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historical truth embedded in personal narratives as well as how to use individual memorial as a historical
source effectively. In the face of the increasing significance of individual memory Holocaust historian Raul
Hilberg took a prudent and critical attitude. He pointed out the limitations of individual memory from the
following perspectives: the deficiency of viewpoints and varieties of sources the omissions in content and
the distortions and errors that invite vigilance. However Hilberg also valued the archival diaries of
important figures such as the late president of Warsaw Jewish ghetto. His critique of individual memory is
based on the historical concept of reconstruction theory. Although his idea of historical writing and
methodology are not up-to-date which resulted in biased understanding of historical sources his opinion
still reminds historians of the importance of the dialectic understanding of individual memory and the
“memory boom” in historical studies.

Between Confucian Classics and Historiography: Meng Wentong’s Theory on the “Uncrowned
King” and Revolution // Bao Youwei

The social and political changes together with the historicization of Confucian classics in the Republica
of China gave rise to the discussion of the New Text Confucianism. Influenced by Liao Ping Meng
Wentong explored the Confucianism of the Zhou and Qin Dynasties through the exploration of the New Text
Confucianism. In the context of the political revolution of the Republic of China he argued for the internal
spirit of Confucius-Mencius Confucianism that is the theory on “uncrowned king” and “Revolution”
( which literary means “a kingly revolution led by Confucius”). Through historical research Meng
Wengtong intended to surpass the study of the New Text Confucianism in the late Qing Dynasty and to
explore the true thought of the Zhou Qin and Han Dynasties. His revaluation of Confucian classics is an
important step to historicalize traditional Confucian classics and he introduced modern historiography in
order to re-evaluate the study of the classics. It is beyond doubt that Meng’s research bears significant
elements of modernity.

“Triple Evidence Method” and Its Practice: Jao Tsung-d’s Contributions to the Study of Chinese
Ancient History // Chen Minzhen

At his early career Jao Tsung initially had a lot of contact with the School of Gushi bian ( Debates
on Ancient History) . Yet his view of ancient history pivoted and he turned to reflect on the insufficiencies
of the Gushi bian movement. To him the purpose of research about ancient history was close to what Luo
Zhenyu and Wang Guowei propose following the path of the Xinzheng ( new validation) . On the basis of
Wang Guoweis “dual evidence method” Jao further divided unearthed materials into written materials and
non-written materials and proposed the “triple evidence method ” as well as “quintuple evidence
method”. He was committed to reconstruction of ancient history through handed-down documents
unearthed documents and archaeological remains. He rethinks the periodization framework and the
evolution of legends in ancient history. His innovative work on paleogeography is a good example of the
practice of “triple evidence method. ”

Gary B. Nash and Radical Historiography in the United States // Yang Songyu

Gary B. Nash is one of the leading historians of the radical historiography movement in the United
States since the 1960s. Drawing on methods and approaches of the New Social History and the “New Left”
Historiography he decoded American Revolution through two dimensions  “class” and “race ”
Especially he established a paradigm for radical historiogrpahy through which to interpret the American
Revolution. Thanks to his convincing research he was able to introduce radicalism into the mainstream of
American historical studies. He also led the reform of history education in secondary schools expanding
the influence of “radical historiography” among American students educators and even the public. His
historical thoughts and practices are built upon radical historians” reflection of American history and reality.
To study his works will help us to see the development and evolution of modern American historiography
and to have a better understanding of the complexity of American history and the changes of modern
American social thought.



