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this idea to frame historical narratives undertaking the mission of building a common history of the nation

to pave the way for the state building project.

Writing of Labor Concepts in Middle School History Textbooks in the Early Years of People s
Republic of China // Jiao Runming Hong Yezhi

At the beginning of the founding of Peoples Republic of China the state strengthened the education of
the youth on core socialist values by introducing the concept of labor in history textbooks. Its goal was to
instill students with a materialistic concept of labor to cultivate a worldview that respected working-class
people and loved participating in labor. “Labor creates people’  “labor tools are the symbols of social
development” and “working-class people are the creators and promoters of history” were the core writing
paradigms. The establishment of this revolutionary history paradigm was a reflection of the general social
atmosphere in the early years of the People’s Republic of China which was focused on the promotion of
materialism and of the glory of labor. It highlighted the social status of the working-class people and had

extremely positive impact on society.

The Past and Future of Ancient Chinese Historiographical Criticism // Zhu Luchuan

Ancient Chinese historiographical criticism has a long history and rich heritage. The accumulation of
criticism on historical works over the course of thousands of years became the general trend of this sub—
discipline and shaped its development. It both widened the scope of historical criticism and uplifted its
theory. From commenting on history books to comprehensively evaluating historiographical discipline it
furthermore induced a comprehensive discussion of historiography at the theoretical level crystallizing into
a methodology of historiographical criticism. This process both provided inspiration of and reference value
for the development of contemporary historiography. Exploring and revealing these paths and the law of
ancient Chinese historiographical criticism will help us to understand more clearly why traditional Chinese
historiography can continuously develope into a knowledge a discourse and a theoretical system with its

own unique characteristics.

Knowing Is to Bring about Change: Ray Huang s Diagnosis of the “Hongwu-style Financial
System” // Gao Shouxian

Ray Huangs research on water transportation and finance in the Ming Dynasty was not only the starting
point of his academic career but also the basis of his historical concepts. He called the financial system
established by the founding emperor of the Ming dynasty of China Zhu Yuanzhang “Hongwu-style Financial
System” arguing that this system had remained so rigid for such a long time that even continued into the
twentieth century. Huang’s “Hongwu-style Financial System” has been gained a wide popularity and
accepted by non-academic audiences but it has also been severely criticized by some professional scholars.
In fact his historical research follows an approach quite different from that of the professional scholars. Tt
is difficult to measure it by standards of professional studies. His historical research was born out of his
unique experience of war and chaos. In essence it belongs to the “historiography of political
commentaries” with “knowing is to bring about change”; and his “Hongwu-style Financial System” can be
regarded as a representative case highlighting the “absurdity” of the Ming dynastys financial system and its
social and political system. His position and views are obviously biased if we carefully examine his specific

comments on the financial system of the Ming dynasty we may find many “profound but one-sided” views.



