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Advantages of the SADC in the Process of African Integration

Wang Yanhua

Among the three most influential regional organr
zations in African regional integration (SADC, ECOW-
AS, and COMESA), SADC, with most advantages and
potentials, stands out in African integration. The ad
vartages of SADC include: the member states have
started to cut tariffs and promote free trade at an early
time, and worked out sub— step executive measures
with a deadline; obvious progresses have been achieved

in the removal of non— tariff barriers and in the devel
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opment of capital market since 1999; the building of the
infrastructure has been accelerated for the benefits of
free trade and rigid place of origin principle has been
executed for the interests of the member states. The
anchor states of the three organizations are South
Africa, Nigeria and Egypt respectively, of which South
Africa is most outstanding. Under the framework of
African Union’ aim, the role of SADC is more impor-

tant.

U. S. — Islamic World Relations and the“ Clashes of Civilization”

An Weihua

The distrust and gradual estrangement between the
United States and the Islamic world charaderizes the
international relations. Despite the factor of clashes of
civilization” , the main resultant factors to the intense
bilateral relations lie in America’ s related policies.
Since the end of the Cold War, ideological struggles
have not been wholly replaced by the“ clashes of cive
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lization” ; the antithesis and clashes of values stand out.
Although different values are not incompatible as water
and fire, to avoid imposing one’ s own values upon oth-
ers is the key to normal relationsl. One camnot say that
all- round clashes have taken place among different
civilizations, but dialogues between civilizations are

eamestly needed now.

America’ s“ Democratic” Transformation Strategy toward the Middle East

Yan Wenhu

The United States holds that the biggest threat to
its interests in the Middle East is those wuniries that
support terrorism with the Middle East as their base
camps and attempt to develop weapons of mass destruc
tion. Therefore, the United States worked out a new
strategy toward the Middle East with® anti— terrorism”
and “democratic transformation” as its dual tactics corr
currently. It hopes to support pro— American countries

and forces through democratizing Middle Eastern cour
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tries, to better cntrol oil resources in the Middle East
and lay foundations for realizing the aims of its global
strategy through weakening the Islamic influences by
Americal- style democracy and values. However, ow-
ing to the effects of such factors as history, religion,
ethnicity, culture and social development, the Middle
East countries are unlikely to move toward democracy of
American style in political awareness and social sys

tem.



