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Border Nationality and State: Studies on Chinese Frontier Concepts of Lattimore
+++e++--.- Huang Dayuan (33)
This article discusses Chinese frontier concept of Lattimore an American famous sinologist.
The concept puts a high value on the importance of stockbreeding society which has changed the
Chinese history thinking angle that centers on agricultural society. Lattimore inspires the multi -
culturalism of Chinese historical thought which offers important enlightenments to Chinese frontier
concepts theory.

Key words: Lattimore border culture pluralism

The Exploration and Study of Lattimore on Xinjiang China --------- Xu Jianying(42)
This paper briefly describes the early experiences of Lattimore and his two investigations on
Xinjiang and the relationship between the investigations and Lattimore” s Xinjiang studies. Several
theories on Xinjiang are analyzed which include the structure relation among Xinjiang and the inte—
rior Tibet Inner Mongolia the internal civilization and the traffic structure and characteristics of
Xinjiang etc. Finally this paper also makes a brief appraisal on Lattimore’ s Xinjiang research.

Key words: Lattimore Xinjiang China investigation and studies

MONOGRAPH

A Review on the Formation History of the Territory of the South China Sea by Analyzing

the Evolvement of TOPONYmS :+++++++seeesereeeseseenieeernnennnnenneeenns Li Guogiang(50)

The evolvement of toponyms of the South Sea Islands in ancient and modern times is collected

in this article and the author calculates that the confirmation of the South China Sea territory experi—
enced a lengthy historical process from unbounded to the territory marked by u — shaped lind “U”

) - In this process Chinese people have found named and managed the South Sea Islands for a
long time and the successive Chinese governments exercised the jurisdiction to establish the sover—
eign status.

Key words: the evolvement of toponyms the territory of the South China Sea formation his—
tory
The Analysis on the Sovereignty History of the Diaoyu Islands and the Related Interna—
tional Law «--eeeeeeeeereriienniiiiiiiniiii e eeeeee . Zheng Hailin (60)
Abundant Chinese and Japanese history literatures show that it was Chinese who firstly found
named and controlled the Diaoyu Islands not the Ryukyuan ( ) or Japanese. Diaoyu Island
did not belong to ancient Ryukyu kingdom but was controlled by Ming Empire as coastal defense
and administrative control area. San Francisco Peace Treaty did not involve the sovereignty of Diaoyu
Islands in 1951 and it was inappropriate and inconsistent for the American mandatory authorities to
classify Diaoyu Islands to the longitude and latitude of Ryukyu archipelago in 1952. Therefore the

claims of having sovereignty to Diaoyu Islands of Japan could not be established.
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