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The CPAPD Convenes Its 7th Joint Meeting

of Member Organizations

Leaders of the New Term of Office Elected


On 2nd July, the Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament (CPAPD) convened its 7th Joint Meeting of the Member Organizations, which was attended by more than 100 personages from various professions and five major religions in China. Present at the meeting were Mme. He Luli, Vice Chairperson of the Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress, President of the CPAPD,  Vice Presidents, representatives from the 24 member organizations, and some other distinguished guests of the CPAPD. This meeting was another important occasion of the CPAPD following its 6th Joint Meeting of Member Organizations held more than 4 years ago. Entrusted by President He Luli,  CPAPD Vice President Huan Guoying submitted a work report which was discussed and approved. Leaders of the CPAPD for the new term of office were nominated and elected. Mme He Luli was re-elected as President of the CPAPD and other 12 renowned personages  from different social sectors, including Mr. Xu Kuangdi, Vice Chairman of the National Committee of the Chinese People's Political Consultative Conference (CPPCC), President of China Academy of Engineering and Mr. Huang Mengfu, Vice Chairman of CPPCC, Chairman of All-China Industry and Commerce Federation were elected as Vice Presidents. In addition, 6 advisors  were also elected at the meeting. Having fulfilled all items of the agenda, the meeting was successfully concluded.   
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(Continued from Page 21)      the strengthening of international cooperation in eliminating the root cause of terrorism. This manoeuvre once again shows China’s position and attitude on anti-terrorism, and her determination and confidence in fighting international terrorism.
Defense minister of Kazakhstan noted that this manoeuvre was the biggest step in the security field taken by the SCO member states, and had set an unprecedented example of close cooperation among the SCO member states in fighting terrorism.

Russian paper Independence noted that the manoeuvre had a number of objectives, including tactical and strategical ones. Because the troops used in the manoeuvre were regular armies, not special forces, it showed the great determination of the member states in anti-terrorism. 

The Iraq War and the Global Strategy

 of the United States

Zhan Shiliang 

On March 20th, in defiance of the purposes of the United Nations and the universally acknowledged international laws and norms as well as the widespread opposition of the international community, the United States outrageously launched military strikes on Iraq. This is a major step in implementing the “pre-emptive” strategy by relying on its super power status and hi-tech military advantage to topple the legal government of a sovereign country by force so as to realize its goal of dominating the world exclusively. It is also an experiment carried out by the United States to reshape the whole Middle East and the world on the model of the American democracy and values.

The attempt of the United States to establish 

“a new world order” based on its domination of the world

Because of the drastic changes in Eastern Europe in October 1989 and the disintegration of the U.S.S.R. at the end of 1991, the global balance of power was seriously upset and the United States has become the unique super power in the world. President Bush (Senior) called for the establishment “a new world order” by seizing opportunity of the victory achieved in the Gulf War. He said to the effect that: for this, the United States should take the leading responsibility, because among all the countries in the world today, only the United States had the moral standard and means to support and establish such a new order. (From the speech delivered by President Bush in the joint session of the Congress on Jan 29th, 1991)
As is known to all, the existing world political and economic order was gradually formed through the Yalta Conference and the Bretton Woods Conference after the Second World War. In the existing order, the United States has already been in the most advantageous position whereas for most developing countries, this order has many unfair and irrational aspects bearing the brand of power politics. However, the United States still feels far from being satisfied, mainly because the existing order makes it difficult for the United States to do whatever it likes and to have the final say. The Yalta System was the product of the Second World War based on the balance of military power between the United States and the U.S.S.R.. It was the product of a long bargaining and compromising process among the United States, the U.K. and the U.S.S.R..The United Nations was established under the active advocacy of the United States, whose fundamental purpose was to expand the influence of its power in the whole world through the United Nations, and, furthermore, take the United Nations as an instrument to carry out its hegemonism and policy of war. However, the establishment of the United Nations also reflected the complicated relations of the balance of power at that time, especially in the voting procedure of the Security Council. The principle of the five major powers consensus, i.e. the United States, the U.S.S.R., Britain, France and China sharing the veto was established. Because of the changes of the international balance of power, the behavior of the United States has been restrained. With a large number of colonial countries winning independence after the Second World War and the restoration of the legitimate right of the People’s Republic of China at the United Nations, the third world countries have occupied two-thirds of the seats at the United Nations and have played an increasingly important role in safeguarding and realizing the purposes and principles of the UN Charter and their own interests. Some American leaders and many other scholars repeatedly claimed that the 20th century was America’s century, but it was not the case. Furthermore, the UN Charter was formulated on the basis of the world anti-fascist alliance. It stresses the principles of safeguarding world peace and security, that all countries, big or small, are all equal in their sovereignty, and the promotion of social and economic progress in the whole world. These principles do not suit the taste of the people in power who only care about the interests of the United States. Nowadays, it is hard for the United States to completely control and manipulate the United Nations and make the United Nations serve its own interests. Therefore, the United States has long adopted the practice of using the United Nations whenever it is possible, otherwise, it will go it along by relying on its super power status.

At the time around the disintegration of the U.S.S.R., the leaders of the United States realized that the world was undergoing fundamental changes, and they believed that they could establish a new world order absolutely dominated by the United States. Obviously, the new world order advocated by the United States completely runs counter to the new, fair and rational international order striven for by most developing countries. However, the “new order” Bush Senior called for at that time was not concrete in content, and he still attached some importance to international cooperation.

After the Gulf War, Bush who had been named as “the most popular president” of the United States in the past half century, was defeated in 1992 by Clinton, an obscure governor of a small state, because of the economic slump in the United States. Upon taking power, Clinton indicated that he would restore the leading position of the United States in global economy and “lead the world into a new era of peace and freedom” after the Cold War. Therefore, in his first term of office, economic security was the top priority of the U.S. national security strategy, and was taken as the basis and the backing force for dominating the world exclusively. During Clinton’s term of office, the American economy recovered, gained new development, and experienced the longest period of growth after the Second World War. In 1980, the GDP of the United States accounted for 24.7% of that of the world. In 1998, the figure went up to 28.73%, which was far ahead of other countries, and the figure has increased 

to over 31% now. The economic competitiveness of the United States ranked first in the world for 8 years in a row, and the world balance of power was further tilted. In the State of the Union Address issued in February 1997, Clinton reiterated that the United States should “make preparations to ensure that the 21st century is America’s century”. He clearly announced that “the biggest democracy in the world should lead a world that will be totally composed of democratic countries”. His words clearly showed the intention of the global strategy of the United States in the 21st century.

The external strategy of Bush (Junior) is 

more aggressive and adventuristic in nature

First of all, the new leadership headed by President Bush Jr. has a stronger sense of crisis and urgency. In Bush’s election campaign in 2001, they criticized that Clinton’s judgement that the general international security situation was extremely favorable to the United States was over optimistic, thus very harmful for the United States in meeting the challenges in the future. They believe that “there are many poisonous snakes though not big bears in today’s world” and “the new era is a dangerous one”. Bush Jr. also stressed that Clinton had not done very well in giving the United States full play to leading the world and had wasted 8 years. He proposed that the United States formulate a clear strategy to deal with more extensively scattered and more unpredictable threats in the 21st century. They have placed military security in a more prominent position, and advocated that the United States should make full use of its advantages in economy, science and technology and establish absolute superiority in military and security to deal with any potential opponent. The United States should implement a new strategy of deterrence and containment, contain the development of Russia and China, and strengthen its control on its allies. The United States should interfere more in foreign affairs but should be selective in the targets of strike. In the beginning of his term, Bush Jr. actively went for unilateralism, and acted arbitrarily and toughly to pursue the interests of the United States. He has been keen on establishing Missile Defense Systems, unilaterally withdrawn from the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty and the Kyoto Protocol, dramatically increased the U.S. national defense budget and military input in the Asia-Pacific Region, and rapidly expanded military power in the whole world. All these actions show that the United States wants to break the constraints of the existing international order, to act wilfully and create “a U.S. led new international order”, that serves the interests of the United States, and enables the United States to rule the world.

After Bush Jr. took office, he emphasized the role of “hard national strength”, including military, science and technology. At the same time, he also attached importance to the effect of “soft national strength”. The core of soft national strength is ideology and values. The United States is a nation that pays a high degree of attention to ideology. In diplomacy it always combines the traditional sense of mission that originates from its nation founding years with the strong desire of expansion of the monopoly capitalism, and takes the dissemination of its ideology as an important goal of diplomacy. At the same time, ideology also serves as an important means to carry out its foreign policies. It is clearly stated in the election campaign platform of the Republican Party in 2000 that the commitment to freedom by the United States is the real source of its national strength. It also indicated that the American values should be promoted. Mr. Haass, Director of the Policy Planning Staff of the U.S. State Department has systematically initiated “integrationism”, and has taken it as the strategy of American diplomacy in the Post-Cold War era. He has clearly stated that countries like Russia, China, India and the Arab world should be integrated into a new order that conforms to the American interests and values. Other countries must accept and follow the leadership of the United States, otherwise, they must go away.

Public opinion notes that some people in the mainstream of the Bush administration have close relations with big monopoly groups, especially the petroleum consortiums and military and industrial complex. They are also deeply associated with the right wing religious groups and the Israeli lobby groups. They are the right wing conservatives and hawks of the Republican Party (also called Neo-Conservatives) and very aggressive and adventuristic. The Harper’s Magazine of the United States once published an article  by Mr. Hendriksen. This article pointed out that America’s love for and belief in military forces, its negation of the rationality of non-democracies, and its frantic quest for absolute safety in the world have all shown that the United States wants to follow the “empire road”, which was criticized by itself two decades ago. This writer indicated that it was a longer and more dangerous road for the United States to take and in the final analyse, it would be more miserable.

The dual nature of the adjustment of 

American security strategy after “9·11”
On September 11th, 2001, the central area of the United States suffered an unprecedented terrorist attack, which might happen again at any time. That was a tremendous blow to the mentality of the American people. The security concept of the United States was seriously challenged. The original global strategic deployment was disrupted. The United States has to readjust its security strategy and foreign policies, even though the United States has not abandoned the goal of its global strategy. The significant readjustment includes the following two aspects.

First of all, America’s recognition of the source of security threats  has changed. Guarding against terrorism has become the focus of American leaders. They have adopted some new security measures and readjusted the tactics and foreign relations. It was particularly elaborated in the speech by Bush Jr. in West Point on June 1st, 2002. He emphasized that the security environment of the United States had experienced great and profound changes, the main security threats no longer came from the major traditional powers, and the most serious and practical threats were terrorism and those rogue states which harbour and support terrorism. Therefore, he took homeland defense and the establishment of missile defenses as top priorities to safeguard the security of the United States. The homeland defense must be strengthened first. In July last year, the United States issued its first National Homeland Security Strategy. At the same time, the Department of Homeland Security was established to exclusively deal with terrorist attacks targeted at American homeland. Internationally, the main task of the United States is to deal with the so-called rogue states. Therefore, the United States has expressed the hope to establish good relations with major countries and to unite with its allies, Russia and China, so that they can help the United States to deal with crisis when it is in need.

Although the “9·11”  dealt the United States a heavy blow, the actual strength of the United States has not suffered great damage. Soon after the attacks, the United States achieved success in its military strikes against Afghanistan. Therefore, when readjusting its foreign strategy, the leaders of the United States have another consideration in mind. That is to take anti-terrorism as a banner and turn it into an opportunity for carrying out the strategy of dominating the world exclusively by relying on the America’s super power status. Particularly, the United States should take it as an opportunity to control the important resource rich region from the Middle East to Central Asia, which is the hinterland and juncture of the Eurasian Continent. However, there are really some contradictions between the two considerations. An article published in the British newspaper “Mirror” pointed out that the emergence of Ben Laden and the Al Quaeda were only because the United States has come to the land of Saudi Arabia. But now, the tanks of the United States have rolled into the capital of Iraq and all the anti-America sentiments arising from ethnic, secular or religious factors are surging. The recent reports in the Japanese magazines and newspapers pointed out that the anti-terrorism operations that started after the “9·11” two years ago perhaps will become even fiercer on the stage of Iraq.

The United States has already named the countries that support terrorism as rogue states. At the beginning of last year, Bush Jr. clearly pointed out that the DPRK, Iran and Iraq are the “axis of evil” that support terrorism and export weapons of mass destruction in his State of the Union Address. He announced that the United States would use every necessary means to guarantee its national security. In the famous June 1st speech, he further put forward the theory of offensive and pre-emptive attacks and emphasized that all the major countries in the world should have identical values and took them as a common foundation of anti-terrorism. That shows the “new thinking” of the leaders of the United States is more expansionist and adventuristic in nature. After the military attack on Afghanistan, the United States began to plan military attacks on Iraq. Around the anniversary of the “9·11”, the U.S. media extensively reported that the U.S. had already formulated a war plan to attack Iraq from land, sea and air.

The military attack on Iraq and the strategy of “transforming” the Middle East
The “9·11” event has close connections with the wrong policy of supporting Israel and oppressing Palestine that the United States has long followed in the Middle East. The 19 persons who directly took part in the terrorist attacks were all Arabians, among them 15 were Saudi Arabians. The terrorist attacks killed and injured a large number of innocent people and ought to be condemned by the international community. However, the event itself reflects that there do exist strong anti-America sentiments in the Arab and Islam world. But instead of re-examining the wrong policies, the leaders of the United States and some scholars, proceeding from the mindset and logic of hegemonism and arrogance, believed that the Middle East is “the source of terrorism”, and that the threats faced by the United States are born and exist in the social and political systems of the Arabian countries. In order to eliminate the anti-America sentiments, the democratization reform of the Middle East must be pushed ahead and the peace under American power must be built. It was reported that Rand Corporation had once produced a report on the American strategy in the Middle East. It proposed to use every means possible to impose the pattern of western democracy and freedom on the Arabian countries including Saudi Arabia, Egypt and Iraq, so as to control and reduce the threats to America’s interests in the Middle East. It was also included in the reshaping process that the United States should firmly suppress the radicals of Palestine, establish a “democratic” country, and thoroughly solve the issue of Palestine. The military attack on Iraq was the “tactical goal” of America’s reshaping action.

In his address on America’s future policy towards the Middle East made at the American Enterprise Institute annual dinner party last February, Bush Jr. explicitly expounded on that viewpoint. He stressed that to topple the existing Iraqi regime and set up a democratic one is a necessity for the U.S. to reshape the regional pattern of the Middle East. “A new Iraqi regime will become an outstanding and inspiring model for the freedom of other countries in this region.” He also talked about the U.S. efforts to work out a roadmap to peace for the Middle East, and the collapse of the then Iraqi regime would provide such an opportunity. The British weekly journal “Economist” pointed out in its article on March 1st that, Bush’s address proclaimed his transformation plan for the Middle East and symbolized the birth of “Bushnism”. It also said that the establishment of a democratic Iraq was only a beginning of Bush’s grand plan and that Bush supported the idea of “marching to Jerusalem via Baghdad”, that is to get rid of the external support provided by Iraq, let Palestinian people choose a new leader and finally realize America’s roadmap for the Middle East. Spanish newspaper “Rebellion” holds the view that the strategic target of the U.S. plan of transforming the Middle East is Saudi Arab. After ensuring that Iraq has been brought under control, the U.S. will work hard to bring about internal political reform in Saudi Arabia. According to a report of Rand Corporation, although Saudi families have long been the U.S. allies, the Saudi political system has began to collide with the U.S. interests. American scholar Dena thinks that the true intention of the U.S. military operation in Iraq is to achieve a grander strategy of “expanding democratic camp”. The U.S. actually wants to get rid of Saddam and turn Iraq into the first democratic country in the Arab world. In his TV ultimatum speech to Saddam on March 17th, Bush Jr. clearly indicated that the U.S. would help to build a new Iraq that is prosperous and free, and will set Iraq as a most important exmple of peace and self-government to the entire Middle East.

The U.S. has a lot of deep and long term considerations underlying its intended military strike against Iraq and its employment of various possible means to overthrow Saddam regime. As Iraq is a pivotal place in northern Middle East and also lies in the northern end of Persian Gulf, it enjoys a very important strategic location. The proved oil reserves in Iraq ranks second in the world, and its natural gas 10th. The Saddam regime actively supported the struggle of the Palestinian people, stood for the idea of Pan-Arabism and harbored hegemonic ambition in the region. In addition, as Iraq is notorious for its 1991 invasion into Kuwait, targeting the attacks on Iraq was generally accepted by the American people. Moreover, the U.S. army has gained rich combat experience from the Gulf War. The U.S. schemed to set up an America-style democratic government in Iraq after ousting Saddam, and use it as a model for the Middle East countries. By doing so, the U.S. can firmly control the Middle East, and lay a solid foundation for its world dominance. Nevertheless, it is no more than a wishful “American Dream” of the U.S expansionists.

The Iraq War: marching troops in

without a just cause found little support

It lasted for about three weeks from when the U.S. started the war in haste on March 20th till the Pentagon declaring a basic conclusion of major combat in Iraq on April 14th. This was an extremely asymmetric war as the U.S., by relying on super powerful status, just took Iraq, whose territory is 440,000 square kilometres with a population of 22.4 million, as a testing ground for its sophisticated weapons. In spite of some setbacks at the beginning the U.S. won the war militarily. But it has also met with grave frustrations politically and morally according to the general view of world opinion.

Firstly, as the U.S. dispatched troops without a just cause, this war is different in nature from the 1991 Gulf War. At the very beginning of this war, the U.S. accused the Saddam regime of having connections with Bin Laden’s A1-Qaeda, but could not give any evidence. Then the U.S. emphasized that “Iraq has consistently defied Security Council resolutions demanding full disarmament”. Bush Jr. alleged in his ultimatum to Iraq that the Iraqi regime continued to possess and conceal some of the most lethal weapons including chemical and biological or possibly even nuclear weapons. However, the U.S. so far has again failed to provide any evidence for this accusation.

Secondly, the U.S. has grossly violated the basic rules of international law by invading and occupying a sovereign state militarily, and has aroused international indignation. It continuously bombarded Iraq with the world’s most sophisticated planes and missiles. Altogether it  launched nearly 30,000 bombs and precision missiles of various kinds, which killed a large number of civilians, especially many innocent and lovely children. As soon as the U.S. decided to attack Iraq and oust Saddam, a vast anti-war movement began to sweep the world. When the U.S. launched military strikes on Iraq, large-scale anti-war protests also took place in many places of the world including major cities within the U.S.. People worried that the willful military strikes against another sovereign state launched by the U.S. on the basis of its strategy of preemption will lead to thorough destruction of all the fundamental principles of international law, especially the principle of sovereignty and that of solving disputes by peaceful means and non-interference in other country’s internal affairs.

Thirdly, the U.S. bypassed the UN and went for unilateralism in a big way. The Security Council passed the Resolution 687 on April 3rd of 1991, which imposes partial embargo and weapons inspection on Iraq and was accepted by Iraq. According to this resolution, the Secretary General of the UN was authorized to set up a special committee to supervise the implementation of the resolution and be in charge of destroying Iraq’s chemical, biological and nuclear weapons. Over a long period of time, the UN has made unremitting efforts to solve the Iraq issue politically and peacefully, and it has gained positive results. In last November, the Security Council unanimously passed the Resolution 1441, and laid a good foundation for solving the Iraq issue politically. However, when the door to peace did not yet closed, the U.S. had already gathered a few countries together and launched military strikes against Iraq without the authorization of the UN. This is a flagrant violation of the UN Charter and basic norms governing the international relations.

Moreover, after the occupation of Iraq, the U.S. army paid their attention first to the protection of oil fields which will bring profits to the U.S. and virtually turned a blind eye to the social chaos. Due to bombing and irresponsible actions of the U.S. army, a large number of the national treasures with several thousand years of history and cultural value were looted or destroyed. The world was shocked and the true nature of alleged American democracy, freedom and values has been further exposed.

Contrary to their expectation, the invasion of the U.S. troops into Iraq was not welcomed by the local people standing on either side of streets and cheering for “liberation” and “freedom”, but encountered with constant mass demonstrations and protests by the local people against the occupation of Iraq by the U.S. troops. The new government installed can not but be a puppet regime bolstered by the U.S. power politics, let alone become an outstanding and encouraging model for the Middle East countries.

The struggle between multi-polarity and uni-polarity is developing in depth

The U.S. war against Iraq undermined the post World War II international order, resulting in disintegration and new realignment among the world’s various political forces. The confrontation between the scheme of an uni-polar world and the trend of a multi-polar world is growing more obviously. The essential question is what kind of international order should be.

In handling the Iraq crisis, the past year has witnessed that the U.S. and Britain chose an openly opposite stand against most of the countries in the world, especially some big powers like France, Germany, Russia and so on. The traditional alliance among the western countries has broken down in this regard, and some big powers have started their fiercest competition since the end of the Cold War.

The Middle East is the flank and extension of Europe. The ultimate goal of the U.S. and British military operation and “transformation” in Iraq is to dominate the Middle East and let the U.S. take charge of the abundant oil resource and the huge market for trade and armament. As a result, the traditional influence of France, Germany and Russia and their vast interest in the Middle East would be dramatically weakened, and they will be more restricted by the U.S.. Since the end of the Cold War, disagreements in the concept of security strategy have shown up between European countries and the U.S.. West European countries hope to maintain stability and develop an independent defense system, for instance, France calls for the return of De Gaulle spirit and Germany wants to attain big power status. With the birth of Euro and the acceleration of European integration, economic and trade conflicts between Europe and the U.S. are deepening just like Chicago Tribune reported last January that the rise of anti-America sentiments in Europe had become the most important European event in 2002. Confrontations between the U.S. and European countries like France, Germany and Belgium on the Iraq issue have been further intensified. According to a relevant public opinion poll, at least 2/3 of European people were against the war and held the view that Iraq had not yet posed an imminent threat. Among the people that were opposed to the war are 80% of French and 83% of German in addition to 4-5 million Muslims living in France. Therefore, it was very natural for the French and German leaders to be persistently opposed to the war on Iraq.

In Russia, since Putin came into power, despite of some readjustments in his foreign strategy and policy of maintaining good relations with the U.S., he also persists in safeguarding Russia’s fundamental interest and strives to restore its big power status. When Bush put the theory of  “axis of evil”, Putin proposed the concept of  “arch of stability”, which aimed at building up “an arch of stability” in the world: from the Atlantic to the Pacific via the middle of the southern part of Russia. Iraq used to be an object of contention between the Soviet Union and the U.S. during the Cold War, and today’s Russia still has huge oil and economic interests in Iraq.

More importantly, the hegemony-based U.S. unilateralism on the Iraq issue is unbearable for European countries and Russia, who are in favor of multi-polarity. American scholar Mr.Galston thinks: the strategy of pre-emptive strike indicates that the U.S. is no longer the No. 1 among equal countries within the post-war international system, but regards itself as a yardstick of law, and can establish new international rules without the consent of others. Therefore, the military strike against Iraq not only lacks the backing of international law, but will also lead other countries to follow suit. On the Iraq issue, the resort to force has long been what the U.S. wanted. Faced with international and domestic pressures, the U.S. originally intended to repeat the 1991 Gulf War model, make use of the UN resolution as camouflage and reap broad support from the international community. Nevertheless, it failed this time. Besides France and Russia who indicated to veto, China also maintained its consistent stand of continuing nuclear inspection and seeking a peaceful solution. Among the non-permanent members of the UN, Syria was against; Pakistan, Mexico, Chile, Cameroon, Angola and Guinea wanted to postpone the voting. As the U.S. still could not obtain the necessary affirmative votes in the Security Council even after applying political pressure and inducement, it finally rushed to launch the military strike directly.

In his war declaration, President Bush claimed that more than 35 countries had provided the U.S. with important support. Actually, the main combat forces were the U.S. and the only partner that sent troops there was Iraq’s past trustee state Britain. So except the so-called US-British coalition, all the other supporters were no more than symbolic. It is noteworthy that among the alleged supporters, the U.S. two close neighbors-Mexico and Canada were not listed, and only two African countries Ethiopia and Eritrea were listed. Of course, there was not a single Arabian country on that list, even the “compliant ally” of the U.S.–Turkey, also vetoed the proposal of opening its territory and airspace to the U.S army as the northern battlefront against Iraq. In this connection, it was obvious that the U.S. was quite isolated. The U.S. challenged the international mechanism with its unilateralism, and tried to break the restrictions of the existing international order with a view to creating an America-dominated “new global order” and turning the 21st Century into the “American Century” by its military strength. However, even with its powerful advantages in military, economy and technology, the U.S. still can not do whatever it wants. The trend of world multi-polarity is irreversible but it will not be plain sailing.

At present, the Iraq War has basically ended, and as the hegemony of the U.S. is on the rise, it will push forward its unilateralism more unscrupulously. On the Iraq’s reconstruction, should it be dominated by the U.S. or let the UN play the central role? Upon these questions, Europe and Russia also sharply disagree with the U.S. However, due to the huge disproportion of international balance of power and deep interdependence, both Europe and the U.S. may make some concessions and compromises, and divergence may also occur in Europe. The subordinate relations between Europe and the U.S. will gradually transform into equal partnership. Meanwhile, Russia and the U.S. will not go into confrontation because they will utilize each other but their mutual containment will be further strengthened. The struggles between multi-polarity and uni-polarity will continue in twists and turns.

The U.S. will shoulder a heavy burden in the Middle East

On May 1st, President Bush declared that the major combat operations in Iraq have ended. After the war, the U.S. is facing a more complicated situation in the Middle East. It will put a heavy burden on the U.S. and will gradually weaken its strength.

Firstly, it is difficult for the U.S. to set up a new stable and pro-US regime in Iraq. Iraq enjoys a long history and culture and, with a tradition of fighting against colonial rule. The Iraqi people have a strong desire for reviving the nation. In Iraq, there has never been influential and broadly based opposition. The US-favored political leaders have long been exiled abroad, and lack mass bases. Moreover, the sectarianism is very complex in Iraq. Although many of the Shiites in Iraq, who have long been under oppression, oppose the Saddam regime, due to the influence of Iran, they mainly want to establish a theocratic Islam state. Their conflicts with the Sunni will also increase and they will not conform to the American democracy. Kurds are another thorny problem. The population of Kurds in Iraq is around 5 million, about 22% of the total Iraqi population, but only 1/5 of the total Kurdish population. The problem of Kurds is not only related with the stability of Turkey and Iran, but also with the relations between the new Iraqi regime and the other Arab countries. What is more, the military forces of the Iraqi Kurds have long divided into two opposite factions, which are not easy to conciliate.

In addition to some thorny problems after the war, the U.S. is also faced with increasing anti-US sentiments among the Iraqi people. The U.S. has begun to adopt a policy of placation, but such kind of “democracy” will not work.

Secondly, the U.S. could not solve the tough problem of Palestine. After its victory in the Iraq War, the U.S. is now working hard to implement its policy of “marching towards Jerusalem via Baghdad”. That is to support Sharon in cracking down the radical Palestinians on one hand, and disintegrate Palestine from inside on the other by limiting or even excluding Arafat so as to set up a US-favored Palestinian “democratic government” and finally realize the reconciliation between the two in line with the U.S. positions. The key cause of the long pending Palestine problem is that the Palestinian people are deprived of their legitimate rights and interests, and the status of Jerusalem is not properly handled. Military repression carried out by Sharon can not but arouse more resistance. As a holy city, Jerusalem also concerns the religious sentiments of most Muslims, to treat it in an improper way will cause fiercer anti-America feelings and more terrorist activities.

Thirdly, it is hard for the U.S. to handle those “rogue states” like Iran and Syria. According to the Report on Patterns of Global Terrorism 2002, issued by the U.S. State Department on April 30th, Iran was accused of being the most active country in supporting terrorism, while Syria was criticized for providing asylum for Palestine radical organizations. Both of them are on the blacklist of the U.S.. After the Iraq War, the U.S. once used various excuses to exert pressures on these two countries, but has yet to find any concrete one to launch military strikes against them. The Syria issue is related with the Palestine issue and the Lebanon issue. When Golan Heights is still controlled by Israeli army, the U.S. attack on Syria will only intensify the US-Arab and the Israel-Arab contradictions. Iran has a large territory, with complicated terrain and deep rooted religious sentiments, so any military strike on Iran will only make the U.S. bogged down in a quagmire.

Fourthly, the blueprint of the U.S. for the whole Middle East, which includes the “transformation” of Saudi Arabia, is much more difficult to realize. The late President of Egypt Nasser once said that the situation in the Middle East is very complicated because it has a long history, with deep-rooted problems and its own traditions. A senior researcher Ken·Jowett from Stanford University also wrote recently that the American democracy has no social and mass base here. A country’s development and growth can only be achieved through its own people according to its own conditions. Mr. Deng Xiaoping pointed out clearly in July of 1990, that it won’t work if all countries in the world are required to copy the patterns set by the U.S., Britain and France. There are many Islamic countries in the world. It is absolutely impossible to introduce a so-called democratic system of the American type. He also said that this is one of the general trends in the world situation.

Finally, the Iraq War and the post war reconstruction have caused fierce arguments within the U.S., and will bring heavy burden to the U.S. economy. Driven by the narrow national feeling and the perception of the U.S. superiority, the supporting rate of President Bush increased dramatically during the war. However, this war has also brought about humanitarian disasters and great damages to world civilization, which shocked the American people and resulted in the resignation of several American officials in protest. As the next year’s general election is around the corner, questioning of the war from the Democratic Party is mounting, while the supporting rate of President Bush is declining. Undoubtedly, the U.S. military industry and arms dealers have made a great fortune from the war. Even so, a lot of economists have pointed out that the negative effects of the war are much larger than the positive ones. The scenario that “the U.S. fights while the alliance pays” during the Gulf War could no longer work this time. Therefore, the war has caused heavy financial burden for the U.S..

On March 17th, former Deputy Secretary 

of the U.S. Department of Commerce and professor of Harvard University Garten published an article on Business Week entitled “Bush’s Gun and Butter Dilemma”. He emphasized in the article that America’s foreign policy and its economic policy are on a collision course. According to his view, the Iraq War is the beginning of a vast stepping-up of the U.S. interference in the international affairs, but the U.S. won’t be able to afford its expansive efforts overseas. A foreign policy that requires both continual military interventions abroad and security for the U.S. is bound to erode economic vitality. History shows such a mismatch can be disastrous. He also thinks that the U.S. has shown every sign of making the same mistake that the old empires such as Spain, France, and Britain once committed. American famous scholar Paul Kennedy also said in his article in Washington Post that today’s American neo-conservatives bear a striking resemblance to the World War I era British imperialist intellectuals, whose justifications for British expansionist policy turned out to be a terrible delusion and made Britain bogged down in a quagmire. The U.S. should draw lessons from history and avoid repeating the same mistake.

          (The author is senior researcher, China Institute of International Studies)

The Iraq War and Non-proliferation

By Chen Huaifan, Research Fellow, CPAPD

The Iraq war has resulted in the allied forces occupying Iraq and no one knowing the whereabouts of Saddam Hussein and the alleged weapons of mass destruction(WMD). Having gone through the nightmares of fire and blood, people have started to review the most controversial war in history. What objectives has the war achieved? Does Iraq really have weapons of mass destruction? What implications will this war have on non-proliferation issues?

WMD: a pretext of going to war

The issue of WMD of Iraq has been used as a good justification by the allied forces for going to war in this country. While the war was under preparation, officials of the U.S. and UK put much emphasis on the point that Saddam had already possessed or were acquiring WMD and might use them in a brutal way, or even transfer them to terrorist groups. Last autumn in an interview, Condoleezza Rice, the Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs, mentioned the reasons why planning to attack Iraq,  she said arms control methods carried out since 1991 had not prevented Iraq from pursuing or possessing WMD. On January 28, in  his State of the Union Address, President Bush also said that nothing could prevent Saddam Hussein from acquiring WMD. He stressed: 

Our intelligence officials estimate that Saddam Hussein had the materials to produce as much as 500 tons of sarin, mustard and VX nerve agent. In such quantities, these chemical agents could also kill untold thousands. He’s not accounted for these materials. He has given no evidence that he has destroyed them. The U.S. intelligence indicates that Saddam Hussein had upwards of 30,000 munitions capable of delivering chemical agents. Inspectors recently turned up 16 of them despite Iraq’s recent declaration denying their existence. Saddam Hussein has not accounted for the remaining 29,984 of these prohibited munitions. He has given no evidence that he has destroyed them.

He also said, the British government had learned that “Saddam Hussein recently sought significant quantities of uranium from Africa.” “Our intelligence sources tell us that he has attempted to purchase high-strength aluminum tubes suitable for nuclear weapons production.” “The dictator of Iraq is not disarming. To the contrary, he is deceiving.”

On March 30, while the war was entering the first week, Secretary of Defense Rumsfeld said they knew the whereabouts of WMD in Iraq. They were around Tikrit or Bagdad, somewhere to the east and west, north and south. Two months later, he changed his mind by saying that he did not know the answer to the question. He said it was possible that Iraqi leaders had decided to destroy them (WMD) prior to the conflict. In the UK,  before the war, Prime Minister Tony Blair and Foreign Secretary Jack Straw  made it quite clear that the UK was entering the war  to disarm Saddam, to eradicate the threat of WMD, not for regime change. Blair even once said the Iraqis might use nuclear weapons in 45 minutes.
 In spite of large scale anti-war movements throughout the world including the strongest anti-war voices from the U.S. and the UK, the fear of WMD advocated by the two governments had indeed gained the understanding and support of the people of the two countries. 

Justifying the war after the end

of the war.
The fact that no WMD have been discovered so far has aroused more doubts about the motivation of the U.S. waging the war. Does Iraq really have WMD? In fact, even the U.S. itself was not confident enough upon the reasons for  launching the war. Before the war, the threat of WMD was much emphasized; while during the war, the purpose of the war had become either eliminating WMD of Iraq or realizing regime change. On the second day of the war, Rumsfeld said, the first purpose of the war was to remove the Saddam administration, the second was to disarm its WMD. When the war came to its 10th day, according to spokesman of the Pentagon, discovering WMD had become the fourth objective and the fifth was destroying them. Throughout the war and particularly after the war, great efforts were made by the allied forces of the U.S. and the UK to search for these weapons, but unfortunately, the WMD were nowhere just like Saddam Hussein. Since the end of May, Tony Blair has been challenged by those anti-war personages who accused him of having intentionally exaggerated the WMD threat by Iraq. The U.S. media also reported intensively about the possibility of the government exaggerating or even lying on the issue of Iraqi WMD. Meanwhile, leaders of other U.S. allies such as Japan, South Korea and Australia were also faced with pressure from the public and media, who demanded an explanation for the reasons to support the war in Iraq. At that moment, the answers from officials of the U.S. government were ambiguous or even self-contradicting. Paul Wolfowitz, U.S. Deputy Defence Secretary, leaked some of the real U.S. intentions. He said, the Bush administration only focused on the alleged WMD because it was a politically convenient means of justifying the removal of Saddam. “For bureaucratic reasons we settled on one issue, weapons of mass destruction, because it was the one reason everyone could agree on.”
 However, President Bush soon asserted that they had already found evidence of Iraq having weapons of mass destruction. He meant the two trailers which had been found and believed to be used as mobile labs.

On July 7, the White House conceded that Bush’s allegation about Iraq having tried to buy uranium from Niger in an effort to start building nuclear weapons was based on faulty intelligence. Meanwhile, a British parliamentary commission report also challenged Blair’s allegation that Iraq had  sought significant quantities of uranium from Africa for a possible nuclear weapons program.

A pre-emptive war for

counter-proliferation?

If the war was to disarm Iraq of its WMD as put forward by the U.S. and the UK, then the war can be called a preemptive war for the purpose of counterproliferation. Now the question is under what circumstances preemptive attack can be launched against a country? We may find the answer by reading through the U.S. National Strategy to Combat Weapons of Mass Destruction published last December. In terms of counterproliferation, the report said, “Because deterrence may not succeed, and because of the potentially devastating consequences of WMD use against our forces and civilian population, U.S. military forces and appropriate civilian agencies must  have the capability to defend against WMD-armed adversaries, including in appropriate cases through preemptive measures. This requires capabilities to detect and destroy an adversary’s WMD assets before these weapons are used.” This document makes it quite clear that preemptive attack can be launched  when an enemy is  armed with WMD. 

The case of Iraq does not seem to fall into this category. As far as we can know from the current findings, there is so far no convincing evidence to show that Iraq has already had WMD or even has any such significant programs before the war. What Iraq did during the early1990s can not be used as evidence in the early 21st century. In addition, even if Iraq had WMD, would it ever have the gut to threaten the use of them against the U.S.? Or when did the U.S. really feel the serious threat from Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction? When a regime came to the moment of survival, it did not use its last resources, then what did it acquire this weapons for? Therefore, if the purpose of the war is to solve the problem of proliferation of WMD in Iraq, then the Iraq war has not played the role of counterproliferation, because no WMD has ever been discovered so far. 

If not for counterproliferation,

then for what?

If the war on Iraq was not for counterproliferation purpose, but for other ones like what the people had suggested that the U.S. was intending to dominate the Middle East, for oil or for whatsoever, then the world is faced with an even  more serious issue. The proliferation issue has become the concern of the whole world, because it is related to the security of each country. International efforts have been made to solve this issue and a non-proliferation regime has been established. In recent years, this regime has been challenged one way or the other, and is becoming fragile. Greater international efforts are needed to mend and consolidate the non-proliferation regime. When non-proliferation issue is used as a tool or excuse (especially when being based on faulty intelligence) for military action, it will greatly damage the authority, credibility and effectiveness of this mechanism. Lack of trust, confidence and cooperation among countries as a result of such kind of military actions will further shake the regime.

We have reasons to worry about the future authority of the international verification system of the non-proliferation regime as well. Just before the war, on March 7, 2003, Director General of the IAEA, Mohamed Baradei, updated the Security Council on the status of the IAEA’s nuclear verification activities in Iraq. The conclusion was that “After three months of intrusive inspections, we have to date found no evidence or plausible indication of the revival of a nuclear weapons programme in Iraq.”
  The same day, UNMOVIC Executive Chairman Hans Blix also made a report about the inspections in Iraq, saying “No evidence of proscribed activities has so far been found.” “No underground facilities for chemical or biological production or storage were found so far.”
 Despite these statements made by the IAEA and UNMOVIC, the U.S. just could not wait to go to war to search for evidence by its own forces. People get confused about who on earth has the final say about the inspection results.

        (Continued  to  Page  29 )

Member States of Shanghai Cooperation Organization

Hold Joint Anti-terror Military Exercise

Between August 6 and 12, five member states of Shanghai Cooperation Organization held a joint anti-terror military exercise named “Coalition-2003” in China and Kazakhstan.

In May 2002, national defense ministers of the SCO member states scheduled a joint anti-terror military exercise in Moscow Declaration. The exercise was staged to put into practice the consensus reached by the heads of the member states and Shanghai Convention on the Fight against Terrorism, Separatism and Extremism, which was concluded on June 15, 2001. This April, an expert group from five member states signed the Summary of the Meeting for holding joint military exercise in Astana, capital of Kazakhstan. On May 29, at the Moscow summit, the defense ministers of the member states signed the memorandum and plan of holding the joint military exercise.

According to the memorandum, China, Kazakhstan, Russia, Kirghizstan and Tadzhikistan dispatched troops to take part in the joint military exercise, which was held in China and Kazakhstan. In this manoeuvre, China and Kazakhstan played main roles; Russia and Kirghizstan dispatched a small number of troops; and Tadzhikistan dispatched military observers. The total number of the troops was about 1000. Uzbekistan, another member state of SCO, didn’t take part in this manoeuvre because it was holding a massive anti-terror exercise in the mountain area bordering on Afganistan and Tadzhikistan.

There were two stages in the “Coalition-2003”.

The first stage was held in the east city of Kazakhstan, Ucharal, mainly drilling in jointly blocking, annihilating international terrorist organizations and anti-hijacking.

The second stage was held in Ili, Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous Region of China, mainly drilling in destroying encampments of terrorists and rescuing hostages.

Though the “Coalition-2003” was not on a big scale, its importance and impact should not be underestimated. It was the first time for China to hold multilateral military exercise with foreign troops since the founding of the People’s Republic of China. The manoeuvre was aimed at the current situation of anti-terrorism, drawing on the anti-terror experience of the SCO member states, exploring effective approaches and measures to combat the “three forces”(Terrorism, Separatism and Extremism), and maintain the regional security and stability. 

The Chinese side held that this manoeuvre was an important step for the military forces of the member states of the SCO to deepen their trust and cooperation, and strengthen the regional anti-terror cooperation. The Chinese government is firmly opposed terrorism in all forms, advocates           (Continued to Page 4 )

Chinese Expert on Human Rights Maintains 

That Fighting Terrorism Should Be Focused 

on Both the Symptoms and Root Causes

On July 28, the 55th UN Human Rights Session was held in Geneva. In this session, when addressing on anti-terrorism and human rights, Chinese expert on human rights, Chen Shiqiu, expressed the view that fighting terrorism should be focused on addressing both the symptoms in a comprehensive way and root causes, and noted that emphasis should be laid on eliminating the root causes of terrorism.

Chen pointed out that terrorism could grow and spread when international political and economic order is unfair, unreasonable and needs reform; when economic situations in some countries deteriorate increasingly; when there is a broad gap between the rich and poor in the international society; and when conflicts between different nations are deepened.

He said, narrowing of the gap between the north and south would not only be beneficial to a sound development of global economy and also help eliminate unstable factors in the world. The international community should boost the establishment of a fair, just and reasonable international political, economic and cultural order, and promote world peace and common prosperity.

He emphasized, in fighting terrorism, national sovereignty and territorial integrity should be respected. The recognized international law and basic norms governing international relations should be complied with. War should not be launched at will under the pretext of anti-terrorism and any other forms of interference in the internal affairs of a state should be opposed. 

He also said, anti-terrorism should be based on evidence and the label of terrorism not abused as an excuse. Double standard should be avoided in anti-terror actions. All countries in the world should use the same standard to deal with internal and external terrorism, and oppose terrorism of all forms. He noted our society is composed of diverse cultures, which couldn’t be classified as good or bad, superior or inferior. Anti-terrorism shouldn’t be linked to a given nation or religion.

Reexamination of the Japan Waged

Chemical Warfare in China

By Zou Yunhua


On August 4, there happened in Qiqihar City in Heilongjiang Province an accident of leakage of chemical weapons abandoned by the Japanese aggressor troops, which led to heavy casualties. The Chinese government lodged a solemn protest after a victim died in hospital in China. The accident occured on a construction site where 5 metal barrels were unearthed, among which one happened to be broken, the mustard gas contained in the barrel leaked out and penetrated into the soil, resulting in the contamination of toxic chemicals. China demanded that Japan bear its due responsibility and obligations for the damages caused by this accident.

1, What are chemical weapons and mustard gas?


There is a long history for mankind to make use of toxic chemicals. In remote ancient times, people once used smoke to drive animals out of caves and hunt them for food to survive. Toxic chemicals used in the war to kill or injure personnels, animals or destroy plants are all called toxic agents. Artillery shells, cruise missles, rocket shells, warheads of guided missile, grenades, spraying devices on the plane containing toxic agents ( toxic chemicals of war ) or some other containers are all called chemical weapons. In the long process of history, chemical weapons have been used for many times.

2, The Japanese agressor troops made the extensive use of chemical weapons in China and left over a large     quantity     of    chemical ammunition and toxic chemicals.


In 1937, Japan launched an overall invasion against China beginning with the “July 7” Incident. During the war of aggression, Japan used chemical weapons extensively for a long period of time.


The Japanese army began to use chemical weapons, mainly  toxic tear gas in the early period of its invasion. 1938 was a year when the Japanese invasion entered the craziest period, also a year when the famous Taier Zhuang Campaign took place. During that year the Japanese army used chemical weapons on a large scale. According to incomplete statistics, the Japanese army used chemical weapons for 255 times. The Japanese troops usually used artillery shells to carry the toxic chemicals. When the tail wind blowed, the chemicals could run for 3-4 kilometres. The poisoned people would come into tears, sneeze, swell in the face, feel dizzy, have difficulty in breathing, and feel weak in the limbs. Because the use of chemical weapons proved to be effective for the Japanese army, they entered into a new period of unscrupulous and extensive use of chemical weapons. According to some war newspapers, in the famous 3-month long “War Engaging a Hundred Regiments” in 1940, the Japanese army used a large amount of toxic chemicals for more than 20 times. According to the statistics of the Chinese 129th Division alone, the number of poisoned people reached 488. During that war, our troops seized 57 toxic artillery shells, 2059 toxic tubes, and 1051 gas masks from Japanese troops. In 1941, Japanese troops used many kinds of toxic gas bombs including mustard gas to attack our anti-Japanese soldiers and civilians. For instance, from Oct. 8-12, 1941, Japanese troops launched 1500 shells of irritant toxic bombs by mountain artilleries, field artilleries and mortars, more than 1000 shells of mustard gas and Louis gas(a vesicant agent), and more than 300 toxic bombs through flying 36 sorties to attack our anti-Japanese troops. According to incomplete statistics, during the 8-year War of Resistance against Japan, the Japanese army used toxic chemicals for 1312 times in total, and the number of our poisoned soldiers and civilians reached 33 thousands, bringing heavy losses in lives and property to our country.


During the invasion, the Japanese army left over a large amount of chemical ammunition and toxic chemicals in China. As of 1996, chemical bombs and toxic chemicals had been found in 36 cities and counties in 11 provinces in China. There are still some that have not been found, the 5 barrels of mustard gas unearthed this time belonged to this category. The Chinese government has begun to negotiate with the Japanese government on this issue since 1990. In 1991, the Japanese newspapers for the first time admitted that the Japanese army had left chemical weapons in northeast and north China. The Japanese government also sent a group of experts to make an investigation at the suburbs of Dunhua City in Jilin Province and Shi Jiazhuang City in Hebei Province. The result of the investigation proved that these toxic bombs had been left over by Japanese troops in retreat. Many bombs have turned rusty, the toxic liquid has leaked out and contaminated the soil and water. The toxic artillery shells found in the suburbs of Shijiazhuang City were phosgene bombs. After many rounds of inter-governmental negotiations, consultations between experts and on-site investigations, Japan did not deny that these kind of toxic chemicals had been left over by the former Japanese army, and expressed deep remorse and apology for the pains and injuries caused to the Chinese people. At the mean time, Japan promised to resolve the issue of chemical weapons left over by Japanese troops in China according to the principles and spirit of the Sino-Japanese Joint Declaration and the Sino-Japanese Peace and Friendship Treaty, and fulfill its obligations of destroying the left over chemical weapons according to the Chemical Weapons Convention.

3, The use of mustard gas started in World War I.

World War I was the first worldwide war in human history. The chemical warfare during World War I was also the first large-scale war that had used chemical weapons in world history of war.


In 1917, the German army began to use mustard gas artillery shells on the battlefield (the code was Yellow Cross). The emergence of mustard gas enabled the chemical weapons to reach a new level. On July 12 that year, German troops for the first time used cannons to launch a large number of “Yellow Cross” artillery shells to British troops. Most British soldiers did not smell any odour, nor did they see the colour, so no attention was aroused, nor did anybody take any precautionary measures. But two hours later, the people attacked began to have symptoms of conjunctivitis, skin inflammation, and cough, etc.. And then blisters began to emerge on the skin. That chemical war led to 2143 British soldiers being poisoned, including 86 deaths. In early August, the British army was attacked by 1 million shells of “Yellow Cross” launched by the German army. The British army suffered heavy losses—14,726 poisoned with 500 deaths. At that time people called this toxic chemicals “king of toxic gases”.

4, It’s legal and fair for China to demand that Japan be responsible for this mustard gas leaking accident.


In 1948, the UN Commission for Conventional Armaments defined chemical weapons as a kind of weapons of mass destruction. Chemical weapons have been used on large scales again and again in wars of recent history. For this reason the international community has been constantly pursuing comprehensive banning of chemical weapons. After 17 years of arduous negotiations in the Geneva Conference on Disarmament, the Chemical Weapons Convention was finally reached in 1992, and it came into force on April 29, 1997. The Convention is composed of a preamble, 24 articles, and 3 annexes.


The Chemical Weapons Convention established the regime for abandoned chemical weapons. The chemical weapons abandoned by Japanese troops in China fall into this category. This Convention stipulates that:


--the State that abandoned chemical weapons in other States should bear the obligations to destroy the chemical weapons abandoned by it;


--the State abandoned the chemical weapons and the State where the chemical weapons are located should make declarations on the situation of the abandoned or discovered chemical weapons respectively (including the site, type, quantity and current situation, etc.);


--the Convention Organization could make necessary investigations according to the declared information;


--on the circumstances that the State where the chemical weapons are located could not distinguish the source of the weapons, the Convention Organization could help it to distinguish;


--on the circumstances that the source of the abandoned chemical weapons is not clear or the State abandoned the chemical weapons is not a signatory to the Convention, the State where the chemical weapons are located could request the Convention Organization to help it to destroy the weapons.


The Convention also stipulates that the abandoned chemical weapons discovered ten years after the coming into force of the Convention should be destroyed within ten years, those discovered afterward should be destroyed as soon as possible. Japan should bear an overall responsibility on the toxic chemicals abandoned by the Japanese army and discovered in China this time, including compensating the victims.

China Deposits to the UN Secretary General

the Instrument of Ratification on the Amendment to

Article I of the Convention on Specific Conventional Weapons


On August 11 at the UN headquarter in New York, Wang Guangya, representative of China to the UN deposited to the UN Secretary General Annan China’s instrument of ratification on the Amendment to Article I of the Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Weapons Which May be Deemed to be Excessively Injurious or to Have Indiscriminate Effects (also called Amendment to Article I of the Convention on Specific Conventional Weapons).


This Amendment was approved in December, 2001 in Geneva. The application scope of the Convention was extended from international armed conflicts to non-international armed conflicts, so as to resolve the humanitarian issues in the non-international armed conflicts. China participated in the negotiations of amending  Article I of  the Convention with  a 

constructive attitude, made an important contribution for the final completion of the Amendment.


After the submission of the instrument of ratification, Wang Guangya told the media that the ratification of the Amendment was an effort made by China to promote the early coming into force of the Amendment, which again indicated the attitude of the Chinese government to support international humanitarian efforts. At present, China is the 16th country to have approved the Amendment to Article I of the Convention on Specific Conventional Weapons. According to relevant regulations, this Amendment will formally come into force six months after the approval of the 20th signatory to the Convention.

The Six-Party Talks in Beijing


From Aug. 27 to 29, the six-party talks on the DPRK nuclear issue, which attracted worldwide attention, were held in Beijing.


It should be noted that the successful convening of the six-party talks was not easy to come by.


Since last October, the situation on the Korean Peninsula revolving around the nuclear issue has again been intensified. Regarding the DPRK nuclear issue, the principled positions and propositions of the DPRK and the U.S. were in conflict with each other, and the two sides came to a stalemate concerning the form of the talks. The continuous escalation of situation on the Korean Peninsula has attracted extensive attention of the international community. The Korean Peninsula and China are connected by common mountains and rivers. The maintenance of stability on the Peninsula not only has a bearing on the concrete interests of the DPRK and the ROK, but also directly affects the neighbouring peaceful envioronment of China, affects the peace and stability of Northeast Asia and even the entire Asia-Pasific region. Therefore, safeguarding peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula has always been a basic starting point for China to handle the Peninsula issues, including the nuclear issue. Regarding the DPRK nuclear issue, China doesn’t stand for the imposition of sanctions or pressure, and oppose the resort of war all the more. China sincerely hopes the nuclear issue can be solved through peaceful means. Therefore, the Chinese government has made unremitted efforts to promote peace and encourage talks. Since March this year, China has taken the initiative to conduct many rounds of diplomatic mediation. During the process, China was attentive to listen to opinions from all parties, especially those from the DPRK and the U.S. to seek common ground. Finally the Sino-DPRK-U.S. three-party talks were materialized in Beijing in April, making the first step toward the peaceful resolution of the nuclear issue through dialogue, bringing hope to the peaceful resolution of the nuclear issue.


After the three-party talks, China started a new round of diplomatic efforts, including summit meetings, talks on the phone, and shuttle visits of the envoys. Finally the idea of the six-party talks involving China, the DPRK, the ROK, the U.S., Russia and Japan took shape. Regarding the six-party talks, the general judgement of the public was: It was a historical opportunity, indicated the willingness of all sides to peacefully resolve conflicts through dialogue, and embodied the spirit of pursuing reconciliation and cooperation. China believes that the six-party talks were not only the continue and expansion of the three-party talks, but also a new start symbolizing an important step towards a peaceful resolution of the nuclear issue.


The six-party talks showed the political willingness of all parties to reach a peaceful resolution of the issue. All sides fully expressed their positions and developed some preliminary common understanding, laying a foundation for future talks. Through the talks, the six parties found some important common ground concerning the basic objectives, methods and directions for the resolution of the DPRK nuclear issue, including: 

-- to resolve the nuclear issue through peaceful means and dialogue, peace and stability should be maintained to achieve a lasting peace on the Peninsula;

-- while a nuclear-free Korean Peninsula shoule be realized, the security concerns of the DPRK should also be taken into consideration; 

-- all parties agree in principle to explore and establish an overall plan to resolve the nuclear issue in a just and reasonable manner in a simultaneous and incremental way; 

-- all parties agree to avoid any actions and words that may aggrevate the situation in the process of negotiations; 

-- dialogue should continue to establish trust, reduce differences, and broaden common ground; 

-- the six-party talks should continue and specific date and venue for the next round of talks should be decided through diplomatic channels as soon as possible.


It should be said, through this round of talks, the goal of the denulearization of the Peninsular has been established, the process for a peaceful resolution has started, the way of a simultaneous and incremental resolution of the nuclear issue has gained wide acceptance. All these have laid a necessary foundation for the next round of talks. Obviously the talks were beneficial and successful.


The public opinion believed that the successful convening of the six-party talks itself was an important achievement. It is gratifying to have achieved the above-mentioned common ground.


China believed that the six-party talks were a new exploration in handling security issues in the current international situation. As long as all parties make concerted efforts and discuss patiently, it will not be difficult to find the confluence of their respective interests finally.

China to Cut Troops by 200,000


On September 1, at the celebration marking the 50th anniversary of the founding of the National Defense Science and Technology University of the Chinese Liberation Army, Jiang Zemin, Chairman of the Central Military Commission(CMC) solemnly declared that the Chinese Communist Party Central Committee and the CMC had decided to further reduce the number of the PLA by 200,000 by the end of 2005, following the previous reduction of 500,000 during the period of 1996 to 2000.

(Continued  from  Page  20 )

We also have good reasons to worry about the further possible proliferation of WMD after the war, at least in a long run. The war might further complicate the process of dealing with the current proliferation hot spots. For those countries who have the intention or programs to pursue WMD, the lessons they draw from the Iraq war might be like this: you may not be rewarded by observing the non-proliferation regime and being cooperative with the verification process. The only way for self-defense is to become nuclear states.

Conclusion:

The Iraq war broke out allegedly because of WMD, but  ended up with no WMD being found, at least not till now. War is not a good answer to proliferation issues, let alone a preemptive war which lacks convincing reasons. If a proliferation issue is used as an excuse to achieve other purposes, the non-proliferation regime will be seriously damaged as well as the overall international security environment. Although the war was declared ended, there is still a need to make a careful, responsible review about it, for the benefit of the world in general and the United States in particular.

 (This article was completed in July 2003)

 Environmental Protection

The Forest Shelter Belts in 

North China Win International Prize


From the end of April to early May, the 11th Session of the UN Commission on Sustainable Development was convened at the headquarters of the UN. At the meeting, the forest shelter belts which are under construction in northern, northwestern and northeastern China gained high appraisal from the participants. Having been evaluated by 8 institutions and 27 world famous experts, Mr. Wang Chengzu, leader of the forest shelter belts project in north China, and director of the bureau in charge of the project was granted the Outstanding Contribution Prize for Global Ecological and Environmental Protection, with an aim to praise his contribution to the four phases of the project of the forest shelter construction in north China. Mr. Wang said the prize was an acknowledgement of the contributions made by the Chinese government and Chinese people, especially those workers, to the successful construction of such a large scale project which will benefit mankind as a whole.

    The construction of the shelter belts started in 1978. The area covers the western part of northeastern China, the northern part of north China and the most part of northwestern China, which has suffered from draught, sandy storm and soil erosion. Starting from  Heilongjiang Province in the east, and ending in Xinjiang Uygur autonomous region in the west, the total area of the belts is 409.9 square kilometres, covering 13 provinces, autonomous regions and municipalities, and 551 counties in north China. Accounting for 42.4% of the territory of China, this huge project is considered to be the number one ecological project in the world. The whole project will be accomplished in 3 stages which are subdivided into 8 periods of construction. According to the plan, more than 35.6 million hectors of land will be afforestated. While protecting the original forests and vegetation,  a huge forest shelter network with comprehensive functions, rational structures and stable systems will be built. After the completion of this project, the forest coverage ratio of north China will be increased from 5.05% to 14.95%, the desertification and water erosion in this region will be effectively controlled, and the ecology, and living & working conditions of the people will be improved dramatically. 

The forest shelter belts in north China have always attracted much  international attention, and have gained high appraisal as well. As early as 1987, the construction bureau of this project was awarded the medal of the world top 500.

          (Continued  to Page 33)

Hiroshima’s Summer of Peace

You Ningge

Hiroshima experienced one of the hottest spells in the past August. The rivers encircling Hiroshima’s Peace Park were shining under a blazing sun. The peace monuments in the city were surrounded by flowers and paper cranes. A group from Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament visited Japan at the invitation of the Japan Council against Atomic and Hydrogen Bombs (GENSUIKYO) this August. The GENSUIKYO hosted the 2003 world conference against A & H Bombs in Hiroshima and Nagasaki. That was a well-organized meeting which gave me deep impressions. I enjoyed very much the hospitality of our Japanese friends.

The themes of the conference were: 

act now for a world without nuclear weapons and war; 

let us prevent the use of nuclear weapons, oppose their development, and demand the total elimination of nuclear weapons;

and let us oppose the notion of pre-emption and defend the rule of world peace.

The world conference against atomic and hydrogen bombs has been organized by the GENSUIKYO each August since 1955. Because the United States and the United Kingdom launched a war in Iraq in March, the participants of the meeting strongly condemned the war and Bush administration’s pre-emptive policies. The American participants said in the conference that the Bush administration had spread great fear among American citizens, it had lied about the existence of WMD and about the links between nations and terrorist organizations. In this climate of fear, many Americans had been easily silenced and misled. The Bush administration’s drive were to control that region of the world, to take over Iraq natural resources, and to bring in U.S. corporations to rebuild the destruction they had created. Mr. Hiroshi TAKA, a Japanese leading peace activist, said that the Bush administration’s pursuit of hegemony was faced an unprecedented scale of resistance. He appealed to increase the action both at the grassroots level and in international politics to make the world nuclear-free and war-free in 2005.

As a representative of the CPAPD, I expressed my personal comments on some current global hot issues at the conference. The following are the main points:

Regarding the current international situation, the world is in an unprecedented historic period of profound changes with in-depth reconfiguration of various forces and the pattern of interests. The factors of traditional and non-traditional threats to security are interwoven, the damages caused by terrorism are rising, and the gap between the North and the South is further broadening. It should be noted that hegemonism, power politics and so-called “pre-emptive strategy” pursued by the Bush administration are bringing about new uncertainties to the world development. The world is far from tranquillity and mankind is confronted with grave challenges. The basic trend of the international situation in a period to come will be characterized by overall peace with local wars, overall relaxation with local tension, overall stability with local chaos. As peace workers, we believe that the world needs peace and it is a priority for all of us to pursue development in the course of maintaining peace and stability. 

Regarding the current international developments of arms control and disarmament, there is no denying the fact that the global strategy pursued by the American military establishment for hegemonic superiority influences the course of development of international peace, arms control and non-proliferation. On the one hand, the further build-up of its military advantages in defiance of the international arms control treaties and international laws has further  broadened the U.S. lead in strength over any possible potential adversary, on the other hand, the Bush military team has carried out pre-emptive operations or taken sanctions against countries hostile to the U.S. and used some international instruments and even American laws to reduce or eliminate any obstacles. This behaviour has created difficulties for the international arms control and disarmament process, which should draw our attention and concern.
Regarding the current trends in the Koizumi administration, on June 6, the House of Councillors gave green light to three related bills, known as Bills on Responding to Armed Attacks, on Amending the Self-defense Forces Law and on Amending the Law Governing the Security Council of Japan. On July 26, the House of Councillors passed another bill on Special Measures for Supporting the Iraqi Reconstruction allowing dispatch of self-defense personnel of about 1000 to Iraq in the coming October. These developments have aroused worries of other Asian countries that still remember the past, and have certainly undermined the security and stability in northeast Asia at large.

Regarding the world peace movement, it has reached a new high tide since the beginning of this year. It helps to hold back the unilateralism, hegemonism and pre-emptive strategy of the Bush administration. The world peace movement has broad prospects. China always advocates the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of nuclear weapons. Since the first day when it came into possession of nuclear weapons, China has unilaterally undertaken non-first use of nuclear weapons anytime and under any circumstances, and unconditionally undertaken not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon states or nuclear-weapon-free zones. China has actively supported international arms control and disarmament treaties, the multilateral arms control and disarmament process, and international non-proliferation efforts and consistently calls for broad participation of the international community in establishing and strengthening multilateral non-proliferation regimes.

The Chinese people were the victims of the Japanese militarism. It was the ordinary people who were the sufferers of both the conventional wars and the nuclear bombs. There is no doubt that the people all over the world should work together for totally banning and eliminating the nuclear weapons as well as other weapons of mass destruction, and to make unremitting efforts to build a more peaceful and better world.

(Continued  from  Page 30)

         Tasks for the Second Phase of the Natural Forest Protection Project Have Been Set

      In order to effectively control the ecological and environmental deterioration of the valleys of the Yangtz River and Yellow River, the State Administration of Forest has set the tasks and goals of the 7-year second phase of the natural forests protection project, following the completion of the 5-year first phase construction. By the year 2010, about 8.7 million  hec-


tares of forest will be added to the natural forest protection project.

        According to the State Administration of Forest, the total investment to the overall project is 119.6 billion yuan. In the coming years, the investment will be fulfilled gradually. Major efforts will be made to achieve breakthroughs in the following 4 areas, namely, increase forest recourses and the gross economic value, rationalize the industrial structure of state-owned forest areas, and raise employment rate and the per capita income of the workers. 

Some Deep Impressions about the 53rd Pugwash 

Annual Conference

Chen Huaifan

From July 17 to 21, 3 participants of the CPAPD attended the 53rd  Pugwash Annual Conference in Halifax and Pugwash, Nova Scotia, Canada. The theme of the Conference is Advancing Human Security: the Role of Technology and Politics. There were 6 working groups altogether, and issues upon nuclear weapons, weaponization of space and missile defenses, terrorism, human security, and environment were discussed. The participants expressed their concerns over human security which has been seriously challenged especially after 9.11. 

The first concern was about nuclear weapons. It was pointed out that the nuclear threat faced by  human beings was increasing. The U.S. nuclear policy, especially the Nuclear Posture Review was a major cause for nuclear proliferation and the likely use of nuclear weapons in the future.  The danger posed by nuclear weapons had never been so urgent since 1945. The second concern was about missile defenses and the weaponization of space. It was perceived that the Bush administration would unlikely to shift from its policy on pursuing missile defenses and currently would not accept any restrictions on deployment of  weapons in outer space. However, the huge effects of missile defenses upon regional security must be addressed and the urgency to prevent the weaponization of space must be realized by the international community. The third concern was about human security. There was a general sense that  human beings were approaching a crossroads. The current world was more divided, increasingly militarized and, arguably, more risky. Concerns over challenges to human security from terrorism and environmental degradation were also raised and possible initiatives were suggested.

In addition to plenary sessions and working group discussions held in Halifax, the local host also arranged an excursion to Pugwash. At “Thinker’s Lodge”, home of the late Cyrus Eaton, Pugwash’s most famous native son,  and the very birthplace of the Pugwash movement, the participants paid high tribute to the precursors of the peace movement. In 1957, at the height of Cold War, 22 famous scientists from the United States, Soviet Union, Japan, Britain, Canada, Australia, Austria, China, France and Poland gathered in “Thinker’s Lodge”, and agreed that preventing nuclear war was more important than politics or geography.  Pugwash movement was thus born in this beautiful village. The only scientist from China was Prof. Zhou Peiyuan, an esteemed physicist and the first President of Chinese People’s Association for Peace and Disarmament.  The CPAPD participants tried to trace back to the Cold War years, when Prof. Zhou was invited to Thinker’s Lodge and initiated this peace movement together with scientists from the West. The CPAPD    participants admired their courage and vision and their sense of responsibility for peace of human kind. At the sitting room facing the veranda, there was a beautiful wooden carving featuring a legendary Chinese fairy picking up herbs to cure diseases. From the caption we can tell that it was from the hometown of Prof. Zhou. It was quite likely that this piece of art was  a gift  which Prof. Zhou  presented  to the host about half a century ago. Years have gone by, the disease of nuclear weapons threatening the life of human beings has not been cured. Fortunately, the Pugwashites and the world people are still striving hard to search for the right medical herbs. 

Some Memorable Impressions of the

 Visit to Mongolia

Ma Ning


From September 2 to 9, in Mongolia’s golden season of early autumn, a 6-member delegation headed by Mr. Zhu Shanqing, former Vice President of the CPAPD paid a goodwill visit to Mongolia at the invitation of the Federation of Mongolian Peace and Friendship Organizations (FMPFO).


Mr. D. Bilegt, Mr. Dash-Erdene and Mr. Chimedtseye, our warmhearted hosts greeted us at the airport. Finally we were on the beautiful land of Mongolia. Our visit had been delayed for 3 months because of the SARS epidemic started in early spring in Beijing. On August 26, the last two SARS patients were discharged from the hospital in Beijing. So we arrived in Ulaanbaatar not only with the friendship of the Chinese people, but also with the confidence that we have succeeded in bringing the sudden and unexpected disaster under effective control.


During our stay in Ulaanbaatar, we were met by Mr. Tumur-ochir, President of the State Great Khural and Mr. Batbold, Vice Minister of the Foreign Ministry. We were met and entertained by Mr. Idevkhten, General Secretary of the Mongolian People’s Revolutionary Party. Mr. Batjargal, President of the FMPFO kindly held a welcoming reception for the delegation at which we met our old friends, Mr. Ligden, former President of the FMPFO and Mr. Khuu-Shaan. We were also happy to get to know Mr. Jantsannorov, President of the Mongolian Chinese Friendship Association (MCFA) and other new friends.


Besides Ulaanbaatar, the delegation toured Orkhon province and Darkhan-uul province in which we visited Erdenet Mining Corporation, Erdenet Carpet Corporation and a herdsman’s family. Mr. Dauletbai, governor of Orkhon province and Mr. Khayankhirvaa, governor of Darkhan-uul province met and entertained the delegation respectively.

Ulaanbaatar – a Pearl on the Mongolian Plateau


When the plane began to descend, we saw through the windows the continuous ups and downs of vast green mountains, decorated with mirror-like lakes and jade ribbon-like rivers. When the plane was closer to the ground, we could even see herds of cows, horses and sheep and sporadic white gers. Ulaanbaatar is right located on such a beautiful plateau, and the city itself is even more beautiful.

Ulaanbaatar is the capital of Mongolia, and it means “Red Hero City”. It has a history of more than 360 years and is situated in the Tuul River valley at an elevation of 1351 meters on the Mongolian Plateau. In the north and south of the city are stretches of mountains with evergreen pine trees. When we stood on the Bogd Khan Mountain in the south of the city, the best panorama of Ulaanbaatar was completely in front of us.

In the center of the capital, there is the Sukhbaatar Square with a space of 52 thousand square meters. In the middle of the square stands the statue of Sukhbaatar, leader of the revolution of the Mongolian people riding on a horse. To its north is the solemn and grand National Palace. In the east and west of the city are rows of modern residential buildings, mostly blue and white in color. On the slopes of the mountains in the north of the city, clouds and pearl-like white gers remind us of the country’s nomadic culture and heritage.

Ulaanbaatar is a place of both old and new. Ancient temples and modern buildings stand by each other. Imported cars and vans run like a stream in the streets. People can watch dozens of foreign TV channels at home. Fashionable ladies and stylish gentlemen walk in fast and confident rhythms. On the lawns of the two sides of the streets cows and sheep are leisurely grazing. Herdsmen in traditional Mongolian costumes stroll in the city on their horses. 


Mongolia is a much open society now,  keen to learn from the rest of the world. Maybe that’s the image the Mongolian top leadership is trying to build up in the world: going out and welcoming in. We wish Ulaanbaatar a brighter and happier future.

Stand on the Hill Overlooking Asia’s 

Largest Copper and Molybdenum Mine

On September 4, the delegation paid a one-day visit to Erdenet City of Orkhon province, Mongolia’s second largest city, and where Asia’s largest and the world’s tenth largest copper and molybdenum mine is located. Orkhon province plays a very important role in Mongolia. Its average annual GDP and export account for 30% and 40% of the national total respectively. 

Our car and van winded their way up to the top of a small hill. Displayed in front of us was a large opencast mining area, obviously dug from a mountain. Heavy-duty trucks were slowly moving up to the exit of the basin, filled with ore. The mine is managed by Erdenet Mining Corporation (EMC), a Mongolian-Russian joint venture. It started operation in 1978. Prior to it, Erdenet City was established in 1976 to serve the functioning of the Mine. In 1994, the area around Erdenet City was included to establish Orkhon province. 

Mongolia is a country rich in natural resources, but the shortage of technology and capital hinders its national development. The EMC joint venture is a good example for the exploration of Mongolia’s natural resources. Mongolia needs the help not only from Russia, the U.S., Japan, China, but also from the entire world.


On our way back to the hotel, we stopped and visited the Erdenet Carpet Corporation, one of the three largest carpet producers in Mongolia. We were dazzled by the varieties and designs of the colorful carpets. Seeing is believing. Go to Erdenet Carpet Corporation, and you can’t help buying some souvenirs.

Be Guests at a Herdsman’s Family


White gers, host and hostess in traditional Mongolian costumes, hand-made cheese, milk tea, lambs bleating in the courtyard, horses standing on the grassland not far away, we were overwhelmed by the traditional Mongolian culture. For us it’s culture, but for the family, it’s real life. Obviously this is a rich family, with two daughters and one son, it has two gers, a small wooden structured house, a few vehicles and dozens of heads of livestock. The guests and host had a very friendly and pleasant talk, until Mongolia’s famous “roast lamb” was served. When the pot was carried in and the lid removed, the room was instantly filled with the delicious smell of lamb. The taste really deserves its reputation. Once you tried it, you will never forget it.


After the meal, the host presented two horses (a symbolic ritual) to Mr. Zhu Shanqing, head of our delegation. Finally, the hospitable host invited us to see a traditional Mongolian performance, “horse lassoing”. A brave and energetic young man used whatever method, either on a running horse, or chasing on feet, to conquer an untamed horse with a lasso. People burst into cheers when the young man successfully managed to ride on a fierce horse without saddle. Time went by so fast. A happy day had to come to the end. After exchanging small gifts, we waved good-bye to each other and came back to Ulaanbaatar, bringing with us the friendship of the Mongolian family, and the sweet smile of their beautiful daughters. 


Although the lamb was delicious, we were told that not all Mongolian herdsmen families could afford to live such a life. Suffering from three years natural disaster since 2000 and partly due to the upgrading of poverty line, around one third of Mongolian people live under poverty line now. Improving livelihood of the ordinary people is a big challenge of the Mongolian government. We are very glad to know that the increase of GDP was 1.1% in 2000, 1.4% in 2001, 3.9% in 2002, and the figure would reach at around 5% or at least no less than the figure of last year by the end of 2003. 


It took China about 20 years to generally shake off poverty since the implementation of the reform and opening-up policy, and it took Vietnam about a decade to enter into a new historical period of industrialization and modernization since it began its renovation and opening-up cause in the mid 1980’s. We are sure Mongolia will one day realize its own dream, so long as it’s on the right way suitable to itself.

� Bush’s 2003 State of  the Union Address, January 28, 2003


� “His <Saddam’s>military planning allows for some of the weapons of mass destruction to be ready within 45 minutes of an order to use them.” --Tony Blair’s forward to the dossier on Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction, published on 24 September 2002. Http://news.independent.co.uk/uk/politics/story


� Neil Mackay, “Iraq: They told us Iraq had weapons of mass destruction, but they've found none. Were they lying?”, Sunday Herald, June 01,2003








� INESAP Information Bulletin No.21, April 2003 Page 6


� Ibid. Page4
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