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Sino - Latin American Econamic and Trading Cooperation:

Fostering the V irtuous Cycle by Proamoting Economic Growth  (pp.3- 11)
L atin America attains continued progerity since the year of 2003 In the meantime, the econamic and trading
cooperation betveen it and China was greatly boosted, which was noticeably characterized by mutual benefit and
common development In the past four years the bilateral trade volume was amost tripled They shared shamply
growing bilateral invesment and increased contracts for works of civil The cooperation is definitely playing a
vigorous mole in boosting their econamic growth However, they are facing the emerging challenges in the field,
which need them to shov courage and wisdam t deal with It is proved that the virtuous cycle of Sino - L atin
American econamic and trading cooperation should be fostered by fully promoting each other’ s econamic growth
(W u Guoping)

Fron M arti o Castro: the Practices and Ideology of Cuban Rewvolution
(pp- 12 - 16)
The Cuban rewolution has undergone a longstanding and tugh struggle and possesses the deeply rooted ground-
work Fidel Castro successully combined Cuban rewolutionary and patriot Jose M arti’ s ideology with M arxisn,
which laid a olid base for Cuba’ s rewolutionary ideology W ith the fim guidance of the ideology, the Cuban
people deteminedly relve o defend the dignity of life and the cialist cause in the face of relentless presaure
(Song Xiaoping)

An Analysisof Brazil’ s Governability (pp. 17 - 26)

Brazil' sproblen of governability was resulted from its traditional practice of politics, the federalist structure,

and the gecial arrangaments of political institutions It is egpecially manifested in the (in) efficiency of federal

goverrment in decisionimaking and policy implenentation The country was once confronted with continued

conflicts betveen authoritarianisn and democracy, centralization and decentralization, and anong others, which

had a degp mpact on the economic and political development and constituted the major part of the gevemability

problen. Hence, the governability study in democratized Brazil should focus on the construction of sustainable
ingtitutionswhich should be able 1o generate both representation and efficiency at the same time

(Zhang Fan)

L atin America’ sNeo-structuralisn (pp. 27 - 37)
Latin America’ sNeo - structuralisn is the result of combining the ideasof structuralisn and neo-liberalisn. It
can be viaved as the reconsideration of L atin America’smodemization process in the ocial trandomation period
Under the present conditions it rises to be a feasible alternative  neo - liberalisn for those regional countriesand is
producing a mounting influence in the region

(Han Qi)

A Camparative Study of L atin America’ s Industrial Structure (pp. 38 - 41)
Compared b East & Southeast A sia, L atin America possesses a quite advanced but less competitive industrial
structure On the one hand, it is featured by high GDP per cepita and the canprehensive development On the
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other hand, it is faced with low campetitiveness and inefficiency of the manufacturing sector In the region the
reource-intensive industty enjoys a daminant position in the manufacturing sector Its labor-, capital-and
technology-intensive industrieswere obviously lagged behind East & Southeast Asia Since the 1980s the regional
countries have been undergoing an accelerated restructuring of the industrial structure, whose focal point is o
rebuild and update their manufacturing secior.

(XieW enze)

An Analysisof Brazil’ s Competitiveness of the Steel Industry (pp. 42 - 47)

The ninth largest steel producer in theworld, Brazil’ s steel industry enjoys fairly high competitiveness In the

1990s the goverrment launched an ambitiousprogran of privatization in the industry o encourage the goplication of

nev technology and administration In the meantime, it set to accelerate the econamic growth, which brought the

industry with a boaming market and increasing invesment Rich in quality iron ore, Brazil makes its steel industry
acquire particularly low cost

(Zhao L ihong)

Econamic and Trading Campetitiveness A Camparion of China and M exico

(pp- 48 - 54)

China and M exico have been undergoing a rapid growth of the foreign trade aswell as the bilateral trade since

the 1990s In recent years they began o face increasingly tense market competition due t certain smilarity of their

exports and export destinations It is revarding o make a comparative study of their campetitiveness in the global

market aswell as the third party market, which intends to make a clear damonstration of their individual econamic
and trading competitiveness

(Yue Yunxia)

Econamic Integration of the Americas Its Theory and Practice (pp.55 - 60)

The econamic integration of the Americas canprisesof Suth-Suth and Suth-North co-operations Theoretically

it is based on neo-liberalisn and neo-structuralisn while it dravs on Smon Bolivar’ s idea of continental unity,

ECLAC’ s structuralisn and Pan-Americanisn. It had undergone three upsurges individually in the 1960s and

1970s, the 1990s and the early 21st century Due o the dominated position of the United States on South-North

cooperation, its 2008 presidential election will have amajor influence on the regional integration In addition, the

South-South cooperation is facing ramarkable uncertainty because of the institutional failure and deficiency of strong
leadership.

(Gao Jing)

Fram the Periphery to the Core:

A Camparative Study of the United States and B razil (pp. 66 - 69)
From the independence o the 1930s, Brazil continued o practice the export-oriented development model It
contributed o pramote Brazil’ s econamnic development to a certain degree, but failed © make it rise © be a
developed country And fran the 1930s b 1970s, it tumed o pursue the mport-substitution development model,
which was al® abortive in achieving the gpal On the contrary, the United States fimly adopted the mport-
aubstitution model after indegpendence, which effectively protected the damestic market and boosted its industrial
development It ose o be a developed state in the early 20th century and conolidated its leading position in the
1970s taking advantage of trade liberalization
(Zhong X iwvei, ZengAnle)



