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Change of Political- Religious Reltion and Its
Effect on Dan ocracy in theM iddle East (1 of 2)

Wang Lincong

The extent of strong and weak of the system atic
division is an important standard to udge the siua
ton of political- religbus relation The characters
of the political- religbus rehton n the M iddle E ast
countres expressed such kinds of types ntegrating
politics and relgion canbnng polites and religion
nto ong separating politics and relgion and de
facto divid ng of politics and religion, and they have
different mpacts on democracy The wo fom er can

restrain the development of democracy. But in sime

pp.21- 26

countres lke Iran some limitled democracy prac
tices can also be allowed under these wo kinds of
political- relgbus relations The phenanenon of de
facto d widing of politics and religion hasmade that it
is possble to conduct democracy test n the M iddle
East countries It doesn’ t mean that securitization
can lead directly to damocratization. In he M iddle
East the securitization and democratization din’ t
occur together. Generally, there is astage of authorr

tarian fran securitization to democratizatpn

An Analysis of India— Israel Relation and Its T endencies

Guo Peiging

Afler he CoUW ay India and Israel gradually
estab lished cbse cooperation for the canmon needs
n m ilitary and security fields The relation betw een
India and Israel is accord w ith Un ited States’ strate
gy in South Asig whih also has nflience on Russia
and Pak istan’

of contem porary internatonal re lations

s strategy n this region As one part
the India—

pp- 45— 50

Israel bilateral relation still faces many issues such
as United States’ strategy n South Asig India -
U.S. relation Inda - Iran relation Ihdia— A rab
relation and India’ s internal political change etc
AU knds of factors may becane obstacle n deepe

ning India— Israel relatbn

The Issue of Sovereign R ights in the Course of
Integration of A frican States: D ilanm a and Solution

Luo Junbo

There are many reasons which caused the badk-
ward of mntegratbn of African states One of the
man reasons is that the extend ng of national sover
eigns has restricted the fomation of integration The
reason for msisting on the prior of sovereign is that
A frican states think the sovereign is prior to integra
ton and hey wish hat the strengthen of sovereign
can hep to finishmodern naton- buid ng and pro-
mote the process of modemization and they also

hope that the strengthen of sovereign could avoid the

pp- 58— 63

losses of interests of themselves i the course of nte
gration A frica U nion has made great eflorts to m-
prove the system of decision— m aking enhance the
collective security mprove the integration of sochl
and econany but still there are many challengers
facng for then. A fricaUn bn should realize the m-
portance of the mtegration under the background of
globalizatbn, try to enhance the buid ng of systams
for integration and make efforts to coor nate the

rights and nlerests anong members



