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On China’s Peaceful Development and China-African Relations 


by Madame He Luli
Vice Chairperson of the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress of China and President of the CPAPD

( The abridged version of the speech delivered in 
Ethiopia )



First of all, I would like to extend my thanks to Professor Kinfe Abraham, President the Ethiopian International Institute for Peace and Development, for his kind invitation that enables me to visit your beautiful country for the first time. I feel greatly honored to see and learn about your long history, your culture, your economic and social achievements and the profound friendship between our two peoples. 
Peaceful development is the ardent aspiration and unswerving pursuit of the Chinese people. Since the beginning of reform and opening up in the late 1970s, China has successfully embarked on a path of peaceful development suited to its national conditions and the features of the times. Along this path, the Chinese people are striving to build the country into a prosperous,democratic, culturally advanced and harmonious modern country while making  fresh contributions to the progress of mankind through her own development. This path of peaceful development is the inevitable choice of China, which is in line with her specific conditions, cultural tradition and the trend of development around the world. 

Since China started reform and opening up in 1978, the Chinese people have adhered to the principles of independence, reform and opening up, kept pace with the times to improve the socialist system and pursued socialism with Chinese characteristics under the leadership of the Communist Party of China. As a result, sea changes have taken place in China with sustained, steady and rapid economic growth, and major progress in all social undertakings. Over the 27 years of reform and opening up, China’s GDP grew from 147.3 billion US dollars to 2225.7 billion US dollars, registering an annual growth rate of 9.4%. Per capita GDP rose from less than 300 US dollars to 1700 US dollars. In 2005, China’s economy maintained a fast growth rate of 9.9%. China feeds 22% of the world’s population with less than 10% of the world’s total arable land and has lifted 220 million people out of poverty. Social undertakings such as education, science and technology, culture, public health, sports have seen rapid development, thus better meeting the growing cultural needs of our people. 

In the process of peaceful development, China adheres to a scientific outlook on development in her effort to build a harmonious socialist society. The scientific outlook on development features a comprehensive, coordinated, sustainable and people-oriented approach to promote  balanced economic and social development. Reform and development are advanced through striking a balance between urban and rural development, among different regions, between economy and social progress, between development of man and nature, and between domestic development and opening up to the outside world. Social harmony is an important prerequisite for successfully undertaking our tasks. The harmonious socialist society that we have mapped out features democracy, rule of law, justice, honesty, decency, friendship, vitality, order, stability and harmony between man and nature. We stress the necessity to address the difficulties that the general public are most concerned with through creating more jobs, expediting the efforts to improve the social security system, ensuring the basic livelihood of the poor, stepping up income distribution, promoting institutional innovation of social management, properly handling contradictions among the people and coordinating the interests among different groups with a view to ensuring a decent livelihood of our people. I would like now to give you a brief account of the guidelines on the 11th Five-Year Plan adopted at the 4th session of the 10th National People’s Congress this year. The guidelines map out the strategic highlights of the 11th Five-Year Plan period in the process of implementing the scientific outlook on development. First, maintaining fast yet steady economic growth. Given the need and probability, the annual growth of GDP is targeted at 7.5% with greater focus on social programs. Second, speeding up economic restructuring and transforming the pattern of economic growth through building a conservation-minded and environmentally friendly society. In the 11th Five-Year Plan period, gross energy consumption is expected to fall by 20% and pollutants discharge reduced by 10%. Third, balancing urban and rural social economic development by according top priorities to addressing issues related to agriculture, farmers and rural areas and promoting the development of a new socialist countryside. Fourth, building up the capability of independent innovation through expedited development of science, technology and education as well as fostering a contingent of competent people.
Fifth, advance reform and opening up. Sixth, sparing no efforts to build a harmonious society.
China’s peaceful development aims at promoting peaceful development domestically while, at the same time, striving for world peace and prosperity externally. Peaceful development is a path that links china’s domestic development with opening up, China’s development with that of the world, and the fundamental interests of the Chinese people with the common interests of the people worldwide. China is dedicated to promoting the progress of mankind through her own development. China will continue to make her contribution to promoting world economic growth. Over the recent years, China’s economy has maintained steady, rapid growth, which brings hope and vigor to the world economy saddled with increasing fluctuations. From 2000 to 2004, China’s economic growth contributed 13% on average to the world economic growth, making China an important driving force for the world economy. 

China’s peaceful development is reflected in her commitment to peace and development internationally. Holding high the banner of peace, development and cooperation, China adheres to an independent foreign policy of peace and actively develops friendly and cooperative relations with other countries on the basis of mutual benefit and win-win results. China properly handles her relations with neighboring countries by following the policy of friendship and partnership with her neighbors, while supporting the development of developing countries and providing assistance to the best of her ability. China attaches great importance to adjusting relations with other major powers and calls for enhancing understanding and trust with a view to expanding the scope of cooperation. China advocates democracy in international relations and diversity in development models to promote economic globalization towards common prosperity in the process of establishing a fair and just new international political and economic order. China has put forward the concept of building “a harmonious world”, highlighting that the world should be democratic, harmonious, fair and tolerant. 


China’s development is peaceful, open and cooperative. China’s peaceful development is a path of developing herself while safeguarding and promoting world peace through her own development. It is a path that attaches equal importance to domestic development and opening up to the outside world, to participation in peaceful international competition and extensive cooperation. This path is in the fundamental interests of the Chinese people and at the same time in line with the objective need of the progress of human society. It is China’s political and cultural tradition to advocate peace and harmony. In China’s history, there is no record of hegemony or expansion because we have the tradition that honors promises and promotes harmony among all nations. The Chinese government has declared on many occasions that China did not seek hegemony; China is not seeking hegemony and will not seek hegemony when it becomes powerful. In other words, China will stick to the path of peaceful development even when it grows stronger. China’s development would constitute no hindrance to others, let alone any threat to others. On the contrary, it will only contribute to world peace, stability and prosperity.


The Chinese people have scored tremendous success on the path of peaceful development, adding important positive factors to the lofty cause of peace and development for mankind. However, we are fully aware of the difficulties and problems ahead. China has a long way to go in her modernization drive. China has explicitly identified the goals of the first two decades of the 21st century, that is, building a relatively prosperous society on all fronts that brings benefits to more than 1 billion Chinese people, an all-round improvement in economy, democracy, science, education, culture, people’s livelihood and a more harmonious society . By that time, China will definitely make greater contribution to the lofty cause of peace and development for mankind. 


Countries and peoples are increasingly interdependent in today’s world. China’s peaceful development can never be achieved without a peaceful external environment or support from  other parts of the world, including support from African countries. 

China is the largest developing country in the world. Africa is the continent with the largest number of developing countries. The founding of New China and the national independence gained by African countries ushered in a new era of China-African relations. Over the past half-century, China and African countries have trusted each other, supported each other and thus deepened the mutual friendship. China has actively supported African countries by making its contribution to the political stability, economic and social development of Africa. Today, Sino-African friendly cooperation has covered political, economic, trade, culture, education, public health and military fields and is still growing in width and depth. 

On the path of peaceful development, China has received tremendous support from African countries. We will never forget the great contribution made by the African countries for China’s resumption of her legitimate seat in the UN. We will never forget the strong support the African countries gave to China to foil anti-China moves at UN conferences on human rights. Nor will we forget the resolute position of many African countries on the One-China policy and the valuable support of African countries to China’s national reunification and to China’s bid for the 2008 Olympics and the 2010 Shanghai World Expo. 

At the beginning of this year, the Chinese government released the document of “China’s African policy”. It embodies China’s independent foreign policy of peace and her positions on peace, development and cooperation. It is also a policy declaration of the Chinese government on furthering the Sino-African relations in the new situation. In the coming November, the Beijing Summit or the third Ministerial Meeting of China-Africa Cooperation Forum will be held in Beijing. We are looking forward to the presence of African leaders at the Forum where we will discuss our long-term cooperation and friendship. Entering the new century, China will carry forward the traditional friendship with Africa and establish a new strategic partnership with African countries characterized by political equality and mutual trust, economic cooperation with win-win results, and cultural exchanges of mutual enrichment. 

It’s our firm conviction that the joint efforts of China and African countries will bring about a more fruitful cooperation and a better future for both sides. 


China and Ethiopia are both countries with an ancient civilization and a long history of splendid cultural traditions. China and Ethiopia enjoy a deep-rooted friendship. Since the establishment of diplomatic ties 36 years ago, our bilateral relations have experienced smooth and healthy development on the basis of the Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence. In particular, the successful exchanges of high level visits over the past few years mark the beginning of a new stage of our relations that features sustained, rapid development on all fronts with enhanced mutual political trust, closer economic and trade cooperation and wider areas of partnership. China appreciates the resolute support of the Ethiopian government to China on the One-China policy and on many other major international issues like human rights issue. We stand ready to make joint efforts with the Ethiopian government and people to broaden and advance our exchanges and cooperation in all fields so as to foster a new type of partnership between China and Ethiopia and make China and Ethiopia reliable friends and partners working together for common development.


On the US-Russian-China Triangle
Pan Zhenqiang,
Shanghai Institute for International Strategic Studies

Sometimes one cannot but help think how things could change, independent of personal hopes of any individuals.  The US-Russian relations are just a case in point.  Remember the Moscow Treaty, which the US president George W. Bush and the Russian president Vladimir Putin signed on May 24, 2002?  The event was hailed by the two top leaders as of historical importance.  With the agreements on nuclear-arms reductions and a new NATO-Russia relationship, both reassured that they would make further intensive efforts to forge a new US-Russian partnership.  A new era of the US-Russian relations seemed to arise on the horizon as Bush declared that the week’s summit meetings in Russia would mark a major milestone in “liquidating the legacy of the Cold War.”

What made people further impressed was that the two leaders seemed particularly to have succeeded in putting their new friendship on a high plane of newfound trust, marked by surprising buoyancy and personal fondness.  The two men came to look each other in the eye and they both appeared to like what they saw.  As the widely-reported comment by the American president went, Bush looked into Putin's eyes, got “a sense of his soul,” and found him trustworthy.  Putin evidently shared Bush’s warm sentiments, declaring that an important Cold War milestone had been passed, and that “Russia is no longer America's enemy”.  

Exactly 4 years later, however, we see none of the above expectations have come true.  On the contrary, the US-Russian relations seem to have plummeted all the way to the nadir since the Moscow Treaty.  President Putin is now no longer a man to be admired in Washington.  He is regarded as a dictator-type ruler, who has been back-pedaling Russia into an “authoritarian” and “undemocratic” regime. 

 
The US pointing-finger has reached a small climax when Vice-President Dick Cheney made sharp remarks against Russia and Mr. Putin in person at a conference of Eastern European leaders on May 4, 2006, whose countries once were part of the Soviet Union.  He accused that “In Russia today, opponents of reform are seeking to reverse the gains of the last decade.”  He found that in many areas “from religion and the news media to advocacy groups and political parties, the government has unfairly and improperly restricted the rights of the people.”  Cheney also strongly voiced his displeasure at Russia’s seeking self-interests by turning energy resources into implements of blackmail.  These actions “have been counterproductive and could begin to affect relations with other countries,” He declared.  Undoubtedly, Cheney’s accusation is itself an indication of the dramatic change of the mood in Washington over Moscow now imbued with deep dissatisfaction, disappointment and anger.  At the bottom of the sentiments is the fear that Russia seems to develop into a more assertive and unfriendly power at the expense of the US interests.  Instead of becoming a true partner, Russia has now seemed to be always at odds with the US policy on almost all the global as well as regional vital security issues in Eastern Europe, Central Asia, and the Middle East in particular. 

On the part of Russia, Moscow has as many, if not more, complaints against the US bullying behavior.  The 9/11 terrorist attacks occurred barely one year before Putin became the president of the Russian Federation.  The then new Russian president evidently wished to strengthen cooperation with Washington in the hope of mending the damaged relations under the Yeltsin time. So the 9/11 event provided a window of golden opportunity.  But while Putin was all out to help the US overthrow the Taliban regime in the war in Afghanistan apparently in his attempt to construct a partnership with Washington, he seemed to receive almost nothing in reward.  Instead, all Russia received has been the US continuous efforts to interfere in its domestic affairs, and to keep it down abroad.  In Moscow’s perspective, Russia has been the victim of the US double-standard in the war against terror since then.  While whole-heartedly supporting the US in its combat against international terrorism, Putin must be particularly indignant when Washington called those terrorists in Chechnya as “freedom fighters”, and even gave them some tacit support.  He must feel equally bitter about the so-called “color revolution” that Washington instigated in Russia’s near neighborhood, including Eastern Europe, Central Asia and Northern Caucasus, which in Russia’s view was mere disguised tactics to further reduce its sphere of interests, and disrupt the solidarity of the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS).  Putin must also be keenly disappointed that the US moves in the Middle East, like the war in Iraq and the nuclear crisis in Iran, were all aimed at consolidating the US control in the region while undermining Russian interests.  In addition, in the military field, Russia is evidently uneasy as the Bush administration showed no restraints in developing the new capabilities and seemed to enlarge the gap with Russia, once also a military superpower able to compete with the US.
Against the background, few feels surprised at how Moscow would respond.  In the recent Russia’s State of Union, Putin launched a counterattack as acrimonious as Cheney’s swipes.  “We must always be ready to counter any attempts to pressure Russia in order to strengthen others’ positions at our expense,” Putin said.  Then, in a clear criticism of US foreign policy, he quipped: “As the saying goes, Comrade Wolf knows whom to eat, it eats without listening and it’s clearly not going to listen to anyone.”
What merits special attention is Putin’s stress on the importance of Russia’s military build-up as the priority means to boost Russia’s security.  “The stronger our military is, the less temptation there will be to exert such pressure on us,” he argued.  When referring to the US military development, Putin pointed out that Russia’s military budget is 25 times less than that of the United States. “Their house is their fortress - good for them,” he said.  “But that means that we also must make our house strong and reliable.”  To that end, Putin stressed, in particular, the value of nuclear deterrence, indicating that his government would soon commission two nuclear submarines equipped with the new Bulava intercontinental ballistic missiles - the nation’s first since the Soviet era - while the land-based strategic missile forces will get their first unit of mobile Topol-M missiles.  The new missiles and warheads, which can change their route to a target that an enemy would be unable to calculate, are said to allow Russia to preserve a “strategic balance” without damaging the nation’s economic development goals.

Do all these languages as well as the moves from both sides not sound familiar as if the Cold War times were once again coming back?  No wonder one famous US Russian expert laments that while the two countries are just out of the Cold War, they seem now to enter a new period of the Chilly War. 

But in contrast, the development of the Sino-Russian relations is just the opposite to that of the US-Russian relations.  

Ever since Yeltsin and Jiang Zeming signed their first agreement in April 1996 of building the China-Russian bilateral relationship into a strategic partnership of coordination, based on equality and trust, and facing the 21st century, this relationship has been developing steadily and with increasing momentum.  It is no exaggeration to say that the Sino-Russian relations are better today than any time since the end of the Cold War.  Building on the progress of the bilateral cooperation, the two countries are hosting the Year of Russia in China in 2006, and the Year of China in Russia scheduled in 2007.  Reflecting the height that the bilateral cooperative relationship has reached, the two events are designed to further carry the strategic partnership into the new century.  The maturing of the bilateral relations has manifested itself in many aspects.  But the following are perhaps the most salient highlights of the development: 

1. Politically, the two countries have resolved all their major political problems, including border issues, thus raising their mutual trust to a completely new level. Furthermore, the two countries have signed a series of legally binding agreements, which serve to provide an important political basis and legal guarantee for strengthening the bilateral cooperation.  Among all these political and legal documents, the China-Russia Treaty of Good-neighborly Friendship and Cooperation signed in July 2001, and the Outline on Implementing the Treaty in October 2004 are perhaps of the utmost significance as these documents have provided a working guidelines for the cooperative measures especially during the 2005-2008 period, and opened up a new prospect for the full-fledged strategic coordination in the long-term future. As a result, the bilateral relationship between the two countries has been firmly put on a sustained right track and been ensured a correct orientation.  The political interaction has been highly institutionalized.  In this regard, the regular frequent exchanges of visits of the top leaders and subsequent summits have played an extremely positive role in helping build genuine confidence and trust between the two countries.  Since 2005, Putin and Hu Jintao have met five times.  The good personal trust between the heads of the two countries also helped prompt solutions to new situations and problems whenever they had occurred. 
2. Economic cooperation has become the extremely important material basis for the Sino-Russian relations.  The two countries are mutually complementary in their economy and trade relations, thus providing great potentials for the gigantic development in this field.  Trade volume between the two countries has seen continuous advancement in the recent years, from 15.76 billion US dollars in 2003, to 29.1 billion US dollars in 2005.  During Putin’s visit to China in March 2006, the two countries signed a series of cooperation agreements covering across-board areas, including economy, trade, energy, investment and technology, etc.  According to the predictions by the two governments, the bilateral trade volume would reach 60-80 billion US dollars by 2012.  By the year of 2020, the Chinese investment in Russia would reach 12 billion US dollars.  In this connection, it is worth noticing that big joint projects on energy and technology interaction occupy a particularly important place in the development of the bilateral cooperation.  The two countries pledged to forge an “energy coalition” unprecedented in scale in the future.  A number of agreements were reached on Russia’s huge supply to China of various energy resources.  These agreements, among the others, include decisions 1) to complete the building of an oil pipeline in Russia’s Far East to link up that in China’s territory by 2008 at the cost of 11.5 billion US dollars, by which Moscow will be able to provide 10 million tons of crude oil to China annually; 2) to complete the building of a 3000-kilometer long Western pipeline of natural gas in Russia’s territory at the cost of 10 billion US dollars by 2011, by which Moscow will be able to supply 30-40 billion cubic meters of gas to China annually; 3) to increase Russia’s supply of electricity to China to the level of over 10 million kilowatts by 2020.  If all these and other related cooperative measures are implemented, Russia is going to be one of the most important partners to China in the world energy market, providing Beijing’s 20% of all its energy imports by 2011.  By 2015, half of Russia’s energy exports will go to China.  In addition, the two countries will continue to strengthen and expand cooperation in fields of civil aviation, space exploitation, agriculture, labor services and other technological areas.
3. In the international and security areas, China and Russia have continued to develop and expand cooperation.  The cooperative areas are wide-ranging, including international security, anti-terrorism, prevention of proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, reform of the United Nations, fight against organized crimes and drug trafficking, prevention of deterioration of the ecological system, elimination of poverty and control of pandemics.  In all these fields, the two countries hold similar, if not identical, views, and feel growing need to support each other in order to defend their respective core interests, and promote global and regional peace and stability.  The leading role played by the two countries in creating the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO), which has contributed greatly to the peace and stability in Central Asia, gives a particularly fine example as how the China-Russian security cooperation has become one of the positive elements in the international affairs.  What is also noteworthy is the booming military cooperation between China and Russia.  The two countries have witnessed a growing interest from both sides in strengthening military contacts, like exchange of visits by military personnel at various levels, conducting joint military exercises, and expanding arms transfers, etc.  All of them are deemed of special significance to both countries.

Progress in the Sino-Russian relations does not, of course, suggest that there are no problems in the ties of the two countries.  But problems do pale compared to the gluing elements that continue to bind Moscow and Beijing together.  In the future, the Sino-Russian relations will continue to be characterized by the principles that both sides firmly believe to be essential in keeping the bilateral relationship sound and healthy.  These principles, as Hu Jintao once summarized, are: 1) reinforcing mutual support in the spirit of political trust; 2) expanding cooperation to achieve win-win results; 3) promoting all-round exchanges to deepen mutual understanding and friendship; and 4) strengthening communication and coordination for peace and development.

The diametrically divergent courses of development in the recent US-Russian and Sino-Russian relations seem to be beginning to cast their impact on the international situation in general and on the major power’s relations in particular for better or worse. Not surprisingly, quite a few politicians in Washington seem to particularly fidget.  Questions are being whispered if Moscow and Beijing would eventually be allied, and if the US-Russia-China triangle, which used to be the prime framework for the major power’s relations in the large part of the Cold War, would emerge once again as the defining element for the world restructuring in the post Cold War era.  Against the backdrop, would there be an eventual confrontation coming up with the Sino-Russian coalition against the US-led Western alliance?  
The inference is plausible but highly unlikely.  The reasons are many-fold: 1) in the increasingly multipolar world in the future, the US-Russia-China triangle will remain just one of the major power’s structures, that contributes to the world strategic framework for international peace and stability.  There are many other triangle relations in the power’s configuration that would also be important for the evolution of the world situation.  The time seems to have simply gone to see the reemergence of the split of the world powers into two conflicting groups, poised for rigid confrontation.  2) Unlike the Cold War times, there isn’t a peer competitor against the US today or in the foreseeable future.  In the US-Russia-China triangle, both Moscow and Beijing are just rising powers.  Neither has interest or capability to challenge the US leading position as the world only superpower in the international affairs.  It is precisely for this reason, both Beijing and Moscow have repeatedly stricken home the point that strengthening cooperation between the two countries are not against any third parties, meaning not against Washington. 3) For all the positive development of the Sino-Russian cooperation, both the two countries have also explicitly expressed their strong interest in developing also cooperative relations with other major powers, including the Untied States.  Both Russia and China are in fact pursing an independent, non-allied policy, aimed at making more friends rather than making more adversaries.  The evident closing ranks by the two countries seems more a response to the US unilateralist and confrontational policy than forming a union for expansionist ambition at the expense of the US interests.  Clearly, moves from both Russia and China are defensive and not offensive in nature.

That said, it should also be acknowledged that a confrontational element does remain in the US-Russia-China triangle, generated from deep-rooted mistrust and suspicion combined with ideological prejudice, which were all passed down from the Cold War years.  As long as it persists, it will always be possible to poison the atmosphere of the relations among these tree countries, and give rise to miscalculations and a malignant chain action/reaction cycle.

Given the situation as such, it requires the concerted efforts of all the three major powers in order to have a new sound triangle relations in the future.  But in the meantime, it is perhaps also fair to conclude that the key to the success of the efforts lies really in the hands of Washington.  To be more specific, the current or any other new US administration must get ready to answer the following three key questions: 

The first is if Washington is truly prepared to come to terms with the rise of both Russia and China, and accept it as the positive development of the world trends, and manage to include these two countries in the joint efforts to consolidate a world order, conducive for the world and regional peace and development, and maintenance of the core interest of all the countries concerned.  The second is if Washington is willing to refrain from viewing the other two countries and their behavior from a prism of ideological bias, and accept that the world in the future would be richer and more colorful if various civilizations are allowed to co-exist peacefully.  The third is if Washington is willing to give up the double standard in the operation of its policies, based on its narrowly defined national interests, and without giving adequate consideration to the interests of other countries.

The above advice may sound blunt to the ear of Washington.  But as the Chinese old saying goes, good medicine always tastes bitter.  Indeed, the US does not lack political will or strength to maintain its leading position in the world, and earn the respect from all the other members of the international community.  What it lacks is a new vision, a vision that humbly induces the world nations for the common and cooperative security on the basis of mutual respect, mutual benefit, and greater tolerance.  
U.S.’s New Policy towards India and 
Its Negative Consequences
Hou Hongyu,

Research Fellow with the CPAPD

In July 2005, the U.S. signed an agreement on civil nuclear energy cooperation with India and declared the two countries had established a global partnership. On March 2, 2006, U.S. President Bush and Indian Prime Minister Singh signed a civil nuclear cooperation agreement. These steps imply that the U.S. has further enriched and improved its new policy to India. The U.S.’s new policy to India is worth studying since it will have serious negative impact on the international nonproliferation regime and the strategic situation in South Asia. 

I. The main contents of the U.S.’s new policy to India

Even before taking office as president in 2001, George W. Bush expressed that the U.S. would consider India as U.S.’s strategic partner and a major factor to change Asia’s power balance. Since taking office, the Bush administration has made a series of statements and signed quite a few bilateral agreements with India, which have dramatically enhanced U.S.-Indian relations. On November 11, 2001, President Bush and India Prime Minister Atal Vajpayee issued a joint statement promising the two sides would qualitatively enhance U.S.-Indian relations. The National Security Strategy of the Bush Administration in 2002 has made it clear that U.S. and India, the two largest democracies, have common interest in the free flow of commerce, including through the vital sea lanes of the Indian Ocean, in fighting terrorism and creating a strategically stable Asia. Although the U.S. has differences with India over India’s development of nuclear and missile programs and the pace of India’s economic reform, the differences have not affected the U.S.’s basic policy towards India. In January 2004, through negotiation, the U.S. and India reached the agreement on the Next Steps of the Strategic Relationship, in which both sides promised to cooperate in four major areas including use of civilian nuclear energy, civilian space program, high-tech trade and missile defense system. In June 2005, the U.S. and India signed the New Framework of U.S.-Indian Defense Relations. In July 2005, President Bush and Prime Minister Manmohan Singh signed 11 agreements and declared that the two countries would establish a global partnership. 

The Bush administration has formed its new policy framework through a series of policy statements and agreements with India, that is to acknowledge India’s nuclear status, transfer high technologies, space technologies, civilian nuclear items and technologies and advanced military equipments to India so as to help India become a major world power in the 21st century. The Bush administration has taken the following major measures to implement its new policy to India. 

First, relaxing high-tech export control to India. In November 2002, according to the agreement reached by President Bush and Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, the U.S. Department of Commerce and Indian Foreign Ministry established a U.S.-India High-Tech Cooperation Group which serves as a standing agency to discuss issues concerning high-tech transfers. Its main mission is to set specific steps to promote U.S.-India high-tech trade and promote U.S.-India bilateral strategic trade. In February 2003, the two governments reached a agreement on U.S.-India high-tech commerce through negotiation. Its contents mainly include that the U.S. will review its export licensing process and policy so that India can obtain more dual use items and technologies; lower or abolish tariff barrier of high technologies that the U.S. export to India; cooperate to settle the concern on proliferation, strengthen export control and the partnership between private sectors in two countries. In September 2004, the U.S. and India declared that they had completed the first phase of the Next Steps of the Strategic Partnership. The U.S. has completed its review on export control laws and regulations and streamlined the process of export control on India. The U.S.’s licensing review policy on exporting nuclear and missile items to India has changed from denial to case by case. India promised to improve and establish its export control systems and allow the U.S. to inspect the end use of the exported technologies in India. Up to now, U.S. export control has only very little affect on U.S.-India high-tech trade. In 2002, the U.S. government reviewed 423 applications involving exporting items and technologies to India, worth 27 million US dollars and the approval rate was 84%. Since many controlled items did not need any license and more and more items could be exported to India directly. In 2004, the U.S. Ministry of Commerce approved 912 applications involving export to India and the approval rate was 90%, the total value of export was worth more than 90 million US dollars. In addition, the Ministry of Commerce has sent a commerce attache to the U.S. embassy in India so as to further enhance U.S.-India high-tech trade. 

Second, conducting civilian nuclear energy cooperation. The U.S. started cooperation on nuclear energy with India at the early period of India’s nuclear program. However, after India exploded its nuclear device in 1974, the U.S. stopped nuclear cooperation with India. On July 18, 2005, the U.S. promised to cooperate with India on civilian nuclear energy and trade in an all-round way. President Bush claimed that India was a responsible country with advanced nuclear technology and should get the same treatment like other countries. In order to promote U.S.-India nuclear energy cooperation, the U.S. has moved to revise its export control laws and regulations so that its own companies can help India build two nuclear power reactors and provide nuclear fuel. The U.S. is also prepared to ask the Nuclear Suppliers Group to revise its guidelines and will consult with other countries and organizations to allow India to join International Thermal Nuclear Test Reactor Program and the international program on the fourth generation reactors. 

Third, conducting cooperation with India on civilian space technologies. NASA used to have close cooperation with India’s Space Research Organization. The U.S. gradually stopped space cooperation with India since the U.S. began to strengthen nonproliferation in the 1970s. The Next Steps of the Strategic Partnership between the U.S. and India stipulates that, the U.S. will provide India with dual-use technologies needed in India’s space program; the U.S. and India will jointly develop, produce, operate and sell commercial satellites; India will launch U.S. or other foreign satellites with component parts made in the U.S. The U.S. Commerce Department has already deleted India’s Space Research Organization from the denied foreign entity list and allowed U.S.’s enterprises to export general dual-use items and technologies to India’s Space Research Organization and its subsidiaries without applying for export licenses. The U.S. government also encourages its enterprises to invest in India’s space programs. 

Fourth, strengthening military cooperation with India. The U.S. stopped all kinds of military cooperation with India after India’s nuclear test in 1998, but restarted its military cooperation with India after December 2001. The U.S. Department of Defense and Indian Defense Ministry have worked together and established Defense Policy Group, which holds a conference every two years. The U.S. military actively supports U.S.’s defense companies to expand Indian defense market so as to enhance the U.S.-Indian defense partnership. In March 2005, Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice expressed that the U.S. would supply India with advanced defense systems during her visit in India. In June 2005, U.S. Secretary of Defense and Indian Defense Minister signed the 10-year agreement on the New Framework of the U.S.-Indian Defense Relationship and declared that U.S-Indian relationship entered a new period. According to this agreement, the U.S. and India will establish a defense working group and a diplomatic working group, which will be responsible for military and defense industry’s cooperation between the two countries. The U.S. agrees to sell India war-fighting airplanes including F-16 and F-18; battle ships; command, control, and early warning systems; ballistic missile defense systems. The U.S. will actively consider issuing production license for joint production of war-fighting airplanes and advanced weapon systems in India. The U.S. will allow India to procure the Arrow Missile Defense System produced by Israel, which has U.S.’s technologies. The U.S. will train India’s naval personnel, conduct joint military exercises and exchange military intelligence with India. 

II. The U.S.’s Strategic Intentions

The U.S. intends to make use of its partnership with India to change the power balance in Asia, contain the development of China, promote global democratization, combat terrorism and nonproliferation. It is precisely based on this strategic consideration that the Bush administration has pursued a new policy to India, that is to encourage exporting nuclear items, military equipments and high technologies to India. 
First, the U.S. believes India has the potential to be its long-time strategic partner. The U.S. holds that both the U.S. and India are “two largest democracies” and have similar values. From these common values, the U.S. and India will find they are friends for a long period of time to come. India will become U.S.’s active partner in promoting global democratization, especially in South Asia. India’s nuclear weapons will not threaten U.S.’s national security and its interests in Asia. The Bush administration anticipates that eventually there will emerge new rivalry between big powers in Asia and this anticipation has made the neo-conservative in the Bush Administration become more tolerant to India’s nuclear weapons. However, since India has a lot of WMD and WMD related technologies and resources, if these dangerous items and technologies flow into the hands of terrorists or countries unfriendly to the U.S., they would constitute serious threat to the U.S. Therefore, the U.S. has urged the Indian government to strengthen its export control system to prevent nuclear items from flowing to terrorists. This has been a major factor for Bush administration’s consideration in adopting the new policy to India. The U.S. believes India will become a firm partner in the global anti-terrorism war. India is a victim of Islamism extremist forces and has lost more lives in past 15 years than any other country. India will continue to be the main target of terrorist attacks in the future. Therefore, India and the U.S. have common language and interests in fighting against Islamism extremist forces.  

Second, to make use of India to balance China so as to maintain U.S.’s superiority in Asia’s political and geographical power balance and U.S.’s dominant role in the Asia-Pacific region. The fundamental goal of the U.S. policy to India is to use India to contain China, which is a part of the U.S. whole strategy in Asia. For a long period of time, the neo-conservatives in the Bush administration have been advocating strengthening India’s capability to contain China. A report of the Department of Defense in 2002 bluntly states: in U.S.’s strategic consideration of the U.S.-Indian relationship, China is a major factor. An economically and militarily powerful India, especially as an American ally, will be a dramatic force to contain China. On March 19, 2005 in Japan, U.S. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice expressed to the effect that the U.S.-Japanese relations, U.S.-ROK relations and U.S-Indian relations would play a very important role in making China develop in “a positive direction”. The U.S.’s new policy to India is actually to invest in the future. Once the situation in Asia gets deteriorating, the value of U.S.’s investment on India will rise. The U.S. hopes that when it needs to deal with “the rise of the China threat”, India will be capable to help the U.S. Dr. Joseph Cirincione, former director for non-proliferation at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace has made it clear that the nuclear cooperation between the U.S. and India means that the U.S. is preparing for a major war with China and has started to build an anti-China alliance. If such situation arises, a nuclear-armed India is more valuable than a non-nuclear India. This is the fundamental reason that the U.S. does not hesitate to challenge its export control laws and regulations and the international nonproliferation regime and tries hard to treat India as an special exception in the international nonproliferation regime. 
Third, promoting U.S. economic growth by exporting civilian and military products to India. India is one of the important new markets in the world. Exporting products and high technologies to India will give the U.S. an opportunity to gain an upper hand in occupying Indian market in its competition with EU countries and Japan. To transfer civilian nuclear technologies will be helpful to revive the U.S. nuclear industry. India’s national defense budget in 2005 reached 17.5 billion US dollars. India is the third largest military equipment importer in the world. Exporting military equipment and technologies will not only strengthen the U.S.-Indian strategic partnership but also promote the presence of the U.S. military enterprises in the Indian military market. In addition, U.S.’s new policy to India also has the intention of driving a wedge between India and Russia and weakening the India-Russia military cooperation.

III. The negative effect of the U.S.’s new policy to India 

The U.S.’s new policy to India, especially the nuclear energy cooperation with India, will be a serious challenge to the international nonproliferation regime and the strategic balance in South Asia. 

First, U.S.-India cooperation on nuclear energy will further stimulate proliferation of nuclear weapons and undermine the authority of the NPT. In order to obtain nuclear cooperation for peaceful purpose, the non-nuclear states shall give up their rights of developing nuclear weapons in line with the NPT. The Nuclear Suppliers Group demand those countries that receive nuclear items and nuclear technologies accept IAEA’s full safeguards. The 2000 NPT Review Conference emphasized that India and Pakistan should not be given nuclear status or any special status in any way. However, the U.S. has explained its obligations under the NPT and the NSG in a selective way, and treated different countries differently according to their values to the U.S. This will undermine the authority of the international nonproliferation regime. Although the U.S. does not officially recognized India as a nuclear power, India, in the U.S.-Indian joint statement, agrees to accept IAEA’s safeguards voluntarily and puts its civilian nuclear program under IAEA’s safeguards. This indicates that the U.S. is ready to regard India as a nuclear state. This policy change will be regarded by many countries as rewards to India’s nuclear tests. The U.S.’s double standard in its nonproliferation policy has been seriously criticized. The Iranian representative for nuclear negotiation has clearly pointed out that the U.S. denies the possession of enrichment technology by a NPT non-nuclear party on one hand, on the other hand, the U.S. carries out nuclear energy cooperation with a non-NPT party with nuclear weapons. This is a gross discrimination against Iran. 

Second, the U.S.-India nuclear energy cooperation will undermine the global efforts on export control. On February 11, 2004, President Bush explained U.S.’s new nonproliferation strategy. Its main content is to stop the loophole in clause IV of the NPT, that is the non-nuclear state parties can obtain sensitive uranium enrichment technology and plutonium reprocessing facilities. President Bush has asked the Nuclear Suppliers Group to further strengthen its guidelines on export control, forbid member states from exporting uranium enrichment technologies and facilities and plutonium reprocessing technologies and facilities. Due to U.S.’s firm stand on the NSG, Russia had to give up its export of nuclear fuel to India’s 2 nuclear reactors. After U.S. and India signed their agreement, Russia decided to resume its nuclear fuel export to India. France has expressed that it wants to export nuclear facilities to India too. Some governments want the NSG to make a special exception for India. However, this special exception may encourage other NSG member countries to follow the example of the U.S. and conduct nuclear cooperation with non-NPT parties. 

Third, allowing Israel to sell Arrow missiles to India will undermine missile nonproliferation regime and deny the most important clause of the MTCR on range and payload. The Arrow missiles, which are able to launch 500 kilograms payload to more than 300 kilometers, belong to the controlled first category items. Once the door of special exception is opened, other members of the Nuclear Suppliers Group and the MTCR will export controlled nuclear and missile technologies and equipments to other countries for the same reasons. Thus, further proliferation of weapons of mass destruction and missiles will not be preventable.

Fourth, U.S.’s new policy will upset the strategic balance in South Asia and Pakistan will face a heavy strategic burden. Once the U.S. implements its new policy to India, India’s economic and military power will further surpass Pakistan. Selling missile defense systems, carrying out military cooperation with India and allowing India to purchase Israel’s missile defense system will help India build a missile intercepting net which will compromise Pakistan’s nuclear deterrent force. Pakistan will have to allocate more resources to defense buildup to seek a new strategic balance with India. 

. 

Some Views on Northeast Asia Security Issues

Fei Yongyi
Research Fellow with the CPAPD

1. Situation in NEA is undergoing profound changes, uncertain factors are increasing

The old security pattern of NEA is over, the new one has yet to take shape. NEA is undergoing a period of historical transition. The Japan-U.S. Security Treaty has become an important tool for Japan and the U.S. to pursue their regional security strategy. U.S. supports Japan to strengthen its military deployment in line with the Peripheral Situation Act, accelerate the implementation of the Missile Defense program. Indications that Japan is contending for the dominant position in East Asia. Relations between Japan and relevant countries of this region are continuously deteriorating, political divergences and conflicts of economic interest are expanding. Japan takes an offensive stance on issues like the U.N. Security Council reform, territorial disputes, maritime rights, the history, etc. Prime Minister Koizumi’s attitude towards the regional relations turns tougher after his reelection. Koizumi’s stubborn position on the visit to the Yakusuni Shrine has greatly hurt the feeling of the peoples concerned, caused serious damage to the political foundation of the relations between Japan and the relevant countries.

2. Why Japan sticks to the rigid policy towards the regional cooperation and relations with its neighbors?

Japan is the beneficiary of the new security strategy of the U.S., Its position and importance are increasing in America’s NEA strategy. America is raising the level of the U.S.-Japan Alliance according to its Asia-Pacific strategy. The pace of military integration of the U.S. and Japan is accelerating. Japan and the U.S. are of the similar view on setting up the regional strategic balance dominated by themselves. Japan’s NEA strategy centers on strengthening the U.S.-Japan Alliance. Japan’s internal politics is turning right, social conservatism is becoming stronger, the arrogant extreme right-wing forces are clamoring for the abolition of Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution. Japan is trying to gain the status of a major political and military power as well as a “normal state”.

3. The Korean Peninsular nuclear issue involves the regional security and non-proliferation of WMD, there are various reasons that its final solution will be dragged on.

The Korean Peninsular nuclear issue has a bearing on the fundamental interests of the parties concerned, featuring protracted ness, complexity and reversibility. The U.S. seems unwilling to settle the problem at an early date, in order to ensure its dominant position in this region. The U.S. has the intent to take advantage of the nuclear issue to consolidate the U.S.-Japan Alliance and contain the centrifugal tendency of the ROK. Sharp disputes on the priority, i.e. which should come first?  the nuclear abandonment or economic assistance. Both the U.S. and the DPRK are pursuing a dual policy of both soft and hard lines, neither side is willing to make compromise first. The process of solving the nuclear problem is full of variables, due to the deep-seated mistrust between the U.S. and the DPRK.

4. The situation in the Korean Peninsular in the foreseeable future will be generally stable but fragile.

The Korean Peninsular crisis is the largest legacy of the Cold War. This region is the only area still in the state of armistice. The Korean Peninsular is the confluence of the interests of some major powers, they are cooperating as well as competing with each other. The crux of the Korean Peninsular crisis is hostility between the U.S. and the DPRK. America’s long-term target of regime change in the DPRK remains unchanged, and it places hopes on the internal changes of the DPRK. The unpredictability of the DPRK’s domestic situation adds variables to the formation of the NEA security mechanism. Any attempts to develop nuclear weapons in this region will inevitably endanger the stability. It is a long and arduous process for replacing the armistice mechanism with a new peace mechanism.

5. Concluding remarks
The general security situation in NEA at present is relatively stable. NEA is confronted with security problems and hidden troubles, some uncertain complicated factors are emerging regarding the regional power structure and the balance of relations between countries concerned. The U.S is readjusting its strategic posture in the Asia-Pacific region, strengthening the U.S.-Japan military cooperation in an all round way, practicing the strategy of balance by containment. The superiority of the unilateral power of the U.S. in NEA security affairs has further increased. The strengthening of the U.S.-Japan military alliance and the enhancement of Japan’s military role have brought new pressure and challenges to the regional security, and might trigger a new round of arms race in this area. Japan ought to make a critical self-reflection on its history of aggression, change the arrogant attitudes towards its neighbors and avoid further hurting the feelings of the peoples of the countries invaded by Japan in the past. The Korean Peninsular nuclear issue involves the peace and stability of the Peninsular, and NEA. Parties concerned should carry out their respective political commitments in real earnest, give impetus to the six-party talks, solve the problem peacefully through dialogue, and bring about de-nuclearization of the Peninsular at an early date. The North-South reconciliation is in line with the world trend of development, conducive to the relaxation of the situation on the Peninsular, and will also contribute to the regional peace and stability. The final peaceful unification of the Peninsular should be a natural process without war. Replacing the armistice mechanism with a new peace mechanism is conducive to the maintenance of a long-term peace and stability on the Peninsular, as well as the improvement of the relations among various parties. Search for the way to build a cooperation mechanism of regional security on the basis of the settlement of the Peninsular nuclear issue.

Actively Promoting Sino-Indian Relations

In April last year, Premier Wen Jiabao paid a visit to India. During his meeting with Indian Prime Minister Manmohan Singh, the two sides set the year 2006 as the China-India Friendship Year. Up to now, a series of celebration activities, both at official  and civil society levels have been unfolded in the two countries.

Since the beginning of the 21st century, China-Indian relations have maintained a good momentum of development, which is mainly reflected in the following aspects:

1.Frequent exchanges of visits and meetings by the leadership of both countries have deepened mutual understanding and trust. In May 2000, President Narayanan visited China. In meeting with President Narayanan, President Jiang Zemin put forward four proposals on the future development of the bilateral relations, pointing out, from the Chinese perspective, a clear direction for China-Indian relations in the 21st century. In January 2001 and January 2002 Chairman Li Peng and Premier Zhu Rongji visited India respectively and reached extensive consensus with Indian leaders on wide-ranging issues, thus further enhancing the  mutual trust and bilateral cooperation. In June 2003, during  Prime Minister Vajpayee‘s visit to China, China and India signed a joint  declaration indicating that China-Indian relations entered a new development stage. In 2005, President Hu Jintao met with Prime Minister Manmohan Singh on many multi-lateral occasions and reached a series of important consensus on promoting the bilateral relations. Premier Wen Jiabao’s formal visit to India in April 2005 promoted China-Indian relations to a new high and opened a new chapter. 

2.The two countries have reached important common understanding and consensus on the guiding principles regarding the bilateral relations. The common understanding and consensus are mainly reflected in the Declaration on Principles for Relations and Comprehensive Cooperation between the People’s Republic of China and the Republic of India jointly signed by Prime Minister Vajpayee and Premier Wen Jiabao in Beijing in June 2003 and the Joint Statement by the People’s Republic of China and the Republic of India issued on April 11th 2005. The statement of 2003 is a document of guidelines, which recognizes that the Five Principles of Peaceful Co-existence, mutual respect and taking care of each other’s concerns as well as equality constitute the foundation for developing long-term, constructive and cooperative partnership, stressing that common interests between the two parties outweigh their differences, that the two countries should not threaten each other, not use force or threaten the use of force against each other. The joint statement of 2005 declared the establishment of a strategic partnership for peace and prosperity, further stressed that this partnership should be based on the Five Principles of Peaceful Co-existence, mutual respect, equality, as well as giving considerations to  each other’s concerns and wishes. This partnership essentially demonstrates that the two sides are willing to eliminate unsettled differences with positive gestures so as to keep them from hindering future development of the bilateral relations.

3. The bilateral trade has increased rapidly as a result of  enhanced economic cooperation. The bilateral trade volume went up from US$3.596 billion in 2001 to US$7.595 billion in 2003, an increase of 111.2%. The figure reached US$13.6 billion in 2004 and hit the target set by Premier Zhu Rongji when he visited India in January 2002 ahead of schedule. In 2005, the bilateral trade volume surpassed US$18 billion. China has become the second largest trade partner of India. The bilateral trade volume is now getting nearer to the target of US$20 billion in 2008 and US$ 30 billion in 2010. Expanded economic cooperation including trade and investment have played an important role in strengthening China-Indian relations.

4.The two sides have adopted a pragmatic attitude in addressing issues of common concern. Regarding the border issue, in April 2005, the two sides signed a agreement on political guidelines for the settlement of the border issue. This was the first document of political guidelines on the border issue since the two countries started border negotiations in 1981, thus, marking a new stage of China-Indian  border negotiations. It should be noted that the two countries have expressed the willingness to fully demonstrate the spirit of strategic and cooperative partnership in the negotiations. India has reiterated in the joint statement that the Tibetan Autonomous Region is part of the territory of the People’s Republic of China and that it will not allow the Tibetans to engage any anti-China political activities in India. 

5.There has been an obvious increase of personnel exchanges at various levels and from different walks of life between the two countries. The personnel exchanges went up by 20% in 2005 alone compared with 2004. Direct flight between China and India has been opened. India has become one of the tourist destinations for Chinese citizens traveling abroad. 

6.The two countries have enhanced consultation and cooperation in international and regional affairs. China and India share similar or identical  views on safeguarding world peace and promoting common development and advocate multi-polarization,  the economic globalization conducive to common prosperity, the respect of the diversity of world civilizations, the establishment of a fair and just new international economic order, the enhancement of the role of the United Nations, etc.

 
The new stage of the comprehensive development of the bilateral relations in recent years can be attributed to the following major reasons and factors.

First, a consensus has been reached that good-neighborly friendliness and mutually beneficial cooperation are the best options conforming to the fundamental interests of the two peoples. This has been testified, from different angles by both  the mainstream of friendly cooperation and the occasional setbacks in the history of the bilateral relations since the two countries established the diplomatic relations   56 years ago. 

Second, to accelerate economic development, China and India can learn from each other through strengthening cooperation. China and India are the two largest developing countries in the world, sharing similar national conditions and tasks while facing both opportunities and challenges arising from economic globalization. Thus, learning from each other and draw on each other’s strengths to achieve win-win results are also in the fundamental interests of both countries.

Third, at both global and regional levels, China and India  share extensively common views and interests and more importantly shoulder similar responsibilities and obligations in safeguarding peace and stability, and in promoting common development.

To establish and develop a strategic and cooperative partnership for peace and prosperity and to implement the consensus and principles put forward by the  leaders of the two countries, from the perspective of non-governmental diplomacy, it is all the more necessary to emphasize the following areas:

First, exchanges at various levels and in various forms should be actively carried out. Though the exchanges between China and India have been on the  increase, they have yet to match the size of the  populations, territories and the expanding needs of mutual cooperation. There still exists much room for strengthening the  people-to-people contact, especially among the youth. At the same time, greater attention should  be paid to  exploring ways to enable  the media to report the actual situations in both  two countries more objectively. 

Second, mutual trust should be constantly strengthened on the basis of timely interactions and exchanges. The concept of mutual non-threat, not becoming each other’s opponent, mutual respect, mutual benefit and striving for  win-win results should be firmly established not only among  political leaders or diplomats, but also among  the intellectuals, the ordinary people, the media, the academic institutions, etc.  

Third, greater efforts should be made to address issues of each other’s concern, especially problems left over from history. In the process of solving border issues, it is important to fully demonstrate the spirit of the strategic and cooperative partnership and proceed from the overall, long-term interests of the bilateral relations.

Fourth, while actively promoting economic and trade cooperation  the two countries should correctly understand and properly handle  economic competition. Both China and India are experiencing rapid economic development with great potential and strong complementarities in their economic and trade relations. But there is no denying that against the backdrop of economic globalization, competition between the two economies is only natural and trade frictions unavoidable. The key is to establish a corresponding mechanism to properly solve these frictions through  consultations and negotiations  on equal footing and with mutual trust. After all, cooperation is the mainstream of the bilateral relations, which is determined by the fundamental interests of the two countries.

The “All –Weather Friendship” between China and Pakistan


This year marks the 55th anniversary of the establishment of  diplomatic relations between China and Pakistan. The term “all-weather friendship” is a vivid reflection of the nature of the Sino-Pakistani relationship. According to Mr. Salman Bashir, Pakistani Ambassador to China, the all-weather friendship between China and Pakistan “is rooted in the popular ethos and is based on complete trust and mutual understanding. It has over the years matured into a comprehensive strategic partnership for peace and development. It is a model of good-neighborly relations based on the Five Principles of Peaceful Co-existence.” Mr. Zhang Chunxiang, Chinese Ambassador to Pakistan shares the similar view and holds that, “ For more than half a century, the Sino-Pakistani relationship has withstood the test of international changes and is an ‘all-weather friendship’.” “China and Pakistan are good neighbors, good friends and good partners. Constructing a long-term, stable Sino-Pakistani strategic cooperation partnership is in line with the two countries’ common interests, which will help to promote peace and prosperity in South Asia.”

The Sino-Pakistani friendship enjoys a long history which can be traced back to 2,000 years ago. In Taxila, a city located north of Islamabad, there are historical sites where Chinese Monks Xuan Zang and Fa Xien once studied buddhism after taking a long hard journey from China. Many Chinese travelers to Pakistan would go to Taxila to seek the foot steps of Xuan Zang in the meditation rooms and feel the time-tested history of friendship.


In addition to Taxila, there is another landmark witnessing the eternal friendship of the two countries, the Karakorum Highway. The Karakorum Highway follows the eastern branch of the famous Silk Road, the route also followed by Xuan Zang and Fa Xien. It took 10 years for people from both countries to complete the project connecting the two countries. 


The bilateral economic cooperation between has also witnessed great progress over the past 55 years. Since 2000, bilateral trade has risen rapidly, with the volume exceeding $4.2 billion in 2005, setting a new record. According to statistics from the Chinese Ministry of Commerce, China’s contractual investment to Pakistan in 2005 totaled $3.67 million, and Pakistan invested in 19 projects in China, with contractual investment hitting $28.12 million and actual investment reaching $7.68 million. In 2005, Chinese construction projects and large-scale mechanical and electrical product export projects went smoothly, with 43 contracts signed, with a combined $794 million. By the end of 2005, China had signed a total of 444 contracts, worth $7.76 billion. In addition to economic cooperation, China has also provided necessary aid to Pakistan, such as the projects of Karakorum Highway and the Gwadar Port. China offered $20.5 million worth relief aid to Pakistan in 2005 when its northern part was hit by an earthquake.


Over the past 55 years, China and Pakistan have maintained a healthy, stable, close and friendly cooperative relationship. The two countries have trusted and supported each other. On many major international issues, the two countries hold the same or similar views. In the United Nations and other international arenas, China and Pakistan always support each other and cooperate closely. In non-traditional security areas, China and Pakistan also have common strategic interests and conduct close cooperation. The solid political basis for China and Pakistan to strengthen their relationship is the Five Principles of Peaceful Co-existence and its continuation, the 10 Principles of Peaceful Co-existence, raised at the Bandung Conference. The most important part of the basis in “non-interference in each other’s internal affairs” and “equality and mutual benefit.” 

The bilateral relations between the two countries have been further consolidated by mutual high-level visits in recent years. In April 2005, Premier Wen Jiabao paid a visit to Pakistan, when the two countries signed the Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation and Good-Neighborly Relations. This is the first treaty to legally define a bilateral relationship that China has ever signed with a South Asian country, and it marks a milestone in the development of the Sino-Pakistani relationship. In February, 2006, Pakistani President Musharraf visited China and signed 13 agreements, including the Framework Agreement on Cooperation in the Field of Energy Between the Chinese National Development and Reform Commission and the Pakistani Ministry of Petroleum and National Resources. This visit has further promoted the Sino-Pakistan strategic partnership and has been regarded as “another landmark in the glorious history” of the relations between the two countries. 

The cooperation between China and Pakistan is not only in the field of economic and political affairs, but also in the field of education and culture. It is believed that with more and more Pakistani students coming to China and with the establishment of the Confucius Institute in Pakistan, and with all forms of exchanges between the two countries, more successors working for the “all-weather friendship” between the two countries will grow up to ensure the friendship everlasting. 

DOMESTIC  NEWS

A New Starting Point for the Nation

On March 14th, at the close meeting of the 4th Plenary Session of the NPC, the Outline of 11th Five-Year Plan for Economic and Social Development of the People’s Republic of China (the Outline) was passed with an overwhelming vote, which representing a new starting point as well as a new blueprint for China’s modernization drive.

Proceeding from a new historical starting point, the Outline sets forth the goals, guiding principles and major tasks for China’s national economic and social development in the coming five years, and comprehensively reflects the requirements for further developing socialist market economy and the encouraging situation of reform and opening up. It is an outline for development as well as for reform. It has improved the targets of social development, public service and ecological environmental protection, thus serving as an important benchmark for allocating fiscal revenue and other public resources. 

During the 10th Five-Year period, China’s per capita GDP reached $1700. Experiences of development from many other countries show that the period in which per capita GDP grows from $1000 to $3000 is the time when a country’s economic and social structures undergo a series of major changes. In this period, all aspects of the society must be handled properly to maintain a sustained and stable momentum of economic and social development, and ensure a continuous increase in the overall quality and competitiveness of the national economy and a smooth attainment of industrialization and modernization. If not, various social contradictions may be sharpened to hamper economic and social development. The 11th Five-Year Plan period is such a critical moment with both opportunities and challenges. Only by firmly establishing and comprehensively implementing a scientific outlook on development and actively building a socialist harmonious society can the economic prosperity be maintained and social harmony promoted.

The Outline guides overall economic and social development with a scientific outlook on development whose contents and requirements are incorporated in the targets and focus of development. The Outline emphasizes that the economy must maintain a fast yet steady growth rate. The change of the pattern of growth should be accelerated, ability for independent innovation enhanced, urban and rural development balanced, the efforts to build social harmony strengthened, and reform and opening up expanded. Safeguarding and developing the fundamental interests of the people is the basic orientation of the Outline. It emphasizes the practical problems that concern the direct interests of the people must be tackled first. 

According to the Outline, GDP growth  for the next five years is set at an
annual average increase of 7.5 percent. This figure is based on the necessity and
feasibility and was determined by taking all factors into account. It can be
attained with hard work. Both past and present experiences show that it is crucial to maintain fast yet steady economic development. As to energy conservation and environmental protection, the Outline sets the target for reducing energy consumption per unit of GDP by 20 percent and the target for cutting the total discharge of major pollutants by 10 percent. Clearly, these two important targets are designed to address the problem of mounting pressure on resources and the environment. They reflect the need and the determination to build a resource-conserving and environment-friendly society. The strategic priorities and major tasks during the 11th Five-Year Plan period are as follows:
First, making great and effective efforts to build a new socialist countryside with a heavy stress on the need to continue balancing economic and social development in urban and rural areas and to make steady progress by developing production, improving living standards, fostering more civil behavior, improving the overall cleanliness of villages, and exercising democratic management. Second, accelerating economic structuring and change of the pattern of economic growth. It is imperative to pursue development by taking a new road towards industrialization to improve the industrial structure, conserve resources and protect environment. Third, promoting balanced development among regions. The Outline calls for improving the market mechanism, the mechanism for mutual assistance and the support mechanism to ensure balance and interaction among  different regions. It divides state–owned land into four types of development priority zones---optimal development zones, key development zones, restricted development zones and non-development zones---based on resources, the carrying capacity of the environment, and development potential. Different policies will be adopted for different zones. Fourth, striving to increase the capacity for independence innovation. The Outline emphasizes the need to more quickly turn China into an innovation-oriented country by  comprehensively enhancing China’s capacity to make original innovations, integrate innovations and assimilate advanced foreign technologies and further refine them. It also points out accelerating development of education in science and technology and training professionals are essential in order to improve the capacity for independent innovation. Fifth, unwaveringly and comprehensively deepening reforms and opening  still wider the outside world. The Outline contains the requirement to speed up improvement of the socialist market economic system, and establish systems and mechanisms conducive to changing the pattern of economic growth and promoting comprehensive, balanced and sustainable development. Sixth, working harder to build a harmonious society. This is an important objective of social and economic development  and guarantee for it. The Outline calls for doing a good job in population work; creating more jobs; improving the social security system, people’s living standards and health and public safety; building socialist democracy; promoting culture progress; and improving the system of social management.
INTERNATIONAL  EXCHANGES

Promote Friendship and Expand Cooperation

--Notes on the visit to two African countries 

by a CPAPD’s high-level delegation

At the invitation of the Ethiopian International Institution for Peace and Development and Zimbabwean Institute for International Issues, He Luli, Vice Chairperson of the Standing Committee of National People’s Congress, Chairperson of the Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament (CPAPD) paid a friendly visit to the two countries from April 12th to 21st, 2006. During the visit, He Luli met with government and parliament leaders, representatives of the non-governmental organizations and visited some industrial and agricultural projects. The visit enhanced the friendly relations between China and the two countries and promoted the cooperation between Chinese NGOs and African NGOs.

Ethiopia and Zimbabwe are both landlocked countries in East Africa. Ethiopia covers a land area of 1.1036million square kilometers with a population of 77.4million. It is the second most populous country on the continent. The county, with one third of its land being plateau and an average altitude of 3000m is known as “the roof of Africa”. The name of its capital Addis Ababa in local language means “flowers”. With a population of 3million, Addis Ababa is the country’s political, economic and cultural center. Being the seat of the UN Economic Commission for Africa and the headquarters for the African Union, Addis Ababa is called “political and diplomatic capital for Africa”. Zimbabwe has 390,000 sq. km. with a population of 12.89 million. The name of its capital “Harare” in local Shona language means “the old man who doesn’t sleep”. With a population of 1.5million, Harare is the country’s political, economic, cultural and financial center, and also land and air transportation hub, embraced by neat and nifty city streets and perennial grassland and blossoms. Ethiopia and Zimbabwe all value their relations with China and both enjoy a tradition of friendship with China. 

During the visit, He Luli had extensive exchanges with the leaders and other political figures of the two countries. In Ethiopia, Mme. He met with President Girma and Speaker of the House of People's Representatives Teshome. In Zimbabwe, She met with Vice President Mujuru, President of the Senate Madzongwe, Deputy Speaker of the House of the Assembly Kangai and Foreign Minister Mubengegwi. She exchanged views with the leaders of the two countries on China-African relations. She spoke highly of their efforts in developing national economies and improving the livelihood of their people. On the relations between China and the two countries, He Luli emphasized that in recent years, China had expanded exchanges and cooperation with the two countries in political, economic and other fields. China appreciates the two governments in pursuing the One China policy and unswervingly supporting China for its cause of peaceful reunification. With joint efforts, the existing friendly cooperative relations will be deepened and strengthened in the new century. The Ethiopian leaders stressed that the precious economic assistance offered by China to Ethiopia is sincere and selfless. They hoped that more Chinese enterprises would come to invest in their countries and help to boost their economies. Zimbabwean leaders expressed great appreciations for the support China rendered to the Zimbabwean people in their struggle against colonialism and for national independence and economic development. They also reiterated their firm stance in supporting the One China policy.

This visit is also very important in strengthening the CPAPD’s relations with the academic institutions and relevant NGOs in Africa and promoting people-to-people exchanges. The Ethiopian International Institution for Peace and Development and the Zimbabwean Institute for International Issues are influential institutions in the respective countries engaging mainly in research on African political and economic affairs and international security issues and providing relevant counseling to the respective governments. In recent years, the two institutions have actively dedicated themselves to research on the solutions to armed conflicts in Africa, contributing greatly to the African peace and stability. Mme. He held discussions with them on security issues in Africa and the world, the domestic situation, peaceful development and prevention of armed conflicts in general. The Ethiopian International Institution for Peace and Development showed great interest in further developing ties with the CPAPD. The two organizations signed an agreement on cooperation to step up exchanges of information, journals and delegations.

During the visit, Mme. He made speeches on China’s road of peaceful development to the people from different walks of life in both countries. She was especially invited by the Ethiopian International Institution for Peace and Development to give a presentation on “China’s Peaceful Development and China-African Relations”. The audience included Ethiopian diplomats, parliamentarians, academic and media people. In her speech, she elaborated China’s road of peaceful development, China’s African policy, the 11th Five-Year Plan, the scientific outlook on development and the building of a socialist harmonious society. 

Apart from political and academic discussions, the delegation visited a farm in Bahir Dar, China-Ethiopia Joint Stock Company Limited (a capsule producer) and a rose plantation in Ethiopia. In Zimbabwe, the delegation visited Zimbabwean Tobacco Research Center. During such visits, the delegation had broader contact and exchanges with the general public of the two countries and were deeply impressed by  the friendship of the two peoples to China. 

CPAPD representatives attend the World Social Forum. From March 24-29, 2006, Mr. Shen Fang, a young researcher with the CPAPD attended the 6th Annual Conference of the World Social Forum held in Karachi, Pakistan. The conference, entitled: “Another World Is Possible”, attracted more than 5,000 representatives from over 30 countries. The CPAPD representative made a speech on “China’s peaceful development and Asia’s prosperity” in a transnational workshop jointly held by Chinese NGOs’ representatives. 

Green our world. On March 28th, the staff of the CPAPD planted trees in the “Forest of Peace and Friendship” located in FengTai District of Beijing. Vice-presidents of the CPAPD, Madam Huan Guoying, Mr. Liu Jingqin and Mr. He Jun also participated in the activity. The “Forest of Peace and Friendship” was established in March 2003. Over the past years, visiting foreign guests have been invited to plant trees for peace and friendship there. 

JPC delegation visits China. At the invitation of the CPAPD, a 5-member delegation of the Japan Peace Committee, headed by the Representative Director Sato Mitsuo of the JPC, paid a friendly visit to China from May 23rd to 28th. During the visit in Beijing, Madam He Luli, Vice-chairperson of the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress and President of the CPAPD met and hosted a dinner in the honor of the delegation. Mr. Zhang Zhijun, Vice-minister of the International Department of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China also met with the visiting guests. And Mr. Liu Jingqin, Vice-president of the CPAPD held discussions with the delegation of the issues of common interest. Beside Beijing, the delegation also visited TangShan, a city near Beijing.  

CPAPD Representative attends China-U.S. Conference on Nonproliferation. Invited by the Monterey Institute’s Center for Nonproliferation Studies, the CPAPD representative participated in the Sixth U.S-China Conference on Arms Control, Disarmament, and Nonproliferation, held in Washington, D.C. on June 5-6, 2006. The conference was co-organized by Monterey Institute of International Studies, and China Arms Control and Disarmament Association. The theme of the conference was: “U.S.-China Nonproliferation Cooperation.” 16 Chinese participants including officials and experts from a variety of Chinese organizations, and more then 50 U.S participants including both government and non-governmental representatives attended the conference. The Chinese and American participants held frank discussions and constructive dialogue on such issues as Proliferation Challenge and Responses; U.S.-China Co-operation and the Way to Achieve Nonproliferation Objectives; the Six-Party Talks and Future Security Mechanisms and the Future of Confidence Building through Strategic Dialogue. With the arrangement of the American host, Chinese participants visited the “Nuclear Risk Reduction Center” of the U.S. State Department, and also held discussions with the World Security Institute on China-U.S. Strategic Relations on June 7-8, 2006.
On April 12, Mr. Bernardo Mariani, International Arms Transfer Controls Co-ordinator of Saferworld visited the CPAPD. The CPAPD Secretary-General Niu Qiang met with Mr. Mariani. Both sides explored the possibility of cooperation between the two organizations in the future.   

On April 13, Dr. Jaeho Hwang, Associate Research Fellow from Center for Security and Strategy, Korea Institute for Defense Analyses, visited the CPAPD and met with the CPAPD scholars exchanging views on the possibility of establishing a North-East Asia security regime.

CPAPD scholars attend the Pugwash Workshop. CPAPD Secretary General Niu Qiang and Research Fellow Hou Hongyu went to Iran to attend the Pugwash Workshop on “Iran’s Nuclear Energy: Policy and Prospect”from April 24-27. 

A delegation of the Alliance for Peace in Romania visits China. At the invitation of the CPAPD, a 5-member delegation of the Alliance for Peace in Romania headed by the Alliance deputy president Mr. Nicolae Ion paid a friendly visit to China from May 20-26. During the visit in Beijing, Madam He Luli, Vice-Chairperson of the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress and President of the CPAPD met with the delegation. The CPAPD Vice-President Huan Guoying held discussions with the delegation. Besides Beijing, the delegation also visited Xi’an.

CPAPD Scholars at the GPPAC-NEA Regional Consultation Meeting. From 1st to 6th March 2006, CPAPD representatives Mr. Fei Yongyi and Ms. Chen Huaifan participated in the GPPAC Northeast Asia Regional Consultation Meeting held at Mt Kumgang, the DPRK and in Seoul, the ROK respectively. About 40 conflict prevention activists and specialists from the focal points of the GPPAC in Northeast Asia were present at the Meeting. During the meeting, the Mt Kumgang Declaration was passed, and a 5-year Regional Work Plan drafted. It was decided that the Northeast Asia Online Peace Forum will be established as one of the platforms to implement the Regional Work Plan.
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