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Why Alliances Collapse?
Liu Feng Dong Zuozhuang (4)

[Abstract] There has been no due attention paid to and sufficient discussion about alliance
collapse in the field of alliance politics. Although states form alliance to counter their com—
mon threats the alliance will not dissolve immediately when the threats no long exist. There
exist differences in mechanisms between alliance formation and alliance collapse for the rea—
son that what contributes to alliance collapse is not simply the factors to maintain alliance. In
this article we raise three mechanisms of alliance collapse: (1) the rise of external threats
and previous conflict experience among alliance members may lead to collapse; (2) the more
unstable the international system and background conditions are the more probable collapse
occurs; (3) last but not least higher internal and external costs when superpower as an ally
and domestic democratic polity always make alliance more stable. The authors argue that the
changing conditions of background and alliance maintenance will lead to changes in alliance
value and the alliance members will make their decisions based on a comparison between al—
liance value and abrogation cost. Based on an empirical study of the bilateral alliances
formed between 1816 and 1989 by using Cox Hazard model the authors conclude that states
treat alliance abrogation as a strategy instead of an opportunistic behavior.

[Key Words] alliance value bilateral relations abrogation cost alliance collapse
[Authors]Liu Feng Associate Professor of Department of International Relations Nankai
University; Dong Zuozhuang Undergraduate Student of Department of International Rela—

tions Nankai University.

Just War Theory and the Humanitarian Intervention
Wei Zongyou (32)

[Abstract] The Just War theory is a Western ethical theory answering when and how to re—
sort to war which was originated in the fifth century by the Christian theologist Saint Au—
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gustine and thereafter developed and expounded by Thomas Aquinas Francisco de Vitoria
and Hugo Grotius etc. After more than one thousand years’ evolution the Just War theory
developed systematic criteria on when and how to resort to force namely  ‘jus ad bellum”
and “jus in bello” the former includes just cause right authority right intention last re—
sort prospect of success and proportionality while the latter refers to discrimination and pro—
portionality. In the post — Cold War period the ethical values of Just War theory were re—
discovered and made as the moral foundation of humanitarian intervention by its proponents.
Based on examinations of the development and evolution of the Just War theory and analyses
of its ethical influences on the viewpoints of the proponents of humanitarian intervention
the author argues that while it might be morally sound in some extreme cases to resort to
force/war there have been great chances of abuses as witnessed in history. In today’ s
world where international relations has been greatly “institutionalized” and where interna—
tional law plays a part the international community should be very careful in resorting to
military intervention even on humanitarian grounds.

[Key Words Jjust war theory humanitarian intervention responsibility to protect

[Author] Wei Zongyou Associate Professor of International Relations Vice Dean of Inter—

national and Diplomatic Affairs ( SIDA)  Shanghai International Studies University.

Emerging Economies and the Structural Transformation of Global Economic Govern—
ance

Xu Xiujun (49)

[Abstract] Under the context of global economic interdependence with the rise of emer—
ging economies and the relative decline of the developed economies how will the structure
of global economic governance change? On the basis of the basic assumptions including that
“elobal economic governance is a kind of governance of international anarchy’  ‘“nhation —
states are the main actors of global economic governance" “hation — states are rational ac—
tors” and “the institutions are non — neutral” the author argues that uneven growth of na—
tional power can break the existing balance of power and interests under the original institu—
tional framework which leads to legitimacy crisis of the global economic governance institu—
tions. Thus institutional change becomes possible and finally inevitable. Furthermore the
institutional change and reconstruction of power and interests has led to structural transfor—
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