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trend for a long time but from 2016 to 2018 Sino-Australian relations have declined
by a large margin which is mainly the result of Australia’s political behavior. Under
the circumstances that China does not pose a security threat to Australia the economic
cooperation between the two sides has brought great economic benefits to Australia
and China is willing to continue to develop Sino-Australian relations. The turn in Aus—
tralia’ s attitude towards China from 2016 to 2017 is unusual. This paper holds that
the main reason for the change in Australia’s attitude towards China is not the strate-
gic pressure of the United States on Australia but that Australia attaches great impor—
tance to the stability of the international order under the increasing uncertainty of the
international system. Australia regards China as a major country that may impact on
the stability of the existing rules-based international order. With the Trump administra—
tion adopting a series of measures to impact on the stability of the existing internation—
al order especially the stability of the existing international economic and trade order
in 2018 Australia has changed its understanding as to which country is the greater
challenge to the international order. Its policy towards China has also been adjusted
accordingly resulting in new opportunities for the development of Sino-Australian rela—
tions. The analysis of this paper is helpful to get a better understanding of the interna—
tional behavior of some middle powers with beneficial security and economic environ—
ment and provides different approach to thinking for the improvement of Sino-Austral—-
lan relations.
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[Abstract]When Donald Trump became the president the return of conservatism led
the transition of the US cybersecurity strategy and guided the formation of “whole of
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government” cybersecurity policies. The conservative cybersecurity strategy has evolved
based on two major dynamics: one is top-down adjustment of the “America First” and
traditional republican conservatism and another one is bottom up of the “election
meddling” event. The characteristics of the conservative cyber strategy includes: asser—
tive cyber force doctrine like persistent engagement and defense forward which try to
break the constrain of the sovereignty and expand their cyber operations into other
states; dysfunctional cyber diplomacy which includes the suspension of the US cyber
dialogues with other major powers and a negative attitude toward cyberspace global
governance; enhancing the DHS’ s role in cybersecurity protections; embracing the ICT
policy in the cybersecurity strategy and the big power competitions in assuring the sup-
ply chains. While it is still too early to judge whether the conservative cybersecurity
strategy can achieve the expected benefits it has already brought about negative effects
on the US and global cybersecurity. The unilateralism drags the US into double cyber—
security dilemma: offensive cyber operations increases big power conflicts while dimin—
ishing efforts toward cyber diplomacy and global governance make the cyberspace even
more disorderly.

[Key Words Jconservatism persistent engagement defense forward cybersecurity strat—
egy
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berspace Governance SIIS.

The Development of International Relations Theories in Europe and Sino-Euro
Dialogue

[Italy ]Mario Telo ( 80)

[AbstractIThe roots of European International Relations ( IR) theory lie not only in
the paradigm of realism but also in the thoughts of Christianity liberalism and Marx.
With the development of European integration the principle of realism has been di-

rectly deeply and fundamentally questioned in Western Europe which is conducive to
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