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historical study which covered such basic areas as historical interpretation historical function historical
style and history’s relation with other disciplines. This new paradigm the author argues was not forsaken
in the subsequent May Fourth era with the rise of the “Historical Source” school. Instead he believes that
Liang’s ideas became developed and entrenched during the period. Having had more exposure to the
changes of Western culture Liang himself had modified his attitude toward the Chinese cultural tradition.
But overall he did not entirely change his position. Instead he further developed his ideas of “new
historiography ” turning it into one of the three major trends in modern Chinese historiography.
Complementing one another Liang’s “new historiography ” was also equally significant as the “Historical

Source” school and Marxist school in modern China.

“Composing” ( zhuanshu) and “Recording” ( jizhu) in Zhang Xuecheng’s Historiography//
Zhang Yiguo

With respect to the origin of Zhang Xuecheng’s differentiation between “composing” and “recording”
in historical writing many scholars believe that he expanded on Liu Zhijis ideas on how contemporary
records tend to be terse and later writings verbose. But in fact the two differed in ideas and attitude. Liu
was more referring to the two steps in historical writing whereas Zhang to two types of historians. Zhang’s
discussion received attention in modern times because by then the attitude toward historical sources had
become changed. Yet modern scholars” distinction between primary and secondary sources was not
comparable to Zhang’s differentiation between “composing” and “recording ” for phrases and ideas change

over time as they are born in different intellectual context.

American Ethics Review Mechanism and the Study of Oral History//Yang Xiangyin

From the 1950s the US federal government began paying attention to and regulating ethical issues
involving human subject research for which it established a set of ethical review and regulatory
mechanisms. Since the mid4990s oral history study which requires interactive interviewing method and
research based upon the oral memories of participants and eyewitnesses has also been subject to the system
of ethical review and regulation that was originally established for biomedical and behavioral researches.
Meanwhile American oral historians have been trying to reform the ethical review mechanism; they regard
such mechanism as contrary to the fundamental principles of oral history study such as academic freedom.
They have strongly advocated that oral history be fully excluded from the ethical review process. However
because of the ambiguity of federal regulations and policies and risk-averse mindset of the Institutional
Review Boards most universities and research institutions in the United States remain careful in deciding
whether or not a specific research project in oral history should go through a certain type of ethical review

process or even avoid any ethical review mechanism.

On Keith Thomas” Historical Anthropology//Xie Yujun

Keith Thomas is an acclaimed British historian as well as a leading scholar in the field of new cultural

history. Many of his works such as Religion and the Decline of Magic and Man and the Natural World are



