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A General Revien of the Economic Refom in Latin America  (pp.3- 11)

L atin America’ s econamic refom directed by neo-liberalisn was initiated in themid-1970s The article pres-
ents the internal and international circumstances in which neo-liberalisn ros © be the daminant ideology in L atin
America, reviews the major measures taken by the refom, and evaluates its gains and lesons Themajor problens
are analyzed by presenting the inconsistency betveen macro-econamic policies and reform measures, the dislocation
betveen trade liberalization and the promotion of industrial canpetitiveness, the failure of making an effective use of
foreign invesment, the absence of efforts o enhance cial development, and the misnanagement of the relations of
the state o themarket It ispointed out thatwith the advent of the 21 st century neo-liberalisn has begun to show a

declining tendency and L atin America is energetically seeking the goproach to a nev development model

(Su Zhenxing)

On Che Guevara’ s Ethics (pp. 12 - 15)

Che Guevara’ s ethics are the full anbodiment of humanisn which is the esence of Marxisn. It is actually

playing a mole of activatr converting revolutionaries into M arxists Nowadays China is undergoing a deep trandor-

mation of the fciety, which brings challenges to the traditional ethical principles Against the background, Guevara,

a figurewith long esteem in China, enjoys increasing popularity in recent years in the country, whose legendary
sory and ethical principles are folloved by Chinesswith great interest

(Song Xiaoping)

Che Guevara and his Influence on China (pp. 16 - 19)

For decades Che Guevara iswidely viaved as an outstanding hero of the communist movement in the develo-
pingworld and a synonym for the leftist idea in theWest In China, Guevara keegps o be a figure of high prestige
among people and egpecially the youth Numerous articles and bookson him had been published; with the conve-
nient access o the intemet, his idea is gread at an unprecedented rate in recent years Hismain attraction attri-
butes to be his advocacy for justice and righteousness for the majority and his unramitting pursuit of a lofty ideal
Nowadays Guevara stands not only for a revolutionary ideal and is gpproached by Chinese people with increasingly
diversified pergectives

(L iuW eiguang)

L atin America’ s Experience in M aintaining Political Stability (pp.27 - 32)
L atin American countries succeed in maintaining political stability in recent decades However, there are a

variety of risks and hidden troubles facing them, whose accunulation isworsening their governability and congtituting
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