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Essence of the dispute between Han school and Song
school n Q ng Dynasty and its nfluence
HUANG W e1, ZHAO Liwen’

(L SchoolofPhilosophy, NankaiUnwersity, Tianjn 300071, Chng
2 Sdool of Literature H ebei Unwersity Baod ng 071002 Hebej Chna)

Abstract The review of the dispute betw een Han school and Song school n Q ing Dynasty from the
trad itional angle can fully reveal its essence and influence. The analys shows that the essence of the dis
pute between them is actually he one between the Confucianisn and the authority Shunzhi and Kangxj
after taking the name of Song schoo] gradually transfom Confucians to the Confucian orthodoxy so that
Song school in Q ng Dynasty lost their chances to speak In this case a bt of Confucians ofH an school
had to bok for new approach and open up new leaming so that they could have their positbn before the
authority and their new orthodoxy However their narrow scope in leamng and theway of repellng any-
thing and distusting anybody resulted in he failure of heir expectation and also the breakdown of them-
selves W ith the great mpact of European and American culures they were disintegrated step by step
and becane weaker in the contan porary dealogy

Key words () ng Dynasty Song schoo] H an schoo] Confucian orthodoxy
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