2018 3

- *
( F. 0. 1048) .
1232 1 (1802) (1834)
( W« K« Vi
( )
K249.3 A 1000 - 114X (2018) 03 -0112-13
“« ”) R
F. 0. 1048 1232 . 1
(1802) (1834) . 1200
(1)
1 ( 2) 1 ( 3)
(4) . (5)
y (6) ~ ~ S S ( ) N
(1)  (2)
* “ " 14ZDB043)

112



(5) .
1
19 o 1930
. 1930 € )
. 1932 -1933 ( ) ( . ) 10
( »
( »
(
)
“ (1757)
( : ) ( )
( » (
( ) ).« )
. « )
1967 @
19
( »
1931
( ) ”
§ )o® ( Hugh Hamilton

113



Lindsay ) 1832

[43

( » ( »
( »
(1832 )
( »
§
» o ( »
1200 o N N 103
€ b
1810 “ ” - 1810 1 6
§ » 11
( »
( ) 11
{ »
() « )
200 “
{ »
(2 « »
( — )
“ ” << >> « » @
72 R << >> <<
Y «
" ' ( )
<< >> “@ »
§ » o
(3 « » . . ( y K« »

114



"o

>> «

»

(
( )

1809 (

( i

(

(
( »
« ” . @
( »
200
> (
>> [

113 ” ( 74 )

” @
°

(1811)
» 67 “

.2 {
p)
{
4
(65

)«
€
(
. 100
))
»
)
10
1807 - 1816 10
1817
100

( George Macartney)

)

»

)

(

1817

115



( )

»

( )

)

(

116

)

®

1

100

(

e
(=l

)

( George Thomas Staunton)

( John F. Elphinstone)

1810

(1814

. 1813

€

12

)

1810 1815

[
N

(
( i

[13 ”»

@



€« ”

1829 - 1830 o

100 300 o § »
1810 — 1815 o
“ 7 18 19

o » .

43

”» R 1 8 14 « ”» (13

2 « 2

o o

o N

« )
o o
Y o
«
o { » 1828

» 13 ””

“ )
o
« » “« )
i
14 ”
e}
« ”
o Al
«
o
{4 ”»”
13 ” “ ”
o o
& « ”
o
A) A)
14 ”
« )
o o

o 1814 “

117



1827
1828
( W. Plowden)
@D
1829 - 1830
»
0&3 Y

118

( Gordon)

[13

@
@

19

1817

@

” €«

30
0

» 43
o
s ”»
o
o
113 ”
« ”»

[

13
o@
(
18
(
€
19

»

i

»

)



4 o F. 0. 1048/17/51

4 “ ”
o 4 “ 1693”7
(1693) “
L “1698 ” : (1698)
“« ” 4
“« ”» “« » 3D “
1718”7 : (1718)
.= “ 17227 : (1722)
X 3
“« . ” . 39
1816 ( William Pitt Amherst)
27 11
4 1 ( 2 ) 2

(1816 5 29 )

“«

@

o 1814 - 1815

@

119



! 9 (43
o 1816 8 26 N
(5]
1833 1833
()
5 0 ®
5 o
1833 19 1834 2 1833 9
(9 14 ) “
i) o®5
» o
. 1821 12 ( James B.
- 1831

( William Jardine)
; 1830

120

(1816
27
(
» 49
Urmston)
o@
» @
4

250

8

21

20

i

(



300 50 N o

o 1830
63
° - 1831
. (1809) € )] “
” o@
; “ 17; ( 1812)
» &
. 1828 2
( ) 5 .
( )
50 “ ” R “ 2” 113 ”» @ ” o@
o 1822
9 12 [ ” N
@ » 5D
3 P14 10
o - 1833
1829
225 @
K
- 1817
( John Metcalfe) 7 26
@
1828

(5]

121



. 1824

. 3 o@
. 6 5
.©1831 4 .
.8 . 1833 5 22
“« ”o(@s
.®1833 7.8 ®
1000 .
] . 1819
.1820

@

@ 1834. 1835 6 .29 @ K« ) 107 ; F. O. 1048/
4 » 10/23,
. 1835 ®W ¢ ) 98. 107 .
o C)F. 0. 1048/10/31,
29 ( ) @ F. 0. 1048/10/23.
o ®@ o« ) 109 s .

D6 ¢ ) 110 1 . 111 4 ; F. 0. 1048/10/90,
1931 1.2 & “ ” “ 7 4
@ : F. 0. 1048/10/20; o« ) ) ( 1L )

105, 106
® R ) 102 . .

« ”»

©F. 0. 1048/10/43,

122

3 F. 0. 1048/9/4. 5. 8. 9. 10~ 11. 12, 13, 22,
23, 24. 26,



@F. 0. 1048/17/65.

19 ¢ )

3
1991 164 ~168. 126 ~238 .
16 o F. 0. 1048/11/18. 19, 21, 23, 24.
37, 45. 59, 60. 82 o
@ ¢ by

3 210 ~211. 216 .

( .
B ) R ) 2018
3.
® : F. 0. 1048/12/
57; F. 0. 1048/13/3. 20; F. 0. 1048/14/58. 74.
75+ 79, 89,
@ 1814 5
F. 0.

1048/14/15.
@ : F. 0. 1048/11/27. 47. 62. 63; F.

0. 1048/12/4. 68; F. O.
31. 32, 36. 41 o

@ L

1048/13/14+ 15. 26 30.

Yo o«
@3

) 2018 3.

F. 0. 1048/14/101.
@ K
) ; 2015
63 ~64
@50 K by
4.5 179 ~ 183, 375 ~ 379

o

®
F. 0. 1048/14/100.

@
F. 0. 1048/27/20.

@ F.
0. 1048/28/8.

@

F. 0. 1048/28/9.,
@0 F. 0.
1048/28/10.
@ F. 0.
1048/28 /11
“ "
F. 0. 1048/28/33) .
“ "
F. 0. 1048/28/
37) .
5% F. O.
1048/28/13.
® F. 0.
1048/28/28.,
&) K —19 30
) : 2009
296 ~315
®
F. 0. 1048/30/3.,
F. 0. 1048/30/11. 14.
&) F. 0. 1048/17/52.
@ F. 0. 1048/17/53.
® F. 0. 1048/17/54.
@ F. 0. 1048/17/55.
.
F. 0. 1048/16/20.
(
)
I
)
(
) 1932 24
~25
@ “Memo from Puankequa June 18 18167 F. O.
1048/16/28.
a3
F. 0. 1048/16/45.
@

123



o

1816 8 26  F. 0. 1048/16/46.
1 19 ) F. 0. 1048/16/42.
40 .
€ © 1833
) ; 2002
@ (
)y« : 1833

) 146 ~149 .
®
F. 0. 1048/33/53.

()
F. 0. 1048/33/54.

D
1048/21/17.

@
1048/22/44.

F. 0. 1048/22/50.

SN . 5
F. 0. 1048/31/14.

( )

F. 0. 1048/31/1.
50) 2
28/3.

)
1048/22/72.

59
1048/22/73.

o

F. 0. 1048/22/74.

124

»

F. O.

(1816

1048/

F. 0.

59 F. 0.
1048/22/76.

60 F.
0. 1048/33/1.

6D 1832

F. 0. 1048/32/16. 17 18. 1820 — 1830

(] F.

0. 1048/17/68,
63 F. 0. 1048/28/33. 37. 40. 46 F. 0. 1048/30/
29 . 1828 8 31

F. 0. 1048/28/48.

(@
F. 0. 1048/24/9.,
(5
F. 0. 1048/24/14.,

60 N

F. 0. 1048/31/36.
6
F. 0. 1048/33/15.,
(@] . .

F. 0. 1048/33/16.
691833 . .
F. 0. 1048/33/22. 28. 29.

30. 31,
@ F. 0. 1048/19/3.
@ F. 0. 1048/20/5.

510275



commodity-eapital relations are the objective form of things,and to reveal the basic achievements and lim—
itations of modern civilization, in order to explore the way to transcend modern history. Based on the on-
tological interpretation of capital category, this paper reveals the dialectical relationship between time and
space, abstract and concrete, subject and object in the development of capital modernity. With this reve—
lation, an intrinsic inner link among capital logic, critique of modernity and historical dialectics has been
established , and thus contributes to to an understanding of the characteristics of wholeness of Marx’s theo—

ry from the social-historical ontology.

(4) A Meticulous Study of the Relationship Between Sun Yat-sen and Liao Zhong-kai Before Sun
Passed Away
Zhang Xiaohui- 92-

During the KMT-CPC Cooperation, Liao Zhong-kai’s political views got closer to those of the Soviet
consultants and the CPC, and thus irritated KMT’right wing faction and the Cantonese merchants. The
Canton Merchant Volunteers Corps Uprising had a significant impact on the relationship between Sun Yat—
sen and Liao Zhong-kai. It provoked conflicts among the party, the government, the army and the socie—
ty, and incurred much antagonism in industry and commerce. These went contrary to Sun’s basic theory
of the “class conciliation. ” At the time when Liao was the minister of finance and the governor of the
Canton province, the finance of the revolutionary government almost collapsed. Liao claimed his “hope—
lessness” and resigned from the important positions gradually. However, Sun still entrusted him with the
party affairs. During the merchant uprising, Sun focused on the northern expedition and the northern mil-
itary campaign. He entrusted northern and later eastern expedition to Chiang Kai-shek, relied heavily on
Wang Jingwei to handle general affairs at Beijing during the northern expedition, and assigned Hu Han-
ming as vice generalissimo ( the most powerful figure) to preside over the canton base. However, it was

very unusual that Sun alienated Liao at this moment while working intimately with the other three.

(5) Chinese Documents of the Canton Factory of the EIC and the Studies of the Sino-Western Re—
lations in the Mid-Qing Period
Wu Yixiong- 112-
The Chinese Documents of the Canton Factory of the British East Indian Company ( File Number: F.
0. 1048) which consist of 1232 papers, are almost all produced from 1802 to 1835. As significant histor—
ical materials, those documents can be complementary with published materials such as Qing dai wai jiao
shi liao, Ya pian zhan zheng gian zhong ying jiao she wen shu, and Da zhong ji, and can be mutually
proved with the materials of English documents such as those in Chronicles of the East Indian Company
Trading to China by H. B. Morse. Furthermore, they will contribute to a better understanding of the Si—

no—Western relations in the mid-Qing period.

(6) The Concept of “Great Literature” and the Thought of Academic History in Ancient Litera—
ture
Wang Li- 152-
Since the new century, corresponding to the voice of returning to the literary standard, the innova-—

tion in ancient literature manifests the tendency of returning to the conception of “great literature” such as

255



