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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES

Receptions of Nikolai Bukharin§ Historical Materialism in China in the 1930s // Zhao Guangjun

The 1930s witnessed a great quantity of foreign works on historical materialism being translated into
Chinese and introduced into China and it was common that one book had serval versions of translation.
During this period Historical Materialism: A System of Sociology by Nikolai Bukharin had the most versions of
translation. The popularity of this book induced dissemination of Marxist theory of historical materialism in the
Republica of China. This book along with other Chinese translations and introductions became source of
reference in the theorization of Marxist historical materialism in the 1930s. Meanwhile people of the time had
already noticed problems such as mechanism in Bukharing view of historical materialism and gradually sublated
his theory while continuously referring to it as source of reference. In studying the rise of historical materialism
as a view on history in modern China we should not only examine the internal logic of theory but also trace its
spread and dissemination. Taking the translation introduction dissemination and theoretical sublation of
Bukharin$ theory of historical materialism in the 1930s as an example this article uncovers the complex and
dynamic process of receptions of foreign theories of historical materialism in Chinese intellectual circles in the
Republican period and deepens our understanding of the Sinification of historical materialism in China.

The Orthodox View of History and the Compilation of the History of the Five Dynasties after the
Song Dynasty // Cui Zhuang

China was torn asunder by frequent wars during the Five Dynasties and Ten Kingdoms period. Tt
becomes a focus of debate among historians on what kind of orthodox ideas to follow in order to compile the
history of this period. Five competing views were held by scholars from the Song to the Qing Dynasty. The
first is to deem these five continuous dynasties as orthodox represented by General History of the Five
Dynasties by Fan Zhi  Collected Statutes of the Five Dynasiies by Wang Pu The Old History of the Five
Dynasties by Xue Juzheng and The New History of the Five Dynasties by Ouyang Xiu. The second disregards
the Liang Dynasty as a fake and only admits the other four dynasties into the orthodox tradition. The Reign
Titles of Past Dynasties by Li Fang Abolishing the Reign Titles of the Zhu-liang by Song Shiying and
Preface to Questioning of Spring and Autumn Annals of the Five Dynasties by Hua Zhanén cited and discussed
this idea. The third takes the five dynasties as “lunar legitimacy” or unorthodox. Records of the Vestigial
Tang by Wang Gao and the correspondent part of Ouiline and Detail of History Retold as a Mirror for Rulers
by Zhu Xi are representative works. The fourth treats the Southern Tang as a continuation of Tang orthodoxy.
Book of the Southern Tang by Lu You and Annals and Biographies of the Vestigial Tang by Chen Ting are
representative works. The fifth regards the Later Tang and the continuous Southern Tang as orthodox
represented by Annals of the Three Tang by Wu Fei  Book of the Continued Tang by Chen Zhan and Tang-Song
Spring and Autumn Annals by Hua Changqing. These five views took different roots in the combined influences
from political transition territorial heritage family lineage to moral values all of which are nevertheless
valid. They are the embodiment of the continuity of traditional historiography and of ancient scholars unrelenting
pursuit of justice and they are highly significant in the development of Chinese historiography.

From Deconstruction to Reconstruction: Lii Simian$ Study of Mythology // Li Juan

The history of antiquity is an important object for study in modern Chinese history and the research on
mythology has attracted wide attention. Lii Simian followed the logic that society progressed from low to high
levels in development and introduced the concept of “homogenous human groups” in historical research.
The latter was derived from the concept “subordinative thinking”. In three aspects he deconstructed myths
from the antiquity and replaced the “old common sense” with new interpretations. Behind the evolution of
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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.



