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[1]The National Military Strategy of the United States of America , 2015, p.3.
[2]The National Military Strategy of the United States of America , 2015, p.7.
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8. C ! the Latest National Milit St F tt
US, by Xu Jia, Chief Professor from the PLA University of

Foreign Language, and Dr. Zhang Heng from Academy of Military
Sciences of the Chinese PLA. The Obama administration issued
the second National Military Strategy in July this year, which
has comprehensively elaborated on such areas as the strategic
environment, military security environment, military strategy and
military forces construction. Compared with the one issued four
years ago, this strategic report has shown many new changes in the
US military strategy. What should be specially noted is that this
report has put forward the new operational goals and the direction
of forces construction. We should pay close attention to these new
changes and get well prepared militarily.

-New i F r T *s Intervention in
China Sea Dispute, by Yang Guanghai, Doctoral Student Supervisor

and Professor at Department of International Strategy, the PLA
University of International Relations. Japan began to get involved
in the South China Sea issue in 1990s. With the recent escalation
of the South China Sea dispute, Japan®s intervention in it has
got intense and upgraded, becoming another country out of the
region that gets deeply involved with high profile in the South
China Sea issue after the US. Compared with the past, Japan~™s
intervention in recent years has shown many new dynamics and
features: first, has intensified the propaganda of ““China Threat”~”
and comprehensively opposed China®s territorial sovereignty and
policy initiatives; second, has promoted the multilateralization and
internationalization of the South China Sea dispute through various
channels; third, has strengthened maritime security cooperation
with the ASEAN countries in the name of ““supporting their capacity
building®”; fourth, has sped up the strategic docking with the US
and the construction of Japan-US joint intervention system; fifth,
has strengthened the multilateral coordination and cooperation with
the US, Australia and India, and been busy in forming a coalition
of the ““like-minded”” to contain China. The reason why Japan has
intensified its intervention in the South China Sea dispute is
not what it has openly expressed, but involves more and broader
objectives. Although Japan™s intervention does not pose subversive
challenges to China™s moves to defense her rights over and maintain
stability in the South China Sea, the negative impact emerged from
it calls for alert.
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