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Information (OWI), set up a branch in China. To promote American war aims and attain the
goals of U. S. China policy, the OWI China office, which was responsible for all aspects of
propaganda relating to China. sought to realize U.S. war aims and the U. S policy toward China
through a range of propaganda projects that pictured the country as a rising anti-Japanese hero.
This kind of positive “China image” had three main components: first, China was a heroic
country engaged in an all-out national war with Japan; second, it was a great nation on a world
scale that was shouldering its international responsibilities; and third, it was moving toward
“reform” on the model of the United States. The U.S. tried to showcase the image of wartime
China to boost the fighting spirit of the Chinese people and at the same time instill in them a great
power consciousness and the idea of an international community. However, the “China image”
tailored by the OWI in the national interest of the U.S. did not fully reflect Chinese realities ;

rather, it reflected America’s imagined China and the limits of its understanding of China.

Research on the Phenomenon of Land Privatization in Egypt under the Pharaohs Guo Dantong(98)

Throughout the history of ancient Egypt, land had always belonged to the state and been
owned by the ruler. Although privatization was relatively slow under the Pharaohs, there were
changes in land ownership. The process of land privatization began with gifts from the ruler,
then quickened and deepened gradually through purchases and inheritance. During the Old and
Middle Kingdom, sacrificial fields were the basic form of individual land holdings, while under
the New Kingdom, military garrison fields became a major form of private holdings. The sale,
leasing, inheritance and transfer of land as well as land disputes arising from these activities were
all based on land privatization. The land registration system reveals that privately owned land
was recognized by the state. Formulation of the relevant land laws and regulations were based on

the state’s protection of private property, especially small parcels of land.

The Evolution of the View of the Rhine as a “Natural Frontier” in Early Modern France (1450-
1792) Huang Yanhong(110)

The idea of a “natural frontier” was an important political and cultural concept in early
modern France. It originated in the late Middle Ages with the rise of sovereign states. The image
of the Rhine as a natural frontier was born in the Renaissance ; grounded on the historical image
of ancient Gaul, it gradually replaced the medieval “frontier of the four rivers,” and provided an
important element in the shaping of the ideal dimensions of “France”. In the 17™ century, the
idea of the Rhine as a natural frontier entered popular consciousness and public opinion,
supporting the expansion of France toward the Rhine. In the Enlightenment Era, the concept had
a more pacifist tinge, according with the national objective of consolidating French territorial
space. At the beginning of the French Revolution, it once again entered the discourse of
expansionism, but its theoretical basis lay in an ahistorical political idea: freedom and self-
determination. The evolution of this discourse over three centuries not only demonstrates changes
in the memory and cognition of France’s northeast frontier in French political culture, but also
reflects the changes and mingling of different theories and discourses in the construction of
national identity and national territory. The confrontation between the nation-building theory
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based on freedom and self-determination that arose from the French Revolution and the German

)

“language theory” of national identity is worth revisiting today.

Discussion and Remarks
Rethinking Research on the Evolution of Ancient Works: Centering on the Shu Documents in the
Tsinghua Bamboo Slips Cheng Hao(132)
In recent years, the excavation of large quantities of bamboo and silk manuscripts has
provided new opportunities to rethink the process of the evolution and circulation of ancient
works. A comparison of the circulation of the Shu documents in the Tsinghua bamboo slips with
the Shangshu and the Yizhoushu shows clearly that we have seriously underestimated the
complexity of the evolution of ancient works and understand too little of the unknown factors in
their process of dissemination. Therefore, we must first understand the process of their
“stratified accretion” and then investigate thoroughly the origin and timing of every sentence and
chapter in the text in order to know exactly when this material cohered into a book. In
considering the evolution of ancient texts, it is necessary to take into account the role of the script
as vehicle; nor can one ignore the influence of the Han reordering of the ancient texts on the

circulation of such works.

“New Qing History” Seen Through Inner Asian Studies Liu Wenpeng(144)

As an academic movement, new Qing history is the result of the application of the Western
“Inner Asia” theory to the narrative of Qing history. In the 19" century, “Inner Asia” was used
by Russian and German scholars as a geographic concept to demarcate the Asian region. Later,
with growing attention to and research on the region’s history, language and culture and its
influence on world history, “Inner Asia” became a cultural concept. Scholars of new Qing history
were inspired to draw on the concept and theory of “Inner Asia,” but they generalized Manchu
features as being characteristic of Inner Asian nomadic cultures, which runs counter to the
original intention of previous scholars of Inner Asian history. Current scholars prefer to
emphasize the continuity of the Qing regime with inner Asia, shifting “Inner Asia” from a
cultural to a political concept that stands over and against “China”. Logically, this is a distortion

which does not conform to historical realities.

Book Review
From World History to History of the World: A Review of the Cambridge World History
Chen Heng and Li Wenshuo(160)

Historical Notes
Reconsidering the Lineage Sequence of “Sanbao” in Records of the Historian . Annals of Yin
Hou Naifeng(174)
An Analysis of Emperor Dezong’s New Measures on Finance and Taxation in the Tang Dynasty
Ning Xin(181)
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