[

E US-CHINA FORUM

miﬂ: http//www.us-chinaforum.org

1151578 : uschinaforum138@gmail.com

PXMER ER

HBEE : 8k REE ARE BEN KRN ®—RBRIX
BRF Biflis RXERUMR

BRED B

fa SR

RIS T
5110 1

HEEPSRHI LU T DRRIEMRRTA AR - TSARESZ it

g
# nBEAHIS®

EEERFEM

(HE Wf EFER BERAER
2 O L e e |3 = E =
» AR TR A Z R " BT

HEF "7y [EE ) -

NTE 1931 £ HAFE R E) 918
F=8 > AR PEEIL > NiEERE
BN " RNE " B R R
HEHy B - AR 84 IR ZS o B
IR AR HARIEMFE A

EFEHR BERAE Mg

178y " DU AR ﬁ“@ZT HAR

REFE HRA - 25 HANAR
Eu%”ﬂfﬁml "R R T s
» INIE DB R == 1 1E3RE]
BEEOVE T - IR - F
i [e] 220 P PERIPE AT E -

MERAE - BERE T 2 Ho
4Ly BB AR E > JRIE R LT
EEDHPR K3 TR £ ey 4
FER - MEMEEECRRE "
WFIATT SNFIHMT " YRR 2
RRAE " RS T SN " VR
R BREEA(R 2 BAlE o J\}\”‘
" BRI " SREE " By
T A H AR BEEE R " TR
A ETR > " BELEAR " !
A2 " HFFRE BRI " 0 AR
"B RS REE AT A EE
Fb o mgE o BRSO KERE
B T RR " SRR ES - K
fifi,/EINE 5000 2K AEH 2%(H 2
BT T EEE IERET B EE ?

HEAM > BESER T " EAK

R + EAIRATR " o AR
F7 oo A BEEHAE - Y

RE ARIRES - REAE 7 "

" AERLER " 0 1937— 1945 FEEE
EREUT HE/TED) - HE2
HEER > TEAEME > AT
ARG o MHE #1931 — 1937 ( Ji
—J\ B EEE ) 1Y 6 £ EAEE
B prHTENE > " HLESE
JEEE A1 RO TR T " SHE TR

)Ft

U}

e

R - PHEE A0 2= By ThRE > A
REAET AE KK - fligZ o

193137 - ShES i #5ET) &
PHNEE (@#BEAE F—HRIE
ETEEE ) © 1937—1945 > HIZ ER
BUGT [EDf (e <BEATT - ( HEK
sty " B REAE GG o - 3t
%ﬁ%ﬁ%#“‘ﬂz%%&{é " HEe
By AT IS o & KR o BAAl
= (S OE )

B /MR

~TE R~

PRI 1T By L)ﬂZTﬂE‘%@% TH
F‘BDFUT BFE ER0E " A —
BEHOD " By - !ﬁ%#ﬁm?ﬁ
HiE » AIRNEE By " IR BT UUEE " A

HEBEERESE - AlEE R
Vé JIE”* RN sET ey " BlF
" (HRERS) BF - BENEE
ETEMEER T A/ NETF - ZEDL
Ko WHILIELRIREE - BT - M
FEE EIHREEAK " PrHEE "
TAL P EB AR E o REE
2T NTHEFBENARA -

e IR SRERSE B A E R
H o HE WA - KEET E
Eb /NFE SR 2R o FrlL FM ferdh
A REGTHE " > (8 FEhL
B ) ERE (4FEPE ) 2 K
ME NER T ETE 0 BEE BR
LEEE 1F 2(E ( PiHERFE

@il
) b PRk o SATRER 7

R

S
7

FEEERRESONRE

BT R © Tk
R FIRELUR A FHETE(E + 2BRA
R ) - SRR
S RS - B - Rl
BB AL A
T i -

BB ST

RS~ FHIRSZHEZEINE - Bt
9‘134\%7“\ B FREE B R —IE

Ho B T EREE - B
(BT - BE T AR NERS
1&& » HEPER > A AER
I R IR RS i T
"SRR L CIHRDE - B EES R
B R BAS TR T — BRI &
= =y e S BV SN I RN N
BT IETRE RAVALA o MR =E55
fc& TEIFR TSRy EE K » P EiE
LT ERAE—PEE" - B > %FRT
HEINIMYEE RS SRR > AT
FRE IR T S AR R > T
B TS o Kl E SO R R i
AR SR AT B 22 - 020084 LAT&
SEREER X TR KRR > DA Al
BIRAETEZ HEEERE T -

BIRIHFREFEHE - TR
B AYEE =+ > AR 12
BhREREEXE  ANtE RS
BEBINE TEE > ALREFRE
FHASERIAT o S BE B R
et et T —EHET ARSE
FRIEUERIFT > FFR T FEHhER
ERG R - EEEETE T R(E
e RS EE) > T
SR - W RKHSNE T RAE -
B (TEEER) —SEEREEL
i TEEEEHAECEENE
JEE B85 -

g 0 BHIEARLITER ~ NEAT]

~ IRk Fo~

FRHIER TR AN SESP R 2T
Ay " SRR — i B 22 —r%Chnos fE
TRy THE B SR R AR AR YRGS -

Ry TR B E @E&%E’Jé%a 5
JEFREEH T VUE G AR 0k
HOTBURIREE B A SR AR > LA
ZF|THETHIGDPE L » LA RN
FRRZEE  FHE AT E B -

VY —Z2 4%\ T Mckinsey & CO.

ﬁﬁ’¢lmﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁEL
178 & » {fF 48 % % = 3% GDPHY
28096 - Bt ZR I 5 M 7 T M
gé’@%éiwmmaﬁxﬁﬁ

=

=K AR AR 4
FEESS o HEhEARERT - B
—IRE S A ETE R
BRI - AR EdhER
ERARE - FREEA TR —

H WEHRE - B2 TEEAS

AR S AR - Y
ﬂ“LE’Jmﬁ%’ZgEﬁ B —
#Lli ° AR o BRI EHIAE

TR g LS AERAL, » 1 L EERE B
Eﬂﬂ PETEZER  HEIREERE

Bk iamGDPHY 3 i = L AS S 82
=

J:ﬁ/\xzﬁ H A5 i i i By
A o A SRAESE A — AR i 4K
5@?‘9’\]?:3% s NG EYE EIEE — A
48 7% B 52 John Mauldin F1 Worth
Wray 4 B U HTF © A Great Leap
Forward? & FH U&7 5% E o i
= Z?éﬁﬁjiﬁﬂ’] Gy e B E S
B2 Y K E AR EEKR
FERESEHE A > AT ER
REWEAR SR - B

SEE *ﬁkﬁ/iﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂmh
F, e FREERTLELEE. 7
B S A A B R P S
bR REE BRI 1k, —H
HEBT RS EBNIE, HEIRH
LB HET Y, HARBETTA M "EE
FAoNIL" Ry, R E BRI,

R & B E B E £ IEE SO
ﬁ%lﬁ%‘%ﬁﬂ% R EBETEL

W, HABUNRAE S, {55%
RO REER MNGHEEBUA L
TREF "R HAG SR A T
fi] 17, 58 2% SCFE A ME L I B 1%
HAR R R EEHKE
G BERFHASRE S 2
ﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁféﬂ,u:“’ﬁzﬁxiﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ
O 2 B, SN2 RE RS &
JEBY, SCHURE SR EE, EUL%EB?E
K, et sBaEwERER 2
?‘Eﬁﬁé& 5] H AR BUF £ BB Bt

k.

Tﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁjt?\é‘ A HYE 21, A
A HANGERE LA IRAERIE.
ﬁi&?’zﬁ%!%ﬂﬁiﬁ%!xﬁﬁaﬁ

..?JZ'L-:'REx EB/BNE ? 5

ShNEE s, (HERIR TR ERTE,
AR R R Al 2 EE). N
HAZGR HRAIFFREEEE L
OREF "HIL" SR ARy B A
UhTE[E—8? SE H A H . LR
0 Ry H AR BUR Pl B e e e, E
FHEIAVRE, HEEFHE %

B BEIENER)?

EETTENIT, ZfERARET
"2 B Y BEEE. (E MY BEEE
OB HEBEER TR TR,
O A A A BRI R IS SR
"RRFIE PR IE S, R R H A
AN EEARIIER "RREES
FFEL". (REAMAEST ¥u MEZIK
> BRI AR AR, BRAE T %%
TELE 73????!%"@?%. 24y
" HIFER.

o B Z 5 R E AR EE Y
B, Ffrf H ABUF R R ZER
TREY RS 581 T 8 i " RO AR
FEHAEAR LGB T, 0]
DUREBRE S METTE B 8 EH)?
R H AR ENEETRIES

HEEY Ry (1 TEAE R (A H A% A,
Teti IREZERTRE TIK, M H &
fﬁﬁ%“k?ﬁkﬁ“ﬂ’] B, HE )*é%D
IESE? Rt TERENF-EE, &
7%*“'32 B, H A= HE Ik
EA) Ny I 1Sy

B AHERERRERIBE
& 52, TR O AE, SRR 5
Ry TP R T PR
SR TR ar LSRR, 5 R 2%
U T8 18 2 R OE R 1, RS BRI S
Bk, BRI FERE, BN
SEREE R PR T AT B G T
AR, G SN — By R H A E
"REFEAL £

it B AE BB AT
0 B {5 o A P D)
I G EEET I ARES
BLARHE WP H ARIEFTE
THVIS I N SRATIT LY.

TE BRI FT0E1%, (8B AT LAGR
EREREEE T BT LR
MR FFAE o B A S Y H A,
Al—ELZ A B LS, FERFEY
5 EFRISERIREED. EE
JFEBRAISP 80, BEE R, BB
LIPS BT PR A H AR A Y
H S

BB — S KIHD, FROLoARSE
HYEA, B DR TR R E &
H (B SR B ?

PR T B SORTTSCE AR EY - A

179 25 S5 36 o [ Y €78 i 3 R o AR

B (0 R BT A L
Em*ﬂz“”\ (A WAV EF‘IF“
BN AR EECGDPE T 5 0 2
% MEERVER IR - 20
B CRUR) o [FIRFETTHE—
B YRR - B ':F‘.ﬁ_ﬁébhj
DAZEF496 F506HYH 2R o 415RTHEE
EFHE SRR EE 93512/@5&%
R BUOR S E T AR B Y 1R

B
HE - FromEMry (Bue LIE
) PIREAER - WIEE S
e 1 o BR H AT AE IR A
T ETRE - AR V)R T B A A
B R E R AR SRS LIS AN
BACHIHEOR - FEAIHTFIAISE
RIS FEYEE RER
DS > s /b 3 R HY S fee 22
HIREES N YR} 7
& NGB GEES | VAN 2 Pl ) %

TULF—% BT =g
FERTEIRY = IS & - R RO
WNEAE Y — & R A i -
Tﬁwﬁﬂﬁaﬁ WIS B R B 4% -~ AR,

EHAZREE o £ L= KM
‘:F‘ AN A 3t 25 R R SZ A BEZA
SAREE - HECEAEFE/T

—PEER AR T o T —P&EL
i e B AR W N N OE &Y
& o BRI BRI P
" B EAE R R (BRI LR
wEhn o SRR E AR IR (7 EH
TV o BN HE IS R
OB Y S DUAR SR « B EE P AT
HIBE R R D & s 2 TR B T S -
i EERRE - PERY R LS 55
RO TERA - E(EHEE
HIE I LG i E R A T E
ARHE, -

FHIMATEREFINELE FAERAYE
SRR ¢ ARt e o P9 T E
R e Ry HEITEE 7 H &

AHEE T o HUE i%fm’ﬁ B ER Y I
75 o BT AR R U7 T P R AR

A B N o o % 117 R A T
TR B BAE 2 5 H Y35 R AE T s
fridsd iR - Bl > (ALY
) BIPGSERROH 6 H H - ] &
A R o BS54 S5
PSSR > Ry IR S0 T Y it R A
Mo A TR T
FTLASR - AEE TP 7" —
"HYZR (R SR > BAPTED By ZIEEK
R Z 5 - AR —HEEhE
&R RIS M > AR
Ay 22 25 B9 T AR AIHUS A AEBR )
R HY ~ k= A8 T AE T HY B R B
> B DA AT R A A 3% ZE B 52
AR o FTLA > & P BB E I a M
B S B R TSR B e
Pr 7 =EINIHAZSL - EREG T2
FREEMTER - BONRZE A
SEIRIMHE - & A - FAIAH
5 ES R FHEERAVEEH
IR o R — i — R R
EPI%EEEI’J%%%E%”}E%%%&E@@J
77 o It BT A A 2 B Y
KOBATFIEE - MRS RV — R

R 14 4 I EAE BREL

He o g L3R — LLE AU K

Obama's China Policy and Looking Beyond 2016

The U.S. has been the world's promoter of democracy, freedom
and capitalism since the end of WW II. For the past 70 years, the U.S. has
conducted her foreign policies under such a banner (DFC) with varying
degree of rigor ranging from modest soft power influence to militant
'regime change' strategy. The end of Cold War, the collapse of Soviet
Union, could be considered a major victory, but the DFC banner seems to
be tarnished by various events such as 'color movements' taking place
along the way. First of all, democracy has not been an assurance to a stable
prosperous nation. Many examples of South American countries, EU and
the Asian nations including even the U.S., have shown that limitations of
making progress for a 'democratic society' and its inability in reducing
wealth gap in the society. As for capitalism, many nations in the world,
communist countries included, have adopted capitalism but with serious
reservations and necessary dosages of socialistic modifications, practiced
by the U.S. herself. As for freedom, the principal element is really the
freedom of speech and mobility; all human rights, religious rights etc are
visible and measurable via freedom of mobility and communication. The
migration to cities from rural areas and immigration issues involving
people moving to countries with better economic conditions indicate that
mobility is more a social problem rather than a political freedom issue.
With the advent of Internet, the freedom of communication has soared
tremendously in the world, in China, particularly, with voices of hundreds
of millions expressed daily, barring those concerning sensitive national
security or anti-government opinions. On the other hand, the U.S. has
found necessary to monitor citizens' communication (in violation of
privacy rights) for security concerns caused by international terrorism.

The U.S. is still the most liberal country in media freedom; she
has more publications than any other country in the world especially in the
domain of national security and foreign policies, although many not be as
independent as they claimed. Information overload has become a serious
burden to citizens; however having more is still better than having less
provided people are willing to digest the different views to avoid being
brain washed. Foreign Affairs, a prestigious magazine, recently published
a special issue, entitled Obama's World - Judging His Foreign Policy
Record. In this September/October 2015 issue, it contains an essay, Obama
and Asia - Confronting the China Challenge, authored by Thomas J.
Christensen, a Princeton professor and the author of The China Challenge:
Shaping the Choices of a Rising Power (Norton, 2015). Prof. Christensen
had served as the U.S. Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian
and Pacific Affairs, a valuable experience for him to write a review on
Obama's China Policy record. As American citizens are going to elect a
new President in 2016, it is timely for us to discuss the important U.S.
China policy topic with reference to Christensen's review article.
Let's first summarizes Prof. Christensen's main points with check marks in
mind, right, wrong or debatable, then we will offer additional analyses and
comments if appropriate.

Mainstream and Organic
Dr. Wordman

Christensen rightly pointed out that China poses challenges
to the U.S.; and China is powerful enough to be influential in the
stability of East Asia and important enough to be relevant in solving
global problems. Christensen acknowledged that President Bush
ended his term heading the China policy to a right direction and
President Obama made some progress with a mixed record. Obama
was effective in placing US presence in Asia and managed tension but
made mistake in rhetoric and in diplomacy with flip-flop languages
from 'pivot' to 'rebalance', from agreeing to respect each other's 'core
interest' (China's stability and territorial integrity and U.S. Anti-terror
and world security concern) to selling arms to Taiwan and meeting
Dalai Lama and from reassuring security to criticizing China's Internet
and blaming each other on hacking. In Christensen's view, the
tensions are up in the East and South China Sea but not manufactured
by the U.S. even though she held military exercises in those regions.
On global governance, Obama's record is also mixed: On the nuclear
issue with North Korea and Iran, China is getting warmer to South
Korea which may indicate China's inability to control North Korea.
China's increasing investment in North Korea certainly weakens the
US sanction (Note: perhaps the U.S. needs to understand China's
strategy better in the Korean Peninsula). In conclusion, Christensen
remarked that anytime the U.S. engaged in a regime change, China
stopped supporting the U.S. in international affairs (e.g. nuclear,
Qaddafi, Kim, ...) which should be noted. A bright spot in U.S.-China
relation is on climate change with quantitative expectation as a result
of mutual internal pressure (Note: Common interests between the U.S.
and China, particularly on issues the people of two nations care about
do exist. Leaders and politicians should stay away from rhetoric but
listen to what people say!)

After reading the Foreign Affair's issue and Christensen's
review on China Policy, I could not help raising some fundamental
questions. First, is it correct for the U.S. to assume that the China
challenge is a national security issue as we did on Russia? Is China
really the destabilizing element in Asia or as the U.S. making her to
be? For decades, there were no serious confrontations in the East and
South China seas. It was in 2010 Japan first arrested a Chinese fishing
boat that evolved into a series of drama including Japan's comic move
of purchasing those non-inhabitable rocks historically belonged to
China. The U.S. is fully aware of this yet cowardly or shrewdly
declares taking no position on this sovereignty issue, essentially
encouraging Japan to take more provocative actions, and further
condoning Japan by applying the article 5 of the US-Japan Defense
treaty to those rocks. On this issue, leaders should listen to the people

than follow the legacy think tank touting a fictitious enemy to drum up
arms race and military alliances leading to tension rather than solving
world problems. If one asks why is China making a big effort to
conduct a parade to commemorate the 70th anniversary of the ending
of WW II? The answer is simple, China is feeling insecure - the only
nation was invaded and victimized by so many countries, from the
West and the East, for so many years causing the world's biggest
economy to become the poorest population on earth for decades. Now
China is rising, what do the Chinese people see, they now have a
dream but they see their country being targeted as the enemy by the
U.S., worse by Japan even threatened by North Korea. Chinese people
are no more belligerent and warmongering than the American people,
why should they be targeted as the enemy? More than sarcastic is
China being targeted as enemy by Abe Shinzo, a bloodline descendent
of'a Japanese war criminal.

Another fundamental question is that why is China accused
of being reluctant to pay economic and political cost to deal with
world problems and to contribute to the global prosperity? This is
puzzling to the Chinese and American people alike. The Chinese
believe more in the United Nations than the U.S. does. China's grand
strategy of constructing a 'One Belt and One Route' connecting Asia to
Europe has every element for stimulating economic development of
half the world. China's foreign policy has been leaning far more
towards economic development than military alliances. Why should
the U.S. urge Japan to assume a larger role in global affairs in the
direction of escalating her military strength? To add more pressure on
an insecure China or to depend on Japanese troops to defend the U.S.,
a ludicrous logic in view of the historic facts how US-Japan fought
during WW 1II and how Japanese textbooks describes Pearl Harbor,
Nanking Massacre and the atomic bomb.

Finally, one questions why is the U.S. as the greatest power
in the world not willing or unable to manage the U.S.-China security
issue bilaterally without involving other nations? The U.S. has always
been assertive in conducting her foreign affairs. China has become
more assertive in a reactionary manner to provocation. In fact, China
openly regards the U.S. as the greatest nation and wishes to have a
friendly relation to avoid to be targeted as the enemy. Is it that difficult
for the U.S. leader to deal with the Chinese leader in a frank and direct
manner? It can't be the language, since the Japanese language and
culture are probably more mystic than Chinese to Americans. This
Fall, when Chinese leader, Xi Jingping, who had studied in the U.S.
with fond memory and gratitude towards his American host family,
visits President Obama, we hope they will open a new page of China
policy to guide the U.S.-China relation onto a positive course.
As 2016 is approaching, the U.S. presidential campaign is warming up.
The China Policy should rank high on the candidates' minds. It is so
important for the candidates to leaf through the legacy pages of China
policy and cultivate a new constructive dialogue rather than blindly
iterating China bashing. The future of the U.S., China and the world
depends critically on the outcome of the 2016 election as I have
discussed in this column previously.
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