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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



