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However the Court depends on an expansive reading of treaty law even if it endows un —
ratified treaties with legal effect. In particular in the Case Concerning Sovereignty over Pe—
dra Branca/Pulau Batu Puteh Middle Rocks and South Ledge the Court adopted original
title mode. At the same time the rule omits historic titles thus its legal justification is not
convincing. The Court’ s tripartite hierarchy rule has its enlightenment to territorial disputes
between China and related adjacent States. The author holds that China should reinforce ef-
fective control over territorial dispute areas.
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[Abstract] In the international context of the flourishing Internet and its growing impact on
the political practice cyberpolitics functions in international relations through Internet’ s in—
formation communication and coordination capability represented respectively by the But-
terfly Effect and the Internet activism the latter of which includes the modes of collection

publication dialogue coordination of actions and direct lobbying of decision makers. In
addition to wealth cyberpolitics exerts influence on the other three driving forces of world
politics and international relations namely power identity and rules. Although cyberpoli—
tics in international relations does not transcend power politics the power allocation power
source and power characteristics change significantly in the information age. Internet also
brings changes to people’ s identity awareness and their understanding of the international
relations structure which is divided not only by physical boundaries but also by people’s
identity awareness. Nation states are no longer in the principal position for people’ s politi—
cal loyalty. A new balance is being struck among nation states market and civil society

which is growing globally and virtually at the same time. Internet also brings pressure to the
change of international institutions as the international political actors rising up in the in—
formation revolution no longer bow to the power politics and aspire for the democratization of
international relations. The features of the Internet anarchy sovereignty transcendence

and technology impact uncertainty are calling for the emergence of the global governance of
cyberpolitics  but the institutional actors organizational structures and institutional cultures

determine the limited interaction between information technologies and institutions which
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underlies the governance dilemma of cyberpolitics in international relations.
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[Abstract] The development of Information Communication Technologies including Internet
has brought about the revolution of modern diplomacy. As a result the virtual diplomacy or
cyber diplomacy which shows more vitality has increasingly been the new dynamic diplo—
matic paradigm. As a form of new diplomacy cyber diplomacy features virtualness open—
ness interactivity and speediness. Based on the differentiation of government roles and so—
cial property of internet cyber diplomacy can be classified into three categories namely
virtual diplomacy diplomacy online and social network diplomacy. Among the three catego—
ries virtual diplomacy is the most elementary one which is stile affiliated to modern diplo-
macy in essence. Compared with virtual diplomacy diplomacy online becomes the real cy—
ber diplomacy and begins to trust the foreign affairs to the independent website and cyber
company. And the social networks diplomacy is the most developed and advanced cyber di—
plomacy. Though the cyber diplomacy is still in developing By virtue of its strong diplo—
matic mobility and efficiency cyber diplomacy will definitely promote the general revolution
of modern diplomacy in the diplomatic values organizational system and even the operation—
al mechanism. In conclusion with development of internet society the cyber diplomacy
will definitely become more and more influential in the coming cyber age. And China
should try to promote the cyber diplomacy and virtual diplomacy in foreign affairs according—
ly in the coming years. This is one of the important part of the modernization of Chinese di—
plomacy.
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