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Australia and India in the South Pacific Pacific Island Countries have become an important
direction for four countries to implement the “Indo—Pacific” strategy. Hedging the influence
of “Belt and Road Initiative” is one of the important goals of “Indo—Pacific” strategy. The
strengthening of the political economic and military presence in South Pacific by United
States Japan Australia and India will further intensify competition among the major powers
in South Pacific and have an important impact on “21st Century Maritime Silk Road” .
Confronted with “Indo—Pacific” strategy and China’ s “Belt and Road Initiative” Pacific

Island Countries are facing significant diplomatic choices.

The Rise Development and Prospect of Islamic Extremism in South Asia / Niu Song
/95

At the end of the 1970s the rise of Islamic revival movement constituted the interna—
tional background of the emergence and development of Islamic extremism in South Asia. In
particular the malignant development of South Asian Islamic extremism was deeply influ—-
enced by the Soviet—Afghan War the Iranian Islamic revolution and the United States’
palliative global anti—terrorist policies especially the failure of its Middle East and South A—
sian policies. The development of South Asian Islamic extremism is closely related to regional
conflicts state—building and ethnic separatism while with typical characteristics of cross—
borders and linkage. Some South Asian countries had strengthened regional cooperation so as
to jointly combat Islamic extremism and adopted different strategies towards Islamic
extremism and terrorism which have made certain achievements in the Islamic extremist gov—

ernance in South Asia but still face many serious challenges.

A Study of Causes and Prospects of Japanese Conservatism’ s ‘Nuclear Theory’ a-—
gainst the Background of the Changing Situations in Northeastern Asia / Chen Youjun
and Wang Kun / 110

The “Three Non—nuclear Principles” one of the basic limits of Japan’ s basic defense
policy have played a very important role in the stability of Japan’ s political situation.
However the Japanese conservatism always has the idea of modifying the nuclear—free policy
and has challenged the nuclear—free bottom line frequently. The new century has witnessed
that Japanese conservatist politicians and scholars talked about “owning nuclear weapons” in
public which accelerates the right deviation of Japan’ s politics. Against the background of
the major changes in the Northeastern Asia the conservatism has revived “North Korea
threat theory” doubted the reliability of American “Nuclear Umbrella” and advocated the
revision of the “three non-nuclear principles” trying to reach to goal of “owning nuclear
weapons” . The fact that Japan is facing is that although Japan has advanced nuclear tech—
nology application and development capabilities it is still unable to break through the basic
national policy of “three non—nuclear principles” in the short term and it is impossible to
own and manufacture nuclear weapons because of the constraints like domestic public opin—

ion international opinion and Nuclear Non—Proliferation Treaty etc.



