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Field of research: Art

Unlike-the-During its conquest of frontier regions, the Qing

government endeavored ;-which-tried to understand and record the

customs of local residents.-whenr-its-conrquering-frontierregions; tThe

Ming government differed insofar as it did not leave records done by

the central government." Consequently, any understandingofthe - { comment [NPH1]: CHECK: What
images and material culture produced by these regions is reliant does this mean?: The Ming
_ _ _ _ . government also conquered frontier
’ HORS: regions, but "did not document its
oftheimages-and-material-cultureoftenrelies-on records ef-from the activities"?

later Dynasty. The archeeloegical-discovery of the tombs of the Wang
Xi family at Pingwu County, Sichuan Province, served as an
archaeological curate's eqgg; raising in turn many questions about
srevidedgosdmateralorhistepraleadthe early Ming-vihile-they-
mortuary-objectsfrom-a-Read in terms eentralof central-plain-euiture

culturepeint-ef-view, these mortuary artifacts can be distinguished

from those recovered we-will-find-them-being-different-with-other
ebjeets-from tombs in central China at-dating from the same period.

Why arede these archeologicalarchaeological findings_so -which-
bi . n hof i ’ .
rAuch2 ltsurprising? It is very likely due to the fact that we,

consciously or not, often fall into the historical memories of central

' Laura Hostetler, Qing colonial enterprise: ethnography and
cartography in early modern China (Chicago, 2001).



China, and these memories further intensify the domination of the

central-plain culture as well as the blurred picture of frontier regions

atthe by archeologicalarchaeological findings feund-in-areas-

originating outside the central plain. lnfact-empiresin-tTraditional

studies have codified this presumption through a "top down"

explanation, in which empires define a country tout courtare-believed

tebodhodeminontioreos o dotino tho el connine | ocal areas-

especiallywhere-are-not-only-geographically--- outside the capital
but-alse-and situated inside the cultural frontiers---however-draw

are typically marginalized as typifying the characteristics of the

centre, having failed, according to the empire paradigm, to culturally
evolve in their own rightless-scholarly-contemplation-and-often-have-
apposed-to-the-contemperary-practice. UndertThe sinicization
model-which-assumed presents a single civilizing vector directed

from a China-based imperial centre toward distinct peoples at the
margins.; Colonization thereby equates to a unilateral processthe-

hori identitvof the locals lost thei I
wnconcerned.

Liang Qichao, the-a fameus-renowned scholar in-from the early

Republic-efChinaperied, adopted a contrary stance, arguing

thatence-mentioned, “local studies is-are extremely important when
delving into the history of China, since the area of jurisdiction (of
China) is tee-large and different provinces differ in-a great deal when

it comes to their respective development. Fhe-predecessors-of-

Previous historical researchers have take-focused on the central

government-as-their-coneentration, [...], but China's historiography

Comment [NPH2]: CHECK: This
means that representations of the
historical period and its associated
culture are recycled in the present
day, so they continue to dominate
people's perceptions? The resulting
nostalgia blurs the specificities of
cultures in the frontier regions, by
reducing them to a stereotype?




studying-the-histery-of China-is not supposed to ge-follow this path.

Normally, what we referred to as a certain era, or a certain level of
development, comes from the metropolitan_centre, yet most efthe-
otherparts-of the country are-is not like that. If we want to have a
comprehensive, in-depth picture of the whole, we have to go for
separate local studies. Normally, what we referred to as the-

circumstance-in-China's state of affairs is-merely abeut

encompasses its political center, rather than the country as a whole.

Therefore, it is necessary to conduct research de-particular

researches-on the respective provinces. [...] Justput-hard-efforts;-

delve-into-theresearchesand-investigate-By investigating the

history, customs, and people of a local district, one shall make a_

significant academic [contributiongreat achievements with-lone-

? Liang Qichao, Zhongguo lishi yanjiu fa bubian (Shanghai, 1933)

Comment [NPH3]: CHECK: | am
aware that this lengthy quotation is a
translation of a Chinese text, so |
have edited it in the hope of not
losing the original meaning.




Final text

During its conquest of frontier regions, the Qing government
endeavored to understand and record the customs of local
residents. The Ming government differed insofar as it did not leave
records done by the central government.®> Consequently, any
understanding of the images and material culture produced by these
regions is reliant on records from the later Dynasty. The discovery of
the tombs of the Wang Xi family at Pingwu County, Sichuan Province,
served as an archaeological curate's egg; raising in turn many
questions about the early Ming. Read in terms of
central-plain-culture, these mortuary artifacts can be distinguished
from those recovered from tombs in central China dating from the

same period.

Why are these archaeological findings so surprising? It is very likely
due to the fact that we, consciously or not, often fall into the historical
memories of central China, and these memories further intensify the
domination of the central-plain culture as well as the blurred picture
of frontier regions at that time. Hence, we are surprised by
archaeological findings originating outside the central plain.
Traditional studies have codified this presumption through a "top
down" explanation, in which empires define a country tout court.
Local areas -- outside the capital and situated inside the cultural

frontiers-- are typically marginalized as typifying the characteristics

® Laura Hostetler, Qing colonial enterprise: ethnography and
cartography in early modern China (Chicago, 2001).



of the centre, having failed, according to the empire paradigm, to
culturally evolve in their own right. The sinicization model presents a
single civilizing vector directed from a China-based imperial centre
toward distinct peoples at the margins. Colonization thereby equates

to a unilateral process.

Liang Qichao, a renowned scholar from the early Republic, adopted
a contrary stance, arguing that, “local studies are extremely
important when delving into the history of China, since the area of
jurisdiction (of China) is large and different provinces differ a great
deal when it comes to their respective development. Previous
historical researchers have focused on the central government, [.. ],
but China's historiography is not supposed to follow this path.
Normally, what we referred to as a certain era, or a certain level of
development, comes from the metropolitan centre, yet most of the
country is not like that. If we want to have a comprehensive, in-depth
picture of the whole, we have to go for separate local studies.
Normally, what we refer to as China's state of affairs merely
encompasses its political center, rather than the country as a whole.
Therefore, it is necessary to conduct research on the respective
provinces. [...]By investigating the history, customs, and people of a

local district, one shall make a significant academic contribution.”

* Liang Qichao, Zhongguo lishi yanjiu fa bubian (Shanghai, 1933)



