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“ture meaning of polity” of Japan as “world’s best” polity. The world view of Nisida philosophy
preached the world-ness of the royalty and advocated “a new world order ” to make all the countries
in the world “ bathe in the splendor of royalty”. In modern times when Eurocentrism played the
dominant role in the world Nishida philosophy which emphasized openness and pluralism displayed
strong personality and creative values. However we have to pay attention to the ethnocentric

tendencies that existed in the cultural persective national view and world view of Nisida philosophy.

Zhang Jingwei A Comparative Study and Thinking on Periodization of Japanese Modern History
There are different opinions on the dating of Japanese modern history between Chinese and
Japanese historians at different times so that the constructed systems of Japanese modern history have
different features. Scholars of both countries have dated it according to system transition not simply on
social morphology. They have all modified and developed the traditional dating methods. By a
comparative analysis of the literatures this article tries to argue: Firstly the beginning date of modern
history should be determined by the economic and political system. With different opinions historians
certainly hold different opinions on it. Secondly there exist interactions in the historical development;
therefore national history is closely connected with the world history. They should have matching or
approaching points; however it is normal for the time difference between world history and national
history because a nation is specific in its history and condition and is affected by outside strengths
with different pace and distances. Thirdly the five social patterns are based on productive relations
meanwhile productive forces are the basis of the modernization theory with a point of one-way
development from agriculture society to industrial society. In the historical division and periodization
the relationship between productive relations and productive forces is not incompatible. They should be

cross—referenced and inclusive.

Wu Hao Ma Zemin The Scheme of Land Allotment and Fundamental Cause of Southern
Homestead Act of 1866

The Southern Homestead of 1866 aimed to resolve the land problem of freedmen and provided the
relative favorable application terms with the black applicants. However because the most freedmen
were absent of the original capital and other credit recourses for applying homestead and agricultural
production and the Federal Government did not offer any credit and loan support to them they can not

utilize the favorable terms to become independent farmers. This is the fundamental cause of the failure

of Southern Homestead of 1866.

Wang Yaping On the Idea of Sovereignty in 13th Century Western Europe
In the medieval Western Europe the Crown power was justified by the theological and political

thesis: Divine Rights of Prince which means the rights of prince are ordained divinely. In the 13th



century Western Europe witnessed a massive movement of reclamation which promoted the revival and
development of trade and the socio-economic structure changed gradually. So the feudal crown power

which was based on that old structure also experienced some changes in its nature and attributions

and the appeal to alter the legal system whose core was customary laws was brought up. The
scholasticism  when it elaborated the reason also expounded new views on the tradition of naturl law;
and the jurists when they studied Roman laws by scholastic method infused new nomological elements
into the idea of natural law. With these conditions the jurists proposed the idea of Sovereignty to
substitute the theocratic idea Divine Rights of Prince. The secular theory of Sovereignty prepared

grounds for the newly-starting parliament system and cleaned path for its ulterior development.

Meng Zhenhua The Early Achaemenid Policy on Judahites Reconsidered

Traditionally the text of Cyrus Cylinder and relevant biblical texts were considered the mutual
testimony of a historical event that Cyrus the Great encouraged the exiled Judahites return home and
rebuild the temple. This article will re-analyze the Cylinder text to trace out that the text did not
directly relate to the return of Judahites. While re-reading Achaemenid edicts in the Bible these
edicts will be proved to be not real either. The history of early Achaemenid Dynasty indicated that its
policy on Judahites was mainly aimed at political stability and tax collection rather than encouragement
and support of the return and rebuilding the temple and the limited tolerance to Yehud was served for

the empire’s own interest which deeply affected the history of Yehud during the Achaemenid Period.

Jiang Bao On the Involvement of Persia into the Peloponnesian War

The Peloponnesian War(431-404B. C.) was not only a civil war among Greek city-states led by
Athens and Sparta respectively but also a war between Athens and Persia. In412 B. C. Persia allied
itself with Sparta and intervened in the war formally. The main reason of Persia’s intervening in the war
lies in wanting revenge against Athens and to reoccupy its lost lands on the west coast of Asia Minor
during the Persian War. The “Cold War” between Persia and Athens after the Persian War the
Sparta’s falling back on Persia and the great failure of Athenian army in Sicily prompted Persia and
Sparta to get allied. During the war through Satraps in Asia Minor Persia provided Sparta with
military subsidies which helped Sparta to won the war finally. Persia’s intervention also led to the
Athenian oligarchic revolution in 411 B. C. and set a precedent for Persia’s later intervention in Greek

affairs.



