Chapter 24

The Transformation of History
in China and Japan

Axel Schneider and Stefan Tanaka

We begin our chapter with the dilemma that Romila Thapar observes in refer-
ence to early India,' that non-Western places in their confrontation with the West
had no history. In China and Japan, too, those people most interested in bringing
i ideas and institutions of the West to their country had to confront their past
i which was not history. For example, in a rather famous quote, Erwin Baelz in
' 1876 repeated a statement of a Japanese acquaintance: “We have no history. Our
. history begins today.” This, of course, does not mean that there was no past or
| writings about the past on the continent or the archipelago. In both places the
. recording of the past occupied a central position.

China’s and Japan’s traditions of historiography were closely connected, with
¢ China initially exerting a formative influence on Japan. In China, concepts of the
| ideal socio-political order centred on the ruling clan and the worship of its ances-
tors.> The legitimacy of the ruling clan, rationalized as the Mandate of Heaven
| (rianming), depended on whether or not it succeeded in actualizing the ideal
f order through sacred rituals and moral example. The Mandate of Heaven thus
. provided legitimacy for the ruling clan, but also the rationale for a change of
L dynasty. It stood for the conviction that men can and do deviate from the ideal
| order, and that the gap between what is and what ought to be is part of the
£ human condition. To bridge this gap through establishing and maintaining a
b polity as close as possible to the ideal order was the mission of the ruling clan and
# the political elite, and it was the task of the historiographer to keep a record of
| these attempts for posterity. Tt is whence he derived his eminently powerful

4 ! Romila Thapar, ‘Historical Traditions in Early India: c.1000 BC to ¢. AD 600’, in Andrew
b Feldherr and Granc Hardy (eds.), The Oxford History of Historical Writing, vol. 1: Beginnings to AD
;':‘00 (Oxford, 2011), 533~76.

b * Quoted in George Macklin Wilson, ‘Time and History in Japar’, American Historical Review,
85 (1980), 570.

] 3 Benjamin 1. Schwartz, ‘History in Chinese Culture: Some Comparative Reflections’, History
k4nd Theory, 35:4 (1996), 23-33. See also On-cho Ng and Q. Edward Wang, Mirroring the Past: The
‘Writing and Use of History in Imperial China (Honolulu, 200s).

§



492 1 he Oxford History of [istorical Wriiing

position. This position was further reinforced by the fact that in Chinese cu.lture
the ideal order was not perceived as made accessible through an act of divine
revelation, but was possible to measure through history. History thu§ acquired
a central status as providing access to heavenly truth.* Th1s‘ cer.ltrah'ty ?f the
recording of history in Chinese culture translated into the msututl(.)nahzamon. of
historiography within the imperial bureaucracy, a process that culr.nmatesd during
the Tang Dynasty in the establishment of the History Office ('sbzguz.zn). On the
archipelago officials connected to the bureaucracy also‘compll.ed blstoneS. The
Six National Histories or Rikkokushi, covering the mythical beginning up to 887,
were ordered by the emperor.S These texts were accepted as authoritative accounts
until the late nineteenth century. _

The historiographer (s47) thus fulfilled two complementary func'tlons., closely
linked but not without internal tension: he recorded history in a historiograph-
ical mode leaving behind a record of the past as truthful as possible, yet he also
manifested the ideal order by expressing praise and blame (lmobia.n). In having
the power to laud or to condemn, the historiographer found himselfinan e.xposed
political position, sometimes risking his life in fulfilling what Yves Chevrier calls
his historiological duty.” o

As is evident in the previous volumes of The Oxford History .of Historical
Writing, pre-modern historiography in both places did change considerably over
the centuries, but its central ethical and political status stands out throughout
most of these periods. It would be a mistake to see the Western imperialist intru-
sion in the mid-nineteenth century as the catalyst for change. Chinese traditional
historiography had already experienced subtle but, in hindsight., important
changes. During the early Qing period the development of Han Stl.ldlCS (Hanxue)
or evidential scholarship (kaozheng) led to an unprecedented scrutiny of the clas'-
sics with the help of sophisticated methods of textual research. \.)Vhther this
development represented the beginning of the emancipation of historiography
from the classics (jing) and hence has to be interpreted as a first step tovs{ards
modern science,® or whether it was just another approach to uncovering the ideal
polity of the Golden Age in the classics through the means of .critical textual
scholarship, is contested.” However, the emphasis of Han Studies scholars on

4 Masayuki Sato, ‘The Archetype of History in the Confucian Ecumene’, History and Theory, 46
(2007), 218-32. . : ' )
5 Denis C. Twitchett, The Writing of Official History under the Tm?g (Cgmbrldge, 193\7} o ki
¢ These texts are the Nibon shoki (beginning to 679), Shoku nihongi (679-791), 'bl O”M g
(792~832), Shoku nihon koki (832—50), Nihon buntoku tennd Jitsuroku (850-8), and Nibon s
iitsuroku (858—88). . X s
7 7 Yves Cshevrier, ‘La servante-maitresse; condition de la référence  Phistoire dans Pespace inte
lectuel chinois’, Extréme-Orient, extréme-occident (1987), 117—44- ]
CCB Benjamin Elman, From Philosophy to Philology: Intellectual and Social Aspects of Change in Lare
I ial China (Cambridge, Mass., 1984). .
mgmlr\:ﬁchael Q\Eirin, ‘Schglarship, Value, Method, and Hermeneutics in Kaozheng: Some Reflections
on Cui Shu (r740-1816) and the Confucian Classics’, History and Theory, 35:4 (1996), 34-53
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methods of critical textual research became an important point of reference for
Chinese historians of the twentieth century searching for predecessors of modern
scientific history in the Chinese past.!

In Tokugawa Japan a similar method (dsh0) also spread within the neo-Confucian
scholarship and was critical in the gradual separation of the past from the ethical
ideals located in the ancient Chinese sages. Two schools that were critical in the
emergence of a modern history were kdgaku (ancient learning) and kokugaku
(nativist learning). For example, Ogyii Sorai argued that institutions and ethics
based on those ideals were created by humans, and they were not the creation of
the sages. As important as this separation was for the rise of a past separate from
ancient China, we cannot go too far. The horizon of expectations was still in the
past; Ogyti remained a Sinophile. In the eighteenth century, the school of nativist
learning built upon Ogy’s inversion of the historical to increase this separation.
Motoori Norinaga turned to ancient texts of the archipelago, especially the Kojiks
[Record of Ancient Matters] (completed ap 712), the earliest extant account. The
significance of his work was to shift the origin from an ethical idea located in
ancient China, to the first people of the archipelago itself, of Japan. A third set of
scholars, primarily scholars associated with Mito, a collateral domain of the
Tokugawa, began to compile a history of Japan, the Dai Nihon shi [Great History
of Japan], in the seventeenth century. In a way, the Dai Nibon shi completed
the break from the ethical ideal of the sages; its goal was to demonstrate ethical
behaviour of subjects towards the imperial line. Here, we have the beginning of
a new subject, the idea of a Japan. Yert this history still followed the format of
traditional Chinese histories.

During the first half of the nineteenth century, the encounter with the imperi-
alist West triggered developments that went far beyond the changes of the early
Qing and Tokugawa eras. The traders, missionaries, whalers, and naval officers
brought a different notion of ‘civilization’. It was backed by a technology that
claimed better science and technology, as well as governments claiming a new
system of intercourse, called international law. The elite in both societies were
simultaneously attracted and repulsed by this “West’. These non-Asians also
brought a different understanding of the relation between past and present, the
‘universal history’ popular in Europe at the time. Japanese intellectuals embraced
these ideas before Chinese scholars. Nevertheless they confronted a similar
dilemma. First, they needed to decide whether to adopt the ideas of progress and

; enlightenment, and if so, which parts, if they are separable. Second, even if they
b accepted such ideas, they were confronted with the emplotment of their culture

as backward and the need to shed their past as anachronistic. Third, they then

. faced a contradiction in this process as they also needed to retain that now

** For a famous example see Fu Sinian, ‘Lishi yuyan yanjiusuo gongzuo zhi zhiqu’, Zhongyang

/ Janjivyuan lishi yuyan yanjiusuo jikan, 1:1 (1928), reprinted in Fu Sinian quangi, 7 vols. (Taibei, 1980),
v, 263-6.
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seemingly backward past in order to formulate a nation, the unit of participation

i i i tem, ‘

in the international sys ‘ . - .
Interestingly, it is a process that is filled with contradictory d;mandsz in cl>rhd.er

to participate in the so-called universal system, they had to write ; national his-

tory within that universalistic framework, rather than to have their history express

that universalistic ideal.

JAPAN

Today, the Meiji ishin (1868) marks the et}d of the Tokugawa erz;{ arl;d gheiex:;r-
gence of modern Japan.' It would be a mistake, hoyveverz o rr;al}r1 tD ! ;{gjyn /ﬂg
of 2 modern historiography from this date. As thfe discussion of the Dai Ni 07; shi
suggests, it took decades, even centuries,.for mtellectual.s 0 reconc‘;:ll'vi1 td eir
understanding of the past. (The final version of. that prOJectk\.»va; p;lh.ls e in
1906.) The new leaders did recognize the necessity of some 11.11 }c; ls'totr}t’h;
legitimize their ascent to power. In 1869 they 1ssu6fi an Imperia descfrl{) hat
began: ‘Historiography is a for ever immortal state ritual anfi a w;)nh erO ufﬁac A
our ancestors.? This edict was shortly followed by' thc.: creation of the : HFe ;
the Collection of Historical Materials and Compilation of a"lé\/leatzor}]a‘ lstody
whose charge it was to compile a chronology from then th§ Ri okushi SE?%};(:H;
thereby connecting the new state with the old imperium, as if continuous. or
this straightforward beginning, intellectuals _ ur}packefl the ma.nylcompldL Ogr
demands as well as contradictions that exist within the 1<‘iea ofa su;lg e, wor i
universal history, the need to create a history of the nation, and the competing

hat history. ' '
gf?}}}ﬁ’: (:ife;irae for a })Iistory written according to the universal laws .populialrieli
Europe was strong. The idea of progress and development was seductllvefcaz e
ing it quite difficult. Moreover, during .tl’le 1870s and 1880.5, geo céngerbert
archaeological discoveries, Charles Darwin’s theory of evolutlonil.a;n | Hletboer
Spencer’s adaption of evolution to society pushed intellectuals to shift t E ot
zon from an ideal ethical past to a progressively bet‘ter futgre. Frango158 o
Histoire de la civilisation en Europe [History of Civilzzatzon in Europe] (1 zamcu,
Henry Thomas Buckle’s History of Ciz/z'/izatim? in England (1857—61) wclzre [Zcoums
larly influential histories that seemed to provide a road map. Two early a

is li discus-

1 Ishin is often translated as restoration though renewal is likely more accu_r.ate.‘l:ora:;l ’E?ﬁdustrial

sion on the problem of translating the word ishin as restoration see Tetsuo Na! 1ta,( ]35) e in e
Revolution in Historical Perspective’, in Masao Miyoshi and H. D. Harootunian (eds.),

, NC, , 13-20. o York,
W(Zl‘gaﬁgaﬁ Marg?thS)MZhl, History and the State in Nineteenth-Century Japan (New Y0
1991§)11}};is office was built upon a document collection begun by Hanawa Hokiichi in 179
patronage of the shogunate.

3 with the
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that drew inspiration from these histories to bring Japan into the universal realm
were Bunmeiron no Gairyaku [An Outline of a Theory of Civilization) (1875) by
Fukuzawa Yukichi and Nibon kaika shoshi [Brief History of Civilization in Japan]
(1877-82) by Taguchi Ukichi. These enlightenment (bunmei) historians have
generally been depicted as liberal intellectuals who introduced the ideas of the
West. Fukuzawa’s very influential Bunmeiron no Gairyaku is less a history of Japan
than an argument that the archipelago join the universal march of progress,
which entailed turning it into a unified and ‘civilized’ Japan. Taguchi was the firse
to attempt to locate Japan’s past within the fixed principle (ittei no ri) that was
believed to guide human progress. Both were focused on formulating the history
of a Japan, the nation, but their narratives, instead, indicate the dilemma of
enlightenment ideas on a world stage. For example, in order to place Japan on
that path of progress, Taguchi argued that Japan deviated from it around the sixch
century. Similarly, Fukuzawa wrote thar ‘throughout the whole twenty-five cen-

turies or so of Japanese history, the government has been continually doing the

same thing; it is like reading the same book over and over again’." There were

important differences in their work; the most notable here is that Taguchi sought

to locate the subject of his history in the activities of the people of Japan, not its

political unfolding. In order to synchronize Japan into this enlightenment his-

tory, these two scholars dismissed all of the recorded past. This is the dilemma

mentioned above, that Japan had no history and that for a non-Western place to
become a part of this universal history, it must deny its own past. Significantly,
neither wrote a history of Japan again; moreover, other bunme; historians, such as
Miyake Yonekichi and Naka Michiyo, tried but did not finish their histories.
It was not until the 1890s that such a history was written.

The dilemma of needing to distance the past to become modern, and to nar-
rate that past to become a unit of the modern, necessitated a more complex
configuration than merely transitioning from old to new. At this point, standard
historiographical accounts juxtapose bummei historians, like Fukuzawa and
Taguchi, against a more conservative tradition, the empirical, dshs (textual criti-
cism) scholars, who, from their classical training in neo-Confucianism, focused
on data and facts, but were ‘uninspiring, without an axe to grind or the passion
of political commitment’.! Yer at that time numerous intellectuals and polit-
icians quickly realized tha the old still had utilicy.

Certainly during these early decades much ‘old’ was thrown out, destroyed, or
sold to make room for the ‘new’. Yet interest in the past and its preservation was
high: in the fifth month of 1871 the government issued an edict lamenting the

denigration of old things; in 1872 it commissioned a survey of historic sites;

" Pukuzawa Yukichi, An Outline of a Theory of Civilization, trans. David A. Dilworth and

} G. Cameron Hurst (Tokyo, 1973), 142.

> Peter Duus, ‘Whig History, Japanese Style: The Min’yusha Historians and the Meiji
Storation’, Journal of Asian Studies, 33 (1974), 419~20.
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during the 1880s the government passed laws to preserve ?r(t)ciilci;s};icr:lc; g pand ons
471 shi ku [Record of Investigation o : .
as the Kyaji shimonro . e e
j;; h/e @it ko [)I’{émembrances of Old Things from Edo_] we;:‘i)u_bhs(ce;ltre n
880 ch{olars at Tokyo University established the Kotﬁ? )o 2yijo
Lo i i iversity).
Investigation of Ancient Texts) (now Kokugakuin [.Jn{ve ty i such work. Ve
There are undoubtedly antiquarian and romantic interests ovork. Y
. . c
must also recognize that preservation of some past is a n;:cess.aryn ime[zestin
wfe odernity, not simply a conservative reaction against it. T ereisa o ind%dg
’ . . n
. ITEradistinction in the transformation of the archipelago 1}111'to ]apand ) ndee
c?n on-Western places into nation-states). The' absence of 15F3ry ale o apnese
onee f what we characterize as a timeless tradition becorpes evi en_cal. t inptema
Encle{v?r dness; yet in the need to synchronize with the liberal-capitalis "
% m to show
o | realm ’they must both separate from that %(nowlefige syste to show
tlonaress and embrace it to establish the nation. An interesting tranzng:nd oo
Pr(s)t:gs occurs. Scholars still needed to sort out which past to preserv ,
a ' . . .
\[a)vhich to forget, and which to turn into hlstory: bival ororect. o formulace o
A modern history of Japan emerged from this archiva prog » o f ulate
. i i of organizing -
i ites of the archive as a way
ast. Thomas Richards wr _ now-
ucsiable"lghe archive was not a building, nor even a collection of te:gtls, butftmastic
e: e
leec%ivcly imagined junction of all that was llinown or k?c;wal ;,omt nastic
i oca
i i logical master plan, a virtua
A CPIStef:ilo gf tropolis and empire.’' Today, we often for-
heterogeneous local knowledge of me p ; o of b Lie t
et that evidence and data are part of this trans ormatio e the
;g)roblems of the bunmei historians, the archive is more than a co
materials. N ' Cbeoan ac
The principal organization for the archiving of rlnaterclial k:)f gle p;)iisl atioi 0
i istori i the Com
of Historical Materials an ‘
the Office for the Collectlon. . . A
National History."® This archival project ha;]d a snﬁlpli,ts;eezlrcﬁ gfelagogt orvare
itten from throughou 1o s
oal, to collect all that was wri ugho fo serve o
;ghe éontent of the new place, Japan. But at this point the gex.v.ci)lk;fcitcle s %rom
still did not have a structure. To demonstrate how far the ﬁmtfla ci e oy
a modern history, the specific topics of this office were tCe our tehe T
split of the imperial court into Northern and Southern ou.rts,w he Toxugn
era, the ishin itself, and local topographies. }Sy 1881, these tg)plcsa ot o
into a Chinese-style chronology—written in Chu.uese—of (];ap T n), wbich
1867, the Dai Nihon hennen shi [Chronological History of Great Japan],
b

; , 1993)s 1T
' Thomas Richards, The Imperial Archives: Knowledge and the Fantasy of Empire (London, 19
7 Constantin Fasolt, The Limits of History (Chlcago, 2004), 12—'15.3 this office changed many
*® Until it was reorganized into the Hism-riograp-hlcﬁl Igs;flitcueteo 1fn I—;i Sgti,r fegraphy, 2 nare it use
times. For simplicity of the narrative, we will call ic ¢ lf\:/I o Soriograp Y, 2 e eenth-
several times. For a good history of this institute see Mehl, ry

Century Japan.
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Wwas never completed.” In short, even in this new’ effort 1o write about the past,
early work was similar o past chronologies, taking up where they left off,
One necessary transformation was the shift of data from p

data about production, and descriptions of the local people. The initial plan was
to prepare a multi-volume work (similar to the Dai nibon hennen sh1), Dai nibhon
chishi [Topography of Great Japan]. But this form of information became decreas-
ingly relevant and was eventually supplanted by history and stati
office of topography was disbanded and eventually merged into the Office of
Historiography. Its data were shorn from their local context
egorized according to time, Loca] information was no longer signi
the frame of the locale, but increasingly as data for the nation-st
Similarly, the meaning of the past also changed. A series of
1879, 1884, and 1886 by the director of the Office of Historiography, Shigeno
Yasutsugu, show this transformation.? In his firs essay, Shigeno made a rather
common call to transform history, not unlike the bumnmei historians, by advocat-
ing the adoption of historical methods from the West while criticizing existing
historical methods, particularly the Chinese chronological style. Shigeno argued
that the historiographers of the latter were too limited to individuals and the
particular, and none wrote about Japan itself, especially its political and economic
changes. He cited Augustus Mounsey’s 7he Sassuma Rebellion (1879) as an exam.-
ple worth following. Shigeno’s tone changed in his next two essays. He criticized
authoritative accounts such as the Tuibeib: [Chronicle of Great Peace] (mid-four-
teenth century) and the Dy; Nihon shi as distortions, embellishments, and fabri-
cations. Armed with more data and using the authority of dates, he carefully
compared different accounts of heroes and deeds, finding discrepancies in dates

ate, Japan,

Kume Kunitake, the historian of the Iwakurg mission that toured the United
States and Europe between 1871 and 1873, was also relentless. Passages and
accounts in all formerly authoritative histories—early chronicles such as the

Kojiki and Rikkokushi, and later accounts and tales such as the Tuibeiks, Genper

¥ The Dai nibon hennen
1n 1893, )
% These essays are ‘Kokushi hensan no hohs o ronzu’, ¢

and ‘Shi no hanash;’, They are available in Tanaka Akira and Miyachi Masato (eds.), Rekishi ninshipi
(Tokyo, 1991), 21321, 339—ss.

shi was terminated when the Office of Historiography was closed down
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seisuiki [Record of the Rise and Fall of the Minamoto and Taira] (1247—9)', Hez‘/ee
monogatari [Tale of the Heike] (c. mid-thirteenth .century), and‘the‘ Dai Nibon
shi—were declared inaccurate, incomplete, distompns, and fabrlcatlons..Ku.me
even called these narratives childlike. Other historlar.ls, such as Naka Michiyo,
professor of Chinese history at the Imperial University of Toky9 be.twee.n 1896
and 1904 (Naka should also be categorized as a bunmei hlstorlan.m his egrly
career), proposed a revised chronology of the first emperofs recorded in the Nibon
shoki [Chronicles of Japan] (completed 720). In this essay, revised in 1897, he
argued that the accounts of the first eighteen emperors were unreliable and
approximately 600 years should be removed.?! . ‘ o

This brief account shows that the search for history mvolv;d a significant
reconfiguration of the past to the point where hitherto authoritative accounts
were now dismissed as falsehoods (or, more politely, .myths). 11.1 these cases .the
past was increasingly separated from the present by be.mg reclasmﬁed'as historical
data, myth, superstition, or make-believe. The rc.el.ocatl(?n of the past into data for
a narrative of Japan’s development altered the utility of information from the past
as a historiological duty to the past as an archive of da.ta%. The purpose of the
archive and chronology was less to eradicate than to stabilize the past of a Japan
into an archive, in the sense that Richards discusses, that could be synchronized
to the international order. o

The institutionalization of history began during the mid-1880s, again indicat-
ing the uncertainty and contestation of the past. In 1883 scholars fron‘1 the
University of Tokyo and the Historiographical Institute founded.the first h1§tory
association in Meiji Japan, Shigaku kyokai, and published the journal Shigaku
kyokai zasshi [Journal of the History Society]. Two of the central figures were
Konakamura Kiyonori and Naité Chisé, professors of the department of Japanese
and Chinese literature (wakan bungaku), which was responsible for the instruc-
tion on the past. These scholars, from the school of national learning (.ko/eugaku),
lamented the absence of a history of Japan, especially of one written in ]aPanese
rather than Chinese. Konakamura recognized the importance of the notion of
progress and recent changes, and argued that history was important to fost;r
patriotism, to understand government and citizenship, and to es'tabhsh the
nation’s own history (rather than to have it written by foreigners or in a foreign
language). He differed in his belief in some historiological duty, that t'he stability
necessary to anchor that change must be located in the values found in the clas-
sics. The Shigaku kyokai disbanded in 1885, but many of its goals would play a
central role in the institutionalization of history as rekishi.**

In 1885 the department of Japanese and Chinese literature (wakan bungaku)
was splitinto departments of Japanese literature and Chinese literature, separating

L . Clar e . ~ 3 631,
! Naka Michiyo, ‘Joseinenki k&’, Shigaku zasshi, 8 (1897), 747—78, 884-910, 997-1021, 12003
2 Both :bz'ga/e}u] and rekishi translate in English as history. Rekishi is akin to Geschichte, while

shigaku would be between historie and Geschichre.
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the past of Japan from China. The professors responsible for Japanese history,
literature, and the classics were Konakamura, Naits, and Mozume Takami. In
1886 the university was reorganized into the Imperial University of Tokyo, and in
the following year the history department (shigakka) was founded and a young
German historian (a distant student of Leopold von Ranke), Rudolph Riess,
hired. In 1888 the Office of Historiography was transferred to the university and
its researchers, Kume, Shigeno, and Hoshino Hisashi, were appointed professors
of Japanese history. In 1889 the department of Japanese history (kokushi) was
formally established and the department of Japanese literacure changed its name
to the department of national literature (kokubungaku), while the department of
Chinese literature became the department of Chinese studies (kangakn). Also in
1889 another historical association, the Japanese Historical Association (Shigakkai)
was founded, with Shigeno as the first president.

These reforms confirmed the careful archival work of the historiography office
and were bolstered by the ‘scientific’ methodology of Western history (via Ranke)
learned through Riess. In a memo advocating the formation of the department of
Japanese history (kokushi gakka), Watanabe Koki, the president of the new uni-
versity, confirmed its role in support of the state as the main topic of history,

3

Recently, we have realized that politics, law, and economics are subject to the climate ( fiido)
and people {jinses) of each land and each country. In order to clarify the relation of time and
space, we will enthusiastically follow the research methods that establish the foundation of the
history of that space, and in this way transform the methods of historical investigation. Today
in order to understand social phenomena of a particular time and space, we will collect books,
handicrafts, and other artefacts of those times; dissect and analyze them; discern their qualities;
and research these things at a library just as scicnce uses laboratories. Then for the first time we
will have a scientific method of inquiry into history. Finally, we can refer all martters—political,
legal, economic—for academic testing and decide accordingly.”

This was the moment when a modern historiographical method and understand-
ing was institutionalized. History became the careful, mechanical methodology,
one that advocated the dissection, analysis, and chaining of data—immurable
data from a dead past—into chronological narratives of the political and eco-
nomic development of Japan (the collective singular). Importantly, kdshogaku
underwent a considerable transmutation, from careful textual exegesis to under-
stand the true intent within texts to an obsession with verifiable data. Thus when
historians such as Ienaga Saburé argued that these historians overlooked ‘the fun-
damental spirit of historical consciousness’, it is because this resolution occluded
that fundamental spirit through the mechanistic methodologies that accepted the
union between history and nation-state.

2 Tokyo teikoku daigaku gojiinenshi (Tokyo, 1932), 1297.
* lenaga Saburd, Nibon no kindai shigaku (Tokyo, 1957), 8s.
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In the emergence of national literature (kokubungaku), prmcx;;z;lisstsouchwzz
Konakamura and Nait6 agreed, on the one hand, that the purpose o b ther}clause
to recount the past mechanistically, ‘uS{ng accurate facts, to '?geStf?i € the caus
and effect of change and clarify the vestiges of our country’s ¢bb an : reh.lte rat}é
argued, on the other hand, that the role' of -nauonal‘ hterfatur.e was }? reint % e
the sensate—the human, the ideas, sensibility, 'im'd 1magmatlon——.ttha\in had been
denigrated by mechanistic forms of knovxrledge: theraturel‘sFores; Vlvil e
originary spirit; even more, it is that vyhlch xnﬂuer}ces po étllc;, ;{ gal Y;iChi anci
and customs.® In an early text seeking to .explam the fie ,l ag fchi an
Tachibana Sensaburd asked: ‘How canl wg bring fqrth jniihge(\:i ;[r)l Sal;felxi/temtur ég
literature that has such value? It is only by returning to iy o ,

ce how the character of our race has acted and c!evelo;?e d in accordance
:Vviiriree slirection of the world and the la.st of nature. 7 ;Ijhls is aﬁ?:é;iﬁ?f
statement that exhibits the complementarity of tbls field o natlopzll o Bu;
The language is that of a return to, and preservation of,.an ‘es;enltla O}; na.ture
the framework is that of the abstract laws of mo.dern socxe}tly. the aw:l of naru 0%
synchronization with a w;r/id ll)listor/}er, and th% prlrrenciact};1 :f I; ec;i f;atﬁ; : pararive o
. In short, kokubungaku reconhgu Smicts
i?::iﬁ:l\flztbe known into a new discip!i_n‘e that c§ded aca.lracif anfd (})lb)ezttlivol;y
for a different kind of truth, the sensibllm.es, ethics, and c11d.eal soft r(z (r)lf eac};
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in 189s. In the legislation to reopen the archive the Diet stipulated that its mem-
bers come from kokubungaku, not history. Hoshino, Tanaka Yoshinari, and
Mikami Sanji were named editors of the compilation of historical documents, its
principal task. Hoshino became the nominal director, but because of ill health,
Mikami served as de facto director until 1899 when he became director and served
until 1919,

Mikami was a central figure in the institutionalization of history. In addition
to the directorship, he was professor of history at the Imperial University until
1926. The Diet directive, as well as his rise, demonstrates the way that the sacred
or modern myth was central to the historical project, but was obscured by
notions of objectivity.”” Mikami, a specialist on Tokugawa history, was a student
of Riess and Tsuboi Kumeza; yet before graduate study, he worked with
Konakamura and Nait. He claimed that he was most influenced by Naito,
making his authorship of Nikon bungakushi [History of Japanese Literature]
(1890) a formative moment in his career, not an early aberration. In 1938 Hugh
Borton recognized a shift in research among Japanese historians in the Taisho
period (1912-26) (the generation after Mikami) from politics to culture.?® His
colleagues and successors, such as Kuroita Katsumi, Tsuji Zennosuke, and
Hiraizumi Kiyoshi, continued this emphasis, ensuring the close connection
between the state and orchodox history.

Typically, historiographies of this modern history of Japan have tended to
exonerate these academic historians, praising their methodological rigour and
downplaying their history as apolitical, despite the clear connection to the imper-
ium. Kuroita, Tsuji, and Hiraizumi strengthened the linkage—Kuroita was on
the commission that authored Kokuzai no hongi [The Essence of being Japanese]
(1937). Others, such as Naka, recognized the conflict between accurate history
and history as the basis of the belief system of the nation and chose to compart-
mentalize each. The reputation of methodological rigour, however, is shallow; in
an anecdote of a meeting between Mikami and then graduate student Inoue
Kiyoshi, one of the most influential of Japanese historians during the late 1930s
and post-war period, Inoue ‘was offended and outraged, concluding that the
eminent professor wanted to teach lies to the Japanese people’.?!

The point is not to disparage these historians; instead, it is to argue for the
co-constitution of the disciplines where disciplinary methodologies, here chro-
nology and empiricism, have concealed the connection between history and
national belief. This division troubled a number of historians during the pre-war
period and continues to trouble Japan (and we believe other nation-states) today.

* Michael C. Brownstein, ‘From Kokugaku to Kokubungaku: Canon-Formation in the Meiji
Period’, Harvard Journal of Asiatic Studses, 47:2 (1987), 435—60.

* Hugh Borton, A Survey of Japanese Historiography’, American Historical Review, 43:3 (1938),
489-99.

% John S. Brownlee, Japanese Historians and the National Myths, 16001945 (Vancouver, 1997), 145.
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example, Joshua Fogel describes Naitd’s dismay about the reform movement
around the May Fourth incident: ‘the Chinese had turned on him not only as a
Japanese, but on Ais Chinese culture, too’.> This rendering of Asia into an Orient
of Japan rationalized Japan’s leadership (imperialism) in Asia, but it separated
them further from the places the experts (historians) claimed to know, just as the
Japanese claimed that their position as part of the Orient, the ‘not yet’, was
inaccurate.

Thus far we have focused on the emergence of the principal, academic dis-
cipline of history. These historians made claims to know and describe the past
accurately, using science and the prestige of the university; in their hands, his-
tory was a critical tool to unify the heterogeneous places of the archipelago, to
define Japan and Japanese. But despite their claim to speak for the whole, their
history centred around the state, and the nation as defined by the state.
Moreover, as the renewed Historiographical Institute, as well as the history
department led by Mikami, suggests, history hewed closely to the ancient
myths.

To continue along this path of dealing with the problematic past, the segmen-
tation of the past into history and literature did not address the place where his-
tory and myth combine as ‘crucial issues in the history of the community’.” The
specific place where myth and history overlapped was in the centrality of the
imperial idea to the new government. The state used the imperial system (from
Emperor Jimmu) as the present, conflating the contemporary with myth and his-
tory. This connection was evident in the early desires for the new history to

continue from the Rikkokushi. The government also worked hard to bring this
imperium to the public: the Meiji ishin celebrated a ‘return’ to rule by emperors;
it synchronized era name with reign as if it were ‘traditional’; it reordered the
counting of years beginning with the accession of Jimmu (in this way 1869, or
Meiji 2, became 2529); when it adopted the Gregorian calendar and changed time
reckoning to the twenty-four-hour clock, it changed holidays from being connec-
tions to the lunar and agricultural cycles to commemorations of former and
present emperors; and it sent the Meiji emperor on a number of progresses to all
parts of the land so that the people could ‘see’ and know the emperor. Like the
drift of history much later from the Taisho period, the line between history and

what Jean Comaroff calls the ‘ritualized commemorations of the past’ was blurred,
at best.*

The claim of being a nation has made this history public and applicable to all
its members. The 1890s witnessed a rise of public interest in the past, a ‘history

* Joshua Fogel, Politics and Sinology: The Case of Naito Konan (1866-1934) (Cambridge, Mass.,
1984), 273 (italics in the original).

* Joseph Mali, Myshistory: The Making of a Modern Historiography (Chicago, 2003), 4.

3 Jean Comaroff, ‘The End of History, Again? Pursuing the Past in the Postcolony’, in Ania
Loomba ez 4l (eds.), Postcolonial Studies and Beyond (Durham, NC, 2005), 125—44.
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¢ present throughout the Meiji era,
ted the extent to which historians
especially those concerning the imperial household. The

contrasts with Naka’s revised chronology (published in
1897), a potentially devastating argument that the imperium did not date back to
Emperor Jimmu (now k

nown to be a mythical figure) and that the record of the
first eighteen emperors was unreliable, Yoshida Togp attempted to explain the

difference. He wrote: ‘Nibon shoki chronology is a public one for general use by
all imperial subjects. The revised [Naka} chronology is a private one to be used
for reference purpose only.? One could use this statement to suggest the separa-
tion of historians from the public., Indeed, this is the standard interpretation,
where these positivistic historians are described as apolitical and ‘without an axe
to grind’, an interpretation that overlooks the centrality of history in describing
the becoming and future of the nation-state.” There are two other noteworthy
incidents that also occurred during periods of heightened public concern about
the imperium. First, in 1911, Kida Teikichi, a graduate of the Imperial University
and employee at the Ministry of Education, revised his 1904 textbook, which
continued the previous edition’s narrative thar the imperial line split into Northern
and Southern Courts during the fourteenth century. This event potentially con-
tradicted the claim of an unbroken imperial rule since Jimmu, but more ger-
mane, it followed the Great Treason Incident in which twenty-four individuals
were convicted of conspiracy to assassinate the emperor. Second, in 1940, Tsuda
Sokichi, a historian at Waseda University, was accused of lése-majesté for his 1913
monograph in which he argued that the first thirteen emperors were invented to
bolster the Yamaro clan claim to ics suzerainty over rival clans,* Tsuda argued
that Japan was not unified until the fifth century ap, not 660 Bc when Jimmu is
claimed to have begun his rule. He was convicted of lése-magesté in 1942.
The defence of these historians was that they were merely reiterating the facts.
But this distinction depends on a belief that historical narrative itself is not politi-
cal. It overlooks the successful merging of modern history with these new myths,

in what recent historians have called the emperor system. Similar issues continue
to operate in Japan today.

The final major develo pment of the
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“ John Young, The Location of Yamarai- A Case Study in Japanese Historiography (Baltimore, 1958), 95.
“ Duus, ‘Whig History, Japanese Style’, 419—20.

# Tsuda Sokichi, Shindaishi no kenkyii (Tokyo, 1913).
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questions of methodology, objective truth claims based on verifiable evidence,
issues of new forms and genres of professional publication, and new tasks in
education.

In this process the challenges and new tasks Chinese historians were facing
were manifold. In the context of Western views of history based on notions of
universal teleological progress and centred on the nation as the subject of history,
Chinese historians had to develop an understanding of Chinese history as national
and as part of progressive world history, thus integrating China as an equal mem-
ber into the new world of nation-states. This had to be achieved by avoiding
the pitfalls of progressivist history which, for late-developing countries, entailed
the risk of being locked in a state of eternal backwardness, always chasing the
advanced West but never being able to catch up with ir.

Although this new vision of national, progressive history necessitated a break
with traditional views of history and historiography, Chinese historians neverche-
less had to safeguard some sort of historical continuity in order to provide a basis
for Chinese identity, to foster national consciousness,
tion to building a modern Chinese nation-state.

Tensions similar to those between adopting a new view of history and having
to safeguard continuity became manifest on the meta-level of theories and
methods of historical research and the tasks assigned to historians. New concepts
of writing history and the organization of the academic discipline of history had
to be devised in line with the new understanding of history. At the same time, the
position of the historian still bore the imprint of the traditional centrality of
Chinese historiography, putting him and the new discipline under great pressure
to meet and fulfil the new challenges and tasks. Many modern Chinese historians
were torn between conflicting commitments to modern, disinterested historical
research and the responsibility to save the Chinese nation.,

Around the beginning of the twentieth century first signs of a progressivist
and teleological understanding of history became manifest in the writings of
Kang Youwei, one of the intellectual leaders of the reform movement of 1898.4
He propagated a view of history based on late Qing New Text Confucianism.
Old Text Confucianism, long the dominant school, saw Confucius as an histo-
rian who recorded the facts of the past. In contrast, the school of New Text
Confucianism stood for an understanding of Confucius as a prophet who
expressed in the classics, in subtle words, his blueprint for an ideal future society.
In his famous book Datongshu [The Great Commonwealth] (1935) Kang Youwei
Propagated a theory of universal historical development in three epochs leading
from a stage of Great Chaos, through a stage of Rising Peace to the goal of his-
tory, the final stage of Great Peace. He projected a uniform process towards an
ideal, nearly utopian global society, levelling the differences between the West

and thus make a contribu-

% Hsiao Kung-chuan, A Modern China and a New World: K ang Yu-wei, Reformer and Utopian,
1958~1927 (Seattle and London, 1975).
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and China, locating the blueprint for the future idgal so'ciery in ancnen; Chllqese
texts, and thereby integrating China into a global historical scheme and reclaim-
i hip for China. _
mglrlleiﬁzrsaftgrmath of this reform movement in 1898 malny.Chlmescel r}ff(i:r‘m_
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of history and hence to anticipate the futuFe, providing him an 1 is cintzmp :
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proceeding along the same, more or less det.ermlmstlc hlSFOl‘lcal lines, some Izimge
advanced, some lagging behind, and if this course of history was gol\)/eri:v d)j
universally uniform causality, how then could China ever overcome >1t}s3 ac(:i ::1trhe
ness and catch up? Wasn’t it condemned to eternal backwardqess. aJesx es, :
national identity of a China that now had bccome' part of a univers prgcesihczs
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universal course of history were not sufficient to proyxde a grognd fora paidtlcuhj\t
Chinese identity.”” The questions as to what consgltuted Chmesene;)s and w
political form the new nation should adopt were.d‘lf.ﬁcult to answer.”® b
In line with his new view of history, Liang criticized tradltnongl Chmcise lsd
toriography as focusing too much on the impe.rial court and the augngdfamli);rzzlz) :
being unable to write more than a record of imperial words and deeds, a

ition i ; i Mass.,
o e e bt e e T
195“38) .Tze—ki Hon, ‘Cultural Identity and Local Self-Government: A Study of Liu Yizheng’s History of
i %erguféﬁrsblﬁéog:bgzbs?:cfm5223\‘&;2%: Discourse of Modernity: The Historical Thinking
Ofi’iazielQécfgze(iit::f{g'j/;rlzzif)z;nd Geschichte: Zwei chinesische Historiker auf der Suche nach einer
modernen Identitit fiir China (Wiesbaden, 1997).
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imperial genealogy but not a modern national history. The traditional writing of
history thus could not instigate feelings of national pride in the populace. Along
with many intellectuals of that period, Liang advocated a new national history
based on universal ideas such as citizenship, popular sovereignty, and constitu-
tional monarchy, rather than on criteria of 2 particular race or culture.! In other
words, he envisaged the Chinese nation as racially inclusive, defined by politics
and the inherited territory of the Qing dynasty; in essence, Liang’s vision of the
Chinese nation was predominantly that of a state-nation.

During the first years of the twentieth century Zhang Taiyan, a contemporary
of Liang Qichao, presented a radically different approach, one influenced by Old
Text Confucianism.” Around the time that Liang published his Xin shixue,
Zhang saw history not as a universally uniform process governed by causality and
progress, but as a realm of human activity that could not be subsumed wnder
universal laws, a process that was characterized by contingent events and was
ultimately unique. History was distinctive for each nation, and could not be
researched by applying universal laws or be integrated into world historical
schemes.” The study of history, in contrast to the study of social sciences, there-
fore, could not provide clear guidelines for furure political action,

Rather than applying general schemes of universal historical development,
Zhang demanded to use the evidential methodology of the early Qing Han
Studies and apply it to history. Yet, in doing so, he went far beyond the aims of
the Han Studies. Quite an iconoclast, his aim was not to restore the classics to
their original state, but to historicize them thoroughly, treating them as sources
for history rather than as sources of normativity, and he broadened the scope of
Chinese culture beyond orthodox Confucianism so as to include hitherto hetero-
dox trends as, for example, the Masters of the Zhou Dynasty.

However, Zhang underwent a fundamental shift just a few years later. He was
one of the first Chinese historians who radically doubted the modern Western
views of linear, progressive history. Under the influence of Yogacara Buddhism, he
relied on the notion of ‘suchness’ or Grue thusness’ (Chinese: zhenrsi: Sanskrit:
tathara). ‘Thusness indicates the absolute ‘reality’, which transcends the multitude
of forms in the phenomenal world. All phenomena are viewed as empty and thus
without substance, movement, or evolution. From this perspective, history as a
karmic process is characterized by suffering caused by deluded impulses and afflic-
tions, and has to be overcome. In 1906 Zhang thus ultimately negated history.”

' Chang, Liang Ch'i-ch'ao and Intellectual Transition in China,

* Wang Young-tsu, Search Jor Modern Nationalism: Zhang Binglin and Revolutionary China,
18691936 (Hong Kong, 1989).

33 Zhang Taiyan, Yinduren zhi lun guocui (1908), reprinted in Zhang Taiyan guangi, 6 vols.
{Shanghai, 1982-86), iv. 366—7.

> 1d., Zhongguo tongshi liielie (1902), reprinted ibid., iii. 328-32.

¥ Viren Murthy, “The Myriad Things Stem from Confusion: Nationalism, Ontol
Resistance in the Philosophy of Zhang Taiyan’, Ph.D. dissertation, University of Chicago,
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Based on this understanding of the nature of history, Zhang Tfaiy:.anajl(:hzjvss
'an was defined by racial traits and rooted in its particular, hlStohrlC %1 }%avm
naflore Zhang opposed the Qing dynasty and accused the .Mar‘lc us o " thu%
Cu tu1res.sed the Chinese nation, eliminated the memory of its hmﬁ;ﬁ ! thus
SPI;FC" rived 1t or 1§ vitany- ror sonsétmbi s sioavf &e‘{eéu}f‘.lmnvrmfs bled » askir;é
: the traditional concept of a change of Mandate o ‘Heaven as h s askir
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ing and immediately after the First Wor ar, :
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rces, the New Culture Movement in China (from c191s until 1922/3), fith ks
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onsequence of the First World War, and the g _
?g:iszilacsliecstionc}n the wake of the revolutionary movements of the 1920s, trans
istori i foundly. -
formed the historiographical landscape pro il
Orgilsce the late nineteenth century many new types of textﬁlzﬁ Sni r:aeire o
sources had been discovered and thus new aven;les }?f researcktlhezll1 1t et; esepdevel_
i iscipli haeology further streng ‘
The reception of the discipline of archacol ‘ e el in he
in the 1920s and led to far-reaching reinterpre , : ‘
gfe)lrzileonfiri?ient C9hinese history.”® New written sources mclud@d mate;llal f;,cei tah
oracle bone inscriptions dating back to the Shang dynasty (elahtee:t .—tfle o
century BC); bamboo and wooden slips, mostly from. the Han dyna rz,e the serp®
rolls from Dunhuang; and the materials from the Ming and thsc(;i i T
as well as many historical sources in the languages of nortt lan Cbeled e
people which had hitherto gone unnoticed. These new materials ena

X i1 qi dui hongji (Taibei, 1985). .
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historians to take up important questions such as the issue of the exact chron-
ology of the kings of the Yin-Shang dynasty, deciphered by the famous Wang
Guowei on the basis of oracle bone inscriptions,” or the reconstruction of the
geographic movement of the Yin capitals by Fu Sinian.
Encourageg‘bvvr,heunrfp;'w.'sasngerm‘a*runfur’c'rm'cél' nistorians sich as'Zhang
Taiyan, and the iconoclasm of the May Fourth Movement, young historians
started to question Chinese history, as it had hitherto been understood, to an
unprecedented extent. This movement under the leadership of Gu Jiegang, which
soon came to be known as the School of the Doubrers of Antiquity, deconstructed
the inherited vision of China’s ancient history as a fabrication.¢! Claiming that
later historiographers had faked documents, Gu developed his theory of ancient
history in layers, arguing that tier after tier of faked history had been piled up.
Later generations of historiographers added new, seemingly older versions of his-
tory to previous fabrications to serve their master’s political needs,
a constant extension of Chinese history into an ever more remote
structing these falsifications, the doubters of antiquity continu
their predecessors in demythologizing the once hi
that for two millennia had served as the histori
ical and social ideals of state Confucianism.

Although immediately criticized for irresponsible use of sources and for build-
ing his theory largely based on conjectures, Gu soon went beyond the level of a
textual critique of historical sources. He developed his theory by linking it to the
political interests of the social groups involved, arguing that it was the scholar-
officials who defended their and the court’s interests, In line with this anti-elitist
view of history, Gu became one of the founders of ethnographic studies of folk
culture, collecting, for instance, songs of the common people. His Chinese nation
was to be rooted in history, as had been the case wich many of his predecessors;
however, it was a very different history, as Gu largely referred to the masses and
the positive influence of barbarian tribes that, time and again, had conquered
China and made important contributions to its history. Although not a commu-
nist, Gu nevertheless sympathized with leftist historians and remained on the
mainland after the communist takeover in 1949.%

Originally iconoclastic comrades-in-arms of the May Fourth Movement, Hu

thus leading to
past. By decon-
ed the work of
ghly normative Golden Age
cal point of reference for the polit-
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engagement in nationalist politics, despite his call for objectivity. The tension
between the new ideals and the inherited centrality of the historian manifested
itself on the occasion of the Japanese invasion of Manchuria. Wanting to refute
Japanese claims to legitimate rule over Manchuria, the nationalist Fu Sinian hast
ily edited a history of Manchuria in which he set out to prove that this area had
been part of the Chinese Empire for centuries.®® However, he immediately came
under attack for relying on spurious sources and for jumping to conclusions on
the basis of thin evidence.*” He had been carried away by his nationalist feelings.
The project had to be terminated prematurely and Fu never again ventured into
larger historiographical projects.

Fu also played an important role in the furcher institutionalization and profes-
sionalization of historical research during the 19205 and 1930s. In 1928 he became
the founding director of the Institute for History and Philology of the Academia
Sinica, a national research institution modelled along the lines of French and
German examples. In this position he oversaw the groundbreaking excavations of
the Yin capital near Anyang that proved the historicity of the Shang dynasty, and
initiated many other archaeological and historiographical projects.

During the 1920s many academic journals were founded and, in addition to
existing departments of history, research institutes for Chinese history and cul-
ture were established at many universities such as ar Beijing University, Tsinghua
University, and Sun Yatsen University. Increasingly, historians with modern train-
ing returned to China from Japan, the United States, Germany, France, and the
United Kingdom, and the output of research articles and graduate students
reached impressive proportions during the 1930s.

Yet, these developments did not lead to 2 uniform historiographical field. In
the wake of the May Fourth Movement and in the context of growing Chinese
disillusionment with Western powers during and after the First World War, his-
toriographical trends with a ‘conservative’ and a leftist orientation gained ground
and influenced the writing of history after the 1920s.

Between 1922 and the early 1940s several historians started to write histories of
China that relied on varying aspects of China’s traditional culture to define the
core of the Chinese nation, Liy Yizheng published the first instalment of his
Zhongguo wenhuashi [History of Chinese Culture] in 1926, Qian Mu published
his Guoshi dagang [Outline of Chinese History] in 1940, followed by Chen
Yinque and his publications on the history of the Sui and ‘Tang dynasties.”® All
three differed in the way they referred to aspects of China’s traditional culture.
Liu Yizheng broadened the scope of Confucian culture to include other aspects

% Fu Sinian, Dongbei shigang (Beijing, 1932).

® Miao Fenglin, "Ping Fu Sinian jun dongbei shigang juanshou’, Zhongyang daxue wenyi cong-
kan, 1:2 (1934), 131-63.

7% Chen Yinque, Sui 7; ang zhidu yuanyuwan lielungao (place unknown, 1942); and id., Tangdai
zhengzhishi shulungao (n.p., 1943).
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and made it the product of the creativity of the Chinese pioplle r‘athetrotkcx?rxl dtr:_t
of a few sages; Qian Mu relied heavily on orthodox Con l}llClaélSII} > cirem:
scribe the Chinese nation; while Chen Yloque .related‘ to the lon uc n socal
ethics of the Three Bonds and Five Relationships to identify the spiri
Chli?ciiz rcl)?tég:three can be called conservative in the sense of wilntnlz:ghFo c}cl)nCi
serve or even restore a bygone socio-polieical order. Al.l were awzr.? ft at frlolrl t; !
changed and aimed at defining the Chinese nation in t.er.mT i eéent fom he
mainstream modernizers who primarily foc‘use.d on polmea (lr)no edm,. ome
cases also democratic nation-state) aod terrltorlal_ aspects (1f.e(.: h.oun lize(s) ro he
Qing dynasty). And all three empha51zed the par_ncula.rlty o mjse s u}; a
culture as the basis for a modern Chinese oauonal 1dent1tl}1f, :Ln su (éled il}lr
developed hermeneutic methodologies of historical resea}rle that reszglthe o
some aspects the theory and methodology of European. 1seo}r11c1sr)n o he e
nineteenth century.”* Positing a shared humfin nature (Llo Yiz en(%ho A
for empathetic understanding and shared ex1stermal experlefnée;( ertlradit(ilonai
these historians attempted to rescue cl?e.rlshed elemeots of Chinese itiona]
culture and integrate them into their vision of the Chinese nation, prese
fut'llicr)(;.mented by a desire to protect some elements of traditlonafl }i:'ulture anr?1 et};ef
imminent threat of their destruction by the progressive march o1 istory, s pe ot
these historians were also the first to develop a fundamenta }frlﬁlql.le (i)n e
modern Western progressivist view of linear history. {\lfeady at the egmrtl %ad
the twentieth century, Zhang Taiyan, baseq on Yogacara Budei ist elelneii;na
expressed a thorough critique of linear history debu.nkmg ‘1thas i L;ls encre)('i
Historians ‘could hardly work with that. In the 1920s Liang Qlcdao, influ need
by neo-Kantianism and Buddhism, reject.ed' f}xs earlier views snd prloparie; <l e
view of history denying determinism and limiting progress to t e .evehopdoubted
a world of free and equal nations. In all other areas of.hu7r2nan acnvltyh e loubred
progress and causality, and emphasized instead free will. However., e ::ate o
nationalist firmly committed to building a strong and modern nation
its particular Chinese culture. ]
1ts Ilz was Liu Yizheng’s critique of progressivism th-at went far be}gondtit?&;?j-
figuration of history into a non-progressive, non-lmear history o kpar par e
tures and nations, as was the case with Liang Qichao. He went back to tra nor
Confucian sources and the Yjing [Classic of Changes], not only question " fder_
modern Western notion of history as a linear, progressive process but even

i shen-

7' For Chen’s methodological statements see his ‘Feng Youlan Zhonggu.o zhexuesiu ;l’_lifiig:f)er Qian

cha baogao’ (1930), in Chen Yingue xiansheng wenji, s vols. (Taibei, 1'982), u/; '247_9"(5}51 T o).

Mu see iis Guoshi dagang (Changsha, 1940). For Liu Y’lzheng see l’llS. Guo.: bl .}'MZZ. /mﬂng‘j ey
7 Liang Qichao, “Zhongguo lishi yanjiufa bubian’ (1926-27), in Yin ingshi zhuangi,

(Taibei, 1972), i. 1-176.
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mining its very nature as an im
ing—the fate of mankind. He r
singular (History) with the pre-modern notion of histo
a moral cosmic order. The realization of this order i

belonged to the tasks to which the historian had to make a contribution through

¥.”* Liu was a rare

view of history;
however, his book influenced later Chinese engagement with Western philoso-

phy of history, especially that of G. W, E Hegel.
The Marxists represented a third strand of vi

the wake of the first cooperation
between the Nationalists and the Communists, and the acceleration of the revo-

lution during the Northern Expedition, thac Marxist views of history started to
acquire more political relevance, Society and the masses, as categories of historical
analysis, acquired a new urgency when questions of the correct path to revolution
became more pressing,7

Initially, the Marxist view of history in five stages, each characterized by a dif-

ered Chinese Marxists since it provided a comprehensive understanding of his-
tory (covering economy, society, politics, and ideology) that seemed to allow
them to recognize the revolutionary potential of the current phase of develop-
ment and to anticipate the future. Marxist historians thus

The concrete application of this view to China was carried out during the
| debate on China’s social history, starting in the mid-1920s. Leading the Marxist
L interpretation was Guo Moruo, who conducted research on ancient Chinese his-
- tory with the aim of identifying the correct phase of historical development that
¥ China underwent during high antiquity. In his Zhongguo gudai shebu; yanjiu
 [Research on China’s Ancient Society] (1930), he wanted to prove that the society
b of the Shang and early Zhou period was one of slave-holders and followed by the

| 7 SeeLiu Yizheng, Guoshi yaoyi (Shanghai, 1948). For an analysis of Liu’s historiography see Axel
b Schneider, ‘Nation, History and Ethics: The Choices of Post-Imperial Chinese Historiography’, in

L Brian Moloughney and Peter Zarrow (eds.), Tmmﬁ;rmingHz'stmy: The Making of a Modern Academ;c
‘ Discipline in T wentz'et/)—Centwy China (Hong Kong, forthcoming).

7 Arif Dirlik, Revolution and History: the Origins of Marsist Historiography in Ching, 1919-1937
(Berkeley, 1978).
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feudalistic late Zhou period. Criticized for misreading ‘the‘ sources, he 1l.lald to
revise this interpretation, now stipulating that the beginning of feud? ism in
China had to be identified with the early Han dynasty. A rather tr.mal ‘Shl tat first
glance, these interpretative details were important as they hac.i 1mphca.tllor§s ff)r
the continuing debate on the nature of current Chinese society. \Whlc(:i talin
insisted that China was still in the feudal phas§ apd hence first had to undergo a
phase of United Front policy to fight imperialism, Le'on Trotsky argued th.at
China was a society already in the capitalist stage and in need of a communist
i overthrowing the bourgeoisie.
revl?i;lstl(c)izt:’ministic in tieir understanding of Chigese history but equally
influenced by Marxist ideas and categories, were hlstgrlaqs who were azsc/;c@[e;
with the left wing of the Nationalists. Tag Xlsheng, in his Zhongguo she ui zhi
shi de fenxi [Analysis of the History of Chlr}ese Sogety] (1929), agd others were
more flexible in their understanding of Chinese history and. saw it as dev1aﬁng
significantly from the Marxist orthodo;lcy’s five stages qf hlstory: Rather ¢ ag
arguing for a rigidly class-based analysis, they saw Chmese sohcxety, pgstdarl;
present, as a mixture of different modes of producpon and ¢ a}:gcterlze by
complicated alliances of different social forFes. They interpreted Chinese Eoc-lelty
of their own time as a coalition of trade capital, landowners, and scholar—p ﬁcm} s,
which had formed an alliance with imperialism. It was—from a Marxist point
of view—this odd alliance that they believed should become the target of
ionalist revolution.” ‘
Na{}}?: ﬁﬁsf;erreences between orthodox Marxists and these leftist histonfms 'leso
became manifest in their respective views of the role of the.ory and the hlstorland.
Guo represented a rather deterministic mode_l of historical d.evelopment‘ a}t:i
assigned to the historian the principal task of bringing about social chamg;:l v? hs
anticipatory capacities, based on the correct theory and tho_rough researc E the
past. Tao, in contrast, stood much more for an unders.tan‘dmg of Marxist thelory
as a source of interpretative and methodological inspiration and was muc SS
willing to subordinate China’s particular history to abstract models that, from his
point of view, obviously did not fit. o . o
However, before long the issue of the sinicization of Mamls@_—t at is, Of
adaption to particular Chinese historical, social, and polm-cal cgndltlons—wlals 5
central concern to Mao Zedong, who intended to establish himself not on ya
leader of the Chinese Communist Revolution, but also wanted to r’eb'uff SOV{e;
claims to theoretical leadership and political dominance. Fan We{llans 1nﬂgentiile
Zhongguo jindaishi [History of Modern China], published in its a}lthorlta;z e
1949 version but written mostly during the early 1940s, was -partAo‘f this proce rsal
sinicization driven by theoretical concerns over the applicability of unive

75 Tao Xisheng, Zhongguo shehui yu Zhongguo geming (Shanghai, 1931).

b 2945 (Oxford, 2011), 615-36,
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Marxist theory to China and
aiming to grasp power.”®

With the successful Communist Revolution of 1949 the historiographical
landscape of China again changed fundamentally. Most of the tigureheads of
liberal and positivist historiography left the mainland for either the United States

the political interests of a revolutionary party

Marxist theory and particular
Chinese history, most of the time directly involved in, and victims of, the polit-

ical struggles of the first three decades of the People’s Republic of China, The
camp of culturally more conservarive historians and the leftists associated with
the left wing of the Nationalists became scattered. Some stayed on the mainland

to find themselves suffering during the Cultural Revolution; others left sooner or
later for Hong Kong, Taiwan, or the West.””

TIMELINE/KEY DATES
China

1839~42  Opium Wars
1895 First Sino-Japanese War
1898 100 Day Reforms

1900 Boxer Uprising

1905 Revolutionary Alliance established, precursor of the Nationalists

1911 Revolution of 1911

1919 May Fourth Incident

1921 Establishment of the Chinese Communist Party

1924-7  First Cooperation between the Nationalists and the Chinese
Communists

1927/8  Northern Expedition
1931 Mukden Incident
1937-45  Second Sino-Japanese War

Japan

1868 Meiji ishin

881—4  Freedom and Popular Rights Movement
1889 Promulgation of the Meiji Constitution

7 L Huaiyin, ‘Between Tradition and Revolution: Fan Wenlan and the O
Historiography of Modern China’, Modern China, 36:3 (2010}, 269-301.
7

ng Since 1949, in Axel Schneider
s vol. s: Historical Writing Since

rigins of the Marxist

See Susanne Weigelin-Schwiedrzik, ‘Chinese Historical Writi
and Daniel Woolf (eds.), Tpe Oxford History of Historical Wrisin
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1904—5  Russo-Japanese War

1910 Korea annexed
Taisho era begins . -
igi Japan Communist Party founded (and immediately outlawed)
192§ Universal Manhood Suffrage
1925 Peace Preservation Law
1926 Showa era begins

1932 Manchukuo founded

KEY HISTORICAL SOURCES

Chen Yinque, ‘Feng Youlan Zhongguo zhexueshi shencha baogao’ (1930), in
Chen Yinque xiansheng wenji (Taibei, 19'82), ii.)247—9, 250—-2.
Wenlan, Zhongguo jindaishi (Shanghai, 1949). ) o
iinSinie;) ‘Lishi yfgan yanjiusuo gongzuo zhi zhiqu’, Z./Jo.ngyang yanjiuyuan /ZS/.].Z
yuyan )’/zznjiumo Jjikan, r:1 (1928), reprinted in Fu Sinian, Fu Sinian quanji,
ol. 4 (Taibei, 1980), 263-6. ) .
G:o Mtruo, Zhongguo gudai shehui yanjin (Shanghai, 1930).
Hu Shi, ‘Zhengli guogu yu “dagui™, Xiandai pinglun, s:119 (1927), 13-15.
Saburd, Nihon no kindai shigaku (Tok}.ro,.,l9'57). o )
E(E%Zdiktma, ‘Nihon kindai shigaku no keisel’, in fwanami Kiza: Nihon reki
b1, vol. 22 (Tokyo, 1963). . '
Kofézjm‘; no Hongi: Cardinal Principles of the National Entity of Japan, ed. Robert
K. Hall, trans. John Owen Gauntlett (Tokyo, 1974). 6 20 (1500
. ) o e . 20 (1902).
L ichao, Xin shixu€’, Xinmin congbao, 1, 3, 11, 14, 16, 20 (1 )
larlgélhongguo lishi yanjiufa bubian’ (1926/7), in Yinbingshi zhuanji, vol. 1.
Taibei, 1972), 1-176. . )
LilE Yizheng? “Zhongguo wenhuashi’, Xueheng zazhi, 49-54, 56, 58, 61, 63—4, 67,
70, 72, 75 (1926-31). '
Guoshi yaoyi (Shanghai, 1948).

Noro Eitard, Nibon shihonshugi hattatsushi (Tc?kyo, 1930).

Okubo Toshiaki, Nibon kindai shigaku no seiritsu (quyq, 1988)'. R p—

Ouchi Hyoei and Tsuchiya Takao, Meiji zenki zaisei keizai shiryo shisei (To
1931-6).

Osza Elichi, Kindai nibon shigaku no kenkyn: Meiji hen (Tokyo, 1968).
ian Mu, Guoshi dagang (Changsha, 1940).

ghigakkai (ed.), Honpd shigakushi ronsg, 2 vols. (Tol?yo,'19.39). |

Tanaka Akira and Miyachi Masato (eds.), Rekishi ninshiki (Tokyo, 1991).

Tokyo teikoku daigaku gojiunenshi (Tokyo, 1932).

Toyama Shigeki, Meiji ishin (1951; Tokyo, 1991).
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