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class only for criticizing their role in history. In so doing he swept aside the obstacles in evaluating the
bourgeoisie on a factual base for their contribution at some stage of history when they rose in challenging
feudalism. Later by upholding the guidance of Marxism he inaugurated a new paradigm in the study of the
1911 Revolution and the bourgeois class which was termed “Studying the Context or the Soil of Social
History. ” Zhang advocated a new research vision and new methods: examining connections from past
events to the present and drawing parallels between similar but geographically separated events. He
developed a series of insightful opinions on the concept pattern category and scope of the study of Chinese
bourgeoisie; all of which improved the research methods in the field. As a celebrated scholar of the
Revolution of 1911 and the Chinese bourgeoisie Zhang Kaiyuan not only made significant and influential
contributions in empirical study but he also developed profound research theory and techniques for the
field. The study of the Revolution of 1911 has benefited greatly from his scholarship.

Ai Zhouchang and His Study of African History // Zhang Zhongxiang

The study of African history began more than a half century ago in China. Thanks to the contributions of
scholars of several generations the field has achieved a remarkable progress. In the meantime compared with
the study on an international level Chinese studies of African history remains behind. China’s rapid rise as a
world power and its closer relations with African countries over the past decades have provided an opportune
time for Chinese African historians. In order to develop the field better into the future it is necessary for us to
review what has accomplished in the past. As a member of the first generation of African historians trained in
China Ai Zhouchang is a respected and influential scholar in the field. This article traces the development of
Ai’s career focusing on his perspectives research methods and specific contributions to the field. It is meant
to be a comprehensive study of Ai Zhouchang’s scholarship in African history.

When Did Modernity Begin in Jewish Society? On the Historiography of the Modern
Transformation of Jewish Society // Ai Rengui

On the issue regarding when the modern transformation of Jewish society began Jewish historiography
has undergone several paradigm shifts as follows: scientism-nationalism-Diaspora standard—global history. At
the beginning of the 19th century Wissenschaft scholars who advocated Jewish integration into mainstream
society believed that modern transformation of Jewish society began with Haskalah and Emancipation. In the
first half of the 20th century upholding the Palestino—¢entric historical view the Jerusalem School stressed
that modern Jewish history did not start with the integration of Jews into the mainstream foreign society but
began with the re-establishment of political ties between the Jews and their homeland. Almost at the same
time Jewish historians from Eastern Europe and the United States advocated Jewish autonomy and the
vitality of the Jewish community in the Diaspora. Then from the 1980s with the rise of global history that
focuses on contacts and interactions scholars push the research into the early modern era for discussing
Jewish modernity. The evolution of these different historiography paradigms has reflected various responses
to modernity among Jewish historians of different ages. The historiography has registered the influence of the
change of times and identity politics.

Women's History and Gender History in France from the 1970s // Yuan Lili

The challenge facing women’s history and gender history has always been how to prove that the studies
are both scientific and legitimate academic fields. French women and gender historians faced the same
challenge. In writing this article the author presents the course of development in French women’s and gender
history from the 1970s on two fronts. One is to discuss the transformation of women’s history per se to the
combined interest in women’s and gender history. The other is to analyze the categorical change from women to
gender as a logical development in the research. The French example shows that women’s history changed from
targeting male—centered historiography for criticism to analyzing the gendering process of all actors in history; the
latter attempts to reinterpret and reconstruct historical study by taking womens gender and/or combined
perspectives. These changes successfully demonstrate that the fields have become both scientific and legitimate.



