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British colonialists took advantage of the caste differentiation in India and used colonial medicine as a carrier
to promote colonial hegemony rather than a tool to serve Indian society.

The Rejection of Early Japanese Immigrants in the United States and Its Response (1885—1908)
Shi Hui
After the disintegration of traditional Japanese society following the Meiji Restoration, a wave
of overseas immigration occurred among its citizens, a significant portion of which immigrated to
the United States. From the beginning of the successive immigration of Japanese to the United
States, the western states of the United States, mainly California, began to discriminate against
and reject Japanese immigrants. Using the same rhetoric that had been used to exclude Chinese
immigrants, they started a wave of anti-Japanese activities in the western United States, and
violent anti-Japanese rhetoric and actions occurred. The exclusionists demanded that Congress pass
anti-Japanese legislation similar to the Chinese Exclusion Act in order to prohibit Japanese
immigrants from entering the United States. However, unlike the weak Qing Government, Japan
had already become a new empire and established itself as a world power through its victories in the
Sino-Japanese War and the Russo-Japanese War. The U. S. federal government persuaded Japan to
prohibit labor immigration by banning the issuance of passports to laborers, in order to take into
account Japan’s dignity and not to anger Japan too much. The result was the Gentlemen’s
Agreement between the United States and Japan in 1907.

A New Analysis of the Centennial Changes in the Regional Pattern of the Modern Middle East
Huang Minxing
The changes in the regional pattern of the Middle East since 1900 can be divided into five
stages: the first one is the disintegration of the traditional regional order from 1900 to 1920; the
second one is the rise and fall of the colonial order of Europe and the overall formation of the nation
state system in the Middle East from 1920 to 1947; the third one is the Cold War and the rise of
nationalism in the Middle East from 1947 to 1979; the fourth one is the period of economic and
political transformation from 1979 to 2011; the fifth one is the period of great turbulence, division,
and restructuring from 2011 to 2022 . Since the beginning of the 20th century, the changes in the
regional pattern of the Middle East have the following characteristics: with the collapse of the
imperial system and the dissolution of the caliphate system after World War I, the Middle East has
lost its position as one of the main players in modern global politics; after World War I, the
regional pattern of the Middle East was further fragmentation; the rich oil and gas resources in the
Middle East have had a significant impact on both the patterns of the Middle East and the world;
the pan nationalism in the Middle East has had a significant impact on both the regional patterns of
the Middle East and the Asian continent; the social development characteristics of the Middle East
have influenced the modernization process and regional pattern of the region; the Middle East has
missed the opportunity for world modernization development, and the most economies of the region
are facing various problems; there are numerous conflicts among Middle Eastern countries with
serious regional impacts; there has never been a strong and stable core country in the contemporary
Middle East; the three major monotheistic religions, especially Islam, have maintained a sustained
influence on the Middle East landscape; the Middle East has become the region with the strongest
anti-Western sentiment in the world; the Middle East maintains significant influence on the
external world from different levels; since the beginning of the 20th century, the external forces
that influence the Middle East region have undergone significant changes.

Aliyah Movement of Yemeni Jews: Evolution and Motivation Yang Yulong

Yemeni Jews are a Jewish community that has lasted for more than 2,600 years. They left
Yemen during the Aliyah movement in the first half of the 20th century, and gradually integrated
into the Jewish society of Palestine and the State of Israel established in 1948. The historical
evolution of the Aliyah movement of Yemeni Jews can be divided into three historical stages. The
motives of the Aliyah movement of Yemeni Jews are multidimensional: the awakening and turning
of the concept of the Jewish state under the influence of modern Zionism is the main source of
identity; the survival dilemma caused by the deterioration of inter-ethnic relations between the
Arabs and Jews is the real motivation of the Aliyah movement; the religious drive under the
influence of messianic ideas provided the power for the early Aliyah movement; The population
immigration strategy promoted by the Palestinian Yishuv and the Israeli government, as well as the
support provided by the International Jewish Organization, provided immigration receiving
countries, external assistance and material conditions for the implementation of the Aliyah
movement. It is under the combined influence of these multi-dimensional motivations that Yemeni
Jews returned to their “homeland” through the Aliyah movement and tried to integrate into Israel’s
multicultural society. However, under the “melting pot” environment, they faced social
integration, identity adjustment and other ethnic equalization challenge.
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