JOURNAL OF LITERATURE ,HISTORY AND PHILOSOPHY
Na 3,2013(Serial No. 336)

2013 3« 336 )

s s s
s
, , “ ” “ 7, “ 7 “ ”(
)
s
s
Y Y
s s s
o s s s
, ,
@ o “ ” ’ ’ “ ~
, s s
, »o
, s
( ) , (ethnic
: s E (
200241),
“ 7(07BZS044)
« ”(11]J]JD770021)

% s

) ( ) :( ), . 1989
1-33

“ 7 s : .2011 ., 42



129

group) . (nation) (state nations), , ,

b o

, o , 1949 56 .

Y Y b

b ’ A}

b o b b Y Y
. (nation) , (ethnic group) .,

(state nations) .

s (nation
state) “ 7, R ,
N ) .
“
o b
( )7, , ,
b b ’
? o
“ ”» “
N b b
”»
’ ’
’ ’ hY Y
. (nationalism) , .
“ ”»
b Y o b
(nation) ’ 9 ]
’ . ’
“ »
b b
s ®0
Y b b b
o b
o ’
“ ”
b ’ ’ ~
. “nation”
o [ 1] . ( : . . ), , : 2006, 12-13
@ [ ] . ¢ : . . ), S VA
A 7 S ) ( )2003 6



130 + 2013 3

. (nation) (ethnic group), , ,
’ Y N ’
. “nation state” ,
o b b b
b b
...... , L0
b b
. , “nation” . s .
b A}
Y b @ o
’
b b Y
b o
b b o
Y Y b b Y
o ( N ) ,
(nationalism) s \

o) :

@) L] . :( : s . : ,2010  ,  9-11
® ( ), :<< DI

@ ( D ), : ,1986 . 374



131

“nation”

1939

(

» D

»a(

“state nations”

b
’
“ ”
b
b
’
’
b
b N A
» (§
)
2”&
’
b
b
’
”»
(
) ) 9

2

)

,1939

2

Vi



132 + 2013 3

° ’ ’ M N
, ( ) ( ) .
@
b o
’ b
b o b b b b
o “ 7 (( . . —
b b b b
b ’ o
“ 9w ”»” “ ”»
N b ’
’ b b 2
b o b
“
b b o
”» Q)
b o
b b b
A} b
o ’ b
b Y o
’ ’ b
o b b ’ b b
b b b .
o b o b o b
13 »
N H
b b b o
b b b
’ o b b
b o b b Y
o b ~ N b
Y A b b
o b ’ b
b b b o
2 b N Y o
b .
’ o ) -
_ “
b b
@ [ ] . ( : s , : ,1999
757 [ ] ( s , : ,2006 9 [ ] . :(
s . : ,2000 . 1-40
@ ( s NG y 5« s

,2011 . 14-16



133

’ o
’ ’ .
’ ’ / o
’ * N
’ ’ ’ ’ ®
) . (constructed) , (na-
tion) ’ ’ ’ ’
@
N o ’
N N ’ °
“ ” “ ”
’ o
’ N ’ N
“ 7 . 1917 {
D
’ ’ o ’
’ o ’
®
“ ” “
) o ’
» o« ) « ) “ )
’ ’ ’
’ ’ ’ N
) o b b
® (7 ” : Vs : ,2012 . 145
@ { » X » 5 « Y 9
33 .
©)] :( * ” Vs : ,2010 ., 236-240
@ [ ] * << H N N >>s D 106 °

©® :( »a( yo2 o, : ,1999  , 493



134 + 2013 3

A b
b b o
b b
©)
o o
1) ’
”»
b o °
“ ”»
s o ’
b ’ b
A A o b
“ ”
? b o b
’ o
b o
B N , o 19
’ ’ ’
o o
, > 19
5 ’
’ o
’ b b
’ b ’
o ’ ’

s s 1911

1902, ( ) , “ 7

» @D “ ”
“ ” “ 9 “ 9 “ ) “ ”

b b b b b

’ ~ ’
® :( D : ,2000  , 125
@) :( M Ve
® . §
“ 7 s I¢ ) ,2002 2,

@ :{ »s( yo2 : ,2000 ,  561-561



135

» D
o

o ,1911 ,

b o
. “ »” “
b ’ b
”»
o b o
, (state building) (na-
tion building) , ; ; ; s
b H o ’
b b b o b
o
b b o b
’ o b o
“
b o b
”
o
’ b
9 A b
Y b N
o b b
’ ) ’ °

@ :( VS y 2 -, 1067-1068



168 + 2013 3

increased the burden on the empire, escalated the social unrest, and weakened the central government. The em~
perors of the early Song Dynasty had the intention of carrying on traditional ideas of governance, but after two
failed northern expeditions, Song Emperor Taizong turned his focus to internal construction and adopted defense
as the military strategy. Fostering culture and restraining the military became the ruling idea of the Song Dynas-
ty. Thereafter the idea became entrenched, and gained unprecedented achievements in internal order, social eco-

nomics, culture and education, while proving very costly for border defense.

On the Formation Time of the Chinese Identity as the State Ethnicity Xu Jilin

Ethnic groups, nationalities and state ethnicities are three separate concepts, yet for a long time they have
been confused and made synonymous. thus creating much debate on when and how the Chinese nation came into
being. The Han nationality is only one of the multitude of nationalities that make up China, and can by no means
represent China in its entirety. Whether approaching the question conceptually or historically, one can not say
that the Chinese nation, in the sense of a unified ethnic plurality, existed before the modern times. When consid-
ering the Chinese identity as a whole and its relationship to the dominant Han nationality, we must not only look

at their historical relationship but also the role of all the ethnic minorities.

The Philosophers’ Debate on Rhetoric and Reasoning during the Period from Pre-Qin to Han Dynasties
Sun Shaohua
In Pre-Qin and Han Dynasty philosophical literature, there was a debate between the importance of rhetoric
(ci) versus the importance of reasoning (/:). These ideas of ¢i and /i do not entirely correspond to words and
content of modern language, and it was a long process for the two concepts to become the basic standard of liter-
ary criticism. Varying usages of rhetoric and reasoning led to literary works of diverse character. Judging by the
nature of early philosophical writings, the Confucians and Taoists valued content and reasoning over ornate prose
and meticulous rhetoric. In the late Warring States period, the group called “itinerant political strategists” e~
merged. Their emphasis on rhetoric caused a similar trend in philosophical writings. The fu-style compositions
by Xunzi and Qu Yuan married rhetoric and content, yet still stressed the former more than the latter. Song Yu,
Jing Chai and many others began to explicitly value rhetoric over content. In the Han Dynasty, the fu writers
carried forward the style of Song and Jing. Mei Cheng, Sima Xiangru, and others inherited the literary approach
of valuing rhetoric, while Lu Jia, Jia Yi and Liu Xiang, etc. were pioneers of content-based composition. Yang
Xiong originally leaned more toward rhetoric, but in the end attached importance to explaining philosophical
truths, and proposed the concept of “rhetoric and reasoning in balance. ” This idea was to be a guiding principle
in literary creation in the Eastern Han dynasty, especially in the fu-style works. Huan Tan, Ban Gu, Zhang

Heng and others carried on this principle.

The Collective Form of School Records in the Ming Dynasty and Its Characteristic of Ultra-stability
Zhang Dejian
“School record” is a kind of literary style formed in collective aesthetic taste with the characteristic of “ultra-
stability”. It is closely related to the educational system and thoughts supported by ideology. and its changes are
closely related to social thought and culture, especially Wang Yangming’s philosophy of the mind. In the early
part of the Ming Dynasty, most school records were narrative in form, and then became documentary, with a
plain narration style. In later Ming, the school records were characterized by much commentary, thus forming a
new style of grand comment and rigorous structure. As Wang Yangming’s philosophy of the mind emphasized
self-cultivation, the school records at the early stage were collectivist in form and nature, yet individual self-ex-
pression also emerged. However, because of the stability society at that time, the school records as the reflec-
tion of collective thoughts and consciousness were also very stable, to the point of becoming rigid and cemented

as a form of literature, thus making stylistic change very difficult.



