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. For the past fifteen years of sof there’s been a continuing debate on the likelihood
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of a serious rivalry between the United States and China. On one side are realists
who believe that if.China continues to increase its econemic power, then
significant/security competition.between the twe countries is virtually inevitable.
On the other side are those (mostly liberal) theorists who believe that the potential
for trouble will be muted by economig interdependence, and the socializing effects
of China’s growing parficipation in various international institutions. (This was
Bill Clinton’s rationale for getting China into the World Trade Organization, for
example). ‘And if China were to make a gradual transition to democracy, so the
argument runsythen demecratic peace theory wiltkick in and there’s nothing to
worry about. | (20%)

The “New Security Concept” makes.a distinetion between “traditional” security
threats (the danger of invasion by other countries) and “non-traditional” ones
(terrorism, secessionism, environmental, destruction, pandemics). In 2001 the
“Shanghai Cooperation Ofganization™” was fofmed-afider this new concept. The
Shanghai Cooperation Organization is unique. It gives the lie to the idea that only
Western countries can establish successful multilateral organizations. It bears the
name of a Chinese city. The values it enshrines are those of the Chinese state.
Although there are differences of emphasis between Beijing and Moscow, with
Russia focusing more on security, and China trying to use the organization to get
access to Central Asian ol and gas, both of the bloc’s superpowers are united in

their commitment to traditional notions of sovereignty and authoritarian rule.
(20%)
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3. The principle of Lenin’s democratic centralism calls for decision-making power
for the party to be vested in a small number of key leaders who occupy positions
at the apex of the power structure, the Political Bureau (Politburo). The formal
language in the party constitution does not reveal the actual power of this top
command for the CCP. The party constitution simply stipulates that the Politburo
shall be elected by the Central€Committeegin fulhgession and shall act on its behalf
when the Central Commitiée i§'not in session. The day-to-day work of the
Politburo is carried out by ifs Standing Committee, the apex of the pyramidal
structure of the'party. Invessence, it is the Politburo and its Stafiding Committee
which possess “boundless” powerover the general policies of the party and all
important matters of the regime that affect the government organs. (20% )

4. Ttis become a cliché of post-cold war analysisito say that the gradual warming of
Sino-Soviet relations in the latter half of the 1980s, capped off by the
disappearanceof the Saviet Union as a global power in 1991, dramatically
weakened the'rationale in both nations for subordinating latent fri€tions in the
U.S.-China relationshiph This is true, as is the assertion that the powerful effect of
the violence and bloodshed in Beijing and elsewhere in China in 1989 acted as a
solvent on the grand bargain. Butyand here is the main point, as important as were
the demise of the Soviet Union and the events in Tiananmen, a host of other
developments contributed to 8ino-Ametican friction in the years from 1989 to
2000. It is the accumulationrefthese developmentssnthe post-cold war era that

has made U.S.-China ties so difficult to manage. (20%)
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