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Studying the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership
from the Angle of East Asian Integration: Continuities and
Breakthroughs

The Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP) was
formally signed into existence in late 2020. By examining the
similarities and differences between RCEP and the “East Asian
characteristics” in other economic arrangements in East Asia, this
article presents a two-fold finding. On the one hand, from the
perspective of contents, the RCEP, like other trade agreements,
continues to focus on market openness. On the other hand,
however, it has expanded the breadth of relevant topics and
deepened their depth. While inheriting the unanimous principle of
“the ASEAN way” in decision-making, the RCEP has developed
intrinsic features of “hard regionalism” because of its mechanisms
of supervision and enforcement, compensation, and dispute
settlement. From the process of perspective, while abiding by the
“ASEAN centrality,” the RCEP has also made critical historical
breakthroughs. Looking forward, the RCEP shares similar
challenges with other economic pacts in East Asia. In sum, the
RCEP is an economic arrangement lying between tradition and
modernity, between East Asian characteristics and European-style
institutionalism. While catering to the realities in East Asia, the

RCEP has provided a new model of mega free trade agreements.

Theorizing Changes in International Organizations:

Theoretical Evolution and Implications

The formal institutional design and organizational culture of



international organizations (I0Q) are constantly evolving. To
explain such changes, researchers have developed many mid-level
theories to deepen our understanding of the structure that sustains
an 10’7 s design, culture, and behavior, the driving forces of
change, and different mechanisms of change. Most middle-level
theories have been constructed around two major courses: the
state-centric approach and the IO-centric approach. Under the
state-centric approach, rational design, historical institutionalism,
institutional competition, and principal-agent theories regard
states as the key drivers of change and argue that states, based on
their interests and power, can directly change an 10’ s institutional
design. On this basis, scholars analyzed states’ strategic choices
in promoting the reform of 10s. The 1O-centric approach regards
organizational culture as a structural factor that determines the
behavior of I0s and attaches importance to the agency of
international bureaucracy. Scholars have proposed that the
internal dynamics of 10s, such as the flow of ideas, cognitive
evolution, and bureaucratic politics, can promote ideational
changes in I0s. On the basis of the above theories, we now have a
more comprehensive understanding of the logic of change in 10s.
If we want to promote deep reforms of I0s, we need to bring
together multiple forces, including states, international
bureaucrats, and other international actors. We also need to pay

attention to both material and ideational drivers of 10 evolution.

China > s Effective Participation in the Making of
International LLaw.: Conditions and Tactics

The strategies and tactics China should deploy to effectively shape
the making of international law depend on several conditions.
They include the restrictive and enabling institutional conditions in
various regimes of international law that China chooses to advance
a normative proposal, whether China’ s proposals possess the
general intrinsic qualities of a potentially successful normative
proposal, and the capacity for engaging in lawmaking activities
within the chosen regime. China should choose the proper
lawmaking forum based on that forum”’s degree of legalization, the

weight of lawmaking power among member states, its systematic



