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International Agenda Setting: A Theoretical Framework
Wei Zongyou (38)

[Abstract] This paper puts forward a theoretical framework of international agenda — set—
ting based on the existing agenda — setting literatures in mass media communication
politics and international politics. It argues that international agenda — setting is a
process of issue selection and definition conflict expansion and interest mobilization
and a search of appropriate agenda access points by the relevant actors till it enters the
international agenda. During this process the traditional state actors as well as non —
state actors such as media epistemic communities advocacy groups and individuals
are all important participants of international agenda — setting. If the international issue
entrepreneurs succeed in building up a wide issue coalition network composed of state
and non — state participants the chance the issue enters international agenda will be
greatly enhanced. Finally this paper concludes that international agenda — setting is
the “second face of power” in international power play where some issues enter into
international agenda and others not.

[Key Words] agenda agenda — setting international agenda international agenda — set—
ting

[Author] Wei Zongyou Associate Professor School of International and Diplomatic Af-

fairs Shanghai International Studies University.

“Offer — Response” Model and China — ASEAN Economic Cooperation
Wang Yuzhu (53)

[Abstract] Different from the conventional wisdom which focuses on the reasons of the co-
operation between China and ASEAN in the post — Cold War era this paper provides new
insights by introducing an “offer — response” model. Tt tries to include more elements that
directly or indirectly contribute to the bilateral economic relations between China and
ASEAN and provide a more balanced explanation to these determinants. Based on this
model China — ASEAN cooperation can be divided into two stages. Case studies show that
the first offer usually plays an important role towards reaching an agreement. Finally this

paper concludes that both China and ASEAN lack impetus that is strong enough to make an
* 156 ¢



