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An Andydsd the Security Dilemma:” the Relationship

between the Preermptive Srategy” and Offendve

Realign YelJiang (7)
The idea of security dilemma” comes from the pessmigic Hobbe-
dan concept of“ natural date,” which, dnce its qplication to the
dudy of internationd politics, has hean recognized &s a true descrip-
tion by either defensve rezism cr nexliberd ingitutionadisn, or
even by the recently 9reading ofensve rediam. However, the
<chool & neo-libera ingituticraiam holds that  security dilemma”
can he raolved by the game of prioner s dilemma,” and ddfensve
reai v believes that” security dilemma” can be partialy relved by
the game of “ prioner s dilemma,” while offensve redism thinks
that the game of prisner s dilemma” is o olution. Offengve red-
iam enrphagizes that the netion-date in“ security dilemma” cannot
attain national security through regimes and cooperation. It can only
be achieved through doffense and expansion of power and even the es
tablishment of regona hegenony. But dffensve reaism opposes the
“ preenptive drategy” of the Bush Adminidration because the god of
this drategy isto st up aworld enpire and thus obscures the securi-
ty goa of the nation and is detrimental to Americas search for gen-
uine security.

The Nationa ldentity of International Relations
Theories Wang Yiwei  (22)
To evauate Internationd Relations Theory (IRT) , the author puts
forward a paradigm of“ persond identity- national identity-features of
the time.” Based on this paradigm, the pagper focuses on the nation-
a identity of IRT,i.g. , how the American node of thinking , polit-
icd culture, nationad misson and nationd character shepe the inten



son and extendon of IRT. It pointsout that the nationa identity of
IRT has been grondy dfiliated with® Americanization.” In other
words, the U. S. ot only has become the research subject of IRT,
but has d become the dominating factor of IR dudies; the U. S.
not only has dominated the methodology and axiology of IR gudies,
but has a9 dominated itsontology and epigenology. Fom this per-
oective , the author explores the posshility of“ Snicization” of IRT
and argues that by doing © Chinese scholars dould creste a new
sydem and doctrine for IR gudies.

The Denpcratization and Liberaization of U. S. Qorporation

Law in Higorical Pergpective Han Tie (42)
In about a hundred years dter independence , corporation law in the
United Sates had been trandormed from a goecia charter zyzemir-
to genera incorporation lav. The corporation was o longer regarded
as an artificial being but a naturd ertity , and the date legidatures
conpeted in liberaizing their corporation laws in® ihe race for the
botton?” at the turn of the 20th centurv. All these led to higorical
denocratization and liberdization of corporation law , which adgpted
itsdf to the rise of big busness and the development of manageria
capitaliam in the United Sates. Not surprisngy , American corpora
tions dill enjoy a great deal of flexihility in their busness activities
when government interventions are increased.

Public Opinion Rolling and U. S. Foreign
Rolicy Chen Wenxin  (64)

By concentrating on American military operations abroad , this gudy
explores the higory of public opinion polling in the U. S. and the
role it plays in American foreign policy decidorrmeking. It is a
commonly held belig that the foreign policy issue to which the
American public is nog sndtive is the use o military forces
abroad. Public opinion polling has become an indigpensable part of
American politica disoourse. In the process of turning individua
opinionsto a series of numbers and charts, public opinion polling
not only reflects public opinions but d, to IMe extent , nolds
them. American foreign policy-makerswill ot follow public opinions
passvely. On the contrary , they atempt to irfluence public percep-
tions to serve their policy objectives. Public opinion polling is some:
times a tool in this process.



