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The History of Reading: Sources and Methodology // Wei Yinzong

The history of reading is a new discipline that was established under the influence of the Annales
School new cultural history and book history. From its birth on it has contained dual characteristics of
social history and cultural history. Thus in terms of the research scope it is concerned with popular
culture social structure identity authority belief and ete. ; as for sources and methodology it not only
employs official archives and some scholarly works but also pays close attention to the collection and
analysis such as statistics collected by social organizations private correspondences among common
readers as well as reading notes. According to reading process the history of reading can be divided into
three parts: the first part is on the production circulation of books focusing on how a book finds a way to
a particular reader; the second part shifts to the reading process per se seeing reading as a kind of social
practice and discussing the reading habits and the reader’s mentality; the third part discusses reading
response and the influence of reading on individual society and the course of history. In studying the
reader’s behavior and response materials such as marginalia that used to be overlooked by past scholars
now have become irreplaceable valuable sources.

The South Manchuria Railway Company( SMR) Research Division and “Mansenshi” Theory //
Wen Chunmei

The South Manchuria Railway Company ( SMR)  known as “Japan’s East India Company ~ organized
and promoted Japanese historians to conduct large-scale geographical and historical surveys of northeast
China in an attempt to provide Japan's execution of the “Continental Policy” with a theoretical foundation.
In 1908 SMR established the Ore Deposit Geological Research Division ( SMR Research Division) . On
the basis of these surveys Japanese scholars headed by Shiratori Kurakichi published a series of research
reports and monographs which constructed a whole set of colonialist theories of Oriental History and
narrative perspectives. Out of them the theory of “Mansen-shi” with a focus on the “indivisibility” of
Manchuria and Korea is adopted to prove Manchurian-Korean connections from a historical perspective and
to provide the “legitimacy” as well as historical basis for Japan’s colonial administration in the Korean
Peninsula and the Chinese mainland. In a sense Japan’s aggression and expansion over the Korean
Peninsula and the Chinese mainland went hand in hand with the further development of the study of
“Mansenshi” by Japanese historians.

Clayborne Carson and the Study of American Civil Rights Movement // Yu Zhan

American historian Clayborne Carson has made significant contribution to the studies of American Civil
Rights Movement. In research he examines the developing process of The Student Nonviolent Coordinating
Committee analyzes the historical role of Martin Luther King Jr. and concludes the overall study
paradigm on the base of facts and individual cases. More importantly he proposes a new black freedom
struggle paradigm  “the Group-Centered Leadership” which eventually evolved into the “Long Civil
Rights Movement ” paradigm. Overall Carson is a crucial figure in the development of the studies of
American Civil Rights Movement.

A Review of Alfons Dopsch’s The Economic and Social Foundations of European Civilization // Zhu
Junyi

In The Economic and Social Foundations of European Civilization Alfons Dopsch offers a critique of
the traditional views of “the destructive nature of the German migration” and “Free Mark ” and proposes a
theory of the continuity of civilization in the ancient-to-medieval transformation. This theory argues that the
German invasions in late Roman Empire did not cause the rupture between the ancient and medieval
civilizations. On the contrary the fusion of the Roman and German elements as a long-term process finally
laid the foundation for the Medieval civilization in the West in which the Carolingian Era is not a
significant and unique stage.



