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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES 159

old and new knowledge systems is Lii “s effort to replace “correlative thinking” with “subordinative
thinking” and to create a disciplinary paradigm for modern new historiography. A look into his study of
methodology will help us not only to realize the dilemma of presentism that is commonly shared by
historians but also to recognize the generational shifts in the historical knowledge production.

History Culture and Nation: The Rise of Chinese Cultural History in the Early Twentieth
Century // Deng Yan

At the beginning of the twentieth century the Western concept of “culture” became an important

conceptual tool for reconfiguring traditional heritage in China. Chinese scholars wrote cultural history aiming
at exhibiting traditional China’s material and spiritual achievements. In viewing China in a competition
against the West they held a hidden belief of treating culture as a battleground. The combination of
“history” and “culture ” has gradually dominated the theme of historical narrative. At the same time
cultural history paid special attention to present a national life in historical action. Not only did it exhibit
various characteristics of national history but it also revealed the spiritual core of the community. History
culture and nation merged into one. Cultural history thus became a constructed narrative fabricating social
cohesion under the background of the eastward spread of Western culture and the loss of traditional authority.

“Historical Memory  ‘Histoire-Mémoire” or “History and Memory”?: The Use of Concepts in
History of Memory // Tu Hanzhang

The concepts of “history and memory’  “histoire-mémoire’  “historical memory” and “history of

» D . . @ . »” : .
memory ~ seem similar but their meanings vary. The term “historical memory” was first used by Maurice
Halbwachs in La Mémoire Collective. Tt was originally to emphasize the nature of history as memory and its
meaning was gradually broadened to refer to “peoples memories and representations of the past”. The term

@ s PR S . X . . . -
histoire-mémoire” was originally coined by Pierre Nora to describe the unity of “history and memory” in
pre-modern eras. The term “history and memory” is a central topic when historians in the west discuss the
dialectical relationship between history and memory. In doing so they justify the history discipline ‘s
position while facing the challenge from memory studies. “History of memory” by contrast is a field that
treats memory as the object of historical inquiry studying changes of memory over time. Therefore we
should strive for accuracy to avoid misunderstanding and misusing these terms especially when translating

or introducing Western historians” opinions.

The “Comfort Women” Question and Its Limits in the Gender Perspective // Liu Ping

In recent years scholars have widely adopted gender as a perspective through which to frame the study of
the “comfort women” in the Japanese army within war—srelated sexual violence. This change induces a
paradigmatic shift and further extends the scope and depth of scholarly inquiry. However there is also an over—
reliance upon or blind trust in the gender approach. As a result some have replaced political history with
gender history proposing a position of transcending state /nation and resulting in a historical nihilist tendency
of challenging or even denying the brutal nature of the “comfort women” system. The “comfort women” question
is complex and particular. It is not only a research subject in gender history but also a topic in political history.
When using the gender perspective we need to be aware of its limits and to maintain a sharp sense of vigilance.

Modern Reflections on the Demise of the Ancient Egyptian Civilization // Guo Zilin

Ancient Egypt was an extraordinary civilization that made great contributions to human development in
history. Yet it became a lost civilization after the seventh century. Scholars hold competing opinions on
the demise of the ancient Egyptian civilization due to their divergent views on what conceptualizes a culture
or a civilization and how to define its beginning or its end. To overcome the confusion one should look for
uniform theoretical standards and this is the baseline for historical research. Three criteria including the
unification of the state the invention of the writing system and the formation of cultural identity together
define the emergence of the ancient Egyptian civilization which lasted for more than three thousand years.
Accordingly the disappearance of these three traits signified the demise of the ancient civilization. As for
its fall it was the result of multiple reasons at work including the decline of total national strength due to
stagnation of productivity the alien domination of almost one thousand years the lack of social cohesion to
the writing belief systems and their practices.



