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Wintelism: America s New Economy and the Micro

Bagsfor World Industria

Restructuring Huang Weiping and Zhu Wenhui  (7)
From the 1970s to the early 1990s, the general academic focus
was on the relative decline of American economic strength. But
inthe second half of the 1990s, American economy witnessed
continuous high growth while Japanese economy became stag-
nant. The authors hold that it is Wintelism that changed the
competitive disadvantage of American enterprises toward Jgpan
and finaly brought about the miraculous 130 monthsof U. S.
economic booming in the 1990s. Wintelism, combined with
outstanding creativeness, strong taent reserve, flexihility of
thefinancia market and consumers appetite for new products
and other advantages in the United States, have brought into
being alarge group of newly emerging enterprises on the bass
of high and new technology , thus giving American enterprisesa
cutting edge in world competitiveness. Wintelism is the result
of economic globdization and it has made America the leader in
economic globalization.

The Impact of US Military-Industrid Complex

on American Arms Control

Policy Zhang Jiegen and Shen Dingli  (25)
The military-industria complex isone of the most powerful in-
terest groups in the United States and American arms control
policy isits main target for influence. On the one hand, driven
by immense commercia interests, it actively participatesin in
fluencing American arms control policy; on the other, its
strong economic power and political influence provide it with



the capahility to influence American arms control policy. Snce
9/11, such influence has become more evident and the trend
will continue for a comparatively long period.

The Culturad Paradoxes the United States Faces

dter 9/ 11 Zhu Shida (40)
The paper discusses in a hisro-postivistic approach the stress
and strain the United States faces after Sptember 11 in issues
related to the relations between its neo-imperiaist status and its
basc democratic values. The United States has reexamined the
pros and cons of open society and has tightened itsimmigration
policy. Thisposesathreat toitsvery feature —a ociety of inr
migrants from different cultures. The presdent has expanded
its power , and the balance between the administration and the
Congressis well chalenged. To limit civil liberties under the
nameof the war on terrorism is to limit the core of American
value. The religious claims by internationa terrorists, coupled
with the religiousimpulse within American culture, hasthrown
the United Statesinto a cultura fix. However , the author ar-
gues, they should be attributed more to its Weberian® acquis-
tive morality ,” its sense of manifest destiny and the universalis
tic Americanism.

America s Public View of China and American Folicy

toward China (1990 - 2002) YuJianjun (58)
The article analyses America s public views of China in the
1990s and s nce and the causesfor such views. It discusses how
these views influence American policy toward China. Survey
data show that dnce the end of the Cold War American public
recognition of the importance of China and Sno-US relations
hasincreased , but the feeling toward China and trust in China
reman low , regarding a developing and stronger China as a

“ eerious threat” to the United States. The article holdsthat the
views and attitude of American public constitute & public opin-
ion environment ,” which, inturn, influences U. S. Chinapoli-
cy. However, the influence varies in terms of different deci-
son-making backgrounds, issue areas and policy processes. To
alarge degree, such influence depends on the attitude toward
public opinion held by American decison-makers, especiadly the



