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From Social History to Cultural History: An Analysis of Reformation Studies by Susan C. Karant-
Nunn // Fu Liang

As a renowned historian of German Reformation, Susan C. Karant-Nunn, who was influenced by
sociology, Structuralism, Marxism, and social historians such as Bernd Moeller, Robert W. Scribner as
well as Natalie Zemon Davis, embraced the social history approach to studying the Reformation in the
1970s —80s. Her early works delved into the changes of society, politics, and culture of the rural and
territorial cities of Saxony and Thuringia in the Reformation period. They exemplified the merits of a kind of
historiography that combines a closing reading of the sources with innovative methodologies. Yet adopting
social history has run the risk of being too reductionist in reading of religious belief as mere signifier of
economic and social concerns and of failing to understand past societies, especially religious societies, on
their own terms. On this aspect, cultural history has restored the ideation, taking doctrines and beliefs not
necessarily at face value, but more empathetically, with emphasis on the assertion that ideas shape reality,
or at least shape people’s perception of reality. The cultural turn in Reformation history took place in the
late 1980s and early 1990s. Karant-Nunn accepted anthropological theory, and tried, with “ thick
description” , to analyze ritual and emotions in the Protestant Reformation. Her innovative methodology has
made great contributions to the development of the cultural history of the Reformation.

A Discussion of Studies on Shiji and Hanshu Tables in Europe and America; And a Comparative
Study of Chinese and Western Table Writings // Zhuang Yaqiong

The Study on tables of Shiji( Records of the Grand Historian) and Hanshu ( Book of Han) is an important
topic of Chinese historiography studies in Europe and the United States. It is an exemplar case through which
domestic academics can further understand the development of Chinese historiography research in Europe and
the United States, and to distinguish and analyze academic exchanges and cross-cultural learning between
China and the West. Since the inception at the end of the nineteenth century, European and American
studies of Shiji and Hanshu tables have continuously developed in depth and width, exhibiting several
characteristics of fully emphasizing the achievements of traditional Chinese textual criticism, relatively
comprehensive scope of discussion, and references to some aspects of western historiography. Some European
and American scholars used Shiji and Hanshu tables to challenge the prejudices against non-narrative
historical writing in western historiography, which facilitated the in-depth cross-cultural learning between
Chinese and Western historiography. However, European and American scholars have not provided a
thorough analysis of similarities and differences between Chinese and Western writings of tables. By
comparing the Chronicle by Eusebius of Caesarea with Shiji and Hanshu tables, it can be found that there are
both similarities of empirical knowledge and differences of historical concepts in general history writing in
ancient Chinese and Western historiography. Insisting on writing about divine views in Christian historiography ,
Western table writing in medieval times failed to diversify its genres to capture changes in history.

The Crisis in Modern Nigerian Historiography in the 1970s —1980s and Its Response // Wang Yan

Nigeria occupies a vital place in the history of modern African historiography. This country is not only
known as one of the earliest birthplaces for contemporary African history, the Ibadan History contributions
to the development and expansion of modern African history are beyond doubt. Nevertheless, since the
middle of 1970s, Nigerian historiography has undergone a grave crisis in the organizations of history, the
enrollment of history majors, and the disbelief in the social value of history. In reflecting on history theory,
research methods and research themes, Nigerian nationalist historians attempt to theorize this crisis. They
argue that the crisis is a result of combined forces including defects of nationalism historiography in its themes
and methodology, and government’s policies that neglect the importance of humanities and social sciences.
Historians respond to this crisis in a way to change the practice of empiricism in the past and to pay more
attention to the social function of historiography. They strengthen the study of contemporary history, expand
the themes of studying the history to ethnic relations, economic history, international history, and other
research topics closely related to contemporary African affairs,improve the research methods.

“Post-Post-Zionism” and the New Trend of Israel’s Nation-State Narratives // Zhang Qianhong, Han Boya

A group of Israeli intellectuals have re-examined the history of the development of the Israeli nation
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state since the twentieth-first century. They share the same experience of growing up in the debate between
Zionism and post-Zionism, and they discuss topics such as Jewish history and Judaism, Zionism, immigrant
movements, collectivism, the nature and future of the Israeli state, the Israeli-Palestinian conflicts, and the
legitimacy of the Israeli state. Based on this, they have constructed a new historical discourse with
“revisionism” at the core. This discourse reflects the Zeitgeist, that is, the Israeli society has to reconcile
with both expectations and disappointments. While it needs to embrace the tradition, it must also face the
future. These intellectuals are called “ Post-Post-Zionists”. Their appearance symbolizes a turn in Israeli
historiography, the adjustment and revision of historiographic methods, and also represents the new trend of
Israel’s nation-state narratives.

Interpreting Anthropocene in Contemporary Historical Theoretical Discourse in the West //
Zhang Zuocheng

From the 1970s to the 2010s, after 40 years of development in the narrative philosophy of history,
contemporary historical theorists in the West have made great efforts to new development trends in the field.
In the process, a trend for historical theories is to return to the ontological reflection of the past such as
works on Anthropocene (the Human Epoch). As a concept, Anthropocene originated in geology, and it is
a geological time unit that labels the planetary history since 1800. The Anthropocene discourse focuses on
the objective existence of the past through which to make sense of the present and future. Following the
trend of returning to the past, John R. McNeill and Dipesh Chakrabarty have respectively elaborated on the
discourse of the Anthropocene discourse from the perspectives of environmental history and historical
theory. Their interpretations offer insights to get beyond Western-centrism and to shape a new form of
historiography. The analysis of the Anthropocene discourse by western historical theorists and their
interpretations of its meanings have certain value for contemporary Chinese historical theorists’ efforts to
construct their own discourse system.

Jiang Dachun’s Study of Historical Materialism // Wang Yeyang

At the beginning of the new period, Jiang Dachun’s interpretation of Marxist historical materialism had
a great social impact. Based on the original works, he especially explored how to apply materialistic view to
guide historical research. Twenty years after China’s reform and opening up, he again attempted to develop
the theory on materialist conception of history following the Marxist line “practice-knowledge-agian practice-
again knowledge”. Athough this attempt is immature, it represents his academic pursuit and demonstrates a
valuable spirit of exploration.

Lin Tongji’s Study of the History of Northeast China during His Years in the United States // Dong
Chenglong

Lin Tongji( Tung-Chi Lin), known as the co-founder of the “School of Warring States”, wrote his
master’s thesis and doctoral dissertation on Northeast China issue respectively before and after the
September 18th Incident. He argued that there were two levels of “Tianxia” corresponded to civilization
and geography: one was the “head quarters of Tianxia Proper” equal to the areas of Central Plains, and the
other encompassed areas of the barbarians as the “frontiers of Tianxia”. The tension between the two levels
of “Tianxia” drove the course of Chinese history. Specifically, the Northeast was the intersection of the
triangular relationship between the Han pepople and the northern and eastern barbarians. The leading
principle for the Middle Kingdom’s development of the northern frontier was to unite the eastern barbarians
with a higher degree of Sinicization against northern barbarians, i.e., to “control barbarians with
barbarians”. The Qing Dynasty followed this strategy of cooperation and established a basic pattern of rule
by the Manchu, Han, Mongolian, Hui and Tibetan groups. Conscious of the “New Warring States Era” ,
Lin drew extensively on the works of Chinese and overseas scholars, upholding the theory of Sinicization.
He also transcended the Great Wall to fully acknowledge contributions of frontier tribes and the Qing
dynasty in framing modern China’s geography. At the same time, he avoided the bias held by some
researchers who overemphasized frontier characteristics. By doing so, he helped to understand the formation
of today’s China and its relationship with the world.



