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ABSTRACTS

modern Chinese writers, not only because it represents a modernity that is completely different
from the Chinese traditional values, but because it provides an opportunity for Chinese literature
to join world literature. Then, by what channel and in what manner did humanism as a Western
cultural tradition find its way into China and have an influence there ?A nd how did the writers of
the New Literature in China understand and use this Western tradition ? Essential as they are,
these questions have drawn little attention from researchers. This paper reflects anew on the
intellectual resources of May Fourth literature and concludes that May Fourth literature was a
product of local ideas that found a profound expression in Western realism.

(15) A New Light on the Evolution of Sanqu-Poetry in the Ming Dynasty  Zhao Yishan ° 168 °

It is common practice to divide the evolution of sanqu-poetry in the Ming dynasty into an
earlier and a later stage, with the Jiajing reign as a watershed. Some researchers further divide
the earlier stage into two to form an earlier, a middle and a later stage. Both divisions are too
sketchy to give a clear picture of the evolution of sanqgu in the Ming dynasty. Based on a careful
study of the Ming dynasty sanqu writers, both as individuals and as a group, as well as the
related socio-cultural factors and thoughts and ideas of the time, the author divides the evolution
of sanqu in the Ming dynasty into five stages: the transitional stage, the decline stage, the
renaissance stage, the flourishing stage, and the post-flourishing stage. The reasons and
significance of this division are presented, and the features of each stage discussed in the paper.

(16) Central and Local-level Public Health as Seen in the 1918 Plague in Shanxi Province
Cao Shuji ° 178 °

Pneumonic plague broke out in Shanxi province in the early 1918. The central government
worked together with the Shanxi provincial government in mobilizing the people, and soon put an
end to the epidemic. That could be called “ national-level public health.” In the autumn of that
year, Bubonic plague broke out continuously in Linxian and Xingxian in Shanxi. However, the
central and the provincial governments did little except show limited concern. The burden of
fighting the epidemic fell almost solely on the county governments. That was the “public health
by the local governments.” The rivers and valleys that stopped the spread of the epidemic
became a borderline separating the sphere of influence of the central and the local governments.
The fight against the plague in Shanxi showed the division, overlapping and transformation of
power between the central government and the local governments.

(17) Education and Societal Dislocation. Impact of the Abolition of Civil Examinations in Rural
China Luo Zhitian ° 191 °

The abolition of the civil examinations in 1905 produced a profound and far-reaching impact
on Chinese society. The public schools replaced the private educational system that was in place
in the rural areas. This weakened community participation in sponsoring and participating in
education. The new public school system sometimes rejected children from low-income families.
This led to a decrease in the educated population in the rural areas and a gradual decline in the
literacy rate. The rural population, on the other hand, was not very receptive to the
“knowledge” that the new education system offered. Not taken seriously in rural communities,
its graduates then turned to urban areas to seek career opportunities. The mentality of the rural
intellectual elite was also changing. They grew tired of the traditional way of life and even looked
down upon peasants. The widening rural-urban gap actually victimized both the educated youth
who wandered in cities, unable to find a place for themselves, and the villages that were

abandoned by the educated.




