Your paragraphs had solid topic sentences, 

and each sentence was clearly related to that topic sentence. You cited adequately.   

 

Analysis: You gave concrete empirical cases and precise textual evidence to 

support most points. You integrated theoretical discussion, empirical significance, 

and personal reflection in an outstanding manner. Your analysis posed new ways 

to think about the material.  

 

A 

 
Good 
Structure: Your thesis was clear and insightful. All the ideas in the paper flowed 

logically. Your argument was identifiable, reasonable, and sound. You had 

excellent transitions. Your paragraphs had solid topic sentences, and each sentence 

was clearly related to that topic sentence. You cited adequately, but you had a few 

unclear topic sentences and arguments.  

Analysis: You gave concrete empirical cases and precise textual evidence to 

support most points. You integrated theoretical discussion, empirical significance, 

and personal reflection well. Your arguments showed independent thought. 

 

B 

 

Acceptable 

Structure: Your thesis was clear, but not original. Your argument was generally 

clear and appropriate, although it wandered occasionally. You had a few unclear 

transitions, and some of your paragraphs were without strong topic sentences. You 

had some inadequate citations.  
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Analysis: You gave empirical cases and textual evidence to support most points, 

but the cases and evidence appeared weak. Your argument usually made sense, 

although some gaps in logic existed. You did a solid job of synthesizing course 

material but did not show your independent thought.  

 

C 

 

 

Borderline 

Structure: Your thesis was unclear and vague. You provided little structure for the 

paper. Your argument wandered, with few transitions, few topic sentences, and 

little logic. You had some inadequate citations. Your paragraphs were not 

organized coherently.  

 

Analysis: Your points often lacked supporting evidence, or else you used evidence 

inappropriately. Your quotations were poorly integrated into sentences. You gave 

a quote, but then failed to analyze it or show how it supports your argument. Your 

argument was unclear and your logic sometimes failed. You did a fair job of 

synthesizing course material but did not show your independent thought. 

 

D 

 
Needs Help 

Structure: Your thesis was difficult to identify, or it was a bland restatement of an 

obvious point. Your paragraphs showed little structure. Your transitions were 

confusing and unclear. The paper was a loose collection of statements, rather than 

a cohesive argument. You did know how to cite. 

 

Analysis: You failed to support statements, and the evidence you gave was poorly 

analyzed, poorly integrated into the paper, or simply incorrect. Your argument was 

impossible to identify. You did a confusing or poor job synthesizing material, and 

you did not develop your own independent thought.   

 

 

4. One Essay Proposal Presentations (10%): You are required to present only one 

proposal of your two essays. I will split the students into two groups alphabetically by 

first name. The first group will present during week 9, and the second week 15. The 

presenter must place 30 hard-copy presentation outlines on the desk next to the class 

entrance and set up his/her PowerPoint before the class begins. You have 6 minutes to 

finish your presentation. During the presentation, your PowerPoint should include:  

 

a. What is the topic of the project? 

b. What are the course materials involved in the project? 

c. What are the empirical cases selected for the project? 

d. Why is the project important to you and audience? 

 

 Grading rubric for the presentation: 

 

A+ Excellent 

The presenter was well prepared, and had a masterful command of the topic. The 

argument was well organized and supported with primary evidence. The 

PowerPoint itself was well done. All the little things were done right (eye contact, 

engagement, time management). 
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A Good 

The presenter was well prepared, and had a masterful command of the topic. The 

argument was well organized and supported with primary evidence. The 

PowerPoint itself was well done. But the little things regarding delivery (eye 

contact, engagement, time management) could have been better.  

 

B Acceptable  

The presenter was prepared, and had a good command of the topic. The 

presentation was clearly organized and supported with some primary evidence. 

There were some awkward presentation moments. The PowerPoint itself was 

appropriate. You need to improve your delivery style.  

 

C Borderline 

The presenter had an adequate command of the topic. The student could have been 

better prepared. Your delivery was halting at times. Your argument, evidence, and 

PowerPoint could have been better.  

 

D Needs Help 

Something was very wrong here. As a presenter, you were not prepared with the 

content and argument. Your ideas were disorganized, and your presentation style 

was halting. You made little effort to design the PowerPoint. 

  

 

GRADING SCALE 

A 95-100  C 65-69.99 

A- 90-94.99  C- 60-64.99 

B+ 85-89.99  D+ 55-59.99 

B 80-84.99  D 50-54.99 

B- 75-79.99  F <50 

C+ 70-74.99  

 

OTHER IMPORTANT POLICIES 

1. Write a grade appeal letter. If you think that a grade you have received is unfair, you may 

appeal. To request a review, you must provide me with a one-page written statement (12-

point font, double-spaced) explaining why you deserve a better grade. 

 

2. Reserve office-hours online. You must make an appointment through NU’s Google 

Calendar. Please change its time zone to Astana (GMT +06:00). The URL for 

reservations is posted on Moodle. If you need to cancel a meeting, send me an email as 

soon as possible. 

 

3. Use medical excuse honestly. I will give you an excused absence, make-up presentation, 

and quiz only if I see a doctor note confirmed by SHSS’s Student Affairs Office.  

 

4. No extra work. I will not offer extra work to anyone for rounding up their grades under 

any circumstance. 

 

5. Do not plagiarize. All instances in which plagiarism is suspected will be referred to SHSS 

for disciplinary review. Copying, rephrasing of text without citations, and submitting 

unoriginal work constitutes plagiarism. 
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READING SCHEDULE 

 

Week 1 (January 8-14) 

Monday 

 Introductory Lecture 

 

Wednesday 

 Confucius, a 2010 Movie 

 

Week 2 (January 15-21) 

Monday 

 Classical Sources of Chinese Tradition and The Zuozhuan, pp. 24-40, and pp. 183-189 (in 

Sources, vol. 1). 

 

Wednesday 

 Confucius and the Analects, pp. 41-63 (in Sources, vol. 1). 

 

Week 3 (January 22-28) 

Monday 

 Mencius, pp. 112-160 (in Sources, vol. 1). 

 

Wednesday 

 Legalists, pp. 190-212 (in Sources, vol. 1). 

 

Week 4 (January 29-February 4) 

Monday 

 Xunzi, pp. 161-183 (in Sources, vol. 1). 

 

Wednesday 

 David Elstein, “Why Early Confucianism Cannot Generate Democracy,” Dao, no. 9 

(2010): pp. 427–43. 

 

Week 5 (February 5-11) 

 No Class 

 

Week 6 (February 12-18) 

Monday 

 The Great Tang Code, pp. 546-553 (in Sources, vol. 1). 

 Han Yu and the Confucian Way, pp. 568-573 (in Sources, vol. 1). 

 Women’s Education, pp. 819-840  (in Sources, vol. 1) and pp. 161-162 (in Sources, vol. 

2). 

 

Wednesday 

 Zhu Xi: Proclamation of Instructions & The Lu Family Community Compact, Amended 

and Emended, pp. 748-754 (in Sources, vol. 1). 

 Ming Foundations of Late Imperial China, pp. 779-793 (in Sources, vol. 1). 

 Village Lectures and the Sacred Edict, pp. 70-72 (in Sources, vol. 2). 
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Week 7 (February 19-25) 

Monday 

 Yuri Pines, “Chapter 3,” in The Everlasting Empire, pp. 76-103. 

 

Wednesday 

 Yuri Pines, “Chapters 5-6,” in The Everlasting Empire, pp. 134-184. 

 

Week 8 (February 26-March 4) 

Monday 

 The Attack on Confucianism, pp. 351-356 (in Sources, vol. 2). 

 Chen Duxiu, The True Meaning of Life, pp. 366-368 (in Sources, vol. 2). 

 Declaration for Cultural Construction on A Chinese Basis, and Hu Shi’s Critique, pp. 

387-389 (in Sources, vol. 2). 

 Radical Critique of Traditional Society, pp. 389-395 (in Sources, vol. 2). 

 

Wednesday 

 James Gregor and Maria Hsia Chang, “Anti-Confucianism: Mao’s Last Campaign,” Asian 

Survey 19, no. 11 (1979): pp. 1073–92. 

 To Live, a 1994 Movie. 

 

Week 9 (March 5-11) 

Monday 

 First Essay Proposal Presentation 

 

Wednesday 

 First Essay Proposal Presentation 

 

Week 10 (March 12-18)  

Monday 

 First Essay Proposal Presentation 

 

Wednesday 

 Writing Section (no class). 

 

 First Paper Due on 5 PM, Friday, March 16. 

 

Week 11 (March 19-25)  

 Spring Break 

 

Week 12 (March 26-April 1) 

 Andrew Nathan, Chinese Democracy (TBA) 

 

Week 13 (April 2-8) 

Monday 

 Gu Mu: Confucianism as the Essence of Chinese Tradition,” pp. 581-583 (in Sources, vol. 

2). 

 Huaqiu Liu, “Proposals for Human Rights Protection and Promotion,” Beijing Review 36, 

no. 26 (1993): pp. 8–11. 
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 Reg Little, "Confucius in Beijing: The Conference of the International Confucian 

Foundation," Culture Mandala: The Bulletin of the Centre for East-West Cultural and 

Economic Studies 1, Iss. 2, Art. 4 (1995), pp. 59-62.  

 Suisheng Zhao, “A State-Led Nationalism: The Patriotic Education Campaign in Post-

Tiananmen China,” Communist and Post-Communist Studies 31, no. 3 (1998): pp. 287–

302. 

 

Wednesday 

 Joshua Cohen, “Minimalism about Human Rights: The Most We Can Hope For?,” 

Journal of Political Philosophy 12, no. 2 (2004): 190–213. 

 Christian Welzel and Ronald Inglehart, “The Human Development Model of Democracy: 

East Asia in Perspective,” in Citizens, Democracy, and Markets around the Pacific Rim, 

ed. Russell J. Dalton and Doh Chull Shin (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2006), 21–49. 

 Please Vote for Me, a 2007 Documentary. 

 

Week 14 (April 9-15) 

Monday 

 O’Brien and Li, Rightful Resistance in Rural China (TBA) 

 

Wednesday 

 Elizabeth J. Perry, “Chinese Conceptions of ‘Rights’: From Mencius to Mao—and Now,” 

Perspectives on Politics 6, no. 1 (2008): 37–50. 

 Ai Weiwei: The Fake Case, a 2013 Documentary 

 

Week 15 (April 16-22) 

Monday 

 Second Essay Proposal Presentation 

 

Wednesday 

 Second Essay Proposal Presentation 

 

Week 16 (April 23-29) 

 Reading Days 

 

Week 17 (April 30-May 6) 

 Second Paper Due on 5 PM, Friday, May 4. 


