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Laborer Wage and State Regulation in Early Modern England

Chai Bin

Since the Black Death, the British government had placed long— time restrictions on laborer wage by promulgating
the Ordinance of Laborers in 1349 and the Statute of Laborers in 1351. By the Statute of Apprentices and numerous
royal proclamations, the Tudor State reinforced restriction on laborer wage and achieved certain positive effect. Owing

to some subjective and objective factors, its actual effect is quite limited.

“The Paradoxes of Feudalism”
and the Feudal States in Medieval Western Europe

Huang Chungao

The paradigm of feudalism, fief and vassal asits essences, always overstresses the weakness of the feudal states in medie-
val Western Europe under the function of feudalism. However, “the paradoxes of feudalism”, such as system of family and
kinship rlations of friends different groups and communities, etc., represent different scenes of feudal states in the middle
Ages. This paper is an attempt to observe and analy ze historically the characters of feudal states through the angle of view of
“ the paradox of feudalism”. Tt is time for us, indeed to rethink profoundly the theory and paradigm of nom— Marxist’ s feu-

dalism.

U. S. Rubber Policy and Its Domestic Politics 1953— 1956
and the Feudal States in Medieval Western Europe

Yao Yu Guo Youxin

In the early 1950s a serious crisis in world natural rubber market, characterized by steep price drop and huge
overstock attacked heavily natural rubber— producing countries in Southeast Asia. Not only did the differences be-
tween U.S. and these rubber— producing countries on the solution of this crisis harm their relationships, but also
shaked the rubber embargo against People’ s Republic of China. Eisenhower A dministration listed rubber problems on
the top of national security agenda and tried to solve it by forming series NSC 5417 papers. Owing to certain domestic
elements such as the protection of U. S. synthetic rubber industry, the tightening fiscal policy and predominant eco-
nomic freedom, etc., this effort accomplished nothing. As a result, the relationship between U.S. and natural rubber

— producing, muntries became worse, and rubber embarge, against. China also collapsed.



