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ABSTRACTS

Looking at the Indo - American Strategic Relationsfrom the Angle of Iran Nuclear Criss
Zhang Li

Washington hasin recent years tried to promoteitscivil nuclear energy cooperations with New Delhi and deepen their
bilateral strategic relations on the pretext of strengthening the nuclear non - proliferation mechanism while making all -
forts to make use of international mechanisms and military deterrence to intensfy international sanctions against Iran, who
is said to be stealthily develping nuclear weapons. The Iranian issue hasinevitably been and will continue to be an impor-
tant factor affecting and measuring Indo - American relations due to the different plights India and Iran are in and ther
different relations with the United States and the international community.

A Disussion of India’ sLobbying Diplomacy in Washington Centered
on* Indo - American Civil Nuclear Agreement”
Zhao Kejin

The Indian government has launched a large - scale lobbying campaign for the US - Indian nuclear deal with the
White House, Capitol Hill and the Amercian media as its targets of lobbying since 2006. Meanwhile, New Delhi has
formed a strong lobbying group consisting of Indian diplomats, Americansof Indianorigin, peoplefrom the business com-
munity and the various waksof lifein the United States, and adopted a strategy of lobbying with an allied force of the var
rious lobbyists, that , asaresult , have achieved a massive support on the Capitol Hill and persuaded Presdent George W.
Bush to sign the agreement.

India’ s' Look East” Policy and its Development
RenJia

India s' Look East” policy has experienced a 2 - stages development since its evolvement in the early 1990s. The
first stage saw rejuvenation of trade and economic cooperation between India and the Association of Southeast Asan Nar
tions (ASEAN) followed by a sgnificant acceleration of such economic activities while the second stage witnessed a fur-
ther eastward extention of India s cooperations with Adan- Pacific region and India’ s greater attention to Indian eco-
nomic relations with China and Japan.

An analysis of Hfect of BJ' s Development Cooperation Policy on Indo - BJ Relations
Jin Yongli

The development cooperation policy of the European Union (EU) embodies the guiding principles for its relations
with developing countries. Evolution and change of the policy are determined by the change of EU’ sinterna stuation
and international political and economic patterns. It has had a deep effect on Indo - EU relations. It has come into being
with the requirement of the circumstances and experienced a process of change from regionalism to globalism. Smilarly,
Indian relations with EU has gone through a process from marginalization to strategic partnership.

China Factor in India’ s Diplomatic Relations with Russia
Chen Xiaoping

India® sintention to contain Chinain its diplomatic relations with Russia should not be and can not be ignored while
we are examining the historical lessons and consdering our geo - strategic needs. This article startsfrom disscussing the
real limit of the Sno - Indo - Russ* strategic triangle” before it focuses its analyss on the imbalance between Russa s
military salesfor India and China and between Indo - Russo and Sno - Russo engergy cooperations, and draws a conclu-
son that we should learn and realize certain strategic implicationsfrom Indo - Russo relations and take relative measures
to off set any negative efects of such relations on China.

A Fragile Alliance —Understanding U. S- Pak Relations
LanJiang
Washington and Idlamabad have started and promoted their strategic cooperations in quite a lot of areas by making
use of the opportunity provided by the® September 11" terrorist attack in 2001. However , the two partners have nowar
days struck certain inharmonious notes, that have caused attention of the international community. Therefore, there will
be many more factors that will make their anti - terrorist cooperations complicated, their bilateral relations will be faced
with serious test and the future of their relations will be full of variables.

A Discussion on Alliance - oriented Strategy in Pakistan’ s Diplomacy
—A Case Study of U. S. - Pak Anti - terrorist Alliance
Lu dimin
Pakistan has become & Front - line State” once again and a major non- NA TO allied state of the United States ow-
ing to its support for U. S. anti - terrorist war snce the® September 11 Event” in 2001, and, as a result , has received

generous political , economic and military ass stances from Washington. However , Idamabad has met with both great in-
ternal and international challenges due to its support for Washington in the latter’ santi - terrorist war.

On the Three Major Playersin Pakistan' s Domestic Politics—the Army ,
the Religious Force and the United States
Wang Weihua
The Army, Mullahs (the religiousforce) and the United States are the three major playersin Pakistan’ s home poli-

tics, where the Army has been playing a critical role on Pakistan’ s political arena, Mullahs are able to utter louder and
louder voicesin the country’ s political life with the launch of the anti - terrorist war in South Asa, and the United



