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Ministry of Foreign Affairs on October 21  1953. The telegram which was prepared for the forthcoming
negotiation on Sino-Indian relations in Tibet not only provided the information about Indian privileges in
Tibet but suggested that priority of negotiation should be the issue of border disputes. The suggestion had not
been adopted by the Central Government. China and India had no talks on their border issues in their
negotiation on Tibet in 1954. China’s delay strategy with regard to border disputes was heavily shaped by the
asymmetrical salience of bilateral relations. India’s unique role as the major channel between China and the
West and Chinas dependence on Indian export necessities to Tibet were the most relevant factors precluding
Beijing from responding effectively to the Indian occupation of territories in the southern Himalayas. Such
delay strategy has significant and complicated impacts on China’s settlement of its border disputes with
neighboring countries.
Keywords: ZHANG Jing-wu’s Telegram Indian privileges in Tibet China-ndia Agreement in 1954

Sino-Indian board issues “delay strategy”

The Rising of Ethnology in Contemporary Taiwan ( by HU Feng—iang)

Abstract: Ethnology or cultural anthropology is lively and energetic in todays Taiwan which has
attracted much attention from the academic circle in mainland China in recent years. The rising of such study
in Taiwan is accompanied by particular social and historical background as well as various practical
motivations. It is worthwhile to investigate in details the theoretical and methodological origins achievements
and defects of ethnology in Taiwan so as to learn lessons beneficial to the academic construction in
contemporary China.

Keywords: Taiwan ethnology the Gaoshan ethnicity Pacific Rim culture

The Formation of the Underclass Society in a Metropolis and Its Impact:
Taking Shanghai as an Example (by WEN Jun & WU Xiaokai)

Abstract: Since the practice of “reform and opening up” the rapid transformation of social structure in
China has almost become an important mark to identify China’s current social transformation. Intertwined with
various new and old systems a metropolis as a sign of modernization has produced a large number of low—
income population which has gradually formed an “underclass society ” in a sociological sense. With
empirical investigations of low-income population in Shanghai this paper from different perspectives of theory
and experience analyzes the reasons of the formation and the development trends of the underclass society as
well as its potential social impacts on and challenges to a metropolis.

Keywords: metropolis underclass society underclass group structural differentiation impact

Passional Worship and State Involvement: A Historical Investigation of

Urban-rural Marriage from the 1930s to the 1970s in China
( by ZHAO Ye-gin & DING Jin-hong)
Abstract: Urban-rural marriage is a kind of long—distance marriage which means one person of a married
couple comes from the city and the other comes from the countryside. The fact that there is a gap between the
couple is reflected in many aspects such as their different ways of thinking living habits educational status
and values. The domestic researches of urban—ural marriage originated in the 1990s with the trend of rural-
urban migration. These researches mainly focus on the marriage status in a horizontal dimension but lack
vertical studies in a historical dimension. Putting marriage into political social and historical structures in
modern China this study focuses on the development and changes of urban—rural marriages from Yan‘an period
in the 1930s to the end of the 1970s. This will also help us understand the overall historical changes of modern
China. From Yan’an period in the 1930s to the end of the Cultural Revolution in the 1970s urban-—rural
marriages were influenced by some specific historical events on the one hand and the state power and political
forces on the other. Political direction and national policy became key factors in achieving the success of
urban-rural marriage.
Keywords: 1990s urban—rural marriage state intervention historical investigation
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