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PREFACE

For a long time, South Asia was not prominent in the U. S. global strate-
gy. America did not have vital interests in the region, compared to Western
Europe and East Asia. However, “not prominent” does not mean “not impor-
tant”, and “no vital interests” by no means equals “no main interests” In fact,
during the Cold War era, South Asia was an.important part of the U. S. global
containment strategy, which focused not on military deployment but on main-
taining balance of power in South Asia.

The Clinton administration’s national goals of “security, economy and democra-
cy” have been fully embodied in South Asia. Among the security goals were nonpro-
liferation of weapons of mass destruction and preventing the escalation of the Kash-
mir conflict. The economic goal consisted of open markets and trade opportunities
because of Indian economic reform and development potentials. Political goals includ-
ed India’s democratic system and democratic reform in Pakistan. From the viewpoint
of the U. S, policy makers, India has more important strategic value than Pakistan
because of its relative stability, its healthy economy, and its robust democracy and
respect for human rights. Balance of power characterizes the U. S, security strategy
toward South Asia in the post-Cold War era,

Since September 11, 2001, the U. S. -Pakistan relationship has been up-
graded because of global counter-terrorism needs. The U. S. developed strate-
gic partnership with India and ally with Pakistan at the same time by establis-
hing these two bilateral relations on different bases and treating them separate-
ly. The U. S. has developed strategic ally with Pakistan based on counter-ter-
rorism while its strategic partnership with India rests on a comprehensive basis
(e. g. s on economic, political and strategic considerations).

China is the biggest neighbor of South Asian countries. South Asia is a

sensitive and complicated part of its security environment. While not, the ex-
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clusive focus of this book, the implications in U. S. -India and U. S, -Pakistan
relations have to be given more attention in China,

Using the concept of “beyond balance of power” this book analyzes U. S.
security strategy towards South Asia in the post-Cold War era. During the
Cold War, the U. S, -Pakistan alliance was counterweighted by the friendly re-
lationship between the Soviet Union and India. These two opposing forces
formed the balance of power in South Asia. America viewed South Asia as a
“reduction” of the global Cold War, and the conflict between India and Paki-
stan was but the “South Asian version” of the worldwide conflict between the
United States and the Soviet Union. the U. S. South Asia policy served its
global containment strategy. Pulling Pakistan into an alliance, supporting In-"
dia to counter China, and aiding Pakistan to contain the Soviet Union were all
part of America’s global strategy and in its national interest.

After the Cold War ended, America started using bilateral, regional, and
functional lenses to understand the South Asian sub-continent, and started to
utilize a “beyond balance of power” strategy in its interactions with the region.
The strategy can be seen in three areas: ideology, policy, and bilateral rela-
tionships. As for ideology, America believes that, whether on the basis of eco-
nomic potential, political worthiness, or comprehensive national power and re-
gional influence, India’s strategic position is obviously higher than Pakistan’s.
On a policy level, the foci of the Clinton administration’s global strategy and
the main goals of its South Asia policy were economy, security and democracy.
Because of the major security issues in the South Asian region (such as nuclear
proliferation, the Kashmir conflict and terrorism), America’s principal securi-
ty interests there consisted of maintaining regional stability, preventing the
spread of weapons of mass destruction, and countering terrorism. Non-prolif-
eration policy, Kashmir policy, and anti-terrorism policy thus comprised the
bulk of America’s South Asia security policy and produced a tilt toward India.
In the area of bilateral relationship, not only do U. S, -India and U. S. -Pakistan
relations occupy different positions in America’s-South Asia security strategy,
but America has also tried to establish these two bilateral relationships on dif-
ferent cooperative bases and has attempted to treat each separately.

The occurrence of the September 11th attacks followed by the so-called

“global war on terror” had a great impact on the South Asia region. On the one
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hand, America has actively reestablished and developed a partnership with Pa-
kistan to obtain this front-line country’s support. At the same time, it has
continually pushed to transform its strategic relationship with India. America
maintains and develops friendly relations with both India and Pakistan at the
same time, demonstrating continued interest in — and implementation of — a
“beyond balance of power” strategy.

The book is divided into three parts: introduction, text, and conclusion.
The introduction provides an overview of the study, including methodology, a
basic conceptual analysis and brief survey of South Asian studies in the United
States. The body text consists of six chapters. The first chapter introduces
four stages in the evolution of the U. S, security strategy toward South Asia in
the Cold War era, and the basic characteristic of South Asian security, namely
a balance of power between the U. S, -Pakistan alliance and a close Soviet U-
nion-India relationship. In the second chapter, the book chiefly explains Amer-
ica’s main interests and goals in South Asia by way of an analysis of a few na-
tional strategy reports of the Clinton administration, and introduces American
scholars’ different understandings of India and Pakistan. The third chapter
briefly analyzes the challenges to the U. S. nonproliferation policy brought by
the Indian and Pakistani nuclear tests, and the change in the U. S. prolifera-
tion policy toward India and Pakistan on account of the nuclear tests. In the
fourth chapter, the book seeks to observe the substance and characteristics of
the U. S. policy toward the Kashmir issue after describing the process of the
Kargil conflict and the U. S. response to it. The fifth chapter focuses on the
adjustment of the U, S. -Indian and U. S, -Pakistani relations in the wake of Bill
Clinton’s visit to South Asia, which foreshadowed a tilt toward India and an
estrangement from Pakistan. By reviewing the transforming U. S. -India strate-
gic partnership and Pakistan evolving from “frontline state” to “major non-
NATO ally” after the September 11th attacks, the sixth chapter emphasizes
the U. S. interests and goals as well as new challenges in South Asia. And, as
the last part of the book, the conclusion briefly explores the implications of the
U. S. South Asian security strategy for China’s security environment, and the
concept of “beyond balance of power” for Chinese foreign policy, through the
lens of the U. S. factor in China-South Asia relations and the Sino-U. S. -India

strategic triangle in the making,




= T s 1
E—F MR AR EEETRSERRE - eerrernennns ferereiaereenaans 21
P—H HURHIIAE 20 12 50 4EAR . S ELE B G NG oo 22
w3 20 #4260 @fﬁﬁaﬁﬂjﬁjﬁﬁﬁg ................................. 28
B= 20H#H4E 70 ﬂfﬁj%ﬁlﬂﬁhﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ ................................. 31
EYT 20 48 80 F4L R BIBTEE R TREE oo 36

N B e 39
EoE BEHPER SREEEM BT ETAR o 45
B EEERBRBIEIRE ST rrrrerrerrrrrreneeeeeens 47
B EETERTRIFIZEFIEAR cooooreeerrrrrrrreererriiiee e 51
BEY EEFHE AR EL s 55

/J\ % ................................................................................. 61
HEEE BUBREE(—) MERRE SRR B 67
F—F EEATFZIRBEGETIAIL -revrrererrreerrerirereiinecenan 68
T EEXEIEBRBAITEAE RN cooeeeeerrrerreeereermemieeereenans 78
BN BEPIAY BUBEESRIE crooeorerererrrrrrreeeeeiriiiiieeeeeneenns 81

I B e D 84
ENE BERHREE(Z):FERARESEENEHRREE o 89
%_"—ﬁ,‘ }'E{+jk;‘ﬁ[‘ﬁ]%lj ............................................................ 89
-3 FFRHZE e 95
BN EEM T AIRBLIE o oeereerrrrrrrierereerriir e e eeeriae e 100

/J\ % ................................................................................. 106




2 ABREIY . Y RS 1 36 9 I 2 2 AL

EHEE BEMBXR ERERTZTS5E0.EERLXRNGEE 110
gy ﬁ%@ﬁ%_{f%ﬁ HEEER RS TR e 110
::“p‘ 2000 Eﬁﬂ(@ﬁﬂgmﬂzzﬁ? .......................................... 112
BN AT B PR LRI e 116

I e 120
SNE SEBEBHNR.EREEENEIEREERE oo 124
B RIRGEE TR RIE IR erreeeer e 124
T RS EEIER I AIEIIRER e, 128
B B ACFIRI L BRI oo 132
CAU RGeS WA (2D INE = 5 L LR 140

I e e 146

D T PP PP 152
- LT TR PR TP P T TR PR R R PP PFRPIPPRTRRR 170
o vl O R T T P PP P PR Y TP T PR T PP 200
JE  AReeeeerenrerrre it 299
N 1 F PP 296




CONTENTS

INTRODUCTION  coccccecrecrecascasseausacsatistttastosarsarasesstsessrsarsnronsssansassars

CHAPTER ONE BALANCE OF POWER: U, S, SECURITY STRATEGY TO-

WARDS SOUTH ASIA IN THE COLD WAR ERA  «rccceeervenieinnnnee, 21
Section | The 1950s: U. S.-Pakistan Alliance and U. S.-Indian Es-
LEANEEITIENT  ++treereseresrassasanaismttnttitiiretretretteeeeasaeenens 29
Section I The 1960s: Pulling Pakistan in and Approaching India to
Contain the Soviet UNION2E +e«reeererenrnenreerneneareaeneneaeenen
Section [ The 1970s: Proximity with Pakistan and China to Confront
the SOViet UNION +++trrsetrerssruseeuernenaennearreeerosssensenees 31
Section [V The 1980s: Assisting Pakistan and Afghanistan to Oppose
the Soviet TINIOn ««errecrenreeroenrnsraearnrraemaaeneerearaeseeanns 36

CHAPTER TWO BEYOND BALANCE OF POWER IDEOLOGY: U. S. RE-

THINKING OF SOUTH ASLA  c+ctcrcarrerrentraereaentuneaenrionaenenaeans 45
Section T U.S. National Security Strategy and South Asia -+--+---- 47
Section I U.S. Interests and Goals in South Asia ««+ereerserrernuenee 51

Section [l India and Pakistan in the Viewpoints of . U. S Scholars

CHAPTER THREE BEYOND BALANCE OF POWER POLICY—I: THE IN-
DIAN AND PAKISTANI NUCLEAR TESTS AND U, S. NON-PROLIFERA-
TION POLICY  coveecreeereontrenesnmtererineenscinrereerorerssreirscassensesneres 67
Section I  The Indian and Pakistani Nuclear Tests and Nuclear Weap-

ONIZAtION 1N SOULh ASIa +tecerrerrerrnrracasneransrarnraerarasnens 68

Section I U. S. Perceptions of and Response to the Indian and Pakistani




4 AR Yo HRR B 3R I T T B

NUCLEAT TESLS  +xerererrerenerernernemneueremiieriieeneeinieenen 78
Section [ U. S. Non-Proliferation Policy towards South Asia = «-++- 81

CHAPTER FOUU BEYOND BALANCE OF POWER POLICY—II. THE

KARGIL CONFLICT AND U. S. POLICY TOWARDS KASHMIR -:---- 89
Section ] The Kashmir ISSUE «r+eererereerenrrarerirmimierieiienreeineinnn. 89
Section [ The Kargil Conflict «++etreereenseemeerieeramimiiiiianiiiennnain, 95
Section [ U.S.” Kashmir policy «++reeeesseeermserermmineremnneeninnn.. 100

CHAPTER FIVE BEYOND BALANCE OF POWER RELATIONS: CLINTON’
S VISIT TO SOUTH ASIA AND U. S. ADJUSTING RELATIONS WITH IN-

DIA AND PAKISTAN - v revteeecntutnancntnreessnaneetaterssrsenrernesseenens 110
Section I U. S. Security Relations with South Asia in Clinton’s First
TEIINL  +vevsvoermensnenencnearnentseerotasesasnerersneesssesssencnnes 110
Section [I Clinton’s Visit to South Asia in 2000 +eerererereeenrarnennn. 112
Section [ Tilt and Estrangement: the Adjustment of U. S. Security Re-
lations with India and Pakistan —+eesoeeererrroremiemninan. 116

CHAPTER SIX CONTINUING BEYOND BALANCE OF POWER: COUNTER-
TERRORISM AND U. S. SECURITY STRATEGY TOWARD SOUTH ASIA

.................................................................................... 124

Section I  Counter-terrorism and the Changes of U. S. Security Strategy

....................................................................................... 124
Section ]I Counter-terrorism and New U. S. Challenges in South Asia

................................................................. v, 128

Section [ India: from “Natural Ally” to “Strategic Partner” ------ 132

Section [V Pakistan: from “Frontline State” to “Major Non-NATO Al-

ly” eeeees et ree et e as et e ettt e ear et aaaanas 140

CONCLUSIONS c+ ¢t eceeertsrsneeattmerteersnenmstnentnenenmetestaeseereensenrnens 152

APPENDIX  veevttteuretututnantnentinteserteresasssnssssseeesessecssncncsesssssreranns 170

BIBLIOGRAPHY «:vceeeertueecutocatausteronnsrnenterannesentnenenencnensnserssseseneees 200

POSTSCRIPT  -cccovvrvettnetontteranttateeneaattentraeatseessesneesseesnesneeensrones 299




ST
~3 =

— . [RIRR AR H

FaRE— N EFRRAF ZMEA B, EEMER LR B R
H , HE R LR A OUR A T S A E %24 B R 2 f 48, T Hax 4
BR XA HA E R A R, E S R Z WERRR ., RIS
S 2 S ] I K 7 4 R A T B RN RRBR B A LR 43, L R S R E Rl i & 4
HENEEREZ—., RE—-EToEUNXEERZ LRI, B2, —
T THT [ P %o 5 [ A R K - 40 P 5 5 0 R T X 5 ) R IV A 5 A P 5 A,
2 [ WA HR IS 5T X 2 TR T RS X T 5 X 32 [E 5 . K i O A 9T
o BT, NS E B R R FEXR HEXR MK Z 4
IR T — S AE R R T KESCE, B L 12 MBURFINA 5 2 /A B ATST,
B/ NFBIE AR FIH X 2 BT .

TEXT S E MR W 2 R B b, A LUF — SR o) |

1. ZEBETEERIEMNEIGER, B E M E B R EHE KX
A1 R B B FE A EL R (B ZEAR RT3 L & X [ X, B 3 AT B B 3 LA
HXFHMNRES R RA XG0, 55 E R W24 g Y BLE SR Al R e T3
S G2 i ESLREREMIEANGEE7? ‘

2. PP HE X 7E 3 [E BRI AR P AL . KB LAR, R E 23R
WA B K B ARTE M . — BRI, 2R, FERR YN AR B (4 280 76 PO RR, L K R
BRI S TER T, AR 45 WAE 3L E X S0 5B oAb T4 Ak p Ao, ¥ iR BT A
YR EE R EE AR, “9 « 117F {4 (September 11 Incident) FIf# & 7E 1] &
AL TE 9 SRR S (5 7 S 7R 28 B BRI P i s R A T A AR AR 4k

3. REME LXK Z LA NRME . B X Ea B XA
¥ U T W X )2 AR AR A, IR B B s 2 32 SRR
s L5, SEEXT X e 2 PR S E RIS RAT A7 “9 « 1173450 5 T He X




2 R Y SR 1 3% B Pl A

TENBHREN A7 FEENAATEXTEN X ECR? 32 EXTEEAEM LA KE
RF P B A AR E AR ?

4. XEPELZLEMYEENE, FEXH RS FE—Fh g, i
{XR—FBR? IRFEAE—FP RS, H B AR R85 R B 247

5. FEMERII L4 M B . QAT 36 [ A T I 22 4 R X R S B 4
R X 24 DL K p B Z e B R 7 FRRGE2TER? TR ER FIT L2
AF 7 BREL T A ), WP L T T AN F) 2

6. SEEMIEZ 2RISR ARAGE 7], WPL R 3 E fg WL 2R
A7 AR PIFGTEE R R A7 o E QE] R X e 1] 7

A FR T REE B SR A [R1RR , (B4 55 07 BRI | Ik B R (X = BE T |2
RBEHATVRZP B RR XM RBRE N AT —EEE MBS EFEE.

B, U X Z 2R P R RRE, R X R4k R T % 6t s 1%
Gr& MR, NG+ 0 EAER BINES RS, e b TR RN
B RS, IR 55t 288 (Weapons of Mass Destruction, WMD) 93~
BRI B R B Gy R T SR T A A E R T X %
SRR HITLREFE, A X Z LT R —F o rHELR,

HR . ZELZEREHEEE., XELSHRRIBOES, —2KH, — BT X,
T 7 SV A P P RO R S B v B . 95 ) A i T 22 4 B AN X B 5 W R T
X A2 )R, WK HHC R B R X 2 248 5, (8] B2 0 RO 3 X i 22 4
R, EHEXRIKREN AL RERE.

B UMK E RN E M MER Y, R R MR EZHoh
RBHESHR, BF EFH PR Y B ZE LT LU LB E X (terror-
ism) .78 3 Y (separatism) Al ¥ 3= Y (extremism) , [ Eg I H#8 X g8 R “ 7
BfERHHBIX”

S0, ENEAE AR I X K E R VE . BEEENEIRRR vt R K EHE 4
BRI, hi5E X B BE A RIS 4 1) 2 B BE A0 S8 BT 9 4 T80 4k o T S el A R R
HE.

B, X E R Z 2R, ERENRARZLIET, H L HE
MR SR By S EIR F EE P AR I, Hh, % AT ML LR
BB ARRFIRKIE

T RS

i (theory) . iR B (strategy) MBI (policy) J& 20 47 [ br 22 4> I8 B i = A~




8 F 3

M. BERFRZEESP st £ A E B F X ERE 2R T AR BRI
TR, WA R BUR F R MR Z 2 B R i B R E &R 28 fst
AERLZLE B, AR ZL2RRMEZLBESTRAFMHEELR, B
Jo B3 5 B i T 4 AR T A R R B R 2 4 (beyond balance of power),

£BRE) (global) . H1IX i (regional) Fl E % 1 (national) 43 EWF5Y H Fr e &
RIBEH =NER . AP UERBIR FAST B AA ST 3% E M A RE A
SR AL X RO B s N R —— BP9 35 (5 5 R 0 i (X (2 52 B B ) £ Sy
HHERERER; ULARBIR A FEE R ——B R LSRR S T a7 ab
MR IX 5% 20 R, ¥ FRAT T, 35 B DA 2 BR1E ) SR M A T 2 s % Sk 4k B g
WX F 55, RE AR A 6 TR R IE S 0381k, SEEN R R AL LR B H A B
R EREFRERNRERFER AR, B RE, EEE LAY .
REARETA 252 FREDIAE B AR th % H) 5 HEg 0 Hb X 5 0% Fx B, % 2
BOR, HEARHMEREERE ., “9« 117HM4/5, I H X 0% E 28R K 2L
“HIZRHIIS”, METH TR O R AT E R, £ E7E IR R Db X 222 1
Bin T, EL M EFRIZTE , BI 45155 B[S A EL R0 HE % R SR A A 22 2[R
KR,

E E W & 4 R 35 B & (ideology) « B3 (policy) 136 & (relation-
ship) =NEMH., “FER7RIREWNLZLA . BTSN UGRRE%E, 5
TER 2R TR —F O 8, HR B KB FIRT 8 i WE. KEXFEILEKY
HEHEARNZN—H, X BERTE ALLREAL HEBOEEE
& WA —T, A% B4R RT)E . 1998 4R EN AL BT /S . “9 « 11735
J& XTI A R . “BOR” R BUF S % 2 F0 2550 B AR IR X 2 TF $
ML 2R R EAG TR W T R B ST S RAT3h . 28 X R W BSR4 b 2 Blre
AEFRTEAKIR i YRR E SR L, “ER7BHXERFEBGET
TR FERRE , BERT 68 B o I 2540 R s A I T T LA VEC 2R, T BE S B AR
SHE AR ff 2256 3, R R 3 B ToR 25 00 B AR A0S AL , SX TR 26 R A ]
BERAERE, RESHIMRMNXREERANELNXRAMLEELE,

EREMHELERIEET TR B (Cold War era) | f5 ¥ &8 #H (post-
Cold War era) %ﬂfﬁ}ﬁy‘?\;’jﬁlﬁﬁﬁgpost post-Cold War era) =B, Q¥ iR BtEH,
R E B TR S8 2 IR T H BRI . BIRJ5, £ EE M X £ B (R
X B B4R s FTIREA B IRl 28 AT 8L R EMEZ) I E R T AR .
“O 117G, REMM LR EERS THEREDNEE, AB5%E
THERIRETHIA“Y - 1174 J5 35 E P52 2 R0 , (0 3 SU00E 2 RS T AR
(Bill Clinton) $/E#Y 8 4E.,




4 AR VBR3P T 4 B

B BB — R — R 2R — b K —E R (¥ BE—HUE—
KR AR5 RV U R B 2 35 [ 19 W02 4 R W i A LA 3
A

ZEIBIL REMMMLZLEHEKC

bR 2 W53 (International Security Studies, ISS)HEFREIE 2 52 (In-
ternational Political Economy, IPE) & E P53 RBFIE 0B R ILALT . TireE
PRECERTFE A, “BUSE 3 SO A B 32 R BIMEA BARIE"® . BRI
FABEXT E PR 2T T B HEE.

KIILIR , B F NAEEFREZ 5T G AL, SIS E GAH, A
VEA BB LM AT H G SRl B R Se i 22 4 HARR A 2 25
WEBRTFB, SEEIELE M, HIE £ U —H 5T T 52 L 1arst,
TEANFEAE - S48 (David Baldwin) ik th #9, “TE EBRBOATE IS, B EN %4
FRMREFRLE L, BN LLREREEHIM AR, I E LA
N RBUFRERZLGHES, R BN, PR RERZ LM T4,
BT T L EBRZ 2300 TR RIS oW RIS Es s,

SHELEXWERZ LSRR, A EXN S TFEELZSN T ERER. 8
2 iy R 15 B N AMNBOAZEM . UL -5 MBI T R X 22 2 B B0 5 28
PR B2 B FR PT LA B R 22 18] 2% A A 4 B T B, B2 20 BF 5 A i 4
P22 Sx A 7 B Lk 5 1k B PR vh 58 5 S TR Ao B B A I e 2L 48 1 ) o i
RELBMAF, BT H iU EFELBIE B . AL Sme | EEFLE]
it BEZEIS S AEREMIPS,

FEARBURIE R R R A BES BRE A ELHES. EET
o X, SEAMRBOT IR 3 E LD BEVE R L Bk R = B R A4 , 7528 L
B 7 57 Rt R R A i B 2 B 3 3 1) B L W L A 7 , BESRAMG T A BB R
TR LA B S KM A B AE T 0 M X D B, SRR 3 AAURIZ 30
E Y E B0 T 35 5 22 R i A 1

LA (security strategy) BE L EERLHH ARM T EE5%EK, T4
TR R E BRI, AR UK % A TS R 9 4 S B S A i 4
MR . EZ R K E, BEP A O ME4L, EAIE Y K%L R,
— M EROE LRGN E PR T4 B ZE AR X ] 542 4 55 885 1 4 A
FUT LA B SEBUA 22 4 1 AR P 22 » — MR 9 2 R 22 2 R W% (global securi-
ty strategy) , Q13 B BG5 ) B R 22 BSR4, Fii X 24 ik 1% (regional secur-
ity strategy) , 415 [El [E BB A 78 W22 2 SR WG 4R 45




T 5

huils

LM RER M 0 — 5. E R (national strategy) 2y 523
ZK BT, T SRS R AR BUN R B A E R . X B iR
AR B BV HF R AR R R A ERE R EY 3
T ASER R 4, :

T4 U TE [ R AR 25 Z IR A A

EEEL | TESEE | 2EHE | 1EmA | tEmm

[ EzmaeLA. ‘
s | EREF | 0 maee | mwen | mat ‘
HR%4 | HE%2 | BRAGA. | 0% % 2 | anmEs ‘
Hels Bz ZomE | R o R
BXES | HRTH | ERAGA | B X E S ‘
et e wame | o FRR | ERER

BT S mw |
wps | wxen |72 sz | ElR i
KET | X F % | Mok & | Sl | RHREE | #nmnmr
s 5 A% T R QAT
FHEAR | KERH | RAERE | BARA— | HoRE | 5oms
wEE | s e WEEE | MESR | SR

PERRIR R H John M. Collins, Military Strategy: Principles, Practices, and His-
torical Perspectives, Washington, D. C. ; Brassey’s, Inc. , 2002, p4.

WHIR » B (Michael D. Swaine) {L1Z B (Alastair Iain Johnston) A
A AR [ B 22 43 SR BRSE HBOA B AR 24 1Y i s, © A B SRl R 3
LTI BOAEE , BINK, E B EHFRE T, RA LA RIEE R
LA, R, TR U S s R B AR 2 55 JEE RIS IR A A ER
FEIE, BIAN, SEH IR S AR Y, W& I BREX R A h05R , E 52 /8] A L 3E
S EVEREL I 24,

KRERERT LB LIEE M ERHE IR, HRYE 22 e R385 0 gk,
FA BT » 4 2R B R R IR, T IR AL 5 5 ERZR2FNMEER LS
B, ©1950 45, H ERE2ZE R4 (National Security Council, NSC) #& H i
68 SN AR B R EE— N ERE LB ——B RIS A TR IR 45
HUE > RETHERR— IR E R 2 280 . SR EC » R EIERHR
A I K 2 2 SR s —— R 2 S W% (National Security Strategy of Engage-
ment and Enlargement) , ﬁ*ﬁﬁ%%%ﬂi/ﬁﬂﬁ“ﬁmﬂ?ﬁ%’J‘l‘iﬁﬂ%ﬂeaﬂl%_




