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image history can ben divided into three important stages based on the sources and natures of these images:
from illustrations in traditional history books independent collections of images to specialized image
studies. With the rise of cultural history in the 1980s images became main research materials for some
historians. In adopting cultural history research methods the history of revolutionary images has become a
common practice whose goal is to study the formation and transformation of people$ mentality and emotions
as well as the political culture during the Revolution. It provides new solution to examining issues such as
the Revolutions differentiated appeals to various social groups. However many challenges in adopting this
research approach remain. Sometimes information regarding the image production and communication
processes is for example missing and one cannot clearly identify the audiences for such research. At
present historians of revolutionary images strive to solve the problems in the development of image history
by breaking disciplinary barriers connecting the history of images to traditional political history or social
history and sharing online resources.

Dona Torr and British Marxist Historiography // Chu Qingdong

Dona Torr as one of the few female historians in the community of British Marxist historians made a
significant contribution to translation of classic works of Karl Marx historical writing of British labour
movement and communist movements in Great Britain. Although she had a background in linguistics Dorr
was deeply interested in history and spent her entire life on writing a biography of Tom Mann who was a
leader of the British labour movement. The biography was one of the earliest Marxist historical monographs
celebrating the creative activities of common people of Tom Mann’s times. In order to develop British
Marxist historiography Torr played a vital role in the formation of the Communist Party Historians Group
and had a great impact on the historical research of the younger generations of British Marxist historians
such as Christopher Hill and Edward Thompson. Through these efforts Dona Torr laid the foundation for
British Marxist historiography.

Sergei Mikhailovich Solovievs View on Russian History and Its Values // Guo Dan Zhou Gonggu

S. M. Soloviev is a Russian historian who lived in the nineteenth century. He is considered a member
of the “state school” and a “westerner” in Russian historiography. In his twenty-nine volumes of History of
Russia From Earliest Times Soloviev articulates the following ideas in Russian history: On the issue of
historical origin geographical factors not only have shared Russian history in the longue durée but they are
also deep driving forces that construct the differences and similarities between Russian ( Eastern) history
and Western European ( Western) history. On the dynamic of historical development the spread of religion
from ancient times to modern times from the West to the East is a central theme in the process of
communication and confrontation between the East and the West through which Russia has completed the
ideological enlightenment and constructed it religious identity. On the issue of historical development trend
the transition of the clan system based on blood relationship into a state based on political relationship is the
central theme that runs through Russia ‘s past and present and the convergent trend of historical
development between Russia and Western Europe. Soloviev criticizes the views on Russian history both by
the Slavophiles and Nikolay Karamzin in Russian historiography and the latter used to dominate Russian
historical circles at that time. In doing so he promotes the development of Russian historiography in the
second half of the nineteenth century. In his historical writing Soloviev shows a strong concern of his
contemporaneous society.

A Review of Research of American Historiography in Mainland China of the Past Hundred Years //
Xu Liang

In recent years American historiography has attracted much attention in mainland China. Influenced
by the changes of international environment and Sino-U. S. relations research of American historiography
in the mainland of China has undergone through three distinctive stages of development in the past hundred
years. the first stage ( 1920s — 60s) is the initial stage; the second stage ( 1970s — 80s) characterized
by ample translation and introduction of important American historical works is the rapid development
stage; the third stage unfolded since the 1990s and it further the development by offering more critical
examination of and rational thinking about American historiography. A review of the hundred-year
development of the field will help us recognize the problems and shortcomings in the current research of
American historiography in mainland China and find creative ideas and new directions for future research.



