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This report examines four key issues of the Ulapan partnership, as follows.

Resurgence of Great Power Competition

7A OOAOO 1T £#& AU Al 1 OEAAOCET ¢ *APAT AT A OEA 5
power politics on the international stage. Behind America's hegemony in the pe§told War

era, there have been quiet but definite changes, such as the growth of Ghiand the
recovery of the Russian Federation. The UK and Japan must reevaluate their current foreign

policy to take into account such changes. This paper questions what areas should be
prioritized in this reconsideration process.

As its economy grows, Gha has not only established a military presence in the Ind®acific

region, but also has increased its economic strength by lending large amounts of money to
AAOGAT T PET ¢ AT O1T OOEAO ET OEA TAI A T &£ OGAATTITI
standoffs in the relationship between Russia and the West especially after the Ukrainian
AOEOEOh ET xEEAE 200OO0OEA3O0 AOOAOOEOAT AOGO OO
Europe by supporting authoritarian regimes. Also, Japan and the UK faces the modern
hybrid warfare threats including cybersecurity issues.

BRI & FOIP

In this section, we consider BRI (Belt and Road Initiative) and FOIP (Free and Open Indo
Pacific), which are the two new emerging frameworks of engagement in the Adracific
region. When comparing BRI and FOIP, there are similarities, and therefore some see these
two concepts as competing. Similarities can be seen in connectivity (infrastructure),
openness based on free trade, and supr&gional ambition. However, we found out that
there are important differences, broadly ascribable to the divergence between the rule
based liberal order and the Chinese system. FOIP is trying to provide a more liberal
impression by emphasizing cooperation, rule of law, and contribution to peace, etc., \hi
BRI is focuses more directly on national interests. We argue that FOIP does not intend to
overrule BRI as long as BRI ensures transparency and rule of law.

UK-Japan Security Cooperation
In this chapter, we discuss two shared geopolitical interests between the UK and Japan:
relationship with the US and their geographical positions surrounded by great powers,
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namely China for Japan and Russia for the UK. In 2017, the UK and Japan concladesiv

OUPA T £ OAAOOEOU Al 1 EAT AA AO AOOAAI EOEAA EI
We analyze how both countries see each other as a partner in pursuing their own policies:

Al O 5+F O 11T AAI " OEOAET & OEOEId *ALDALIROTGRIOT
AT T OOEAOQOEIT O DAAAAS AAlliterlr® fevie@ orOtheEdpid - ET |
highlights a widespread expectation that JapatyK cooperation can become a key model

£l O A @UbGxTADE EAT AAS ET OODEBOIODOEIEH OKB 6BA
region. However, we offer a different view: firstly, we suggest that the alliance itself is not

new but the threats surrounding the alliance are; secondly, we cast doubts over whether

Japan, which has constraints with its mitary activities, is truly able to move out of the US

dominant hub-and-spoke system.

North Korea

Lastly, we consider how Japan and the UK should deal with the issue of North Korea, which

is unambiguously perceived as a major security threat for bothoeintries and the East Asian
region. North Korea threatens the regional security by carrying out nuclear tests and
launching ballistic missiles, the potential impact of which would be massive.

This chapter focuses on the US, which is the most important acton this issue, and
assesses why the latest negotiations broke down by analyzing the current interests of both

the US and North Korea. While the US aims to achieve the complete denuclearization of
North Korea, North Korea only seems to be interested in BEEAOET ¢ A OC

s N s s A s oA = ~

U
AAT OATI AAOEUAOGETI T16h AT A OEEO xAO OEA PAOO 1T &

dTheJapanrUKrelationshipcan become a key model
foranewWy S-a 2 NIB & € Ay

Policy Recommendations

Share a vision and be ready for great power competition . China and Russia have been

seen as potential threats to the unipolar order led by the United States, and therefore the

UK and Japan can and should cooperate in order to maintain the status quo. Therefore, in
relation to Russia, we need to reevaluate the defensive policies to match the threats of

hybrid warfare, to expand cybersecurity cooperation, and to support préVestern parties

in Eastern Europe. In relation to China, both the UK and Japan need to oppose and call out
@AAO OOAPGHh AO xAl1l AO OEA OAAAT O EOI AT C



developing high-quality infrastructure, trade cooperation and maritime security, both
countries can promote stability and economic growth in the IndePacific region.

Jointly work on engaging regional players in FOIP . If competition of BRI and FOIP
heightens, it could also result in great power rivalry within the region. No developing

country wants great power rivalry to play out in their region. Avoiding competition wih

China and bringing China into liberal international order will benefit not only Japan but also

the UK. For China too, collaborating with FOIP would bring certain incentives. Collaborating

with FOIP means that China will show a commitment to internationdaw, including other

T AOCET 1 08 O OAOCAECT Gus )OO xi1 O1 A Ei bOTl OA OEA FE
of technology and infrastructural projects. Therefore, collaboration by China is desirable.

In order to do so, there needs to be good relanship between the US and China. The UK

and Japan can play an important role in facilitating such conversation. In the context of

Brexit, there seems to be an increasing focus by the UK on the IaBacific region. Asian

states may view a more engaged UKamg with other EU countries as a potential alternative

Oi OEA 53 CEOAT OEA 5380 O1 AAOOGAET 1 AAAAOOE]

Deepen substantive and effective bilateral security cooperation . Our paper touched
upon the Japanese Constitutional debate, bumainly discussed the requirements for the
exercise of collective seldefense and the relationship between the requirements of
collective selfdefense in the context of UKlapan security cooperation. In 2017, the UK and
Japan agreed on the Acquisition an@rossservicing and Agreement (ACSA), which not only
allows both countries to cooperate in natural disasters, joint exercises, and PKO but also
allows the Japanese Self Defense Forces to supply ammunitions for British military forces
even when Japan is nahvolved the conflict. The UK and Japan have conducted several joint
exercises in both countries, but so fathere is no status agreement betweerthem. If the
Japanese governmenishes to operationalize ACSA effectively and trying to alleviate the
tensions in the region, visiting forces agreement should be concluded as soon as possible.

Setting ‘denuclearization’ as .dhe g9 shifteditshr o u ¢
negotiation channel into oneon-one talks as multilateral frameworks failed. However,

other countries such as South Korea, Japan, China and other Asian countries also have
different opinions. They have to discuss the definition of denuclearization, and the
appropriate balance between providing incentives to North Korea and facilitating the
progress of denuclearization.From North Koread O D A O nbicledk @rmake the only
peacekeeping weaponshey have, making it too risky for themto abandon all their nuclear

arms at once Therefore we suggest phased denuclearization with the appropriatamount

of incentives to North Korea.

Cover Picture: Wikimedia Commons



|. Resurgence of Great Power Competition
In Asia and Europe: A Comparative
Analysis of China and Russia

Alessandro Gardino, Mizuki Kitajima , Dina Kartit ,
Mina Ozawa, Filip Ra d ma n,dergaé Thweatt ,
Polina Tsvetkova, ChenYu-Wei, Yurina Yamashita,
Yuri Watanabe, Mayuka Murota

1. Introduction

vdud8 $AZEZETEI C 001 xAO08

The United States has dominated international trade, politics, and culture for almost 30 years as
OEA xIT O1T A0 111U OOPAODPI xAO8 (1 xAOGAO ET OAAATO
been amassing power and are currently in the position to challege US hegemony. In analyzing

the movements of these two countries, it is important to establish a working definition of power,

as no country can make any global movements without it.

In the context of international relations, power is defined as th® AAET EOU O1 AT AAO
I OEAO AAOTI OO xEOEET OEA ET OAOT AGEI 1T Al OUOOAI &N
soft.

Hard power is defined as coercive, primarily using a state's tangible resources to influence other

actors. The main ools of hard power are a nation's military and economic capabilities, using
methods such as economic sanctions and trade agreements, as well as the threat of military action

as both incentives and deterrents for international cooperation along its own agefa. In the

AT T O0A@O 1T &£ 53 EACAIiTTUh ATl AgAiBPI A T&£ 5380 EAO,
the most powerful one in the world.

In contrast to hard power, soft poweriscel DOEOA OAOEAO OEAT AT AOAEOAN
histoOUh AT A & OAECT bi 1l EAU O AA&EEAAO T OEAO AT O1
diplomatic and uses noRACCOAOOEOA | AOET AO O1 CAO 1T OEAO AT «
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ACAT AA xEITETCIU8 4EA AGAI BI A 1 dpopdi&iy of IS dulure O £O
and products across the globe, with American multinational corporations such as McDonalds
operating on every continent.

1.2. Research Question

With Russia and China both increasing their hard and soft power, US hegemonic power is being
challenged on two fronts, with its spheres of influence in Asia being threatened too. The two
countries have entered the global stage as new power players, eachtwihe potential to rise as
the new Asian superpower. In the event of such resurgence, the United Kingdom and Japan both
must reevaluate their current foreign policy. This project shall question what changes should be
considered in the face of the new potatial world order.

2. The Cold War Era and its Aftermath

2.1. The Cold War Era

The Cold War Era can simply be defined as pegforld War Il tensions between the United States

and the former Soviet Union. Past grievances between the two nations split the world into a
bipolar power system, forcing other countries to choose a camp. Thenited States wanted to
AAEAT A OEA AAiI T AOAOEAh AADPEOAI EOOh OAEOCAA xi1 Ol A
keep and attract allies in other parts of the world to meet this goal.

Prior to the Cold War, the United States had the strongest eaamy in the world, permitting the

country to finance the Cold War using geeconomic measures. From 1947, the United States
implemented a policy ofcontainmentin order to counter the threat of communist expansion on

the economic front. Between 1950 and 198 h OEA 5380 AAIT T T 1T EA Pi xAO x.
to economic strength, American culture and society based on freedom, free enterprise and
consumption became a model for the rest of the world.

In the early years of the Cold War, the United States was the major military superpower. It
established military bases in other countries, and created the North Atlantic Treaty Organization
(NATO), an intergovernmental military alliance between North Amegan and Europen countries.
Some of the US policies clearly invoked the use of foraen@igmen) while others were meant to
pacify relations with communist nations détente).

Two key points of the Cold War were théArms Racend the Space Racevhere the IESR and the
US competed with each other both militarily and technologically. The two nations created
powerful armies and with the latest war technologies and had a major conflict in 1962 in the
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Cuban Missile Crisis and 1981 with th&tar Warsprogramme. Onthe technological side during
the Space Racéhe Soviets put the first man into space in 1961, while the US landed the first man
on the moon in 1969.

From 1942 to 1989, the United States appeared both as an economic, military and cultural
superpower. Atter the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, the United States found itself without
any rival.

2.2. Aftermath and US hegemony

The collapse of the Soviet Union had two major consequences: the formation of new nation states

out of the ruins of former USSR territories, and the true beginning of US hegemony. In terms of
foreign policy, the US entered an era of unprecedented globalmemacy economically, culturally,

militarily, and politically. The United States became entangled in a number of foreign regional
conflicts such as Yugoslavia and Rwanda in an effort to guide these nations towards stability,
OAEET C 11 OEAADDIH Il ZA DOKLIAG s« T"OAOEAAOG | AET OAET EI
democracy, the US focused on humanitarian and economic foreign policies, taking the lead on
organizations and agreements such as NAFTA and WTO. After 9/11, the US turned its attention
towards fighting international terrorism and again rebuilt its military and starting the War on

Terror.

Despite the newly reformed Russian Federation mostly retaining its spheres of influence within

the territory of the former USSR, it could no longer compet&ith the US on the global stage at the

OAT A 1 AOGAT 8 &AAET ¢ A 101 AARO T &£ PI1TEOGEAAT AT A G
late 2010s Russia regained some of its previous domestic and international power. Similarly, in

the shadow of US hegemuy, China slowly but surely began making its own place in the global
economy by rapidly industrializing and becoming a major producer and exporter for other
countries. From the view of the United States movements in both Russia and China are currently
threatening US supremacy, and creating increasingly strained relations with the two countries.

China is threatening US economic hegemony as the second largest economy, owning most of the

51T EOAA 30A0OA06 ET OAOT ACET T Al Aukhelestablisititsdlf Asthe 1 OT I
main power in Asia, threatening the security region that the US has established in Asia with its
positions and alliances in Japan and South Korea. Russia has been active in the former USSR
territories and has been specificaly threatening US cyber security. Although China and Russia are

both striving to gain more power internationally and could be considered rivals, China and Russia

have a fairly close relations economically, politically, and militarily, both challenging the &J
hegemony and expansionism.



3. Present Era: Resurgence of China and Russia

x8uv8 4EA 51 EOAA 30AO0A0GE DI OEOEIT ET OEA

As one of the 29 states of NATO since its establishment in 1949, the US has played a major role on

the international stage. As it is a political and military alliance, all the member states join the
collective security system and at the same time have thiuty to exercise rights of collective sel

defence. In order to secure this system, NATO expects each member state to bear expenses
AAAT OAET ¢ OI EOO 1T x1 AATTiTiunh xEOE Al 1 OOEAOOE
however, having consistently paid gen more than this amount, has claimed that it is unfair and

EAO OANOAOOAA O OAAOAA EOO AOOAAT 8 4EA 53 AAAC
security costs, whereas comparatively Germany bears only 14.8%. Although NATO was
established and ledmainly by the US, the ratio and system of calculating expenses should be
OAcCOI AOT U OAOGEOAA8 ' O OEA OAIi A OEi An OET OI A .|
financial burden, the balance of power within the alliance is subject to transform.

3898 2000OEAGO DPi OEOEIT ET OEA xi Ol A O AA

Recently, relations between Russia and the West have been fairly tense. The main reason for the
current confrontation is the West's unwillingness to take into account Russia's nationdtate

interests and to recognze the growth of Russia's role in international politics. Europe has not
accepted Russia's proposals to create a new collective system of European security, entailing a
OETi cl A AATTTITEA AT A AEOEI EUAOGET 1T Al Oéadsddi thd® £OT |
increased tensions between Russia and the West was the Ukrainian crisis, which was an
amalgamation of a number of unresolved problems, contradictions and mutual claims of recent
years. Therefore, Russia's firm commitment to defending its nati@l interests has largely resulted

from an analysis of major geopolitical processes.

A4EA ET OAOT AGET T Al Al i1 Ol EOUBO AOOAI POO O1 EOTIT
the vast majority of other nonWestern states are not cooperating in the @nner Russia likely

desires. This is confirmed by the active cooperation through the SCO (Shanghai Cooperation
Organisation) and BRICS, as well as the treaty on the establishment of the Eurasian Economic
Union that is coming into force. In addition, thereare many reasonsz global challenges, threats,

acute international problems and basic common sense for establishing relations and seeking
compromise with the Western world.

Russia's foreign policy success will largely be determined by the success of transformation within
the country on the domestic level. The most important factor would be a success in the economic
transformation of the country, the necessity of which is moreirgent than ever. The development
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of its own economic potential along with technological and innovative breakthroughs, are
necessary to increase of competitiveness of the Russian economy. There will be no external policy
without any effective domestic one

s .

X8x8 #EEI ABO DI OEOEIT EI OEA x1 Ol A O AAU

From around 1978 China began efforts to reform its economy, and found great success and rapid
growth. China is now the second largest economy in the world, following behind the US. Scholars
have practically reatied a consensus that China is on the rise, or entering a new renaissance.
However, the position of China, or more precisely the relationship between China and the West
has changed as a result of this economic growth.

From 2017, the position of Chinainth x1T Ol A Al AAOI U OOAOOAA O AEAZ
attitude towards China began to change as well. For the past several decades, China was viewed

as a weaker country that could be democratized througlnteraction or communication with

capitalist and democratic nations. Within the USA's greater sphere of alliances, compared to
Russia, China was viewed as malleable and susceptible to change. Generally speaking, the situation

now is not much better than the situation from a few decades ago. Howevethi@a has realized

OEAO EO EO 11x EIT OEA bDiOEOGEIT O AAO AO A A
administration is much more active and vigorous than that of his predecessors, with China
attempting to become a leader in both East and SduEast Asia.

The biggest challenge to becoming the premier power in this region is the fact that there is already

a leader, the US. The competition and possible confrontation between China and the US in this
region has become inevitable. In East Asia, it would be ddtilt to challenge or weaken the
alliances between the US and Japan and the US and Korea. In contrast, the US has less influence in
SouthEast Asia and it is much easier for China to develop deeper relations with SotEast Asian
countries. Although SouthEast Asian countries are willing to have more trade and investment
xEOE #EET Ah OI i A Al O1 OOEAO OOAE AO 6EAOT Al Al
intentions. Earning their trust is also an objective for China.

4. Current Strategic Interests and Strategies

4.1. On Russia

4.1.1. Security and Politics
I £FOAO0 AAET ¢ OOOPAT AAA &EOI I OEA "y 1T AAOET C EIT ¢
OA1 AOET 1 OEED xEOE OEA 7A00 xI1 OOATAA8 .14/80 Acg
raise its guard, starting a counterstrategy in the Blacksea region to restore influence along its
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periphery and limit integration of regional states into the EureAtlantic community.

The occupation and militarization of Crimea, the modernization of the Black Sea Fleet, and the
expansion of forces in the Southern Military DIDEAO EAOA Al 1l AT 1T OOEAOOAA
leverage and power projection capabilities into the region. The divergent interests among

targeted countries make it difficult for the West to find an effective countermove.

~ sz oz 2 s = oz

order to pose a challenge to the westentered international system, Russia has been allegedly
financing and supporting farright populist parties in Europe, as well as interfering in the 216 US
elections.

4.1.2. Economy and ties with China

Sanctions imposed in 2014 triggered a-3ear recession in Russia. Russia and the EU, despite this,

AOA Ei bi OOAT O OOAAA DPAOOT A0Og OEA %5 AAAT O1 OO0 A
oil and gas exporter to the EU. However, Russia faces obstacles in becoming a major energy
supplier to the AsiaPacific, as both Japan and South Korea are allied with the West, and their
businesses are discouraged from cooperating with their Russian coumtearts.

30AE OAT AOEiI T O AOA 1 AEEI ¢ 2000EA OECEOAT EOO
trading partner, and cooperation is at an unprecedented level. Energy plays an important role
EAOA AO xAil 1l h xEOQOE OEA OO0 lomplton bysecantbér ROE Ahdre DE D A
have also been arms deals and higbrofile joint military exercises between the countries. In July

2019, the two conducted their firstever joint air patrol exercise, and a comprehensive military

agreement is in the proces of being developed.

din East Asia, it would be difficu[for China]to
challenge or weaken th&JSJapan and UROK
alliance In contrast, the US has less influence in SeL
East Asiand it is much easier for China to develop
deeper relations with SoutlEast Asian countries.



4.2. On China

4.2.1. China’s ambitions and goal s

Becoming the global hegemon is not what China aspires to. Unraveling the current world order is

ITT0 TAAROOAOEI U ET #EET A0 EIT OAOAOOh AT 1 OEAAOE
example, China holds permanent membership in the UN Securi§ouncil, allowing it to have a

strong say in the global decisiormaking process. Rather than bearing the high costs of
AOOAAT EOEET ¢ Al AT OEOAT U TAx x1 Ol A OUOGHIh #EE
AET T OA6 ADPDOI AAEd O Gebipdordelafehs@hil®hdermhdditintdérsc | O

This does not mean that China lacks regional ambitions; in areas surrounding Asia, China seeks to
AEODPI AAA OEA 5838 AT A AgPAT A EOO 1 x1 OPEAOA I £
to become a superpower next to the U.S., but its aim in the region is to become the superpower.

By consolidating regional supremacy, China ultimately seeks to secure its most fundamental
interest z the legitimacy of the Chinese Communist Party

4 . 2. 2 .sa@ibns and strategies

In order to dilute American influence and bolster its position in Asia and beyond, Chideverages
both its military and economic power.

China demonstrates its coercive capabilities most evidently in the South China Sea (SCS).
AOOAOOET ¢ AT A AAZEAT AET ¢ EOO OACEITTAI Al AEI O EI
because the SCS is important not only as a trade route but also because of its abundant oil and gas
reserves. Since 2013, China has been ramping up its consttion activities in the SCS. Under the

name of defensecapability building, China is gaining greater presence and control in the SCS.

The most obvious example of China using its economic power is the Belt and Road Initiative.
Countries in the relevant regions are increasingly relying on China for investment for two reasons;
abundance and unconditionality. No other country is capable ofrpviding money on such a grand
OAAT A xEOE O1 EAx OANOEOAI AT 608 "U AAPEOAI EUET
OAAEO O1 AEI ET EOE OEA ET &£ OATAA 1T £ 7AO00A01T DI x/
support from the regional cowntries by presenting itself as the most viable source of economic
support, and this method seems to be succeeding. Beneficiaries of the BRI are aligning themselves

with China, contributing to prevent the formation of an antiChina front on the SCS issue.
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4.3. On the US

4.3.1. Economic interests and policies

4EOAAOAT AA AU #EET A3O OAPEA AAITTTIEA ¢cOl xOEh
traditional free trade regime with market intervention. The US and China are involved in a heated

trade war concerning technological transfer, intellectual propertyand especially farm products.
President Trump demands that China purchase as much as $50 billion of US farm products, which

is double the current amount. Protecting farmers and labor rights by intentionally adjusting tariffs

EO AOOAT OEAI ADI ¢BAADEBAS O! DAadEdictdayl | EAU EO OEOO

4.3.2. Security interests and policies

On one hand, the US and China may be good partners to each other; on the other hand, they
compete through power politics. The US and China share the goal of ensg safety in the sea

route to Africa via India and are also cooperating for arpiracy efforts. However the US is
threatened by the expansion of Chinese power in the Indpacific, as China is planning to build

naval bases in Africa. China critcizesth 53 AAAAOOA EOO O&OAAATI 1 E
harm its sovereignty and security interest. Thus, the US maintains its commitment to the Asia

pacific to secure its influence over Soutlitastern Asia through financial and military cooperation.

The USRussia relationship will be the focal matter because Russia is returning as a major global
and European power for the following reasons: its nuclear power, natural resources, power in the
UN Security Council, and its influence in the regions that eviously were part of the Soviet Union.
The US bolstered US and NATO military capabilities in Europe for the purpose of deterring future
Russian aggression after the Ukraine incident. Cooperation with NATO countries will continue to
further stabilize the Western order. However there is always the concern that the US will
withdraw its troops, as in the current SyrianTurkish border dispute.

5. Policy Recommendations for UK -Japan Cooperation

5.1. In relation to Russia

As discussed above Russia poses numerous challenges taJdidan cooperation and the western

world in general. The most discussed of these are in Eastern Europe and the Black Sea which,
between the two countries, is rather a British concern than JapaneseoWever, both countries can

AT A OEI O1I A AT TPAOAOA ET 1T OAAO O1 1 AET OAET OEA
these regions, both countries need to initiate and actively participate in a modernization of the
defensive strategy in the Eastern Ewpean theatre to better match the threat of modern hybrid
warfare. Various researchers point to the need for more active use of political and legislative

11



influence. Additionally to contain the Black Sea Fleet, securing the enmity of Turkey against Russia
i0 EAu O1 110 1AOOEI ¢ OEEO & AAO ET O OEA - AAEO
dominance in the region.

The Kremlin is aware of this obvious hindrance to its power projection and therefore seeks to
support authoritarian regimes in Europe, expecting these regimes to cooperate with Russia. This
can be seen with Erdogan in Turkey or Orban in Hungary. This second challenge can be met by
both the UK and Japan politically supporting prewvestern politicians in Eastern Europe and
helping economically develop these countries.

4EA OAAOIT AI O -1TO0AT x80 00PPT OO0 £ O OEAOGA OAcC
ET OAOT Al AT 1 &£ EAOGO 1T &£ EI OAOAOGO DOAOGAT 6O %OOI B
ambitions. This is demonstrated by the limited effect of sanctions agat Russia as discussed in

Section 3.2. A consolidated Europe is hardly imaginable without a common vision whose
incentives might outweigh the incentives to accept Russian influence on European politics. This

vision would have to be well communicated to mke it more appealing than populist parties.

As mentioned in previous sections, Russia is being accused of spreading misinformation via the
internet and using the means of cyberwarfare to influence politics of western nations. A common
cyber-defence initiative or perhaps a NATGwide one would help to face this challenge.

5.2. In relation to China

As previously stated, China has an ambition to gain regional hegemony, and there are many
challenges that need to be solved associated with this. Geographicalhis is a bigger concern for
Japan due to its proximity to the region. To maintain and improve the current situation, both Japan
and the UK should cooperate.

As described in Section 3.3, the biggest concern is that China will try to gain regional hegemony.
This will ensure the Chinese Communist Parties legitimacy in Asia. However, by strengthening the
cooperative relationship between the UK and Japan, this ragial expansion can be opposed.
Strengthening the scope of security between these two countries is essential. Until recently, the
UK has been focusing solely on security in Europe but should extend its focus towards the Asian
region and extend its influencethere. Japan too should oppose China and its expansive actions in
the region, in coordination with the UK.

#EET A EO 11 x Al AEIET ¢ ATTETATAA ET OEA 31 OOE #|
important trade routes and abundant natural resouces they continue to expand, looking to find a
strategic advantage in the region.

12



Although this has been criticized by many countries in the world for breaking international law,
China is continuing to expand and construct its military bases in the SCi& counter this, both
Japan and the UK need to cooperate militarily. Specifically, by further expanding the activities of
the British Army and the Japan Maritime SelDefense Force currently dispatched in the SCS, it
would possible to deny China's assertio and restrain it.

China has not only established a military base in the IndBacific region, but also has increased its
economic strength by lending large amounts of money to developing countries in the name of
OAATTTTEA OOPDI 008 &a, &Hin®had @duh B furfil fihe develo@m@rt of poAs.
They have lent money to the Sri Lankan government with an aim to acquire the rights to these
ports by incentivizing the reductions in debt repayments. Both the UK and Japan need to oppose
and call out this type of economic funding, as well as their recent human rights violations
perpetrated by China. By developing higiyuality infrastructure, trade cooperation and maritime
security both countries can promote stability and economic growth in the InddPacfic region.

As mentioned in Section 4.2, China is steadily promoting BRI mainly in the South China Sea and
Indo-Pacific. In order to hold China accountable it would be desirable for another superpower,

like the United States, to strengthen ties with both the UK and@an. More so, they share similar

values, and the UK has a preexisting alliance with the US which would facilitate this process. Lastly,
OEA EAU OI AAAOAOOEI ¢ AOOOAT O bPOiI Al AT O ET OEA
cooperation between UKJapan indefense matters, and clearly center this partnership in the Indo

Pacific region.
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Il. Free and Open Indo-Pacific Strategy and
Belt and Road Initiative: Competing
Strategic Visions?
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1. Free and Open Indo-Pacific Strategy and Belt and Road
Initiative: the new Asian regional order?

1.1. Free and Open IndePacific

O) oM AEZEAS CATAOAI 1 U OAEAOO Oi A CAI COAPEEAAI
and the Pacific OceahThis is the most dynamic region of the world, from a strategic, economic

and political viewpoint. Evidently, in recent years, the concept has become increasingly
prominent as a geopolitical construct for the foreign policy of major powersiamely the United

T U "

concept, which dominated the discourse for decadés.

Free and Open IndePacific (FOIP) is a strategy which was first announced by PrinMinister
Shinzo Aben his keynote address at Tokyo International Conference on Africadevelopment VI
held in Kenya, in August 2016. FOIP aims at reconfirmation of the orders#curity and economy.
AEA AT 1T AADAAEAZEDRDT EI0O TT1 0 1TAx Al RAEABAD BADADE
AAOCGAT T B EO 1T OA0O A AAAAAAS8 )1 c¢mnmnoedffreedomianl - ET E
DOl OPAOEOUS AO *APAT )1 OOEOOOA 1T £ )daekedpee@ET T Al
OAT T &£ OAT AA 1T £ OEA Oament, GeBoAting theARacifi®andadign Ddeanas 0 A O

1$ET CAET ¢ #EARADAZEA BDAAOACUG ! "AAECOI OT A '1T Al UOEOGS6 EOD

2018) https://www.ispionline.it/it/pubblicazione/indo  -pacific-strategy-background-analysis-20714
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Australia, India, Japan and US form a security diamond to safeguard timaritime commons

stretching from the Indian Ocean region to the western Pacific. In 2013, Absade a speech on

O4EA "1 010U T £ OEA |/ PAT 3AAOd &EOA . Axmade®i&l AEDI
EAAA T £ OAAOOEOU AEAITTA TEIAAO AT A POT OEAAA *,
&/ )0 EO A OOOAOACU xEOE Ox1 1 AET Al 1 Aphid@@ad 4 EA

DAOOPAAOEOA T &£ OEA xT Ol A 1 Apd AT ACIOEAADLAAG T AAD
the principle of international cooperation. Japan intends to further improve and expanthese
AEPI T 1 AGEA AT 1 AAPOO8 *APAT OACAOAO OEEO OOOAC
theET OAOT AGEIT 1T Al AT 1 1 Ol E Owdcentinehts EASia 4dd @hic@Aad | EI
encompasses two oceans, the Indian Ocean and the Pacific Ocean, striving to improve connectivity
between the two continents and promote stability andprosperity of the region.

The main aim of this strategy is to develofree and open maritime order in the Indo Pacific region

AO OET OAOT AGET T A1 DOATEA CiTA8h AOETCET C OOAAI
securing peace and prosperity in the region. Japan says that it will cooperate with any country

that supports this idea.

Free and Open IndePacific Strategy consists of three pillars:

1. Promotion and establishment of the rule of law, freedom of navigation and free trade, etc.

2. Pursuit of economic prosperity (improving connectivity, etc.)

3. Commitment for peace and stability (capacity building on maritime lavenforcement,
HA/DR cooperation, etc.)

3ET AA ¢mnpx OEBAAREEZBRRD®DOOGAOGAA O1 CAET 111 A1 O00I
discourse. In particular, the United States, under Trap presidency, began discussing aboundo-

Pacific since October 2017, when theecretary of State Rex Tillerson outlined the

new AAil ET EOOOAOQET 160 ADPPOT AAE xEOE0AABVERAOTRAO 0O
Later, the United States relased National Security Strategy in December, detailing Ine@acific as

a top priority of its strategic agenda, surpassing the Middle East, which has dominated the

attention of previous US administrations for a long timé.

3* ATEA &1 U 04001 P3O ! OE A Indoio IABRAGEEMRIBAstit@edk Intérhatiohadh DO 1T £ OEA

and Security Affairs (October 2, 2018)

49 0EE 4000O0IE O4EA 5838 .AOEITT Al 30AMAGFOFFONB 63 MCEARO AscRRy) 1) 1TABG T
21, 2017 https://thediplomat.com/2017/12/the -us-national-security-strategy-implications-for-the-indo-pacific/
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More recently, in June 20198 A 51 E O ADkferaeDegadnt@bt released Inddacific Strategy

Report to elaborate its plan for the regiort. Similarly, in the same year, Australian government
released, for the first time in 14 years, the 201 #oreign Policy White Paper, focusingn the power

-ET EOOAO . AOAT AOA vidioAdE Indd-OadificABI2@18 Ehangri LA &idlogu®, with

similar views on the region as aforementioned countries.” However, India has a distinctive
approach to FOIP, instead of focusing T O&OAA AT A / PAT&8h )T AEA Al
&1 ) 080 Al OA OAI O Aidcluderchita inAhle FAIR d@dbireET 1T OI

All four countries mentioned above have one thing in common: they are all maritimpowers with
immense interest in the region and all experience the Chinese threat. The four leading countries
in promoting Indo-Pacific are called the Quad, reviving the 2007 Quadrilateral SecuriBialogue
Since 2017, the Quad has formally at Deputy Foreign Minister level meeting three timesmder
OEA 1 AliAbstraies-hdia-* ADAT  #1 1 &hid iokdusé Ihdéd dshcomfortable in
working under the Quad framework, and preferred toengage bilaterally, trilaterally, or
quadrilateral level, and is very careful in not overstepping existing politicalarchitectures, such as
the East Asia Summi?.Nevertheless, the Quad countries still sharedommon goals in the Inde
Pacific vision: to maintain fundamental principles of international orders with respect to
sovereignty and independence of all nations, to improve connectivity in alhireas and free and fair
reciprocal trade, and to ensure commitment to international rules and normsfor peace and
stability, including the freedom of navigation, antiterrorism, humanitarian assistance and
more.10

1.2. Belt and Road Initiative

In China, since the birth of Xi administration in 2012, Xi has tried to turn the abstra@# EE1 AOA
$ OAAIT 6 toEalkikd\ of Eractical policy in the context of developing Chineseconomic and
military power. Recognizing the relative decline of US power, the CCP launched tloecept of Belt

sS4EA $ADPAOOI Al O -HacHic Strategi Repokt: Pe@parednkss, Partnerships, and Promoting

A. AOxT OEAA 2ACET 186 j*O01T A ph ¢mpwq

61 OOOO0AT EAT ' 1 OAOT T AT O0dd EQAY 7EEOBAIORANAOST QAEPIX q

7. EOAT EAT #EAT OAOEARAEEAO / AE OAREEEAO#0T AODOEOSOEA OE ORAGE
6, 2019) https://www.orfonline.org/expert -speak/indias-place-in-the-altering-indo-pacific-construct-47863/
s8AlyssaAJOAO O4EA 10AA AT A -OEAE&EDBDAAo A# EOBPATC )1 ROAI AAO ¢mh
2018) https://www.cfr.org/blog/quad -and-free-and-open-indo-pacific

°3 A00 , 1 I AbsBAsidRelatoRsAindia Continues Involvement and Integration with the Indo
Pacific/East ! OE A E Comparaivg 8dnnectiond/ol. 20, No. 3, pp. 11726 - i
. ETEOOOU 1T £ &1 OAECT | EAAEOO-0AABMEABHT  AOAB &OAA AT A | DA

2019), EOODPOQ T T xxx8i 1 FAB8CI 8EDT AZEI AOT nnmt 1 x-Retifc StatkgEN 4 EA $ADA
Report: Preparedness, Partnerships, and Promoting A AOx 1T OEAA 2ACET 186 j*O0T A ph ¢mpw
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and Road Initiative (BRI) in 2014. The idea of Chinese Dream contained tworppective on the

policy making. First, China should reconstruct institutional environment that is profitable for
Chinese development through promoting cooperation with other countriegespecially Asian
countries). This perspective regards the economic ierdependence as importantelationship.
3AAI T AR Ei xAOAOR 8E OAEA #EET A xi O A cpedal OEA
situations. Under BRI, China has six core agendas: sovereignty, safety, border, Gaftzation and
sustainable development and China insisted that they would maintain a firm stancagainst
anything that indicates to infringe on those values such as the territorial dispute in the South China

Sea. In sum, we can see the Chinese doubtandard feature about its internal and eternal policy

that has strongly influenced BRI policy.

1.3. Indo-Pacific: Chinese containment policy?

)T AGEOAAT U #EET A0 COi xETI ¢ ET & OAT A hdotPEcid OCE
theater has raised concerns among majopowers. China has long been in ongoingaritime

disputes in the East and South China seas with its neighbors. In the South China Sea, China wants

the control over one of the most important sea lanes in the world for its own defense, amidst the
presenceob T EOAA 3 O0AO0OAOh EOO OEOAI DPI xAO ET @&l )1 AE
over the South China Sea came in conflict with its Southeast Asian neighbors, particulaBgunei,

Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines and Vietnam, claiming overlapm exclusive economic zones

(EEZ) within the regionl! Besides, the South China Sea is also crucial to oth®yuntries that may

not be directly involved with the dispute, given its importance as one othe most important sea

lanes for crude oil transpats. In order to establish control in the SouthChina Sea, China has built

its military presence and bases on the artificially constructed islands inthe areal2# EET A8 O
maritime assertiveness is indeed a real threat to many countries, especialtyaritim e powers that

rely on freedom of navigation and overflights, such as Japan and the Unit&dates.

yl AAAEOEIT O #EETA8O0 | AOEOEI A ACCOAOOEITT EI
Indian Ocean also raised concerns among many major powers. Qdihas two priorities in
securing its presence in Indian Ocean: to safeguard the transportation of energy supplies from

the Middle East as a primary priority, and to enhance its status as a major regional power as a
secondary priority. As a result, China &s initiated multiple infrastructure and commercial

projects as part of the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) in South and Central Asia. China has invested

u#EOEOOI PEAO 21 AAOOO O4EA 31 OOE #EET A 3AAd "AEERBWSEO #EA
Multi-OEAOAA | $ RaafathadnESshdol of International Studiesugust 29, 2017)
20T T EA "EAOO O%OI 1 OEPaGficDeh ADLABI €1 ) 0MddrAd ddIAdbRadriE Sffaiis,] 8 6
(2018): pp. 53-78
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in port facilities in Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Bangladesh, and Burmid) O EO ADPDPAOAT O Ol
growing presence in the Indian Ocean has raised concerns for major powers in the region such as

India and the United States. Therefore, many scholars have considered the uncontended presence

of China in East and South China seas, and the growing predomiree in Indian Ocean, as one of

the major causesdehind the emergence of the InddPacific concept, which aims to establish a rule

based order and freedom ofnavigation in maritime domain4

yl AAAEOGETT O1 #EET A30O ET AOA Andign GgdatandtfegPadkioO OE O A
Ocean, the competitive relationship in recent years between Washington and Beijing also
contributed hugely to the Indo-Pacific discourse. The Trump administration has taken a

striking different approach toward China fromthe @ Al A AAT ET EOOOAOQOET 160 OFE
late 2017, the United States released its National Security Strategy paper labelling China as a
revisionistpower, £l 1 1 T xET ¢ 400i b AAI ET EOOOAOQOETI 1680 EAOAAC
the belief that Chinahas economically taken advantage of the United States. The paper states that

A OCAT PiI 1 EQGEAAT Al i brdptessidvision odwbifdordlek is takiB@ dlake iA T A

the Indo-O AAEZEASh AT A Eskekd tdispiiediite URitbdStatdist e EnboAPacific

region, expand the reaches of its statdriven economic model, and reorder the region in its

/A O IS shows that the United States viewsChina as a prime competitor in the IndePacific

region.

2. FOIP and BRI: Competing Strategic Visions or Venues for
Collaboration?

2.1. Competing strategic visions

FOIP and BRI represent respectively the United Statdsd regional vision versus the Chines¢ed
regional vision. It would be naive to not consider the potential competitive natug of the two
concepts, as they are backed by the two largest economies in the history of mankind. We look at
potential areas of competition: firstly, we examine how areas of interests for FOIP and BRI are
similar and whether there is potential for competition in the first place. Both BRI and FOIP
concept are veryeconomical in nature, advocating the vitalization of economic activities
throughout the region. Specifically, both concepts envision on regicwide connectivity based on
investment on soft andhard infrastructures, advocating openness based on free trade, and both

B, ETAA »AEIT AOGIT AT A 2100 -AAAAI £ OG4EA 0AOAADPOETT ' Abd 24
0 A A E AELAwy!Inlifi ®ointernational Policy (June 2015)
14 |bid.

15" OEAT (AOAET C O4EA 400i D ! Al-Hatife ODDAOLAESD BIOBBEAAAO/ PAE
Affairs, (2019): pp. 61-67
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rely on supraregional ambition as the geographical framework of operation. The supreegional
nature underscores thedifference between the two concepts from previous regional
conceptions1é

However, despite similar approaches to regional and economic ambitions, the
underlying principles of FOIP and BRI contain striking differences. FOIP ascribes to the
international liberal order with high emphasis on freedom of navigation, while BRI isma
expression of the Chinese view of regional ordern fact, some argue, FOIP attempts to prevent
China from emerging as a new hegemongountry with too much power. This view is reinforced

AU #EET A0 ET AOAA OE Tagd giowir@ EhfiuEniceAn SAUth@dic0aOdESOUkhieasto O
Asia, coupled with questionable loann OAAOEAAO OEAO ET AOAA OEA
mentioned above. In this sense, these differences piinciple can be a room for a potential
competition between Chinese style order andhternational liberal order. As a result, the FOIP and

BRI can be viewed as a competition between the twaifferent underlying principles.1”

Beside the difference in principle, there are further noticeable areas of competition present
under the two visions.

First, intensifying maritime competition and major power competition. One of the featuresf
FOIP is QUAD that consists of Japan, the US, Australia, and India. This security alliance vesrks
key in the maritime security dimension of IndePacific. Working as a guardian for the liberal
maritime order, this alliance can counter the emerging powebased maritime order led by
BRI. These two alliances clash in Indian Ocean and South China Sea. Additionally, competition
for hegemonic power between theUS and China leads to competition of FOIP and BRI. It is
expectedthat Japan, South Korea and India work as balancers.

Second, there is a notable increase in strategic influence on their energy, digital
commerce,maritime infrastructure, and focus on high technology industries. As a matter of
fact, influence on these areas from both strategy is getting bigger and biggerorFexample, in

C

AECEOAT Al i1 AOAAhRh #EET A EO OOUET ¢ O1 1 AEA A OA

Usingthis faster technology, China is laying the ground for high technology markets operating in
fields such as telemedicine and internetiiance, which are highly appealing to Asian nations with
low rates of bank account holders. On the othdrand, President Trump claims the US superiority
on the technology field.

) %#$ O#EET A8O "A1 O AT A 21 AA )T EOEAOGEOA ET OEA ' 11 AAI
Business and Finance Outlook (2018)

4 C

v#ETh )8 O$O0AI ET ¢ (ACAIITEDE ADEDAAAD A" All @ OBMcs Ol ROAA AT A

3 0 0 A QlAupnal 8fdndoPacific Affairs, Vol. 2(4), pp. 1485 (2019)
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It is possible that Chinese companies, sensing this geopolitical rivalry, nhigincreasingly begin
making foreign direct investment (FDI) and production decisions that are focused more on
#EET A6O OACEIT Al Al 1 EAO8 &I O EOO PAOOh OEA 53 |

2.2. Opportunity for collaboration

While we know from the explanation above that FOIP and BRI undeniably have a competitive

nature, some researchers have pointed out opportunities for collaboration betweeROIP and BRI.

India and Japan have maintained positive posture toward China. Prime Ministébe in his Policy
3PAAAE OI OEA $EAO 11 * AT OAOU c¢c¢h meethggraiagcA O8
ET £#OAOOOOAOOOA AAI AT A ET ' OEAG8 *Fle®dhdOpdnidé Al DI
Pacific would be inclusive of China. Collabation between FOIP andRI is possible, especially if

xA OAA OEAOA Oxi AO A OAIT T OOdirhtdgyh Qtele laré ¢ lotko® E O
independent projects within FOIP and BRI. The projects within might not be confronting each

other and, asPrime Minister Abe said, can work together to meet thanfrastructure demand in

Asia and Africa.

oNo developing country wants great power rivalry to
play out in their backyard, as it would jeopardize the
stability of the region and its economic devglment.£

Other reasons for this cooperation are based on assumption that we should also consider
the perspective of countries of interest, namely Asian and African countries. Most of these are
developing countries who are interested in BRI andFOIP because of the economic advantages
they could draw from both to boost their economy. For example, ASEAN has been keen on joining
the" 2) OET AA EOO EI AAPOEIT AT A OEA DOEIi AOU 1 AE
assistancefor infrastructure development in the region. However, continuing competition
between BRI and FOIhay make both programs undesirable for them. Initially bringing FOIP in
the region might be apursuit of a balance among major power in the region. But, if the competition
of BRI and FOImheightens, it might also bring great power rivalry to the region. No developing
country wants great power rivalry to play out in their backyard, as it would jeopardize the
stability of the region and its economic development. We have seen thisd of fear of great power
rivalry in Southeast Asiaby observing how ASEAN put out their own definition of FOIP to ensure
a healthy environment for competition between FOIP and BRI.

There also some incentives for both China or QUAD member countries ftather consider the
cooperation between BRI and FOIP. For China, collaborating with FOIP would bring certain
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incentives. First, it would ease the debt trap criticism. One of the primary reasons of this criticism
xAO 30E , AT EAG6 O E A HamBantqta por&td Chind ofEa Myedr ri@-iomg-telrm?E
lease as it could not repay its debt to China. As a result, some countries who initially
showedinterest in BRI changed their posture as they began to link BRI and territorial
sovereignty.Collaborating with FOIP means that China would still have a commitment to
international law,ET A1l OAET ¢ 1T OEAO 1 AOET 1 08 O OAOAECT OUS
international credibility of the Chinese market. Third, it would improve the quality of technology
and infrastructural projects. Cooperating with FOIP will increase the probability of technology
and knowledge transfer between China and other QUAD member countries. For QUAD members,
collaboration betweenFOIP and BRI would ensure liberal order and engagement isia, the
objective that is often mentioned by them. It would also create a healthy environment for
competition. Some would sayhat QUAD will achieve their competitive strategy by using
cooperative strategy.

3. How to ensure collaborative environment between FOIP and
BRI?

In order to make sure that FOIP and BRI are collaborative, there needs to be a good relationship
between the US and China. To do so it will be important to solve the current tradear, manage
#EET AGO | AOEOEI A AOOGAOOEOAT AOGOh AT A OAZEZACOAOA (
between the participating nations could be avoided.

First, to solve the current trade war, intervention from countries like Japan which holdsealthy
relationships with both China and the US is needed to bring the two countries togethdfor the

moment, the US has been criticizing unfair trade practices by China, while China has been

Al AT ETC 5380 Oi OCE OA1T AOGET 1 Ohradk @&.Cadé&rdtey athinlO 1 1 O
party country could create opportunities for the conflicting nations to discusshat would

hopefully lead to an agreement.

3AATT AT Uh OT1 OET C #EET AGO | AOEOEI| AenvikddioehtGcD E OAT A
the FOIP and BRI to be collaborative. Currently China is having maggopolitical issues with its
surrounding nations due to its maritime assertiveness. Theountries in question are acting on

their own, not leading to any fundamental solutions. Foexample, A&AN countries have been
performing military operations while the Philippines have been appealing to The Hague
permanent court of arbitration. These issues should be solved through the building of a new rule

or agreement among the South China Sea countriggomising fairness and security to all its
members. The common point between the first and second recommendation is to make a
conversation. Especially In the first recommendation, Japan can be the best mediator between
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the two countries because Japan ishe third in the number of international patent applications
all over the world.18

Finally, despite the expanding conservatism, liberal international order is necessary tiperate
international agreements like FOIP and BRI. Therefore Japan, as a thparty should promote
liberal international order to encourage nations to participate in and join both FOIP anBRI for
collaboration.

3.1. Implications for Europe

The UK may seek expanded trade relations in the Ind®acific regionfollowing the pending
xEOEAOAxAT £O0T T OEA %0601 PAAT 51TEIT | O"OAGEDOS QS
2018, Gavin Williamson, the UK Secretary of State for Defense stat®tBnding united with allies
is the most effective way to counter the intensifying threats we facgom countries that don't
respect international rules. Together with our friends and partners wewill work on a more
strategic and multinational approach to tre Indian Ocean regiory focusingon security, stability

AT A AT OEOIT1 AT OAT OOOOAET AAEI EOU O DOiT OAAO OE,

A Joint Declaration on Security Cooperation pledging to enhance global security partnership was
made between UK Prime Ministe Theresa May and Japanese Prime Minister Abe backAngust
2017. In 2018, three Royal Navy ships were deployed in the Ine@acific region. One ofhem, HMS
Argyllh - AT A * ADAT 6 O IKAgQI@lE@®r carrfeOl2lE it exer@idediin the Indan
Ocean in September 2018 along with joint exercises in central Japan in OctoBé18. The UK also
has ties to numerous states across the IndPacific such as the Five Powddefense Arrangement
(FPDA), which is a regional security group made up of Austial Malaysia, New Zealand,
Singapore, and the UK that was established in 1971. In 2013, Austradiad the UK signed a new
Defense and Security Cooperation Treaty that enhances the framewdik bilateral defense and
builds on through the FPDA along with itelligence cooperationthrough the Five Eyes group that
includes Canada, New Zealand, and the United States. The&seA AAOOAET ET AEAAOQE
increasing focus on the IndePacific region although resourceconstraints and competing priorities
could limit the degree to which the UK engages in the Indo Pacific.

France is another European country that has extensive interests in the Indeacific region. France
has 1.5 million French citizens living in French IndePacific territories and an exclusiveeconomic
zone (EEZ) of 9 million square kilometers. In March 2018, France and India expandéeir

18 WIPO 2018 IP Services: Innovators File Record Number of International Patent Application&/ith Asia Now
Leading https://www.wip o.int/pressroom/en/articles/2019/article _0004.html
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OOOAOACEA DAOOT AOOEEDP AT A EAOA ACOAAA O EITI
and strengthen the bilateral ties based on shared principles and valued democracy, freedom,

rueofl Ax AT A OAOPAAO A1 O EOI AT OECEOOS j#23h ¢(Q8
and defense relationships with Australia, Japan, and Vietnam. Australia and France agreed to

work together on cyberterrorism and deense as DCNS, a French company, was awarded a
$36.3billion contract to build 12 submarines for Australia. President Macron and Prime Minister
Abeagreed to increase their cooperation to promote stability in the IndeD0 AAEAEA AOOET C !
to France in/ AOT AAO ¢mpyw8 G6EAOT Aih &OAT AAGO & Oi Ao Al
in 2009 and upgraded relations to a Strategic Partnership in 2013. Bilateral cooperation

from France and the UK could develop a platform where other European countries might
becomemore engaged in the IndePacific. Regional states may view a more engaged Europe as
apotential alternative to the US and its uncertain leadership along with rising China.
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1.  UK-Japan Security Cooperation

Prakrit Rakwong, Ana Cuteanu, Naoko Hirotsu,
Yuki Nakazawa, Yuka Kato, Reo Saito, Shuntaro Ono,
Ei Chow, Sho Takagi, Kei Nakamura

1. Introduction: Overview of UK -Japan security cooperation

YT ¢mpxh OEA 5+ AT A *ADPAT AT 1T Al OAAA OEA O*1T ET
declaration, they agreed to strengthen security cooperation in 17 areas, clearly indication that

both the British and the Japanese government regard such coopem@ti as quite important for

their national security.

This paper examines the background and significance of tllapan security cooperation and how
the two countries should develop this relationship from now on. Firstly, we provide an overview
of UK-Japan searity cooperation, analyzing its background and challenges. After that, we turn
01 *APAT 60 1T OEAO OAAOOEOU AT 1T PAOAOGEIT T AOOAT CAIT,
the current UK-Japan security cooperation successful. Finally we discuss whetheir current

DAOOT AOOGEED AAT AA AAOAOEAAA AO O1 Ax OUBA 1T &£ Al
7A OAEA A EEOOI OEAAI ADPDPOI AAE O AOOAOGOGEIT ¢ OE
cooperation, roughly following this timeline: 1600 is the beginning of the UKlapan relationship.

William Adams was the one who first took contact with the Japanesen dhe shores of Kyushu.

However, no formal nor significant security cooperation was ever made between Japan and the

UK until until the early 1900s: in 1900, the UK and Japan agreed to establish security
cooperation, and in 1902 the First AngleJapanese Aiance was concluded, largely with the

purposes of mutual assistance with China and Korea, and to overcome the threat of Russia.
However, this was valid only until for 20 years.

Moving into the contemporary era, 2004 was a particularly significant year, abhe Japanese and
"OEOEOE AAEAT AA 1 ET EOOAOO OECI AA A O-Ai 1 OAT AODI
Cooperation. Then in 2012, there was the UBapan Summit held in Tokyo, with Prime minister

David Cameron visiting Japan. The Viddinister of Defence in Japan and UK defence minister

came to agree on the JapadK Defence cooperation Memorandum, in order to create a stronger
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ATTA T /&£ ATT PAOAGET T8 *Al OAOU ¢nmpuv OAx OEA FAEEOC
Finally in August 2017, Japan and UK achieved a joint declaration on Security Cooperation under

the administrations of Shinzo Abe and Theresa May respectively. Through this cursory overview

of JapanUK relations, we can see that it took almost 400 years for them to create a strong security
cooperation bond since their first encounter.

The section below expands on this background and examines the security situation from a
different point of view, looking into 2 essential parts of UKlapan security cooperation: the

military aspect and the information aspect. On the military side, 2 key events are worth noting:

OEA OECIEIC T &£ A O40AT OFEAO T £ $AEAT AROBNBIE D] RAp d
and the joint exercise with the UK army held in Japan in October 2018. As for information sharing,

we show that the practice is still limited as Japan and UK have different strategic goals.

2. Background and challenges of UK-Japan security
cooperation

In this section, we examine the main foreign policy directions of Japan and the UK, and then
outline their shared interests.

&1 Oi A0 *ApAT AOA DPOEI A T ETEOOAO 3EETUIT ' AA POI D
O 0AAAAS EIT Se&ckipy Strated) By tWispElicyl Jadan emphasizes the proactive
cooperation with other countries in order to promote peace in both regional and global

societies? In addition, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan recognizes the importance of

European countries as partners because they share common interests, policies, and democratic

values with Japan. The UK takes a similar positichFormer prime minister Theresa May

1 AOT AEAA OEA O' 11T AAl " OEOAET &8 OEOEiITh AAOGAA 11
countries, but will also look all over the world for economic and diplomatic opportunities.In

addition to that, Brexit also encourages UK to reassesise distribution of strategic interests

and look to other areas like the Arab Gulf, Singapore and East Asia.

1 . https://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/gaiko/page22_000407.html (v 2019/11/28)

2 (2" KU efi A e i )

https://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/area/uk/data.html#section5  ( 2019/11/28)

3 Global Britain: delivering on our international ambition GOV.UK

https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/global -britain -delivering-on-our-international -ambition (

2019/11/28)

4pPhilipShetler* T 1T A0 O4EADADEOEOBAI AGEI 1 OEEDPYd ! TAx AOA AAIIT O A
https://britishinterest.org/the -british -japaneserelationship-a-new-era-calls-for-a-new-alliance/ (

2019/11/27)
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Therefore, both Japan and the UK have begun to realize the significance of global connections
and the need for new partners in other parts of thevorld. This gives rooms for harmonizing
their foreign policies. In fact, the UK and Japan share seveggopolitical interests.

The first is their relationship with the US. Both the UK and Japan are allied and are cooperating

with US deeply in many aspeet such as diplomacy, economy, and military affaiPsiowever, in

OEAOA AAUO OEA 5380 DI xAO EO OAI AGEOAT U sAAAIT EI
Given this situation, JapafUK cooperation, through a triangular relationship with US, can

greatly contribute to the peace and stability of the world. Moreover, their cooperation is

important for a new type of alliance’0 OAOET 001 uh OEA [ AET O A& Oi 1T &

1
ET xEEAE T1TA OEOAS8 AT O1 OOU Aldekanple of i®Ethd AT U C
relationship between US and AsidPacific states. However, the problem with this connection is
that it is difficult for spokes countries to cooperate strategically with each other. Therefore,
from 2000s many countries recognize thémportance of relations between spoke countries.
AEEO OUPA 1T £ Al 1l EAUBR AI0 FM cdofliasorOnolieBeltheddre
model of this alliance and will support the US.

The second shared interest is related to their geographical gdion.8 Both countries are located

on the edge of Eurasia and have great powers nearby: China for Japan, Russia for the UK. These
AAUO #EET A AT A 2000EAh xEEAE AT OI A AA OAAT AO
influence and use force in tlir relations with other countries. From the perspective of geopolitics,

ET 1T OAAO O AT 01 OAO AT A AARAOAO OEAOA OI1I AT A bl xAC
like UK and Japan to cooperate each other. By cooperating, they can contribitenot only their

own security but also the peace and stability of global society.

3. Comparison with other security cooperation frameworks

We now draw a comparison between UKapan security cooperation and two other security
cooperation frameworks: a contemporary one, namely the JapaAustralia security
cooperation, and a historic one, that is the Angidapanese alliance of 1902.

5 >/ g
https://ippjapan.org/archives/1234 ( v 2019/11/21)
6 f WEDGE
Infinity https://wedge.ismedia.jp/articles/ -/11778 (v 2019/11/21)
7 Ibid. i
8a O o— g-. DPI o — - 1 =UYe
https://ippjapan.org/archives/1244( 2019/11/21)
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Australia is one of the most important regional security partners for Japan. Australia and Japan
cooperate in security field by 2+2 meeting, ACSA, GSOMIA, and bilateral military exercises.
There are some similarities between UKlapan security cooperation and JapaAustralia

security cooperation? They share security concerns such as increased preséur AU #EET A6 O

in power, and complicated alliance with the US.

There arethree further similarities: the promotion of FOIP; being not an alliance but rather an
alignment with joint security declaration; and having an economic partnership. With respedb

VFA, both the UK and Australia keep negotiating with Japan. On the other hand, there is also a
big difference between them. JapaAustralia cooperation predates the UKJapan cooperation.

The history of JaparAustralia security cooperatiori is longer than Uk* A B AT #th@ Bdsit A
Treaty of Friendship and Ceoperation between Australia and Japan was concluded in 1976.

In addition, Japan and Australia made Japahustralia Joint Declaration on Security

#1 1 PAOAOET T ET c¢mnmnxh x Ededagatiorn Witd a codnByloihdr than & O O O
usii

A comparison with Anglo* ADAT AOA Al 1 EAT AA ET pwmch xEEAE
can also be productive2" | OE OEA 5+ AT A *APAT xAOA AEOAEA
the result of the UK abandoning isolationism and concluding the Angidapanese alliance.
Through World War I, the UK and the US became cautious of Japanese colonialism in China,
culminating with the alliance being abolished at Washington Naval Conference in 1921. The
commonfeatures of AngleJapanese alliance in 1902 and the current Ukapan cooperation are

its objective z counter-Russiaz and its priority z safeguarding regional security in Asia. On the
other hand, there are two differences. First, Angldapanese alliance as a wartime military
alliance, so they had reciprocal responsibility to protect each other. Second, the former one did
not regard China as a threat while the latter one does. However, judging from an aspect of
confronting landpower, they have similar structure despite the different country perceived as a
threat.

o a 8 9 — ™ e NHK

https://www.nhk.or.jp/kaisetsu -blog/100/309495.html 2019/12/6

10, Basic Treaty of Friendship and Goperation between Australia andJapanr Australian Government
https://dfat.gov.au/geo/japan/pages/basic -treaty-of-friendship-and-co-operation-between-australia-and -
japan.aspx 2019/12/6

- 2 :
https://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/area/australia/visit/0703_ks.html 2019/1 2/6)

12 See footnote 8.
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4. A New Type of Alliance?

4.1. Characteristics and criticism

11 EAT AR OAZEAOO O1 OA I Oi Al AT A ET A&l Otivihdr AOOA
i T OA O OAOAHEEOO®ARODEDOU Al T DAOAOE T réspos®©to AT 1 11
OE O A AH@ @R and Japan, through their long history of alliances, once shared the common
strategic purpose of preventing Russian expansionism in the early twentieth century. At the time,

the AngloJapanese alliance was traditionally based on military cooperation. Nonetheless, as the

nature of geopolitics has shifted, traditional alliances are now believed to be insufficient in

dealing with threats in the contemporary world which no longer &clusively come in a form of

ET OAOOOAOA OEOAI OU8 4EA ET OOT AGAOGETT T &2/ A 0. Ax
that it provides a more comprehensive approacho the re-interpretation of security in relation

to modern threats.

a ke New Type of Alliance» Xe&pands its focus to
Y2NB (0KIFYy YAftAOlINE O22
diversified security fields, including marine security,
anti-terrorism, cybersecurity, intelligence cooperatior
humanitarian disaster support, peacekeeping
operations and join developm# of defense
SIjdzA L SY 1 Q®

2 AAAT 61 uh OEA OAOI O. Ax 4UPA T &£ '11 EAT AAS EAO
the two sea powers. According to the speech in 2013 by H.E. Keiichi Hayashi, Japan and the UK
OAOA Tix 1TO00COCEEL AT T kA DADEATAGKNe Abjok diflerdned OE O U

13 Walt, Stephen M. The Origins of Alliance. Cornell University Press, 1987. JSTOR,

www.jstor.org/stable/10.7591/j.ctt32b5fc.

147 A1 Oh 30APEAT -8 O!lil EAT AA &I Of IAdriational SAdurdy, v@.B Aod" 1885A1 AA 1 £
pp. X43. JISTORwww.jstor.org/stable/2538540.

O03PAAAE AO OEA 01 000I 1T OOE . AOAnbagsddérs Spéetetethe Bnbassy 6f %8 + AEE A
Japan in the UK, 23 July 2013,

www.uk.emb-japan.go.jp/en/embassy/ambassador/speech/speecharchive.html.
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between the traditional alliance and the New Type of Alliance is that while the former
concentrates on military security, the latter expands its focus to more than military cooperation

by coverel ¢ OAI I AEOAOOCEEZEAA OAAOOEOU -#foAsmAOh E
cybersecurity, intelligence cooperation, humanitarian disaster supporfeacekeeping operations

AT A ETET AAOGATT Pi Al 6 THe varichfsghlres@ifcolldbbirabe &d réléced 8

in the JapanrUK Joint Declaration on Security Cooperation by Prime Minister Shinzo Abe and

Prime Minister Theresa May in 2017. Moreover, the New Type of Alliance is designed to function

during peace rather than wartimel” Nevertheless, casidering the annexation of Crimea by
2000EAh #EET A8O OAOOEOI OEAI Al AEi 0 ET OEA 31060
form of Anglo-Japanese alliance seeks a similar objective of that in the traditional one on the
grounds that it remains acontainment policy against an old expansionist Eurasian counterpart

like Russia and, simultaneously, counterbalances rising China.

AEA OOAT OE Gand-0 b 1AHDA 06 OGWADA A OAITIOEAT AA EO Al O AO
dynamic security archiecture in Asia. In the huband-OB1T EAO Al 1 EAT AAh * APAI1

EO O1I1T AAPAT AAT O Opi1T OEA OEOAS Al O1 6oug -OEA 5
layered security structure like
countries in Europe where
NATO, FPDA, EU security
alliance and bilateral security
agreements are synchronously
b functioning, Japan under the Abe
o e administration is committed to

' ‘ pursuing such kind of network
i type alliance.18 One clearcut
PUCIEES example is the promotion of Free
and Open IndePacific Vision by
Japan bgether with other three
AT 01 OOEAO ET OEA O
namely the US, India and
Australia.

CHARLEVOIX

3ol o @

[Source: Wikimedia Common

16 8 Oo - < S U8o
, 19 Sept. 2018, ippjapan.org/archives/1234.

17 |bid.

18 See footnote 16.
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Still, there remain certain challenges towards the New Type of Alliance and the netwotipe

Alliance. The following question haseen raised regarding the New Type of Alliance: is it really

new? Considering the definition of alliance provided by Stephen Walt as mentioned earlier,

Al TEATAA EO A O& OF A1l AT A ET &£ OF Al AOOAT CAIl AT ¢
sovereignsA O RO 6 &8 AOAOR OEA PAOAAECI 1T £ OOAAOOEOUS EA
the security during the Cold War might be different from that after the 9.11 incident. If the goal of

alliance formation by definition is to achieve any type of secity, then the concept of alliance

must have been evolving in accordance with the dynamic security by its own nature. Hence,

OET O1 A OEA A1 1 EAT AAsinkdwh4 i& aeiv & Aot theGilliadce Aself bdt tatek 6
threats?

In the case of the nework-type alliance, another concern is whether Japan is truly able to move

out of the US dominant huband-spokes feature. In consideration of the Japanese Constitution,

Japan is not allowed to pursue any offensive actions. Bound by the NPT, the countigi$® obliged

O0i OAOOOAET EOO 1 0AI AAO AI AEOGEITT 1T AATET ¢ OEAO
dependent on the US umbrella like what it has been doing since the end of World War II. On this

point, can Japan really escape from the hudnd-spoke dliance? Another point is that it is difficult

to develop an Asiabased alliance seeing that the shared identity in Asia is not as strong as that in
Europe. This is why, according to Hemmer and Katzenstein, there is no NATO is A&i@ultural

diversity and historical conflicts among Asian countries might hinder the integration of security

network in the region.

5. Policy Recommendations

We argue that in order to enhance the Uklapan security cooperation, two key legal issues should
be considered. These are the restrictions imposed by Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution
(hereinafter referred to as the Constitution) and the legal status of British soldiers and supplies.

Article 9 of the Constitution provides for the abandonment of war renunciation of military
power, and denial of the right to engage in war, despite the fact that Japan has a substantial army
called the SelDefense Forces. Constitutional debate continues to this day, but it falls outside of
the scope of this brief to ddress the legality of the SelDefense Forces. We focus here on the

19 See footnote 13.
2o(Ai i AOh #EOEOOI PEAOR AT A 0AOAO *8 +AOUAT OOAET 8 O7EU ) O
AT A OEA |/ OECET O Intemtiond OrQeBitadiod) oD 6] nk. G,i2@02, pp. 52607. JISTOR
www.jstor.org/stable/3078589.
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requirements for the exercise of collective selflefense and the relationship between UKapan
security cooperation??

5.1. Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution

In July 2014, the Japagse government changed its existing view and allowed the right to
collective selfA A £EAT OA8 4EA Cc1T OAOT T AT O OOAOAARh O4EA ' 10
not only when an armed attack against Japan occurs but also when an armed attack against a
foreicT AT O1 OoOU OEAO EO ET A Al 1T OA OAI AOCEI T OEEDP x
survival and poses a clear danger to fundamentally overtur® AT D1 A8 O OECEO O1 |
pursuit of happiness, and when there is no other appropriate meanavailable to repel the attack

AT A A1 OOOA *APAT 60 OOOOEOAI AT A DPOI OAAO EOO DA
should be interpreted to be permitted under the Constitution as measures for setfefense in
accordance with the basic logic 0O EA ' T OAOT | AT &8The rigHE t& golletiive selfA OA 8 6
defense is a right recognized under international law, and there are debates for its use, but there

are requirements. Japan has its own requirements in addition to the requirements of
international law.23

Since UKJapan security cooperation has not yet formed a formal security alliance, it is unlikely
that Article 9 of the Constitution will legally constrain UkJapan security cooperation. However,
in promoting JapartUK security cooperation, itshould be kept in mind that Japan has restrictions
on the exercise of collective seltlefense.

5.2. Legal status of the UK personnel and supplies

To promote security cooperation, personnel exchanges and mutual provision &upplies such as
food and ammunition are necessary?4 At that time, the legal status of the provision of Supplies
and services becomes a problem in terms of standards and procedufédn addition to the United

21 Of course, constitutional discussions, including the constitutionality of the Selbefense Forces and the
interpretation of the right to self-defense, are important. However, when discussing legal restrictions on security
cooperation between Japan and Britaindiscussing the constitutionality of the SelDefense Forces is not necessarily
useful because the scope of discussion is too broad. Therefore, on the premise of the constitutionality of the-Self
Defense Forces, we will discuss legal restrictions other &m Article 9 by discussing the relationship between
collective selfdefense rights and UKJapan security cooperation.

22 English translation is quoted here. https://spfusa.org/research/collective-self-defense/.

s - d e o8 4L .||\/I=_ J|| —n ™ — = ™M= 26 7 1
https://lwww.cas.go.jp/jp/gaiyou/jimu/pdf/anpohosei.pdf
23 2011 a ¢ Ce 8 8 616 618

24 A number of questions remain on this point: Wl the UK and Japaexchange personnel to promote security
cooperation? Further investigation is requiral to determineit.
25 https://www.mod.go.jp/msdf/navcol/SSG/review/7 -2/7 -2-08.pdf (2019/12/06)

36



States that concludes a security treaty, Japan signed Acquisition and Cr&ssvicing Agreement
(ACSA) with Australia, followed by an ACSA with the UK. In the ACSA with UK, the-Beténse
Force is permitted to provide ammunition to the UK Army.

Then, what will the status of military personnel become in advance gkcurity cooperation? Under
customary international law, sovereign states are not subject to jurisdiction in other countries
(State immunity). For example, in security cooperation, the question arises whether military
personnel are subject to sovereign exaption. Therefore, an agreement to confirm their status
will be necessary?6 Japan has already signed several, Status Of Forces Agreement (SOFA)
including the United States, and aim to sign Visiting Forces Agreement (VFA) with Australia. Both
agreements ae intended to establish the legal status of military personnel. Such an agreement
will be necessary for the promotion of UKJapan security cooperation.

26 In this regard, there is a controversy about the extent to which sovereign immunity are subject. Traditionally,
state acts and property have been subject to absolute immunity. Today, however, it is argued that state actions are
divided into sovereign andprivate actions, sovereign actions are subject to state immunity, and private actions are
subject to the jurisdiction of other states.
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V. North Korea: Implications for
Regional Security and the Global Non-
Proliferation Regime

Haruhiko Tsukamoto, Akiyuki Inoguchi, Sari Kawada,
Seina Masumoto , Haruhiko Tsukamoto,
Pawornwan Verapuchong, Onghena Hannelore

1. Introduction

Since Kim JongJn came to power in 2011, the North Korean regime has significantiginforced

its nuclear and ballistic capabilities. The North Korean nuclear arsenal now appears
AT T OOAOOAT OEA1T O1T OEA OACEI A8 )1 @Bebktivd rénaigs OAOI
the denuclearization of North Korea, but in the shortterm, the main issue is to avoid any verbal
escalation between Donald Trump and Kim Jorgn which could lead to into uncertain outcomes,

in the worst case, a military intervention onKorean soil. The DPRK, despite the opaque nature of
its regime, is kind of predictable. For more than 20 years, the country has defied the efforts of the
international community. It has remained uncompromising in its objective of developing nuclear
weapons and associated vectors, nuclear energy so on. NK withdrew from the NPT in 2003,
reported to have constructed a facility of uranium enrichment in 2010, restarted the Yongbyon
reactor in 2015 and, most importantly,conducted six nuclear tests between 2006nd 2017. These

nuclear tests are the only ones to have been carried out since the beginning of the 21st century.

In this paper, we aim to analyze the implications North Korea has towards regional security and
the global non-proliferation regime, through the following research question:How can we achieve
a non-proliferation deal?

In order to answer it, we have laidout three research subquestions.

1 What is the current situation regarding North Korea and its regional security?
1 Why is it deemed difficult to achieve a denuclearization deal currently?
1 What impacts does it have if North Korea becomes a permanent nuatestate?



2. Current situation analysis regarding North Korea and
regional security

2.1. What exactly was the initial incentive for North Kore ato go nuclear?

The motivations of a state to acquire or not acquire nuclear weapons amiverse. Nuclear
weapons are not only tools for national security; they are also politicabbjects of considerable
importance in internal debates and internal bureaucratic struggles, weapons that ensure the
security of the regime as well as national secity. ! In the case of North Korea, they have become
genuine weapons of identity, political weapons that strengthen the legitimacy of the regime,
increase the authority of the leader, consolidate the hereditary system, legitimize the sacrifices of
the population, strengthen the internal cohesion of the country and stimulate the national
morale.2

2.2. Why was North Korea successful in pursuing its nuclear program?

As international security scholar Richard Betts has observed, no state has ever developedi|ear

xAADT T O AU AAAEAAT O 1T O ET AAOGAOOGAT AA8 .1 OOE +1 O/
the 1950s. Since 1956, the Soviet Union began training North Korean scientists and engineers,
CEOET ¢ OEAI OAAOCEA ETIT xI ARKIG 2089 wiih the End &f & Gold BvarA 1 O/
and the collapse of the Soviet Union, North Korea lost the security guarantees and economic
support that had sustained it for 45 years. Also, since the establishment of the North Korean state

in September 1948, theUS and the DPRKave never experienced normal relations; rather they

are tainted by the experience of the Korean War. The US has always treated DPRK as an enemy.
These relationships with other countries have enhanced the anxiety of the DPRK, resultingts

pursuit of a nuclear weapon.

International relations scholar Jacques Hymans argues that nuclear weapons development
derives from deeply held emotional beliefs of leaders about power, identity, and risk. He

characterizes the belief system associated®tOE OEA DBOOOOEO 1T £ 1 OA1I AAO
T AOET 14KinEIGdurdy8and Kim Jongl (despite their differences in temperament and

10UT T CUAT C 7AO0T O 1 CAET 11 O"UuObil Quatbriaddergith &hé KubléahDisargamerit O O E h
Advocacy ly Canada and New Zealand, Lyndon Burford, 2016

2CORGEDU NORDYVARTSS . ) 3 d *5 BRA LASGEONFRONTATION?, Antoine Bondaz, 2017

3 Derek Bolton (2012). North Korea's Nuclear Program. American Security Project. Archivdibm the original (PDF)

on 25 April 2013.

4Hymans, J. (2012). Contents. In Achieving Nuclear Ambitions: Scientists, Politicians, an d Proliferation (p. V).

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
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experience) both fit the profile. The internal regimeof the DPRK is able to put a large amount of
technological and material resources to the development of nuclear weapons. Thus both outside
and inside factors lead to the result of the DPRK nuclear issue

2.3. How did North Korea change the dynamics of regional security

In this section, we focus on the impact of the North Korea issue on regional security. First we
examine the factors which can make North Korea a bigger threat and the relationsHiptween
NK and the rest of Asia.

North Korea has threatened regional security for a while. Its threat has been increasing since Kim
JongOT AAAAI A OEA #EAEOI Al 1T £ OE ATherela® EBdirdyGio 0 A OO
factors regarding the North Korean thret to regional security. The first one is nuclear testing.
North Korea has carried out tests 4 times under the Kim Joagn regime (2012-present), while
only twice under Kim Jongil regime (1994-2011). It is possible for us to estimate the scale of it
by referring to the magnitude of the earthquakes that take place in Punggyl, a North Korean
nuclear testing ground. The magnitude has been getting larger, thus, there is almost no doubt
that the scale of the nuclear test has been also getting larger with tenFurthermore, according

to a report by Japanese Ministry of Defense, it can be said that North Korea already succeeded to
build nuclear warheads small enough to fit on its ballistic missiles, considering the result of 5th
and 6th nuclear test.

The secad factor is NK missile technology. Launching a ballistic missile that can fly from
thousands of km to approximately 10,000 km, is difficult to intercept due to its extremely high

speed. It is usually launched with nuclear warhead as weapons of mass desfiion because of

its low accuracy. In the era of Kim Jongn (2012-present) the number of launched ballistic

missile is 65, while in the era of Kim Jong (1994-2011) it was 165 As a matter of fact, it is

possible for North Korea to target Asian counies including Japan launching intermediateange

ballistic missile (IRBM) and intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM). Moreover, even the US can

AA xEOEET OEA OATCA T &£ .1 O00E®&+1T OAAGO T Ax )#"- |

As a conclusion, North Korea threatens theegional security by carrying out nuclear tests and
launching ballistic missiles, the potential impact of which would be huge because North Korea

5" - 0 F O i SRl n 199 . 2019 https://www.mod.go.
jp/j/approach/surround/pdf/dprk_bm_201909a.pdf ° = « ¢ ® :612 .2019
6 Morth Korea's missile shower cements Japan's defence strategy.” 3 3 2018, https://www.eastas

iaforum.org/2018/03/03/north _-koreas-missile-shower-cementsjapansdefencestrategy/® = « ¢ ® :612
2019°
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already succeeded in making nuclear warheads small enough to put on its ballistic missiles. Even
though Kim dng-un announced its intention for complete denuclearization and suspension of
launching ICBM, this threat still remains unless CVID (complete, verifiable, irreversible
denuclearization) is achieved.

2.4. What is the current situation regarding its negotiations between the
US/South Korea and North Korea?

In the second TrumpKim summit in Hanoi, which was held on 2728 February 2019, both parties
could not settle for an agreement and the negotiations essentially collapsed, with the two leaders
leaving earlier than originally planned. Since then, there has been a summit in Stockholm, but the
result was more or less the same. What was the reason for the collapse? In this part, rather than
going over the specific dates and process of the negotiationseviry to assess why the latest
negotiation ended up in a breakdown by analyzing the current interests of both the US and North
Korea.

yl OEA TAcCi OEAOCEITO T &# (ATTER OEA 53! EIT OEOOAA
Korea should achieve aomplete, verifiable, and irreversible denuclearization (CVID) first in

order to get the US to completely lift sanctiong.North Korea, however, rejected this idea and

instead suggested that it would abandon the Byeong Yeon Nuclear Scientific Researcht€&eand

its surrounding facilities, in return for the lifting of five categories of UN sanctions. The US
instantly dismissed this suggestion, athey believed that North Korea would not abandon all the
facilities, including the underground facility located in north-west Byeong Yeon, as North Korea

never referencedhow and which part of the Byeong Yeon facility they would actually abanddén.

Although the exact negotiation process is not clear, from the difference in demands it is not
difficult to conclude that the summit was bound to fail from the very beginning, at least in terms
of pushing a nonproliferation deal forward. So, why were their demands so different, and why
could they not come to a concession?

The ultimate goal of the USA and NortKorea can be described as being entirely opposite. While
the USA seeks the complete denuclearization of North Korea, North Korea only seem to be

7 North Korea's missile shower cements Japan's defence strategy.” 3 3 2018, https://www.eastas
iaforum.org/2018/03/03/north _-koreas-missile-shower-cementsjapansdefencestrategy/® = « ¥ ® :6 12
20199
8 "Heading into 2020, Trump Defends Faltering North Korea ...." 5 11. 2019, https://www.voanews.
com/usa/heading-2020-trump -defendsfaltering-north-korea-talks-win® = « ¢ ® :612 .2019
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summit, as he US insisted on the secalled CVID. When we turn our eyes to North Korea, it is
guite clear that they have no intention of denuclearization, at least unilaterally. As we have
analyzed above, North Korea has perpetuated its nuclear program primarily to img the USA to
the negotiating table in order to demand the safety of its regime and a security guarantee of North
Korea. North Korea will not compromise on these two demands, because the very reason why
North Korea initiated the nuclear development is toensure these two core interest would be
actualized.

A ke maximum amount North Kores willing to
concede is a symbolic denuclearizatié

Given this context, the maximum amount North Korea would concede is a symbolic
denuclearization, as stated above. Symbolic denuclearizatiois, by abandoning/halting some of
its nuclear programs (by abandoning a nuclear fac ility and showing that to forgn press, as an
example) a means to show that they have no hostile intent, and lowering the perception of threat
within the international society.® However, they would still hold on to the nuclear program, in
order to pursue their goal, which is the surwal of the Kim regime and the securityguarantee.
The latter demand could be extremely hard for USA to concede, as Noitlorea is apparently not
only demanding the USA to withdraw its strategic assets from South Korea, but also from Guam
and Hawaii, accoding to certain sources!® This is partly the reason why the negotiations has
been met with hardships.

When we turn our attention to the USA however, there is another factor that migimake CVID
even more difficult to achieve: namely, the dynamics of doestic politics. When explaining the
actions and negotiations of the USA and President Trump, we must consider the element of
domestic politics, and particularly for Trump, the 2020 elections. Trump often portrays the freeze
of joint US and South Korean riiary exercises in exchange for a continued freeze on North
Korean nuclear and missile testing as a huge success in his foreign pohfiéyhis has raised

9"JIIA- - cofis "123 . 2019,https://www2 . jiia.or.jp/

RESR/column_page.php?id=327 = « ¥ ® :612 .2019

10"CIA Y5 YA — - WEDGE Infinity." 28 3 . 2019,https://wedge. ismedia.jp/articles/ -

[15761° = « ¥ ® :612 .2019

gl Ol OOEw-AOABRNAGA 4EA AAAT #EET A0Bhths/. | OOE +1 OAA 8888c¢
www.brookings.edu/blog/order -from-chaos/2018/06/12/a -slushy-freeze-for-freeze-the deaklchina-and-north -
korea-always-wanted/® = « 8 ® :612 .2019
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questions regarding his future stance towardsNorth Korea, however, with many experts raising
concems that the USA might make aoncession the would benefit the USA and the USA only.

One major concern, especially for Japan is that the USA might allow North Korea to have nuclear
artillery as long as they halt the development and usage of ICBM, whichsithe capability to reach
the USA (practically allowing short ranged missiles). This would cause Japamd potentially South
Korea to constantly be under the threat of North Korea, without the protection of the USA.
Although it is very unlikely that North Korea would actually initiate an attack on these states,
Japan and South Korea will be more vulnerable to the threats North Korea possesses. Therefore,
even though the USA as a whole would probably continue to look for a complete denuclearization,
President Trump might pursue something different which would boost his domestic reputation.
This is another ongoing concern regarding the noproliferaton deal with North Korea.

The dynamics within domestic politics, not to mention the wide gap between the twpA OOE A O 8
ET OAOAOGOOTCI A1 O xEAT EO AT T AO OI OEA OAOI OAAI
negotiations. Moreover, even if they do come to an agreement, it would much likely be far from

an actual complete denuclearization deal.

Finally, we dhould also consider the wors case, a scenario where North Korea gains a position
as a permanent nuclear state as a result of negotiations breakdown. In the next section, ave
going to analyze the potential problems and detrimental harms caused by NorKorea becoming
a permanent nuclear state.

3. Policy issues: the effects of North Korea perpetuating its
nuclear program and disregarding the non -proliferation
regime

3.1. Scenario: Failure of US negotiations; North Korea going permanently
nuclear

In this section, we examine the possible effects of this scenario on North Korea, and predict their
bi OOEAI A AAOET 108 4EATh xA AOOAOO OEA 53860 bi Ol

First of all, in terms of military action, in such a situationit is very unlikely to think that North

Korea would choose to attack the US. This is because thedy8rrides North Korea in not just only

the military aspect, but from all aspects by far. Therefore, there is no incentive for North Korea to

attack the USaking into consideration the consequences it could have. Furthermore, it can be said

that attacks on South Korea and Japan would also not happen. Considering the survival of its state,
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North Korea would probably avoid actions which can either create hugeriticism within the
international society, or provoke counter attacks which could destroy North Korea. As a matter of
fact, it is possible to say that North Korea has not been developing its nuclear weapons as counter
measures for Japan or South Korea buather, it has gone nuclear as a result of it wanting to
compromise with the US. What is more, countries like the US, Japan and South Korea have all
established opportunities for negotiations with North Korea, and there is no urgent incentive for
North Korea to take the initiative in aggressively attacking another state.

On the other hand, the damage the US will receive once negotiations fail is thought to be
considerable. Firstly, its deterrence capabilities will show ineffective, which coulgrompt many

countries around the
world to shift policies.
For example, countries
hostile to the US like
I[ran might decide to go
nuclear too. This would

certainly further
complicate the non
proliferation policies [

and cooperation doNe w——"
currently. The US will -
also lose trust and
credibility  from its |
allies. Countries like |
Japan and South Kore
will probably have to
reconsider their policies as a result of this. [Source: Wikimedia Commons]

''''''''

In the worst case scenario for the US, China will gain leadhip of the negotiations with North

+1T OAAh OAOOI OET ¢ ET OEA 5360 1100 1T &£ ET £ OAT AA
currently the only country which can effectively impose sanctions to North Korea leveraging on

North Korea being havily dependent on China in terms of trade. Therefore, these assumptions on

the aftermath of a failed negotiation are very possible, which means it could have a significantly
negative effect on the US.

3.2.Impact on the non-proliferation regime

What will happen if North Korea perpetuates its nuclear program and does not join the nen
proliferation regime? It will have a huge impact on both the nosproliferation regime and the
regional security in Asia, as examined in this section.
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North Korea withdrew from NPT in 2003. However, this withdrawal remains controversial
because it failed the threemonth notice requirement and there was a questiorthat North Korea
has a right to withdraw. The International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) regarded North Korea as
a country under NPT and the United Nation Security Council also demanded a retraction of the
declaration of withdrawable, not requested to back to NPT. Therefore, a North Korea with nuclear
capabilities has large influence on the nomroliferation regime and countries joining NPT.

There are some countries who had nuclear weapon under NPT, such as South Africa, Libya and
Ukraine. Also some are under noiproliferation process like Iran. However, if North Korea is
recognized as a nuclear state, these countriemight consider non-proliferation regime is unfair

and try to get nuclear again. It would also lose trust for the Ued order. Countries under the US

nuclear umbrella might consider to go nuclear too. Nuclearmament already come up in some

country. For example, it became controversial irGermany in 2018, because the trust for US
AAAOAAOGAA8 ' OOOOAI EA A1 O EAA AEOAOOOEIT AAT O
perceived disrespect for their alliance andhe rise of China. So, neproliferation proc ess in North

Korea can destabilize the nosproliferation regime, which must be safeguarded to maintain the

status quo.

3.3. Impact on South Korean and Japanese nuclear policies

We consider here the possibility that a North Korean permanent nuclearizatiocould push South

Korea and Japan into nuclear armament. These two countries share some characteristics, such

as being under the umbrella of US and near to NK; both have stuck to a narclear policy
AARAAAOOA T &£# AZAEOE ET OEA 5380 EOCA 1 OAI AAO DI xA

However, today, the situation is changing. Donald Trump criticizes these countries because he

thinks that the content of Security Treaty or financial burden are unfair to AmericaAs a
consequence, South Korea in particular is afraid of the decline in the qualibf Mutual Defense

Treaty and many Koreans would agree to a nuclear armament of the country: a poll conducted

by Gallup Korea in 2016 indicated that nearly 60 percent of South Koreans support the country's
development of its own nuclear weaponsNPT saysOEAO O%AAE O0AOOU OEAI I
national sovereignty have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that extraordinary

events, related to the subject matter of this Treaty, have jeopardized the supreme interests of it

O AT O1 Oarie &oreAr tiink DWill be applied for South Korea. But, of course, it remains
unlikely for South Korea to develop its own nuclear power because of the high costs.

Similar circumstances are also applicable to Japan, with the big difference that public oioin in

Japan is strongly influenced by the nucleaA EOAOT AT AT O 11 OAT AT O AAAAOOA
legacy as the only country ever experiencing the atomic bomb. As a result, there are almost no
discussions on nuclear armament issues.
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As analyzed abovethere are detrimental effects linked to the potential permanent nuclearization
of North Korea. Therefore, a deal that would persuade North Korea to pursue the road of
denuclearization must be achieved. In our last section, we advance some suggestionfiaw we
can nudge North Korea to shift in the direction of denuclearization, based on the assessment of
. 1T OOE +1 OAA80O PAOO AAEAOEI OO8

4. Policy Recommendations

4.1. Why a unilateral denuclearization deal is unrealistic? Past multilateral
approach towards the denuclearization talks

1 NPT (December 1985)

In response to the request of the Soviet Union, the DPRK joined NPT. At first, North Korea

did not agree with the Comprehensive&safeguards Agreement (CSA), but afterwards signed

the Joint Delaration of the Denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula in 1992, thus
AAAAPOET C )! %' 60 ET OPAAOEIT 08 )OO0 EEOOO EIC
development was at a higher level than what they reported. In response to this findings,

IAEA requested a special inspection, but North Korea rejected and announceds

withdrawal from NPT in 1993, as mentioned above. In the end, neither NPiior IAEA had

influence on North Korea due to their weak legal enforcement provisions. In the same year,

they deferred its withdrawal from NPT, but their relations remained strained. After that,

North Korea changed its policy, accepting oren-one negotiation with the US. Through
OEAEO AT 1 OAOOGAOGEI T 6h OEAU ACOAAA 11 OmA O! C¢
Koreab Ol i EOAA O1T OOAU ET OEA .04 OACEI A AT A (
However, North Korea quickly resumed nuclear testing and was uncooperative to% & O

ET OPAAOGEI T8 )T c¢mnph OPIT ' AT OCA 78 "OOEBSO
AOOEOOAA POT OT EAA .1 OOE +1 OAA8O AT CAO j.1006
OEA O AAI T AA OADEOOAOAT ROEI ®ds8 OHOAIEROVE | A
suggestion, North Korea refused IAEA inspection and left the NPT again in 2003:-Nk8th

Korea regime wasbroken down. Once again, multilateral regime failed here.

1 SixParty Talks

I £#OAO .1 OOE +1 OAAGO xEOEAOAxAI rrealdctivittE A . 0 4
Under the strained USNorth Korea relationship, China emerged as a positive player. Three
iTTOEO AEOAO . 1T OOE +1 OAA xEOEAOARaA)TAKks @&sAT EO

held, including the US, North Korea, and China. Also August in 2003, SixParty Talks was
set up as a multilateral regime towards denuclearization involving the US, North Korea,

*ADAT h #EET Ah 31 O00E +1 OAA AT A 28600EA8 4EAU
46



but this document did not have legal forcethus it was not so effective. It was not until the
4th Six-Party Talks that the countries agreed on a joint statement. In that statement, North
Korea promised to abandon all the nuclear weapons and to rejoin NPT/IAEA. Some experts
point out that it was the USDPRK talks that ensured the success of te 4th Sparty Talks.
The Bush administration was reluctant to join oneon-one talks, but considering the past
three meetings, they might have compliedAt the same time, it is obvious that what made
the denudearization talk stall was also the US. On the one hand the US joined the
multilateral regime and contribute to make a joint statement, on the other hand, they
worked to impose economic sanction on North Korea. Such attitude provoked North Korean
strong distrust for US and made further negotiation difficult. Afterwards, there were two
more six-party talks until 2008, but there was no particular progress.

As we can see, this multilateral constitution is greatly influenced bySNorth Korea
relations, thisi0 AAOOAI 1 U OAEI AOAOAI 6 OAOQOEAO -PayAl
talks itself could be meaningful, but obviously, it is not until USlorth Korea relationships
improved/progressed that Six-Party Talks could become effective. All in all, wids needed
for the time being should be a bilateral diplomatic framework between the US and North

Korea.

1 US preference for oneon-one talks

4.2.

John Bolton toldFox News Sundathis Apri: O4 EA 51 EOAA 30A0AO0 EO

other nations from nuclear talks with Pyongyang, but I think it's not what our preference

E @&adlowing this statement, Russian President Viadimir Putin suggested the revivaif
multilateral approach to the denuclearization talks but Bolton referred to SkParty Talks
AO OiI i AOGEET ¢ OxEEAE Z£AEI AA EI1 difnde toRakdd 08
multilateral talks.

What kind of negotiations/deals are feasible and beneficial for all

parties?

4.2.1. Can we achieve a bilateral deal? If so, how?

If we consider the three points outlined below, we argue that a bilateral deal with North Korea

is achievable. NK claimed that they would abandon the nuclear facilities of Yongbyon based on
the verification of the US (not IAEA). This shows that NKisseékic O. OA1T AAO AOI O AT 1
with the US, which the US and the Soviet Union made duri@gld War. So, we have to see US as

12 https://asia.nikkei.com/Spotlight/N-Korea-at-crossroads/Trump-prefers-one-on-one-w ith-North-Korea-over-six-party-

talks
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the main negotiator of any deal with NK. However, other countries like South Korea, Japan and
China also have a say.

.+ xAT 00 A OOUIi AT1 EA DPAOOEAI AAT OA1 AAOEUAOE
option because nuclear weapons are so important to the security of regime and it is too
dangerous to abandon all of the nukes aince. Nuclear power is the superior guarantee

I £# OEA OACEI AGO OOOOEOAI OI O1 OAl EAAT A AAAI

The Diplomati T O7EU ) OAT 3EI OI A ' AO OEA 11 Ad8h +AI
the only peacekeeping weaponghat the world has ever known. However, at the second
OO0 T EO 1 AROET ¢ AAOxAAT .+ AT A OEMAELD BEGAAE

required the complete denuclearization to have the economic sanctions fully lifted in turn.

There isahugegaponth O1 AAOOOAT AET ¢ 1T £#/ OEA AAEET EOQOET
is the reason why negotiations failed to conclude. To succeed in the deal of
AAT OAl AAOEUAOETT h OEA 53 EAO O OAITE AAT 60O C
accepting the factO E A O -fde-AB'CBEC AAAT EO O OAAI EOOEA ET Al
OACEI A T &£ .+8 7A OOGCCAOO OEA 53 DPOOOOAO A (¢
clear timeframe of the steps which NK has to follow.

2) Political sustainability
Tosucceed il AT OAT AAOEUAOGET T h OEA AAAl OEI Ol A EAOQ!
the deal should be valid for a long time even if regime change happens. If the content of the
deal become invalid when the regime changes, it will be confusing, and the dealuld not
be reliable anymorez giving NK no incentive for abandoning its nukes. If president Trump
strikes a terrible deal that is detrimental to the national interest of the US and its allies, the
Democratic Party would have a big chance to attack himmd regime change will be likely
to happen. The deal should consider the perspective of the national interest of the US, NK
and allies and be supported by all of them. To be supported by allies, US has to talk about
the denuclearization of NK with its own dlies (Japan and South Korea) as well as China.

3) Appropriate balance between the progress of denuclearization measures and incentives for
North Korea
Nukes are paramount to the survival of the North Korean regime. Therefore, NK will not
abandon nukes without some incentives. For NK, incentives are the security guarantees
from US and economic advantages (which means lifting of the economic sanction).
However, the incentives shoul not be too much or too little. At theecond summit meeting
between NK and the US, NK requested the lifting of five of the economic sanctions which
EAOA AAAT Ei bl OAA AU OEA 5. 3AAOOEOOUftiwgi OT AE
I £/ AATTTTEA OAT AOCEI 1 06 ET Al OAAA OEA OAOOOEA
if it was accepted by the US it would have made too much of a concessiamith a negative
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from NK was correct and made the process of denuclearization feasible.

4.2.2. Our recommendation

According to the discussion above, we suggest that three points should be fulfilled to achieve
a denuclearization deal:

1) Bilateral deal between the US and NK
The failure of past approach of NPT and Six Parties shows that the unilatedsal is not
realistic, and that NK prefers bilateral deals to multilateral ones. Also, NK is probably
OAREET C A O. OAl AAD AQOL @A ADOD | x OWBHOBEA 53 (¢
place during the Cold War

2) Phased denuclearization
For NK, nukes are the only peacekeeping weapons that they have already known,
making it too dangerous for them to abandon them atonce. DABIAECS EO OT OAAI
and we suggest the phased denuclearization with giving the appropriate amount of
incentives.

3) Cooperation between the allies
We suggested a bilateral approach focusing on the US and NK. However, Japan, South
Korea and otherAsian countries are the ones that are going to be most exposed to the
danger of security if the deal of denuclearization fails. It would be too risky to leave the
negotiation of denuclearization to the US only. Therefore, Asian countries should have
the chance to talk with the US before the deal with NK. They have to discuss the
AAEET EOGETT 1 &£ OAAT OAI AAOEUAOGETT86h T AOQETTAI
balance between the incentives for NK and the progress of denuclearization measures.
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NPT States in the Nonproliferaii T 2 ACEI A6h ! OI O #1711 0011 1 OOl A
https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2003 -12/features/israel -india-pakistan-engaging
non-npt-states-nonproliferation -regime

Bulletin of the atomic scientists 23/10/2019

https://thebulletin.org/2019/10/dont _ -be-surprised-when-south-korea-wants-nuclear-
w eapons/

Foreign Affairs 03/10/2019

https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/asia/2019 -10-03/how -japan-could-go-nuclear
Washington Post 31/07/2017
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/worldviews/wp/2017/07/31/why -doesnt-
south-kore a-have-nuclear-weaponsfor-a-time-it-pursued-them/
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Section 4

1 (2018) https://www?2.]
iia.or.jp/RESR/column_page.php?id=327

T : AAEAOU +AAE jcmpcq +ATTAOGE 7AIT 06U 11 O7EU )
talks Iran, China, nuclear weapons and more with bomb dropper Kenneth Waltz.
The Diplomat
https://www.sbs.com.au/news/kenneth -waltz-on-why-iran-should-get-the-bomb

T 3SAAAOOEAIT 21T AT EThe7EU .1 0OO0E +1 OAA (A0 . OA
to" 1 Al Aeqho 4(% .1'4)/ .1, ).4%2%34h / AOI AAO ¢

https://nationalinterest.org/blog/buzz/why -north -korea-has-nuclear-weapons
america-partially -blame-91091?page=0%2C1
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