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NATO’s Asia-Pacific move a triple trap 
T he heads of state or government 

of Australia, New Zealand, the 
Republic of Korea and Japan have 
been invited to attend the ongo-

ing three-day NATO Summit in Madrid 
which concludes on Thursday, signaling 
the military alliance’s move to expand to 
the Asia-Pacific region with the aim of 
helping the United States contain China. It 
seems some NATO members are trying to 
shift NATO’s focus to check China’s peace-
ful rise and create chaos in an era of peace 
and development.

Madrid is hosting the NATO Summit for 
the second time since Spain joined the 
transatlantic military alliance in 1982. The 
first time Madrid played host to the sum-
mit in 1997, NATO member states dis-
cussed the organization’s eastward 
expansion, with Hungary, Poland and the 
Czech Republic joining the bloc the same 
year.

NATO’s decision to hold the summit in 
Madrid again reflects its intention to 
expand, by admitting not only Sweden and 
Finland that have already applied to join 
the bloc but also paving the way for Japan, 
the ROK, New Zealand and Australia to 
participate in NATO’s activities. Yet the 
participation of the Asia-Pacific countries 
in the summit is not in line with the geo-
graphical scope of the NATO agreement, 
and the security issues in Europe and the 
Asia-Pacific are being forcibly linked 
together.

It is clear that NATO’s eastward expan-
sion is aimed at encircling Russia, however 
its expansion into the Asia-Pacific is 
designed to contain China’s development, 
as NATO has been hyping up the “China 
challenge” in recent years. For example, in 
2019, NATO issued the “London Declara-
tion” which for the first time described 
China as a country that presents “both 
opportunities and challenges”. Since then, 
NATO has increased vigilance against Chi-
na, and mentioned China in its annual 
report for four consecutive years.

It is also clear that the US is driving 
NATO’s expansion. On April 21-22, US Dep-
uty Secretary of State Wendy Sherman and 
European External Action Service Secre-
tary General Stefano Sannino co-chaired 
the third “EU-US Dialogue on China” and 
the second EU-US consultation on the 
“Indo-Pacific”.

The main purpose of Sherman’s visit to 
Europe then was to meet with NATO’s and 
Washington’s European allies to discuss 
issues such as the Russia-Ukraine conflict, 
the “China challenge”, and the expansion of 
NATO and the European Union into the 
“Indo-Pacific” region. Actually, US Senator 
Ben Sasse has been urging the US to create 
a “NATO for the Pacific” in response to Chi-
na’s “offensive”. Indeed, the US is pushing 
for NATO’s expansion in order to reduce 
the cost of its own “strategic competition” 
with China.

Taking advantage of the developments 
in the West, NATO announced that a new 
strategic concept — that China’s rise poses 

ple trap if it expands into the Asia-Pacific, 
leading to its inevitable decline. First is the 
security trap. With the disputes between 
China and the US intensifying, many 
experts have urged the two sides to avoid 
the Thucydides trap. Yet, ignoring sage 
advice, the US pressed ahead with NATO’s 
eastward expansion, which triggered the 
Russia-Ukraine conflict, which will also 
heighten tensions in the Taiwan Straits, 
and intensify the competition between Bei-
jing and Washington. As such, contrary to 
its claim of guaranteeing security, the 
US-led NATO has made the world more 
insecure.

Second is the democratic trap. NATO’s 
expansion into the Asia-Pacific means even 
small European countries have to pay for 
the military undertakings in a region with 
which they have no geographical relation. 
This in turn could affect European coali-
tion. More important, NATO claims to 
safeguard “human rights, rule of law and 
democracy”, but despite that the US is des-
perate to maintain its global hegemony. So, 
with the US at its helm, how can NATO 
safeguard democracy?

The third is the order trap. According to 
sociologist Charles Tilly’s theory “war 
made the state and the state made war.” 
The anxiety and insecurity created by 
NATO’s expansion highlight the shortcom-

ings of the world order based on the West-
ern concept of sovereign states. Hence, in 
the long run, NATO’s expansion will upset 
the West-dominated world order.

In his keynote speech at the opening cer-
emony of the BRICS Business Forum on 
June 22, President Xi Jinping said that cer-
tain countries, in their attempt to expand 
military alliances to pursue absolute secu-
rity, have coerced other countries to choose 
sides and created confrontations. In doing 
so, they have violated other countries’ 
rights and interests, he said.

Driven by the US, NATO’s expansion has 
amplified regional and global security 
issues, resulting in a waste of resources, 
public panic and out-of-control policies. 
That could slow down global development, 
and if global development stagnates for 
long, the triple trap around NATO will 
tighten, eventually leading to its decline.

Han Zhuoxi is a PhD candidate at Leiden 
University and a member of Belt and Road 
Big Data Innovation Program at the 
School of International Studies, Peking 
University and Tencent; and Zhai Kun is 
deputy dean of the Institute of Area Studies 
and a professor at the School of Interna-
tional Studies, Peking University. 
The views don’t necessarily reflect those of 
China Daily.

Liu Jianna

Women’s rights
sacrificed at
the altar of
US judiciary

Francisco Leandro

BRICS steering development into new era

B RICS provides an alternative 
mode of financing for develop-
ment, is a platform for South-
South cooperation, a game 

changer in the North-South dialogue, and 
a balancing mechanism in the context of 
building a fair global economic order.

The just-concluded BRICS Summit, 
chaired by China, was the 14th since 2009. 
What can we learn from these 14 top-level 
meetings among the BRICS countries?

Indeed, there has been skepticism over, 
even criticism against, BRICS. After all, the 
grouping of the five countries (Brazil, Rus-
sia, India, China and South Africa) seems 
quite unusual. They are dispersed geo-
graphically, their economies are in differ-
ent stages of development, and they follow 
different political systems.

Yet the grouping has not collapsed due 
to those differences. Instead, cooperation 
among the BRICS countries has become 
in-depth and diversified over time. BRICS 
promotes South-South cooperation and 
North-South dialogue. Its internal mecha-
nism and external interaction with other 
states or organizations inspire multilateral 
cooperation and promote the UN-centered 
global order.

The first decade of BRICS saw the mem-
ber states establish or deepen cooperation 
in various fields, achieve convergence, and 
strengthen relations. On the financial 
front, the BRICS countries established the 
New Development Bank, providing infra-
structure financing for member states and 
other emerging market and developing 
economies.

In the healthcare sector, the BRICS 
health ministers’ annual meetings have 
already been institutionalized, where prac-
tical subjects and issues are widely dis-
cussed, and BRICS initiatives are 

The voice of BRICS is also heard in 
global security governance. All the five 
BRICS countries were members, either 
permanent or non-permanent, of the 
United Nations Security Council in 2011, 
and expressed their opinions on interna-
tional security through their votes in the 
Security Council. It is true that the devel-
oped countries still dominate global gov-
ernance, but the BRICS countries have 
made the world realize the fact that the 
voice of developing countries can no 
longer be ignored.

After the first decade, BRICS coopera-
tion has already made remarkable 
achievements. Yet a deeper partnership 
and a long-term mechanism need to be 
built if the BRICS countries want to 
enhance their international influence. The 
NDB, the “BRICS Plus” mechanism and 
the inclusion of new members are three 
significant directions for the future devel-
opment of BRICS.

The NDB, a core part of the BRICS 
mechanism, has turned a forum into an 
institution. The NDB does not impose 
harsh conditions while providing infra-
structure financing for the member states 
or other emerging market and developing 
economies. Internally, the NDB is a plat-
form for better integration of resources of 
the BRICS countries, enlarging the effect 
of investments. Externally, the NDB brings 
the member states and other developing 
countries closer, and promotes mutual 
development.

The NDB aims to foster greater financial 
and development cooperation among the 
BRICS member states as well as other 
developing countries, and supplement the 
efforts of multilateral and regional finan-
cial institutions such as the IMF, the World 
Bank and the Asian Development Bank for 

global development, and thus give BRICS 
a bigger say in global governance.

The “BRICS Plus” mechanism was 
introduced at the BRICS Summit in Xia-
men, Fujian province, in 2017. Although 
the global influence of the BRICS coun-
tries has increased significantly, given the 
trade war and the financial war launched 
by the United States, it may be a wise 
choice to turn BRICS into an open plat-
form to forge cooperation across conti-
nents. That would be not only beneficial 
to the economic development of coun-
tries, but also help build a better world 
order, in which emerging market and 
developing economies can compete and 
coexist on an equal footing with their 
developed counterparts.

This year is ideal to talk BRICS’ expan-
sion, because it’s been five years since Chi-
na proposed to start the expansion 
process. Although explorations and proce-
dures continue, unofficially the United 
Arab Emirates, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Niger-
ia, Senegal, Kazakhstan, Indonesia, Argen-
tina and Thailand are among the countries 
that could join the grouping.

All in all, BRICS’ importance to the glob-
al economy is noteworthy in terms of pop-
ulation (40 percent), GDP (25 percent 
nominal), land area (30 percent), world 
trade (18 percent), and foreign exchange 
reserves ($4 trillion). And BRICS enlarge-
ment will help the grouping more soundly 
steer global development toward a more 
fruitful and mutually beneficial new era.
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T he Supreme Court of the United 
States has overturned the land-
mark Roe v. Wade of 1973 that 
legalized abortion in the coun-

try. By ruling on Friday that the right to 
abortion was not “deeply rooted in this 
Nation’s history or tradition”, the 
Supreme Court put an end to the nearly 
50 years of the federal constitutional 
right to abortion.

Now, the power to determine where, 
how and if abortion is permitted rests in 
the hands of individual US states, and 
more than half of them are expected to 
prohibit or severely restrict abortion. 
Indeed, at least six states including Arkan-
sas, Kentucky and Missouri have rushed 
to do so by introducing “trigger laws”.

The Supreme Court ruling has enraged 
the progressive elements in the US, with 
people in the thousands taking to the 
streets in many cities to vent their anger. 
On the other hand, the conservatives cel-
ebrated the day as a long-awaited historic 
victory.

In fact, ever since the Supreme Court 
draft opinion on striking down Roe v. 
Wade got leaked on May 2, the debate on 
abortion intensified to an irreconcilable 
degree.

Calling it a “sad day for the court and 
for the country” President Joe Biden 
called on US voters to elect candidates 
who will recover the abortion rights, 
while previous president Donald Trump 
tried to claim credit for nominating three 
conservative judges to the Supreme Court 
who were among the six justices to rule in 
favor of overturning Roe v. Wade.

In recent years, the US, which has long 
proclaimed itself to be a beacon of 
democracy and individual freedom, has 
become increasingly divided, with abor-
tion being one of the most divisive and 
inflammatory issues among the people.

Despite the heightened tensions, and 
the heated debates on abortion, it seems 
the majority of the people in the US dis-
approve of the Supreme Court ruling. 
According to a Pew Research Center sur-
vey, about 61 percent of the adult respon-
dents in the US said abortion should be 
legal all or most of the time, with only 37 
percent saying it should be illegal. In sim-
ple terms, the overturning of Roe v. Wade 
is not a victory of the majority of Ameri-
cans, but six of the nine Supreme Court 
justices who voted in favor of the ruling.

Many say US citizens’ confidence in the 
Supreme Court has dropped to a new low. 
According to a Gallup poll, only 25 per-
cent of US adults have “a great deal” or 
“quite a lot” of confidence in the Supreme 
Court, down from 36 percent a year ago.

The Supreme Court ruling will have far-
reaching impacts on US society. About 
930,160 abortions were performed nation-
wide in 2020, according to the Guttma-
cher Institute. Deprived of the right to 
abortion, hundreds of thousands of wom-
en now have to shoulder the huge mental, 
physical, economic and social cost of preg-
nancy or seek the help of illegal abortion 
clinics even in cases of rape and incest.

Many women may even be forced to 
give birth to children who are likely to 
face baby formula shortage, child abuse 
and gun violence.

At the very least, without a one-stop 
service system to fully protect the rights 
of women and newborns, the verdict to 
end the constitutional right to abortion is 
ill-considered.

The chaos over the Supreme Court rul-
ing reveals only the tip of the deeply root-
ed trouble the US is getting itself mired 
into: the slow death of democracy and 
the irresistible rise of partisanship.

All the talk of a fetus’ right to life and 
reproductive freedom will hit a dead-end, 
because it is nothing more than an 
instrument politicians and officials 
employ to realize their ulterior motives.

Most sadly, the US Supreme Court, 
which is supposed to uphold and protect 
citizens’ rights and the land’s laws, looks 
increasingly like a bipartisan arena 
where human rights and women’s wombs 
are sacrificed. My sympathies lie with 
American women.
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a challenge to NATO’s security — will be 
adopted at the Madrid summit. On June 17, 
NATO’s official website posted an update 
on its ties with Asia-Pacific partners, say-
ing “relations with like-minded partners 
across the globe are increasingly impor-
tant to address cross-cutting security 
issues and global challenges”. Hence, its 
four Asia-Pacific partners were invited to 
attend the Madrid summit.

However, NATO may be caught in a tri-

Driven by the US, NATO’s 
expansion has amplified 
regional and global security 
issues, resulting in a waste 
of resources, public panic 
and out-of-control policies. 
That could slow down glob-
al development, and if glob-
al development stagnates 
for long, the triple trap 
around NATO will tighten, 
eventually leading to its 
decline.

considered by the World Health Organiza-
tion as part of the voice of the developing 
countries.

And on the agriculture front, China, 
India, Russia and Brazil are among the top 
food producers in the world.

These are all examples of the relevance 
of BRICS, and cooperation within the bloc 
regardless of the member states’ ideologi-
cal and political differences. The BRICS 
countries walk together on a mutually 
beneficial path.

The BRICS mechanism is also seen as an 
attempt by emerging market and develop-
ing economies to increase their say in 
global governance. For example, all the 
BRICS countries are members of the G20 
and have established the unofficial prac-
tice of meeting right before the G20 Sum-
mit, so as to achieve convergence on major 
issues. For another example, the BRICS 
countries pushed for the reforms of the 
International Monetary Fund and the 
World Bank. And although the results of 
the reforms were not so satisfactory, they 
at least signaled the start of change.

Although the global influ-
ence of the BRICS countries 
has increased significantly, 
given the trade war and the 
financial war launched by 
the United States, it may be 
a wise choice to turn BRICS 
into an open platform to 
forge cooperation across 
continents. 


