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Gao Yanjie Diplomatic Relations in Name Only. The Sino-Indonesian Relations during the Early
Stage of the Cold War ( 1949 —1954)

Without any bilateral negotiations Indonesia became the first nationalist country which directly
established the diplomatic relations with the People” s Republic of China. Nonetheless after the
establishment of the diplomatic relations the Sino-dndonesian relationship went through a complicated
process to realize its normalization. The relation with China was a part of Indonesian foreign policies
toward all the communist countries. However the Sino-Indonesian relations had some differences from
Indonesia’ s relations with other communist countries because of the existence of Kuomintang and its
authorities in Taiwan. Around the period of the Independence of Indonesia the Taiwan authorities
made efforts to establish relations with the Indonesian government. Considering its interests of
realpolitik Jakarta eventually decided to turn to the new-born China and received the positive response
from the latter. However under the influence of its domestic political environment and the anti-
communism strategies of the U. S.  the Indonesian government kept distance with China deliberately
delaying dispatching its ambassador to Beijing and taking activities which damaged the bilateral
friendship between Indonesia and China. With the adjustment of Indonesia’ s foreign policy from 1953
to 1954 the ambassadors were dispatched mutually between China and Indonesia and the Sino—

Indonesian diplomatic relations realized normalization gradually.

Zhang An and Li Jingxuan An Attempt to Open Up the ‘Silk Road’ in the Air. The Negotiation
Related to China-Afghanistan Air Transportation Linkages in the 1950s

In the 1950s Afghanistan put forward the issue of air transportation linkages to China initiatively
by many subjective and objective historical and realistic factors. Facing the Afghanistan’s proactive
attitude China once supported to build the air transportation linkages between China and Afghanistan.
The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the People” s Republic of China not only asked the Chinese Embassy
in Afghanistan to collect and investigate the relevant information on Afghan civil aviation and
communicate with the related Afghan authorities but discussed this issue with the Chinese Ministry of
Transport several times. However after careful consideration China finally refused that request of
direct flights because of the restrictions imposed by objective conditions of China’ s aviation and the

situation of the international Cold War. The failure of this negotiation shows that Afghanistan was only



at the edge of China’ s peripheral diplomacy in the 1950s. Moreover it reveals that Sino-Afghan

relation did not fundamentally improved although this had developed smoothly during this period.

Chin Chong Foh Impacts of the British and Japanese Colonization on Malayan Independence
Movement before and after the Pacific War

The British colonial administration adopted a ‘divide and rule” policy on the governance of the
multi-ethnic society in Malaya. Malay was considered as natives who could enjoy certain privileges
while non-Malay residents were treated as foreigners. Shortly after the break of the Pacific War the
Japanese colonial rule gained the support from many Malay nationalists. The Japan’s ‘divide and
rule” policy in Malaya as well as the fights between the pro-Japan Malay military group and anti-Japan
army led by Chinese stimulated a series of ethnic collisions between Malay and Chinese communities
which shortly broke before the end of the war. Due to the significant contribution of the Chinese
community to the resistance against the Japanese occupation the British administration drafted a
Malayan Union proposal which widely recognized the Chinese rights of habitation in Malaya during the
war. Moreover the implementation of Malayan Union triggered a huge Malay nationalist movement
throughout the country to safeguard their rights and interests. Followed by the rebellion of the Malayan
Communist party during the war the British Malaya administration promoted a coalition alliance
between local right-wing Chinese leaders and pro-Britain Malay leaders to constitute an autonomous
government in Malaya and endowed the civil rights to non-Malay with loose requirements paving the
way for massive naturalization of the non-Malay in the country. This effort accelerated the process of
the independence of Malaya and subsequently helped to form a new country governed by multi-ethnic

groups through the concept of power sharing.

Wu Linzhang The Decision Negotiation and Impact of the United States’ Withdrawal of
‘Jupiter’ Missiles from Turkey

In the end of the 1950s the United States deployed nuclear-capable ‘Jupiter’ missiles in
Turkey not only for the military purposes of containing the Soviet Union but also for the reason that
the ‘Jupiter’ missiles had significant political and psychological values for Turkey. During the Cuban
Missile Crisis the U.S. decided to withdraw ‘Jupiter’ missiles from Turkey in exchange of the
withdrawal of Cuban missiles deployed by the Soviet Union. Meanwhile it took measures to avoid
causing the damage of the U.S.-Turkish relation. However the U.S. failed to meet Turkey’ s
demands for compensation. The removal of ‘Jupiter’ missiles led to the decline of the Turkish
confidence in the U. S. gradually weakened the alliance relation between the U. S. and Turkey and

forced the Turkish government to re-examine its previous ‘pro-West’ foreign policy. Accordingly



