D80 A

, 1946

, 1961 - ,

1986

“ ”

2007 2008

2009 4 5

L€y A«ﬁ kst 2009 10
*
( : 100084)

1006 - 9550 (2009) 10 - 0051 - 08

* 2009 7
, 2000 , 124 125
[ ]
o] : , :
) : , 1995 , 25 37
[ 1] . , : :
: , 1997 , 702 703

George P Shultz, Willian 1 Perry, Henry A. Kissinger and
Sam Nunn," A World Free of Nuclear Wegpons, ” Wall Street Joumnal,
January 4, 2007, p. A15; George P Shultz, Willian 3 Perry, Henry A.
Kissinger and Sam Nunn," Toward aNuclear - FreeWorld, ” Wall Street
Journal, January 15, 2008, p. A13

TheW hite House, Office of the Press Secretary,” Remarks by
President Barack Obana, " Hradcany Square, Prague, Czech Republic,
April 5, 2009, http: / mmw. whitehouse gov/the_press_office/Remarks
- By - President - Barack - Obama- In- Prague- As- Delivered/.



1995

(Josph Rotblat)

( o
D aalder) (Jan Lodal)
( )
1000 , )
(nss)
( )
?
/
)
2
?

(N ina Tannernwald)

2000 ; )

The Henry L.  Stimon Center, An Ewolving US Nuclear Pos
ture, Report 19, December 1995, http: //mwww. stimn org/pdf/Re-
portl9. pdf

Canberra Canmission on the Elimination of Nuclear W egpons,
Report of the Canberra Canmission on the Elimination of Nuclear W eap-
ons, 1996, htp: //mwww. dfat gov au/cc/CCREPORT. FDE

[ 1 : , :

, : , 1995

Ivo Daalder and JanLodal," TheLogic of Zero: Toward aWorld
without NuclearW egpons, " Foreign Affairs, Vol 87, Na 6, 2008

George Perkovich and James M. Acton, Abolishing Nuclear
Weapons, http: / /mwww. iiss org/publications/adelphi - pgpers/ adelphi -
papers- 2008 /abolishing - nuclear - wegpons/.

2007
, Cammission on the Strategic Posture of
the United States, America’ s Strategic Posture The Final Report of the
Congressional Canmission on the Strategic Posture of the United States,
May 5, 2009, p. xii, htip: / ww. usip. org/ strategic_posture/final ht-
ml
[ 1 . : ,
: , , , 2003
, 233
Nina Tannerwald," The Nuclear Taboo: The United States and
Nomative Basis of Nuclear Nonuse,” International Organization, Vol
53, Na 3, 1999, pp. 433 - 468; Nina Tannerwald,” Stignatizing the
Bamb: Origins of the Nuclear Taboo, ” International Security, Vol 29,
Na 4, 2005, pp. 5- 49



E XY A«ﬁ k3t 2009 10

(discrimination) (proportionality)

" . (M ichael
W alzer) “ (supreme emergency) ”

w“
’ ’

(ThomasC  Schelling)
(Elizabeth Kier)

(T V. Paul)

(CharlesL. Glaser) (Steve Fet-

ter)

(regulative) ,

; (constitutive) ,

) : , 2008 , 168
176

U. S Conference of Catholic Bishops, The Challenge of Peace
God’ s Pranise and Our Response, http: / /mww. uscch org/ sdwp / intemar
tional / TheChallengeofPeace pdf

, 255

, 278

Nina Tannerwald, The Nuclear Taboo: The United States and

theNon - Use of Nuclear Weapons since 1945, Nev York: Cambridge U-

niversity Press, 2007; Nina Tannenwald," TheNuclear Taboo: TheUnit-
ed States and Nomative Basis of Nuclear Nonuse, ” Nina Tannenwald,
* Stignatizing the Bamb: Origins of the Nuclear Taboo,” Thamas C

Schelling The Role of Nuclear Wegpons, ” in L. Benjamin Ederington
andM ichael 3 Mazarr, eds, Tuming Point The Gulf War and U. S

M ilitary Strategy, Boulder. Westvien, 1994, pp. 105 - 115; Elizabeth

Kier and Jonathan M ercer," Setting Precedents in Anarchy: Military In-
tervention and W egpons of Mass Destruction, ”  International Security,

Vol 20, Na 4, 1996, pp. 77 - 106

: , , 2006

9 , 16 22 ; :
, 2008 2,

13 19

, 2000 4 |, 39 4
T. V. Paul," Nuclear Taboo and War Initiation in Regional
Conflicts ” The Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol 39, Na 4, 1995,
pp. 696 - 717.
(O CharlesL. Glaser and Steve Fetter, “ Counterforce Revisited:
A sessing the Nuclear Posture Reviev’ s Nev Missions ” International
Security, Vol 30, Na 2, 2005, pp. 84 - 126
O - : 1945

— 53 —



, . (M artha Finnamore)

? , . (Kathryn Sikkink)
? . (Richard Price) :
( L
) L
2
3 ’ ') ,
( )
: ' ( 1) :
( )
( ) :
' : (1)
; (2) ;
’ (3) :
20 40 ’ ’
(WMD) , '
1 1 1
1
R ——— THEX 53 4 ) , 2008 2 , 71 8
1 Wik s iy b AFFE IR R V‘J 3= “ Rewlution of the Canmission for Conventional A maments, ”
| KR s i 5 3 2 M-‘.xm‘”“‘ ERD August 12, 1948, http: //avalon lav. yale edu/20th _ century/dec-
ks J5 ) ad253 ap#l

__________________ 4_________“ S M artha Finnemore and Kathryn Sikkink,” Intemational Nom
— TSNS ERCC o D (0 R Dynanics and Political Change, ” Intemational Organization, Vol 52,
lkpRE] (R ] [Rorsm

Na 4, 1998, pp. 887 - 917.
'

FZ b3

, 2007 4 , 68 82
John E Dulles “ Challenge and Regonse in United States
Policy, " Foreign Affairs, Vol 36, Na 1, 1957, pp. 31- 33
— 54 —



E XY A«ﬁ k3t 2009 10

) 1996

, (nuclear blackmail)
(nuclear deterrence)
, , (massive retaliation) (limited deter-
, rence) (minimum deterrence) ,
, : , (existential deterrence)

, 1977

[ 1] : , : :
1988 , . , 2008 , 62 63

Sherri Wasman, TheNeutron Banb Controversy: A Study in
Alliance Politics, Newv York: Praeger, 1983

BryanL. Fearey, et al ,“ An Analysis of Reduced Collateral
Damage NuclearWegoons ” Canparative Strategy, Vol 22, Na 4, 2003,
; pp. 304 - 324

Robert W. Nelsn,” Nuclear* Bunker Busters’ Would More
L ikely Digerse than Destroy Buried Stockpiles of Biological and Chemical
Agents,” Science & Global Security, Vol 12, Na 1 - 2, 2004, pp. 69 -
89

Sidney, Drell et al * A Strategic Choice Nev Bunker Busters
verausNonpmliferation, ” Ams Control Today, Vol 33, Na 2, 2003, p. 8

: , 198 200

«C ), , :

U. S Conference of Catholic Bishops The Challenge of Peace
God’ s Pranise and Our Response, Washingon, D. C , May 3, 1983,
http: / /mmw. uscch org/ sdwp / intemational / TheChallengeofPeace pdf

M ichael N. Schmitt,' The Intemational Court of Justice and the
U = of Nuclear Wegpons, " Naval War College Reviav, Vol 52, Na 2,
1998, pp. 91 - 116; : , 122
123



(nuclear war - fighting) ,

NPT

(1)
; (2)
; (3)
; (4)
? ( 2 ),
2
S S
%)) A BT B ANAE
HpE id s | R
AL
e e LY | na e ||| s || s | ss
TEE SO (i) [ sk TGl R [ ) [
Bt ﬁ
ﬁ it ﬁ
A ke
2
(first strike uncertainty) ", (
),

Marc Trachtenberg, The Influence of Nuclear

W egpons in the Cuban M issile Crisis,” International Security, Vol 10,

Na 1, 1985, pp. 137 - 163;Bruce G Blair and Chen Yali,’ The Fallacy

of Nuclear Primacy, ” China Security, Issue 4, 2006, pp. 51 - 77; Devin

T. Hagerty, The Consequences of Nuclear Proliferation: Lesons fran
South Asia, Cambridge, Mass : M IT Press, 1998, p. 26;

, http: //leam tsinghua edu cn: 8080/2000990313/

nuir pdf , “ (aswured de-
struction) ”

, Keir A. Lieber and Daryl G Press* The End of MAD?
TheNuclear Dimenson of U. S Primacy, ” International Security, Vol
30, Na 4, 2006, pp 7 - 44



M%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ% 2009 10
1
(4), /
(
)

1995

2009
( )

— 57 —



1982
1993 11

19949 1 ,

(NRDC)

NRDC
2009 4

(counterforce)

(FAS)

1998
2000

FAS

(Sergey Ryabkov)

[ : 2009 - 08 - 11]
[ : 2009 - 09 - 04]
[ : ]
— ) , 1964 10

7 , 1
LarryM. Wortzel, China’ sNuclear Forces Operations Train-
ing, Doctring Cammand, Control and Campaign Planning, Strategic
Studies Institute of theU. S AmyW ar College, May 2007, pp. 14 - 15
< >
, ,2005 5 2, htip: //svedenan-
bassy fmprc gov cn/chn/gxh/zlb/zavj/ 267558 him
HansM. Kristensen, Robert S Norris, Ivan Oelrich, Fran
Counterforce toM inimal D eterrence A Nav Nuclear Policy on the Path to-
ward Eliminating N uclear Weapons, Federation of American Scientists &
The Natural ResourcesD efense Council, Occasional Pgper, April 2009,
http: / mww. fas org/prograns/ sp /nukes/ doctrine/ targeting pdf
Hans Kristensen,” Russian Reactions o M inimal Deterrence
Study, " http: / /mwww. fas org/blog/ s /2009/04 / reactions php.
Hans Kristensen,” Russian Foreign M inistry Regonds to FA'S/
NRDC Study,” http: //ww. fas org/blog/ s /2009/04 / russianre-
gonxe php.



W orld Econam icsand Politics Na 10, 2009

vey data collected by the Chicago Council on Global A ffairs to explore the nature of Americans viewsabout the rise
of China It tumsout that most Americans are well avare of the rise of China Some are goprehensive about that
rise, chiefly for national security (rather than econamic) reasons and many favor a degree of off - shore” balan-
cing” of the sort that realists reconmend But fev Americanswant  actively work © limit the rise of China Very
fav favor the use of American troops to defend Tawan L arge majoritiesof Americans take standsmore akin o those
of neo - liberals than realist theorists, favoring cooperation and peaceful engagamentwith China

Hegamony, Balance of Power and Grand Strategy: O ff - Shore Balancing and Selective Engaganent
W u Zhengyu (33)

In the studies of modern interational relations, balance - of - power theory and theory of hegemony have been de-
veloped along wo parallel but never overlgpped lines, and this can be exclusively attributed © the different nature
and basis of hegamony defined by the wo theories In modem hisory, liberal hegemons generally enployed wo
kinds of means to maintain its leading positions one is international institutions, and the other is the preponderance
of pawver Being the leadingmaritime powers, the liberal hegemons have aways regarded maintaining the balance of
powver anong major povers in European (Eurasia) continent asone of the most important ways o uphold its posi-
tions Asa realt, they often faced a hard choice betveen o modesof grand strategy, namely, off - shore balan-
cing and selective engaganent Because the theoretical basis and hisorical conditionswhich off - shore balancing
dependson isno longer goplicable o the postwar era, theU. S has adopted selective engageament as its grand
strategy towards Eurasia, which notonly led o the leading position of theU. S but al$ accounted for the continui-
ty of theU. S grand strategy in the post - war period

How to Under stand theW orld Nowadays——A Canplex Systen Per Pective
Wang Fan (41)

The realisn of intemational relations theory identified the ontlogical reductionisn as the mainstream. To sIme ex-
tent, it led o the smple, static and linear thoughtson world politics and the misunderstanding and vacancy in in-
terpreting the changes in international relations The systematic evolution pergective should be used for reference
o enrich the explanairy power of the R theory Clarifying the relationship betwveen the order and the disrder of
the systamatic ewolution, and holding the ewolution’ s characteristicswould provide a better understanding of the rel-
ativity, relevance and mutuality, and integrate thewhole and the parts, and the certainty and the uncertainty within
one analytical franevork It is suggested that systanatic and dialectical thinking should be taken when revieving
the world and analyzing the nev developments in international relations

JustW ar, Nuclear Taboo and Nuclear - W eapon - FreeW orld
Wu Rigang (51)

Nuclear wegpons are considered to be unjust because of their massive destructive cgpabilitieswhich violate justwar
principles This identity reaults in nuclear taboa Nuclear taboo can be divided into three levels use, threat o
use, and posess The process that nuclear taboo gets degpened is the process that leads o a nuclear - wegpon -
— 4 —
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freeworld A processmodel of nuclear - wegpon - free world is constructed based on just war theory and nuclear
taboa Atpresent, nuclear states should adopt existential deterrence strategy o reduce the role of nuclear wegpons
for the ultmate realization of a nuclear - wegpon - free world Specific suggestions include de - alerting nuclear
wegpons declaring that the only role of nuclear wegpons is 0 retaliate nuclear attacks declaring an unconditional
no - first- use policy; not targeting nuclear wegpons at any country.

Puzzlesand L essons fran the 2008 Fnancial Taunam i & Effectson Sho- U. S Relations
JamesC. Hsiung (59)

The Financial Tsunami unfolding since late 2008 holds some intriguingmysteries and vital lesons for studentsof in-
ternational relations ( IR) theory, egecially in regard o the governance of international finance The most crucial
mystery iswhy degite the presence of MF, an institutional* lender of last reort” designed to prevent a duplica
tion of the Great D epression of the 1930’ s, the world was inflicted with a disaster that ismuch more serious An-
other mystery was the widegp read woes of cgpital inadequacy besetting © many banks and financial institutions, as
was highlighted by the collgpse of W all Street in October All this called into question the function and role played
by the Badle regime in banking supervision Themost eye - opening leson is that the global financial crisis demon-
strated a relationship betwveen China and the United States that can best be epitomized by what Richard Rosecrance
callsa* wulnerability interdegpendence”. China cannot afford b se the U. S o under, just as the latter needs
Chinese help if ameaningful bailout of theworld econamy is b be meaningful W hile thismutual interestwill prove
to be a durable bond for future Sino - U. S relations, the author al® suggests steps for China to consider taking,

such as in offering itsowvn successul state - cgpitalisn experience as a model for other countries to enulate, and
establishing the legitmacy of the Chinesa model as an altemative to theW estern laissez faire econamic systan. The
failure of the laisez faire systan © <elf - correct after straying onto the wrong tracks for © long reveals a need for
greater supervision and goverrment intervention in the econamy (and in financial governance) , such as ispracticed
and illustrated in the Chinese model, if theWest is b recover from itsmishgps

The Evolutionary L ogic of IO School in International Political Econany
LiWei (68)

The IO School is one of the most influential intellectual canmunities in International Folitical Econamy.  During
1970s and 1980s, the birth of the IO School and the initial paradignatic debates inside the school built a bridge be-
ween international politics and international econamy, and enriched the research progran of IR studies Since the
mid 1980s, the paradignatic debates began ebb, and then shifted into issue - oriented studies, which marked a
nav phrase of IPE Isae - oriented IPE studies gradually broke dowvn the disciplinary lines betveen International
and Camnparative politics and ewlved intb © - called Global Political Econany through integrating Comparative
Political Econamy, which bridged the ggp between intemational political econamy and domestic political econamy:
From Interational Political Econamy to Global Political Econamy, the ewolutionary logic of IO School enbodies the
fact that globalization as a kind of material force drove foward academic developments aswell as the logic of disci-
plinary integration and gecialization



