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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES

From Political Indoctrination to Cultural Touring: The Evolution of the Style of Writing “Local
Customs” in the Geography Records from the Han and Jin Dynasties to the Tang and Song
Dynasties // Xu Fan

The writing about local customs in general geography records has undergone different stages of
development from the Han and Jin Dynasties to the Tang and Song Dynasties. Ban Gu’ s Dili Zhi
( “Geography Records”) in Han Shu first established the paradigm for writing local customs as political
indoctrination. After the Eastern Han Dynasty the writing of natural customs influenced by the the
geographical annals ( Dizhi) of prefectures and counties became popular. From the Sui and Tang Dynasties
to the Northern Song Dynasty this way of political indoctrination was to some extent still favored by some
people but it was eventually replaced by the paradigm of “writing customs as sightseeing” in the Southern
Song Dynasty. This paradigm was the epitome of the writing of local customs in the general geographical
annals since the Han and Tang Dynasties and was followed by the geography records of later dynasties. In
essence the paradigm of political indoctrination is the embodiment of “dynastic geography” and the

Southern Song model driven by cultural touring and sightseeing is a breakthrough in writing local customs.

Between Revolution and Academy: Qian Yishi and Guo Moruo in Chinese Historiography //
Tang Yong

Qian Yishi and Guo Moruo met during the Northern Expedition. After the failure of the Great
Revolution both of them fled to Japan and there they became close friends gradually. In 1937 when the
Japanese army launched a fullscale invasion of China the two returned to China in the face of the
“national calamity” with an ambition of “serving the country as scholars”. In addition to their friendship in
revolution Qian and Guo also shared similar interests in historical research. In particular there were many
overlaps between Qian’ s Lectures on Chinese Political History and Guo Moruo s A Study of Ancient Chinese
Society. Also there existed obvious “intertextuality”. Not only did they learn from each other but also
criticized each other. For example Qian learned a great deal from Guo’ s research methods theoretical
framework and interpretations on scripts and inscriptions. Yet they also criticized each other especially on
the detailed issues in the social history of China where their differences were greater than their agreements.
It is of farreaching significance to understand the historical continuity and heterogeneity of early Chinese

Marxist historians by identifying the similarities and differences in historiography between Qian and Guo.

The Two Launches of Public History in China and Its Prospects // Jiang Meng Zheng Zeyu

Over the past forty years public history has been launched twice in China. The first launch started in
the mid-1980s. Combined with the tradition of Chinese historiography scholars conducted a thorough
reflection on the history discipline in the context of the “crisis of historiography” and reached an academic

consensus that history should focus on reality. They went to the public and served people’ s lives and



