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On Periodization of Chinese History in Modern China
LIU Lin-hai
(School of History, BNU, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: As an important part of historical studies. periodization is essential in understanding history in general. There
had been two transitions in Chinese history in terms of periodization in the past over one hundred years. The first occurred in
the late 19th and early 20th centuries. when modern Western progressive linear tripartite division of history via Japan took
the place of the traditional Chinese historical compilation practices based on dynasties. During this process, the theory and
practice of Japanese on Chinese history periodization played a decisive role, through which Chinese historians developed many
theories by copying, imitating, or transforming, though not without insightful critics or alternative practices. The second
transition, which was diverted to the Marxist historical periodization, germinated in the Chinese social history controversy in
the late 1920s and early 1930s, and established itself after the socialist transformation in the late 1950s, surviving till today.
In the making of the new scheme of periodization of the Chinese history in terms of social development theory, the Soviet
version of Marxism is indispensable. With the establishment of the periodization system on the five modes of production the-
ory, the emphasis on the research in Chinese historical periodization changed from the controversy of theory selection to the
debate among Chinese Marxist historians. The two transitions are inevitable and in coincide with the theme of modern China.,
i. e. , to build an independent, prosperous, and modern nation. It influenced to some extent not only the path selection of
China, but also the making of historical discipline, bequeathing some lessons worthy of intensive reflection.

Key words: the Chinese history; periodization; transition



