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historiography. Constructing a “complete and inclusive ” Chinese historiography is the direction of our
future efforts. The fourth is a comparative perspective between China and foreign countries mainly from the
aspects of academic status historiographical characteristics narrative scopes  objectivity pursuit
functional understanding and disciplinary characteristics. By comparing and contrasting ancient Chinese
and Western historiography we can reveal the national characteristics of ancient Chinese historiography.

Rethinking the Subjectivity of Chinese Intellectual History as a Scholarly Discipline //
Zhang Baoming

While the study of intellectual history has become a hot topic in the current academic field it is still
worthy of our in-depth consideration to think about the subjectivity of intellectual history as a scholarly
discipline. From this point view research of Chinese intellectual history should have both a unique
perspective and a solid foothold. Yet in terms of its connotation Chinese intellectual history has not been
clearly defined; in terms of its extension the object of its study and coverage of its outreach have not been
well explained; it terms of its methodology of argumentation intellectual history has not become as
competitive in sophistication as other humanities disciplines are. In view of these shortcomings we need to
make further efforts to analyze and define the scope and subjectivity of intellectual history writing.

The Origin of the Concept of Sanshi( Three Histories) and the Reshaping of Its Connotation in the
Tang Dynasty // Cheng Yunlou

The Sanshi ( three histories) is an important concept in ancient Chinese historiography. In the middle
and late period of the Eastern Han Dynasty scholars represented by Zhang Heng and Ying Feng
conducted a comprehensive investigation of the Shiji( Records of the Grand Historian) the Hanshu( Book of
Han) and the Hanji ( all compiled by the Eastern Han Dynasty)  which promoted the concept of Sanshi.
After the Wei Jin Southern and Northern Dynasties the concept Sanshi became separated from its
content: on the one hand the concept was abstracted and canonized; on the other hand Fan Yes Hou
hanshu( Book of Later Han Dynasty) and other later Han history books nearly replaced the Dongguan hanji
in Sanshi. After the Tang Dynasty the establishment of Sanshi Ke ( the discipline of “three histories”)
finally brought Hou hanshu back to the Sanshi category which once again unified the name and content of
Sanshi.

Rethinking the Ibadan School of History in Nigeria: From the Perspective of the Collection and
Study of Arabic Manuscripts // Deng Zheyuan

In the 1950s the Ibadan school of history emerged in Nigeria in the context of the rising influence of
nationalism. Chinese historians have argued that historians of the school innovatively employed local oral
sources to write nationalist historiography of Africa. This article focuses on the collection and study of
Arabic manuscripts. In doing so it places the Ibadan school of history in the longue durée and within a
cross—disciplinary setting. In the 1950s and 1960s scholars from different countries and disciplines
collected cataloged and studied a large number of Arabic manuscripts at the University of Ibadan. Based
on this they refuted the racial biases of colonialists by proving that Muslin history is part of the “African
history of Africans” and by proving that Africans have historical experience of state governance. From the
late 1960s the collection and study of Arabic manuscripts by Ibadan historians started to suffer from the
lack of funding and to encounter challenges from other trends of historical writings and its influence
gradually declined. This article argues that the Ibadan school of history has transcended the limited scope of
“nationalism” and “oral materials”.

The Critique and Its Limitations of Individual Memory as a Historical Source: A Case Study on
Holocaust Historian Raul Hilberg // Liu Yingjie

With the “memory turn” in Western historiography which focuses on how events are recalled and
constructed the value of individual memory as a historical source has been rediscovered. But as individual
memory prioritizes emotional and ethical values it also brings about the paradox of how to comprehend



