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large sums on it but also appointing a Yellow River governor, setting up a specific office, and
establishing institutions, exhibiting an unprecedented intensity of intervention. Previous research
has tended to believe that the main reason for this was that since the Qing had taken over the
Ming system, it saw Yellow River conservancy as a measure for supporting water transport.
However, the facts show that a lot more was involved. It is undeniable that if, at times when
river transport was a priority, the political center was in the north and the economic center was in
the south, the protection of water transport was a major mission for river conservancy, let alone
the frequent flooding of the Yellow River in the early years of the Qing dynasty. At the same
time, however, under the unstable and complicated situation, the Qing emperor also included the
governance of the river into the strategic project of constructing the legitimacy of the regime.
The activities of disaster relief , protection of the people’s livelihood, worship at the tomb of Yu
the Great, continuing the previous ruling traditions, bestowing on honors on river gods, and
exploring the Yellow River’s source were all based on this important consideration. In the mid-
Qing period, despite multiple serious problems including difficulties in the Yellow River control
and selection of officials, the Qing emperors still actively explored “managing the River” (shi
he ). Other considerations besides “protecting water transport”, were the inertia of tradition and
observation of the ancestral family rules. As one of the most ambitious Qing projects, the
governance of the Yellow River was not only a water conservancy project but also a national
political project of great importance, highlighting the political and cultural traditions of the Qing
dynasty.

The Main Difference between Late Qing Sino-Foreign Treaty Relationships and Tributary
Relationships Li Yumin(53)

In the late Qing, Sino-foreign treaty and tributary relationships between China and foreign
countries reflected international orders that were different in kind. The tributary relationship had
shaped the idea of “common rule of all under heaven” (tianxia gongzhu ) centered on China, but
in a sense it was an illusory construct whose name did not reflect reality, whereas the treaty
relationship, based on the idea of national sovereignty and the principles of international law, was
a modified and unbalanced international norm. The former aimed at establishing a self-defense
framework that used tributary relationships to “make the barbarians form a defensive wall”
(shouzai siyi ); the latter was keen to secure actual rights and interests, especially economic
interests. The inequality of the former was mainly reflected in forms of intercourse that absorbed
Sino-foreign relations into the ritual of the sole authority, the Celestial Empire (tianchao ); the
latter exercised “quasi-rule” over China, which in actuality meant undermining its sovereignty.
The former practiced the morality of the kingly way, of “non-rule” and “recognizing the weak”;
the latter exhibited to the full the hegemonic way of “military force” and “oppressing the weak”.
The connotations and characteristics of the two different types of international order have their
own complex elements and factors.

The ‘“Historical Facts” and “Narratives” of Sun Yat-sen’s 1924 Journey to the North: Public
Opinion in the Mainstream Press Yang Rui(71)

Sun Yat-sen’s 1924 trip to the north was important for the reorganization of national
political arrangements and for the rebuilding of Sun’s own political image. If we go back to that
historical era, we find that the facts themselves and the original intentions of Sun’s journey to
North China, while partially consistent with the observations and interpretations of southern and
northern political factions and with public opinion as reflected in the press, were mostly
characterized by distortion and misdirection. Once they had been reshaped by different political
factions and newspaper opinion , “historical facts” that should have been unambiguously defined
became puzzling “narratives” that confounded the true and the false. Sifting through the relevant
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historical sources and, as much as possible, making this event the fulcrum for ordering the
relevant historical occurrences enables us to actively seek the logic behind the conversion of
“historical facts” into “narratives” and to trace back “narratives” so as to restore “historical
facts.” The quest for the intrinsic relationship between the two can stand as an effective key to
reading Sun Yat-sen’s original intentions and the domestic and foreign political interaction and
evolution of North and South. This paper reveals the intricate interlocking factual connections
that different political factions reconstructed around the new political system, together with their
internal and external influences.

The Dispute between Japanese Colonial Cliques over Policies for the Currency Standard in Northeast
China (1906-1933) Yan Hongzhong and Xu Chen(88)

Japan’s prewar colonial penetration and economic aggression in northeast China was accompanied by
monetary and financial struggles and rivalry. From the time when the Japanese colonial forces entered
the Northeast, currency policy was torn between adoption of the gold or the silver standard. The
perennial disputes and confrontation among Japanese cliques on this issue meant that the Japanese
government hesitated over the Northeast currency policy for a long time. After the Russo-Japanese
War, Japan had initially planned to use the Yokohama Specie Bank’s silver-backed notes to gain a
dominant position in Northeast currency, but this was resisted by the Kanto Government and the
Manchurian Railway Company. Japan’s strategy then changed to promoting the gold standard
through the Bank of Korea’s gold-backed note issue, which it tried to impose on the Dalian
Exchange, but this policy also failed. When, around the time of the establishment of the puppet
Manchukuo regime, the dispute on the currency standard was revived, the silver standard
retained the upper hand. The paper currency of the puppet Manchukuo Central Bank was still
silver-based and unredeemable. It was only after the signing of the Japan-Manchukuo Exchange
Equivalence Agreement that the bank’s note issue formally abandoned the silver standard and
was incorporated into the yen monetary system. With the outbreak of the total war of Japanese
aggression against China, a series of puppet government-issued “Lianyin notes,” “Mengjiang
notes” and “Central Reserve Bank notes” came out in rapid succession, in yet another instance of
the Japanese yen’s riding roughshod over China’s financial system.

On the Origin of Changes in the Wilson Administration’s China Policy Ma Jianbiao(106)

With the outbreak of the Revolution of 1911, the powers renewed their alliance in the form
of a six-power banking consortium and tied the issue of diplomatic recognition of the Republican
government to acceptance of loan by the Chinese government, seizing the opportunity to expand
their interests. Squeezed out by the British and Japanese, the United States lost its say in the
powers’ “dollar diplomacy” with China. The establishment of the Republic of China sparked the
enthusiasm of American Christians for the Christianization of China. American missionaries to
China and US political and economic circles worked up public opinion, denouncing the Taft
administration’s complicity with the great powers and its opportunistic profiting from Chinese
disarray as “un-American” and urging the US government to recognize the Republic of China as
early as possible, in attacks used by the Democratic Party to win the next general election.
Wilson had close ties with religious circles. As president, he abandoned America’s offensive and
defensive alliance with the great powers on the issue of recognition and withdrew from the bank
consortium, launching unilateral diplomacy. Republican diplomats acted as go-betweens in
rallying the faithful. When the Wilson administration’ s China policy encountered obstacles, a
“prayer strategy” was launched that called for Christians to pray for the Republic of China,
providing them with further inspiration and encouraging the government to recognize the
Republic. The Wilson administration once again gained the diplomatic initiative in China ,
opening up a new pattern in the prewar special relationship of the two countries.
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