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ble ntepretatbn of the econamic conveigence criteria set under the framework of
the M aasiricht Treaty modifying he convergence criteria tom ake the numerical re-
quirem entm ore rational and mtroducing the fast— track scheme such as the uniht

eral euroizaton

The SovereignDebtCrisis in he Euro Zone A Theoretical Framewok
SUN Haxia SQON Tuya

Th & paper ais to set a theorticalm odel for the sovere zn debt sustainability n the
Euro Zone and exphins the nherentmechanisn that triggered the debt criss based on
the follow ng 4 assumptions dravn from the model Fis the débt— GDP ratp will
grow steadily when the debt rate exceeds the real econamic gow th rate Second the
cost of financing in the maiket depends on the total anount of the debt and he govem-
ment s reputation Third the sustanable balaced debt level of one country will de-
cline afier it accedes the EuroZone And finally once the actual debt anount exceeds

themaximun sustaneble level it will grow contnuously

The EU’ s Institutional Change bwamds Africa and Its mpacts on China
JN Ling

A's an ndispensable part of he EU’ s policy change towardsA frica the EU’ s nstr
tutional mechanigns towards A frica have undergone sinificant nnovatons and ad-
psments This nstitutonal adjusiment sewes as a basic guarantee for the EU’ s
new A frican po licy objectives under the dhnanged ntemational context T argeting at
the problan s of fragn entatbn,  lack of coordinatbn and asynm etry the new mstitu-
tonal setting ntroduces such nfom almechanisms as “ Joint Experts Groups” and
“Lead Countries” while taking measures to enhance nstitutonal wordinaton Be-
cause Ch na is one of hemost mportant actors that pranote the EU’ s policy ad-
psment towards A frica th s paper puts an enphasis on the possble m pacts and
pressures thatthe EU’ s institutional change will exert on China’ s presence n A frr

ca

The New Development of EU Private Inematonal Lav: Expansion of
the EU’ s Canpetence and Its Europeanization
YE Bin

A fter he Eumpean Canmunity was conferred canpetence. of judicial cogperation in
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civilmatters under the Am sterdan Treaty the EU private ntemational law has ex-
perienced dramatic transfom aton Until he entiy nto force of the L ishon Treaty,

around thirty legislative m easures for udicial wopemtbn had been adopted in civil
matters The new development of EU jud ichl woperatbn in civilmatters or in
otherwords the European ization of private internatbnal bw, demonstrates that on
the one hand the EU’ s legislative measures are m oving gradually frum the trad r
tonal fieds of jurisdiction conflict of bw s andm utual recognition of breign pdg-
ments to the approximation of c¢wil procedural mles in the M enber States and
hat on the other hand the nfluence of the EU kw’ s principles on private nter

natonal law aggravates th 5 tendency of substantal value orientaton

An Analysis ofMetke IGoverrment s China Policy

ZHAO Ke

In this paper the author concludes that it is still pragnatisn but not he value—
based foregn policy that dan nates n theM erkel goverrm ent’ s Ch na policy “E-
conomy First” is the primary feature n today’ s Chna— Gem any relatbns which
while providing an anchor for the stability of the bilateral relations has becane a
trigger for conflicts The bizgest possble change of M eikel goverrment’ s China
policy doesn’ t e in its mplem entingm easures but in the Gem an political elites
because they not only cast doubts about the effectieness of the long— hel “Change
though Busness (W andel durch Handel) ” Policy the basic ilea of the Gem an

goverr ent’ s traditbnal China policy but even ntend to change it

The Ambivalent Attitudes towards imm igrants and the inm igration Policy
Models of European Countries a Case Study of Gemany

HUANG Yeqing PENG Huam in

M ost European countries hod an anbwalent attitude towards inm grants W hile
they need the mm grants on the one hand tey exclude them on the other The
changing demograph  structure globalized can petition and dem ocratic systems
have deepened and camplicated this kind of attitude G enerally speaking three the-
oretical models of mm igration policies exist differential exclision assmilatbn and
multialturalisn. Gemany is taken as a case study n this paper to elaborate how
the European countries balance their attitudes and m ake policy choices By campa-

ring the perfom ances of the Hur inm rant groups jin the G em,an labour martk et and



