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Western History during the Last 60 Y<曲目inKorea・ Retrospect and Prospect 

Byung-Jik AHN 

古語spaper aims to pr1出町田outlookon the overall development of the Korean stu占田ofWt聞 em
History丘om出 beginningto the present. At first, it surveys generations of scholars, academic 
journals and org四凶tions,≪自国chtrends etc., by dividing出ewhole period h拍 threeph出国・出e
early furmative stage of modern historical s回占田ofWt白ternHistory from 1945也roughto配 1970s,
the period of growth in也e1980s阻 din出e回rly1990s，阻d出eph田eof agr回tadvance仕om出e
late 1990s. 

This paper examines not only the accomplishments of the Korean scholarship of Western 
History in the last decad田 butalso the problems田 di則自whichit now confronts: first of all，出e
decrease of scholarly offspring and the lack of commt山田口on阻 dcooperation between three p紅白
of historical scholarship in Korea，出atis, studies of Korean, Oriental and Western History. Especially, 
也ispaperゐcuseson the目centtrend among Kore泡11scholars to crincize the so-called 'Eurocentrism'. 
On白 onehand，出iscriticism can be組 m岨velyevaluated剖 aself-criticism噂 instthe tendency 
of Korean scholars in the p田Zto regard the modern western civilization田 universals阻ndardof 
historical value judgment，四d出回目ernptto see Western History not from出eviewpoin日ofrhe
West bur丘nm“o町 own”目
On the other hand, the criticism against the Eurocenrrism contams some nsl目印刷 m
mtellectual fullaci田， ifit isεxaggerated叩 dattemp白 tosee Western History just from “our own 
v1ewpoinば’ lnsofur国立isnot clear what“our own viewpoints”correctly m四n,the criticism against 
the Eurocentrism c日 easilydegenerate mro an argumentゐrthe sort of OcCJden四!ismwhich, 
according to Edward Said，臼nbe no alternative to the“Orientalism'：出it,just like the Orientalism, 
perverts叩 ddis tor田ourper日ptionsof r四回chobjects 

As a way our of this dilemma between the Onentalism四 dOccidentalism, this paper go白 onto 
田gueゐrone's“second identity'’：ifone w叩日toknow about aゐreignculture, nanon, ethnlCJty etc, 
onesho叫dnot re.伊 dit描＇theOther' which h田町gori回llydi丑'erenrfrom onese広butiden時明白
阻 dtry to sympa出世間llyundersrand it. 

From Henry Parkes to Geoffrey Blainey: A Stronger or Persistent Strain of ‘White 
A田位alia

T北aoFUJIKAWA 

In the mid 1980s Geo筋肉rBl剖ney’scriticism of Asian immigration touched off a flood of 
immigration deba回 .Al出oughhis views were repudiated by major p町ties，回v1s10msrmterpretanon 

英文要旨｜均



of Australian society and history has never died our. The cmic1sm of ‘black armb四 d’viewof 

history四 d‘historyW訂正ゐlloweds凶t.Hansonism w描 repudiated,but w出品nallyembraced into 

m副田町田mpoliロ日出stringentborder controls and changed me田ungof multiculturalism. It 1s回sy

to see a gre虹 dividebetween Keith Windschuttle四d'our' history and attribute resurrected ‘racism’ 

to him. Or attribute him to出$山rected‘四.cism’However,why is ‘四cism’sopersistent? 

It may be because racism or so四liedcolour-blind z窓口sm,a milder bur persistent strain of racism 

h田 alwa戸 beenp副 ofmodern democ田口csociety.‘百1eg回 t占vide’might be mo問。fideological 

回出町出血of悶 lm出血.Blainey qui日cl回rlyrefutes a type of四cismby his deゐtltion.By doing so 

he disrances himself from the Social Darwinist田 ditionof‘Whi町A山出1a'.Yer was history of‘White 

A山口alia'so white and so阻C脱出ateveryone但 ndis阻neeon田elffrom it? In出1spaper I W四 tto 

回 cea persis田町間四nof 'White Australia' into the rtlneteen出 centnryby皿al戸ing也estat em en回

by Henry Parkes when such phrase hardly existed. 

The Prosperity of Agriculture and出eDevelopment of Ind・山町rin Brirish India during 

the Inter-War Period ：百四Viewsoflndi却すliriffBoardsofr926四 d1932 

N臨時ol<rrANI 

百1ispaper aims to re-consider也ebal担 ceor correlation between the prosperity of agricultnre叩 d

the development of industry in British India during the In配トWarPeriod. In achieving the above 

副m，也hpaper pa戸四：ent10nto the qu白tionoflndian raw cotton，皿dexplores由eviews of Indian 

Tariff Boards of 1926 and 1932 about what policies of Indian raw cotton should be田：ecuredin 

connection with the prate口ionand development of Indian cotton ind山 try.

τhe m出2迫田ofbo也TariffBoards w踊 to盟百世nethe conditions of Indian coαon industry 

and make the nec田saryrecommendations. About the qu田tionofindian四wcotton, bo血Tariff

Boards世guedthat出eexport duty should not be imposed on Indian raw cotton, and that the 

import duty should be imposed on fureign raw cotto孔官官X出 O田 weretwo: one w出血atIndia 

did not W町四四時oni四 Japan,in other words, did not W阻 Eto lose the unpor阻 Eexport market 

oflndi阻阻W cotton：，出eother was也紅白eTariff Boards intended to protect出einter•回目 oflndian

cotton culnvators However, the recommendations of the Boards were not necessarily compatible 

with the pro回目ionof the In占阻cottonmdustnal m目r回目

Why did the Tariff Boards try to protect the m日間stsof the cotton cultivators? The three 

同部onscan be giv叩.The五rstr回sonis that也εcotton四ltivatorswere also the ∞町田nersoflndian 

cotton goods. The second one is出at,if the Indi岨 governmentignored the interests of the m田S

cultiva岡田，出句rmight complain of也eRaj and their complaint might白山esocial u町田t.百1en，也e

third one is British India o依ether deficit with Bri田血throughher回 des岬 l田witho出er印間山田

by the export of primary products such国間W co伐:on.

During the inter-war period, British India mostly attached the greatest importance to the 

stab1lizanon of the exchange阻即日dto the acqmrement of trade surplus through the回portof 
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primary goods In such a structure, Bnt1sh India med to balance the prosperity of agricultur定
四 d出edevelopment of industry, although both m町田tswere sometimes incompatible with each 
other. In也前開nse，也einter回目ofIndian cotton mdustrial1sts we民 notalways the top prionザin
considering the qu田tionof the development oflndi叩 cottonindus匂え

‘Black Power，泊Trinidad: A Protest to Contradictions of Post-Colonial Periods 

Y呂田laKrrAH此 A

So-called ‘Black Power', originated in the United St町田， hasbeen the movement by the black 
minonty, aimmg to acquire出eequal civil nghts wi出 thewhite maJonザ.Unlike the Amencan 
co田町平副，出eblack power in Trinidad 紅白e田rlyp訓 ofr97os W田 acamp副gnby the black 
majority of the coun句， requ田tingthe change of policies under Eric William's government. 
Williams, the rst prime minister of independent Trinidad, dreamed四 constructa 担保
suppomng country m polmcal and economic terms, free仕omthe bondage of past 1mpenal1sm. 
Under weak financial bases, however, the government W坦 inclinedto rely on也em町odu口10nof 
foreign田pitals皿 d印 mp国首田， resulting in the economic control of the white mmoriry, and social 
gaps between rich and poor. 

Under such circumstanc田， studentsand black poor Trmidadians v01ced a prot田t得田nstthe 
policy田町nameof black power, and tried to involve Indians, the second majoriザofthe country, 
into印 orゐnateactivities Indians, who we陀 prejudicedmもlacks',re1ected出ecooperation. The 
movement collapsed In sp1悶 ofthe failure at the time，‘the black power’le丘adeep impact on 
Trinida占叩s,paving the way to a new political situation beyond racial barriers m出店co山Jtry.
‘Black power' in τHnidad reflected the problems and contradictions which newly independent 

countries fuced m common 

European Integration and Audiovisual Media Services: The Relation between the 

Cultural Policy of the E田op田nComm uni ti白四dh組問in1980-1993 

Ril品 KoBATA

This paper consid目sthe relationship between the EC叩 dFr阻 cefrom r980 to r993 from出e
perspe叩veof口.tlruralpolicy. In也e1980s, the EC became more皿dmo肥田町田町din the cultural 
field, which had been exclusively under the authority of the s回目 inFrance. Since then, the EC 
田 dFrance have es回blisheda p町田e四hipin cultural policy.官官阻lationship,however, con田jneda 
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number of contradicnons and tensions 

In this paper, my attention isゐcusedon the EC policies 面白rthe audiovisual 
media, which 

cons ti山田anessential part of c叫ruralpolicy. Two measures四回訂ni
ned:MEDIA programme叩 d

the Television Without Frontiers Di目ctive.百iesem曲目回目白e口edb
o也。frwo占fferenta阻回d田

toward cultural policy, namely protecnonism and liberalism. This 
rs because EC member stat田

achieved no gene四1consens出 aboutculrural policy.百tlsm回出也紅白e
recould be confrontations 

be即・eenmember stat白， such出血ec坦ein the Uruguay round of G
ATT trade talks. Thereゐre,

French government, being always四 enthusiasticproponent of the
 cultural pro白ctiomsm,w田

extreme砂care制 whenthe EC tried to increase its power in the sphere of cult町.Alth
ough the EU 

now promo回 culturalpolicy on the European level, i白色tureis un
certain and there are a lot of 

problem to be solved. 

The Williams百iesis四dStudi田 ofSlave Trade 

KazuaKo乱阻SHI

The aim of this review article on Bmish slave trade is to reexamin
e the Williams Thesis m the 

con即 ofthe srndi田 ofgla凶 history.官官可F出加国首王国民which or福田at＜出合n
mEric W出i副首’s

αrpitalism and Slavery (1944), insists that the profit fi:am出eslave trade皿 dslavery fin四 cedthe 

Ind田trialRevolution in England and that a丘町四四ingindustrial臼
pi回!ismthe slave sys匝mcame

to be destroyed in turn.τh出eargt皿1enrshad led to enormous liter
arur出回d也氏出sionson出e

profirab.出.ryof sl蹴 tradesince the late 19 Gos. Al出oughm四ynew econom
ic historians have been 

skepricalぬoutthis thesis, by criticizing阻 tisrical四ca池担d即 ealingthe日te
of profit, th田 h田

still to be四ploredthe relationship between the slave trade and the lnd
usmal Revolution. 

Howev叫 recentlyKenneth Pomeranz町炉白血Eゐrtunatelo阻むonof coa
l and the rr叩 satl阻町

田 debroke出rough也eecologi＜四lco田町田tof Western Europe in the 
late 18出centuryand it led 

to the different development pa出品mEast Asia. Joseph Inikori also sr
r回目白就位P担也ngArl担 .tic

comm er・白 played也ecritical role in the succ田s削 completionof Engl阻
d'sindustrialization during 

1650-1850. As rli町田・gumentsshow.，出eWi出1百四百田ishas been reass田se
dpositively. Moreover, 

recent srndi田 onA臼canhistory demonstrate出atAfricans were not p田
siveactors but阻ピheractIVe 

parricip明日inthe Atlantic commer白.The demand of the East Indian
 textile, which w：田re-exported

from Europe, greatly increased by Africans in exchange for A丘icanslaves and
 so forth. This白ιt

would sugg白tthat Asian goods had stimulated the巴中阻sronof the
町ansatlanncslave trade，叩d

th田etrans－四gionalli品目g田制Egive us wider perspective on the“Long Eighteenth C町田ry’L
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National Parks and National Identity: An Instance of the Bir出of込llowstoneNational 

Park 

τ：bshinori TANAKA 

Smee虹0凹 d1970，出econ田:ptof na也reconservation has been changed by出eem erg回目ofnew 

ide田 such出＇eco-system’and'bio占versity’叩dof several global conventions like World Heritage 

四 dRamsar. Since rhen, rhe na1田町conservationgovern皿 cehas been likely to be multi-layered m 

conjunction曲 localordinanc田，dom叫 cl:r附，皿dglobal pacts. The bi貯 stchange here is rhat, 

m some countries, National Park sys白mhas been i臨時presentedby由 emergen田 ofnew id回sand

global pa＜口s.‘Somecountries' here m白血historical countri田 such田 Japanand Europe contras皿g
'yo叩 gcountries＇’！日間 NewWorld countries and developmg印 untri田，fore四mple,the Umted Stat1出

血 dCanada. You但nsee出bcontrast cl回 lyin World Heritage List. This d即占fferen田町msto be 

based on出erelationship berween Nat10nal Pad日目dnational identl与Ipropose a出回応出at'yo凹 ger

countri田町cto reflect national 1dentiti1田白血eirnational parks四 dhistoncal co回出回目mostly

opposite. 

Conse司uently，出IS出国is出msto app田lrhat National Parks in rhe Unit田 S阻t田 arestrongly tied 

to national identity, g吋ng四四回n田 of混llowstoneNational P訂kwhichis也e五回cnational p町h
in rhe world. 

百ie問 havebeen several加port四 t占sco店S由出征depi口edrhe臼山田ofbirrh of Yellowsrone, 

however，向蹴附0明也edwell enot1gh. This也前picksup Roderick N田h,Al丘edR田町阻d
Richard West Sellars and副msto organize出eircLscou自由 underliningrhe presence of American 

Nationalism mentioning Amencan cultural inferiority complex to Europe. Wilderness such出

張llo問問削ndYosemite played very irnponant roles to阻むs今出edem皿 dfor配 irnational pride. 
刻 lowsrone,baclced by strong current of nationalism, becom出 a五rstNational Park m 1872 and 

is memorized国四‘ideal’nationalpark over a century. 
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