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Chinese History as a Constructed Continuity

The Work of Rao Zongyi

T. H. BARRETT

Cycles in Cathay

THE FIRST THING THAT NEEDS TO BE SAID about Chinese history is that there is a
great deal of it. Contrary to carly beliefs in Europe, it does not extend back that far,
since precise dates only begin to show up in records of the early first millennium
BCE, and though we may calculate some from the preceding millennium and even
have a substantial archive of inscribed material, the so-called ‘Oracle Bones’,
retrieved from more than three thousand years ago, it is to the Fertile Crescent
that we have to look for the really early recorded history of mankind. Even for the
period of European classical civilisation, the record for China is not that copious,
but with the introduction of paper and the early employment of printing, sources
swell gratifyingly until once again Europe begins to provide much more for the
historian in late medieval and early modern times. Where China remains unchal-
lenged is in the continuity of the record, a continuity that allows for the contem-
plation of a long-term historical process in a way that was probably unrivalled
elsewhere until quite recent times. That this could possibly have made Chinese

realise that they were regarded in this light immediately rejected the very thought,
which was based on almost complete ignorance of Chinese sources.' For that
matter, the notion that China was trapped in a dynastic cycle of endless repetition,
while a variant of the ‘nothing happened’ thesis somewhat closer to Chinese ways
of thought, was promptly applied by the same scholar to non-Chinese history:

' Paul A, Cohen, Between Tradition and Madernity: Wang T'ao and Reform in Late Ch'ing China
(Cambridge. MA: Harvard University Press, 1974), pp. 151-2.
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if one wants to discover patterns of rise and fall, or pulses of ebb and flow, then
China is not the only place where such schemes can be constructed.

In fact, by the nineteenth century the classical Chinese cosmology that had

supported such a notion was already being rejected within the Chinese tradition.’
But it cannot be denied that it had a good run up to that period. That dynas-
ties rose and fell according to the sequence of the Five Phases or Agents (earth,
water, wood, fire, metal—the exact sequence was subject to variation) was an
idea that sunk quickly and apparently readily into the mainstream Chinese view
of history—in origin it would seem that the scheme is even pre-dynastic, and
certainly it attracted considerable debate during the two centuries BCE and two
centuries CE of the Former and Later Han dynasties.* Certainly, too, when the
time came to dispose of the Han, the succeeding dynasty took every step possible
to appear to be acting in accordance with their manifest destiny in taking up
the succession within this framework.® This dynasty was not, however, entirely
successful in managing the succession without opposition, since regional regimes
continued to hold out against them in the south and west, giving rise to the long-
remembered struggles of the Three Kingdoms period, which eventually prompted
the appearance of one of the first vernacular Chinese novels to highlight the
martial (especially the strategic) arts. And for all their desire to be seen to be
doing the inevitable thing, we know that when the tale of the Three Kingdoms
was already related to popular audiences in the eleventh century, in West China
at least the victories of the self-appointed successors of the Han were received
with loud indications of distress.® The notion of the succession of the Five Phases
in history was evidently accepted as perfectly natural in the environment that
produced these novels, yet it seems that the Chinese population even so did not
see themselves historically as trudging around unreflectively in circles like Pooh
and Piglet on the trail of woozles.’

This eleventh-century record also shows, incidentally, what we know from
earlier vernacular manuscripts: that Chinese audiences were in medieval times
exposed to quite detailed accounts of the history of late antiquity (and indeed
earlier antiquity) based on the work of professional historians writing in a literary
language, unlike their western counterparts, who might have had some names
like Macsen or Atli from the troubled times of late antiquity to marvel at, but

2 Cohen, Tradition and Modernity, pp. 132-3.

3 John B. Henderson, The Development and Decline of Chinese Cosmology (New York: Columbia
University Press, 1984), chs 5-9.

¢ Michael Loewe, ‘Water, Earth and Firc: The Symbols of the Han Dynasty’, Nachrichien der
Gesellschaft fiir Kultur und Geschichte Ost und Sudostasiens 129 (1979), 63-8.

S These cfforts are reviewed in Howard L. Goodman, 7% 'ao P'i Transcendent: The Political Culture of
Dynasty-Founding gt the End of the Han (Seattle, WA: Scripta Serica, 1998).

¢ Shelley Hsuch-lun Chang, History and Legend: Ideas and Images in the Ming Historical Novels
(Ann Arbor: The University of Michigan Press, 1990), pp. 37-8.

7 Chang, History and Legend, pp, 158-9, recapitulates the Five Phases scheme as an esscntial ingre-
dient in the worldview of the Ming vernacular novel.
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g:}:h;ng resemb.ling true history.* And already by medieval times the best Chinese
thei(; g.rs, esp]etélalll(y Ehose who achieved the greatest erudition in the sources at
18posal, took all the cyclical schemes with a pj i
: . | pinch of salt, remarking on th
great difference in the circumstances of'the rise and fall of dynasties, whi legtracing

;?IS 18 .31mp1y.the sad truth that sometimes in history the wrong side seems to win
: olne is E.ngllsh this aspect of history is unlikely to obtrude much in one’s histor-'
cfa ‘(I:onst():fousness, unless one is excessively Anglo-Saxon in outlook, or perhaps
ol'a Jacobite disposition, but historjans of i :

: : ! smaller nations, however obiecti
rational, will probably know the feeling. pective and

A Discourse of Discontinuity

We generallly do not think of the great Chinese people as susceptible to such senti
ments until the perceived humiliations of modern times.1° But in fact ther Sle-lm-
been some. quite spectacular discontinuities in Chinese history, though of latz (])dT3
a few outside observers have been impolite enough to point th’em out. Perha ?hy
most forcefully expressed is a brief essay by the Japanese Mongoiist Hidpsl o
Okada.. In the course of arguing for seeing the Chinese empire after the ed“r(;'
the period _Of Mongol domination in 1368 as in fact a local successor stateetn tl'(l)
?vor]d.emgnre of the Mongols, he gives a brief survey of Chinese history fr =
|n1pelt1al times." For Okada it is not until the composition of the first ?;atol?'l fre_
of(?hma, .the Shiji of Sima Qian, completed circa 100 BcE, that the Chgine . Oﬁi/
gchlevgd its Aﬁrst full imperial articulation—a state not of ,nationhond butszf‘")v Olr
tive unification under central control. In eschewing such anachronism he s a;
course not alone: the rather remote relationship in Okada’s view of this enti;S tO
any modern form of polity is in more recent scholarship treated in fact with e}\//er(l)

S‘nD;_VidLi.I[:ll;l)s?n. "The Wu Tzu-hsti pien-wen and lis Sources: Part |7
ofutes a1 (June 1980), 93-156; the second part of thic < in
i 4 3 56; part of this study points however, in thi
N : et . points out, however, that in this
e ::u. rn‘t;.hs?mluul also d‘m ved from u cultic tradition of the hero not recorded by hiswrhﬂl-: "
lin's | ‘lF:St.n‘r El‘a‘l .‘]_;‘r I—ink!arln Chan, *“Comprehensiveness” (T'tng) and “Change™ ( Pien) in M‘a :]'II.I.’JI:.
i‘;;,;,,e;,:. st h.“.‘Ughl .;n !}Iulc- lam Chan and W. Theodore de Bary (eds), Yiian Thought: Chines.
It daeligion under the Mongols (New York: Col i iversi - .
£ : Columbia University Press, 1082 29-8
ok i : ‘ Nex ersity Press, 1982), pp. 20-87,
-t 5’1 f:-;;::du,-l #} }Ftl|1hn s.huw‘s. suchl f_cclmgs prompted instant and sustained hisluriJ;S analogy:
f » vpeaking to History: The Story of Goujian in Tiventieth-Centiry China (Berkeley: Universit
of California Press, 2009). . el vty
0L et
Hideh ¢ ‘Chinaasa § ]
s t) u;; Okada, .C. hina as a Successor State to the Moengol Empire’, in Reuven Amitdi-Preuss and
- Morgan (eds), The Mongol Empive and Its Legacy (Leiden: Brill, 1999), pp. 26(1-72 l
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greater caution.'? Okada goes on to describe the fall of the Hzflin as r;dzlcllai :)l;z
original fifty million strong populatigg of thﬁ.e;n};/)lfrrz ;(1) ?hr:enrsrthveTrrnule i on hose
ranks were then augmented by out51‘ ers, chiefly : 2 .

; state to the Han was driven out of its northern heartland in the early
lr‘?)sjriﬁi:(;?tsuorry, it was able to establish itsel.f in the regign of ‘presen‘.cida:y len{:;tg]i
where a further succession of refugee regimes in semi-tropical §x1 eﬂﬂz:i el
a newly unified and reinvigorated north finally swept down and snu

ir in 589. i
due;to?gr;(;fiiaicty\/\:s a mere lack of an alternative model that at thls p(;m‘;l Z;i?id
the conquering Sui and the subsequent, more su'cce'ssful Tan.g. .retiglme h0the Olite
their empire in the terms of the template embodied in the Sh-l ﬁl,h}ouittem pS incz
they put together in fact only accorde{i far from neatly w1tf t lstpwial léve] ce
it preserved strong links with Inner Asian gultgre at the far ro(gn_ T e
political symbolism—Tlinks that are now begmpmg tlo be expl;)reH in }slad e de beén
To accept Okada’s implicit point that the 01?551;3 hfrtl}:;gfh(;f;ojrtha& AT

ely barbarised rather glosses over the tac '
:L(l)l?rzlztf n}c/)rth China had always used Chinfzs.e as a chancery languz}?et:la;(ri ;I‘;i:(—;(;
employed Chinese speakers to run their civil government, even 1f th  annies
continued to use a non-Chinese tongue, and so offered easy advancemell ti}(/m
those Chinese who mastered it."* Indeed, though we hegr of some small por o sl
of the national literature (guoyu) of the north ﬁndvmg written gxp.res(sjll(l)p, in gﬁt}r h;ils
to write (as opposed to give brief verbal orderi) \:/Ts:[ etr(;l :;,Ir::r 1ltr:Jl . :Less:l:r.ed o

inguistic continuit , bearing as it did an important li , ,
]t]hr;g(lil;stgi); (;?39 didynot linger in the psyche of adherents of Ehe Han l<t3gac)}/E lunr (:hi
same way as, say, would have been the case had a barba1.1s§d Wes 6:,2 ; -usl;_
extinguished Constantinople at this point. Even so, an\fva is in some s
fied as seeing it as a turning point with comparable 1mp11.cat10ns. I

He has considerably more foundation to his ass.ertlon, morzover,t. e,
second period of empire in China spanning twg rel.atwely stalble ifnas é?d ager

rated by a couple of generations of fragmentatlon' in the tenth cen uryorat,ion .

a sccond, briefer episode of retreat to the south, give way tg the m;orls)/l e

the entire territory of China into the much lgrger world empire of t € d(;ngChina

1279, though his argument that this gave rise to a late unpfer@ Eino.k e

that owed much to its origins as a Mongol successor state is lig ty]s ew‘ledged

a polemical fashion, rather than worked out at great length. The ackno

i ichac ; , China’s
12 See the introductory remarks of Michael Nylan in Mlchacl. Nyl‘tm and Ml:hdr)l Loe;we“fﬁgfz .
Earhr Empires: A Re-appraisal (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010), p. 3,
5 . . . . . . PR .u::l{.

use of the term “China’ lor this period is rejee ‘ )
"l‘ Jonathan Karam Skaff, Sui-Tang China and its Turko-Mongol Neighbors:
Comnections, 581-800 (New York: Oxford University Press, 2().!_). 071 s
M See Sima Guang, Zizhi tongjian 157 (Peking: Zhonghua shuju, 1957), p.

“ability in ¢ inesc language in the arnyy.

{ability in a non-Chinese language in t o ) !
?5 Lu wadonu Cong Pingcheng duo Luoyang (Taibet: Lianjing chuban jingye g
pp. 71-3.

o BT
Culture, Power, did

IS R ortance
2, for the imporld

ongsi, 1979)
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major turning point in Chinese history that took place in 1644 when the Manchus
broke into the heart of China and captured Beijing lies in any case outside the
scope of pre-modern Chinese historical thought, in that by the time, whatever the
private views of scholars, that it became possible to theorise openly as to why
it had happened, the framework of that analysis had become the modern one of
nationalism.'® It is at least true that at the level of institutions the Mongol conquest
had some indelible consequences. For aside from the later administrative innova-
tions to which Okada points as betraying Mongol influence, one can also point
to earlier institutional traditions such as the use of frequent amnesties to amelio-
rate the theoretical harshness of the law, which were a conspicuous feature of the
administration of justice under China’s middle empires but drastically reduced by
the non-Chinese successors (o the Tang in the north and thereafter by the Mongols

and all subsequent regimes.'” Another Mongol period innovation that deeply

affected at least half of the Chinese population during late imperial times was the

removal of the legal control by women over their marriage dowries, though in this

case the move conformed to the ideals of at least one portion of the Chinese male
population, the hard-line Neo-Confucians who belicved that putting women in
their place would restore the ideal world of antiquity.'t

Tracing the Way

The emulation of antiquity was a goal first clearly formulated in the sayings attrib-
uted to Confucius that provided, of course, one ready method for escaping the
misfortunes of history. If the entire story of mankind as known in China was one
of steady declinc from a Golden Age, then any specific upsets and disjunctions in
the succession of dynasties counted for little compared with the steady attrition
of ancient truth that was built into the passage of time anyhow. Given the strictly
limited amount of information that survived concerning antiquity, the urge to
reconstruct could incorporate without strain considerable intellectual innovation,

even In areas such as mathematics.'? Finding ways of recapturing the essential

" Covert analysis, however, might lake place disguised as analysis of Mongol rule: ¢f. John D.
Langlois, Jr, “Chinese Culturalism and the Yian Analogy: Seventeenth-Century  Perspectives',
Harvard Journal of Asiatic Studies 40 ( [980), 355-98. One or two more overt and hence unpublished
analyses that only came to wider attention in modern times are touched on below, The risks run by
those who ventured 1o articulate any eriticism of the Manchu state are cogently illustrated in Jonathan
Spence, Treasan hy the Book (London: Penguin Books, 2001},
" Brian E. McKnight, The Ouality of Mercy: Amnesties and Traditional Chinese Justice (Honolulu:
University of Hawai’i Press, 1981 ) ppe 94111,

" Bettine Birge, Women, Property and Confician Reaction in Sung
Cambridge University Press, 2002).

" Thus Karine Chuemla, *Antiguity in the Shape of a Canon: Views on Antiquity from the Outlook of
Muthematics’, in Dicter Kuhn and Helga Stahl (eds), Perceptions of Antiguity in Chinese Civilization
(Heidelberg: Edition Forum, 2008}, pp. 191-208,

and Yiian China (Cambridge:
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values of the past formed one of the chief diversions of Cor}fucian ltﬁlhmkers frtmor;
at least circa 800 onward, leading to the eventual formula.tlon of i:tﬁ e cc;n;e; o
daotong or ‘Transmission of the Way’, the dogma wherc;by itwasa ;me P
true mindset of the ancient sages embodied by Confucius and the rulers o -
whom he looked back could by strenuous moral and men.tal eﬂ’o.rt be recre}:]a e thn
the lives of his devout later followers.” Entire er.as of Chinese history liuc as ; e
complete Han and Tang periods could then be discarded as no l1]nc})1re th .ar;na slcl) 1;/{
tale of ignorant armies clashing in a clr(epuscular world on which the shining lig
ian Way had yet to break.
o tl%f:hgs(;nif(;lecellésmmay};,oundysomewhat mystical, but they may even sol.be;ead a?
one way in which individual scholars were able to respond to the imp }ic? 1onsl o
the reunification of 589. In the intellectual sphere these had beep somew ha ame 10(;
rated by the favouring of southerners and the qlc} southern heritage }1))],3 t tet son f: )
successor of the conqueror, and by similar policies under Fhe Tang. 1; E grea
An Lushan Rebellion of 755 saw another wave of [nner Asian influence brea upon
the Tang and imperil yet further the transmission of the Han cultural leg?lcy, ial;?zg
a period of intense soul-searching that faded only as the overall securi;cy situati 3
started to crumble irretrievably in the late ninth century. The Song, w (;) emergfe 1
from the subsequent chaos in the late tenth century, from the stgrt fac?e powtferﬂu
Khitan rulers to their north-east who had as much right to. the.mherllttemcet 0h e
Tang imperium as they did, so the reinforcerrTent' of such ahlstoqcal cl.a_lmT 0 1ve
re-established direct communication with ant1qu1t.y'mafie a certain po mc?1 sen: .
In fact the vicious factionalism of court politics in the late eleven‘F cent uiy
can be seen as fuelled by differing approaches t(.) the problem of reqeatmg a lru y
Chinese China, either by radically interventionist or more gradqallst approaI:: 1tehs,
while the consequent loss of power for some—and .perhaps Just. as muc t e
rewards of seeking merely local influence in a rapidly developing SO;IIG yf—r
favoured cultural rather than political pursuits. Qne can see, .for example,ttowti \c/)e
those seeking to convert wealth into prestige, high oﬁice m¥ght be Iessi ztl ?(;ion
than success in the expressive arts valued by the Chinese high cultu)ra:j tractl3d m,
chiefly poctry, painting and calligraphy. No wopder that some'ha;/ct,h e zhOIar’s
the late Song a ‘turning inward’ that made China the product o _ T Zin o
study, immune to any changes in the political lapdscape, up to and inc ulingthan
by foreign autocrats.** Cultural production may indeed seem more appealing

idered i arrett, Li Ao;
2 The origins of the notion—though not of the eventual lcmlfalrc cons:((!];r:}d in Tl. ;jgrr;or L
] ist, or Ne stan? (Oxford: Oxlord University Press, 2), pp. 9. For
Buddhist, Taoist, or Neo-Confucian? (O ; 5 D i ot o
s leadi 5 ¢ ishment of the term daotong as a convenient wi 1047
:nt developments leading to the eslablis i ‘ o, o
Li“;- ]:'n "thL |I:Im see Christian Soflel and Hoyt Cleveland Tillman, Cultural Authorit Smm’ P}m e
sulating the idea, $ vl A : !
IHH'mr'?rl' in China: Exploving Issues with the Zhongvong and the Daotong during the Song,
Yo Dynasties&S . Hans Steiner Verlag, 2012). .
Dyvnasties 4Stattent: Hans Steiner ) . o . o)
;‘)l”‘;;]OI' ihc attitude of the second Sui emperor, see Victor Xunrui Xiong, Emperor }:T:(?(d; of ol
Dynasty: His Life, Times, and Legacy (Albany: State University c.f F\lc\v :York Pr:c:*.s,";. : FT ’;[r‘) reelil
B2 la|I11L5 C -Liu China Turning tnward: Intellectual and Political Changes in the Lart
Cc.nrurv (Cambridge, MA: Harvard Universily Press, 1988).
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spiritual emulation of Confucius, but we should recall that the figure of Confucius
embodied the very idea of transmitting tradition through passing on learning, and
this gave the zealots an edge over the aesthetes in seizing intellectual control
over the processes of education, and ultimately the examination system that gave
access to office. No family could afford to support its more talented members in
cultural productivity without some office holder somewhere in its ranks to protect
its interests, with the result that late imperial China acquired a sheen of what
we term Neo-Confucianism, a way of thought that placed the aspiration to the
superhuman status of sage at the heart of its goals, confident that history could
be redeemed by the appearance of another Confucius capable of renewing the
Chinese tradition once again.

It would be wrong to suppose that such a conception met with universal
acclaim, especially from those more concerned with changing the world we live in
than rising above it.2* A number of similar schemes to the classic Neo-Confucian
one emerged in intellectual circles not simply in China but in Japan, where Chinese
culture was seen as part of the legacy that Japan had inherited, and they likewise
found reasons for finding discontinuities in cultural or spiritual life that did not
hinge on specific historical upsets. These tended, also in like fashion, to allow
some ages to be downgraded, especially against the glorious prospects of renewal
in the present: the great tradition in East Asia was rich enough to erect various
types of segmentation of history. In the long run therefore it fell to institutional
historians to protest that this type of approach ignored the continuous if gradual
change in institutions that they discerned in the record.** So for those who did not
feel free to rise above the sordid details of history, turning points such as 589 and
12779 remained much more visible, and one is obliged to ask how they coped.

Rao Zongyi and the Narrative of China

It is here that the research of Rao Zongyi (1917-) provides a very useful
conspectus of the possibilities. But before passing from preliminaries to address
the main aim of this chapter, we must first pause to introduce this scholar and his
work, concentrating on the book that provides us with a very convenient shortcut
to research within an all too vast field. For were we to review in any detail the
range of accomplishments of this long-lived and highly creative embodiment of
the Chinese tradition, we would have to pause to compile a very substantial tome.
Suffice it to be said that the one brief biographical notice that 1 have to hand
passes over entirely his contribution to historical research, celebrating instead his

T See notably Hoyt Cleveland Tillman, Utilitarion Confucianism: Cly'en Liang s Challenge 1o Chu

Hsi (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1982), ch. 5.

T Barrett, *China and the Redundancy of the Medieval', The Medieval History Journal 1:1
(1998), 73-89, deals with these schemes; note p. §2 for the deployment of a concept from institutional
history to query one such construet.
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contributions to artistic production.*® Rao, however, has not oply sustained the
Chinese cultural tradition through his own talents but also studies .the langu}?;tggs
of the ancient Middle East and South Asia, so that he has been equ?ppedfv(\int te
broadest possible framework within which t.o consider the succession o ynle:so y
after dynasty throughout Chinese history. It is unfortunate that his T?Steli\éor.re nt
this subject, Zhongguo shixue shang zhi :hengf‘ong lun, or Theories oi}‘t gi. tc
Succession in Chinese Historiography, is unlllfely ever to bc? tra;‘ls1 Ia e dmbo
English, in that it consists primarily of a ﬁft?/-nlne—page overv-lew ) (ziv\./ed Z
over three hundred pages of original materials.”* But even the pve1v1ew, and indee
the brief initial preface explaining the origins of the work in the Yale.c_omPara-
tive historiography seminar of Arthur Wright (1913-1976), are all wrltte':n n gn
economical but fluent Classical Chinese, so that would-be experts on China w lo
believe that learning some Mandarin will be enough to grant them access to all
know will find it impossible to use. . i
theyTrllE:(i;i(:ght strike us as a somewhat quixotic way of affirming trgdlt;og at1 .the
expense of intelligibility—a defence of the valueslof our own.classwa 1(i1v1llsa-
tion written in Latin would have had, one fears, l1ttl§ impact in 1976? ct]a (E}e
now. But the analogy is far from perfect. This may be illustrated by the inva lua e
recollections of Frederick Mote (1922-2005), the .only Anglopbmz;a scholar -to
have undertaken a course in history in a pre-1949 Chinese university.”’ [n the e?1‘131
1940s university teachers could assume that their students could read hlStO)I ijca
sources in Classical Chinese with complete eas§, so that for professors oflthc‘ . ay
the practice of presenting their ideas in the medium (‘)f.comme.ntary on co ect'1tc')ns
of materials—for reasons of concision and for stylistic C.OHSIS'[CnC)/ also er- 111%
the commentary in Classical Chinese—was one tha.t constituted a perfe)ctly4n0atu}:z.1
continuation of existing intellectual traditions. During the course ofthc 1940s t tIS
situation changed, so that by 1960 this medium had become a.forelgn Iangtgtge 0
students, even in Taiwan. It was, however, still a langl.lage w@ely used a1‘1 rlsz)/;tla
more widely understood. Even in the People’s Republic of Chulla,. where in e
political circumstances demanded greater study gf some e;arly nmth—ce}t:tt.lr)'/ \::/ilwr
ings, radical elements were quite happy to publish a major work on t eir cl.l g
that had been produced by one of the greatest twentlel.h-cel?.tury prgcht@rg 9
Classical Chinese style, and that was also therefore wrltt.en in Qlasswal “-nTS ;
and also primarily in the form of commentary on Classical Chinese materials.

3 Michacl Sullivan, Modern Chinese Artists: A Biographical Dictionary (Berkeley: University of
“alifornia Press, 2006), p. 133, o — syl
Edg{:: r’."/_lungyi. .?J:rmggr.']n shixue shang zhi zhengtong lun (I.-.lt{ng Kong: Ijoi]:lg.m:..n :l::;d;;l:},,];:?;: -
* The following remarks are based on Frederick Mote, I(..hmn :.-m!_ the . m:rl .-m 1.(11()). pp, e
Tiventieth Century: A Personal Memoir (Primeeton, NJ: Prmct?lun l]m‘vcra{ty | u,.ﬂux,l., [ i“‘ 7{.} s
% The political interpretations affecting Cultural Rc»_fulmmn period 1nlc‘r}3;L I.“(C.:l rhm;dmc. =
(773-819) are briefy explained in Tien-wei Wu, Lin Biao and the Gang of Fowr

P : . _9: Zhang Shizhao
Edwardsville: University of Southern Illinois Press, 1983), pp. 4, 5?'._8.'. JII‘Jlj 133:’. [,-(l/ hang
(1881-1973); Lit wen zhivao (Beijing: Zhonghua shuju, I.'J?I). pp. i, is F]:l'!\‘ﬂ.t;l e eacltn
rial preface briefly lamenting his lack of Marxist perspective, but seems (o have otherwis

with an edito-
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Rao’s intellectual home at New Asia Col lege, now the Chinese University of Hong
Kong, was associated with a commitment to the Chinese tradition that eschewed
the more revolutionary options available in mid-twentieth century Chinese histor-
ical thinking, but it was by no means for that reason reactionary or obscurantist,2

The following remarks, then, are intended to make Rao’s compilation better
known by drawing in a highly sclective fashion on some of the patterns that
emerge from its contents; no pretence is made here to do Jjustice to the possibilities
that it offers; the hope is simply that others may be stimulated to make more use
of it. This is not the first occasion upon which his materials have been deployed
to illuminate matters of legitimacy in East Asia, since the late Hok-Jam Chan
(1938-2011) drew on both Rao’s work and other Chinese writing in the same vein
to examine some sources from the twelfth-century Jurchen Jin dynasty. Though
Chan gives an excellent summary of the relevant non-Jin material as part of the
background to his main focus, his work is chiefly addressed to fellow scholars
working on the northern opponents of the Song. ¥

Narratives of Correct Succession

Rao’s book opens with a consideration of the relationship between theories of
correct succession and the chronicle form. In fact, though there had been chroni-
cles in early China, and the First Emperor had famously tried to ensure (with some
success) that only the version of history written in his own native state survived,
allowing no other perspectives on his rise to power, the template for later histories
created in Sima Qian’s Shi ji, already mentioned, was by no means so straightfor-
ward. Court chronicles are included, but so are treatises on technical matters such
as the calendar, tabulated information, separate narratives for the states eliminated
by the First Emperor and a whole wealth of biographical and even ethnographical
information, in all a massive assembly of half a million characters (over thrice
as much if later commentators are included) that had to be read in toto, or pref-
erably memorised, in order to grasp the full contours of any particular event.’!
Memorisation would not have been impossible—the King James Bible, formerly
memorised by the devout, is under eight hundred thousand words, though in
China one would probably have committed at least a hundred thousand characters

-
unscathed—thanks no doubt 1o sound personal connections with Mao Zedong himself,

* See Mote, China and the Vocation of History, pp. 115-51, for o magisterial survey, and note that
Rao’s interest in archaeology marks him as to a degree rather less narrowly a traditionalist than Qian
Mu (1895-1990), the founding figure in New Asia College.

" Hok-lam Chan, Legitimation in Imperial China: Discussions under the
(1115-1234) (Seattle: University of Washington Press, 1081).

"' This work has so far defeated complete translation into English, though a project is under way under
the direction of William H. Nienhauser Jr that should see a complete version appear in due course from
Indiana University Press with the title The Grand Scribe s Records.
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from the ‘Confucian Classics’ to memory 'ﬁrst before st.arting on hlstori.; 11(;[
is not surprising therefore that histories bullt.around'a single narratllv?~ sm -
have maintained their appeal: one particularly lt?ﬂuentlal. early exampde ro o
second century cE is prefaced by the information that it was draftef usm‘gS e
new technology of paper, a medium that allowed p!g:nty of. scope t0r sc(l)s;e ?}:
and paste editing to construct that continuous thread.” The disadvan atgzsthat z
chronicle form were of course also understood, and Thomas Lee has no'el ty
the twelfth century the practice had arisen of rfeshaplng c’h.rlonhlcle mati‘rla S0 as to
follow particular topics through ‘from b'egmmng to end ]lSh; benmor.tain =
Tying a narrative to calendar time in any case allowed for a ccle t ing;gh
room over questions of legitimate succession, since the lunar e emen o e
Chinese calendar required the insertion of an intercalary month from tlin; oO ime
to adjust to the solar year.™ This provided. a handy analogy to accourll_{ ord Ic]z:-
sional usurpations, such as that which div1deq the Former and Laterf En y ;
ties, which were dealt with as ‘intercalations’ in t}}e regular progress l0 t € co;rtehc
sequence of powers. Rao finds an example f)f this usage in the evz}tua tl;): :vente
Han usurpation by the next historian after Sima, writing not long after 1 fs
described.’ He immediately notes too, howev‘er, that the same.hlstonan ats;). reaf-
firms the legitimacy of the dynasty by claim.n?g its g.eneaFoglcal .cli.esc:n 1031) a
god-like sage. This sort of affirmation of leg1t1.11.1acy is qg]te familiar rom 0 ler
cultures, and had a firm place in Chinese political practice, .encompassmgfa SO
invaders from the north, who liked to point to some remote Chinese sage as a fore-
father, and it even perhaps provided a model fgr J apan that has prgvleg hy_et morﬁ
enduring.’” There is, however, a suspicion that in earlier, pr.e-lmperla N 1ma suca
claims were made with a frequency that brought them and 1'ndeed mytho o%cy atsh
whole into some disrepute.™ This would no doubt account in some degree for the

alternative type of ‘legitimacy by period” here described.

- . I senth-
2 Estimates lor the memorisation required (or the Confucian curn(l:ul'um were ma.dn, in scvlc;l:g?m
centilry Japan and are translated in X. Zhou, The Wisdom of the Confucians (Oxford: Oneworld, 2001),
. 174-5, ‘ - . -
RpClhi-yun Ch’en, Hsiin Yiieh: The Life and Reflections of an Early Medieval Confircian (Cambridg
bridge University Press, 1975), p. 84. . kone 1
C‘ag]cc Tl%om'ls H. Lee (ed.), The New and the Multiple: Sung Senses of the Past (Hong Kong g
u University Press, 2004), p. 188. o -
EO:IZ l’tl:ng Yok}:: Li. Oi and Shu: An Introduction to Science and Civilisation in China (Hong J4
Hong Kong University Press, 1985), p. 153.

% Rao, Zhengtang, p. 5. A ' ] s
3 IThl(')l, Bzmﬁll’ ‘ééhlionto and Taoism in Early Japan’, in John Breen and Mark Teeuwen (eds),

: - 5 Chan notes. howeven
in History: Ways of the Kami (Richmond: Curzon Press, l'Ul:lU], pp. 13-31. As (hjurin A
Lc;,-:'rx.umln'rm p 32, the usurper who divided the Han in hall made thclﬁr&t maove ot ubvcry encour-
era in claimingsgenealogical justification for his supplanting of the ruling house—nc
“ il £

: rcedent for China, A o - - cordl]
I.lié':;ggplr)t:\rid Hawkes, ‘The Heirs of Gaoyang', as reprinted in his collected essays, John l\é(l)ng. o
o ” ) A S / i o § it ] o4 3
Siu-kit \’C’ung (eds). Classical, Modern and Humane: Essays in Chinese Literature (Hong

Kong University Press, 1980), pp. 205-228.
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In any case, the notion of intercalation was such a useful ploy for ignoring
regimes of which one disapproved that we soon find it being recycled again. The
West Chinese audiences of the eleventh century referred to already were antici-
pated in their disapproval of the ostensibie successors of the Han by at least one
historian living under the regime that effectively supplanted them by a military
coup in the late third century; for all their efforts at securing a public legitimacy,
the Han successors were now simply dismissed as a mere intercalary episode. It
was their rivals, by this point safely defeated, and incorporated into the empire
of the family who had launched the coup, who had had right on their side in
their day.** When that empire split up into a southern refugee court and a wild
profusion of competing non-Chinese regimes in the north, the latter seem to have
believed for the most part that might was right. Southerners sometimes asserted
their legitimacy on the basis that they had supposedly inherited the great impe-
rial seal of the First Emperor.* Such concrete tokens of imperial succession were
highly regarded but all too easy to forge; their use has continued into modern
times in China and in Inner Asia too, without settling any historical uncertainties
Over correct succession.*' At the same time, trying to fit one’s dynasty into the
five-part sequence amongst a welter of competing claims was by no means easy,
especially in the more fragmented North.

Beyond Simple Intercalation

Such rapid supposed rotation of the cycle of the Five Phases in fact seems to have
prompted the notion of more drastic remedies. One can well sympathise with
the historians of the Tang dynasty who concluded that perhaps it would be best
to consider themselves the direct successors of the Han dynasty.* Dismissing
four centuries as amounting to nothing more than an intercalary moment was
a bold move, but by the eighth century a necessary one, since by then the Tang
too had suffered a usurpation, and that by a woman, Emperor-Empress Wu, who
had instituted her own dynasty from 690 to 705. This of course was unprece-
dented, and something much worse than an intercalary episode, so it was simply
excluded from consideration and passed over in silence. Fortunately her sons
through whom she had initially exercised her rule survived her reign, so it was
Just affirmed that the elder had continued his reign throughout her dynasty and

" See the essay on this topie in Rao, Zhengtong, pp. 61-2; cf, Chan, Legitimation, pp. 33-4.

WL F L. Jenner, Memorics of Lovang: Yang Hstian-chil and the lost capital (493-534) (Oxlord:
Clarendon Press, 1981), p- 201,

" Frangoise Aubin, “To Impress The Seal: A Technological Transfer’, in Isabelle Charleux, Grégory
Delaplace, Roberte Hamayon and Seott Pearce (eds), Representing Power in Ancient Inner dsia:
Legitimacy, Transmission and the Sacred (Bellingham: Western Washington University, 2010),
pp. 161-207. T am most grateful to the author for sending me a copy of this fascinating cssay.

© Chan, Legitimation, p- 34, pives a quick overview.

' Rao, Zhengtong, p. 25; Chan, Legitimation, p. 36.
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resumed it thereafter. Invaders from outside might bef brought into cpnsuée;_altlon
within the Five Phase scheme, especially if they cla.lrr.lc?d some an(;:ent Ir:;ei
ancestry, but a female dynasty was simply not a po.smblhty, and so tbe Ilsurpa o
was, as far as | am aware, with the slight exceptions t.ouchefi on e.zw, nee t
acknowledged or discussed in this context. A ggneral.pohcy of least sai 1; :lcl)otnths
mended’ seems to have been applied to the entire eplsOQe, W%th_the resul. ! a ie
Empress-Emperor’s dynasty to this day may be sought in vain in most listings in
inese or foreign.
tethAof(t)el:(rs;(t:":rThesr swift rotition of dynasties following the collapse of the .Tgng;
the term ‘intercalary’ began to look somewhat forced, rather far from its origina
meaning of a short adjustment inside a smoother aqd more regular seiquen(j.e.
Thus ‘intercalary status’, in a government-sponsored 1nst1tut10na! enc;yc opaellla
of the early eleventh century put together to preserve d.ocumentatlon ;(?md?zr lei
ages, turns out to cover ten dynasties worth of matepal—and even tdls i n(t)
include local regimes not deemed worthy of dynastic sta.tus, 'whc.)se (;((:)ugen S
were placed in yet another section.* One'weu-known hlstorlap 11.1f1'0 ‘se‘e::;:
fore proposed in a lengthy review of the situation that a term signi ym% v
ance’ or ‘interruption’ should be used instead, fra.u?kly acknowledgmg pas f;r[l:(? s
when no government could be considered legl.tlmate; ﬁddl.mg. abc})]ut V\}/: ldlge
Phase theory was a late development not sanctioned by anthult.y.t zllt ds ou elzc
abandoned.” But prompting autocracies to abandon handy.polmca. evucc:l§]<)t
this sort was not something that any scholar could su.cceed in overnight, Wdl ; ,
as indicated already, historians writing in the chromcl‘e format also foun. .t €
convention useful in fixing a main thread for tl?eir narrative. The most prestciglous
model adopted in this context was to run legitimacy through the south}(:rnS }ilnas;s(;
ties during the period of disunion up to 589, and then declare that t. et u )
its successors had picked up the thread. This was arguably thf.: case in §r11:§ 0
cultural history, but as a solution it glossed over tk}e fact that Sui-Tang 14r:st1tu ions
were in many cases innovations made by non-Chinese nor.thern rulers. o
But there was more to the doctrine of correct succession than mere narra'lvcl
convenience. Political expedients also weighed heavily during a period v;/]heg I‘l;’:e
emperors divided China between north and south, though of coursedtt ; lc;\; )
of declaring a dynasty ‘intercalary’ was open to anyon'e to use, .an € ltLthe
rials studied by Hok-lam Chan show that the Jurchens did not hes1t2}11te to }]:;n o
Song in that category.”’ He is probably right to suggest, however, that fw‘Corrcct
Mongols brought this situation to an end they found the whole scheme o

" Rao, Zhengtong hun, pp. 28, 71. . ; o

5 Chan, Legitinttion, p. 39; Rao, Zhengtong lun, pp. 82,83, L = 906, Part |
 Denis T\‘vitchull, Cambridee History of China, Volume 3: Sui-T ulug ('.hn'm, 5]89d)(: :; o
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1979), pp. 10-11. On the histories involved, s

Chan, Legitimation, p. 39. i

47 Chan, Legitimation, p. 81, and cf. p. 159.
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Succession’ theory too parochial for their visions of world domination, and prob-
ably too open to contestation for their tastes also.*

This did little to discourage private historians from continuing to toy with
the matter for several centuries, producing, as Rao’s corpus of materials shows,
enough relevant discourse to satisfy the requirements of several doctorates. The
continued value of a conception of the historical succession of dynasties that
allowed some to be discounted proved, for instance, extremely useful after 1449,
when the Mongols, though cjected from their rule of China in the preceding
century, took the opportunity of capturing a particularly rash emperor of the Ming
dynasty who had been indulging in pointless campaigning away from his capital,
Anti-Mongol sentiment flared into life. leading to a distinct shift in the contempo-
rary historiography of the period of foreign domination. For one historian of the
sixteenth century, however. expressions like ‘intercalary’ were not strong enough:
for all the unity that the Mongols may have brought China, theirs was a ‘history
beyond history’, in the sense that it Just did not count. Hegel would no doubt
have been proud of him, woozle hunter or not. But the very possibility that some
Chinese historian might promote such a notion after the Manchu conquest of 1644
seems to have prompted the new rulers to encourage the doubts about the long-
established cosmological basis for such assertions that were now gaining ground.
Or this at least is one construction that may be placed on the imperial comments
from the late eighteenth century that one finds prefaced to the republication of
the debates held in Jurchen times, which reaffirm the eleventh-century suggestion

that the scheme cannot be found earlier than the Han and so lacked the authority
of antiquity.*

Correct Succession Reconsidered

Now if we look back from this point at which the idea of correct succession
received its official stamp of disapproval from an emperor whose ancestors had
in 1644 interrupted Chinese history in the most traumatic of ways, forcing on the
Chinese the wearing of a hairstyle that signified their subjection, we find very
little in Rao’s collection of sources to suggest that any earlier conquest had been
regarded as marking a major discontinuity. But there is one significant excep-
tion, for a work was discovered in 1639 that purported to be the testament of an
artist who had lived through the Mongol conquest and who was known to have
continued to express elliptically in his art opposition to the new regime. Doubts
as to the authenticity of this document are by no means resolved, but if it does not

" Chan, Legitimation, p. 125,

" This episode is treated on p. 253 of T. H. Barrett, *Qubilai Qa'an and the Historians: Some Remarks
on the Position of the Great Khan in Pre-modein Chinese Historiography”, in Reuven Amitai-Preiss
and David O, Morgan (eds), The Mongol Empire anet its Legacy (Leiden: Brill, 1999), pp. 250-9.

* Chan, Legitimation, pp. 144-5.

BEREEEEES i c




272 T. H. Barrett

reflect on the events of 1279, then it must hav.e been written in strong.anf'lt!ctlpa-
tion of the events of 1644.>' Here we find a plain acknowledgment that m. hls tory
winners are not necessarily right, and losers are n9t necessa?ll.y V\}/]roncg, flS ior-
ical writing is like litigation (i.e. things can go against you); it is t e onh.u: an
Classics that are like laws (i.e. immutable).’?> We also find a contmpou§ is ;)rl};
in which, after the Han dynasty, only the re'centl)./ defeatf?d Songf1bs gtivgn u1
approval as legitimate: the rest is a sorry tale, in which the victory o far ?r(lis::itg
589 and even the usurpation of the Emperor-Empress Wu are all confronte
53

com}iﬁi :Eilzllflszsﬁnd an almost complete concord between history Wr1'tmg arl;d
the Neo-Confucian ‘Transmission of the Way’. History 18 nqt bunk, bu; it .canthe
unedifying, for century after century. Given their common aim of pr’1v1 egmgt ?e
rule of the Song, the sole difference that now separat.es the hlStOI‘la'(} s concep }(])
‘Correct Succession’ from the philosopher’s ‘Succe?ssmn of the Way concle.rns t e
status of the Han period. The Neo-Confucians, oriented towgrfis self-cu thé{l:thIl
and the achievement of a correct consciousness as a pref:ondmon for thse re .o;m
of society, could afford to ignore the entire imperl.al perl'od before the ingl, or
those who took the institutional embodiment of China seriously, and especially an
embodiment that had successfully discovered hon to fend off external aggressori
in the first part of its dynastic span, the Han p.r0v1ded a template f?r gove]rntmelz
that could not be ignored.™ With this exception, the cor?cept of ‘interca lall 10n(;
introduced to account for the passing anomaly of usurpation, has now swallowe

inese imperial history. .
"’ h/il:doileihfl{r:zs ZonZyi’s remarks on this b'old, original and profoundl‘i/. pes:(;
mistic patriot are full of approbation, even if he does quote a later critic were
points out that the Song seizure of power at the st.art of the dynasty was, ast;l. rr;eXt
military coup of a praetorian elite, scarcely a glorlops r’noment..The v1snc;117 18 o
presents of a China that achieves ‘Correct Succession’ only with the achievem

j ies : Stei 319, for
S See Herbert Franke (cd.), Sung Biographies: Painters (Wiesbaden: Stcmcn]'. :97|6)t, rE)p_ ]:()ught ¥
V o ish that have soug
i i i i 1 have consulted two articles in English ALl
the artist. Since first drafting this essay, \ ; B
ici ¥ S e and an unpublished doclorate that argu ‘
casl doubt on the authenticily of the source an e (h ! i
hood of it being a genuine reflection of late thirteenth-century thought. Rao hlmzcli provédfikd .
‘ i i ic H iti "the text and a very delailed ¢
i K d hinese that supplics both an edition of y
calligraphy for a 2001 work inC ' e e ]
v ing its reliabili ile it seems unlikely that Rao was mistaken ir Jjudg| EHE :
for accepting its reliability. While i : e ]
adli [t —kindly provided to me by Christoph Ha .
ledly cursory reading of the 2001 study ' D e
cntii/cly pur:[mdc me that the (ext cannot have been tampered with between rediscovery and p
tion, so | have not altered my summary of the matler. )
2 Rao, Zhengtong lun, p. 36, citing a passage reproduced on p. [09.
3 Rao, Zhengtong lun, pp. 107-9. o e oo
* For the impottance of the Han as creators of'a textual template that maslt. the 1econs.lgtll:(?nuniwrsny
ossible, sce Mark Edward Lewis, Writing and Atithority in Early China .(Albnny. : ﬂlru D Coi
El‘l]\‘cw ;(ork Press, 1999), pp. 351-65; for the Han success against aggression, se¢ Nl(f(‘) 2Cf.mbridgel
Ancient China and its Enemies: The Rise of Nomadic Power in East Asian History (C4
Cambridge University Press, 2002), ch. 6.
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of sagely rule seems to him so appealing, so uninfluenced by speculations later
than the Song dynasty, that he cannot see it as inauthentic,

In fact there would seem to be at least one figure

of the early sixteenth century
who does discuss female rule

and the identity of the viewpoints of the historians
and philosophers in discarding large sections of bad history, and whom Rao duly
notes in passing.* After 1 644, too, among the opponents of the new regime whose
works had to await the overthrow of Manchu rule in 1911 to be published at all,
we find the vanity of any concept of succession in the face of the fact of foreign
rule more or less admitted, something Rao describes as deeply painful.*” But in
shifting away from summarising one or two of the strands of thought that he
touches upon in his own summarising to focus on his reactions, we have to turn,
finally, to the date of the composition of his collection.

Rao’s Narrative in Retrospect

In the years between the inception of his project in 1970 and its publication in
1977, China had been in the midst of the Cultural Revolution, culminating in the
death of Mao and the fall of the Gang of Four, a period of ever deepening uncer-
tainty and chaos during which the past heritage of China had been denounced
and destroyed, along with all too many of its citizens, including many of the
brightest and best. Domiciled all too close to this chaos in Hong Kong, and deeply
concerned about the fate of the cultural tradition that his own art and scholarship
continued to uphold, the fate of Chinese civilisation was of more than academic
concern to him. Even in the late twentieth century the issues raised but never
resolved by the concept of ‘Correct Succession’ remained pressing.”* A glance at
Google shows that they remain important even today, though within the especially
barbarous environment of our own times the term for ‘Correct Succession’ is also
used as a translation for concepts such as ‘orthodoxy’ or “traditional” as used in a
number of other contexts from religion to cooking. How are we to make sense of
all this ceaseless Chinese activity attempting to make sense of the past?
In a time of acute social change and political disintegration, Confucius—or
at least the Confucius retrospectively constructed by the surviving texts—defined
the cultural legacy that was worth preserving and passing on. This was in part

“ Rao, Zhengtong lun, p. 37,

* See the essay in Rao, Zhengtong lin, pp. 152-3, and Rao’s summary, p. 4; for the author, sce L.
Carrington Goodrich and € haoying Fang, Dictionary of Ming Biograply, 13681644 (New York:
Columbia University Press, 1976), pp. 15315,
 Note Rao, Zhengtong lun, p. 46, commenting on pp. 192
Monograph on this figure, examining his deep interest in cyclical change, finds him much more posi-
tive: Alison Harley Black, Man and Nature in the Philosophical Thought of Wang Fu-chifr (Scattle:
University of Washington Press, 1989), pp. 53-4. Wang’s dates are 16191692,

" Note that Hok-lam C han, Legitimation, p

p. 132-7 and notes, covers the use of the terminology of
succession into the twentieth century as far as Taiwan in 1980,

-3. Bul notc also, however, that onc
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textual, in part a matter of performing music and ritual, and its guiding principles
were humanistic and ethical. Somehow, despite everything, enough survived into
a new era of political integration to form the core of a well-defined curriculum,
something that the new empire could subscribe to as a high culture opposed both
to the culture of its alien enemies and even more to its many subjects who adhered
to local cultures that lacked the linguistic and literary base to challenge the main-
stream. When the empire fell, even when substantial population movements
changed East Asia considerably, that curriculum—perhaps due to the introduc-
tion of paper, which made anything worth copying easier to transmit—remained
the concomitant of empire, even when empire spoke with new and alien accents.
Yet by the start of the ninth century it became clear that imperial patronage was
not enough, and the curriculum came to be reformulated as the possession of
its upholders as individuals, something that made it stronger than any regime,
stronger than anything but a rival culture of greater sophistication and depth.”
This proved a formula that worked well into the twentieth century, even as the
old political concomitant of that culture, the empire first associated with it in Han
times, emerged as all too vulnerable to conquest. It is the story of empire that Rao
tells, but in tandem with a story of culture that in the long run absorbs it, leaving
the “Correct Succession’ something subject to the ebbs and flows of history rather
than an ever-transmitted imperium.

Now the great wave of European culture has broken upon China, dissolved
into a materialistic frenzy without humanistic values, what next? Some of the
generation that witnessed the cataclysm of 1644 seem to have put their faith in the
cycles of history, broadly and (for reasons of political prudence) none too specifi-
cally conceived, especially since in retrospect all looked fairly negative since
the First Emperor.® Cyclical ways of thinking are doubtless not extinct, but the
unidirectional thrust of Marxism has conquered Chinese history for now at least,
both in Beijing and Taibei. But one way of reading Rao’s materials is to see the
hypnotically attractive notion of ‘Correct Succession’ as a thread to tie all Chinese
history together, detaching itself progressively from outdated cosmological and
quasi-calendrical schemes, to exist at some invulnerable ideal level. And the very
reason why both the Communists and Guomindang applied so much energy to
adapting the Marxist scheme to Chinese history in the middle of the twentieth
century perhaps lies with the efficient manner in which it disposes of bad history
ever since primitive communism, making even Confucius a mistake and allowing
for a fresh yet deeply ancient new start.”'

# Charles Hartman, Han Yu and the T'ang Search for Unity (Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press, 1986). » ,
“ W. Theodore De Buary, Waiting for the Dawn: A Plan for the Prince (New York: Columbia University
Press, 1993), pp. 6-11.

o0 Avil Dirlik, Revolution and History: Origins of Marxist Historiography in China, 1919~
(Berkeley: University of Calilornia Press, 1978).
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Noyv, though, Confucius is back. How much history shall we h
great civilisation, surely nothing less than five thousand year,
should be done about those invaders? Should we not dec[a:‘e
mere s.e.condary phenomenon, less culturally advanced and hence easily Sinicis
;Tnnormes, forerunners of those destined to tag along behind the Han fac;r:lfilii::{
1;\;Z’lsong teangtllgh, we shall all ﬁn.d out.“' Meanwhile perhaps a few doctorates on

ma erials will help to fill in the time usefully. For any doctoral candidat
t(? learn C]gsswal Chinese is a massive undertaking, especially given the fi .
01a1.constramts now undermining historical research. Yet some have achie= rfljal']_
agalnst all the odds. More now need to Join them, if we are to make :Imw:-‘ .
of Iwhat the past is now in the process of becoming for our f'e-llo\af-hislm?; i in
C‘hfnese Iﬂl]tfls, and for all their compatriots who seek their present identit E'mstlln
Clhme‘se heritage. The work of Rao Zongyi does, however. lna;k a good I};m fi )
hlles.torla.ns comi1.1g from outside that heritage to start. His st’udy is nogt the f;nl(;em?;
Eisj;s -l(]nd’f?jtll]t~ it was speC|ﬁca!!y carried .OUt at the prompting of a non-Chinese

: rlajn of hina. That is why it has been introduced here, in the hope that Arthu
Wright’s original purpose in asking for its compilation, so that non-Chinese mighi

secure a better-informed understandin “hi i
. g of how Chinese history w i
might one day be fulfilled. e

ave? For g
s will do? And what
them in hindsight 4

"l Q‘I,Ll.hmcxc history an unappealing prospect, the first forty pages
st ing China: New Understandings of Chinese History (Lanham, MD:
are designed to provide a corrective to undue oversimplification.




