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FEATURE ARTICLES

Some Trends in the International Arms Control and 

Disarmament in the First Half of 2001 

Du Genqi(

In the first half of 2001, along with the Bush administration forcefully pushing forward the National Missile Defense (NMD) program, the struggle between the United States and Russia on the NMD and Anti-Ballistic Missile (ABM) Treaty has become white-hot and a new opportunity in the substantial reduction of the strategic nuclear arsenals of the two countries emerged therewith. Different countries in the world readjusted their national security strategy to meet the new challenges born under the new situation. The struggle in the international arms control and disarmament has become more acute and complicated. 

I. The controversy between the United States and Russia over the NMD has entered a critical stage with the US deliberately implementing its NMD program while Russia actively countering the large-scale American offensive posture by employing the tactic of the stick and the carrot.  

As soon as Bush administration assumed its power, it tried its best to remove the hesitate image of its predecessor on the issue of the NMD and claimed on many occasions that, the United States is determined to deploy the NMD system no matter how strong the opposition is in the international community. In comparison with Clinton's "limited NMD", Bush's blueprint of the NMD is more radical in nature and bigger in scale. It would be a system of land-based, sea-based and space-based three-dimensional interception and the scope of its defense would cover Europe, Israel, probably even Russia. In a speech delivered at the American National Defense University on 1st May, President Bush said that the United States would make its utmost efforts to build a defense system against attacks of ballistic missiles. In order to establish such a system, the United States would have to move beyond the constraints of the ABM Treaty concluded between the United States and the former Soviet Union in 1972. In the meantime, the United States pressed on with its effort in convincing its European allies, Russia and China. As the NMD program has met with the opposition from some of its allies in Europe, the United States tries to assure its European allies from two aspects: on one hand, the United States has explored the possibility of expanding the scale and scope of the NMD to Europe in order to remove the worries of its allies; on the other hand, it made promise to its allies that it would negotiate with Russia and China and would not take unilateral action. The American government has sent delegations to Europe, Japan, Republic of Korea, Russia and China and carried out large-scale lobbying activities. 

In the face of the hard position of the United States on the issue of the NMD, Russia adopted both political and military measures to show its determination and strength to counter the NMD. On one hand, Russia warned that it would withdraw from not only the START II but also all arms control treaties concluded with the United States, and would develop brand-new offensive strategic weapons as a countermeasure once the United States abrogates the ABM Treaty. Recently, Russian President Putin expressed that, Russia would re-deploy multi-warhead missiles if the United States is bent on deploying the missile defense system unilaterally. On the other hand, Russia has apparently readjusted its tactics on missile defense issue from the past stubborn confrontation to flexible manoeuvre. Russia has proposed a "missile defense system to be jointly established by Russia and the United States" and the missile defenses jointly established with the NATO and Japan. These moves are to woo the allies of the United State in the West and to show that Russia is ready to negotiate with all countries having interest in missile defense. Russia expressed that, as long as the United States and Russia reduce their nuclear arsenals and cooperate with each other in the aspect of non-strategic missile defense system, they would find ways to remove the threat posed by ballistic missiles. In the meantime, Russia has actively readjusted its military deployments and strengthened its counter-measures to exert pressures on the United States and to add more bargaining chips to the negotiation with the United States. Aiming at Bush's 1st May speech, Russian Foreign Minister expressed again, Russia was in resolute support of maintaining the ABM Treaty as an important component in the global security and was also willing to negotiate with the United States on the new international defense framework. 

Nuclear weapons are the 'last resort' for Russia to maintain its strategic equilibrium with the United States. Once the United States deploys its NMD system, the great power status of Russia would be shaken fundamentally and its strategic security interests would be directly damaged. So, before it has exhausted all alternatives at all, Russia would not give up and compromise easily. However, since the comprehensive national strength of Russia is no match to its past, it needs the technical and financial support from the United States in order to develop its economy and to realize its objectives of "enriching its people and building a strong country". It is impossible for Russia to fall out with the United States on the issue of missile defense system, neither is it able to launch new large-scale arms race with the United States. On 31 May, the United States and Russia established an inter-parliamentary ad hoc committee on missile issues to discuss the controversial American missile defense program. It deserves attention that Russia begins to pay more attention to enlisting China's support in its contest and dealing with the United States on the NMD issue. At an interview with an American journalist, Putin put forward that, China's strategic interest should not be ignored in the negotiation between the United States and Russia on the NMD and China should not be left outside the scene. This is the first statement by Putin indicating that the NMD negotiations should have China's participation. 

II. Out of their different strategic considerations, both the United States and Russia have expressed their intentions to further reduce their nuclear arsenals, rendering the conclusion of a treaty on substantial nuclear reduction possible. 
During the APEC summit meeting held in November 2000, Russian President Putin put forward a proposal of substantial nuclear reduction again to the United States. According to the proposal, Russia would substantially cut the number of nuclear weapons down to 1500 from some 2000-2500 it planned to keep with the prerequisite that the United States must stop to deploy its NMD system. On 25 May, Russian special envoy to the Conference of Disarmament of the United Nations proposed that Russia would greatly reduce its strategic weapons according to the START III agreement to be concluded in the future. 

After assuming the American Presidency early this year, Bush claimed to pursue a minimum number of nuclear weapons in conformity with the American national security and gave a mandate to make an thorough examination and review on  the American nuclear arsenals as the first step toward the American unilateral nuclear reduction. The Bush Administration wants to gain compromise from Russia on the issue of the NMD by reducing nuclear weapons and actively responding to Putin's initiative so as to speed up its pace in the development of nuclear arsenals. In his speech delivered at the US National Defense University on 1 May, President Bush stated that the United State would make unilateral nuclear reduction in order to reflect the reality of the end of the Cold War. According to what he said, he would try to acquire reliable deterrence with as fewer nuclear weapons as possible, in order to meet the needs of American national defense and to fulfil obligations to its allies. The American media also reveal that Pentagon is planning to reduce the American nuclear warheads to 2000. 
It seems that both sides have the will to make deep reduction no matter what motives they have. In the meantime, both sides take nuclear reduction as a bargaining chip and pose a gesture to deal with the international anti-nuclear pressures. The United State in particular intends to gain understanding of and support to its development of the NMD program with nuclear reduction from the international community. Further reduction of American and Russian nuclear arsenals would pose pressure on medium-sized nuclear powers and would urge them to join in the process of nuclear disarmament. 

III. The United States and Russia actively develop their "space armies" in order to take over the commanding points in future wars. 
In recent years, as the awareness of the importance of space information in the future is gradually deepened and it is a reality that the United States has begun to occupy the advantageous positions in space, many military experts believe that the field of battle in the 21 century would extend to space and one could only win the future war with a share in space. In the first half of this year, the United States and Russia apparently accelerated the building of their "space armies". 

On 11 January, the American National Security, Space Management & Organization Evaluation Committee published a report. It even proposes to establish a space combatant force with some 30,000 soldiers independent from the army, navy and air force. In addition, in order to accelerate the building of space battle force, the United States established in 2000 a space battle college to train space battle personal for the American armed forces. In March, the American Air Force conducted an unprecedented war game of space battle in Colorado. The purpose of this war game is to explore ways to gain the space supremacy in a future space war. According to the foreign military analysts, this war game of space battle has clearly shown that, the American armed forces are speeding up their preparations for a space battle. It is projected by foreign experts that, by 2015, the American armed forces would establish a genuine space force and would gradually develop it into a brand-new armed force—space army. 

In order to match with the United States, Russia announced the establishment of its space force on the 1st June. The army began to execute its duty at zero hour of the day. The establishment of the space force is a component of the Russian military reform as well as a necessity for Russia to protect its strategic security interests. Ignoring the opposition and warning from many countries, the current American administration is bent on carrying out its NMD program, will probably withdraw from the ABM Treaty, and has not yet abandoned deployment of strategic weapon in space. Under such circumstances, it is undoubtedly an important landmark for Russia to reorganize its space force to meet the challenge from the United States. It indicates that Russia has taken another substantive step in the aspect of opposing the American NMD program and competing for supremacy in the space. 

At present, many countries, including some economically less developed countries are developing military space systems in the hope of gaining ground in future wars. After the United States, Germany, Britain, France, Japan and India launched its space shuttle program respectively. 

The birth of "space army" and the emergence of "space war" will revolutionize future wars. With the space army and the space war coming into being, the "peace" in the space would be completely smashed and wars would be extended to space. Those who gain supremacy in space would have an advantage in battlefields. It is undoubtedly an important means for the big powers that control the dominant positions in the space technology to achieve and maintain their status as hegemony powers. The establishment of "space force" would need technology as well as huge capital investment. It will undoubtedly cause an arms race at a higher level. 

IV. The global military expenditure shows the momentum of rising and the military strength of relevant countries will grow qualitatively. 

According to the statistics from Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (SIPRI), during the ten years after the ending of the Cold War (1989-1998), the world military expenditure was on decline (except 1997), registering some one-third reduction. However, in the years that followed, the world military expenditure stopped declining and began to go up. A new round of the military expenditure growth in the developed countries including the United States, Russian, Japan & Britain has begun. The main factor driving the growth of the global military expenditure mainly comes from the United States, whose military expenses accounted for one third of the world total. In 2000, the Clinton Administration planned to increase military expenditure by 319 billion US dollars in the next 6 years. The Bush Administration announced its military budget with total sum as 310 billion US dollars for the 2002 fiscal year, up 14 billion US dollars over that of the current year. 

In October 2000, Russian Duma decided to give a 12.6 billion-ruble increase to military expenditure in its second review of the 2001 budget. In this way, the Russian army would at least be entitled to a defense budget of 218.9 billion rubles (some 7.8 billion US dollars) in the year 2001, much more than the 140 billion ruble budget in 2000 and the 93.7 billion ruble budget in 1999. The Russian Government has indicated that it would gradually raise its military expenditure to some 5% of its gross national products in the next 10 years. 

Taking a course of continuous growing in the past 10 years, the military expenditure of Japan will keep on growing. The total national defense budget of Japan for this year is up 0.4% over that of last year, reaching some 77 billion US dollars. According Japan's 2001-2005 medium term plan for its defense forces promulgated at the end of last year, Japan's total defense expenditure would reach 25160 billion Japanese yen in the next five years. The actual annual growth rate will be 0.7%. 


In the fiscal year from 2001 to 2002, India will increase its defense expenditure by 13%, to 620 billion rupees (equivalent to some 13.3 billion US dollars). The actual growth is some 7.9% with the inflation factor deducted. The indian defense budget accounts for 2.5% of its gross national products. 

Britain is preparing to raise its military expenditure to 24.9 billion pounds by 2004. The total defense budget of France will reach 188.9 billion French francs in the 2001 fiscal year, up 1 billion francs over that in 2000 fiscal year. 

In comparison with the past, the new-

round of growing world military expenditure has demonstrated some new features and tendencies. First, the input focus of the military expenditure will be on the research, development, upgrading and renewal of military equipment, and the importance of the indexes of high-technology in the military expenditure of all major countries is becoming more distinctive. Second, the rise in military expenditure in major countries mostly goes together with the reduction and restructuring of the armed forces. This new round of arms expansion is carried out on the basis of world military revolution and the military reform in the relevant countries after the Cold War. Such a rise does not only reflect a quantitative expansion but also an accumulation for qualitative change. The extensive application of new technologies, the upgrading and renewal of weapon systems and the restructuring of armed forces are key variants for the system of military strength. The far-reaching impact of such a rise on the military strength system of various countries will be gradually shown in the future military practices. 

In the analysis of the arms control situation in the first half of 2001, the relatively stable arms control situation formed after the end of the Cold War was spoiled by the strategic doctrine of the American Government with the "absolute security" as its central part and the American action of speeding up the research, development and deployment of the NMD and the TMD. The major military powers in the world are making corresponding substantive readjustments on the military strategies and battle principles, with intension and extension of "strategic deterrence" undergoing profound changes. The arms control situation will become even more complicated in the foreseeable future. 

(The article is completed in June 2001)

Process of Peace on the Korean Peninsula

Is Full of Twists and Turns

Hou Hongyu (
Since the North-South summit in 2000, the general situation on the Korean Peninsula has been obviously easing up. However, it should be noted that due to different strategic interests of the countries concerned, the process of peace and reunification will be full of contradictions and struggles. Peace and reunification on the peninsula will traverse a long and tortuous course. 

I.  The ROK and the DPRK adjust their policies and the development of inter-Koreans relations has made a breakthrough.

Since taking office in February 1998, President Kim Dae Jung has firmly carried out the policy of cooperation and reconciliation towards the North. The core of his policy stresses that the South does not hasten the process of realizing the South-North reunification, and seeks to push forward cooperation and reconciliation between the South and the North so as to end the cold war status on the Korean Peninsula and realize peaceful coexistence between the South and the North, thus eliminating DPRK’s suspicion of the South’s intention to realize reunification by swallowing it up. After more than two years of non-governmental exchanges and cooperation with certain success encouraged and promoted by the ROK government, President Kim Dae Jung issued the Berlin Statement during his visit to Germany in March 2000, stating the ROK government is ready to help the DPRK to overcome its economic difficulties. After President Kim Dae Jung took office, the DPRK has timely adjusted its policy toward the South by expanding non-governmental exchanges and cooperation with the South. The DPRK made positive response to President Kim Dae Jung’s Berlin Statement and Kim Jong Il, National Defense Commission Chairman of DPRK and President Kim Dae Jung of ROK successfully held the historical summit.

Since the summit between the DPRK and the ROK, the inter-Korean relations have warmed up quickly and the situation on the Korean Peninsula obviously moved to relaxation, which are mainly reflected as follows:

1. The atmosphere of reconciliation has gradually emerged and hostility between the two sides has been gradually reduced. Since the summit, both sides have immediately halted the propaganda against each other along the Military Demarcation Line and the media in both sides have stopped accusing each other. Many people in the ROK have enhanced their understanding of the North and their hostility to the North has been reduced somewhat.

2. The dialogues between the ROK and the DPRK are characterized by multi-levelled and periodic nature. Exchange of visits between the two sides now are frequent and orient to large-scale and high-level. In political, military and economic fields, both sides have held several ministerial-level talks. The talks on the issue of separated families members by the Red Cross Society in two sides have been held three times already. There have been three arrangements for the reunion of separated families and relatives and the reunion visits will continue. The ROK has repatriated some  prisoners to the DPRK. Both sides have agreed to connect the railway between Seoul and Shinuiji and construct a new highway linking Seoul with Kaesong. Therefore, the two sides have decided to open the demilitarized zones along the two lines and to establish joint jurisdiction areas.            

3. Economic cooperation between the two sides has shown a momentum of further expanding. In order to expand economic cooperation, the two sides have initialed many agreements on investment guarantee, avoiding duel tariff, dispute-resolution procedure, settling accounts and so on. The two sides have reached consensus on issuing a common currency to replace the US dollar for settling trade accounts. The South has provided chemical fertilizer and grain to the North and increased its investment in the North. Large, medium and small enterprises in the South have sent representatives to the North for business exploration on economic cooperation and feasibility studies for investment.

4. Exchanges and cooperation in the fields of culture, sports and tourism have developed quickly and there have been some new breakthroughs. In last September, the athletes from both sides wearing the same uniform and holding the banner of the Korean Peninsula together marched onto the sport ground at the opening and closing ceremonies for the 27th Olympic Games in Sydney, Australia.

 
5. Cooperation between the two sides in international arena has been strengthened. In last July, the foreign ministers of the two sides held the first talk in history in Bangkok, Thailand and agreed to cooperate concerning relations with foreign countries and international affairs. The foreign minister of the ROK expressed the ROK government supports the DPRK in improving its relations with the US and Japan and joining APEC, Asia-Europe Summit, Asian Development Bank and the World Bank.

II. The peaceful process on the Korean Peninsula will continue to develop.

The obvious relaxation of situation on the Korean Peninsula has undoubtedly reduced the factors for war and increased the factors for peace and reunification and will exert profound and far-reaching impact on the future strategic posture on the peninsula. The basic strategic posture in the future will avoid war, seek peaceful coexistence and gradual reunification.

1. The world has entered the era of peace and development and the people of all countries are opposed to war. This accords with the will of the people and the general trend of the time in the world. The Koreans form a single ethnic group, both sides share the same cultural tradition, written language and social customs. The realization of reconciliation and reunification is the common aspiration of the whole Korean people. The summit between the two sides conforms to the historical trend of national reconciliation and reunification demanded by the Korean people and pioneers a historical opportunity for the two sides on the Korean Peninsula to realize reunification.

2. At present, it is very difficult for the governments of the two sides to make a decision to realize reunification by force. For the DPRK, as the political power has been smoothly transferred, the economy is recovering gradually and its self-confidence has increased, its overwhelming consideration is on improving its international environment and developing its economy. For the ROK, the core of President Kim Dae Jung’s philosophy for reunification is to remove the cold war features between the South and the North, to improve the relations through reconciliation and cooperation so as to lay a foundation for consolidating peaceful coexistence and peaceful reunification. Since the 1970s, as a presidential candidate of the opposition party, he has constantly emphasized that the South and the North should not be the target to be overthrown by each other. Their relations should base on common prosperity and partnership. His thoughts have gradually taken roots in the hearts of the South Korean people. The practical results of improvement of the relations between the South and the North will educate the Korean people: a war between the two sides will do harm to each other while peace will lead each other to prosperity.

3. Considering from their own strategic interests, all of the big neighbouring powers hope to maintain peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula, the two sides to ease up the tension between them and solve the existing problems and differences through dialogue, but are unwilling to be drawn into confrontation among them, not to mention a war resulting from the disputes between the two sides. 

III. The process of peace and reunification on the Korean Peninsula will be long and tortuous.

To realize reunification of the South and the North is the common aspiration of both sides, however, the process of peaceful reunification will not be plain sailing and can only develop tortuously through struggles and compromises.

1. Cold war remnants still exist on the peninsula. The US Northeast Asian strategy based on the cold war mentality has not changed yet. As the sole superpower, the US abuses its power in the attempt to establish PAX Americana, which is the main source of tension on the Korean Peninsula. The Korean Peninsula is one of the key areas for the US strategy in Northeast Asia. From the long term viewpoint, the objective of the US strategy on the DPRK is to seek a peaceful evolution of the DPRK and bring it into the US orbit. Therefore, the US policies to the DPRK have been adjusted constantly, from “all-out containment” to “containment first, engagement second”, then to “engagement first, containment second”. Since G·W·Bush came to power, the US policy to the DPRK once again changed to “containment first, engagement second”which downgraded the DPRK-US relations. Some key members of Bush’s administration have used a lot of the cold war rhetoric towards the DPRK. For example, Bush said he had doubt of the DPRK leader, Secretary of State Powell said that the DPRK was a dictatorial and bankrupting country. Recently, the US has put forward preconditions for resuming US-DPRK dialogue, attempting to review the DPRK’s programs of nuclear weapons and missiles from the starting point and seeking to reduce the DPRK’s military forces stationed along the demarcation line. There are many considerations that the Bush administration adjusted Clinton government’s policy toward the DPRK, but there are two main factors: to deploy NMD and maintain US military forces in the  ROK and to keep US-ROK military alliance. The US uses "DPRK threat" as a pretext for maintaining its military forces in the ROK and US-ROK military alliance and developing TMD in East Asia. Logically, if the "threat" from the DPRK decreases or disappears, is there any need for the US to station its troops in the ROK and to keep US-ROK military alliance and to develop its TMD for East Asia?

Only by giving up its policy of containing the DPRK and giving concrete political and security assurance to the DPRK, including respecting the DPRK’s national sovereignty and guarantee the DPRK’s national security, can the US-DPRK relations become relaxed and develop. This will be conducive to peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula.

2. It is hard to eliminate the heavy military confrontation on the peninsula and is difficult for the armistice regime to transit to a peaceful regime on the Peninsula. Since the truce of the Korean War, about 60% of 1.70 million troops of the two sides are stationed along the military demarcation line. In the demilitarized zone, the two sides have strongly fortified and guarded against each other. Accidents have taken place abruptly on the ground, sea and in the air. The US and the ROK have constantly held military exercises and an arms race on the peninsular seems increasing rather than decreasing and military confidence-building measures are difficult to build. Now the situation on the peninsula is still in the phase of truce, the truce agreement has yet to bet replaced by a peace agreement and peace regime is not established. The four-party talks have not made any substantial progress. The DPRK maintains that the peace agreement should be signed by the US and the DPRK, however the US and the ROK hold that the peace agreement should be signed by the DPRK and the ROK. Now the issue is still bogged down to discussion of agenda. It will be much more difficult as the talks get deepened. 

3. The great differences in social, political and economic systems, ideologies, values and levels of economic development between the two sides make the process of reunification much more difficult. With further progress of reunification, some essential and in-depth contradictions will surface.

First, regarding the reunification, the summit in June 2000 reached an agreement on primary stage confederation-type , however neither side explained it in detail. In fact, the two sides have different views on it. For example, the North and the South have a quite different understanding of the essence of the phrase of “solving the question of the country’s reunification independently by the concerted efforts of the Korean nation responsible for it”. Taken literally, “the Korean nation” should refer to the South and the North on the Korean peninsula, and the question of reunification on the peninsula should be solved by the DPRK and the ROK. Other countries including Japan and the US should be considered foreign elements. However, soon after the summit held last year, President Kim Dae June expressed that solving the question              (Continued to Page 14)

A Few Thoughts on the Strategic Missile Defense System

of the Bush Administration
Chen Huaifan(
Making a speech at the National Defense University on May 1st, President George W. Bush said that the United States was determined to establish a missile defense system to defend itself and its allies against threats from other countries. For this purpose, the United States must move beyond the constraints of the ABM Treaty signed between the United States and the former Soviet Union, and replace the Treaty with a new framework. The United States was ready to consult with its allies in this respect. Meanwhile, Bush also stated that the United States would cut its nuclear weapons unilaterally, and try to achieve “a credible deterrent with the lowest-possible number of nuclear weapons”. A week later, US Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld declared a space defense program, which enlisted study on the role of military satellites on ballistic missile tracing, military communication and intelligence collection, and measures to protect military and civilian satellites of the US from being attacked.  

Substantial differences between the 

Bush missile defense and the Clinton NMD

The speech of President Bush revealed the determination and process of the US government on developing strategic missile defense. 

I. Bush strategic missile defense has gone far beyond the Clinton’s NMD, with the former covering not only the US territory, but also its allies. As the US has allies in Europe, Asia, Oceania and the American Continent, this system will eventually cover the whole world. Though the specific types of the proposed missile defense system was not mentioned in his speech, however, concluding from the statements he had made before, and the related rhetoric by other US officials like Mr. Rumsfeld, Secretary of Defense, one can see that the US missile defense will be land-based, sea-based, air-based and space-based to achieve a multilayered, multidimensional interception from the boost phase to the midcourse and the re-entry phase (to the atmosphere).

II. The so-called replacement of the ABM Treaty with a new framework in essence implies abrogation of the Treaty, instead of its amendment. As the missile defense system of the US totally violates the fundamentals of the Treaty, even if Russia agrees to revise it according to the needs of the missile defense system, the amended treaty will be so different that it could hardly be called ABM treaty any more. Now the Treaty has become an insurmountable obstacle for the US missile defense plan, a thorn in the flesh of some fanatical missile defense proponents. However, in consideration of the opposition from countries like Russia, China, and the international community as a whole, as well as differences and pressures from its western allies, the Bush administration may refrain from resorting to unilateralism, such as forgoing the ABM Treaty unilaterally, but will try to get free from the binding of the Treaty in a subtle way.

With a view to gaining support of its allies, Bush has proposed to expand his missile defense umbrella to its allies, and unilaterally reduce its nuclear weapons. However, following his speech, no clear-cut support came up from the US European allies including its faithful follower, Britain. Bush dispatched lobbying groups to different countries and did not achieve the expected results, with an attitude of ambiguity from the UK, resistance from France, and worries expressed by countries like Germany and Spain. Japan and the Republic of Korea, the US Asian allies, shared  “understanding” but did not support the US publicly. Canada denied its support some official expressed before. Among the lobbied countries, only Australia made positive response. One point deserving attention is that India exceptionally expressed its support. What worries the US allies is that the missile defense will bring more danger than security. If strategic balance is undermined, the allied countries might become the first targets. Through its missile defense, the US attempts to realize its domination of world affairs from space down to  land and sea, even its allies like other countries will be under its control. If its allies are integrated into the US global missile defense, then a huge amount of expense will also be shared by the them.

Bush intends to replace the MAD with his “new deterrent concept”

The ABM Treaty fully embodies the principle of mutual assured destruction (MAD), upon which the strategic balance between the two supper powers were maintained. More than 50-years relative peace of the world was preserved, and a foundation for a series of treaties on arms control and disarmament was laid. Though the balance the MAD helps to maintain is a dangerous one, however, to certain extent, it implies the principle of “reciprocity”, a relatively equal status.         

What the “new deterrent concept” pursues is neither balance nor equality, but absolute security. The contents of the so-called “new deterrent concept” can be summarized as follows: the old nuclear deterrent principle based on MAD can hardly guarantee the absolute security of the US, has handicapped the US in pursuing its ambition. Thus the principle must be demolished to achieve double deterrent by relying on both offensive and defensive forces. Backed up by its economic strength, the US intends to establish a security shelter through its missile defense system based on land, sea, air and space to ensure the absolute security of its homeland and allies. On this basis, by reducing nuclear weapons and restricting their proliferation, more effective deterrent can be achieved with sophisticated nuclear weapons.  

The danger of this “new deterrent concept” lies in the fact that it guarantees a unilateral deterrent, resulting in the unilateral absolute strategic supremacy of the US instead of relative strategic balance between the two super-powers. Under the condition void of counterbalance, the US may do whatever it likes. At the time when the strategic balance tilts, factors to restore the balance will inevitably emerge, which may quite possibly produce a new round of arms race, even arms race in the outer space, or a large scale weapons proliferation or even international terrorism. The world will thus face more turmoil.

       Seeking hegemony in space through missile defense

The missile defense proposed by Bush lays more emphasis on the extension to space. Rumsfeld is an active proponent of a space oriented missile defense system. Early this year, a committee led by him before being appointed as Secretary of Defense concluded a report saying that the US should deal with possible attacks to its space assets if it is to avoid a “Space Pearl Harbour”. After taking office as Secretary of Defense, he strongly proposed to expand the Clinton NMD system,  trying to add missile  defense systems based on sea, air and space, besides land based systems. He said the concept of NMD had been already out of date. The view of Rumsfeld reveals the basic ideas of the Bush administration on missile defense. The fact that the US attaches greater importance now to space is out of the following considerations.

I. Take the expansion to space as one of the priorities of its national defense strategy, and realize the domination of world affairs through control of space. By taking advantage of the missile defense system, the US will establish an embracive 3-D information “net” consisting of satellites, radars, and systems of communication, reconnaissance and early warning based on land, sea, air and space. Through this “net”, the US can collect and monitor information coming from any country, including information on security and economy. Through domination of information, the US can seek the maximum security and economic interests to achieve its goal of commanding the whole world.

II. Protect the assets and interests of the US in space. At present, the US has 80% of the communicating and reconnaissance satellites operating in space. It is the official view that the US is “more dependent on space than any other nation.” It suspects possible attacks of hostile countries on its satellites, communication systems and ground stations. According to the 21st Century Vision of the US headquarters of space, by the year 2010, the investment of the US companies to space will total up to 500 billion US dollars, and the troops should be called on to protect the space interests of the US as if in the 18th century when navy was established to protect marine trade.

III. Restrain other countries from going to space. The US intends to extend its global hegemonic strategy to space. It will take a lead in landing on space and gaining absolute advantages for the purpose of controlling or containing latecomers, e.g. “ensuring the vulnerability of the enemies’ satellites”.

IV. Get prepared for information war and space war in the future. Based on the judgement of “unavoidable military conflicts in space in the future”, the US can prepare for information war and space war through its space-based missile defense system. This preparation is not only defensive but also offensive in nature. The US Senate suggested in a report at the end of last year that the Defense Department should not only take space as a medium of information but also regard it as a strategic highground for energy launching. Now the Department is energetically developing space-based laser weapons which is scheduled to be put into operation in the year 2020.

The US space missile defense is part of its strategic missile defense while the domination of the space is one of its priorities of the latter. Its occupation of space is out of consideration of both security and economic interests. The missile defense plan may effectively realize the combination of military and civilian purposes. The missile defense itself may become one of the sources for the US economic growth. Bush will not easily give up the plan especially when the economic growth is slowing down. 

It should be noted that the space defense plan of the US is dangerous as well. A series of moves by the US to occupy space will inevitably arouse vigilance of other counties, which may possibly generate space arms race. The space troops Russian President Putin is establishing is not but relevant to the US space hegemony. All negative effects of the US missile defense will naturally cause vigilance and concern of the international community.

(This article was completed in May, 2001.)

(Continued from Page 10)  of the country’s reunification independently in no way means exclusiveness, but needs the support and cooperation of international community and the ROK will firmly maintain its close coordinate relationship with the US and Japan. Actually, the two sides have held completely different views on the essence of “independently ” and “foreign influence”.

Second, in the military field, the ROK defense posture against the DPRK has not changed yet. When the leaders of the DPRK and the ROK issued the Joint Declaration last year, both sides declared they would bury the hatchet, face future and transform the relationship of distrust and confrontation into that of reconciliation, cooperation, understanding and trust. However, not long afterward, the ROK Defense Department issued the Intermediate-term Defense Plan from 2001--2005, in which, as always, the ROK regards the DPRK as its " major enemy” and will invest huge amount of money to accelerate modernization of its armed forces and prepare to fight a modern war and information war. 

China is a neighboring country of the DPRK and the ROK and her security environment is heavily affected by the situation on the Korean Peninsula. China firmly supports the process of the independent peaceful reunification on the peninsula.  

(The article is the  excerpts of a paper to the bilateral seminar held in the R.. of Korea  May 2001.)

NEWS AND ANANLYSIS

A Round-up of Arms Sales 

to Taiwan by the United States

Liu Yumin(
On 23 April this year, the United States government announced the package of arms sales worth several billion U.S. dollars to Taiwan including 4 Kidd-class destroyers, 8 diesel-powered submarines, and 12 P-3C sub-hunting patrol aircraft. US President George W. Bush said in a interview afterward that the decision to sell Taiwan these arms was a right decision, the Chinese side must understand that we together share common interests, but have differences in many areas, one of which is whether the U.S. should sell Taiwan weapons for defense. He also stated that the U.S. would do whatever it took to help Taiwan defend itself.

On the day when the announcement was made, the Ambassador of China to the United States lodged a stern protest of the Chinese government to the U.S. government, expressing strong opposition to the U.S. government for selling a large package of weapons to Taiwan. On the same day, the spokesman of the Chinese Foreign Ministry stated, the Chinese government has always been opposed to American arms sales to Taiwan, and holds that this can severely undermined the Sino-U.S. relations. The arms sales to Taiwan is a violent infringement upon the sovereignty of China, blatant interference in China’s internal affairs, and undoubtedly will give rise to tension across the Taiwan Straits and endanger peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region. China hopes the United States will abide by the three joint communiqués signed between the two countries so as to avoid any new harm to the bilateral relations. The spokesperson also mentioned, the Chinese side shall continue to lodge presentations to the U.S. concerning the relevant issues.

As it is known to all that this is not the first time that the U.S. sells arms to Taiwan. In the past 22 years since the establishment of diplomatic relations between the two countries, the U.S. arms sales to Taiwan have totalled 47 packages with 2 packages per year, worth over 40 billion U.S. dollars in total. In recent years, the U.S. arms sales to Taiwan have demonstrated a rising trend. During a few years from 1994 to 1999, the U.S. exported to Taiwan armaments worth more than 12 billion U.S. dollars. Presently, among the purchase of armaments by Taiwan, 95% is from the U.S. and 60% of the 430 fighters of the Taiwan Air Force is imported from the U.S. Besides, 60% of the 70 war ships is either purchased or rented from the U.S., 70% of the tanks and armoured vehicles imported from the U.S. and a large number of more than 1000 missiles also from the U.S. After the new leader took office in Taiwan, the U.S. arms sales to Taiwan have been on the rise. Among the new package, the submarines belong to the offensive weapon.

Regarding objective of the U.S arms sales to Taiwan, there is a view that reviewing the 20-year history of the U.S arms sales to Taiwan, 

A conclusion can be drawn from the past 20 years that the U.S arms sales to Taiwan has been used as an important chip for the U.S. to balance the military forces across the straits. The U.S. takes Taiwan as a card, and is ready to use it once there is a sign of disturbance in the Sino-U.S. relations. There is a general view that the U.S. attempts to reach an aim of checking both sides across the straits through arms sales to Taiwan so as to contain and weaken China. Secondly, in the high tide of the economic globalization and competition for trade and high-tech, the U.S tries to drag both sides across the straits into a limited medium-level arms race. As a result and at the same time it hopes to make a huge profit through arms sales, and to slow down the development of China mainland to a certain degree. The U.S. holds that so long as the two sides maintain the status quo of “no reunification and no independence”, it can benefit. Behind the arms sales to Taiwan are the national interests of the U.S.

The “balance” of the military forces across the straits is a major criterion whether or not the U.S. should make the arms sales to Taiwan. Its aim for the arms sales to Taiwan is to counter the military might of the Mainland through the control of Taiwan military strength so as to keep the two sides in the state of no war and no peace.


There is another view that the U.S. government policies have put itself in a strange circle. Since the strength of China is bound to grow, the U.S. must sell more arms and offer more military help to Taiwan in order to keep the “balance”. However, in doing so, this region will be destabilized and the attempted balance can never be reached. The result is that it will breed greater dangers in this region. 

 PEACEFUL LIBERATION OBSERVED

Rallies Observe Peaceful Liberation

More than 20,000 people gathered at a grand rally in front of the ancient Potala Palace yesterday to celebrate the 50th anniversary of the peaceful liberation of Tibet. 

Vice-President Hu Jintao, currently heading a central government delegation participating in a series of celebration activities, presented a gold-plated plaque bearing an inscription by President Jiang Zemin to Tibet and delivered a keynote speech on the occasion. 

The city of Lhasa yesterday displayed in gala decorations with colourful flags and flowers and people in beautiful ethnic costumes thronged the Potala Square holding bunches of flowers and "hada," a local ceremonial silk scarf regarded as a token of respect. 

At 10 am, Raidi, chairman of the Standing Committee of the Tibet Autonomous Regional People's Congress, announced the opening of the rally. Wang Zhongyu, deputy head of the central government delegation, read the Congratulating Message sent to Tibet by the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China (CPC), the Standing Committee of the National People's Congress, the State Council, the National Committee of the Chinese People's Political Consultative Conference, and the Central Military Commission. 

In his speech, Hu extended warm congratulations and cordial greetings to Tibetan people of all walks of life on this special occasion. 

He lauded the peaceful liberation of Tibet as a major event in modern Chinese history and an epoch-making turning point in the course of development of the region. 

Over the past 50 years, Tibet has undergone unrivalled changes and worked unprecedented miracles on earth under the correct guidance of the three generations of central collective leadership of the Party with Mao Zedong, Deng Xiaoping and Jiang Zemin at the core respectively during different historical periods of Tibet's development, the vice-president said. 

It is only under the leadership of the Communist Party of China, only in the embrace of the big family of the motherland and only by firmly taking the socialist road with Chinese characteristics that Tibet can enjoy today's prosperity and progress and an even better tomorrow, Hu said. 

He pointed out that Tibet's development, stability and security have a direct bearing on the fundamental interests of people of all ethnic groups in Tibet as well as ethnic solidarity, national unity and State security. It is the common aspiration and mission of people of all ethnic groups in China, the Tibetan people included, to build on the prosperity and progress and maintain stability and solidarity in Tibet. 

Hu yesterday also stressed the importance of building a high-quality contingent of cadres in Tibet, saying this is vital for the rapid development and long-term stability of the region.

The Congratulating Message read by Wang Zhongyu, deputy head of the central government delegation says, Tibet is an inalienable part of our great motherland. "Closely united with all other ethnic groups in the country, our ethnic Tibetan compatriots, who are industrious, talented and courageous, have made indelible contributions to the historical process of creating the unified multi-ethnic State of ours." 

Over the past 50 years, the three generations of the central collective leadership have always shown great care for Tibet and devoted much attention and painstaking efforts to the building up of Tibet, its reform and development and the liberation and well-being of people from all ethnic groups in Tibet, the message says. 

Other provinces, autonomous regions, municipalities and all social sectors in the country have offered unreserved support and assistance to the reform and development of Tibet, says the message. 

Celebrations were also held in many other Chinese cities. Students at the Tibetan School in Chengdu, capital of Sichuan Province, exchanged gifts for the occasion. 

At a grand celebration ceremony held in Beijing, Luo Gan, a member of the political bureau of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China (CPC), said the peaceful liberation of Tibet marked the great unity of the Chinese nation in a new historical period and opened a new chapter in the history of Tibet. 

The Potala Palace was brightly lit today. More than 5,000 Tibetan people, clad in either Tibetan robes, monk's robes or western suits, gathered at the square in front of the Potala Palace for the flag-raising ceremony. 

Watching the national flag being hoisted into the air, Soinam, a 78-year-old man who was a serf 50 years ago, said, "I never witnessed such a happy event in the old Tibet." 

Wang Ronghua, a descendant of a Tibetan woman who married a liberation army soldier in Tibet, said, "This is a day everyone shares the great joy." 

Visitors and local residents had their photographs taken at the 1,300-year-old Johkang Monastery and hung Hada on a willow planted by Wencheng Princess in the Tang Dynasty. 

Lamas at the Zhaxi Lhunbo Lamasery cited Buddhist scripture in union amid Buddhist horns. Lobsang Puncog, the abbot of the lamasery, said, "We pray for the prosperity of China and world peace." 

Tibet— 50-year Changes

Liu Yumin(
On 23 May 1957,  the central people’s government and the former government of Tibet signed 《the Agreement on the Measures of Peaceful Liberation of Tibet》(the Seventeen-points Agreement) and declared the Peaceful Liberation of Tibet. Fifty years have passed since then. Profound historic changes have taken place in Tibet in the past 50 years. The social development has recorded outstanding progress, which is no match in comparison with any period in Tibetan history. 

Regarding the social system, the old Tibet practiced the feudal serfdom of church and government. The three major sects of serf owners, accounting for only 5% of the Tibetan population, possessed all the means of production and 95% of the serfs. Back then, a million serfs had owned no land, no animals, lacked basic conditions for substance and enjoyed no basic human rights, and were belittled as “tools that can speak” by the serf owners. The serf owners could apply any unheard punishment such as gouging out eyes, cutting off feet, breaking off hands, drowning, etc.. The children of serfs were born serfs, who had neither survival guarantee nor individual freedom, needless to say the right to education. Please read the following passage by a foreigner 50 years ago about Lhasa, a worn out tent patched many times with a low wall made up of ox horns, stones and cans, etc. Littering all over the place   several thousands of ‘Bang-gu”(beggar) peasants were staying here.

The peaceful liberation and the democratic reform of Tibet has ensured the Tibetan people to be the real masters of their own affairs. Henceforth, the feudal system of serfdom has been overthrown, the people’s democratic government established, a million serfs of Tibet have been liberated and owned farmland and means of production for the first time in history. Particularly  after the implementation of the reform and opening-up policies, the central people’s government adopted the policies in Tibet that the peasants and herdsmen are exempted from paying taxes, farmland is allocated to the individual peasants and animals owned by herdsmen. Over 3.40 million mu of farmland and several hundred thousand animals are redistributed to about a million peasants and herdsmen. These policies have guaranteed that the farmland in Tibet can be fully developed and utilized, the Tibetan people have succeeded in raising their income substantially and displaying high enthusiasm for economic development by relying on their own efforts.


After the peaceful liberation of Tibet, a million serfs have not only become masters of their own destiny economically, but also enjoyed democratic rights politically. In 1965, the establishment of the Tibetan Autonomous Region is the beginning for the Tibetan people to become the real masters of their own political affairs. The Tibetan people have genuinely enjoyed all of the enfranchise rights provided by the Constitution of the People’s Republic of China and regional autonomy for the ethnic groups. They have the right to vote and to be voted for, and directly participate in the management of the government of the regional autonomy. Presently, during the local elections at the county and township levels, the voting rate is over 90%. Among the delegates of the People’s Congress of Tibetan Autonomous Region, and over 80% are from Tibetan and other ethnic groups. The director of the Standing Committee of the People’s Congress of the Tibetan Autonomous Region, chairman of the Tibetan Autonomous Region and magistrates of counties are all taken by Tibetans or other ethnic groups’ people. Over 70% of the administrative villages have practised self-government. Among 50,000 leaders at different levels from all the ethnic groups, Tibetans account for over 50%. Today, a vast number of freed serfs and their children have become the back-bone force for all undertakings under construction in Tibet, and a large number outstanding talents have come to the fore. Just like Leqog, a born serf and now Chairman of the Tibetan Autonomous Region, once said, after the peaceful liberation of Tibet, the most important changes are the change of destiny of the Tibetan people. Dr. Wu Tian-wei, a professor of the South Illinois University after a fact-finding tour assessed, as far as  Tibetans are concerned, the word “liberation” is more meaningful to them than to any ethnic groups.

In the past 50 years since the peaceful liberation, the central people’s government and sister and brothers across the country have never stopped their aid and support to Tibet. During the initial period after the peaceful liberation, the central government carried out urgent poverty-relief programs in Tibet. Since the beginning of the reform and opening-up, some economic entities responsible for poverty-and disaster-relief have been set up. Upon entering the 1990s, a large-scale poverty-relief program has been undertaken to turn the poverty-relief in terms of relief aid to that of development, to improve the basic production conditions and infrastructure for the poverty-stricken areas such as farmland, water conservancy projects, transportation, energy, culture, education, Medicare, etc.. The funds for poverty-relief and development by the central government has totalled 1.2 billion yuan, 1.2 billion yuan by the Tibetan Autonomous government while contributions by all social sectors including enterprises and organizations, etc. totalled 1.3 billion yuan. Up to now, the poverty-stricken population has been reduced from 48,000 to 7,000 in 1994. 

Tibet is a place of frequent natural disasters. Since the peaceful liberation, the central government has mobilized the national resources to assist the Tibetans to fight the natural disasters whenever a severe natural disaster occurs. In this connection, the officials of the International Red Cross and Red Crescent Society made the  following assessment, the disaster-relief measures taken by the PRC central government are positive and effective.

In the old Tibet, productivity was very low. In 1950, there were only one simple paper-making workshop and a 125 horse-power water power station with 120 workers in total. Since the peaceful liberation and with the help across the whole country, Tibet has left behind its agricultural way of life for thousands of years, and begun to build modern industries from naught. Nowadays, Tibet has a batch of modern enterprises represented by 8 companies listed in the domestic stock market, and last year the total value of industrial products was 1,792 million yuan RMB. In recent few years, having taken measures of establishing a modern enterprise system and restructuring companies into share-holding ones, Tibet has gradually completed the strategic restructuring of the state-owned sector, and the non-state-owned sector has risen rapidly. At present, the state-owned sector of Tibet accounts for 70%, and the non-state-owned sector has recorded annual increase of 30% for the past 5 consecutive years.

In the course of Tibetan cultural development, the central government fully respects the Tibetan religious belief and ethnic customs, gives full consideration to the cultural speciality of Tibet, and has promulgated decrees on guaranteeing Tibetans freedom to religious belief and protecting cultural relics. The State guarantees that the Tibetan people enjoy the right to lead their traditional way of life and conduct social activities and the freedom to normal religious belief, participation in major religious and folk festivals in accordance with their will. The central government has allocated over 300 million yuan RMB to maintain 1700 temples and religious buildings and open to religious services. From 1989 to 1994, the State allocated 55 million yuan RMB and large amount of gold and silver to have the Putala Palace maintained. Presently, there are more than 1700 temples and religious buildings with monks and nuns totalling 46,000. The annual major religious festivals or activities as well as other religious activities are held regularly.

In the past, in Tibet, there was no Tibetan studies in modern sense; the present-day Tibetan studies cover many basic curriculum in both social science and fine arts, thus, becoming a huge scientific system for doing comprehensive research on Tibet. According to statistics, there are 50 Tibetan Research Institutes with over 1,000 experts and scholars.

Regarding education, the State carries out the policies of providing meals and accommodation to the children of some Tibetan people. In 1984, the central government decided to set up junior-high middle-school Tibetans classes in 16 innerland provinces, and a senior-high middle-school in Beijing, Tianjin and Chengdu each to train senior-high middle-school students. From 1985 to 1991, the State allocated annually 2 million yuan for the Tibetan students studying in the inland as allowances for travel, meals, clothing and Medicare, and the sum was raised to 4 million after 1992. Up to 1995, over 10,000 Tibetan students are studying in these junior-high and senior-high middle schools, among which 70% are from peasants and herdsmen families.  

People of Asian Countries 

Strongly Condemn Homage Paid By Koizumi

Chinese Vice Foreign Minister summons Japanese Ambassador

Chinese Vice-Foreign Minister Wang Yi summoned Koreshige Anami, the Japanese ambassador to talks, in Beijing Monday afternoon and made serious representations over Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi's visit to the Yasukuni Shrine. 

Noting that in disregard of the strong opposition from Japan's Asian neighbours, including China, and opposition from inside Japan itself, Koizumi visited the Shrine that has memorial tablets for class-A war criminals, Wang said that the Chinese government and the Chinese people feel strong indignation over the visit. 

Wang said that the Yasukuni Shrine used to be the spiritual prop of the Japanese military's invasion of other countries before the Second World War, and now it still enshrines the memorial tablets to 14 class-A war criminals. 

In the first half of the 20th century, it was the Japanese militarists represented by these class-A war criminals who launched the wars of aggression bringing unheard-of calamities on the people of Asian countries and making the Japanese people suffering a lot as well, Wang said. 

However, the Prime Minister's visit to the Shrine violates the above-mentioned basic stance of the Japanese government, and again discredits Japan among the people in Asia and the world, including Chinese people, on the issue of history, Wang said. 

Taking notice of that Koizumi gave up his original plan to visit the Shrine at the sensitive time of August 15 and made remarks on historic issues, in which he admitted Japanese aggression and expressed introspection, but his actual practice contradicts and runs against what he said, It must be pointed out that what the Japanese leader has done has damaged the political basis of the Sino-Japanese relations and hurt the feelings of the Chinese people and people in other victimized Asian countries. 

Massacre witnesses condemn shrine visit 

Scholars from China, Japan and the Republic of Korea and hundreds of local residents gathered at the Memorial Hall of Nanjing Massacre Tuesday afternoon in this capital city of East China's Jiangsu Province to strongly protest Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi's visit to the Yasukuni Shrine on August 13. 



"Koizumi's visit to the shrine has greatly hurt the feelings of the Chinese people, the Nanjing people and the victims of the Nanjing Massacre," said Zhu Chengshan, director of the hall. 

Upon hearing the news of Koizumi's visit to the shrine in disregard of strong opposition from its neighbouring countries, including China and the Republic of Korea, people in Nanjing were greatly shocked and angered. 

At the meeting, several victims of the Nanjing Massacre   (Continued to Page 25)

INTERNATIOANL EXCHANES

A CPAPD Delegation Visits the United States

Chen Yajun and Wu Kesheng(
At the invitation of Pennsylvania Peace Links, a 5-member CPAPD delegation led by CPAPD Vice President Zhu Shanqing visited the United Sates 17-27 April 2000. The delegation toured Pittsburgh, Washington D.C., New York.. In addition to contacts with the local NGOs in Pittsburgh, the delegation also called on U.S. Peace Links, Peace Action, Abolition 2000, United States Institute of Peace, Arms Control Association, The Henry L. Stimson Center, and Center for Defense Information in Washington D.C. The delegation called on Dr. Hanifa Mezoui, Chief of the Non-governmental Organizations Section, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, United Nations, and handed over the material on the CPAPD for applying consultative status of the ECSOC in New York.

The CPAPD delegation was accorded with a warm hospitality and a considerate program. The visit helped to lay a solid foundation for exchanges and cooperation, enhance mutual understanding and friendship between the two sides, and achieved a complete success. We believe that the friendly exchanges and cooperation between the people and between the two peace organizations of China and the United States have a promising prospect.


The meetings and discussions  arranged 

by the host, Pennsylvania Peace Links for the CPAPD delegation during the visit provided all members of the delegation not only an opportunity to get acquainted with new friends from some peace groups and research institutions, but also to share in-depth discussions with them on international issues of common concern such as peace, security, arms control and disarmament, etc. The fact that many organizations working for peace work have organized many activities for eliminating nuclear weapons on an early date left deep impression on the delegation members. In last February, they sponsored an activity of “Calling the White House”, demanding the U.S. government to lower the level of the nuclear weapon-alerting. They were mobilizing peace activists across the country to participate in “March to the White House, Washington D.C.” in mid-June to demonstrate against the star war programs and outer space weapons and demand to abolish nuclear weapons. It is estimated that the forthcoming march would be a fairly large-scale peace march since the end of the Cold War, and would exert a positive impact on confidence-building for the NGOs to promote the elimination of weapons of mass destruction including nuclear weapons in the U.S. The World Federalist Association is sponsoring a debate concerning the U.S. security policy entitled “Ballistic Missile Defense—Reliable Shield or Modern Maginot Line?” with Dr. Phil Williams from University of Pittsburgh as the moderator in Pittsburgh. 

The delegation toured the riverside Peace Garden in Harrisburg on the way to Washington D.C. Though the Park does not occupy a huge area, it can deeply impress visitors. Inside the Park are displayed many square pieces of copper objects engraved with quotations from well-known figures in the world such as Mahatma Gandhi, Marti Luther King, Bishop Tutu, etc., who promoted the common interests for working for peace and reducing elements for conflicts for mankind. Mme. Mary Herzel, our guide from Harrisburg forwarded the written welcome to the CPAPD delegation from Mr. Tom Ridge, Governor of Pennsylvania, expressing his great pleasure to join Pennsylvania Peace Links in welcoming the Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament to Harrisburg and his signed photos to every member of the delegation. His warm welcome left every member of the delegation deep and memorable impressions.

All members of the delegation also share the following experiences on the visit to the United States:

Staying with families expands communication channels.

The days spent by the delegation in Pittsburgh accounted for half of the delegation’s trip to the U.S., during which Pennsylvania Peace Links arranged the delegation members to stay with host families of the Peace Links members, instead of a hotel. No sooner did the delegation enter Pittsburgh than we made ourselves at home. After each full day of a tight program, the delegation members went back to a comfortable home and shared the program of the day with the family hosts. Particularly, every breakfast was almost turned into working breakfast, at which life and work experiences were shared with each other. It is the view of the delegation members that staying with host families helps to enhance our understanding of the American people and foster closer friendship.

The devotion of members of the Peace Links is very much admired by the CPAPD delegation members. 

Members of Pennsylvania Peace Links are mostly from “half of the sky” and the hosts of the delegation are all lady activists, who are as energetic and active as those young people. They feared neither hardship nor fatigue, and were always in high spirits after a day of several hundred-kilometer driving. 

On promoting peace education, they have come up with some new ideas by  training young mothers to educate their children on peace,  and building harmonious relationship between each other. These activities in communities have yielded social benefits and attracted some young and middle-aged women to take part in.

In order to publicise peace education at home and overseas, the activists of Pennsylvania Peace Links are busy all day long. The hard work may have added a few grey hairs to them, however, the fact that their spirit of contributing the rest of their life to the cause of peace has won our deep respect.

The image of “Steel City” is gone and a modern city catches our eyes.

This is the first trip of all five members of the delegation to Pittsburgh. Pittsburgh, in the minds of many Chinese, is a “steel city” of the U.S.. The moment we arrived in the “steel city”, we discovered that the image of “Steel City” is  history already. Today, in Pittsburgh, we could see neither the forest-like chimneys, nor heavy yellow smoke. According to the briefing of our host, the heavily polluted iron and steel industry has long been eliminated, but some old sites and buildings of iron and steel plants are still kept, some of which have been converted into service facilities, others are being worked on for commercial purposes. According to the Mr. T. P. Bayuzik, Director of Economic Development, Office of the Mayor, the city government of Pittsburgh has planed to build the city into a modern metropolitan on the present basis. Efforts have been made in the following areas: A. Attaching great importance to environmental protection and pollution treatment, and freeing the city from an image of a heavy pollution; B. Taking advantage of the University of Pittsburgh and going full steam ahead with comprehensive development of high-tech, ensuring the rapid development of high-tech industries by applying new technologies resulted from high-tech research; C. The city government will continue the project of converting the old steel mill sites into new high-tech industrial parks and new living quarters so as to attract domestic and international investment.


Pittsburgh is taking big strides towards becoming a beautiful high-tech city.

(Continued from Page 22)denounced the wrongful action by the Japanese leader and recalled their own experiences. 

"I can still remember clearly the bloody scene in those days when the whole city was almost immersed in blood for days and corpses could be seen everywhere. It was such a horrible scene that it appeared in my dreams for a long time afterwards," said Luo Zhongyang, 81, one of the survivors of the massacre. Yang Shaorong, 88, also a  victim, recalled his suffering and expressed indignation. 

Scholars from the three countries also expressed their views on the incident. 

"Koizumi must recognize the seriousness of his action and apologize to the people of victimized countries in Asia, including China and the Republic of Korea," said Lim Ki-won, president of Daejon Seogu Literature from ROK, who flew from ROK to attend the protest meeting. 

He added that the historical fact of Japan's invasion and aggression of other countries can never be denied and that the Japanese Government must respect the feelings of the victims if they do not wish to repeat the tragedy. 

"We Japanese are also a peace-loving people and are very disappointed at Koizumi's visit to the shrine," said Minami Norio, a lawyer from Tominchuo Law Office in Tokyo, at the meeting. He is one of the lawyers who helped Nanjing Massacre victim Li Xiuying in her persistent efforts to sue the Japanese Government in the last few years. 

At the end of the gathering, a protest letter from the scholars from the three countries and the Nanjing Massacre victims was read to express their strong opposition to Koizumi's visit to the Shrine and their hope for a peaceful future.

People, governments and media of many other Asian countries are making strong condemnation against  Koizumi's visit. 

A CPAPD Delegation Visits Japan

At the invitation of the Japan Council against A-H Bombs (GENSUIKYO) and Japan Peace Committee (JPC),  Huang Guoying, Vice-President of the Chinese People(s Association for Peace and Disarmament (CPAPD) and Member of the National Committee of the Chinese People's Political Consultative Conference (CPPCC), led a CPAPD delegation on a good-will visit to Japan March 27 to April 2, 20001. The delegation was accorded a warm welcome and visited Tokyo,  Yokohama and Hiroshima.


The GENSUIKYO and JPC were hosting the delegation with warm hospitality and arranged a considerate program. They held a working session with the delegation, and shared with the delegation the work experiences in their respective countries as well as made explorations on mutual exchanges and cooperation in the future. Besides, the hosts also made appointments for the delegation to have friendly exchanges with other organizations working for peace and friendship and cooperation between China and Japan.


During the visit, Ogata Yasho, a Member of the Standing Committee of the Japanese Communist Party, a person in charge of the International Department, and Senator, met the delegation, and had exchange of views with the delegation on issues of common concern. The delegation also met with Tomon Mitsuko Deputy Chairman of Japanese Socialist Party and Congressman and Senator Den Hideo and Kaneko Tetsuo.


The successful visit of the CPAPD delegation helps to deepen the mutual understanding between the CPAPD and the GENSUIKYO and JPC, and is conducive to the development of bilateral exchanges and cooperation in the future. Both sides hope to enhance understanding and friendship between the people of China and Japan, and make due contributions to the regional peace and stability and to the maintenance of world peace.

A Delegation of International Association of

Peace Foundations Visits China
During the beautiful days of May in China, the Delegation of International Association of Peace Foundations (IAPF) headed by Mr. V. Maslin, IAPF Vice-President pays a good-will visit to China at the invitation of the Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament (CPAPD). During the delegation’s stay in Beijing, Mme. He Luli, Vice-Chairperson of the National People’s Congress and CPAPD President met the delegation and hosted a dinner in its honour, and CPAPD Vice-President Jiang Guanghua had a working session with the delegation. In addition to Beijing, the delegation also visited Changchun and Dalian.

Recalling her visit to Russia last year, Mme. He gave a warm welcome to the delegation of IAPF, expressed her joy and showed delight in meeting with old friend Mr. Maslin again in Beijing and the new friends on the delegation. She hoped the two peace organizations to continuously expand the friendly exchanges and cooperation. Mme. He also briefed the delegation of the domestic economic construction and implementation of the 10th Five-year plan. 


During the working session, the two sides shared their recent work, and had exchange of view on regional and international hot issues. Both sides believe that the NGOs can play a positive role and exert positive impact in many aspects, and should continuously to redouble their efforts so as to make due contributions to the cause of peace.


The delegation is of a view that the members of the delegation are deeply impressed by the visit to China and the friendly, frank and extensive exchanges with the Chinese friends and colleagues.


Reviewing the past and looking forward to the future, both sides believe that the friendship between the people of China and Russia should be treasured, and the two peace organizations should do more work to further consolidate and develop the Sino_Russian relations and friendship between the people of the two countries

A VPC Delegation Visits China


At the invitation of the CPAPD, a 5-member Vietnam Peace Committee (VPC) delegation headed by VPC Vice-President Hong Ha paid a friendly visit to China from 8 to 17 May. In Beijing, Madam He Luli—Vice-Chairperson of the NPC Standing Committee and President of the CPAD, Minister Dai Bingguo of the CPC International Department met with the delegation. As old friends of Comrade Hong Ha, Zhu Liang, Vice-President of the Chinese Association for International Understanding and the CPAPD Vice-President Zhu Shangqing met with the delegation. CPAPD Vice-President Liu Jingqin chaired a working meeting with the delegation. In addition to Beijing, the delegation also visited Xi'an, Guilin, Liuzhou & Nanning. 


China and Vietnam are close neighboring countries connected by water and mountain. The leaders of both countries attach great importance to the development of the friendly and cooperative relations between the two countries. As non-governmental organizations of the two different countries, the CPAPD and the VPC have been maintaining friendly and cooperative relations. Meeting with the VPC delegation, Madam He Luli extended welcome to the delegation and emphasized that the exchange and cooperation between the two organizations in recent years had strengthened the mutual understanding between the peace organizations and the the traditional friendship between the peoples of the two countries and would be conducive to the maintenance of regional and world peace. Minister Dai Bingguo made a brief review of the development of the relations between the Chinese Communist Party and the Vietnamese Communist Party and exchanged views with the delegation on issues of common interest. In the working meeting, both sides made introductions to their respective work and shared common views on the world and regional situation and the ways to promote the friendly and cooperative relations between the two organizations. 


The visit has left the delegation a deep impression. They expressed that, they came at a time when the Vietnamese-Chinese relations was entering a new historical stage. They also briefed their Chinese friends on their work, the new achievements in their socialist economic development. Both sides attached great importance to this visit. The delegation expressed their interest in the development in China and the implementation of the strategy for the development of western regions. They showed their sincere appreciation for the remarkable achievement made in the 20 years of her reform and opening up. They believed that China would achieve greater success. 
( The author is a research fellow of the CPAPD
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