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SUMMARY OF ARTICLES 159

The Ideology and Institutional Evolution of Frontier Governance in the Early Years of the Republic
of China (1912 —-1919) // Sun Hongnian

At the Republic of China was founded the situation in the frontier areas was grim and thus frontier
governance became a major issue of common concern among the public. The idea of frontier governance not
only inherits China’s outstanding tradition of frontier management of the past dynasties especially the
“Grand Unity” as an idea to govern frontier regions but also includes new ideas such as “the Unity of Five
Nationalities” and “the equality of all the nationalities”. On this basis the institutions of frontier
governance have also undergone corresponding changes. Therefore it is of great significance to document
the major changes in the idea and practice of frontier governance from 1912 to 1919 and to offer critical
analysis of their characteristics along with their progress and setback.

Chen Yinque and the Concept of “Dunhuang Studies” // Liu Dasheng

The establishment of a new scholarly discipline demands a new set of research methodology and
paradigms and the latter are also the significant standards by which to differentiate new scholars from the
old and to measure the level of sophistication of these scholars” research. The Founding of “Dunhuang
Studies” is an embodiment of a well-defined and highly-developed modern academic thinking. In his early
years Chen Yinque received training on specialization under the modern academic system in the West
forming the research consciousness based on scholarly disciplines and a creative energy on
conceptualization. As such he proposed the concept of “Dunhuang Studies” in a timely manner and
strived to incorporate China’s Dunhuang research into the so-called “preflow” of the existing scholarly
disciplines and kept it in line with Orientalism Sinology and Touyougaku studied in the world.
However Chen took a conservative and even hostile attitude towards hypotheses and even in denial of

theory. This became a deficiency in his academic cognition.

From “Oriental History” to “East Asian History”: A Reflection on the Historical Discourse in
Korean Academia of the Past 30 Years // An Sooyoung  Jiang Yiwei

Since the 1990s Korean historians have reflected on nationalism modernism and Eurocentrism in
existing historical studies. At the same time many researchers have endorsed conceptualization of East
Asia as a regional unit of historical analysis which led to the institutionalization of “East Asian History”.
Discussions on “East Asian History” have continued to this day inspiring Korean historians to revise their
narratives of and perspectives on historical understanding. Therefore by reviewing the process of the
institutionalization and formalization of “East Asian History ” and the relevant discussions in Korean
academia in the past thirty years we can have a glimpse of the overall context of Korean historiography.
And in 2007 “East Asian History” formally entered the national education system and beamed an
independent history course. In this article we offer an overview of the historiographical trajectory in Korea
by comparing it with and relate it to their counterparts in China and Japan. By reflecting upon the changing
tension between “East Asian History” and the discourse of nation-state we strive to understand how the
historiographical trends of global history and regional history have influenced historical views of East Asian
countries since the second half of the twentieth century.

National Historiography and Byzantine Studies in Greece ( 1821 —1930) // Pang Guoging

The origin rise and development of modern Greek Byzantine studies have witnessed the early
development and gradual maturity of the paradigms of the Greek national historiography since Greece
became independent in 1821. In the first half of the nineteenth century historians in this new-born nation



