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Jianghai Customs 2. 5% Surtax Treasury Bond Fund Custodial Committee, Chiang Katsh ek
enliged important Shanghai industrial, business and financial figures to take control of the f+
nances in bwer Yangtze region, and successfully raised enough money to maintain the army.
T his was also an important factor in Chiang’ s abiliy to establish himself in Southeast China
and later unify the whole country. Why did the Shanghai financial world support Chiang?
Besides his anti- Communist position, there were other reasons, such as: Chiang’ s close rela-
tions with financial leaders from his early years when he was active in the Shanghai finan cial
world, and the fact that the maprity of Shanghai financial figures were from Jiangsu and

Zhejiang.

On the Guomindang’ s Bifurcated M odern Drama Policy and Its

T he Guomindang’ s idea of and policy for modem drama consisted of two contradictory
ends On the one hand, they used it as means of propaganda, and tried to bring it into the
paity and politicze it through m easures such as supervising theatrical com panies and censor-
ing scripts. On the other hand, they regarded it as a pure business activity, and imposed
heavy taxes. In the late period of the War of Resistance against Japan, as the Guomindang
government’ s political power expanded infinitely, the public sphere was gradually eaten
away,the space for modern drama became namwower and narrower, and the conditions went
from bad to worse. In fact, the Guomindang built neither an effective system of administra-
tion for drama, nor ratonal order in the theater market. On the contrary, the Guomindang
serbusly hindered the process of modemization, regularization, and popularization of modern
dram a that had begun before the War. On the one hand, modern drama developed tow ard
tow contradictory extremes, either tow ard politicization or tow ard vulgarity, which seriously
lowered its cultural level. On the other hand, theatrical companies fell into economic difficuk
ties, management was in disorder, actors led miserable and demoralized lives, and the level of
performance declined. After 1943, the deplorable resulis of the Guomimdang s bifurcated

modern drama policy stood ever more ex posed.

Research on Household Division in Rural South Hebei during the



1930s and 19408 «evvvvvervevienieieencennnn Wang Yugsheng( 157)

Based on sam ple survey data and dass status materials, this artide systemiatically exam-

ines household division in the villages of south Hebei. During the 1930s and 1940s, rural
south Hebei was still a heavily traditional Society. Although big families w ere highly praised,
in real life it was not easy to maintain them for long periods. For brothers n most families,
property division was unavoidable after marrage. The difference from famiy to family was
only in thelength of time from marriage to division. The system and ideal of equal inheri
tance ate away at the base of existence of big families. Of course, the forces for household di
vision and coherence were different in different families. Poor families had no financial base
to hold all members together, so it was common for each to fend for himself. Rich peasants’
families placed greater demands on cooperation in production, so it was easier for them to re-
main undivided. How ever, when the head of a family died, divsion was always inevitable. In
families which could hire laborers, conditions were suitable both for maintaining the house-

hold undivided and for dividing the household.

T he Timing, Process and Details of the Reform Movement of
1898: Understanding, Correcting, and Improving on Past
Interpretations -« --oeeeveeesvvvnesveennnoeene Mao Haijian (197)

Using archives in the China No. 1 Historical Archive, and referencing archives in the

Institute of Modem History of the A cademia Sinica n Taipei and the Dipbmatic Archive of

the Department of Foreign Affairs of Japan, this article subjects the various views of past re-

search to scholarly examination based on historical data, and makes improvements and cor
rections accordingly. With a great deal of historical data, this paper details the whole process
of the Reform Movement of 1898, and provides author s own ideas about past interpreta-

tions.

A Report on Studies in Republican China on Overseas Chinese

...................................................... Li A nshan ( 290)

English abstracts translated by Du Jidong and edited by Alexander Beels



