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The “Annales” in Tacitus Historical Writing and Its Political Function // Cai Lijuan Wang Ao

Tacitus chronicled the history of the Roman Empire from Augustus to Domitian in the Annales. In his
historical writing he discussed the fundamental relationship between humanity and politics. In doing so
he attempted to prove the correlation between rulers” virtues and the quality of principate as a political
system. He spent his political career mostly under Domitian’ reign and began writing history during Trajan
s period. He was cautious in historical writing due to Domitian$ tyrannical rule on the one hand; on the
other hand he hoped to provide lessons to the noble class through writing history and to cultivate virtues.
For both reasons he chose the annals rather than the popular genre imperial bibliographies in his
writing. Although emperors remained at the center of the narrative Tacitus focused on emperors” ruling
skills and trickeries as well as the noble class’response in this work. His way of writing betrays his motive.

The Development and Evolution of the Fiscal-Military State Theory in Western Scholarship // Liao Ping

The relationship between state formation and military activities in early modern Europe has been a focus
of studies in Western scholarship. The American historian John Brewer proposed the concept of the “fiscal—
military state” emphasizing the connection between professional administration sophisticated taxation and
increased military strengths among early modern European states. This concept became an important
framework for historical analysis but scholars have also pointed out some of its flaws. For example it
overplayed the capability of early modern states and paid little attention to the use of fiscal resources. Some
Western scholars have recently attempted to revise the “fiscal-military state ” theory. Challenging the
dichotomy between “public” and “private” sectors they adopt the concept “contractor state” in focusing on the
states”practice of contracting their war efforts to private entrepreneurs. In doing so they highlight the essential
roles played by private sectors in the military endeavors of early modern Europe. Applying a transnational
perspective they adopt the concept of “fiscal-military system” to further study the interactions among states
semi-sovereign polities and private actors in which manpower money supplies expertise service and
information required were exchanged through a number of “fiscal-military hubs” portraying a Europe-wide
network for mobilizing a variety of military resources. These studies have drastically enriched the perspectives of
and broadened the approaches to studying military history as well as state formation in early modern Europe.

Historical Materialism and Fu Yiling 's Study of Chinese Social and Economic History in the
Republic of China // Li Zhengjun

Influenced by the Debate of Chinese Social History Fu Yiling established his problem consciousness
of studying Chinese social and economic history. In the following ten years he embraced the universal law
of the evolution of human society revealed by historical materialism as an important tool for analyzing
Chinese social history. Different from those scholars that “sacrificing materials for formulas” in the earlier
debates he began to work on the relationship between the universality of the law and the particularity of
Chinese history. He verified the rationality of the theory through empirical research instead of “taking the
method as the conclusion”. These outstanding features in Fu’s research are the reflections of the overall
transformation of studies of Chinese social and economic history during the Republican period in China.

Retrospect and Prospect of Studies of Ancient Korean Historiography in China in the Past 100
Years // Sun Weiguo Qin Li

At the beginning of the twentieth century Chinese classics printed in ancient Korea were introduced
into China. Since then comparative studies of Chinese and Korean historiography started to unfold.
Historians such as Meng Sen and Wu Han made important contributions in this field. Political situations
had great influence on the study of this topic from 1949 to 1992 bhefore the establishment of diplomatic
relations between China and South Korea. During this period scholars in Taiwan China produced some
pioneering works which played a vital role in the development of Korean studies in Chinese academic circles
after 1992. A review of studies of Korean historiography in China over the past 100 years shows the following
characteristics in the results of Chinese academia: there are a greater quantity of papers than monographs of
thematic and narrative reviews than comprehensive and theoretical discussions more attention to Korean
historical books in Chinese than non-Chinese Korean historical books a greater quantity of self-talking
monologues than dialogues with Korean academic circles. In view of these problems scholars need to make
more comprehensive efforts in order to further promote studies of Korean historiography in China.



