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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES

Chen Hansheng and R. H. Tawney on Rural Economy in China // He Wanyu

As pioneers of studying rural economy in China both Chen Hansheng (aka. Chen Han-seng) and
Richard Henry “Harry” Tawney examined the issue through analyzing production relations. In their works
they share the view that factors such as the shortage of cultivated land and low wages contributed to the
widespread poverty and self-exploitation among Chinese farmers. Tawney on the one hand recognized the
uniqueness of Chinese Society admitting that to solve rural problems one needs to conduct an in-depth
investigation of Chinese society and carry out gradual improvement; on the other hand he proposed social
development programs based on European historical experiences. Chen Hansheng emphasized the combined
impact of imperialism and feudalism on the deprivation of peasants and analyzed the change of rural social
relations of production in the transition stage of social development with Marxist methods. Through doing so
he advocated a revolution to fundamentally change the relations of production in rural China. From the
perspective of history both of them examine social problems in China and answer practical questions with
academic research. They influenced each other in scholarly research thanks to their shared concerns which
provides an example for us to understand the relationship between historical research and social reality.

On the Relationship between Zi and Shi in the Modern Transformation of Scholarship: Based on
the Theory of Zhu Zi Yi Shi // Ning Tengfei

In the classification of scholarly knowledge in traditional China Zi refers to works by pre-Qin
philosophers and Shi works by historians. Zhu Zi Yi Shi is an important theory proposed by the National
Essence School in the late Qing Dynasty which means “all works by philosophers are also history. ” This
theory is one of the manifestations of the transformation of Chinese academic tradition in modern times. It
was on the one hand rooted in the discussion on the relationship between Zi and Shi among scholars in
the Qing Dynasty such as Zhang Xuecheng and Gong Zizhen. On the other hand it grew out of the debate
between the Jinwen and Guwen Schools of Classics as reflection upon Kang Youwei’s attempt to reframe
Confucius and other ancient Chinese philosophers within the context of religion. Zhang Taiyan Deng Shi
Liu Shipei had different ways to justify the theory but they all agreed on Zhu Zi Yi Shi. In terms of the
content the theory of Zhu Zi Yi Shi is a radicalized version of Liu Jing Jie Shi which means “Six
Classics are all history”. The latter came from the hypothesis that all ancient philosophers ( Zhuzi)
originated as scribes in the royal office and it was a revisionist view on Zhuzi thanks to the growing interest
in historiography during the time. Scholars after that such as Zhang Ertian Sun Deqian Jiang Quan
shared this view which formed an academic consensus in the development of the studies on Zhuzi in the late
Qing Dynasty and early Republican period. From the perspective of academic transformation the theory of
Zhu Zi Yi Shi not only expanded the scope of historiography and elevated the status of the history discipline
but also strengthened the social role of the studies on Zhuzi. It furthermore prompted the revival of this
traditional discipline and provided an internal path of transformation as a historical turn in scholarly research.

Rethinking the Modernization of Historiography during the Song Dynasty through a Comparative
Perspective between China and the West: A Study of Historical Views and Historiographical
Methodology // Deng Rui

A result of the modern transformation of historiography in China was that historians began to study
Chinese history and historiography by comparing China to the West. They restructured Chinese
historiography according to the framework of Western historiography. As such this article argues that Song
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historiography is comparable to Renaissance historiography for historians during both periods shared similar
conception of historical views and historiographical methodology. As Renaissance historiography is the origin
of modern Western historiography its counterpart Song historiography pioneers the modern transformation of
Chinese historiography. Since Song China predates Renaissance Europe this article argues that the Song is
the pre-modern stage when many modern tendencies had already unfolded in Chinese historiography prior to
the contact with the West. Furthermore this article attempts to uncover the similarities between Chinese
and Western historiographies.

The Evolution of the Concept Kinsei in Japanese Historiography // Yu Le

As a historical term kinsei appeared in the Edo period in Japan which originally referred to the recent
era by people of the time. After the Meiji Restoration kinsei was used to refer to the Edo period while its
connotation was classified as a stage of the medieval era opposite to the “modernized” Meiji period. After
World War Two with the development of historical research kinsei was regarded as an independent period
apart from the medieval era. Later with the rise of area studies and modernization theory the connection
between kinsei and the modern era was emphasized and kinsei was again accepted as a recent era. The
conception of Kinsei has changed becoming independent and eventually returning to its origin.

New Materials New Methods and New Perspectives in the Study of Southeast Asian History: A
Case Study of the Harry J. Benda Book Prize // Shi Xueqin Wang Han

The Harry J. Benda Prize is an international academic prize granted by the Association for Asian
Studies to recognize outstanding works in the field of Southeast Asia studies including books that represent
the most significant achievements in the study of Southeast Asian history in contemporary international
academic circles. The Benda Book Prize covers works in the fields such as the colonialist history social
history cultural history of Southeast Asia and it continues to expand to religious history women’s history
and other specific historical genres. These works reflect the important shifts in the research paradigms of
Southeast Asian history after World War Il and they also stress the indigenous and autonomous nature as
well as the agency of the historical development of Southeast Asia based on new historical materials
methods and perspectives. In short Benda Prize works have greatly contributed to the contemporary
theoretical discussion and practical research in the field of Southeast Asian historical studies and scholars
in China need to pay more attention to their scholarly value.

“The Black Atlantic”: A Survey of Recent Studies on the Role of Africa in Atlantic History //
Li Pengtao

Atlantic historical studies are primarily focused on the transatlantic connections between Europe
America and Africa from the late sixteenth century to the early twentieth century. Since the 1990s  African
historians and American historians have criticized the Eurocentric tendency in Atlantic studies and they
have promoted the notion of “the Black Atlantic”. While stressing the exploitation and violence that
African society had experienced these historians are fully aware of the significance of African society in the
formation of the Atlantic world. These researchers examine the role of the Atlantic slave trade in the making
of modern world the impact of the Atlantic Connections on African society the origin of African diaspora
culture and African contributions to American civilization. They stress trans—ecolonial or transnational
dynamics. This research trend has not only corrected the weakness in research methods of Atlantic studies
but also widened research scope of African studies and facilitates our understanding of Africa’s and the
African continent’s contribution to world history.

On the Relationship between the Theory of Historiography and the History of Historiography //
Qiao Zhizhong

The theory of historiography and the history of historiography belong to the same secondary subcategory
in the discipline structure. This categorization indicates the close internal relationship between the two. To
explore the relationship between the theory of historiography and the history of historiography we should
first overcome a theoretical challenge which is how to distinguish “historical theory ” from



