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tices. The limits of traditional IR Theories” epistemology on security lie in the tension
between their substantialist thinking and the relational nature of international security.
To understand and explain ASEAN’s security practices entails employing relationalism
thinking and breaking through the individualistic methodology associated with substan—
tialism. Based on the fundamental hypotheses of the Relational Theory of World Poli-
tics on co-existence relational identity and relational rationality relational security ar—
gues that relational identity verification which is oriented towards maintaining coexis—
tence and seeking shared interests is a way to accomplish the goal of sustainable se—
curity featuring a combination of ontological security and physical security and active
and creative practices in line with relational rationality are key to the success of the
verification process. The concept of relational security overcomes the problem of isola—
ted defining of security interests neglects of psychological security dimension and irra—
tional security outcomes and thus provides a new perspective and framework to under—
stand the success of ASEAN% efforts on constructing long peaceful security eco-system
and its diversified and flexible security practices.

[Key Words Jrelational security relational identity relational rationality —security eco—
system ASEAN

[AuthorlJi Ling Associate Professor Institute of Asian Studies China Foreign Affairs
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A Dual Architecture with a Tri-polar Regional Order for Global Governance in
the New Globalization Era

Ju Jiandong Peng Wan Yu Xinding (123)

[Abstract JFrom 1970s to 1990s the representative view of global governance structure
in academia is hegemonic stability theory that a stable global system is one in which a
hegemonic state provides global public goods and dominates the establishment and ma-

intenance of international order. Although the debate on the theory has declined the
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intuition has always been influencing the discussion of global governance system. The
hyper—globalization that began in the 1980s is no longer sustainable and the global
disorder is increasingly prominent under the circumstance of COVID-19 pandemic. The
essence of the current global disorder is the basic contradiction between the superstruc—
ture of globalization and the economic base to be specific the incompatibility be—
tween the United Statesded global governance and “tripolar” world economic struc-
ture. The era of the “new globalization” featured with innovation-driven and the block
pattern is approaching. The solution to the problem of global disorder is to reform the
superstructure to make it adapt to the globalization economic base. Based on quantita—
tive analysis and historical case study we discuss the realistic possibility of construc—
ting an optimal governance system in the New Globalization era from the perspective of
public goods provision and this paper proposes a theoretical explanation on the fea—
tures of global governance structure. It is argued that a dual architecture consisting of
global and regional governance institutions with a tripolar order at the regional level is
a feasible structure for global governance under current circumstances. And this archi-
tecture is beneficial to the promotion of efficiency in the provision of public goods the
stability of the international order and the maintenance of effective regional competi—
tion.
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