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ROK'’s Strategy of Promoting FTAs in Asia — Pacific in the Context of De—
Globalization;: Based on the Comparison between Rules of RCEP and CPTPP

LI Tianguo

Abstract; FTAAP is an important initiative put forward by APEC in or-
der to economic integration in the Asia— Pacific region. The liberaliza-
tion of trade and investment in the region has important significance par-
ticularly in the context of the rise of de—globalization and trade protec-
tionism. As a beneficiary of economic globalization and regional economr
ic integration, ROK attempts to coordinate different positions among de-
veloped and developing countries in the Asia Pacific region and put for-
ward proposals to promote the realization of the Bogor Goals and the
process of the FTAAP negotiation. ROK also explores new ways of pro-
moting the integration of trade and investment in the Asia Pacific region
as well as reforming the multilateral mechanism, in order to paving the
foundation for economic integration in the Asia— Pacific region.
Keywords: ROK; FTAs in the Asia — Pacific; FTAAP; RCEP;
CPTPP; APEC

Japan’s Perception and Response to the Unprecedented Changes in the Re-
cent Century

CAI Liang

Abstract; The concept of “unprecedented changes in the recent century”
suggests that for the first time in modern times the world power has be-
gun to transfer to the non—western countries. For Japan, which claims
to be one of Western countries, it implies that the existing international
order is faced with emerging challenges. Japan’s focus of national inter-

ests drive it to stabilize the existing international order and play a leading
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role through the process of building the new regional order to gain insti
tutional advantage in East Asia. There are characteristics of institutional
counterbalancing in Japan's current policy towards China. Japan intends
to take advantages of China’s economic development and, meanwhile,
gain an advantageous position on the institutional level while cooperating
with China. China should strengthen coordination with Japan on the ba-
sis of mutual respect and seeking common ground while shelving differ-
ence and actively establish a new pattern of China — Japan relations
throughout cooperation of mutual benefit.

Keywords: “unprecedented changes in the recent century”; the Abe ad-

ministration; institutional counterbalancing; Sino— Japanese relations

Japan’s Indo— Pacific Vision and Its Response to Belt and Road Initiative

DONG Shunbo

Abstract: Since 2013, Japan has attempted to build an Indo— Pacific or-
der dominated by itself based on the concept of the “positive pacifism”.
In that context, Japan initially showed a negative attitude towards Chi-
na’s Belt and Road initiative (BRI) and attempted to counterbalance it
through implementing the “Indo— Pacific Strategy” based on the “post
tive pacifism” and promoting the TPP (CPTPP) negotiation and the
“high—quality infrastructure partnership”. Since 2017, Japan’s attitude
towards the initiative has turned positive and begun to selectively coop-
erate with China in the third— party market. Japan’s strategic action is
based on the “democratic values” and “high standards” in the economic
cooperation, which are main characteristics of its response to BRI.

Keywords: Indo—Pacific order; Belt and Road Initiative; “positive pact
fism”; “democratic values”; “high standards” in the economic and

trade cooperation
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