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Theoretical Thinking is the Soul of Historical Research // Zhang Yanguo

The study of history is not only a cultural activity of humanity and a creation of civilization, but also an
indispensable cultural practice for the whole world and all mankind. By essence, the science of history is a
theoretical discipline, which always requires theoretical thinking. Theoretical thinking is the soul of
historical research. Only with theoretical thinking can we bestow the wings of wisdom onto historical
research, allowing the latter to more fully embody its social function and exert its cultural influence.
Theoretical thinking is a unique form and method of thinking developed by human beings at a certain stage
in history. It is a significant support for humans to promote cultural development and accumulate the
achievements of civilization. It is the ideological foundation for Marxism to observe humanity, to study
history, and to illuminate the future. Theoretical thinking is not only the spiritual backbone and cultural
support for the prosperity and development of ancient Chinese historical research, but also the driving force
and vitality for the transformation and development of modern Chinese historiography and the fundamental
guarantee and innovative basis for the progress of contemporary Chinese historical research. Each era has
its main theme and subject matter, and historians are required to pick up the historical pen, innovate
historical knowledge, display their talents, accumulate national sentiments, promote the spirit of the main
body, and embody the penetrating power of thought in historical research. Only with strong theoretical
thinking can historical researchers express a loud and clear voice of thoughts, exert strong theoretical
insights, write a new chapter of contemporary Chinese historiography, and promote the prosperous
development of Chinese historiography in the New Era.

Marxism and the Study of Greco-Roman History in Japan // Dong Haitao, Xu Xiaoxu

Marxism has had a lasting impact on studies of Greco-Roman history in Japan. In the 1920s, some
progressive Japanese historians began to apply Marxism to the study of Greco-Roman history. After World
War II, a trend of Marxist historiography emerged in Japan. Japanese Scholars of Greco-Roman history, such
as Hidemichi Ohta, Masaoki Doi, and Toru Yuge, have put forward a series of innovative theories on issues
such as ancient class struggle, the nature of ancient Greek and Roman society, and the transformation of
social forms in ancient Western Europe. After the 1980s, traditional Marxist historiography studies faced
challenges, but Japanese scholars began to study specific issues under the guidance of historical
materialism. As such, Marxism was transformed into a research method in the study of Greco-Roman
history in Japan. Over the past century, the enduring influence of Marxism on the study of ancient Greek
and Roman history in Japan reflects the progressive enthusiasm and open-mindedness of Japanese scholars.
This development is the embodiment of the scientific nature and significant guiding value of Marxism itself.

Non-Representationalist Theories of Historiography and the Reshaping of Contemporary Views of
Historiography in the West // Su Meng

Views of historiography are the foundation of all historiographical theories. Broadly speaking, Western
theories of historiography over the course of the twentieth century were based on the two-tiered
representationalist view of historiography through which the discipline was deemed as a representational act
between historians and the past. As such, historiography was split into two parts: establishing facts and
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organizing facts. In the last decade, scholars such as Jouni-Matti Kuukkanen and Paul A. Roth have
challenged this long-standing view of historiography that has dominated Western theories of history. From
different angles, they argue that historiography should be seen as an argumentative act between historians
and others, aiming at justifying claim (s) rather than representing the past. By grounding historiography
with non-representationalist views, their theories of historiography not only resolve the problem of how to
objectively judge the subjective nature of historical writings, but also fit neatly with historians’ actual
practice. However, non-representationalism fails to conform to historians’ self-perception of their work,
which might result in historians’ rejection, even potentially undermining the field of historiography. Thus,
scholars should treat non-representationalism with careful analysis.

The Narrative of “ Civilization” in History Textbooks from the Late Qing Dynasty to the Early
Republic of China // Ma Kefeng and Wang Zicong

At the beginning of the twentieth century, the Western-originated “civilization” narrative and the
“evolution” thought had a revolutionary impact on the Chinese intellectual community. History textbooks
used in primary and secondary schools in the late Qing and early Republic of China were also profoundly
transformed by the “history of civilization” as a historiographic genre. The narrative of “civilization”
promoted both intellectual change and justified the colonial aggression of the imperialist powers. These
contradictions were also reflected in history textbooks. On the one hand, these textbooks were infiltrated by
concepts such as “hierarchy of civilizations” and “struggle for survival”, which implicitly endorsed
Western colonial expansion and imperialism. On the other hand, driven by Chinese intellectuals’ pursuit of
national independence and civilizational self-awareness, these textbooks not only limited the scope of the
“struggle for survival” but also emphasized the continuity of the spiritual tradition of Chinese civilization as
well as the vision for a world with “multiple civilization”. It was during this period that a civilization
narrative with Chinese characteristics began to become an integral part of history textbooks in China.

“A Reversal of the Traditional Concept on Yin and Zhou Dynasties” : Fu Sinian’s Study of the
History of the Shang Dynasty // Liu Chungiang

Fu Sinian was regarded as the “standard-bearer and helmsman” of the Historical Evidence School. He
was not only the decision-maker of the archaeological excavations of the Yin Ruins in Anyang in the initial
establishment of the Institute of History and Philology, but also one of the pioneers in the study of the
history of Shang dynasty. Fu Sinian explored the history of the Shang dynasty with a scientific spirit, whose
research approach transitioned from literary history to historiography and then to intellectual history. In this
process, the study of the Shang dynasty developed as the focus of his academic research, forming a
distinctive academic style. Fu Sinian’s study of the Shang dynasty reflects his cultural concerns, turning the
tradition of Chinese historiography of addressing contemporary issues into practice.

Shared Root but Divided Paths; American Political History and Political Science // Hu Yuzhe

The kinship between American political history and political science has been deeply imprinted on the
two disciplines from the very beginning. American historical studies in early years had always centered on
political research, and historians collaborated with political scientists to study historical politics. However,
as both disciplines became more scientific and professionalized, history and political science gradually
separated. The resumption of their cooperation can be attributed to the widespread application of social
science methods in both disciplines after World War II. In the 1970s and 1980s, with the revival of
narrative in history and the internal fragmentation of political science into trivial political segments and a
move towards post-behaviorism. Political history and political science once again diverged. Despite all the
division and integration, history has extensively borrowed concepts and methods from political science, and
political science has also recognized the necessity of borrowing insights from history for its own
development. This led to both disciplines’ renewed attempts at collaboration in the 1980s and 1990s.
Political science started to explore new fields such as historical institutionalism and research on American



