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Introduction
    Since it began the “Reform and Opening Up” in 1978, and joined the World Trade Organization in 2001, China has experienced tremendous societal changes: The country has been transformed from a Soviet- style centrally planned- economy based on state- led enterprises to a market- oriented mixed economy rested on private property ownership; the Chinese government positively seeks engagement with the rest of the world, pursuing a omni- directional diplomatic policy; foreign economic ties have been growing at an unprecedented speed, resulting from a successful investment and export- oriented economy led by state and private companies; there have also been dramatic changes in people’s life, characterized by the improvement of living standards and the elimination of poverty. Since 1978, China’s economy has grown 90 times bigger[footnoteRef:1]. Today, China is the world’s fast growing economy [footnoteRef:2]and the second largest economy after the U.S, measured by its GDP (Gross Domestic Product) and PPP (Purchasing Power Parity). [footnoteRef:3]  [1:  “China Overtakes Japan as World's Second-Biggest Economy”, Bloomberg, 16 August 2010]  [2:  "China's gross domestic product (GDP) growth". Chinability. 16 October 2008]  [3:  “World Economic Outlook Database” International Monetary Fund. October 2010). Retrieved on 7 October 2010.] 

    At the same time of domestic economic development, China is also influencing the rest of the world. Its expanding economic might is resulting in growing political influence beyond Asia as well. It is hard to find a major international issue in which China is not playing a role: From weapons proliferation, to human rights, to energy security, to North Korea, Iran, Sudan, and the United Nations, China is present, and Beijing is increasingly confident of its high-profile role in world politics.[footnoteRef:4] This paper will try to use International Relations theories to explain China’s rising up as a super power in the world, combining theoretical study with empirical research (mainly content analysis and case study). China’s expansion is a complex phenomenon that includes the interaction of economic, political, and cultural factors. To specify my arguments, I will explore China’s 2 faces: The economic China, and the “international” China.  [4:  “China’s Influence in the Western Hemisphere” The Heritage Foundation. April 2005 http://www.heritage.org/research/lecture/chinas-influence-in-the-western-hemisphere ] 

Explaining “Economic China”
   “Economic China” refers to the post- Mao period in which China’s rapid economic growth began to unleash its worldwide impact in the areas of FDI, commodity price, international trade, regional integration, international relations, etc. [footnoteRef:5]  [5:  “The Rise of China and the Capitalist World Order.” Edited by Li Xing, 2010. P. 10] 

The “Reform and Opening- Up” Policy: “Neo- Liberalism”
    Since 1978, economic development under a socialist market- oriented economy has been the main goal that the Chinese government pursues. This change in economic policy was founded in and introduced by ideology, by way of reformulating the Principal Contradiction in Chinese society during 1978's third plenary session of the eleventh central committee of the CCP-namely, the contradiction between the growing material and cultural needs of the people and backward social production.[footnoteRef:6] The economic reform was aimed at expanding rural income and incentives, encouraging experiments in enterprise autonomy, reducing central planning, and establishing direct foreign investment in Mainland China.  [6:  “Reform and Opening Up Policies in China”. http://www.chinaorbit.com/china-culture/china-politics/china-economic-reform.html ] 

   In the last 30 years, China experienced a historical transition from a closed and semi-closed country to a country that is wide open to the outside world. [footnoteRef:7] Scholars find that China has an attained a degree of openness that is unprecedented among large and populous nations, with competition from foreign goods in almost every sector of the economy. Throughout the reform period, the government reduced tariffs and other trade barriers, with the overall tariff rate falling from 56% to 15%. By 2001, less than 40% of imports were subject to tariffs and only 9 percent of import was subject to licensing and import quotas. When China joined the WTO, it agreed to considerably eliminate harsher conditions than other developing countries.[footnoteRef:8] Trade has increased from under 10% of GDP to 64% of GDP over the same period.[footnoteRef:9] China is now considered the most open large country; by 2005, China’s average statutory tariff on industrial products was 8.9 percent. Foreign investment was also liberalized. Special Economic Zones (SEZs) were created in the early 1980s to attract foreign capital by exempting them from taxes and regulations. This experiment was successful and SEZs were expanded to cover the whole Chinese coast. The liberalization of economy with a market focus fits into some major claims of “neoliberalism” that describes a market-driven approach to economic and social policy based on neoclassical theories of economics that stresses the efficiency of private enterprise, liberalized trade and relatively open markets, and therefore seeks to maximize the role of the corporate sector in determining the political and economic priorities of the state. Based on Washington Consensus[footnoteRef:10], neo-liberalists propose for trade liberalization, liberalization of the "capital account" of the balance of payments, deregulation, privatization of state enterprises and finanicization of capital. All those claims characterize China’s “Reform and Opening Up”. In this sense, we can say that this economic reform is a neo- liberal market reform, which also took place in a lot of East European countries after the Cold War.  [7:  “Hu: Reform, Opening Up, Crucial Choice For China.” Xinhua. Apr. 2008. http://www2.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2008-04/12/content_6612266.htm ]  [8:  Bransetter, Lee et al. 2008. "China's embrace of globalization", China's Great Transformation, Cambridge: Cambridge university press. P.1-3]  [9:  Brandt, Loren et al. 2008. "China's Great Transformation", China's Great Transformation, Cambridge: Cambridge university press. P. 656]  [10:  See also: “Washington Consensus”. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Washington_Consensus ] 

China in Globalization: “Globalization Theory”
    China’s involvement in the trend of economic globalization, featured by free flow and optimized allocation of capital, technology, information and service in the global context[footnoteRef:11], can be well explained by “Globalization Theory”. Globalization theory carries neo-liberalism logic and argues that states and societies are increasingly being “disciplined” to behave as if they were private markets operating in a global territory. Recently in April 2010, Chinese President Hu Jintao visited Brazil, seeking to expand an already growing economic relationship that is important to both emerging giants. Like other trips he made to other Latin American countries, President Hu played the role of a “businessman” rather than a politician. During the trip, he sent a message that Chinese companies may invest in Brazil’s vast oil industry and get involved in the construction of a multi-billion dollar high-speed train between Rio de Janeiro, São Paulo, and Campinas.[footnoteRef:12] In this case, huge investment deals were made on high- profile meeting between state leaders, which showed apparent market behavior of states on a global focus.  [11:  H.E. Ambassador Zha Peixin. “China and Globalization”. Oct 2003. http://www.chinese-embassy.org.uk/eng/dsjh/t27161.htm ]  [12:  “In Brazil, Hu Jintao aims for bigger piece of Latin America trade”. April 2010. http://www.csmonitor.com/Business/2010/0415/In-Brazil-Hu-Jintao-aims-for-bigger-piece-of-Latin-America-trade ] 

Market Economy With Chinese Characteristics: “State Capitalism”
  We can also see China’s development model through the lens of realism. China’s economic system is called “ Socialist Market Economy With Chinese Characteristics”. Most of the economic growth in China is attributed to the private sector. The state sector is concentrated in the “commanding heights” of the economy with a growing private sector engaged primarily in commodity production and light industry. In 2006, the Chinese government announced that the armaments, power generation and distribution, oil and petrochemicals, telecommunications, coal, aviation and shipping industries had to remain under "absolute state control" and public ownership by law. [footnoteRef:13]The state retains indirect control in directing the non-state economy through the financial system, which lends according to state priorities. Liberalization continues to be rolled back in the state-sector by the consolidation of state enterprises into large "national champions" with the goal of consolidating efforts and creating internationally-competitive national industries.[footnoteRef:14] Besides, the Chinese government also subsidizes big exporting companies to keep them competitive in international market. In other words, Chinese economy is operating in the invisible hand of market with the macro- control in the visible hand of government. “State Capitalism” Theory appeals to such a system: It is usually described as a society wherein the productive forces are controlled and directed by the state in a capitalist manner, even if such a state calls itself socialist. [footnoteRef:15] According to Fredrick Engel, states that the final stage of capitalism would consist of ownership over production and communication by the (bourgeoisie) state.[footnoteRef:16] “State capitalism” emphasizes the incorporation of state and capitalism. Political scientist Ian Bremmer describes China as the primary driver for the rise of state capitalism as a challenge to the free market economies of the developed world, particularly in the aftermath of the 1998 financial crisis.[footnoteRef:17] Many analysts assert that China is one of the leading examples of state capitalism in the 21st century. According to Ian Bremmer, China’s system is a system in which governments use capitalism and free markets to advance their own power and interests. The government uses its power to make sure state- led companies have every possible advantage. In this way, the government is literally engineering China’s development. The trick, as far as they were concerned, was to grow the economy while maintaining political control.[footnoteRef:18] In the presence of global crisis, more and more countries have realized the feasibility of China’s “state capitalism” model. Across the United States, Europe, and much of the rest of the developed world, the recent wave of state interventionism is meant to lessen the pain of the current global recession and restore ailing economies to health.[footnoteRef:19] [13:  "China names key industries for absolute state control". China Daily. 19 December 2006. Retrieved 7 September 2010.]  [14:  Hederman, Rea. "Liberalization in Reverse | The Heritage Foundation". Heritage.org. Retrieved 7 September 2010.]  [15:  Binns, Peter.1986. "State Capitalism". ]  [16:  Fredrick Engels. 1880. Socialism: Utopian and Scientific]  [17:  Ian Bremmer “The End of the Free Market: Who Wins the War Between States and Corporations?”]  [18:  “Communism is Dead, But State Capitalism Thrives.” Forbes. Mar 2010. http://blogs.forbes.com/greatspeculations/2010/03/22/communism-is-dead-but-state-capitalism-thrives/   ]  [19:  “State Capitalism Comes of Age”. Foreign Relations. May/June 2009. http://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/64948/ian-bremmer/state-capitalism-comes-of-age ] 

Explaining “International China”: Interpreting Beijing Consensus and China’s Foreign Policy
Beijing Consensus: “Liberalism”
    “Political China” is now referred to by the catchphrase: the “Chinese model” which represents the fact that China’s success in moving from a plan- economy, owned and controlled by the state, to a market- economy, supervised and regulated by the state in combination with the market mechanism.[footnoteRef:20] The “Chinese model” has been becoming increasingly attractive to the rest of the world. [20:  “The Rise of China and the Capitalist World Order.” Edited by Li Xing, 2010. P.13] 

    The “Chinese model” was recently theorized as the “Beijing Consensus” in 2004 by Joshua Cooper Ramo, answering the question: “How To Organize the Place of A Developing Country in the World?” Instead of prescribing rigid recommendations for the problems of distant nations like Washington Consensus, the Beijing Consensus is pragmatic and recognizes the need for flexibility in solving multifarious problems. It is inherently focused on innovation, while simultaneously emphasizing ideals such as equitable development and a “Peaceful Rise”.[footnoteRef:21] First, in order to outpace the “friction losses of reform”, government must actively innovate in order to address the challenges introduced by the changing economic and social environment. 	Second, BJC reject the use of per capita GDP as the be-all and end-all of development priorities. Instead, the Chinese government has long prioritized quality-of-life and individual equity as its main development goals.  According to Premier Wen Jiabao, China’s	development strategies involves putting people first and promoting reform and innovation in accordance with “five balances”: balancing urban and rural, balancing development among regions, balancing economic and social development, balancing development between man and nature, balancing domestic development with opening wider to the outside world. Finally, the	BJC emphasizes the need for	 developing countries to actively seek independence from outside pressure. [footnoteRef:22]  [21:  Dustin R. Turin. “China and the Beijing Consensus: An Alternative Model for Development.” Student Pulse Academic Journal. 2010. P.2]  [22:  Joshua Cooper Ramo. 2004. “The Beijing Consensus” Foreign Relations Center] 

   Liberalism can offer us a theoretical explanation to the “Beijing Consensus”. Emphasizing the significance of equity, independence, and life quality shows a strong belief in humanity, individual liberty, and equal rights, which are central claims of “liberalism”. BJC’s five balances are in line with John Rawl’s two principles of justice [footnoteRef:23]because the consensus seeks equality for the people who are worse- off in rural areas, in the least- advantageous regions, and it also pays attention to the justice for the future generation. Since the “Beijing Consensus” has to some extent, become a stereotype of development for many other countries, especially for developing countries, this theoretical explanation could be applied to those nations also.  [23:  John Rawls. 1971. “A Theory of Justice”. Belknap] 

China’s Diplomatic Relations (1): “Neo- Functionalism”, and “Regime Theory” 
    In order to help adapt to the drastic changes in the international situation and curb the challenges envisioned and posed to the nation, China focused on three main points in its diplomatic relations with other countries.  First is the pursuit of good-neighbor relations with surrounding countries. The good neighbor policy is an instrument with which the Chinese fought back against a perceived continuing attempt to vilify Beijing as a pariah[footnoteRef:24]. A key element of the good neighbor policy is a continuing cooperation with third world countries. In other words China readily adopted the “Be nice to everyone” policy.  In recent years, China has maintained close contacts and increasingly fruitful cooperation with many developing countries in Asia, Africa, and Latin America. Second, Beijing’s leadership has adopted an Omni-directional diplomatic policy defined as improving relations with all countries, both developed and developing, the United States and Russia, Japan and Germany, West European countries and East European countries, Arab countries and Israel. Third, China will play a more active role in the international community to maintain peace and stability and promote prosperity. One example is China’s recurring active involvement in the United Nation’s efforts to safeguard world peace and stability. Beijing’s leadership has expressed many times its willingness to discuss and cooperate with all countries in an effort to establish a new international order that is stable, rational, just and conducive to world peace. [footnoteRef:25] [24:  Hsiung, James C. “China’s Moni-Directional Diplomacy: Realignment to Cope with Monopolar U.S. Power.” Asian Survey Vol 35. No 6. (1995)]  [25:  Chen, Qimao. “New Approaches in China’s Foreign Policy: The Post-Cold War Era” Asian Survey Vol. 33 No. 3 Mar 1993] 

    “Neo-functionalism” theory focuses on the process of integration among states, i.e. regional integration. Initially, states integrate in limited functional or economic areas. Thereafter, partially integrated states experience increasing momentum for further rounds of integration in related areas.[footnoteRef:26] This theory can be used to account for China’s “good neighbor policy”. More concretely, we can use the evolution of China- Asean (The Associations of Southeast Asian Nations) relations to illustrate the point: With China's dynamic economic growth, its relations with the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) states have expanded rapidly in recent years, culminating in the conclusion of the landmark China–ASEAN Comprehensive Economic Cooperation Agreement in 2002. Beyond trade and economic activities, China–ASEAN cooperation has broadened to cover the environment, science and technology, non-traditional security areas and related legal issues. China's relations with ASEAN have reached a new era where the two sides have established an economic, legal and political framework for their comprehensive cooperation.[footnoteRef:27]  [26:  Caporaso, J. 1998: "Regional integration theory: understanding our past and anticipating our future." Journal of European Public Policy, 5(1):1-16.]  [27:  “China- ASEAN Relations”. World Scientific Books. http://www.worldscibooks.com/eastasianstudies/6025.html ] 

     Moreover, Beijing’s “active role in the international community to promote peace, stability, and development can be best explained by “International Regime Theory” or “regime theory”. Stephen D. Krasner defines regime as a set of explicit or implicit "principles, norms, rules, and decision making procedures around which actor expectations converge in a given issue-area.” [footnoteRef:28] It’s a theory that explains international cooperation. There’re different approaches to the theory, among which the liberal approach prevails. The liberal approach to the regime theory holds the view that regimes facilitate cooperation by establishing standards of behavior which signal to all other members that individual states are in fact cooperating. When all states expect the other participants to cooperate, the probability of sustaining cooperation increases dramatically. China’s compliance with WTO rules since Day 1 illustrates the story quite well: Since China joined the WTO in 2001, almost all China’s traditional non-tariff barriers have been removed; China also made major tariff reductions on manufactures as well as agricultural products; China’s services liberalization is also very bold and impressive.  [28:  Krasner, Stephen D. (ed). 1983. International Regimes. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press.] 

China’s Foreign Relations (2): “Balance of Power Theory” 
    An “Omni- Directional” diplomatic policy is the second principle of China’s foreign policy making.  In practice, China cooperates with almost every other country in the world. China has always been arguing that a “uni-polar” monopoly of power should be checked and countered by a collegial sharing of power among nations. China is also a major supporter of a new world economic order that allows developing countries to emerge as major powers. Resulting from this rationale, China becomes the muscle of the group BRIC, a grouping acronym that refers to the countries of Brazil, Russia, India, and China that are deemed to all be at a similar stage of newly advanced economic development. Jim O’Neil, a global economist at Goldman Sachs, argues that the economic potential of Brazil, Russia, India and China is such that they could become among the four most dominant economies by the year 2050.[footnoteRef:29] The BRIC countries met for their first official summit on 16 June 2009, in Yekaterinburg, Russia, the respective leaders of Brazil, Russia, India and China, all attending. The core focus of the summit was related to improving the current global economic situation and discussing how the four countries can better work together in the future, as well as a more general push to reform financial institutions. There was also discussion surrounding how developing nations, such as those members of BRIC, could be better involved in global affairs in the future.[footnoteRef:30] [29:  “Ask the expert: BRICs and investor strategy” from the Financial Times, Monday 2006-11-06 09:55]  [30:  Bryanski, Gleb (2009-06-26). "BRIC demands more clout, steers clear of dollar talk". Reuters. Retrieved 2009-06-16.] 

  China’s “Omni- Directional” diplomatic policy and its positive participation in BRIC events over the world can be explained by “Balance of Power Theory”. Three basic assumptions of “balance of power theories” are: a). There is a possibility, and perhaps a natural tendency, for some states to seek regional or even global hegemony. b). Other states will seek to prevent hegemony by strengthening themselves or entering antihegemonic alliances with other threatened states c). A balance of power, therefore, is desirable because it preserves the independence of countries and creates an equilibrium that promotes order and peace.[footnoteRef:31] China’s engagement with the other 3 emerging powers to seek greater influence to check a monopoly of power (the U.S) and their attempts to form a political club or alliance, and thereby converting their growing economic power into greater geopolitical clout are real reflections of the “balance of power” theory, which has a clear logic of realism.  First, when the four nations of BRIC arrived at a similar stage of newly advanced economic development, they realized the importance of cooperation and dialogue. They further recognize the sufficiency and the necessity of using their coordinated power to influence the world and the future of the world. Second, what is China seeking in the summits of BRIC state heads is to check the US’s hegemonic power by strengthening themselves through collaborations.  [31:  Henry Kissinger 1994, “Diplomacy”, April 11, 1994, p. 42.] 

China’s “Co- Evolving” with Latin America: “Complex Interdependence Theory” 
    “Complex Interdependence Theory” claims that states and their fortunes are inextricably tied together. The idea was first put forth by Robert Keohane, and Joseph Nye. They argue: the various and complex transnational connections and interdependencies between states and societies were increasing, while the use of military force and power balancing are decreasing but remain important. Furthermore, complex interdependence is characterized by three characteristics, including: (1) the use of multiple channels of action between societies in interstate, transgovernmental, transnational relations, (2) the absence of a hierarchy of issues with changing agendas and linkages between issues prioritized and the objective of (3) bringing about a decline in the use of military force and coercive power in international relations. [footnoteRef:32]“Complex Independence Theory” shows logic of “neo- liberal institutionalism”. From the beginning of the 21st century, China has rapidly developed foreign relations with both developing countries and developed countries. Here I use China’s increasing engagement with Latin America as a case to illustrate complex interdependence in international relations. [32:  Nye, Joseph; Robert Keohane (1977). Power and Interdependence: World Politics in Transition.. Little, Brown and Company. ISBN 0316489360] 

 The relations between the China and nearly all Latin American countries blossomed during the first half of the first decade of the twenty- first century. It is a relationship primarily driven by economic factors.  “China fever” has gripped the region in the last ten years. On the side of Latin America, the economy boom in China since the open and reform, or more recently, since China became a member of WTO in 2001, attracted this region in the western hemisphere to seek economic cooperation. On the side of China, increasing interaction with Latin America also promotes its own economic development as Latin America, as a whole region is the destinations to lots of Chinese exports, and the suppliers of many raw materials to China. Moreover, improving Chinese relations with Latin American will help China secure standing and influence in the globe. In the current decade, Sino-Latin American trade, and economic relations more generally, have grown at a spectacular pace. Improved political relations are a necessary part of the expansion in economic relations because intergovernmental agreements facilitate economic relations.[footnoteRef:33] The complex interdependence between China and Latin America is mainly shown by economic terms: China needs Latin America because it’s craving for the region’s rich raw material resources to support its economic expansion and huge markets to export its manufacturing products; Latin America also needs China because the region is desperate for foreign investment and economic aid to develop its backward economy. Moreover, the interdependence carries political meanings: China needs Latin America to increase its power in international forums, such as UN and to isolate Taiwan; Latin America sees China as a alternative to the United States and an actor to promote regional stability. Both sides rely on each other and co-evolve with each other.  [33:  Jorge I. Domínguez 2006 “China’s Relations With Latin America: Shared Gains, Asymmetric Hopes”, Harvard University 
] 

China’s Participation in “Six-Party Talk”: “Collective Security Theory”
    Since 2003 when North Korea withdrew from the Nuclear Non- Proliferation Treaty, China has been engaged in multi- national negotiations along with North Korea, the United States, Japan, South Korea, and Russia to find a peaceful resolution to the security concerns as a result of the North Korean Nuclear Weapons Program. So far, there have been six rounds of talks with contention on security guarantee, Verifiable and Irreversible disarmament, and peaceful use of nuclear weapons. China’s participation in “Six-party talks” can be explained by the “Collective Security Theory”. The concept of "collective security" was forwarded by Michael Joseph Savage, Martin Wight, Immanuel Kant, and Woodrow Wilson. The theory argues for a security arrangement in which all states cooperate collectively to provide security for all by the actions of all against any state(s) within the groups which might challenge the existing order by using force. There are five basic assumptions underlying the theory of collective security:
· In an armed conflict, member nation-states will be able to agree on which nation is the aggressor.
· All member nation-states are equally committed to contain and constrain the aggression, irrespective of its source or origin.
· All member nation-states have identical freedom of action and ability to join in proceedings against the aggressor.
· The cumulative power of the cooperating members of the alliance for collective security will be adequate and sufficient to overpower the might of the aggressor.
· In the light of the threat posed by the collective might of the nations of a collective security coalition, the aggressor nation will modify its policies, or if unwilling to do so, will be defeated.
   In the case of “Six-party Talk”, North Korea is an “aggressor”, posing threats of nuclear weapons to the rest of the world. The parties involved in the talk are the world hegemony (the United States), the aggressors’ target (South Korea), a traditional superpower (Russia), a emerging superpower and the aggressor’s neighbor(China), and a regional superpower (Japan). All the five countries have direct benefits from negotiating with North Korea, which is regional peace and world peace. All the five nations are also strong powers in the world, which can overpower North Korea with collective actions. The aggressor modified its policy as a result of negotiations: A Joint Statement was issued on Tuesday 13 February 2007, stating that North Korea will shut down and seal the Yongbyon nuclear facility, including the reprocessing facility and invite back IAEA personnel to conduct all necessary monitoring and verifications. 
Conclusion
    In this paper, I summarize the economic expansion of China with a realism explanation of “ State Capitalism” and a liberalism account of “Neo- liberalism”. I further analyze the “Beijing Consensus” from a “liberalism” perspective, study China’s “Good Neighbor” Policy with the support of “Neo- functionalism”, examine China’s “Omni Directional Diplomacy” with the “International Regime Theory”. Finally, I use the “Complex Interdependence Theory” to explain China’s foreign relations with other countries and the “Collective Security Theory” to account for China’s participation in transnational security issues. 
   I use a methodology of combining theoretical reasoning and empirical study in the paper. Moreover, I cite lots of cases such as China in WTO, China in BRIC, China with ASEAN, China with Latin America, China in Six- party Talks to exemplify my arguments. 
   Realism has a lot to say about China’s rising up in the world: Chinese state is the main vehicle to drive China’s economic expansion in the world with the state’s strong hand in adjusting and leading the economy with little interruption of business interest groups; the state is the main actor in facilitating China’s economic, political, and diplomatic cooperation with the rest of the world; the state is the policy- maker of China’s diplomacy to promote equality, stability, and development all over the world; the state is also constantly concerned with traditional security issues such as the proliferation of nuclear weapons and is a major negotiator to realize world peace. In theory, “State Capitalism”, “Neo-Functionalism”, “Balance of Power” and “Collective Security” all show clear signs of realism, which asserts that power is an essential element of international politics. 
   However, as E.H Carr argues: “utopia” and “reality” are two facets of international politics. Most leaders want their states to behave according to behave according to certain ideals, and norms. In peacetime, these norms and ideals are inextricably bound up with liberalism or idealism. To expand its economy, and exert influence over the world: China opens the economy, liberalizes trade and investment; China is also a good game player in the international community, playing an active roles in kinds of international organizations or regimes, such as WTO, and UN; China can not develop itself with building excessive linkage with other countries or regions, such as Latin America and ASEAN. In this sense, “International Regime Theory”, “Complex Interdependence Theory”, “Neo- Liberalism” which all show a liberalism perspective have a lot to prove. 
    China’s rise up is a complex phenomenon that can not be explained by one simple theory. All in all, states are still the driving power of China’s economic liberalization, and development of foreign relations. China is not a conflict state with problems in harmonizing power and ideals: The state cares for Chinese people and the whole world’s well-being; It is a good team player in international affairs, conforming to rules set by international regimes; It seeks balance of power through discourse, negotiations, and cooperation; It is also a great participant in promoting regional stability and prosperity. All in all, China’s model of development and evolvement is a model characterized by liberalism embedded in realism. Or, we can say, this model is a special development model with Chinese characteristics. 
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