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ABSTRACTS

The Scholars which points out that his idea is not new but the three kinds of consciousness in his study have
certain significance of reference for us to study classical Chinese novels: the first is the language consciousness

the combination of stylistic study and language analysis; the second is the historical consciousness the combina—
tion of stylistic research and historical comparison; and the third is the literary style consciousness the combina—

tion of thought interpretation and stylistic analysis.

The Exaggerated Pre-Suburban Sacrifice Era——An Exploration of the Misuse of Historical Records in
the Qin and Han State Sacrifices. A Draft History Niu Jingfei
There are several misunderstandings and misuses of basic historical records in the book titled Historical Re—
cords in Qin and Han State Sacrifices. The author for example doubted about the validity of religious sacrificial
ceremonies ( feng shan shu ) in Records of the Grand Historian ( Shi ji ) without effective evi—
dence and then concludes that the Han Dynasty rather than the Qin Dynasty commenced the sacrifice to the
Five Elements Emperors ( wu di ) . In this book encomiums kept in the History of the Han Dynasty( han
shu ) such as the Holy Grandest One( wei tai yi ) and the Heaven and the Earth ( tian di )
which praise the unified sacrifice to the Heaven and the Earth were falsely applied as proofs to testify the supreme
divinity of the Grandest One. In the study of Yuan Shi Rites ( ) the book neglected a long paragraph of
the most significant historical records that persisted in san fu huang tu( ) . In addition while revealing
the process of the transition of the ritual system from the Qin to the Han the book magnified the difference in the

distribution of sacrifice spots.

Favoritism: The Monarch’s Relationship with Subjects Based on Private Trust and the Unfolding of the
West Han History Hou Xudong

The enduring monarch’s relationship with subjects underlying the Chinese empires should be divided into two
types at least: one based on public rituals another on private trust. The repeated expressions and practices crea—
ted by the latter one as the most active factor with full energy but almost neglected by the academic world with—
in the sphere of Chinese history studies are a constructional reality in China’s past. This article accounts for the
root origin context agency and mechanism of the relationship based on private trust and how the words and
deeds from both monarchs and subjects evoked by this relationship push the history of the Former Han Dynasty by
analyzing the establishing maintaining abolishing and re-establishing of these relationships with certain sub-
jects during each reign of the Former Han emperor in detail. It tries to comb the experience of the Former Han
Dynasty by re-entering the field of that time from two new perspectives the cycles of relationships and the rela—
tionships based on relationships which as a whole might present an alternative approach to access to China’s
past by bridging up the gap between the fragmented positive studies and the constructivist analyses applicable to
limited facts in historical field. It is a case study on China’s past by referring to the perspectives of sociology and

anthropology.

Ethnic Relationship and Frontier Strategy of the Ming Court During Longqing’s and Early Wanli's Reign
Zhao Shiyu

The threats of Mongols from the North and Japanese from southeast coast in the Ming Dynasty have been
gradually analyzed in the framework of global history. At the same time and to the different extent there were
turmoils of ethnic relationship in the southern mountainous areas southwest and west regions. The causes of
these unrests were almost the same with the former events. The court leaders in the Longqing’s reign and early
Wanli perhaps passively touched the pulse of the age changes and thus although temporary adopted active strat—

egy for response which brought a contemporaneity and an integrity into the frontier strategy of the Ming court.
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