
Mungello speculates the queerness of his subjects: with respect to Arthur Waley’s sexu-
ality, Mungello remarks that “[t]he second woman in Waley’s life involved an equally
bizarre relationship which overlapped with the first relationship by thirty-three years.
In fact, both relationships were variations on Waley’s pattern of seeking female compa-
nionship rather than romance. Together they support the conjecture that Waley was a
latent homosexual” (p. 82). The logic behind this conjecture remains utterly opaque
to this reviewer. Perhaps a finer theoretical distinction between homosociality and
homosexuality would help rectify the problem of empirical evidence. Here, as is the
case for the study of Jesuits’ same-sex friendships, the literature on homoromance with-
out a gay identity by such historians as George Chauncey, Carroll Smith-Rosenberg,
and Anthony Rotundo might be a useful model.

HOWARD CH IANG
H.H.Chiang@warwick.ac.uk

Transforming History: The Making of a Modern Academic Discipline in Twentieth-Century China
Edited by B R I A N MO LOUGHN E Y a n d P E T E R Z A R ROW
Hong Kong: The Chinese University Press, 2012
xi + 429 pp. $52.00
ISBN 978-962-996-479-5 doi:10.1017/S0305741012001439

This important volume is the outcome of a series of workshops on the formation and
development of academic disciplines in the early decades of 20th-century China. It
consists of an introductory chapter by the editors and 11 substantial essays discussing
the profound transformation of Chinese historical writing during a 40-year period fol-
lowing the Sino-Japanese War of 1894–95. The majority of contributors to this fine
collection are Chinese scholars either working at Western academic institutions or
having been trained in the West. They bring vital background knowledge and exper-
tise to the historical discussion, skilfully emphasizing the Chinese dimension of the
historiographical development. Indeed, some contributors have already published
extensively on historiographical issues.

The essays have been arranged in chronological order, beginning with a brief dis-
cussion of the well-established and highly sophisticated historiography in late imper-
ial China. Building on the legacy of “evidential learning” (kaozhengxue), the
re-emergence in the 19th century of the “statecraft” ( jingshi) tradition in Chinese
intellectual circles severely challenged the traditional historiographical vision that
relied on the entrenched moral orthodoxy of the “golden age” of the distant past
to provide the ideal model for the present. Kang Youwei (1858–1927) pushed state-
craft ideas to their extreme, proposing a radical reinterpretation of Confucianism that
would support reformism. He “preached a linear, progressive sense of time, but his
vision was perhaps more millennial and religious than historical and secular” (p. 5).

Most contributors are agreed that the real transformation in Chinese historical writ-
ing was occasioned by China’s humiliating defeat in the Sino-Japanese War of 1894–95.
The subsequent upsurge of interest in new historical studies was reflected not only in the
dramatic increase in translations of foreign historical texts into Chinese, but also – as
Q. Edward Wang states in his chapter – in the growing exposure to Japanese attempts
to establish a modern historical discipline, as derived from German historiographical
developments. More importantly, it was the educational reforms after 1900 that pre-
pared the way for the transition from an imperial history to a national history and its
emergence as an autonomous and distinct discipline.
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This excellent collection of essays introduces readers to the extraordinary diversity of
historical writings and debates during the early decades of the 20th century. Thus, in
1902 Liang Qichao (1873–1929), an outspoken advocate of new learning and the appli-
cation of Western ideas and theories in Chinese reforms, argued in On the New History
(Xin shixue) that China’s historians needed to create a new history as a vital contribution
to saving the nation. It should be noted that he insisted on a new historiography that
gave pride of place to “the people” rather than kings and heroes in the reconstruction
of the national past. At the same time, some scholars during the last years of the
Qing and the early Republic were attracted to the “Western origins” theory (Terrien
de Lacouperie’s Sino-Babylonianism). On the other hand, other emerging professional
historians, such as the National Essence (guocui) faction of the late Qing, did not
want to discard traditional historiography. While the creation of a new and modern
China demanded a reimagining of the past, these scholars “believed this had to be
done in a way that maintained the integrity of the inherited cultural traditions, because
without those traditions there would be no community, no nation” (p. 10).

Indeed, as Liu Long-hsin’s chapter indicates, while many of China’s new historians
employed Western methods to reinterpret China past, they were reluctant to discard
traditional notions. While they were influenced by modern Western historiography,
these scholars began to integrate this new knowledge with aspects of the inherited
Chinese tradition. Moreover, as Axel Schneider notes in his contribution, there
were also those who regarded the indigenous tradition superior to the new practices
that came from abroad.

The archaeological discoveries of the late 1920s no doubt contributed to this trend.
Whereas the new forms of disciplinary practice developed by iconoclastic scholars
such as Gu Jiegang (1893–1980) had questioned the traditional dynastic chronology
on account of inadequate sources, the excavations at the Shang capital at Anyang
gradually restored to “history” what had been regarded by Gu and others as
“myth.” By this time, a decidedly more nationalistic spirit had entered the Chinese
historiographical discourse, reinforced by the rise of historical geography. In this con-
nection, as Arif Dirlik shows, Marxist interpretations of Chinese history began to
have a significant impact in the 1930s.

This collection of essays contributes significantly to our understanding of the lively
debate in late Qing and early republican China that transformed imperial state-
centred historiography into history as a modern academic discipline. The book will
be of greatest relevance in graduate courses on modern Chinese history. Finally,
although not the focus of this volume, we may ask how the contributors would
have dealt with the changing role of history in the People’s Republic of China.

R . G . T I EDEMANN
rt25@soas.ac.uk

Cultures of Knowledge: Technology in Chinese History
Edited by D AGMAR S C HÄ F E R
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vii + 394 pp., €133.00; $182.00
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This is a volume in four parts: Internode; Imperial Court; Agora; and Scholarly Arts.
Each part includes a review by an Europeanist who places the papers on China in
comparative perspective. Terms such as “agora” (translated as “marketplaces”)
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