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research method they studied the impact of the War on the environment and the subsequent impact of the
environment on Chinese society from an interdisciplinary and multi-dimensional perspective. By identifying the
long-term trend of Japanese scholarship on this issue we can also promote the academic reflection on the study
of the War from the perspective of environmental history within Chinese scholarly community.

Between Continents: The Evolution of Red Sea Historiography // Wang Tao Huang Shishun

Ocean—centered research on the hisotry of the Red Sea is on the rise. Over the time people’s
understanding of the Red Sea has become an important prerequisite for studies of the history of the Red
Sea. From the middle of the eighteenth century to the beginning of the twentieth century historical
research on the Red Sea in Europe and America proposed a great diversity of topics. Since the 1930s the
perspectives of research on the hisotry of the Red Sea has been inspired by the rise of general history and
environmental history and pivoted its course. The Red Sea has transformed from the “background” to the
“subject” for historical studies. After the 1990s influenced by the view of global history historians re—
examined the land-based historical view which gave rise to “New Red Sea History”. Based on the global
regional and national perspectives researchers put forward issues such as historical studies from
“connectivity” to “mobility”  proposing a “network ” based historical approach. They also discuss the
formation of Red Sea identity. While experimenting with new paradigms researchers also explore new
directions for Red Sea historical studies.

A Critical Review of Contemporary Chinese Women’s History in the United States // Chu Yanhong

In the second half of the 20th century the research on contemporary Chinese women’s history in
American academia developed rapidly and productive achievements were made in the construction of
women’s images activity space and women’s development. The extensive use of theories and methods of
oral history ethnographic research and gender paradigm constituted the basic characteristic in this field in
the United States. Under the joint action of the specific social context and many cultural and academic
trends the basic visage of the contemporary Chinese women’s history research in the United States was
shaped. Chinese scholars should critically draw on the methods and theories from American studies on
contemporary Chinese women’s history think about the possibilities and disadvantages of the American
analytical framework applied to Chinese studies identify the insights and biases of the perspectives from
American feminist studies on the development of contemporary Chinese women and explore the
construction of a multivariate analysis framework for the study of contemporary Chinese women’s history.

The Use and Significance of the Term “Theory of History” in the Chinese Context // Lian Min

The use of the term lishi lilun in the Chinese context is still lack of clarity which would potentially
restrict the development of historical theories in China. The term lishi lilun did not exist in ancient China
and the two-syllable words such as lilun ( theory) and lishi ( history) gradually appeared during the Song
and Ming Dynasties. The concept “theory of history” was introduced from the West to China in modern
times and it highlighted its Marxist impulse for a social revolution in contemporary China. After the
founding of the People’s Republic of China until today the connotations of the concept of “theory of
history” has been largely developed in the following four aspects including how to develop the scientific
study of history through Marxism and Leninism how to reform historical studies how to learn from the
extraordinary legacy of traditional Chinese historiography and how to interpret the classics correctly. Thus
“theory of history” was an imported foreign concept in modern China with Marxism as its main connotation
and it has been continuously sinicized.

On the Rise and Fall of the Song Dynasty and Its Historiographical Significance // Hu Chuqing

The theory of rise and fall is both an important content in ancient Chinese historiography and a
significant topic for us to study today. This theory originated very early in the ancient China and its



