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On the Thought to Build a Community with a Shared Future for
Humanity, 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. To build a community with a shared future for
humanity is the strategic thought China has proposed in the 21st century,
concerning the trend of international relations and the development
direction for the human society in the future. The strengthening of global
interdependency, new challenges faced in global governance, and China’s
responsibility as a major power constitute the keynote of the current era.
The thought on building a community with a shared future for humanity
is mainly manifested in five aspects: a political view of lasting peace,
a security view of universal security, an economic view of common
prosperity, an open and inclusive view of civilization, and a view of clean
and beautiful ecology. China is both the initiator and practitioner of the
thought on building a community with a shared future for humanity, and
the solution provider for building a community with a shared future for
humanity, playing a central role in realizing this grand vision.

The US-Japan Alliance under the Trump Administration and Its
Future Development Trend, by Dr. Ling Shengli, Associate Professor
from the Institute of International Relations, China Foreign Affairs
University; and Liu Qi, Graduate Student from the Institute of International
Relations, China Foreign Affairs University. The US-Japan alliance is an
important pivot for the Asia-Pacific strategy of the United States, and its
adjustment and change will exert major impact on the regional situation.
Since coming into office, Trump’s foreign policy, influenced by both
internal and external situation, has been characterized by isolationism,
minorlateralism and transactionalism, which have brought some change
to the US-Japan alliance. Although the Asia-Pacific strategy of the Trump
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administration remains ambiguous, the US dependence on the US-Japan
alliance will not change. The development trend of the US-Japan alliance
will be deeply affected by such factors as geopolitics, the China factor,
defense sharing and trade frictions. Although the U.S. and Japan are in a
close relationship of alliance, their alliance is not developing in a linear
fashion, as the hard issues like trade frictions and defense sharing have
turned more outstanding after Trump came to power.

Rethinking the Trade Frictions between the U.S. and Japan—
A Historic Analysis from the Alliance Perspective, by Xie Ruochu,
Doctoral Student from the Department of Japanese Studies, Graduate
School of CASS; and Lyu Yaodong, Professor from the Department
of Japanese Studies, Graduate School of CASS, and Guest Researcher
of CPDS. Trade friction is a major issue that has always affected the
Japan-US relationship, while maintaining and developing the Japan-
US alliance cannot do without resolving this issue. By looking back
into history, we may find out that from a macro perspective, the Japan-
US alliance had provided the strategic support for the rapid economic
development of Japan, and at the same time set the stage for the trade
frictions between them, which have conversely affected the alliance; from
a micro perspective, the politicized trade frictions appearing under the US
dominance have gradually got out of the category of pure economy later
on to become an important way for the two countries to make transactions
of interests at multiple levels and in multiple domains. From this we can
see, for the U.S., initiating trade frictions has, in fact, already assumed a
strong color of political confrontation. So, China should take lessons from
the history of trade frictions between the U.S. and Japan, and remain on
guard against the U.S. forcing China to compromise its economic interests
by using political interests and other matters as a threat.

The 20th Anniversary of the Nuclear Tests by India and Pakistan:
Retrospect and Prospect, by Rong Ying, Vice President and Research
Fellow of China Institute of International Studies, and Guest Researcher
of CPDS. This year witnesses the 20th anniversary of the nuclear tests
by India and Pakistan. In May of 1998, India made five successive
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nuclear tests despite international opposition, while Pakistan followed
by making six consecutive nuclear tests at a stretch, indicating India and
Pakistan have entered a period of open nuclear confrontation. Over the
past 20 years, although India and Pakistan have made no new nuclear
tests, and concentrated their efforts on nuclear diplomacy to make the
international community to accept their status as nuclear states, the
nuclear arsenals of India and Pakistan are growing, and their nuclear
confrontation is rising steadily. This year marks the 50th anniversary of
the signing of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. Looking back into
the 20 years history of nuclear arms development by India and Pakistan
is of great and realistic significance for maintaining regional peace
and stability in South Asia, and safeguarding the global nuclear non-
proliferation regime based on the NPT.

The Security Cooperation of India in the South China Sea:
Motivation, Measures and Prospect, by Dr. Pang Jingran, Lecturer
from the Luoyang School, PLA Information Engineering University. In
recent years, the South China Sea issue faces a new challenge posed by
the major power involvement. After the U.S. and Japan have got involved
in the South China Sea dispute, India has become another major power
from outside of the region that is trying to get involved in the South China
Sea issue. To counter-balance China’s growing influence and expand its
own sphere of interests, India has taken measures to boost its security
cooperation in the South China Sea by strengthening its naval deployment
toward the South China Sea, elevating its defense cooperation with the
ASEAN countries, and enhancing coordination with the U.S. and Japan on
the South China Sea issue. It is foreseeable that India will surely deepen
its security cooperation with countries related to the South China Sea.
Although this kind of cooperation will be confined to certain limits in the
short run, there will be uncertainties in the long run, which calls China to
work out counter-measures before hand.

The China-Vietnam Cooperation against the Background of the “Belt
and Road” Initiative: Status Quo and Prospect, by Dr. Qiu Puyan,
Lecturer from the Department of History, Zhengzhou University, and
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Researcher of Zhengzhou University sub-Center, Collaborative Innovation
Center for Territorial Sovereignty and Maritime Rights. Vietnam is one
of the most important neighbors of China and the biggest trade partner
of China along the Belt and Road. Since the “Belt and Road” initiative
was proposed, economic cooperation between China and Vietnam has
made substantial progress, with not only the “Belt and Road” initiative
strategically synergized with Vietnam’s “Two Corridors and One Loop”
concept, but also the China-Vietnam cooperation operating effectively
under the “Lantsang-Mekong Cooperation Mechanism”. Although
complicated historic and realistic factors have threatened the stability of
the China-Vietnam relationship in recent years, the complementary nature
of the economic structures of the two countries has offered a huge space
for the bilateral cooperation. Moreover, the unique geo features and the
multiple cooperation mechanisms have ensured long-term stability of
the China-Vietnam economic cooperation, while the achievements of the
economic cooperation will conversely further boost the overall stability of
the bilateral relationship.

The Driving Force, Process and Characteristics of China’s Local
Governments in Participating in the China-ASEAN Cooperation, by
Yang Xiangzhang, Assistant Research Fellow from Center for China’s
Neighbor Diplomacy and the Institute of Myanmar Studies, Yunnan
University. Since China and ASEAN established dialog mechanism in
1991, the Chinese local governments have played an important role in
the bilateral cooperation, with the ASEAN countries becoming major
external economic cooperation partners of the Chinese local governments,
as participating in the China-ASEAN cooperation is an effective way and
natural choice to boost local development in China. The participation
of the Chinese local governments in the China-ASEAN cooperation has
undergone three phases, namely passive implementation of policy, active
participation, and positively coordinating with the central government to
speed up the cooperation process, characterized by diversity, imbalance and
a combination of competition with cooperation. Since the 18th National
Congress of the CPC, the Chinese central leadership has attached great
importance to the peripheral diplomacy, strengthened the coordination
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between the central government and the local governments, coordinated
and balanced the interests and roles among different local governments,
emphasized the awareness of the local governments to serve the overall
national diplomacy, and given a full play to the local governments
along the Chinese border, which will lead the way for the Chinese local
governments to participate in the China-ASEAN cooperation in the future,
and is also the natural demand for building the China-ASEAN community
with a shared future.

China’s Strategic Choice of Building the “Silk Road on Ice”—
A Study Based on the SWOT Analysis Method, by Zhang Mujin,
Graduate Student from China Institute of Boundary and Ocean Studies,
Wuhan University; and Wang Chenguang, Doctoral Student from
China Institute of Boundary and Ocean Studies, Wuhan University.
Both authors are researchers of Collaborative Innovation Center for
Territorial Sovereignty and Maritime Rights, Wuhan University; and
Center for National Governance and Public Policy Studies, Wuhan
University. With the speedy change of the natural environment in
the Arctic, the exploitation and utilization of the natural resources
in the Arctic are gradually becoming possible. As the biggest Arctic
country, Russia is actively developing its Arctic regions and seeking
China’s support in this regard in recent years to promote its economic
development and respond to the sanctions imposed by the West. In 2017,
China and Russia proposed to jointly build the “Silk Road on Ice”, a
strategic endeavor to incorporate the Arctic development into the “Belt
and Road” initiative and deepen the Sino-Russia cooperation in the
Arctic. This paper used the SWOT analysis method from the strategic
management to study the internal and external environment for China to
build the “Silk Road on Ice”. As the study shows, it is better for China
to adopt an opportunistic strategy at present for building the “Silk Road
on Ice” to overcome its own inferiority by capitalizing on the external
opportunities so as to realize the transition to the facilitative strategy.
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On the Thought to Build a Community
with a Shared Future for Humanity

By Chen Jimin

To build a community with a shared future for humanity is the strategic
thought China has proposed in the 21st century, concerning the trend of
international relations and the development direction for the human society in
the future. This thought is proposed on the basis of a calm evaluation of the
opportunities and challenges currently facing the international community, a
deep grasp of the major features of the contemporary age, and an objective
summary of the development experiences and lessons from human history.
The thought on building a community with shared future for humanity is
an important component of Xi Jinping’s thought on socialism with Chinese
characteristics for the new era, providing guidance not only for China’s
domestic political, economic and social development, but also for the
formulation and implementation of China’s international strategy.

I.The Historical Background for Proposing the Thought on
Building a Community with a Shared Future
for Humanity and Its Major Connotation

To understand the thought on building a community with a shared future for
humanity, we must make clear the historical background that gives birth to this
thought.

First, global interdependency has made the future of humanity inextricably
linked. A high degree of interdependence is one of the chief features of the
current age, which manifests itself in three aspects: A. Interdependence in
development. Presently, the development opportunities and prospects of all
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countries in the world are correlated, and no country can achieve development
without getting involved with other countries in the world. B. Coexistence
of risks and challenges. The transnational and linkage nature of risks and
challenges has determined that no country in the contemporary world can
cope with the challenges facing mankind alone, and all countries of the world
need to jointly face the challenges as well as safeguard and promote the world
peace and development in a responsible spirit. C. Mutual blending of topics for
discussion. In the world today, the boundary is blurring in topics for discussion
in political, economic, security, cultural and S&T fields, while their mutual
blending and interchangeability have been enhanced, easily giving rise to
“resonance effect”.

Second, the global governance system calls for transformation and
development. The current global governance system is based on a series of
international mechanisms, norms, rules and models established under the
dominance of the Western countries in the wake of the Second World War.
However, with the change of times, the existing international mechanisms
have exposed major defects, as international power allocation has changed and
global challenges are getting severe, which are seen mainly in two respects:
on the one hand, the existing global governance system is unable to reflect
the reality of international political and economic development. Only to take
the global economic governance mechanism for example, the contribution
rate of the emerging market economies and the developing countries to global
economic growth has currently reached 80 percent, while their representation
and voice in the framework of global governance system can hardly match the
contribution they have made to the world economic growth. On the other hand,
the existing global governance system cannot effectively cope with the common
challenges facing mankind, with the incidents of global governance failures
frequently occurring. On this account, the international community is urgently
calling for new global governance concepts, the establishment of a fairer and
more reasonable new international order, and opening up a brighter future for
human development.

Third, China has the will and ability to “make relatively great contribution
to mankind”. The proposition of the thought on building a community with a
shared future for humanity is closely associated with China’s responsibility as
a major power, which rests at least on two bases: A. The mission responsibility
of the Chinese communists. It is just because the Chinese communists have
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always upheld the concept of “making greater contributions to mankind”, that
China has focused on the world development and the future of the human
society, while making self-development, and proposed the thought on building
a community with a shared future for humanity B. The elevation of China’s
comprehensive strength. If the mission responsibility of the Chinese communists
is said to provide the aspiration for the proposition of the thought on building
a community with a shared future for humanity, the elevation of China’s
comprehensive strength has laid the realistic foundation and offered the material
preparation. Presently, China has become the second largest economy, the largest
industrialized nation, the largest trading country in goods, and the country
with the largest foreign exchange reserve of the world. From 2013 to 2017, the
average contribution rate of the Chinese economy to the growth of the world
economy exceeded 30 percent, making China the major driver of the world
economic growth.

Against such backdrop, China has taken the lead in proposing the thought
on building a community with a shared future for humanity, whose major
connotation may be understood and explained in five aspects, namely a political
view of lasting peace, a security view of universal security, an economic view
of common prosperity, an open and inclusive view of civilization, and a view of
clean and beautiful ecology.

ll.China’s Practice in Building a Community
with a Shared Future for Humanity

China is not only the initiator of the thought on building a community with
a shared future for humanity, but also an active practitioner of this grand
endeavor, showing the responsibility as a major power with concrete actions.
On the level of international strategy, China has made persistent efforts in the
following areas:

First, insisting on the path of peaceful development. From 2003 on, the
Chinese central leadership then, such as Hu Jintao and Wen Jiabao, elaborated
on the concepts of “peaceful rising” and “peaceful development” on many
occasions. The new Party Central Committee with Xi Jinping at the core
has further enriched and developed the strategic thought of the “peaceful
development path” in accordance with the features of the era and the change
of situation, based on inheritance and continuation, which is manifested in
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three aspects: A. Making it clear that the peaceful development path is China’s
strategic choice. B. Stressing that the peaceful development path has an
equivalence nature, namely China follows a path of peaceful development,
while expecting other countries to do the same. C. Elaborating on the dialectical
unity relationship between peaceful development and safeguarding China’s
national interests, namely China sticks to the path of peaceful development,
but will never give up its legitimate rights, nor would it compromise its core
national interests.

Second, building a global partnership network. China has taken the lead
among the major powers to make establishing partnership the guiding principle
for interstate communication, insisting on “dialog rather than confrontation
and partnership rather than alliance”. Over the years, China has established
partnerships of various kinds with more than 80 countries and regional
organizations, with a global partnership network initially set up. Partnership
has set no imaginary enemies, nor is it directed at any third party, featuring the
nature of peace, equality and inclusiveness.

Third, promoting a new pattern of economic cooperation featuring
openness, win-win, and inclusive development. China has actively
advocated the development concepts internationally with equality, openness,
comprehensiveness and innovation at the core, and made important
contributions to promoting strong, sustainable and balanced economic growth
of the world by pushing other countries to strengthen their development
capacities, improve the environment for their national development, optimize
cooperation partnership, and perfect coordinating mechanism for development.

Fourth, actively promoting international cooperation under the “Belt and
Road” initiative. Since the “Belt and Road” initiative was proposed in 2013,
more than 100 countries and international organizations have actively joined in
this grand endeavor, with a large number of influential and symbolic projects
smoothly implemented. The proposition and steady advancement of the “Belt
and Road” initiative have highlighted the global vision and forging ahead of
China’s diplomacy today. Meanwhile, the “Belt and Road”, together with the
perfecting cooperation mechanisms associated with it, are the major public
goods China has contributed to the world in the new era.

Fifth, standing for a view of common, comprehensive, cooperative and
sustainable security. Theories of international relations believe, security is the
primary objective all the nation-states are seeking for. The views and concepts
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on security taken by various nations are important factors influencing the
security relations among them or even the overall international relations. Faced
with the regional hot-spots emerging one after another in the world and the
complicated global challenges of various kinds, China has stood for a view
of common, comprehensive, cooperative and sustainable security, following
a security path of joint construction, co-sharing and win-win with all other
countries of the world.

lll.China’s Blue Print for Building a Community
with a Shared Future for Humanity

There is no previous experience to learn in building a community with a shared
future for humanity. As a result, it calls for the role played by the international
community, especially the enthusiasm and initiative as well as strengthened
mutual trust, cooperation and coordination among the major powers.

First, to build a community with a shared future for humanity calls for
a change of the old thinking and establishing new ideas. The international
community should transcend the outmoded zero-sum mentality in international
relations as well as the dangerous cold war and hot war mindset. China seeks
peace rather than war, development rather than poverty, and cooperation rather
than confrontation, making great efforts to promote the construction of a
harmonious world featuring sustainable peace and common prosperity.

Second, to build a community with a shared future for humanity calls for
the perfection of the global governance system. There is an urgent need to
improve the representativeness, universality and effectiveness of the existing
global governance system, for which a global governance concept highlighting
mutual consultation, joint construction and co-sharing should be established
first. Moreover, the representativeness and voice of the developing countries in
international affairs should be gradually raised in practice. Only by doing so,
could a new global governance framework be established to reflect the reality
of the international political and economic changes, and cope with the emerging
new crises and challenges.

Third, to build a community with a shared future for humanity calls
for establishing a new type of international relations featuring mutual
respect, fairness and justice, and win-win cooperation. To forge a new type
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of international relations, we should first of all strengthen and improve the
existing international order and system with the UN Charter at the core.
Secondly, efforts should be made to continuously promote the democratization
of the international relations. China has insisted that all countries in the world,
big or small, strong or weak and rich or poor, are equal; the independence,
sovereignty and territorial integrity of all countries should be respected;
and the national security of every country should be respected and ensured.
Lastly, the major powers of the world are expected to really undertake
the historic responsibilities. Countries differ in capabilities and levels of
development, which means that individual countries should shoulder common
but differentiated responsibilities for the same objective. Therein, the major
powers are expected to play their unique roles, and make more and greater
contributions to world peace, stability, development and prosperity.

Fourth, to build a community with a shared future for humanity calls for
promoting exchange among different civilizations featuring harmony but not
the sameness, and all-embracing. To build a community with a shared future
for humanity, we should respect the diversity of the civilizations in the world,
and promote exchange and mingling among different civilizations, so as to
realize common prosperity of different civilizations. To respect the diversity of
civilizations, the most important thing is to respect the choice made by various
countries of their social systems and development paths. There is no universal,
changeless and one-size-for-all development model in the world, but ones that
best fit the national conditions of individual countries.

Fifth, to build a community with a shared future for humanity calls for
establishing a global ecosystem that emphasizes the reverence of nature and
green development to realize the harmonious coexistence of Human and
nature. Human and nature compose a life community. We must respect nature,
conform to nature, protect nature, and achieve harmonious coexistence between
Human and nature, as they are the fundamental guarantee for the sustainable
development of the world and integrated development of mankind.

(The author is Associate Professor from Institute for International Strategic

Studies of the Central Party School of the CPC. This article was received on
June 25, 2018.)
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The US-Japan Alliance under the
Trump Administration and Its
Future Development Trend

By Ling Shengh & Liv @/

s Japan is an important ally of the U.S. in the Asia-Pacific region, the
Aadjustment of the US-Japan alliance will influence the implementation
of the Asia-Pacific strategy of the U.S., and exert major impacts on regional
security and order of the Asia-Pacific as well as the global security landscape.
In dealing with this alliance, the Trump administration has followed a policy
highlighting “transactionalism”, which has brought about a “Trump shock” to
the US allies in the Asia-Pacific region, giving rise to the adjustment of the US-
Japan alliance. These new trends deserve our close attention.

I.The Basic Features of Trump’s Foreign Policy

To face the complex internal and external environment, what diplomatic concepts
Trump is to take and what foreign policy he is to make during his term of office
have attracted much attention. Having analyzed the foreign policy Trump has
pursued since coming to power, we have found the following four characteristics.

First, insisting on “America First”, highlighting a strong tendency of
isolationism. The internal and external policy orientation of the Trump
administration is seen as “domestic matters first”. Like his predecessors, Trump will
not give up the global hegemony of the U.S., but unlike his predecessors, he would
like to maintain the US global hegemony at a low cost. Relative to the international
rules and order, he has laid more emphasis on the strengthening of American real
strength, viewing the US power as the core basis for American hegemony.
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Second, pursuing a policy of “economy first”, with an emphasis on
“minorlateralism”. The chief goal of Trump’s economic policy is to revitalize
the American economy, create jobs, and reduce the trade deficit. Excessive
meanness of the Trump administration on economic and trade matters has given
rise to the adjustment of its economic and trade relations with the allies, likely
at the cost of security cooperation within the alliance. Internationally, the Trump
administration champions “unilateralism” and “minorlateralism”, withdrawing
from several important international agreements and organizations, such as the
TPP, the Paris Agreement, and the UNESCO, and preferring bilateral talks to
multilateral mechanisms. All of these have manifested the policy tendency of
“minorlateralism”.

Third, insisting on “realism” in foreign policy, featuring “opportunism”.
Trump’s foreign policy gives priority to practical interests at the expense of
ideology, facilitating the political operation of his power by linking various
issues in the foreign policy. Trump believes, a cooperation mechanism of “equal
rights and responsibilities” should be established between the U.S. and its
allies, with its allies sharing the US military expenditure and providing financial
support. This political thinking focusing on immediate benefits is characterized
by strong opportunism.

Fourth, managing the alliance by applying “transactionalism”, and shifting
burdens onto its allies. Since taking office, Trump has remained dependent
on the allies in his foreign policy, but he has attached greater importance to
American interests, and seen the security protection the U.S. provides its
allies as goods with prices. On issues relating either security or trade, the
Trump administration has demanded the allies undertake more costs and
responsibilities.

Il.The US-Japan Alliance under the Trump Administration

Since the beginning of the Trump administration, important members of the US
and Japanese governments have kept very close communication by exchanging
several visits and calling each other several times. However, the unique style
of Trump’s foreign policy has brought about a “Trump shock” to the US-Japan
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alliance. Although the U.S. and Japan have maintained close political, economic
and security cooperation, there are also differences existing between them.

In politics, since Trump taking office, the leaders of the U.S. and Japan
have maintained close communication through bilateral and multilateral
meetings and calling each other, with the trade and economic issues, the
bilateral alliance and the North Korean nuclear issue as the major topics of
their communication. The trade and economic issues mainly concern how to
reduce Japan’s trade surplus with the U.S., and renegotiation of the bilateral
trade agreements; on the alliance, the main issues relate to how to re-distribute
the rights and responsibilities within the alliance, and make Japan undertake
more responsibilities of the alliance; and on the North Korean nuclear issue, the
focus is on how to strengthen the joint response of the alliance to the issue. On
the whole, within the US-Japan alliance, the political communication has been
much strengthened since Trump coming to power, but differences exist between
them under the cover of their intimacy. In economic and security fields,
Trump’s “over-expectation” of Japan would be the source of trouble for the US-
Japan alliance.

In economy, the importance attached by the Trump administration to
economic issues has made the U.S. more concerned with its economic and trade
interests with the alliance, as seen: a) As soon as taking office, Trump declared
the withdrawal from the TPP, exerting a great impact on the Abenomics as it
is built on the TPP. b) The Trump administration has put pressures for several
times on Japan on the issue of its trade surplus with the U.S. despite the
US-Japan alliance, and raised the tariffs on parts of the steel and aluminum
products Japan exports to the United States. As the issue of trade frictions is
very important to the US-Japan alliance and concerns broad domestic interests
of both countries, it is very hard for the U.S. and Japan to properly resolve this
issue in the short run, while persistent trade frictions will bring difficulties to
the US-Japan alliance.

In security, the US-Japan security relationship is the keystone for the US-
Japan alliance. In recent years, the U.S and Japan have kept consulting each
other on sharing the responsibilities within the alliance, conducting overseas
military operations, and defending the Diaoyu Islands. Facing the higher US
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demand of Japan to undertake more responsibilities for defense, Japan will have
bigger space for military development, while the Self-Defense Force of Japan
will have opportunities to participate in overseas military operations. Moreover,
the U.S. and Japan have maintained very close coordination on the North
Korean nuclear issue. Although there are some differences existing between
the U.S. and Japan, the security cooperation within the alliance is continuing
to strengthen, which will bring about increasing impact on regional and even
global situation.

Since coming into office, Trump has given up the Asia-Pacific strategy of
his predecessor without working out his own, but the American dependence
on the alliance with Japan will be hard to change. The characters of the Trump
administration’s foreign policy have determined that the trade and economic
issue between the U.S. and Japan as well as the issue of sharing responsibilities
within the alliance are two issues that are bound to bring about frictions
between them. In addition, Trump’s intention to “encourage” Japan to increase
its military capabilities will give Japan bigger space for military development,
which will raise the influence of the alliance over the region and the world, but
at the same time increase the hardship of coordination within the alliance.

lll.The Reasons for the Trump Administration to
Adjust Its Policy toward Japan

The Trump administration’s adjustment of its Japanese policy is closely
associated with the internal and external environment facing the U.S., and
its overall policy orientation. Faced with an international environment and
domestic economic situation full of uncertainties, the U.S. has to maintain its
global hegemony by depending on cooperation with its allies, which has also
exerted a profound impact on the Trump administration’s adjustment of its
Japanese policy.

First, trying to get bigger support politically from Japan. In recent years, the
change in international power comparison has made the U.S. anxious about its
hegemonic position, wishing to strengthen its comprehensive national strength by
revitalizing domestic economy and enhancing the alliance with its allies. Since
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coming to office, Trump has intentionally promoted the Indo-Pacific strategy,
expanding the Asia-Pacific region into a broader Indo-Pacific region, hoping
to strengthen cooperation with allies and strategic partners so as to enhance the
influence and control of the U.S. over the Indo-Pacific region. Whether the Asia-
Pacific or the Indo-Pacific, Japan is a fatal ally of the U.S., as strengthening
alliance with Japan will be an important support to the US global hegemony.

Second, insisting on “America First” economically, that calls for the
improvement of trade relations with Japan. Trump is viewing the US economic
connection with the outside world from a perspective of economic nationalism,
giving more emphasis on fare trade rather than free trade, resulting in his
inclination to view the economic relations among nations from a zero-sum
perspective when formulating the US foreign policies. As Japan is both an
important ally and a major trade partner of the United States, the Trump
administration has to take great care in managing the security and economic
relations within the alliance, to address the issue of trade deficit with Japan
without weakening the US-Japan alliance.

Third, strengthening the alliance with Japan to “seek peace with strength”
in security. As Trump believed, military strength is the important foundation for
American hegemony. As an important strategic fulcrum of the U.S., Japan is a
key partner the U.S. seeks to build a strong military chain in the Asia-Pacific
region. When visiting Japan in November of 2017, Trump paid a special visit
to the American military base at Yukota, showing the importance he attached
to the US military forces stationed in Japan and the US-Japan alliance. The
strengthened US-Japan alliance will help the U.S. remain as the dominant force
in the Asia-Pacific region, and make its ability to maintain hegemony more
accordant with its goal.

IV.The Development Trend of the US-Japan Relationship
under the Trump Administration and Its Impact

Although there have been differences within the US-Japan alliance since
Trump taking office, their bilateral relations remain intimate on the whole.
As the American strategic interests remain as they used to be, the Trump
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administration cannot completely overturn the consistency and coherence of
the US foreign strategy. The political intention to keep the US dominance
in the international system will surely reflect itself in the foreign policy
of the Trump administration. In its policy toward Japan, the U.S. will take
providing protection as a bargaining chip to link different issues together
so as to streamline its trade relations with Japan, and strengthen the US-
Japan alliance. Although the US-Japan relationship is no longer adjusted
in accordance with the “Asia-Pacific rebalancing strategy”, Trump’s Asia-
Pacific alliance strategy does not change subversively, compared with the
one pursued by the Obama administration. As a major ally of the U.S. in the
Asia-Pacific region or in the world, the U.S. is in need to get Japan’s support.
From such important reports as the US National Security Strategy and the
US National Defense Strategy issued by the Trump administration, the Asia-
Pacific region still occupies an important position in the US national strategy.
In view of the importance attached by the Trump administration to the Asia-
Pacific region, the US-Japan alliance will definitely play an important role in
the Asia-Pacific strategy of the United States. Although the “America First”
and “transactionalism” insisted on by the Trump administration in its foreign
policy have brought about a “Trump shock™ to the relations between the U.S.
and Japan, the strengthening trend of the US-Japan alliance will not change.
With China’s growing strength posing greater challenges to the US-Japan
alliance, the China factor has become an important factor influencing the
US-Japan alliance. However, as there are differences existing on the policy
toward China within the alliance, China may exert influence over the US-
Japan alliance through diplomatic, economic and security means so as to
mitigate the pressure imposed by the US-Japan alliance on China’s rise.

(About the Authors: Dr. Ling Shengli is Associate Professor from the Institute

of International Relations, China Foreign Affairs University; and Liu Qi is
Graduate Student from the Institute of International Relations, China Foreign
Affairs University. This article was received on June 10, 2018.)
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