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China-Russia alliance, it is argued that an alliance between major powers
always implies a shift in strategic relations between major powers,
regardless of whether it is targeted at a third state In the absence of major
external security pressures or a sudden and unexpected security incident, it
is highly unlikely that a new alliance be formed between major powers. From
Russia’s point of view, it has the necessary state power to respond to
regional security pressures, and as such, Russia will opt to maintain the
present alliance structure, and will not attempt to expand its alliances In the
coming years, establishing an alliance with China is neither important nor
necessary. The article concludes that moving beyond ten years into the
future, a major shift in the international status quo will become more likely,
as will a period of major adjustment in relations with states. This will
increase greatly the probability of a Sino-Russian alliance.

Key Words: Great Power Relations; Power Transition; China-Russia
Alliance; Strategic Partnership; Russian National Interests

About the Author: Xie Chao is a PhD Student in the Department of

International Studies at Tsinghua University

Redefining the US-Australian Alliance for the 21* Century: From

Cooperation against Terrorism to Responding to China’s Rise
Yu Changsen
Abstract: The US-Australia alliance ( ANZUS) was forged in the 1950s,
and since that time, Australia has become a critical part of the US Cold War
alliance network and a strategic hub for the US in the southern part of the Asia
Pacific Region. However, there was a short period of so-called “fluctuation” in the
US-Australia alliance relations after the end of Cold War in the 1990s In the first
and half decades of the 21" Century, a united front against terrorism and the need
to respond to China’s rise became the new catalysts behind ANZUS This article
analyzes the background behind the establishment of and transition in the US-
Australian Alliance. First it considers how Australia became a strategic arc along
America’s web of alliances across the Asia Pacific region; second, it analyzes the
challenges and changes that the alliance has experienced since the end of the Cold
War; lastly, it considers how the alliance will adjust and ultimately redefine itself
in the face of China’s rise. At the same time, the article also attempts to assess
how Australia, as the weaker of the two parties of the alliance, balances its

national interests versus its obligations to follow America’s foreign policy strategy

— 154 —



as an American ally. In particular, how does it manage the contradiction between
its economic alliance with China and its security alliance with the United States
The author argues that from Australia’s vantage point, a wise policy is to foster
economic cooperation with China while at the same time relying on the United
States with respect to political and security relations To these ends, Australia
will, as a long term policy, keep in strongly supporting the U S as a dominator
power and trying to counteract the expansion of China political and security
influence in Asia Pacific region

Key Words: US-Australia Alliance; Anti-Terrorism; China’s Rise;
Strategic Hub

About the Author: Yu Changsen is an Associate Professor at the Sun
Yat-sen University School of International Relations

Reputation Paranoia, Identity Confusion and Changes in Japan’s
Strategic Preferences
Lu Wei

Abstract: In recent years, one of the most significant changes to the East
Asian security architecture has been the aggressive expansion of Japan’s security
defense policy, which has been driven largely by the country’s shifting strategic
preferences Borrowing from cultural theories of international relations, this article
re-defines and expounds the meaning of honor as a psychological factor driving
international relations behavior It attempts to demonstrate the causal logic and
relationship between the identity myth and reputational paranoia generated by the
drive for honor on one hand, and a state’s realist strategic choice on the
other. Entering into the 21* Century, the most significant change in Japanese
culture has been the establishment of honor as the most important driver of state
decision making, These traditional values and thinking combined with the gradually
evolving Japanese identity myth and obsession with its status as a “normal state”
have compelled Japan to shift its strategy increasingly in the direction of zero sum
conflict In this fashion, Japan has pushed brazenly in the direction of an offensive
military doctrine, has adopted a proactive stance towards international affairs,
exerting a nationalistic agenda, and has largely shifted in the direction of realist
strategy preferences. These changes will result in a prolonged period of tensions and
even open confrontation in Sino-Japanese relations

Key Words: Reputation Paranoia; Identity Confusion; Strategic
Preferences; Realist Shift



