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ABSTRACTS

Viewing the International Significance of the 19th National
Congress of CPC from the Historic Height of Human Progress,
by Shi Yongming, Associate Research Fellow from China Institute of
International Studies and Guest Researcher of CPDS. The nature of
human development is making progress continuously, which is not only
the driving force for but also the goal of development. The process
of human development is very complicated. Since entering modern
history, Europe has made important progress in political system as well
as scientific and technological productivity, while capitalist production
mode has also brought with it savage aggression and expansion as well
as imperialist wars. In the wake of World War II, the major human
progress has been seen in establishing the basic principle of sovereign
equality and mutual nonaggression, which has laid the foundation for
further human progress. But since the end of the Cold War, the Western
countries led by the US have not only got trapped in the dilemma
of the end of history in cognition, but also turned the clock back in
political security, making human progress lose direction. Responding
to the important problems of the times, the report to the 19th National
Congress of CPC has not only elaborated on China’s basic experiences
and concepts in national rejuvenation centered on seeking progress and
drawn the blueprint for China’s future development, but also show the
direction for human progress. Nonetheless, for human as a community
with shared future, how to achieve development depends on the choice

of different nations.

Rethinking the “Period of Strategic Opportunity” in the New Era,

by Wang Dong, Associate Professor from School of International
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Studies, Peking University and Deputy Executive Director of China-
US Human and Cultural Exchange Research Base, Peking University.
In 2002, the report to the 16th National Congress of the CPC proposed,
“for our country, the first two decades of the 21st century are a period
of important strategic opportunity, which we must seize tightly and
which offers bright prospects.” This is the overall and fundamental
strategic judgment of our party on the basis of comprehensive and in-
depth analysis of the internal and external situation. Since entering the
new era, from the historic junction China is in as well as the internal
and external situation facing China, we can make such judgment that
China is still in the strategic opportunity period during which great
achievements can be made. The formation and continuation of the
strategic opportunity period not only depend on the domestic and
international objective factors, but also can be proactively shaped. To
take a firm hold of the strategic opportunity period, we must do our
own things well first; second, we must manage well our relations as
a rising power with the world, especially with the United States that
dominates the international systems and our neighbors; and last, we
must also actively participate in and provide guidance for the reforms

of global governance and the transformation of the global order.

The Indo-Pacific Strategy of the Trump Administration: Policy and
Limitation, by Chen Jimin, Associate Professor from the Institute for
International Strategic Studies of the Central Party School of the CPC
and Guest Researcher of CPDS. The Trump administration wishes to
realize its strategic vision of a free and open Indo-Pacific region by
promoting the synergy and merging of its alliance system with the
partnerships, deepening economic and trade relations on a fair and
reciprocal basis, advancing the pattern of military presence in an all-
round way centered on seeking peace with strength, and maintaining

a forward diplomatic presence. Nevertheless, this strategic vision will
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be restrained by the following factors: the governing philosophy of
America First pursued by the Trump administration will result in the
lack of internal dynamics to boost this strategy, the imperfectness of
Trump’s administrative team and the countries in the region “betting on
two sides” will result in the lack of implementation capacity to advance
this strategy, and the issue of coordination between advancing the Indo-

Pacific strategy and developing diplomatic relations with China.

A Review of Trump’s National Security Strategy, by Liu Chang,
Assistant Research Fellow from Department for Developing
Countries Studies, CIIS. The first National Security Strategy of the
Trump administration depicts in a campaign language to the world
a world order full of power politics and zero-sum game, and caught
in fierce competition as he has seen it, whose core concept is that
the American view of the world is changing fundamentally as the
engagement strategy that supported American diplomatic policies in
the past is collapsing and there is a need to use principled realism to
guide American diplomacy and define American national interests,
regional strategies and ways of conduct. Meanwhile, the unfriendly
attitude toward China found in this strategy may cast a shadow over
the development of China-US relationship and pose certain challenges
to China-US relationship on three levels, namely bilateral interaction,
regional competition and cooperation, and global governance. To
understand and grasp the changes in Trump administration’s views
over strategy, security and values revealed in this strategy will be of
great significance for us to know the governance style of the Trump
administration, engage in diplomacy with the US, and maintain the

overall development of China-US relationship.

On the Election of Japan’s 48th House of Representatives and the
Trend of the Abe Cabinet, by Xu Wansheng, Professor and Doctoral
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Supervisor from Information Engineering University, the Strategic
Support Force and Guest Researcher of CPDS. The election of the
48th House of Representatives of Japan was held ahead of time,
which was a political decision made by Prime Minister Shinzo Abe
based on such calculations that cabinet support was picking up, the
Liberal Democratic Party was at the leading edge, the Democratic
Progressive Party was on the downturn, and the emerging political
forces had not been surefooted yet, resulting in the division of the
Democratic Progressive Party and the hasty establishment of the
Party of Hope and the Constitutional Democratic Party. During the
election campaign, three forces, namely the two ruling parties (the
Liberal Democratic Party and the Komeito Party), the Party of Hope
and the Japan Restoration Party, and the Constitutional Democratic
Party, the Japanese Communist Party and the Social Democratic Party,
were locked in fierce contest over such policy issues as the rising of
consumption tax, nuclear power, and constitutional revision. Although
the victory of the ruling coalition might be attributed to many factors,
the weakness and division of the opposition parties could be taken
as the major cause, so that the voters could do nothing but voted for
the ruling coalition parties. As the Abe cabinet established after the
election takes on a long-term ruling situation, its policy tendency to
continue with the Abenomics, intensify the pressure on North Korea,

and promote constitutional revision are worthy of our close attention.

The Trend of Diplomatic Adjustment of the Abe Cabinet and the
Future China-Japan Relationship, by Dr. Sun Wenzhu, Assistant
Research Fellow from the Institute for Asia-Pacific Studies, CIIS. The
Japanese Liberal Democratic Party won the election of the House of
Representatives once again in October 2017, which brought hope for
Abe to stay firmly in power until 2021. After winning the election, Abe
has persistently implemented his established policy objectives, while
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adjusting his diplomatic policies. Hereinto, Japan’s policy toward the
US will change from “dancing to the US tone” to “active coordination”
and with regard to policies on international and regional issues, Japan
is trying to change itself from a “participant” to a “trendsetter”. Abe’s
China policy is also tending to be practical, but there is still a negative
side remaining. The diplomatic adjustment of the Abe administration
is not only a respond to the changing international and regional
landscape, but also an intent to meet the needs of promoting domestic
political agenda in a hasty way. The trend of Japanese diplomatic
adjustment offers an opportunity for the stable development of China-

Japan relationship.

The Middle East in 2017: Chaos without Order, by Li Yanan,
Assistant Research Fellow from the Institute of Middle East Studies,
CICIR. In 2017, the fragmentation of the geostrategic landscape was
deepening in the Middle East, while the new order was not in sight. The
Islamic State was accelerating the process of its demise, with problems
in regional governance again becoming prominent; contention for
borderland and vacuum became the focus, with conflicts presenting
a long-term trend; contradictions within the existing coalitions got
intensified with frequent signs of split crises; and the non-state actors
became stronger, demanding sovereignty division. The power balance
among regional powers changed without forming a new balance of
power in the region. Iran was steadily reaping the rewards from its
operations, consolidating the crescent belt and substituting offense with
defense; Saudi Arabia’s sense of crisis was rising, while re-organizing
the anti-Iran coalition without proper tactics; Turkey returned to
the Middle East and tried to ensure its core security interests, while
taking offense for defense. The game engaged in by major powers
outside the region changed from “dominance by one major power” to

“confrontation between two big powers”, which intensified the regional
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division. The new US administration adjusted its policy toward the
region, giving emphasis on containing Iran and counter-terrorism
with the strategic focus on containing Iran; Russia’s influence in the
region was rising and it stood up to the US in Syria, while making
great efforts to engage in partnerships in a profound way; “temporary
interest groups” imposed impacts on traditional alliance system with

division and realignment of various forces speeding up.

War and Peace on the Korean Peninsula, by Georgy Toloraya,
Professor from the Oriental Teaching and Researching Department of
the MGIMO and Director of the Center for Asian Strategic Studies
under the Institute of Economic Studies of the Russian Academy of
Sciences. The situation on the Korean Peninsula had been worsening
during the period from 2016 to 2017. Although this trend can be
attributed to such subjective factors as personal confrontation between
Trump and Kim Jong-un among others, the major cause lies in the fact
that the Korean War was not ended to the satisfaction of the US and
the ROK, namely destroying North Korea and taking up North Korea’s
land to unify the peninsula. North Korea’s choice is to reach a strategic
balance with the US by developing nuclear weapons and force its rival
to end the war in form, recognize North Korea’s status, and provide
security guarantee and development opportunities. Nonetheless, the US
is afraid that North Korea would assume a “sense of impunity” after
achieving its goals, further blackmail the allies of the US, and force
the US to compromise. Currently, the possibility to resolve the North
Korean issue by force cannot be excluded. The policies of Russia and
China are decisive factors to the healthy development of the US-DPRK

relations.
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Viewing the International Significance of
the 19th National Congress of CPC from
the Historical Height of Human Progress

By Shin Yongming

he 19th National Congress of CPC has once again set the direction and

path for the rejuvenation of the Chinese nation, which has caught the
world’s attention. The core concept embedded in the report to the 19th National
Congress of CPS is viewing China’s development as an important component
of human progress. Based on this concept, China’s development, in fact, is
playing two roles: on the one hand, to rejuvenate the ancient civilization in the
modernization process; and on the other hand, to explore new path for human
progress and find solution to the cognition dilemma of mankind, especially
to offer experiences for the developing countries to engage in independent
development. In another word, China will influence the world through
transforming itself and promote the progress and development of the world by
making progress. In this light, the successful convening of the 19th National
Congress of CPC will no doubt be of profound significance to the world
development.

I. Making Progress Is the Core Dynamic for and Goal of
Human Development

“Progress” of the human society mainly refers to the improvement of rationality
and civilization of mankind. The improvement of human cognition ability
makes it possible for mankind to make progress. In reality, if we observe and
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deal with domestic and international issues from the perspective of the overall
progress of mankind, we can find better solutions to many of the issues.

Human pursuit for happy lives is the core dynamic for “progress”, which is
mainly reflected in two aspects: first, to manage the relationship between Man
and nature and meet the material needs of mankind for survival by improving
productivity; second, to manage the relations between people and people, which
is mainly reflected in social establishment getting increasingly reasonable, and
the rising of rationality and morality of mankind. These two aspects are closely
interconnected. Human developed from using nature by hunting and gathering
for survival to shaping nature by producing necessities for survival, giving rise
to increasingly complicated social system of labor division and making the
composition of human society become more complicated. Progresses in these
two aspects are both mutual promoting and mutual checking, as productivity
gains call for the improvement of cognition of the natural world and the
progress of human social systems. Only when human cognition makes enough
progress, can they enter a new phase of development.

Not until about 2500 years ago, did mankind become aware of the
concept of “progress”, when both the East and the West began to transform
from unconscious progress to consciously seeking self-development. It
was in 1492 when the American continent and the American Indians were
discovered that Europe came to be truly aware of the significance of progress
empirically. Nevertheless, the fact that the North American Indians were
almost exterminated made us understood two things: first, mankind at least was
rather savage at that time; and second, when human history developed from a
regional one to a global one and contests appeared among civilizations, for any
civilization, no progress means crisis for its survival.

Il. The Process of Human Progress Is Tortuous and Complicated

Progress is made possible by the improvement of human cognition, which
should be a collective one rather than those from individuals and could usually
be obtained from social practice. As a result, progress is a complicated and
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repeated process of cognition rather than a straight forward one.

In the progress of Europe from Middle Ages to the modern society, changes
in three aspects had taken place: first, the form of national political power had
changed from theocracy and jura regalia to civil rights; second, the scientific
and technological development had brought economy into the industrialization
age; and third, the economic production mode had changed from natural
economy to capitalism. The capitalist production mode had basically adapted
to the development of industrialized productivity, but its operation principle
centered on profits chasing by capital, that had materialized the economic
system with which mankind met its material needs for survival completely
into the production system of profits, just like what Aristotle had said economy
was changed from a subsystem that served the society into a profit-making
machine. Therefore, the problems it has brought to the human society are
equally outstanding. In addition to the facts that periodical economic crises
exert huge impacts on society and the society has been torn up by polarization
of the rich and the poor as wealth concentrates in the hands of a few, the biggest
damage capitalism has brought on human progress is the colonial aggression
and expansion as well as imperialist wars. From the perspective of international
relations, the Western academia had developed a set of geostrategic theories
to control the world in the imperialist era, not only used by Hitler, but also
hazarding mankind until this day.

It is for this significant defect of capitalism that theories of socialism and
communism have emerged together with the development of capitalism as well
as movements and practice incited by these theories. The theory of socialism
believes that capitalism is a development stage which will be eventually
surpassed by socialism, as socialists are more concerned with human progress.
No matter how one appraises these theories and social practice, no one can
deny the fact that this progressive force had played an important and active
part in ending the two world wars and the Western colonialism. Whereas, the
principles of equality of sovereign states and mutual non-aggression established
after the Second World War had laid the foundation for human society to enter
a new stage of development.
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lll. The Post-war Order Offers a New Starting Point for
Human Progress

From the perspective of human progress, the post-war world has at least made
significant progress in three aspects. First, mankind has begun for the first time
in history to form a global system with sovereign states at the core. Second,
in the field of international relations, imperialism and colonialism have been
denied in theory, politics and even in international legal framework. Third, as
far as the basic form of nation-state is concerned, the form of states centered on
modernity and with civil rights at the core has been generally accepted.

The progress made in the wake of the Second World War was closely
associated with the emergence of the socialist camp: socialist movements
played an active role in forcing colonialism out of the stage of history; socialist
ideas also exerted significant influence on countries within the Western world.
In the post-war era, the Western countries absorbed a great deal of socialist
elements, growing from barbaric capitalism to welfare capitalism and fostering
a middle class to mitigate class antagonism.

Nonetheless, there were two major issues in the post-war world: one of
them was the confrontation between the East and the West, as the capitalist
camp pursued a Cold War policy toward the socialist camp; while the other
one was the South-North contradiction, as there was an unequal economic
relation between the developed nations and the developing countries. The East-
West confrontation could be said as the synthetic product of contention for
geopolitical interests and conflict between different ideologies, which has much
distorted the cognition of mankind and impeded the development of human
society till today. The South-North contradiction is more complicated. For the
numerous newly independent countries, it was not so easy for them to develop
from pre-industrial countries into modernized nations, as they were faced with
difficulties in political reconstruction as well as the choice of development path
and model. Internal division and external interference had made some of the
countries instable politically. Meanwhile, the industrialization of the developing
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countries inevitably called for the change of the world production system. In
this respect, the South-North contradiction became more intensified.

IV. The Bottleneck for Human “Progress” in Modern Times

Since the end of the Cold War, the world has experienced economic
advancement and political regression. The end of the Cold War has provided the
necessary political condition for the development of economic globalization,
which has become the mainstream of the world situation in the wake of the
Cold War. Nevertheless, the US wanted to turn back the clock in politics,
wishing to maintain forever the situation of dominance by the only superpower
emerged at the time. In 1992, the Harvard professor Fukuyama published his
monograph e End of History and the Last Man, in which he pointed out,
in human society, the “end of history rests with the democratic and liberal
capitalism”, reflecting that America had met with cognition bottleneck on the
issue of human progress.

Meanwhile, then US President Clinton proposed a national strategy
to ensure American hegemony and pursued a “neo-interventionist” policy
internationally, which was almost a folly ---- the US believed its so-called
“democracy” to be the highest state of human development, while trying to
set up an autocratic system that exalted America only in the world. The “neo-
interventionism” had created three major cognition paradoxes: to make peace
by waging wars (the hegemonic stability theory); to safeguard human rights
by creating humanitarian catastrophes (the supremacy of human rights); and to
promote democratic values in a tyrant way (the universal values).

These three paradoxes have imposed many negative impacts on human
progress. First, they have subverted the post-war world order that centered
on the principles of equality of sovereign states and mutual non-aggression.
Second, they have created unrivaled humanitarian disasters. Third, they have
offered political and geographical spaces for the development of international
terrorism. Fourth, the international violence done by the US government has
made its domestic cultural mindset backfired, as seen in the spread of violence,
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violent law-enforcement by the police and frequent occurrence of social
shooting incidents in America.

The conduct of the US in the wake of the Cold War has brought the human
history back to the era of Roman Empire. If the human history is just what
Fukuyama said, to end this darkness will make the future of mankind even dimmer.

From the perspective of human progress, the core bottleneck for global
development is that some of the major powers are still short of overall
cognition of mankind, whose behaviors abide by the principle of the supremacy
of individual benefits and take the zero-sum game as the basic form, without
understanding the truth that only when the human society as a whole makes
progress and development, can the individual nations, states or even individual
human beings have broader space for development.

V. The Significance of China’s Development for
the Cause of Human Progress

Having made clear the general context of the modern history and the status
quo of the world, we now turn back to the report to the 19th National Congress
of CPC. And then we can have a deeper understanding of the significance of
China’s development to the world progress.

A. Socialism with Chinese characteristics is the choice made by the
historic progress of China. Looking back on China’s civilization over 5000
years and looking into the prospect of the future modernization, the report to
19th National Congress of CPC has elaborated on China’s development path,
concepts, objective and modes in a systematic way.

China’s development clue in modern history is very clear. China, as a nation
with 5000 years’ splendid civilization history, had suffered deep bitterness after
the Opium War in 1840 because of the invasion of imperialism and colonialism.
Why countless dedicated patriots failed to save China? The reason lay in
their failure to find the right way to save China suitable for China’s national
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conditions, which made it impossible for them to call on and united the people.
During the First World War, it was the “October Revolution” in Russia that sent
the Marxism to China. The Communist Party of China born thereafter had found
the ideal and the way to achieve the ideal for the Chinese people by drawing on
Marxism and Leninism, and united and led the people to win the final victory.

Soon after the victory of the New Democratic Revolution, new China
established the basic system of socialism, as “our Party was deeply aware, to
achieve national rejuvenation, it was essential to establish an advanced social
system that fits China’s reality.” Impoverished and enfeebled, and under the
economic blockade by Western countries, China established the basic system
of socialism and advanced socialist construction, making it possible for China
to “complete the broadest and most profound social transformation in the
history of the Chinese nation and create the fundamental political conditions
and the institutional foundations for achieving all development and progress
in China today. Thus was made a great transition: the Chinese nation reversed
its fate from the continuous decline of modern times to steady progress toward
prosperity and strength.”

Reform and opening up is the “great new revolution in removing all
ideological and institutional barriers to our country and nation’s development,
and in embarking on the path of socialism with Chinese characteristics. Thus
was China able to stride ahead to catch up with the times.” The nature of
socialism is to make progress continuously. To seek development through
progress is the basic concept of China for development, as the report to the 19th
National Congress of CPC told us that the future Chinese development will be
a broader, more persistent and comprehensive process of social progress.

B. China’s peaceful development is closely related to the future of mankind.
The basic concept of China to seek progress through reform and development
through progress has determined that China’s development will be different
from the ways the Western countries rose in the past, as the rising of the West
in modern times took a development path of imperialist expansion. After World
War 11, as the West has not given up the imperialist mindset completely, it
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has viewed China’s rejuvenation and development with a mentality of the old
imperialist powers facing a new imperialist power.

China does not possibly seek development with an imperialist mindset. It
is first of all because the Chinese traditional culture does not accept Western
imperialist ideas. Even when China was the greatest power of the world in
the past, it did not pursue the policy of territorial expansion like the Roman
Empire. Secondly, the Chinese people were bullied in modern times by
imperialist and colonial powers, and in their long-term struggle against the
imperialist powers, they had cherished deep hatred of imperialism in their
culture and mentality. Thirdly, the basic theory of the Chinese revolution and
socialist construction has centered on the pursuit of equality within human
society, while the equality of sovereign states has also grown out of the basic
principle that all men are equal.

Just based on the basic cognition of human progress, the report to the 19th
National Congress of CPC pointed out, “the Communist Party of China strives
for both the wellbeing of the Chinese people and human progress. To make new
and greater contributions for mankind is our Party’s abiding mission”, “China
will continue to hold high the banner of peace, development, cooperation, and
mutual benefit, ---- to forge a new form of international relations featuring
mutual respect, fairness, justice, and win-win cooperation”, and called on the
“people of all countries to work together to build a community with a shared
future for humanity, to build an open, inclusive, clean, and beautiful world that
enjoys lasting peace, universal security, and common prosperity.”

The author is Associate Research Fellow from China Institute of
International Studies and Guest Researcher of CPDS. This article was received
on Nov. 22, 2017.
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Rethinking the “Period of Strategic
Opportunity” in the New Era

By Wang Dong

In 2002, the report to the 16th National Congress of the CPC proposed, “for
our country, the first two decades of the 21st century is a period of important
strategic opportunity for development, which we must seize tightly and which
offers bright prospects.” This is the overall and fundamental strategic judgment
of our party on the basis of comprehensive and in-depth analysis of the internal
and external situation. In 2012, the report to the 18th National Congress of the
CPC pointed out, “an examination of both the current international and domestic
environments shows that China remains in an important period of strategic
opportunities for its development, a period in which much can be achieved.”

Since the party and government made the strategic judgment of the
“period of important strategic opportunity for development”, China’s security
environment has undergone many profound changes. Particularly, after
taking office in 2008, the Obama administration of the US had been active
in promoting its “Asia-Pacific rebalancing” strategy, trying to shift the US
strategic focus eastward, which had imposed certain strategic pressure on China
and made the security environment in China’s neighborhood more complicated.
Currently, there are some debates on the “period of important strategic
opportunity for development” in China. Some analysts believed it is no good
to use the term of “period of strategic opportunity for development”, since
“period” may come to a close. The “20-year period of strategic opportunity for
development” proposed at the beginning of this century is coming to an end
with only 3 years left. There are still other analysts insisting that China cannot
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remain in a low profile any more, but dares to “show its muscles” instead, since
the US has “returned to East Asia” in a high profile and “shifted its strategic
focus” in recent years, taking an aim at China, while the Trump administration
continues with a strategy of offshore balancing on China, which has made the
contradiction between China and the US as a rising power and an established
power more pronounced and in reality put an end to the period of strategic
opportunity for development.

These views are more or less reasonable, but there are shortcomings with
them, as they reflected a supposition that the period of strategic opportunity
for development had derived from the US efforts to fight against terrorism that
kept the US too busy to care about the eastern part of the world, which enabled
China to “become wealthy without getting too much attention”; while in recent
years, the US has “shifted its strategic focus”, which has ended the period of
strategic opportunity for China. This may be a view too simplified to be true.
This author has deemed that the period of strategic opportunity for development
still exists in the new era, which is based on the following judgments:

A. The historic background against which the period of strategic
opportunity for development came into being has not changed. The trend of
globalization has evolved since the end of the Cold War, which has increased
the interdependence of nations in the world. Although the regional hotspots
have never stopped from cropping up, the international order has entered a
period of vibrant adjustment and new uncertainties are on the rise, the historic
trend of global multi-polarity and economic globalization has not been
changed, with peace and development remaining the theme of the world today
and the deep-rooted driving factors that boost the development of globalization
continuing to exist in the foreseeable future. These factors include: the design
of global communication infrastructure related to information revolution has
kept transforming; the global market of goods and services closely related with
the world information flow has continued to develop; the new global division
of labor promoted by the transnational corporations; the end of the Cold
War and the diffusion of democracy and consumer values on a global scale;
and immigration and population movement in the world connected with the
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changing of the economic demand model and demographic structure as well as
the worsening of the environment. The structural process composed of these
factors has created a compact mode of global interconnectivity. As a result, the
political communities as represented by nation-states have been incorporated
into complex structures composed of overlapping forces, relationships and
networks. As Chinese President Xi Jinping pointed out in his key-note speech
delivered at the Davos World Economic Forum in January of 2017, the trend
of economic globalization has not changed, as “economic globalization is the
natural demand of the development of social productivity and the inevitable
outcome of the advance of science and technology rather than artificially
created by someone or some nations.”

B. The rapid rise of China over the past decade or so has greatly raised
China’s national strength and international influence. In the foreseeable 20
years, the Chinese economy is expected to maintain the momentum of stable
growth through deepening reforms and opening up, transforming the mode
of economic development and giving a full play to the economic growth
potentials of China’s western regions. The continuous and significant rise of
China’s national strength and international influence will lay a solid foundation
and make it possible for China to maintain and extend the period of strategic
opportunity for a long time to come.

C. The American factors. It should be said that the US “Asia-Pacific
rebalancing” strategy is a return to the US strategic traditions of “offshore
balancing” pursued in the wake of the Second World War. Generally speaking,
since the end of the Cold War, confronted with the uncertainties brought about
by China’s rise, the US has pursued a hedging strategy mixed with such tactics
as engagement, guarding against, containment, checks and balances toward
China or a strategy of hedging against China. But hedging is not containment,
as it has mainly aimed at reducing the potential risks brought up by China’s
rising, shaping China’s preferences and conducts, and incorporating China into
the international system dominated by the United States. On the whole, the US
is willing to embrace China and encourage China to play more leading roles.
Of course, the US cognition of China threat has risen since 2009 as it believed
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China had became “assertive” on issues concerned with maritime territorial
disputes, resulting in the increase of the coercive factors like deterrence
and checks and balances in American hedging strategy toward China. Since
Trump coming to power, although the orientation of his internal and external
policies has tilted “inwards”, his Asia-Pacific policy is expected to be focused
on rebalancing without the label of rebalancing. In another word, the overall
US hedging strategy mixed with tactics of guarding against, containment and
checks and balances will not change fundamentally.

Therefore, the abovementioned factors have indicated that from the
perspective of China’s historic position as well as the domestic and international
situation China is facing, a judgment can be made that China is still in a period
of important strategic opportunity for development in the new era, during
which China can make great achievements. Nevertheless, the definition and
connotation of the period of strategic opportunity for development have to be re-
interpreted, as the formation and extension of the period of strategic opportunity
for development not only depend on the internal and external objective factors,
but also could be shaped forwardly. Moreover, when a nation is rising, its
ability to shape the period of strategic opportunity for development will grow
correspondingly. From a broader space-time coordinate, not only China is
presently facing a period of strategic opportunity for development, but other
rising powers in the history had also been confronted with the issue of how to
take hold of the period of strategic opportunity for development, with some
nations having taken the opportunity and others failing to do so, such as Germany
in the post-Bismark era and America in the second half of the 19 century.

Chinese President Xi Jinping has attached great importance to the issue of
period of strategic opportunity for development. In recent years, he pointed
out several times that the period of strategic opportunity for development still
exists, reiterating that we should preserve, make best use of and prolong the
period of strategic opportunity for development. President Xi Jinping stressed
at the Central Economic Work Conference in 2014, “although our economic
development has entered new normal, it has not changed our judgment that
China is still in the period of important strategic opportunity for development
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during which we can make great achievements, but rather changed the
connotation and conditions of the period of important strategic opportunity
for development”, making it clear that China should find, seek for and make
best use of the period of opportunity for development under new internal and
external circumstances. In November of the same year, President Xi Jinping
pointed out when addressing the Central Foreign Affairs Work Conference,
“China is still in the period of important strategic opportunity for development
during which we can make great achievements. Our biggest opportunity is
we are growing and becoming stronger, meanwhile laying store by risks and
challenges of various kinds, and being good at turning risks into opportunities
and getting out of harm’s way”, stressing once again on the importance of being
adept at finding and creating opportunities. In February of 2017, President
Xi Jinping demanded at the National Security Work Conference that national
security work should “be schemed against the general background of the period
of important strategic opportunity for our development”. It can be said that the
important elaborations made by President Xi Jinping over the past few years
on the “period of strategic opportunity for development” have composed an
important element of his diplomatic thoughts for a new era.

President Xi Jinping pointed out that it is our greatest dream in China’s
modern history to realize the great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation. In
this sense, the period of strategic opportunity for development should serve
the China dream and the goal of China’s peaceful development and great
rejuvenation. Over the past 30 years since China began reforms and opening up,
China’s national strength has been greatly enhanced, and China’s international
status and influence have no longer been what they used to be, but the growth
of national strength itself does not naturally ensure the extension of the period
of strategic opportunity for development. After China’s national strength has
been boosted, what foreign strategy or policy it should pursue will to a large
extent influence the response of the world to China, which will determine
whether the period of strategic opportunity for China could be prolonged. In
another word, as the period of strategic opportunity for development is an
integral part of China’s overall external strategy, our reflection on the period of
strategic opportunity for development should be in line with this grand premise.
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To take hold of the period of strategic opportunity for development in the
new era, we should first of all do our things well and secondly manage well the
relations between a rising China and the World, particularly the relations with
neighboring countries, which could be summed up as “two adheres and two
mores”, namely firmly adhere to reforms and opening up and firmly adhere to
the strategy of peaceful development and win-win cooperation; meanwhile,
the more we develop and the stronger we become, the more we should
remain modest and prudent. So long as China sticks to the path of peaceful
development, the period of strategic opportunity for development will be
maintained and prolonged.

To be specific, first, well manage the relations with the US that dominates
the existing international systems, and keep the security dilemma between
China and the US from further deepening so as to get away from the
Thucydides trap. Stable and cooperative relationship between China and the
US is an important foundation for China to develop peacefully in 20 to 30
years or more to come in the future, which has called us to analyze with a spirit
of seeking truth from facts the US strategic intentions and actions, correctly
understand the intents and objectives of the US on the issues of the South and
East China Seas, and resolutely safeguard China’s sovereignty and territorial
integrity, while balancing well the relations among sovereignty, security and
development to avoid simplistic judgment and reaction. We should also respond
properly to the strategic trend of the US in the Asia-Pacific region, and expand
the convergence of interests between China and the US through strengthening
cooperation with the US on regional and international affairs as well as on
security agendas, so as to enhance mutual trust and avoid strategic hostility
between China and the US as well as lower the mentality of the countries
within the region to take advantage from the contradictions between China and
the United States.

Second, manage well China’s relations with its neighbors. Neighboring
diplomacy is an important component of China’s major power diplomacy with
Chinese characteristics, which has been committed to the idea of neighboring
diplomacy of amity, sincerity, mutual benefit and inclusiveness, intended to
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build a community with a shared future with the neighboring countries, upheld
the principle of forging friendship and partnership with the neighbors, persisted
in bringing harmony, security and prosperity to the neighbors, and intended to
deepen win-win cooperation and interconnectivity with neighboring countries.
While resolutely preserving our national sovereignty, security and development
interests, we should also make efforts to promote political relations with the
neighboring countries, strengthen economic ties, deepen security cooperation,
engage in closer cultural communication, and consolidate the awareness of the
neighboring countries on the community with a shared future to make China’s
neighboring region a strategic basis for its peaceful development.

Third, against the background that the international landscape and order
are currently undergoing profound adjustment, division and transformation,
we should take the global governance and the Belt and Road Initiative as the
breakthrough point and grip, actively propose China’s solutions, raise China’s
discourse power and influence in global governance, uplift China’s ability
to shape international rules and order, and increase the recognition of the
international community over China’s influence and leadership.

All in all, in the light of the new international situation, how to rationally
and soberly analyze the international situation as well as the opportunities
and challenges presented by the global situation, manage well the relationship
between domestic and international situation, turn the unfavorable conditions
into favorable ones, meet the various kinds of challenges emerging in the course
of China further rising to become a power of global leadership and turn them
into favorable opportunities for China’s development, and positively shape the
future “period of strategic opportunity for development” for China are all what
China’s diplomatic work in the new era has called for.

(The author is Associate Professor from School of International Studies,
Peking University and Deputy Executive Director of China-US Human and
Cultural Exchange Research Base, Peking University. This article was received
on Dec.10, 2017.)
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