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which appears to be more obvious in the era of global governance. Therefore,
the small states, which rely on international morality, may gain unduly high
international discursive power compared to their national power.
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The Paradox of the Northeast Asian Order and the Future of the
China-U. S. Dual Leadership System Wang Junsheng

Abstract; Considering three key variables: state power, legitimacy,
and interstate relations, this article identifies that the factors which provide
stability to the post-World War II Northeast Asian Order are presently
undergoing dramatic changes, and that this is manifested in three paradoxical
ways. First, the United States hopes to maintain a leadership position within
the Northeast Asian security order, but that it increasingly lacks the capacity
to do so; Second, while China has for years emphasized that it will play a
greater role within the regional order, it has struggled to navigate around the
U. S presence, much less provide independent leadership to the regional
order; third, U. § -China relations are likely to continue patterns of
competition and cooperation, with a trend towards increasing intensity of the
competition between the two states In terms of the impact that this is likely
to have on the Northeast Asian security order, it is highly likely that the
status quo of affairs will persist, but with some probability of a new Cold
War type of situation emerging in the region, which would be counter to the
shared interests of the United States, China and all of the states of the

region In light of the paradoxes reviewed above, this article suggests that a
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China-U. S. Dual Leadership modality of thinking be promoted vis-d-vis the
Northeast Asia regional order, subject to practical conditions, the attitude
of third party actors, and the willingness of the U. S and China Such a
modality is appropriate given current trends in the evolution of the regional
security order, and further follows from the shared interest of the U. S.,
China and the states of the region. Challenges in terms of developing such a
modality of leadership include the fact that the gap between the U. S and
China with respect to state power remains large, that the region lacks
institutions that might be leveraged to consolidate such an arrangement, and
that the U. S and China have very different views regarding the regional
order. While so, there are also a number of conditions favorable to this,
including trends in changing power structures and the nature of shared
interests, as well as the irreplaceable importance of both the U. S and China
to other states in the region. Further, as the DPRK and the U. S improve
their relations, China and the U. S, will no longer face any hostile states in
the region In terms of developing such an arrangement, China should focus
on strengthening its comprehensive national capacities by prioritizing
economic development and domestic governance, and gradually seek to
consolidate the Northeast Asian region, while continuing to enhance
cooperation with the United States. China can take the Korean Nuclear issue
as an entry point, gradually shifting to focus on other issues, while working
to strengthen institutions.
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