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(English Abstracts)

Clinton’ s Africa Policy in his Second— term

Fu Jijun

Clinton government had adjusted its Africa
policy by abig margin in the second— term. It had
attached great importance on African problems;
supported the endeavor of African countries for
increased the
and mainly

maintaining peace and stability;
Africa
developed the relationships with African regional
powers, newly developed democratic countries and

economic investment 1in

sub— regional organizations. The purpose of the

pp- 20— 23

policy adjustment was to improve Americd s image
in Africa, develop its strategic interests in Africa,
and influence African issues by making use of
African regional powers and sub — regional
organizations. T he policy conforms to America’ s
strategic interests and will continue to influence the
trend of the U. S.’

century.

Africa policy in the new

The Features of South Africa’ s Foreign Trade

Deng Zutao & Yang Xingli

Foreign trade has occupied an important
position in the economic development of South
Africa.
trade features of South Africa, and analysed the
advantages and disadvantages affecting the foreign
trade of South Africa.

This paper has summarized the foreign

The parper has also

pp- 24— 28

discussed the strong complementary business
relationships between South Africa and China,
pointing out the necessity and feasibility of
accelerating the development of economic and trade
relationships betw een the two countries.

Iran and Russia: Special Alliance in Central Asia

H ao Zhengeng

After the independence of the Central Asian
countries, some relevant countries have launched a
fierce competition in the international political stage
of this area and finally formed complicated
international relationships. Depending on their
mnate geopolitical and geoeconomic advantages as
well as their ethnic and religious linkage, Iran and
Russia have become two indispensable important
players in the chessboard of the Central Asia’ s
geographic strategy, and moved to ally due to the

(5 AR M NIA F

pp-29- 32

interest needs between each other. Different with
the interest — dominant alliance between the U. S.
and Turkey, Iran and Russia have formed a kind of
alliance in Central Asia.

due to the restriction of civilization

support— drawing
However,
factor, strategic emphasis and the contradiction
among the Central Asian countries, the relations
between Iran and Russia will not move forward
very smoothly.
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