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SUMMARIES OF ARTICLES

Wang Lixin, The Reshaping of America’s National Identity and the Making of ‘the West’

When defining their own cultural identity, the Americans had long embraced the American
exceptionalism and considered Europe the cultural antithesis and the ‘other’ to America since the late
18" century. In America’s geopolitical imagination, Europe was regarded as the greatest threat to the
American national security, impelling the U. S. to pursue the continentalism with an emphasis on
keeping distance from the European disputes and repelling the European penetration into the Western
Hemisphere. After the First World War, the American elites started a process of reshaping the
America’s self-understanding and completed the transformation of its cultural and geopolitical identity
by substituting the American exceptionalism for the Western civilization narrative, which stresses the
homology and similarity between the European and American culture, as well as by disintegrating the
continentalism through inventing and spreading the concept of the Atlantic community, which imagines
the common tradition, interests and fate between the U. S. and Europe. During the early Cold War, in
virtue of this new national identity, the U.S. explained the Marshall Plan and the founding of North
Atlantic Treaty Organization ( NATO) as the necessary measures to protect the Western civilization and
the Atlantic community, aiming at safeguarding the American culture and security. This successfully
forged the U. S. and Western European nations into a cultural, ideological and security community,

eventually creating a new ‘West’.

Jin Hai, The Jay Treaty and Anglo-American Relations during the Early Period of the
American Independence

The independence of the United States endowed a completely new content to the Anglo-American
relations, turning it from metropolitan—colonist relation into the relation between two independent
nations. Both the British and American governments must deal with the issue of regulating their
relations. The objects of the British government were to make the United States become a responsible
member in the international system under the guidance of Great Britain, and accept the British

influence as much as possible, even its leadership. On the other hand, the objects of the American



administration were to make sure that it was accepted by other countries as an equal member of the
international society, and keep all its privileges it had as the British colony while keep the freedom of
its independent action, which ensures the adequate space for its development. Therefore, the Jay
Treaty was the outcome of both governments” policies. This treaty had been one of the significant bases

for the Anglo-American relations until the end of the 19" century.

Zhang Shiwei, The Struggling between the U. S. Department of State and the American Military
on the Exchange Rate of the Japanese Yen ( 1945—1949)

Due to the close connection with the restoration of the Japanese economy, the exchange rate of the
Japanese Yen was highly regarded by the United States immediately after the Second World War. The
exchange rate of the Japanese Yen was divided into military conversion rate and commercial rate by the
State Department of the U. S. , which satisfied the need of the U. S. occupation at the beginning. The
military conversion rate was set for a short time at the early stage, and a multiple exchange rate system
other than commercial rate was implemented temporarily by Supreme Commander of Allied Powers
( SCAP) because of the immature timing. Accordingly, a drastic struggle happened between the State
Department of the U. S. and the American military focusing on the revision of military conversion rate
and the enforcement of commercial rate when the situation of the Far East changed. A special mission
of the U. S. was sent to Japan to find a solution, which leads the American military took the initiative
on the decision of the exchange rate of the Japanese Yen. The State Department of the U. S. focused on
the Far East strategy adjustment in the context of the Cold War and used the issue of Yen exchange rate
to facilitate the transition of its occupation objective, while SCAP focused on the rebuilding of Japan
and the Far East other than Far East strategy adjustment of the U.S. Such a divergence is the
fundamental reason leading to the struggle. The State Department of the U. S. finally got the support of
President Truman and set the Yen — Dollar exchange rate at 360: 1, which was directed to the Japanese
government by SCAP in April 1949. In the meantime, both the military conversion rate and the
multiple exchange rate system were ceased to use. The official rate of the Japanese Yen laid the
foundation for the Japanese economic recovery, and the evolvement of the Yen exchange rate occupied

a significant place in the adjustment of the Far East strategy of the U. S.

Tang Yunguan, The Game Ethics in Medieval and Early Modern France

In the Middle Ages, the discourse of game ethics in France was mainly controlled by the Christian



