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Debates on Nuclear Deerrence in Briiin

HE Q isong

In the background of he alleviation of nuclear posture the Strategic D efence R e-
view w as pub Ished by he British Labour Party goverrm ent n 1998 which stated
hat Britain would pursue the “m nimun nuclear deterrence” strategy and at the
sane tm e decrease its nuclear arsenal How ever in the face of the deterbrating
nuclear proliferation the Britsh goverrm ent announced in several white papers
that Britain would guarantee the m ninum nuclear deterrence and called the pub-
lic to join he disaussons @bout it Spechlists scholars and various oganisations
have been engaged n the debates on issues such as whether Britain should m ain-
tain its nuckar deterrence what kind of hundh ng system should be adopted and
whether updating nuckar arsenal v b lates its obligations under the N on-prolifera-
ton Treaty (NPT'), which nvolves a multitude of problans lke the cost and
effect of nuclear deterrence and Britan’ s status as aworld power Regarding the
issue of whethermantaining and updating nuclear arsenal runs counter to the ob-
lgat ons under the NPT, a proposal naned “V irtual Arsenal’ has ganed prom r
nencg whid not only ensures nuclear deterrence but is a critical step tow ards
nuclear ams control and disam an ent

Turkey’ s Basic Standpoint on the EU Membership

LI Bingzhong

Tuikey’ s application Hr EU membership is undoubtedly a un fue case n nterna-
tonal politics and internatonal re htionships W hether Tutkey is adm itted to the
EU, it givesup on its own will or it is re pcted by the EU br a long ting thi
m atter itself will definitely exert deep-going nfliences on the mnternatonal polr
tics Up to now most of the studies on this problan concentrate on the EU’ s attr
tudes towards Turkey butmuch less on the attitudes of Tuk ey towads joining the
EU. The author tries to explore the canplexity of Turkey’ s applicaton Hr EU
man bershp by analysing its applcatbn pwocess the obstacles to its EU m an ber-
shp the possble contrbutons thatTuikey couldm ake after it joins the EU, and
Tuikey’ s weghting on the benefits and bsses of EU membership

Peace and Safeyy The Bast Values behind he EU’ s Foreign Polr
cies

YANG Fengmin

The EU, as a regional gioup has grovn into a decisve politcal and ewnan ic
power n the multi-po hrised worll after several decades’ development The EU
has also been tiyng to extend its values to the world w ith the help of its ncreas
ng strength n order to enhance its nfliences Since a peaceful and safe environ-
ment has becane he ndispensable precondition for development the EU’ s ex-
tension of its foreign poliy should be founded on the idea of peace and safety,

whidh is both effective and easy to be accepted by the rest of theworl so as to
enhance its political and econamic nfliences n the world



