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pattern in Chinese literature. Chinese literature on the whole has gone through a developmental
path from refinement to popularity, a path from the aristocracy to the elite and thence to the
common people. Mainstream literary styles became increasingly popular, and the common people
became increasingly the main consumers of literature. In this regard, we should have a new
perspective toward and new descriptions of the history of Chinese literature, and a new
understanding and new strategy for contemporary Chinese literature.
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A school of social theory tends to be based upon local traditions and experiences, and
therefore different cultures and societies can produce different IR theories. Examples include the
American International Relations Theory and the English School. At the same time, a theory
aims at generalizations that are not only able to explain local social phenomena, but are also
applicable to global reality. For a distinct IR theory of this kind to emerge, a core problematicis
indispensable. Such a problematic, incommensurable in nature, is temporarily and spatially
defined in a particular context of culture and society, and gains meaning through the
representational system. Mainstream American IR theory has evolved around the problematic of
hegemonic maintenance while the English School has the concept of international society at its
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The fundamental reason for the Truman administration s refusal to recognize the PRC lies in
the unique ideology of anti-communism and the myth of Sino-US relations at the time, rather
than pressure from Congress and public opinion. With such an ideology, the Truman
administration was unable to accept the PRC in terms of either faith or sentiment. It exhibited an
unusual degree of anger and greater hostility than any other country. Influenced by such
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Western political science constituted an important part of the dissemination of Western
learning in China during the late 19" and early 20" centuries. Chinese intellectual elites seeking to
make China strong gradually acquired a clear notion of “ Western political science,” although a
uniform concept as such did not exist in the West at the time. The Chinese notion was built upon
an imagined image out of their limited understanding of the West. This paper aims to discuss the
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