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evolved into two research positions to “reevaluate historical data” and to “reframe historiography”. The
former position promoted the compilations and publications of the general history of modern China and the
latter one fostered the birth of Chinese historiography as an independent subdiscipline of scholarly inquiry.
Early pioneers of Chinese historiographical studies such as Liang Qichao Zhu Xizu firstly reexamined the
general framework of traditional Chinese historiography. Following them Yao Mingda Meng Wentong Jin
Yufu and others explored the methods of studying Chinese historiography in detail. Among the later
generation Meng Wentong is an outstanding example. The early research paradigm of Chinese
historiography developed between Confucian classical hermeneutics and historical inquires. Scholars
represented by Liang Qichao furthered the development of historiography in focusing on its three elements:
the historiographer the historical work and the historian. Meng Wentong by contrast highlighted the
concepts such as Confucian classics and moral principles in Chinese intellectual tradition. He established a
unique writing model for early Chinese historiography that consciously served as an alternative to the model
promoted by Liang Qichao and the others. To further the study of Chinese historiography we should learn
from the writings of early Chinese historiographers exemplified by Meng Wentong.

A Historical Evaluation of Chiang Kai-shek’s Role During the Comprehensive Anti-Japanese War //
Chen Qianping

The evaluation of Chiang Kai-shek during the Comprehensive AntiJapanese War is quite complicated.
Though he showed abundant determination in the early stages of the War of Resistance the GMD army only
had few victories on the battle field. As the chance of British and American interventions diminished
Chiang hoped to reach a tentative truce with Japan. However the negotiations initiated by him had a
bottom line that is Japan must unequivocally respect China’s sovereignty and territorial integrity. Chiang
followed his anti-communist policy throughout the War of Resistance. He agreed to a second cooperation
with the Communist Party for several reasons including the Peace Agreement of the Xi‘an Incident the
assurance of military assistance from the Soviet Union to his Nationalist Government and the high
expectation that the Soviet Union would declare war on Japan. After the outbreak of the Pacific War
Chiang though as a nationalist political leader was short of a global vision for world politics. He was
arrogant tenacious on power and overtly testy. He did not have the wisdom and good judgment to deal
with wartime politics. He often prioritized his party’s interests held back GMD forces and chose a strategy
focused on de-escalation on the battle field. The GMD army’s loss during the Operation Ichi-Go in 1944 was

a turning point for the decline of China’s position in the international arena.

Writing National History by Ancient Historians in Vietnam // Cheng Sijia

The ancient history of Vietnam offers information regarding the origins of the Vietnamese people and
the country itself which is the reason that it has always been the focus of scholars who study the country.
In the past due to the lack and limitation of historical data scholars from China and foreign countries
mainly focused on the verification discussing the authenticity of the history of ancient Vietnam and few
scholars had paid attention to the holistic process in which historians of ancient Vietnam wrote and

constructed the history. This article based on the newly found text Dai Viet Su Luoc as well as other
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representative history records from ancient Vietnam divides the writing and construction of the history of
ancient Vietnam into three phases which includes the Tran dynasty when historians began to compile the
history the Le dynasty when historians enriched and expanded the writing on ancient history and finally
the Restored Le dynasty Tay Son dynasty and Nguyen dynasty when historians corrected and finalized
ancient history. In general the ancient history of Vietnam written by ancient Vietnamese historians has
more or less a certain mythical and legendary flavor and is deeply influenced by ancient Chinese traditional
historiography yet preserving the independent consciousness of ancient Vietnamese dynasties. This
historiographical legacy not only provided a relatively complete discourse of Vietnamese history but also
became an important historiographical foundation upon which Vietnam built its nation and country in
modern times. Due to the influence of Han culture the ancient history of Vietnam written and constructed
by ancient Vietnamese historians also contains many distinctive features from Chinese history and culture. It
is also an inevitable outcome and cultural memory of long-term historical exchanges between China and

Vietnam.

A Review of Christopher Goscha’s Research Methods in Vietnamese History // Wang Zigi

Christopher Goscha is a well-known contemporary Vietnamese historian in the West. In his study of
Vietnamese history he proposed a three Ds approach to “de-mobilize’  “de-exceptionalize” and “de—
simplify ” issues in Vietnamese history. Moving away from politics he examines Vietnamese history from
the perspective of “modernization”. Through comparative studies he points out that Vietnam’s history is no
exception in world history. The history of Vietnam’s national development is similar to that of many other
countries. The North-South Division of Vietnam is rooted in the historical context rather than a special
experience created by the Cold War. In his study of Vietnamese history he is good at using multilingual
and multiform materials for comprehensive analysis paying special attention to diversity and contingency.
Vietnam he argues has not been a S-shaped land since ancient times. In his view Vietnam’s
modernization was much earlier than the French invasion and domination. He points out that Vietnam’s
history is far more complex and diverse than the description in the simplistic narrative framework in the
past. The questions methods and perspectives of Goscha’s research have important reference value to the

study of contemporary Vietnamese history.

Liu Zehua and His Studies on Historical Epistemology // Wang Ding

In the 1980s the study of historical theory was prominent and historical epistemology became one of
its focuses. Liu Zehua is one of the pioneers in the study of historical epistemology in China. In rethinking
the “Cultural Revolution ” he kept reflecting upon the question of historical cognition dividing it into five
categories: factual cognition abstract cognition value cognition connectivity cognition and right-or—
wrong cognition. In doing so he established a basic system of historical epistemology. Liu Zehua’s
historical epistemology has distinctive characteristics. He pays attention to the subjective consciousness of
historical cognition stressing that historical cognition should pay attention to realistic questions in society.

He combines a sharp historical critical consciousness with a strong practical concern.



