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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES

On the Thought Heritage of Chinese Marxist Historiography//Chen Qi-ta:

Carefully summarizing the thought heritage of Chinese Marxism Historiography lasting for
ninety years is a problem that must be solved in rethinking the past and looking ahead. In the
“May Fourth Movement ” period historical materialism was widely spread which provided ex—
tremely valuable history information. At the beginning works written by the precursors such as Li
Da-Zhao had clearly shown the academic character of “combination of the revolutionary and sci—
entific nature”. Next the work Study on Ancient Chinese Society written by Guo Mo-ruo demon—
strated a paradigm for studying Chinese ancient history. During the Debate on Chinese Social His—
tory lasting decades progress scholars criticized erroneous views and proved China’s modern so—
cial nature of semi-ecolonial and semi-feudal society. They also proved that feudal society is from
Qin to Opium Wars through the academic study and social survey. These correct conclusions
greatly inspired people morale and propelled the great revolutionary course. To AntiJapanese
War Jian Bozan Hou Waidu and Fan Wenan etc. devoted themselves to the theory innovation
and persisted in “combining general principle with the reality of Chinese history ”as a guiding ide—
ology and made Chinese Marxism Historiography which was characterized by “combination of the

. D ” .
revolutionary and scientific nature ” growing.

Big History and the Research of History//Liu Yaohui

Big history is a new field of historical teaching and research. It is a new approach to the his—
tory research from all possible scales or even from the universal scale. Big history is also an inter—
disciplinary study. It is associated with universal and world history as well as a complement to
traditional historical research. The exploration of big history can meet people’s spiritual psychical

and social needs and help people better know themselves.

On the Paradigm of the Little Ice Age—New Type Impacts for the Witchcraft Research//
Sun Yifei

The little ice age-type impacts ( LIATIMP) is a new approach to the witchcraft research of
the Early Modern Europe. LIATIMP makes the climate anomaly and climate change re-enter into
the academic debate which highlights peoples needs despair and collective fears under the im-

pact of the climate anomaly of the little ice age. LIATIMP does a good research for the importance



