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On the Climate of Historical Studies in the Yuanyou Period of the Northern Song Dynasty //
Yan Yongcheng

The unique climate of historical studies is often reflection of the characteristics of certain political
intellectual and even social and cultural conditions of a specific era. It is also shaped by various factors
such as real politics intellectual ideas and scholarly interests of the time. During the period of Yuanyou
in the Northern Song dynasty the unique political situation had a direct impact on the writing of history by
official and private historians alike. Not only did they inherit the intellectual traditions from the Ren-Zong
period but also they promoted the pursuit of individual scholarly interest. Furthermore numerous
bureaucratic literati chronicled historical records for pragmatic purposes as a way to consolidate their social
network. It strengthened the functionality of historical studies in politics and society. Hence the climate of
historical studies in the Yuanyou period was no doubt a consequence of blended development of politics
academia and scholarly interests leaving a lasting impact on later generations.

Historical Writings on the Han-Song Regime during the Ming Dynasty // Zhou Zhongliang

The early Ming government concealed Zhu Yuanzhang’ s claim of vassalage to the Han-Song regime
and attempted to suppress the social memory of this event. They also depreciated the status of the Han-Song
in official historical records. The official record in Xu Zizhi Tongjian Gangmu during the Chenghua period
treated the Han-Song regime with higher status for the purpose to downgrade the orthodox status of the Yuan
dynasty. By the mid-and-ate Ming period private historiography began to focus on the Han-Song regime
due to the resurgence of Longfeng documents. Historians differed in their views on whether Zhu Yuanzhang
once adopted the Longfeng era name and received official titles designated by the Han-Song regime. Most
mid-andate Ming historians acknowledged the Han-Song’ s achievements against the Yuan court but
defended Zhu Yuanzhang’ s reputation by praising his loyalty and denying Han Lin’ er’ s status as a
monarch. The historical status of the Han-Song regime was influenced by factors such as official
manipulation of memory loosening of imperial control and tensions in Mongolian-Han Chinese relations
which reflected the complexity of ancient Chinese orthodox views.

A Refutation of the “Xia Dynasty Skepticism” since the Twentieth Century // Wang Qi

There has not been a consensus in the academic community on whether the Xia was a historic dynasty.
Scholars cannot even agree on whether it ever existed. In the twentieth century the “Xia Dynasty
Skepticism” has undergone a development process from questioning the credibility of historical documents
on the dynasty to doubting its very existence. Gu Jiegang was a key figure. Chen Mengjia and Yang Kuan
invented the “Xia Dynasty Denial Theory” and Sarah Allan further developed it into the “The Myth of the
Xia Dynasty”. But these views are either lack of solid historical support or logical contradictions. They
cannot prove that the Xia dynasty did not exist. Moreover newly emerging historical materials once again
confirm the existence of the Xia proving that it was not a dynasty forged by the Zhou people.

Rethinking the Critical Developments in Studies of the Commemorative History of the Communist
Party of China // Li Junquan

As a subject of scholarly inquiry studies of the commemorative history of the CPC have achieved rapid
development. However scholars still face challenges due to limitations of some theoretical presuppositions.
Some of them seem to overstress the political nature for commemoration days for the Party underestimating
the significant role of sociality for the people. Therefore it will be an effective way to bring back the social
time to studies of this topic. In other words to overcome this challenge scholars need to analyze the
internal relationship between and the dynamic transformation of commemoration days from political time to
public social time in their studies. They need to explore the political rationale and historical experience of
the Party” s social construction centered on the celebration of commemorative days. The greatest advantage
of this approach is that it presents the ideological cognitions political attitudes public emotions and
actions of the public in commemorative politics. It restores the historical pattern of mutual support and
struggle among the Party the government the people and various social forces on commemorative days.



