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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES

Revisiting Engels’ s Theory of the Convergence of Forces in History // Li Hongyan

In pursuit of a balanced view of historical interpretation Friedrich Engels phrased the resultant theory
with a specific goal to illustrate the role of non-decisive factors in historical development. Class struggle is
the direct driving force and economic relations are the ultimate driving force of historical development;
these are the essential arguments in Marx’ s and Engels’ s view of history. Yet there is no fundamental
conflict between class struggle and resultant theories. The latter cannot replace the former. Marxists need to
unite ideological views with research methods in examining the dynamics of historical development: as for
the direct driving force they employ the method of class analysis; as for the ultimate driving force they
follow the principle of historical materialism; and as for the panoramic view of historical development they
adopt the resultant theory.

The Application of the Geographic Information System in the Study of Chinese History //
Zhang Ping

The development of the historical Geographic Information System ( GIS) not only meets the demand of
academic research in the age of digital information but also furthers historical research in depth. As a
system for historical information storage display management and analysis an increasing number of data
platforms have become recently available in China. The contribution of GIS to Chinese historical studies is
noticeable especially in the nine areas including historical climatology rivers and landforms urban and
township economy rural settlements hydraulic projects and water management environmental changes
ancient cities ancient cartography as well as HGIS research methodology. The introduction of GIS to the
study of Chinese history not only induces changes in research methodology but also updates the field with
new ideas. For instance the use of diverse sources of historical materials including historical texts
ancient maps remote sensing images helps us to dynamically trace and comprehensively analyze historical
materials. However constrained by the boundaries of academic disciplines the infrastructure of the HGIS
studies remains fragile and its development has been slow. These factors have prevented the further
application of GIS in Chinese historical studies.

The Mutation around the Year 1000: The Rise and Decline of a Paradigm of Interpretation about
the Feudal Society in Western Europe // Huang Yanhong

The mutation around the year 1000 or the “Feudal Mutation " first elaborated by Georges Duby then
developed by Pierre Toubert Pierre Bonnassie and others is an interpretation of the formation and
evolution of the feudal society in Western Europe. This interpretation challenges the traditional chronology
of the formation of feudal society and places the critical moment of transition between the years around
1000 to the mid eleventh century; it maintains that the formation of feudal society was the consequence of
the disintegration of the Carolingian State and the degradation of public power into private power held by
chatelains; and among the violence and disorder caused by feudalization new social strata emerged from
the old social relationships. During the last decade of the twentieth century this mutation thesis was
challenged in many aspects. The critics argued that the social mutation was a misreading of the new writing



