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The Status of UN Charter in EU Legal System — Thoughts Caused by the Kadi Case

by  Chen Yayun
With the deepening of EU integration, the relationship between the EU and the UN, especially the
relationship between EU {fundamental treaty and UN Charter becomes more and more important. The way to
solve the conflict becomes more controversial. The Kadi case is the watershed, in which the court put the pro-
tection of human rights above other consideration. In other words it considered human rights protection clause
of EU treaty above the resolution of UN Security Council and UN charter. The reasoning and position taken
by the court in the Kadi case posed threat towards the implementation of the UN Charter and Security Council

resolution. It would be an important precedent which would influence subsequent cases.

Relations between China and Other Countries

29

36

Economic and Non-Economic Means in America’s Economic Policy towards China by Gu Guoping
In its economic policy toward China, the United States has not only employed economic weapons such as im-
port restriction, export expansion and exchange rate protectionism, but also resorted to a number of non-eco-
nomic means—for example, the politicization of economic issues, blaming China for problems of its own
making, coaxing China into shouldering greater international responsibilities, and discursive demolition of
China’s mode of economic development. In short, the United States approaches its economic relations with
China through a realist prism, putting relative gains above absolute gains. It also takes advantage of the privile-
ges derived from its role as the maker of the current international system to shape China’s behavior in a way

that promotes its own interest.

NGOs Engagement in Foreign Aid: China Foundation for Poverty Alleviation’s Aid to Africa

by Lai Yulin
This paper chooses NGOs’ engagement in foreign aid as the theme, not only to fill gaps in the study of private
foreign aid, but also to highlight an important development, that is, after Chinese enterprises go global, Chi-
nese NGOs also begin to go global. The paper outlines the causal relationship between the two phenomena and
the promoting role of the Chinese government behind all this. However, if Chinese NGOs want to engage
more in foreign aid, they need more support from the Chinese government and enterprises. Finally, this article

discusses the significance of the theme for China’s diplomacy.

Theoretical Probes

43

49

John Searle and the Linguistic Turn in the Theory of International Relations by  Zhao Yang
Influenced by the speech act theory, a “linguistic turn” appeared in the theory of international relations at the
end of the 1980s and the beginning of the 1990s. The foremost scholars who studied speech act theory system-
atically in the area of international relations were Onuf and Kratochwil. They developed a kind of constructiv-
ism which emphasized the indispensable role of language in social construction. Besides, the concept of “logic

of arguing”

advanced by Thomas Risse, the communitarian theory of Emanuel Adler and the security studies of Co-
penhagen school reflect the linguistic turn to some extent as well. Therefore, linguistic turn has become an important

trend which can not be neglected, and it indicates the direction of development in IR theory in the future.

The Concept of “Guojia” in “Guojia Security” by Liu Yuejin

The term “Guojia Anquan” in Chinese has its two English translations, respectively “State Security” and “Na-

tional Security”.

é

Since “Guojia” in Chinese embraces the concepts of “state”,

« 80 -

‘nation” as well as “country”,



