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1.  
 

Opening Session: The World in Transition and Japan 

 

John MEARSHEIMER 

Professor, The University of Chicago 

 

The World in Transition and Japan 
 
 
I. The Changing Balance of Power in Asia 
 
The focus will be on the rise of China and what impact that development will have on the balance of 

power in Asia.  In addition to talking about the changing balance of power between China and its 

neighbors, considerable attention will be paid to the Sino-American balance and how America’s 

commitments in Europe and the Persian Gulf affect its presence in Asia. 
 
II. The Consequences for the Region 
 
I will make case that if China continues growing economically at an impressive pace, it will build a 

more powerful military and try to dominate Asia the way the United States dominates the Western 

Hemisphere.  China will try to become a regional hegemon in Asia, because that is the best way for a 

great power to maximize its security in a dangerous world.   
 
In practice, that means China will seek to maximize the power gap between itself and its neighbors.  

In other words, Beijing will work to become much more powerful than India, Japan, and Russia.  

Moreover, it will try to push the US military out of Asia, and in effect develop a Monroe Doctrine of its 

own for Asia.  China will also build a blue water navy so it can protect its sea-lanes and project 

power into strategically important regions like the Persian Gulf.   
 
Almost all of China’s neighbors, as well as the United States, will go to great lengths to contain China 

and prevent it from becoming a regional hegemon.  China’s rivals will form a balancing coalition to 

keep China in check.  The United States will play the central role in managing that alliance, although 

Japan will be a key player in the coalition. 
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The result of all this will be an intense security competition between China and its neighbors that 

could easily lead to war.  There are certainly a number of possible flashpoints in the region: Korea, 

the South China Sea, Taiwan, and the Senkaku Islands in the East China Sea. 

 

III. The Consequences for Japan 
 

If China continues its rise, Japan will have to spend much more money on defense and the risk of a 

Sino-Japanese war will increase markedly. 

 

Furthermore, Japan will have to think long and hard about whether to acquire its own nuclear 

weapons, in large part because those weapons of mass destruction are the ultimate deterrent. 

Moreover, Japan is the only major power in the region that does not have its own nuclear arsenal.   

 

The main reason for Japan not to acquire nuclear weapons is that the United States has extended its 

nuclear umbrella over Japan.  However, it seems likely that Japan will have doubts about the 

reliability of extended deterrence, especially if the United States remains pinned down in losing wars 

in the greater Middle East and also remains bogged down dealing with the Ukraine crisis, which 

could go on for a long time. 

 

IV. Conclusion 
 

Japan should hope that China does not continue its striking rise.  Otherwise Tokyo will face an 

increasingly dangerous security environment in Asia.

ITO Go 
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ITO Go 

Superior Research Fellow, JFIR / Professor, Meiji University 

 
The World in Transition and Japan 

 
I. Changing “Rules of Games” in International Relations 

China as the second largest economy Changes in the Balance of Power in Asia 
The US seeks to maintain partnership with China, while at the same time being concerned about 
China’s rapid rise. 
China has been successful in not having its economy dominated by foreign capitals ever since 
1978. 
G2 or G20: Both cases indicate a relative decline of US power. 
While seeking to be involved into the “club of advanced countries,” the emerging economies 
emphasize the small size of the GDP per capita, and try to avoid international responsibilities. 
Multilateralism Irresponsible diplomacy? 

 
II. International Order for International Stability 

International Stability stemming from the Balance of Power or Hegemony 
Asia’s stability has long been kept under the US primacy, with which China is now dissatisfied. 
Hainandao Incident in 2001: China started to have fear that the US could come close to the 
Chinese continent. 
China’s claim on “core interests” implies that international relations should be shifted from the US 
primacy to the BOP between the US and China (=New Type of Great Powers) 
China emphasizes the BOP with the US, while at the same time seeking to have primacy over 
Asian countries. 
China thinks unilaterally, explores issues bilaterally, and behave multilaterally 

 
III. Incongruence between Security and Economy 

Security has been provided bilaterally by the US, while Asia’s economy has come from China’s 
rapid rise. China has been an indispensable partner. 
China as an insider within the economic system, but an outsider in the area of security. 
China looks eager to expand its territories: Senkaku (Diaoyudao) Okinawa Maritime Interests 
in northern Hokkaido 
As China develops economically, its security policy becomes threatened by neighboring countries. 

 
IV. Future Configurations 

Confrontations on military, economies, and international standards 
China seeks the BOP with the US, while trying to have hegemony within Asia 
Ameba-type enlargement: It continues to expand without the others’ deterrence. 
Projection of domestic dissatisfaction to the international arena 
For Japan: How to balance between the US “credibility” and Japan’s “self-help” 
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Session I: The Asia-Pacific in Transition and Japan 

 

David WALTON 

Senior Lecturer, University of Western Sydney 

 

Juggling Triads: Australian foreign policy towards Japan and China 
 
Synopsis 
Australia’s capacity to promote closer ties with China while remaining firmly ensconced in a security 

alliance with the United States and close security ties with Japan is of critical importance. In a period of 

tense relations between China and Japan and strategic competition between the United States and China, 

officials in Canberra require sophisticated diplomatic skills to maintain a balance between alliance and 

economic interests. Given the rise of China as an economic superpower over the past ten years, the 

current focus on China by the Australian Government is not new, but the attention that China receives in 

Australian Government circles and more broadly in Australia represents a significant shift from the 

comfortable security arrangements Australia enjoyed with the United States (security) and Japan (Trade) 

for the previous forty years.     
 
This presentation will consider three key questions in the context of the rise of China:  

1. What does the rise of China and subsequent debates about power transition between the United 

States and China in the region mean in real terms for Australia- Japan political and security 

relations?   

2. What, if any, are the contentious policy issues between Tokyo and Canberra on the rise of China? 

3. Australia’s capacity to successfully juggle two competing bilateral relations (Japan and China) is 

viewed in Canberra as vital to Australia’s long-term economic and political wellbeing. Is this 

perception likely to change in the short to mid term during a period of close alignment between 

Prime Ministers Abbott and Abe?   
 

These questions are significant as they consider the historical shift from a cold war framework to the new 

less certain realities in the contemporary period. The decision by the Australian Government in 2012 to 

allow a substantial number of US marines to be based in Darwin demonstrates the continuation of 

Australia’s post-war foreign and security policy and suggests that existing security arrangements with 

the United States are very much intact. As well, there have been remarkable security upgrades between 

Japan and Australia since 2007. Nonetheless, the rise of China as an economic superpower represents a 

significant challenge to current global and regional order. In this context, the issue of the rise of China 

and its consequence is arguably the most weighty and pressing issue in the history of Australia-Japan 

bilateral consultation on regional issues.  
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YAMADA Yoshihiko 

Professor, Tokai University 

 

The Importance of Maritime Security for Japan 
 
In 2012, problems of territory and territorial waters occurred suddenly between Japan and its 
neighboring countries. Since 2010, China has been rapidly advancing into East China Sea. In particular, 
in 2013, the patrol boats of the newly established China Coast Guard have been repeatedly trespassing 
the territorial waters of Japan. The advance of China was not limited to East China Sea. Its advance into 
South China Sea has been even more intense. In 2014, a situation developed, one in which a Chinese 
patrol boat collided with a Vietnamese patrol boat. 
 
Asian countries started to turn their attention to maritime security to maintain peace. The conclusion of 
the arrangements for maritime security in the Asian waters has become an urgent issue. In Japan, it is the 
role of Japan Coast Guard to protect marine security. 
 
Japanese citizens have started to pay attention to maritime situations. In particular, the development of 
seabed resources has been attracting attention. In 2012, the presence of "rare earth" in the seabed near 
Minamitorishima was reported. Moreover, the prospecting for the commercialization of methane 
hydrate has begun. In addition, the development of seabed hydrothermal deposit started to be 
researched with the goal of commercialization. Efforts in maritime development in the waters under the 
jurisdiction of Japan have started to progress. The indirect support of these developmental endeavors 
has been added to the missions of Japan Coast Guard.  
 
As symbolized by the defense of Senkaku Islands, the mission expected of Japan Coast Guard is crucial. 
Moreover, it must have defense capabilities, in terms of both quantity and quality.  However, there is a 
limit to its security activities. Hereafter, along with increasing the number of Coast Guard officers and 
the number of patrol boats, it is necessary to implement the division of roles with the Japan Maritime 
Self-Defense Force. Needless to say, it is necessary to create a system for the cooperation of the Japan 
Maritime Self-Defense Force and the Japan Coast Guard. Moreover, it is necessary to have monitoring 
activities from the air to increase mobility. 
 
In addition to the above endeavors, with the advance in the development of the Northern Sea Route, the 
maritime security operations in the waters in the north will become more important. We believe that the 
time has come to restructure the system of maritime security. 
 
In its relations with its neighboring countries, it is crucial for Japan to establish a system to protect its 
waters, one that is based on international law. Japan is expected to construct a maritime management 
system with dignity. 
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The Japan Factor in the Security of the Taiwan Strait 
 
In the San Francisco Peace Treaty and Japan-Republic of China (ROC) Peace Treaty of 1952, Japan 
renounced all right, title and claim to Taiwan and Penghu (Pescadores) as well as the Spratly Islands and 
the Paracel Islands. In the 1950-1960s, in addition to cooperating with the U.S. Military Assistance 
Advisory Group (MAAG) and Taiwan Defense Command, Chiang Kai-shek secretly brought in Japanese 
military consultants to Taiwan to help his mission in returning to Mainland China. Naosuke Tomita, 
whose Chinese name was Pai Hung-liang, served in Taiwan as a military consultant to the Chiang 
Kai-shek government before he died in 1969. Tomita and about 80 Japanese military advisors, known as 
the Pai Group, assisted Chiang Kai-shek in training the ROC military and conducting war planning for 
return-to-the-mainland missions. 

 
Japan maintained its diplomatic ties with the ROC on Taiwan until September 1972. Although Japan and 
Taiwan had no defense security [agreements?], the U.S. transferred weapons such as 8-inch howitzers 
from Okinawa to Taiwan and Kinmen (Quemoy) during the 1958 Taiwan Strait crisis. In November 1969, 
in a joint statement with President Nixon, Prime Minister Sato said that “the maintenance of peace and 
security in the Taiwan area was also a most important factor for the security of Japan.” In Articles 4 and 6 
of the 1960 U.S.–Japan Security Treaty, Taiwan’s status is unspecified but included implicitly in “the 
maintenance of international peace and security in the Far East.” In the 1997 U.S.–Japan Defense 
Cooperation Guidelines, Taiwan is again made implicit in “Situations in Areas Surrounding Japan 
(SIASJ).” Not until the 2005 and 2011 U.S.–Japan Common Strategic Objectives do these two countries 
officially welcome “the progress to date in improving cross-Strait relations, [and] encourage the peaceful 
resolution of cross-Strait issues through dialogue.” 
 
Since the expiration of the U.S.–ROC Mutual Defense Treaty in 1979, the strengthening of U.S.–Japan 
security ties and continuing U.S. military deployment in Okinawa have played a reassuring role in 
Taiwan’s security. President Lee Teng-hui initiated a Taiwan–Japan–U.S. trilateral secret security dialogue 
(the Ming-teh Project) conducting 20 meetings with Japanese Councillor Motoo Shiina and U.S. politician 
Richard Armitage from 1994 to 2000. The project helped with coordination between the three capitals in 
dealing with the 1995–1996 Taiwan Strait Missile Crises. From the mid-1990s to 2008, cargo and ships 
navigating between Taiwan and eastern China were instructed to use Ishigaki Island as an intermediary 
stop because of the prohibition on direct cross-Strait navigation. President Ma Ying-jeou has publicly 
supported the strengthening of the U.S.–Japan security alliance through the settlement of the Futenma 
marine base relocation between the Obama administration and the Japanese government. None of 
Taiwan’s presidents have publicly argued for cross-Strait joint cooperation in safeguarding the 
sovereignty of the Diaoyu/Senkaku Islands.  
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When asked which country they saw as a threat, the Japanese, the Filipinos and the Vietnamese all 
named China. A similar sense of enmity is also evident in Taiwanese opinion polls. Japan has topped all 
others as the friendliest country for Taiwanese people in surveys conducted by the Taiwan Thinktank 
and the Interchange Association (Japan) from 2011 to 2013. In the cases of China and South Korea, only 
8% of Chinese liked Japan while 22% of South Koreans saw Japan in a favorable light.1 China has 
always reacted strongly when Japan’s prime minister visits Yasukuni Shrine, while South Korea has 
focused on the comfort women issue. In stark contrast to China and South Korea, Taiwan has a milder 
reaction to these two issues.  

 
According to the 2013 Chinese Defense White Paper, the PLAN has conducted long-distance training in 
waters of the Western Pacific involving over 90 ships in nearly 20 batches since 2007. Some Chinese naval 
ships have conducted their training in the Exclusive Economic Zone of Guam and Hawaii without 
meeting U.S. objection. Increasing Chinese naval activities in waters northeast of Taiwan and in the 
Miyako Strait have created additional pressure for the defense of Japan and Taiwan. Japan has deployed 
radar installations and 100–150 troops on Yonaguni Island, which is Japan’s westernmost island and is 
about 100 kilometers from Taiwan. For Taiwan to avoid waging a two-front battle, one in the Taiwan 
Strait and the other in the Pacific, leaders in Taipei have had little choice but to side with the U.S. and 
welcome the strengthening of U.S.–Japan defense cooperation related to Taiwan’s national defense. 

 
With the rise of China and its assertive policy toward the Diaoyu/Senkaku Islands, the Japanese 
government’s security strategy under the Abe government has evolved dramatically since December 
2012. After long-awaited executive actions, Japan’s National Security Council was established in 
December 2013, and immediately after, Japan’s first ever National Security Strategy was adopted in 
which the Abe government has taken up the role of proactive contributor to peace. As such, Japan’s new 
national defense program guidelines were finalized along with the mid-term defense program. In April 
2014, the Abe government promulgated “the Three Principles on [the?] Transfer of Defense Equipment 
and Technology,” which modified the principles set in 1967 for restricting weapons exports to foreign 
countries. Japan can now transfer its defense equipment and technology to its allies and partners if such 
a transfer could contribute to Japan’s security and international peace. 
    
A more striking development is Japan’s Cabinet Decision on the development of security legislation to 
ensure Japan’s survival and protect its people on July 1, 2014. Prime Minister Abe approved a proposal to 
reinterpret Japan’s constitution to end the ban on allowing its military forces to exercise the right of 
collective self-defense. The move widened the set of options available to Japan’s Self-Defense Forces in 
overseas military activities, but it soon met opposition from both domestic and international sources.  

 

 

 

                                                        
1 Bruce Stokes, “Japan, China Neck and Neck in Asian Popularity Contest,” Nikkei Asian Review, July 17, 2014.  
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China is always the staunchest opponent of Japan’s active security posture. The U.S., Australia, and 
Singapore have publicly supported Japan’s formulation of a new security strategy. Most Southeast Asian 
countries have been privately supportive but publicly cautious about their stances. Taiwan’s ruling party, 
the KMT, and President Ma Ying-jeou are somewhat ambivalent. For example, Ma does not criticize 
Japan’s new security posture as his counterpart in Beijing does, but he does say that he will watch closely 
as the situation develops. Ma stated that his great concern is whether Japan’s decision will result in a 
deterioration of its relations with China, particularly in light of the Diaoyu/Senkaku disputes. Taiwan’s 
opposition party, the Democratic Progressive Party, has publicly supported Japanese Prime Minister 
Abe’s removal of the ban on collective self-defense rights arguing that it would benefit Taiwan’s 
long-term security in waters surrounding Taiwan and Japan. 

 
Japan’s ongoing security restructuring has implications for Taiwan, China, and the United States. The 
East China Sea issue will be the test case. The U.S. State Department has called on all sides to exercise 
restraint in this matter. However, the U.S. government has also made known that the Diaoyu/Senkaku 
Islands fall within the scope of Article 5 of the 1960 U.S.–Japan Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and 
Security. Xi Jinping’s new model of major power relations with the U.S. may be at odds if the dispute is 
not properly managed, and likewise the situation may also complicate Barack Obama’s Asian 
rebalancing strategy.  

 
To date, the ROC and Japan have concluded 36 major agreements since Tokyo severed diplomatic ties 
with Taipei in 1972. Taiwan is Japan’s fifth-largest trading partner, while Japan is Taiwan’s second-largest 
trading partner. Important bilateral agreements include the Private Investment Arrangement (September 
2011), Open Skies Arrangement (November 2011), Memorandum on the exchange of financial 
information related to money laundering and terrorist financing (April 2012), fisheries agreement (April 
2013), search and rescue operations involving aviation accidents at sea (November 2013). Among them, 
the fisheries agreement was signed after 17 years of fisheries talks between the two countries. Prime 
Minister Shinzo Abe apparently wanted to use the fisheries agreement to prevent Taiwan and China 
from forming a joint front against Japan in the disputed East China Sea waters. In addition, President Ma 
has constantly tried to assure the Japanese that Taiwan will not seek cooperation with the PRC in settling 
the Diaoyu/Senkaku sovereignty dispute. In the eyes of U.S. Secretary John Kerry, the Taiwan–Japan 
fisheries agreement has demonstrated that shelving the dispute while acting creatively could serve as a 
good example for promoting regional stability amid escalating tensions in the East China Sea.2 

                                                        
2 “John Kerry Praises Taiwan, Japan for Pact on Sea Claims,” Taipei Times, August 15, 2014, p. 3. 

SATO Koichi 
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China’s Rise and the Political Dynamics of the Asia-Pacific Region 
Dominance of the Maritime Power, New Containment,  

or Rise of Trading States? 
 
Professor John Mearsheimer warned the people that the prospects for the war among the regional 
powers in Europe were likely to increase if the Cold War ended, and the bipolar distribution of military 
power became a mere name. Late Professor Samuel P. Huntington also warned the people that the crash 
of the civilizations led by the religious conflicts would emerge in the Post Cold War World when the 
ideological confrontation between the East and West diminished. What kind of scenery we can observe, 
if we apply these warnings to the Asia-Pacific Region in the 21st Century? 

 
Firstly, many people say that the rise of China in economic & military fields, and the relative Japanese 
decline in economic field are remarkable. They consider the power-transition between Japan and China 
is progressing. The United States, Japan’s ally, also reduces the defense budget every year. The U.S. 
annual reduction amount is almost equivalent to the Japan’s annual defense budget, and the U.S. 
intervention in the Asia-Pacific region is moderate in spite of State Secretary Hilary Clinton’s words: 
“Pivot toward Asia” in October 2011. It is safe to say that China’s presence in Asia-Pacific Region is 
remarkable. From now on, the correlations among China, the U.S., and Japan have the impacts upon the 
regional politics and economies. The Chinese government intends to become the maritime power, and 
the military drills and activities of the Chinese navy, China Coast Guard (CCG), Chinese fishing boats in 
the East and South China Sea are escalated. 

 
Secondly, activities of the terrorists who assert some religious trends such like ISIS, never diminish after 
the death of Osama bin Laden. Many developing states in the Asia-Pacific Region including China are 
plural societies which are composed of many religious groups. The Chinese government is worried 
about the activities of the radicals and separatists in Xinjiang and Tibet, and their exchanges with foreign 
activists. In short, both of the warnings of Professor Mearsheimer and Professor Huntington are partially 
materializing in the Asia-Pacific Region. 
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From the Cold War days, there has been no monolithic multilateral alliance in Asia-Pacific Region such 
like the NATO in Europe. There is only a hub and spokes security architecture which was composed of 
many U.S. – regional states bilateral treaties. If so, the war among the regional powers in Asia-pacific 
Region which was predicted by Professor Mearsheimer is more likely to increase. It seems to be serious. 
There is no domestic symptom of the crash of the civilizations in Japan. For the moment the Japanese 
defense and security issues are the Chinese challenge at the Senkaku Islands in the East China Sea, and 
the disturbance of the freedom of navigation in the South China Sea. 

 
In Japan and the United States, some people have begun to study the use of the power projection 
capability to deter the Chinese various maritime provocations; submerged navigation of Han-class 
nuclear submarine in the Japanese territorial waters in November 2004, dangerous access of the Chinese 
navy helicopter to the Japan-Maritime Self-defense (JMSDF) Destroyer in April 2010, collision of the 
Chinese fishing boat against the Japan Coast Guard (JCG) patrol boats in September 2010, weaponry 
radar-lock on JMSDF destroyer in January 2013, China’s set-up of the Air Defense Identification Zone 
(ADIZ) in November 2013, and frequent illegal entrance of the CCG patrol boats into the Japanese 
territorial waters surrounding the Senkaku Islands. 

 
It is said that China’s estimated oil storage is only for 30 days, and the Chinese navy weaponry system is 
not enough to suppress the JMSDF, so that we can do many things. There may be some temptation for 
Japan to open war against China. “It may be possible for Japan to co-operate with the U.S. and ASEAN 
states, in closing of the choke points of Sea Lanes of Communications (SLOC) in the East and South 
China Sea. Together, we can contain China! “ 

 
We should remind the fact that the rate of economic interdependence among the competing nations in 
the 21st Century is much higher than these in the 19th and 20th Century, and many competing nations 
live together. The economic statistics 2013 shows that China is Japan’s largest trade partner (amount 30.3 
trillion yen), and Japan is China’s second largest trade partner. Currently, 135 thousands Japanese live in 
China, and 649 thousands Chinese live in Japan. If Japan open war against China, we, the Japanese have 
to abandon this trade amount and sacrifice many of these citizens’ lives. 

 
The situation is not so different at the Chinese side. President Xi Jinping’s unhappy face at the meeting 
with the Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe in the Asia Pacific Economic Co-operation (APEC) Summit 
in November 2014 symbolized it. China could not get any concessions on the Senkaku Islands and 
Yasukuni Shrine issues from Japan before the APEC Summit. China’s energy resource detection in the 
sea area surrounding the Paracel Islands for the months of May to July 2014, was also recognized as the 
diplomatic failure, because of the Vietnamese tough resistance and the international criticism of Chinese 
forcible detection with the CCG patrol boats and Chinese navy vessels.  
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The U.S. government voiced the concern on it, and China stopped the detection. It is a reality of the 
interdependent Asia-Pacific Region in the 21st Century that no government can survive without the 
communication with the uncomfortable partners. China needs more efforts to avoid the frictions with 
the United States and the neighboring countries including Japan and ASEAN nations. China should shelf 
the slogan of the maritime power, and concentrate their attention on the mitigation of “the crash of the 
civilizations” in the domestic fields. 

 
The political leaders of Japan and the United States should stress the importance of the economic 
interdependence with China and the prospects for the feasible regional development. Japan and the 
United States should guide China to be the Trading State equivalent to Japan, by the economic and 
technological incentives and power projection capability of Japan-U.S. alliance (Richard Rosecrance, The 
Rise of the Trading State, Basic Books, 1986). Japan and the U.S. should use the soft and hard powers 
skillfully. It is possible option for Japan to restart the Official Development Assistance (ODA) to China. 
We can show our goodwill toward China, and assist China’s effort to mitigate the serious environmental 
issues such like air and marine pollutions. 

 
Further, there are political distrusts among Japan, the U.S. and China in the economic regionalism. China 
has pursued her sphere of influence in East Asia without the U.S. intervention. China has tried to 
compose it through the plans of East Asian Economic Caucus (EAEC), and the East Asia Summit (EAS). 
Professor Shi Yinhong asserts that China should demand the western part of the West Pacific Ocean. It 
sounds quite anachronistic in current interdependent region. China would like to maintain the protective 
system for China’s State Companies, too. These are at the background of the friction between Trans 
Pacific Partnership (TPP) and Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP). Japan and the 
United States should persuade China gradually in the process of the EAS for the integration of the TPP 
and RCEP. Japan and the United States also need the compromise each other, on tariff rate on 
agricultural products in Japan, and import restriction on Japanese automobiles in the United States, for 
the progress of the TPP negotiation.  

 

Japan names herself as a “Proactive Contributor to Peace” in the field of defense and security. She should 

name herself as a “Proactive Contributor to Trade” too, in addition to the actor of Abenomics in the field 

of economics. These economic policies demand the drastic reform of the distribution system of the goods 

in Japan, and it is a painful reform. But it is important for the Japanese government, if Japan want to be a 

well-balanced contributor to the stability of the Asia-Pacific region. The Japanese nation should remind 

that Japan is one of three pillars of the tripolar system in this region. 
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China in the future and Japan 
Until around 2030 

 Xi Jinping has often pledged “Chinese dreams”, “great renewal of Chinese nation” and “Strong 
army dreams“. China denies the current situation of international order and demands new 
international order which is favorable to the country. This is the basic posture of current Chinese 
diplomacy. 
 

 The economy of China will keep growing for years. China will also increase national power and 
military power steadily. However, the economic growth rate of China will stall after that. Moreover, 
the Chinese Government will have to cope with the aging its population and the increase of the 
social security expenses. 

 
 While China would avoid a confrontation with the United States, the country hopes the influence of 

US in Asia becomes weak. 
 

 Although there will be potentially strained relation, China and Russia will maintain strategic 
partnership. 

 
 With its burgeoning state and military power, China has been taking inflammatory actions in the 

Senkakus and the South China Sea without fear of friction with neighboring countries. Even though 
the county knows a stable international relation is a prerequisite for China’s future economic growth, 
China does not make a concession regarding the issues of sovereignty and territorial rights. 

 
 By China Coast Guard and fishing boats, China will continue to put pressure on the Senkaku 

Islands. Japan must maintain its economic power in order to oppose the pressure. 
 

 China will adhere to the principle of “peaceful reunification and one country, two systems” and the 
proposal for growing cross-Straits relations. On the other hand, Taiwan Administration will keep 
the status quo with China. 

 
 The change in the situation of Korean Peninsula can happen. It can affect the security systems in 

neighboring countries and change the attitude toward the social system in China. 
 

 PLA Navy will deploy two aircraft carriers. Even though they cannot compete with US Navy on the 
western Pacific Ocean, these Chinese carrier strike groups can threaten Vietnam, Philippine, 
Malaysia and other neighboring countries on the South China Sea. 

 
 China will be confronted with the problem of environmental pollution and the frequency of 

minority riot. The corruption of Senior Chinese Officials cannot be eliminated and protest actions 
will occur frequently. Therefore, the public peace and order in China will be worse. 

 
 As the economic growth rate decreases and the public anxiety increases, the national distrust of the 

Communist Party of China will increase and its social order will be more unstable. 
 

 The Communist Party of China will be more dependent on People’s Liberation Army, People’s 
Armed Police and Militia in order to maintain the government and social order. 
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China, Japan, in the future 

 
1. China in the future 

China will not be a superpower, because the superpower means hegemony, but China’s policy is 

never be a hegemony. After the second world war, only the former Soviet Union and the United States 

are called superpower.  

 

China will be a biggest economic body, but will not be a biggest military body. We will just keep a 

force sufficient to self-defence.  

 

China will be a very important power on keeping peace in the world, and will play that role in 

political way not military 

 

China will be a good neighbor of Asia countries and a common player in regional cooperation. 

 

2.  Japan in the future 
  From Chinese side, we can’t understand. The questions are: 

  Will Japan play a role as a superpower? 

 

  Why Japan want to use its military forces in the international politics? 

   

3.  China and Japan relations in the future 
Now, we are on the cross road, 

  

  Will Japan Government abide by the “four-point consensus”? 

 

 The future: what kind of relations? Cooperation or confrontation or cooling relation? 

 

 Friendship, interests, strategy, and the regional structure, how to deal with these problems? 

YUMINO Masahiro 
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Dilemma Between Economic Temptation and Political Ideology  
How we face with post “China Rising” Era 

 
 
We now have been facing with the dilemma to choose between Economic temptation and Political 
ideology. The reason of this dilemma is of course China which still keep its authoritarian regime for 
more than 6decades and even after collapse of Cold War International Regime. As Chinese economic 
growth now we face with situation that we accept status quo which China is growing its economic 
influence to the world and became top economic and trade partners for many countries. But at the same 
time, we have to ignore reality of political ideology that China is still keeping authoritarian country 
regime. But Chinas stability and economic prosperity is getting more and more suspicious in these days. 
So the more Chinese Economy and influence bigger, the more we need to have clear mind to keep 
political identity, which is Liberty and freedom.  
 
 
The End of “Chinese rising” Era 
Quarter of century ago  we were facing Political Regime Change in Communist countries such as 
Soviet Union, East Europe. Many people had thought next country could be China. But regime change 
hadn’t happened in China. Then From Jiang Zeming, Hu Jingtao to Xi Jingping, China has Succeeded 
“Economic Reform” policy and Accomplished Economic Prosperity. But those “China Rising” Era looks 
come to end not as Chinese officials and specialists said. Officially China insists Win-Win economic 
relations with world but reality is not so well as it said. Chinese domestic economy is facing big 
problems like bubble economy looked brisk of crash and peoples uprising happening more than 10,000 
for a year. P.M 2.5 hurts peoples health and shorten lifespan. Chinese economy had just turned corner 
of “China Rising” Era. 
 
 
China as a Fragile Superpower: Not So Powerful and Stable as it seems.  
As We all see China looked really powerful and big country, especially after APEC Summit last month 
in Beijing. China had succeeded to show his power to the world more than he really is. It was just like 
reflection of Tributary system of China Dynasty. China now is acting strong not just in Diplomatic way 
but also in Military way and which cause tension with its neighbors like Vietnam, Philippine and Japan. 
Those tensions mainly came from Chinese aggressive behavior as Sea power. Those behavior looks 
came from strong nationalism which reflect the strong ambition to recover lost territory. In addition to 
nationalism, there looks strong profit oriented activity of powerful interest group like oil major, 
military industrial complex and military. So CCP government is just like a prisoner of those interest 
group. The more China show strong power in South China Sea or in East Sea, the more actor behind 
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scene will be disclosed. 
 
China still living in Pre-modern Era  
Dec 13th is the first national memorial day of Nanjing incident. CCP government decided to make this 
day for national Memorial Day and those suggestion has passed as law in this spring. Japan had 
invaded China more than century ago but for China it is unforgettable incident not just in the history 
but for people in china today. But Japanese existence is more than in the history but for CCP, it is really 
important for survival and national unification. China has never had united country and from those 
aspect it is absurd to insist Post-modern and trans-nation, cosmopolitan identity for China. Western 
country include Japan and China looks living same age but, actually living different era.   
 
 
Universal Value - Still the matter for the world include China, and Japan 
There are big argument Between Hard liner called left wing party and Soft liner called Right wing party 
in China. Left supporter emphasize the importance of Maoizm and Chinese Characteristics. And Right 
supporter emphasize Universal values, so Left supporter strongly criticize Right supporter as traitor. 
But still universal value is still extremely important not only for the world but for China. Chinese 
anticorruption policy’s key is depend on this universal value, not top down policy order. So it is still 
and maybe more, important to keep faith with universal value such as democracy and freedom. There 
are big argument for “Value Diplomacy”, but still it is very important not only for Japanese diplomacy 
but also for China to encourage political reform and to form a country under rule of law.  
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Flexing Muscles Flexibly: China’s Regional Strategy 
Conference Paper  

 
Introduction 
1. ‘There is one basic difference among us,’ China’s foreign minister Yang Jiechi reportedly 
pointed out to his Southeast Asian colleagues at the 2010 ASEAN Regional Forum in Hanoi, ‘China is a 
big country and you are smaller countries.’3 These words have been commonly evoked to highlight the 
emerging brand of Chinese regional diplomacy that is being increasingly perceived by many observers 
as ‘newly’ assertive or increasingly assertive.  Other often cited examples of such purported 
assertiveness include, inter alia, the 2014 oil rig incident in disputed waters off Vietnam’s coast; the 2013 
declaration of a Chinese Air Defence Identification Zone (ADIZ) in the East China Sea; the occupation 
of the disputed Scarborough shoal since mid-2012; and the harrying of Vietnamese and Philippine 
boats by Chinese paramilitary vessels. According to Alastair Iain Johnston, the prevalence of 
perceptions of Chinese assertiveness is like a ‘meme’ that has ‘gone viral.’4   
 
2. This paper attempts to make better sense of China’s regional policy and behaviour in recent 
years—in particular, its perceived rising assertiveness in the region. Speaking to, and contributing to, 
nascent scholarship and debate on China’s ‘new’ assertiveness, the paper aims to address a number of 
critical questions: Is there a consistent or coherent strategy to China’s supposed regional assertiveness? 
How should we interpret China’s regional behaviour? What are some of the factors or dynamics 
driving this process? 
 
 
Nascent Scholarship and Debate 
3. There have only been a few works that specifically examine the issue of China’s assertiveness.5 
In a recent issue of the International Security (IS) journal, Iain Johnston probes the veracity of the newly 
or more assertive China narrative. Iain Johnston concludes that such a narrative is ultimately 
‘problematic’ and exaggerates the degree to which China’s actions have been newly assertive, though he 
does concede that concerning China’s regional maritime claims, Beijing’s conduct does appear to be 
more assertive.6 
 
 
                                                        
3 Odd A. Westad, ‘Memo to China: Size Isn’t Everything,’ Bloomberg, 18 October 2012.  

4 Alastair Iain Johnston, ‘How New and Assertive is China’s New Assertiveness?’ International Security, Vol. 37, No. 4 

(Spring 2013), pp. 7-48. According to survey data by Feng Huiyun and He Kai, even amongst the Chinese scholarly 

community, some 63.1% of Chinese scholars at the annual conference of the Chinese Community of Political Science and 

International Studies (CCPSIS) ‘somewhat agree (with reservations)’ that China’s foreign policy has been more assertive 

since 2008-2009. See Huiyun Feng and Kai He, ’Examining China’s Assertiveness through the Eyes of Chinese IR 

Scholars,’ RSIS Working Paper, No. 281, 17 September 2014, pp. 1-17.    

5 Here, I only highlight the more representative, recent works that explicitly address the Chinese assertiveness debate.  

6 It should be noted that in Iain Johnston’s article, he only focuses on events in 2010. See footnote 2.  
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4. Bjorn Jerden pursues a similar ‘revisionist’ argument to Iain Johnston in the Chinese Journal of 
International Politics, and argues that the assertive China narrative is basically flawed. Like Iain Johnston, 
Jerden notes several empirical examples that challenge the assertive China narrative. Jerden suggests 
epistemological reasons—e.g. ‘information cascade, discursive determinism, realism’s prejudices’—for 
the prevalence of such a narrative.7  
 
5. Furthering the debate is Chen Dingding and Pu Xiaoyu’s correspondence article in the IS 
journal. Chen and Pu take issue with Iain Johnston’s ‘narrow’ understanding of assertiveness, and 
propose that foreign policy assertiveness should be understood from a typology of (i) ‘offensive’ 
assertiveness; (ii) ‘defensive’ assertiveness; and (iii) ‘constructive’ assertiveness.’ They conclude that 
China’s diplomacy has been indeed more muscular in recent times, but that this phenomenon should be 
more accurately interpreted as a form of defensive assertiveness.8 
 
 
Flexible Assertiveness 
6. This paper builds on the nascent debate on the PRC’s assertiveness ‘syndrome.’9 But first, two 
important qualifiers: for one, ‘assertiveness’ remains both a contested and taken-for-granted concept in 
international relations. There is little consensus within the literature on what constitutes assertiveness 
in foreign policy while at the same time, it is often assumed that one recognises assertive state 
behaviour when one sees it.10 Second, the notion of assertiveness suffers from what is termed as the 
tyranny of perceptions. As Miles’ Law put it, ‘where you stand depends on where you sit.’ Thus, 
perceptions of assertiveness encompass a degree of inherent subjectivity that cannot be objectively 
eradicated.  
 
7. I agree with Iain Johnston that it is facile and misplaced to generalize China’s foreign policy, in 
particular its regional policy, as being uniformly assertive. But Chen and Pu are also right to note that it 
is unhelpful to conceive the notion of assertiveness in monolithic terms and that more analytical nuance 
would be useful.  
 
8. I suggest here that China’s Asia policy can be better understood from the lenses and idea of 
flexible assertiveness. Flexible assertiveness refers to a two-pronged foreign policy strategy that 
combines two particular aspects: one, a tougher and more uncompromising approach towards what 
China regards as its core interests. The other is a more flexible and more beneficent approach towards 
those interests (so-called ‘non-core’ national interests) that are perceived as less crucial, and hence, 
more negotiable.  
 
9. Flexible assertiveness can be characterised by the Chinese axiom ‘ , ’ (i.e. 
‘hardening the hard, softening the soft’). Thus, in many respects, China’s flexible assertiveness reflects a 
carrot-and-stick strategic approach, but one involving heightened costs and benefits. Chinese 
commentators have noted the apparent success of this approach in the handling of the Taiwan question 
(for example, the passing of the 2005 anti-cessation law versus the promises of enhanced economic 
integration), so some have suggested that this model be applied on a regional wide basis, in particular, 
                                                        
7 Bjorn Jerden, ‘The Assertive China Narrative: Why It is Wrong and How So Many Still Bought into It,’ The Chinese 

Journal of International Politics, Vol. 7, No. 1, pp. 47-88.  

8 Dingding Chen and Xiaoyu Pu, ‘Correspondence: Debating China’s Assertiveness,’ International Security, Vol. 38, No. 3 

(Winter 2013/14), pp. 176-183. See as well Feng and He, ’Examining China’s Assertiveness through the Eyes of Chinese IR 

Scholars.’ 

9 Interview with Chinese scholar, Beijing, June 2014.  

10 Johnston, ‘How New and Assertive is China’s New Assertiveness?’ 
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to China’s maritime territorial issues.11  
 
10. It should be emphasized that this flexible assertiveness is not just a one-dimensional, 
carrot-and-stick policy; here, it is centred on the concept of China’s core national interests. This begs the 
following question: What are China’s core interests? 
 
 
China’s Core Interests 
11. In brief, the concept of core interests ( ) refers to those national interests that China 
would never ‘compromise or trade’ (   ). Some analysts interpret this 
as representing China’s ‘red lines,’ delineating those interests which China would be willing to resort to 
force (not saying that it would necessarily do so).12  
 
12. The rhetoric of core interests first appeared in Chinese diplomatic language around the 
2003-2004 period as an expression and response to China’s concerns over Taiwan’s growing 
independence movement.13 By 2007, according to the Chinese government portal, this concept had 
been ‘incorporated’ into China’s ‘official documents and foreign affairs activities.’14 Around this time, 
in addition to the Taiwan issue, the Tibet and Xinjiang questions also became linked to, or were 
included in, the notion of China’s core interests. However, it was only at the China-US Strategic and 
Economic Dialogue (S&ED) in July 2009 that the concept was given more specific description for the 
first time. State Councillor Dai Bingguo identified China’s core interests as the ‘safeguarding of its 
political and economic systems and national security, sovereignty and territorial integrity, and 
sustainable economic and social development.’ These themes were further underlined and reiterated in 
Dai’s 2010 article, ‘ ’ (Stick to the Path of Peaceful Development) and the 2011 White 
Paper on ‘China’s Peaceful Development.’ As Dai put it categorically, ‘no violation of these interests will 
be allowed.’15 
 
13. To be sure, Dai’s articulation of China’s core interests still remains relatively vague and broad. 
Moreover, these interests appear to be defined in a way that suggests some degree of overlap. That said, 
it is evident that three particular, mutually non-exclusive areas are of paramount importance to Beijing: 
(i) the continuity and perpetuation of the Chinese Communist Party’s (CCP) political leadership, i.e. 
‘socialism with Chinese characteristics’; (ii) ensuring China’s economic and social progress; and (iii) 
ensuring the non-violation of China’s political independence and territorial whole.  
 
14. The current Xi government has continued with the engagement of the idea and language of 
China’s core interests. At a 28 January 2013 group study session of the CCP Politburo, Xi Jinping 
emphasized that:  
 

‘We will stick to the road of peaceful development but will never give up our 
legitimate rights and will never sacrifice our national core interests. No country 

                                                        
11 See, for example, ‘ ’ (The Key to Solving the South China Sea Conundrum: 

Softening the Soft, Hardening the Hard), Zhonghua Wang Luntan, 2 February 2012; Field interviews in Beijing, March 

2014.  

12 ‘China’s Declaration of Key Interests Misinterpreted,’ Beijing Review, 26 August 2013.  

13 Caitlin Campbell, Ethan Meick, Kimberly Hsu and Craig Murray, ‘China’s “Core Interests” and the East China Sea,’ 

US-China Economic and Security Review Commission Research Backgrounder, 10 May 2013, pp. 1-7.  

14 ‘China’s Declaration of Key Interests Misinterpreted.’ 

15 Ibid. See as well Campbell, Meick, Hsu and Murray, ‘China’s “Core Interests” and the East China Sea.’ 
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should presume that we will trade our core interests or that we will allow harm to be 
done to our sovereignty, security or development interests.’16 
 

15. The promulgation and continuation of the concept of core interests in Chinese foreign policy 
discourse are informed by at least two rationales. According to the Beijing Review, the concept is about 
‘preventing misjudgements and reducing the possibility of conflicts.’ The logic here is that an explicit 
enunciation of China’s core interests is necessary in order to ‘avoid further erosion of those interests.’ 
The second reason is connected to the growing public attention and sentiments paid to such interests, 
in particular, Chinese territorial interests. It is suggested that rising public ‘consciousness’ of the PRC’s 
territorial disputes puts pressure on the Chinese government to better protect those interests.17  
 
16. Not surprisingly, it is this aspect of the declared core interests, i.e. safeguard sovereignty and 
territorial integrity ( ), that has seen the most expression of China’s purported 
assertiveness. While there has been a range of Chinese diplomatic actions labelled as ‘assertive,’ the 
majority of such perceived assertive activities relates overwhelmingly to questions of China’s territorial 
integrity.  
 
17. Given that Taiwan, Tibet and Xinjiang are areas already specified at one point or another as 
falling within the locus of China’s core interests, the question that has concerned many analysts (and 
indeed, governments) is whether the territorial claims in the East and South China Seas are being 
considered by China as part of its core interests. For the reason of consistency, it would appear that 
Beijing would be inclined to do so.18 Yet, interestingly, there has been scant official evidence that Beijing 
has explicitly linked these maritime territorial disputes to its core interests.  
 
18. According to the 8 November 2010 interview of US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton by The 
Australian newspaper, Clinton reportedly affirmed that Dai Bingguo told her that Beijing ‘viewed the 
South China Sea as a core interest.’ However, this assertion was not subsequently verified by Clinton 
nor were there official records confirming that Dai did indeed made such remarks.19 On 26 April 2013, 
in response to a question on the Diaoyu/Senkaku Islands, the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
spokesperson Hua Chunying was reported to have answered, ‘The Diaoyu Islands are about 
sovereignty and territorial integrity. Of course, it’s China’s core interest.’ Yet, when the transcript of the 
press conference was released on 28 April, the spokesperson was recorded as only saying that the 
dispute ‘concerns’ the PRC’s core interests.20  
 
19. Therefore, based on prevailing evidence, it appears that either the issue (on whether the 
maritime disputes are part of core national interests) remains a question of continuing debate within 
Zhongnanhai or that the matter is being kept deliberately ambiguous by Beijing. What is clear, though, 
is that Beijing has ‘neither publicly confirmed nor denied’ the elevation of this issue to that of China’s 
core interests. 21  One Chinese scholar describes these maritime territorial interests as ‘tacit’ core 

                                                        
16 ‘China’s Declaration of Key Interests Misinterpreted.’ 

17 Ibid.  

18 Conversation with Chinese analyst in Singapore, November 2014.  

19 Michael Swaine, ‘China’s Assertive Behaviour: Part One: On Core Interests,’ China Leadership Monitor, No. 34, 22 

February 2011, pp. 1-25.  

20 ‘Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Hua Chunying’s Regular Press Conference on April 26, 2013,’ Ministry of Foreign 

Affairs of the People’s Republic of China, 28 April 2013.  

21 Campbell, Meick, Hsu and Murray, ‘China’s “Core Interests” and the East China Sea.’ 
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interests.22 
 
 
An Emerging Pattern  
20. There appears to be growing evidence that Beijing’s regional diplomacy has conformed to a 
general pattern of flexible assertiveness in recent years, especially since the advent of Xi’s leadership. 
On the one hand, China has pursued a discernibly tougher and more robust posture vis-à-vis its 
maritime territorial claims in Asia. Most analysts (including Iain Johnston) agree that, as compared to 
earlier antecedents, this aspect of Chinese diplomacy has been demonstrably more assertive.23 This 
should not be surprising because after all, these maritime claims are unavoidably related to the core 
interest of territorial integrity (even if this connection is not yet explicit).  
 
21. On the other hand, China has been exercising a more beneficent, more sophisticated and more 
negotiable approach in its regional economic statecraft. From launching economic-centred initiatives 
like the Maritime Silk Road (MSR) and the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB), promising 
substantial infrastructure loans to regional countries, to the promotion of regional integration 
frameworks such as the Free Trade Agreement of the Asia-Pacific (FTAAP), we see a China that appears 
more willing and committed to extend the benefits of its growth to its peripheries.   
 
 
Conclusion 
22. It is sometimes said that China has been sending ‘mixed signals’ in the region in recent years.24 
What I have tried to show in this paper is that, amidst these mixed signals, there is actually a 
considerable degree of coherency and pattern. By understanding China’s Asia strategy through the 
lenses of flexible assertiveness, we can see that Beijing has been fine-tuning its regional policy, making it 
defter and more sophisticated, so as to respond to what it perceives as an increasingly complex and 
challenging regional environment (especially in the wake of the US rebalance to Asia).  
 
23. My other aim has been to try to inject greater nuance in the understanding of the idea of 
China’s assertiveness, speaking to the extant debate on this area. Many analyses either make a prori 
assumptions of China’s assertiveness or make sweeping generalizations of China as an assertive power. 
That is unhelpful in my opinion. As this paper has tried to argue, China’s assertiveness is not a uniform 
phenomenon. It is one welded to the notion of Chinese core interests, yet encompassing considerable 
flexibility for those interests deemed outside of this rubric.   
 

                                                        
22 Field interview with Chinese scholar in Beijing, March 2014.  

23 See, for example, Michael Yahuda, ‘China’s New Assertiveness in the South China Sea,’ Journal of Contemporary China, 

Vol. 22, No. 81, pp. 446-459.  
24 Nguyen Hung Son, ‘China Sending Mixed Signals to ASEAN,’ The Straits Times, 13 May 2014.  
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