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International Relations

19 A Comparative Study of US-EU Clim ate Policy by Liu Hui & Chen Xinquan
The climate policies of the EU and the US continue to move forward as the postKyoto era approaches. The
Obama administration hopes to combine the environmental policy of clean energy development with economic
recovery, so that the US can regain the leadership in climate politics. The EU holds onto the position of setting
specific emission reduction goals so as to maintain its leadership through the Kyoto regime. The main differ
ence between the US and EU is the competition of two different capitalist developmant models: carboniferous
capitalism vs. ecological capitalism. The conflict is no easy to reconcile because the autonomy of transnational

climate governance will reduce the significance of diplomatic negotiations.

26 Reconsideration on the Trend of Relationship betw een Cuba and the U. S. by Teng Haiqu
Both the U. S. and Cuba have suffered a lot from the almost 50 years of sanction on Cuba and the growing sta-
bility of the state of Cuba means the failure of American hostile policy toward Cuba. In the new era, the great
potential of their mutual economic cooperation, the obvious policy modification of both sides and the great ef-
forts made by the international community have laid a solid foundation for the normalization of Cubamr Ameri

can relations, though the ice in their relations is hard to break in the near future because of many difficulties.

Relations between China and O ther Countries

33 Sino-US Security Relationship after President Obama Coming into Power — An Analysis from a
Constructivist View point by Yang Cheng
The security relationship plays a very important role in Sino-US relationship, which to a great extent influ-
ences the development of SincUS bilateral relationship. National security strategy has the characteristics of
both stabilty and continuity, and a certain degree of changeability and adjustability. The Obama
Adminstration s policy has shown some noticeable element of change. From a constructivist view point, the ar-
ticle will analyze the impact these factors have on Sino US security relationship, and based on the impacts, the

anthor is able to point out the three basic ways of constructing Sino-US Security Relationship.

37 Some Thoughtson the Development of Sino-Latin American Energy Relations

by  Zhao Chunzhen & Gong Wei
In recent years, against the background of the alFround development of SincLatin American relations, the
volume of bilateral energy investment and trade grows continuously. The strategic importance of Latin Ameri-
can oil for China's energy security becomes more evident. The geopolities and economic influence of the U.S.
together with the oil politics and nationalistic ideology of Latin America and regional political risk have been
and will continue to be a constant issue for China, and is the major strategic challenge that China must face in
its relations with Latin America. To safeguard national energy security and promote further development of Si-
no Latin American energy relations , China should attach importance to and properly handle the issue, and

make necessary adjustment to related policies while adhering to the principle.

T heoretical Probes
43 The Strategic Cultural Source of US Behavior: A Review on Colin Dueck s Reluctant Crusaders
by Li Yongcheng
Strategic culture is an important theorctical tool for the analysis and comprehension of a state s foreign strategy,
hence it is valuable for the understanding of American conduct in foreign affairs to investigate into the charac
teristics of US strategic culture and its working mechanism. Based on a brief introduction of previous academic
works, this review essay focuses on Conlin Dueck s theoretical model of “liberalism + limited liability”, em-
bodied in his recent book Reluctant Crusaders, and offers historical, theoretical and realistic evaluation on the

model .
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