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The Father of Moddern Studies of China in Europe:
Eti enne Bal azs (1905-63)
Too Brief a Life Story

It is now nore than forty years since the death of the
wel | - known French- Hungari an si nol ogi st, Eti enne Bal azs (1905-63).
Despite the passage of tine, this scholar's any-faceted witings
still prevail in the academ c world of sinology and Chi na study.
Hi s maj or wor ks, including studies of the Sui and Tang dynasti es'
econom es, and (W ththelate Yves Hervouet) hi s Song bi bl i ography,
remai naut horitative sources. AstheBritish ChinahistorianDenis
Twitchett wote in 1965 in a preface to the printed version of
a series of lectures Bal azs had delivered in January 1963 at the
Uni versity of London,

Prof essor Etienne Bal azs had a strong claimto be the
father of nodern studies of Chinain Europe. Since the
war he has exerted a very great i nfluence on his younger
col | eagues, not only through his published witings,
but perhaps even nore by his concern--expressed in
al ways trenchant and polemcal terns--to focus their
attention upon significant aspects of Chinese culture
rat her than upon subjects of marginal interest, and by
his efforts to i nprove our nethodol ogy and to pronote
cl ose schol arly cont act bet ween t hose engaged i n Chi nese
studies in the various European centres. It is largely
due to his personal influence that Chinese studies in
Eur ope have begun t o achi eve sone neasure of i ntegration
into an academ c field with a cormmbon sense of purpose
and with ever-inproving professional standards.

Much has happened since Professor Twitchett wote these
words. One m ght even propose t hat Chi na study has so transforned
itself into a series of specializations that schol ars of Bal azs'
generation working in the 1950s and 60s would consider our
present -day curricul umeni gmati c. So, one may wel | ask: why shoul d
we continue to find the acconplishnents of Bal azs readabl e and
rel evant to our understandi ng of Chinese history?

| believe that the answer to this questionliesinthe nature
of this scholar's oeuvre: Balazstriedbearealist and enpiricist
in his understanding of China. At a tinme when the annotated
transl ati on was the nost conmon expression of historical witing
on China, Balazs was asking 'big questions', e.g. what was the
cause of China's stability over 2000 years? Wil e he pursued the
answers to such queriesinaccordance wi ththe highest phil ol ogi cal
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standards, he had little patience wth those scholars who were
‘over-absorbed” with the Chinese |anguage in their studies of
Chi nese history. Balazs is well-remenbered for his challenge to
contenporaries whom he felt incarcerated the study of Chinese
civilization. He considered many of their contributions so
margi nal that the wider public's interest in China could never
be aroused. He had certain disdain for those China specialists
who engaged in what he called in 1960 the 'stanp collectors

mentality'. Fromvery early on his career, he pursued the idea
t hat Chinese history had relevance to 'larger issues'. And, a
gl ance at the conpl ete bi bliography of Bal azs' printed works and
unpubl i shed papers reveals howthis goal penetrated his witing.

Unfortunately, Balazs' |life was too short for himto gain
the "glittering prizes' of French sinology -- a professorship at
t he Col | ege de France or special honors in particular academ es
of learning -- nor did he have the chance to found a 'school
associ ated wth his name. As Denis Twi tchett has observed, "....he
spent many years on the side-lines of sinology....". And yet,
withinarelatively limted period of tinme he was extraordinarily
productive and nmade a permanent mark on China study in Europe,
the United States, and even in Japan. Although he is probably
best renenbered for his efforts to | aunch the 'Song project’ in
France, less well-known is his struggle to integrate the study
of China within Europe, as Professor Twitchett has suggested.

It is inportant for understanding Balazs' life and work to
put himin a w der context of China schol arship. Nowadays, while
we may find in any well-stocked bookshop, with ease, the nost
engagi ng and sti nul ati ng publ i cati ons about Chi nese hi story, based
on thorough enpirical research, in Balazs' tine such works, with
the rare exception, were unavailable. Wat Bal azs woul d have
t hought of t he success of t he many fi ne vol unes aut hor ed by Jonat han
Spence that have conveyed the richness of Chinese history to a
br oad- based audi ence, we may only guess. But certainly during
his lifetinme Bal azs did make known to t hose around hi m students,
col | eagues and ot her experts, both within and outside Europe, his
frustrations with the China curriculumin the Wstern acadeny.

Narrating his biography affords us the opportunity to focus on
t he devel opnent and vi ci ssitudes of European sinology. |In this
man' s | i fe story one may trace a nunber of controversies that still
beset the academ c study of Chinese history in Europe.

Today, | shall attenpt to sunmarize the inportant points in
Bal azs' I|ife in relation to his scholarly production, and,
hopefully time allow ng, to ask you to consi der his achi evenents
in relation to the history of classical China study here in
Hei del berg.

Begi nni ngs

Eti enne Bal azs (né Bal azs |Istvan) was born on January 24,
1905 in Budapest, Hungary. His life history in a certain sense
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parallels the dramatic trajectory of the first half of the
twentieth century. As his country of birth entered a downturn
phase after Worl d War |, Bal azs began the first of several journeys
t hat woul d di stance himforever fromhis natal roots. At the age
of eighteen, after having conpleted his secondary school studies
(baccal uréat), he set off for Berlin where he enrolled in China
studi es under the tutelage of Oto Franke (1863-1946), who had
beconme Professor of sinology at the University there in 1923.

G ven the trenmendous i npact of this German schol ar on Bal azs'
intellectual life, it my be worthwhile to say sonething about
this inportant figure in the history of European China studies.

Franke hi nmsel f was a nmenber of that first generati on of European
si nol ogi sts who had had t he opportunity to study i n Chi na and nmake
acquai ntance wi th China' s educated elite, access Chineselibraries
and bookshops, and directly observe the changing intellectua
mlieu of late Qng China. Previous to his extensive travels
in China and other regions in East and Central Asia during the
| ast decade of the ni neteenth century, Franke had studi ed Eur opean
hi story and | aw (besi des Chinese) all of which stinmulated himto
value the learning of Chinese history as essential for the
conprehensi on of contenporary events.

Prior to his Berlinappointnent Franke had gai ned areputation
as a 'publicist' for China, someone with a know edge of all things
Chi nese, and for this reason Bal azs may have chosen Berlin as
the site for his higher education. Wen he net Franke he nade
known to his teacher that his first attraction toward Chi na was
t hought and phil osophy: his interest in Daoi smand Buddhi sm may
have been, as his nécrologist Paul Démeville points out, a
reaction to the tenper of the tines. Like those who engaged in
"nihilistic revolt or nystical escapism at the end of the Han
dynasty, or sought clarity at a tinme of intellectual diffusion,
Bal azs nmay have likened his own experience of Hungary's
fin-de-siecle with that of China during the third century. The
country's bell e époque had cone to a cl ose during the first decade
of the twentieth century and was finally shattered as the
Austrio-Hungarian enpire | ost the War.

But Bal azs' nentor redirected his student' s scholarlytalents
away from ideas and 'thought history' toward another course
al t oget her. Franke sawinthisyoung nman, "his best pupil," soneone
with strength of mnd and intensity who m ght pursue many of the
i nsights unl eashedinthethenrecently published work of Max Weber
(1864-1920). Anong the many inportant essays that had appeared
in the three volunme collection Gesammelte Aufsétze zur
Rel i gi onssoziologie [Collected Witings on the Sociology of
Rel i gi on] ( Tubi ngen: J.C. B. Mohr, 1920-21) was "D e
Wrtschaftsethik der Weltreligionen: 1. Konf uzi ani snus  und
Taoi smus” (" The Economic Et hics of World Religions: Confuciani sm
and Taoisn') in which Wber examned the "rational, ascetic
scientific and cultural elenments"” of Chinese civilization. Max
Weber' s writing on Confuci ani smhad a col ossal i nfluence on Bal azs
under st andi ng of Chi nese history. Suffice to say at this point
i nour discussion here, for Bal azs, many of Wber's thenmes becane
part of his own lifelong intellectual quest to conprehend China's




4

"failure torise like the West', ideas he expressed in the essay
' Significant Aspects of Chinese Society', which we wll discuss
| ater today.

In the first paragraph of his Ph.D. dissertation

"Beitréage zur Wrtschaftsgeschichte der T ang Zeit
(618-906)" ("Contributions to the Econom c History of
t he Tang Period"), Bal azs cited Max Weber' s publ i cation
in order to substantiate his own interest in Chinese
econom ¢ history and noted that:
Looki ng at questions of Chi nese econom c hi story needs today
no special justification. On the one hand, this know edge
of economc forces is unavoidable for understanding the
contradictory devel opnent of East Asia. On the other hand,
the special nature of the [Chinese] econom c system that
crystallized over the centuries also deserves our special
attention.

He saw hi s own anal ysi s of the Tang econony based on t he shi huozh

(rmonographs on financial adm nistration) of both the Jiu Tangshu
and the Xin Tangshu as | endi ng perspective to an as yet unworked,
uni versal history and theory of econom c devel opnent, as well as
a 'bl ock of information' contributing toward better understandi ng
of nodern Asia. He chose the Tang period as the central focus
for his thesis because it "represented the m d-poi nt between the
end of feudalism[around the tinme of Qn Shi Huangdi (sic)] and
t he begi nning of nodern capitalismin the West."

To study Tang economic history at that tinme was entirely
unconventional : 'mainline sinology in Germany during the 1920s
was still directed toward philological and linguistic matters,
and to a certain extent philosophy and religion. And outside
si nol ogi cal circles, anong European historians for exanple, even
t he noti on of Chi na possessingahistorywasinitself arelatively
new phenonenon. Bal azs' first contribution to the world of China
| earning was not only a work of distinction for its schol arship,
but also for its originality.

Sone Bi ogr aphi cal Studies and Bal azs' Exile to France

In the period i mediately followi ng the conpletion of his
t hesi s, Bal azs began to study t he i deas of three Chi nese thi nkers:
t he anti-Buddhi st Fan Zhen (450?-515?), the Song reformer Li Gou
(1009-59), and the poet-warlord Cao Cao (155-220). Wth
perspective, one nmay specul ate that Bal azs utilized the genre of
bi ography as a way of understanding intellectual choice at atine
of change or crisis. And also, froman historiographical view,
these essays mark his first efforts to proceed beyond the
‘commentarial tradition', and to investigate problenms wthin
Chi nese history, i.e. to ask questions that bear inportance on
the evol ution of Chinese society and culture.

The first individual, Fan Zhen, a mnor l|iteratus who was
a menber of the ardent Buddhist Prince Xiao Ziliang' s (460-494)
charmed circle of "Eight Friends," becane a pol em cist agai nst
Buddhi st doctrines. Fan, assigned the appellation'China' s first
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materialist' by Balazs, was the author of a tract Shenmie |un
("Essay on the Extinction of the Soul"; witten in 490),
essentially an attack on Buddhism In his study, Bal azs provi des
t he background to Fan's argunment with a summary of hi s bi ography
in the Liang dynastic history, and a discussion of the am able
debat es between the good-natured Prince and Fan.

The key to Bal azs' interest in Fan Zhen's role in Chinese
hi story may be found in the first paragraph of his article: he
regards the acceptance of Buddhismin China as a "struggle."” To
broaden his understanding of the confrontati on between Chinese
Confuci ani smand Taoismw th I ndian Buddhism he wites in this
first paragraph that he wants to pursue the "history” of this
encounter, and by that he "[did] not nean a nere hi story of nanes,
bi bl i ographi es, translations, and commentaries" (255).

* * %

The subject of the second biographical study "A Forerunner
of Wang An-shih," Li Gou (1009-59), becane a vehicle for Bal azs
to express to an even greater extent hisinterest inthe connection
bet ween history and phil osophy. Li ke the reforner Wang Anshi
(1021-86), Li Gou attenpted to incorporate basic Confucian
principles into a renewal programfor the Song state. Although
never a degree- or office-hol der, Li established areputati onanong
contenporaries as an excellent witer and teacher, and in two
i nportant essays tackled a nunber of practical problens arising
in the eleventh century as a result of China's mlitary tribute
policy. These two works are the
Fuguo jiangbing anm n sanshi ce (Thirty Plans for Enriching the
Country, Strengthening MIlitary Power, and Satisfying the Needs
of the People; 1039), and Zhouli zhi taipinglun (The Zhouli Leads
to CGeneral Well-being; 1043). Referring to the nodern schol ar
Hu Shi's study of Li Gou, Bal azs repeats Hu's identification of
Li Gou "as the founder of Song phil osophy" (287). Balazs al so
focuses on Li's preoccupation with Song Confucianisms failure
to satisfy religious and netaphysi cal needs. For Li, Confuciani sm
shoul d be "man-centered" and a force for "unfol ding men's natural
endowrent s" (287).

Unl i ke his study of Fan Zhen, Bal azs utilizes here for the
first time the studies of nodern Chinese scholars; not only Hu
Shi, but also Liang Q chao's study of Wang Anshi, are part of his
schol arly sources for thisinvestigation. Heal sousesinfornmation
fromtwo publications by Oto Franke, and not surprisingly, he
supports Franke's own viewpoint of Confucian officialdom
Oficials, Franke wites, "for the nost part effete, and trai ned
solely in the literary arts, were 'indifferent, and chiefly
concernedwi thliningtheir own pockets. Confucian pacifism which
tried to make up in cultural self-conceit what it lacked in
practical ability and a sense of responsibility, had largely
crippled the national wll'" (278). Al so, "the weight of
tradition, and the vested interest of those concerned in
mai ntaining the existing state of affairs, were far too strong
to be overconme in so short a time" (278), and consequently,
i nhibited reform

Thus, what we witness here in Balazs' witing by 1933 is a
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nmet hodol ogy that incorporates translation and textual analysis
wi th the views of contenporaries into historical comentary. His
tone i s both sophisticated and cynical. He generalizes about the
"sickness of the state" for which "doctors"™ or reforners |ike Li
Gou or Wang Anshi can hardly save the situation w thout "deep
surgery" (277). And given the timng of this essay (1933), one
wonders how much he identified with his subject.
* * %

The | ast sinol ogi cal work Bal azs conpleted in Berlin was his
transl ati on and study of inscriptions, mainly Buddhist, fromthe
col | ection of Baron van der Heydt. 1n 1935 he em grated to France
for political reasons. In Paris where he found refuge anong ot her
anti-Nazi synpathizers, he hardly had time to continue his
si nol ogi cal work. Only a fewbook reviews and his rel atively short
exam nation of two poens by Cao Cao saw publication during this
peri od, before he went into hiding in 1940.

This sojourn to France, which was to becone pernmanent, was
not Bal azs' first experienceinthis country. He had al ready spent
academ c year 1925-26 in Paris for research on his doctoral
di ssertation, and it was during this first stay that he becane
acquainted with his 'second intellectual father', i.e. '"|l'honme
de I a Chine antique', Henri Maspero. At the tinme of Balazs' first
stay, the first edition of Maspero's La Chine antique had just
seen publication. Mspero's path-breaki ng book focusing on every
aspect of early China, including Buddhism Daoism popul ar
religions, linguistics, literature, | aw, ant hropol ogy, econom cs,
phi | osophy, and popul ar religions, and the reconstruction of the
earliest stages of Chinese | anguage grammar and phonol ogy, nust
have been awe inspiring for Balazs. | believe the Frenchman's
broad i nsights set the standard for Bal azs' own approach to Chi na
study, which would only see fruition directly after the War.

The War Years and Aftermat h: The Beqi nni nq of Bal azs' Pari s Car eer

Bal azs' flight fromParis in 1940 ended i n Meauzac, a snall
village in the 'départenent’' of Tarn-et-Garonne where he and his
famly lived "underground”; they were one of fiverefugee famlies
which the villagers took pride in aiding and concealing. He
subsi sted by cultivating a small patch of | and and rai sing geese
while his wife Hldegard engaged in all kinds of needl ework.
According to one source, during this difficult time Balazs did
try to pursue some witing related to earlier research. But only
after the war ended, and then three years in Mntauban, where he
t aught t he equi val ent of hi gh school Gernman and Engli sh at a nunber
of "colléges', did hereturnto Paris, and sinology as afull-tine
occupati on.

Hs first formal appointnent, announced on Decenber 14,
1949, was 'maitre de conféerences' with the Centre national de |la
Recherche scientifiqgue (CNRS) where he was assigned to the group
for '"law. H's research plan with the Centre was to translate
t he econom c and | aw nonographs from the Suishu. During 1948,
hisfirst full year back in Paris, and prior to his CNRS nom nati on,
Bal azs began retrieving his academi c nomentum He concentrated
on two maj or projects: editing, revising, and preparing Maspero's
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papers for printing in the posthunous volune to follow La Chine
antique, and conpleting for publication his owm two studies
concerning the fall of the Han and its repercussions for Chinese
society andintell ectual history. Boththesearticles "N hilistic
Revolt or Mystical Escapism Currents of Thought in China during
the Third Century A D.," and "Political Philosophy and Soci al
Crisis at the End of the Han Dynasty" were first delivered as
| ectures tothe Institut des Hautes Etudes chi noi ses i n March 1948.

Once instated as a full-tinme CNRS researcher, Bal azs had t he
time and notivationto pursue a nunber of tasks that were to insure
his permanent fame. These included the conpletion of the first
t wo of three projectedvol unmes for his project Etudes sur | asociété
et |'économi e de | a Chine nédi évale, part I: Le Traité écononi que
du ' Souei-chou', finalized in 1953, and awarded the coveted
"Stanislas Julien' Prize by the 'Académ e des Inscriptions et
Belles Lettres in 1954, and part |1I: Le Traité juridique du
' Souei -chou', published in 1954. Although the principal function
of a CNRS appointnent is research, Bal azs did do sone teaching.

FromMay to March 1950, he gave fourteen classes at the I nstitut
des Hautes Etudes chinoises -- one set of these sessions t ook up
section 23 of the Xunzi, and the other 'econom c treatise' of the
Sui shu.

Arelative sense of financial security allowed himto acquire
an appartnment in Paris (Avenue de |a République, arrondi senment
XI®) andtorent with friends "a weck of a shack" in the nountains
near Menton (Al pes-Maritines). At this point inthe early 1950s,
Bal azs al so began to travel often, attendi ng conferences, giving
| earned papers, and not |east, comrunicating his own vision of
China study with others. |In a paper "The Stages of Sinology,"
delivered to the Third Conference of Junior Sinologists in London
i n June 1950, Bal azs of fered a broad hi story of sinol ogi cal studies
and a sharp critique of its past and present formation.

Thi s conference paper is very val uabl e for our under st andi ng
of how Bal azs viewed the work of others, including Chinese and
Japanese specialists of Chinese history, and of how he
characterized past and contenporary devel opnents of China study
by Eur opean schol ars. In the paper he divided sinol ogy study into
four stages. The first began with the arrival of the Jesuits in
Chi na.

The second stage, occurring in the nineteenth century, he
considers a phase of "gropings,” a tinme when European "schol ars
were concerned primarily with the rel ati ons between the Chinese
and the foreigners, the principal relation beingthat of religious
bel i efs and phil osophi cal opinions” (1). Balazs' nain objection
to the achi evenents of those sinologists in stage two was their
| ack of attentionto the institutions and custons of contenporary
Chinese life. In contrast, to the few good nineteenth century
schol ars (he names Al exander Wl ie, Eduard Biot, and Stani sl aus
Julien), the majority limted thenselves to what he considered
"tangential' study in the wi der sweep of know edge of China's
hi story.
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The third stage includes the "great nanmes" of European

sinology: "G les, Chavannes, De Groot, Laufer, Pelliot, Franke,
Maspéro, Granet, and ot hers" (1). Recogni zingthat this generation
"supplied the foundations for a science of linguistics, of

et hnol ogy, of history and even of nodern sociol ogy" (1), Bal azs
al so casts a critical eye toward the general results of this
generation's endeavours, and concludes they were nore a
"scattering of efforts” rather than a systemati c groundwork. He
is specific what he neans by this:

| confess, for exanple, to be unable to see the useful ness
of the exact restoration, by neans of a thousand phonetic
artifices and substitutions, of the original name of an
obscure nonk if the person in question is totally unknown.
Nor can | seethe utility of restoring the old pronunciation
of a Chinese word by transcribing it by nmeans of so many
conplicated signs that a sinple nortal, even an ancient
Chi nese, who uses his | anguage to nmake hinsel f under st ood,
woul d be physically incapable of articulating it (2).

Bal azs accuses this generation of failing to provide synthesis;
what ever their achi evenents in conparative phil ol ogy, phonetics,
etc., nore often than not they presented the results of their
research in a way that was "singul ar, exceptional, detached from
the totality of the devel opnent” (2). The result was that too
often their work ended in '"disorientating' investigations of
"petty issues, |laboriously constructed fantasies and absurd
t heories" (2).

Bal azs regards hinself a nenber of the fourth stage of
sinology. Whilehecredits sinology study of his day for advanci ng
to the point where disciplines, e.g. conparative study of
religions, may incorporate the results of research related to
China, these studies may "remain sterile if they proliferate at
t he expense of a general historical view which m ght coordinate
them..." (2).

Bal azs' critique of contenporary sinology was not limted
to Western schol arship. He also delivers a scathing attack on
young Chi nese scholars trained in the Western acadeny. He wites:

O'ten, these students, fresh froman Anerican coll ege
or a continental university, possessing only a veneer
of culture, on returning to their own country indul ge
inafrenzied activity directed towards the witing of
"histories of the evolutionof civilisation', histories
of the evolution of this or the devel opnent of that.
They indulge in orgies of systematization, conbining
in acurious fashion the purely formalistic aspects of
scientific nmethodology wth the predilection of the
Chinese mnd for categories and the hierarchy of
di vi si ons and subdi vi sions. Thus, under the majestic
fol ds of an ostentatious costune one often finds a puny
body. (3)

And as for Japanese sinol ogists:



They never cease telling us in athousand ways what they have
just said, what they are going to say, and how and why t hey
will say it - w thout saying anything. (3)

On the sane page, however, Balazs takes care to express his
appreci ation of the works of Wang Guowei, Hu Shi, Guo Moro, Tang
Yongtung. He closes his discussion of 'Oriental sinology' wth
a reference to what was happening "in the China of Mao Tse-tung, "
where, he inplies, that there may be a problem"with liberty in
scientific research.” Finally, he ends this part of his paper
with a statement sunmmari zing the situation of China study in the
West, andinthe East: "Let us state clearly that ascience w thout
direction is futile but a science without |iberty is dead" (4).

The rest of this paper focuses on Bal azs' suggestions for
"advanci ng our science,” which includes the idea of scholars
jointly creating "dynastic manuals, that is to say, conpiling
materials in easily accessible formand in al phabetical order,
of all the institutional, biographical, bibliographical, and
historical information relating to a period limted by the reign
of a great dynasty" (6).

Bal azs in Section VI of the EPHE and t he Launch of the Song Proj ect
I n 1954 Bal azs was naned ' Char gé de conf érences' at the then
recently forned Sixth Section of the Ecole Pratique des Hautes
Etudes (later to becone the EHESS), and in the follow ng year
pronoted to the position of "directeur' at the same institution.
H s newboss was Fer nand Braudel , andit was wi t h Braudel ' s support
t hat Bal azs' career would really begin to flourish. Al t hough
Braudel and the majority of the Sixth Section nenbers were Europe
specialists, the great historian saw the need to extend the
geogr aphi cal boundaries of this institution. Famliar with the
Anmerican nodel of area studies, Braudel invited Bal azs to create
a programfor China (and Daniel Thorner for India) in conpliance
with the Section's broader goals involving "disciplinary and
interdisciplinary research.” Balazs now had the patronage of
France's nost powerful academ ci ans, and t hus access to fi nanci al
resources to devel op the Song project.

According to his necrologist Paul Deméville, Balazs'
interest in the Song era m ght have al ready been sparked around
1933 with his research for the article on Wang Anshi's precursor
Li Gou, but certainly by 1947 he al ready had this project in mnd.

When he appliedtothe CNRSinthat year, he expressed hi s interest
in "une grande enquéte sur |'histoire économ que et social e des
Song. " He gave two mmjor reasons that the Song period was
wel |l -suited for such an investigation: the association of the
Song dynasty with the 'beginning of nodern tinmes in China', and
second, arelatively fecund source of primary docunentation, rich
bothinterns of quality and quantity. Inhis presentation"Projet
Provisoire d un Manuel de |'Hi stoire des Song," to the Seventh
Conf erence of Junior Sinologues in Durham England during late
summer 1954, he added to these two reasons for focusing on the
Song, the distinct devel opnents occurring then in printing,
navi gati on, technol ogy, science, literature, philosophy, and
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native archaeol ogy.

His plan for the project consisted of three main parts: (1)
"Introduction and General Aspects' featuring tables of main
events, and central and provincial admnistration, inperial
geneal ogi es, and maps conpari ng t he Song wi t h nodern equi val ents,
as well as historical maps for different eras within the Song;
(2) 'Biographical Dictionary', to resenble in format and
or gani zati on, Hunmel's Em nent Chinese of the Ch'ing Period; (3)
Bi bl i ography of literature originating in the Song, and of Song
aut hors. He considered this undertaking as an international
proj ect which should attract many contributors; he would assune
the role of 'coordinator' but the spirit of the work was to be
based on open conmmuni cati on and international cooperation.

| naccordance wit hthe regul ati ons of his newposition, Bal azs
was obligated at the end of each academ c year to report his
activities tothe EPHE, these summari es, under their general title
"Les Institutions de la Chine Inperiale,” were |ater published
in the |"Annuaire of that institution. Bal azs' synopses are
fascinati ng because they indicate his changing priorities, and
of course, the progress of the Song project.

Revi ewi ng t he ei ght reports together, coveringthe years from
1958 to 1963, we may trace how Bal azs' intentions and preferences
evolved. During the first two years of his EPHE appoi ntnent, he
sawt he need to gi ve both a general introductory sem nar, probably
sui tabl e for non-speci alists of China, on the Chinese bourgeoisie
and the failure of comrercial capitalismto evolveintheinperia
era, and a nore specialized sem nar focusing on the translation
of portions of Song texts related to the behavior of nerchants.
These i ncl uded docunent s on conmer ci al taxes found i nthe Songshi
t he Song hui yao, and the Xu Zi zhi tongjian changbian. Fromthis
i nformati on, Bal azs and his col | eagues were able to prepare a map
i ndi cating urban commercial centers in 1077, which was published
in Braudel's journal Annales in 1957.

Thereafter, the sem nar began to consider agrarian history,
and therol e of landholdinginits juridical, econom c, and soci al
mani f est ati ons during the Song. A nunber of visitors fromabroad
al so attended the semnar. The German schol ar Herbert Franke,
who gave a paper at the seminar in spring 1958 on the | ate Song
official Jia Sidao, inspired a followup for the fall term
senester; it focused on the agrarian reform of 1263, initiated
by Jia Sidao. By the end of the 1950s Bal azs and the sem nar
partici pants were beginning to show an interest in the enpirica
research manifested in the two volunme collection, Zhongguo
zi benzhuyi nengya taolun ji (Essays on the debate on the sprouts
of capitalismin China; 1957). Fromthen, until the end of his
life, Bal azs extended hisinterest inthe Songtothelateinperial
age. The Chinese mning industry durng the Mng-Qng era, late
M ng peasant revolts, and admnistrative guides, e.g. Xueshi
yi shuo (1793) were the foci of the |later sem nars.

Sone Concl udi ng Observati ons




11

One may well ask what was Bal azs' | egacy for the study of
China in Europe? W nust admt that Bal azs had many admirers,
both during his lifetime and thereafter, but he had no direct
successors. Al though a publication series Etudes Song: [ n
Menoriam Eti enne Bal azs in which | eading Song schol ars from al
over the world presented original essays concerning sone aspect
of devel opnent during that dynasty, for exanple Ho Ping-ti on
denogr aphy was issued in 1970, by the 1980s the EHESS cancel |l ed
t he publication. The najor inpedinent toits continuation was not
l ack of interest in Balazs'work, but the changing priorities of
Chi na schol arshi p. By then, the study of Chi nese hi story had becone
di saggregated: scholars realized the advant ages of breaki ng down
the country "horizontally' into regions, provinces, prefectures,
counties and cities for closer examnation, and of finely
di ssecting the "vertical' levels of society, demarcating elite
and popular conmmunities, and their particular interests and
priorities.

But we may val ue Bal azs as a genui ne innovator: he was the
first European schol ar to see t he val ue of studyi ng Chi nese history
as an integral part of global history. As he wote in 1952, 'the
fate of Chinais nowindissolubly linkedw ththe fate of the whol e
of nodern society, which is everywhere undergoing the sane
| evel I i ng process and becom ng nore and nore uniformi. Howtrue
t hese words sound, then as now



