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In recent years the impact of Japanese scholarship has been
felt most profoundly in western socio-economic studies. The Naito thesis
propounded by the m.u..mnwsmﬁ.mrmm‘, Kyote University professor, Naitd Torajiro
ﬂo % HW.L M\\f- W_m.. has reached inte our textbooks with its claim

that in the late T'ang and early Sung dynasties a major change in social,
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Ch'ing-shibh wen-t‘'i is published twice & year in June and December. economic, and intellectual patterns was evolving.” We are by now
Annual subscriptions are US$7.50. 41l correspondence relating to . R . :
subscriptions should be sent to Mary Rankin at the above address. accustomed to econcmic and historical studies that link the Sung dynasty

. . 3

Ch'ing-shih wen-t'i publishes articles on all aspects of Chiness % the rise of early modern China.
history, society, economics, politics, literature, philosophy, . . - . .
religion, art, and bibliography from the seventeenth through the It is swprising, however, how little influence Japanese approaches
early twentieth centuriea. It also will pPublish news of conferencss, B . ; .
exhibitions, publications, and dissertations on the Ch'ing period. to Chinese intellectual history have had on western scholarship. West-~
Manuscripts may be submitted to any editor. They should be typed . ern intellectual historians, while aware of the implications of the
on 8% x 11 bond, double-spaced. Notes should appear at the end, . . . . :
and characters should be inserted in the text. Both Wade-Giles Naitd thesis in Soclo-economc verms, for the most paxt have not as yet
and pinyin romanizations are acceptable. Full length articles are . : . : :
approximately 25-35 pages. Shorter notes are also published. turned to the links between the Sung mo.nu.m“_. and economic revolution and

Ch'ing-shih wen-t'i is abetracted in Historical Abstracte and
America: History and Life,

the concomitant intellectual revolution. We seem to have forgotten that

Naits Torajird was also a distinguished intellectual historian of China,
and that he saw his delineaticn of socio~economic medernism in terms of
intellectual modernism as well.?

The correlation between intellectual and socio-economic factors
has been at the heart of Japanese approaches to Chinese intellectual his-
tory. As early as 1936, Takeuchi Yoshio .\_.‘.um Q M 7» basing nis work

on Nait3's veseaxch, wrote his influential Shina shisshi & 3212
Lo
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& [History of Chinese Thought],. in which he linked. the late T'ang .
period to the Ch'ing @ynasty and described this epoch in Chinese

Pre~war

intellectual history as "kinsei" mMH\.En [early modexn] .>
Japanese intellectual upmgﬂwﬁnm like Uno Tetsuto .LJ ,Nm,w @‘ £ and
Hiracka Takeo ‘% W\@ ﬂ‘\ W“l(oouﬁmumnm that the divisions in the develop-
ment of Chinese thought must conform to the time pericds found in the

6 Social and economic factors

history of China when taken as a whole.
were part and parcel of intellectual history foxr Japanese scholaxrs.

In the post-war period the most significant study in Japan that
continued this line of research was Shimada Kenji's \mu mu M\ Ve
Chigoku ni okeru kindai shii no zasetsu 4“ ~M h...... %.uu.; ..w‘ @ .ﬁ\m-@ \r/.../m.N
.?m. 7)) M%. \.WJ\ [The Frustration of Modern Thought in Chinal, originally

published in 1949 and reissued in 1970.

From the cutset, Shimada, a
preduct of Kyoto University, acknowledged his debt to Naitd .H.oa.wuu..uu.q
Shimada saw the metaphysical and humanistic studies begqun in the Sung
and the critical philological mﬂcmu.mm carried out um 'ao~-cheng w\l
W»Nkmm fevidential research] scholars during the Ch' psa dynasty as nwm
pillars of Chinese modern thought.

What took on importance for Shimada Xenji was the significance
of Ming scholarship, particularly the studies associated with Wang Yang-
ming and his school, which fell between Sung and Ch'ing Eom.mﬂ:..mﬂ.m
For shimada, Ming scholarship was neither a simple continuation of Sung
ideas and theories nor an irrvelevant period of empty speculaticn against
which the statecraft-minded Ch'ing intellectuals reacted. It was a
period of social, economic, and intellectual ferment that followed its
own developmental pomwa.w .

Shimada saw many Wm.ﬂw“_.wmu.m between early modern Eurcpean society

" periods were diametrically opposed to each other intellectually?

- evident, significant continuvities of thought were passed on.

~ themes found in Chinese thought.

and Ming society, particularly the rise of modernistic elements of indi-
vidualism, rationalism, the mﬂor..nr of pepular culture, and a "modern

10

pathos.” These wexe all important elements in Wang Yang-ming's thought.

Yet these promising signs of modernism in the intellectual sphere during
the Ming dynasty tragically could not keep pace with the radical individ-
valism and anti-oxthodoxy that pervaded the "left~wing" Yang-ming

school at the end of the dynasty. The limits of Confucian thought had

been reached, an& in the reaction against the attack on Confucian ritual
by the "left-wing"” school, Confucian "modernism" was rejected by the
gentry upholders of traditional Chinese society —- hence "the frustration

of modern thought in Qﬂ.bu...u.p

If, however, the modern elements that arose in the Sung and Ming
periods werxe thwarted by the end of the Ming, this did not mean, according

to shimada, that such elements wexe still-born. Since it was clear that

political and economic elements of modernism developed continuously

from the Sung through the Ch'ing, how could it be that the Ming and Ch'ing

12 ™

fact, shimada concluded that they were not. While discontinuities were
If these
continuities were not grasped, then on Shimada's terms it would be im—

possible to understand early modern Chinese E.m.nosw.wu

Shimada Kenji's thesis was a provocative one in Japanese academic
circles and led to a heated debate with the Nagoya University historian
. s41 — 14 . s e , .
Yamashita Ryuji 4y T @ alt Yamashita criticized Shimada's
position by pointing out that the so-called "modern" elements Shimada
found in Ming Confucianism were really nothing but traditicnal rebellious

s Comparzble to anti-Confucian patterns
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of protest found in.Buddhist and Tacist writings, the "left-wing" Yany-
ming school in the late Ming was offering a traditional form of radical
Protest, and the affirmation of human desires and stxident ..thw&_.mﬁwwwms
found in the "left-wing” school wexre not roots of an ewolving modernism
but a throw-back to Wei E.E Chin dynasty eccentric vnwwﬁ..on..pm

For Yamashita it was a contradiction in terms to speak of a
modernism that was historically frustrated. If indeed the rcots of
modernism were contained in Yang-ming Confucianism, according to Yamashita,
it would be a modernism that led nowhere, a dead-end which was untrue

17

to its futuristic name. Shimada was overlooking the irraticnal and

Hmb..ﬂ.oﬁ elements found in the development of the Yang-ming scheol in

: 8
his haste to find a counterpart toc Eurvpean Bommuﬂpmu._..u.

In an afterword written for the 1970 edition of The Frustration
of Modern Thought in China, Shimada Kenji refused to yield on his modernisu

theme. 19

He contended that the period beginning with the Sung dynasty
was comparable to the Eurcpean "modern age" of the fourteenth and fif-
teenth centuries and not the modernism ..mmmoﬂ..wnmm. with the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries in Europe. Shimada declared that he saw no
alternative to this perspective that would mnoﬁsmmop.w illuminate the
significance of the Ming period “._.n Chinese intellectual imﬁoﬁ..uo He
reiterated that his notion of "modernism™ was based on Naito's thesis
of Sung modernist and Max Weber's. discussion of modernism in post-
Renalssance Europe.’

Shimada went on to Nm_awﬂw howeverx, that, without the external
factors brought on by the westexn powers in the hineteenth centwry, it
was unlikely that China of and by itself would have ...m,uomp.uamm a modern

. 21
society based on mechanization, capitalism, and a bourgeois class.

-G

S+ill, "without a tradition ow. independent Hmnsmﬂmﬁ..nﬁ. scholarship would
it have been mvowwu.dwﬁ to. nﬁowﬂm sufficient machihery? Without sufficient
machinery would it have been possible to have capitalism [in eaxly modern
nﬁ.bmuu..uu Therefore, the roots of modernism in China must be sought
in the Chinese tradition, according to Shimada. Without these roots,
modernization in China would have been unlikely. Indigenous elements
of the Confucian tradition conducive to modernism were not lacking. Foxr
Shimada, a dismissive approach to the Confucian tradition and its ties

to technical and social development is B.._..umﬁ..mmm.wu

2. China and the Theory of Asian Social Stagnation

Cutting .acrogs the debate on modernism in Chinese thought is

the Japanese handling of E..pm "theory of social stagnation" associated
with Asia in general and China in particular. Yamashita RyGji brings
up examples of this appxoach in Japanese scholarship. He points out that
the distinguished Kyoto University intellectual historian Ojima Sukéema

N ‘mw %& .mQ was incapable of envisioning any major n,rwnamm in Chinese
social structure umom,cmm ©f his perception of Chinese society as a fixed

24 This made

social entity based on an unchanging division of classes.
it appear that Confucian thought -- the intellectual coxrelate to this
frozen society -- was an unchanging ideclogy which snowed no signs of n
development or growth.

Yamashita traced this perspective to the nineteenth tentury German

historian Lecpold wvon Ranke, who saw Asian histoxy as not only stagnant

but alse retrogressive when compared to the development of western his-

25

tory. This was, according to Yamashita, the result of the ignorance

with which westexn scholars looked at Asia. Yet even Japanese scholars
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had come to accept this perception of Chinese society. The most influ-
ential intellectual historian in post-war Japan, Maruyama Masac Wﬂ.. E
m! % , based his intexpretation of Chinese Confucianism on the premise
of the formalistic and stagnant nature of Chu Hsi's orthodox schocl of

26

Confucianism. Maruyama's discussion of the static nature of Chinese

history and Confucianism was drawn from G.W.F. Hegel's Reason in History,
27

which degcribed the Chinese empire as a theocratic despotism. This was
expanded by Maruyama's student, Nomura ¥oichi m..%\%w\um‘. to include Max
Weber's claim that Confucianism in China "had reduced tension with the

world tc an absolute H»P..Ea&...ww

Agzimilating Karl Marx to thilis theme
of stagnancy, Maruyama ,me Nomura concluded that modernmism in China only
began with the destruction of Chinese isolation by England and the otherx
European powers in the nineteenth century.

Aware of the socio~economic scholarship that demonstrated that
Chinese history was a dynamic and developing process, Yamashita reacted
very strongly against this static picture of Chinese Confucianism. In
intellectual terms this meant that there had been maoﬂ#.r and progression

in Chinese thought. Ch'ing textual scholarship, for example, was not

. . : 29
zimply the same old Confucian saw, according to Yamashita.

Elements
of populism, skepticism, rationalism, and wbnwnwﬁﬂwouwﬁm.kwmbwwﬂ had begun
to develop from within the Confucian ohﬁpogmo

The most strident rejection of the theory of stagnancy pb Chinese
nistory has been made by the Tokyo University economic H.unouu.mh Tanaka
Masatoshi & P 3= A\M.ww Tanaka has discussed the origins of the

theory of stagnancy and its links to Marx's notion of a unique Asian mode

. 32
of productiocn. In the process Tanaka brings out into.the open the

often unacknowledged connection between the stagnancy theoxry and the s0-
called ..momu...nu.mm Ho..u.m.. western mbm Japanese imperialism plaved in forcing
China down the “inevitable" road to modernization. Given the evidence
for social and economic change in Ming and Ch'ing China, particularly in
the Lower Yangtze provinces, Tanaka contends that what we have been given
before as explanations for the frozen nature of Chinese society was in
fact little more than the apologetics for ﬁﬂmanu..mwu..mﬂ.wu

Tanaka Masatoshi's attempt to trace important elements of social
and economic change before the nineteenth century overlaps gignificantly
with the attempt by Japanese intellectual historians of China to digcern
modern elements in Confucian ideas and institutions. This has been one
of the major reasons for the Japanese focus on the Ming-Ch'ing transition
period as a time of the "sprouts of capitalism” on the one hand and a

period of intellectual ferment and progression on the oﬁamn.un

3. The Ming-Ch'ing Intellectual Transition

Although Shimada Kenji and Yamashita RyUji have disagreed on the

question of modernism, they both share a refusal to dismiss Ming develop-

" ments as irrelevant when considexed from the vantage point of the seven-—

teenth century and the rise of the Manchu mn.wﬂm.wm

The view that Ming-
and Ch'ing intellectual @mmo“_.omsmsnm were indivisible was first formulated
in sapan by Goto wotomi 4% A& H B in an infiuential article
entitled "Shinsho seiji shisd no seiritsu katei" M‘ B ‘“\Q Fa. w.m..u: \.N‘WJ %

) mm Mut @ sé.m.w [The Process of Formation of Early Ch'ing Political

, Thought] published in u.m.nm.wm Goto maintained that the elements usually

associated with the early Ch'ing statecraft scholars -- nationalism and
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the rise of a popular culture —— were drawn. from the late Ming period.
According te Goto, it was during Ep@,‘..xu..b.m\ aftexr all, that the critical
spirit and practical emphasis so highly prized by Ch'ing scholars were
first enunciated and practiced. ..Hwo. early Ch'ing was not a period when
a singular reaction against the Wang Yang-ming school was the predominant
“trend among Chinese Hnnmpwmnncwuh.wq

Continuing Goto's perspective, Yamanoi Y3 r_._ ﬂn \HW in 1951
linked the Ming and Ch'ing periods and described them as a period when

a "philosophy of material force” (ki no tetsugaku .\m\ o n.w.w mwv replaced

the Chu Hsi "philosophy of principle® (ri po tetsugaku M.m 9 u@ %*
38

as the dominant framework for analysis in Confucian scholarship. Yamanoi
traced the development of this line of thought from the Ming mnwommﬂ Lo

b in-shun S5 £2 :_mgmmuwmﬁu to Tai Chen Wuh W (1724-1777) and

Juan Ylan (1764-1549) in the Ch'ing period, stipulating a total of
twenty-four Ming-Ch'ing scholars who could be connected to the rise of

a2 philosophy of material munnm.uw

This turn away from Chu Hsi's philos=-
ophy represented for Yamanol a turn from abstract, ¢onceptual thought
to an emphasis on concrete, verifiable ideas. This included a turn away
from subjective to objective criteria for thinking and a return to mundane
human considerations in the face of the transcendental philesophy of
mnhﬁnwmwm.no

In 1961, Yamashita RyGji published an article entitled "Ra Kinjun
t5 ki no tetsugaku” .%m @ lm W. m\. 9 \\@\ .% [Io Ch'in-shun and
the Philosophy of Material Force] in which he continued Yamanoi ¥@'s

approach.?l Later Zbe Yoshio Wm. nw.ﬂ Z .NW in 1965, campleting work he

had begun in earlier essays, published his Nihon Shushigaku to ChSsen

mu &.ﬂ. \“_‘mm.n.wm Pt Wm ,Mw [Japanese Chu Hsi Studies and Koreal

in which he.linked Yamanoi's .notion of a philosephy of material force
as found in Lo Ch'in-shun's thought to the development of the Yang~ming
42

school and its concern with concrete human questions. According to

Ibe, these idéas were then passed on to Korea and Japan, where theix impact
on the rise of the Kogaku 1@ _% [Ancient Learning] school during the
Tokugawa period was considerable.

Yamashita RyQji has gone on to praise this approach to the Ming-—
Ch'ing period because it is true to the complex nature of Ming=Ch'ing
intellectual developments and because it does not repeat the earlier,
facile divisions between Ming and Ch'ing intellectual history in which
the former was labelled as "vacuous" while the latter was called “concrete"

3 . s . . :
Shimada Kenji also has accepted this thesis and has incor-~

mo&ou.mumwwm.n
porated it into his own work on Wang Yang-ming. mr.u.bm.m.w contends that
although it may appear that the Yang-ming school was based on a philosophy
of idealism, it Sm.;m intimately connected to the concrete philosophy of
material force and the Ming turn to immediate human oOﬁnmﬁbm.t
Developing his analysis of the philosophy of material force as

a mifying feature in the Ming-Ch'ing transition, Yamanoi Y@ has continued

his focus on the Ming-Ch'ing transition and in the process sharpened,

" clarified, and changed his perspective on the pivotal nmncnm of the seven-

3 In a 1954 essay entitled

"Min-Shin no tetsugaku to.shuyd" m...mm. ) ,\.@‘ E.MW & A‘.WP %Em_bml

Ch'ing Philosophy and Moral Cultivation], Yamanoi noted that cne of the

teenth century in Chinese intellectual E.m.nouw.h

important differences between the Ming and Ch'ing was the sudden decline
in emphasis on moral cultivation during the seventeenth ogg.hm
Instead, a resurgence of interest in philolegy, astronomy, geography,

and mathematics replaced the Sung-Ming concentration on moral cultivation

\ &0
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as the center of Confucian training and scholarship. Impoxtant Ch’ing

scholars like Tai Chen made no mention of moral training tuwﬂmowﬁoﬂ.ﬂ

Yamanoi found that Ch'ing scholars favored a broad base of
scholarship over insubstantial moral speculation. This pattern could
be seen in seventeenth century intellectuals like Wang Fu-chih and Huang
Tsung-hsi as well. Although both Wang and Huang continued to discuss
Sung and Ming themes, neither of them offeved any framework in which
daily moral cultivation would play an important intellectual ﬂon..pm
Yamanoi discerned in the position Wang Fu~chih, Huang Tsung-hsi, and Ku
Yen-wu adopted the beginnings of a potential methodology based on evi-
dential research that was only possible once the Sung-Ming focus on moral
cultivation was left behind.

In an essay entitled "Mimmatsu Shinsho ni okeru keisei chiys no
gaxu" 88 %m& %7 [= MCW m‘ 3 f-&:zﬂn.w o WN ES%QHWQ&.Q&
Statecraft Studies in the Late Ming and Early Ch'ing Periods), also pub-
lished in 1954, Yamanoi first enunciated a thesis which was to recuxr in
his subsequent writings. He contended that bhetween the decline of the
Yang-ming school and the rise of Ch'ing k'ao-cheng scholarship there was
a transitional period of theories and ideas that can be categorized undexr

i Yamanoi was beginning to see

the label of “practical statecraft.”
problems in Goto Motomi's attempt 'to reconcile the differences between
Zuu.ﬁm. and Ch'ing patterns of thought, and he was coming to realize that
the real differences between Ming and Ch'ing scholarship could not be
overlooked. 30

Yamanoi argued that the subjective and intuitive elements found
in the Yang-ming school had very little to do with Ch'ing evidential re-

search, and it was only in the seventeenth century transition that some

=11~

earlier patterns of thought. continued to survive. The conclusicn Yamanoi

reached was that statecraft ideas in the seventeenth century marked the
end of Ming philosophy and provided the spark for the subsequent develop-
ment of a commitment to the broad learning and inductive research that

dominated the eighteenth ngnﬂuﬁ.mw

In an effort to pin this thesis down to more concrete terms,

Yamanoi wrote two essays, one on Huang Tsung-hsi and the other on Ku

52
Yen-wru., In both he came te the conclusion that seventeenth century

intellectuals like mm.,mbm and Ku were transitional figures. They were
neither intimately involved in Sung-Ming philosophical speculation nor
solely committed to the cbjective and ubm.uoﬁ...qm scholarship associated
with the Ch'ing period. what united their Positions was the urgency of
the political, social, and economic decay which accompanied the fall

of the Ming dynasty and the Manchu triumph. Men like Huang Tsung-hsi,
Kz Yen-wu, and Wang Fu-chih, as Ming loyalists, were committed above
all to an attempt to resolve the chaos of their times. Therefore, for
Yamanci, even though such men employed empirical methods in their
schelarship, they were moze concerned with matters of practical statecraft

53 As transition figures,

and improving the society in which they lived.
men like Huang Tsung-hsi and Xu Yen-wu did not reject Ming learning in
absolute texms, as Liang Ch'i-ch'ao's thesis would have it, but in fact
continued and redirected such connections.

To complete the development of his thesis that the seventeenth
century, characterized by statecraft sholarship,was a transition period
in Ming-Ch'ing intellectual history, Yamanoi published two essays which
54

sumarized his views. In the 1961 essay "Mingaku kara Shingaku e no

tenkan® 6 9% 2y 4 \uN .Mw A0 uﬁ\m/ FR(The Transition From

(&1
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Ming Learning to Ch'ing Learning), Yamanoi placed his position in direct
opposition to Liang Ch'i-ch'ao's 1920 thesis that Ch'ing learning
. 1

represented a total rejection of Sung and Ming Tag-hsueh & .%
[Studies of the Tac]. Yamanoi also rejected Ch'ien Mu's attempt to link

. 55 .
Ch'ing k'ao-cheng scholarship to the late Ming pericd. Yamanoi noted
that while it was generally recognized that statecraft scholarship

flourished in the seventeenth century, no one as vet had pointed to the

connection between statecraft methodology and the subsequent rise of k'ao-

cheng scholarship. What grew out of the attack on late Ming "left-wing"
thought was not evidential research but a period of trapsition in which
statecraft ideas flourished. The mu,oﬂg of the k'ao-cheng movement had
to wait for a generation less concerned with the social and political

issues that the E..bm. loyalists were confronted t..w.ns.mm

In the 1965 essay "Mimmatsu Shinsho shisG ni tsuite no ichi k3-

saesw SR K 3G H08 40 £ 2 QT @) — 3§ B i toquiny

into Late Ming and Early Ch'ing Thought], Yamanoi gave his most comprehensiwe

account of the Ming~Ch'ing transition. Couched in cautious language,

Yamanoi outlined his three-way division of the Ming Ch'ing period. There

was an initial period that encompassed the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries

and was chiefly marked by commitment to the Yang-ming school and its
theories of mind. This was followed in the seventeenth century by a
transition period of practical wnwﬂmnhmhﬁ ideas, and this was in tumm
succeeded by k'ao-cheng schelarship, which dominated the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries in nubﬁ.mu

Allowing for exceptions, limitations, and the lack of clear-cut

demarcations in his classification, Yamanoi gave ten major aveas of

intellectual concern in Confucian scholarship and analyzed how differently

-13~

these concerns were manifested in the three periods that made up the
Ming-Ch'ing transition. From his original discussion of the development:
of a philosophy of matexial force (which became one of the ten fields of
concexn which Yamanoi employed), mwsmu.pow.m research now carried over
into the entire range of Confucian thought from the middle of the Ming

dynasty to the end of the Ch'ing.-°

In the latter essay, Yamanci also discussed the reasons for the

changes that he had moabm..mw In the first place, he linked the changes

in ideas to changes in political and economic conditions. He pointed to
the possible connections between the rise of elements of capitalism in
late Ming society and the concurrent rise of materialism in an emerging
urban class. This social and economic background ceincided with Yamanoi's

emphagis on the rise of a philosophy of material force that would tend to

be linked with an urban-oriented monwmﬂw.mo Also menticned was the influ-

ence of Jesuit missionaries in the late Ming and early Ch'ing periods,
Although unable to demonstrate the link, Yamamoi indicated that the _u.mw,.ﬂ.n
transmission of European astronomy and mathematics to China may have
influenced the rise of inductive research methods in textual mbm.ﬁ\mu.m.mw
Factors internal to the history of Chinese thought were also con-
sidered. Yamanoi proposed the possibility that the subjective elements
which constituted Sung and Ming philosophy may have run their course and
that an emphasis on objective, empirical criteria for knowledge had bheen

62 What set off the reversal, however, was

an inevitable development.
the fall of the Ming and the added psychological blow of the empire's
falling into the hands of a foreign army. This forced Chinese intellectuals
to come to grips with pelitical and social issues, which in turn produced

an emphasis on statecraft studies. With the subsequent rise of a period

162
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of strict intellectual control and a return to social normalcy, the
mid=-century concern .ﬁuﬂ.r social and political matters fell by the wayside,
leaving only k'ao—chenyg scholarship in its wake. .

In conclusion, Yamanoi argued that the seventeenth through nine-—
teenth centuries represented a transition from feudal to modexn ideas,
although he left cpen the mvoumwuw.ﬁ..nw. for including the mid-Ming period
(which Shimada Kenji had already called "modern") as s.w“_.u..mu

Yamanoi,'s tendency to see a break between Ming and Ch'ing schol-
arship, albeit not a sharply demarxcated one, has elicited c¢riticism from
Japanese scholars. Yamashita RyUji has pointed cut that Yamanoi painted
an overly subjectivistic picture of Ming philosophy, thereby missing a
.mhmmn deal of the social and political concern and commitment found in
the wmnm..su.bm mnroou:mh

In the same vein, Sanc Kozi \ﬁm Wm%. \..\»V\u@swm held that, despite
the Ming emphasis on moral cultivation and theories of mind, it camnot be
argued that Ming intellectuals lacked a concern for peolitical and social

affairs. This Kind of commitment was closely tied to the process of moral

cultivation itself. 65

$ano in addition has disputed Yamanoi's claim

that the social upheaval that accompanied the fall of the Ming was respon-
sible for the rise of a commitment to statecraft studies. This was an
insufficient argument, accoxding to mmb.o\ hoth bhecause it mum,mﬁpmm the
lack of such a concexrn in the Ming and because such a phenomenon had not
occurred after the fall of the Sung dynasty in the thirteenth century when
the Mongol army invaded and conguered the empire. Given the same external
factors for the fall of the Sung and Ming dynasties, why was it that YUan
scholars continued Sung scholarship,whereas Ch'ing scholars repudiated

66

the Ming? The issue was not so easily resolved. Like Goto Motomi

|Hm|.

years before, Sano ¢ontends that Ch'ing scholars picked wp from and com-
pleted currents of thought already in evidence in the Ming. The Wang
Yang-ming school provided the preconditions for the formation of early

Ch'ing thought. 87

Sakal Tadao \nm_-..u.u ux,. \,W! U-wﬂ » in an essay in which he acknowledged
Yamanol Y3's work, argued that although k'ao-chenyg scholarship was dom-
inant in the Ch'ing dynasty, it had its roots in the E.nm.mm Concentrat—
ing on the appearance of large numbers of popular encyclopedias (lei-shu
mmmu oriented to all levels of Ming society, Sakai has been able to

document the extraordinaxy rise in Ming publication of reference works

keyed to the examination system that occurred in the midst of a k'ao-

cheng-like atmosphere of scholarship and interest in the practical m.ﬂnm.mw
Whereas Sakal agreed with Yamanci's thesis that the seventeenth century
was a transition period, he did not follow Yamanoi on the x.wounrmum
question.

although they disagree with important parts of Yamamoi YG@'s thesis,
it iz clear that Yamashita RyTji, Sano Kozi, Shimada Kenji, and Sakai
Tadao all regard Yamanoi's contributions as important to their own work
and significant in the development of the Japanese wnderstanding of the
Ming-Ch'ing intellectual transition. It is therefore unfortunate that
Yamanoi's and their work, for the most part, has not received the recog-

nition it deserves in western mnwowwﬂmrwm.qo
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FOOTNOTES

R

1. This summary of selected Japanese scholarship does not presume to en-

compass all aspects of Japanese work on n#m questions ﬁ.ﬁd will be discussed
below and is meant to serve only as introductory remarks for interested .
readers. For the most comprehensive listing of Japanese scholarship on

the Ming and Ch'ing intellectual transition to date, see Chigoku shisd

shiikyo bunka kankei ronbun mokuroku .“T _M.\.* \,.m. \‘@, ..\%N mm%\m@ & \H\W,,..wm
m_ m%n [Catalogue of Essays Related to Chinese Thought, Religion, and .
Culture] {Tokyo: Xokusho kankSkai, 1976).
by the Tokyo University Chinese Philoscophy Department, entitled Gen-Min-

Zi 08 A 1.2 AR LA E
\%%Qowdwwoaso of Research Materials on mmg~ Ming, and Ch'ing Dynasty
Thought] (Tokyo: Tokyo Univ. Chinese Philesophy Dept.. 1967) .

See also the catalogue compiled

$Shindai shisd kenkyu bunken mokuroku

My discussion
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l.. The Treatise on the sea kingdoms and the Chinese

woomnwwwwnmp tradition

A statecraft approach to geographical writing

The structure of the Treatise

Chinese sources and images of the Nan-vang

Conclusions

Notes

Wei Yuan's Treatise

on the sea wﬂnmmo&m (Hai~kuo tTu-

chih wmw @&,%MQ mw‘ ) has been the object of scholarly

attention as one of China's first responses to the West

during China's initial clash with the British during the First

Emphasis has been placed on Wei's mmomnmvwwnmw

deseription of the West and on his use of Western sources, both

: of which are generally seen as evidence of the dmpact of the

1
West. While 1t' is quite true that Western sources were used

in the text and this contributéd to the expansion of Chinese

gecgraphical knowledge of the West, this Western information

did not significantly alter Wei &mwa.m view of the maritice

tributary order nor the nature of the maritime world.

Moreover,
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