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SUMMARIES OF ARTICLES

Yang Dongliang The Authority Reconstruction and the Meiji Restoration

The Meiji Restoration is the reorganization of power and the reconstruction of authority in the
Japanese society during the late Edo period. The threat of aggression by the Western powers directly
brought about the Sonno—6i movement profoundly intensified the domestic political contradictions and
severely impacted the Bakufu-daimyo system and the authority of shogunate. The game among the four
forces including the shogunate the royal court the daimyo and lower samurai started focusing on the
issues of whether opening the country or expulsing the foreigners and whether supporting the shogunate or
abolishing it. In the end an anti-shogunate alliance formed among strong feudatories which led to the
downfall of Tokugawa Shogunate in virtue of a coup and the restoration of the imperial rules. After a long—
term political struggle among different fractions in the Meiji government the power of the central
government was resettled the centralized system was organized and the foundation of the social classes
was rebuilt thoroughly. Therefore the absolute authority of the modern emperor system was established
with the help of the shaping of authority figure spiritually and legally. The destruction and reconstruction
of the authority in the Meiji Restoration were accomplished by the combination of two main lines. More
specially the explicit main line was the state power reconstruction while the implicit main line was the
authority based on ‘the adaption to the situation” which restricted the power reconstruction. Eventually the

form of legislation was realized through clarifying the political approaches and ‘purifying’ the oligarchy.

Han Zhibin and Jiang Xinyu The ‘Ghazi Origin Theory’ and the Historical Interpretation of the
Early Ottomans States

The academics have not reached a consensus on the historical interpretation of the early Ottomans
states. On the basis of questioning the ‘tribal origin theory’ regarding the Ottoman Empire Wittek
proposed an explanatory framework of the ‘Ghazi origin theory’ to demonstrate that the Ottoman
Empire originated from a ‘Ghazi group’ in a ‘frontier society '. The early Ottoman states
geographically located in the core area of the Byzantine Empire an area which was extremely difficult
for the occupation. This resulted in a continuous ‘Ghazi War’ for a long period and subsequently
formed an empire. Since the 1940s the European scholars have criticized and negated the ‘Ghazi

origin theory’ . Nevertheless this theory reflects a certain dimension of the origin of the early Ottoman



& states and a different aspect of propositional thought. At the end of the 13" century Bithynia had the
geopolitical characteristics of multiculturalism and co-existing civilizations. The early Ottomans states
which emerged in Bithynia also shared these characteristics which contributed to the expansion of the
early Ottoman’s states in Asia Minor and the Balkans. A worldwide empire across Asia and Europe

eventually formed in the 15" century on the foundation of the early Ottoman$ states.

Gong Weiying The Iconoclasm and the Church-State Relationship between the East and the West
in the Christendom in the 8" and 9" Centuries

The Byzantine Iconoclasm in the 8" and 9" centuries led to the division of the Christian Church
and had a great impact on the East-West relations in the Christendom. The Eastern Church and the
Western Church took different measures in response to the imperial iconoclastic policy for their
respective interests. The Eastern Church led by the Patriarch of Constantinople made a compromise and
submitted itself to the Byzantine emperor strengthening the existent social structure of Caesaropapism
while the Roman Church with its opposition to Iconoclasm formed a political alliance with the Kingdom
of the Franks speeding up its separation from the Byzantine Empire and gradually moving onto the path
of dualism between the Church and the State. The East-West relations became worsened and the
intensifying struggle for the supreme power of the Church foreshadowed the final schism between the

Eastern Church and the Western Church within the Christendom.

Wang Qian The Legislative Sovereignty and the Construction of German Territorial State in the
16" Century

The 16" century is a crucial transition period in the German history witnessing not only the
transformation of the German legal system from the medieval tradition to the modern pattern but also
the construction of the early modern territorial state. These transformations cannot be realized on the
imperial level due to the political fragmentation but were highlighted on the territorial level. The
legislative authority applicable to the whole territory was required by the territorial state to replace the
jurisdiction of the medieval lordship and autonomous commune which establishes a new type of
judicial relationship between the government and its subjects. In this process the common people
exerted unignorable influence by converting their grievances into the territorial laws. The territorial
legislative behavior greatly promoted the German territorial state-building and reflected its inherent
complexity in the 16" century. From the legal perspective it would be proper to identify the territorial

state as a semi-feudal and semi-modern polity during the transition period.



