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An Analysis of the Effect of Regional Trade Institutions on Peace: A
Developing Country Perspective
Lang Ping

Abstract; With the end of the Cold War, economic globalization and the
rise of emerging economies have brought new vitality to regional economic
integration involving developing countries. At the same time, developing
countries continue to face pressure from conflicts at the regional level, with
regional trade institutions yielding peace dividends only under certain
circumstances. This article selects 19 regional trade institutions of developing
countries, and compares their level of economic integration and the frequency
of emerging conflicts from 1982-1997. It finds that when the risk of conflict
is medium or high, the higher the level of integration, the lower the
frequency of military conflict; on the other hand, when the risk is either
extremely low or extremely high, this pattern ceases to be evident. On the
basis of seven case studies, it finds that the effect of regional trade
institutions on peace is conditioned on expected objectives, high level
summits and other factors, but ultimately depends on the nature of the
specific conflict and the role of domestic political institutions.

Key Words: Regional Trade Institutions; Effect on Peace; Developing
Countries; ASEAN; South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation
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Economic Interdependence: The Road to Peace or the Root of
Conflict

Empirical Research on China and Its Neighbor Countries, 1981-2007

Pang Minghui and Ao Xinglin

Abstract: The continuous increase of economic interdependence between

China and its neighbors has brought the changes in political dynamics

between these states. Liberalism argues that economic interdependence

represents a force for peace, while realism sees it as a source of conflicts. On
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the basis of quantitative analysis conducted on a panel data set constructed
herein, including China and the 17 of its neighbor countries, this article
finds that when the variables such as “relative comprehensive power” and
“level of institutional participation ” are under control economic
interdependence in fact does clearly improve political relations between
states, which therefore meets the theoretical expectations of liberalism. As
economic factors are more and more important, China and its neighbors have
all worked to strengthen their economic ties; and as interdependence
increases, a community of common destiny emerges. Under such
circumstances, all parties strive to prevent conflicts and prefer cooperation as
a means of seeking greater economic benefits. In addition, the results of the
analysis and the effects of the control variables on bilateral relations can be a
reference to China’s diplomatic strategy.
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