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(@ Laboratoire de Lexicométrie et de Textes Politiques de 1’ Ecole Normale Supérieure de Saint-Cloud.

@ Reinhart Koselleck “A Response to Comments on die Geschichtliche Grundbegriffe”  Hartmut Lehmann and Melvin Richter The
Meaning of Historical Tenors and Concepts. New Studies on Begriffsgeschichte ~Occasional Paper No. 15 German Historical Institute
Washington D. C. 1996 pp. 59 -70.
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Reinhart Koselleck “Hinweise auf die temporalen Strukturen begriffsgeschichtlichen Wandels” in Begriffsgeschichte Diskursgeschichte
Metapherngeschichte hrsg. von Hans Erich Bodeker Wallstein 2002 S. 31.
Historisches Worterbuch der Philosophie 13 Bde hrsg. von Joachim Ritter Karlfried Griinder Gottfried Gabriel Schwabe 1971 —-2007.
Emst Miiller  “Einleitung: Bemerkungen zu einer Begriffsgeschichte aus kulturwissenschaftlicher Perspektive” in Begriffsgeschichte im
Umbruch? ( Archiv fiir Begriffsgeschichte Sonderheft) hrsg. von E. Miiller Meiner 2005 S. 12 -13.
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(@ Anthony Grafton “The History of Ideas: Precept and Practice 1950 —2000 and Beyond”  Journal of the History of Ideas Vol. 67 No. 1
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(Jan. 2006) pp.1-32.
Peter Burke What Is Cultural History?  Polity Press 2004.
« ) 155—156 .
Ernst Miiller Falko Schmieder Begriffsgeschichte und historische Semantik. Ein kritisches Kompendium Suhrkamp 2016 S. 628.
John Varriano  Wine: A Cultural History Reaktion Books 2011.
Maricel E. Presilla The New Taste of Chocolate A Cultural & Natural History of Cacao with Recipes Ten Speed Press 2001.
Sjaak Braster Ian Grosvenor and Maria del Mar del Pozo Andrés eds. The Black Box of Schooling: A Cultural History of the Classroom

Peter Lang 2011.
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Bonnie English A Cultural History of Fashion in the 20th and 21st Centuries: From the Catwalk to the Sidewalk Bloomsbury 2013.
Meg Cohen and Karen Kozlowski Read My Lips: A Cultural History of Lipstick Chronicle Books 1998.
Eve Ensler The Vagina Monologues Virago 2001; Naomi Wolf Vagina: A New Biography Virago 2012; Emma L. E. Rees
The Vagina: A Literary and Cultural History Bloomsbury 2013,
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@ Reinhart Koselleck “Hinweise auf die temporalen Strukturen begriffsgeschichtlichen Wandels” in Begriffsgeschichte Diskursgeschichte
Metapherngeschichte hrsg. von Hans Erich Bodeker Wallstein 2002 S. 43 —44.

@ Jorge Luis Borges “Translation”  Twenty—four Conversations with Borges: Interviews by Roberto Alifano 1981 — 1983 Lascaux Publishers

1984 p.51.

Kari Palonen Die Enizauberung der Begriffe. Das Umschreiben der politischen Begriffe bei Quentin Skinner und Reinhart Koselleck 1IT

2004 S.241-244 330 -332.

@ Margrit Pernau  “Gab es eine indische Zivilgesellschaft im 19. Jahrhundert? Uberlegungen zum Verhiltnis von Globalgeschichte und
historischer Semantik” in Traverse 3 (2007) S.51 -66.

® Willibald Steinmetz “Vierzig Jahre Begriffsgeschichte —The State of the Art” in Sprache-Kognition-Kultur. Sprache zwischen mentaler

®

Struktur und kultureller Prigung hrsg. von Heidrun Kémper und Ludwig M. Eichinger Walter de Gruyter 2008 S. 177 —178.
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States during the Republican period. Scholars today have paid little attention to their study-abroad
experiences let along their doctoral dissertations. These scholars chose some interesting topics for their
PhD projects. Many had strong concerns with reality and paid special attention to important debates among
historians in China. A majority of topics were focused on the history of European countries. Several of these
dissertations used a large number of primary documents and adopted innovative research approaches.
Therefore they were recognized by their advisers and fellow American historians. These scholars formed
unique academic style after they returned to China. They laid the foundation for the world history discipline
in China through teaching and involving academic work of organization.

The New Trend of Smuta Studies in Contemporary Russian Historiography // Zhou Hougin

After the disintegration of the Soviet Union scholars in Russia began to rethink the revolution in the
early twentieth century. They replaced “revolution” with “Smuta ” a concept that is derived from the
studies of Russian history of the early seventeenth century. Based on an interdisciplinary approach they
constructed a research paradigm of Smuta Studies as the theoretical framework to register the change
between the time of national crisis and empire. This paradigm emphasizes that the three historical moments
respectively in the early seventeenth the early twentieth and the late twentieth centuries witnessed the
systemic crises of the Russian state ( i. e. smuta) . The first two crises ended with the rise of empire and
Russian history vacillates in the periodic rhythm of " smuta-empire". The Smuta Studies is not only the
product of the upsurge of Russian Studies and Imperial Studies in the twentieth-first century but also a
response from some Russian scholars to where Russia is currently going. However as a new disciplinary
approach its many aspects remain to be developed.

How to Write American History in the Age of Globalization. On Thomas Bender’ s Transnational
History // Li Min

Regarded as the most influential authority in transnational studies Thomas Bender answered the
question of how to write American history in the age of globalization. Based on his personal experience of
academic development he discussed the significant issue through two layers of analysis: theoretical
construct and scholarly practice. Starting from its constructed nature Bender has reconstructed the nation—
state and its history criticizing American exceptionalism. In promoting a transnational and holistic
perspective he proposed a methodology of comparison connection and contextualization and published
the well-received masterpiece A Nation among Nations. When facing challenges and criticisms Bender
insists that transnational study is still a useful perspective and approach worthy of exploration and that it
enriches the scope of the traditional nation-state historical paradigm that used to be at the center of
American historiography.

Some Thoughts Concerning Research on Conceptual History // Fang Weigui

Conceptual history also known as “the history of concepts” ( Germ. : Begriffsgeschichte) is a well-
known paradigm of historical semantics. It is especially the German “model” of conceptual history that is
highly regarded worldwide; it is often cited as an exemplary research method. While it is becoming
gradually internationalized we can observe a constant effort to adapt it to the distinctive histories and
cultures of the local. At the same time conceptual historical theory has not yet been able to solve some
problems and they have become increasingly urgent. In its recent practice in China it is widespread that
researchers often rely on quantitative analysis. If one overlooks the essence of the conceptual historical
method the relevant “truth” of history is very unlikely to be discovered however. In this context the
relationship between conceptual history and New Cultural History deserves attention as we believe that the
two deal with different questions and concerns. Last but not least the difficulty in translation in the
international transfer of terms is an intrinsic challenge. Seen from a global perspective one could argue
that historical semantics has to be based on a complicated transregional research process; in return which
poses a meaningful challenge in the internationalization of conceptual history.



