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Abstracts

construction on the islands and reefs of Nansha; meanwhile, China and the ASEAN
countries need to initiate the dialogue and negotiation process within the framework of
dual-track approach.

The North Korean Nuclear Issue in the Context of China-U.S. Relations
Yang Xiyu

On the issue of the denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula, China and the U.S.
share common position on some basic points: both oppose the development of nuclear
weapons by either side on the Peninsula; both stand for resolving the Korean nuclear
issue in a peaceful manner through the Six-Party Talks. However, China and the U.S.
have different views on the measures and means of the peaceful resolution of the issue,
and this has produced complicated impact on their relevant bilateral cooperation. Under
the deadlock situation of the Korean nuclear issue, China and the U.S. need to start
effective cooperation through working out a package solution, according to the “promise
to promise, act to act” principle as outlined in the September 19 Joint Statement, to
promote implementation of measures of denuclearization as well as take steps to end
both the state of war and the cold war confrontation on the Peninsula. All these also
serve as the common ground for China and the U.S. to play a positive role respectively
in the peaceful resolution of the North Korea nuclear issue.

Reforms of NATO against the Backdrop of Ukraine Crisis
Xing Hua

The Ukraine Crisis triggered off intense confrontation between the West and Russia.
NATO spared no efforts to take the pressure of military competition with Russia,
and took several moves to enhance its functions of military bloc, including elevate
collective defense to the alliance’s priority, rank Russia as its major threat, agree on
a Readiness Action Plan to strength collective defense, and speed up its military and
political ties with Ukraine. All the actions led to a turning point in its reforming process
which started from the end of the Cold War. As the rivalry between NATO and Russia
will remain for a while and it is no easy task for the members to reach a consensus on
policies toward Russia, there will be great uncertainties in NATO’s future development.



