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The Ethnic Minorities Perspective in Chinese International

Relations Theories: Orientation, Foundation, and Approach
Jin Lei B R P PR PR @ N 15)|

The development of Chinese International Relations (IR) theories
has its unique logic and historical origins. Chinese IR scholars try
to extract elements from traditional Chinese culture for theoretical
innovation. China’s ethnic minorities are part of the Chinese nation
and traditional Chinese culture includes the cultures of ethnic
minorities. Therefore, the thought and practice of ethnic
minorities can be regarded as a useful research object for Chinese
IR scholars. Through learning and examining the worldviews,
migration, gender roles, and customary law of Chinese ethnic
minorities, we can combine and compare such local knowledge
with the practice of international relations. To stimulate scholarly
innovations and find new approaches to construct Chinese
international relations theories, it is helpful to interpret
international politics and China’s diplomacy from the perspective
of ethnic minorities research. Subjects such as China’s ancient
diplomatic history, cross-border field surveys, and ethnic
minorities in global history are particularly relevant.

A Review of Constructivist Norm Contestation Research
Chen Zheng and Huang Huibin tee eaceecces sceaacosccnsace sescsscsscessnn (136)

Norm contestation has emerged as a forefront issue in the study of
International Relations theories. It is both an extension of the
constructivist international norm studies agenda and an outcome
driven by the recent changes in world politics. From the
theoretical standpoint, norm contestation studies emphasizes the
inherent contradictions within norm structures and the dynamic
entanglement of multiple actors as key drivers for norm
contestation and evolution. In empirical studies, scholars have
explored various political debates and competitions that occur in
the processes of norm formation and development, norm
application and implementation, and its transformations.
Contestation can either weaken or strengthen norms. How to
measure and explain the effects of contestation and whether
contestation influences the stability of the norms remain the focus
of current debates. While the study of norm contestation has
opened up new research areas and promoted theoretical progress in
the field of International Relations, it also suffers from
fragmentation and other problems. Future research should
emphasize ontology and echo the practical needs of the changing
world and China’s diplomacy. Issues such as contestation
strategies can be explored further,



