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FEATURE ARTICLES

Remarks on Sino-U.S.-Russian New Triangular Relationship

at the Beginning of the Century

Ruan Zong-ze*
After the rise and decline of forces in the decade following the Cold War, the international environment in which China, America and Russia dealing with each other has been undergoing major and profound changes.  Though China, U.S. and Russia no longer constitute the "grand triangle" , an axis affecting the entire situation, they undoubtedly remain to be the only and the most important triangular relationship with global impact.  Under the new circumstances, the combination of the three players has undergone obvious changes and the content of and the form in which they deal with each other also vary from those prevailing in the Cold War period.  The role of Sino-U.S.-Japanese relations has become increasingly prominent in the Asian-Pacific region, just the same as the U.S.-Russian-European relations in Europe.  The impact of these regional triangular relations is greater than those exercised by the Sino- U.S.-Russian relationship.  The adjustment of the Sino-U.S.-Russian relations will have direct impact on the Sino-U.S.-Russian relations and the U.S.-Russian-European relations, while the changes and developments of the two sets of regional relations will, to a rather great extent, produce interactions among the Sino-U.S.-Russian trilateral relations.

I.   New Changes of the New Triangular Relationship
After the evolution and transformation of the Sino-U.S.-Russian relationship in the post-Cold War period, its new contents have come to the surface, the manifestations of which are as follows:

Firstly, the strategic contests about what kind of world order to be established have become the nucleus of the trilateral struggles.  If the rivalry between the two superpowers during the Cold War was focused on how to extend their respective spheres of influence and seek their own military supremacy under the Yalta arrangement, what they face now is a period of transformation from an old world configuration to a new one, with the crux of the fight lying in what kind of a new world order to be established, namely, whether there should be a single-polar world or a multi-polar world, as well as the rules of game to fit it.  In the face of such a transitional period, which links the past with the present and where all centers of force strongly compete with each other, all players are deploying their chessmen with a foresight, attempting to move the situation to the direction in their own favor and to form a world configuration complying with their respective strategic interests.  With a sentiment of "dwarfing all hills while looking out from the top of a mountain", the U.S. advocates the theory of single-polar stability" in its outlook of the post-Cold War world, brooks no delay in acquiring a monopoly by the single superpower and establish a new world order under the aegis of the U.S. Whereas, China and Russia advocate the democratization of international relations and the establishment of a more rational, more balanced and more pluralistic new world order complying with the multi-polar configuration.  In despite of all these China and Russia have different perspectives.  China is a rapidly growing actor, yet it does not seek privileged status either for itself or for other powers.  It stresses that the developing countries, especially those big countries among them, should play a greater promotional role in the multi-polarization process and enjoy a corresponding position in the future multi-polar configuration.  On the other hand, Russia, which has entered the "Putin era", having degenerated from a superpower, is now working more for the establishment of a multi-polar world as its strategic goal of keeping its big power status.

Secondly, on the question of anti-missile plan, the clashes among the three parties over whether to uphold or undermine   the  world   strategic   stability   has 

become a new focal point.  The dialogue on "strategic stability was monopolized by the U.S. and the Soviet Union (Russia) during the Cold War period and long thereafter, and has been an insurance against a "imbalance"' of the overall U.S.-Russian relations.  As a result of drastic changes of international environment, the U.S. strength and Russia strength are out of balance in American favor, and the disputes over strategic stability arising from the anti-missile issue have far overridden the issue of U.S.-Russian relations in importance.  The thinking of " securing and strengthening leadership by force”, that is to say, to raise one's position by possessing strong armed forces, is gaining ground in the U.S. The Bush administration has greatly increased the U.S. military spending and executed the missile defense plan, thus increasing and sharpening its disputes and frictions with China and Russia on the questions of nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation.  As nuclear deterrence is an important symbol of great power status, Russia will not easily yield, and will   mobilize   all    available    diplomatic 

resources to contend with the U.S. After meeting with President Bush on June 16 this year, President Putin strongly indicated Russia's    determination    to      oppose the 

U.S. NMD plan. He said that Russia and the U. S. shoulder particular responsibilities for maintaining world peace and stability, and for setting up a new framework of international security, which calls for close bilateral and international cooperation; and any unilateral actions in this connection would create difficulties for resolving problems of the modern society.  He added, "the Soviet-U.S. ABM treaty signed in 1972 remains to be the cornerstone of the contemporary international security".  The Russian leadership conceives that the U.S. threatening of withdrawing from the ABM treaty only demonstrates that the U.S. is attempting to promote its own economic development and to seek a position of a "world policeman", and hence has no regard for international norms.  As a counter-measure, Russia has proposed to establish a non-strategic missile system in Europe, and is about to form an aerospace force. Meanwhile, the U.S. ABM plan will also directly harm China's security strategic interests.  China is no longer an on-looker in securing international strategic stability.  Mr. Sha Zukang, Head of the Department for Arms Control, the Foreign Ministry of PRC pointed out that the U.S. execution of NMD will seriously undermine the global strategic balance and stability and harm the mutual trust and cooperation among the big powers; will seriously hamper the process of international arms control and disarmament and even set off another round of arms race; will seriously harm the international anti-proliferation mechanism and efforts, all of which will be detrimental to the maintenance of international peace and security and to peace and stability in the Asian-Pacific region.  On that particular issue, Russia and China apparently need each other and the importance of their mutual dependence becomes evident.  The U.S. has also indicated that it would listen more to Russia and China on the missile defense question.  The consultation and dialogue among China, the U.S. and Russia on future "strategic stability" are imperative.

Thirdly, The importance of geopolitics has protruded further.  Counting heavily on regional cooperation has become the international basis and pillar for the big powers to exert influences and play their roles under the new circumstances.  Being "the single superpower", the U.S. more than any one else needs to rely on the regional organizations.  It is through the intricate network composed of all sorts of regional organizations that the U.S. has penetrated its influence and stretched its tentacles to all corners of the world.  From the very outset of the new administration, the U.S. has given primary policy considerations to intensifying regional cooperation and strengthening traditional alliances.  Russia has also made enhancing its relations with various regional cooperative organizations an important measure for enlarging its roles and keeping its big power status under the new circumstances.  President Putin has attached great importance to the Union of Independent States and involved Russia more actively in different regional organizations.  China has as well reviewed the practical importance and functions of various regional organizations with a new perspective, and has in recent years reinforced its efforts on enlisting the surrounding regional organizations.  Thus, placing more reliance on the forces inside and outside a  region and seeking extensive regional support have become a new feature of the trilateral relationship.  In counting on regional factors, there are cooperations and competitions among China, the U.S. and Russia, with competitions mainly going on between China and the U.S. In the Asian-Pacific region, in addition to strengthening military alliances, the U.S. is promoting its relations with the non-allied Southeast Asian countries, and a multi-lateral security cooperative mechanism with China and Russia included is in the making.  Sino-Russian regional cooperation is chiefly embodied in the "Shanghai Five" mechanism.  That is the only regional organization, embracing security, economic, political and cultural exchanges in one body, which has emerged in the post-Cold War period.  In the past five years, the mechanism has registered considerable development, was renamed "Shanghai Cooperation Organization" and accepted Uzbekistan as its new member at the summit held in Shanghai last June.  The Organization bears geopolitical and strategic significance.  In the same way, the 10+3 mechanism, which immensely enhances the regional role of China, has worried the U.S. Likewise, Russia's strengthening of political cooperation with India, Japan, Vietnam, North Korea and other regional countries apparently also serves its purpose of gaining a bigger say in dealing with other big powers.

Fourthly, to activate one's participation and involvement in the hot-spot issues has become an important tier in the trilateral competitions.  As an extension of their strategic interests, regional issues have moved to the fore in their importance in relation to the big powers' mapping of their global strategies, as those issues always converge in terms of the important strategic interests.  Although Russia has waned, it has still an act to perform on regional problems.  Since Putin came to power more than one year ago, he has laid stress on balancing Russia's policy towards the East and the West, and has gone all out to restore Russia's big power status.  However, ever since the new Bush administration took office, Russia has faced greater diplomatic pressures.  Within the area of the Union of Independent States, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization is closing in on the Russian frontier regions with the acceleration of NATO's eastward expansion process.  The support of the West to the "GUAMU*" Organization is all too glaring, aiming at promoting the centrifugal tendency in the UIS and further contracting Russia's strategic space of maneuver.  Lately, the U.S. also took a hand in the mediation of the conflicts in the Nagorno-Karabakh region and the running of the Caspian Sea oil and gas pipelines, indicating the U.S. tentacles have gone deep into Central Asia and the Outer Caucasian areas.  On Russia's domestic issues, the U.S. accused unjustifiably Russia of cleaning up Chechen terrorists, alleging it tramples on "human rights".  On Mid-east peace and other matters concerning regional security and stability, Russia is also handicapped everywhere by the U.S..  In view of all this, Russia has adjusted its policy towards the U.S. on the one hand, and tried to guard its strategic interests to the maximum degree by relying on the support of the EU and other countries.  At the same time, Russia has solidified the collective security system of the UIS, appointed Mr. Chernomyrdin, a former Premier, as Russia's ambassador to Ukraine, and made great efforts to form an immediate and rapid reaction force in Central Asia and Outer Caucasian region, with a view to guarding its traditional interests.  The contests among China, Russia and the U.S. around the problem of the Korean Peninsula also draw close attention. The new U.S. administration has apparently given more security concerns to and increased its input in the Asian-Pacific region, claimed that it would shift its strategic focus to the Asian-Pacific region, and more openly exploited the Taiwan issue to tie up China, thus increasing its conflict of interests with China.

II.
The Main Causes of Changes about the New Triangular Relationship

The evolution of Sino-U.S.-Russian relations from the "Grand Triangle" in the past to the new triangular relationship today reflects in a large degree the changes and the realities of the contemporary world.  There exist contradictions and disputes among China, the U.S. and Russia, and concurrently their mutual dependence undergoes development and consolidation.  The changes of their relations in connection with their positions in the international political configuration, hinges  in a certain degree on their mutual strategic applications.

Viewed from the perspective of comparative strength, the dis-symmetric contradictions among the three are obvious, as their positions are different.  The U.S. enjoys a clear advantage in terms of its comprehensive strength.  It is especially so after a decade's efforts were made in the wake of the Cold War, with which the U.S. economy has recorded a vigorous growth.  Its share of world GDP increased from 24% a decade ago to the present 29%.  Besides, it has an overall advantage in the military, science and technological and IT fields.  All these greatly put spurs to its hegemonic ambition.  The U.S. believes that it will encounter no direct rivalries in the next 10 to 15 years, which will be the "strategic interval" for building a single-polar world order and world supremacy, and has never chanced ever since its founding and will not let it go easily.  Prompted by the factor of "feeling well", right-wing conservatism of the American Republican Party reared its head and the Bush administration is possibly "the most conservative administration in the U.S. history and its conservative spectrum will make Reagan administration pale by comparison".  According to analyses, the reason why young Bush assigned so large a conservative team to the new administration lies in "drawing lessons from old Bush" with the intention of pleasing the conservatives in the Republican Party.  It is but a few months since the new administration began its operation, yet its diplomatic aggressiveness and unilateralism have greatly bulged.  It has not only had its own way in the nuclear armament area, but also rejected the "Kyoto Protocol" on global climatic warming, which has aroused the disapproval of the world public opinion, including its allies.  The Bush administration pursues "neo-realism", seeing Russia and China as the hurdles and potential adversaries for its single-polar hegemonism, tightening its compression of Russia and keeping closer guard on China.  As China and Russia both have placed the priority on economic development, they think more of making friends rather than enemies, to say nothing of confronting the U.S. However, in the face of U.S. offense and pressure, they will surely react instinctively.  Particularly on the cardinal question of what sort of New World order to be established, the strategic and institutional disputes between China and Russia on the one hand, and the U.S. on the other, have projected.  As their current positions and interests are basically similar, China and Russia share more common interests than that with the U.S. in building a future world order.

Judged from the impact of globalization on foreign policy, 1. It is difficult for any country to go alone.  To pursue or to surely guard one's interests, one must join in the movement of globalization.  It is exactly by better adapting itself to globalization that the U.S. has in many ways gained growing comparative advantages over the other countries.  China and Russia have no other choice, but to join in and make use of the globalization course and catch up with the changes of the times in order that they can win initiative in the era of heated competition. 2. Interdependence among different countries and regions grows in an unprecedented way.  Therefore, it is necessary to take advantage of external forces in the most extensive manner and seek outside props so as to exert greater influences.  It requires the decision-makers to throw off the shackles of traditional thinking and exploit new areas and seek new formulas to promote their interests while "refining their internal functions".  At present, various regional groups and organizations interweave with each other, which have created a newer and bigger platform for the big powers to cooperate and compete.  Meanwhile, regional as well as sub-regional co-operations among the big powers and big power participation and involvement in the regional hot-spots have all reached an unprecedented level.  This constitutes an important feature with which the three big powers cooperate and compete, exclude and depend on each other under the new circumstances.  That makes the limits and contents of the tripartite interactions greatly extended and become more flexible.  The pure and simple formula of political and military confrontations during the Cold War period is no longer relevant.

To keep "strategic stability" has become one of the focal points of head-on strives among China, the U.S. and Russia at this moment.  The new U.S. administration is assessing its new military strategy, including reviewing the arms control treaties signed with Russia and the commitments it has undertaken.  More and more Americans are half-hearted towards Russia and have no regard for it, believing that arms control treaties such as the ABM Treaty is "a legacy of the Cold War " and the U.S. should renew its military strategy, especially get out of the rut of the past as today's strategic environment has undergone profound changes. In his May 1 speech at the American Defence University, Bush said that the U.S. is in need of a new thinking with which his country can build its missile defense system to deal with the various threats in the present world.  In this connection, the U.S. must shrug off the bondage of the ABM Treaty, as it can neither reflect the realities nor guide the future.  In no time, a number of U.S. delegations began to shuttle among different capitals in Europe and the Asian-Pacific region, lobbying for the deployment of U.S. missile defense system.  Though the American lobbyists spared no efforts, their gains were few and they were received with awkward cold reception.  On the other hand, China and Russia stress the maintenance of the present "strategic stability" , especially the necessity and practical importance of keeping the existing arms control treaties and disarmament mechanism.  President Putin criticized the Americans for upsetting international strategic balance, which would surely set off a new round of arms race.  After his noticeable visit to the U.S., Russian Foreign Minister Ivanov indicated: "To be frank, the American explanations about the NMD system have persuaded neither us nor most of the countries in the world".  Yet, Secretary of State Powell claimed: if within a time limit the U.S. and Russia as well as other countries cannot reach a consensus, the U.S. "will take actions in its own interests".  Though President Bush met lately Putin to make personal persuasion and even offered to Russia a series of "rich" premiums, including the promise to share with Russia certain missile defense technology, the purchase of Russia's S-300 land-to-air missile system, the holding of joint anti-missile military exercises in the next few years, the supply of funding for Russia to improve its radar system and the sharing of data on early-warming system, the Russian position on opposing the U.S. anti-missile plan remains unchanged.

III  A Few Remarks
(1)
As the U.S. is unprecedently strong and the China and Russia side is a combination of the weak, symmetric triangular relationship will surely not take shape.  Under the new circumstances, Sino-Russian relations are a new type of partnership which has discarded the Cold War mentality.  It is not an alliance, nor is it directed against any third countries.

The relations will not be easily affected by changes, domestic or international.  The two countries respect each other's principles and interests. Their relations with the U.S. will be shaped only by the rights and wrongs of the related matters per se and their own interests.  They will not stand against everything American but will rather try to develop friendly relations with the U.S. On the other hand, it is impossible for the U.S. to concoct an anti-Russia-China front and retreat to a kind of "neo-Cold War". Hence, it can be seen that the new triangular relationship among the three countries is different from those existing during the Cold War, where two camps confronted each other and enemies and friends were easily identified.  In this new triangular relationship, different interests crisscross; there is more interdependence than confrontation; repulsion coexists with accommodation constituting a kind of new and flexible "soft triangular relationship".

(2)
The U.S.' China policy tends to move towards realism; whereas frictions between the two countries have shown a trend of being on the increase.  As China is rising and Russia is waning, the U.S. seems to believe the challenge of China will be greater than that of Russia in the future. Though the U.S. places China and Russia on the same tier below "one super-power", its assertion and judgment of the challenges posed by China and Russia in the foreseeable future are not entirely the same.  From the historical perspective, the U.S. and Russia (the Soviet Union) had plenty of chances for directly encountering each other and gained many experiences.  As a result, they are relatively familiar and used to their respective modes of behavior and policy considerations.  In addition, the two countries have build quite a number of mechanisms as well as bilateral and multilateral arrangements, such as a series of arms control treaties, G-8 summit, peaceful partnership relations and so on, rendering Russia's behaviors restraint and defined to a large extend.  Especially after the eastward expansion of NATO, which places Russia in the encirclement of a quite few central and eastern European applicants for NATO membership, Russia's position in Europe is practically deteriorating.  Aggravated by the big falling of its national power, Russia's mid- and near-term objective is to do its utmost "to preserve" its vested interests.  In view of the strikingly dis-symmetric contrasts between the advantages and disadvantages enjoyed by the two countries, though the U.S. is wary of the future and the strategic intention of Russia, it feels rather at ease when tackling with the latter.

On the contrary, the U.S. and China are short of effective behavioral restraints and normative mechanisms.  In dealing with a growing China, the U.S. is facing more with "disagreement" , which can be traced in the debates on China policy in the wake of the government change in Washington.  American and other Western scholars consider that the rising of China will bring about a new challenge to the existing international order.  In the eves of the U.S., with its growth, China, a newly emerging power, will not rest content with things as they are, and will surely request the redistribution of rights and interests to have a greater share.  The theoretical footing of the current "China threat" is the so-called the law of "Power Conversion", i.e. the newly emerging powers are bound to collide with the existing powers in their interests.  Quoting authoritative works, the Western scholars point out that in the history of the rising of big powers, all the rising process was accompanied by conflicts, such as the cases of Ancient Greece, the Roman Empire, Hapburgs and Holland in the 16 century, France in the 17th century, England in the 18th century, Germany in the 19th century and Japan and the Soviet Union in the 20th century. When a new rising power involves itself in the world order, it would always think of reestablishing or changing those international rules it has not directly participated in making them or considers them unfavorable.  Yet the existing powers would not share with it the leadership.  Hence, it was difficult for the existing powers and the rising powers to transcend their conflict of interests.  Especially after the 2nd World War, the rising of the Soviet Union plunged the East and the West into an unprecedented Cold War, of which the West still have a lingering fear.  Joseph Nai, Dean of the Kennedy Institute and a professor of public policy, said that in the perspective of the entire history the rising of new power is always accompanied by turmoil and unrest and followed by intensified conflicts.  The rising of China, an economic and military power with the world's largest population, will become the core issue of the Asian-Pacific region and the central theme of the American foreign policy at the beginning of the century.

Governed exactly by the above-said views and judgments, quite a number of Western scholars, especially those in the U.S. believe that the growing strength of China will convert into a "China threat" or, in other words, the time when China rises is the day China becomes a threat.  Hence, head-on collisions between China and the U.S. are unavoidable.  Suggestions which advocate "fictious confrontation" between China and the U.S. are to be found every where in the U.S. An article carried in the American "National Interests" says:" The challenges brought about by the daily rising China is the major problem confronting the American foreign policy...... China will become the unavoidable factor which threatens the U.S. interests.  Compared with other powers, the U.S. is more likely to go to war with China.  The other existing or rising powers have either allied with the U.S. (NATO countries and Japan), or are trying to bring around the serious slump (such as Russia), or have no justifications to enter into war with the U.S. though their diplomatic relations with the U.S. are strained (such as India).  On the contrary, China is a rising power with high ambitions.  It has unvented resentment and a government incompatible with democratic principles".  "China is rising as an economic power and a growing military power, with its impacts constituting the greatest uncertainty in the region. ...Being a regional power, China will take no care of American interests while extending its own influence".  From a long-term point of view, the U.S. has, in the practical sense, greater regard for China than for Russia.  It can be foreseen that the Bush administration will increase its probing measures against China, in relation to international security and on the Taiwan issues, leading to more collisions with China.

(3)
The U.S. tries to play the Russia card against China, by pitching Russia against the latter so as to drive a wedge into the Sino-Russian partnership.  Delicate changes took place in the U.S. attitude towards Russia when Bush took charge early this year.  The U. S. apparently softened its tone, beginning with the spy war between the two, followed by asserting that Russia is still a "threat" and ending in Bush's May I speech at the American Defense University, in which he said; "It (Russian government) no longer pursues the communist system.  Its government was elected.  Russia today is not our enemy but a transitional country.  It has the chance to become a great, democratic country, a country which will practice peace and peaceful coexistence with the neighboring countries".  On June 6, after holding the first summit with President Putin in Slovania, Bush indicated that Russia is a world power and an American "friend"; brand-new U.S.-Russian relations should be established; constructive cooperation between the two countries will make the world safer and more prosperous.  Bush added that his first meeting with Putin is an important step towards establishing constructive relations between the two countries; both parties have agreed to carry on a series of dialogues on promoting constructive cooperation and decided that both heads of state should exchange visits this fall.  However, international public opinion believes that profound and complicated contradictions are concealed behind these statements and that the differences between Russia and the U.S. on global security and other issues, like that over the Balkan conflicts, remain hard to be bridged.  American scholars pointed out that the advantages enjoyed by the U.S. are growing bigger; the contrasts of strength between the U.S. and Russia are becoming sharper, resulting in an unfavorable turn of the international configuration for Russia.  In addition, U.S. policy towards Russia was not properly handled, with the U.S. behaving hegemonically and looking down on Russia.  Those two factors added up will surely make Russia psychologically imbalanced, hence, incessant frictions between the two.  The Bush administration does not take Russia as a country of special importance.  It can be seen from the restructuring of its organizations, namely, the Department of Russia and Eurasia was merged into the Department of Europe in the National Security Commission.  Similar change will also take place in the State Department...... All these demonstrate that the U.S. has begun to treat Russia as one of the any other big powers.  Russia is no longer and will impossibly be the center piece of U.S. foreign policy.  In the Russian section of the "U.S. Strategy in the 21st Century, Trans-Atlantic Security", an important paper of the U.S. Defense Department, Russia is entirely excluded from the European security affairs, in which cooperation with Russia is simply referred to as how to reduce its nuclear power.  As a matter of fact, after the dissolution of the Soviet Union, Russia tried for a time to pursue a pro-Western policy in the political, economic and diplomatic fields through a comprehensive "Westernization" and yet did not receive "well-intentioned responses" from the West in return.  On the contrary, taking advantage of Russia's weakness, the West exerted heavier pressure on Russia.  Though Russia has joined the richmen's club of the West and become a member of G-8,  in reality it is but a "non-permanent member", a product of the West's endeavor to partially please Russia's sense of vanity of keeping its big power status. The economic crisis of 1998 totally frustrated Russia's dream of "Western-styled reform" and Russia had to seek another path suitable to the country for its development.  Actually, its adjustment of its foreign policy and strengthening of its relations with China as well as other Eastern countries so as to keep a better diplomatic balance is based on its policy review of the West's Russia policy in the past decade.  Shortly before his meeting with Bush, Putin and the Chinese leaders had high-level talks, and attended the summit for the establishment of the "Shanghai Cooperation Organization", through which both parties reached consensus on a rather wide range of areas.  With the progress of the missile defense plan and the drawing near of NATO's further eastward expansion, Russia will find that in its relations with the U.S. there is still a rough and rugged path to take.

(4)
The interdependence and interaction among China, the U.S. and Russia will have immense impact on world peace and stability.  What is apparently different with the "Grand Triangle" in the past is that it is very unlikely that the new trilateral relationship will become the axis that turns the entire situation round.  Strikingly, the importance of other two sets of triangular relations, namely, the Sino-U.S.-Japanese relations and the U.S.-Russian-European relations, which are closely related to the new triangular relationship, is on the rise.  As long as the Asian-European region is concerned, their roles exceed respectively that of the Sino-U.S.-Russian relationship.  In the Asian-Pacific region, the Sino-Japanese relations are no less important than the Sino-U.S. relations.  Japan is the most important ally of the U.S. in the region.  As Japan's economy slowed down in the past decade and it lacks the will of pursuing a foreign policy of its own, the development and evolution of its domestic situation and the degree in which it will follow the American track will have great impact on its relations with China and other neighboring countries.  Japan was moved to tears by the "high regard" and status promotion given by the Bush administration and have repaid the U.S. in many ways.  Lately, Japan and the U.S. issued in succession visas to Lee Teng-hui, an element for Taiwan independence, which provides many foods for thought.  Among China, the U.S. and Japan, whenever Sino-U.S. relations came across troubles in the past, Japan was always gingerly keeping neutral.  This time, Japan reverted its previous mode of behavior, launching assaults against China right at the time when Sino-U.S. relations were strained over the air-collision incident, which shows that Japan, in order to pay back U.S. "affection", will all the more entertain no regard for China's interests and will not hesitate to "do something" on certain sensitive questions, rendering Sino-U.S.-Japanese relations more complicated.

At the same time, the interaction of Russian-European-U.S. relations is another set of regional relations of weight.  Lately, as both Russia and Europe had problems with the U.S. in different degrees, they quickly approached each other.  On May 17, Russian President Putin met in Moscow Persson, Prime Minister of Sweden, a Chairman State on duty of the European Union; Prodi, Chairman of EU Council; and Solana, Senior Representative for Diplomatic and Security Policy of EU, focusing their discussion on Russian-European economic cooperation, the setting up of a unified European economic region and European security and stability mechanism. The European Union is now working for becoming a new type of world power, seeking hard to be on a par with the U.S. and become a "strong pole" in the multi-polar world.  Approaching quickly with Russia not only reinforces its position, together with the development of a EU common foreign policy and the evolution of international situation, EU also needs more and more to conduct over-all political dialogues with Russia and further broaden the scope of cooperation.  On political questions like European security, NATO eastward expansion and nuclear disarmament, EU needs Russia's cooperation.  For Russia, Putin has made up his mind to redouble his efforts to enlist Europe, given priority to Europe in Russia's total foreign relations, and officially put forth a mid-term strategy for developing relations with Europe last year.  The main consideration behind all this is to take advantage of the economic cooperation with Europe to quickly improve Russia's economy.  As the most important economic and trade partner and investor of Russia, Europe accounts for about 40% of Russia's import and export.  EU may also ease Russia of its pressure of foreign debts amounted to 150 billion U.S. dollars.  Making use of its geopolitical and cultural links with Europe, Russia can take part in the integration of Europe to avoid being isolated from the "Great Europe".  All diplomatic efforts made by Putin after his coming to office are aimed at restoring Russia's "great power" status.  Under the present circumstance of having a rather stalemated Russian-U.S. relations, Russia is thinking of giving a push to its relations with the West by strengthening its relations with EU. Hence, it can be seen that in addition to Sino-U.S.-Russian relationship, some regional and sub-regional triangular relations (such as the Sino--U.S.-Indian relations) also play their roles and have their impact at different tiers and on different questions and they will react on the Sino-U.S.-Russian relationship. The inter-connections and interactions among these different triangular relationships all call for close attention.

(The article is finished 20 June 2001.)

(Continued from Page 16)    The diligence and wisdom of the Chinese people is world acclaimed. The century-long aggression, partition, enslavement and oppression by the imperialist countries strengthened the will of the Chinese people to stand firm in the world. China cannot develop in total disregard of external factors, but external factors cannot determine China’s fate. China’s development relies on its own people to manage the domestic affairs well. After the founding of the People’s Republic of China, China, having explored for more than half a century,  has found and followed a road to development suitable to itself. The encirclement, blockade and attack in the past failed to contain China’s development, in today’s world characterised by peace and development, the rise of China can not be prevented since it has already succeeded in laying enjoyed a solid foundation for its development. 

The former US ambassador to China once said, rising China will do no harm and it is wrong to contain China. If policy makers in the United States have such perceptions, it would be most beneficial not only to the United States and China, but also to the entire Asia-Pacific region and even the world. 

(The article is completed in 31 August 2001.)

How to Approach China's Development

An Important Part of China-U.S. Relationship
Gu Ping

Since the adoption of the policies of reform and opening to the outside world, China has witnessed rapid and sustained economic growth as well as increased comprehensive national strength. Its development has attracted world-wide attention. Under such circumstances, it is natural to study China’s experiences in making such huge achievements and to predict the impact that China's development will exert on the Asia-Pacific region and the world at large. It is generally believed that China is an important factor in safeguarding world peace and development, especially peace and development in the Asia-Pacific region, that China's development is in the interest of stability and prosperity of the Asia-Pacific region and the world as a whole. However, some people conceive China with biased views, regarding her as a "threat", which must be contained through every possible means. 

It has been noticed that in a recent report entitled Asia in the Year 2025, the Pentagon points out that China will become the top threat to the U.S. interests in the Asia-Pacific region and that if the United States means to maintain its role in South Asia and Southeast Asia, it must solve the problems of establishing its frontline bases there and must strengthen its alliance with China's neighbours so as to contain China. Therefore, the United States has worked out a plan to shift its military strategic focus from Europe to Asia. At the same time, some people have proposed that a "mini-NATO" be established in the Asia-Pacific region so as to encircle China. After the Bush administration came to power, it designated China as its "strategic competitor". Some people have even been so frank as to say that NMD developed by the U.S. government is mainly related to China. With such U.S. attitude towards China, there cannot be but worries about the prospect of peace and development in the Asia-Pacific region. 

In 1998 before visiting China, the former U.S. President Clinton voiced to the effect that it is an important issue that how China demonstrates its great achievement in the future. Maybe there is good reason for saying so, but on the other hand, how the United States deals with China is also a major issue in the future, because it has direct bearing on the orientation of the United States policy towards China. If the United States views China' development open-heartedly and genuinely believes that China's development is in its interests, the stability and development of the Sino-U.S. relations and the Asia-Pacific region can be guaranteed; if the United States sticks to the Cold War mentality and looks at China's development with ill intentions, troubles will emerge in the bilateral relations and tensions will rise in the Asia Pacific region. 

China's Development Benefits the Asia-Pacific Region 

After  the  end  of  the  Cold  War, the

world has experienced rapid development of economic globalization. The economic growth and decline of one economy is closely linked to that of another. China is witnessing a sustained and rapid domestic economic growth and has become a stable and ever expending market for commodities and investment, creating favourable conditions for the development and prosperity of the Asia-Pacific region. 

Over the past twenty years, the average annual growth rate of Chinese economy reached 8.3% with export expanded about 22 fold, ranking 9th in the world from 32nd in the early days of opening up. In 1980 China's total volume of export and import was 54.6 billion yuan RMB and rocketed to 474.3 billion U.S. dollars in 2000, among which 225.1 billion U.S. dollars for import. According to Singapore economic statistics, China's import from Asia-Pacific region accounts for more than 36% of its total. The trade volume of the U.S. with China has increased more than 18% annually over the past twenty years. Both China and the U.S. have become the largest exporters to each other. According to China Customs Office, the trade volume between the United States and China was 11.8 billion U.S. dollars in 1990, and expanded to 74.5 billion U.S. dollars in 2000. From January to May this year, the United States exported to China goods and services worth 10.1 billion US dollars, an increase of 20.9% over the same period of last year. It is obvious that China’s import has brought huge benefits to countries in the Asia-Pacific region, including the United States. 

In addition to foreign trade, as there is a huge demand for infrastructure projects in China in such areas of energy, traffic, telecommunications and environmental protection. This demand together with the policy of opening to the outside world has created golden opportunities for foreign investment in China. More than twenty years ago, the foreign fund utilised by China annually was less than 2 billion U.S. dollars, the figure expanded to 40.7 billion U.S. dollars in 2000. At present, the United States has invested more than 31 billion U.S. dollars for 32,000 projects in China. Half of the U.S. top 500 companies have invested in China and service industries such as insurance. Banking and commerce have also entered the Chinese market. Foreign countries can benefit from their investment in China and so can China itself, so a win-win situation is taking shape. What’s more is that the sound investment environment in China has created a domino effect: other countries in the Asia-Pacific region begin to attract much more foreign investment than ever before. 


It should be pointed out that while China’s economy is developing rapidly, people’s living standards are being improved remarkably and more and more poor rural people are relieved of poverty, and in general the Chinese people are enjoying a fairly comfortable life. As a country with a population of 1.3 billion, China is experiencing a prosperous livelihood and a stable society. Against the international background of refugee problems and cross-border crime, China’s development is an immeasurable contribution to the maintenance of peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region. 

As a Responsible Big Country Universally Acknowledged 

How should China demonstrate its great achievement? In short, a responsible big country. This has been recognised by the international community. 

China is a peace-loving socialist country. It adopts an independent foreign policy of peace. In the early days of the founding of the People’s Republic of China, the Chinese government has advocated that countries should adopt the principles of mutual respect for each other’s sovereignty and territorial integrity, mutual non-aggression, non-interference in each other’s internal affairs, equality and mutual benefit and peaceful coexistence. Under the guidance of the five principles of peaceful coexistence, China resumed or established normal diplomatic relations with all of its neighbours. As time goes by, the Five Principles of peaceful coexistence have become universally recognised norms governing international relations. This is a major contribution that China has made towards the maintenance of peace and development in the Asia and Pacific region and the world at large. 

Proceeding from maintaining regional peace and development, China is always opposed to the use of or threat of force to solve international disputes. Instead, China holds that international disputes shall be resolved through peaceful negotiations. China and most of its neighbours have settled their troublesome boundary problems left over from history. As to the disputed territories, China has put forward a reasonable principle of putting aside disputes and engaging in joint development. 

Regarding the historical problems, China puts stresses on taking into account the overall situation and looking forward into the future. By the overall situation, it here means the regional peace and development. The Japanese militarists invaded China in the past and brought about untold sufferings to the Chinese people. However, in order to promote peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region, China puts forward the principle of drawing lessons from history and looking forward to the future in its diplomacy with Japan, aiming at establishing a long-term stable and good-neighbourly cooperative partnership with Japan. 

After Asian financial crisis in 1997, China, as a developing country with a large population, extended timely financial assistance within its capability to crisis-hit countries bilaterally and multilaterally. At the same time, in order to mitigate the pressure borne by crisis-hit countries, China maintained the value of RMB, which played a positive role in helping those countries to get rid of the negative impact of the crisis and achieve economic recovery as early as possible. 

Diplomatically, China means what it says and acts upon to its promises. To maintain Hong Kong and Macao prosperity and stability after their return to the motherland, China puts forward the concept of “one country, two systems” and the principles of “ the local people governing Hong Kong and Macao” with high degree of self-governance. Recently, Mr. Chris Patten, the last Hong Kong governor and now the European Union Commissioner for External Relations, speaks highly of the implementation of the concept of “one country, two systems”. The US Consulate General in Hong Kong also confirms that China has kept its promise of giving a high degree of self-governance to Hong Kong. The same is true with Macao. 

In a word, China is a responsible country, and its important and stabilising role in the Asia-Pacific region is undeniable. 

The Cold War Mentality Should Be Abandoned

How to understand the new world configuration which is now coming into being and how to guide mankind to peace, cooperation and common prosperity in the new century are topics to be addressed by and responsibility to be undertaken by statesmen of all countries, especially those of major powers. Regrettably, in the United States, some politicians have too much power politics and the Cold War mentality and their words and deeds constantly upset and worry the Asia-Pacific region. 

Their desire for power politics and the Cold War mentality take various forms, for example: 

I. Exclusive predominance: the United States is the super power in the world and should assume leadership in world affairs. This mentality results in its unilateralism in international affairs, which is criticised by most countries in the first year of this new century. 

II. Stress on the superiority of U.S. values, claiming that the United States is the defender of world democracy and values. In fact, any value can only perform its functions within a specified social and cultural system and cannot be forcefully transplanted. The indiscriminate application of the U.S. model around the world has resulted in failures. Many people in developing countries call this U.S. attitude “ethical hegemony”. 


III. Out-dated geopolitical perception. After the Cold War, the United States has been looking for so-called “strategic competitor”. In Europe, the United States narrows down the strategic space of Russia, while in the Asia-Pacific region it strengthens its bilateral military alliance and intends to establish “mini-NATO”. 

IV. Craze for absolute military advantage. After the Cold War, the U.S. desire for absolute military advantage and security has inflated. The Gulf and Kosovo wars by the end of last century led the U.S. to worship the military high technology than ever before. The formulation of plans for NMD and TMD clearly shows such mentality of some U.S. policy makers. 

V. Disregard for new tendencies such as economic globalisation in the international relations. The United States adheres to the old rules of zero-sum game, bent on getting all the gains if it wins the game. 

In short, some policy makers in the United States have out-dated way of thinking. They lack a sense of big power responsibility for the world as well as a correct grasp of the characteristics of today’s world. 

Recently, Foreign Policy Focus, a U.S. magazine published an article, criticising notions such as “China threat”, and explicitly noting that “a major threat to the peace and security in Asia is still the resurgence of U.S. unilateralism and the militarization of U.S. policy in this region.” This analysis just goes right to the heart of the problem. 

China’s development will help promote stability and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region, which is a logical conclusion formed in the course of history. China has an explicit security goal in the Asia-Pacific region: first, stability and development within China; second, the peace and stability in the surrounding area; third, dialogue and cooperation with all the countries in the Asia-Pacific region. China stresses that regional diversity should be recognised and respected in seeking regional security and cooperation. It advocates that all kinds of social systems, model of development and values should compete with each other and learn from each other at the same time, and differences should be put aside while seeking common ground in the course of realising common development. The so-called “China threat” is groundless, yet this whipped-up fantasy is very dangerous. 

The Chinese nation boasts a history of more than 5000years. (Continued to Page 12) 

The Position of Chinese Government

on the Terrorist Attacks against the United States

On 11 September, after the terrorist attacks on the World Trade Center in New York and the Pentagon in Washington D.C., the Chinese government made an imminent response. President Jiang Zemin Expressed Condolences to President Bush. 

At midnight on September 11, President Jiang Zemin conveyed a message to U.S. President George W. Bush in which Jiang expressed sympathy to him and to the U.S. government and people for the disastrous attacks against the U.S. The message says, I am greatly shocked by the severe attacks on New York and the Washington D.C. on 11 September, which has caused huge human casualties and wound. On behalf of the Chinese Government and people, I wish to express to you and, through you, to the U.S. Government and people our deep sympathy and condolences to the families of the victims. The Chinese Government condemns and opposes, as always, all violent activities by terrorism. 

On 12 September, President Jiang Zemin had a telephone conversation with U.S. President Bush at the request of the latter.

President Bush thanked President Jiang for his recent telegram of sympathy and condolences on the terrorist violent attacks on the United States. President Bush pointed out that international terrorism is a threat to world peace. He is looking forward to working closer with President Jiang and other leaders of the international community in the common fight against international terrorism. And he hopes that the United States and China enhance their cooperation in this field at the UN Security Council.

President Jiang said, the attacks have not only brought about a disaster to the American people, but also a challenge to the sincere desire for peace of the world people. The Chinese people, like the Americans, strongly condemn the appalling terrorist attacks. On behalf of the Chinese Government and people, President Jiang reiterated the deep sympathy to the U.S. Government, people and families of the victims, and profound condolences to the deceased. He said, China has closely followed the progress of the rescue work and is ready to provide all necessary support and assistance to the U.S. side. China is ready to strengthen dialogue and cooperation with the United States and the international community in the joint efforts in combating all sorts of terrorist violence. President Jiang also hoped that foreign ministers and the permanent missions to the United Nations of the two countries would strengthen their consultation and cooperation. 
On 13th September, China's Vice Premier Qian Qichen had a phone conversation with U.S. Secretary of State Powell at the request of the latter.

Secretary of State Powell once again expressed his thanks to the Chinese Government and people for their condolences and support following the violent terrorist attacks in the United States, and the U.S. side is looking forward to cooperation with China in fighting terrorism.

Vice Premier Qian said, we are consistently opposed to any kind of terrorist violence, and we believe that the fight against terrorism calls for cooperation of the international community. I am very pleased to see that the UN Security Council has unanimously adopted a resolution condemning terrorism. We are ready to enhance cooperation with the U.S. side in this field.

On 18th September, President Jiang had a phone conversation with Russian President Putin.

On the 11th September terrorist violent attack on the United States, President Jiang reiterated the principled Chinese position that the Chinese Government resolutely opposes all sorts of terrorism. He stressed that, in dealing with this incident, one should take into consideration not only its direct consequences, but also its profound impact on the regional situation, especially the long-term interests of world peace and development. He  expressed China's willingness to enhance and deepen its cooperation with the international community in the fight against terrorism. We believe that the role of the UN Security Council should be brought into full play. The five Permanent Members of the UN Security Council should strengthen their consultations. China and Russia share common positions and interests on the fight against terrorism. The two should maintain contact and exchange information with each other in the spirit of the Sino-Russian Treaty of Good-Neighbourliness, Friendship and Cooperation. The Shanghai Cooperation Organization should expedite the implementation of the relevant conventions, so as to safeguard regional peace, security and stability more effectively. 

President Putin appreciated President Jiang's remarks and held that, under the current tense international situation, it is of utmost importance and urgency to enhance bilateral cooperation. He agreed with President Jiang that efforts should be made to improve as soon as possible international mechanisms against terrorism. President Putin stressed that, when dealing with relevant issues of the region, one should consider and respect the interests of countries and people of the region so as to safeguard regional peace and stability. 

The two leaders agreed to keep in contacts, consultations and cooperation with each other on major issues bearing upon world and regional peace and stability.

On 18th September, President Jiang had a phone conversation with French President Jacques Chirac on the international situation after the terrorist attacks on the United States.

President Chirac said, after the incident occurred, the European countries expressed their support to the United States. We believe that every effort should be made to fight terrorism. Under the current situation, it is necessary to restore the Middle East peace process as soon as possible, and urge both Israel and Palestine to return to the negotiation table. 

President Jiang appreciated President Chirac's remarks and explained the Chinese Government's consistent principled position against all sorts of terrorism. He stressed the necessity and urgency of international cooperation against terrorism and pointed out that, under the current situation, it needs calmness and prudence to deal with relevant issues. All actions should be in the benefit of the long-term interests of world peace and development. President Jiang offered China's support, as always, to the Middle East peace process. He hoped that people of all countries in the Middle East live in peace. 

The two leaders agreed to maintain close consultations and cooperation on major issues bearing upon world peace and stability.

On 18th September, President Jiang answered a phone call from British Prime Minister Tony Blair.


British Prime Minister Blair said that, during the terrorist attacks on Washington and New York on 11 September, many British citizens lost their lives. Under the current situation, it is of utmost necessity for the leaders of Britain and China to directly exchange views with each other. Mr. Blair went on to explain Britain's position on the incident. 

President Jiang said that, during the serious attacks on the United States, there are many British casualties. Some Chinese citizens were also killed, injured or are still missing. All of them are victims of terrorism. We strongly condemn this horrific act of terrorism. In the fight against terrorism, the Chinese people stand with the American people, the British people and the international community. He believed that terrorism is a major threat to world peace and stability. It has become a great evil to the whole international community. The Chinese Government resolutely opposes all sorts of terrorism. International cooperation is of vital necessity and urgency in the fight against terrorism. President Jiang pointed out that the attack on terrorism should have valid evidence and specific targets, and avoid by all means harming innocent civilians. The actions should be based on the purposes and principles of the UN Charter and the recognized norms of international laws and the role of the UN Security Council should be brought into play. All actions should be conducive to the long-term interests of safeguarding world peace and development.

(Continued form Page 23)    of Japan and other Asian countries to work in solidarity to get the 21st century free from nuclear weapons and from wars.

In the morning of 15 August, over 100 people were gathering in front of the Yasukuni Shrine to lodge protests. More than 1000 people from NGOs held a meeting to protest Koizumi’s homage to the Yasukuni Shrine as an act violating the Japan’s Constitution, to appeal Japan to give deep introspection to history, to avoid taking the beaten track of war so as to win the trust of the people of various Asian countries from the bottom of their hearts. The participants also held a peace demonstration after the meeting.


Koizumi’s homage to the Yasukuni Shrine in disregard of the public opinion draws strong criticism from the international community. Soon afterward, the media in many counties issue statements severely bombarding the incorrect position and behaviour by the Japanese leadership to have twisted the history and evaded the war responsibility. The facts have proved that all the words and deeds that go against the trend of our time and run counter to the norm of peace and people’s will shall end in failure.

NEWS  ROUND-UP

World –Wide Condemning Japanese Prime Minister’s Visit

to the Yasukuni Shrine

Liu Yumin* 

On 13 August, Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi paid homage to the Yasukuni Shrine, where the tablets of class-A war criminals for the WWII are kept in defiance of the strong opposition from the people of the neighboring countries and the international community as well as from Japan. Hence, his act draws immediate strong protest from the Asian neighboring people, and is also met with strong condemnation from the domestic personages and fierce criticism from celebrities and media in America and Europe.

Built in 1869, the Yasukuni Shrine displays the tablets of the servicemen died in the battlefields since then, among whom the majority is those killed in the aggressive wars against China. In October 1978, 14 tablets for class-A WWII criminals were moved to the shrine and displayed there since. These fourteen  class-A WWII criminals are the conspirators for launching the aggressive war against Asia, and war perpetrators with hands dripping blood of the Asian people.

Reviewing history, the Yasukuni Shrine is the spiritual pillar for carrying out invasion overseas by the Japanese militarists before WWII, and now has become the symbol and the home camp for the Japanese right-wingers to attempt to reverse the historical verdict for WWII. Therefore, the fact that the Prime Minister paid visit to the shrine is in no way to express condolences to the average servicemen, neither simply an internal affair of Japan, but hinges upon an important principle of how to view the invasion history and the WWII criminals of Japan by the head of the Japanese government. Just because of this, Koizumi’s act has drawn condemnation and protests from the Japan’s neighbours, Japan itself and the international community. The following are round-up of some of the just voices around the world.            

China
On 13 August, the spokesperson of the Chinese Foreign Ministry commented that in disregard of the strong opposition from Japan's Asian neighbours including China and the Japanese people, Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi visited the Yasukuni Shrine that has memorial tablets to class-A war criminals. The Chinese government and people hereby express strong dissatisfaction and indignation over this. The wrongful action taken by the Japanese leader has damaged the political basis of Sino-Japanese relations, hurt the feelings of the Chinese people and the people of the victimized countries in Asia, and violated the series of solemn statements and commitments on the history issue made by the Japanese government.  

In the afternoon of the same day, Vice Foreign Minister Wang Yi urgently summoned Koreshige Anami, the Japanese Ambassador to China and made solemn representations over  Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi's visit to the Yasukuni Shrine. He 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 to the people of Asian countries and making the Japanese people suffer a lot as well. When the war ended, the Far-East International Military Tribunal brought the Japanese militarists to a righteous trial and Japan accepted the sentence, promising to pursue a peaceful development road from then on. As a result, the treatment of the issue of the Yasukuni Shrine has since become a touchstone for examining the attitude the Japanese government holds towards that period of history of aggression. Wang Yi stressed that China was the biggest victim of the Japanese militarist invasion war. When China and Japan restored the normalisation of diplomatic relations in 1972, Japan clearly indicated in the Joint Statement that it felt deeply sorry about the severe harm done to the Chinese people during World War II and expressed deep introspection. When President Jiang Zemin visited Japan in 1998, the Japanese side admitted in earnest again its history of aggression against China, reiterated its attitude on introspecting and apologised to the Chinese people, through both the China-Japan Joint Declaration and official meetings attended by leaders of both sides. On this basis, the two sides have reached the significant consensus of "learning from history and facing the future". 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.

  The Vice Foreign Minister pointed out that the negative moves of the Japanese sides towards the issue of history in recent years, including the latest visit to the Yasukuni Shrine, have further isolated Japan from its Asian neighbours and the international community. Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi has repeatedly stated since he came into office that Japan will strengthen international co-ordination and develop friendly relationship with neighbouring countries. But how in the end Japan reflects those statements in its actual practice is worth pondering by both the Japanese government and people of insight. The people of the Asian countries will wait and see regarding the issue.

Afterward, many social organisations and celebrities in Beijing, Nanjing and Shenyang as well as the Chinese descendants living overseas expressed their condemnation and protest in different forms to the visit paid by the Japanese leaders. As far as those Chinese who had experienced the war against the Japanese invasion, the roaring and bombing of the Japanese militarists echoed in their ears and the countless war crimes committed by the Japanese invaders on the Chinese territory are flashing in their minds. They expressed their indignation towards Koizumi’s open act of calling back the spirit of Japanese militarism and of those war criminals that had slaughtered numerous Chinese people.

Republic of Korea

On the day when the Japanese Prime Minister paid homage to the Yasukuni Shrine, the spokesperson of Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Transportation released a statement, expressing “strong regret” by the ROK government to the fact that Koizumi was bent on paying homage to the Shrine symbolised the Japanese militarism despite of the worries the ROK government voiced and opposition from many Japanese. The statement says that the Japanese war criminals used to have endangered world peace and to have inflicted upon its neighbours unimagined calamity. The homage paid by the Japanese Prime Minister to these war criminals “can not but trigger worries from the ROK’. The statement also emphasised that Koizumi must respect the position of the relevant countries and their national feelings on the basis of correct recognition of history if he wishes to establish genuine neighbourly relationship with its neighbours.

On 15 August, ROK President Kim  criticised the Japanese right-wingers for their attempting to reverse the verdict of history, and demanded Japanese government to have correct recognition of history. President Kim recalled that during his visit to Japan in October 1998, the Japanese government made a introspection to the past in the official document, and expressed apology to the significant disaster and agony inflicted upon the people of the ROK, thus greatly increase the aspirations for the people of the ROK to establish sound relations with Japan. However, the tendency of some social forces attempting to distort the history again cast a heavy shadow over the relations between the two countries. He also emphasised that the historical issues are not simply issues for the past, but also the issues for the present and the future. The ROK is unable to make a good friend with and neither feels relaxed to go together into the future with those who attempt to lead people to forget or belittle the criminals that inflicted the historical disasters on the people of the ROK. The ROK is ready to develop the ROK-Japan relations on the basses of correct recognition of history.

 On 15 August, over 500 people of some NGOs had a meeting in Seoul, protesting the Japanese Prime Minister’s homage to Yasukuni Shrine and demanding Japan to amend the distorted history textbooks. After the meeting, the participants held a demonstration in the capital.


On 17 August, a ROK government official stated that over the issue of history textbook and Koizumi’s homage to the Yasukuni Shrine, the ROK adheres to the principle and shall respond effectively, and also demands Japan to adopt sincere measures on the two relevant issues. 



On 26 August, the ROK-Japan Christian Parliamentarian Group of the ROK Parliament voiced the opposition to the proposed visit by Koizumi if he fails to express to his apology to the shrine visit and clarify the position to amend the history textbook. The Group issues a statement saying that the Koizumi’s act reflects the Japanese ignorance and double-faced character and has generated a loss of trust in diplomacy. 


On 25 September, a ROK government official confirmed that the ROK had rejected the proposal by Japanese Prime Minister Koizumi to hold a Japan-ROK summit on an early date. The official emphasised that there are still big differences between the two sides on the existing problems. Japan must make a correct decision on the relevant issues so as to create conditions for holding the summit, yet, there is no such political tendency emerging in Japan nowadays.   

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea


On 22 August, the spokesperson of the DPRK Foreign Ministry pointed out the fact that Koizumi paid homage to the Yasukuni Shrine on 13 August in defiance of the domestic and overseas opposition produced worries from the victimized countries by the Japanese invasion and from the international community. The people of the DPRK express their indignation over the fact that Koizumi as the Japanese Prime Minister does not only refuse to expose and criticise the evil history of Japan, but also pays homage to the Yasukuni Shrine that glorifies the soul of dead Japanese militarists. The DPRK is very much concerned about the emergence of the Japan’s quintessence represented by distortion of the history textbooks and visit to the Yasukuni Shrine, and feels worried. Japan will be unable to receive political and moral trust from other countries and become more isolated in the international community if Japan continues to treat history in such a manner.

On 16 August, representatives of the DPRK, ROK and Korean descendants living overseas participating in the 2001 National Reunification Festival held in Pyongyang jointly condemned the Japanese acts of twisting history. The Japanese Prime Minister’s homage to the Yasukuni Shrine is an insult to the people of Korean nationality, an open ridicule to justice and conscience as well as challenge to peace and progress. The Korean people will never allow the reactionary Japanese forces to beautify historical crimes, and demand Japan to immediately halt the acts of distorting history and make sincere apology and compensation.

Japan

On 13 August, Japanese political parties issued statements and gave interviews strongly protesting and criticising homage to the Yasukuni Shrine by Prime Minister Koizumi.


The opposition SDP issued a statement saying that Koizumi’s homage to the Yasukuni Shrine is an intolerable act, which does not only severely hurt the feelings of the people of China, ROK and other Asian countries which suffered terrible disasters from the aggressive war launched by Japan and the colonial rule enforced by Japan, but also the feelings of the Japanese people, and at the same time is bound to severely damage the trust between Japan and Asian neighbours.

The DP Chief said in an interview that whether Koizumi’s homage to the Yasukuni Shrine is right or wrong is crystal clear if one is to think proceeding from the victimized countries of China, ROK, etc. His act of paying homage to the Yasukuni Shrine antagonises people.


The Chairman of the JCP stated that the Yasukuni Shrine is a shrine that tries to convert the aggressive war into a just war and to commemorate those killed on that basis, Koizumi’s homage to the Shrine obviously exposes him on the side of affirming the aggressive war, which should not be permitted.

The SDP Chairperson appealed to the Japanese people to keep in mind the historical lessons and not to forget the catastrophe inflicted on the Asian people including our fellow countrymen by that war waged by Japan some years back. She called on the people(Continued to Page 19)

FROM THE DOMESTIC PRESS
Environmental Protection in China

Liu Yumin*
China is facing severe environmental challenge, and the situation is rather grim in some aspects. But, we must note that since the reform and opening-up, China has  attached great importance to environmental protection, which has become one of the basic national policies. The Chinese government and departments concerned have in succession formulated a series of laws, regulations and measures regarding environmental protection. Especially in recent years, in line with the nation's economic restructuring, China is further strengthening it's efforts in the field of environmental protection and ecological construction. The briefing of China's environmental protection is as follows. 

1. Mr. Xie Zhenghua, Director of the State Environmental Protection Administration said, the priority of China's environmental protection in the coming 5 years contains five aspects: 1), controlling the total amount of various discharged pollutants, promoting economical adjustment, reducing environmental pollution; 2), strengthening the efforts to protect environment, by the year 2005, the rate of central treated urban sewage should reach 45%, and 60% for those key cities;  3), stress on the key projects and according to our ability, and  making great efforts to improve environmental quality of those key regions; 4), giving equal importance to ecological construction and protection, keeping down the trend of deterioration of ecological environment; 5), strengthening  government's function for control environmental protection, relying on science, giving full play to the market system and  increasing input in environmental protection.

2. Mr. Zhou Shengxian, Director of State Forestry Administration noted that according to China's present environmental situation, we should develop unusual development model and special measures to concentrate our efforts on developing forest by leaps and bounds, while take the following six projects approved by the State Council as the focal point, i.e. project of natural forest protection, afforestation in Northwest, North and Northeast areas and the middle and lower reaches of Yangtze river,  turning farmland into forest and grassland, sand control project surrounding Beijing, project of development of nature reserve zones, construction of  timber production bases.

 
3. The air quality of Beijing improved.  According to Wang Guangtao, Deputy Mayor of Beijing, the city of Beijing takes only two years to reach the level of atmospheric quality which achieved by cities like Paris, London and Tokyo within seven years. The air quality of Beijing city proper has been improved remarkably.  The density of major air pollutants is on decrease continuously.  Compared with 1988, sulphur dioxide, nitrogen oxide, total suspending particles and carbon dioxide of Beijing urban areas in 2000 reduced by 41%,18%,7% and 20% respectively.  By the year of 2005, the environmental quality of Beijing will be improved significantly, and the preliminary target of turning Beijing into a city with beautiful environment and sound ecology will be met.  Since 1998, 30 billions Yuan RMB have been put to Beijing's environmental protection, taking almost 3.3% of Beijing GDP. The investment in pollution prevention and ecological construction is expected to take 4~5% of Beijing GDP between 2000---2007. In the coming five years, the major targets of environmental work in Beijing are: to ensure that clean energy like natural gas, electricity will take more than 75% of total, and effective measures are taken to continuously protect underground and reservoir water quality. By the year of 2007, 90% of urban sewage will be treated, all garbage resulting from urban life will be treated and disposed without doing harm to environment, and 30% of them will be turned into new resources; 90% of solid garbage will be comprehensively recycled; accelerating the treatment of pollution caused by key pollutants like metallurgy, electricity, construction material and chemical industries. Strengthening multiple bio- protection, set up 30 odd nature reserve zones, increasing afforestation rate to 70% in mountain areas, and over 25% in plain areas, setting up 125km2 of green belts along the three ring roads in the urban areas. When the Olympic Games take place in 2008, Beijing will become a cleaner and more beautiful international metropolitan with advanced standard of environment.

4. Fulfil the third stage of the "Three North" afforestation project in northern China. The project was started in 1978, and covers 551 counties in 13 provinces (regions or municipalities), with an area about 4,070,000 km2, accounting for 42.4% of China's total landmass. This project taking 75 years, and divided into 3 stages with 8 programs will be completed by 2050, resulting in the afforestation of 35.6 million hectares. By the end of 2000, 22 million hectares of land has been successfully afforested, accounting to 1/7 of the total man-made affoerstation of the world, and the rate of forest coverage in northern China is increased from 5.05% to 10.1%.

With 23 years of construction, the Three-North forest belt system is basically established in northern China, and started to play ecological role effectively. The inhabitation environment and production conditions in northern China, especially in those key areas have been improving. Statistics show, that about 4.8 million hectares of wind-breaking belts were afforested in northern China, with 20% of decertified land under initial control, the water loss and soil erosion problem of 13.8 million hectares of land under control, 21.3 million hectares of farmland effectively protected, and 30 million hectares of grassland protected or restored. In recent years, officials, experts, scholars and journalists from over 50 countries have inspected this project and expressed high appreciation. Up to now, the Three-North project has successfully finished 3 programs as planned, and the ecological, economical and social returns of the project start to yield. Not long ago, the plan of the fourth program of the project was approved by the State Council and will be implemented in full gear soon. The fourth program is set to contain expansion of land desertification  and  water and soil erosion within 10 years.

 5. Shanxi province turning 80,000 hectares of farmland into forest. For a long time, Luliang and Taihang mountainous areas of Shanxi province have been suffering from serious water loss and soil erosion and deterioration of ecological environment, so that it is inevitable to improve the ecological environment fundamentally. Last year, 16 counties of this province were chosen by the State Council as pilot counties for turning farmland into forest and grassland. From last spring, those counties have turned 80 thousand hectares of farmland into forest and grassland. For ensuring the standard, the provincial leadership organised experts and technicians to draw up the scheme scientifically, make an overall arrangement, and check on strictly, provide farmers who turned their farmland into forest or grassland with grain and various allowances without delay. Thanks to effective measures and appropriate policies, local farmers are enthusiastic about turning farmland into forest and grassland. At present, a new round of project has been launched. By the end of this year, another 33,000 hectares of farmland will be turned into forest or grassland.

 
6. Preliminary achievement of grassland ecological protection in Inner Mongolia. The grassland in Inner Mongolia, which is the largest among five main grasslands in China, is suffering from serious deterioration and desertification due to over grazing and reclamation, thus seriously affected sustainable development of animal husbandry in the region. Confronting the serious reality, the leadership of the region proposes: for reaching the target of increment of quality and efficiency, as well as effective protection and construction of grassland ecology, they should strengthen scientific innovation, change mode of production, prohibit grazing in farming areas, semi-farming and semi-pastoral areas, and set grazing off season for pastoral areas. For positive protection and construction of grassland ecology, the government of the Autonomous Region is accelerating the pace for building livestock sheds and fodder bases, and improving of livestock breed by increasing government input and co-ordinating bank credit. For infrastructure of agriculture and animal husbandry and fodder processing machinery alone, the region government will put in 400 million Yuan loan, therefore, Oasis appears one after another in the desert thanks to the change of mode of production of farmers and herdsmen, grazing management, sowing grass seeds by aircraft, planting trees, setting grazing off season in pastoral areas, and turning farmland into forest and grassland, as well as comprehensive development of large scale project of desert controlling. Preliminary achievement in ecological project of grassland protection in Inner Mongolia has been reached; sand dunes have been covered with green. At present, most parts of farming areas and semi-farming semi-pastoral areas are prohibited from grazing, and all the pastoral areas are practising seasonal grazing. Now, the area of grassland has reached 1.33 million hectares in the region.

 
7. More than 50 ecological projects have been started in Hainan province. As a pilot province of ecology in China, the forest coverage reaches 52.1%, and it's overall ecological environment is one of the best in China. The province is planning more than 50 ecological construction projects, includinging ecological construction and protection, environmental quality control, development of ecological industry, "getting prosperous through ecology" and improvement of residential environment in urban areas. The target for this year is continuously expanding ecological forest construction, completing 33,000 hectares of afforestation, 13,000 hectares of closed forest, turning 70% of the farmland with a slope of more than 25 degree into forest. All highways trunk line will be beautified and greened. And protection of bio-diversity and nature reserve zones shall be strengthened. The future target includes maintaining high ecological quality; developing ecological industry to improve sustainable development of economy; in rural areas, popularising the project of "getting prosperous through ecology" by taking advantage of the usage of bio-gas, and striving to improve residential environment in urban areas.  
INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGES

A Delegation of Korean

National Peace Committee Visits China

By Wu Kesheng*
At the invitation of the Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament (CPAPD), a delegation of the Korean National Peace Committee (KNPC) headed by KNPC President Mun Jae Chol paid a good-will visit to China from 19 to 23 August 2001. In Beijing, He Luli, Vice-Chairperson of the Standing Committee of the National People(s Congress and CPAPD President met the visiting delegation and hosted a banquet in its honor.  Dai Bingguo, Minister of the International Department of the CPC Central Committee met the delegation out of courtesy. Jiang Guanghua, CPAPD Vice-President and ex-member of the Standing Committee of the National Committee of the Chinese People's Political Consultative Conference (CPPCC), shared a working session with the delegation and Gao Chao, CPAPD Vice-President and Member of the Standing Committee of China Association for Science and Technology met the delegation as an old friend of KNPC President Mun Jae Chol, who hosted the CPAPD delegation led by CPAPD Vice-President Gao Chao last year. In addition to Beijing, President Mun Jae Chol and his party also went to Qingdao for a visit, where the delegation was met by Sun Bingyue, Director of the Qingdao People’s Congress.

Expressing a hearty welcome to the visiting delegation, CPAPD President He Luli emphasised that the China-Korean friendly cooperation has witnessed continuos developments and the friendly exchanges between the peace organisations of the two countries are increasingly strengthened. The growing enhancement of the friendly relations between the two countries and between the two peace organisations is in conformity with the fundamental interests of the people of the two countries and is conducive to maintenance of peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region. 

During their visit in Beijing, KNPC President Mun Jae Chol and his party also called on Chen Yongchang, Vice-President of the Chinese Association for Friendship with Foreign Countries, visited Jinxiu Dadi Agro-hi-tech Development Pilot Project and Qinghua University. In Qingdao, the KNPC delegation toured the Qingdao Brewery Group, Hair Electric Appliances Corp. Ltd., Laoshan Mineral Water Corp. Ltd. and the Institute of Oceanology affiliated to China Academy of Sciences. etc.


KNPC President Mun Jae Chol and his party expressed their gratitude for the warm hospitality rendered to them by the CPAPD and satisfaction to the itinerary arrangements and deep impression left on them by the visit. KNPC President Mun Jae Chol emphasised that the visit helped to strengthen the mutual understanding and friendly exchanges between the peace organisations of the two countries.


The leadership of the two peace organisations express their wishes to further the friendly exchanges between the peace organisations, to work for the enhancement of the traditional friendship between the two countries and the two peoples, and make joint efforts to maintain peace, security and stability and promote development.

A Delegation of Lao Committee for Peace

and Solidarity Visits China

By Chen Yajun*
At the invitation of the Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament (CPAPD), a delegation of the Lao Committee for Peace and Solidarity (LCFPS) led by Siho Bannavong, Acting Chairman of the Central Committee of the Lao Front for National Construction and LCFPS President was on a good-will visit to China from 16 to 23 August 2001. During the visit of the delegation in Beijing, He Luli, Vice-Chairperson of the Standing Committee of the National People(s Congress and CPAPD President met Acting Chairman Siho Bannavong and his party and hosted a dinner in their honor. Chen Jinghua, Vice-Chairman of the National Committee of the Chinese People's Political Consultative Conference (CPPCC) also met the delegation. CPAPD Vice-President Liu Jingqin had a working session with LCFPS President Siho Bannavong and his party. Besides Beijing, the delegation also visited Shenzhen City of Guangdong Province and Yunnan Province.

Expressing warm welcome, He Luli expressed the hope that the exchanges and cooperation between the peace organisations of China and Laos will continue to expand, and make due contributions to the social and economic development of the respective countries and to maintenance of peace and stability in the Asia-Pacific region and the world at large. She also briefed to the delegation on the current national economic development and shared with the guests on the major international issues. CPPCC Vice-Chairman Chen Jinghua hoped to see the Chinese People's Political Consultative Conference and the Lao Front for National Construction further expand their exchanges so as to push forward the development of the overall bilateral amicable cooperation.

* Guest Researcher, CPAPD.


* GUAMU Organization is composed of Georgia, Ukraine, Azerbaijian, Moldova and Uzbekistan


* An Editor for Peace, CPAPD


* An Editor for Peace, CPAPD


* An Editor for Peace, CPAPD


* Director, Office of the CPAPD
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