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On the Relation of Great Tradition and Little Tradition in
the Study of Cultural History

ZHANG Rong-hua
(Department of Hisory, Fudan Universitys Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract: The notions, “great tradition” and “little tradition”, have been prevalent in the study of the rela-
tion between upper culture and mass culture. There are about six different viewpoints on its inner texture.
Though they have been conducive to better a better understanding of Chinese cultural history, they are sup-
posed to be elaborated or used in the light of the specific contexts in China, of which the three vital problems
need further scrutiny.

Key words; great tradition; little tradition; cultural space; masses; original state
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A Third Approach to the Authenticity of the Extant Edition of New Anecdotes of the Tang Dynasty
WU Guanrwen
(Research Institute of Chinese Classicss Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract: A heated discussion has been awnused after the present author s paper “On the Authenticity of the
Extant Edition of New Anecdotes of the Tang Dynasty” was published in Fudan Journal, No.1, 2004.As a re-
ply to Yang Guangjiao s critical response, this paper provides more problematic points concerning the classifi-
cation of the content and the deadlines of the writings in the book, which further prove that New Anecdotes of
the Tang Dynasty was written in the Ming Dynasty by someone under the name of Liu Su. The paper also
points out that the method used in Yang s article is not generally fit for a logical argument.

Key words: Liu Su; New Anecdotes of the Tang Dynasty ; New Folk Aneddotes of the Tang Dynasty ; authen-
ticity
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