26 BIBLID1012-8514(2000)26p.1~37
2000 12 1~37

1902~1982

1896~1950




1935

1895~1990

1940
1951

1982 7 6

17 1994 8

1~184 1995 5

1931~

1929

1952

1991 17-30

1986 4 1986

1986 3 25

11~13

1948

36~44

1995



national epic
“scientific history”

1902~1982

1896~1950

2b



1998

22

24

27



2a

29 30

32

29

70



2b

collective memory

“national history”

40

29



1873~1929
1869~1936 1884~1919
° 1
2 3
4 10
11
9 Ying-shih YU, “Changing Conceptions of National History in Twentieth-Century

Ching,” in Erik Lonnroch et. al. eds., Conceptions of National History: Proceedings of Nobel
Symposium 78 (Berlin and New Y ork: Walter de Gruyter, 1994), 155~174.

10 1955 1 96~105
11
1936 1970 7 3



12

Jules Michelet, 1798~1874

1833~1843
1847~1853 1846
13
14
Romanticism
organism Hartley
Coleridge,1796~1849
Friedrich Daniel E. Schleimacher, 1768~1834
12 19
13 1846 1 24 Edgar Quine Fritz Stern ed. with
Introduction, The Varieties of History: From Voltaire to the Present (New Y ork: Meridian
Books, 1956), 109~119 p. 109

14 Fritz Stern ed. with Introduction, The Varieties of History: From Voltaire to the
Present, 109.



Johann Gottlieb Fichete, 1762~1814

individuality of nations

15

15

16

1988

Franklin L. Baumer
340~342

1992

16

52



10

17

18

19

17
18
19
20

22~23
22~23
31
3~4

20



21

145~

relevance

B.C.

21

1026

11



12

24

23

25

22
23
24
25

1026~1027
32

31~-32

22



27

29

26
27
28
29
30
31

33
35~36
47
111

22~23

26

28

30

31



14

32

33

32 34~35
1880~1956

1962 1 238~239
33 57



34

Terrien de LaCouperie, 1844~1894

35

36

37

38

34 7
35 Terrien de LaCouperie, Western Origin of the Early Chinese Civilization from 2300 B.C.
to 200 A.D. (Osnabruck, Ottozeller, 1966, Reprint of the edition of 1894)
36 “ Chapters on the elements derived from the old civilizations of West
Asiain theformation of the ancient Chinese culture” 6 7
775 220

37 Terrien de LaCouperie, op. cit., 273~279.
38
1970 1 2465



16

41

39

40

42

3 2b
39
1961 2
40
13
4
42

1986

10-16

1992

104



43

37~38

17



18

a4

41

4 3

240~241 1952

31 7
45

393~412

10

35

1988

32

242
15

45

1987 6



46

a7

46
47

1982

60~77

22

1887~1969
1897~1981

48

1986



20

50

49

50
50~51

1979

66

49

161~170



52

51

51

52
53

55
56

331
347
476
884

53

55

56

45~49

39

21

54



22

58

60

57
58
59
60

884~885
892
893~894
773

61

57

59



2C

62

64

65

63

61
62
63

65

486
670
778~784
893

46



24

66

36

66



67

1931~
Karl Jaspers, 1883~1969

68

1 1988

9 1~8 K. C. Chang, Early Chinese Civilization: Anthropological Perspective
(Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard-Yenching Institute, 1976); Idem, Art Myth and Ritual: The
Path to Political Authority in Ancient China (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University

Press, 1983), 44~55 1983
12 13 1988 13-~14

68 1972 18
569

67



26

Herodotus, 484~429B.C.
Greco-Persian War
Polybius C.200~118B.C.

69

value judgement factual judgement
Thucydides,
€.460~c.400B.C.
70
69 1990 2 662~663

70 70



21

1019~1086

71

1619~1692
72

548B.C.

626~649 &

464~522

74

71 1975 9607
72 1976 156
73 197 6203
74 1968 1



28

75

Heinrich von Sybel, 1817~1895
Historiche Zeitschrift

76

Revue historique Gabriel
Monod, 1844~1912
! English Historical
Review
75 - —

1998 230~232
76 Fritz Stern ed., The Varieties of History From Voltaire to the Present, 171~172



78

N. D. Fustel de Coulanges 1830~1889

79

77 Stern ed., op. cit., 172~173.
78 Stern ed., op. cit., 175~177.
79
1952 169~170



30

80

81

82

80 169~170
81 169~170
82 276
- 2 1
69~74 69
1980 372~373
1979 1~24
1982 1~29 Ying-shih Y, tr. by Thomas H. C. Lee and

Chun-chieh Huang, “ The Study of Chinese History: Retrospect and Prospect,” Rendition,
No. 15 (Spring, 1981), 7~26



fact vaue

84

31

1130~1200

83

83

10
1948



32

85

86

1939
1905~1942

87

1983

Jerry Dennerline
88

85 1
86 Yingshih Yi, “Changing Conceptions of Nationa History in Twentieth-Century
China,” 174.

87
1956 445
88 Jerry Dennerline, Qian Mu and the World of Seven Mansions (New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1989)

1995 7~8 117-118



*2000 5 14

7

2000 11 24~26



34

1972
1976
N 1998
1975

1982

- 1991
1992
Franklin L. Baumer 1988
17 1994 8
1980
1948
1992
- 1962
1988
1986
1979
1 1 1988
9
- 1983
- 1988
1986

1956
1955



1961 2
-——— 1936 1970 7
1995
1952
15
1987 6
1990
2 1
1970
1968
1995
1982
1998
1986 4

Chang, K. C., Early Chinese Civilization: Anthropological Perspective, Cambridge, Mass.:
Harvard-Y enching Institute, 1976.

————— , Art Myth and Ritual: The Path to Political Authority in Ancient China, Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1983.

De LaCouperie, Terrien, Western Origin of the Early Chinese Civilization from 2300 B.C.
to 200 A.D., Osnabruck, Ottozeller, 1966, Reprint of the edition of 1894.

Dennerline, Jerry, Qian Mu and the World of Seven Mansions, New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1989.

Stern, Fritz, ed. with Introduction, The Varieties of History: From Voltaire to the Present, New
Y ork: Meridian Books, 1956.

Y, Ying-shih, “Changing Conceptions of National History in Twentieth-Century China” in
Erik Lonnroch et. al. eds., Conceptions of National History: Proceedings of
Nobel Symposium 78, Berlin and New Y ork: Walter de Gruyter, 1994.



36

Y, Ying-shih, tr. by ThomasH. C. Lee and Chun-chieh Huang, “ The Study of Chinese History:
Retrospect and Prospect,” Rendition, No. 15, Spring, 1981.



37

The“ National History” inCh’ ienMuU’ s
Historical Thinking

Chun-chieh Huang

Department of History,National Taiwan University
Abstract

Twentieth-century China witnessed not only the constant
invasions of Western powers and internecine warfares, but also the
shaking of self-confidence among the Chinese people. Ch’ ien Mu

1895~1990 stands out as a pivotal historian to console the
frustrated souls of the Chinese in twentieth century through his
historical works. This paper attempts at a study of the theory and
practice of the “national history” uo-shih, ) in Ch'ien's
historical scholarship. Ch’ien Mu had been torn between the
“universal” and the “ particular” in historical thinking. He insisted
through his writings that Chinese history had her own partic ularity
which should not be regarded as Asian footnotes to the Western
patterns or theories. Moreover, Ch’ien Mu, in treating history as
“national epic” as opposed to “scientific history,” urged the
Chinese people to re-establish their own identity in Chinese history
as collective memory.

The present paper consists of five sections. After reviewing the
content and its historical background pertaining to Ch’ien Mu’ s
notion of “national history” (section I1), we in section Il1 analyze
the methodological issues in Ch'ien's “national history” and
compare the difference between Ch’ ien Mu and Hsu Fu-kuan (

1902~1982). Section 1V discusses the significance of Ch’ ien
Mu in the context of twentieth-century Chinese historiography.
Special attention is paid to the contrast between Ch’ ien Mu and Fu
Ssu-nien ( 1896~1950). The final section V considers the
significance of Ch'ien Mu’ s historiography in twentieth-century
Chinese and world historiography.

Keywords: Ch’ ien Mu, Chinese historiography, National History,
“ Scientific history”
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