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will pose a direct threat to the new regime. The U.S. continued implementation of its new Afpak strategy can

hardly be a proper recipe to improve the war situation in Afghanistan.

6.Anti—terrorist Situation in Afghanistan and Its Prospect, by Du Bing, Assistant Research Fellow,
South Asia Research Section, China Institutes of Contemporary International Studies. Since Pakistan joined the
U.S. in the anti—terrorist war after 9/11 events, Pakistan s domestic security situation, instead of turning better,
has seen terrorist force running wild in recent years. The high frequency of terrorist attacks and the acceleration
of the Talibanzation in the tribal regions along the Afghan and Pakistani border, pose a direct threat to the
stability of the Afghan regime. In August 2009, government troops of Pakistan launched military operations
against the terrorist forces and killed Baitullah Mehsud, leader of the largest terrorist group inside Pakistan.
However, the strength of the terrorist organizations has not been weaken substantially and social and economic
conditions breeding terrorism still remain. For Pakistan to fight a war on terror in the future the burden is heavy
and the road is long.

7.Returning to Keynesianism? A Comment on U.S. Bailout Economic Thinking, by Zheng Youguo,

Senior Researcher at the Institute for Asian—Paicific Economic Studies, Fujian Academy of Social Sciences and
Du Lianyan(Female), the College of Management, Fujian University. According to many economists, economic
policy adopted by the U.S. government since the outbreak of the sub—prime mortgage crisis, retraces the steps to
Keynesianism which advocates state intervention in the economic activities by means of financial policies. In
reviewing the U.S. mainstream economic policy and ruling concept of the U.S. government, one can see that the
ultimate goal of the U.S. bailout policy to tackle financial crisis is still aimed at improving market economic
system. Instead of substantially changing the nature of business operations of an enterprise, the government
interposes in economic affairs from a non—productive approach. Its mainstream idea remains a liberal economic
one.

8.Evolution of the U.S. Nuclear Strategy and Nuclear Non—proliferation Policy: From G.W. Bush

to B. H. Obama, by Cui Jianshu, Associate Professor at the Center for International Strategic Studies, the PLA

International Relations University in Nanjing. At the time when Bush Jr. was in power, he followed a unilateral
nuclear strategy and nuclear arms control policy, creating a series of grave and negative effects. The 2002
Review on Nuclear Posture, brazenly forsaking the principle of no-use of nuclear attacks on non-nuclear
countries, thus greatly stimulating the nuclear proliferation and inciting even more non-—nuclear countries to
scramble for nuclear weapons. When Obama came to power, it advocates a return to bilateral and multilateral
nuclear arms control policy, puts forward a proposal for a  nuclear—free world”, resumes talks with Russia on
reduction of strategic nuclear weapons and initiates the convention of a global summit on nuclear security.
Obama’s nuclear policy will play an active part in preventing nuclear proliferation, but the days of a nuclear—
free world”  will really come only when the superpower gives up its ambition for global hegemony and when
genuine mutual—trust of all the countries in the world can be established and international nuclear supervision
be ensured.

9.0bama’s Proposal for  Nuclear -free World” and Its Impact on International Nuclear

Disarmament, by Liu Huaping (Female), Associate Professor at the College of Humanistic Studies, Beijing

Languages University and a doctor of laws. On April 5, 2009, the U.S. President Barak Obama put forward a
policy proposal for realizing a nuclear—free world” in the 21st century, which has attracted widespread attention

of the international community to the issue of nuclear disarmament. The U.S. and Russia, which possess a



