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surgery and pharmacy emerged and prevailed in medicare service. In order to escape from the old
hierarchy and build a GP based new order GPs initiated a series of medical reforms. As a result the
hierarchy in the medical circle was eliminated and a new medical system suitable to Britain and the

time was established.

Wang Shuai The Diplomatic History of the German Reunification. Materials Debates and
Prospects.

The German Reunification was among the most significant events in the 20" century. Its
unexpectedness multifariousness and promptness have caught the attention of many researchers and
scholars. In the first decade after the reunification scholars journalists and engaged politicians
composed various versions of “initial historical drafts 7 profiling the diplomacy in the
reunification. After the successive declassification of documents the “second drafts” witnessed the
more profound and detailed studies carried on by researchers. They discussed many issues—the cause
the role of Britain and France the relative importance of Germany and the U. S. the diplomatic policy
of Germany etc. —in the process of reunification. Based on these multilateral documents prospective
researches could be done to clarify obscure details and construct the history with multiple perspectives

before finally providing accurate historical assessments.

Tang Liguo A Forerunner of Japanese Modernization with Two Sides: On the Non-Modern
Aspect of the Thought of Shoin Yoshida

Shoin Yoshida( 1830 — 1859) a forerunner of Japanese modernization has been highly praised
among scholars. However the conservative aspect of his thought should not be ignored. He vehemently
supported feudal personal status and failed to develop a sense of modern citizenship his political thought
was restrained by moralism and failed to realize the necessity of institutional reform he never reflected
on personal liberation while hoping that social mobilization could be achieved by the imposition of
obligation on the mass. He legitimized his actions by the extremization of old thoughts—the deed of a
typical “radical conservative”. As a forerunner of Japanese modernization his thought concerning the
strong sense of pre-modernism exerted great influence on Japan after the Meiji Restoration as well. The

development of his thought foreshadowed the duality of Japanese modernization.

Zhu Kunrong The Influence of Late Shogunate Loyalism on the Meiji Restoration. The Example
of the Mito School

The Mito School ( mitogaku) was an important school of thought in the late Shogunate period
( bakumatsu)  including the early school of historical studies and late school of political

philosophy. The decline of Shogunate and the emergence of Western powers were the internal and



