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1.

. Translation I : Please translate the passage below inte English. (30%)

3. Translation II : Please translate the passage below info Chinese. (20%)

Explanation: Please identify fwo names from the following list of historians, explaining in
English who they are and what they have contributed to historical studies. (20%)

(1) Peter Burke

(2) Philippe Aries

(3) Carlo Ginzburg

(4) Ray Huang

(5) Joseph Needham

(6) John King Fairbank
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Historiographers study the shape of evidence. Ofien they desire to determine how its form
outlines the contour of an absence, a void, or a silence which in turn is assumed to be the
ground of history. The writing of history can begin only when a present is divided from a past.
An initial act of exclusion separates current time from past time, or the living from the dead.
The historian'’s sense of duration is defined by what is left behind, or registered as past. Once
this “other” time is established, interpretation is legitimized, speculation develops, and writing
is set in motion. Scholars must draw a line between what is dead and what is not. By
inaugurating this difference in their position and method, historians posit death as total social
fact (often without stating or even imagining it as such); but also, in their very act of
indication, they deny its presence. A sense of loss is advanced, but its void is immediately filled
with the knowledge the historian reaps from his division of past and present. Historians
endlessly establish contingent time through archeology,; they produce the past by virtue of
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practicing arcane crafts of resurrection, animation, and even ventriloguism.

4. Comprehension:. based on the passages below please write an essay in Chinese including
discussions of (1) relationship between civility and intimacy; (2) new senses towards manners
and the body. (30%)

The rules of civility, which governed the individual’s behavior in society, established a
protected zone around each individual. Prohibitions against physical contact became stricter
as new social forms, particularly the court, established what Elias has called “the
representation of rank by form,” making the essence of the individual increasingly public and
visible. People began to sleep alonme. Physical coniaci, whether at play or in battle, was
censured. Table manners no longer condoned eating from a common plate or with the fingers.

All of these things reflected a need for greater distance between one body and another,
necessitated by the growing frequency of human contact and increased density of human
relations. By contrast, intimacy — carnal or spiritual love or friendship — required proximity
to another person’s body, or at least an object capable of representing that body, of rendering
it present even in its absence. From this need a new set of customs developed. Communion with
another, so devoutly desired, was achieved by carrying an object that had once touched the
beloved or preserving a memenio of a departed loved one, or by coniriving to sense the
presence of God in one’s own body. Certain behavior was prohibited in public but permitted,
even required, by the proximity of loved ones; intimate gestures abolished absence, rendering
present a body that could not be touched. This need, jelt throughout the period dealt with in
this book, may have grown stronger as the affections came o be concentrated on a few loved
ones: the immediate family. : '

Civility and intimacy were opposed.in another way. Civility was supposed to restrain the
emotions, bridle the passions, dissimulate the impulses of heart and soul. Manners were
rational, and rationality required that behavior toward another person take that person’s rank
and the desired effect into consideration. Manners could thus be used to create an image of
oneself, to reveal only that identity by which one wished to be recognized. In solitude or in
intimacy with another, this discipline ceased to.be appropriate. Occasionally individuals were
all but overwhelmed by the most immodest outpourings and the most extreme emotions.
Civility did not stifle the passions entirely, as the words of the mystics or the occasional erotic
confession reveals.
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