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tion and to have appropriate control of the intensty and timing
of the implementation of the policy chosen. The leson to be
drawnisthe god st for the financia policy should be rationa
and appropriate, and equal attention should be paid to short-
term stability goal and mediumrand long-term growth goa .

Middle East Studiesin the U. S. : Paradigms,

Debates and Impact Yang Xiaming (84)
The functionsof Middle East studiesin the United States have
changed from serving the government to disengagement from
government and then to criticism of government policies. The
paradigms used in the studies have a< changed from modern-
ization theory to post-colonialism theory to civil society theory.

“ The third dimenson” in American foreign-policy culture took
advantage of the Sept. 11 attacks to criticize MESA |, resulting
in a controversy. Thisarticle summarizes the debate and argues
that the truth isthe neo-conswant to influence US Middle East
policy by starting the debate, and that it is, to some extant ,
the continuation of Arab-Israel corflict in the academia. The
debate a9 reflects ssme common problems within the academi-
a. This article concludes that the impact of the debate on US
policy to lraqis quite evident.

Anayssof American Nativist
Movement Dong Xiaochuan (99)

American nativist movement is a movement with exclusonism
as its theoretica bass. It is biased mainly against Catholic,
Semitist, Adan, and Hispanic immigrants. The mainstay of
the movement is osme organizations in the nature of fraternity
ciety , andits goa isto safeguard American white mainstream
culture. This movement continued on and off for a number of
years and has not yet completely disgppeared. As an important
event in American ocia and politicad movement , it started at
the grassroot level and gradualy moved to the upper echelon
and has exerted certain influence on the formulation of govern-
ment policy. The nativiss movement is closdly linked with the
issue of immigration and the existence and development of mul-
ticulture in American ciety and is inseparable from American
white racism, nationalism and mainstream religion.



