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£9] A AZ(Daicing gurun)® F£L4xZ H& AF 3
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ol g9 HF FAQ FUH Aol YD AL E T “F2 AR B3 Aol )
3, RS2 17-18A41710 Fid, BlW, 8=, w5, a8ln vt 59 49 WP AYGE 28 A
o fxo BYATh WFATLS W FEY 2uel] Gate dATeIglen, AF Ty WA
AHEL PHFE o) HEH Fo] ofd A Aol AYH Aoltk Ao WA E 25
o] ArsleL AAE WA ‘FTH0R FF Y #xo] HYFSTHFletcher 1978, 35-36).
Ax A ‘F=olehe T7HY I WEF FAE NE AW FAe w2 dEAZeqh

3, ook, HFolrots BX A=) AMAHD v FA 4L o] Alt) Ha} o
Tl oA F4F exol AT g 7)E A UEFo] Fap dEp Hm FIHoR
I8 AALE FsATE AF3] ded 5}——‘1‘?“31 Azhs drgeta o & UEEEe
31=:9] ElAKthe Other)o]z} $+3H(i#(L, Sinicization)e] iAo 29k QA o] ghr} 22 HA o] &
HollAe A= 27 AGA olojAe ‘F=° 9l g2FAly 3 g, a2y UFEE
T A & FREoEMT 5] HALA 9oE Mg d= 1lo] ofbd Ao|t}. o)d
A A=Y wF s Bt gglole s ATEL dFAI AL FESRA o
of AHAX FH(F )T AAZAY AEAS Zxdh ey o83 FFFHF A
7t ARGz 59z, 181 UEATY oA ‘F G2 FR3 Al oYL TA)
3 oh:]_
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of tigt 2oz A718 wFEF4F &L ‘U Folro} #3° (Inner Asian Perspective)?] H ¢
TEFE BVAEY ALY FA9 Adst AHE A o)

. B8} GE{b) Ol=0| B8 BIxZc| HAA

3ol 8L ‘TS A BE o|UEFEL A0 AE] Egd F3lHo] 28 B9 A4
S 8AHY T2 A JES AS th287] HaME A8z 3yt desidy F
At} a2jste S5 dAEL & AAAIE Ayt oA “E3) 1004 37 gholl g
g AL FTTUE0] FF] MW EHE wolEo|A Y| Wolzti GAS AR FoHElkiE
1996; {E43E, 2000, 55-6). 12y} F&Te tl2FH o2 giZ] Ay} 2 347 B¢ 23S
AuiE 4 UMY wAL HFEE0| P o dH £31E WolEd IF JE AZY A
AZ W71 7FsEve Aol

gl o] &L AAsle FIT ATY FAEL AUt BX7} BFEFo] 35 e £94)
2 UAEA §E7e] 258 4T § AWV sHestavia F4E00 ZFEd 34 J4F
AATE ARAY YR’ E HA3la B9 dYE AlFo] FFHoE IF 32 FH3)
= “FFYeE HIHUT AHske Aolth ofF FAEL HUe sl FE3] o]Fo A ¢
32 1800 o]F wEEF §=9| atole AL, 19471 A7} ‘e & L3RS FA
T30 &Y wEEo] Al o] dEFE Aldhe FEGEEE AMddx EOE dALE
v]E Fo3z] et

MFeME 1980 o] Mo mHEAlx A} AT UlRE-E ‘gl o]28 ajE 83k
dFo] w2 Zo]E(Mary C. Wrightye 194]7] Fibel] o]22] T Ao 13 o vFEH %
Atolo] aPEAE FAE AL =83EA] Fen 53] theEel 3k A ERY] HA-FiH “E
&"(Sino-Manchu amalgam)©.2 F R£e] 2o} F-ojv|(irrelevant)dhA] Hitkn F3314th
(1957; 1968, 21-23). = SPFA(fIFEE, Ho Ping-ti)e TFAS 439 HlE S w5E] ‘AAH
9 33} A oA ZgItHHo 1967, 191). Al vk “Bi7}’E A3t 2 E 2)(Robert H. G.
Lee)= @79 23 @3l gxded dFAx 27]9) HHEe]l 28 1H9 ol 5L
FABH L =93 S AAAME “DFALS Y ‘@b = olv] YBolARE AFHJY L F
st

ol g gto] &9 M & EAle ARIEY FFES *1—0013}-— AALA H@AFS A E
oA &3}e] ¥-&(Acculturation)¥} 53} Assimilation)] x}o]2 EE3AU 1oE BAst2 Y
Aolthd o]5L FF FruEde dEEEE TYAEY Fug /‘V‘h)r Az #8452 Ssp
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2% ¥ A7 Aoe &40, TS A SslGil) ol Bell tig M sAle] Mz A, FRERT, A2E (2005
49), 1738220 T3] Ao v Qo

2) EAQ] o2 Duara 1996, 49-508 =%,

3) “Thus, sinicization of Manchu society had begun well before the Manchu conquest of China"(Lee 1970, 8).

4) ol2|3 EAE D8] TERFe oAb dpelth SEHA @ FE YA § o2 gz A ATFGMNE FE dopE
+ dTh#-9el 2005, 31-33).
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Z 23 Qo 2y fEle 240 ‘T AUFHEES PolEY tirR] AHEA WE
o]& ‘o] {13l (Confucian transformation of Korea)E A= FAleo] ‘332 HA et}
(Deuchler 1992). 3tE5-5-3}9} 7Ex| o] 4-8-0] HIEA] BHqIEo] A4 TR o]ojxA] gyt
o, & o= A= £33 F3/t AT e 2RE WeEA FEE A48 4+ gl
volr} ‘gap ol &S FAE AEL 1 @ e Fold UAlEH e T FE F
2 T 59 Ade] A 2gsle WY HE M= Ao] olUSE AR %
. HE RIENES AR o A&H yHSEOW, JAAY SRIEA)S dd
‘T30 ‘AT A RNEZTIPZ EubEste FANA wEoR NEY FE(ER) SL NS
(ERB)IE €9 o2 SAHUTHGladney 2004, 14). st 38 Fxdle A5 1
o HdE AYHOE M3l 1 o= Feg® ‘T’ AxFE A AL W3 dFeR
aAs] vzle Aotk o] d @3to]&9 Azl Exete AU GAL AN DFFHY AAA
o] A&} ARFAIAl Ha b} 249 AERF0] X RS- tEste] A=o|gits A
gzt & AL FAS ARIAE BEr)

. DIESAME XAl o132

T A2 o)A@ gstolEY AR AFE AHEA 7|E] FAHYY wFFe] HAA
& Ax3= AFEAY dF A 28 9t k. 2 247)(Evelyn Rawski)y THEA| = o)
2, BIE, 05, 103 95 5 0UE 1S 4e A% FRen FAD + AN AR
a

3 247} U2 ofd mjz BEEe) G4tk FatglthRawski 1998).

of{ ol

Al Ad SS9 gyt B3 oldd AxE IR BuetAY AEEkA] gsko
a7 BEEo] AERZo 2 Atk d&& FX 3=t oA 25 AAHL i F
A AUl weEe ddiY B2 FAXNEAY 28R HAANE )9ty AEE By
atgon, gt ApEe FAHEAAALE SoAM SHoE Yyt Adskes 23 A
B2 T FAY AF0] ol v FAe ded $F AT FA(EFH ) oI
o AATE o 71 BAHQ NE-AOLRHH UA(E VF, BF, BE, O, BLdz T4
5o} AU 2 HHo) o}NA L Z(Aisin Gioro) o] TGt A3 )

B A(Patricia Berger)= Tt 347} g3 FZoME AFA HiE#REF: chakravartin) 0.2
AAFHANoH, FAS Adsste EX Y9 vigdAE IF F3oe grFoz g2 oy
EE 7R BEE HAFA AUSE ZEFrHBerger 2003, 57-61). AT FAAE &F
qAE ‘FA'E FEIPo, WFeHA oty FEH BEZ A= FIFAAATE AL 723
o] JAlst M2 ol tizkoldrt. 1847l wEAlme] HYE NBFw)A D] JuzEx 3
vt FAE “Fx P Z& o2 3 A3IATHKIm 2004, 69). A= Ao F3
& WA AGL FF A28 o] o tEAlTy dEE AYH Aoz, A 2L 4
A WA A AN FSBEE FAEA AU THFarquhar 1978, 5-34).
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3 AARS 831K Utk FEHEE N AxSH Fuhet AFCRERINFDS] FHH uE
d+3t Z#|(Philippe Forét)ye THFATe] 314 ‘9 |7} FF5o AArls} HE AlFozE
T3to} A FAANMNE 28 HofA A oA, tRIEATg FA T Akt 249 A
A BE 3ol viE Fo(FY), U, 2 FEo] thie AT FAARAS TS

olg g o] AT ApEL FFAA A BAAQ AT FEFAH A
A A4)*(The Chinese World Order)5 2} 7§33 Ao g thx} Pl Waley-Cohen 2003, 326). o}
e shgol Azt Bohlolel TABAL A AAH DHRGE FEFAY ol A
23l #)ojHi = (John K. Fairbank)e] ‘Z3Z[315] MA| A A’ (Chinese World Order) @) 32}
st Qledl, Hojwae o2& AU Fobrol ZABA oA 5P AABE o3| st
Ego] HAY Aate] A AgIe B o)zt Jlen HTde oluF 3= E3NF-H)E o
3] o] &3 ulgo] A A7 STHEFL 2002 F=x).

AUlY FABAE FHFAF N g% ZFAZAA G EE HIske
8] ‘g3b = dche 7H stlAut Zhsdttt. 28 wEAlEe] 3E dEFA A o
o o]&3l7|% ot HF2Agol §F FAH Y EH(hetoric)S o] &3FPTHAL st 1
ATy @A F= fot. dEAso] Bike F5H AE FSYRI Uile T
WE 2ol7h AT TEY HEHG HA AR FF Gty dFolth. 123t & BloHJames
Hevia)x 18-94)7]19] A= Aol n{FE “FH F& F3}9 whd”(an encounter between civi-
lizations or cultures)©.E BE ZFFA| L(tribute system)?] & gloju}, vhEe} oJZoldl= F A
=9)(two imperial formations)e] THg o 2 A 2Wdla tiHevia 1999, 25).
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Bl B2 e B9 AT A3 ANAET o A5 FRUEY BFFo] irks
o FEg Aske ol2ehE AAAAGT el LEMark C. Elliot) o|Hg 252
B4 A W AAel Aol XY BFgAL A9, olWF FF B,
223 AEYE 2REHe] BA 59 242 o|£017) “UEF(ethnic sovereignty)9 0.2 A
e, o] ‘WEFWO] AAT BFF a4l By e FHE FAsked Ao
2 Fo3lguis RtokElliott 2001, 4-6).
BEATY WEFR T FA71TY FAelE BASOURET AT F DS
Be xRS 4T GBS B o BIAL 1S AN A7 28 PFx
th. 22&d(Pamela Crossley)s AT 27 W%, 22, 24, 3% 5 og) ¥3 3 US

7ol HYE DAele TFEE AAAE JdAT FEo] obF merkial B tTHCrossley
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5) “The location chosen for the Qing errpire’s surmmer capital was unlikely from a Chinese point of view. Jehol was even farther from
the economic and cultural center of China than was Beijing. ... From the Manchu point of view, ... the location ... was strategic and
made excellent sense. Jehol occupies the precise meeting point of China, Manchuria, and Mongolia”(Forét 2000, 16-17).

6) FHGACNME ‘W& olgkE Thols 7]u]slo] o §olE ‘FuF LR Wgytt
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1999). el T ZAS o] BFL BANVA &5 BEUSS AAYTH L4E B8
Qom, B3] HEE(1722-35)7 EM(1735-96) FAE 4E sk “BFEn8o] w4 (Manjusai fe
doro; The Manchu Way)& 41317 93} Pl F4% 248 Bzsay 9502 74U 97
(EF)E FVATANN 239 2 F dFo] uiAE 7N EL w2 FUAEHEA
Azl el 4% 154 FAAdol AU 23 18501 A 1865714 T2 HeE
i H AT ol wighpo] BEEE Hog sl ‘EA saks Adstn, 19119 A8
 o|F wEZe] tig weirt At HAA 189 AN oS yHstET ZEEHAC g

ZZ2(Edward J. M. Rhoads)= 7I0(HA)S LB AtFglold vlARE “Agd &< A
H"(a hereditary military caste)Z RS9Itk 150] 1920d0] Fyte] -Fojztes WIS0 3 gl
9o olx F3AF3ITo] 1950 ] 2o THF)FE “Ho) 710 Fo7etn Fo A
T 5 3sh= Zolth(Rhoads 2000, 278, 289-91). 7IQlE0] A F4dd 2 347 T "I 4
& ot ojdele BEEe] Aol AR, 204717 E 28T FAALE AL FASEL =
Facks Aolth

293 GRS P AU FIAAE DS v} A9 W, 24 wREe ¥
%, 227 Ao FAUOIZ AHRH VEEAS) o] Fo WEAI} Ache AU T
& gitk 29 224 BEEY “PHE U5 DRHE F 059 BaH 0|2 F97
R, 194]7] ZellA 204719 ZAF 7)ol v ! £0 e 543 A9
g At 2318 APER ghute] AlERSol® £t ¢E% sEe 259 AA A JF
13 Qdcha $HTH2000, 190-205).

dYREL teEEEo] ‘AL E 45 N2 = ZPAT BHERACdAE B
=9 AEE FaA BFEHY AALE AT ¢ AJTL Btk S “E3 Y dBdY B
A”(cultural incoherence)ol| = B3l FVAEE Fd 259 “71£3 A= (ethnic coher-
ence)S A& A& & ATk AU (Elliot 2001, 17), ol= &3 B39 £344 Ajort F
AL YRR HFFT o] W2 Aole 238 o F3EHUtke Aelth

B7IAE7t S Al oud FFL FoUeve 5A FHET|EHIARA £§ 7]
A(ENEY] ALFLE FaillA € 5 Utk AT 7I0ES A9 T8 TA 9 sAslH =
oz} =AY 4 £& go2 MY Tl 280 8 AF A9E d4s}
o 719 &F BEEe AEUZo|a AujAFolete S ditky &5oA VA = O
ZAL 25 AAAY 2dolA 7kl A" Br|A R HA A AT QY ALE opr)A] ot
il A= F A FAY HA SR 1§ FA F 7Y 2% ool EHASE HFEF(7ID6A &
I3 CHEliott 2001, 311).
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HFATE T2 dNske gAELS “MTY $3% F59 t3(Western impact/
Chinese response), ZFAEAE, =4 AALHN T =544 e A&t 25 @
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79 23 & WEATY FAAGA AT ol AFAFS U ‘TFH 24&E FE
3 FAl A=) WiFokrol WA(53] 184)7] T FA=o] Frlaxg BAZ o A=
o HYE VBEHEADF HFAT] WFoA oMY HAE FAlGE 2AE AT 19
U A A Al B3 WHoA ol BRE MEH g4 £ A5t ol & glon,
A7 22, 23 g 59 AHd] g Ao AR A o] FAGT AT o}
Aotd AAE A3 FAY F gk 99 5929 B RN I FESEE 249
FENZo] 43R RIeE WFolror AFel| A&A FX-TAH 4EE AAtetAT 3
£ vhg=(Thomas J. Barfield)] 73(1989, 9-10) JA| HA5A7] 5] FAAo] F5L A
S adith 719 gVl (A= ol 1 o= IdFgxT A KT W
29 EAE AFA A3t DAl FAH3] AT AL FAIUST), Y AAYS
7}, ob R whEEo) “jFolalold AN wEolUE7?

A =(James Millward)el] 2|3t A& FAUS At A G5 F A7 AFAH%e] F
oM RHoE AT e 2o A8 W73 T #7120 532 sy o
ARE AE3 A= Axe] A HAPSFATT 3HATH1998, 116). & AFARE He H =
Ao AL Y AT Frud AYHelA U o] opln HA= AAE F59 AFH
A FA 237 9 AL tolS oiUrhke Zlolth 22 EE 18-1947] A9k wFd
3 Huiete] Bl et diAel] gk WA olsie dE’ R A A FuF Alfelge g
Z3l2el AT o] ofe} wFEe] YA et FXFH AFT} AlhE wjAolA Fojop
& Zot}.

¥ F(Peter Perdue) HA| L& A5 olda A, #AE Fo oM d5%x B A¥ o
E B5S RAFAga SHTH2005, 507). BEEE Al5s ddske BN ASHe A%
AEGFE A8 3l 25 A8l AT el FUAA S99 Y5IRAT dEH=
g2 S ESA @ A&ste 9B FFE o]F3k HFE o2 AR HEso o
Tl A - A - AAEH HAgo] tFA=TY A A FES WEE 7PsstA g
Holt)h

olg)gt g A7 A= B, T2 v, a1 ARA o] ‘F=e] EES R of
o Q38 wHEFe] Ayt olF AR AEolA AN S EHsH HogEd. 9] HFe
o) o) Fold Af AR G (conquest)= YA i~ (unification) T WA
v 22459 Yol BEE JHoZ v A3 THPerdue 2005, 506-11).

4 B

Ho) 230) GPARPIE F ol de AHEBHAY olF 2000 of ¥zk FAel olo]
A WEe ARAAA EAZ 4P FU FE9 GE} WFolAlolE B G AL
FH(E FH)e] Bajoh Aol 439 A% QAT o) Hole] FF ) FA) W] ¥

2] 5
e 22 BWE, 27, 05 So) A5 136 AFY dg NES0] ‘FIYY e
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24 AQaGA AFe FHANTATA lFHLGT Bk o8P w29 Higol: WA
FRANIHT GE dolN Yol T2l F2E TN 567} VT BE A FLAP e
WEE R8T FINVELP ChESEENPNE A93 de 9gHoe FAd 4F
H4% AAF ol presentism)7t Sick.

Fo] ATl SA4H 239 G4 1 A2 FolAol) el M FAE BE
AT FHAZ)H A FEIP e W) YR B 2 FHolehe de
o= RAY WEF, B3 5L FAF Ju@ Aol ohlet HAH 2L AR5 folo] 2l
oA FF 0B, WFEL EHNUS 02 NE AR AR FATINY VRS A
AT BEEA, 2T Wollolze] BITHL AU 4 ¢tk 4 AL 9D B 42
SZAE FRAPY YR7} ople 23] B0 AR T AR} GUS ALY Hugzo| BY
Y 702 Holopstd L7 BREAZA Al Gaol B 227} QNG AALNS A=
2L & §l8e AF BRI ATHAY N2 BRFAE Fohal ATE 1 A sk v} A
%) g,

A7 B9 BREFAA 3 VEZAY A4 BRe ANE S dallN Bl
Qe ABFele) FLYAS ARANAD & 29 TR BT S FAD 25E
oAzt Te AT WFoAolA Aze waAle] NuAlBTE ¥ua 1 ks 34
7 gze, Bre GA1E £39 dalA Rajstelt Aol ofde wael Qe A9 Ao
AE BAT Bk ThA) TIAAW 5L Dol 2ol ofa) RAD vEEe) YA 2HL B
of W@ ul ‘FFAV7} opd wEA=A] BE BT TRAY olslg mraTE Aol
22 A7 AZE Yulal A7el BaAEe o2 vmsh BAL Bolgle 328 Heeln
% %+ 9tk

wEARE FeNTsTe 1F 74T GE/L A dNITHE ALIE GAHY $ao] ofd
g0 A2 WAL $85T YTHe AL T 5L F2 AR Ao g
2ol AAA uielalo] REYSE BAF AF AT AL FEHFNH SRS
of WAEle] Qe AEGze] B L9, A, 4%, 2T HFL FAANH B 1h
Aolz 715H0] Q= ARE 43 BEAG I5L FEAS0) Sl YA VRS 15 A4
AZE RelFen =gatn kD 712 BEFAH AR Hoh BEEe) BAAe 24
2 B3 Qe olHE AT Y A2 AT JIe AV} APekn e aFEE T
W7ol o4 2o 0ge 4 2k FAY BHE AT Yld S Ze B @

g a7a,

B

7y el B, BE, By § ugECRE D) BYA V8L A7 O BAE g2 srld 58 g s gREH
= uld3 BHoAM & Aol7t ULth E#HJoseph Fletcher)= YA o] Aol A7xlolA) FHE 7122 F&ol|A] Hojut o
Ygorlo} dlolz 7128 BRe H23Nog g48 AL 278 u} QckFletcher 1981, 655-56).
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Abstract

The Ming was not a successor to the Mongol Yuan Empire, but it had merely established an
independent Han Chinese regime that occupied a part of the world empire. Similarly, the Manchu
Qing Empire(Daicing gurun) did not succeed but conquered the Chinese Ming dynasty. Whereas
the Ming was satisfied as a “lesser empire” ruling over the traditional Han territory of the “Central
Plain,” the Manchus built a large empire twice the size of the Ming through conquest of the “border
regions” of Xinjiang, Tibet, Mongolia, Manchuria, and Taiwan in the 17th and 18th centuries. The
“border regions” were joined not to “China” but to the Manchu Qing Empire. The Qing control
fundamentally changed society and economy of those regions, and they finally became “integral”
parts of China, and the spatial and ethnic make-up of today’s China had been newly constituted
only during the Manchu Qing period.

The separate ethnic identity of the Manchus was one of the most important element in their
rule over the vast multi-ethnic empire. However, most studies have followed the rather simple notion
that the Manchus had been “sinicized” and lost their own identity. A few Western scholars now
reject this simplistic Sinocentric perspective, and this paper presents a brief overview of the recent
Western academic works that approach the Qing history from the “Manchu-centered” or “Inner

Asian” perspectives.

20 QRO XISE|



	만주족의 정체성과 청대사 연구
	머리말
	Ⅰ. 한화 (漢化) 이론이 부정한 만주족의 정체성
	Ⅱ. 만주중심적 청대사 연구 
	Ⅲ. 만주족의 정체성과 팔기제도 
	Ⅳ. 만주족의 정체성과 제국의 팽창 
	결론
	Works Cited
	Abstract


