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Abstract

On Anti-Manchu Consciousness in Late Qing Dynasty YANG Guo-giang

Caste idea in Chinese history and nationalism introduced from west convergedin the period of
late Qing dynasty, which led to the anti-Manchu consciousnessbecome the current of the times. But
both of the caste idea and the nationalismdidnt get to the essence of Chinese society at that time.
So, anti-Manchu wasonly idea come from idea.

Yan Fu’'s Social Ethics Thoughts YU Zheng

Yan Fu introduced social ethics thoughts from west, which mainly discussed
therelationshipamong social groups, the relationship between social group and individual, and the
humanrelationship in one social group. A fter 1900, he tried to make old ethic serve ascohesiveness
of China.

Comment on Gu Ji-gang and the Campaign of Debate on Ancient Chinese History LUO Yijun

This article does not agree to change the fact that Hu Shi and Gu Ji-gang joined together to
launch the campaign of debate on Chinese ancient history. There are three reasons to explain why
Gu Ti—gang became a famous leader in the area of Chinese historyby leadingthe campaign.

Small Peasants Economy in Chinese History: Production andLife CHENG Nian—qi

From the period of Warring States to Qin and Han dynasties, low nput and lowoutput was the
maincharacteristic of Chinese small peasants economy. After that, it became much worse because
ofhigh land tax and other levies. In Chinese economic history, it was important for peasants to
plantalternate crop, which could replace gran, to maintain their lives. This led thegovernments
tomake kinds of systematic arrangements.

Study on the Reasons for the Peasants to Leave Village inJiangsu Province From 1920s to 1930s
LIU Fang
It was an important stage from 1920s to 1930s when the peasants left village in modern China.
From the perspective of intensified contradiction between people and land, the disintegration
ofnatural economy, the impetus of famine, and the income gap between city and village, this
articletook Jiangsu Province as a typical example, and tried to study the complicated social ground
andreasons which led the peasants to leave village.

Study on Spread of Catholicism in Area between Sichuan andYunnan Province in Modern China
XU Jun
Based on the previous related research achievements, this article made use ofnew data found in
abroad to study on the spread of Catholicism in Area between Sichuan and Yunnan Provincein
modernChina and tried to describe its basic development thread. It also makes some discussions
about the local inhabitants” religious belief.

Law Basis and Characteristic of Western Church’s Purchasing Real Estate in Modern China
WANG Zhong-mao
In modern China, western church’s activities of purchasing real estate in treaty ports andinland
were based on several treaties and conventions signed between China and western countries. T here
is a great disparity in scale and amount of property among the different churches. And theirimpacts
on modern Chinese society were also different from each other

On the Relationship of Christian Colleges in China and National Government During Sino-Japanese
War LIU Jia—feng

During Sino-Japanese war, the relationship of Christian colleges in China and national
government was much closer than before. However, with the central government strengthened the
control on higher education, the Christian colleges fell mthe danger of losing their special characters
and educational freedom, this brought a series of tensions between them. For the ideal of freedom
and liberal education, the Christian colleges had tried to communicate and dialogue with central
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