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English Abstracts

Tendencies of the Palestinian— Israeli Peace Talks
after the Palestinian Election

Yu Guoging

The death of Arafat in Nov. 2004 marked the be
ginning of a new chapter of the Paleslinian history.
When the second eledion in Palestinian history took
place in Jan. 2005, Abbas became the leader, who is
now facing challenges from the power structure reforms,
the extremist organizations, and Israel’ s policies. In

the possible future peace talks, the two sides of Pales

pp- 12— 16

tine and Israel will contest over a series of sticky issues
concerning the Jewish settlements, the separation wall,
the refugees, and Jerusalem. The U. S. Middle East
strategy will further affect the evolution of the Palestine

— Israel issue under the changing circumstances in the

Middle East.

On Weapons of Mass Destruction in the Middle East

Zhao Guozhong

The issue of Weapons of Mass Destruction
(WMD) in the Middle East has become a vital concern
to the international community since the Iraq War end-
ed. Under the pressure of U. S.” overthrowing Sad-
dham regime, Libya announced in Dec. 2003 that it
voluntarily eliminated the WM D programs and accepted
When the International

international examination.

Atomic Energy Agency announced in Aug. 2003 the

pp- 17- 21

discovery of enriched uranium particles in Iran, the I-
ran nuclear issue stood out promptly, and the disputes
over the issue is still continuing. Israel is the only
country that possesses the nuclear weapons in the Mid-
dle East. Given its stiff stance toward the nuclear is-
sue, it’ s unlikely to build a Non— WMD zone in the

region.

The Iran Nudear Issue and Its Impact on U. S. — Iran Relations

Zeng Jun

Out of the necessity of maintaining the national
security, of pursing the strength and status of a big
power in the Gulf, and even in the Middle East, and
of exploiting its rich nuclear resources, Iran insists on
its nuclear development program. Due to various rea
sons, the Iran nuclear issue cannot be solved in a short
time. Although the intensification of the nuclear issue

may result in severe U.S. economic sanction on Iran,

pp- 2- 26

military actions against Iran are unlikely to occur. U.

S. — Iran relations will not be relaxed or ameliorated
unless the United States takes systematic and pragmat ic
policies toward Iran, conducts direct and thorough dia-
logues with Iran on the nuclear issue and the regional
stability, respects Iran’ s security concerns in the Gulf
and the Middle East, and actively establishes a post—

Iraq war Gulf security mechanism.

.79.



