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and contradictions in the two camps. Understanding the internal problems
of the two alliances is therefore as important as studying the military situ—
ation and power balance on the battlefield.

A Study of Economic Constraints on U. S. -China Commercial

Diplomacy --------------------------------- Zhang Lijuan and Wu Ying ( 83)
The extent of trade interdependence between China and the U. S. chan—
ges with the increasing volume and increasing imbalances of bilateral
trade. While growing U. S. export dependence on the Chinese market
suggests that seeking market expansion in China is one of the major ob—
jectives of the U.S. commercial diplomacy China’s much higher export
dependence on the U. S. market provides the U. S. with more bargaining
power in trade negotiations. Our empirical studies indicate that China’s
investment in the U. S. government bonds helps maintain ultradow inter—
est rates in the U. S.  which in turn stimulates U. S. direct investment
in China. Lastly a comparative study of economic constraintson U. S. -
China and U. S. Japan commercial diplomacy finds that the lack of stra—
tegic trust between the U. S. and China explains why China often be—
comes the target of the U. S. trade politics despite the fact that the Chi-
nese market is more open than the Japanese market.

Sino-U. S. Dual Leadership System and Northeast Asian Security:
Structural Imbalance and Order
Reconstmction .......................................... Wang Junsheng (99)

In recent years Northeast Asian security has encountered numerous in—
tractable problems and the lack of substantive Sino-U. S. cooperation
makes them difficult to resolve. A Sino-U. S. dual leadership system will
be ideal for both countries to cooperate on regional security issues. On
the one hand power distribution in Northeast Asia and the relative power
balance between China and the U. S. suggest that a relatively balanced
dual structure has emerged in the region. On the other hand the dual
leadership system will further the interests of both countries as well as
those of the rest of the region. Our theoretical analysis and case studies
show that China and the U. S. could try to build dual leadership at bilat—
eral trilateral and multilateral levels.

Hirano Kenichiro’s International Cultural Theory: Reflections on
the Japanese School’s Cultural Perspective in International

Relations  «eeeeeeeeeieninnin. Yi-hao Su and Chih—-u Shih (114)
Among non-Western international relations theories the cultural per—
spective advocated by some Japanese scholars is quite promising as it
believes that “culture” instead of “nation-state” is a better starting point
to explain East Asian international relations. Kenichiro Hirano stands out
as a great example. He is a pioneer in contemporary international cultur—
al studies in Japan and his studies of Manchuria and East Asian com-—
munity help him reflect on international relations. He distinguishes be—



