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At the same time with the rise of the in-depth textual approach to historical facts scholars were
increasingly paying more attention to the formation of historical texts. Through a historiographical
perspective the trend in academy began to change from ungrounded speculation to carefully handling of
individual characters within social and political context. Therefore the declining influence of Neo-
Confucianism induced the rise of historiography in the late Ming and early Qing Dynasties. The latter not
only had a profound influence on historiography in the Qianlong and Jiaqing period but also contributed to
the rise of modern historiography. Modern historians both followed the trend of specialization in historical
studies and inherited its budding historiographical conscious.

Legal Pluralism in Qing Legal History: A Reconsideration // Hu Xiangyu

Legal pluralism is an important theory in studies of law and legal history. Scholars in Qing legal history
have been influenced by this theory in recent years. They have produced numerous works on non-state law
law in frontier areas and ethnic regions and certain provisions of Qing state law that dealt with specific
regions or population groups. However in practice they have not yet paid enough attention to this theory’s
limitations. Nor do they notice legal centralism the other side of legal pluralism. Therefore the
application of legal pluralism is not short of problems. These problems include but not limited to the lack
of a clear definition of non-state law the failure to identify a counter thesis in scholarly dialogue the
inadequacy in applying this theory to historical interpretation and the fallacy of legal centralism. To
conclude while scholars adopt theory in Qing legal history it is necessary to clearly define its meaning and
pay ample attention to legal centralism and the multiplicity of its applications.

The “Global Middle Ages”: Theoretical Framework and Critical Reflection // Li Teng

With the deepening of studies of global conceptual history at the beginning of the 21st century
medieval historians in Europe and America have gradually embraced the concept “Global Middle Ages” as
a new research approach. They apply the theories and methods from global history to the “medieval” period
defined by traditional research. By doing so they emphasize the interaction communication and
knowledge exchange between and among different civilizations with a goal to reconstruct global mobility
from the fifth to fourteenth century. In recent years scholars have paid wide attention to this concept and
based on it they are following a new path to breaking the “Eurocentrism” in the existing scholarship of
medieval studies. While exploring theoretical outlooks and conducting empirical research they have
generated many new scholarly concepts and frameworks for historical interpretations. Yet the connotation of
the term “Global Middle Ages” developed by European and American historians demands further in-depth
analysis. In combination with theory and method of global history one might argue that the “Global Middle
Ages” is not an appropriate concept. However it does offer an illuminating perspective through which
globally-minded historians reexamine the relationship among civilizations in the Middle Ages.

The North-South Divergence in Modern German Historiography: Taking Ranke and Schlosser’s
Writing of World History as an Example // Zhang Yibo

Since the nineteenth century world history writing has departed from traditional encyclopedic style
and begun to establish an integrated world history and to construct new grand narratives. At the same time
the professionalization of historiography started to rise. It was within this context that historians faced a new
dilemma namely how to reconcile the tension between the integration of world history and the source
criticism. To overcome this dilemma Leopard von Ranke and Friedrich Christoph Schlosser debated on the
different approaches to framing a new world history. By analyzing the world history works of the two
scholars this article argues that the professionalization of historiography is not a monolithic process. It also
discusses different choices made by various historians who shared similar values of professionalization. It
therefore presents multiple and competitive ways of history writing accompanied by the professionalization
of historiography.

The Construction of the “Three Systems” in the New Era and the New Thinking in Historical
Materialism // Han Dongyu

Defined within the framework of history historical materialism has different meanings and
manifestations at various stages of its development from Eurocentrism Grand Views of History to the rise
of New World Outlook. A consistent but internal logic can be identified however if one decodes historical



