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based on four sets of oppositions: “good vs. bad”, “strong vs. weak”,
“civilization vs. barbarism”, and “society inside vs. society outside”. American
FPS games shape a world order in which the evil geopolitical other and the
benevolent empire are opposed to each other and in a state of eternal battle, a
world order based on “moral hierarchy” with the US at the center. American

1

FPS games promote American hegemony, shaping unfettered * political
exceptionalism” with the material power of “technical exceptionalism”, and
constructing the legitimate power of American hegemony through elaborate
game narratives and mechanisms. The emerging popular culture industry
represented by FPS games has become one of the most important soft power
tools of the US at this stage, influencing the public perception of the US
internally and spreading American values externally.

Key words: video games, military entertainment complex, geopolitics, world

order, first-person shooter (FPS) games

Identity Politics Dilemma in Turkey’ s Political Development and

Foreign Strategy

LIU Zhongmin ZENG Zhuo

Abstract: Identity politics is mainly the political proposition, political practice
and political relations within the nation state and in the international community
based on a specific identity, generated around obtaining recognition and related
rights. At present, identity politics is prominent in Turkey’s domestic political
development and foreign relations. In general, with multiple interconnected and
complex identities, Turkey has been caught in the contradictory dilemma of
identity politics at the supranational, state and sub-state levels. Firstly, at the
supranational level, Turkey suffers from the contradiction between pan-
communitarian and national identity, i.e. pan-Ottomanism, pan-Islamism, pan-
Turkism and Turkish nationalism, and often falls into the myth and illusion of
a supranational identity, pursuing political goals that are inconsistent with
nation-state identity or even chasing the unrealistic utopia. Secondly, at the
national level, Turkey has long been plagued by two contradictory identities,
religious and secular, East and West. On the one hand, Turkey, founded on
secularism, has never been able to escape the constraints of its Islamic heritage.
On the other hand, as a NATO ally, Turkey is unable to fully integrate into
the West, caught in the strategic dilemma of going East or West. Finally, at

\



the sub-national level, there is contradiction between national identity and
ethnic identity. Ethnic minority groups represented by Kurdish nationalists have
struggled, and even resorted to terrorism for their own rights, which has posed
a threat to Turkish national security, and even impacted regional security
because of the spillover effect and hindered Turkey’s negotiations with the
Europe and its integration into the West. In short, identities at multiple levels
have been interwoven and competitive against each other, producing a profound
identity political dilemma in Turkey ’ s politics and foreign strategy
development.

Key words: Turkey, identity politics, identity, political development, foreign
strategy, Recep Tayyip Erdogan

The Application of River Legal Personality in Transboundary Water
Resources Governance under the Lancang-Mekong Cooperation

ZHANG Chao

Abstract: The legal personality endowed to rivers mainly comes from the legal
personality theory of civil law, the ecocentrism of environmental ethics, and the
theory of parens patriae. At present, there are many relevant practices in the
world, among which the river governance model created by New Zealand is the
most perfect. The river legal personality is consistent with the community of
life for man and nature, which also makes it possible for the river legal
personality to be widely applied. Water resources governance is one of the
priority areas of Lancang-Mekong Cooperation. River legal personality is
conducive to balancing the conflicts of coastal countries in water resources
governance. By recognizing and protecting the diversity of cultural traditions of
countries in the basin, giving Lancang-Mekong Cooperation legal personality,
expanding the participations of governance, and clarifying the core interests of
rivers and human obligations, Lancang-Mekong Cooperation water resources
governance can be provided with more solid legal protection.

Key words: river legal personality, lLancang-Mekong Cooperation, transboundary
water resources governance, a community of life for man and nature, sustainable

development
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