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Logical Analysis of Iran’ s Hard- line Stance on Nuclear Issue

Jiang Zhen

Iran has been maintainng a tough stance since
he outbreak of the nuclear issue Fis{ the logical
source of this stance is hat Iran consilers its nuclear
non— proliferation attitude is i the realization of the
unity of rights and dutes and therefore it has the
legitinacy of its nuclear activities Secondly Iran
hinks its nuclear hard — line policy reflects the
consistency connected the national independence and
strength w ith the natonal nteresis of Iran Thirdly

pp. 5- 11

hard— line polty of Iran upholds the necessity and
possibility of success The reason of this necessity
canes fran Iran’ s historical experience and
consideration of the current security sitnatbn the
possibility canes fran Iran’ s own geopolitical
position and strategic resources of the self —
confidencg and of course Iran has an optin istic
assessment on the relations betveen major powers
present

TheW est Asian C ivilization of theW ritings of M arx and Engels

AnWethua

W est A san Civilization occupied an m portant
position i the history ofworld civilization I heir
books  Marx and Engels descrbed the
character stics of the trad itional mode of production
nwestAsiag and siuatons of A ssyrian Sum erian
Arabs Jews and other ethnic groups western A sia
n the East— W est traffic status and changes n trade

pp-12- 19

routes the modem political entity and religious
belefs and teaching mntemnational relatbns n west
Asia This description and discussion confomed to
the relevant characteristics of the tmes and has
guil ng sinificance on our current analysis and the
study ofmodern western A sk society

Discussion on C ivil Society in E gypt

W ang Lincong

The cwil society m Egypt is a product of socmnl
differentiation in recent hisiotry of development
stage There is a clear boundary between traditbnal
social owan izations and cwil society. The generating
model of Egyptian cwil society displays boh in types
of govemmen - led and self- gowth As a whole
Egypt s civil society is still n the nitial develop
mental stage wih he characteristics of weak inde

pp.26- 31

pendence mature and transitivity and there exists
great tension and difference w ithn the organizations
of the civil socety These characteristts detem ine
he linitation of the wle of the civil society n
process of political democratization n Egypt and it
is difficult to form a bottan — up mechanisn to
pranote democracy in this civil society

. 79.



