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1. Introduction

The two book Hanxue Shangdui %7 % and Shulin Yangzhiwas & M5 f# were
written by the famous scholar Fang Dongshu 77 5 f#f who is known as the defender

of Song learning in Qing dynasty, Fang Dongshu wrote these two book in purpose to
defend the Song learning of Confucian classic study, and through criticizing the
approaches and attitude many scholars had, he blamed that this is caused by the trend
of neglecting the Song learning while supporting the Han learning which were very
popular among the great classics scholars at that time.

The book Hanxue Shangdui is famous for the learner of Chinese classics history,
and the book Shulin Yangzhi would be less famous, but it is still an important book
that also shows the different attitude that Fag Dongshu has, and we could also see the
change of Song learning had at that time, and this is exactly the value Shulin Yangzhi
has. This essay is aim to have a discussion about the comparison of differences and

lai=]

similarities of Hanxue Shangdui 7 £%7 %8 and Shulin Yangzhiwas & 45 1.

2. The Differences

2.1. The Purpose and Attitudes

The purpose of Hanxue Shangdui is to criticize the Han learning and defend the



Song learning, and the words or theory Fang Dongshu used are somehow radical and
emotional. Although the name of this book sounds very calm and rational which
means to have a consideration about the Han learning, and Fang Dongshu himself
also claimed that he wrote this book aimed to ‘fix the mistakes that Han learning has

through collecting the arguments with the knowledge I barely know about’ (it %1 ik

FiTi, BI6 FEEam, TMAEFLJS)!, but it just like an scholar wrote in his essay: ‘If we would ever

read a little the Hanxue Shangdui, it is not difficult to discover that the calm attitude that Fang
Dongshu showed in his introduction were not able to carry on in his context. If he was just
calmly discussing about how to take both Han leaning and Song learning to fix the mistkes that
Han learning made, then it is hard for us to explain the emotional words and personal attack

throughout this book.’> For example, he insult Dai Zhen # % was doomed to have no children
after death which is definitely not a coincidence since Dai Zhen criticized Cheng Yi F£H and
Zhu Xi 8. (B RTT BRI R, FRARE . ORI S ilae, ehh Rl L& AR )3, So,
although Fang Dongshu said the purpose of Hanxue Shangdui is to taking both Han and Song for

academic reason, but scholars nowadays would more prefer the idea of he wrote this book to

attack Han learning and defend the Song learning.

As for the Shulin Yangzhi, it is considered that it was written by Fang Dongshu
at the same time with Hanxue Shangdui, since both book quoted each other in the

text. Unlike the emotional text Fang used in Hanxue Shangdui, Fang Dongshu has

1 Zhang Shuhong 5k #{ 4L, ‘Hanxueshangdui Yu Qingzhongye De Hansong
Zhizheng V7 SLELE R EE L . SR 3%,  Nankai Xuebao R (2%
HEFEZR), 1001-4667 (2004) 01-0037-09, p.38.

? Original text: “(HILAIIHEE CEEZRGR) SAHER - JTRBITE (Fy1) hRBL RV EEE
B2 A BRI MR Z L F o A5 SR AR B B8 A EFRE - REUBCR
B0 R R T R R CEEERE ) AVRIBETARCK - Pt fREEEE A Lt
HEIEEmEHhE N Griee From Zhang Shuhong R 4[, ‘Hanxueshangdui Yu
Qingzhongye De Hansong Zhizheng 547 fo BliE th 35 (18 | RZ ', Nankai Xuebao Fg/i4#
(T ERAER), 1001-4667 (2004) 01-0037-09, p.38.

% Zhang Shuhong 3R/ 4L, ‘Hanxueshangdui Yu Qingzhongye De Hansong Zhizheng 5 £2 7 & Bl
TEHEENE . RZF, Nankai Xuebao FFH52#K (T34 g #142/%), 1001-4667 (2004)
01-0037-09, p.38.



changed his opinion and attitude in Shulin Yangzhi. Although he still criticized the
Han learning, he had also criticized the attitudes that many scholars had then:
‘Scholars today lack basic knowledge and attitudes. They often try to write a book
even they got nothing to say nor concept to propose. When they find out that they
could write nothing, while age grows, they would take other’s opinions and
plagiarize or criticize other’s opinions in a ridiculous way. When they done the book,
they ask someone famous to write an introduction for the book, then use it to brag
with the family and others.”* (42 2%, WRHGRHE, H.O MR, SHTEGE, MRk
Fo HAHERE, SOBUURA AL, K ANERTY, R, BESHR. 50 M,

SCEE R, B IE, RZBHEZME. Bk, RETFMAL, BEARE, AHLER,
N PAEE A, A ELES A —1H)He also quoted many theory from Zhu Xi to support his idea,
and emphasized the importance of having a correct attitude to write a book. This idea not only
show the attitude of Song learning, but also warmed the contemporary scholars with a higher
view. After emphasizing the attitude of writing a book, then Fang said: ‘If you want to write a
book for the gain the fame, not because you are unable to express yourself, then there is nothing
you can achieve. Although you choose a theme to discuss, still it is useless. For example,
correcting the classic text through philological way is the most important thing, but it is nonsense

if you do not have excellent concept or theory. Explaining the text through interpretive way is

also most important, but it would be the collection of nerds’ talk at countryside, if you simply

stick on the former scholar’s idea and can not improve it.”> (N ESE @ HIERFECINS » MER

WA R - MHEEN R o &SNETEZ, WEFTERRARE, RIS, SAME
W, RTRBRBRARIE, SRR O . slmmaBB R A K, RRATRMGRER, SR,
AN R EE 2 W, RITREAEER T ER) 1 think it is not hard to tell that Fang Dongshu finally

taking what he wrote in the introduction of Hanxue Shangdui which is to taking both Han

* Shi Zhewen %1 #13,  ‘Lun Fangdongshu Shulinyangzhi Zhijianbai 377 FA EIGM 2 & E ",

Suzhou Daxue Xuebao %N KEEHR (FEALERHERR) |, 1001-4403(2015)06-0189-07,p.191.

5> Shi Zhewen ¥#5 3, ‘Lun Fangdongshu Shulinyangzhi Zhijianbai &y /7 RS EMRGE 2 &2 A,
Suzhou Daxue Xuebao %M KEEHR (FEALERHERR) |, 1001-4403(2015)06-0189-07,p.192.



learning and Song learning, and the comment he made here is also very objective, since this
phenomenon happened both in the scholars of Han and Song learnings, and it is a wrong attitude

in academic learning of that age.

3. The Similarities

3.1. The Style Between Two Books

The style Fang Dongshu often used in Hanxue Shangdui and Shulin Yangzhi is
pretty same. Fang usually quote a former scholar’s saying at the beginning of a
paragraph, and express his idea to support the saying or criticize it. Both book would

make critic comments when a theory refers to the Han learning.

3.2. The Contribution Two books made

One thing we have admit is that although Hanxue Shangdui and Shulin Yangzhi are
different at the text, the idea and the purpose the author actually expressed, but both
books made the same contribution for the fusion of Han and Song learning. Fang
attacked some Han learning scholars personally, but he also praised them, and
admitted their achievements, which influenced the following scholars to consider the
possibility of taking both learning since Fang would make such surprising idea if you

consider how radical he talk about Han learning.

4. Conclusion

The argument about Han and Song learning has continued for a long time, and
scholars do believe that it is wrong to only choose one of them, because the

academic learning also can not leave the doctrine of mean. Still, we could make such



judgement because we are stand on the shoulder of the former great masters, and the

change and process of their mind is very worthy to study.
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