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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES

Sequels to Philosophy for the Masses: On Ai Siqi’s Textbooks on Historical Materialism in the Early
PRC Years // Du Tao

In the campaigns to popularize Marxism in the early years of the People’s Republic of China ( 1949 -
1955)  Ai Siqi established a philological system of historical materialism that was accessible to ordinary
people and he applied this system to history and using it explained Chinas social development. Ai’s
system was adopted by a good number of textbook editions on historical materialism and became popular in
the whole nation. These textbook editions can be divided into two stages of development before 1953 and
those after. Speaking to the need to build New Democracy these textbooks of the first stage adopted the
paradigm of productive forces as the dominant theme. By contrast those of the second stage adopted the
paradigm of production relations to meet the need in transition to the socialist society. In spite of different
paradigms the two stages share the same popular style and they can be regarded as sequels to Philosophy
Jor the Masses. These editions of textbook are the valuable materials in contemporary Chinese intellectual
history.

A Reflection on Theory and Practice:. Why Do We Study the History of Everyday Life //
Li Xiaodong

“Why do we study the history of everyday life?” To discuss this question it helps to explain the
internal logic of life as a paradigm in historical studies with regard to the research motivation. In reflecting
upon the paradox of modernity faced by Western society after World War I the study of everyday life has
appeared in Western academia represented by a trend in French philosophy  “critique of everyday life” in
sociology and “history of everyday life” ( Alltagsgeschichte) in German historiography. Out of different
theoretical concerns new cultural history and everyday life history as research paradigms have great
differences in the West. In the early twentieth-first century the paradigm of everyday life history was
introduced into mainland China via translation. Its “human centered” approach and “holistic view” speak
to the growing need to overcome the fallacies of “cultural essentialism” and “fragmentation” in Chinese
historiography. As the everyday life of Chinese people is undergoing profound changes now the public
need to think about the significance of everyday life from the perspective of history. The history of everyday
life is welcome in China also because the research paradigm of Chinese history calls for innovation and
creativity. Therefore it is necessary to strengthen the study in this area.

From Understanding Culture to Appreciating Feelings: A Review of the Study of Social and
Cultural History in China // Han Xiaoli

It has been more than 30 years since the development of the study of Chinese social and cultural
history in China. As the product of interdisciplinary integration this field has gained the consciousness of
reflection and reference from the beginning. Researchers have shifted their approaches in historical
inquiries from the ( re-) positioning of culture to the deep interpretation of meaning and then to the
appreciation of ordinary people’s feelings. During this process they have reflected upon traditional cultural
history absorbed and learned from the achievements of social history and New Cultural History from the
West. By doing so scholars have accomplished the innovation of theoretical methods and the shift of
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research perspectives. Meanwhile they have promoted the diversified development of Chinese
historiography. In reviewing and summarizing the research approaches of social and cultural history over the
past 30 years the goal of this paper is to understand the problems of where social and cultural history came
from and where to go and to further facilitate breakthroughs and nurture innovations for future studies.

“Mediterranean Koine”: A New Interactive Paradigm for the Study of Ancient Civilizations //
Li Yongbin

The study of the interaction among ancient civilizations with a special focus on the archaic period has
developed three paradigms including a comparative approach a regional approach that regards the
Mediterranean as a koine and a historical approach based on network theory. Among them the
“Mediterranean Koine” approach might be theoretically the best. Despite the fact that various historians
have adopted this paradigm their shared views on the main features of such a civilizational community
include: the cultural exchanges based on commercial activities the integrated “region” formed through the
connection the balanced relationship between individuality and commonality and the high level of
economic and cultural connections determined by the unique ecological environment. Cultural exchanges
based on trade activities are the fundamental character of the “Mediterranean Koine” from the eighth to
sixth century BC. To adopt the “Mediterranean Koine” as a paradigm in research we should also pay
attention to differences and similarities among civilizations such as their various scopes of time and space
and social structures as well as their unique natures and levels of differences.

Approaches to Studying the Employment System in Medieval England in the West // Xu Hao

In the past scholars regarded the production of employment as a major indicator in the study of the
germination of capitalism. Yet the germination of capitalism is merely one of the many perspectives through
which to study the employment system. J. E. T. Rogers published the first and second volumes of A History
of Agriculture and Prices in England in 1866. Since then the study of employment in medieval England
has been undertaking over the course of one and half a century giving rise to three paradigms including
the one focused on the purchasing power of laborer’s wages from the Middle Ages to early modern by
Rogers the one that argued for the rise of capitalist employment in the sixteenth century by Karl Marx and
the one that was focused on wage labor in the Middle Ages. The study of medieval wage labor also includes
three research approaches including a manor perspective of constitutional history and economic history a
social structure perspective of social history and a history of the below from the perspective of economic
and social history. A survey of the above-mentioned approaches will help us to identify their value as well
as limitations. It is also useful to examine their legacy dialectically and to reflect upon the nature of the
employment system in medieval England and its relationship with capitalism or modern employment system
in order to construct our own research paradigm on this issue.

“Experience” and “Emotion” in the Recent Historiography of the French Revolution // Pang
Guanqun Zha Shaochen

In the past two decades historians have increasingly paid attention to the individual experiences and
emotions in the French Revolution. This new tendency has been long nurtured in the historiography of the
field. The orthodoxy theory once regarded class confrontation as the root cause of the revolution while the
revisionist theory replaced it with discursive conflict. Both theories however overlooked the interaction
between humanity and the atmosphere of the Revolution. Influenced by emotional history and other
contemporary historiographical trends some researchers of the Revolution now take account of the
individual agency in attempt to reevaluate the Revolution from the perspective of individual lives
emotions and experiences. Historians conclude that even if people living in the French Revolution were in
exercise of reasoning they were also making decisions while being affected by emotions particularly at
some radical situations. Personal experience in relation with emotions and traumas could have contributed
to political decisions and pushed the Revolution forward. This trend of scholarship could complement the



