When Chinese M edicine Encountered the State, 1928-1937

[1] Introduction

The globd expanson of Western biomedicine suffered a historic setback in China in
the spring of 1929. Since that spring, the history of medical development in China has taken
on aroad lesstraveled.

In 1928, the Kuomintang (The Nationdist Party, KMT) findly terminated the politica
chaos of the Warlord period and created a nominaly unified China. Asthe KMT atempted
to redlize a modernizing agenda, it established the Ministry of Hedlth a Nanjing. For the
firg time in Chinese higtory, China had a national adminidtretive center to take charge of dl
hedlth care related issues. The next year, dominated by Western-trained physicians, the first
National Public Hedth Conference unanimoudy passed a proposd for "Abolishing Old-
Style Medicine in Order to Clear Away the Obstacles to Medicine and Public Hedth." To
everyone's surprise, this resolution mobilized the previoudy unorganized traditionad Chinese
doctors into a massive Nationa Medicine Movement, resulting in a decade-long collective
struggle between the two groups of medicd practitioners.

| would like to clarify from the outset what | mean by Western-style Doctors and

Chinese Doctors. For the sake of argument, "Western-style Doctors' refers to the Chinese
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nationa's who were educated in Western-style medical schools, either in China or oversess.
What | cal Western-style Doctors did not include foreigners and medicd missonaries. The
magjority of Western-style Doctors who studied abroad went to Japan. It is more difficult to
define the group of Chinese Doctors. First, before 1929 there did not exist any nationa
asociaion for the practitioners of Chinese medicine.  Second, because systematic and
standardized medicd curriculafor students of Chinese medicine had just started, a the time
under discussion the barrier of entry amounted to nothing. Therefore, what | cal "Chinese
doctors’ refers broadly to the physicians who practiced traditiond Chinese Medicine and
lacked forma medicd training in Western Medicine. Since the membership identification
was precisely the one a stake, it is counterproductive to try to provide more precise
definitions of either "Western-style Doctors' or "Chinese Doctors” For the sake of
highlighting the problematic nature of these terms, hereafter | will continue capitdizing these
terms—Western-style Doctor (WSD)/Western Medicine and Chinese Doctor/Chinese

Medicine—to denote the two groups of doctors and their practices.
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Haf a century later, C. C. Chen, a widdy respected pioneer of public heath in

China, reflected on this historic confrontation. Chen said:

In the 1920's, modern physicians, including Chinese nationds, inadvertently
ddayed the diffuson of scientific medicine probably by many decades
through their demands for the abolition of traditiona medicine. Fear
generated by their actions caused a powerful coterie of traditional scholar-
phydcians in the cities to organize for collective action and to seek the
intervention of high officids on ther behdf. Respected by officids and the
public aike, the scholar-physcians were able not only to defend what they
dready had but aso to further extend their influence. More than fifty years
later, the two systems of medicine stood on equd footing in China, each
with its own schools, treatment fadilities, and highly placed friends in the

bureauicracy.

In short, from the viewpoint of Western-style doctors such as C. C. Chen, they
made a drategic miscaculaion in proposing to abolish Chinese medicine in the spring of
1929. This miscaculation not only delayed the "diffuson” of Western medicine by decades,
but dso gave hirth to what we now know as a bifurcated medica field in China

Presupposing the globd diffuson of scientific medicine, C.C. Chen assumed what he
had witnessed in the 1920s was just a "ddlay,” alocd suspenson of the necessary triumph
of Western medicine and the unavoidable extinction of indigenous medicd traditions.  For
him, aswdl as for many modernizers, the ultimate replacement of loca medica traditions by
scientific biomedicine would be smply a maiter of time. Nevertheless, a the end of the
twentieth century, pre-modern, unscientific Chinese medicine not only stands as equd to
Western biomedicine in Ching, but gradualy has soread into Western countries aswdl. In
the West, Chinese medicine has become part of a worldwide family of dternative medicine
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and aso has been accepted to some degree in mainstream hedlth care services? While the
continuously growing popularity of Chinese medicine, both in East Asaand in the West, has
the potentia to chdlenge the universdis discourse of science, most scholarly studies of the
twentieth-century history of Chinese medicine are written as though the researcher is 4ill
waiting for the inevitable redization of Enlightenment higory in China  As the fird step in
exploring Chinas sngular course of medica development, this paper examines the crucid
moments a which traditiond Chinese medicine crossed the threshold of modernity—
epigemologicdly, materidly, and inditutiondly—that is, "When Chinese Medicine
Encountered the State."

The title of my paper highlights three interrdlated points.  Firs, my subject matter
traditiondly is consdered to be a cultura confrontation between two incommensurable
knowledge "systems': scientific Western medicine and pre-modern Chinese medicine. The
confrontation between the two generdly is taken as an unavoidable, locd event in the
universaizing process of Western science and technology. However, by the 1920s,
practitioners of the two medicines dready had co-existed for decades in China without
directly competing against each other. | argue, therefore, that the struggle between these
two medica groups would not have taken place, or a least would have taken a very
different form, if Western-style doctors had not first dominated the Ministry of Hedth and
proposed to abolish Chinese medicine by means of governmental power. In this sense, the
so-cdled confrontation did not take place directly between the two medicad disciplines but
rather between Chinese medicine and the Sate.

Second, as the term "when" suggests, the core issue is tempordity. More
oecificdly, | emphasze the dructure-trandforming effects of the hogtile confrontation
between Chinese medicine and the KMT date. The two higtoric events which took place in
1929-the emergence of the Chinese Medicd Revolution and the Nationa Medicine
Movement—fundamentaly trandformed the logic of competition between Chinese and
Western medicine in China. Happening in conjunction, these two events set up the enduring
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fied within which the two competing medica groups would sruggle againg each other in the
years to come. Mogt importantly, the fidd of struggle was one squardly dtuated within the
KMT date: the practitioners of the two medicines organized themselves into groups in order
to pursue power within the state, they tried to suppress each other through the use of state
adminigtrative power, and findly they competed for the professond interests and privileges
offered by the state. As an "eventful sociology," this paper will show how the competing
medica groups were consolidated in and through their collective struggle in the fidd of the
Sate after the 1929 confrontation.

Third, | will argue that the 1929 confrontation aso congtituted an "epistemological
event” which led many Chinese doctors both to embrace the discourse of Modernity and to
reform Chinese medicine on the badis of this discourse. In this sense, as Chinese doctors
darted struggling againgt Western-styled doctors in the field of the state, Chinese medicine
entered into a whole new stage of its higtory, the stage of modernity. In addition, because
Chinese doctors adopted the dtrategy of assmilating Chinese medicine into the emerging
nationd medicad system, their endeavors radicaly transformed the theories, practice and
socid network of Chinese medicine”  As a result, what we now know as "traditional
Chinese medicing' began to be made the moment when Chinese medicine of the 1920s

encountered the state®

Fideld of the State

Given that the discourse of modernity implied an asymmetric rdationship between
two medicines, why did Chinese doctors embrace this discourse and actively promote the
project of "Scienticizing Chinese Medicing' in the aftermath of the 1929 confrontation? To
answer these questions, | must darify what | mean by "thefidd of the date."

| use the concept of the field of the Sate in three interrdlated senses. In the first

sense, my understanding of the field of the state breaks with the intdlectua tradition which
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treats the state as an autonomous actor. While | emphasize the crucid role played by the
date in patterning the struggling under consderation, by no means do | study how the KMT
date as autonomous actor intervened in the struggle between these two groups of doctors.
On the contrary, | start this project with a puzzle: why did so many Chinese doctors choose
to fight within ther enemy's favored batlefidd? The proposd of regulating Chinese
medicine was passed in 1929, only one year after the KMT date put an end to the warlord
period; by no means did a strong, autonomous Chinese date exist at that time. Chinese
doctors would have been better off ressting dtate intervention. Instead, they strove to
assmilae Chinee medicine into the emeging naiond medicd adminidration, an
adminigration which was dready dominated by the Western-style doctors. For what
reason did Chinese doctors seem never to condder denying the state the unconventiona
task of regulating medicine? The answer to this question will dude us if we treat Sate as a
bounded autonomous actor.

Instead of a story about Sate intervention, in many aspects the hisgtory | study is
close to the Foucaultian story in which "disciplinary practice come to colonize, compose,
and transform the state’® Mot of the time, it was Western-style doctors and Chinese
doctors who actively forged dliances with the state, mobilized the state, and, in the case of
Western-style doctors, constructed a medical administration for the state. To adopt Pierre
Bourdieu's anaytic framework, during the period under discusson the Wesern-syle
doctors actudly served as "the agents of the state who condtituted themsalves into a state
nobility by ingtituting the state’”  Bourdieu's andysis immediady cals into question two
traditional approaches to the state. Firdt, if we were to treat the State as either a bounded
entity or an autonomous power actor, we would unavoidably lose track of the dud
congtruction process, a process which led to a mutua-penetration between the state and the
medica communities® Second, when scholars examine the date's influence over civil

society, they should not focus exclusvely on the ingtances of the head-on power
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confrontation; the state's influence can be redized by means of generating new sources of
power and interests.

My second sense of using the field of the state concerns the new interests generated
by the sate. Although the conventiond wisdom suggests that Chinese medicine had been
severdy suppressed by the KMT gate during the Republican period from 1928 to 1937, by
the end of the ten-year struggle, Chinese doctors, a least on paper, had achieved an "equa"
legal status to that of Western-trained doctors® It is beyond doubt that State intervention
did pose a serious chdlenge to Chinese medicine. Neverthdess, the newborn KMT date
opened awhole new horizon of posshbilities which were never accessible to Chinese doctors
before date intervention. As the Chinese counterpart of the privileged Western medical
professon, Chinese doctors strove for the following from the state: (1) an officid state organ
run by themsdves, (2) a sate-sanctioned license system, and (3) the incorporation of
Chinese medicine into the nationd school system. Paradoxicdly, the dliance between the
gate and Western medicine, which caused the most severe chalenge to Chinese medicine,
a0 endbled Chinese medicine to trandform itsdf into a more powerful and respectful
professon.™®

Let us move to the third sense of the fidd of the state. As the term fidld implies an
uneven digtribution of power and resource, the asymmetric fidd of the state provides the
dage for various forms of collective action. The empirica concluson of my paper is that,
Since both intellectud exchange and professond group formation started operating in the
fidd of the ate after the 1929 confrontation, the dynamics of these two inter-connected
activities took on the asymmetric features of the fidld of the Sate.

More than sarving amply as a fidd of political struggle, in the case under
condderation, the fiedd of the state dso conditioned the intelectud exchange between two
groups of medical practitioners. The 1929 confrontation therefore marked a discontinuity in
terms of intellectua history for the two competing medicd groups. As Chinese doctors

grove for the professond interests sanctioned by the state and as they became committed
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to asamilaing Chinese medicine into the emerging nationd medicd system, they darted
accepting the asymmetric relationship between two medicines and they determined to
"stientizing Chinese medicine In this sense, for Chinese doctors, the privileged cognitive
gpace of Western science and medicine was built upon the asymmetric field of the Sate.

To conclude, a homological series of three asymmetric fidds emerged in and
through the 1929 confrontation: the fidd of intdlectud exchange/domination, the fidd of
professond group formation, and the field of the sate. Consequently, the 1929
confrontation resulted in three temporarily padle discontinuities in the sociology of
knowledge, the sociology of the profession, and the sociology of the state. My conception
of the fidd of the state is designed to capture the homologicad asymmetric Sructures and the
pardld discontinuities in these three interrdated redms of anadyss™  After the 1929
confrontation, both the intdlectud re-invention and the professondization of Chinese

medicine operated in oppogition to Western medicine in the field of the Sate.

Following the introduction, the body of this paper will proceed in five parts. By
tracing the sudden emergence of the idea of Medical Revolution in 1928, in section two, |
will demondrate a bresk concerning Yu Yunxiu's drategy agangt Chinese Medicine.
Through focusing on a remarkable individud, this section examines the dructurad conditions
which enabled Yu Yunxiu to dramaticdly re-configure the way that Western-style Doctors
competed againgt Chinese Doctors.  Concretely spesking, this section argues that once
WSD's occupied the drategic position of state medica officer, Yu Yunxiu's Srategy aganst
Chinese Medicine dramatically shifted from atacking Chinese Medicines theoretical
foundation to abolishing it by "political means™

Section three examines how Chinese Doctors mobilized the National Medicine
Movement and established ther first nationd federation in Shanghal. It was the greatest
irony in the twentieth century history of Chinese medicinetha Yu Y unxiu's proposa ends up
giving birth to the firgt internationd network of Chinese Medicine. In addition, this section
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a0 explains the counterintuitive phenomenon, tha, during this period, Chinese Doctors
preferred the name of "Nationd Medicing' to "Chinese Medicine."

Section four focuses on a vaduable pictorid diagram of the medicd environment in
Shangha in 1932. By andyzing this diagram, section four has two gods. Firg, | will show
both the incredible heterogeneity within competing groups of doctors and the complicated
inter-group dynamics between them after the 1929 confrontation. Second, this section
examines how the "modern” Chinese medicine sarted emerging from this recent higtoric
confrontation. Drawing on Perre Bourdieu's andytic framework of group formation, this
section aso demongrates how the competing medical groups were consolidated in and

through their collective struggle in the fidd of the Sate.
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[2] Chinese Medical Revolution

In terms of understanding the history under consideration, no one was more crucia
than Yu Yunxiu (1879-1954). For both Chinese Doctors and Western-Style Doctorsin the
1920s and 1930s, the notion of Medicd Revolution was inseparable from him. According
to Yu Yunxiu's recollection, he started developing a critical stance toward Chinese Medicine
while studying Western Medicine in Osaka, Jgpan. Very soon Yu Yunxiu became a
determined critic of Chinese Medicine, findly proposng to abolish Chinese Medicine in the
firsg Nationa Public Hedth Conference held in 1929. After his proposd fdl through and
unexpectedly provoked the Nationd Medicine Movement, Yu Yunxiu actively participated
in every mgor debate between the two groups of doctors. Therefore, when the communist
government (PRC) in the 1950s decided to promote traditiona Chinese Medicine, the
KMT's non-supportive medicd policy was often labded as Yu Yunxiu's policy of
"abolishing Chinese Medicine, presarving Chinese Drugs'®®  For Chinese Doctors, Yu
Y unxiu personified the oppressive force of Western Medicine.

Before 1928, Yu Yunxiu had focused on atacking Chinese Medicine at its

theoreticd foundation. In his Lingsu Shangdui [A Critique of the Divine Pivot and_Basc
Quedtions]|, published in 1916, Yu Yunxiu atacked the two remaning parts of the most

ancient Chinese medicd classc: Huang Di Nei Jing [Inner Canon of the Yelow Lord]. On

the basis of modern Western anatomy and physiology, Yu Yunxiu sysematicaly repudiated
amost every fundamenta concept of Chinese Medicine Yin and Y ang, the Five Phases, the
Five Zhang and the Six Fu, the Twelve Tracts [jinguo] and the Six Warps [liujing]. Having
done so, Yu Yunxiu thought it reasonable to expect that "as soon as this article was
published, many Old-style Doctors would rise up expressng their objections'®® But that
was not the case. "Who would have known that the spirit was so low and there wouldn't be

any response a al?' recalled Yu Yunxiu.
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That slence was very reveding. As suggested by the renowned pioneer of public
hedlth, C. C. Chen, "Far from fedling threatened by the new medicine from the West, they
(traditionad Chinese Doctors) knew the extent of their support and recognized that most
Chinese regarded modern medicine as 'foreign' and not to be trusted."** Therefore, dthough
afew Chinese Doctors had recognized certain benefits of Western Medicine since the latter
half of the nineteenth century,™® the majority of them did not fed obligated to rebut Yu
Y unxiu's critique of Chinese Medicine. However, once WSD's succeeded in dominating the
date, Chinese Doctors would no longer have the luxury of ignoring their critique of Chinese
Medicine.

With the establishment of the Ministry of Hedth in 1928, a whole new horizon of
possibilities seemed open to the WSD's. For decades, Western-Style Doctors had tried to
conditute themselves into dtate medicd dites by indituting the medicd adminidration.
Before they succeeded in doing this, WSD's had to invoke non-medica state concerns—the
Manchurian sovereignty crigs, the trade deficit, the custom service, and nationd pride—n
order to recruit the state. Once the WSD's succeeded in helping the state to build up its
medicd infragructure, Smultaneoudy dominating the newly established Ministry of Hedth,
the state began to view public hedth as important for its own sake, accepting it as one of the
date projects. Heredfter, it was no longer easy to differentiate the "palitical” from the
"medicd” concerns of the sae. As medicine was supposed to serve certain political
functions, the state, in return, began to be seen be responsble for promoting public hedth
and medicine—most importantly, for promoting the modern, Western, scientific Medicine.

Holding this strategic position of the state medica officer, Yu Y unxiu now possessed
more effective ways to margindize Chinese Medicine than amply attacking its theoreticd
foundations. Yu Yunxiu and other WSD's recast their attack on Chinese Medicine as part

and parcd of ther effort to acceerate the Chinese Medica Revolution. Yu Yunxiu sad:

Is there any other reason that | have shouted out to promote medica
revolution and gppeded to my people in tears? What deeply agonized me
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were the following: the Old-style Medicine did not obey science, the
medica adminigtration was not unified, public hedth congtructions stagnated
in many respects, and the shameful name of "The Sick People of the East"
was not deleted.’®

Thus, the Chinese Medicd Revolution, as concelved by Yu Yunxiu, integrated the task of
abalishing Chinese Medicine into the project of building the state medica infrastructure. As
a conseguence, Chinese Medicine was no longer perceived as a competitor to Western
Medicine but rather as an "obstacle’ to this state project. More importantly, since the
"problem of Chinese Medicineg" was widdy recognized as a state problem, Yu Yunxiu and
other WSD's found it quite naturd to propose using extraordinary "political means' to solve
it

In the spring of 1929, the KMT date took Medical Revolution into its task. The
Nationd Board of Hedth held its firg Public Hedth Conference on February 25, five
months after the Minidry of Hedth was established. At that conference, the Board
unanimoudy passed the resolution to regulate traditiond medicd practice. The Nationa
Board of Hedth was completely dominated by the Western-trained physicians, including J.
Heng Liu (Vice-Miniger of Hedth, former presdent of the Union Medicd Coallege of
Bdjing), Wu Lien-ten (Director, Plague Prevention Service), Hu Dingan (Commissoner,
Nanjing), and Yu Yunxiu (Presdent, Medical and Pharmaceutica Association of Ching,
Shanghai Branch).®® Largdly drafted by Yu Yunxiu, the proposal required Chinese Doctors
to regiger with the government and to attend government-sponsored supplementary
education in order to continue their medical practices. Regigration would end on the last
day of 1930, and the supplementary classes would be offered for only five years. Chinese
Doctors were not to be alowed to organize schools, advertise in the papers, or spread
propaganda through traditional medica societies. Since Chinese Doctors would be out of
legitimate ways to reproduce themsdaves within five years, the ultimate god of the proposal

dlearly was the abolition of Chinese Medicine™
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In this proposd, "The Aboalition of Old-Style Medicine in Order to Clear Away the
Obstacles to Medicine and Public Hedth,” Yu Yunxiu explained in detall the reasons for
abolishing Chinese Medicine. Yu Yunxiu was by no meansthe first person to come up with
these criticisms of Chinese Medicine. However, by his podstion as a member of the
National Board of Hedth, backed up by the administrative power of the state, Yu Yunxiu's
arguments crystdlized enduring themes for further struggles between the two groups of

doctors.

Reasons.  The medicine of today has advanced from the curative to the
preventive stage, from individudized to socid medicing, from aming a
curing individuds to curing the population. Modern public hedth service is
based entirdy on scientific medica knowledge with corresponding political
backing. | beg herewith to submit four reasons for the advisability of
abolishing the old-style medica practice’®

As the opening statement of his proposa showed, Yu Yunxiu's argument against
Chinese Medicine presupposed ateleologica scheme of medicd development, that is, “from
the curdive to the preventive stage, from individudized to socid medicine, from aming a
curing individuds to curing the population.” The most important festure of this scheme was
the privileged satus of "curing the population” as opposed to "curing individuas” Yu
Y unxiu's emphasis on "curing the population” cdearly echoed the containment of the 1910
1911 Manchurian Plague. At that time, snce Western Medicine had no cure for this plague,
not asngle individud plague-inflicted patient was cured. It was mainly by way of effective
quarantine measures that Wu Lien-teh, a Cambridge-trained medical doctor, was able to
control the plague and consequently asserted the Qing state's sovereignty in that area againgt
Russia and Japan. To many Western-style doctors, Wu Lien-teh's success was celebrated
as the watershed event in the history of Western medicine in China?* resulting in officias

122

"acknowledging the superiority of modern medicine. Since the plague, the Chinese
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government had not only taken on the tasks of preventing epidemics but also eevated those
tasks to the top level of state medica problems?

It is beyond doubt that the rise of bacteriology led to unprecedented advancement in
preventive medicine and dramatically incressed physicians ability to "cure the population.*
Precisely because of thisfact, in order to fully gppreciate the rhetorical function of Yu
Yunxiu's medica evolutionism, we mugt firgt teke a closer ook a Chinas Stuation.

At the time that Western-Style Doctors were urging the KMT date to diminae
Chinese Medicine, the number of Western-Style Doctors and hospitds in China was far
from adequate to fulfill the most basic medical needs of the Chinese people. It was estimated
that the country needed at least 800,000 physicians, it could take fifty years to educate that
many in the modern medica schools that currently existed in China®®  Attracted by the
economic advantages and the better medica facilities, most such Western-trained physcians
preferred crowding into the big cities rather than to serve the rurd areas®  For example,
22% of dl registered practitioners of Western medicine resided in a single city, Shanghai.*’
As areault, Western medicine essentidly did not exist in the rura China, where 90 percent
of the Chinese people lived.

Accessihility was by no meansthe only problem. Aslate as 1928, an editorid in the

Nationd Medicd Journd of China openly admitted "the great mgority of the Chinese prefer
the old-style doctors even in places where fadilities for consulting the Western trained
doctors are at hand.”® Although many Western-style doctors took it as an evidence thet
Chinese people had "bdief" in Chinese medicine, the more direct cause of this phenomenon
might be that impoverished Chinese people smply could not afford Western medicine. Even
in the nation's capitd, Nanjing, in 1932, one third of the citizens died without any medica
care at al—neither Chinese nor Western medicine was affordable to them.”  According the
Ludwig Rgchman's 1930 report to the League of Nations, in Beljing, while 48 percent of
patients were treated by Chinese doctors and only 16 percent were treated by WSDs, 36
percent of Chinese patients died without any medical assstance at al.*
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In comparison to the large cities, the medical Stuation in rura Chinawas even worse.
At that time more than 80 percent of the Chinese population was illiterate and rura China
had been in the verge of collgpse. As C. C. Chen reported, "for an ordinary village
conggting of 100 families, the medica expensesin tota could not afford a modern physician,
not even anurse" In fact, the rural Chinese might have been better off not spending their
precious resources on medical care. Also according to Chen, "34 percent of our rurd
families could not afford an egg per year. Many diseases prevaent in rurd China were
because of this'** Therefore, after two decade's generous support of the so-called John
Hopkins Modd for promating scientific medicine in China, the China Medicd Board of the
Rockefdler Foundation came to the concluson in 1935 that it was impossible to improve
the medica Stuation of Chinawithout substantial socia-economic improvement.®  In 1936,
the great Yugodav public hedth leader, Andrija Stampar, aso concluded in his report to the
League of Nations, "Successful hedth work is not possible where the standard of living fals
below the level of tolerable existence®* Once these two basic facts—the rarity of modern
medicad sarvicein rural Chinaand the rural economic criss—are taken into congderation, it is
naive to assert, much less to emphasize, that Chinese people did not "bdieve' in Western
medicine. The Chinese people as a whole were too poor to act on a belief in any kind of
medicine & dl.

Working in different ingtitutions, living in different areas of China, serving people of
different economic and socia status, and even treating different illnesses® Western-Style
Doctors and Chinese Doctors had coexisted for decades by occupying distinctly different
"medica niches"" Asthese sociological redlities demondrate, if there had not been date
intervention, and if the competition between the two medicines had been judged in terms of
the effectiveness of "curing individud patients,”" the coexistence of the two sorts of medicines
would probably have continued for severd more decades.

Yu Yunxiu, however, had made sure to involve the gate. Claming that "curing the
population” was the most advanced form of medicine, Yu Yunxiu forged decisvely the
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dliance between "scientific medica knowledge and modern paliticd theory." Since no one
could build up thiskind of power dliance soldy with words, Yu Yunxiu was, in fact,
aticulaing the strategy which WTD's had dready been following in building the mutudly
supportive, structura coupling relationship between the state and Western Medicine.
Meanwhile this power dliance had been in the process of consolidation both in discourse
(Yu Yunxius medicd evolutionism) and in redity (the establishment of the Minidry of Hedth
and the state project of congtructing amedica adminigrative network). Asamember of the
Nationa Board of Hedlth, Yu Yunxiu himsaf personified the connection between scientific
medica knowledge and the state power. Asaresult, Yu Yunxiu repeatedly emphasized the
essentid role of palitica power in medica matters. In his essay "How to Popularize
Scientific Medicinein Ching" Yu Y unxiu asserted:

| think that without the power of politics, there is no way to popularize
Scentific medicine in China  If we keep focusng on advertisng (Scientific
medicine) to the mass, no one knows if there will be any effect a dl in one
hundred, or even one thousand, years.*®

Citing Japan's successful experience as a good example, Yu Yunxiu further
emphasized:

The thriving development of scientific medicine in Jgpan snce the Restoration
was completely based on politica power. Lacking this politica power,
scientific medicine is not aole to become popular in China. Politics and

medicine are closely connected.®’

Ironicaly, while scientific Western medicine was thought to be capable of spreading
throughout the globe without assistance, it had to depend on political power to make its way
into China. Even worse, Western Medicine had to rely on the state to outlaw its loca

competitor. Therefore, once WSD's adopted the strategy of "popularizing Western
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Medicine with politica power," these pioneers of Western Medicine in China unavoidably
took on therole of state agent. For them, as Yu Yunxiu madeit dear, "politics and
medicine are closely connected.”
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[3] Emergence of the National M edicine M ovement

While Yu Y unxiu's proposa was designed to eliminate Chinese Doctors as a group,
Chinese Doctors had not established the minimal communicative network which would
condtitute them as agroup. Even though Chinese Doctors had rdlied for political campaigns
in the padt, they dways had trouble forming a permanent national association. Therefore,
when Chinese Doctors in Shangha tried to mobilize a mass protest againgt Yu Yunxiu's
proposd, they had to start once again from scratch. Chen Cunren, one of the initiators of
the March 17 demondtration, recalled that at first he smply had no idea how to send out
gppedls for a mass meseting to Chinese Doctors al over the country. Fortunately, Chen
Cunren was in charge of a medical weekly and Zhang Zhanchen, ancther initiator, was the
editor of a popular Chinese medicd journd, Yijie Chungiu [Annds of the Medica
Professon]. From the list of their subscribers (mostly Chinese Doctors), Chen and Zhang
randomly picked two people from every county in China, mailed them the petition, and
asked them to carry the petition to their locd associations of Chinese Medicine, if there
were any.*®

To the Chinese Doctors surprise, 262 delegates representing 131 organizations
attended a three—day convention at the Generd Chamber of Commerce in Shanghai. More
than 2,000 practitioners of Chinese Medicine closed their clinics for haf a day to support
this demondration. Full-page advertissments gppeared in the leading dallies, in which a
rumor was spread that Yu Yunxiu's proposa was supported by a sx million dollar bribe
from foreign pharmaceutical companies. The Chinese Doctors demongtration was reported
to be the most phenomenad mass movement since the KMT date had unified China®
Insde the assembly hdl, a pair of giant posters was hung on the wall; they read "Advocate
Chinese Medicine to prevent culturd invason" and "Advocate Chinese Drugs to prevent

140

economic invason.”™ Clearly, in order to recruit other power actors, Chinese Doctors not
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only adopted the rhetoric of Cultural Nationalism, as convincingly argued by Raph Croizier,
but also the rhetoric of the National Goods Movement.

Starting smultaneoudy with the 1911 revolution, the Nationd Goods Movement,
which encouraged Chinese people to buy only goods produced in China in order to aid
Chinas economic independence, reached its climax in response to Japanese Imperidism.*
Governmenta officers and newly emerging Chinese capitdigts collaborated to associate
patriotism with buying domestic commodities. As suggested in the advertissment of a
platform scale, "In order to make the nation wealthy and strong, please use nationa goods.”
Trandating Chinese Drugs into Nationd Goods, Chinese Doctors intended to recruit not
only people in the Chinese Drug indudtries, but dso people dready committed to the
Nationd Goods Movement, people who otherwise would have had little interest in the
medica struggle. This turned out to be a very successful drategy. In addition to Chinese
Doctors themselves, the Nationa Business Association, the National Goods Maintenance
Association, and the Nationa Labor Union of the Pharmaceutical Industry (mostly Chinese
Drug workers) were among those who immediately committed to supporting the Nationa
Medicine Movement.*? In fact, the Chinese Drug Associations not only joined this protest
from itsinitiation but aso hosted delegates from the areas outsde Shangha.

One hundred and five proposds were discussed and passed in the three-day
convention.”®  In addition to defying Yu Yunxiu's proposal, Chinese Doctors resolved to
establish a permanent nationa organization for practitioners of both Chinese Medicine and
Chinese Drugs, in order to "consolidate power and defend againg inveson™  Many
delegates proposed to aticulate the conditions for a permanent dliance between the
professon of Chinese Medicine and the Chinese Drug Industry.®  As a result, the newly

formed National Federation of Medical and Pharmaceutical Associations [Quanguo Yivao

Zonghui] consisted of three sub-federations. a federation of associations of Chinese Doctors,
practitioners of Chinese Drugs, and workers in the Chinese Drugs industry.*  Under the

Federation, branches were established at the levels of province, county [xian], and district
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[qu]. Facing the immediate threat of wholesale abalition, practitioners of Chinese Medicine
were egger to join this federation. Within three years, the number of member associations
increased from 242 to 518, including affiliates in Hong Kong, Philippines, and Singapore.*’
Thanks to Yu Yunxiu's proposd, an international network of Chinese medica practitioners
wasin formation.

A dramatic moment came as the gathered Chinese Doctors had to select an officid
name for their professon. Not only rgecting humiliating names such as "Non-scientific
Medicing' and "Old-gyle Medicing" the Chinese Doctors were dissatisfied with being
cdled practitioners of "Chinese Medicine” Rdph Croizier's ground-bresking study
concludes that the Nationd Medicine Movement was largely motivated by the psychologica
need to preserve a paticularly Chinese identity in a sweepingly changed cultural setting.*® If
heisright, it would be hard to imagine why Chinese Doctors preferred the name "Nationa
Medicine' to "Chinese Medicine."

The key to this question lies in the ambivdent meaning of “"Nationd Medicing—
Guoyi. Firgt of dl, it is problematic to trandate the Chinese Doctors conception of Guoyi
into "Nationd Medicine® In Chinese, athough there are two separate words for

trandaing "nation” and "date’ (min-zu and guo-jia, respectively), the two English terms are

more generdly trandated by the same Chinese term, guo-jia. Consequently, when Chinese
people put guo as an adjective in front of a noun, such as yi [medicine], we amply do not
know if guo asin guoyi is used to characterize yi [medicing] to be "nationd” (a part of
Chinese Culture) or to be "belonging to the state.” The undifferentiated use of one Chinese
word for both "nation” and "dae' might have an higoricd origin. The two separate
higoricad processes which took place in Europe, state making and nation building,
intertwined as one process in early twentieth-century China. To be precise, as Prasanjit
Duara put it, in twentieth-century China "state making was proclaimed within the framework

of nationalism and related ideas of modernization."®°
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This lack of differentiation in Chinese between "nation” and "date’ produced the
ambivaent meaning of Guoyi [Nationd Medicing]. On the one hand, as Croizier in the
1960's and medica modernizers in the 1930's argued, "Nationd Medicing' could be
understood as something particularly Chinese, i.e,, the "nationd essence” of Chinese culture.
On the other hand, Guoyi [Nationd Medicing], especidly (but not exclusvely) "Nationd
Drugs' in the sense of being a sort of domestically produced goods, could be understood as
medica activities within a bounded geographicd area—€hina as a date. The meaning of
"National Medicine' embraces that of "Chinese Medicing" but not vice versa. By taking
advantage of the ambivdent meaning of Guoyi [Nationd Medicine], Chinese Doctors
managed to associate Chinese Medicine amultaneoudy with culturd nationdism and with
datism+e, making Chinese Medicine smultaneoudy a Guocui (national essence) for
Chinese culture and Guoyao (drugs produced in China) for the KMT stete.

Just asin Nationa Goods Movement, what Chinese Doctors wanted most to recruit
was not the "culturd Chind' but the emerging KMT date. Symbolicdly, March 17, the firgt
day of the Chinese Doctors demondration, was designated to be Guoyijie [National
Medicine Day] and has been observed by Chinese Doctors ever snce that time
Oppressed as a group by the KMT date, Chinese Doctors in response organized
themsalves into a group. The names "Nationd Drugs" "Nationd Medicine" and especidly
"National Medicine Day" tedtify that the modern history of Chinese Medicine began on
March 17, 1929, when Chinese Doctors as a group encountered the first modern Chinese
state.

* * *

A deputation consgting of five Chinese Doctors boarded the night train for Nanjing
on March 21, 1929. Bringing with them a petition from the Federation, those
representatives of Chinese Doctors appedled to the KMT's Third Nationa Conference,
which was then in session. The petition contained four main points. The government shdl (1)

officidly announce its commitment to promote Chinese Medicine and Chinese Drugs, (2)
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rescind the Board of Hedth's proposd, (3) assmilate the Schools of Chinese Medicine into
the national school system, and (4) reserve board membership for Chinese Doctors® The
last request was totally new for Chinese Doctors. Chinese Doctors had gradudly learned
about both their "obligation” to and "rights' from the state through their collective struggle
agang WSD's. Through the process of collective struggle, Chinese Doctors gradudly
consolidated their own group and articulated common interests.

According to the Chinese Doctors report, the secretary-generd of KMT, the Prime
Miniger of the Executive Yuan, the Miniser of Industry and Busness, the Minister of
Education, and the Miniger of Hedth (who was not a WSD a this time) al responded
positively to thelr petition. Besdes, they al mentioned the importance of Chinese Medicine
to the national economy. This would never have been the case if the Chinese Doctors had
not succeeded in recruiting the Chinese Drugs Indusry.®  In his mesting with
representatives of the Chinese Doctors, Tan Yanka, Prime Minigter of the Executive Y uan,

sad:

Governmentd policy should never betray the people's need. Therefore, the
resolution of the Nationd Board of Hedth can by no means be put into
practice. Taking the Hunan Province as an example, even in big cities, there
are only very few Western-Style Doctors. In the Xian [countieg], not to
mention Western Medicine, even Chinese Doctors are terribly lacking. If
the resolution is redly put into practice, patients will have nothing to do but
walt for degth and the peasants, workers, and businessmen in [the Chinese]
Drug industry will dl lose their jobs>®

On the badis of "ordinary people's need," smilar points were made by other high-
ranked state bureaucrats. Although scientific, Western Medicine was supposed to be

universdly gpplicable in dl naions across the globe, it was by no means universdly
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accessble to Chinese people, nor would it be in the near future. Unable to make their
medicd care universaly accessble to Chinese people, WSD's had no way to represent their
medicine as of universd interest to the people and the state> Later on, the WSD's turned
this drawback to their advantage. Taking on the medical need of rurd Chinese, WSD's
demanded further governmental support for Western Medicine—state medicine>
Nevertheless, five days later, the deputation went back to Shangha with Chinese Doctors
firg paliticd triumph: Yu Y unxiu's proposa was blocked.
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[5] Group Formation through Collective Struggle
—Fhe Chaotic Medical Environment in Shanghai

Yu Yunxiu's proposd not only caused Chinese Doctors to establish ther first
nationa federation but aso caused a group of "WSD's' to organize their own separate union.
Immediately after the Chinese Doctor's triumph, the Chinese Union of Western Medicine
[Zhonghua Xiyi Gonghui] was established by those who had no forma medical training but

learned medicine from hands-on assgant work in the Western-style (mostly missonary)
hospitals. Asarule, this groups of medica practitioners came from poor families and were
deficient in general education.®® The WSD's with a medica diploma had aways complained
that Chinese people distrusted Western Medicine partidly because there existed too many
unqualified practitioners of "Western Medicine®”  Consequently, in addition to Chinese
Doctors, these lessthan-qudified WSD's dso lived under the congant threat of
governmenta regulaion. As reveded by ther manifesto, "snce the Ministry of Hedth was
established, it has been dominated by a smdl group of board members. They exercised
governmental authority to suppress the mgjority [of doctors]."®® Again, another group of
physcians organized themselves because the WSD's "'suppressed” them through the State.
Throughout my discusson, | have been using ceapitdized terms—€hinese
Doctor/Chinese Medicine and Western-style Doctor/Western Medicine—e highlight their
problematic nature.  While | recognize that it is avkward to keep capitdizing the main
power actors of my dory, | an convinced that without doing so, we will unavoidably
naturdize the exigence of the competing medical groups when, in fact, their consolidation
into organized groups was the hard-won result of the historica struggle under consideration.
By examining how the groups of doctors were formed through the collective struggle, in this
section, | will summarize the important reasons why the researcher must maintain a critica
distance from the "groups' under investigation.® Most interestingly, with Pang Jngzhou's
vauable pictorid representation of the “chaotic' medicd environment in Shangha, | will
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demongtrate both the incredible heterogenaty within the groups of doctors and the
complicated inter-group dynamics between them after Yu Yunxiu's proposd was
pigeonholed in 1929.

Firg of dl, groups of doctors were formed/itransformed in and through the
processes of collective struggle® Many above-mentioned dimensions of this struggle call
into question those gpproaches which uncriticaly adopt "two opposing groups of doctors'
as thelr departure point for understanding this higtory. First, Chinese Doctors had no
nationa association before 1929; they barely existed as a group. In fact, they saw no
interests in forming a nationa association until they were oppressed asagroup. Secondly, in
mobilizing the Nationa Medicine Movement, Chinese Doctors had been trying hard to pull
al workers of Chinese Drugs into a shared nationd association. Because Chinese Doctors
auccess in recruiting the Chinese Drug Industry contributed subgtantidly to their triumph,
WSD's responded by struggling to dissuade the practitioners in the Chinese Drug industry
from joining the Chinese Doctors politicd campaign. Given dl this, was it ill gopropriate
to cdl this group "Chinese Doctors' and to neglect the participation of workers from the
Chinese Drug industry? Thirdly, because not al Western-Style Doctors were dlowed to
join the same nationa union, some of the lessthan-qudified WSD's formed their own
Separate asociation, the Chinese Union of Western Medicine. Should we ill congder its
members Western-Style Doctors? Aslong as we keep referring to the groups uncriticaly as
Chinese Doctors and Western-Style Doctors, we fall to see dl of these complexities.
Therefore, rather than taking "Chinese Doctors' and "Western-Style Doctors' as instruments
for andyzing this historica struggle, we should take the formation of these groups as the very
object of our andyss and closaly watch the evolution of these groups.

During this period, both Chinese Doctors and WSD's had congtantly struggled to
mobilize their peers, organize their respective movements, consolidate their groups, articulate
common interests, develop a shared vison, delegate spokespersons, and establish an
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agpparatus. In order to dleviate the intra-group tension, each group of doctors endeavored
to advocate some version of professiona ethics®™ In numerous instances, till, both Chinese
Doctors and Western-Style Doctors reflected bitterly on the absence of a strong, unified
association for themsdves®  In comparison to all these failed efforts, it became clear thet
the mogt effective ways to mohilize their colleagues were al associated with the state—either
to resst an oppression exercised through the state (such as forced regidtration for Chinese
Doctors) or to demand certain professond interests from the state (such as assmilating
schools of Chinese Medicine into the school system). Therefore, these groups of doctors
were in fact formed through a collective struggle within the fidd of the Sate.

Many higoricd facts tedtify to this concluson. First, the Chinese Doctors initia
collective campaign was to secure state support for the Schools of Chinese Medicine. This
campaign, in turn, caused the establishment of the WSDs Shangha Union of Physcians.
Second, the Chinese Doctors first nationa federation, formed to block Yu Yunxiu's
proposd, evolved into the Nationd Medicine Movement, which set out to assmilate
Chinese Medicineinto the state.  Third, the workersin the Chinese Drug industry joined the
March demongtration partidly because the state had gppeared interested in regulating the
Chinese Drug industry by Western pharmaceutical standards.  Fourth, as a direct
consequence of the Chinese Doctors victory, the lessthan-qualified WSD's established
their separate union to "ress” regulaion, and the WSD's with medicd diplomeas tightened
their national associations in order to strengthen their influence over the state.  Fifth, seven
months after the March confrontation, WSD's resolved to establish a National Federation,
whose god was to "as3st government in drafting laws for the regulation of medicd
practice® While | have not daborated on the emerging field of the State, the "fidd effect”
on group formation is evident.

Even if the researcher determines to study the way in which the competing medica
groups were formed through collective struggle within the gtate, he ill cannot avoid the
crucid problem-how to refer to these groups in formation and transformation, given thet the
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names of the groups were the very stake in the collective struggle. While Chinese Doctors
were unsatisfied with being caled "prectitioners of Chinese Medicing' and hated the
derogatory names of "Old-gyle Medicing' and "Non-scientific Medicing" Western-Style
Doctors abhorred the name of "Western Medicine” At the time of heightened nationalism,
"Western" was a dirty word, with which no one wanted to be associated.** In ariticizing the
Ordinance for Western Medicine, Pang Jngzhou pointed out that "the governmentd
ordinance cdls us Xiyi [Western Doctorg], which seemingly consders us foreigners.
Moreover, the Examination Y uan further adopted the name Doctors of Western Medicine

(Xiyiyidh). It is an obvious dgn that there will be Doctors of Nationd Medicine

i) 165

(Guayiyidhi)
ther practice, they thought in terms of "rdationships’ amnong groups. More than defining

When these doctors thought about the appropriate name for their group and

what people thought about them as a group, both Chinese Doctors and WSD's wanted
samultaneoudy to influence peopl€'s perception about how they as a group related to the
other competing groups.

Throughout this period, both groups of doctors engaged in a symbolic struggle to
impose their own categories for differentiating medicines upon the officid classficaion of
medicines®®  Chinese Doctors preferred differentiating medicines on a nationd or
geophyscd scheme—Nationd Medicine [Guoyi] or Chinese Medicine [Zhongyi] vs.
Wegtern Medicine [Xiyi]. Western-Style Doctors preferred a tempord, evolutionary
scheme—Scientific Medicine [Kexueyi] vs. Non-scientific Medicine [Fei-kexueyi] or New-
dyle Medicine [Xingyi] vs. Old-style Medicine [lowyi].*” These doctors sruggle with
names was by no means a scholarly game of semantics. Characterizing Western Medicine
to be "foreign" or Chinese Medicine to be "non-scientific' meant to foreclose a struggle
before it could take place. Therefore, while Chinese Doctors drategicdly labeed their
practice "Nationd Medicine" WSD's, in thelir annua convention, later passed a resolution
againg Chinese Doctors adopting this name® Mogt surprisingly, after the KMT dtate
established the Indtitute of Nationa Medicine in 1931, Western-style Doctors Shanghai
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Union of Physcians officidly requested the government to designate Western Medicine as
Nationa Medicine®  In the end, WSD's had to live with the fact that Chinese people kept
cdling them Xiyi [Western Medicing/Doctors] and Chinese Doctors Zhongyi [Chinese
Medicine/Doctors].” With both groups struggling precisely to impose or to transform these
dichotomies, researchers can never be too cautious in their own adopting of these terms.
Because a dichotomized oppostion between Chinese Medicine vs. Western Medicine
judtified a wholesdle abalition of Chinese Medicine, it is no wonder that WSD's struggled
rentlesdy to impose upon the sate and the public their own evolutionary dichotomy of
medicines. What is worth wondering is how WSD's succeeded in creating and maintaining
the dichotomy while there remained such incredible heterogeneity within each group of
doctors.

Nothing better illustrated the complicated medica Stuation in China than Pang
Jngzhou's (1933) diagram inserted in his A BirdsEye View Report on the Recent Ten

Years of Medica & Pharmaceutical Circumstancesin Shanghai.”* As one of the main critics

of Chinese Medicing, Pang Jngzhou illusrated what he saw as a "chaotic medicd
environment” in Shangha. In light of the fact that our knowledge of the socid context of
Chinese Medicineiis severdy limited,” Pang Jingzhou's diagram offers us a rare window into
this important subject. More than offering traces of the socid redity, Pang's pictorid
diagram provides a socid topology as it was then concelved by a Western-style Doctor.
Most importantly, published just three years after Yu Y unxiu's proposa was blocked, Pang
Jngzhou's diagram reveds how the medicd environment in Shangha was in dynamic
transformation because of the 1929 confrontation.

Severd features of Pang's diagram immediately draw our atention.” First of dl, the
circumference of the largest circle conssts of two sorts of lines: solid and dotted. According
Pang Jingzhou, the dice bounded by the dotted line means that the boundary of that group
was neither very rigorous nor clear-cut.”™ Apparently only Foreign Doctors, Western-Style
Doctors, and Traditiona Chinese Doctors managed to palice the boundary of their groups.
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Second, the largest circle congsts of shaded and non-shaded areas. The shaded section
denaotes "chaotic medicing," which condtituted dmogt hdf of the medicd service in Shangha.
Third, the five amdl circles represent five formaly organized indtitutions: going clockwise, the
(Shanghai) Union of Physicians [7] (1925-), the (Chinese) Union of Western Medicine [12]
(1929), the Chinese-Western Schools [22] (1915-), the Indtitute of National Medicine [30]
(Shangha Branch, 1931-), and the Shenzhou Medica Associaion [26] (1912-). Among
these five groups, the only one circumscribed by a dotted line is the [Chinesg] Union of
Western Medicine [12], which was founded by the less-than-qualified WSD's immediately
after the Chinese Doctors March demonstration.

If there was one thing which interested Pang more than sorting out the group
boundaries, it would be monitoring the flows of personnel between the various groups. With
a dozen or 0 arrows representing these flows, Pang's diagram captured the dynamic
relationship between the groups. At least three arrows directly extend into the dotted circle
of the (Chinese) Union of Western Medicine: Opportunistic new-style medicd practitioners
and hospital workers[10] (from the Western-Style Doctors), the self-taught [11] (from both
the Chinese-Western School [22] and Scholarly Doctors [35]), and the sdlf-proclaimed
expertsin both Chinese and Western Medicine [14] (from the Ingtitute of Nationad Medicine
[31]). Moreover, since its boundary was not rigoroudy maintained, as represented by the
dotted line, anyone around—Aurses, drugstore fellows [9], sorcerers [13], dectuary vendors
[16]—eould fredy move in and out of this [Chinesg] Union of Western Medicine. It was
widely reported that many former assgtants in Western-style hospitals turned into expertsin
venered diseases, specidizing in injecting the newly invented specific drug 914 [17]. In his
diagram, Pang Jngzhou purposday excluded the [Chinesg] Union of Western Medicine from
the dice representing Western-Style Doctors and further pushed it into the shaded section of
"chaotic medicine” Without going further into this diagram, it is clear that the notion of
"Chinese Medicing' versus "Wesern Medicing' terribly misrepresented the much more

complex stuation of contemporary medicad servicein China
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Both Foreign Doctors [1] and Western-style Chinese Doctors [3-6] maintained
relaivey rigorous qudifications for their members. However, it was not an accident that
Pang Jngzhou differentiated foreign doctors from the group to which he belonged, i.e,
Wegtern-style Chinese Doctors. As Pang Jingzhou put it, "Foreign doctors and hospitals
have no ration at dl to the [Shanghai] Union of Physcians. Therefore, they are separated
into another group in the diagram. While they [foreign doctors] had advanced facilities, only
a minority of people had access to ther medical service—egpitaigs, the wedthy and the
powerful, and other foreign resdents. They seemed to have only a minima relaion to the
citizens" Precisdy because WSD's had been barred in the past from membership in the
foreign doctors Chinese Medical Missonary Association, in 1915 the WSD's founded their
own National Medical Association of Chinain 1915.” During this period, Western-Style
Doctors not only wanted to outlaw both the Chinese Doctors and the unqudified WSD's,
they were also committed to regulating foreign doctors with more rigorous standards. Since
those forelgn doctors apparently had better medicd training than most WSD's, WSD's tried
to outlaw them on the grounds both of preserving the professond interests of "Chinese
Doctors' (i.e., the WSD's themselves) and of asserting Chinas medical autonomy.”

Even within the group of WSD's, doctors separated into subgroups according to the
country where they received their medica education: China, England, the United States [3];
Germany, Japan [4]; France, Holland [5]; Belgium, Audtria, Switzerland [6]. Because there
was no standardized scientific and medicd terminology in the Chinese language, WSD's
continued using the foreign languages in which they had learned medicine.  There were
tensons among these sub-groups of WSD's, especidly between the English-spesking
England-US group and the German-speaking Germany-Japan group. For quite a while
there coexisted two national associations of WSD's in Shanghai: the Chinese Medica
Asociation [Zhonghua Yixue Hui]l for English-UStraned WSD's and the Medica

Association of the Republic of China [Zhonhghua Minguo Yiyao Xuehui] for the German-

Japanese-trained WSD's. In response to the Chinese Doctors politica victory, these two
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asociations and the Shangha Union of Physicians merged into one nationd associaion at
the end of 1929.

Findly, let us turn to the group of Chinese Doctors. Although there surely existed a
tradition of literati doctors (zuyi), however, as Svin points out, "They were not organized,
did not think of themsalves as a group, and could not set or enforce common standards of
medica education, skill, or compensation.”” Therefore, as William R. Morse put it,
Chinese Medicine is "one grand-for-all professon.”® At the end of the Qing dynasty, the
following people could not be easily differentiated from the category of Chinese Doctors:
"fortune tdlers, medicine vendors, fakirs, mediums, pamids, astrologers, sorcerers,
magicians, fairy doctors, street dentists, acupuncturists, masseurs, bone-setters, monks,
Taoists and a host of other quacks.”™® By 1921, Harold Bame, a medicd missionary, tll
cdamed "In China there was no medicd professon, as we understand the term.'®°
Consequently, Yu Yunxiu once made the point that Snce traditiondly wu (magic) and yi
(medicine) were closdy related crafts, if Chinese Medicine could be raised to the status of
"naiond essence’ in the name of tradition and history, then we should dso lig Chinese

81 On the surface, this criticism concerned

fortune-telling and astrology as "'nationd essence.
the non-scientific nature of Chinese Medicine, but between the lines it reveded the huge gap
in socid satus between traditional Chinese Doctors and doctors in modern Western
societies.  Only decades before, medical missonaries had had great trouble gaining the
acceptance and support of the Chinese gentry because of the traditiondly low socid status
of Chinese physicians®  For the same reason, the missionary hospitals earliest Chinese
students were mostly from poor families®

In light of this background, it was very note-worthy that Pang Jngzhou
differentiated the Shen-zhou Medical Association [26], the Ingtitute of Nationd Medicine
[30], and the Scholarly doctors [35] from the chaotic dices to which many
religious/superdtitious services belonged: shrine [36], divination [20], Taoist temple [15] and
sorcerer [13]. Clearly, even Pang recognized the fact that the advocates of the Nationd
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Medicine Movement had ddiberatdy distanced themsaves from the "non-medica” sectors
traditiondly associated with popular medicine.  Since later on this group of scholar-
physcians often served in the licenang examinations for the practitioners of Chinese
Medicine, they hed the adminidrative power to guard the boundary of ther gradudly
forming professon.

We should pay specid attention to the Indtitute of Nationad Medicine [30]. Within a
month after the government suspended the above-mentioned measures, the KMT Centrd
Executive Committee passed the resolution to establish the Indtitute of National Medicine. It
was very symbalic that the Ingtitute of Nationd Medicine was established on March 17,
1931, precisaly two years after Chinese doctors demongrated in Shanghai. By choosing
this date, the Ingtitute of Nationa Medicine was portrayed as a hard-won result of Chinese
doctors collective struggle.  On the other hand, because the KMT's Nanjing government
had apparently committed itsdlf to the modernizing agenda® the KMT imposed its officia
ideology upon the misson of this inditute.  As the reault, the first article of its congtitution
reads, "This inditute has the objective of choosng scientific methods to put in order Chinese
medicine and pharmacy, improve trestment of disease, and improve methods of
manufacturing drugs.'®

Having been oppressed by the state, Chinese doctors were thrilled to know that
findly they could have ther own organ within the state. In the Chinese medicd journds
published during this period, Chinese doctors enthusasticdly congratulated each other for
this bregkthrough. As a part of the dedl, Chinese doctors began embracing the idea that
Chinese medicine should be scientized. Therefore, dthough Ding Fubao alegedly invented
the dogan of Scientization [kexuehua] of Chinese Medicinein the late 1910s or early 1920s,
it was reported that "before 1929, the term [scientization] was far from popular.'®®
Moreover, ingead of being associated with any individud thinker or physician, the concept
of "Scientizing Chinese Medicine’ was made popular by the Inditute of Nationd Medicine,

the firg semi-officid organ for Chinese medicine.  Adopting the Strategy of assmilating
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Chinese medicine into the emerging nationa medical adminigration, Chinese doctors
embraced this task and committed themselves to recondtituting Chinese medicine in terms of
Wegern science and medicine.  In this sense, the epistemological modernity of Chinese
Medicine was conditioned on the political modernity of the KMT state.®’

In Shangha in 1932, this ligt of Chinese Doctors should have included graduates
from ChineseWestern Medicd Schools. As a rule, the newly established Schools of
Chinese Medicine included in their curriculum many courses in Western Medicine: anatomy,
physiology, pathology, etc2 According to Pang Jngzhou, however, because these
graduates did not learn Chinese Medicine by the traditiona apprenticeship, Chinese people
distrusted them.®®  From his point of view, these so-called medica schools represented a
degrading process,; in his diagram, an arrow dretching from traditiona old-style medicine to
outmoded old-style medicine lands directly on top of the circle representing the Schools of
ChineseWestern Medicine.  While Chinese Doctors appeared devoted to "integrating”
Western Medicine with Chinese Medicine through establishing medica schools, WSD's saw
thar effort as nothing more than giving birth to a degraded Mongrdl Medicine [zayi].

From the WSDs poaint of view, nothing was more horrible than this newly emerging
Mongrel Medicine. Pang Jngzhou sad,

Ten years ago, there existed only two sorts of medical practitioners: the old-
style doctors and new-style doctors. While the old-style doctors had their
own old-style experiences and créfts, they did not dare to clam to know
anything about new-style medicine. The new-style doctors did not adopt
old-style medicine. . . . In the past ten years, there have come the
opportunigtic "integrators of the new-syle and old-style medicines,” who
have asserted dl kinds of nonsense such as that "Zhongfong is a cerebral
hemorrhage" Then redly comes the people's disaster.®

Echoing Pang Jngzhou's view, Yu Yunxiu pointed out that his endeavor againg Chinese
Medicine only caused the Chinese Doctors acceptance of "science' and consequently
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provoked the emergence of this Mongrd Medicine™ Meanwhile, the Chinese Doctors who
were unwilling to ‘scientize’ Chinese Medicine quickly got pushed into the periphery, as
shown by "the receding frontier of Old-style Medicine' in Pang Jingzhou's diagram. On the
other hand, WSD's attacked those who did commit to "scientizing’ Chinese Medicine as
practicing Mongrd Medicine, which was Fellu Fema [neither like a donkey nor like a horsg].
After the 1929 confrontation, as Chinese Doctors actively embraced the project of
"Scientization of Chinese Medicine" Mongrel Medicine became the WSDs main target .

[5] Conclusion

The egtablishment of the Union of Western Medicine and the Indtitute of Nationa
Medicine, the founding of Schools of ChineseWestern Medicine, the emergence of
Mongrd Medicine, and even the Chinese Doctors commitment to sdentizing Chinese
Medicine, dl led to more chaos in the medicd profession, from point of view of the WSD's.
The generd impression of Pang Jngzhou's diagram was precisdy this increesng chaos—
amost every arow indicating the flow of personnd leads to a more chaotic medica
environment. Within the center of the largest cirdle, the text reads "the center in charge' next
to abig question mark.

For Pang Jingzhou, the problems facing the New-style medical profession were not

unlikethosefacing the KMT date. Pang said:

While the Nationdist Revolution has temporarily succeeded, there are many
tasks in need of continued attention: overthrowing the warlord (just like
abolishing Old-gyle Medicine), wiping out the Communigt (just like
outlawing the Mongrd Medicine), committing to condruction (just like
congtructing medical education and research), and defending againgt foreign
invason (jud like defending againg the culturd invasion). . . . However,
none of the above-mentioned problems facing our medica professon can
be solved without the full assistance of politics.™
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Like Pang Jngzhou, the WSD's generdly believed that "palitics' would provide the solution
to the problems of Chinese Medicine and the chaos of the medicd professon in China
However, WSD's seemed never to notice that the current chaotic medica environment was
directly caused by thelr atempts to regulate medicine through the state.  Even if some
WSD's eventudly redlized that their strategy had in fact generated this complicated group
dynamic, it was too late for them to retreat. Having successfully consolidated their nationa
associaion and forced the state to give in to their demands, Chinese Doctors were no longer
interested in merely "ressing” the sate. Rather, after their March triumph, Chinese Doctors
activdly and continudly struggled for the series of privileges, professond interests, and
governmenta supports which the state had so far granted only to WSD's. More importantly,
in order to pursue those interests offered by the state, Chinese Doctors dedicated
themsalves to better adapting Chinese Medicine to the state and to 'Scientizing” Chinese
Medicine. As suggested by the name they chose for ther professon-National Medicine—
Chinese Doctors determined to open a new page of their history by bringing together the
date and their medicd practice. In this sense, Yu Yunxiu's proposa to abolish Chinese
Medicine and the consequent emergence of the National Medicine Movement had framed
the KMT date into the very core of further struggle.  After 1929, these groups of doctors
had no choice but to struggle within the fidd of the Sate.

'C. C. Chen, Medicine in Rurd China A Persond Account (Berkdey:

University of Cdifornia Press, 1989), pp. 3-4.

For example, the United States Nationd Inditute for Hedth pand
concluded that acupuncture is an effective therapy for certain medica conditions and
should be integrated into standard medica practice. Neverthdess, it ill deeply

puzzles scientists that the acupuncture points and meridians do not correspond to
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any biologicad system in the body and that the theory of acupuncture is based on the
gpparently philosophica concepts of Yin and Yang. See Time (November 17,
1997), p. 84 and the New Y ork Times (November 6, 1997).

*See William H. Sewdl, "Three Tempordities Toward an Eventful
Sociology,” in Terrence J. McDonald, ed., The Higtoric Turn in the Human Sciences

(Michigan: University of Michigan Press, 1996), pp. 245-280, especidly p. 263;
George Steinmetz, "Criticd Redlism and Higtorica Sociology. A Review Article)”

Compardtive Studies in Society and History 40 (1998), pp. 170-186.

‘Bridie Andrews pioneered in sudying the "reiinvention” of Chinese
medicine in early twentieth century China, see her "Traditiond Chinese Medicine as
Invented Tradition,” BBACS (1995), pp. 6-15; "The Making of Modern Chinese
Medicine, 1895-1937, Ph.D Dissertation, Cambridge University, 1996.

°For a case study of this important history, see Sean Hang-lin Lei, "From
Changshan to a New Anti-Mdarid Drug: Re-Networking Chinese Drugs and
Excluding Chinese Doctors" Sociad Studies of Science 29 (1999), pp. 323-58.

*Michd Foucault, "Governmentdity,” in The Foucault Effect. Studies in

Governmentality (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1991), pp. 87-104, and his

"Omnes et Sngulaim: Towards a Criticiam of 'Politicd Reason,™ in The Tanner
L ectures on Human Vaues, Vol. 2 (New Y ork: Cambridge University Press, 1981),

pp. 225-54; Mitchell Dean, Critica and Effective Higories Foucault's Methods and

Historical Sociology (London and New Y ork: Routledge, 1994).

"Pierre Bourdieu, "Rethinking the State Geness and Structure of the
Bureaucratic Field," Sociological Theory 12 (1994), pp. 1-18, especially p. 16.

*For dudies questioning the traditiond digtinction between the "dtate" and
"civil society,” see Bob Jessop, State Theory: Putting Capitalist Statesin Their Place
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(Cambridge: Polity Press, 1990); Pierre Bourdieu, "Rethinking the State: Genesis
and Structure of the Bureaucratic Field," Sociologica Theory 12:1 (1994) pp. 1-18

and his The State Nohility: Elite Schools in the Field of Power (Cdiforniac Standard

Press, 1996); Michael Mann, The Sources of Socia Power, Val. II, The Rise of
Class and Nation-State, 1760-1914 (New York: Cambridge Universty Press,

1993); George Steinmetz, Regulding the Socid: The Wefare State and Locd

Palitics in Imperia Germany (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1993); George

Seinmetz, ed., Sae/Culture State Formation after the Cultural Turn (Ithaca and
London: Cornell Universty Press, 1999).

‘The KMT Paty Congress passed a resolution demanding "Equd
Treatment for Chinese and Western Medicineg” in 1935. Next year, the KMT state
promulgated "Regulations foe Chinese Medicine” In addition, the Ministry of
Education promulgated "Temporary Outline for the Curriculum of Schools of
Chinese Medicine in 1939. Asthe result of the Japanese invasion in 1937, none of
these regulations was put into practice.

“For gtudies on the sociology of professon, see Eliot Freidson, Profession

of Medicine: A Study of the Sociology of Applied Knowledge (Chicago: University

of Chicago Press, 1988); M.S. Larson, The Rise of Professondism (Berkeey:

University of Cdifornia Press, 1977); Bryan S. Turner, Medica Power and Socia

Knowledge (London: Sage Publication, 1987); Paul Starr,The Socid
Trandformeation of American Medicine (New York: Basic Books, 1982); Andrew
Abbott, The Sysem of Professons An Essay on the Divison of Expert Labor,
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1988).

"As Jan Goldstein points out, a crucid link is missng between the sociology

of knowledge and that of professon. On the one hand, most sociologists of
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profession presuppose the existence of a well-accepted branch of knowledge upon
which a professon is built. On the other hand, Thomas Kuhn and sociologists of
knowledge dmost aways take as a departure point the existence of an autonomous,
sf-regulated "scientific community.” Therefore, within both sociologica traditions,
there is no room for a mutualy-embedded, reciproca relation between the socia
negotiation regarding legitimate knowledge and that of professond membership.
The struggle under discussion demands such a perspective. Furthermore, Goldstein
suggests that the triple meanings of Foucault's "discipling’—a system of knowledge, a
professona group, and disciplinary practice—ean effectively connect sociology of
knowledge, professon, and the state. See Jan Goldstein, Foucault among the
Sociologigs: The Discipliné and the History of the Professons” Higory and
Theory (1984) pp. 171-92. For sociologica discussons on the missng link
between sociology of knowledge and sociology of profession, see Andrew Abbott,

The Sysem of Professons. An Essay on the Divison of Expert Labor (Chicago:
The Universty of Chicago press, 1988); Thomas F. Gieyn, "Boundaries of

Science' in Handbook of Science and Technology Studies, Eds. Shella Hasanoff, et

al., (London: Sage, 1995), pp. 393--443.
“Qian Xingzhong (the PRC's former Minister of Hedlth), Zhongguo

Chuantong Yiyaoxue Fazhan yu Xingzhuang [ The Progress and Present Situation of

Traditional Chinese Medicing] (Taipe: Qingchun Press, 1995), p. 43.

“Yu Yunxiu, "Medicd Revolution: The Past Work, The Present Situation,
and The Future Strategy,” p. 12.

“C. C. Chen, Medicinein Rurd China, p. 20.
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Sheng Zhengxiu et d., Zhongxiyi Huitong Y anjiu Jnghua [ The Essentids of

Research on Integrating Western and Chinese Medicingl (Shanghai: Shangha
Chinese Medica College Press, 1993).
®Yu Yunxiu, "Preface" Xingyi yu Shehui Huikan [The Collected Papers

from the New Medicine and Society] 1 (1928), pp. 1-2.
“Yu Yuxiu, "Ruhe Nengshi Zhongguo Kexueyi zhi Puji* [How to

Popularize Scientific Medicine in Ching], Shenbao Medica Weekly, no. 109 (1935).

K. Chimin Wong and Wu Lien-ten, Higory of Chinese Medicine-A

Chronide of Medicad Happenings in China from Ancient Times to the Present

Period, pp. 159-168.
“Ibid., pp. 163-4.
#K. Chimin Wong and Wu Lien-ten, Higtory of Chinese Medicine, pp.

161-65.
ZCarl Nathan, Plague Prevention and Politics in Machuria, 1910-1931

(Cambridge: East Asian Research Center, Harvard university, 1967), § Ka-che
Yip, Hedth and Nationa Recondruction in Nationdist China-Development of

Modern Health Service, 1928-1937 (AAS monograph, 1996), 15-16.

ZCarl F. Nathan, Plague Prevention and Palitics in Manchuria, 1910-1931,

pp. 1-17.
ZArthur Kleinman, "The Background and Development of Public Hedth in
China: An Exploratory Essay" in Public Hedth in the People's Republic of China,

edited by M. E. W. e. d. (New Y ork: The Josah Macy, Jr. Foundation, 1973), pp.
5-25.

“Elizabeth Fee and Dorothy Porter, "Public Hedlth, Preventive Medicine
and Professondization: England and America in the Ningteenth Century,” in
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Medicine in Society, edited by A. Wear (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,

1992).
»*Rdph Croizier, Traditiond Medicine in _Modern China Science,

Nationalism, and the Tensons of Cultural Change (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard

University Press, 1968), p.87.
*According to a 1919 missonary report, there were about 900 Chinese
Physicians and 600 foreign physiciansin China, dmogt dl resding in the cities. See

Paul Unschuld, Medicine in China: A Hidory of Idess (Berkeley, Los Angdes,
London: University of Cdifornia Press, 1985), p. 247 and Fan Shouyuan, Fanshi
Yilunji [Mr. Fan's Collected Essays on Medicine] (Shanghai: Ju-jiu Medica Society,
1947), p. 13.

“Pang Jngzhou, Shanghaishi Jngshinianlal Yiyao Niaokan [A Bird's-Eye

View Report on the Recent Ten-Y ear Medica & Pharmatceutical Circumstance of
Shanghal] (Shangha: Zhongguo Kexue Ltd, 1933), p. 19, and Zhu Xiruand Lai
Douyan, "Wuguo Xingyi Rencai Fengbu Gaiguari' [Distribution of Modern Trained

Physiciansin China], National Medicd Journd of China 21: 2 (1935) pp. 145-153.

% See Anonymous, "State Medicine for China" The Nationa Medical

Journd of China 14:2 (1928) pp. 119-120.

*Wang Zhuxiang, "Weshenxingzheng Senshinian Suoyi” [Recollection on

the Thiry Years of Medicd Adminigration] (Taipei: Wenming Press, 1953), p. 10.
¥See League of Nations, "Proposds of the Nationd Government for
Collaboration,” Pp. 14-18 or its Chinese trandation in Callected Essays on Medicdl
Matters, no. 11 (1931) pp. 1-38, especidly p. 2.
%C. C. Chen, Medicinein Rurd China, pp. 72-76.
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*Li Tingan, Zhongguo Xiangcun Weisheng Wenti [The Problems of Rurd
Hedth in Ching (Shanghai: Shangwu Y inshuguan, 1935), p. 10.

“Mary Brown Bullock, An American Transplant, p. 159.

¥John Z. Bowers, "The Higtory of Public Hedlth in Chinato 1937" in Myron
E. Wegman et d., Public Hedth in the People's Republic of China, pp. 26-46,

especidly p. 44.

*Among those Chinese who did consult Western-Style Doctors, many of
them assgned a divison of medicd labor between Chinese Doctorsinternd
medicine and Western-Style Doctors/surgery.

*Yu Yunxiu, "How to Popularize Scientific Medicine in Ching," Shenbao
Medical Weekly, no. 111 (1935).

“Ibid..

*Chen Cunren, Chen Cunren Boshi Lunwenji [The Collected Papers of Dr.

Chen Cunren], p. 483.
¥Shen Bao, March 18, 1929.

“°Shen Bao, March 18, 1929.
“Pease see Pang Junxiang et d., eds,, Zhongguo Jngda Guohuo Undun

[The Nationd Goods Movement in Modern Chingl (Bejing: Zhongguo Wenshi
Press, 1995).

“Shen Bap, March 17, 1929.

“Quanguo _Yiyao Zhonghui [Nationd Federaion of Medicd and

Pharmaceutical Associations], Quanguo YiYao tuanti daibiao Dahui Tian Huilu [The

Collection of Proposals Raised in the Joint Nationa Convention of Medicad and
Pharmaceutical  Associations] (Shanghai, Quanguo Yiyao Zhonghui [National

Federation of Medical and Pharmaceutica Associations], 1929).
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“lbid., p. 6 and p. 21.

*lbid., see especialy proposals #6, 8, 21, 91, 98, and 100.

“Li Jan, "The Edablishment, Activities and Higtorical Pogtion of the
Nationad Unions for Societies of Traditiond Chinese Medicine” China Higtorical

Materias of Science and Technology (1993) no. 3, pp. 67-75, especidly p. 68.

“lbid., pp. 69-70.
“Rdph Croizier, Traditiona Medicinein Modern China, p. 4.

“For theoretica study on the problematic nature of trandation, see Lydia H.
Liu, Trandingua Prectice: Literature, Nationa Culture, and Trandated Modernity—

China, 1900-1937 (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1995).

*Prasenjit Duara, Culture, Power, and the State: Rural North China, 1900-

1942. (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1988), p. 4.
*'Shen Bao, 25 March 1929.

2See Shen Bao, March 26, 1929 and Chen Cunren, Chen Cunren Boshi

Lunwenji [ The Collected Papers of Dr. Chen Cunren], pp. 488-489.

*lbid..

*Even WSD's recognized thisfact. AsPang put it, "In fact, not every
person believes in New-style Medicine, and most of the citizens cannot afford
medica service. Therefore, these eight hundred or so medica practitioners [of
Western Medicine in Shanghai] serve exclusively the bourgeoisie; they contribute
nothing subgtantia to the citizensasawhole. . . . However, to apped to the
bourgeoisie, those eight hundred or so practitioners relentlessy conduct theoretical
debates with Old-style Doctors. It isno wonder that peoplein general consider
those theoretical debates as nothing but competition for clientele (Pang 1933, p. 14).
As state medica engineers, WSD's took serioudy the discrepancy between the idea
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of auniversd, scientific medicine and the redity of amedicine mainly serving therich
and powerful. In order to bridge theidea and the redlity, many WSD's suggested
the KMT sate adopt the project of state medicine.

Clarification is needed at this point. As Poulantzas points out, the "conquest
of state power presupposes the successful representation of a classinterest asthe
generd interegt,” which he calls hegemony. | have demonstrated how Yu Yunxiu
and other WSD's tried to represent their professiond interests as the interests of the
date. However, "representation” alone can never make the interest of one group
into a"universd interest.” WSD's redlized this, and they were committed to bringing
their medical service to as many Chinese people as possible. That iswhy, unlike
their counterpartsin the US, WSD's advocated state medicine in order to serve the
poor Chinese peasants who would never be able to afford medical service without
governmenta assstance.

*No historian recognized the fact that WSDs rationdes for adopting the
"date medicing" were srikingly smilar to the ones invoked by both Chinese Doctors
and advocates of Chinese Medicine. The divison of intdlectud labor (as | point
out in footnote 27) precludes the scholars seeing the connection between these two
crucid problems in the twentieth-century history of medicine in China  For an
advocate of "date medicing” see Sze Szeming, Chinads Hedth Problems

(Washington, Chinese Medical Association, 1944), especidly pp. 10-18 (Szeming
Sze a that time was the General-Secretary of the Chinese Medical Association and
editor of the Chinese Medicd Journa.); C. C. Chen, Medicine in Rurd China

Some WSDs directly linked the need to adopt state medicine with the task of
abolishing Chinese Medicine. See Presidentid address by R. K. S Limin The
National Medica Journa (1930), pp. 115-120, especialy p. 119-120.
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% Harold Bdme, China and Modern Medicine A Study in Medical

Missionary Development (London: United Council for Missonary Education, 1921),

p. 109.

*Cheng Hanzhang, Xiyi Qianshuo [Elementary Introduction to Western
Medicine] (Shangha: Shangwu Press, 1933), pp. 70-71.

%Zhonghua Xiyi Gonghui Xuanyan [Manifesto of the Chinese Union of

Western Medicine], Shen Bao, April 10, 1929.

*In andyzing the historical processes that groups of doctors formed through
the collective druggle, my higoricd andyss benefits subgtantialy from PFerre
Bourdieu's andytic framework of class formation. Please see his "What Makes a

Class? On the Theoretica and Practica Existence of Groups," Berkeley Journd of

Sociology 32 (1987), pp. 1-18; "The Socid Space and the Genesis of Groups,”
Theory and Society 14 (1985), pp. 723-44; "Socia Space and Symbolic Power" in

In Other Words. Essays towards a Reflexive Sociology, trandated by Mathew
Adamson (Cambridge, UK: Polity Press, 1990), pp. 123-139; Language and
Symbolic Power edited and trandated by John B. Thompson, trandated by Gino

Raymond and Matthew Adamson (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1991).
®“Bob Jessop pointed out in a Smilar context, "classes themselves as
produced in and through the eaboration of drategies, and implies that class
domination involves interrelated processes of class formation and consolidation.”
Therefore, the researcher needs to examine "how different micro-powers are
invested, redligned and integrated into a globa drategy of class domination by the
date” Bob Jessop, State Theory: Putting Capitdist States in Their Place, p. 236

and p. 238.
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®'For example, in delivering his presdential address, " Some Problems before
the Medicd Professon of Ching" among many other things necessary for a
professon, Wu lien-teh emphasized the necessity of adopting a code of medica
ethics. See Wu Lien-teh, "Some Problems before the Medica Professon of
China" Nationa Medica Journd (1917) pp. 5-9, especidly p. 5.

For example, as one Chinese Doctor suggested, among the reasons which
caused the decline of Chinese Medicine, the first one is that "there does not exist a
rigoroudy bounded association [for Chinese Doctorg].” See Cheng Diren, 'Gage
Guoyi zhi Wugjian' [My Opinion on Reforming Nationa Medicing], Annals of the

Medical Profession, no 11 (1927), pp. 1-5. Intermsof WSDs' problems with their

association, see Hu Dingan, "Zhongguo Yishi Qiantu Jdai Jejue zhi Jge Gengben

Wenti" [The Severa Fundamenta Problems Crucid to the Future of Medica
Congtruction in Ching], Yishe Huikan [The Collected Essays on Medica Matterd],

no. 18 (1934), pp. 18-24; Song Guohing, "Lixingzhong de Zhongguo Yituan' [The
Ideal Chinese Medicd Association], Shenbao Medica Weekly, no. 71 (1934) and

Pang Jngzhou's "Wei Song Guobing Xianshen Lixingzhong de Zhongguo Yituan jing

Yijie" [A Thought Dedicated to Mr. Song Guobing's The Idea of Chinese Medica
Asociation’], Shenbao Medica Weekly, no. 72 (1934).

®Chimin K. Wong & Wu Lien-teh, Higory of Chinese Medicine, p. 722.

#Fan Shouyuan, Mr. Fan's Collected Essays on Medicine (Shanghai: Ju-jiu
Medica Society, 1947), p. 115; Chen Cunren, The Collected Papers of Dr. Chen

Cunren, p. 482.
*Pang Jngzhou, Shanghaishi Jngshinianla Yiyao Niaokan [A Bird's-Eye

View Report on the Recent Ten-Y ears of Medica & Pharmaceutical Circumstances
in Shanghal], p. 83.
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%See Pierre Bourdieu, "Socid Space and Symbolic Power,” in In_Other
Words Essays towards a Reflexive Sociology, pp. 123-139.

¥In their annud convention, WSD's serioudy considered three options for
replacing the term Western Medicine (Xiyi): Scientific Medicine (Kexueyi), New
Medicine (Xingyi), and Modern Medicine [dngshiyi]. While WSD'sfindly decided
to take the name New Medicine, they nevertheless were called Western Medicine
both by the government and the public. See Nationd Medica Journd of China 21

(1935), p. 1332.
®National Medicd Journa of ChinaVal. 18 (1932), p. 1146.

*Cheng Diren, "Zhide Zhumu de Yi Fongxin® [A Note-Worthy Letter],

Shengzhou Guayi Xuebao [Bulitin of the Shengzhou National Medicing] 1:1 (1932)

pp. 13-17, especidly p. 13.

"Fan Shouyuan, Fanshi Yilunji [Mr. Fan's Collected Essays on Medicine]
(Shenghai: Jiu-jiu Medicd Society, 1947), p. 112.

"Pang Jngzhou, A BirdsEye View Report. Pang Jngzhu's book was

origindly published as a series of essays in the Shen Bao Medicd Weekly, nos. 1-

46 (1932).

?As Nathan Sivin pointed out seven years ago, "Consdering the high date
of activity and the large volume of publication on the history of Chinese medicine,
sudies of its socid context are remarkably rare.  We know practicaly nothing
concrete about what kinds of hedlth care were avallable to whom, the relations
between various kinds of practitioners in traditional China, the circumstance of thelr
work, the economics of thergpy, the socid networks responsible for doctrina
change, and many other topics which are now considered central to constructing a

synoptic history of medicine” Since Chinese modernizers dstarted to introduce
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Western medicine and associated medical inditutions into China at the turn of this
century, the socid context of Chinese medicine not only became exponentialy
complicated but also dramaticaly transformed. Therefore, | will make every effort
to fill this vacancy in our understanding of the twentieth-century history of Chinese
Medicine. Please see Nathan Sivin, "Editor's note for ‘Chinese versus Western

Medicine A Higory of their Rdations in the Twentieth Century,” Chinese Science

10 (1991), pp. 21-37.

*To enhance the comprehensiveness of this diagram to English-spesking
readers, | put a number (in square bracket) for each English trandation, which is
connected to its Chinese counterpart by straight line.

“Pang Jngzhou, A Bird's-Eye View Report, p. 9.

"*See C. C. Chen,_Medicine in_Rurd China, pp. 18-19 and K. C. Wong

and Wu Lien-teh, Higory of Chinese Medicine, pp. 603-607. In fact, when the

Chinese Medicd Missonary Association and National Medical Association of
Chinaagreed to hold ajoint conference in 1917, it was publicly reported that "it was
the firgt serious attempt made by the foreign and Chinese physicians practicing in this
extensive country to get acquainted with one another and to change notes about
their respective work." See Anon (editor), "The Joint Medica Conference in
Candon," Nationad Medica Journd of China (1917) Vol. I1I, pp. 1-4.

“Song Guobing, "Yishi Janshe Fanglue® [The Pan for Medicd

Congruction], Nationd Medica Journd of China 20:7 (1934) pp. 961-966,

especidly p. 963. According to the proposa for regulating foreign doctors, put
forth by the Shanghai Union of Physicians, foreign physicians would be alowed to
practice medicine in China under the following conditions (1) having lived in China
for two years, (2) being fluent in Chinese, (3) having forma medica qudifications, (4)
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passing arigorous examination, if one lacks forma medica qudifications. See Yishi
Huikan [Collected Essays on Medical Matters] no. 18 (1934), pp. 103-106.
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