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The South China Sea Issue: Analysis of the Fourth Representation of Deep —level
Structural Strategic Contradiction between China and Japan / Cai Liang / 54

The key of improving Sino—Japanese relations at this stage is how to build the bilateral
relationship according to the requirements of the new era while this does not mean that the
two countries should ignore the existing sensitive and complicated structural contradictions.
After Taiwan issue history issue and Diaoyu Island issue the Sino-—Japanese conflicts in
South China Sea have become the fourth performance of the deep—seated structural strategic
contradictions between the two countries. The main reason of these problems is Japan’ s
negative perception of China’ s rise which in turn triggers targeted offensive and provoca—
tive policies of Japan towards China. Japan’ s interference in the South China Sea has the
features of “complex interest positioning regional strategic linkage and multi—field and multi
—leveled complementary policy implementation” . As a response China should adopt a gen—
eral policy of “ controlling the overall situation  struggling and cooperating
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whenappropriate” and make specific responses to specific interventions.

The Need to Develop International Law of the Sea ———Seen from the Dispute between
China and the United States on “Freedom of Navigation” / Zhang Wei / 69

Since 2015 the dispute on “freedom of navigation at sea” has become the focus which
may lead to Sino—US military friction and potential conflict. China and the United States
have different interpretations concerning the relevant provisions of the United Nations Con—
vention on the Law of the Sea ( UNCLOS) . Since the end of the Second World War the in—
ternational environment the form of war and the development of weapons and equipment
have all undergone tremendous changes and brought many new issues. But there is a lack of
specialized international laws. Few provisions are clearly stated on the application of
maritime military operations under the current international law and the law of the sea. More—
over some of the bilateral or multilateral military treaties and rules that have emerged are not
mandatory enough. All these reasons are prone to cause maritime military friction conflict
and even possible war. It reflects the development needs of contemporary international law of
the sea that includes both the development of the law of war and the law of armed conflict
the development of international sea law applicable to maritime military activities and the
direct establishment of relevant bilateral and multilateral maritime military operations law. In
this field the two powers China and the United States and the international community are

expected to make a difference.
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and Prospects / Qin Sheng / 79

As an important part of the “Indo—Pacific” region the South Pacific is becoming the
policy focus of “Indo—Pacific” strategy. The Pacific Ocean Southeast Asia and the Indian
Ocean together constitute the “Indo—Arc” in the geographical sense. Compared with other
regions South Pacific has gained a great strategic position in the process of transforming from

“Asia—Pacific” to “Indo—Pacific” . Due to the natural advantages of United States Japan
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Australia and India in the South Pacific Pacific Island Countries have become an important
direction for four countries to implement the “Indo—Pacific” strategy. Hedging the influence
of “Belt and Road Initiative” is one of the important goals of “Indo—Pacific” strategy. The
strengthening of the political economic and military presence in South Pacific by United
States Japan Australia and India will further intensify competition among the major powers
in South Pacific and have an important impact on “21st Century Maritime Silk Road” .
Confronted with “Indo—Pacific” strategy and China’ s “Belt and Road Initiative” Pacific

Island Countries are facing significant diplomatic choices.

The Rise Development and Prospect of Islamic Extremism in South Asia / Niu Song
/95

At the end of the 1970s the rise of Islamic revival movement constituted the interna—
tional background of the emergence and development of Islamic extremism in South Asia. In
particular the malignant development of South Asian Islamic extremism was deeply influ—-
enced by the Soviet—Afghan War the Iranian Islamic revolution and the United States’
palliative global anti—terrorist policies especially the failure of its Middle East and South A—
sian policies. The development of South Asian Islamic extremism is closely related to regional
conflicts state—building and ethnic separatism while with typical characteristics of cross—
borders and linkage. Some South Asian countries had strengthened regional cooperation so as
to jointly combat Islamic extremism and adopted different strategies towards Islamic
extremism and terrorism which have made certain achievements in the Islamic extremist gov—

ernance in South Asia but still face many serious challenges.

A Study of Causes and Prospects of Japanese Conservatism’ s ‘Nuclear Theory’ a-—
gainst the Background of the Changing Situations in Northeastern Asia / Chen Youjun
and Wang Kun / 110

The “Three Non—nuclear Principles” one of the basic limits of Japan’ s basic defense
policy have played a very important role in the stability of Japan’ s political situation.
However the Japanese conservatism always has the idea of modifying the nuclear—free policy
and has challenged the nuclear—free bottom line frequently. The new century has witnessed
that Japanese conservatist politicians and scholars talked about “owning nuclear weapons” in
public which accelerates the right deviation of Japan’ s politics. Against the background of
the major changes in the Northeastern Asia the conservatism has revived “North Korea
threat theory” doubted the reliability of American “Nuclear Umbrella” and advocated the
revision of the “three non-nuclear principles” trying to reach to goal of “owning nuclear
weapons” . The fact that Japan is facing is that although Japan has advanced nuclear tech—
nology application and development capabilities it is still unable to break through the basic
national policy of “three non—nuclear principles” in the short term and it is impossible to
own and manufacture nuclear weapons because of the constraints like domestic public opin—

ion international opinion and Nuclear Non—Proliferation Treaty etc.



