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rights and interests in the Sea of Japan especially the right of navigation such as innocent

passage and the rights as a State of origin of anadromous stocks.
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The Order provided by International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea in 2019 and the
Award provided by the Arbitral Tribunal in 2020 on disputes in Kerch Strait between Ukraine
and Russia raised the issue of whether the activities launched by military vessels could be
defined as military activities for the specificity of the military nature of the subjects. It is ob—
vious that considering military nature of the subjects as a criterion for judging military activi—
ties also as theory of “criterion of subject” contains inevitable limitation on its feasibility.
However according to the object and purpose of UNCLOS in particular the purpose demon-—
strated in the drafting process of article 298 such a criterion is reasonable and necessary.
Therefore rethinking the logical connection between “criterion of subject” and “criterion of
object” as the courts provided in the documents could possibly promote a further admissible

criterion.
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The current international situation is facing profound changes and there are also many
challenges and uncertainties in the management stability and development of the situation in
the South China Sea. From November 23 to 24 2019 the 2019 “South China Sea Forum”
jointly held by the Collaborative Innovation Center of South China Sea Studies and the Insti—
tute of Global Governance of Nanjing University. A group of distinguished Chinese experts of
various famed universities and institutes have made a in-depth study and discussion concern—
ing the game of great powers and the development of the South China Sea. All experts agreed
that the “South China Sea Forum” aims to build a platform for exchanges and research to
stimulate forward-ooking thinkings and creative research promote comprehensive research
on the South China sea and build a common academic network to serve the country’s strate—

gic decision-making on the South China Sea.
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The effect of nuclear deterrence in Northeast Asia is weakening which has a negative im—
pact on regional security. Although the investment in nuclear deterrence is going on tradi—
tional capabilities and credibility of nuclear stopping and nuclear protection have decreased.
Consequently the trend of nuclear proliferation is growing and the paradox of nuclear deter—
rence appears. The weakening of nuclear deterrence effect in Northeast Asia is manifested as
follows: the US continues to offer nuclear protection for South Korea and Japan; South Korea
and Japan dream about owning nuclear weapons; and North Korea develops nuclear weapons.
The Terminal High Altitude Area Defense ( THAAD) and invalid Middle Range Guided Mis—
sile Treaty reduce China and Russia’s nuclear deterrent abilities. One cause behind the dete—
riorating nuclear stopping ability the shaky credibility of nuclear protection and the unstop—

pable nuclear proliferation is the incomplete nuclear safety protection and the increase of nu—
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clear countries. This paper reflects on establishing a nuclear theory for the new era and stud-
ies the coexistence of nuclear weaponization and nuclear civilianization. The nuclear coopera—
tion mechanism should start from civilian sector then move on to weapon area. Nuclear is an
opportunity for cooperation and the weakening of nuclear deterrence effect can be dealt by
building a community with shared future among Northeast Asian countries and through pro-
moting cooperation in nuclear culture education and nuclear protection drills at the individual

and local level.

The Ultimate Taiwan Card of the Trump’s Administration: Performance Intention
and Effect / Yang Zejun / 91

Since Trump came into power US government broke diplomatic practices between
China and US lasting for years by issuing Acts regardless of One China Policy. It has played
the Taiwan Card to its extreme. The Trump Administration obviously is trying to use Taiwan
against China in order to dominate the Sino-US power game and make trouble for China’s
development. This is no good for the US it will not stop China from national reunification
and rejuvenation on the contrary it will escalate the situation in Taiwan Strait which proba—
bly will lead to conflicts. There will be double risks of Taiwan’s enormous economic loss and
the cross-strait situation out of control. Tt will lead the US to a dilemma. The consequence
will harm its national interests and global strategy and will not fulfill its aim of playing Tai—
wan card in the first place. It may also help the rise of other powers challenging its domi-

nance. The US may not be able to maximize its interests.
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Since Trump took office the relationship between the United States and North Korea
has gone through three stages: the period of confrontation and crisis the period of detente
and honeymoon and the period of stalemate. During the period of confrontation and crisis
the United States imposed Maximum Pressures on the DPRK such as economic sanctions and
military pressure. During the period of detente and honeymoon the United States adopted a
policy of engagement policy with North Korea such as summit meeting and working-evel con—
sultations. During the period of stalemate the United States adopted the policy of both nego—
tiation and pressure. Nor does the COVID-19 outbreak offer a window of opportunity for im—
proving relations between the United States and North Korea. US sanctions against the DPRK
has not been relaxed throughout. Trump himself and his aides are very dissatisfied with the
Obama administration’s policy towards the DPRK. In order to master the dominant power in
the geo-strategic competition in northeast Asia they actively deal with the DPRK* rapidly
advancing nuclear and missile technology. This has been the driving forces behind the Trump
administrations policy towards North Korea. The Trump administrations policy towards the
DPRK has promoted the denuclearization negotiation and the easing of the situation on the
Korean Peninsula but the denuclearization negotiation between the DPRK and the US is still

stuck in obstruction.
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