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Social Transformation, New Nation-Building, and
Social Development: The Former Soviet and
Eastern Bloc in the Past 30 Years
KONG Hanbing  cvevveveeve e eieieieieieieieieieieie e eeieeeeee (9 )

In the past 30 years since the collapse of the Soviet Union and
disintegration of the Eastern Bloc, for both states which lived
through the upheaval and successor states such as Russia and
Servia, social transformation and development has been the focus.
For those new states born during or after the upheaval, however,
new nation building and social development is their priority. In the
past 30 years of social transformation, new nation building, and
social development, the former Soviet and Eastern Bloc have
exhibited such characteristics as de-Sovietization, evident regional
differences, and highlighting one’s historical and cultural
uniqueness. Therefore, it is imperative to realize the great deal of
diversity and complexity among the former Soviet and Eastern bloc
states in the past 30 years so as to carry out the Belt and Road
Initiative and to strengthen the cooperation between China and
Central and Eastern European states under the “16 + 17

framework.

Interpretation, Meaning Production, and Reception
of International Political Discourse

In international politics, different countries may interpret and



respond differently when faced with the same political discourse or
fact. To a great extent, the effects of political discourse hinge
upon how the audience deduces understanding and meaning from
the language and the constructed social fact. In line with the
interpretive tradition in international relations theory, the
understanding and reception of political discourse constitutes a
process of social production of meaning. In interpreting a certain
political discourse or social fact, the audience, situated within a
specific  socio-cultural context, fully invokes background
knowledge and emotional beliefs to understand and take actions.
Therefore, different social contexts, background knowledge, and
emotional beliefs may lead different audiences to receive the same
discourse in very different ways, including full embrace,
negotiated acceptance, and sheer opposition. The study of
interpretation, meaning production and reception of political
discourse can not only help us further understand political
signaling, external publicity and image management, but also
enrich the research agenda of discourse studies in international

politics.

The U. S. Strategy of Global Water Diplomacy
Li ZRIFEI  vvvrrereeeemmmmmmmmneeeeeeineiitire et eeeiniineeeeeeseevineeeeeeneeeee ((63)

Water diplomacy is a significant part of the U. S. diplomacy and
an important tool for the U. S. to safeguard and expand regional
and global interests. Essentially the formation and development of
the U. S. water diplomacy strategy serves the implementation of
the U. S. global strategy. The U. S. has built a comprehensive
system of water diplomatic strategy by mobilizing a wide range of
domestic governmental and non-governmental resources and by
relying on a multi-tiered international partnership. In the process

of implementing the strategy, about 20 government agencies or



