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Abstracts

Responsibility and Individual Equity for Carbon Em issions Rights
Pan Jahua ZhengYan (6)

Climate Change has been a key iswuue in the international enviormental negotiations Experts fram different coun-
tries have proposed a variety of franavorks to share the mitigation burden or the emissions rights in order o build a
global climate regime after the Kyoto Protocol based on international equity and individual equity The author dis
cusses sme related temsof carbon emissions based on these two pergectives By analyzing the correlation betveen
carbon emissions and econamic development in major econamies and evaluating the contributionsof different coun-
tries in accumulative per cgpita anissions in hisory and future, the author concludes that mitigation regponsibility
should be allocated based on each country’ s contexts, including hisborical emissions, development stage, and fu-
ture demands Developed countries should take early actions for emission reduction conmiment because they have
already accomplished their industrialization process However, developing countries are still in the processof indus-
trialization, which requiresmore anission rights for meeting their unsatisfied basic needs Therefore, this goproach
enaures a fair allocation of enissions rights anong all the countries, and the rightsof the later caners including Chi-
na can bewell protected

Ideology First or L ivelihood improvenent First? A Campar ison between the® damocracy aid to Africa” of
theW est and” livelihood aid to Africa” of China
HuMei L iuHongwu (17)

After the ColdW ar ended in the 1990’ s, theW est and China had a significant adjusment of their African strategy.

TheW estern democracy and values had been the priority target of the W estern countries, econamic aid becane a
tool o put fowvard theW estern democracy. China adjusted its aid strategy and fomed a new policy by expanding e
conomic and trade cooperation with Africa On the general, the result of W estern ideology - first assistance is not
very ideal because the urgent need of the African people at the mamonet are not fully concerned Camparatively,

China’ sAfrican policy, rational and pragnatic, has brought benefits b togh and gaining an impetus for future de-
velopment Currently, theW estern countries has entered a new period of adjustent on the ideology - first policy
towardsAfrica, and China shall al mprove itsAfrican policy accordingly.

Americansand the Ris of Chna
Xie Tao Benjamn L Page (25)

The rgpid ascendency of China has attracted considerable attention fram American scholars, policymakers, and
media Yetwhat does the American public think about the rise of China as aworld powver? In thispgperwe use sur-
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