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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES

Fan Wenlan and His Writing of General History of China |/ Zhao Qingyun

Fan Wenlan ( 1893 —1969) was one of the pioneering scholars in Chinese Marxist historiography. He
devoted a half of his life to the writing of a General History of China which was rare among historians in
modern China. He began the writing during the revolutionary years before 1949 with the hope to balance
between factuality and practicality or to present facts while making them applicable for theoretical
explanation. In other words he endeavored to apply Marxist theory in interpreting the general course of
China’s historical development. In the meantime he strove to write a history that bears Chinese
characteristics. His work resulted in a brand new system in understanding comprehensively the evolution of
Chinese history. After 1949 he assembled a group of historians to continue the project further improving
and completing the narrative. From the perspective of historical materialism Fan Wenlan foregrounded the
role of the working class at the social bottom in making history which remains inspirational for all of us
interested in writing general history.

On the Beginning and Transformation of Modern Chinese Historiography // Zhang Yue

From the mid 19" century or after the Opium War ( 1839 —1842)  there emerged interests in frontier
studies of China’s northwest introducing foreign geography and history and writing contemporary history. All
of them reflected the change of times in historiography. But overall these new interests did not lead to a
general overhaul of Chinese historiography. It was not until the beginning of 20th century with publications
of Liang Qichaos The Introduction to Chinese History and The New Historiography that historical study in
China was ushered in a new era. In pursuing “new historiography ” the National Essence School ( Guocui
xuepai) attempted to bridge over Chinese and Western scholarship and called for discovering China’s
national heritage. Hu Shi ( 1891 - 1962) then continued to introduce the “Reorganizing the National
Heritage” ( zhengli guogu) Movement which helped finally dissolve the boundary between modern and
traditional scholarship. Hu also declared that he would like to write a Chinese cultural history which was
aimed to transform historical study from the traditional to the modern. By then with the use of new
materials new methods and new topics that a “new trend” emerged to shape the clear path to modern
Chinese historiography.

“On Spot” Thinking: the Foundation of Social History Study in Today’s China // Song Xueqin
Li Jinheng

In recent years social history study in China today has formed a new trend changing from the interest in
macro history to that of regional history. This trend in general has helped present more detailed research. But
many regional social historical studies have also been content with the presentation of local sources and narrating
facts without showing in-depth analysis. The biggest problem we think is that mere source presentation without
deep thinking would not bring about real progress in a field. Instead it would only lead to the overproduction of
one type of narrative history that fails to show the function of historical study. We think it necessary for
practitioners of social history to develop a sense of problematic and discover the meaning of social history study
at the regional level. It should examine the humans as the subjectivity of history and consult and utilize certain
middle range theories in research. Only by doing so the authors argue that regional social history can find its
thinking right “on spot” while going through a massive amount of fragmented materials and provide the solid
foundation for presenting history with soul and spirit so to speak.



