L]
14 ”
SN
A
o
)
o
)
o
o
€« ”
«

(43 ” é“

113

“ 7 ( 2014

113 ”»

« ”»

14 ”
1
”
N
”
[13 ”
o
BO -0
A
o
a)
o
o
o
o
113

"o«

)



( » 2019 11

(

"o (

[13

113

>> “

”

(< y 3 127 )
?
” ?
y 2 118119 )
E. H. ( Edward Hallett Carr)
" 123 )

43



« ”»

« " y 1
580 ) “ »

3 ). (3 )

T« y o1 362 =363 )

o o ( George Clark)

“ ”
o

( 31 )



( ) 2019

11

“

" ( 2014 b)

1789

T«

i

(

103

)

[



) “ » @

«

"o« ) 46

171 ”

113

) 4 329 )
N
” 19
(143 »
‘“ ”»
o
13 ”r)
[ ”»
...... U 108 )
13
@«

”
”
o
b2
S
o
o
13 1
A
»”
o
A o
113 ”
o
“«
1
» “«
2” “«

)

o”(<<

«

« ”»



8 § » 2019 11
o ( 112 )
(K« )y 28 364 )
. ( Marc Bloch) “ 7 23 ).
. ( . i
” . ( << >>

229



20

60

[13

113

»

« ”»

“



(

) 2019

“

e JO
. ( Richard J. Evans)
)
35
On ( <<
23 -2 )

[

(

> o2

»

118 =119

“

”»

?n

)



o J] o

"o (

13
A ’
o

o

o

113
)
res ” « ”
o
o
“« ”»
o
N o

o

o
~
~
”»
”n .

! 1

25 923 )

y 2 18 )

o N
”»
113
o
S
A
)
o
)
1
)
o
SN o
o

(K )

19

(

)

74



12 - § » 2019 11

>> N
{1848 1850 Y
On ( <<
450 )
"o« y 8 106 )
1996 : )
1992 : ),
2007 : ?)
1991 : ( y o1
4 Y 1984 . 1990
¢ Y 1957 . 1958 . 1960 . 1962 . 1974 . 1979
{ Y 1995
( Y 1999
2014 a ( > 4 Y 6

2014 b (¢ ” “ 7 > 4 p) 14

)

12



° 126 -

ABSTRACTS OF MAIN ESSAYS

On the Limits of Historical Interpretation

Feng Ziyi

Historical research depends on historical interpretation. Proper historical research commands the
maintenance of serious historical interpretation 1in which appropriate limits are of great significance. The first
such limit is the “subject limit ” which bases historical interpretation on objectivity distinguishing it from
subjectivity. The second is the “value limit ” which requires a fact-based evaluation of value with reference to
the questions of interest limitation and historical limitation. The third is the “fact limit ” which calls for
grasping historical facts against the greater background of holistic process-oriented and social history rather
than replacing objective “historical facts” with those presented by historians. The fourth is the “narrative
limit ” which refers to the objective logic of history in historical interpretation. The fifth is the “regularity

limit ” which prefers profound explorations of historical regularities to descriptions of historical phenomena.

The Chinese Road and the Chinese Discourse of Modernity
Chen Shuguang

Modernity which originates from the West is an unfinished plan for mankind and an unavoidable
undertaking for contemporary China. As the “Europeanization of mankind and the earth” becomes dominant
China’ s early modernity is based entirely on Europe and the United States: the introduction of Western
learning into the East essentially inspired China’ s modernity. However practice does not yield to any
transcendental logic. The Western discourse of modernity is not the “ultimate vocabulary. ” Returning to China
is the only correct direction for the construction of Chinese modernity. The success of the Chinese road denotes
the emergence of a new modern civilization. The Chinese discourse of modernity transcends the Western logic
of modernity enriches the original accomplishments of China carries on the complex mission of modernity
and shows the magnificent prospect of modernity. China’ s new modernity is unique in the pedigree of modern

civilization with no one “mooring their lives in a single modernity. ”

Filial Piety ( Xiao) -Centered Theory and Benevolence ( Ren) -Oriented Theory

in Pre-Qin Confucianism
Zeng Zhenyu

The distinction between filial piety ( xiao) —centered theory and benevolence ( ren) -eriented theory reflects
the discussion regarding the relationship between xiao and ren in Confucianism after Confucius’ s death. The
author of Xiao Jing aspiring to provide legislation for the world understands xiao as “the law of heaven ”

“the righteousness of earth ” and “the way of the people. ” Therefore wiao exceeds the kinship boundary and



