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plains the strategic interests and policy practices of the Trump administration in the In—
dian Ocean region to some extent. All those show that the Trump administration has Ma—
jor strategic concerns in Indian Ocean and has determination to strengthen strategic in—
fluence in the region. Analysis of the US governments strategic concerns operational
methods and influencing factors in the Indian Ocean region will not only help to grasp
the development trend of the US strategy towards Indian Ocean as a whole but also help
to clarify the impact of the US Indian Ocean strategy on regional security.

Key Words: the United States Indo — Pacific Strategic Report Indian Ocean
Strategy; Constraints

Indonesias “Indo - Pacific” Concept: Motivation
Characteristics Infulence and Chinas Response
Wei Hong Li Ying

Abstract: In recent years the Indo — Pacific strategy ( or concept) of the United
States and other countries have attracted wide attention from the international communi—
ty. In fact Indonesia proposed its Indo — Pacific concept in 2013 and re — proposed
and promoted its Indo — Pacific concept in the past two years. Indonesias Indo — Pacific
concept aims to build an ecosystem of peace stability and prosperity in the Indo — Pa—
cific region. Its characteristics are as follows: advancing both security and economic
goals; emphasizing positive cooperation and inclusive institutional checks and balances;
and relying on multilateral mechanisms such as ASEAN and IORA. Indonesia hopes to
maintain its security interests in the great power competition reshape its identity as a
great power and expand its economic interests through Indo — Pacific concept. Indonesia
s Indo — Pacific concept provides a ballast for the current competition dynamics of big
powers in the indo — pacific region and promotes the formation and publication of
ASEANS Outlook on the Indo — Pacific outlook. Indonesia’s Indo — Pacific concept is
aimed at China but it also provides an opportunity for China to defuse the strategic
pressure of Indo — Pacific from the United States and other countries. In the face of In—
donesias Indo — Pacific concept China needs to rely on existing mechanisms and key
countries in the Indo — Pacific region to advance together in the political economic and
security fields and jointly promote cooperation so as to promote the construction of a new

order that is just and reasonable in the region.

Key Words: Indonesia Indo — Pacific ASEAN IORA China
The Reasons for India to Be an Obstacle of the
RCEP Negotiation and Its Recent Change of Positions
Cao Guangwei Chen Sifan

Abstract: Since the start of the RCEP process Indias ambivalence has been a
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stumbling block to the negotiations. First the article reveals the fundamental reasons
for Indias participation and delay in RCEP negotiations from three aspects: dealing with
the reform of the world trade system easing the pressure of a trade war with the United
States seeking economic benefits or avoiding economic losses. Next this paper discus—
ses the formation and evolution of Indias position in the negotiations from the perspec—
tive of Indian industrial development and finds that protecting the immature manufac—
turing industry and promoting the export of services are central elements of Indias tough
negotiating stance. Finally the paper discusses the recent changes in Indias negotiating
position and finds that while India maintains a tough stance it also reserves room for

future negotiations. It also points out that India was on a path to " delay for change" in
pursuit of better terms. To move forward with the deal the parties will have to push In—
dia to make substantial concessions either through increased pressure or increased in—
centives.

Key Words: India The RCEP Negotiations The World Trade System India —
China Bilateral Trade

The Reasons for the Victory of Pakistan Tehreek — e — Insaf
in the 2018 Pakistan Election: Based on The Perspective
of Political Mobilization MechanismLi
Li Jie Zhao Lei

Abstract: The 2018 election is an important event in the domestic political devel—-
opment of Pakistan. The result of the election was unexpected. The grass — roots Paki—
stan Tehreek — e — Insaf won the election and successfully formed a government. It
broke the previous situation of two parties dominating politics of Pakistan. Through the
perspective of political mobilization mechanism Pakistan Tehreek — e — Insaf has built a
credible public image during the long political struggle. Taking street politics and social
media as the main platform to speak anti — corruption has become an important political
issue in Pakistan by constructing a discourse framework consistent with the cultural
background and life experience of young people and resonating with the public. Because
of the hysteresis effect on political mobilization popular discontent with the status quo
and aspiration for a new Pakistan will influence Pakistani political ecology for a long
time. The analysis of the reasons for the victory of Pakistan Tehreek — e — Insaf in the e—
lection can not only clarify the reasons for the political changes in Pakistan but also
provide important inspiration for China to promote the construction of China — Pakistan
Economic Corridor.

Key Words: Pakistan Pakistan Tehreek — e — Insaf Political Mobilization Mech—

anism
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