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T ibet Zha L uo( 95)
In the end of 1903, British Indian Goverrment launched the second invasive war against Tibet
In order © overcame supply difficultieswhen crossing the Himalayas, the British hoped © build a
rad © Tibet Yadong viaBhutan But as the Qing Dynasty’ s vassal and traditional allies of China’
s Tibet, Bhutan might have supported Tibet and threatened the British amy’ s rightwing o,
British tried to make Bhutan cooperate with it by threatening to stop paying the annual allovance o
Bhutan, thus, finally, Bhutan yielded Bhutan' s leader, Ugyen W angchuk ( ) went
Lhasawith theBritish troops as amediabr, but in fact he becane aggresor’ saccomplice This re-
flected Tibetan and British influence in the Himalayan region had changed, and the 13th DalaiL ana
was lack of clear operational thinking and ability © create an enabling envirorment for the war
Key W ords Invasion of Tibet by British Indian Forces Bhutan 13th Dalai

NBEN NOTESON BORDERLAND H ISTORY AND GEOGRAPHY

A Study of the Name of Changbaishan( ) M aoW ei( 109)

The author holds that B uxianshan ( ) isthe oldest nane of Changbaishan, and the name
means like salt, but not salty Tutaishan ( ), Taibaishan ( ) are the other nanes of
Changbaishan; Gaimadashan ( ), Dandandaling ( ) are the names of other
mountains, and have no relation with Changbaishan; Taibaishan in Sanguo Shiji ( ),
Taiboshan in Sanguo Yighi ( ) were not Changbaishan; Baitoushan ( ) and
Changbaishan in Korean historical literatures had camplicated meaning, sametmes they mean today’
s Changbaishan

Key W ords Changbaishan Buxianshan Baitushan

A New Research of Ta Tan( ) Zhou Song(117)
In theM ing dynasty, Ta Tan was the name of Houtao district ( ) whichwas the center

of western InnerMongplia The name Ta Tan came from Yinshan Dada, the nane of a tribe, then it

tumed into a geographical nane InLiao, Jin, Xia, Yuan, andM ing dynasty, thisname have been

trandated into many different Chinese words In view of ethnic historical geogrgphy, the studies of

Ta Tan have great value in studying the relations betveen Mongol tribes and the M ing dynasty.
KeyW ords Ta Tan Relations between Mongols and M ing Dynasty

DEVEH.OM BENT OF BORD ERLAND

A D isussion on the Han Imm igration in Xinjiang dur ing the Per iod of Republic of Chi
na L iJie (126)
During the period of Republic of China, therewere about 300 thousand Han migrantsmoved in-

to Xinjiang province, and they mainly distributed in northern areasof Xinjiang Thes migrantswere

generally grouped into three types econamic migrants, political migrants and military migrants Han
immigration in X injiang during this period was different fran previous dynasties, and played a mpor-
tant role on the scial development of Xinjiang

Key W ords Republic of China Xinjiang HanM igrants

ACADBV ICNBN SAND MATERIALS

A Summary of the® Cross-Strait Symposium of M anchu-M ongolM ar riage Alliance in
the Qing Dynasty” L vW enli( 140)

A Summary of the® Northeastern Borderland History and Culture Symposium 2009”
Huang Songyun( 144)
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