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concept until the first half of the nineteenth century. Compared with terms such as “colonial policy” and
“colonial /colonization” it was not widely used and carried neither a derogatory connotation nor strong
criticism. In the second half of the nineteenth century however nationalism became a popular global
“« . . ”» .
phenomenon and the term “colonialism” began to become one of the weapons used by the colonized
peoples to criticize colonizers. From the end of the nineteenth century to the first half of the twentieth
I T ”» .. “ R E »
century ‘imperialism” originated and spread all over the world and “colonialism” acted as the core of
imperialism. Since the end of World War I scholars have been seeking an accurate and separate definition
of “colonialism” for decades. Different parties from various cultures offered both positive and negative
comments on the term. By depoliticizing the term “imperialism” scholars hope to tease out the
complicated impact of colonialism in modern history. Despite these efforts researchers have come to the
same conclusion that is  “colonialism ” is still a concept whose origin spread and development is
inseparable from “imperialism”.

Between Political Principles and Institutional Rules: On Lii Simian’s View on Historiography // Xu
Guolt

Lii Simian had made significant contributions to the theory and practice of compiling the general history
of China. He made a more comprehensive analysis of traditional Chinese historical writings with focuses on
their genres and contents and then summarized them as two genres of historical narratives: the jishi benmo
ti ( ) based on “the principles of order and disorder” and the dianzhi ti ( ) based on
“the system of laws and regulations ”. Although this view had the disadvantage of emphasizing political
history it could record history more comprehensively from both vertical and horizontal aspects. Lii Simian’s
writing on the general history of China critically inherited this tradition. Guided by social and cultural
historical views he absorbed the strengths of both genres and invented a new mode of compiling the general
history of China with synthesis. However this general history genre also had drawbacks. It became only a
history of historical events ignoring the historical subjectivity of human beings and failed to include
biography in the comprehensive compilation of the general history of China.

The Periodization of Ancient Chinese History Debate and the Ethnographic Survey of Liangshan Yi
Society in the 1950s // Wang Huiying

In the early years of the People’s Republic of China the social nature of the Western Zhou Dynasty
became the focus of debate on the demarcation of slavey and feudalism in China. Since it was difficult to
unify the competing views among scholars the hope of solving this problem was pinned on the emergence of
new historical materials. At this time there was a need to identify social forms in the social transformation
of minority areas. As a result the historical and ethnographic surveys of China’s ethnic minorities became
gradually connected to the discussion on the periodization of ancient Chinese history. The interaction
between Guo Moruo and Hu Qingjun in the 1950s is the epitome. Guo Moruo introduced Hu Qingjun’s
study of Liangshan Yi social research into the discussion of the nature of Western Zhou Dynasty which
inspired the ancient Chinese history periodization debate. In turn this debate also promoted the deepening
and widening of Liangshan Yi social research. Probing into the interaction between Guo and Hu will not
only help to understand the progress of the debate on historical periodization influenced by the ethnographic
survey but also to capture the influence of the view of historical materialism and the theory of social
formations that extended outside the discipline of history.

An Overview of the History of Sino-Foreign Relations since the Reform and Opening-up: The
Chinese Society for Historians of China’s Foreign Relations as a Case Study // Wan Ming

The history of Sinoforeign relations in China has been an emerging discipline since its establishment
after the reform and opening up. In 1981 the Chinese Society for Historians of China’s Foreign Relations
( CSHCFR) was founded marking the official beginning of this discipline in China. In reviewing the
development tract of the discipline one would argue that CSHCFR has played an instrumental role in the
development of studies of the history of SinoHoreign relations in China during the past four decades. The
establishment of the academic community platform has greatly promoted the development of scholarly
studies set up disciplinary systems and shaped academic conversations. It has made significant
contributions to the study of the relationship between ancient China and the world. Based on the previous
development we look forward to the future development of this discipline.



