
Beiner might have noted how postmodern theorists such as Jacques
Derrida played key roles in introducing Nietzsche’s and Heidegger’s thinking
to North American humanities departments. Deconstructing master narra-
tives that justified European colonialism meant showing that liberal univer-
salism was merely an ideological cloak for gaining power. The concomitant
rise of multiculturalism that denies a universal humanity appeals to the Far
Right, which for millennia rank ordered people in terms of caste, and more
recently in terms of race. Today, far-right advocates urge white Americans,
who are confronted with declining economic and/or social status, to vanquish
less worthy tribes in the struggle for recognition, respect, and power.
As Beiner notes, the work of defending liberal democracy has beenmade all

the more difficult by the election of Donald Trump. Such a defense, in my
view, should avoid depicting all right-wingers as protofascists. There are
still far more right-wingers than far-right-wingers. Nevertheless, having
read Beiner’s provocative book, we may ask: Does Trump’s election presage
what Plato foresaw as the inevitable decline from democracy to tyranny?
Will human “progress” once again be viewed—as Nietzsche, Heidegger,
and Hitler viewed it—as a decline from a higher, more vital, more authentic
sort of humankind? Can liberal democracy develop a new version of
universal mutual respect that takes into account resentment from groups
who rightly felt excluded or oppressed by the ideals of European
Enlightenment? Will increasingly large numbers of people be persuaded
that violent, extralegal means are needed to halt the ostensible cultural,
economic, and racial decline of theWest? These are only a few of the troubling
questions to which Beiner’s book gives rise.

–Michael E. Zimmerman
University of Colorado,

Boulder

Hans Ingvar Roth: P. C. Chang and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
(Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2018. Pp. x, 298.)

doi:10.1017/S0034670519000469

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) turned seventy in 2018
and is widely regarded as the most important human rights document in the
history of mankind. Over the last decades, a lot of research has been dedicated
to its history, content, and philosophy.
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Hans Ingvar Roth, a professor of human rights at Stockholm University,
leads us with his book to a better understanding of the drafting process
and the philosophy of the UDHR by telling the story of one of the most influ-
ential, and at the same time lesser-known, contributors to the UDHR: Peng
Chun Chang (1892–1957). Chang was the Chinese delegate and vice chairman
of the United Nations Human Rights Commission during the drafting process
of the UDHR. He is usually mentioned as one of the most active and influen-
tial contributors to the declaration together with the chairwoman Eleanor
Roosevelt, the Lebanese and French delegates Charles Malik and René
Cassin, and the first director of the UN Human Rights Division, the
Canadian John Humphrey.
Chang was both a professor at renowned Chinese and American universi-

ties and a diplomat for the Republic of China, serving as ambassador to
Turkey, Chile, and ultimately the United Nations. Chang was influenced
and guided in his thinking by both Chinese and Western philosophy, in par-
ticular Confucianism and John Dewey’s ideas about democracy and educa-
tion. He was a PhD student at Columbia University when Dewey was a
professor there.
Roth’s book consists of two main parts: Peng Chun Chang’s biography and

his work on the UDHR. The latter part describes Chang’s interventions at the
UN, the philosophy behind his ideas, and his relationship with other dele-
gates, such as Malik and Cassin.
As Roth shows comprehensively in his work, “Changwas involved in prac-

tically all of its [UDHR’s] central articles and their defining attributes” (227).
“Universality, religious neutrality, a broad conception of rights [civil and
political as well as social, economic, and cultural rights], a balance between
individual rights and duties and an instructive style—Chang helped to
ensure that all these characteristics became part of the document” (227).
Clarity and a logical structure designed to ensure that the UDHR could be
understood by all human beings were also among its core objectives, as
was keeping the declaration brief and concise. Furthermore, Chang wanted
the declaration to become a document of “pluralistic tolerance” (173) with
which different philosophies and cultures could easily identify and relate.
To achieve this objective, he served as a bridge builder between the personal-
ities and their different philosophies in the UN bodies, a “master of compro-
mise” (221).
While Chang often succeeded in incorporating his ideas in the UDHR,

some of his proposals were voted down by his fellow delegates. For
example, he would have liked to include a right to petition and a right to
employment in the civil service by means of examination (228).
Owing to the preoccupation of the government of the Republic of China

with the Chinese civil war in the second half of the 1940s, Chang probably
had the most freedom and negotiating space of all delegates working on
the UDHR (119). Knowingmore about Chang’s life and the guiding principles
of his philosophy is thus even more important, as his interventions at the UN
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were mostly based on his own opinions and ideas and were not guided by
instructions from the Chinese government. Roth’s book provides this back-
ground knowledge by giving a detailed account of Chang’s life and his
work at the United Nations.
The key points of departure for Chang in his interventions at the UN were

the Chinese tradition, in particular Confucius and Mencius, China’s political
experience of war in the 1930s and 1940s, and China’s social and economic
problems (101). Following the Confucian tradition, “the focus of rights discus-
sions should… be the humanizing of human beings and raising awareness of
the individual’s duties and natural sympathy toward his or her fellow human
beings” (244).
Chang was also opposed to superficial characterizations of cultures and

possible contradictions between them: “there were in fact many Easts and
Wests. There could be common denominators between a Western grouping
and an Eastern, just as other groups could be riven by conflicts. Chang
thought that wide terms as ‘East’ and ‘West’ usually are good hiding places
for all sorts of prejudices” (188–89). Chang forcefully argued for the universal-
ity of human rights. In his opinion, “this so-called Eurocentric view of civili-
zation, whose imperialistic logic and ethnocentrism he underscored,
represented the principal obstacle to universal application of human rights”
(172).
Finally, Chang saw no contradiction between democracy and human rights

and Chinese philosophy and culture. On the contrary, he was convinced that
both could be perfectly combined. As a result, he took a critical stance toward
political authoritarian approaches: “the two main ideological alternatives in
China [Communism and Chiang Kai-shek’s authoritarianism] were, for
Chang, non-alternatives” (101).
However, according to Stanley Chang, Peng Chun Chang’s youngest son,

“he believed that China as a country was the centre of the world” (185).
His father upheld Chinese traditional views in his private life and was for
example opposed to the marriage of his oldest son to an American wife
(233). These accounts reveal some contradictions between Chang’s public
and private lives and Roth deserves credit for giving us such a comprehensive
view of the man. In this respect it contrasts with another recent book, Pinghua
Sun’s Historic Achievement of a Common Standard: Pengchun Chang and the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights (Springer Nature, 2018), which also con-
tains a detailed and rich account of Chang’s life and work but which fails to
mention any mistakes or flaws of the Chinese delegate, evinces a nationalistic
perspective by constantly emphasizing Chang’s Chinese descent and praising
Chinese wisdom, and occasionally connects Chang to current human rights
concepts of the People’s Republic of China.
The first part of Roth’s book, which devotes over a hundred pages to

Chang’s life, provides most of the new insights about him. A few publications
have already analyzed most of Chang’s contributions to the UDHR; these
include Mary Ann Glendon, A World Made New: Eleanor Roosevelt and the
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Universal Declaration of Human Rights (Random House, 2001); Frédéric
Krumbein, “P. C. Chang: The Chinese Father of Human Rights,” Journal of
Human Rights 14, no. 3 (2015): 332–52; Johannes Morsink, The Universal
Declaration of Human Rights: Origins, Drafting, and Intent (University of
Pennsylvania Press, 1999); and Pierre-Étienne Will, “La Contribution chinoise
à la déclaration universelle des droits de l’homme,” in La Chine et la démocratie:
Tradition, droit, institutions, ed. Mireille Delmas-Marty and Pierre-Étienne Will
(Fayard, 2007).
The book relies to a great extent on the reminiscences of Chang’s youngest

son Stanley (109). This is a strength, in that it offers the reader a new source.
At the same time, it is a potential weakness as the chapters on Chang’s life
reflect sometimes only Stanley Chang’s views of his father, as the author is
well aware (254).

–Frédéric Krumbein
German Institute for International and Security Affairs

J. A. Colen and Svetozar Minkov, eds.: Toward “Natural Right and History”: Lectures
and Essays by Leo Strauss, 1937–1946. (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2018. Pp.
288.)

doi:10.1017/S0034670519000329

J. A. Colen and Svetozar Minkov have performed a valuable service by pub-
lishing six lectures and essays of Leo Strauss, which the author himself for
reasons unknown did not publish. These veritable, if unpolished, gems
were composed either immediately before or during Strauss’s tenure at the
New School of Social Research. The texts are transcribed and painstakingly
annotated by Colen, Minkov, Nathan Tarcov, Christopher Lynch, Daniel
Tanguay, and Scott Nelson. Each text is helpfully introduced by an interpre-
tive essay that discusses its context and arguments as well as its relation to
Strauss’s published works, especially to Natural Right and History (NRH). Of
these essays the editors themselves have written three, while the others are
provided by Tarcov, Tanguay, and Lynch. The texts and the interpretive
essays are preceded by a foreword by Michael Zuckert and an introduction
by the editors and followed by an afterword by Colen in which he gives his
take on the teaching of NRH. There is also an interesting appendix produced
by Minkov listing the courses (including a brief description) that Strauss
taught at the New School for Social Research, a list that shows incidentally
his astonishingly heavy teaching load (sometimes up to six courses in one
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