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Abstracts

Reconstructing Relations between International Relationsand International L aw Studies
Wangy izhou (6)

This paper uggests that as a nev research direction International Relations ( IR) and International L aw Studies (L S)
should be re - shgped within the context of globalization and on the basisof China’ s need b copewith the complex in-
ternational challenges and o accept regonsibilities in conjunction with global trends It concludes that worldvide chan-
geswithin and outside IR and L S areworking to curb goverrment arbitrariness, regpect human rights, and criticize vari-
ous heganonies

Structural Strategic Capability: Intention, Source, and Ressarch M ethodology
TangY ongsheng TongM nhgxiang (13)

In recent years, strategic cgpability has become an important category in national security strategy research A ccording o
different urces it can be divided into esential strategic cgpability and structural strategic cgpability Of these twvo
kinds of cgpability, the latter nev concept is the outcome of viewing strategic capability from the pergective of the inter-
national systam and structure The urces for structural strategic cagpability are mainly determined by the development of
the international systan and structure, and can be seen as the effectsof the international systan and structure on the in-
ner functional reaims of countries The pramotion of a structural strategic cgpability will degpen our understanding of
strategic cgpability, which isan important component in national security strategy, and will provide favorable support for
the design of a national security strategy and the realization of national security interests

Theor ization of International Relations Theory
WangyY iwei (19)

International relations theories, in both theW est and in China, have shown the tendency of reaching a final stage and
becaming vulgar The author argues that it isnow time to trace back their urces and t reflect on their subjectivity By
ansvering three basic questions “ do states have boundaries?, ”“ does the international have relations?, ” and* do inter-
national relations have theories?, ” the author reflectson the dimensionsof R theories, i e , the theorization of interna-
tional relations, and analyzes the congenital weaknesses and ultimate inclination of international relations theories The
author al® argues that international relations are human relations and cial relationspresented at the international level
L ike other cial sciences, interational relations theory is human knowledge, i e , akind of study about humans The
abstraction of the nation should not come at the cost of losing human aubjectivity Chinese diplamacy expounds upon the
theorization of international relations in practice Such practice will neither pranote the Sinification of W estern interna-
tional relations theories nor create a Chinese intemational relations theory or a © - called Chinese school Rather, when
the W estern myth is destroyed by the rise of A sia through the co - rise of China and India, the history and cultural con-
tent of international relations theories finally will be restored



