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English Abstracts

Passing on the Traditional Friendship and Developing the Bright Prospect

Yang Fuchang

When celebrating the 50" anniversary of the es
tablishment of diplomatic relations between China and
the Arabian countries this year, we have experienced
three high tides in establishing relations within the past
fifty years. The establishment of diplomatic relations
between China and the Arabian couniries may imply
some points: the establishment of diplomatic relations
is a gradual process; China’ s foreign policy adjustment

pp-9- 13

promoted this process; the adjustment of the U. S.
policy to China affected some Arabian couniries’ ap-
proach to China; China and Arab support each other to
make their relations progress constantly. In the 21%
century, on the comprehensive and solid basis, Sino—

Arab relations will make further development and the
prospect is bright.

A Study of the Nature of Iran Nuclear Issue

Yue Hanjing

Iran’ s nuclear plan started from 1950’ s, under
the help of the U.S. and other western countries at its
birth. Since the victory of Islamic revolution in Iran in
1979, Iran’ s nuclear plan has been showing the terr
dency of being an issue, with the relations between F
ran and the U. S. as well as Israel chilled. In the late
1980 s and early 1990’ s, the U. S. began to pursue a
national strategic aim of guarding against and ntairr

ing the potential strategic rival. After Sept. 117 Ar

pp- 18- 23

tacks, U. S. Put “ absolute security” in anational strate-
gic level. Iran became one of the “ concerned coun-
tries” of the U.S. With Iran’ s nuclear plan progress
ing rapidly in recent years, the nuclear issue is getting
to be some crisis. The dual and multi— criteria of the
U.S. on nuclear issues show that the nature of Iran’ s
nuclear issue is closely connected with the national se-

curity strategy of the United States.

The U. S. - Libya Relations: Reasons from Hostility to Friendship

He Wenping

On 15" May 2006, the U. S. made the announce
ment of fully restoring the diplomatic ties with Libya.
The reasons from U. S. are that it hopes Libya can set

3

an example for those “ rogue states”, further control
Libya and the other oil - producing countries in the
Middle East and Africa, and build a global anti— terror
strategic bases chain. For Libya, it also hopes to inr

prove bilateral relations with the U. S., help it get

pp-24- 29

more involved in the international society, get rid of the
long time diplomatic isolation and upgrade Libya’ s sta-
tus and influence in the Middle East and Africa,
strengthen and speed up the political- economic reform
in Libya, and provide impetus for the rapid development
of oil industry, Owing to the decades— long hostility, it
is mot easy to be diselled in a short time.

.79.



