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Abstracts

Economic Transition in Brazil: Achievements and Limitations

(pp. 3-15)

The period of 1994 —2002 represents a critical stage of economic transition in Brazil. During the period the
Brazilian government launched a series of economic reforms based on the Real Plan which succeeded in curbing
hyperinflation and realizing the transition of development model from an inward-oriented one to an outward-oriented
one. It also contributes greatly to Brazil’s transition from a stateded economy to a market economy. The paper
presents the achievements and limitations of Brazil’s economic transition by analyzing investment and economic
growth the changes of foreign trade industrial restructuring social reforms and the improvement of people’s

livelihood. It is concluded that an economic growth model in line with Brazil’s own characteristics is not yet

established. ( Su Zhenxing)

Economic Governance in Latin America ( pp. 16 —20)

Latin America has suffered repeated financial crises and macroeconomic instability and its economic
performance has been lagging behind that of East Asia. These shortcomings are attributed to many factors one of
which being poor economic governance. Poor economic governance in most Latin American countries can be blamed
on the following phenomena: 1) Capability of the national leaders in terms of managing the economy is weak;
2) there is a lack of policy consistency; 3) corruption is wide-spread; 4) resource curse jeopardizes the incentive
of upgrading economic governance; 5) interest groups have exerted great influence upon economic policy-making
and implementation; 6) poor planning by the government has resulted in short-sighted policy actions; and
7) persistent social problems and tensions have made it impossible for the government to concentrate on improving

economic governance. ( Jiang Shixue)

Maritime Disputes in Latin America and Solutions (pp. 21 -27)

To protect the maritime domain and make full use of ocean resources is one of important components of national
independence and economic development. In Latin America there are many maritime boundary disputes remaining
to be resolved. Driven by increasing demand for natural and energy resources regional countries adopted a more
hardline position in the past five decades over those disputes. But they generally followed the principle of
negotiation and joint development. There are some examples of peaceful settlement of maritime disputes in the
region demonstrating that bilateral negotiations based on pragmatism can replace arbitration of the International
Court to serve as a tool resolving such disputes. The solution to the dispute between Argentina and the U. K. over
the Malvinas Islands stands out the importance of shelving disputes and conducting joint development in solving

maritime disputes. ( Wu Guoping Wang Fei)
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