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Building and joining secret societies was the survival needs of Chinese in Thailand. The development of tax farming system
provided important economic support to Chinese secret society so that secret society developed rapidly. With the tax system
reform and the abolition of tax package the economic base of secret society collapsed. The Thai governments repression

and emergence of new Chinese community also accelerated the decline of secret society.

Key words: Thailand Siam Overseas Chinese secret society tax farming system

Southeast Asia and Interregionalism: A Historical Perspective

ZHENG Xian-wu
(Research School of International Studies Nanjing University Nanjing 210093  Jiangsu)

Abstract: From a historical perspective Southeast Asian interregionalism emerged earlier than regionalism and it
could be subdivided into three different forms bi-interregionalism trans—regionalism and quasi-interregionalism. According
to Southeast Asian indigenous actors’ status and role interregionalism evolved from “following”  “weak leading” and
“weak participating” in the Cold War to “strong leading’  “strong participating” in the Post-Cold War and then achieved
a fundamental shift from “dependence” to “independence” and “center”. In the historical evolution process interregional—
ism and regionalism were closely interconnected and then formed two kinds of relations interactive and constitutive which

may bring about some causal effects common institution and collective identity respectively.

Key words: interregionalism regionalism Southeast Asia ASEAN

An Overview of Reviews on the Legal Status of the U-shaped Line in the South China Sea

LI Jin-ming

(Center for Southeast Asian Studies Xiamen University Xiamen 361005 Fujian)

Abstract: In recent years reviews of scholars both at home and abroad on the legal status of the U-shaped line in the
South China Sea have focused mostly on the following four aspect< “historical waters ” “historical title ” “maritime
boundary line ” and “island attribution line. ” As an overview of reviews of these four aspects this article holds that re—
garding the legal status of the U-shaped line as an “island attribution line” is more realistic and acceptable no matter
whether judging from the historical background of the creation of the U-shaped line or from the related declarations released
by Chinese government at present.

Key words: the U-shaped line in the South China Sea the legal status historical waters island attribution line
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