2009

3

70

(1947 1992)

()

20

:061ZD0013)



74 -

, 1939 :
“ ” “ ” , 1941 3
( ) , " ”
, 500 ,
“ " ,1947
1947
( 75 80) ,1948 ,
“ " , 1949
(Mutual Defense Assstance Act ,
81 329) , “ " ,
1951 (Mutual Security Act, 81 165)

; (Military Assistance Pro-
gram, MAP) , (Military Assistance Service Fund,
MASF) , (International Military Education and Training,
IMET) ; )

1935 8 1936 2 1937 4
: (6 ), ,1996 , 36

Roger P. Labrie, John G. Hutchins, Edwin W. A. Peura with Assstance of Diana H. Richman, U. S.
Arms Sales Policy : Background and Issues (Washington D. C. and London: American Enterprise Institute
for Public Policy Research, 1982) , p.6.



(1947 1992) - 75 -

1953 1961 ,
521 , 247 , 193
44 17
1950 , ;
, 1950 )
, 1950
1965
1960 ,
, 1960 10 “
, (MAP)
(Foreign Military Sales, FMS) 1961
1961 (Foreign Assstance Act , 87 185)

(Agency of International Development , AID) ,
(International Logistic Negotiation, ILD)

, 1966 )
) , 1950
, 2 , 1950 1960
7 , 1962
(8 ), . ,1996 , 149

Paul C. Warnke, with Edward C. Luck,” American Arms Trander: Policy and Processin the Executive
Branch,” in Andrew J. Perreed. , Arms Transfers and American Foreign Policy (New York: New York
University Press, 1979) , p.195.



76 -

’ 14 1 ) 1
, , 1961
: 1966

1960 :

1968 1961 , (Foreign
Military Sales Act, 90 629) , :
, (MAP) ,
(MASF) , (IMET) , (FMS)

(commercial sales)

1969 ,

1960 ,

Paul Y. Hammond et. al. , The Reluctant Supplier: U. S. DecisiomMaking for Arms Sales (Cambridge
MA : Oelgeschlager, Gunn & Hain Publishers, Inc. 1983) , p.60.
Paul C. Warnke,” American Arms Tranger: Policy and Processin the Executive Branch,” in Ferre ed. ,
Arms Transf ers and American Foreign Policy , p.197.
Labrieet. a. ,U.S. ArmsSales Policy : Background and Issues, p.6;

,See DuncanL . Clarke, Danid B. O Comer , andJason D. Hlis, Send Guns and Money ,

Security Assistance and U. S. Foreign Policy (New York: Praeger, 1997) ,pp.7 26.
: ( ) - ,1980 , 292



(1947 1992) - 77 -

, 1971 10 1978 130
; , 1970
“ 8 , 1970
58. 60 , 1979 253.55 , 4.3
1972
, 1973 , 5
F-4 F-5E 6
7 (Shah Muhammad Reza Pahlavi) 100
,1974 1975
(Nelson Amendment) |,
2500 , , 20
, , 1976 ,
1976
(International Security Assstance and Arms Export Control Act, 94
329, ) 10 103 113

David J. Louscher ,* The Rise of Military Salesasa U.S. Foreign Assstance Instrument ,” Orbis, Winter
1977, pp.933 964 ; Senate Foreign Relations Committee Report on the International Security Assistance
Act of 1978 (Washington D. C. : Government Printing Office, May 15, 1978) , p. 10.

: : ,2000 , 38



78 -

, 2500
; 700

1976 1977
(Jimmy Carter) “ ”

James Nathan and James Oliver , Foreign Policy Making and the American Political System, 3rd edition
(Baltimore and London , John Hopkins Universty Press, 1994) , p.112; Labrieed. a. ,U. S. ArmsSales
Policy, p.10.

John Dumbrell , The Making of US Foreign Policy , 2nd edition (Manchester and New York: Manchester
University Press, 1997) , p.71.

John Sanier and Steven W. Hook , American Foreign Policy Since World War 11, 13rd ed. (Washington
D.C. : Congressona Quarterly Inc. 1995) , p. 175.

Ledie H. Gedb,* Arms Sales,” Foreign Policy , No. 25, (Winter 1976 1977) , p.3.



(1947 1992) - 79 -

, 1977 5 19 “ 13 (Preddential
Directive)” ,
) 1.
) 1977
;2. :
« ey p "

Klare, American Arms Supermarket , p.42.

“ Predgdent Carter Announce Policy on Tranders of Conventional Arms,” PD 13 (13
Department of State Bulletin, June 13, 1977, p. 625. :
, . ,2006 , 1 4, 425 427

Labrie, et. a. eds. , U.S. Arms Sales Policy : Background and Issue, p.11.

Robert S. Ross, Negotiating Cooperation: The United States and China, 1969 1972 (Stanford Univers-

ty, 1995) , p.95.



80 -

, 1977 12 “( )
(Conventional Arms Trander, CAT)” ,

ACDA) , X

1977 11
1978 5 , 1978 7 ,

1978 12

William W. Keller, Armin Arm: The Political Economy of the Global Arms Trade (BascBooks, A Divi-
son of Harper Collins Publishers, Inc, 1995) , p.179.

Barry M. Blechman, Janne E. Nolan, and Alan Platt ,* Pushing Arms,” Foreign Policy , No. 46, (Spring
1982) , p. 145.

Barry M. Blechman, Janne E. Nolan, and Alan Patt ,“ Pushing Arms,” pp.147 148.



(1947 1992) - 81 -

17 (Preddential exception) , 1978
, 15 F-15 75 F- 16, 60 F
- 15, 50 F-5E 50
1979 )
1970 25 1979 96 (1978
), 11.7% 16 %,
86 %, 44 %

Andrew Pierre, The Global Politics of Arms Sales (New jersey: Princeton Universty Press, 1982) , pp. 57
58; Roger P. Labrie, John G. Hutchins, Edwin W. A. Peura with Asdstance of Diana H. Richman,

U.S. ArmsSales Policy : Background and Issues (Washington D. C. and London: American Enterprise In-

stitute for Public Policy Research, 1982) , p. 11.

Labrie, et. a. eds. , U.S. Arms Sales Policy : Background and Issue, p.24.

Robert S. Ross, Negotiating Cooperation: The United States and China, 1969 1972, pp.163 167.



. 82 .

1983 “ " (Strategic Defense Initiative,
D), “ K (Star Wars) , 1984 1988 5
, 120 :
15000 (1982 1986 ) (
8 %) 1800 ,
1981 352 153 ,
1985 704 271 ,
, 1988 772 348 ,
: 4988
85 (Airborne Warning and Control
System AWACS) 1981 5 21

(James Buckley)

1981 7 8 )

13 ,

)" :

” 4

(), . 11994 ; 855 857
, ,1994 , 497
Paul Y. Hammond et.al. , The Reluctant Supplier: U. S. DecisiorMaking for Arms Sales, p.32.
“ Conventional Arms Trander Policy ,” Department of State Bulletin, Sept. 1981,
: 4 1, 427 428



(1947 1992)

“ (vital and constructive) "

Labri et a.,U.S. Arms Sales Policy Background and Issues, pp.15 17.

83 -



. 84 .

) , 1976
, 700 1400 :
2500 5000
1984 1985 56. 36 51
1980 , ,1984
7.47 ,1985 9.24 )
: ( 40 %)
F- 16
, (Northrop)
F-5G F-5E
, F- 16 ,
F-5G ,
1981 ,
82 , 1982 155 %, 209 1984 1988
84 595 ,
1987 120 ( )
34 , 60 %,

Michael T. Klare, American Arms Supermarket (Austin TX: Universty of Texas, Austin, 1984) , p.50.

Keith Krause, Arms and the State: Patterns of Military Production and Trade (Cambridge Universty
Press, 1992) , p. 103.

Krause, Arms and the State, p.102.



(1947 1992) - 85 -

1989 1 (George W. H. Bush) ,
8
1990 , ( 3360
897 ) 1980 34% 52%,
(403 ) 1987 9% ;
—41991 8.7%,
21% ,
,F- 14D , M-1 1991
, F- 16 (Bradley Fighting
Vehicle) (Trident) M X ,
190 8 2 .
1991 ,
1991 12 ,
3 (1992

Herbert Wulf ed. , Arms Industry Limited ( Oxford Universty Press, 1993) , pp.31 32.
Herbert Wulf ed. , Arms Industry Limited , p. 35.

1981 1988 , 610 ,
William Keller, Armin Arms, pp.2, 71.



86 -

1994 ) ,186 (1994 ) 91 88 84
1995 11, 111
25 : ,
: 1991
102 50 :
1991 4
“1 ( ) ) 1

, (Joseph Biden) ,

19917 5 29

90 %,

Andrew J. Perre ed. , Cascadeof Arms: Managing Conventional Weapons Prolif eration (Washington D.
C. Brookings Ingtitution, 1997) , pp.383 384.

William W. Keller, Armin Arms: the Political Economy of Global Arms Trade (Basc Books, 1995) , pp.
74, 66.

Washington Post , May 30, 1991; New York Times, May 30, 1991.



(1947 1992) - 87 -

1987 1991 55 % ,
1987 1199
240 25%, 1989
1110 , 170
1992

Frederic S. Pearson, The Global Spread of Arms: Political Economy of International Security (Westview
Press, 1994) , pp.13 14.

U. S. Congress, Office of Technology Assessment, Global Arms Trade, OTA-1SC-460 (Washington D.
C.: G.P.0O. June 1992) , p.35.

U. S. Congress, OTA, Global Arms Trade, OTA-1SC-460, p.12.

U. S. Department of State and U. S. Defense Security Assstance Agency ,* Congressona Presentation for
Security Ass stance Programs,” fiscal year, 1992, p. 6.



: (Center for Defense Trade) ;
(Defensve GATT) ,

1990 9 ,
210 )
210 75 ,
, (Alan Cranston)
“ 75 , )
, (Dick Cheney)
12 8
(Reginald Bartholomew) 5
( ) : : « )

Keller, Armin Arms, pp.65 66.
Keller, Armin Arms, pp.67 68.



(1947 1992) - 89 -

: : 50
120 F- 16 , T2 1991 3
10
: 1992
, 200 ,
72 F-15 , 150 F- 16 :
M1- A2

U. S. Department of State and U. S. Defense Security Assstance Agency ,* Congressona Presentation for
Security Assstance Programs,” fiscal year, 1992, p. 21.

U. S. Department of State and U. S. Defense Security Assstance Agency ,* Congressona Presentation for
Security Asdstance Programs,” fiscal year, 1992, p.21; William Keller, Armin Arms, p.91.

Keller, Armin Arms, p.91.

Keith Krause, Arms and the State: Patterns of Military Production and Trade (Cambridge University
Press, 1992) , p. 1.

Andrew J. Pierre, The Global Politics of Arms Sales (Princeton, NI: Princeton University Press, 1982) ,
p.1.



90 -

1973 ) )
, 1973
( ) (avoiding targets that ran the risk of harming Soviets nation-
as) ;

Blechman et.d. , Pushing Arms,” Foreign Policy , No. 46, (Spring 1982) , p. 142.
Frederic S. Pearson, The Global Spread of Arms: Political Economy of International Security (Boulder
Colorado : Westview Press, 1994) , p.53.



(1947 1992)

1975 ,

Blechman et.al. , Pushing Arms,” Foreign Policy , No. 46, (Spring 1982) , p. 140.

9 -



mote the sustained development of voluntary service business. The
“ Edward M. Kennedy Serve America Act” promoted by the Obama
administration hasopened a new chapter in thefederal voluntary serv-
ice system. It will involve and attract more American peopleinto vol-
untary service and will , as a result , improve the American ability in
handling various crises.

The Change of Course of America s Financial Regulatory

Philosophy and Its Impact Liu Yufei (46)
An evident change of course has taken place in America s financial
regulatory philosophy snce the outbreak of the subprime criss. The
switch to the strengthening of financial regulation isonly a changein
concept. The goal of the reform plan is still the search for a balance
between the formal power of government regulatory agencies and the
spontaneous role of market restraint. The basc factor that causes
such a switch is the widespread criss of conception that emerged un-
der the deepening of financial criss. Meanwhile, an initial consensus
on the reform plan reached by all sdes concerned is also essential.
However , how the change of course of American regulatory philoso-
phy afect the reform of the financial regulatory system will depend
on further consensus to be reached through political process by all
S des concerned.

Obama s Global Strategy of A World without

Nuclear Weapons Liu Zikui (58)

On April 5, 2009, U. S. Presdent Obama put forward a proposa to
build a world without nuclear weapons at Prague, the capital city of
the Czech Republic. Thisis afundamental adjustment to the nuclear
strategy under the Bush administration. The proposal originatesfrom
the consideration of America s own security interest. Objectively, it
may be conducive to the safeguarding of the nonproliferation regime
as well as world security and stability. However , it also has serious
limitations, which will become the main obstacle to the realization of
the goal of a world without nuclear weapons.

The Formation and Evolution of American Policy on Trander of
Conventional Weapons (1947 1992) Zhang Qingmin (73)
The tranderence of conventional weaponsisa most often used tool in
American foreign policy during the Cold War. It evolved from
America sforeign aid policy in early postwar years and its complete
decisonmaking process and guiding principle were finalized in the



1970s. Subsequent A merican administrations adopted different poli-
cies: the Carter administration exercised self-restraint and effectively
constrained American arms transger to other countries; the Reagan
administration engaged in arms expansion and increased foreign arms
sales; the George Bush administration promoted a policy of both re-
straint and encouragement that seemed paradoxical in the course of
the trandormation of the international Stuation. The evolution of
America s policy on arms transer reflects its strategic and political
support. The changes of the target country for foreign military aid or
arms sales indicate the shift and change of the focusin America sfor-
eign strategy.

The Rise and Fall of Catholic New Conservatism

in America Peng Qi  (92)
American Catholic new conservatism is an unique group in postwar
A merican conservative movement. This group originated in the re
flection on the radical trend caused by Catholic reform and A merican
social reform of the 1960s. They formulated the theoretical system of
democratic capitalism in 1970s and 1980s, hoping that in this way
they could reestablish the moral authority of the church and A merican
cultural identity. They injected traditional Catholic concept of“ just
war” and“ public welfare” into public debate on American domestic
and foreign policies. However , they deviated from the original hum-
ble heart and moderate principle, thus getting themselves into a di-
lemma.

The Puritan Origin of American

Individualism Zhang Mengyuan(116)
Through the examination of the religious concepts of the establish-
ment and operation of New England Puritan political structure and
the legidation and application, the author comes to the concluson
that although New England puritan theory involved strong individual-
istic elements, it also required all Puritansto” unite asone.” In addi-
tion, during the time of the founding of New England colonies, the
survival of puritan community was the" first priority” s the puritan
colonial authorities, through a series of laws, restrained personal
freedom and carried out the principle of* the supremacy of collective
interest. ” Thisis totally different from and even entirely opposite to
the current concept of American individualism. In spite of that , with
the passage of time and the evolution of actual life in New England
colonies, Puritanism could not avoid becoming more worldly and fi-
nally became one of the sources of current A merican individualism.



