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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES

Orientations and Trends of Chinese Revolutionary History Research: Rethinking “New

Revolutionary History” // Zhang Taiyuan

In recent years the “New Revolutionary History” has become a hot topic in the field of historical
theory. There are mainly two obivious academic orientations: one is to transform foreign theory into local
practice; the other is to generalize from the specific and to draw “big” arguments from “small” content.
Yet it is worth noting that through a series of discussion and “clarification” the “orientation” in the early
stage of the “New Revolutionary History” and the actual “trend” eventually diverged. It seems that the
perspectives and methods of social history emphasized cannot cover all the aspects of Chinese revolutionary
history. More approaches are perhaps in need to promote studies of Chinese revolutionary history. Only by
studying the history of Chinese revolution in a multi-erientated multideveled and multi-dimensional way
we can understand the internal logic and external outlook of Chinese revolution. Only by doing so we can
reveal the aspects that has not been noticed but significant to restore the true face of the revolution for future
generations and create conditions for further exploring the general principles of Chinese revolution.

Medieval Europe and the Medieval World: A Discussion from the Perspective of the Unity of
Historical Diversity // Hou Shudong

The nature of history is the unity of diversity and so is it of the medieval world. The various
countries regions and nations of the medieval world were all special in having their own unique patterns of
historical evolution. However we should not understand these “particularities” in the absolute sense
because they were all subjected to the common structure and rules of the medieval world. Modern
civilization originated in Northwestern Europe. It is this fact that drives some scholars to stress the
fundamental and even absolute differences between Western and non-Western histories and cultures. As a
result to varying degrees Medieval Europe has been placed at the center of the historical narratives of the
origin of “modernity”. Faced with the infinitely rich historical differences of the medieval world historians
ought to think further: do these differences support the assertion that the medieval world consisted of
heterogeneous societies or did these societies share some fundamental characters? Only by adopting
historical materialism can historians develop a conscious view of world history to better answer these
questions and avoid falling into the trap of the “hindsight of history” in historical interpretation.

Main Themes of Japanese Scholarship on the Environmental History of the War of Aggression
Against China // Chen Xiang Tsukase Susumu

The study of the Japanese War of Aggression Against China has always been a hot topic in Japanese
academic circles and one of its recent trends is environmental history research. We can divide the rise of
this scholarly approach into three stages. In studies of China’s social and economic history after World War
I Japanese scholars only took the environment as a background factor of historical events and social
evolution history or a side mentioned in the study. In the 1980s as environmental problems became more
and more prominent scholars in Japan began to establish the relationship between “environment and society ”
in their studies of the War of Aggression Against China thus highlighting the significance of the environmental
factors. In the twentyfirst century as a group of scholars embraced and adopted environmental history as a



