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China-US Relations Making Progress Along a Bumpy Road

—Some Highlights of President Bush’s Visit to China

By Wu Kesheng*
China-U.S. relations experienced dramatic fluctuations because of the U.S. boosted arms sales to Taiwan and the mid-air collision between a U.S. spy plane and a Chinese jet fighter. However, with joint efforts from both sides, the Sino-U.S. relations are now back on the right track of development and looking positive.


The relations between China and the U.S. in the past 30 years have proved that the three China-U.S. Communiqués are a guarantee for the sound development of bilateral relations. Compared with the situation 30 years ago, the common interests between China and the U.S. have increased considerably. China’s accession to WTO, the huge market, open policy and stable political environment provide good opportunities for global entrepreneurs. The Sino-U.S. bilateral trade was only US$2.4 billion in 1979 while the volume reached US$80.4 billion last year.

 A healthy and stable China-U.S. relationship is important for the overall international relations in 21st century. Underscoring the U.S.’s desire for better relations, President George W. Bush paid a 30-hour trip to China on 21/22 February the date of 30th anniversary of late President Nixon’s visit.

President Jiang Zemin and President George W. Bush held positive, constructive and fruitful talks and exchanged views on China-U.S. relations and major international and regional issues, reaching broad and important consensus.

On Bilateral Relations
President Jiang Zemin said, at the meeting in Shanghai, an important consensus was reached on working together to develop constructive relations of cooperation between China and the United States. In the past four months, the two sides have achieved new progress in dialogue and cooperation in various areas. The trend of development of bilateral relations is good.

Three decades ago, former U.S. President Richard Nixon visited China and leaders of both nations worked together putting an end to their estrangement and setting about their exchanges and cooperation, and that history has proven that it was far-sighted of them to take that major move, President Jiang said.

President Jiang noted that 30 years later, although profound changes have taken place in the international situation, the two countries' shared interests and common responsibilities for world peace have expanded rather than dwindled, and their relationship has become more important rather than less important.

The lessons and experience of the development of the China-U.S. relationship in the past 30 years indicate that the two sides should bear in mind the larger picture, take a long-term perspective and enhance mutual understanding and trust in developing the bilateral ties, President Jiang said.

President Bush said, our ties are mature, respectful and important to both our nations and to the world. The talks were candid, and that is very positive. The United States shares interests with China, but we also have some disagreements. We believe that we can discuss our differences with mutual understanding and respect. 

On Taiwan Question

Appropriately handling the Taiwan question is the key to ensuring a steady development of Sino-U.S. relations. President Jiang explained to President Bush the Chinese government's basic position of             "peaceful reunification; one country, two systems" regarding the settlement of the Taiwan question. He stressed the significance of sticking to the "one China" policy and abiding by the three Sino-U.S. joint communiqués. During the talks both sides expressed opposition to "Taiwan independence" and the hope of solving the Taiwan question peacefully.

President Bush reiterated that the U.S. side adheres to the "one China" policy and abides by the three joint communiqués, which is the consistent position of the U.S. government. As the president mentioned, we talked about Taiwan. The position of the U.S. government has not changed over the years. We believe in the peaceful settlement of this issue. 

Premier Zhu Rongji pointed out that the Taiwan question is the most sensitive issue at the core of Sino-U.S. relations and explained the principled position of the Chinese government of peaceful reunification and "one country, two systems." President Bush reiterated that the United States observes the one-China policy and hopes for a peaceful solution to the Taiwan question, and such a stand is consistent and will not change.

On High-level Visits 

President Bush invited President Jiang to visit the U.S. before his attending this year's APEC Economic Leaders Meeting in Mexico. President Jiang Zemin expressed appreciation for the invitation and accepted it with pleasure. Chinese Vice-President Hu Jintao will visit the U.S. in the near future as guest of U.S. Vice-President Richard Bruce Cheney.

On Future Cooperation

The two heads of state agreed to take active efforts to develop exchanges and cooperation in the areas of economy and trade, energy, science and technology, environmental protection, AIDS prevention and treatment and law enforcement. The Sino-U.S. joint meetings on economy, commerce and trade, and science and technology will be held this year.

The two sides also agreed to establish a joint working group for the issues of environmental protection and climate changes on the acknowledgement that the two sides do not change their respective positions on the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change and the Kyoto Protocol.

On the international anti-terror campaign

The two heads of state also had in-depth discussions on the situation of international anti-terrorism and they agreed to continue to strengthen consultations and cooperation on the basis of two-way exchanges and mutual benefit, and reinforce medium- and long-term mechanisms for anti-terror exchanges and cooperation between the two countries.

President Bush said, we discussed a lot of issues starting with terrorism. We recognise that terrorism is a threat to both our countries. And I welcome China's cooperation in the war against terror. 

On the Guidance for the Future Bilateral Relations

President Jiang proposed a 4-point Guidance for the Future Bilateral Relations. Firstly, both sides should further strengthen high-level strategic dialogues and contacts between departments at various levels, and enhance understanding and trust.

Secondly, both sides should deepen exchanges and cooperation in various fields so as to benefit the two peoples.

Thirdly, both sides should properly deal with their differences, especially on the Taiwan issue, on the basis of mutual respect and seeking common ground while reserving differences.

Fourthly, both sides should adopt a world-wide perspective in considering the Sino-U.S. relations, and keep exchanges and strengthen cooperation in jointly safeguarding world peace and enhancing the progress of human civilisation.


Agreeing with President Jiang on his proposition for the development of bilateral relations, President Bush emphasized that the U.S. government expects to expand and strengthen cooperation with China in various fields, which will not only benefit the two countries but also be of significance to safeguarding world peace and promoting cooperation.

On the Importance of the Visit

President Jiang said, Bush is paying the visit at a significant time linking the past and the future of the Sino-U.S. relations.

Premier Zhu Rongji said, Chinese President Jiang Zemin and the U.S. President had a fruitful meeting and that the two heads of state reached important common understanding. The meeting will exert far-reaching influence on the development of constructive cooperation relations between China and the United States.

The Chinese premier noted that Bush's visit is of great significance at a time when China and the United States are commemorating the 30th anniversary of former U.S. President Nixon' s visit to China and the issuance of Sino-U.S. Shanghai Communiqué. Over the past 30 years, Sino-U.S. relations have travelled on an uneven path but have been making progress as a whole. History shows that there do exist differences of this sort or that between China and the United States, but the two countries have more extensive and important common interests. China and the United States can do a lot of things together. A good China-U.S. relationship is favourable to the two countries and the world."

President Bush said, his visit to China is very successful, and that he had constructive talks with President Jiang Zemin. China is developing rapidly and the changes are admiring. The United States attaches great importance to cooperation with China in various fields.

On the Exchanges of Yong People

Speaking before visiting U.S. President's speech at Qinghua University, Chinese Vice-President Hu Jintao said that young people are the hope of the country, the future of the world and the fresh force pushing forward      (Continued to Page 21)

FEATURE ARTICLES

Changes and Trend of the Situation in Asia-Pacific Region*
 ( Abridged translation)

Abstract: The relationship among major Asian-Pacific powers and regional hot spots witness new trend after September 11 terrorist attacks and the US war on terrorism, and strategic pattern is brewing new readjustment. Firstly, new changes have taken place in regional situation. The US strategy readjustment focuses more on the converging part of Europe and Asia, and on East Asia and west Pacific region has to be postponed; the improvement of the DPRK relations with the US and Japan have been delayed and peace process on Korea peninsular enters readjusting period; political and economic situation in some of the Southeast Asian countries are volatile and unstable, with potential multi-facet crisis; regional economy worsened and whether it can recover smoothly within the year is unknown. Secondly, regional cooperation generates new opportunities. It is the common aspirations of all countries to fight terrorism and seek stability; interactions among major countries are becoming more active, with coordination in their relations arising; the process of East Asian regional cooperation accelerates noticeably. Thirdly, regional peace faces new challenges. The US intends to play up the fight against terrorism and certain countries take action by making use of anti-terrorism. 

International relations of the Asia-Pacific region have undergone profound changes in the past significant year. The US foreign policy has been obviously characterized by “unilateralism”. The relationship among major powers witnessed ups and downs. The security in the region has experienced sudden and perplex changes and regional economic growth slowed down. September 11 event and anti-terrorism war waged by the US has caused various countries to readjust their foreign strategies and security policies. 

Part One

One of the changes in the region attracting the worldwide attention most in the year 2001 was that the US strategy focused on the converging part of Europe and Asia and the strategic readjustment in East Asia and west Pacific region could not but be postponed.

The US has adopted different measures in accordance with its interests of priorities along the west, south and north frontlines of the Asian continent. The readjustment of US strategy in the region focuses on Central and South Asia and aims at breaking into Central Asia and expanding its influence in the region; and tries to maintain balance in South Asia, and seeks geopolitical reorganization beneficial to its own interests. It provides aid to anti-terrorism in exchange for new bilateral military arrangements, laying a foundation for the  “strategic comeback”. After coming to power, Bush has attached more importance to Southeast Asia and tried every means to enhance the strategic projection capacity to the hinterland of Asia and win over the Southeast Asian countries in the cooperation of anti-terrorism struggles. The Commander of US Pacific forces Blair has clearly indicated that America’s support to crack down rebels in the Philippines, as a component of anti-terrorism cooperation, is mainly through providing armaments, technical training and information exchanges. Both President Arroyo of the Philippines and President Megawati of Indonesia got the similar promises during their visit to the US last year. Interviewed by the Times Magazine of Indonesia, US Deputy Secretary of Defense Wolfowitz, claiming that terrorist activities threatened Indonesia much more than the US, urged Megawati and Indonesia’s military authorities to intensify efforts to guard against and fight terrorism. The US seeks to maintain strategic supremacy in Northeast Asia, through stabilizing the status quo and indirect influence. The possibility for the US to launch a large-scale strategic operation in the near future is reducing. Taking advantage of Japan’s eagerness to utilize the war on terrorism, the U.S. encourages Japan to further upgrade its standing in international politics and security, consolidates its control over the US-Japan alliance and balances the relations among major countries in the region. Meanwhile, the U.S increased its bargaining price regarding the DPRK and continued its call for negotiations with the latter, but with more empty words than substance. The negative aspect of its policy on Northeast Asia was expanding and it was very clear that repeating the “DPRK threat” to maintain “appropriate tension” was the U.S. strategic intent. The White House spokesman said, it is necessary to have missile defense system because of the existence of countries like the DPRK. After Sept.11, the U.S. policy toward Taiwan on the one hand has been based on the current framework and on the other continues to seek “substantial cooperative” relations.

The second change is that the sub-regional situation and hot issues are becoming increasingly complicated and confusing. The improvement of the DPRK relations with the U.S. and Japan have been further delayed and peace process on the Korean peninsular enters a readjusting period. After Sept. 11, the DPRK quickly stated its position of opposing any forms of, any support and harboring of terrorist and violent activities and committed to acceding to the international anti-terrorist treaties. The U.S. stated, “Sept. 11 event will not have any impact on the US-DPRK relations but rather provide an opportunity for the DPRK to join the international community in rooting out terrorism”. Secretary of State Powell was also “fully positive” about the resumption of the ROK and the DPRK ministerial talks and reiterated that he would make efforts to repair US-DPRK relations. But at the same time, President Bush condemned the DPRK of being suspected of developing large-scale weapons of mass-destruction. The DPRK strongly refuted the accusation and pointed out that Bush attempted to shift the responsibility of halting the DPRK-US relations onto the DPRK side. It believed that it was the US administration’s hostile policy toward the DPRK that led the DPRK-US relations into a deadlock, thus hindering the reconciliation process on the Korean peninsular and cooling abruptly the Korean peninsula’s relaxation atmosphere cultivated after the signing of North-South Joint Declaration. In the name of “ally” and “coordination”, the US has made the ROK follow its policies and set up complicated approval procedures for the national issues that should be dealt with through joint consultations between the DPRK and the ROK. This generated a huge negative impact on the implementation of the Declaration. The spokesperson of the DPRK Foreign Ministry stated, although the US was orally prepared to hold talks with the DPRK unconditionally, the world situation clearly shows that the prospect of resolving problems through dialogue with the US is actually becoming dismal. Until nowadays, the US has repeated time and again that there are no changes in its policy toward the DPRK. Assistant Secretary of State in charge of Asian-Pacific affairs Kelly stated, Bush only reiterated the set policy of the US government, and the U.S. still hopes to carry out sincere dialogue and negotiation on the missile issues, etc., with the DPRK. Due to the constraints of various factors, it is expected that the 1993-style crisis between the U.S. and the DPRK is not likely to repeat. 

The second change is that the political and economic situation in some of the Southeast Asian countries are volatile and unstable, with latent multi-facet crisis. Southeast Asia is one of the regions in the world highly populated by Muslims, with 250 million living in the region, accounting for half of the global Muslim population. 

The anti-terrorism war waged by the US has stimulated religious resentment and political awareness among the Islamic forces in the region. If in the future the region is embroiled with internal ethnic and religious contradictions, the political and economic situation and social stability of some countries may be affected and political upheaval and social turmoil triggered off, hence threatening regional stability. Besides, proceeding from the big power balance strategy, a few countries worry that the focus of the US may shift toward the west and it “no longer concerns itself about the security of East Asia”. In the hope of continuing to attract the attention of the US, it is possible that these countries will jointly “fight terrorism” with the US in the end and keep the door open to the US although they are increasingly aware of the US “strategic comeback”. If that happens, the regional situation would be more complicated.

The third change is that the regional economy is worsening and whether it can recover smoothly within the year is unknown. The event of Sept. 11 constitutes a heavy blow to the major economies in Asian-Pacific region, led to severe setback of export, slowdown of industrial production and investment, shrunk stock market and diminished consumption in the East Asian region. The economies in the region are heavily dependent on the US market, equipment investment and production activities decreased due to deteriorating external environment after Sept.11. Particularly, the ROK, Malaysia, Singapore, the Philippines and Taiwan have been seriously affected because of their IT related products heavily dependent on the US market. 

With narrow domestic market and heavily dependence on the export to developed countries, East Asian countries are most vulnerable to the impact of the economic recession of the US and Japan. Although some countries like the ROK have successively put forward stimulation policy, it is difficult for them to have an all-round recovery if exports can not pick up. Besides, the worsening economic situation and political instability in a few countries in Southeast Asia may interact with each other, which is very easy to lead to a vicious circle. With huge foreign debt and fiscal deficit and constrained by the Restructuring Program of the IMF, Indonesia can hardly stimulate its economy through fiscal policy and has slim hopes of recovery.

Part Two

Although the above-mentioned variables exist, some new opportunities can still emerge for Asian-Pacific cooperation. In the first place, fighting terrorism and pursuing stability are the common aspirations of all countries in the fields of politics and security. Asia-Pacific countries feel the threat of terrorism after September 11 attacks and the “uncertainty” of the threat determines that only by international cooperation can these countries effectively deal with it. While renewing security concept and paying more attention to non-traditional factors, they begin to consider new modes and contents of regional cooperation under the new situation. The momentum of multilateral dialogue is expected to be enhanced, cooperative security concept to win widespread recognition and regional multilateral mechanism to be injected with new vitality. As a foreign scholar pointed out, in the midst of the global anti-terrorism effort, a different but less noticed regional security framework may be taking shape in East Asia. Hampered by some factors, regional cooperation in building institutional framework in East Asia has been slow. However, these factors seem to be changing in the post-Sept. 11 global environment, which may result in both improved economic conditions and bolstered security.

Secondly, interactions among major powers are becoming more active and coordination in the mutual relations is growing. After the Cold War, the US has been trying to identify potential adversaries, but the adversaries-to-be that it has found such as Japan, China and Russia, are specious. The US has to concentrate its efforts on dealing with terrorism after September 11, so it needs to win global support of some Euro-Asian countries in particular, and the cooperation of majority of members of the UN, especially the permanent members of the Security Council. Therefore, China and Russia become the major countries for the US to seek support from. Conceptually the US has restrained more or less its pursuit of finding potential adversaries and its clamors of “China threat”. Factors of cooperation in US-China and US-Russia relations have been more obvious and that of antagonism have been controlled to some extent. Even after the announcement of unilateral withdraw from ABM by the US, the desire of further developing the US-Russia relations is not affected basically.

The broad consensus on anti-terrorism reached by China, the US, Russia and Japan has played an active role in improving relations among major powers. After September 11, as it is reported that “China was quick to side with the US, albeit with reservations, and Tokyo-Beijing tensions have substantially eased.” “China accepted Japanese Prime Minister Koizumi Junichiro's apology for the Japanese aggression during World War II during his visit to Beijing in October, and the Chinese leadership has apparently shelved the history issue for the time being.” That “could provide a useful opportunity for enhancing efforts toward regional integration and stability in Asia. When Japan-China relations are strained, establishing regional economic- and security-related framework proves difficult, if not impossible.” According to Japan’s media, China and Japan have recently reached agreement on resuming security dialogue and elevating the dialogue from original director-general level to vice ministerial level. The first meeting would be held in Tokyo late January 2002.

Thirdly, the process of East Asia sub-regional cooperation has been accelerated obviously.  Before “September 11”, East Asian countries had begun to turn their attention to the neighbouring countries and expected to find a way out through developing regional market, due to the fact that the sluggish demand of the US and its inadequate domestic demand can not efficiently push economic growth. The trend has been further accelerated after September 11, and the “economic restructuring and revitalization of Asian economies are becoming urgent against the backdrop of a deepening global recession. East Asia must reduce its dependence on exports outside the region and base its economic growth more firmly on domestic and regional demand in order to stabilize the global as well as the regional economy.”

The agreement on “East Asia Free Trade Zone” constitutes a milestone for East Asian regional cooperation and will undoubtedly provide a huge impetus to the regional cooperation. Regarding the future perspective, the willingness of the East Asian countries to unite and become self-strong is growing and will speed up the establishment of a free trade zone and activate the existing co-operative mechanism of “ASEAN plus China, Japan and South Korea”, and will also make the exploration of regional financial liberalization more dynamic and practical and enhance the overall strength of the region. “Quietly, but steadily, momentum for East Asian regional economic integration is gaining strength”, which will undoubtedly be conducive to building a more secure Asia-Pacific.”

Part Three

Looking forward to the Asia-Pacific situation in the year 2002, we will face a series of new challenges:

First, security situation has a huge latent trouble. Although the Quadrennial Defense Review Report released by the US Department of Defense on October 1 last year mentioned Asia-Pacific in a few words, but regarded Asia as a region most susceptible to “large-scale arms race”. “Along a broad arc of instability that stretching from the Middle East to Northeast Asia, the region contains a volatile mix of rising and falling regional powers, and conflicts may break out at any moment. The region - from the Bay of Bengal to the Sea of Japan - is particularly challenging. The regional powers may acquire sufficient national strength to threaten the security of the regions key to the US interests. Maintaining a stable balance in Asia will be a complex task. It is worthwhile paying attention to what the report specified, the Department of Defense has decided to increase aircraft carrier battle-groups in the Western Pacific so as to adapt to the readjustment of military strategy of the US in Asia-Pacific.” The US media gave a full annotation to report on the second day of its release and stated that “the increase of the army force by the US in the Asia-Pacific region is actually to enhance the firepower in the pretext of anti-terrorism and ballistic missile defense and shift its military focus to the Pacific so as to contain the ambitious China”. It is thus clear that the US still classifies “the challenge of major potential regional countries” as the major threats. To the US, new threats have fallen on the US and other more dangerous threats are rapidly taking shape. It must well prepare for the next war while fighting terrorism.” It is evident that the US’s second thought on the event of September 11 has limited only on the “technical issues” of “enhancing security of major facilities such as airports in the future” and failed to reflect on how to readjust its hegemony. 

Second, “anti-terrorism” is a double-edged sword, which on the one hand is conducive to enhancing cooperation, and “polarizing” state-to-state relations on the other. From a long-term perspective, the major strategy of the US hasn’t changed in nature and has only reordered the priority. Anti-terrorist cooperation hasn’t led to fundamental changes in the relations among major powers in the Asia-Pacific region.

Third, efforts made by various countries in building “confidence” may be affected, hence adding new problems to the stability of the region. After September 11, Japan hurriedly attempts to break through legal restraints and dispatch forces overseas, thus signalling the establishment of “a mini-NATO” by the US in the future. After the Cold War, Japan seizes the opportunity to revise legal system and expand to infiltrate into international politics and security. It adopted the PKO in 1992 and raised the banner of “international contribution” on the pretext of the gulf crisis, signed the new guidelines for Japan-US defense cooperation in 1997, and formulated Related Bills in 1999. For the self-defense forces of Japan to go abroad, the thresh-hold is getting lower. Although Japan provided US$ 13 billion during the Gulf War, it failed to win the “normal state” status. Japan seems to take the event of September 11 as another unique opportunity, “because the incumbent government of Japan seems to seek whole-heatedly a more brilliant role for itself, so politically and militarily speaking, the opportunities brought about by the current global anti-terrorist struggle will probably become watershed of its defense policy and also a historical opportunity to redefine and even amend the constitution after World War II in the process of shaping Asia in the 21 century. The Koizumi’s administration has quickly put forward the slogan of “responsibility of the allies” and clearly indicated to make “visible contributions”. The US actively encouraged the move and Deputy Secretary of State Armitage explained, he wished to see the national flag of Japan in the military operations against terrorism. Japan’s Diet passed “three anti-terrorism related bills” on October 29 last year, and thus made further breakthroughs in areas of military and security policies. For the first time, the dispatch of self-defense forces of Japan is subjected to non-limitation of areas; the control of weapons used by the SDF dispatched overseas is lifted; and the authority of dispatching forces overseas by the Japanese government has been enlarged. The US immediately responded and applauded that the bills will “pave the way for Japanese forces to participate in anti-terrorist operations” and are of significance to anti-terrorism efforts and also further reinforce Japan-US alliance so that the alliance enters the most stable and solid stage in recent years. But public opinion of Japan has shown a lot of worries and regarded the anti-terrorist bills as a vehicle that has only an engine without a brake, which would take Japan onto a dangerous road. The Japanese SDF could only provide assistance to the US when Japan was invaded in the period of the Gulf War. The Related Bills expand activities of the Self-defense Forces to the surrounding areas of Japan while the new bills would extend the activities to the entire world.” These can not but worry many Asian countries that have suspects of Japan.

An Overview of Security Environment Surrounding China
By  Dao Shulin*
(abridged translation)


After the attacks of September 11, the strategic intention of the United States to extend by way of anti-terrorism its influence into Central Asia and South Asia so as to push forward its “management” of Eurasia Continent has gradually surfaced. A series of moves by the U.S. will undoubtedly generate some changes in the regional situation surrounding China, and will have some impact on the surrounding environment in which China has been making efforts to build peace and stability, good-neighborly friendship, cooperation and development. However, the overall picture is that the strategic pattern of the surrounding environment of China has not changed fundamentally, and the security environment remains sound.

I Current Features of China’s Surrounding Environment

1. As far as the geographical regions are concerned, the region to the North of China is relatively stable with overall sound situation. After assuming the Russian Presidency, Putin has enforced effective political and economic policies and ensured a good momentum of development. Politically, he has adopted strong measures to bring under control the problems in the administrative, legislative, political, economic and social areas inherited from the previous administration, which has resulted in social stability. In the meantime, grasping the opportunity of cooperation with the U.S. in fighting terrorism, he has dealt a further blow to the Chechen separatist force and contained their activities. Economically, he has adopted a economic revitalizing strategy in conformity to the national aspirations and conditions, thus, maintaining a sustainable economic growth momentum with an increase of 8.3 per cent in 2000 and 5 per cent in 2001 though the global economy in bad shape in the first half of 2001. Diplomatically, he has actively readjusted strategy, taking the anti-terrorism cooperation with the U.S. an opportunity to push ahead the overall Russia-U.S. relations and build a brand new long-term bilateral partnership. Strengthening relations with EU, constructing a new co-operative structure with NATO, reinforcing its leadership in the CIS, deepening relations with India and promoting development of relations with Asia-Pacific countries, Russia has expanded its strategic space and gained more diplomatic initiatives. With regard to its relationship with China, Putin has positively preserved and developed the bilateral strategic co-ordinated partnership. In July 2001, China and Russia signed the Friendship Treaty and Russia also offered positive cooperation on Shanghai Cooperation Organization so the bilateral relations further enriched. 

The political and economic situation of Mongolia is relatively stable. In 2001, the Mongolian government basically attained its objective of maintaining macro-economic stability, expanding investment and raising the national standard, set economic growth rate of 4 per cent for 2002. For maintaining long-term friendship between the two countries, China and Mongolia are further strengthening mutual trust through frequent exchanges of high-level visits in recent years. There are continuous developments of cooperation in all fields and obvious strengthening of cooperation in areas of resources development, construction of infrastructure and sand-control, etc. The recent visit by Mongolian Prime Minister to China pushed forward the development of good-neighbourly friendship, equal and mutual beneficial cooperation.

 2. There are complexity and worries of the situation in the region to the East of China. The situation in Southeast Asia is uncertain and has a number of dangers. Still in the overall transitional period after the financial crisis, a number of countries are suffering from domestic turmoil. Economically, this region in 2001 was already affected by the slow-down of the American economy, and the situation was becoming worse after the event of September 11. For example, Singapore, having done the best economically among ASEAN countries, suffered a negative growth of 5.6 per cent in the third quarter. The forecast released by the Asian Development Bank on 9 November 2001 indicated that the export increase rate for ASEAN countries in 2002 would drop to negative 5.3 per cent from 18.6 per cent of 2001 and will take time for them to overcome the “economic winter”. 

3.The situation in Northeast Asia is rather grim with worries. Japan has entered economic recession with decreased industrial production, reduction of corporation economic returns, increase of bankruptcy and record high employment rate. In light of the government forecast, the economic growth rate will be negative 0.9 per cent for 2001 and zero per cent for 2002. The economic recession has provided the Japanese right-wingers a chance to grow, and after the attacks of September 11, Japan soon adopted the Anti-terrorism Special Measures Bill, hence, providing a legal approval for its military to go overseas. Japan on the pretext of assisting the U.S. in countering terrorism attempted to break through the peaceful Constitution banning dispatching armed forces abroad, which has constituted a challenge to the stability in Northeast Asia. Even though the situation on the Korean Peninsula has shown a momentum of relaxation, the “sun-shine policy” of President Kim is loosing support. In light of the American hard-line policy towards the DPRK, the situation on the Peninsula is fraught with variables. All these will generate more security pressures in Northeast Asia.

4. In the region to the west of China, crisis emerged one after another. First, there is a tendency of geo-political strategic reorganization in Central Asia. The American military operation in Afghanistan and the rapid expansion of military presence of the U.S. and NATO in Central Asia have exerted a big impact on the region. (A). Following the destruction of the terrorism home camp in Afghanistan, the threats posed by the foreign-equipped forces are basically eradicated and the outside security environment is somewhat improved. (B). Facing the change of strength between Russia and the U.S., the Central Asian countries have readjusted their foreign policies accordingly. Kyrghystan, Uzbekistan, Kazakstan and Tajikstan may not change their basic pro-Russia policies, but have showed a tendency of leaning towards the U.S. (C). Following the decreased threats from outside, there is a growing internal turmoil, which will also incur disability in the region.

Second. The Indian-Pakistan confrontation is becoming tense. Indian and Pakistan are engaged in a long-term conflict on the Kashmir issue, which is related to territorial claims, disputes of ethnic groups and religious strife. It is also a very sensitive issue for domestic politics within the two countries so there is little room for either side to compromise. The Indian superiority gained in recent years over Pakistan has been reduced somewhat because of American repaid readjustment of its policies on South Asia after the event of September 11. The bombing of Indian Parliament is taken as a great opportunity by India to settle the Kashmir issue once for all so there is a little chance for the two sides to reconcile. 

Third. The future prospect of Afghanistan is still uncertain. Though the Taliban was destroyed by the U.S. military operation, the interim government established in December 2001 was unable to unify the whole country for the time being. The international Afghanistan-reconstruction program has to be accepted by all factions. If a strong and effective government can not be established in a short time, there is a possibility for the country to be plunged into new chaos. 

II Major Factors Affecting the Security Environment Surrounding  China


The regional conflicts, religious extremism, national separatism, serious drug smuggling cases and international terrorism that have attracted world-wide attention nowadays often occur in the surrounding regions of China.

It is true that after unremitting efforts, the surrounding environment of China has improved quite significantly. On the one hand, it is a consensus and common objective for various countries to seek stability, cooperation and development, the anti-terrorist struggles has also promoted the desire for strengthening multi-lateral and bilateral dialogues and cooperation, and China’s influence in the surrounding region is growing with its increase of national strength. But on the other hand, the American containment policy is still there. The surrounding region of China still faces variables, which can be summarized as follows:

First, the U.S. strategic pressure on China is getting intensified. There are certain people in the U.S. who propagate that the American objective in Asia includes preventing the rise of a regional hegemony, maintaining stability and controlling restructuring process in Asia, which is claimed to be an important component of preserving its global superiority. Therefore, the U.S. should deepen and expand the bilateral security alliances, push through a strategy of big power equity and multilateral security dialogue in the Asia-Pacific region. After the event of September 11, (A). The U.S. through the military operations in Afghanistan has reinforced its strategic influence on Central Asia and South Asia, thus resulting in a geo-political reorganization beneficial to the U.S. (B). During the war on terrorism, the U.S. tried to build a closer relationship with Northeast Asian countries by providing a large amount of aid to Indonesia and the Philippines. Besides, the U.S. is searching for a possibility of setting up new military bases in the region so as to reinforce its military impact. (C). The U.S. continues to strengthen its military alliance network, for instance encouraging Japan to play a military role in its war on terrorism and requesting that the facilities in the friendly countries such as Australia, Japan and the Philippines be used in its process of reaching security objectives. (D). The U.S. further consolidates its presence in Northeast Asia. In addition to strengthening containment on the DPRK, senior officials of the Bush Administration repeatedly claimed that after September 11 terrorist attacks, the U.S. would not engage in anti-terrorist operation with China at the expense of its interests in Taiwan, thus the solution of Taiwan question is more difficult.

Second. The policy readjustments and the orientations of some neighbouring countries have complicated the surrounding environment of China. (A). India is anxious to squeeze into the rank of Asia-Pacific big powers. In recent years, the comprehensive national strength of India has grown rapidly and now ranks fourth in the world. India has strengthened its relations with Japan and the U.S. and carried out military exercises with Japan and some ASEAN countries in South China Sea in an attempt to extend its military influences to North Asia. (B). The changes of Japanese security policies have increased uncertainty of its future direction, hence, becoming the major factor affecting the East Asian security. The prolonged economic recession has given the extreme nationalism a chance to grow, and the Koizumi administration has openly claimed to review the Japanese defense and security strategy to satisfy this right-wingers tenet. Japan also plays up the so-called China’s “military threat” in its two recent defense white papers. After the event of September 11, Japan has made the best use of its adopted anti-terrorism bills to dispatch the military forces overseas. The fact that the Japanese politics is tipping to the right will also exert profound impact on the regional security.

Third, the regional hot spots constitute major hidden problems for China. (A). The changing situation on the Korean Peninsula. The development of relations between the DPRK and the ROK has suffered serious setbacks due to the U.S. hard line policy toward the DPRK. There is a possibility that the ROK presidential election may trigger off a relationship crisis, thus, dealing a blow to the regional stability. (B). The South China Sea disputes could still be obstacles to the relationship between China and some ASEAN countries. In recent years due to joint efforts from both China and the relevant ASEAN countries, the situation in this region has gradually become stabile. However, since the disputes involve multi-sides and has its complexity, the settlement will be a difficult process. 

III  The Overall Surrounding Environment of China will Remain Stable

First, the balance of major forces in the region surrounding China remains comparatively stable. The increase and decrease of the strength of six players i.e. China, the U.S., Japan, Russia, India and ASEAN are still going on, but none of them is able to win the exclusive dominant position and the overall parity will not be upset. The ASEAN is still in a period of internal reorganization, but can still play a special role of balancing wheel in the Asia-pacific region. The comprehensive national strength of India is gradually increasing, but due to its limited strength and conflicts with Pakistan, it is difficult for India to free itself from South Asia and make a overall entry into Asia-Pacific. Russia has entered a period of recovery and its influence in Central Asia and Northeast Asia is growing, which is conducive to the regional stability. Japan, in economic difficulties, still plays a pivotal role in the Asia-Pacific economy. With American assistance, Japan is continuously enlarging its limits of the right to use its Self Defense Forces. Although the U.S. suffered the terrorist attacks, there is no match to its superior position. As the U.S. needs China’s cooperation in its war on terrorism, it is unlikely that it will make troubles at will in the surrounding region of China. The regional strategic posture remains balanced and the trend of peace and development is irresistible.

 Second. After the event of September 11, neither will any profound changes emerge in relation to the position, role and influence of all the major players in the regional strategic pattern, nor will their overall policies on China change. On the contrary, some countries may fine-tune their policies to increase their cooperation out of their practical needs. Proceeding from the geo-political and long-term strategic interests, China and Japan will make efforts to handle properly the disputes that often occur between the two countries, and Japan will endeavour to seek co-existence in the course of competition with China. Russia in recent years has carried out policies for progress in surrounding region of China, strengthened the relations with countries in Central Asia, Southeast Asia, Northeast Asia and South Asia. But its strategic foothold and diplomatic focus are still on the West, and the enhancement of the Sino-Russian relationship will still be an important consideration of its foreign policies. India will continue to actively implement its seeking-big-power-status strategy and shows complicated feelings over China’s development. However, India and China have no fundamental conflict of strategic interests, improving and developing relations with China will be one of its focuses of its foreign policy. ASEAN’s reliance on the U.S. has been reinforced to some extend, but it still follows the balance strategy among big powers. In the wake of China’s entry into WTO, ASEAN has enhanced its desire to further develop trade relations with China. The decision by China and ASEAN to jointly build a free trade zone will make the bilateral good-neighbourly relationship of mutual trust, co-operation and partnership more substantial. The U.S. still plays an important role in the strategic pattern surrounding China. It is true that some anti-China forces within the U.S. will push for containment policies on China, but the U.S. will attach importance to and strengthen exchanges and cooperation with China. Both China and the U.S. will make every effort possible to avoid overall confrontation proceeding from their long-term political and economic interests.

Third. The desire for expanding regional economic cooperation is further enhanced. (A) The regional economic cooperation among the neighboring countries shows a momentum of expansion. In order to meet with the shock caused by globalization and cultivate ability to fend off crisis, the enthusiasm for strengthening multi-lateral economic cooperation is on the constant rise. (B) The East Asian economic cooperation will further develop. Following the increased close economic cooperation among Southeast Asian countries, the momentum of furthering comprehensive economic cooperation is rising. After China and ASEAN have decided to establish a free trade zone, Japan has also speeded up its steps to explore establishment of a bilateral free trade zone, which will undoubtedly lay a solid foundation for deepening economic interdependence and cooperation in all fields among Northeast Asian countries.

Fourth. The security situation will remain overall stable and the regional security dialogue and cooperation will be further strengthened for a fairly long period of time. (A) The hot-spot problems affecting the regional stability can still be brought under control. There might be retrogression of the relationship between the two sides on the Korean Peninsula, but there also exists a possibility to maintain a relative stability for the foreseeable future. It is difficult for India and Pakistan to solve the Kashmir problem, but there is a little possibility for the conflict to elevate to an all-out war. Even though Afghanistan is suffering many difficulties domestically, the general picture is clear due to the international community’s assistance for reconstruction; a return to a civil war looks unlikely. The separatism, terrorism and extremism inside Central Asia, South Asia, Southeast Asia and Russia will make troubles now and then, but are unable to form large-scale contingents. (B) The regional security cooperation is becoming increasingly substantial. Following development of the regional power balance, the common security strategic interests of all parties are constantly growing, so the security problems to be settled on the basis of muli-lateral dialogue and cooperation mechanism will become a mainstream. The regional security cooperation with anti-terrorism as the focus will be pushed ahead. Multi-lateral mechanism such as Shanghai Cooperation Organization and ARF, etc. will play an important role in regional security cooperation for a fairly long time, and will expand their activities under the new circumstances to areas such as information security, ecological security, and fighting trans-national crime and international terrorism. All these will help to strengthen peace, stability and development, thus constantly improving security environment surrounding China 

(Continued from Page18)

IV. The new posture of nuclear strategy serves the overall security strategy of the United States and its near-future and long-term strategic goals. The near-future security strategy is to safeguard its home land security and solve the problem of terrorist groups or hostile countries possessing weapons of mass destruction which are considered by the United States as threatening America security most. The long-term strategic goal of the United States is to maintain and strengthen its status as the super power without an equal match in the international relations of 21st century. But the New Triad by no means serves the security requirements of the whole world and mankind is confronted with the threat of nuclear proliferation and nuclear war.

V. The final formation of the American new strategic posture will take some time. There are many uncertain factors in its process of its development, but its impact on the process of international arm control and disarmament and international security situation deserve our attention.

(This article was completed in January 2002.)

Few Thoughts on American New Nuclear Deterrent Strategy
By Chen Huaifan*
On January 8, the U.S. DoD submitted the Nuclear Posture Review to the Congress, in which it sets the development orientation for America’s nuclear forces in 5-10 years to come. According to this Review, there will be some changes in the role of the US offensive nuclear forces in the deterrent strategy. A New Triad nuclear deterrent posture will replace the old one of the Cold War.

The Cold War Triad consists of intercontinental ballistic missiles, sub-launched ballistic missiles and long-range nuclear bombers. While the New Triad is made up of the following: nuclear and non-nuclear striking capabilities, active and passive defenses and a national responsive infrastructure. Its effectiveness relies on effective command, control, intelligence and a proper planning system. To meet the new nuclear strategy, the U.S. will reduce its strategic nuclear warheads from the current level of 7013 down to that of 1700-2200 in 10 years. Meanwhile, some of those reduced nuclear warheads will be stored up for potential circumstances. 

The Characteristics of the New Triad 

I. The New Triad has changed the model of America’s strategic forces from a threat-based approach to a capabilities-based one with an aim to provide, through minimum number of nuclear weapons, the U.S. and its allies with reliable deterrent capability consistent with their security requirements in several decades to come. The nuclear deterrence in the Cold War was based on the nuclear threat coming from the former Soviet Union. 

II. The New Triad will achieve a multi-layered and systematic strategic deterrence and strengthen the overall deterrence, particularly the operational deterrence. This New Triad combines the conventional weapons with the nuclear weapons, the offensive weapons with the defensive weapons and meanwhile, the weapon systems with the national defense infrastructure including command, control and intelligence gathering systems. For the first time, the nuclear weapons are connected with other weapons of mass destruction and conventional weapons are given the role of nuclear weapons.

III. The target and content of deterrence have been enlarged. The New Triad model does not only target some nuclear weapon states like Russia, but also deals with the so-called terrorist countries or ‘Rogue States’ that are armed with weapons of mass destruction. This new deterrence is not only for deterring nuclear strikes, but also able to dissuade some countries from taking political, military or technological actions threatening the security of the U.S. as well as its allies. In addition, it is also for dissuading the U.S.’s potential competitors from competing with it in a way detrimental to the security of the U.S. and its allies.

IV. The new nuclear deterrent strategy is fairly flexible. The U.S.’s nuclear forces are resilient, and can be increased or decreased according to needs and the president also has various options in case of emergency. 
A Few Personal Thoughts

I. The new nuclear deterrence shows that the role of nuclear weapons in the U.S. deterrent strategy has been strengthened instead of being weakened. (1) Is the quantitative change of the U.S. nuclear strategic forces substantial? Yes, but not too much. As far as the destruction power of nuclear weapons is concerned, the difference between 2,000 warheads and 7,000 warheads is how many times one place is destroyed. In addition, as the number of the warheads the United States will reserve is still a variable. (2) The fact that the United States reserves the option to conduct nuclear tests and shortens the preparing period for testing shows that the United States still attaches importance to nuclear weapons and the reduction of the quantity can well be offset by the up-grading of their quality. The role of nuclear weapons is not affected so far. (3) The deterrent capability of nuclear weapons is still maintained and the difference is that the functions of defense systems and conventional weapons are added. The non-classified content of the NPR did not mention reducing the role of nuclear weapons, instead, emphasised its changes. Senior researchers in American Arm Control Association believe that one of the obvious differences between this Nuclear Posture Review and the one in 1994 is that there is no stress on reducing the role of nuclear weapons.

II. The New Triad forms pluralistic deterrence, which has greatly increased the deterrent capability and the possibility of using nuclear weapons. The combination of the nuclear weapons and the conventional weapons makes up for the inadequacy of operational deterrent capability of nuclear weapons and the relative weak deterrent capability of conventional weapons. The combination of offensive weapons with defensive weapons can on the one hand provide defensive function when deterrence fails, and on the other hand, in theory, makes it possible to use nuclear weapons and this activates the deterrence of strategic nuclear forces. In this way it will enhance deterrent capability of the U.S. and the operational ability.

III. Instead of giving up the Cold War mentality, the new strategic posture goes even farther in pursuing absolute security. The theory in Cold War period is “mutual assured destruction”(MAD), but what the United States currently pursues is not “mutual assured destruction” but “uni-assured destruction”(UAD). Maintaining the flexibility and upgrading the nuclear weapons means that the United States can secure an absolute nuclear superiority. Adding up the protection of missile defense system means that the absolute military superiority gets absolute assurance, which goes much further beyond the Cold War mentality. Regarding other uncertain threats, there is no problem for the United States to ensure uni-destruction with the New Triad.         (Continued to Page 16)

The Third Annual Conference of the Association
of Asian Parliaments for Peace Held in China

By Wu Kesheng*
The Third Annual Conference of the Association of Asian Parliaments for Peace (AAPP) was held from April 16 to 19 in Beijing and Chongqing, a Southwest Municipal city in China. Over 400 parliamentary representatives from 39 Asian nations attended the opening session of the third annual meeting of the AAPP on 16 April. Among those attending the opening ceremony were 33 speakers and deputy speakers of parliaments from Asian countries. China's top legislator Li Peng and Vice President Hu Jintao attended the ceremony. 

In a congratulatory letter to the meeting, President Jiang Zemin, who is on a five-nation visit abroad, offering a warm welcome to Asian parliamentary leaders and members of parliaments attending the meeting, said that China is willing to work with other countries to strive for a peaceful, progressive, prosperous and beautiful world.  

In a letter of congratulations, Najma Heptulla, President of the Inter-parliamentary Union (IPU), said the last quarter of the previous century witnessed a phenomenal revival of Asian power. With the ensuing globalization Asia has emerged as a major focus of world economy, and the affairs of a country should be decided by its people and world affairs by all the countries through consultations on an equal footing. It is the sovereign right of each country to choose its path of development.

Li Peng, Chairman of the National People's Congress Standing Committee delivered a speech at the ceremony. He said, "It is of great and far-reaching significance that we define this annual session with 'Peace and Development' as its main theme," "Peace and development of mankind still face many challenges. The stability and prosperity of Asia have been a great contribution to the peace, stability and development of the world, " "I am confident that as long as we Asian nations give full play to our advantages, continue to carry forward our fine traditions of the oriental civilization and in the meantime enhance our cooperation and mutual assistance, we will achieve new and still greater progress and development." 

During his speech, Li called for enhanced exchanges between parliaments of Asian countries in building democracy and legal systems so as to promote the rule of law and economic development and to facilitate a just and reasonable settlement of regional and international issues. "Due to various factors, Asian nations are still encountering some political and economic difficulties of varying degrees," he said, adding that he is confident of the prospect of Asia. 

Addressing the ceremony, Norodom Ranarith, President of the Cambodian National Assembly and President of the AAPP, said the AAPP as an important regional parliamentary organization will play great role in contributing to the well being and social development of the region. 

Delegates called for more dialogue and exchange to promote international stability and common prosperity.

Delegates for the annual meeting of the AAPP called for more dialogue and exchange to promote international stability and common prosperity.

Focusing on economic globalization, multi-polarization and world peace as well as the establishment of new international political and economic order, the foreign delegates agreed that peace is the premise of development and the only road to prosperity. 

Jassim Mohammad Al-Khorafi, President of the National Assembly of Kuwait, said that during the world's multi-polarization process, countries, big or small, rich or poor, must be treated equally, that international community should strictly observe the principles stipulated by the Charter of the United Nations and strive to solve bilateral or multi-lateral disputes through negotiation and consultation. As all countries are citizens of the world, any violation of the rules will cause an obstruction to global cooperation and create more unnecessary hatred, he said. 

Lee Man-Sup, Speaker of the National Assembly of the Republic of Korea, said that the abuse of force and revenge can never lead to peace and the punishment of terrorism must be carefully carried out to prevent the expansion of terrorism. He appealed for the international community to take specific measures to defuse the tension in the Middle East and solve the issue on the Korean Peninsular peacefully. 

Tun M. Zahir Ismai, Speaker of the House of Representatives of Malaysia, said that economic globalization has brought more challenges than opportunities to developing countries as the world' s gap between the rich and the poor is constantly widening. 

Tumur-Ochir Sanjbegz, Chairman of the State Great Hural of Mongolia, said that although the globalization process is still in the primary stage, a tremendous impact has been felt across the world. Therefore, he called for deeper international exchanges to combat global problems like international crimes, terrorism, money laundering and drug trafficking. 

Delegates from Singapore, Tajikistan, Thailand, Russia, the Philippines, Turkey, Saudi Arabia and Pakistan also took the floor, calling for the AAPP to play its unique role in boosting cooperation among parliamentary organizations within Asia and the world at large.

China puts forward proposals on peace, development in Asia 

Zhou Guangzhao, head of the China's Parliamentary Delegation to the annual meeting of the AAPP, Vice-chairman of the Standing Committee of the NPC and Honorary President of the Chinese People's Association for Peace and Disarmament, put forward a four-point proposals on peace and development in Asia. The proposals are as follows: 

-- We must cherish and safeguard the hard won peace and stability in Asia. History and reality both demonstrate that a peaceful and stable regional surrounding environment is vital to the development, prosperity and security of the countries in the region. Therefore, countries should all proceed from long-term and strategic interests and make further efforts to preserve the current situation. 

-- All countries in the region should respect each other and treat each other as equals on the basis of Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence. We should respect the fact that Asia is diversified and give full play to the advantage of diversity and seek diversified development so as to create a new Asia in which various kinds of culture and civilization coexist and make common development. 

-- To further deepen the multi-facet economic cooperation of various forms in Asia. In the spirit of mutual benefit and common development, countries should learn from each other while competing with each other, draw upon each other's advantages and make up for deficiencies. Thus, the economic power of countries and Asia as a whole will be increased and the ability to deal with the challenge of economic globalization enhanced. 

-- We should actively advocate the new security concept with mutual confidence, mutual benefit and equitable cooperation as the core. All bilateral dispute and disagreement should be resolved through consultation and negotiation. We should strengthen security by increasing cooperation and expanding common interests. 

(Continued from Page 4)    Sino-U.S. friendship. He hopes young people in the two countries will increase exchanges, enhance friendship, learn from each other, and work together to promote peace, progress and development of the world. Sino-U.S. friendship conforms to the wish of the people of the two countries and the trend of the times.

Bush Visit Another Milestone in US-China Ties
President Bush's visit to China will be  another important milestone in building the cooperative and constructive relationship between the two countries, said U.S. Ambassador to China Clark T. Randt Jr.

Ambassador Randt Jr.. said, we are very delighted that the President could schedule his visit on this momentous day, noting it is also important to know that this is the first time a sitting American President has ever set his foot on China twice within four months during his term in office, a movement that clearly indicates the importance President Bush attaches to the bilateral relationship. We have a historical opportunity and it's much too important for future generations to let this opportunity pass. 

FROM THE DOMESTIC PRESS

Several Important Events for China in 2001
By Liu Yumin*
The year 2001 is quite memorable to the Chinese people, because several major events of historical importance took place inside China, which filled the whole nation with joy. 

I. Beijing’s successful bidding for the 2008 Olympic Games

On July 13, 2001, the IOC 112th plenary session held in Moscow voted for Host City of the 29th Summer Olympic Games in 2008. Beijing won!

For the first time in the history of Olympia, a country with the world’s one-fifth population hosts the Olympic Games. So, the Olympic sports will be more extensively spread and its spirits more widely developed. Just as the assessment of the IOC says, the 2008 Beijing Olympic Games will leave China and the Chinese sports unique treasures. Beijing’s successful bidding for the Olympic Games will not only help the world know more about China, but also help China open up to the world wider and more rapidly.

According to Mr. Rogge, IOC president, Beijing is chosen as the Host City of the 2008 Olympic Games by the IOC, mainly because Beijing has the capability to well organize a magnificent sports undertaking. The IOC’s choice has reflected the will of IOC members to provide Beijing an opportunity to open wider to the outside world through organizing a global sports event. This is really a good chance for China. Mr. Rogge has expressed his confidence that China would spare no efforts to match the Olympic Games with others.

II. The APEC summit in Shanghai

From October 20-21, 2001, the Ninth APEC Informal Meeting of Economic Leaders was held in Shanghai. Under the theme of “ Meeting New Challenges in the New Century: Achieving Common Prosperity through Participation and Cooperation”, the participating leaders exchanged in-depth views on the international and regional situation, human resources building and the prospective of APEC. They achieved many agreements and issued the “Leaders’ Declaration” and “Shanghai Consensus”. President Jiang Zemin chaired the meeting and  delivered an important speech.

The participating leaders of various countries highly commended the results and the organizational work of this meeting. It is their view that without the outstanding work of the Chinese government, this meeting could not have been so successful and productive. China has contributed a lot to the future development of APEC.  

            (Continued to Page 29)

 Protest Japanese PM's Shrine Visit

Massacre victims launch protest 

A group of survivors of the Nanjing Massacre, relatives of victims of the massacre and experts gathered on 22 April  to protest against the Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi's latest visit to Tokyo's Yasukuni Shrine. 

The gathering was held at the Nanjing Massacre Memorial Hall in Nanjing City, the provincial capital of Jiangsu Province. 

The Japanese prime minister's second visit to the shrine has been strongly criticized by the Asian people including the Japanese people, said Wang Weixing, deputy director of the Historical Institute of the provincial academy of social sciences. 

Whenever top Japanese politicians make a visit to the shrine and for whatever reason it is seen as commemorating war criminals and as support for Japan's war of aggression, Wang said. It is a betrayal of the cause of peace and justice as well as of the international moral and ethic code, he stressed. 

Li Xiuying, an 84-year old victim of the massacre, pointing to the scars on her face, said, "These are the scars from 37 slashes made by Japanese soldiers and we will never forget the bloody history of the war." 

Li is critical of the Japanese prime minister who has twice visited the shrine where some Japanese war criminals are honoured, and of the right wing Japanese who have used every means to deny the facts of the 1937 Nanjing Massacre during which Japanese troops killed 300,000 Chinese people. 

In his speech, Zhu Chengshan, director of the memorial hall, also lodged his strong protest against the shrine visit by the Japanese leader. 

According to Zhu, many Japanese friends including leaders of some non-government groups have sent messages to the memorial hall to show their surprise and regret after Junichiro Koizumi's shrine visit. 

At the protest gathering, the members of the Nanjing Massacre Historical Society and the memorial hall staff issued a joint written protest against the Japanese prime minister's shrine visit. 

Hong Kong trade union groups lodged a protest

On the day, Hong Kong trade union groups staged a protest against Koizumi's visit. Dozens of members from leading labour unions, shouting slogans denouncing Japanese wartime atrocities in China, marched to the Japanese consulate to deliver a letter denouncing Koizumi's visit. 

 Vice Foreign Minister Li Zhaoxing Summoned Japanese Ambassador Over Japanese Prime Minister's Shrine Visit 

On April 21,2002, Vice Foreign Minister Li Zhaoxing urgently summoned Japanese Ambassador to China Koreshige Anami. He was ordered to make solemn representations with the Japanese side on Japanese Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi's visit to Tokyo's Yasukuni Shrine on the same day.

Li said that the Japanese leader had visited the shrine again, in defiance of the strong opposition from the people of Japan's neighboring countries in Asia following his previous visit. To revisit the shrine was an erroneous action that harms the feelings of the Chinese people and is detrimental to Sino-Japanese relations. The Chinese side is strongly dissatisfied and is firmly opposed to Japan's action.

How Japanese leaders treat the issue of Yasukuni Shrine reflects the Japanese government's attitude on the war of aggression and influences whether Japan can take the road of peace and development. China, proceeding from the maintenance of peace and justice and the overall interests of China-Japan relations, has been resolutely opposed to visit by Japanese leaders to the Yasukuni Shrine in any form or at any time.

Li said that China is the biggest victim of the war of aggression launched by Japanese militarists. In China-Japan Joint Statement, the Japanese government deeply feels the responsibility of inflicting, though war in the past, upon the Chinese people great suffering and profoundly regrets it. In 1995, Japanese prime minister issued a speech on the occasion of the 50th anniversary of the war, and expressed the willingness to admit the facts in history that Japan invaded and established colonial rule on its close Asian neighbors, deeply regretted it and apologized. Afterwards, successive Japanese cabinets all explicitly stated that it is the official stand of the Japanese government. Prime Minister Koizumi issued a speech at Lugouqiao Museum on the Anti-Japanese War in October last year, admitting aggression, regretting the war, and extending condolences and an apology. The words of self-examination are still fresh on the ears. However, the Japanese side again took an erroneous act on that day. It is unacceptable  in terms of feelings, reason, oriental ethic and international morals.

The Chinese and Asian people will not forget the appalling tragedies caused by Japanese militarism in Nanjing and elsewhere in Asia. Besides, people will not forget the various barbarian acts by Japanese militarism on the Pacific Ocean. The truth of history will not be easily forgotten, slighted or betrayed.

Doesn't Japan want to shake off the shadow of history and play an international role as soon as possible. At present, it is imperative that the international community maintain world peace and stability. If a leader of a country does not hold a correct attitude towards the past war of aggression and the war criminals at that time, how can he win credit from the people of the world?

Li pointed out that the Chinese side has always attached importance to friendly relations between China and Japan, and worked unremittingly towards that end. The Japanese side has created time and again incidents on major issues concerning the political foundation of China-Japan relations, hurt the feelings of the Chinese people, and disturbed and damaged China-Japan relations. Japanese leaders should ask themselves and admit their errors and responsibility.

Holding history as a mirror and facing future is the most fundamental and precious lesson derived from the development process of bilateral relations. The Japanese side should attach great importance to China's solemn stand and profound concern, adopt concrete measures, eliminate its bad image and prevent similar incidents from happening again.

DOMESTIC REPORT

Viewing from Height and Linking the Past with the Future

—Highlights of the Meeting of the Leaders of the Chinese and Japanese NGOs

By Cui Guozhong*
At the inception of the new century, China and Japan will mark the 30th anniversary of the normalization of relations between the two countries. On 28 January 2002, leaders of 53 NGOs from China and Japan were holding a grand gathering at the Great Hall of People in Beijing to make joint explorations to consolidate and develop China-Japan relations in the new century and also commemorate the fist anniversary of the Declaration on China-Japan People-to-People Friendship in the New Century. The gathering of 53 NGOs leaders of China and Japan in Beijing fully demonstrated the aspirations and enthusiasm of the personages in various circles of both countries to develop Sino-Japanese friendship. Vice-President of the Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament, Huan Guoying, and Secretary General Niu Qiang were also present. During the meeting, they had fruitful discussions with the relevant Japanese NGOs on how to strengthen friendly exchanges between the peace institutions of the two countries. They were happy to meet old friends and make new ones.

At the meeting, the Chinese and Japanese participants jointly explored the strategy for the Sino-Japanese exchanges and cooperation in a frank and open manner. Mr. Hayashi Yoshiro,  President of Japan-China Friendship Congress emphasised that to further promote Japan-China friendship requires strengthening exchanges and dialogue so as to deepen mutual understanding. Taking history as a mirror, and looking to the future, our future lies in developing the bilateral friendly and co-operative relations. Mr. Kaga Otohiko, Vice President of Japan Pen Association pointed out that under the new conditions, the two countries should respect each other, understand each other and achieve common development. Mr. Zhang Xiangshan, Advisor to the Chinese Association for International Understanding, delivered a remarkable speech. He said that he would focus on two issues of major importance in promoting relations of friendship and cooperation between the two countries. 

Firstly, with regard to diplomatic trust observed by the government leaders and statesmen of the two countries. By now, our two countries have signed the Sino-Japanese Joint Statement, the Sino-Japanese Treaty of Peace and Friendship and  the Sino-Japanese Joint Declaration on Devoting to Build Friendly and Co-operative Partnership for Peace and Development, which are norms guiding the bilateral relations. The question now is how to observe and implement these documents. 

Now I recall an important passage of a conversation in the course of negotiating the normalization of relations by the heads of two governments during 1972. After the Foreign Ministers of the two countries finally reached an agreement on the Sino-Japan Joint Statement at 3:00 a.m. on the morning of 28 September, Premier Zhou Enlai said to Prime Minister Tanaka at the fourth session between them in the afternoon: I congratulate you upon the agreement reached on the Joint Statement, and appreciate the efforts made by the Prime Minister and Foreign Minister. You have decided that tomorrow after the signing of the Joint Statement, Foreign Minster Ohira will immediately meet the press and state that the Japanese government severs the diplomatic relations with Taiwan, which proves that your visit to China is an act in good faith, and serves as a good start for peace and friendship between our two countries. Premier Zhou Enlai emphasised again: we re-establish the diplomatic relations, first of all, we must keep our words. This is most important. In conducting exchanges with foreign countries, we have consistently acted in good faith. We always stress we mean what we say. China and Japan have ancient cultural relations. I would like to quote a Chinese maxim: “Always stand by one’s word, and undertake nothing that one does not bring to achievement,” your visit to China this time has reflected this spirit. Prime Minister Tanaka responded that the normalization of Japan-China relations is based on “faith being the fundamental for all undertakings”, a phrase in the Old Constitution of Japan. The old Constitution Prime Minister Tanaka refereed to is the 17th Clause Constitution in the period of Asuka. As expected, immediately after the signing of the Joint Statement by the heads of the two governments on 29, Foreign Minister Ohira met the press and issued a statement to sever the diplomatic relations with Taiwan. The Joint Statement stipulates that the two countries should sign another 4 agreements and the Treaty of Sino-Japanese Peace and Friendship. All these documents have signed consecutively, which have significantly pushed forward the bilateral relations. 

I would like to take this opportunity to tell a moving story. Following the Tiananmen Square turmoil in 1989, the meeting of G-7 countries decided to impose sanctions on China, and put pressure on Japan to freeze ODA to China. In the spring of the ensuing year, during my visit to Japan, I called on the ex-Prime Ministers Mr. Takeshita Noboru and Mr. Ito Masayoshi. Both of them said to me that Japan could not but act in good faith diplomatically, and should not go back on its word since it had already agreed to provide the ODA to China. Mr. Takeshita Noboru also told me that he would visit the U.S. soon and would explain the Japanese position to the U.S. Japan believes in oriental philosophy and attaches importance to faith; he had look up in the dictionary and got the accurate translation of this phrase in English and would use it during the talks. I was very moved upon hearing it. The Japanese government unfroze the ODA to China at the end of the year. At this important juncture of the bilateral relations, late Mr. Takeshita Noboru and Mr. Ito Masayoshi showed good faith, and made contributions to the Sino-Japanese friendly cooperation. Their integrity will be never forgotten.

Acting in good faith, strictly observing and implementing the Joint Statement, the Treaty, and the Declaration, and sincerely following the commitments by the Japanese government leadership, these are essential elements in further advancing the Sino-Japanese friendly and co-operative relations. They also represent the major issues closely concerned by those engaging in activities for the friendship.

Secondly, with regard to continuously mobilizing, educating and organizing the broad masses to participate in the activities for the Sino-Japanese friendship. The Sino-Japan friendship, in the final analysis, is the friendship between the peoples of the two countries, that is why it is necessary to extensively mobilize and organize the vast number of people to take part in the activities for Sino-Japanese friendship. The history of the Sino-Japanese friendship fully proves that Japan-China friendship activities in Japan have consistently played a very important role in promoting the bilateral relations of friendship. Last year, the NGOs engaged in activities for friendship of the two countries jointly reviewed the history of the Sino-Japanese friendship movement, and proposed  the Declaration on People to People Friendship between China and Japan in the New Century in order to further promote the Sino-Japanese friendly exchanges and development of friendship in the 21 century. The Declaration is an excellent declaration in deed; we must earnestly carry it out. 

I would like to take this opportunity to emphasise that we must focus on the political core of the Sino-Japanese friendship, and pay more attention to people’s thought and feelings in our concrete exchanges. In recent years the Japanese media opinion poll indicates that the friendly feelings of the Japanese people towards the Chinese people is on a gradual decline, which deserve our full attention. The major reasons for this phenomenon I think is no more than the result of the hostile propaganda by the Japanese right wing and unfriendly media to China, i.e. “ China is powerful and threatens Japan,” “China economy grows fast and is hunger for money at the cost of virtue”. Therefore, it is more necessary to explain repeatedly to the Japanese people the constant commitment made by the Chinese leaders that “China will never seek hegemony”. Meanwhile, it takes patience to explain to the Japanese people the Chinese leaders of the Party and government have already paid great attention to some illegal and immoral phenomena and problems that have emerged in the Chinese society in recent years, have them redressed through strengthening democracy and legal systems and also put forward the principle of “rule the country by virtue.” In this respect, we are ready to listen to the advice from the Japanese friends. 

I would like to take this opportunity to mention another point. Of the media coverage of the China-Japan relations in China, there are more exposure and report of the Japanese statements and acts detrimental to the bilateral relations and less report of the activities by the Japanese people for preserving the Sino-Japanese friendship. For example, the history text-book revised by the Japanese right-wingers to negate the history of aggression and approved by the Ministry of Education and Culture, however, are actually used by only 0.03 per cent of all the self-governing and public schools in Japan. This is a good thing, demonstrating that the forces for recognizing the history and desering friendship with neighbouring countries including China are strong and can’t be ignored. Publicizing this fact is obviously conducive to educating the Chinese people in adhering to the principle for the Sino-Japanese friendship by the Chinese leaders and push forward the bilateral friendly activities. Yet, our media so far has failed to give much publicity to or make comments on this. Summarizing the aforementioned points, I feel the NGOs of the two countries, conducting activities for exchanges and cooperation in all fields, must grasp the Sino-Japanese friendship as the political core, do more political work and give more publicity to the friendly activities in the two countries. 

Mr. Song Jian, President of the Sino-Japanese Friendship Association, pointed out that both China and Japan are in an important period of linking the past with the future, and should attach importance to the Sino-Japanese good-neighbourly relations and mutual cooperation. At the seminar, both sides laid emphasis on strengthening exchanges between the youth of the two countries. Huang Danhua, Vice-President of All China Youth Federation, pointed out that the exchanges between the youth is a cause beneficial to both countries at present and conducive to generations in the future. The exchanges between the youth should be strengthened and new channels continuously explored. Youth of the two countries should be educated in fostering a correct outlook on history, peace and endurable cooperation. The exchanges should be upgraded to a new higher level and be open to new areas. In order to strengthen the NGOs exchanges between the two countries, the NGOs of China and Japan have made a series of plans, for instance  the “Sino-Japanese Women Hand-in-Hand in Beijing in New Century, the Soka Gakkai International plans to invite 100 Chinese youth to visit Japan, and Youth Table-tannins Games in Beijing by China-Japan Friendship Association for youth from Sister Cities between the two countries.

Finally, in his closing remarks, Chen Haosu, President of China Association for Friendship with Foreign Countries, described the Sino-Japanese Friendship as a big flourishing tree with huge branches, and appealed to the people of the two countries to take good care of it so that it can grow stronger and gain new vitality while we enjoy the beautiful shade of it. 

The meeting adopted an Appeal jointly proposed by the leadership of the 53 NGOs. The Appeal says the NGOs of China and Japan should act in the spirit of the Joint Statement, the Treaty and the Joint Declaration, bring their NGOs role into play, and push forward the healthy development of the China-Japan relations. The two countries should in the spirit of learning from the history and looking into the future, and take correct attitude toward the history. Efforts should be made to guard against and tackle in good time the tendencies that may harm the bilateral friendly relations to maintain the overall the Sino-Japanese relatioship, and actively promote the bilateral economic cooperation so as to make contributions to common prosperity of both countries and to peace and development in the Asia-Pacific region. All-round exchanges with rich contents and in multi-forms should be carried out to help build long-term stable, good neighbourly and co-operative Sino-Japanese relations in order to preserve the Sino-Japan friendship for generations to come. Exchanges among youth of the two countries should be strengthened to cultivate the understanding of their history, culture and traditional friendship so as to nurture successors for the cause of the Sino-Japanese friendship. 

INTERNATIONAL  EXCHANGES

A CPAPD Delegation Visits Japan

Invited by Hiroshima Peace Culture Foundation (HPCF), a five member delegation of Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament (CPAPD), led by CPAPD Vice President Liu Jingqin, visited Japan from December18 to 25, 2001.

The delegation was received by the host with warm hospitalities and considerate program. During the visit, the delegation called on Mr. Koshi Morimoto, Deputy Mayor of Hiroshima, Mr. Kaneko Tetsuo, member of Japanese Diet, visited Yokohama, Kyoto and Tokyo, met with A-bombs victims, exchanged views on issues of common concern with scholars and researchers from Peace Institute of Hiroshima, Toda Institute for Global Peace and Policy Research, Peace Institute of Hiroshima University and UNESCO Association of Hiroshima. In Hiroshima, the delegation also visited the MAZDA automobile manufacturer and a Japanese food-processing factory, and also met the local press. During the working session between HPCF and the delegation, both sides expressed the desire of further strengthening bilateral exchanges and cooperation so as to enhance mutual understanding and friendship between peoples of China and Japan.  

(Continued from Page 22)

III. China’s entry into WTO

On November 10, 2001, representatives of 142 members of the Fourth WTO Ministerial Conference in Doha, Capital City of Qatar reviewed and adopted the “Protocol on the Accession of the People’s Republic of China to WTO”.

After 15 years of arduous work, China officially became the 143rd member of the WTO on December 11, 2001.

China’s entry into WTO, marking a new stage of its opening up policy, is a strategic decision made by the Chinese government under the situation of economic globalization, and conforms to China’s goal of reform and opening up as well as establishing the socialist market economy.

According to Mr. Moore, Secretary General of WTO, China’s entry into WTO is a magnificent event, which will have a far-reaching impact on China, WTO, international politics, economy and military security for the entire 21st century or even longer.

President Bush once said, China, with a population of more than 1.2 billion and a GDP of US$1 trillion, represents one of the fattest developing economies in the world. Therefore, its entry into the WTO will broaden trade and investment of all the economic entities in the world, bringing benefits to their enterprises, consumers and workers. America is ready to conduct constructive cooperation with China and assist China in facing up challenges after its entry into WTO.

Mr. Köhler, IMF Managing Director also said, China’s entry into WTO marked a historical event, and is not only conducive to China and the Asian regions, but also to the entire international community including countries that are willing to do open international trade.
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