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@ Theodor Schieder Geschichte als Wissenschaft: eine Einfiihrung Oldenburg 1965.

@ Theodor Schieder Methodenprobleme der Geschichtswissenschafi Oldenburg 1974.
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Thomas Nipperdey Deutsche Geschichte 1866 — 1918 Machistaat vor der Demokratie Beck 1992.

. N 1975—2015 ( )
Lothar Gall ~ “Geschichte 1800 — 1866 von Thomas Nipperdey”  Historische Zeitschrifi Bd. 238 H.3 1984 S.721.
Werner Conze “Deutsche Geschichte 1800 —1918. Biirgerwelt und starker Staat von Thomas Nipperdey”  Viertelhahrschrifi fiir Soziai—
und Wirtschafisgeschichte Bd.72 H.1 1985 S.93f.
Hans-Ulrich Wehler “Thomas Nipperdey Deutsche Geschichte 1800 — 1866: Ein Mekisterwerk historischer Synthese”  Die Zeit 14.
Oktober 1983.
Hans-Ulrich Wehler Das Deutsche Kaiserreich: 1871 —1918.
Hans—Ulrich Wehler Deutsche Gesellschafigeschichte Bd. 1: Vom Feudalismus des Alten Reiches bis zur Defensiven Modernisierung der
Reformiira 1700 — 1815 Beck 1987; Bd.2: Von Remormira bis zur industriellen und politischen “Deuschen Doppelrevolution” 1815 —
1845/49 Beck 1987; Bd.3: Von der “Deuschen Doppelrevolution” bis zum Beginn des Ersten Weltkrieges 1849 — 1914 Beck 1995;
Bd. 4: Vom Beginn des Ersten Weltkrieg bis zur Griindung der beiden deutschen Staaten 1914 — 1949 Beck 2003; Bd.5: Bundesrepublik
Deutschland und DDR 1949 — 1990 Beck 2008.
Hans-Ulrich Wehler Deutsche Gesellschafigeschichte Bd. 1. Vom Feudalismus des Alten Reiches bis zur Defensiven Modernisierung der
Reforméira 1700 — 1815 S. 1.
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@ Hans-Ulrich Wehler Deutsche Gesellschafisgeschichte Bd. 1: Vom Feudalismus des Alten Reiches bis zur Defensiven Modernisierung der
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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES

To Accelerate the Construction of the “Three Major Systems” for Studies of Historical Theories in
the New Era // Xia Chuntao

The central government approved the establishment of the Chinese Academy of History four years ago.
Why was the Institute of Historical Theories established? As the only newly established research institute at
the Chinese Academy of History why was the institute named “Historical Theories ” instead of
“Historiographical Theories”? What are the characteristics of the discipline layout of historical theories
studies in the new era? To accelerate the construction of the “three major systems” for studies of historical
theories in the new era what are the shortcomings to be solved and what bottlenecks need to be overcome?
Speaking from the experience of leading the establishment of the Institute of Historical Theories the author
attempts to share some insights on the above questions inviting everyone to contribute to the thinking
process and promote studies on these topics collectively.

The Bielefeld School and Studies of German Social History // Wang Yaping

German historiography occupies an important place in the field of world history so it sticks to tradition
and is difficult to change. In the 1950s Germany which had emerged from the shadow of war was waiting
to be rebuilt and studies of history also had a new starting point. New factors were introduced to German
traditional historiography and historians of modern German history gradually accepted historical structures
as a research methodology proposed by the French Annales school. In the late 1960s Bielefeld University
founded with the purpose of innovation and reform created a platform for the innovation of historical
studies. In establishing the Department of History modern historians headed by Hans-Ulrich Wehler and
Jiirgen Kocka adopted structural history ( Strukturgeschichie) as the methodology to analyze the evolution of
society. The Bielefeld School aims to study “total history” ( histoire totale) with an interdisciplinary analysis
of the interactions and to combine influences of political economic social and cultural factors on the
advancement of the social history.

The “Pragmatisch ” History and the German Historical Theories in the Second Half of the
Eighteenth Century: Centering on the Theoretical Discussions of Johann Christoph Gatterer and
August Ludwig Schlozer // Li Zijian

Before the birth of modern historiography in the West historical research and historical writings were
understood as separate categories during which history served as a kind of propaedeutics for theology and
jurisprudence. The “pragmatische Geschichtsschreibung” ( pragmatical historicalwriting) became the iconic
concept in the German Aufklirungshistorie ( German Enlightenment historiography)  which was largely
promoted by leading historians of the Gottingen School of History such as Johann Christoph Gatterer ( 1727 —
1799) and August Ludwig Schlozer ( 1735 —1809) in the second half of the eighteenth century.
Philosophically minded — “pragmatisch ” historians were supposed to focus on the causal relations in the
process of historical development and to deliver the results in a systematic way. This concept “pragmatisch”
was closely associated with “systematisch” ( systematic) and “wissenschaftlich” ( scientific) as well. To
develop these three concepts Gatterer and Schlozer conducted a reflection on the theoretical level of
historiography and regarded the compilation of universal history and world history as the practice of
“pragmatisch” historical writings. Based on the empirical works on historical sources historians were asked
to exercise philosophical thinking to select periods and objects that had universal values for the development
of human civilization. In doing so they could shed light on their systematic and interconnected nature and
instill historical studies with scientific nature. Gatterer still remained traces of traditional rhetorical
historiography at the level of historical performance while Schlézer emphasized the leading role played by the



