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Paisii Hilendarski Slav-Bulgarian History Bulgarski Pisatel 1972 p. 12; Nicolae lorga Etudes Roumaines: Influences étrangeres sur la
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Vol. 42 No.1 2015 p.31.

Pagowr Jbymmh Krouea o Hauepmanujy, Hayuonanuu u opxcasru npoepam Knencesune Cpouje (1844) BUI3 1993 c. 158, llija
GaraSanin  “The Draft” trans. Vedran Dronji¢c in Balazs Trencsényi and Michal Kopecek eds.  Discourses of Collective Identity in
Central and Southeast Europe (1770 — 1945 ) : Texts and Commentaries Vol.2 Central European University Press 2007 pp. 238 —243;
Dennison Rusinow “The Yugoslav Idea before Yugoslavia” in Dejan Djokic ed. Yugoslavism: Histories of a Failed Idea 1918 — 1992

C. Hurst & Co. 2003 p. 17.

Hunnomamcku apxus — Iy6posnux TIIT omens @. 1; Jasna Dragovic-Soso  “Rethinking Yugoslavia: Serbian Intellectuals and the

‘National Question’ in Historical Perspective”  Contemporary European History Vol. 13 Issue 2 2004 p. 172.
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Dennison Rusinow “The Yugoslav Peoples” in Peter F. Sugar ed. Eastern European Nationalism in the Twentieth Century ILanham

Md. 1995 p.357.
Dimitrije Djordjevic “Yugoslavism: Some Aspects and Comment”  Southeastern Europe Vol.1 No.1 1974 p.193.
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period the Chinese Communist Party Central Committee had twice offered concrete directives requesting
that historical materialism be the guiding ideology in historical studies. On the eve of the founding of the
Peoples Republic of China in 1949 the Common Program of the Chinese Peoples Political Consultative
Conference with a constitutional nature stipulated that historical materialism should be the only scientific
standpoint of historical view in all walks of this country’s political life. Since then the development of
Chinas history discipline including the field of contemporary world history has been carried out under the
guidance of historical materialism which is totally different from that in the West and the Soviet system.
However due to the influences of the West China’s contemporary world history discipline faced some
problems after the mid-to-date 1980s such as the confusion of historical views the marginalization of
historical materialism the vague position and unclear standpoint in the interpretation of history and the
rapid Westernization of thinking. In the new era we should uphold historical materialism hold high the
great banner of Marxism especially the Marxism with Chinese characteristics. In doing so we can place
ourselves on the front of historical development to draw on experience and lessons from the past to keep
pace with the changing times.

Historical Materialism and the Transformation of Modern Japanese Rural Historiography //
Gao Liao

Modern Japanese rural history took its roots in the rethinking of modern Japan and was a significant
component of twentieth-century Japanese historiography. Marxist historical materialism played an
instrumental role in the rise of the field. Before World War II the Kouza-school and the Rono-school
applied historical materialism to analyzing the nature and contradictions of modern Japanese rural society in
the Debate on Japanese Capitalism. After the 1960s with the economic development and social changes in
Japan rural history researchers not only continued to further investigate the existing fields but also explored
various new themes such as peasant movements and autonomous village communities. The research
paradigms were subsequently revised. At the end of the twentieth century research on rural history
declined right after its flourishing gradually fell into a state of fragmentation and became marginalized. At
the same time several new trends started unfolding such as an emphasis of market factors. Rural society
is not only an unavoidable and important subject in Japans modern historiography but also a key entry
point of Marxist studies of Japanese-style capitalist society.

Rethinking Neo-Colonialism // Bi Jiankang

Neo—colonialism has long been a heated debate issue among scholars. While scholars in the West have
been criticizing neo—colonialism through various approaches scholars in China are also debating this
concept. After the the World War Two neo-colonialism evolved from old colonialism and shaped new
colonial politics economy and culture. This is what Kwame Nkrumah conceptualized the realistic basis
of classical neo-colonialism. In the 1970s and 1980s especially since the beginning of the twentiethfirst
century neo-colonialism had undergone some major changes. This “developmental neo-colonialism” is
what colonialism has become of under the neoiberalism during the “post-Washington Consensus” period.
Ample evidence and historical logic have fully proved that China has nothing to do with neo-colonialism.

The Collison and Fusion of the Romantic School and the Critical School: The Rise of Serbian
National Historiography ( 1873 —1940) // Hong Yuging

After Serbia gained national independence a vital debate on historiographical methods concepts and
major historical issues broke out between the Romantic School and the Critical School. The former
supported the use of traditional folk epics as historical materials and the latter supported the examination
and critique of historical materials. The debate lasted for almost 20 years and ended with the victory of the
Critical School. This gave birth to the Serbian national historiography and contributed to the development of
modern Serbian historical research and education. Although the two schools differed in their approaches
they were in fact consistent in their focus and key narratives of Serbian historiography. It was through the
collision betweent the two that Serbian national historiography embraced the scientific approach to history
and through the fusion of the two schools that it inherited the concept of “nationalism guiding the writing of
history and the construction of historical memory”  thus establishing the general direction of the
development of modern Serbian historiography.



