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The Adjustment of US Policy toward the South China Sea and the Room for Cooperation across the
Taiwan Straits on This Issue by  Wang Gonglong
After coming into power, the Obama administration adjusted its policy and openly intervened in the controver-
sy of the sovereignty over the South China Sea. The adjustment has not only promoted the need for coopera-
tion across the Taiwan Straits, but increased the pressure from the outside. Due to the complexity of the rela-
tions between China and the U. S. and sensitivity of the Taiwan issue, the room for cooperation across the Tai-
wan Straits on this issne will be limited. The two sides should promote cooperation according to the situation,

and take flexible action gradually.

Layer Analysis of China’s International Responsibilities by  Zhou Xinyu
International responsibility refers to a country’s foreign obligations within certain international system. These
obligations can be seen on three layers: respensibility of following international norms, responsibility of main-
taining international norms and responsibility of reforming international norms. These three kinds of interna
tional responsibilities mean differently to different countries, and we call them “basic responsibility”, “limited
responsibility” and “leadership responsibility”. We can understand the disputes around China’s international re-
sponsibility today more clearly in terms of such division. China has good record in undertaking “basic responsi-

bility’

’; however, with the development of China’s strength, a widening gap has emerged between the

“limited responsibility” China undertakes and the expectations of the outside world; and finally how China

shall change the international norm in the future is discussed against the backdrop of China threat theory.

A Study on the Origin of New China’s Policy to the West —Policies to the U. S. and Britain as an
Example by Zhang Ying & Pan Jingguo
At the early stage after new China was founded, China adopted the policy of not being anxious to establish
diplomatic relations with western countries. Under the premise of “leaning to one side”, new China decided
to “start all over again”. But the United States insisted that China should carry out old China’s international
obligations. Sino-British relations encountered the same problem. Britain’s“leaving a foot in the room” policy
made it possible to develop relationship with China. But China and Britain did not have the possibility of es
tablishing diplomatic relations because the policy of “cleaning room first and then inviting guests” was new

China’s established policy.
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The Increase and Change of Global Security Needs by  Zhang Chun
With the deepening of globalization and interdependence, the needs for global security governance are increas-
ing and changing. The first dimension is the new security needs resulting from the emerging of the global
system to guarantee the basic survival environment of the Earth, and its composing units. The second dimen-
sion is the changing security needs of the traditional inter-national system, including the new contents of
power shifts and new functions of war and the military. And the final dimension is the increase and change of
security needs arising from the diversification of international actors and the complication of actors’ relations,
which is reflected in the change of international legitimacy and the emerging of human security. As a part of
current international system transition and international norm reconstruction, the future development of

global security needs is also full of uncertainty.
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