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lenging powers. The co-existence of great power cooperation
and the strengthening of American hegemony becomes the
sdient feature of internationda political development at the turn
of the 21 century. Under the condition of economic globalizar
tion and the deepening of interdependence in national security ,
it isentirey possble to avoid great power corflict and to redize
peacef ul change of hegemony.

The Dilemma of Hegemony: The Myth of* Pax Americana’

and* New Empire” Pan Zhongqgi (52)
The Sept. 11 terrorist attacks and the development thereafter
have brought about the digparity between strength and nationa
security. Thefriction between international multilateralism and
American unilateralism becomes the mgor conflict that will de-
cide future direction of relations among big powers and the de-
velopment of the internationd syssem. The advocates of“ Pax
Americand’ and’ New Empire” advocates overlook the new re-
dity in history , which is that the rise of power does not neces
sarily bring about corregponding increase of security. They are
only weaving a modern myth. Future world peace can only be
“ peace under multilatera coordination.”

How Far Can A Lonely Hegemon
& ? Ding Xinghao and Deng Fan (65)
With the end of the Irag War and the fal of Saddam Hussein,
the United States won a military victory. PFoliticaly , however ,
the United States got into trouble and its oft power has obvi-
oudy been weakened. The Bush Administration isin a dilenr
ma. On theone hand, it wantsto maintain its hegemonic pos-
tion; on the other , under domestic and foreign pressure it has
to make certain tactical adjustment. While gill clinging to uni-
lateralism on the bass of power , it will not rule out politica
and diplomatic olutions at possble times and in poss ble places.

From® Offengve’ to" Defensve’ : The Role Change
of American Public
Diplomacy Tang Xiaosong and Wang Yiwei  (74)
Public diplomacy refersto a diplomatic form of the government



of a country towards the public of other countries. During the
Cold War period, it srved as an offendve strategic weapon,
making contribution to winning the Cold War. It was pushe’
agdefor a while ater the end of the Cold Wa: but was picked
up again &ter the Sept. 11 attacks to deal with the problem of
“ why they hate America.” The main target of public dizlomacy
is the Mudim world, and the diplomacy assumes a strong de-
fensve and emergency feature. However, the Bush
Administration §' preemption” strategy is reducing the ineffec-
tiveness in communicating with the rest of the world.

Thoughtson Americanization and Goba

Multicultural Development Wang Xiaode (87)
“ Americanization” has become a global phenomenon that many
countries cannot avoid encountering. This article first explores
the origin and badc content of Americanization.” It then ana
lyzes the higtorical evolution of“ Americanization” and shows
the great challenge’ Americanization” posesto countriesdl over
the world ater the end of the Cold War.“ Americanization”
does produce pounding efect on the development of culture in
other countries but it does not bring about sngularity and uni-
nin globa cultural development.

The Fame of George Washington and Its
Origins Zhang Guang(105)

Drawing on relevant comments by Washington s contemporaries
like Thomas Jefferson and studies by present-day researchers,
this essay exploresthe originsof thefame of Washington asone
of the greatest presdentsin the United States. It argues that
Washington s postion in history is grounded on his choice of
avoiding relinquishing his post as the command-in-chief of the
ocontinental army ater the war for indgpendence and on his re-
fusd to runfor a third term of presdency. This essay demon-
drates that the character of Washington and the republican po-
litical system adopted by the newly-born United States toget her
shaped Washington s choice of avoiding the abuse of power.
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