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globalization, the further amelioration of interna

tional economic environments will have a positive

effect on the anti— poverty actions of the African

countries.

Gains and Losses of Tanzania’ s Participation in Globalization

Li Baoping

Since the 1980’ s, Tanzania has been carrying
out economic and political transformations charac
teristic of the liberalization, marketalization and
privatization of economic system and the democra
tization of the political system, which has denied
Tanzania’ s previous socialist policy tendencies.
T he 2000 amendment to the constitution makes it
clear that Tanzania is no more a socialist country,

thus bringing it into the world capitalist system &

pp- 29- 34

gain. The ruling party of Tanzania has controlled
the leading power to implement political reforms,
acquired the political legitimacy of being in pow er,
obtained the international assistance for its econom-
ic development and reversed the declining tendency
of its economy. However, it has also paid a high
price of the severe erosion of the Tanzanian
sovereignty and impairment to political unity, uni

fication and social justice.

Nigeria in the Dilemma of Globalization

Zheng Xian

Nigeria, as well as other Sub— Saharan African
countries, can not resist globalization. The apparent
long dependence of imports and exports trade of its
economy means Nigeria’ s development won’ t do
without globalization. How ever, globalization mairr
ly favors the unidirectional flow of international
capital, cooperation under such unilateral globaliza
tion is more favorable to the investor. As far as

N igeria is concerned, its inferior economic and teclr

pp- 35— 40

nological status means globalization will exert a
negative impact on Nigeria. What’ s more, high
centralization of the state power during the military
regime, the prevalence of corruption, the govern-
mental interference in the accuracy of economic in-
formation and the frequent internal social distur
bance since the return to the civilian rule constitute
the main obstacles to Nigeria’ s participation in the

globalization.

A Concise Analysis of the Asad Political System

Wang Xi

The era of Asad (1970- 2000) is an impor
tant period in the contemporary history of Syria,
during which, depending on the army, the Bath
party and the state bureaucracy, and through the
state’ s firm control over the social organizations,
Asad set up an authoritarian— presidential system
of one— party characteristic of patriarchal monar
chy. Depending on the system, Asad transformed
Syria from a small and weak state into a regional

pow er, which has been keeping a long— time polit-

080.

pp- 55- 60

ical stability. As the particular outcome of Syrian
social- historical development, the system of Asad
is characteristic of complexity, transitivity and be-
ing an intermixture. On the one hand, the system
basically meets the objective needs of the Syria’ s
social development; hence, it has considerable ra-
tionality and legitimacy. On the other hand, the
system also has its limitations and disadvantages,
which put a heavy burden on Syria s future politi-

cal development.



