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the purpose of cultivating official recognized worship and civilizing the society. The attitudes of the local
gentry to the goddess were polarized. How to maintain the “orthodox nature” of the goddess became an
important issue faced by the local elites. Through the organization of incense club public parade the-
atre performance and other sacred activities local people rewarded the goddess expressed their own in-

terest enhanced community cohesion and strengthened regional cultural identity.

The Birth of “National History”

An Analysis on the Idea of National History and the Writing of General Chinese History in the

Early 20th Century LI Kexiang and WANG Dong
Chinese historiography was turning to its modern form at the beginning of the 20thcentury. During

this period the term “National History” was given new meanings both politically and academically. For
the purpose of establishing a modern nation in China  “National History” was considered not only as a
“conceptual tool” for the rise of national consciousness but also as a brand new national history similar
to the western “General History”. As a result the numerous writings of the new Chinese “National His-
tory” became one of the most spectacular cultural phenomena in the modern Chinese history.

On Chiang Kai-shek’s Retirement from Office in 1949 ZHANG Hao

Although Chiang Kai-shek announced that he would retire from office in January 21 1949 he did
not actually resign and withdraw from power. He once did plan to resign before December 28 1948 but
then he decided to retire from office for the time being without resigning and withdrawing from authority.
Although he agreed to replace “temporary retirement from office” with “leading the retirement in person”
in his statement he believed that the two meant the same. That’s to say he would leave the stage for a
short period of time while the peace talks between the Chinese Communist Party and the Nationalist gov-
ernment was going on. He stated that Vice-President Li Zongren would on his behalf exercise the duties
and powers of the President in accordance with the Article 49 of the Constitution during his retirement.
With this arrangement he could resume his power in accordance with the Constitution when the right
time came. The Chinese Communist Party realized that Chiang Kai-shek did not resign and was still be-
hind the scene. So did many Nationalist party members and the Guangxifaction.The latter went on pressing
Chiang Kai-shek to relinquish his power. Generally speaking Chiang Kai-shek thought that the withdrawal
from authority meant a total relinquishment of power while the retirement from office was merely a tempo

rary departure from the stage. To him retirement and resignation were completely different.

An Analysis of the Historical Roots of Mao Zedong’s“On the Correct Handling of Contradictions among
the People” LI Xiao

2017 is the 60th anniversary of the publication of Mao Zedong’s “On the Correct Handling of Con-
tradictions among the People”. This work has laid theoretical foundation for the socialism with Chinese
characteristics. In this classic Mao elaborated the theory of contradictions among the people in the so-
cialist society which exerted a great influence within and outside the party. The theory was formulated
when Mao thought of combining the Chinese revolution and the socialist construction. It’s also the fruit
of the Party leaders’ collective wisdom such as those of Liu Shaoqi Zhou Enlai Deng Xiaoping and
Chen Yun. It was an in-depth analysis and conclusion of the contemporary national and international

struggles made by Chinese communists among whom Mao Zedong was a representative.
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