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(8) The National and Modern Character of the New Literature in the Context of Cultural
Confidence Song Jianhua, Tan Guilin and Li Yi « 146 -

The year 2017 is the 100th anniversary of the birth of the New Literature. After
the joint efforts of generations of writers, Chinese literature has not only succeeded in
achieving a modern transformation, but has also gained a place in world literature.
Understanding the New Literature’ s national and modern character has become a
topical issue for academia. The present special issue of the journal contains three
papers that expound the dialectical relationship between cultural confidence and the
development of the New Literature from different perspectives, with a view to
arousing interest and discussion in academia and stimulating research on modern and
contemporary Chinese literature. Professor Song Jianhua of the Liberal Arts College
of Jinan University holds that the New Literature adheres to a Han Chinese language
intellectual approach; it may draw on the west but never loses itself in the west.
“The west” simply activates “tradition” rather than replacing it; assimilating the west or
blending with the west is the real meaning of the “new” in New Literature. Professor Tan
Guilin of the School of Chinese Language and Culture, Nanjing Normal University, holds
that faced with the violent onslaught of western literary and artistic intellectual currents,
the New Literature ultimately uses the interactive gaming of instrumental reason and the
humanist spirit and invokes the values of “statecraft for practical use” to construct the
spiritual forces of the New Literature. Professor Li Yi of the School of Chinese Language
and Literature, Peking University, believes that regardless of whether the new culture is a
“revolution” or a “rejuvenation,” it is a component of the transmutation of traditional
culture. Although it is inseparable from the western impact and influence, it remains a

creative expression of Chinese language and culture.

(9) Calculating Power in International Organizations: As Exemplified in Reforms to

IMF Quotas and Voting Rights Huang Wei « 181

The voting mechanism is important in the decision-making process of
international organizations, reflecting as it does the game of power. Using the IMF
quotas for 2008 and the power distribution resolutions before and after the voting
rights reform of 2010 as basic data, we compare the decision-making power of IMF
member countries before and after the reform. Our analysis shows that the reform has
helped lessen gaps between IMF members in terms of decision-making power. If the rule of
a 70 percent majority is adopted, the US will lose its absolute veto, which will be conducive
to increasing the power of the newly emerging economies, including China. Further, the
results of our calculations indicate that there is no strict correspondence between decision
making power and changes in share of voting rights. An increased share of voting rights
does not necessarily mean an increased share of decision-making power; countries with

different voting quotas may have the same decision-making power.
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