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existing schema in this field and deepen our comprehension of revolutionary politics. But we also need to be
aware of the danger of over-empathy as it is unfair to defend the negative consequences of the Revolution
with personal experiences and emotions.

Rethinking the Study of “Satoyama” in Japan through the Lens of Environmental History //
Chen Xiang

Since the middle of the twentieth century Japanese academic community has undergone several stages
in the study of “Satoyama” from the perspective of environmental history including “Satoyama” as
resource  “Satoyama” as landscape and space  “Satoyama” as symbol of biological diversity and
“Satoyama” as symbol of cultural diversity. In this context of academic development Shoji Mizuno
represents a leading figure in the study of medie val Japanese environmental history. Although his research
method resembles that of Yoshihiko Amino who also had a great impact on the study of Japanese medieval
history Mizuno has filled the gap in Amino’s scholarship that overlooked the topics such as the space
livelihood and common ownership of Satoyama. With the deepening of the research of environmental
history in Japan scholars have attempted with two academic paradigms in the study of “Satoyama”: one is
the problem of deforestation of Satoyama’s ecological system; the other is the gradual promotion of a cultural
approach to the environmental historical studies of Satoyama. To this day there is an obvious cultural turn
in the study of medie val Japanese environmental history which will have a great impact on the field of
Japanese environmental history and environmental policy.

Through the Lens of Landscape: On English Historian William Hoskins” Devotion to the Local and
His Engagement with Public History // Mei Xueqin

As “a very English Historian of England” William Hoskins grew up in this countrys colorful
landscape culture. He focused on England and its landscape in his historical research which was highly
regarded not only in academia but also among the public. He started with researching his hometown Devon
and its history. He then gradually expanded and strengthened his interest in the history of local landscape
and accumulated rich knowledge about the history of Landscape in England. Through the lens of
landscape he revisited the past through critically examining the reality. By delivering public speeches and
writing books he dug into the deep historical and cultural roots of landscape striving to promote its public
value. He also actively participated in public history primarily by publicizing the stories about the local
landscape and making efforts to protect it. His work is an embodiment of the significance when a public
historian acted upon his local feelings. It provides a useful reference for us to think about how to further
promote public history both in its content and format and how historiography can help to nurture local
cultures as well as to offer education on national citizenry.

On the Theoretical Framework of Zhang Xuecheng’s View on Historiography // Cui Zhuang

In Zhang Xuecheng’s mind historiography with its compiling methods of collecting facts and phrasing
arguments has a mission to serve the world. The essence of his historical theory can be summed up
according to the following four principles: historical justice has to be grasped free of external influences;
such justice shall be judged solely based on facts; historical events need to be written according to the
standard literary style; and the style is not subject to historical events. These rules are woven into different
layers yet follow a strict logic. That is justice is the core that is determined by historians” insight;
historical events are the content that comes from the historians” learning; literary style has an impact on the
scope of historical works” influence which primarily depends on historians” talent; and the relationship
between the style and the events such as whether historical writing can become free of the interference of
the facts has a decisive impact on the expression of justice in the writing which depends on historians”
morality.



