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ate he necessary damestic conditions for a nuclear rollback by takingm easures to effectively nflience the dam estic inter

est groups

Nuclear Proliferation H istory, M odes and Prospects
Sun Xiangli (56)

Based on historical observations the author can pares the different modes of proliferation and analyzes he motivations

modes and pwospects brnuclear proliferation The author argues that security concems are the major driving force be
hnd nuclear pwoliferation and internatbnal society should make concerted efforts to elm nate the dangers to regional se
curity and constuct a regbnal and global cooperatve security mechanisn. M eanwhile strenghenng the nuclear non-
proliferatbn mechanian and mplenenting consistent standards of non-proliferaton w ill be conducwe to fiture trends n

the prevention of nuclear proliferatbn

The G bbal Sway of G eo-econan ics in theW orld Order of the Twenty-first Century IsNortheast Asia an Ex
ceptior?
James C Hsiung (64)

In ntematbnal relations of the wenty-first century geo-econam ics w ill eclpse ( butnot rep lace) geopolitics as a defining
feature wih wo distnct differng pattems of behavbr by the actors Firsj the balance of powerw ill no bnger be be
ween states or their alliances Instead itwill be played out between super rading blocs Second, nternatobnal politics
willno longer be a zero-sum gan ¢ m aking it possible to have sinificant cooperation gong on beween aciors even a«
m idst canpetition and conflict ButN ortheast Asiaw ill be an exception to the nom. In the geo-econan ic context Chr
na’ s rise due to its unstoppab le econan © grow th poses a tick lish questbn of nterpretatbn Same of the realist scholars
who early on embraced the “ China threat” theory are now recantng and joining otherm anstrean scholars in reassessing
hat viw. Another group the “ globalists ” have found evidence that this is Chna’ s second risg or re-risg follow ing
a historical period nwhich Chinawas heworld” s largest econany (or greatest power) for over a housand years prior to
1800 The mplrations are that a re-rising China shoul not be understood n the san e light as the firsttme upstarts
such as post ndustrial revolution Britary N apoleonic France post—M eiji Japan Prussia— Gemany afler the B ism arck-

ian wars and Stalin’ s SovietUnpn

“CulturalException” under the Global Free Trade Framework A Case Study
W ang Xiaode (71)

In he gbbalmultilateral trade negotiations the question of whether cultural products can be regarded as canmon goods
has aroused heated debates beween countries led by France and Canada and the U. S The U. S m aintans that the
culural ndustry, am ed at seeking profits should be nchided n trade lberalization whereas France has put forwand
e idea of “ culiural exception ” and has nsisted on excluding culural products fran the free trade negotiatbns as spe
cial products The pwopositon fora “ culural exception” haswon w ide support fran countries like he European U nion
and Canada and hasbeen expbited as a forceful theoretical w eapon for these countries to protect the ir damestic culural

markets
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