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An Analysis of the Crucial Cause of and the Solution Way for the Conflict Between

US and Iran (30)

WANG Bo

The conflict between US and Iran is one of the focuses the international society is most concerned about currently. The reasons
behind the conflict are very complicated. Apart from the historic enmity that Iran held US diplomats as hostages and the realistic
contradictions caused by US economic sanction and military threat against Iran, it also involves Iran's stressing of its
independence and excluding foreign influence, as well as US' intention to change Iran's regime so as to maintain its hegemony in
the Persian Gulf. These historic enmities and realistic factors have led the two sides into a conflict predicament that is hard to
solve. To alleviate the threat of this tense confrontation to international social security and economic development, both US and
Iran should be reasonably aware of the disadvantageous results of the conflict, eliminate prejudices by promoting civil society
exchanges, and develop political dialogues and economic cooperation between the two governments, so that the conflict between
the two sides may be solved eventually.

An Analysis of the ASEAN Charter : The Transformation and Continuity

of the ASEAN Way (37)

XE Bi-xia; ZHANG Zu-xing

The ASEAN Charter was officially passed at the 13" ASEAN Summit, conferring a legal personality on ASEAN so that it would
have a legal position for international negotiations and when dealing with international affairs. The ASEAN Way is a fundamental
factor in formulating the ASEAN Charter. On one hand, along with the rapid development of regional integration, the ASEAN
Way seems to constrain ASEAN's own development, and it has often been criticized for its ineffectiveness and being unable to
deal with such regional problems as democracy and human rights. Therefore, to improve its image and efficiency, the ASEAN
Way must be transformed. On the other hand, because of the huge differences among ASEAN countries, any aggressive
supranational building will cause resistance from the member states and split ASEAN. It was just under the pressure of
transformation, and with the inertia of continuation of the ASEAN Way, that the ASEAN Charter was constituted.

EU Enlargement and Minority Protection: Problems and Solution- The Case of the Initial
Implementation of the Decade of Roma Inclusion 2005- 2015 in Central and Eastern Europe (45)
YANG You-sun

Minority protection has developed from an issue of marginal importance to one of the central issues in EU from 90s in last century
due to EU eastern enlargement. From then on, EU has taken a series of minority protection measures and made some progress, but
much remains unsolved mainly because of lack of consistent standards and policies. The Decade of Roma Inclusion 2005- 2015
which EU and other international organizations cosponsored clearly reflects the achievements as well as the limitations in EU
minority protection. Therefore, an analysis of it can help us better understand the situation and the way of minority protection in
EU.

On Historical Dimension in the Study of International Relations Theory (53)

WANG Cun-gang

The historical dimension in the study of international relations theory involves two aspects of activities- communication and
cognition of human beings. The former comprises the study of history of international relations and the world history; the latter
covers the study of history of political thought and philosophical history. The study of civilization history combines the studies of
both aspects of human activities. The multidimensional nature of the study of international relations demands researchers'
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