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Preface

History ends where the new world begins. Power is the eternal driving force of
our time. The structure of the international system undergoes a profound trans-
formation that liberalism refuses to accept. Liberal scholars miss the essential
aspect of international politics, which determines how the world will look in
the future years – anarchy. This book is about the post-pandemic structure of
world politics, and I have come to the point of writing it due to the theoretical
myth that realism is insufficient to explain political relations among nations.
Thirty years after the end of the Cold War, the world is on the brink of another
bipolar confrontation between the most powerful nation on the earth – the Unit-
ed States and its rising adversary – China. The prospect of Asian power taking
over the global leadership horrifies the Western world, although the legacy of
the liberal world order still inspires the considerable optimism of its proponents.
The liberal paradigm truly believed that power no longer serves as a driving force
of politics. The collapse of the Soviet Union and the short period of unipolar
peace favored the liberal dreams of eternal peace. However, with the USSR de-
feated, the struggle for power did not end. It was a radical simplicity to believe
that the unipolar world offers the universal pattern of peaceful coexistence and
geopolitical consensus. The remarkable optimism of liberalism turned out to be
its greatest weakness.

History has come to the point where international realities no longer corre-
spond to the everlasting structure of the unipolar world. To realize the conse-
quences of the Pandemic is to accept that the struggle for power never ends. Con-
flicts between nations emerge as the United States and China seek to reshape the
balance of power. International organizations and institutional bodies fail to in-
tervene in global crises. The ideal of peace seems to decline, and the dictate of
realism is on the rise. The readers of this book might object that no great power
will risk a war with another. History shows that peace had failed many times
when great powers fought and succeeded when they tried to survive. Our
world should get to the point that peace and war serve the national interests
of the most powerful nations. The success or the failure of peace thus is not a
privilege of humanity. Peace is the best way to guarantee our survival. Yet, in
the nuclear age, war often prevails due to the natural desire of nations to seek
power and the anarchic nature of the international system, which makes con-
flicts occur. Therefore, there can be no peace without confrontation.

My first gratitude goes to the team of De Gruyter for being so patient with a
bookish scholar like me and for granting me the opportunity to publish my work.
Their labor was essential for this book, and I sincerely appreciate it. I owe deep
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gratitude to my U.S. Foreign Policy Professors Muqtedar Khan and Daniel Bot-
tomley from the Joseph Biden Jr. School of Public Policy and Administration
at the University of Delaware. They inspired me to elaborate my studies on Inter-
national Relations and sharpened my expertise in American politics. I am liable
to debt to my academic advisor, Prof. Tatyana Dronzina, for her professional sup-
port, without which I would not be able to refine this book. I am also deeply
thankful to Professor Mary Neuburger from the University of Texas at Austin,
who invited me to teach a course on U.S./Russia Foreign Policy at UT. Her advice
on different points of my writing motivated me further in my research. Finally,
I was deeply inspired by the works of the realist scholars cited in this book,
some of whom I had the opportunity and privilege to meet in person.

VIII Preface
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Introduction

What are the geopolitical consequences of COVID19? How will the Coronavirus
Pandemic affect international politics and great power competition? Is Beijing
moving to dethrone the United States as a global leader in the post-pandemic
security architecture? Could smart power have maintained the U.S. global dom-
inance without risking a war between the U.S. and China?

These questions have been vaguely discussed in either international rela-
tions or security studies. Complementing the problem of the Pandemic theories
that are not developed to assess this impact is the difficulty of mustering empir-
ical data. The collection of such data involves two methodological challenges.
First, there is no compatible approach to determine the origins of the Coronavi-
rus. It is deeply misleading to employ conspiracies by tracing COVID’s roots in
biological warfare or China’s secret labs. It is also hard to define what the Amer-
ican preventive strategy was and even harder to examine if there was any. The
second difficulty is that even though we have probable scenarios for the post-
pandemic security architecture, we cannot draw general conclusions about
what the world will look like through 2050.We can probably search for some im-
plications on the balance of power or the security dilemma, but this will not shed
light on the long-term impact of the Coronavirus Pandemic.

This book introduces an original explanation of the post-pandemic security
architecture, which I call coercive realism. I do not use the word “theory” for two
reasons. First, to design a theory of international relations requires a profound
knowledge of international politics and plenty of empirical data that the author
of this book, as a young scholar, does not claim. Second, constructing a theoret-
ical explanation of international politics requires analyzing case studies such as
various international conflicts or historical precedents. Although this book ex-
plores a limited number of such cases, their operationalization aims to provide
an explanative and evidentiary framework of the post-pandemic world rather
than position coercive realism as a source of general theoretical knowledge.
Third, although I do not purport to offer a theory, I have employed the standard
methodological approach to IR studies by defining the variables in my research
and testing my assumption by explaining world politics. That is to say, that I be-
lieve my study deserves a plausible and proper research design to provide further
explanations of what we will face in the next ten to fifty years.

The assumption that U.S. Foreign Policy under the Trump administration
provided a test for many international relations theories (Jervis 2017, 3–7) pro-
vides a logical starting point for my concept. Most of the existing theories assert
that the state is its decision-makers because state action is the action taken by
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those acting in the name of the state (Snyder, Bruck and Sapin 2002, 4). However,
foreign policy decision-making diverges from external geopolitical realities that
not all decision-makers can detect and analyze. In this book, I offer a structural
analysis of the post-pandemic world order instead of following the institutional
approach of the liberal paradigm. My assumption is that the post-pandemic
structure of international politics will evolve into a complex shape, which
I call the pyramid of balance. Thus, I believe that more profound knowledge of
existing realist theories could better explain the evolving structure of interna-
tional politics and clarify our expectations for the post-pandemic world order.
In addition, this book introduces a methodological approach that seeks to ex-
plain the future of polarity.

Although there is a growing body of literature by liberal scholars discussing
the essential relation between power and politics in international relations, most
of the contributions in this field are barred by four methodological weaknesses,
which, I assume, undermine their theoretical validity. First, liberalism usually
pays more attention to soft power instead of focusing on military interventions,
coercive diplomacy, and economic sanctions to enforce national interests (Camp-
bell and O’Hanlon 2006, 67). Strategic use of tanks, aircraft carriers, and nukes
could justify a preemptive strike or mass retaliation. However, diplomacy and at-
traction cannot explain why even the most educated and hawkish decision-mak-
ers would go to war without having any reliable information about the existence
of a particular national security threat.

Second, most of the case studies that liberal scholars assess in their writings
derive from unipolarity without discussing the structural perspective of realism.
It is hard to determine which of these cases will apply to the post-pandemic
world and even harder to predict if they will be reliable enough. The Coronavirus
Pandemic is a major test for all schools of international relations because simple
forms of cooperation and international agreements can no longer prevent con-
flicts among nations. Liberal decision-makers, who reject the realist theories
about resource distribution, even failed to provide a unified response to the
need for scarce resources such as COVID vaccines and medical logistics.

Third, the geopolitical consequences of the Pandemic, the challenges, and
the opportunities for U.S. Foreign Policy are either overlooked or misunderstood.
For some, post-pandemic America is a troubled and unequal society, further
weakened by the Coronavirus and destined to return to isolationism (Heisbourg
2020, 20–22). Because such claims view American democracy as a gradual proc-
ess rather than a part of the Anglo-Saxon tradition, they are incorrect in assum-
ing that U.S. Foreign Policy is declining. One should not confuse the decline of
the liberal world order with the popular but inconsistent assumption that the
United States experiences its decadence. U.S. Presidential doctrines can lead ei-
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ther to war or peace, but the struggle for global domination has always been pre-
sent in Washington’s foreign policy since the Spanish – American war in 1898.
Another group of scholars succumbs to the temptation of theoretical absolutism
by employing idealistic rhetoric for the future of Sino-American relations, ne-
glecting that the Chinese geopolitical strategy rebukes the hawkish instincts of
Neocons and Eurasian nationalists.

Finally, most liberal theories, particularly those that rely on institutionalism,
do not provide us with an explanation of how international bodies could help
the most powerful nation on the earth confront rising China. In truth, interna-
tional organizations and soft power matter in world politics. However, in over-
stressing values, culture, and institutional cooperation, the United States faces
the danger of colliding incommensurate resources with mismatched realities.
Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the winning strategy for American pol-
icymakers would be to manipulate the balance of power by confronting their
counterparts rather than struggling for hegemony at all costs. For example, the
Bush doctrine opened Pandora’s Box in the Middle East by mobilizing massive
military force that could have been used later against Iran. Preemptive strike
originates from the assumption that the enemy is about to attack and that strik-
ing first will be better than allowing the enemy to do so (Mueller and Castillo
2006, 6–7). Preemption was successful in regime change but failed to maintain
permanent stability in the region. Paradoxically, the quick fall of Saddam Hus-
sein and the two-decades-long presence of American troops in Iraq did not con-
tribute to liberal hegemony.

This book is limited in two aspects. First, my explanation incorporates the
neorealist school as its theoretical core and rejects the neo-liberal approach to
international politics. My empirical concern with neo-liberal theories is that in-
ternational bodies turned out to be a false promise established by the most pow-
erful states in the international system so they can maintain and increase their
share of world power (Mearsheimer 2009, 23). Moreover, proponents of liberal-
ism have compromised the empirical robustness of the liberal paradigm,
which seeks to explain the future of international politics in less consistent
and less definitive concepts. The fundamental problem with the liberal theories
is that the Pandemic and the rise of China delegitimize their theoretical validity.
For example, state actors have been far more effective in fighting the Pandemic,
while international organizations failed to provide a unified response to COVID.
Second, instead of preventing the rise of regional hegemons after the end of the
Cold War, the United States followed the liberal temptation and endorsed a pol-
icy that advocated the spread of democracy. Thus, I have found it reasonable to
focus my review on concepts that explain the realist view of China’s rise. I discuss
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some of the basic neo-realist theories, although my research does not cover the
entire body of realist literature relevant to the topic.

The research roadmap of this book includes four steps. The first chapter
presents a methodological review of the most influential realist writings. In
this part of my research, I discuss the theories of Kenneth Waltz, Robert Jervis,
John Mearsheimer, Graham Allison, Stephen Walt, Robert Art, and Robert Gilpin.
This is not to say that I neglect classical realist scholars like Hans Morgenthau.
However, discussing all realist theories will require another book. In the last sec-
tion of this chapter, I outline the variables in my model and operationalize them
to construct my explanation. Then, I summarize a short conclusion about the pil-
lars of coercive realism.

The second chapter of this work analyzes the post-pandemic implications of
U.S. Foreign Policy. I argue that the liberal concept of power is ineffective against
China for two reasons. First, with the transition from U.S.-dominated to Sino-
American contested world order, hard power, and more particularly, nuclear
weapons will become central to the post-pandemic structure of international pol-
itics. Second,Western perceptions of Beijing’s Grand Strategy are not relevant to
the Chinese comprehension of hegemony and global leadership. The chapter of-
fers a critical review of the liberal view of China’s foreign policy. My assumption
is that European Union and Russia have duplicated and reproduced the Ameri-
can behavior of unipole while struggling over their ultimate purpose – to become
global actors. China, quite the opposite, developed a unique pattern of foreign
policy that will dominate the Chinese grand design in the post-pandemic
world. The chapter explains why liberal concepts failed to maintain the unipolar
world order and why, instead of favoring the United States, liberalism benefited
the rise of China.

Chapter Three explores Chinese realpolitik. I begin with a theoretical review
of Mao’s dialectics and then I examine the philosophical aspects of Confucian-
ism and Taoism. I argue that China’s Grand Design embodies the policy of silent
cultivator, which Beijing follows on its rise. I also discuss other aspects of Chi-
nese foreign policy, such as Sinocentrism, China’s Strategic Culture, and tributa-
ry diplomacy. My conclusion is that the Western misperceptions of Beijing’s for-
eign policy led to the bipolar structure of the post-pandemic world order.

In the final chapter of this book, I try to explain the post-pandemic structure
of international politics, which I define as the pyramid of balance. I operational-
ize the variables in my concept to infer the aspects of my model and its corre-
sponding postulates. Then I proceed to calculation of the security dilemma in
the post-pandemic world. Chapter Four also offers answers to the eventual objec-
tions against the theoretical validity of my concept. My conclusion of the chapter
involves three revisions of Zbigniew Brzezinski’s Grand Chessboard.
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Finally, some experts might criticize this book as exceedingly ambitious be-
cause it challenges the conventional and predominant understanding of interna-
tional politics. The reason for this is that this research revives the classical real-
ism of Hans Morgenthau or the warnings of Henry Kissinger, which the neo-
liberal scholars have indirectly disguised as compromised and outdated. Know-
ing that Morgenthau’s theory and Kissinger’s concept of great power competition
shape the modern understanding of international politics, liberals prefer to
avoid offering a complete revision of realism. However, with the Coronavirus
Pandemic still present, it is pretty evident that the optimistic view of human na-
ture and the institutional approach to political relations among nations cannot
provide a reasonable explanation of international politics.

Introduction 5
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Chapter One
The problem of power and peace at the
beginning of the twenty-first century: peace
through confrontation

I begin with a theoretical review of the fundamental neorealist theories, which
provide a plausible starting point for my concept.Why choose the realist school?
Liberals justify each other’s paradigms by operationalizing the balance of power,
non-state actors, decision-making, and ideology. Their passion for exploring and
explaining politics among nations favors the operationalizion of variables such
as international organizations, suis generis communities, individuals and priori-
tizes security challenges such as attraction, values, distribution of power, and
environmental degradation. The result of this theoretical clash presents us
with the inability to resolve the post-pandemic puzzle, which most liberal schol-
ars claim to unravel. Even Francis Fukuyama admits, “The Pandemic has shone
a bright light on existing institutions, everywhere, revealing their inadequacies
and weaknesses.” (Fukuyama 2020, 30).

It is challenging for liberals to consider the impact of a widespread disease
like COVID19 on great powers competition, the global balance of power, and the
decision-making process. Many of the most prominent liberals have reached a
consensus that the Coronavirus Pandemic is a major challenge to international
security. Yet, instead of giving a plausible explanation for state behavior and
global distribution of power, they invoke high-end scenarios for the end of the
Coronacrisis. This approach is one-sided and misleading because it is limited
to one basic assumption, which is, by its very nature, neither realist nor liberal
– when will we get back to normal? By overstressing the Pandemic’s end, liberals
confine their paradigms to an extent beyond which their assumptions are consis-
tent only with the short-term geopolitical effects of COVID19. Therefore, their the-
oretical suppositions have been limited and redesigned to exclude long-term
scenarios and ignore other variables such as WMD proliferation and offense/de-
fense balance.

My criticism of the neo-liberal theories is not absolute, as it challenges only
paradigms that fail to explain the post-pandemic security implications. Although
such concepts are not entirely deprived of methodological peculiarity, they no
longer assist scholars in developing further explanations of the post-pandemic
world order. However, to reject the theoretical validity of neo-liberalism entirely
is unreasonable and incoherent. Liberal ideas are central to international rela-
tions and U.S. Foreign Policy, which indicates that they will survive the Pandem-
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ic. In addition, instead of criticizing individual liberal scholars, I have chosen to
employ a more comprehensive approach. Primarily, my theoretical review seeks
to explain how the realist theories succinctly capture the transformation of the
post-pandemic international system in contrast to the inability of liberals, who
failed to predict the rise of another potential hegemon – China. Finally, it is im-
portant to highlight that the scope of my review is limited to the aspects of the
aforementioned theories that, I believe,will be of most relevance to the post-pan-
demic world order.

The puzzle of Kenneth Waltz

Realism owes a big debt to the prophetic writings of Kenneth Waltz. In Theory of
International Politics,Waltz argues that anarchy is central to international poli-
tics and that states are sovereign political entities responsible for developing
their security strategies (Waltz 1979, 88–89). After the end of the Cold War,
what passes for security architecture was challenged by China long before the
Pandemic. Two decades of war on terror and Sino-American interdependence
have culminated in a trade war between the United States and China. The doc-
trine of President Trump provoked high tensions with Beijing, while Chinese
military activities in the Asia-Pacific shifted the balance of power in the region
in favor of China. Finally, the Coronavirus outbreak fractured the pre-pandemic
status-quo and escalated into a global Pandemic that blocked political relations
among all major powers. In other words, COVID19 brought to an end a process
that began shortly after September 11 – the emergence of bipolar world order:
neither America nor China was powerful enough to defeat the other without
risking mutual assured destruction, both powers had their grand design in
search of power and resources. International organizations were helpless to pre-
vent the emergence of Sino-American bipolarity. Thus, the international system
today embodies an anarchic security architecture that corresponds empirically
to Waltz’s theory.

Waltz assumes that the balance-of-power system is unstable with two great
powers and that four powers are required for its proper functioning (Waltz 1979,
163). Can we say that a world dominated by the United States and China will
be less secure than in the Cold War? What will happen if Europe strengthens
its political, economic and military potential and becomes global actor? The Pan-
demic reflected the inability of great powers to accept the reality and the lack
of moral standards in the international system. The post-pandemic world order
relies on America and China’s primary state actors, still refraining from war.
Washington and Beijing, however, do not abstain from challenging each other
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and involving their allies in their strategic competition.With its purpose accom-
plished partially, China will seek to surpass the U.S. in the next 30 years and
establish a Sino-dominated world order based on what Waltz calls “maintaining
one’s autonomy in the face of force that others wield.” (Waltz 1979, 194). Polar-
ization and division in the United States, on the contrary, indicate that future
Presidential administrations should prioritize the Nation’s unity and U.S. na-
tional interest over hegemonic ambitions to domesticate public opinion for fur-
ther interventions. Yet, this book argues that their ability to co-design the post-
pandemic world order is limited. Europe excluded the opportunity to create its
armed forces within NATO, while Russia failed to reconsolidate Eurasia politi-
cally and militarily. My claim originates from the assumption that the bipolar
Sino-American order will be much more unstable than a multipolar model, do-
minated by four major powers with their abilities to sustain the balance-of-
power system.

Another assumption of Waltz that provides a plausible explanation of the
post-pandemic security architecture is his theoretical assessment of war. In
Man, State, and War: A Theoretical Analysis, Waltz coins the vision that the
locus of the important causes of war results from selfishness, misdirected aggres-
sive impulses, and stupidity (Waltz 2001, 16). However, his structural explana-
tion adds to theories of war another variable, which presumes that conflicts
emerge from the structure of the international system. The idea that war is a nec-
essary evil has been prevalent among decision-makers – it is a pattern through
which they could justify their actions. This is precise because global leadership
requires scarce resources that soft power cannot usually acquire.With no means
of confronting each other and with no intention to launch a competition, the
United States and China established diplomatic relations during the Cold War.
Even so, both actors viewed themselves as Manifest Destiny. This aspect still em-
bodies U.S. Foreign Policy in contrast to the Chinese perceptions of Beijing’s role
in the post-pandemic age.Waltz even cites the Confucian phrase: “There is deceit
and cunning and from these war arise.” (Waltz 2001, 16). However, as Henry Kis-
singer points out, at the opposite end of the Eurasian landmass from Europe,
China was the center of its own hierarchical and theoretically universal concept
of order (Kissinger 2014, 10). The Chinese cultural perceptions of selfishness and
aggression initially differ from the Western Original Sin. It could be best de-
scribed by the words of Sun Tzu, who states if your opponent is of choleric tem-
per, seek to irritate him. Pretend to be weak, that he may grow arrogant (Tzu
2008, 5).

Finally,Waltz argues that states will display characteristics common to com-
petitors: namely, that they will imitate each other and become socialized to their
system (Waltz 2014, 122). I argue that this assumption serves as a relevant expla-
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nation of the post-pandemic world order because history shows that the interna-
tional system embodies a paradox of anarchy and wars fought in the name of
sovereign rights of states. Mansfield specifies that polarity and concentration
refer to the distribution of power, while wars are less likely to occur when
power is balanced among the major powers than when it is imbalanced (Mans-
field 1993, 116). The Pandemic will change nether of these, and thus, the realist
concept of international politics will continue to dominate the international re-
lations theory. Great powers will establish a post-pandemic world order, not
through cooperation and integration – the United States and China will continue
their struggle for global dominance, while peace will be identified with balance-
of-power. In China, communism constitutes the political formula of the regime,
but each military strategy originates from pre-communist concepts of war and
peace. Therefore, the idea of a China-dominated Asia Pacific, ascending as an
independent political and cultural entity, serves as a logical starting point for
Beijing’s Grand Strategy.

The security dilemma of Robert Jervis

In his prophetic article Unipolarity, Robert Jervis claims that unipolarity is no
guarantee against economic shocks, widespread disease, or environmental deg-
radation (Jervis 2009, 193). Twelve years later, China shifted the balance of power
in the Asia-Pacific by conducting military exercises over Taiwan and chal-
lenged the U.S. dollar dominance by piloting its digital currency. It turned out
that, as Jervis had predicted, unipolarity contained the seeds of its modification:
everything about China – its communism, its military, its economy, stands as a
straight challenge to the American concept of a globalized liberal order built on
democracy and human rights. In short, the Silk Road begins where the American
dream ends.

If, however, major powers in the post-pandemic security architecture are so
antagonistic, what will be the future of their competition? In his dissection of the
international system, Robert Jervis claims that depending on whether the offense
or the defense has the advantage and whether offensive postures can be distin-
guished from the defensive ones, the great powers interaction could result in
“four worlds” (Jervis 1978, 211). In this chapter, I operationalize the security di-
lemma of Jervis to provide a robust empirical foundation for my theory. I begin
with the variables which shape the four-dimensional model of the author.

The mutual distrust between the United States and China emerges from their
desire and potential to dominate the anarchical post-pandemic world. In his
Cold War article, Jervis assumes that “it would be harder for the U.S. and the So-
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viet Union to cooperate even if both support the status-quo.” (Jervis 1978, 209)
I believe this assumption is valid for the post-pandemic security architecture
because, as Mearsheimer points out, “the United States is likely to behave to-
ward China largely the way it behaved toward the Soviet Union during the
Cold War.” (Mearsheimer 2016, 19). China, quite the opposite, has little to do
with Soviet Russia. Some Western or even Russian decision-makers could
argue that China, despite its socialist market economy, embodies the same des-
potic amalgam of communism and the one-party state as the USSR before it col-
lapsed. Such perception of China is misleading because Kissinger predicted clari-
fies that “Beijing possesses the ability to pose unacceptable risks in a conflict
with Washington and is developing increasingly sophisticated means to negate
traditional U.S. advantages.” (Kissinger 2012, 45). In my explanation, I define
this ability as strategic manipulation.

Jervis operationalizes two variables to explain the security dilemma –
whether the offense or the defense has the advantage and whether offensive pos-
tures can be distinguished from defensive ones (Jervis 1978, 211). In the final
chapter of this book, I will explain why that cooperation will evolve into confron-
tation under the security dilemma. Although the United States and Russia have
been trying for years to integrate China into arms control agreements, this has
proved futile. The status-quo states can follow different policies than aggressors,
but all major power coexist in a condition of constant warning.Washington and
Beijing can procure defense systems, but tensions over Taiwan could easily es-
calate into a military conflict. Relations between NATO and Russia rely on a sys-
tem of post-Cold War agreements, which will transformed into sanctions when
Moscow decided to annex the rest of Ukraine. It is then empirically correct to
conclude that the post-pandemic security architecture is dichotomous. It could
evolve into an open military confrontation, in which the status-quo state,
which has enough offensive advantage (America), may attack China and then
wait to be surpassed economically and politically by the latter. However, the
post-pandemic security dilemma could also result in a less hostile environment
if Washington reshapes its defense strategy instead of striking Beijing first. In
conclusion, the art of China’s strategic manipulation is that Beijing seeks to con-
vince the world of Washington’s desire to prevent China’s rise through a war in
which America is fighting to strengthen its hegemony, not the defense of its al-
lies. In short, as Kissinger highlights, “on the Chinese side, the confrontational
interpretations follow an inverse logic.” (Kissinger 2014, 46).
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The offensive realism of John Mearsheimer

In his research, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics, the notable realist scholar
John Mearsheimer rejects the neoliberal understanding of international politics
and argues that great powers are always searching for opportunities to gain
power over their rivals, with hegemony as their final goal (Mearsheimer 2001,
16). This section will stress his vision of China’s rise by testing whether the
five bedrock assumptions of offensive realism are relevant to the post-pandemic
security architecture. The anarchic nature of the international system permits
military conflicts to occur and challenges state actors that are tempted to sacri-
fice hard power in the name of their national interests. This first assumption is
valid for the post-pandemic world order, where the United States and China
would prefer to establish a more regulated security environment in which all
major powers have their spheres of influence. International bodies such as Unit-
ed Nations and World Health Organization failed to provide an adequate re-
sponse to the Coronavirus Pandemic and thus, reaffirmed the realist assumption
that institutions have minimal influence on state behavior and hold little prom-
ise from promoting stability in the post-Cold War world (Mearsheimer 1994,
5–49).

Mearsheimer’s second assumption is that great powers inherently possess
some offensive military capability, which gives them the wherewithal to hurt
and possibly destroy each other (Mearsheimer 2001, 20). If the vaccine distribu-
tion can be described as security cooperation between major powers, then the
bedrock assertion of offensive realists will not be valid. But if the relations
among state actors are strained because of insufficient supplies, there is little
place for international agreements or predictive behavior. Although great pow-
ers should cooperate to minimize the global impact of the Pandemic, their be-
havior is more relevant to the assumption of Mearsheimer. Both United States
and China still spend more money on weapons than vaccines. Furthermore,
did any state actor propose the establishment of an international institution to
regulate the distribution of COVID vaccines? On the contrary, U.S. President Don-
ald Trump slammed W.H.O. for being China’s puppet and withdrew Washington
from the organization.

Offensive realism argues that no state can be sure that another state will
not use its offensive military capability to attack the first state (Mearsheimer
2001, 21). The lack of certainty leads us to the old Latin phrase Si vis pacem,
para bellum (If you want peace, prepare for war), which reflects the contempo-
rary Western understanding of warfare. The assumption that the United States
should have the right strategy and weapons to fight a limited nuclear war dom-
inates the post-pandemic U.S. Foreign Policy, and thus, the main point remains
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although Russia and China know that they have a common purpose, they will
not be able to reach it together. Chinese President Xi Jinping rejected the idea
of a Sino-Russian alliance because Moscow’s multipolar design does not cor-
respond to Xi’s vision of China-dominated world order. Even when Russia
and China act together, the point of uncertainty over the strategic outcome
of their behavior exceeds the expectations of the leaders in Moscow and Bei-
jing.

Mearsheimer claims that survival is the primary goal of great powers (Mear-
sheimer 2001, 21). Why might America fear that China may have used the Coro-
navirus as a biological weapon? Why did President Trump call COVID19 the “Chi-
nese virus?” Would a nuclear holocaust have become a reality if Trump had won
reelection in 2020? Washington might underestimate the probability of such a
scenario, while Beijing might not react timely to a potential preemptive strike
due to internal disagreements within the Chinese Communist Party. However,
if both United States and China raise such suspicions, Europe and Russia are
highly likely to prepare for a military confrontation, thus prioritizing their surviv-
al. Even if there is a peaceful solution to this simple case, decision-makers can
be changed, public opinion could shift, and allies might invoke bilateral or mul-
tilateral agreements. No matter how great powers coexist in the international
system, they will not reject their right to self-preservation in the post-pandemic
age.

The final assumption of Mearsheimer is that great powers are rational actors
that are aware of their external environment and their behavior (Mearsheimer
2001, 30). To protect their national security, the United States and China seek
to maintain control over scarce resources such as COVID vaccines and medical
supplies. This strategy became visible when Pfizer, Moderna, and Sinopharm
launched the global distribution of vaccines. China adopted a selling strategy
to spread the Sinovac in Asia-Pacific. Russia started a campaign to promote Sput-
nik V in Europe. The United States provided Mexico and Canada with ample vac-
cine supplies. However, the further expansion of“vaccine diplomacy” brings
more responsibilities that require rational behavior and long-term strategies
on behalf of all major powers. If a supranational institution could supervise
the proportional distribution of vaccines, national strategies would not be nec-
essary. But since there is not, and since the W.H.O. lacks such capacity, it is a
primary responsibility of the states to elaborate their approaches to fighting
COVID19. Therefore, rational behavior that will be recognized as constructive
and praiseworthy if demonstrated by a great power during the Pandemic will
be taken as a routine decision if manifested by a minor actor.

Another important face of offensive realism is Mearsheimer’s assessment of
China’s rise. In The Gathering Storm: China’s Challenge to US Power in Asia, he
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asserts that China will try to dominate the Asia-Pacific region much as the United
States dominates the Western Hemisphere (Mearsheimer 2010, 389). This asser-
tion involves two aspects: whether Washington and Beijing will go to war and
whether the Dragon imitates Uncle Sam. In this book, I argue that China will
not attack the United States but rather tempt Washington to launch a preemptive
strike. The line of my first argument can be found in the assumption that, in con-
trast to Western military theorists like Clausewitz, Chinese military strategy takes
a more strategic view of warfare (Holmes 2001, 10). Suppose the United States is
ready to cooperate in the post-pandemic world order. In that case, China can in-
crease the chances of a peaceful bipolar competition by showing that Beijing
accepts the challenge. However, suppose Washington insists that China has little
choice but to cooperate. In that case, it can seriously shift the balance of power
and lead to a hawkish-inspired appeal for a military confrontation. A potential
U.S. preemptive strike against China may result in a military triumph for the for-
mer, but it will also be an ideological victory for the latter. Although such a sce-
nario is highly unlikely, American decision-makers know that China might fear a
further U.S. intervention in the Asia-Pacific. Therefore, Washington would not
benefit from a war with China but somewhat corrupt its charisma of a global
leader with that of a ruthless hegemon.

Mearsheimer also claims that Confucian Pacifism is a problematic paradigm
in foreign policy decision-making and security (Mearsheimer 2014, 36–38). The
claim joins another realist belief that the parabellum paradigm is dominant in
Chinese strategic thought is linked to the belief that China behaves aggressively
like other great powers (Johnson 1995, 212). Although I assume that Mearsheimer
and Johnson are correct in assuming that Confucian Pacifism does not rule out
employing war as an instrument of statecraft, Chinese decision-makers develop
a smart strategy that advocates strategic cultivation over weapons and tanks.
China is not an exceptional great power, but its parabellum paradigm starts
with the central point of Sun Tzu’s treaties that “when using our forces we
must seem inactive.” (Tzu 2012, 4). In contrast to the Art of War, De Re Militari
depicts war in terms of principles, legions, and superiority, stating that “He
who aspires to victory, should spare no pains to form his soldiers.” (Flavius Ve-
getius Renatus 1996, 40).

To conclude, I presume that the bedrock assumptions of Mearsheimer’s of-
fensive realism are entirely relevant to the post-pandemic security architecture,
which makes them a logical starting point for my explanation. Following the Co-
ronavirus outbreak, great powers acted unilaterally regarding the insecurity they
felt, which killed the neoliberal expectations of cooperation. Even if China and
Russia continue to develop their partnership, Beijing and Moscow can disagree
on what kind of alliance they seek and the compromises they are willing to make
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to deter America’s influence in the post-pandemic security architecture. The more
actors strive for multipolar world order, the more they are unlikely to accept the
return to the globalized “old normal” and struggle to revise the U.S.-dominated
liberal order.

The offshore balancing of Mearsheimer and Walt

Stephen Walt is clear when claiming that the Coronavirus Pandemic is a world-
shattering event whose far-ranging consequences we can only begin to imagine
today (Walt 2021). Although most neo-realist scholars have discussed the global
impact of COVID19 in their predictions for the post-pandemic world order, Walt
has focused on state control and nationalism as primary outcomes of the Coro-
nacrisis. The empirical evidence of his assumption has become visible globally:
the Capitol Insurrection, far-right extremism in Russia, human rights violations
in China, the rise of the right-wing parties in Europe, the height of the populist
elites in Brazil. Should we blame COVID19 for the global rise of nationalism?
This book joins the academic debate by supporting Walt’s assertion that some
of the worst forms of populism around the world tend to be associated with
older populations rather than young populations (Walt 2020, 1). My concern is
that the Pandemic has provoked populist attitudes among the older generation,
not simply because of the chaos and obstacles to freedom of movement. Another
important reason for this crisis is the rise of left-wing ideologies supported by the
younger generation. The question of this ideological cleavage has global dimen-
sions. It can be seen as a major challenge to the post-pandemic world order be-
cause, as Robert Jervis concludes, there are significant variations in the ways
people see the world that affects how they act (Jervis 2017, 14).

In The Case for Offshore Balancing: A Superior U.S. Grand Strategy,Walt and
Mearsheimer anticipated that “if China continues its impressive rise, it is likely to
seek hegemony in Asia” (Mearsheimer and Walt 2016, 81). This prediction origi-
nates from the robust assumption that China used the American strategy of stay-
ing out of foreign wars and building a world-class economy. However, the most
important limitation of China’s foreign policy in Asia is that it cannot rely on
non-rational actors like North Korea and thus, fails to establish a stable system
of alliances in the region. More generally, nobody trusts Pyongyang. The “coop-
eration” between China and North Korea is explained by how their partnership
activates each time when Washington reminds of its military presence on the Ko-
rean Peninsula. The most significant challenge to U.S. Foreign Policy in the Asia-
Pacific, on the other hand, arises from Beijing’s desire to colonize economically
strategic U.S. allies like Australia. Just as the United States expanded in Latin
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America after the Spanish-American war in 1898, China elaborated its own Roo-
sevelt Corollary, claiming the South China Sea as its backyard. For example, co-
operation within the Big Five and the establishment of AUKUS enhanced the mu-
tual commitments of the United States and its allies in the APAC. Kissinger,
however, warned that “the challenge China poses for the medium-term future
will, in all likelihood, be political and economic, not military.” (Kissinger
2005). Therefore, Chinese economic diplomacy, combined with manipulation
of political and historical narratives, could lead actors in Asia to distance them-
selves from each other and develop hybrid attitudes, which will transform their
cooperation into mutual distrust. The Pandemic might further make such trans-
formations irreversible.

This book is generally optimistic about the offshore-balancing strategy. Mear-
sheimer and Walt suggest that instead of policing the world, the United States
would encourage other countries to take the lead, intervening only when neces-
sary (Mearsheimer and Walt 2016, 74). Before the Pandemic, both United States
and Russia had developed regional strategies that could trigger a hot conflict in
Eastern Europe. Moscow’s purpose was not to allow Ukraine to join NATO, and
Washington’s was to contain the Russian influence near the Alliance’s borders.
Structural shifts in European security began after the outbreak of COVID, which,
according to Walt, reinforced nationalism (Bieber 2020, 10). Although the NATO
Member States have reached a consensus in their support for Ukraine, they also
have concluded that the latter should also join the Alliance in the near future.
The other side of the coin is that, in contrast to the United States, United King-
dom, and Canada, European allies are willing to compromise vital interests of
the Alliance in the name of their energy dependence on Moscow. This dependen-
cy, to some extent, restrained Germany, France, and Russia, and thus, no actor in
the region could gain dominance. Here, I will join Mearsheimer and Walt in their
belief that the offshore-balancing strategy does not prohibit Washington from
giving friendly states in the key regions advice or material aid (Mearsheimer
and Walt 2016, 77). However, my primary concern is that the struggle for a
post-pandemic liberal hegemony could be detrimental to the U.S. national inter-
ests as the complete withdrawal from key regions. Robert Jervis justifies such
concerns, presuming that a more significant threat would be the failure of Eu-
rope to unite coupled with an American withdrawal of forces, which could
lead to a security competition within the Old Continent (Jervis 2013, 25). There-
fore, I assume that the post-pandemic offshore-balance strategy should better
combine husbanding U.S. strength with enhancing Washington’s intelligence ca-
pabilities. Military presence, of course, should be limited only to regions of cru-
cial importance to the U.S. national interests, which, as Walt admits, include mu-
tual issues of partnership such as climate change, counterterrorism, the
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management of the world economy, or containing U.S. adversaries like China
(Walt 2019, 32). Thus, America will be able to sustain its global leadership and
to cheat the imperial overstretch that, as Jack Snyder points out, propelled that
security could be achieved through further expansion (Snyder 2003, 31).

Another theoretical aspect of Walt’s realism, which provides a starting point
for my theory, is his concept of alliance formation. Walt operationalizes three es-
sential variables: threat response strategies, ideology, and foreign policy instru-
ments. (Walt 2013, 5). Security cooperation, sovereignty, and informal arrange-
ments are also central to Walt’s concept of alliances alongside his
assumptions that balancing is far more common than bandwagoning; ideology
is less powerful than balancing, and that neither foreign aid nor political pene-
tration is by itself a cause of alignment (Walt 2013, 5). In this book, I will oper-
ationalize Walt’s variables, investigating alliance formation in the Asia-Pacific
considering that in 2011 U.S. President Barack Obama announced that the United
States would “pivot to Asia” given the Sino-American security competition in the
region (Mearsheimer 2014, 27).

Walt argues that balancing is more common than bandwagoning or, in other
words, allying with others against the prevailing threat dominates alignment
with the source of danger (Walt 2013, 17). Most hypotheses on balancing are
based on the assumption that alliances are easy to create when a state is power-
ful and aggressive enough to threaten other state actors. To explain the system of
alliances in the Asia-Pacific is more complex than analyzing the historical and
cultural reasons for its formation. However, external challengers like China
could make yesterday’s enemies most trusted allies. If one asks what could
lead to the formation of an alliance between Japan and South Korea, the answer
is China and its nuclear pet – Pyongyang. Beijing’s military capabilities and eco-
nomic rise increase the chance of military confrontation in the region and thus,
further necessitate U.S. allies to align with each other. The purposes and prior-
ities of U.S. Foreign Policy in the region vary. The Pandemic, however, triggered
another strong anti-Chinese sentiment among all actors in the Asia-Pacific. As
the offensive capabilities of China and North Korea continue to improve,
Tokyo and Seoul face a strategic dilemma: to enhance their cooperation or re-
shape their foreign policy. The former will strengthen balancing, while the latter
could provoke tensions between the American allies. In the post-pandemic
world, the core of the U.S.-led system of alliances in the Asia-Pacific will consist
of several less powerful state actors. Their willingness to cooperate and contrib-
ute to each other’s security will be of critical importance to all U.S. allies because
even a minor crack of one would make the rest of them vulnerable. My assump-
tion is that, in the post-pandemic security architecture, balancing will benefit
U.S. Foreign Policy, while bandwagoning will serve as a cornerstone of China’s
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smart strategy. In other words, balancing should remain central to alliance for-
mation in the Asia-Pacific because it will allow the United States to provide se-
curity for its allies. Bandwagoning, on the contrary, will provide China with a
more sophisticated strategy to make other states actors economically dependent
on Beijing. This is not to say that traditional U.S. allies like Australia and Germa-
ny will abandon Washington and join Beijing. However, the more economically
dependent Australians and Europeans become on Beijing, the more their foreign
policy and national interests diverge from those of the United States despite the
existence of AUKUS and NATO. In the chapter that follows, I will further explain
the evolution of balancing and bandwagoning in the post-pandemic security ar-
chitecture.

In his theory,Walt demonstrates that ideology is less powerful than balanc-
ing as a motive for alignment (Walt 2013, 5). Although ideological solidarity can
occur when both sides share political and cultural traits, money and weapons
always play a more significant role, especially in a world recovering from the
Pandemic. However, American allies do not underestimate the benefits of U.S.
military support, and much of the political the debate is limited to the discussion
of how intensive the American military involvement should be in the region. In
Japan, debate on Article 9 is still on the rise. Since Japanese decision-makers,
however, understand that a potential Chinese or North Korean aggression against
Japan would be destructive, Tokyo remains a reliable U.S. ally under Article 9 of
the Japanese Constitution. I assume that Walt is right in his claim that similarity
in domestic ideology leads to alliance formation. However, cultural dynamics
could cause policy-makers to reshape their attitudes and present alliances as
necessary, and thus, to percept commitment as the inevitable behavior to contain
external threats. Moreover, the U.S.-led system of alliances in the Asia-Pacific is
highly hierarchical, with Washington as the primary source of collective security,
further proving Walt’s conclusion that ideological impact and solidarity coexist
depending on centralization and security perceptions (Walt 2013, 40).

Finally,Walt concludes that neither foreign aid nor political penetration is a
powerful cause of alignment (Walt 1988, 5). Walt’s conclusion provides a meth-
odological starting point for calculating the balance of power in the Asia-Pacific.
In my book, I define this methodology as Walt’s equation. The equation contains
the United States (single variable) and its allies (multiple variables). The more
security America provides to its allies, the greater the control by the former
over the latter. The greater America’s influence on the political system of its al-
lies, the greater the solidarity within the alliance. In other words,Walt is correct
asserting that foreign aid and political penetration are of crucial importance to
alliance formation (Walt 1988, 46–49). China’s military modernization is of pri-
mary concern to the United States and its allies when combined with North
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Korea’s nuclear ambitions. Japan and South Korea are unlikely to launch a pre-
emptive strike or retaliate without American strategic interference. Moreover,
America’s monopoly on the Asian-Pacific security presumes asymmetrical de-
pendence and motivation between Washington, Tokyo, and Seoul. It is argued
that a potential conflict in the region would favor the United States in its ambi-
tion to prevent the rise of Beijing. However, one should remember the words of
Robert Jervis, who warns that it is neither surprising nor evidence of mispercep-
tion that those who start wars often lose them (Jervis 2017, 679).

Misperception of the Coronavirus weakened the decision-making apparatus
of the U.S., triggering a wave of Sinophobia, in which epithets like “the China
virus” dominated the political rhetoric of the Trump administration. Japan’s be-
lief that the time to resume the Article 9 debate was linked mistakenly to the
South Korean fear of Japanese military revival. Less remarked on is the dilemma
of the dependent and independent variables in the post-pandemic security archi-
tecture of the Asia-Pacific? Is political penetration of the U.S. shaped democracy
strong enough to maintain alignment among American allies such as Japan and
South Korea? My assumption aligns with Walt’s hypothesis that penetration is
most effective when other causes contribute to the alliance (Walt 1988, 50).
Neither liberal democracy nor Chinese communism is consistent with the polit-
ical traditions of major U.S. allies in the Asia-Pacific. After World War II, Japan
and South Korea’s path to self-determination and survival went through an alli-
ance with the United States. Proponents of liberalism believe that promoting de-
mocracy secures the U.S.-led system of alliances. However, Walt proves that the
validity of such arguments is highly ambivalent unless we accept that democra-
cies always win wars.

The Thucydides’s trap of Graham Allison

In his notable book Destined to war: Can America and China Escape the Thucy-
dides’s Trap?, Graham Allison identifies the outcome of the Sino-American com-
petition with the military history of Ancient Greece. Allison’s theory is unproble-
matic and robust because it takes into account the historical inheritance of the
Greeks and the military rise of China. Although his understanding of U.S. Foreign
Policy towards Beijing is coherent and systematic, the assumption that the Unit-
ed States and China share portentous similarities is challengeable (Allison 2018,
8– 10). To define why and how, I will further outline three premises that justify
the post-pandemic relevance of Allison’s theory.

The first and the most substantial claim of Allison’s theory concerns the
comparative approach of his concept. Allison presumes that classical Greece rep-
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resented the first great steeple of civilization and that Thucydides was the first to
focus exclusively on capturing history (Allison 2018, 25).What is essential about
this presumption is not the indisputable contribution of the Ancient Greek phi-
losophy but the claim that the Greco-Roman political and cultural inheritance
dominates the conceptual understanding of history and politics. Although Thu-
cydides is primarily accepted as the legendary predecessor of realism, able to ex-
plain the eternal struggle for power, his chronicles are not unique to military his-
tory. The Chinese treatise The Art of War dates back to the Warring States period
in Ancient China (5th Century BC), making it the oldest military classic (Holmes
2000, 10). Thucydides’s History of the Peloponnesian War provides a plausible
starting point for explaining power competition and war. Yet, as Allison notes,
this definitive account of the conflict between Athens and Sparta is one of the
greatest works of Western civilization (Allison 2018, 27). Thucydides’s perception
of war as a military conflict that inevitably sparked after rising meets rule is rel-
evant to the Western military theory but inapplicable to the Chinese comprehen-
sion of warfare.

Another thoughtful aspect of Allison’s theory concerns his historical ap-
proach to great power competition, as demonstrated by the sixteen case studies
in his book (Allison 2018, 42–43). Two cases involve the Asia-Pacific: the Russo –
Japanese war (1904–1905) and the Attack on Pearl Harbor during World War II.
However, the Shinto-inspired military doctrine of Imperial Japan is irrelevant
to Sun Tzu’s concept that specifies: “All warfare is based on deception.” (Tzu
2012, 70–71). The Japanese military tradition denounces deception but advocates
death and honor over humiliation or defeat (Morgan 2003, 3). The rest of the
cases include military conflicts between European empires and Great Britain,
and a few examples of the Eurasian tradition that still inspires Russia. By sepa-
rating the state actors into two groups – land and sea nations – Allison’s theory
becomes persistent with the theoretical influences of Chinese scholars, who ad-
vocate a different concept of power (Weigert 1942, 20). The practical result of
those methodological transformations is that the concept of Thucydides’s trap
encloses variables from sixteen cases, but overemphasizes on four traditions (Eu-
ropean, Ango-Saxon, Eurasian and Japanese), that are less relevant to the Chi-
nese military observances.

Finally, Allison defines Thucydides’s trap as a natural, inevitable discom-
bobulation that occurs when a rising power threatens to displace a ruling
power (Allison 2018, 1–2). Therefore, a war between the United States and
China is a confrontation over the redistribution of power and resources. The
basic claim of Allison originates from the well-established realist assumption
that military conflicts are natural and that state preferences are fixed and conflic-
tual (Powell 1994, 313–344). I believe that Allison is correct in his belief that
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President Xi Jinping’s primal ambition is to restore Chinese dominance in the
Asia-Pacific (Allison 2018, 108). If Donald Trump had won the 2020 Presidential
election, Allison’s presumption would have been empirically tested. On the con-
trary, President Biden’s doctrine is more linked to the orthodox foreign policy of
the U.S., an approach closely resembling that of Barack Obama. The use of uni-
versal doctrinal explanations and the lack of distinction between Chinese Art of
War and American Neoconservatism may thus generate multiple contradictory
assertions that challenge the theoretical cogency of Thucydides’s trap.

To sum up, Allison’s theory has two essential contributions. First, Allison’s
vision of China as “The Biggest Player in the History of the World” is an original
base for explaining Beijing’s smart power (Allison 2018, 3–4). The arguments
presented in favor of his assumption differ entirely from most realist theories
in their nature and validity. Unlike the rest of the neorealist scholars, Allison’s
theory is designed primarily to test the geopolitical externalities arising from
China’s rise and to challenge the hawkish-inspired belief that Beijing will not de-
throne Washington as a global leader. Although most international relations the-
ories pretend to outline a China-dominated world order scenario, only a few have
ever projected it.

Second, the distinctiveness of Allison’s theory lies in its assumption that
there are twelve clues to peace that can prevent the United States and China
from a large-scale military conflict (Allison 2018, 187). In the case studies,
where different conflicts have been examined and their outcome – analyzed, in-
cluding variables such as nuclear diplomacy, factor timing, or cultural common-
alities, Allison has designed a complete strategy for avoiding Thycidides trap.
Therefore, his theory is theoretically and methodologically robust to explain
the post-pandemic security architecture. However, the primary dilemma is
whether America and China would endorse a doctrine of confrontation, the pur-
pose of which is to reshape the globalized world order in an unprecedented way
since World War II? To answer this question, Allison follows the traditional real-
ist approach that advocates geopolitical accommodation, redefines Sino-Ameri-
can relations and human rights coercion by undermining the communist regime
and encouraging independent movements in Taiwan, Xinjiang, Tibet, and Hong
Kong (Allison 2018 224–225).

I assume that two of the strategic options suggested by Allison are relevant
to the post-pandemic security architecture: accommodation and redefining U.S.
– China relations. The undermining strategy proposed by Allison advocates cov-
ert American support for separatist insurgents in Tibet and ideological deter-
rence of China (Allison 2018, 222–224). However, what will happen if China
recognizes Palestine? Will Washington be willing to send a Nimitz-class carrier to
the South China Sea? Besides, the significant difference between Communism in
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China and the USSR is that Beijing had begun a through-going reform and open-
ing, while the Soviet economy had stagnated in centralized control, enforced
egalitarianism, international isolation, and ideological dogmatism (Garver
1993, 26). Negotiating a long peace between Washington and Beijing would
mean a global military competition. South Korea and Japan will explicitly reject
a possible recognition of China’s authority over the Paracel Islands or a potential
withdrawal of U.S. troops from the region. Tokyo will most likely modify Article 9
of the Japanese Constitution, provoking further tensions with Seoul. From this
perspective, Beijing will seize the opportunity to undermine the U.S.-dominated
system of alliances in the Asia-Pacific. The long peace, thus, will shortly trans-
form into a second Cold War.

The Long Haul of Robert J. Art

To say that the U.S. system of alliances provides security and stability in the
Asia-Pacific is to state the objective realities in the region. In his notable
work, A Grand Strategy for America, Robert Art argues that the United States pro-
duces the same buffering effect in East Asia, where the jockeying among the
powerful regional actors – Japan, South Korea, and China – is much more pro-
nounced (Art 2013, 141). However, it is harder to prove that the U.S. presence in
Northeast Asia is similar to the NATO-dominated post-pandemic security archi-
tecture in Europe because, as Mearsheimer highlights, “the geography of Asia
is fundamentally different from that of Europe in the Cold War.” (Mearsheimer
2016, 30). Unless China’s strategy in the region changes radically, the future of
the U.S. – South Korean – Japanese alliance could be expected to develop to
an extent beyond that of NATO. Moreover, if Beijing seizes control over the
South China Sea, U.S. Foreign Policy will switch to containment. Some might
argue the American allies will try to project their deterrence strategy, especially
Japan, which has the option to defend unilaterally. However, without the United
States, the post-pandemic balance of power in Northeastern Asia is doubtful to
become stable even after a successful deterrence against China. Looking at a po-
tentially unified Korean Peninsula or Japanese-controlled Senkaku Islands, such
scenarios seem unrealistic because a few could assert how radically the Asia-Pa-
cific region will be shattered by the eventual reunification of the two Koreas.

Art gives a prescient explanation of the post-pandemic reality in The United
States and the Rise of China: Implications for the Long Haul, arguing that the
country best positioned to challenge Americaʼs preeminence, first in East Asia,
then perhaps later globally, is China (Art 2015, 260).What makes Art’s theory ro-
bust and relevant to the post-pandemic security architecture is his research de-
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sign, which originates from three benchmarks. In my theory, I use those assump-
tions sequentially to explain the post-pandemic world order.

The first benchmark of Art states that China will shape the international
environment in ways that are conducive to its national interests (Art 2015,
362).When strategic vacuums emerge in regions empty of a global actor, another
major power expands, challenging the former’s primacy. This process is visible in
the Asia-Pacific, where Beijing builds artificial islands in the South China Sea,
contesting the U.S. dominance in the region. However, the Chinese expansion
in the Asia-Pacific brings new responsibilities and a wide range of commitments
to actors such as North Korea. Although Robert Art is right in claiming that China
seeks to establish a Sino-shaped international environment, my concern is that
such a scenario is seen as an opportunity by European countries like Germany,
which have become economically dependent on Beijing. Therefore, strategic vac-
uums exist in Europe as well.

The second benchmark involves Art’s explanation of China’s inexorable rise
(Art 2015, 264). Although international relations experts have discussed the long-
term impact of the Pandemic on Sino-American relations, a lot of them have ig-
nored this topic. Art and Mearsheimer have applied a more detailed approach to
the future of the U.S. – China competition, but their concepts challenge each oth-
er’s perceptions of containment. Mearsheimer explicitly deals with the classical
doctrine of containment, while Art operationalizes the same concept in a com-
pound view, suggesting that it involves two central ingredients: stalemating a
power militarily and waging economic denial against it (Art 2015, 265). The con-
cept of compound containment has affected a vital aspect of U.S. Foreign Policy
that has not been examined since the end of the Cold War: the post-bipolar rele-
vance of the deterrence theory. The first Presidential administration to test Art’s
theory was that of Trump. The Trump administration rejected President Obama’s
smart power and endorsed a harder approach toward China. Art’s concern is con-
taining the Chinese rise in terms of military power and economic growth. To pro-
tect the U.S. global dominance, Trump attempted to hold Beijing’s economic
growth. The compound strategy involves an export ban of Chinese production,
but as Art points out, waging unilateral economic warfare against China when
it appears unprovoked by Beijing would backfire politically against the United
States (Art 2015, 265). Trump’s attempts to confront China alarmed the European
allies, who feared that American sanctions would create a vulnerable spot in the
European Union’s economy. In other words, Art’s claim that the United States
could shoot itself in the foot if it tries to stop China unilaterally corresponds
to what Kissinger calls the increasingly sophisticated means of Beijing to negate
traditional American advantages (Kissinger 2012, 45).
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In his final benchmark, Art operationalizes Jervis’s security dilemma to ex-
plain power transitions in the international environment. Art builds his theory
on three variables and four case studies, including the Sino-American competi-
tion. (Art 2015, 366). Economic interdependence and ideological confrontation
are central to great powers competition, but another variable is present in U.S.
– China relations: political culture. Although scholars like Mearsheimer and Al-
lison are skeptical of the Confucian paradigm, Xi Jinping’s foreign policy proves
the assumption of Kissinger that military imperialism is not the Chinese style
(Kissinger 2005). The Coronavirus Pandemic drove Beijing to manipulate the se-
curity environment by expanding its influence in the Asia-Pacific and thus, ver-
ifying the claim of Robert Jervis that many of the means by which a state tries to
increase its security decrease the security of others (Jervis 1978, 169). China will
act depending on the extent to which it can challenge America and regardless of
the mutual assured destruction scenario. Beijing, however, will not strike Wash-
ington but rather tempt it to retaliate.

To conclude, the Long Haul theory of Robert Art provides us with a plausible
starting point for a further explanation of the Sino-American competition. I as-
sume that the six principles of policy suggested by Art could serve as a corner-
stone of the post-COVID U.S. Foreign Policy in the Asia-Pacific. (Art 2015, 384).
Washington could not afford to lose its influence in Taiwan or allow a nuclear
apocalypse. The Trump Doctrine, on the other hand, has shown that creating ten-
sions with allies and waging economic warfare unilaterally can be detrimental to
U.S. national interests. The demand for collective security in East Asia is higher
than in Europe. Yet, the mutual distrust between major U.S. allies such as Japan
and South Korea will undermine Washington’s efforts to promote and establish
any form of multilateral cooperation. The most substantial possible evidence is
the Senkaku Islands dispute. However, institutionalizing security multilateralism
in the region is possible only if the Korean Peninsula unites under Seoul. United
Korea, with American troops at the Chinese border, will give little place for ter-
ritorial disputes, but such a scenario depends on unpredictable variables such
as Pyongyang’s nuclear program.

The hegemonic war of Robert Gilpin

Wars are an indivisible part of international anarchy. InWar and Change in World
Politics, Robert Gilpin defines Thucydides’s concept of hegemonic war as the
basic mechanism of systematic change in world politics (Gilpin 1981, 209). Gil-
pin’s theory is particularly relevant to the post-pandemic security architecture,
considering the Sino-American tensions over Taiwan. The balance of power in
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the Asia-Pacific favors Washington because, as Mearsheimer concludes, Chinese
military forces are inferior to those of the United States. Beijing would be making
a huge mistake to pick a fight with the American military nowadays (Mearsheim-
er 2014, 29). The real question is what will happen in a post-pandemic world in
which the United States and China struggle for power and global dominance and
in which Russia and Europe confront in the post-soviet space.

One of the most prophetic assumptions of Gilpin is that resources are cen-
tral to great powers competition (Gilpin 1981, 189). The stagnation of the
Roman economy and the technological innovation of China are clear symbols
of power structures: the former declined after centuries of conquests, while the
latter survived to see communism consume its political culture. I argue that Gil-
pin’s vision for China’s economic growth and resource exploitation corresponds
to the evolving military strategies of Beijing. Kissinger explains this evolution
and clarifies that Sun Tzu focuses on the psychological weakening of the adver-
sary, not on hard power (Kissinger 2005). Therefore, China manipulates warfare
as a primary mechanism of major changes in the international system with the
world economy. The fundamental question is how the United States will counter
this strategy in the post-pandemic age.

Gilpin suggests that an innovative solution involves rejuvenation of the
society’s military, economic, and political institutions (Gilpin 1981, 189). Most
Chinese and Russian scholars assume that the United States is a declining
power like Rome in its last years. This theory is also popular among some Euro-
pean and American scholars, who suggest that Washington should become “first
among equals” instead of sustaining the U.S.-led system of alliances. My book
rejects this view. I assume that U.S. Foreign Policy could follow two of Gilpin’s
strategic lessons and counter Beijing’s smart strategy: increasing resources
and decreasing costs (Gilpin 1981, 197). However, even if America successfully
deters Beijing’s post-pandemic strategy, foreign policy decision-making in Wash-
ington will face two significant difficulties.

The first challenge here arises from China’s rise. The United States will have
to generate enough military, economic, political, and cultural resources to sus-
tain the U.S.-led system of alliances established after World War II to maintain
its global leadership. Failure to do so will expose America to unprecedented
downsides of a post-pandemic world, in which China will become more powerful
and influential. The second challenge is the possibility of a hegemonic war be-
tween the United States and China. Gilpin stresses that hegemonic wars are char-
acterized by the unlimited means employed and the general scope of warfare
(Gilpin 1981, 200). There is a growing body of literature about the possibility
of a military confrontation between Washington and Beijing. I assume that a
Sino-American war is not a necessity for future presidential administrations
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but rather a Chinese temptation for Uncle Sam. My assertion follows the logic of
Kissinger, who explains the manipulative strategy of Beijing and concludes that
in an actual conflict, both sides possess the capabilities and the ingenuity to in-
flict catastrophic damage on each other (Kissinger 2012, 47). Therefore, the Sino-
American confrontation in the post-pandemic age could bring the world to the
brink of a hegemonic war, but the United States alone will have the final word
on whether to attack or not. If Washington succumbs to the temptation to
fight a conventional war with China, both major powers risk mutual assured de-
struction being nuclear deterrents. Suppose the American decision-makers, how-
ever, resist Beijing’s pressure. In that case, the post-pandemic world order will
transform into a cold bipolar confrontation, which Mearsheimer defines as a
Sino-American security competition (Mearsheimer 2016, 27).

In conclusion, Robert Gilpin’s assessment of hegemonic war raises how
Western perceptions of warfare and competition differ from the Chinese. When
both United States and China confront, other major actors like Europe are ex-
pected to choose sides. A prolonged Sino-American arms race could lead Wash-
ington and Beijing to fight a hegemonic war, even facing the alternative of MAD.
On the other side, the mutual understanding of each other’s perceptions and at-
titudes could avoid the nuclear holocaust and further stabilize the balance of
power in the post-pandemic security architecture. What decision-makers expect
from their counterparts and how the former interpret the latter’s reactions is det-
rimental to foreign policy. If the United States thinks that China wants to achieve
a bipolar world order, Beijing will respond by elaborating more tools of psycho-
logical weakening and strategic deception. If Beijing does not threaten Washing-
ton and its allies directly, there will be no reason for the latter to use hard power.
However, there is still a corresponding risk of war because no matter how strong
the two actors are, the Chinese deception could easily provoke the U.S. to retal-
iate.

Getting coercive

In this section, I introduce my explanation of the post-pandemic world order,
which I call coercive realism. My concept purports to join the neorealist family
for two reasons. First, coercive realism derives its theoretical arguments from
the previously discussed theories. Second, although coercive realism is influ-
enced by offensive realism, defensive realism, and the hegemonic theory, it offers
an original structural approach to international politics. Therefore, in the chap-
ters that follow, I test my concept through abstract theoretical judgments and by

Getting coercive 25

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



providing empirical explanations and logical assumptions. I begin with a short
review of my methodological approach.

First and foremost, I build my concept on seven theoretical pillars. My
methodological approach follows Kenneth Waltz’s argument that theory embod-
ies theoretical assumptions (Waltz 1979, 10), and thus, each pillar of my concept
corresponds to a theoretical statement. Furthermore, by employing Waltz’s ap-
proach, I infer the driving arguments and essential factors which compose the
structure of coercive realism. An example of such an argument is the realist as-
sumption that anarchy is the natural state of the international system and my
assertion that war and peace serve the national interests of great powers. There-
fore, in a system of competing great powers, state actors prefer confrontation and
weapons versus dialogue and diplomacy. However, I do not limit my explanation
to state behavior and foreign policy. My theory moves beyond methodological in-
terpretation to an empirical explanation of why potential hegemons need more
than a deadly nuclear arsenal and a strong economy to sustain the balance of
power in international relations.

The definition of my concept leads us to the second purpose of my work –
to test the explanation by providing empirical explanations of international pol-
itics. I have chosen to focus on U.S. Foreign Policy and China’s Grand Design for
three reasons. First, there is a consistent consensus that the Sino-American com-
petition will dominate the future of the international system. Many decision-
makers and scholars have consistently neglected Henry Kissinger’s warnings
about China’s rise. In the light of wishful thinking, most of them forget the lesson
of Morgenthau, who explains that China has been for at least a millennium great
power of a peculiar kind in that its outlook upon, and relations with, the outside
world have been different from those of other Great Powers (Morgenthau 1968,
34). Moreover, many pointless strategies have been developed because the
basic implications of Beijing’s political and military philosophy that should be
analyzed in advance have been completely ignored. Second, the mechanisms
by which Beijing expands its influence are not entirely familiar to the Western
perceptions of realpolitik and containment. Kissinger reminds us that U.S. For-
eign Policy in Asia must not mesmerize with the Chinese military buildup (Kis-
singer 2005). The very nature of Beijing’s foreign policy expresses a specific type
of universalism, which differs from the Western Manifest of Destiny. In this con-
text, my theory explains why China’s policy of silent cultivator could be more
detrimental to U.S. Foreign Policy than military tensions and trade wars.
Third, the Coronavirus Pandemic proved Mearsheimer’s historical prediction
that U.S. Foreign Policy would be best served by slowing Chinese growth (Mear-
sheimer 2001, 46). In 1991,Washington was at the Cold War ended while Beijing
could not even detect a U.S. aircraft carrier in the South China Sea. In 2018, deep
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concern over China’s technological advances was the centerpiece of the National
Cyber Strategy (The White House 2018, 2). In 2021, America was on the verge of a
sustained increase in its military budget, and Beijing acted as one of Washing-
ton’s largest trading partners. The tools of U.S. Foreign Policy vary, but the ulti-
mate purpose remains the same – sustaining the American global dominance. In
truth, promoting human rights and democracy is still useful to uphold the U.S.-
led system of alliances and deter Beijing. In a world of Sino-American competi-
tion, however, Washington should demonstrate that it could either defend de-
mocracies from China or deter China from undermining democracy.

In the final chapter of this book, I apply my theory to explain the post-pan-
demic structure of international politics and discuss four scenarios about the
future of the international system. Zbigniew Brzezinski’s notable book, The
Grand Chessboard, provides an academic inspiration for my explanation, and
thus, I have decided to entitle my study The New Grand Chessboard. My concept,
however, is not a challenge to Brzezinski’s work. I use coercive realism with the
intent to refine, not revise Brzezinski’s concept. In addition, I offer a structural
explanation of the post-pandemic world order, which involves a geometric vision
of the post-pandemic world, which I call The Pyramid of Balance.

Finally, I assume that liberal and realist scholars will criticize my explana-
tion for being methodologically challengeable and empirically irrelevant.
Some will certainly tempt to challenge it as pandemic-centered or even futile.
However, it is important to highlight that, like most realist explanations, coercive
realism follows two golden rules, which Kenneth Waltz summarizes in Theory of
International Politics.

First,Waltz indicates that theory is an edifice of truth and reproduction of re-
ality (Waltz 1979, 8). My explanation envisions three plausible realities, which,
I assume, embody the true nature of the international system: anarchy, power,
and politics. For example, the United States and China explicitly challenge
each other, and international institutions are helpless to unite the world in
the face of COVID19. While investigating the origin of the virus is a desire of
Washington and its allies, Beijing’s efforts are directed not at assisting the inter-
national community as at expanding China’s influence worldwide. In such con-
ditions, it is hard to imagine that any international actor could possibly bring the
world out of anarchy. In addition, two concepts are central to my research: war
and peace. Both depend on what Morgenthau calls greatest accumulation of
power: the existence of powerful state actors, which are hostile towards each
other (Morgenthau 1985, 8).

Second, a theory should give a positive answer to three questions (Waltz
1979, 12). The first one concerns the examination of the variables. Realism, the
best-known approach to international relations, provides an empirical identity
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for my concept. The realist paradigm seeks the forces which determine political
relations among nations and to comprehend the ways in which those forces act
upon each other (Morgenthau 1985, 3). In addition, Robert Jervis proves that our
understanding of the actor’s images and beliefs affects the further question that
we ask about the behavior that we expect of the actor in other cases (Jervis 2017,
30). Perceptions and misperceptions about the Pandemic have generated plenty
of external and internal sources of behavior for all international actors. There-
fore, to argue that the Coronavirus Pandemic affects the behavior of great powers
is to assume that the latter will enter into another stage of the competition. For
me, however, to consider the Coronavirus Pandemic itself an independent or de-
pendent variable is methodologically irrelevant. Morgenthau is clear when stat-
ing that testing rational hypothesis makes a theory of politics possible and that,
in politics, it is possible to distinguish between objective truth and subjective
judgment (Morgenthau 1985, 34–35). The former relies on evidence and reason,
which originates from prejudice and wishful thinking. In this book, I use the
terms post-pandemic to present my predictions about the future of the interna-
tional system and give an objective, rational and reasonable explanation of
the Pandemic’s impact. I assume that COVID19 is a force, which affects political
relations among nations, but it cannot serve as a central explanation of how po-
litical forces act upon each other.

The second methodological emphasis of Waltz is about the application of
statistics. My approach involves a larger number of variables, which I operation-
alize by offering a multi-level approach that presumes a structural analysis.
I have employed a straightforward methodology to construct my explanation
by utilizing mathematical calculations. I have then outlined the empirical results
of my research by inferring postulates and predictions about the future of the in-
ternational system. This book incorporates three primary variables, which corre-
spond to the realities that I mentioned above: power (independent variable),
politics (dependent variable), and anarchy (intervening variable). By power,
I refer to the ability of the most powerful state actors to control political relations
among nations and to manipulate the balance of power in the international sys-
tem in favor of their national interests. For instance, the United States still enjoys
political, economic, and military domination, which allows Washington to con-
trol the actions of other international actors and to exercise power over the
conditions of peace and war for decades to come. Democracy, human rights,
and collective defense, on the other side, are psychological relations of control
and influence that exist between America and its European allies. Although
U.S. Foreign Policy tools vary, the ultimate purpose remains: defending the
vital national interests. When I talk about politics in my research, I speak of
the short-term and long-term material purposes of foreign policy. Since interna-
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tional politics is a struggle for power, each international actor’s foremost pur-
pose is to become a great power. Non-state actors do not possess the proto-
source of power: sovereignty. Through their foreign policy, international entities
embody the collective will of all member states, which, under critical conditions,
would rather defend their national interests than the common good. Finally, an-
archy intervenes to demonstrate that moral categories in international politics
are personal attribute of each nation, and thus, the struggle for power in interna-
tional politics do not follow codes of universal validity. Paradoxically, religion
has become the most recent example of that alignment. Right-wing extremism,
political Islam, and Hindu nationalism are all expressions of power for their aco-
lytes but false prophets for the rest of the international community.

Secondary variables refer to the pyramidal structure of the post-pandemic
world and involve state actors, resources, and imperfect rationality. State actors
include the United States, China, and states with nuclear weapons. I define them
as the nuclear concert. Thus, in contrast to the U.S.-Soviet bipolarity from the
Cold War, I assume that the post-pandemic world will exist in a state of nuclear
bipolarity with America and China as predominant great powers, shaping but not
sharing world politics with the rest of the nuclear concert. Resources include all
the resources available to the mentioned actors to affect international politics.
Imperfect rationality is a term I coined to indicate that in the post-pandemic
world, the possibility of mutual assured destruction would be far greater than
during the Cold War. Although state actors are primarily concerned with their
survival, they could become far less rational when realizing that they are losing
to their adversaries. The reason is that, after the end of the Cold War, state lead-
ers of the nuclear concert have become even more obsessed with power than
their predecessors. Sophisticated weapons, emerging technologies, the posses-
sion of WMD, and most of all – the desire for power have made decision-makers
of the nuclear concert less rational and more reckless.

In his third clarification, Waltz stresses the necessity of a systematic ap-
proach (Waltz 1979, 12). Three questions are central to my theoretical approach:
is anarchy still central to international politics, how the struggle for power deter-
mines the problem of peace in the first half of the twenty-first century, and how
great powers competition will determine the post-pandemic structure of interna-
tional politics. The systematic approach presupposes that I indicate the meth-
odological difficulties I have faced and define the limits of my theory. The first
problem arises from the huge body of literature, which is difficult to review
with precision. To systematize the inherited legacy of realism will require another
book. Instead, I have chosen to review the writings of six neorealist scholars. My
review is not critical but structural. In addition, I consider only the aspects of
those concepts which provide a plausible starting point for my theory while
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also using other works to infer robust hypotheses. The second challenge involves
the global scope of my research. It is very difficult to infer empirical data about
the Coronavirus Pandemic and its future impact. The conclusions derived in the
final chapter of my book are but predictions. I do not claim to give prophetic ex-
planations of the post-pandemic world order. Thus, I have abstained from gener-
al perorations such as the end of history, the decline of America, or the Chinese
new era. Moreover, my book does not deal with conspiracies or biopolitics, and it
is an international relations research. The final consideration and its correspond-
ing limitation refer to my study’s historical record.

I have paid much attention to the United States and China for three reasons.
First, my concept seeks to avoid the temptation of Western-centrism. European
powers have dominated international politics, and the United States still holds
a predominant position in the international system. China, however, is what Ste-
phen Walt calls suis generis region (Walt 2013, 14). Therefore, examining China’s
Grand Design will provide us with a better understanding of political relations
among nations. Changes in Chinese foreign policy lead to changes in world pol-
itics, and thus, assessing Beijing’s doctrines is as important as explaining U.S.
Foreign Policy. It is also worthwhile to compare the former to the latter and ex-
plore both images through the perceptions of other international actors. My sec-
ond argument concerns the balance of power in international relations. From the
end of the Cold War until now, China has become the only great power that could
effectively challenge the primacy of the most powerful nation at this moment –
the United States. Russia and European Union seek to duplicate the American
foreign policy approach in their struggle for power, while Beijing has elaborated
its own Grand Design that makes China resistant to the psychological relations
of the Western influence, as discussed above. Russia lacks the economic strength
to maintain global leadership, and Europe has not yet built its military forces.
Therefore, only the United States and China are in possession of what Morgen-
thau calls self-sufficiency in strength (Morgenthau 1985, 8). My final considera-
tion refers to polarity. Since the end of the Cold War,Washington’s primacy in the
international system has evolved three into three stages. The first stage began im-
mediately after the dissolution of the Soviet Union. America’s global dominance
flourished on the ruins of the bipolar world, and U.S. Foreign Policy tended to-
wards maintaining unipolarity and acquiring more power overseas to become
the world’s policeman. Each change in the U.S. Grand Strategy at that time
was produced by the ambitions of the Clinton administration to intervene in re-
gions where human rights have been violated. The second stage marks the Sep-
tember 11 attacks. Following the events of 2001, the war on terror became the
cornerstone of U.S. Foreign Policy. The primary tools used by the Bush adminis-
tration involved military interventions in the Middle East and imposing econom-
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ic sanctions on rogue states. Preemptive strikes dominated the U.S. military strat-
egies, but after the election of Barack Obama, conventional warfare slowly trans-
formed into dumb war. It was the period when the United States faced the limits
of its power: Washington could not rebuild broken governments. Another factor
was also central to this second period. The Obama doctrine created a strategic
vacuum, which allowed many international actors to claim the status of great
powers: China, Russia, the European Union, India, and Brazil. This leads us to
the third stage, which started in 2016 with the election of President Donald
Trump. The Trump doctrine provided a valuable test for all candidates: America
first. The purpose that all of the mentioned actors pursued was multipolarity, but
the tools of their strategies vary considerably. Despite their differences, however,
all but China followed the U.S. example of becoming a great power without con-
sidering that America is a unique experiment and that plagiarizing America’s
model creates psychological relations of control and influence among Washing-
ton and the rest of the candidates. Instead of becoming great powers, all propo-
nents remained regional actors. All but China.

Six pillars of coercive realism

I will proceed with the pillars of coercive realism. I will define and discuss each
pillar by providing examples in support of my assertions. Finally, I will test my
theory in the following two chapters of this book.

Anarchy. Coercive realism presumes that anarchy is the natural state of the
international system. My theory follows the assumption that in international pol-
itics, anarchic does not mean chaotic (Mearsheimer 2001, 16). What liberals call
“world order” is a manifestation of anarchy for a simple reason: political rela-
tions among nations are subject to human decisions and thus, reflect the endless
struggle for power between humans. However, people need political actors to re-
strain the struggle. Otherwise, anarchy will evolve into chaos, and the latter will
result in mutual assured destruction.

Coercion. My concept claims that war and peace serve the national interests
of the most influential actors in international relations – the great powers. My
claim originates from the statement that war results from the selfishness of
human nature and the structure of international politics (Waltz 2018, 16).
Therefore, decision-makers have the natural disposition to exercise coercion
over other counterparts’ actions and thus wage wars or sustain world peace in
favor of their national interests. Coercion presumes conventional or non-conven-
tional strategies like military interventions, alliance building, offshore balanc-
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ing, or strategic manipulation, which Kissinger describes as the sophisticated
strategy of negating traditional offensive advantages.

Sovereignty. I assume that sovereignty is the proto-source of power, and thus,
state actors are the central entities in international relations. The sovereign sta-
tus of each state actor empowers it to develop its security strategy and operate
under the security dilemma. The actions of the most powerful state actors –
the great powers – shape the international system, which exists in what Robert
Jervis identifies as offensive/defensive balance (Jervis 1979, 210). Great powers
shape the balance-of-power according to their perceptions and misperceptions,
apart from universal categories such as international law and ethics. Internation-
al institutions, including suis generis communities, have limited power to affect
the offensive/defensive balance for two reasons. First, they are but a collective
expression of the offensive/defensive postures of their Member States. Second,
international bodies often become a tool of influence for the state actors.

Polarity. Coercive realism identifies the struggle for power in international re-
lations with manipulation of polarity. I utilize the term manipulation to indicate
the ability of a global actor to exercise offensive or defensive coercion and thus,
to sustain the balance of power in its favor or to challenge the primacy of another
major power. Whatever the tools of a foreign policy, such as alliance-building,
territorial claims, or acquisition of resources, a great power’s strategy always
aim to manipulate polarity in favor of its national interests. Robert Jervis gives
a perfect example by stating that bipolarity was in part the product of the Soviet
and American decisions to mobilize national resources and rally allies (Jervis
2001, 44–45). On the other hand, minor actors stick to the established status
quo or seek to increase their power.

Endurance. I assert that endurance and self-preservation are central to state
actors, and therefore, coercion is a product of rational decisions. Here, I join
Mearsheimer’s bedrock assumptions that great powers are rational actors,
which seek to maintain their territorial integrity and autonomy (Mearsheimer
2001, 16). However, the degree of self-preservation, especially when a state
acquires nuclear weapons, varies depending on the actor’s perception of
power. I assume that four basic perceptions of power correspond to the foreign
policy of global actors: preserving, maximizing, demonstrating, and exercising
power. Self-preservation and survival are central to all of them. A detailed anal-
ysis of a nuclear warfare scenario will show that the Chinese moves towards
strengthening Beijing’s presence near Taiwan have been described as another
Cuban missile crisis. However, the United States and China have abstained
from demonstrating or exercising power in the region not for the purpose of pre-
serving or maximizing power but in a term of preventing a nuclear holocaust.
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Powershifting. My concept suggests that the anarchic nature of the interna-
tional system is subject to historical transformations of power, which I call pow-
ershifts. The sources of powershifts are state behavior and objective material
conditions. The first one refers to military conflicts, and imperial overstretch,
which Jack Snyder explains by discussing preventive use of force and its poten-
tial to spark endless wars and internal rebellions (Snyder 2003, 30). Snyder is
clear when stating that great powers, which have husbanded their power, avoid-
ed the imperial overstretch. The second group emerges from objective precondi-
tions, which Robert Jervis summarizes in his analysis of unipolarity: economic
shocks, widespread diseases, and environmental degradation (Jervis 2009,
193). Therefore, military conflicts, shocks, and even pandemics could become
forces that lead to powershifting and, thus, determine politics among nations.

My explanation could be criticized on the ground that its pillars represent a
hybrid theory and that most of my assumptions lack empirical validity or simply
reinvent older theories. Therefore, in the following chapters, I will discuss my
concept to prove that it could pass the ultimate test: to explain events in the
real world (Mearsheimer 2001, 4). I do not seek to challenge or revise the realist
theory but enrich it. It is impossible to make theoretical contributions or give
plausible explanations without reviewing and employing previous theories.
Therefore, I try to explain the contemporary political relations between two na-
tions, which I believe are the most powerful international actors at the moment
of this writing – the United States and China. I also provide different historical
examples to demonstrate the validity of my concept. Henceforth, I will opera-
tionalize my explanation in three steps: explaining the rise of the United States,
exploring the Chinese Grand Design after the communist revolution, and con-
structing some predictions about the future of the post-pandemic world order.
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Chapter Two
Bound to cheat: liberal foreign policy in a realist
world

In the following chapter, I explore the basic implications of U.S. Foreign Policy
after the Cold War. Although my analysis draws some parallels with the Cold
War, it is limited to the post-bipolar period for three reasons. First, to understand
the post-pandemic world order, it is necessary to explain the pre-pandemic bal-
ance of power. Some might argue that the term pre-pandemic could incorporate
not simply the period from 1990 to 2020. My concern, however, is that overstress-
ing the Cold War will enlarge the scope of my research. The history of U.S. For-
eign Policy proves that the end of the bipolar confrontation marks the geopolit-
ical peak of Pax Americana. Thus, unipolarity and the subsequent powershifts
after September 11, 2001, could provide a better starting point for explaining
the post-pandemic balance of power.

Second, the post-Cold War period poses for the United States two fundamen-
tal issues Washington has never faced before. The first issue refers to the limits of
American power, which I will discuss further in this chapter. The most complicat-
ed predicament for the U.S. global dominance is similar to the one Britain faced
after World War II – to divide its cultural domination from its world power status.
Although the Allies defeated Nazi Germany, Britain could not sustain its colonial
system. London modified its foreign policy when the British realized the risks of
gripping their colonies were out of proportion to the chances of rebuilding Pax
Britannica. Instead, Britain has chosen to transform the Empire into a Common-
wealth of Nations. The second concerns the transition from unipolarity to bipo-
larity – a process that started after September 11 and finished with the U.S. with-
drawal from Afghanistan. Although the transition period did not deprive the
United States of its superpower status, China finally gained the position to chal-
lenge the American primacy. These processes and powershifts are the results of
Beijing’s strategy to transform the international system from Pax Americana to a
China-dominated political universe, in which all nations are under the tributary
obligation to offer their economies as impost to the Chinese state.

Third, the Sinocentrism of Chinese foreign policy, combined with Chinese
communism, provokes ideological and political clashes with the United States
and its allies. However, the confrontation between America and China does
not reflect the Cold War in economic and ideological competition. As relations
between Washington and Beijing deteriorate, China has already created feudato-
ry economic dependencies with Europe. By feudatory, I mean a system of eco-
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nomic dependences that could be detrimental to the Euro-Atlantic solidarity. The
Soviet Union simply lacked the economic potential to build feudatory dependen-
cies outside the socialist camp. Politically and militarily, the world was bipolar,
but economically, the United States was the most powerful nation. Another pre-
dicament Washington faces in its relations with Beijing originates from a less,
even poorly analyzed aspect of the Chinese foreign policy strategy: supporting
state and non-state American adversaries such as Russia, North Korea, Iran,
and the Taliban. In other words, China does not limit its support to communist
regimes and does not seek to build or export communism.What Beijing wants is
to replace the globalized liberal democracy with the Sinocentric world order and
social harmonious society.

I begin by explaining the transition from U.S.-dominated world order to nu-
clear bipolarity. One might reject that the international system has already un-
dergone a process of transformation and that the balance of power has shifted
in favor of Beijing. The empirical validity of such arguments stands in solid con-
trast to the geopolitical realities, which reveal that anarchy is still central to the
post-pandemic world and that only the United States and China are in posses-
sion of the military, political, and economic power to shape world politics. Ken-
neth Waltz is clear when concluding that in peacetime, the bipolar world dis-
plays a clarity of relations that is ordinarily found only in war (Waltz 1964,
884). In other words, to consider the post-pandemic world a multipolar entity,
as many international scholars still do, is to fail to understand that the Sino-
American competition today shapes what Morgenthau calls forces, determining
political relations among nations (Morgenthau 1985, 3).

Anarchy and the illiberal end of history

Realism believes that great powers are rational actors. Thus, the end of the Cold
War presented the United States with the opportunity to learn from the Soviet
mistakes and adapt foreign policy decision-making to the unipolar system. In-
stead, under the slogan for the end of history, liberals declared the realist para-
digm “in trouble” and made it possible for the post-Cold War generation of
U.S. policymakers to place U.S. national interests under the flag of liberal hegem-
ony. With the Soviet Union defeated, it was useless for Washington to abandon
realism and endorse a strategy that advocates international institutions and pro-
motes peace through global governance. The truth was that liberal scholars ne-
glected the historical warning of Waltz that the American aspiration to freeze his-
torical development by keeping the world unipolar was doomed (Waltz 2000,
36). Military interventions, cultural overstretch, and the struggle for liberal he-
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gemony exceeded Washington’s resources. The real trouble with liberal propo-
nents was that, regardless of their ideological differences with realists, they
believed in the false promise that international institutions push states away
from war and promote peace (Mearsheimer 1994, 7). That has proved to be untru-
ly due to many institutional weaknesses such as lack of military capabilities and
inadequate political consensus between the Member States. Once the United
States realized that it could not rely on international bodies to defend human
rights and resolve crises, the liberal paradigm fell into the trap of hawkism,
which advocates messianic struggles against authoritarian regimes in the
name of democracy (Snyder 2004, 5). Hawkism, combined with the struggle
for liberal hegemony, called forth a non-rational foreign policy strategy and
thus, deformed American global leadership into preventive use of force.

The post-Cold War anarchy presented three temptations to U.S. Foreign Pol-
icy, which liberalism failed to overpower. First, the struggle for liberal hegemony
has undermined both vital interests and the national security of the United
States. The most evident expression of this subversion is the presumption that
multilateral cooperation within international institutions will promote peaceful
coexistence, and thus, the struggle for power will step down to a world order
of global governance. At the outset, the pursuit of liberal hegemony had an ex-
clusively utopian purpose: it sought to promote democracy and human rights for
all state actors regardless of their national interests. Following September 11,
however, the peaceful nature of liberal democracy took a strong military conno-
tation. For the Bush doctrine sought to globalize Washington’s vision and act
preemptively against non-state actors, that challenged the U.S. global domi-
nance, the end of the history turned out to be the establishment of what Robert
Jervis calls U.S. hegemony, primacy, or empire (Jervis 2003, 83). It is for this rea-
son that the liberal paradigm failed to predict the lack of support from the Unit-
ed Nations for the U.S.-led military interventions in Iraq. The opposition began to
reject the U.S. argument of self-defense, which was a refusal to recognize the sov-
ereign right of the United States to defend its national security. Although Wash-
ington invoked Article Five of NATO, European allies confronted the Bush admin-
istration with the intent to minimize their commitments and avoid war with
transnational terrorist networks. In 2013, immediately after the chemical holo-
caust in Syria, NATO tried to make its presence in Afghanistan counterweight
to President Obama’s intervention, thus undermining its political and military
solidarity. While the Alliance was hesitant in its support for the Obama admin-
istration, Russia launched a military intervention in Syria, further shifting the
balance of power in the Middle East. Thus, instead of serving as a counterweight
to Kremlin’s global aspirations, NATO favored Russian foreign policy. Some
might argue that the allies realized that the remnants of the Assad regime
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could probably join the emergent ISIS and imperil the southern border of the Al-
liance. At that time, U.S. Foreign Policy in Syria relied on the Obama doctrine,
which proclaimed that Assad should be punished because credibility and the fu-
ture interests of the United States and its allies were at stake (Goldberg 2017, 5).
Before the intervention, President Obama had drawn a red line and moved to-
wards an alliance with the Peshmerga Kurds, intending to pursue a policy of co-
operation and multilateralism. The objective realities, however, did not envisage
robust commitments on behalf of the U.S. allies. European Union considered
Syria the last bulwark of Moscow’s post-Soviet presence and thus, imposed sanc-
tions on the Assad regime. However, the French commitment came in response
to the Paris attacks in 2015. France realized that a potential NATO intervention in
Syria would provoke tensions with Moscow and aggravate the Ukrainian crisis.

Although the Obama doctrine was popular in Europe, the institutional solid-
arity within the Alliance thinned for another reason: the prospective accession
of Ukraine to NATO. In a thoughtful warning, John Mearsheimer argues that
the United States and its allies should abandon their plan to westernize Ukraine
and instead aim to make it a neutral buffer between the Alliance and Russia
(Mearsheimer 2014, 87). It is precisely the intention of liberal apologists to west-
ernize Kyiv through membership in the Alliance. Realism, however, believes
that political positions are not subject to moral codes but simply to superior
power. Ukraine falls under the unenviable position of a hostage, dependent on
the U.S.-Russia competition in Eastern Europe. Following the Russian annexa-
tion of Crimea, the United States responded to Moscow’s intervention with a
smart strategy.Washington’s sanctions were to close relation with financial sup-
port for Kyiv, combined with expectations of its future integration into the Euro-
pean Union. By supporting the independence of Ukraine and increasing NATO’s
military presence in the Balkans, America expels Russia from what the Soviet
Union once considered its backyard. This policy succeeded in deterring further
Russian aspirations in the region but created perilous preconditions for the fu-
ture of the Alliance. Even if Ukraine becomes a NATO Member State, Article
Five from the Washington Treaty will survive if it passes the ultimate test-launch-
ing collective defense against Russia. Moscow, however, enjoys stable financial
and commercial relations with many Ukrainian pro-Russian oligarchs, and it
is the United States, which might become a victim of Ukraine’s westernization.
Although most Ukrainians are in support of their country’s accession to the Al-
liance, anti-liberal attitudes in Kyiv could escalate into a political crisis. There-
fore, a neutral, U.S.-backed Ukraine would better favor Washington’s national in-
terests, while a less favorable outcome could be expected if NATO overstretches
again to the Russian borders.
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Another problem arises from the functioning of global international organ-
izations, which purport to perform the sacred duty of sustaining the balance
of power in the international system. Waltz clearly states that the collective-se-
curity system of the United Nations depends on the ability of one powerful
state at the moment of serious threat (Waltz 1979, 163). The structure of the UN
Security Council provides us with empirical proof of Waltz’s statement. A crucial
point in the decision-making process within the organization is voting,where the
national interests of the five permanent members clash. The motto “It’s your
world” represents the efforts of the United Nations to build a “better” world.
However, history shows that state actors tend to abandon the mission of the
UN founding fathers and trade it for its sovereign right to defend. Waltz
reminds us that mutuality of dependence leads each state to watch others
with wariness and suspicion (Waltz 2019, 132). Peacekeeping operations and
binding resolutions are not a universal formula of interdependence, which
could accommodate or limit great powers competition to an extent beyond
which they should give up their national interests and the security of their citi-
zens. Similar concerns apply to the mission of the UN. The promise of the United
Nations for a shared world carries out a preclusion of what realists believe to be
international anarchy and reflects the liberal creed of international order. The ul-
timate test for each international institution would be to resolve anarchy and
maintain order. However, the limited ability or the complete lack of enforcement
mechanisms prevents international bodies from constructing a system of interac-
tions with other actors. In short, such institutions do not make foreign policy.
They look at foreign policy not as behavior with foremost purpose but as a struc-
ture, embodying the collective will of the Member States. To pass a resolution or
decision without a foreign policy strategy could even escalate the tensions and
inevitably pass the stick to state actors.When China and Russia vetoed the draft
resolutions on the Syrian Civil War in 2011, the United Nations failed to resolve a
conflict, which later escalated into a chemical holocaust. If the Security Council
were to avert Assad from using chemical weapons, Beijing and Moscow should
overcome their differences with the United States on this issue and prevent gen-
ocide. Both states rejected the draft, and thus, interdependence among the Se-
curity Council permanent members triggered suspicion instead of reconciliation.
In the aftermath, the threat that U.S. Foreign Policy faced in Syria was military
and political. The concerns that Assad would side with the Russians and that
America would lose Syria to Moscow were so realistic that the United States in-
tervened to back the Syrian opposition. The situation, however, escalated when
Russia maintained a military presence in the region, which excluded the Iraqi
scenario. The United Nations failed to protect Syrians from domestic oppression,
and the security architecture in the Middle East became a projection of the U.S.-
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Russia competition. Thus, it turned out that the UN could not order the anarchic
international system.

The second temptation refers to the use of force. Liberals admit that military
forces might be necessary to protect liberal states and societies and to advance
liberal aims (Greener 2007, 295). In the aftermath of the Cold War, the Clinton ad-
ministration believed that protecting human rights and exporting liberal democ-
racy, which served the United States well during the bipolar confrontation, would
continue to benefit U.S. Foreign Policy under unipolarity. However, that promise
failed and, even worse, degenerated into hegemonic hawkism, which Robert Jer-
vis also defines as imperial temptation (Jervis 2003, 388). Proponents of liberal
hegemony succumbed to the allurement of imperializing U.S. Foreign Policy for
two reasons. First, the threat that America faced after September 11 was uncon-
ventional by its nature. It was a shocking picture of the transnational terrorist
networks attacking the heart of democracy and unipolarity. Behind Al Qaeda’s
ideology, which the Bush doctrine summarizes as the crossroad of radicalism
and technology, there was a non-state actor, highly centralized and able to de-
fend itself against the conventional American strategies. However, the threat
of global terrorism was simply military and ideological. Hegemonic hawkism
provided an opportunity for its enemy – to exhaust the United States economi-
cally and compromise the core liberal assumption that promoting human rights
and democracy would secure peace. Therefore, military interventions in Iraq
and Afghanistan were relevant to the threat of demonstrating power and irrele-
vant goal setting. Preemptive strikes against Iraq benefited U.S. Foreign Policy
only in terms of prestige and retribution, but the latter had no bearing on regime
building. The acolytes of hegemonic hawkism intended to use force for the sake
of America’s protection. Yet, they misjudged that purpose, seeking to build liber-
al democracy in the Middle East. Thus, global terrorist networks, even being non-
state actors, proved the realist assumption that in international relations, the use
of force applies only for a state’s protection and advantage.

Another issue that the use of force poses for U.S. Foreign Policy after the
Cold War involves the fraud assumption that protecting American national inter-
ests aligns with Western cultural predominance. Historically, the strategy of Pres-
ident Carter to deter the Soviet Union by replacing realpolitik with moralpolitik
presents us with an excellent example of a non-rational strategy. An enduring
aspect of moralpolitik was the view that promoting and protecting human rights
was central to U.S. Foreign Policy (Schweigler 1978, 85). However, the Soviet in-
tervention in Afghanistan proved that the use of military force had more signifi-
cant repercussions than the moralist appeal of the Carter doctrine. America
could not contain rogue states and spread radical ideologies by fighting in Af-
ghanistan or arming the Syrian opposition. If the Obama administration con-
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vinced the majority of the Americans that Washington should withdraw from Af-
ghanistan, the grueling burden of democracy-building in Kabul forced President
Biden to withdraw the U.S. troops from the county. Therefore, there is no rational
logic in believing that the Western cultural predominance is vital to U.S. national
interests and that converting regimes to liberal democracy benefits the U.S. glob-
al dominance.

The practical judgment of the Afghanistan war also stands against propo-
nents of liberal hegemony and favors the realist paradigm. Although the Taliban
were no match for the United States militarily, their tactics were immune to the
conventional American strategies. Washington held the power to invade Afgha-
nistan again and dethrone the regime in Kabul. However, the use of force did
not defeat the Taliban – it pushed them back to the mountains. To defeat ulti-
mately, such a non-state adversary America had to, quite literally, beat it. The ac-
tual conquest of the Taliban would require another intervention. I hope that no
American policymaker would risk the lives of thousands of soldiers in a military
operation with incalculable risks and unpredictable outcomes. Another scenario
could involve what new liberals consider the spread of national self-determina-
tion and democracy (Moravcsik 2013, 250). Promoting democracy in the Middle
East, however, failed for two reasons. First, the United States sought to export
liberal democracy during the Arab spring – a purpose that could not be attained
with the tools U.S. Foreign Policy applied – regime change. Instead,Washington
should adapt its strategy to the political and cultural specificities of the Middle
East and North Africa. It is important to highlight that failed states in the region
– such as Libya – recognized political Islam, not liberal democracy, as an alter-
native to dictatorship. On the other hand, Egypt that embodies a political amal-
gam of military autocracy and the secular state, has become an outpost of the
coalition against ISIS. Therefore, the all-catch liberal approach of exporting de-
mocracy through global American commitments turned out to be counterproduc-
tive.

The second reason concerns the U.S. support for Israel and the recognition
of Jerusalem by President Trump. The most trusted American ally in the Middle
East, upon which Washington’s strategies depend, is Israel. The fact that the po-
litical culture of the Jewish state differs from that of the Arabian states is a log-
ical factor that predetermines the distinct position of the former in that region. It
is nonsensical to argue that the strategic importance of Israel in 2021 is not what
it was in 1951.When exploring the alliance between America and Israel, it is es-
sential to highlight that oil is a less important factor than in relations with the
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, which also enjoys Washington’s support. The cultural,
political, and historical profile of Israel remains a fundamental aspect of impor-
tance, which American foreign policy takes into account, although Washington’s
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support varies from one administration to another. Israel is an ally that the Unit-
ed States could not afford to lose. One of the most important factors, which ex-
ercised an influence upon the U.S. Foreign Policy before the Pandemic, was the
political flirt of President Trump with Israel and the subsequent recognition of
Jerusalem as the capital of the Jewish state. It is for this reason that the very ex-
istence of Israel, which did not enjoy President Obama’s support, now depends
not only upon its ability to maintain powerful military and effective defensive
capabilities but also upon the status of Jerusalem. For Israel, whenever its secur-
ity and sovereignty are threatened, the very idea of Zionism is challenged, and
the survival of the Jewish people is left in jeopardy. Thus, Zionism and Pan-Arab-
ism reflected the natural deterrence in the Middle East between Israel and its
Arab adversaries.What gave both ideologies their actual importance to the Unit-
ed States was the Palestine struggle for independence. The fate of the Palestini-
ans is unclear and provokes tensions between Europe and the United States, for
which both are unable to offer a general solution to the Jerusalem problem.
Washington carried its strategy on the rhetoric of confronting antisemitism,
while European Union relied on its soft power to resolve the Arab-Israeli conflict.
So far, no international body has offered a peaceful solution.

Therefore, do American national interests align with Western cultural pre-
dominance? Challenged at home by domestic tensions and social polarization,
the United States was unwilling to further use force against the Taliban and with-
drew from Afghanistan. It is, however, a fallacy to call the American withdrawal
defeat. Proponents of liberal hegemony might consider it as such. By believing
so, they prey on the third temptation of the post-Cold War period: confusing do-
mestic with international politics. Kenneth Waltz reminds us that international
politics is the realm of power, struggle, and accommodation (Waltz 1979, 113). De-
centralization and power dominate the international realm, while hierarchy
and justice hold the national arena. Therefore, Washington’s struggle to sustain
U.S. global dominance presumes the use of force or containment of China. Al-
though unipolarity implied that universalization of domestic politics and values
could reshape international politics, in a world where nuclear powers interact
and accommodate the objective realities of the international system, there is lit-
tle place for justice. If China tries to annex Taiwan and threatens America with
nuclear retaliation in case of U.S. interference, Beijing will be successful. Taiwan
does not possess the military capability of countering potential Chinese interfer-
ence. For this reason, China could invade Taipei if the United States strengthens
its military presence in the South China Sea. If Taiwan requests help from Wash-
ington, America becomes vulnerable to a nuclear strike because Beijing has al-
ready developed weapons of mass destruction and thus, could retaliate. The sole
restraining factor that would save the world from the nuclear holocaust is the
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fear of mutual assured destruction. Therefore, politics serves the most powerful
state actors, which exercise power to reshape the balance of power in interna-
tional relations according to their perceptions of justice, whether it will be
Make America Great Again or Serve the People. To say that the international sys-
tem is anarchic and that power dominates the political realm determines the po-
litical action is to state a fact, that will continue to shape the driving forces be-
hind political relations among the nations in the post-pandemic world order.

The struggle for cultural predominance turned out to be disastrous for do-
mestic politics in the United States and quite unjust for the American national
interests overseas. However, the Biden administration has a very effective way
of influencing the Chinese strategies to match the vital American interests.
To counter Beijing’s conventional war-fighting capacity, it has become evident
that Washington should abandon its pre-pandemic behavior. While for China,
it might have been relevant to pursue a policy of prestige in Afghanistan that ap-
proach could no longer benefit Washington in terms of military spending. The
importance of the Chinese support for the Taliban government in Kabul reaf-
firmed Washington’s intentions to pursue a double strategy of ideological con-
tainment by preventing the spread of the Taliban ideology. In assessing the Chi-
nese strategy, which pretends to respect the civilizational choice of Afghanistan,
a post-Cold War communist power as China finally abandons the orthodox So-
viet dogma that exporting communism would contain democracy. Beijing
found that each conflict, regardless of the ideological intentions of the parties,
could benefit the Chinese foreign policy. An enduring aspect of Beijing’s
Grand Strategy is that maintaining the parabellum paradigm of China will secure
the Chinese global influence. The American intervention in Afghanistan proved
that military power could serve as retribution for September 11, but promoting
democracy and regime building through the long-term deployment of American
troops in Kabul had quite detrimental consequences for U.S. national interests.

To conclude and better assess the post-Afghani syndrome, it is helpful to re-
mind the conclusion of Robert Jervis that it is neither surprising nor evidence of
misperception that those who start wars often lose them (Jervis 1988, 679). An
analytical assessment that ignores this conclusion and misjudges the Biden doc-
trine would have limited usefulness. American individualism and liberal democ-
racy are incompatible with Afghanistan’s political culture and traditions. There-
fore, promoting domestic values through regime change will not remodel the
natural state of the international system – anarchy. Instead, attempts to elabo-
rate a multipurpose approach to international politics that advocates justice
and global hierarchy will transform anarchy into chaos. Not only such an ap-
proach is irrelevant to U.S. vital interests, but it also runs counter to them. Yet,
suppose the competition between the United States and the Soviet Union has
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transformed into peaceful coexistence as President Carter. In that case, liberal
scholars could have proclaimed the end of history in 1980.

Coercion and the limits of American power

Is American power unlimited? The United States represents an exclusive exam-
ple of a superpower that embodies omnipotent resources and a favorable geo-
strategic location. If we assume, however, that American power is unlimited
and that it is destined to bring peace and justice, we could easily succumb to
the liberal temptation of the post-Cold War Manifest Destiny. Human decision-
making predetermines U.S. Foreign Policy, and thus, peace and war are justified
only when they serve the U.S. national interests. Kissinger draws the dividing
line between national interests and domestic issues when stating that foreign
policy begins where domestic policy ends (Kissinger 1966, 504). One should
not confuse the justification of peace and war with moral aspirations or philo-
sophical expressions of good and evil. Nor to jump beyond the natural predispo-
sition of fear, which drives human nature to defend when there is an immediate
threat to national security. Peace and war are but tools through which state ac-
tors struggle for power. History shows no better parallel for that than the post-
Cold War period.

Coercion, in general, means that a state actor possesses the power to punish
transgressors of the rules (Art 1996, 11). In international politics, coercion is nec-
essary for three reasons. First, it is impossible for a sovereign state to protect its
national security without possessing the power to coerce. After the dissolution of
the Soviet Union, the nations in Central Asia went independent and endorsed a
policy of cooperation with Russia. Although Moscow had planned further to in-
tegrate the post-Soviet republics into the Eurasian Union, independent states
like Kazakhstan rejected the Russian projects for mutual defense.

This leads us to the second sovereign need for coercion – maintaining offen-
sive capacity. International organizations and, in particular, military alliances
possess limited capabilities to coerce and gain legitimacy from what Waltz
calls the image of a common enemy (Waltz 2000, 25). Following the collapse
of the Soviets and the enlargement of NATO, the ultimate threat to collective
security switched from Moscow to Iraq and Afghanistan. For two decades, global
terrorism has predetermined the Alliance’s strategies according to the foreign
policy of its largest financial and military contributor – America. Shortly before
the American troops left Afghanistan, the allies acknowledged that the sophisti-
cated military technologies of Russia and China threatened the collective secur-
ity of NATO (Mattis 2018, 47). Eventually, if the purpose NATO pursues is realistic,

Coercion and the limits of American power 43

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



the Member States can rely on their own cyber and military capabilities to coun-
ter the Chinese technological advantages. However, if Article Five from the Wash-
ington Treaty does not apply to nonconventional threats such as cyberwarfare
and hybrid warfare, one arrives at the conclusion that NATO needs reform.

Coercion, in terms of diplomacy, can achieve a limited and positive outcome
in short-term than to manage a number of competing goals over more than a dec-
ade (Alterman 2003, 277). The policy of isolating Putin’s Russia and the policy of
sanctions on its partners are relevant responses to the annexation of Crimea.
Since the expansion of the Russian influence westwards threatens European de-
mocracies, proceeding by political and ideological tools – sponsoring far-right
movements and extremism – Washington should also contain Moscow by polit-
ical means. For that purpose, the United States should exercise a policy of sanc-
tions without demanding further military alignments against Russia. If Washing-
ton abandons that policy, NATO will find itself at war with Russia.

Before further discussing the nature of coercion, it is necessary to refute the
liberal misjudgment that Waltz’s theory of international politics is insufficient
either for explaining foreign policy decisions and outcomes or for conducting
foreign policy (George 1997, 45). At this point, theoretical definitions of power
overshadow the dichotomous nature of coercion. As we analyze U.S. Foreign Pol-
icy in the post-Cold War period, liberal scholars argue that the concept of power
embodies hard, soft, and smart aspects (Nye 2021, 199–204). For liberals, hard
power behavior presumes coercion, manipulation of structure, and payment,
soft power includes positive attraction and persuasion, while smart power refers
to the successful combination of both (Nye 2021, 201–205). The explanation of
Waltz is much more refined because it relates to the fundamental purpose of
U.S. Foreign Policy – to defend the American national interests in the complex
puzzle of international politics.Waltz argues that each state pursues its interests,
however, defined, in ways it judges best. Force is a means of achieving the exter-
nal ends of states because there exists no consistent, reliable process of recon-
ciling the conflicts of interest that inevitably arise among similar units in a con-
dition of anarchy (Waltz 2018, 238). Therefore, if the use of force (power)
predetermines state behavior (politics), the international environment (anarchy)
intervenes to relate and bind them in a constant struggle to protect national in-
terests. Although liberal explanations provide us with a solid empirical basis
and exquisite definition of what power is, it still tends to neglect three realist as-
sessments, which reflect the limits of American power and could explain why the
struggle for liberal hegemony does not benefit American national interests.

The first assessment concerns the third principle of political realism, which
postulates that the concept of interests in terms of power is an objective category
(Morgenthau 1978, 10). Morgenthau further argues that circumstances of time
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and place do not affect interests. Therefore, it is incumbent upon U.S. Foreign
Policy to protect American national interests and defend U.S. national security
whether or not the international system is unipolar, bipolar, or multipolar. Lib-
eral scholars, however, tend to advocate coercion for hegemonic purposes. Under
the hard stick of military interventions, soft power has dominated U.S. Foreign
Policy since the Spanish-American War in 1898. Thus, the most logical question
arises from the dilemma of the United States is destined to be the patron of
human rights and democracy.

Furthermore, to what extent does the spread of liberal democracy and the
promotion of human rights benefit U.S. Foreign Policy? History of International
Relations shows that, in terms of state behavior, American Foreign Policy could
pursue a successful course if it is determined by commitments to the U.S. allies
rather than by the export of values. U.S. national interests may not always coin-
cide with the interests of Europe, Japan, or Turkey, but benefits from security co-
operation exceed losses from disagreements between allies. It is essential to
highlight that the primary objective of most alliances is to combine the member’s
capabilities in a way that furthers their respective interests (Walt 2009, 90). The
United States, for example, cannot look with composure at the French overtures
in NATO. When French President Emanuel Macron declared that Europe experi-
enced the brain death of the Alliance, his words were but a manifestation of the
forthcoming triumph from Brexit. President Trump,who threatened to reconsider
Washington’s commitments to NATO, blasted Macron for his words and later in-
sisted European allies increase their defense spending to at least two percent.
With the election of President Biden, Euro-Atlantic tensions deescalated, and
Washington reconfirmed its commitment to Article Five. Although American sup-
port for NATO varies from one Presidential administration to another, the Alli-
ance itself remains among the primary tools of U.S. Foreign Policy, and as
such, it benefits U.S. national interests in countering Russia. If Moscow added
to its influence in Eastern Europe security cooperation with Western Member
States through gas policy and bilateral agreements, it would threaten the vital
American interests in Europe.

Exporting democracy, on the other side, had disastrous outcomes for U.S.
Foreign Policy in the post-Cold War period. There was a chance for Washington
to pursue a foreign policy that, although interventionist and coercive by its na-
ture, to advance U.S. national interests and maintain the balance of power in in-
ternational relations. America, however, chose neither of those strategies and
pursued a policy of prestige, combined with coercive diplomacy and military in-
terventions. In 2001, Washington intervened preemptively in Afghanistan and
toppled the Taliban rulers in Kabul. Two years later, President George W. Bush
dethroned Saddam Hussein without limiting the American commitment to the
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post-war recovery of Iraq. Although the preemptive strategy of Washington was
successful and the retaliate response to September 11 was decisive enough, the
United States tried to rebuild the governments in Kabul and Baghdad, which,
if it had succeeded, would have led to the absorptivity of religious extremism
and military dictatorship by liberal democracy. It was a just war, which sent
an explicit warning to all U.S. adversaries: do not confront the United States un-
less you have nuclear weapons. The U.S. decision to prolong its stay in Iraq and
Afghanistan and to reconstruct the broken governments of Baghdad and Kabul
exceeded the very purpose of the military interventions in MENA. It transformed
them into a global war on terror. Post-war commitments to the region did not
benefit the American national interests. Instead, Washington’s continuous pres-
ence in MENA triggered a wave of anti-Americanism, which Muqtedar Khan and
Sara Chehab describe best as transformation from a promise of change, to mo-
ments of euphoric optimism, and then to drab pragmatic realism (Khan and Che-
hab 2012, 180).

The U.S.-backed protests during the so-called Arabian spring ended with
Civil War in Libya, a military coup in Egypt, and political commotions in the
Middle East and North Africa. Washington’s strategy of promoting human rights
and spreading democracy by exercising hard, soft, or smart power partook the
same universalization of liberal hegemony, which upheld U.S. Foreign Policy
after the Cold War and compounded it by misconceptions of the political culture
of MENA countries. Proponents of liberal hegemony grounded their arguments
on two misleading presumptions. One is that promoting human rights, which
are indeed primordial to all people, would secure peace. The other is that liberal
democracy could serve as an effective and reliable tool for alliance building. In-
stead of securing peace and building a system of alliances, the United States got
involved in the longest war in American history. In truth,Washington still has the
power to change regimes and topple corrupted governments. Although America
is the most powerful nation in the world, capable of defeating rogue states and
containing the global influence of other major powers, it has become impossible
for Washington to rebuild states, fix governments, and convert them to democ-
racy. The realist prophesies of Hans Morgenthau that the United States has be-
come vulnerable, taking the risk of being powerful but not omnipotent, marks
the first limit of American power – producing global democracy. Kenneth Waltz
further warned about Morgenthau’s prediction coming true by concluding that
if the world is now safe for democracy, one must wonder whether democracy
is safe for the world (Waltz 2000, 13).

The second realist assessment refers to the U.S. national interests. A year be-
fore September 11, 2001, The Commission on America’s National Interests issued
a report that summarized U.S. Foreign Policy in four priorities: vital, extremely
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important, important, and secondary interests (Allison 2000, 5–8). This docu-
ment had a strongly positive aspect: it keeps American foreign policy out of
the imperial temptation, which Jack Snyder later describes as imposing peace
on the tortured politics of weaker societies (Snyder 2003, 29). In their report, Al-
lison and his team limit the promotion of democracy, prosperity, and stability in
the Western hemisphere and advocate the post-Cold War commitments to all
American allies. Did Washington succumb to the temptation? Aside from the do-
mestic impact, September 11 attacks had two negative results: the war on terror
created tensions between Washington and its European allies and blurred the
prism of American national interests. Russia and China have not been slow to
exploit the checkmate position in which the United States found itself after
the misjudgment of Iraq’s programs for WMD (Jervis 2010, 123). While Washing-
ton struggled to define the limits of its commitments in Iraq and Afghani-
stan, Beijing and Moscow formally recognized the global threat of terrorism
and thus, got the better of the Bush doctrine, which considered Communists
and Eurasians partners in the war on terror. From President Bush’s point of
view, it was much more favorable to let Russia and China increase their global
influence and focus U.S. Foreign Policy on fighting terrorism than to prevent
the rise of Russian nationalism and Chinese aspirations for regional hegemony
in Asia. China was aware of the complications that Washington faced in its ef-
forts to rebuild the regimes in Kabul and Baghdad. The Chinese understood
that the balance of power sloped towards Beijing when the global financial crisis
of 2007–2008 forced the Obama administration to cut the U.S. defense budget.
China then became a global factor in international politics. The real trouble for
hawkism was dualistic: the rise of far-right nationalism and mutual dependence
between America and China. Paradoxically, support for unipolarity among
American allies grew weaker as the Russian and Chinese struggle for multipolar-
ity grew stronger. The main strategic issue for the United States was no longer
whether Beijing could pose a challenge to the American global dominance. It
was rather how Washington could prevent China from threatening the U.S. na-
tional interests.

A rational look at U.S. Foreign Policy towards the Middle East and North Af-
rica would show that the temptation of imposing peace in the region led to re-
sults that are even more detrimental to American national interests. The Iran Nu-
clear Deal from 2015 and the subsequent U.S. withdrawal from the agreement
confirmed the prediction of Robert Jervis, who, stressing the discouraging record
of coercive diplomacy, suggested that the United States should not rely simply on
carrots and sticks (Jervis 2013, 112). The belief that the nuclear deal will work or-
iginated from two assumptions. The first derives from the fear that if Iran gets the
bomb, the unpredictable policymakers in Tehran will threaten the United States
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and its allies with nuclear diplomacy. Such presumption is reasonable and re-
quires a non-rational course of action, which is relevant to the current rulers
of Iran. Nuclear diplomacy also presumes a strong incentive and indubious con-
viction that the target poses an intermediate threat to the attacker’s national
security. Both conditions currently prevail in U.S.-Iranian relations. The other as-
sertion insists that the threat that Tehran poses to Washington is military in na-
ture and could be deterred through multilateral agreement. The latter assertion’s
validity turned irrelevant to the Iranian aspirations for regional hegemony.What
threatens Washington in Iran is political aggression and anti-Americanism. The
supreme leader of the Shia state, Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, has a clear vision of
America as an aggressor that supports the ultimate Iranian adversaries – Israel
and Saudi Arabia. The American withdrawal from the Nuclear Deal and the rec-
ognition of Jerusalem created a slow but decisive shift in the regional balance of
power, which favored Russia and China. If Washington launches a preemptive
strike against Iran would be as useless as self-defeating. Even if the forthcoming
Presidential administrations succeed in resetting the Deal, it will not work with-
out Sino-Russian support. Therefore, the second limit of American power equal-
izes with the limits of universal commitments. The balance of political, economic,
and military influence between the United States and China reflects the global
distribution of power and the emerging spheres of influence. Power cannot act
unilaterally in its adversary’s traditional areas of predominance without risking
retaliation. For example, if China invades Taiwan, the United States will not be
able to defend the Taiwanese with a conventional military strategy. If America
decides to intervene, it will have to strike Beijing first to negate the potential
threat of Chinese retaliation. Similarly, if China ever tries to intervene in Latin
or Central America, history will probably repeat, and the world will witness an-
other Cuban missile crisis. Therefore, a more wise American policy will avoid
universal commitments to external partners or even friends by creating precon-
ditions for closer ties with allies. Strengthening alliances will assess the Chinese
strategy of establishing partnerships through economic expansion. If America,
however, voluntarily offers its national interests to the shrine of global commit-
ments, Washington will, quite literally, abdicate from the essential purpose of
U.S. Foreign Policy.

A more detailed assessment of the U.S.-led system of alliances in the post-
Cold War era will confirm the assumption of Mearsheimer and Walt that the
strategy of offshore balancing benefits U.S. Foreign Policy better than bearing re-
sponsibility for costly debacles (Mearsheimer and Walt, 2016, 71). The misjudg-
ment of offshore balancing often refers to isolationism. To say that the United
States will give up its superpower status is to equalize husbanding American
strength with divorcing American influence. It is a liberal misinterpretation,
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which neglects the realist conclusion of Stephen Walt that alliances are not col-
lective security agreements (Walt 1997, 152).Walt further highlights that collective
security commitments require institutionalization. The effectiveness of institu-
tionalized security, however, is highly dubious. It illuminates the fundamental
misunderstanding of the institutionalist strategies that a threat to one’s national
security presumes collective defense.

Such a view is unhelpful and detrimental to American national interests,
for it is incompatible with a fundamental principle of U.S. Foreign Policy – pro-
tecting U.S. national security. Article Five from The North Atlantic Treaty postu-
lates that the Parties agree that an armed attack against one or more of them in
Europe or North America shall be considered an attack against them (Rupp
2000, 156). For the first time in history, America invoked Article Five in response
to the September 11 attacks. It was, however, a primary response to the actions of
a non-state actor – Al Qaeda. How can Washington guarantee that it will keep its
obligations if Ukraine joins the Alliance? The Treaty implies that the allies do not
have much choice in a matter of armed force. How the leading party – America –
could make the ultimate choice if neither policymakers nor Americans have the
will to do so? Not only are such obligations at odds with the U.S. national inter-
ests, but they also neglect a very realistic scenario – nuclear holocaust. Will
Washington and Brussels be better off if Moscow sends nuclear submarines in
the Black Sea in the days preceding another Russian annexation? It will certainly
drive proponents of liberal hegemony out of office and further polarize American
public opinion. The West might be willing the support the Ukrainian accession to
NATO, but history shows that the Clinton administration had a better assessment
of the situation when integrating the Balkans into the Alliance. In the years pre-
ceding the accession of Bulgaria and Romania to NATO, Russia was a broken
shadow of the Soviet Union. Moscow, at present, engages actively in world pol-
itics, although it is highly dependent on China. America will not benefit from the
miscalculations that Ukraine is ready to join the Alliance. Washington should
consider one argument which advances in favor of those misjudgments: only
Russia knows its backyard so well that it could assess the preparedness of Uk-
raine to become a NATO Member State. The truth is that the Alliance does
need to overstretch. What America and its allies need is a revision of NATO’s
global commitments. It is obvious even to Moscow that the Alliance has over-
loaded its mandate of action, which has failed to save the day in Afghanistan.
The future Presidential administrations should encourage Euro-Atlantic solidar-
ity but reject interventions that could expose the allies’ national security to glob-
al threats. Yet, what NATO Member States and most particularly America should
seek is what President Biden calls effective burden sharing (Biden 2000, 10).
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A far more appropriate example of constructive cooperation is the Treaty of
Mutual Cooperation and Security between Japan and The United States of Amer-
ica in 1951. Article Five from the agreement states that each Party recognizes that
an armed attack against either Party in the territories under the administration of
Japan would be dangerous to its peace and safety and declares that it would act
to meet the common danger in accordance with its constitutional provisions and
processes (Stranger 1965, 16). Why then the U.S.-Japanese Treaty is a model of
better cooperation. It is again the strategy of commitments. An attack on Japa-
nese soil will certainly threaten American national interests and the effectiveness
of the U.S. Grand Strategy in the Asia-Pacific. However, the implications of po-
tential American support for Tokyo are much weaker than the U.S. commitments
to NATO. Another difference predetermines the extent of the American involve-
ment in Europe and APAC. In the former, U.S. military presence in Europe guar-
antees collective security among the Member States of the Alliance. In the latter,
the ultimate purpose of the American troops in Japan is to ensure the positive
effect of Article Nine. The Constitution of Japan from 1947 states explicitly that
Aspiring sincerely to an international peace based on justice and order, the Jap-
anese people forever renounce war as a sovereign right of the nation and the
threat or use of force as means of settling international disputes. To accomplish
the aim of the preceding paragraph, land, sea, and air forces, as well as another
war potential, will never be maintained. The right of belligerency of the state will
not be recognized (Van Hoften 2002, 290). Since World War II, Japanese policy-
makers, Japanese Self-Defense Forces, and even the Imperial court have faced
the security dilemma if they cannot defend Japan from external threats. Tokyo
will instead request American support than sacrificing its vital interests in a con-
frontation with China and North Korea. If Japan, however, chooses to pursue a
policy of unilateral involvement in the APAC, it should seek to modify Article
Nine in favor of its policies. By doing so, however, the Japanese government
will risk losing Washington’s support, but if Tokyo is successful, Japan will re-
gain its status as a dominant power in the region. Former Prime Minister Shinzo
Abe had a reasonable strategy for resolving the dilemma. Abe implied that a pos-
sible revision of Article Nine would help Japan deter rising China. However, the
misperceptions of the Japanese revival obscured political attitudes in South
Korea and the United States. Irrational fears from the so-called Shinto restora-
tion roamed Seoul, clouding rational decision-making with historical mytholo-
gies. Yet, if America and Japan had reached a consensus on Article Nine’s revi-
sion, Beijing’s aspirations for regional hegemony would have faced a serious
setback.

A final critical assessment of the American involvement in Afghanistan
raises the question should the United States transform alliance building to off-
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shore balancing. The answer of this book is yes. I further discuss the points of
transformation in the final chapter. For the purpose of this section, it is necessa-
ry to explain how coercion will benefit offshore balancing. I assume that it will
be more punctual to use the word evolvement instead of transformation for two
reasons. Apologists of Fukuyama blame Stephen Walt for offering a non-realist
explanation of alliances (Moravcsik and Legro 1999, 38). Walt, however, is evi-
dent when stating that there is a structural difference between alliances and in-
stitutionalized collective defense (Walt 1997, 152). However, even liberals will
agree that neither state actors nor institutions last forever. To argue that they
do is to proffer a theoretical utopia. Therefore, the first reason for evolvement
originates from the false presumption that the end of the U.S. military commit-
ments will leave the American allies alone. Offshore balancing does not exclude
support for allies. It rather encourages them to act independently and presumes
American intervention only when U.S. national interests are at stake. What off-
shore balancing rejects is the presumption that the United States should seek
to control the way that state actors exercise their sovereignty. For example, if
Russia takes over the rest of Ukraine without threatening the Baltic States or if
Moscow agrees that Minsk should further integrate into the Eurasian Union,
the United States should not risk an intervention. If, however, Kremlin attempts
to undermine the energy sovereignty of the European allies, America should con-
sider imposing heavier sanctions on Russia. If international institutions are as
omnipotent as their defenders argue, the former could prove the latter’s assump-
tion by influencing Russian behavior.

Another issue refers to ideology. Morgenthau argues that power expresses a
psychological relation of man’s control over the minds and the actions of other
men (Morgenthau 1985, 14). Shared ideology often leads to successful alliances.
However, the most powerful driving force to unite allies is asymmetrical
dependence. It is arguable to say that the balance of power in APAC depends
on democracy and human rights. Washington supports its allies and anti-Chi-
nese actors such as Taiwan against Beijing and North Korea. However, psycho-
logical relations and perceptions among allies and partners prevail over ideolo-
gy. Japan, South Korea, and Taiwan,which were irreconcilable in the past, follow
the U.S. lead for a simple reason: American power. United States won World
War II, reshaped the Korean Peninsula, and opposed the Chinese aspirations
for regional leadership.

On the other hand, should we say that Israel and Saudi Arabia, both Amer-
ican allies, share a similar ideology? With the relations between Israel and Iran
deteriorating, Riyadh makes a favorable gesture toward hesitant interference in
the Israeli-Palestinian talks. Following the American withdrawal from Afghani-
stan, there are currently no options for relaunching a military campaign against
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the Taliban, which could tilt the balance of power in favor of China. Therefore,
institutionalized alliances will not work in MENA and APAC. Europe represents
a rare exclusion from this rule because NATO keeps the image of the common
enemy alive.

To conclude, the third limit of American power is alliances overstretching.
I assert that the limitations of the U.S.-led system of alliances are two: misper-
ceptions of their nature and misperceptions of their mission. One of the most
successful aspects of U.S. Foreign Policy is that, in the years after World War II,
America drew others into a system of alliances and institutions that lasted for
sixty years (Nye 2004, 16). However, Walt reminds us that, in a unipolar
world, the unipole tends to distract a wide array of foreign policy problems
due to several issues such as counterhegemonic balancing and weakened cred-
ibility (Walt 2009, 100). The post-Cold War commitments of the United States
have equated alliances with international cooperation (Moravcsik 1992, 11).
Yet, what is true of Walt’s theory has turned out to be relevant to security coop-
eration after the Cold War: American national interests determined the direction
of the U.S.-led system of alliances, and thus, U.S. behavior shaped world politics.
The fundamental issue with U.S. Foreign Policy was not that Washington co-
operated with its allies but that America enjoyed unprecedented global domi-
nance. American primacy was the sole relevant precondition for security coop-
eration or institutionalized collective defense. Interdependence was of
secondary importance to the nations, who praised the American leadership or
criticized it, but after all, came to terms with it. Those, who opposed it, fell
under the hammer of the very same liberal paradigm that promotes peace
through cooperation and that identifies the U.S. national interests with indefinite
hegemonic commitments.

If misperceptions of alliances prevail over perceptions of U.S. national inter-
ests, how does that affect coercion? One might argue that the logic of distin-
guishing defensive from offensive postures and defensive from offensive advan-
tages applies to coercion. My concern is that the mentioned analogy is
debatable. For instance, the Sino-American confrontation primarily presents a
security dilemma, aside from the cultural clash between American liberal de-
mocracy and Chinese communism. Bipolar confrontation during the Cold War,
quite the opposite, reflects the conflict of two irreconcilable ideological systems.
Although ideology could provide a powerful motivation for using force, moral ar-
guments have no place in politics among nations. Anarchy and selfish behavior
prevent ethics from influencing great powers competition. American democracy
differs from European democracy, and furthermore, opposes Asian communism
and Russian Neo-Eurasianism. It is obvious, however, that national interests de-
termine foreign policy decision-making, not ideology. For instance, relations be-
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tween China and Russia range from strategic alliances to hidden Russian servil-
ity. European economic dependence on Beijing offers another example of dual-
istic behavior. Considering ideology and social narratives as sources of power be-
havior or weapons of foreign policy is deceptive. Moreover, such assumptions
benefit U.S. adversaries such as China, which promotes a charming amalgam
of Confucianism and the cultural legacy of the Dragon to counter the American
dream.

A second problem arises from the intellectual frailty of liberal hawkism. Not
only is the hegemonic temptation of shortsighted depreciation, but it also elim-
inates any preconditions for rational decision-making. It deviates U.S. Foreign
Policy from its primary purposes and corrupts domestic security strategies in a
way they cannot react to essential threats such as public polarization and the
crisis of representation. Washington could simply assess alternative scenarios
to the enlargement of NATO or military interventions in Taiwan to realize how
detrimental hegemonic crusading is. Limits of American power do not originate
from limits of coercion. In September 2001, Mearsheimer highlighted that Amer-
ica does not tolerate peer-competitors and that Washington should follow a
strategy of offshore balancing to preclude the emergence of such competitor
(Mearsheimer 2001, 46). However, the Bush doctrine endorsed a strategy of glob-
al war on terror and, regardless of its tools, purpose, impact, and relevancy to
the American military presence in MENA. Misperceptions on terrorism lured pol-
icymakers to fight enemies against whom conventional military strategies and
post-war regime building held less effectiveness. This is not to say that the Unit-
ed States lost the war on terror. Proponents of liberal hegemony simply aban-
doned it. Their ambitions clouded rational decision-making, and paradoxically,
unipolarity became a victim of its previous successes. An outcome which Robert
Jervis stated in his prediction that unipolarity might have then within it seeds if
not of its own destruction, then at least of its modification (Jervis 2009, 213).

Sovereignty and principled realism

The proto-source of power, which privileges state actors over international insti-
tutions, is sovereignty. Liberal criticism often implies that realism rejects the
sovereign equality of states and thus, advocates nationalism over cooperation
within the international community (Ikenberry 2009, 75). Although nationalism
empowers state actors, it does not represent a core aspect of realism but rather
predetermines the right of great powers to shape world politics.

To begin, one should consider the theoretical gap between nationalism and
realism. Kenneth Waltz points out that the sovereign state with fixed borders has
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proved to be the best organization for keeping peace internally and fostering the
conditions for economic well-being (Waltz 2000, 51). The gap, therefore, is not
simply philosophical but also political. The lack of sovereignty exposes non-
state actors to objective institutional weaknesses, which prevent them from
building armed forces and pursuing an independent foreign policy.With no mili-
tary potential at hand, such entities do have clear perceptions of threats and do
not possess the power to oppose them. To identify national interests with nation-
alism is to reject the right of a state actor to pursue an autonomous foreign pol-
icy. In addition, subversion of national interests to institutional entities is irrel-
evant to great powers competition. For instance, Europe, which has the most
developed supranational architecture, cannot pursue a common foreign policy
toward Russia because European institutions do not always reflect the national
interests of Member States. Even now,when the threat of Russia is military in na-
ture, European Union could not counter Moscow’s influence without NATO. Ever
since the dissolution of the Soviet Union, it has been futile to assert that Europe
can contain Kremlin by promoting democracy and human rights. Although Rus-
sia is not the USSR, its strategic predominance in Eurasia is similar to the dom-
inant American influence in Latin America. The European attempts to deter Mos-
cow’s influence in Belarus by promoting European values are as wise as a
potential Russian strategy to export Orthodox tradition into Poland. Thus, effec-
tive containment of Russia in Europe leads to a rational necessity that Member
States tend to avoid – establishing European armed forces within NATO. The vi-
sion of the European army does not contradict the concept of Europe, United in
Diversity, either it would oppose NATO. The point is that the Member States, even
those that strongly oppose partnership with Russia, reject the idea of delegating
more sovereignty to supranational institutions, more particularly in the field of
collective security.

In 1993, the United Kingdom conceived of no greater challenge than for the
European Union to create an army that would duplicate NATO. London’s con-
cerns were not with another war in Europe but with the unavoidable loss of
the Rule Britannia sovereignty. Two decades later, European leaders, who have
always respected the British no, no, no, could have expected that the United
Kingdom would leave the European Union.What happened after BREXIT was an-
other logical result of what British decision-makers considered a primordial right
to protect the UK’s sovereignty, combined with the revival of Eurocentrism. One
might argue that BREXIT is but a manifestation of British nationalism. Such ar-
guments do not rely on rational assumptions, for they equalize national interests
with nationalistic behavior and anti-globalism. The trouble is that the aforesaid
equation applies today to the political attitudes of the most developed democra-
cies and neglects one particularly essential part of national interests – security.
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Was it possible for the United Kingdom to deter the rising influence of China
within the European Union? London could not afford to compromise with eco-
nomic and political dependence on Beijing as most EU Member States did.
Two years after BREXIT, Britain, the United States, and Australia forged a mutual
security pact – AUKUS – countering the increasing Chinese presence in APAC.
AUKUS is a military pact which does not presume institutionalization or collec-
tive defense and within which London,Washington, and Canberra seek to build
a nuclear cordon to deter Beijing. It is indeed a kiss between cousins, which re-
affirms the realist assertion that nations have good reason to worry about their
survival in a world where nation-states threaten each other (Mearsheimer 2011,
10).

Two years after Donald Trump won the 2016 U.S. Presidential Election, he
declared himself a proud nationalist (Leidig 2019, 80). Although nationalism is
a strong driving force for the foreign policy of wannabe realists, Robert Jervis
specifies that President Trump’s foreign policy that followed his campaign state-
ment would be hard to square with realism and that it would provide test for
many international theories (Jervis 2018, 5). In truth, President Trump’s doctrine
reshaped U.S. Foreign Policy in a way that it presented the realist paradigm with
the ultimate test to explain the difference between nationalism and realpolitik.
For the purpose of this book, I seek to peel off the infamous stamp that depicts
President Trump’s principled nationalism as realism. My criticism challenges the
concept of principled realism, which some scholars attribute to the Trump doc-
trine (Chifu and Frunzeti 2019, 77). The working definition of principled realism
explains it as the pursuit of realism (maximizing state power in an anarchic and
competitive system) with a moral compass based on values (the principle part)
(Kirkey 2018). I begin with a comparative study of both terms and assess theo-
retical challenges to realism.

The first test that realism faced was, paradoxically, moralistic. It is theoreti-
cally evident that the concept of principle realism in its very nature is an oxymor-
on. Ethics, principles, and moral codes might provide presidential candidates
with populist legitimacy. However, they have no place in foreign policy. Princi-
ples cannot and should not replace national interests. To maximize the power
of a state actor with a moral compass is an approach that combines realist as-
sumptions with the liberal temptation of hegemony. The persuasive attempts
of the Trump administration to shape a new Manifest Destiny out of Make Amer-
ica Great Again put the United States in a less favorable position in MENA. In his
thoughtful criticism of the Trump doctrine, Muqtedar Khan deduces that Presi-
dent Trump’s foreign policy was informed to some extent by neoconservative
views about Islam and the Middle East (Khan 2018, 16). Was Washington
ready to relocate its embassy to Jerusalem? Moreover, if it were, would it go for-
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ward alone against its Muslim allies by imposing a travel ban on Muslims com-
ing to the United States? Here, the ambiguity of President Trump’s moral com-
pass overplayed U.S. national interests.

The second test for realism was rational. There was a non-rational contrast
between President Trump’s rapprochement with Russia and his efforts to with-
draw from the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action. Proponents of the Trump doc-
trine would argue that it defends American national interests in Asia and MENA.
American rapprochement with Russia, however, created psychological precondi-
tions for further deterioration of the Euro-Atlantic relations. Perceptions on U.S.
Foreign Policy towards Russia, combined with the anti-NATO rhetoric of the
Trump administration, ruptured the political nexus that existed between Europe-
an and American decision-makers. It was an irrational delusion that the partial
lack of shared burden within the Alliance would improve the relations between
Washington and Moscow. A foreign policy that follows such a line reflected Pres-
ident Trump’s misperceptions of Russian intentions to undermine the U.S. in-
fluence in Europe. Although Washington’s claims for the shared burden were
reasonable, rapprochement with Kremlin was inconsistent in that Russia encour-
aged right-wing movements in Europe and America. A potential withdrawal of
the United States from the Alliance does not favor the U.S. national interests.
The perfect evidence for that was another decision of the Trump administration
to relocate U.S. troops from Germany to NATO’s Eastern flank. The difference be-
tween callings for shared burden earlier when some Member States did not con-
tribute enough and strategic military relocation to the Russian borders demon-
strates a complete lack of rational decision-making. It was also a decisive
discrepancy between rational understanding of American national interests
and principled nationalism, which was willing to sacrifice the U.S. military pres-
ence in Europe to rapprochement with Russia. In truth, Europe owes more to the
United States, which liberated Paris in 1944 and established NATO to deter the
Soviet influence, than to an American president, who started a trade war with
China and rapprochement with Russia without assessing the limits of U.S. na-
tional interests. Those, who warned President Trump against a potential Chinese
retaliation or Russian fraud, were realists.

The final test was structural. A mature narrative of the Trump doctrine’s
supporters is that the President, in contrast to his predecessors, did not start a
military conflict. Kenneth Waltz reminds us that a profound understanding of in-
ternational politics requires awareness of how structures affect actions and out-
comes in addition to man’s innate lust for power (Waltz 1988, 617).Wars are nat-
ural and vary in frequency. Moreover, political forces that determine relations
among nations act on an international level. Therefore, a realist approach to
the Trump doctrine should better set up a theoretical framework which is auton-
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omous from domestic or moral factors such as religion and domestic behavior.
U.S. Foreign Policy should emerge and adapt to international anarchy if it
wants to emerge victorious from politics among nations. Thus, it would be
more rational and relevant to assume that the balance of power in the interna-
tional system during Trump’s presidency did not allow him to launch a military
conflict. Principled nationalists should shed the veil of moralistic disguise which
surrounds the Trump administration and lures a lot of realist scholars to support
principled realism.

Donald Trump offers a rare example of an American President whose per-
ceptions of international politics did not distinguish between self-motivation
and structural fluctuations in the international system. His presidency, quite
the opposite, was coeval with the decisive stage in the emergence of another
pole, which finally accumulated the resources to challenge the American global
dominance – China. Before the rise of China, the United States owed its survival
as an independent and strong nation to the essential amalgam of democracy and
realpolitik. In the aftermath of the Cold War, the symphony between the former
and the latter ended with the dissolution of the Soviet Union. After September 11,
polarization in American society and hegemonic temptations wasted the resour-
ces of Washington and created preconditions for overstretching. Democracy and
foreign policy became faint and symbolically transformed into an idol rather
than a source of inspiration for all nations. The overstretching after September 11
that two Presidential administrations considered the American foreign policy
was a manifestation of the transition from a U.S.-dominated unipolar world to
Sino-American bipolarity. By the time President Trump won the 2016 Presidential
election, U.S. Foreign Policy had been pursuing moral principles, in the global
image, Washington sought to transform the world. The resources the United
States and its allies spent on regime changes and post-war building obscured
their perceptions of the structure of international politics. Under such condi-
tions, it was easier for President Trump to modify the global principles but
harder to start a military conflict in the face of China’s warlike policy. Principled
nationalism was a valuable and effective instrument for manipulating public
opinion at home and overseas, supporting the good old conservative values.
The bad news is that principled nationalism, or as its proponents call it, princi-
pled realism, polarized Americans and undermined the trust of major U.S. allies
in America. When Donald Trump lost the 2020 Presidential election, a crowd of
angry principled nationalists tried to break into the Capitol and hang Vice-Pres-
ident Mike Pence. A less visible detail was that principled nationalism has be-
come a consistent part of U.S. behavior and, combined with the hegemonic
temptations of other policymakers, provoked the greatest failures of U.S. Foreign

Sovereignty and principled realism 57

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



Policy. This is particularly detrimental to U.S. national interests in Europe, APAC,
and MENA, for in these regions, American influence today is at stake.

To sum up, principled realism is but a manifestation of nationalism. The
concept itself does not fit common realist strategies such as offshore-balancing
or containment. Moreover, it neglects perceptions and misperceptions in interna-
tional politics and thus, misjudges the behavior of both American allies and ad-
versaries. It identifies U.S. national interests simply with Make America Great
Again, without elaborating further implications on U.S. Grand Strategy. Preserv-
ing the predominant position of the United States is the cornerstone of U.S. For-
eign Policy. However, one should be aware that no state actor could threaten
American global dominance without the support of China. Therefore, it is vital
for the United States to deter the Chinese influence more, particularly in Europe
and APAC. Beijing’s economic and political interference in the affairs of Ameri-
can allies such as Germany, Japan, and Australia is the only option for China to
challenge the U.S. national interests directly without risking military confronta-
tion with Washington. Since a threat to U.S. Foreign Policy could emerge pre-
dominantly from China, the United States should struggle to prevent other neg-
ative consequences from the Trump doctrine. The bad news is that the doctrine
deprived the United States of the ability to apply the oldest tool of its foreign pol-
icy, dating back to the Monroe doctrine: defending American national interests
through expansion through a wisely structured grand strategy.

U.S. President James Monroe has made the first significant revolution in U.S.
Foreign Policy, planting the seeds of modern American diplomacy. In his Seventh
Annual Message to the U.S. Congress, the President issued a declaration that
contained the expression of his doctrine. The Monroe doctrine was indeed a
rule of policy growing out of the fundamental principles which the founding fa-
thers of the United States laid down in their foreign policy (Moore 1921, 31). It has
three elements: policy of non-colonization, abstention from Europe’s balance-of-
power system, and rejection of any European interference in America’s backyard.
The military upheavals in the Old World posed a challenge to U.S. Foreign Policy
and overshadowed the strategic outcomes of America’s geographical advantages.
European powers maintained the multipolar world order through political un-
ions and endless wars, for which they drained resources from their colonies.
Peace was but a utopian dream in the minds of the European leaders who strug-
gled for power.

In such a hostile international environment, the United States could achieve
recognition of its foreign policy only through enclosing its own “backyard.” It
has become evident that the systematic strategy of President Monroe would
make Washington a protector and to a certain extent – master of the republics
of North and Central America (Pillet 1914, 133). The doctrine, however, was not
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uniformly imperialistic. Maintaining the U.S. influence in Central America was
an objective process, not a product of American imperialism. Most of the former
European colonies enjoyed the protection of Washington against their former
metropoles. For others, however, the Monroe doctrine became a manifestation
of cultural and economic imperialism. The ultimate purpose of the United States
in that period was to devise a foreign policy strategy which could create a rea-
sonable starting point for a more systematic approach to relations with Europe
and the American republics. The Monroe doctrine was efficient because the chal-
lenges it faced – criticism in Europe and accusations of expansionism – were not
detrimental to the U.S. national interests. Obstacles emerged when Washington’s
military involvements in its backyard imposed the need for the doctrine’s mod-
ification.

Since, for a variety of reasons, it was more difficult for America to reshape
than to defend the Monroe doctrine as long as the European powers did not in-
terfere directly, Americans convinced Europeans not to press Washington’s back-
yard to the point of the war. Besides its diplomatic approach, however, European
empires demonstrated their military power in the colonial regions and chal-
lenged each other’s to increase their prestige in the eyes of the Americans. The
most drastic expression of the European power in America’s backyard was the
attempt of the declining Spanish empire to sustain its control over Cuba. Cultur-
al mobilization turned out to be an obsolete tool for Spain to consolidate its col-
onies, and thus, the monarchy needed to restore its reputation for power. The
Spanish feared that if their intervention failed, the colonial fiasco would put
the United States more advantageous to control the region. At that point, Presi-
dent McKinley sought to deter Spanish imperialism and prevent further tensions
with Europe. However, the territorial claims of Spain, combined with its policy of
prestige, triggered the Monroe doctrine. Spain became a victim of what Morgen-
thau calls harmless foolishness – the prestige policy and shared cultural identity
eventually lured the empire to believe that international politics reflect domestic
affairs (Morgenthau 1985, 52).

For the majority of the European states, the Spanish-American war of 1898
has determined the place of the United States in the Great Powers family. The
Monroe doctrine appears under the guise of isolationism, yet its theoretical
core proves inconsistent with the powershifts of multipolarity and needs modi-
fication. America overcame the imperial ambitions of Spain and reshaped its for-
eign policy with the deeper intention to expand its influence worldwide. The in-
ternational system at that time depended on the degree to which great powers
feel threatened and on the perceptions of the latter for the rest of the world. Con-
siderations appeared when another great power, a former European colony not
in possession of monarchical tradition or Europocentric aspirations, challenged
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those perceptions and succeeded in its attempt to achieve moral and military vic-
tory against Spain. Henceforth, peaceful powershifts would be possible only if
the United States supported the balance-of-power consensus among the other
major powers. The foremost purpose of the Monroe doctrine was to demonstrate
to the rest of the world a wisely structured foreign policy aimed to defend the
U.S. national interests.

To apply the Monroe doctrine today would presume prevention of any pre-
conditions, which could benefit the Chinese influence in APAC. However, neither
principle realism nor proponents of liberal hegemony could negate the advant-
age of China to expand its influence without fearing a potential strike at the
heart of its power – Beijing. With Russia dominating Eurasia and North Korea
building its nuclear arsenal, the United States cannot reshape the balance of
power in Asia, even if it deploys nuclear submarines in Australia. Principled re-
alists tried to undermine Beijing’s influence by starting a dialogue with North
Korea, hoping that talks with Pyongyang would tilt the balance of power in
favor of America. Liberals, on the other hand, offered resistance to Beijing by
backing every nation which opposed China’s global influence. It is of this con-
cern that both Presidents Obama and Trump intervened in APAC on the side
of Taiwan and that U.S. Foreign Policy so largely aligned with that of the United
Kingdom and Australia. From the establishment of the United Kingdom – United
States of American Agreement (UKUSA) in 1946, a primary objective of the Five
Eyes has become to sustain the balance of power in APAC. The United States op-
posed any actor that sought to gain ascendancy over its adversaries and conse-
quently threatened the West Coast and the sovereign right of America to defend
its national security.

Polarity and the unipolar syndrome

The sovereign right of a state actor to exercise coercion in the anarchic system
of international politics is an objective and natural expression of the constant
struggle for power among nations. Realism assumes that the distribution of ca-
pabilities largely determines what the behavior of the actors in the system will
be, and thus, polarity is a materialist concept, which refers to the number of
great powers, not to the coalition structure among them (Buzan 2012, 125).
While it is easy to imagine that polarity depends on great powers competition,
the end of the Cold War presented the realist paradigm with another ultimate
test: unipolarity. The most profound form of criticism derives from the assump-
tion that post-Cold War realist explanations have become less determined, coher-
ent, and distinctive and that the gloomy predictions of realist scholars under-

60 Chapter Two: Bound to cheat: liberal foreign policy in a realist world

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



mine realism itself (Moravcsik and Legro 1999, 6). In the aftermath of the Cold
War, however, the United States enjoyed its global predominance and, being in-
volved in global commitments, did not define the limits of its power. The gloom-
iest prediction, which overshadows liberal criticism, is Kenneth Waltz’s ascer-
tainment that the number of great states in the world is so limited that two
acting in concert or one state driving for hegemony could alter the balance of
power (Waltz 1964, 901).With the collapse of the Soviet Union, the United States
became less concerned with Asia. China, on the other side, did not hold such im-
portance to U.S. Foreign Policy as Europe did. Furthermore, the moral aspiration
of the United States subverted its foreign policy in a measure to which U.S. na-
tional interests aligned with Washington’s global commitments. Yet, due to that
subversion, American policymakers could not detect the detrimental effects of
their hegemonic temptations. Initially, the end of the Cold War was a victory
for the United States in a measure beyond which no other nation could challenge
the American primacy. However, the fall of the Soviets unleashed another temp-
tation, which affected the behavior of the United States – the unipolar syndrome.

Not only in Europe and Asia but also on a global level, U.S. Foreign Policy
has identified moral aspirations with political behavior. We can trace the ori-
gins of the unipolar syndrome in Waltz’s warning that overwhelming power,
in international politics, repels and leads others to try to balance against it,
and thus, unbalanced power constitutes a danger even if it is the American
power (Waltz 1991, 670). Even where foreign policy doctrines operate without fac-
ing significant opposition, as they did during Bill Clinton’s Presidency, the vital
American interests have little to share with the liberal hegemony. Washington
has acted decisively and unilaterally in Iraq and Afghanistan, but policymakers
succumbed to the temptation of aligning national interest with moral aspira-
tions. In terms of actions, the crusade against global terrorism predetermined
American misperceptions of foreign policy by following abstract universalistic
strategies. Thus, non-rational attitudes clouded U.S. Foreign Policy and deprived
U.S. decision-makers of the challenges to American national interests, such as
China’s rise, Russian nationalism, and cyber warfare. In addition, the moralistic
overstretch of U.S. Foreign Policy misjudged important lessons from the Cold
War, such as the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in 1979. Instead of adapting
American politics to unipolarity, the struggle for liberal hegemony sacrificed
one particular aspect of the American uniqueness: anti-imperialism. Liberal
scholars will argue that American imperialism dates back to the Monroe doc-
trine. The Roosevelt corollary, however, refutes that claim.

It was crucial for the United States not to stagnate its foreign policy by stick-
ing to the Monroe doctrine without calculating the risk of war between the great
powers. Thus, in his annual message delivered to the Congress on December 5,
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1904, President Theodore Roosevelt issued a corollary to the doctrine, warning
that America would exercise power as a last resort to ensure that Western na-
tions meet their financial obligations and to prevent further interference in the
American nations’ family (Meiser 2010, 20). Neoliberal scholars tend to assume
that the Roosevelt corollary is an entirely new principle, which epitomizes the
big stick view in foreign policy and perverts the Monroe doctrine (Ricard 2006,
17). I reject this view for two reasons. First, such perceptions of U.S. Foreign Pol-
icy misinterpret its doctrinal nature. A distinctive aspect of American politics,
particularly regarding political relations with other nations, is that national in-
terests are central to foreign policy. American decision-makers define their strat-
egies not in terms of power but of vital interests, national security, and economic
prosperity. Second, each Presidential doctrine illustrates and vindicates the use
of force explicitly and rationally. A doctrine’s aspects derive from natural polit-
ical, economic, and cultural necessities and incarnate objective political actions
such as defending U.S. allies and deterring U.S. adversaries. The Roosevelt cor-
ollary embodies three pillars: defending U.S. political and economic interests in
the Western hemisphere, protecting the U.S. national security from potential ag-
gression, justification of the American foreign policy in Latin America. It is but a
corollary, which shocked the European powers, once the United States had ac-
complished what Europe could not: expansion without colonization. It was
the nature of Roosevelt’s corollary to disguise the use of coercion by conducting
mediation between other great powers or attending intergovernmental forums
such as the Algeciras Conference. However, while America globalized its foreign
policy in the Western hemisphere, objective events threatened the American na-
tional interests overseas. It was the Great War which posed the first global dilem-
ma for the United States.

Therefore, the unipolar syndrome occurs when the unipole fails to adapt
or refuses to comply with the circumstances under which unipolarity operates.
Robert Jervis defines three such conditions, which are applicable to the post-
Cold War reality: high costs of war, great benefits of peace, and the dominance
of liberal (not capitalist) values (Jervis 2009, 201). Once the unipole ceases to
comply with those conditions, its predominance is bound to fail. History
shows that eventually, great powers succumb to that temptation. Realism be-
lieves that the essential reasons for these processes are the selfishness of
human nature and the lack of international sovereign to preside over state ac-
tors. To say that the unipole is destined to dethrone history is to repeat the
USSR’s utopic mistake. In 1992, U.S. Foreign Policy and unipolarity were identi-
cal, and Washington alone had the power to manipulate the balance of power.
However, the retreat from that power position began in 2001, when the United

62 Chapter Two: Bound to cheat: liberal foreign policy in a realist world

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



States blinked the operating conditions of unipolarity and traded them for illu-
sionary omnipotence.

Washington’s expansion in the years after September 11 illustrates the de-
mise of unipolarity. U.S. interventions in MENA seemed to defend American na-
tional interests rather than export values. The concept of preemptive strike put
the mark of success on the American troops. U.S. decision-makers failed to real-
ize that the United States should not bear the moralistic mission to rebuild bro-
ken regimes and promote liberal democracy among societies who resist the lib-
eral ideology. Moreover, the subsequent political, military, and cultural impact of
the liberal crusades undermined the American global influence; thus, unipolar-
ity itself could no longer benefit the United States. The unipolar syndrome has
three essential symptoms.

American predominance is more than a combination of values and culture.
They are indeed powerful tools, but Robert Jervis specifies that the distribution
of most forms of soft power will roughly correlate with the distribution of eco-
nomic and military resources values (Jervis 2009, 192). Therefore, the first symp-
tom appears when a superpower seeks to reshape the balance of power through
alternative sources of capability such as values. In the first years after the Cold
War, the United States witnessed the favorable striving for liberal democracy that
unfolded in the post-Soviet space. Since the 90s, the United States has supported
Bulgaria, Romania, Poland, and Hungary to join NATO and the EU. The result of
democracy promotion appeared to Central and Eastern Europe as a chance to
change their civilizational choice. The enlargement of NATO and EU simply
translocated the Berlin wall and transformed it into a post-Soviet barrier. With
democracy established in the post-Soviet states, Washington’s perceptions of
international politics changed. U.S. Foreign Policy fell into the moralistic trap
of democracy promotion, believing that the struggle for power and its history
ended with the Cold War. American politics then aimed to universalize the ex-
port of values in other parts of the world, seeking to identify U.S. national inter-
ests with global democratization. Throughout the post-Cold War period, Ameri-
can decision-makers misinterpreted the influence of international anarchy and
defined the nation’s foreign policy in moralistic terms. Where America has
found the opportunity to export values, as in MENA,Washington’s moral crusade
derived from the presumption that domestic perception of democracy could in-
spire other nations to convert their political culture. For instance, in the wake
of the Arab Spring, when the United States sought to increase its commitments
to the region, a few considered the potential ideological overstretch. Comparing
the most developed democracy in the world – America, with the political culture
of MENA’s societies, the Obama administration failed to assess that they were
inconsistent. In addition, ideological overstretch did not benefit American na-
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tional interests. Instead, democracy promotion in the region predetermined the
emergence of polarization in American society. It was a process similar to the
one that triggered European revolutions that forced the decline of Europe two
hundred years ago. To cure the symptom of ideological overstretch, the easiest
path for the United States, in contrast to the European powers earlier, was not to
intervene in regions where non-state actors such as the Taliban and Al-Qaeda
had a particular advantage in terms of ideology or military tactics. Washington,
however, sought to preserve its global dominance through smart strategies,
which deprived democracy promotion of its universal validity. Even if the use
of force garnished the export of values,Washington refused to recognize that re-
gime building did not benefit U.S. national interests. America had the strength to
fight and win all wars, but it could no longer reshape the balance of power
through peacebuilding as it did before September 11.

Although U.S. Foreign Policy is central to world politics, American decision-
makers coin their decisions not by choice – to promote democracy, to enlarge
NATO, deter China and Russia, and respect their commitments. The inert legacy
of unipolarity presses them to pursue a policy of values. The international envi-
ronment forces Washington to seek solutions, reshape its strategies and redefine
its vital interests, from which it has retreated. U.S. Foreign Policy still follows the
unipolar logic of American exceptionalism as a supreme value, which jumps be-
yond the limits of American power because it obscured rational perceptions of
international anarchy. In one sense, democracy promotion originates from the
utopic vision that peace can forever replace the struggle for power among na-
tions. In another sense, however, one should be aware that the philosophical
and moral attitudes of general validity did not save European colonial powers
from imminent decline. America’s biggest advantage was that it achieved expan-
sion without colonization. Ideological overstretch undermined that advanta-
geous position of the United States for two reasons. First, power politics is a nat-
ural force that drives political relations among democracies and non-democratic
nations. Therefore, even if democracy has won the Cold War, the states did not
cease to struggle for power. The unprecedented domination of America thus fore-
closed the future competition between the former and rising China. Second, even
if we construct a moralistic vision of the international system, where democracy
is good, and the rest of the regimes are evil, could we assume that the former can
eradicate or at least convert the latter completely?

The Roman Empire shaped its foreign expansion policy by dividing people
into citizens of the world, Romans, and uncivilized barbarians. The essential as-
pect of Rome’s strategy was to assimilate the cultures it conquered for centuries.
The unipolar syndrome emerged when the Empire identified its domination with
Romanization – political incorporation through enfranchisement and institu-

64 Chapter Two: Bound to cheat: liberal foreign policy in a realist world

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



tional changes under the Roman rule (Woolf 2013, 118). Rome had the power to
expand and defend ist outposts but slowly lost its perceptions of domination.
Romans, who considered the Mediterranean Sea a lake, were tempted to identi-
fy Roman predominance with universal hegemony. The Roman Imperial Cult
marked the final step of that unfortunate decadence. Similarly, to equalize Amer-
ican global dominance with liberal hegemony is to tie the U.S. national interests
with the indestructible chains of an abstract Manifest Destiny, which has no
place in the foreign policy of a rational actor. Although the Manifest generates
strong motivation for populist leaders and their electors, it conceals power pol-
itics under the mask of liberal, conservative, or pacifist politics. Moral goes
under the name of politics, while power strategies presume the use of force,
and thus, history fulfills the prediction of Waltz, who warned that with benign
intent, the United States has behaved, and until its power is brought into a sem-
blance of balance, will continue to behave in ways that annoy and frighten other
(Waltz 1991, 669).

Ideological overstretch leads to the second syndrome – misperceptions of
war. Kenneth Waltz introduces a thoughtful comparison between Marxism and
liberalism when stating that both have linked the outbreak of war or the preva-
lence of peace to the internal qualities of the states (Waltz 1988, 617). However,
the Cold War remained cold due to bipolarity. Survival and self-preservation were
central to the foreign policy of both the United States and the USSR. Domestic
ideologies and European struggle for intergovernmentalism have little effect
on conflict resolution and peacebuilding. It is tricky to say that the unipolar
world order presumes led to hierarchy, where democracy and international insti-
tutions will shape world politics under the eye of Uncle Sam. Such a vision of
international politics still enjoys considerable support among many American
and European policymakers though it nourishes domestic polarization between
right-wing and left-wing movements in America.Wherever Washington has inter-
vened in support of democracy, the United States has chosen to defend its
national interests through regime change and foreign policy decisions,which fol-
lowed the moralistic vision of regime building. The reality that Washington re-
fused to accept is that war and peace are manifestations of the constant struggle
for power between international actors. The United States should defend its na-
tional interests regarding survival and self-preservation, not ideology. Although
the Presidential administrations after the Cold War opposed each other, U.S. For-
eign Policy followed three similar lines. The administration of President George
W. Bush represented an amalgam of unilateralism, hawkism, and regime change.
President Trump’s doctrine refers to principled nationalism, which, as discussed
above, embodies a paradox of modification of the liberal agenda and unilateral
actions. The doctrines of Presidents Clinton and Obama offer an example of an
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idealistic foreign policy approach that endorses a strategy of combination be-
tween military force and the promotion of values. The most evident similarity
is that survival and self-preservation are of secondary importance to the post-
Cold War foreign policy doctrines.

One might argue that no state actor could challenge the United States in
that period. However, Robert Jervis points out that hegemony magnifies the
sense of threat: American power is great but far from unlimited (Jervis 2006,
12). Moreover, I assume that omnipotence itself does not preclude self-preserva-
tion. In 2003, the U.S.-led coalition dethroned Saddam Hussein, maintaining
control over Iraq, and thus, the UN faced American omnipotence. Military obli-
gations in the region and the lack of presumable WMD implied that Washington
should bear the responsibility for the post-war building of the Iraqi regime. Pol-
icymakers, who opposed a further military presence in Iraq, insisted that nation-
al interests prevail over moral commitments. The ultimate dilemma was should
Washington sacrifice more American lives and even its security to a region which
opposed the very concept of liberal democracy? If the United States withdrew
from Iraq and Afghanistan in 2005 or 2007, were there any subsequent risks to
its national interests? These questions lead us to the point where international
qualities such as ideology and domestic attitudes overshadow rational decisions
and the struggle for survival. Without nuclear weapons on Iraqi soil, Baghdad
was just a failed regime. However, the war on terror guided U.S. Foreign Policy
for two decades at very high costs.

The final and perhaps most destructive syndrome concerns peace. Liberal-
ism criticism challenges Waltz’s theory for his “reductionist” argument that nu-
clear weapons can explain war-proneness in the context of polarity (Lebow 1994,
254). Similar theoretical considerations might apply to the post-Cold War reality
if the Trump administration has not withdrawn from the Joint Comprehensive
Plan of Action and if the President has not suspended the Intermediate Nuclear
Forces Treaty with Russia. Defensive and offensive realists have consistently
agreed that nuclear weapons have little utility for offensive purposes unless
only one side in a conflict has them (Mearsheimer 2007, 76). The American with-
drawal from both agreements is a perfect example of nuclear behavior, which
could warm up even the coldest confrontation. Nuclear peace, however, is not
obsolete. Kenneth Waltz reminds us that even under the nuclear stability of
the Cold War, peace has become a privilege of nuclear powers (Waltz 1995, 11).
Thus, nuclear peace serves the national interest of nuclear actors. Yet, liberal
concerns over the deterrent power of nuclear weapons could argue that Waltz’s
argument does not apply to the unipolar world order.

Primarily, the unipolar syndrome makes superpowers less rational. This is
not to say that America has become reckless and thoughtless enough to launch
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a nuclear attack on Russia. In 1994, the threat of nuclear apocalypse seemed to
have passed, and the United States indulged its misperceptions of WMD prolif-
eration. Washington stood at the beginning of the unipolar era, neglecting
that the end of the Cold War did not transform international anarchy into an ab-
stract network of international entities. When the Soviet Union collapsed, U.S.
Foreign Policy lost its rational view on nuclear proliferation and delegated its
trust to international organizations. Furthermore, the United States could not
predict, even when transnational terrorist networks threatened to get nukes,
that nuclear disarmament would not benefit American national interests. Only
the power of nuclear weapons, which no international actor can deny, could
allow Washington to defend its nuclear interests. In 2003, the Bush administra-
tion involved America in a preemptive war against Saddam Hussein for the same
reasons, although uncertain to the President,Washington was willing to limit its
nuclear arsenal in a U.S.-dominated unipolar world. Iraq threatened the balance
of power in MENA, and it was a rational decision to eliminate the risk. However,
it was irrational to build democracy in Iraq, although the absence of WMD
turned out to be a major intelligence failure. In short, President Bush pursued
a rational target for the wrong reasons. Not only did the American crusade
harm the U.S. national interests in MENA were further shattered through nuclear
talks with Iran and North Korea. The struggle for nuclear disarmament also has
detrimental effects, for which there is a perfect example of bipolarity: the Pres-
idency of Jimmy Carter.

President Carter’s doctrine offers a rare example of a concept which outlived
the Cold War and occupied a central place in American foreign policy: oil diplo-
macy. The Carter doctrine proclaims that the United States would use all mea-
sures, including military force, to deter outside aggression in the Persian Gulf
(Leffler 1983, 245). It is fair to say that great powers competition reaffirms the re-
alist assumption that the most powerful state actors are rational in their actions
and their struggle for the distribution of resources. Oil diplomacy provides objec-
tive justification for U.S. Foreign Policy required to launch interventions in the
Middle East and maintain control over regions of crucial importance to the pe-
troleum industry.With the assumption that the United States and its adversaries
exercise offensive coercion to acquire common resources such as oil and that the
distribution of resources benefits national interests, my book joins the realist
consensus that wars, coming from the planned culmination of one’s foreign pol-
icy do not hold superpowers under any moral obligations. A further explanation
of the Carter doctrine will prove this hypothesis.

Carter’s doctrine proved decisive to the U.S. – Soviet competition and the
American perceptions of bipolarity. Following the Soviet invasion in Afghani-
stan, any attempt by Washington to revive the concept of positive coexistence
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and cooperation between the superpowers was fraught with utopic idealism and
irrational pacifism. Instead, a more rational and structural view of the U.S. For-
eign Policy focused on oil diplomacy and confrontation with the Soviet Union
provided Washington with a far more productive outcome. During his years in
the White House, Jimmy Carter attempted to prevent any chance that the Cold
War become hot. A structural transformation has taken shape in the tools, strat-
egies, and philosophy of U.S. Foreign Policy, with major implications for the fu-
ture of bipolarity and energy dependence. President Carter also revisited Nixon’s
legacy of détente. Brzezinski rejected Kissinger’s assumption that the alternative
to détente would be a nuclear war and presumed that the Soviet Union would be
deterred regardless of the state of Soviet-American relations (Schweigler 1978,
83). Since the emergence of Brzezinski’s concept, especially after he was appoint-
ed National Security Advisor of President Carter, Washington has experienced
major difficulties balancing the risk of nuclear holocaust with U.S. vital interests
overseas. The old generation of paradigms, such as containment, nuclear diplo-
macy, and Kissinger’s détente, has been challenged by the Brezhnev doctrine
and its ability to limit American global commitments and negate U.S. strategic
advantages. The fear of mutual assured destruction dominated the American pol-
icymakers and prevented the United States from decisive actions against the So-
viet interferences in the Western hemisphere. Moreover, nuclear scenarios pre-
vailed over rational leadership and thus, blocked the rational perceptions of
decision-makers. Brzezinski’s détente provided President Carter with various
strategic options to refocus U.S. Foreign Policy from the apocalyptic vision of nu-
clear holocaust to another tool of pressure over the Soviets – human rights.

Instead of providing universal support for all,Washington employed human
rights as a yardstick by which America could define the limits of its support.
While President Nixon signed the First Strategic Arms Limitations Treaty to min-
imize the possibility of nuclear escalation, Carter dreamed that SALT II would
lead to nuclear disarmament. However, unlike his predecessor, President Carter’s
strategy underestimated the Soviet leadership. Instead of modifying his doctrine
according to the American expectations, Brezhnev hampered the Carter doctrine
by claiming that protecting human rights worldwide presumed observing them
at home. The Soviet rhetoric affected American policymakers, who were more
divided over racial segregation than their predecessors were. In the past, USSR
abstained from criticizing the United States on human rights because the dissi-
dent movements in Poland and Czechoslovakia disrupted the potency of the So-
viet leadership. After the Prague Spring and following the ratification of the Hel-
sinki Accords, however, the Soviet propaganda endorsed a smarter approach:
discarding some of the orthodox Stalinist shibboleths and replacing them with
anti-Western narratives. Such changes, combined with constant recall about
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the American violation of the Helsinki Accords and racial discrimination, created
a strong anti-American sentiment and shaped the belief that the United States
could not supervise human rights. Kremlin’s actions, combined with the So-
viet-Afghan war, triggered an erosion of confidence in the durability of President
Carter’s doctrine.

Therefore, it is a resentment for the liberal assumptions that Waltz’s reduc-
tionist argument proves valid for the unipolar system.While in the 90s, the false
promise of nuclear disarmament sounded rationally and logically, it now stands
untenable against the Chinese nuclear ambitions and AUKUS.What is prominent
for the course, which AUKUS is to take in the post-pandemic future, is a war-
prone nuclear scenario. The United States, the United Kingdom, and Australia
isolated Europe from the security pact. Proponents of liberal hegemony could
dig into their delusions by assuming that the Australian suspension of the
French submarine deal was but intended humiliation for Europe. As it joined
the Five Eyes in 1956, does Australia not have the right to uphold its national in-
terests and self-preservation? Does the United Kingdom not have the right to
maintain favored relations with the Commonwealth over Europe? Liberal institu-
tionalists failed to understand the argument of Waltz that nuclear weapons have
not altered the anarchic structure of international political system (Waltz
2000, 5). Nuclear disarmament, nuclear behavior, and nuclear diplomacy result
from objective and natural conditions, which exceed the foreign policy of nuclear
powers and refer to international anarchy. Each nuclear power pursues and ex-
ecutes its policy, and it is groundless to assume that the United States and
France will respect any moral obligations such as their historical friendship in
the face of rising China. The French policy of sustaining good trading relations
with China predetermined Europe’s economic dependence on Beijing. The Unit-
ed States, quite the opposite, seeks to contain the Chinese influence in APAC by
enhancing cooperation with major U.S. allies such as Australia and Japan. Thus,
nuclear disarmament in a nuclear age is as irrational to foreign policy as is he-
gemonic temptations. Policymakers who oppose nuclear strategies and encour-
age diplomacy in practice admit that nuclear sovereignty is a burden rather
than a privilege. My concern is that the Iranian Nuclear Program and North Ko-
rea’s nuclear reactor undermine the validity of such presumptions. I assume that
decision-makers, who seek nuclear disarmament through the export of democra-
cy, succumb to the temptation of applying their delusive visions to American for-
eign policy and international politics in general. In reality, nuclear demilitariza-
tion and export of values are opposed to the essential core of U.S. Foreign Policy
and reject its primary purpose – to defend American national interests.
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Endurance and misperceptions on power

The sense of survival and self-preservation are as ancient and distinctive features
of human nature as are war and peace among people. From the times of the Old
World through Classical Antiquity and Ancient China, humans have been fight-
ing for their survival as beings and political animals. However, identifying endur-
ance that originates from human nature with the endurance of state actors is
methodologically and empirically misleading. To remind, Kenneth Waltz high-
lights that international politics are autonomous structures and can be under-
stood only if the effects of the structure are added to the unit-level explanation
of traditional realism (Waltz 1988, 616). It is only since the collapse of the Soviet
Union that liberal institutionalism questioned Waltz’s approach and assumed
that balance of power calculations are trumped by imperatives, rising from po-
litical democratization, global trade liberalization, belief systems, international
law, and institutions (Moravcsik and Legro 2001, 80). For thirty years, IR scholars
have struggled in vain to establish a system of universal values by which to
suppress the rational instinct of states to guarantee their survival and self-pres-
ervation through maintaining territorial integrity and autonomy (Mearsheimer
2001, 16). The strategies of regime building, domestic change, persuasion, and
global institutionalization still occupy a considerable place in U.S. Foreign Pol-
icy though policymakers seek to revisit them. International entities still issue
declarations, resolutions, and directives through state actors who violate them
actively. In truth, it all ended on September 11, when America was under attack.
Both institutional commitments and political democratization did not benefit the
United States in responding to the terrorist attacks through a preemptive strike.
In 2003, both international law and international institutions undermined the
American right to self-defense and supported the claims of the United Nations
that Operation Iraqi Freedom was illegal and broke the UN Charter (MacAskill
and Borger 2004). Thus, liberal assumptions, which sought to determine the
balance of power through intergovernmental institutionalization of American
national interests, failed to protect American sovereignty. Even after Washington
toppled Saddam Hussein and backed the Arab Spring to oppose dictatorships
in MENA, liberal institutionalists believed that U.S. Foreign Policy should priori-
tize soft power to fight global terrorism and promote political democratization.
Therefore, what happened, particularly after the emergence of ISIS, appeared
as a direct consequence of the democratization and liberalization of MENA: sur-
vival and self-preservation remained central to American foreign policy, but per-
ceptions of the balance of power degraded. Consequently, four basic mispercep-
tions of power politics affected the U.S. ability to intervene and negate the
influence of its peer competitors and more particularly, proved the assertion of
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Robert Jervis that the power of our preexisting beliefs shapes the way we see new
information (Jervis 2017, 31).

The first problem refers to the preservation of power. By preservation, I mean
the policy of a state actor, which seeks to defend the status-quo (Snyder 1991,
20). The military conflicts after the Cold War have shifted the balance of
power in favor of major American adversaries such as Russia and China. Many
U.S.-led military interventions sought to sustain the status quo by preserving
American power. That strategy, however, lacked rational foundations because
the United States needed support for its military operations. Joseph Nye is
right in his assumption that the military victory in Iraq has confirmed the new
world order (Nye 2003, 60). However, it was not a viable purpose for the U.S.
strategy to rebuild and repair broken governments. What makes it implausible
is that in most of the conflicts, the United States did not seek to defend the status
quo but to expand its influence beyond the Cold War’s victory. The expansion
was not a condition for American survival or self-preservation but a geopolitical
caprice of a Presidential administration which could afford to pay the high costs
of war and offer moral arguments in support of their war on terror. In one week,
the European economy would collapse if France invaded Libya alone to defend
its former colony. What was particularly detrimental to U.S. Foreign Policy was
Washington’s willingness to spend billions of dollars in MENA deserts and
thus enter into economic dependence on rising China.

Preservation of power, however, does not presume isolationism. When re-
gional conflicts threaten vital American interests, Washington should intervene
to prevent the actor’s foreign policy pre-orientation in favor of China or Russia.
The point is that since the end of the Cold War, the United States has not been
able to steer the ideological development of minor state actors. Washington
tried to promote liberal democracy in Afghanistan, Cuba, Venezuela, and
Libya, but neither of those strategies favored the status-quo’s preservation. In
most cases, China or Russia opposed the American influence, or worse – the do-
mestic regime itself degenerated into a failed state. The argument of Robert Jervis
provides us with a reasonable explanation of American foreign policy towards
non-democratic regimes: a state may not see the extent to which its actions
will upset the status quo (Jervis 2017, 53). Ideological involvement and regime
change invoke two fundamental challenges that U.S. Foreign Policy will continue
to face in regions that have died or simply do not work. The first challenge arises
from the outright support for democracy in authoritarian regimes that promote
anti-Americanism.

In most cases, conversion to democracy requires either military intervention
or at least political commitments to the opposition. It is necessary to highlight
that democracy-building in the post-Cold War period seldom benefits U.S. For-
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eign Policy. One might argue that Central and Eastern Europe could serve as
an example of political democratization. The democratization of post-socialist
states such as Bulgaria, Romania, North Macedonia, Croatia, and Poland, how-
ever, expresses the result of their accession to NATO. Furthermore, the great ma-
jority of those countries, which remained on the other side of the Iron Curtain,
enjoyed democracy before World War II. For the United States, without whose
support Central and Eastern Europe would never enter the Alliance and might
have become part of the Eurasian Union, political democratization benefited
the American presence in the region. As for the Arab Spring, the revolutions
were an irrational risk to amplify the American military presence and expand
liberal democracy. For America, it was a chance to topple authoritarian regimes
and fight terrorism. Even so, it is untenable to assume that the purpose of U.S.
military interventions in MENAwas to maintain the status quo. The United States
might have perceived its involvement as a pillar of the status quo. Still, it even-
tually upset it to an extent beyond which Washington tended to confuse power
policy with democracy building. The second challenge refers to the scope of the
American commitments. Preservation of power represents the balance between
isolationism and over-engagement and, thus, precludes changes in the distribu-
tion of power itself.

When Beijing threatened Washington’s interests in the South China Sea, the
United States sent an aircraft carrier without planning further intervention in
APAC. It was a rational perception, which indicated that America supports the
sovereignty of Taiwan but also sticks to its cooperation with Japan and Australia
without further plans to restore the Sino-American Mutual Defense Treaty. The
annexation of Crimea in 2014, quite the opposite, marked the limits of the West-
ern aspirations to the post-Soviet region. The defeat of Ukraine was complete,
and Europeans sought to predict what the future Russian strategy would be.
From Moscow’s point of view, a potential accession of Kyiv to NATO could
pose an immediate threat to Russian military security. The United States provid-
ed military and financial support for Ukraine as tensions with Russia escalated,
and thus,Washington did what it could to prevent another Russian intervention.
However, Ukraine demanded to become a Member State of the Alliance, which,
to a greater extent, would reshape the balance of power in Eastern Europe. NATO
has had enough history of integrating post-communist states and conducted sev-
eral military operations in the post-Soviet region. Yet, it is arguable that the ac-
cession of Ukraine would put the Alliance, and more particularly the United
States, in a more advantageous position than Russia.

The second misperception refers to maximizing power. It is cynical to sug-
gest that it is the nuclear scenario, which should prevent the United States
from developing its nuclear arsenal, or that nuclear disarmament is for the
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sake of self-preservation and survival. Considerations of why America should get
more bombs and why Washington should advocate nuclear bans with the irration-
al promise for global peace will lead U.S. Foreign Policy to the Soviet failures.
Mearsheimer points out that in the nuclear age, great powers must have a nuclear
deterrent that can survive a nuclear attack against it, as well as formidable con-
ventional forces (Mearsheimer 2001, 3). The United States and its adversaries
could not achieve MAD so quickly. For instance, China pursues political and eco-
nomic influence in Asia, not similar to Russian foreign policy in Eurasia. The fore-
most purpose of Beijing and Moscow is to shift the American influence in their
backyard. However, American power, especially after AUKUS, presents a direct
challenge to Beijing’s national security. An eventual Chinese intervention in Tai-
wan will end with a complete victory for Beijing. If China maintains a permanent
military presence on the island, it will directly threaten Guam, the Philippines,
and the North Pacific. On the other side, NATO seems stable but weakened by tem-
porary tensions between the allies. Western powers believe that Russia does not
have the economic potential to intervene again in Eastern Europe, although a div-
ided Ukraine might fit better Russian interests than the chaos which could emerge
from another annexation. Those perceptions, however, cannot predict Russian for-
eign policy after Putin. The Russian President has a dualistic vision of the post-So-
viet space. Putin wants to take over the former Soviet satellites, not members of
either EU or NATO. For the rest of the post-Soviet space, Putin’s strategy seeks
to influence the decision-making process in Bulgaria, Romania, and North Mace-
donia through gas policy and soft power rather than conquer them.

However, Putin’s grand design will not last forever. The gullible belief that
the heir of Putin would not pursue a war-like approach to NATO due to the Rus-
sian economic instability is irrational for a simple reason, which Stephen Walt
defines as “poisoned relations with Russia” (Walt 2018, 10). Moreover, Europe
embarked upon a policy of building European armed forces, which is likely to
succeed if France and Germany reach a consensus about the shape of the
EU’s military identity. Both states hold the primary position in Europe after
BREXIT. The French attitude towards AUKUS is the strongest motivation for Eu-
rope to complete its military and political self-identity. By supporting Europe and
deterring Russia, the United States might have hoped to prevent China from eco-
nomically affecting European policy. However, the American expectations of a
friendly Europe, which will take, at some point, the responsibility of its defense,
could ruin if the European allies decide to establish EU’s military forces out-
side NATO. The potential success of this seemingly untenable scenario could be-
come real due to three reasons: European economic dependence on China, right-
wing extremism that inspires anti-Americanism in Europe, and Russian gas pol-
icy. Therefore, the United States should reinvent the tools of nuclear diplomacy
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and align them with the essential priorities of American national interests. Any
agreement that could prevent America from sustaining nuclear deterrent and
conventional forces would be detrimental to the U.S. status of great power,
which presumes the possession of sufficient military resources for conventional
warfare.

Nuclear diplomacy owes its success to the devastating power of nuclear weap-
ons. Mearsheimer gives a punctual definition of great power: a state, which pos-
sesses sufficient military assets to put up a serious fight in an all-out conventional
war against the most powerful state in the world forces (Mearsheimer 2001, 3).
Therefore,war and peace are tools that serve great powers’ foreign policy. Success-
es and benefits from nuclear diplomacy are the perfect examples of the empirical
robustness of Mearsheimer’s definition. A logical question arises from the post-
Cold War era: should nuclear diplomacy be of an offensive or defensive nature?
My definition of nuclear diplomacy expresses a well-known axiom in international
politics – do not confront a nuclear power unless you have nuclear weapons. Any
realist scholar, who has considered the MAD scenario a plausible reality, should
note that self-preservation and survival prevail over reckless behavior and nuclear
holocaust.

My conclusion is that nuclear diplomacy is an offensive approach that would
benefit the balance of power in the post-pandemic age. By offensive nature,
I mean an approach that advocates nuclear proliferation among state actors.
In a system of nuclear bipolarity, getting more nukes is the safest way to deter
your adversary, or as Waltz points out, power begs to be balanced and nuclear
balance means stability (Waltz 2012, 2). However, my concern is that nuclear
powers should limit nuclear diplomacy to states only. Realism believes that
states are rational actors. In the aftermath of September 11, non-state actors
such as the transnational terrorist networks seek to obtain a nuclear arsenal. Al-
though state actors hold primacy in international politics, nuclear powers should
not ignore the threat of nuclear terrorism. North Korea can get the bomb and
maintain control over its nuclear arsenal. The terrorists, however, could establish
a nuclear Caliphate, or worse – could attack another state to achieve a consid-
erable impact of their actions. This entire theoretical scenario could become a
reality if nuclear powers try to suppress or reject the irrational nature of terrorist
strategies. Graham Allison warns about Al-Qaeda, or another group, getting a
nuclear weapon and explode it to destroy a target (Allison 2010, 106). Obviously,
after the U.S. withdrawal from Afghanistan, Al-Qaeda could regroup again, or
the Taliban regime could lead to the rise of another ISIS. What if Pakistan de-
cides to support Kabul and the Taliban, who have maintained close ties with ter-
rorist networks? By neglecting the threat of nuclear terrorism, state actors under-
estimate the ideological aspirations of radicalized extremists, who, as Allison
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assumes, could strike a city without making rational calculations for the out-
comes of their actions.

Choosing between conventional and hybrid warfare, which is a prevalent con-
cept in Europe, is to say that both are equally destructive. I reject this view. Minor
actors might enjoy their outcomes of using soft power, but great powers are deter-
mined largely based on their relative military capability (Mearsheimer 2001, 3). The
extent of Mearsheimer’s assumption about U.S. Foreign Policy after the Cold War
is central to understanding the Sino-American competition. Unlike the Soviet
challenge, it presumes a conventional approach rather than ideological contain-
ment to a greater extent. Deterring Chinese communism is not enough, especial-
ly after the military reform of President Xi Jinping. Xi’s military policy resulted
in a complete institutional, organizational, and operative restructuring of the
People’s Liberation Army (PLA) (Sanders and Wuthnow 2017, 3). It is evident
that the United States also needs a major military and intelligence reform,
which will inevitably lead to an armed race with Beijing. However, any U.S. Pres-
ident, who attempts to proceed, will face considerable opposition. The disap-
proval will come from policymakers, which are natural supporters of democracy
building and regime change and oppose larger military spending. The strongest
resistance, however, belongs to those who moralize conflicts, blaming the real-
ists for not distinguishing between good and bad states (Mearsheimer 2001,
13). Their disapproval expresses their optimism that the liberal world order
could survive China’s rise. To agree with such an optimistic view is to accept
the delusion that the world is still unipolar. Unfortunately, most policymakers
and electors tend to consider China a successor of the Soviet Union, a perception
that is far from clear and rational.

Demonstration of power originates from fear, which Mearsheimer explains
as a fundamental aspect of relations between nuclear powers (Mearsheimer
2003, 24). Mearsheimer’s examples of China’s military maneuvers nearby Taiwan
in 1995 and Imperial Germany’s submarine campaign during World War I. Mis-
perceptions of fear refer to exaggeration of danger or unwarranted apprehen-
sions (Jervis 1988, 699). For America, fear is a legacy from the Cold War. Howev-
er, I assume that fear is still central to great powers competition. The attrition of
liberal hegemony, regardless of its detrimental implications for the U.S. Foreign
Policy, is a process that indicates that World War III’s apprehension will domi-
nate the post-pandemic world. For example, Chinese aspirations for regional he-
gemony in the APAC are the first signal that foretells the justified fears of three
major U.S. allies: Japan, South Korea, and Australia.

The United States initiated an agreement for security cooperation with the
Australians, although Washington preferred not to involve Tokyo or Seoul. The
deployment of nuclear submarines on the Australian coast raises the possibility
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of military conflict between the United States and China. However, if Washington
wants to be in a favorable position, it should invite Japan and South Korea to
join AUKUS. The misjudgment that U.S. Foreign Policy in the APAC should pro-
mote a limited military involvement of Japan has as its contrast the justified fear
that China could invade Taiwan. The U.S.-Japanese alliance offering unreliable
support to Tokyo reflects the conviction that Washington has chosen to prioritize
its allies in the region. As a result, when the fears of a forthcoming Sino-Amer-
ican clash tighten, the United States will not distinguish between allies that re-
quire full military commitments and others that demand limited engagement.
Therefore, an American ally could support Washington against Beijing due to
fear of survival, aside from ist relations with the United States. Another problem
could arise from the nuclear ambitions of North Korea. I assume that Pyongyang
is a rational state actor. Still, in case of military conflict between the United
States and China, North Korea will intervene due to apprehensions of the Amer-
ican victory. It is therefore essential for the United States to calculate and deter-
mine all possible scenarios that could give preference to fear over rational deci-
sions. The extent of the American political and military commitments should not
rely on apprehensions unless Washington still believes that the rearmament of
Japan would be detrimental to the U.S.-led system of alliances in Asia. Is Austral-
ia as important to America as Japan and South Korea? On the other hand, is it
more or less significant than the latter? Fear of nuclear war with China and
North Korea will answer this crucial question.

U.S. Foreign Policy in Europe, more particularly after BREXIT, is clear. Euro-
pean integration is central to the peaceful coexistence of the European states.
However, it does not benefit America to the extent NATO does. Solidarity within
the U.S.-dominated Alliance prevents far-right movements from reviving nation-
alism and political extremism. It is futile to assume that the EU could exist with-
out NATO, at least in its present condition. Therefore, abstract fears of the resur-
gence of European nationalism are groundless. Member States such as Hungary
demonstrate firm commitments to nationalistic and neo-conservative values,
which European tend to consider the fundamental challenge that provokes
anti-Americanism and Europhobia. Even so, it is highly arguable that populist
leaders like Victor Orbán are true nationalists. Populists become nationalists
in charge but fail to keep their trust when they lose elections. I assume that
the financial support of Brussels or Moscow determines the real motivation of
European populistic leaders, not nationalism itself.

European primary concerns are with Russia. Relations between the Big R
and Uncle Sam are central to Europe’s security. Another issue arises because
there could be no diplomatically prevention of those apprehensions. The United
States tried to envisage a decision in the face of the former Russian leader Boris
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Yeltsin. With Putin in charge, to whom Russia owes its active involvement in
world affairs, Kremlin transformed the Old Soviet doctrines into a Neo-Eurasian
strategy, which I will discuss in the final chapter of this book. For the purpose of
this section, I will stress the main apprehensions of Europe that determine Euro-
pean policy towards Russia – the fear of another intervention in Ukraine and the
Russian gas policy. Are those fears relevant to American national interests?
A strictly military approach to Russian foreign policy, with a particular focus
on NATO, presumes relocation of the U.S. troops in Europe to the Eastern
flank of the Alliance. A rational political approach, quite the opposite, would en-
courage a selective deterrence of Russia. By selective, I mean a strategy of priori-
tizing vital interests over reasonable compromises. This is not to say that Wash-
ington should follow a policy of rapprochement with Moscow. That policy failed
when President Trump attempted to close ties with Kremlin. U.S. Foreign Policy
should aim to deescalate tensions with Russia in the Black Sea and Eastern Eu-
rope and thus, dispel the fear of a military confrontation between Washington
and Moscow. The hard approach is particularly popular among decision-makers,
who want a clean and fast solution to the post-Cold War syndrome, and policy-
makers, who underestimate Kremlin’s influence in the European capitals. The
U.S – Russian relations, however, are far from simple.

In contrast to the Chinese, Russians are far more sensitive and prejudiced
toward Americans for two reasons: the loss of the Cold War and the Neo-Eura-
sian doctrine that envisions relations with the United States as natural and im-
minent confrontation (Dugin 2015, 11). In the short-term, selective dialogue with
Russia should delineate a red line to divide the Americans from the Russian zone
of influence. The former will include all NATO allies, which will limit power dem-
onstration to the Russian zone in coordination with the United States. The latter
will regroup the rest of the post-Soviet states that are not the Member States of
the Alliance. One might argue that the selective dialogue with Moscow is a rep-
etition of the Cold War and could lead to unpredictable U.S. foreign policy re-
sults. However, one should not forget that the major interferences of NATO out-
side of its mandate lasted for twenty years and ended in decline. Even Kosovo,
given the specifics of the Western Balkans, is still a region of ethnic tensions and
unresolved disputes between former Yugoslavian Republics. Overall, the policy
of selective deterrence will favor the United States in its efforts to accumulate
more resources for the containment of China.

Demonstrating power in MENA is crucial for the strategic implications of
U.S. Foreign Policy. It is indisputably that global politics, especially after Septem-
ber 11, was driven by fear of Islamic revivalism and Muslim fears of American
hegemony and Western cultural imperialism (Khan and Haskologlu 2020, 4).
It is also a great delusion to assume that the United States can restore the bal-
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ance of power in MENA simply by a policy of prestige or export of democracy.
The Taliban are in a position to regroup the remnants of the terrorist networks
in MENA, and thus, an attack similar to September 11 would be more likely.
The regime in Kabul will continue to challenge the West, as it did in the past,
to the point where Washington should face the dilemma again whether to strike
the terrorists. However, at that stage, demonstration of power will be ineffective.
What prevents extremists from launching attacks against the Western powers is
the fear of the American response. In similar, what prevents the United States
from striking global terrorism again is the apprehension of another twenty
years of war. However, the fears will not last forever. In the long term, the
Sino-American competition is likely to divide MENA into a sphere of influence,
and thus, major U.S. allies such as Israel and Saudi Arabia are more likely to
join their forces against the Taliban and Iran. From that perspective, the United
States should rely on rational rather than cultural or moralistic foreign policy
perceptions. For MENA, the offshore-balancing approach of Mearsheimer and
Walt could benefit U.S. Foreign Policy rather than exhausting military commit-
ments to regional actors. If Washington applies offshore-balancing to its foreign
policy, it should encourage its allies in MENA to take the lead and contain po-
tential threats to U.S. national security. Suppose the United States endorses per-
sists in the offshore approach, even if Washington involves again in a military
conflict to defend its national interests. In that case, the conditions for victory
will be much more favorable than those that followed the preemptive strike
against Iraq. Americans cannot suppress the fear of Islamic revivalism through
post-war terror. Aside from the security threats which another war will pose, con-
sidering the balance of power that exists in MENA after the fall of Kabul, the ap-
prehension of another terrorist attack will have a significant impact on American
policymakers. The rising Islamophobia during the Presidency of Donald Trump
threatened the foundations of American democracy and undermined the interna-
tional prestige of the United States.With Americans polarized at home, the Unit-
ed States could not project enough power in MENA, APAC, and Europe, which
benefited Russia and China.

President Biden’s approach to demonstrating of power has both offensive
and defensive nature that expresses his efforts to rebuild the U.S.-led system
of alliances, design new forms of cooperation between allies, and deter major
U.S. adversaries such as China and Russia. In contrast to President Trump’s doc-
trine, the Biden administration follows the balanced strategy of America is back,
which seeks to remedy the negative impact that America first had on U.S. Foreign
Policy. One might argue that the Trump doctrine partially benefited the United
States in its quest to sustain American global dominance. Even so, a doctrine
that polarizes a nation deprives even great powers of exercising power effectively
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when necessary. The Soviet Empire collapsed because the Soviet leaders could
not keep the illusion of the United Proletariat. The realities could have been dif-
ferent if Joseph Stalin had been in charge of the USSR at that time, not Gorba-
chev. Therefore, any American President, who succeeds in consolidating the
Americans, as President Ronald Reagan did, will demonstrate power in defense
of the national interests. Finally, it is untenable to believe that the post-pandemic
world order will preclude the demonstration of power. The rational dilemma be-
fore the United States should be to exercise power to defend its national interests
or help American allies even if the outcome would gamble the U.S. vital interests.

Exercising power differs from demonstrating power in that the state actors
invoke the former for the sake of their own survival and their self-preservation.
Power is the best mean to survival in a dangerous world (Mearsheimer 2001, 19).
For example, the primary purpose of U.S. Foreign Policy refers to American na-
tional interests and U.S. national security. From the position of great power, how-
ever, America also faces specific risks and responsibilities that derive from its
status as a global actor. America has to take risks if it wants to remain a great
power or withdraw from world affairs following the decline of the British Empire.
One might argue that even great powers have to respect international law and
the will of international organizations. However, do international organizations
make foreign policy? Does international law protect American citizens from ter-
rorist attacks and external aggression? Multilateral agreements might say so, but
the right to self-defense is primordial to each state actor.What happens if a glob-
al actor exercises power to expand and faces another great power? The history of
the Kennedy doctrine provides us with a perfect example.

In his essay on American politics, President Kennedy declared that his looks
at U.S. Foreign Policy had detected two structural weaknesses: the rise of nation-
alism worldwide and the lack of decision in the U.S. leadership (Kennedy 1957,
44). The political struggle between two factions in the American political elite
to define the global commitments of the United States took the form of a geopol-
itical debate under Kennedy’s presidency. Washington wanted a confrontation
with the USSR to remain a primary source of American globalism. Still, most de-
cision-makers opposed the development of a pacifist foreign policy as long as
Communist movements spread in Latin America. Mainstream Democrats favored
a strong global commitment of the United States, while the Republicans en-
dorsed a more evasive position on the American responsibilities to defend its al-
lies directly. Much of the debate over President Kennedy’s doctrine stemmed
from his conviction that Washington had underestimated the capacity of the So-
viets to build a huge military arsenal. The President was receptive to those divi-
sions, and he wanted to reconcile both.
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Controlling Communist revolutions and pursuing the Atlantic community
occupied a central place in the Kennedy doctrine (Paterson 1989, 105). The doc-
trine’s justification was clear: countering the Soviet policy of exporting commu-
nism, strengthening alliances in the Western hemisphere, gripping the contain-
ment, and ensuring the U.S. presence in Africa. Moreover, JFK foretold the rise of
China and stressed its destructive military potential. Although the United States
and Europe shared a similar security strategy, their perceptions of Communist
China differed. The European global attitudes of Beijing originated from the
rise of the left-wing parties in Europe and their views on U.S. Foreign Policy to-
wards Israel. American perceptions of China stemmed from the consequences of
the Sino-Soviet split and its impact on the relations between the two communist
powers. President Kennedy, therefore, pursued a dichotomous strategy of non-
recognition and – at the same time – aspirations to rapprochement with Beijing.
A policy he was not meant to elaborate.

In 1962, the first event to define the limits of the bipolar confrontation – the
Cuban missile crisis broke out. In truth, at the moment of this writing, history
offers no parallel to those thirteen days of October (Allison 2008, 256). It was
able for the superpowers to demonstrate their full potential because, in contrast
to the vision of the Kennedy administration, Nikita Khrushchev had elaborated
the Soviet strategy earlier in terms of support for Cuba and possible scenarios.
The Soviets realized that Kennedy did not seek a direct confrontation. However,
Kremlin was aware that Washington could not afford to lose prestige and that the
U.S. President was under enormous international and domestic political pres-
sure. Coercion could not help much since NATO represented the supreme solid-
arity of the Western hemisphere. Americans and Soviets understood explicitly
that a war between the United States and USSR would result in mutual assured
destruction. A nuclear holocaust could lead to neither powershifts nor the distri-
bution of resources. However, the Kennedy administration underestimated the
Soviet willingness to act because the ultimate decision had not yet moved to
the point where a potential retaliation could be launched. Following the deploy-
ment of the ICBMs required further American actions to prevent the Soviet Union
from targeting most of the continental U.S. The swift succession of the blockade
permitted both sides to endorse offensive strategies, elaborate on them, and out-
line several scenarios. Twelve days later, after the secret negotiations between
Moscow and Washington, Khrushchev laid off his terms for the missiles’ with-
drawal, which he did after Kennedy agreed to displace the Jupiter deployments
from Turkey. In Soviet thinking, the aftermath of the crisis and Fidel Castro’s
sense of betrayal were interchangeable. Without support from Kremlin, there
was little to prevent Castro from going independent and pursuing his develop-
ment path as a socialist leader. The prospect of Cuba being invaded by American
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troops scared Moscow and all Latin American countries, but it also mobilized
Washington to cringe its containment strategy. President Kennedy realized that
he could lose the Nation’s backyard to the Communists unless Uncle Sam be-
came a unifier, not simply the Big Brother. If other states in the region rejected
U.S. Foreign Policy, the rationale for American backyard and presence would dis-
appear. Therefore, containment and deterring the communist ideology became
essentially two sides of the same coin, while the purpose of the former was no
more limited to the Soviet Union, as proponents of the Truman doctrine postu-
lated.

However, global containment presumes global commitments. The ideo-
logical unification of the U.S. backyard required a complex strategy: military
or political interventions in Central and Latin America to appear nonthreatening
to Kremlin. Henceforth, the Kennedy administration faced two obstacles. First,
by maintaining and imposing American-friendly attitudes in its backyard,Wash-
ington would sparkle domestic conflicts in the region. Second, a potential re-
group of states like Costa Rica and Uruguay against Cuba and Venezuela
could easily trigger another missile crisis. The Kennedy administration designed
and launched its plan for institutional and political reforms in Central America
through economic integration (Dunne 2016, 437). The President also launched
several initiatives for political cooperation with Latin America, declaring his in-
tention to support the values of freedom and liberty. Economic integration was
intended to appear non-hostile to the USSR. At the same time, political cooper-
ation sought to revive the spirit of Pan-Americanism so that the nations could
feel culturally and historically bound with the United States. One might argue
that communist movements in Central and Latin America mobilized due to the
success of the Presidential strategy. However, the Kennedy doctrine succeeded
in making the region more predictable and less susceptible to conflicts.

Unlike the United States, the Soviet Union failed to expand its influence in
America’s backyard. In reaction to Moscow’s claims to be the supreme leader or
vozhd of the world communist society, left-wing factions in Central and Latin
America considered the USSR a source of legitimacy even after the dissolution
of the Communist International. By publicly supporting Kremlin, later commu-
nist dictators like Salvador Allende and Anastasio Somoza gained popularity
against their counterparts and persuaded a policy of anti-Americanism. How-
ever, the Soviet financial assistance for its Central and Latin America satellites
did not meet their expectations. Moreover, official support for Marxism-Leninism
under the Soviet leadership was one thing; integrating those values into the
local culture was another issue. Thus, socialist fiascos in the region came to
naught months or years after they had come into existence. Although Cuba re-
mained the lonely red island, Cubans could not easily convert to Marxism-Lenin-
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ism. Castro initially believed that there were but two options to legitimate com-
munism: his charisma and continuous propaganda of anti-Americanism. The for-
mer moved ahead to untie Havana from Moscow and promote nationalism, while
the latter associated America with an evil expansionist empire. In future years,
the offensive capabilities of the United States and the Soviet Union exceeded the
political ambitions of both superpowers. For precisely why Washington did not
launch a nuclear strike against Moscow, mutual assured destruction – Kremlin
was not reluctant to invade Europe. The Soviets, however, found their potential
to dominate Communism at an end: China extracted from the hesitant nuclear
policy of Moscow legitimacy to challenge its ideological primacy. Beijing sought
to distort Kremlin’s leadership by establishing strategic ties with the West with
its technological, military, and economic rise.

Powershifting and wishful thinking

I hope no realist scholar will assume that the Coronavirus Pandemic is merely
responsible for transforming the unipolar world order. The controversy of the
assumption that COVID19 has caused powershifts in the balance of power emerg-
es from misinterpretations of the post-Cold War period. The Pandemic poses a
historical challenge to U.S. Foreign Policy, but great powers’ behavior and objec-
tive geopolitical realities after September 11 are more essential to understanding
the post-pandemic powershifts. State actors behavior, as Mearsheimer points
out, originates and shapes under the material structure of the international
system (Mearsheimer 2001, 12). Therefore, great powers behavior depends on
objective material conditions that predetermine powershifts. I consider those
conditions objective because I assume that military conflicts, overstretch, eco-
nomic shocks, and humanitarian catastrophes are geopolitical realities which
coexist and influence the balance of power in international relations (Jervis
2009, 193). In addition, they are material because states that maximize relative
power are concerned primarily with the distribution of material capabilities (Jen-
sen and Elman 2014, 185). Immaterial conditions have a limited capacity to trig-
ger powershifts and cannot alter or establish international anarchy (Jervis 2009,
192). Moreover, immaterial sources of power that inspire liberal institutionalists
deceive rational decision-making and overshadow the pragmatic judgment of
policymakers. The belief that an international world order based on universal
values and institutional hierarchy could secure peace contradicts the dualistic
character of the international system that combines selfish human nature with
international anarchy.
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A foreign policy that promotes moral guiding principles or abstract universal
philosophy is bound to undermine the primacy of the great power which has en-
dorsed it. It would be praiseworthy if state behavior originated from the deci-
sions of idealistic and virtuous policymakers, who seek to maintain the balance
of power through securing peace. The delusion came when unipolar optimists
considered Washington immune to hegemonic failures and thus, failed to predict
that the unipolar world order would be a short-live transitional phase from bipo-
larity to multipolarity (Layne 2012, 204). Therefore, the liberal revision of U.S.
Foreign Policy, which put the mask of moralpolitik and blamed realism for its
methodological insufficiency, degraded into a hegemonic temptation. In this
book, I operationalize Jack Snyder’s theory of overextension to illustrate the
post-pandemic powershift from unipolarity to the U.S.-China contested bipolar
order.

Jack Snyder elaborates on the concept of imperial overextension to explain
how policymakers, who base their strategy on the myths of empire, are likely to
undermine their power and security (Snyder 2013, 5). I assume that all three cat-
egories of myths introduced by Snyder provide a logical explanation for the post-
pandemic powershifts. The most striking example of the American proneness to
the domino theory is democracy building. One might argue that conquest pre-
cludes the export of values in terms of military operations. I consider such a
claim deeply one-sided. The conquest of Iraq was central to the Bush doctrine
for three reasons: retribution for September 11 and defeating the Taliban. Such
analysis of the foreseeable implications of the U.S. intervention is not enough.
The domino effect has another aspect, which we should approach with a realist
view that envisions the hidden face of overextension – ideological overstretch.
The United States put itself into a dead-end position of great power, which,
instead of following the rational line of justified retribution, sought to both con-
quest and liberate. Are great powers destined to liberate or to rule? If one argues
that America has acted rationally, what alternative was more rational for Wash-
ington – to make the Taliban pay for September 11 or build democracy? History
shows that the United States has supported all kinds of regimes against
major U.S. adversaries, which benefited U.S. Foreign Policy during the Cold
War. Therefore, ideological overstretch strengthens the domino effect and, on
a further stage, transforms it into a checkmate effect: cumulative gains turned
against the great power’s foreign policy.

The offensive/defensive strategy of great powers also presents us with a per-
fect example of what Snyder calls overextension. When U.S. policymakers inter-
pret their actions, they always define them in American national interests. In the
years after 2001, NATO has been acting as an offensive alliance. The misinterpre-
tation of its core mission was due to Russia’s geopolitical revival and the Member
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States, which supported NATO’s enlargement after the annexation of Crimea.
However, Ukraine’s aspirations for membership originate from Kyiv’s policy to
prevent Russia from taking over all Ukraine. In the light of Putin’s foreign policy,
Moscow will seek no justification for its actions. If the allies, however, are deci-
sive enough to press Kremlin, the results of the Ukrainian or the Georgian acces-
sion to the Alliance could trigger a global military conflict. Policymakers, of
course, face reelections and should stick to rhetoric that favors good relations
with European allies and a decisive response to the Russian aspirations for con-
trolling the post-Soviet space. However, suppose one assumes that it is in the
U.S. national interest to support uncritically Ukraine for membership in NATO.
In that case, one could conclude that America would go to war with Russia if
Kyiv invokes Article Five.Washington, of course, should be aware of the Russian
moves in the Black Sea and Moscow’s attempts to undermine democracy through
supporting populist leaders in the United States and Europe. However, the core
mission of NATO presumes an integrated system of collective defense against any
threat. Further enlargement and overextension, quite the opposite, could deprive
the Alliance of its legitimacy and thus, undermine the mutual trust between the
United States and its European allies. The result will be a security infrastructure
of collective defense, in which America will have to fight a war with Russia if
Moscow invades Europe.

Perceptions of threats constitute the third category of Snyder (Snyder 2013,
15). From this myth, which has been dominating U.S. Foreign Policy since Sep-
tember 11, overextension received legitimacy. American policymakers have
been sticking to global threats such as terrorism and radicalization, regardless
of Chinese economic growth and Russia’s aspirations to the post-Soviet space.
The Bush administration considered global terrorism and political Islam major
threats to the national security of the United States but failed to prevent the pri-
mary long-term challenge: the rise of China. The American withdrawal from Af-
ghanistan in 2021 illustrated that the aggressive foreign policy of President
George W. Bush was self-defeating and the pursuit of security through expansion
in MENA led to the point of a dead end. There is no need to further explore the
concept of war on terror because, for none of the pillars embodied in the Bush
doctrine, overextension applies more than for Iraq and Afghanistan. The U.S.
perception of threats blurred when President Bush overstressed the U.S. military
presence in Iraq and President Trump issued a Muslim ban. The fact that the
United States is the most powerful nation still inspires American allies, but
with the annexation of Crimea and the increasing Chinese appetites for Taiwan,
the certainty that the American power could secure peace is debasing. The as-
sumption that security is achievable through expansion dominates U.S. Foreign
Policy and thus, concerns relations between America and its allies. National se-
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curity is the primary purpose of every state’s foreign policy, and it has nothing to
do with interventions and global commitments. One might argue that the U.S.-
dominated system of alliances benefited America after World War II and prede-
termined the collapse of the USSR. Even so, alliances presume security cooper-
ation without collective defense. Equality between allies has symbolic implica-
tions, deprived of content. Walt reminds us that one of the fundamental
reasons for alliances survival is hegemony (Walt 2013, 55). Therefore, if the dom-
inant ally invokes an alliance to expand, it should be aware that its overexten-
sion could not gain legitimacy in the eyes of the rest of the allies.

The undisputed dominance of the United States was central to the U.S.-led
system of alliances. With the rise of China, however, Washington cannot afford
to lose allies and pursue a policy of confrontation with long-term partners
only for the sake of hegemony. Moreover, overextension could undermine secur-
ity cooperation within the alliances and disintegrate unity among states. For in-
stance, when Beijing challenges America’s predominance in the APAC, the Unit-
ed States should not exclude Japan from AUKUS. Although Washington does not
tolerate peer-competitors, it should encourage peer-friends. Whatever scenario
exists for mutual military action between the United States and Japan, it will sig-
nal to China that historical ties between Washington and Tokyo are strong and
that both states will work together to counter any threat to regional stability.

The categories of myths that Snyder introduces in his book eventually mark
the borders of U.S. overextension. In addition, I assume that there is another cat-
egory, which, by following Snyder’s theory, I call cognitive delusion. By cognitive
delusion, I mean the cognitive misperceptions on powershifting. For instance,
what conclusion can we draw from U.S. Foreign Policy towards Taiwan? The
only strategy that seems to have realistic implications is China’s annexation of
the island.Will the U.S. trigger AUKUS to defend Taiwan? The Biden administra-
tion tries to demonstrate a delusive commitment without any rational founda-
tions. Will America go to war with China for Taiwan? It was by virtue of the
Sino-American Mutual Defense Treaty from 1954 that the United States could
deter the Chinese aspirations for Taipei. However, President Jimmy Carter termi-
nated the Treaty unilaterally, and therefore Washington is merely under moral or
strategic obligation to support Taiwan.

Moreover, what will be the setback for the major U.S. allies in the region?
In truth, a detailed consideration will show that China is in a far more advanta-
geous position than the United States, given the nuclear aspirations of the North
Korean regime. One of the great delusions that dominate U.S. Foreign Policy is
that Beijing’s rhetoric is a bluff, which exposes the Chinese inability to confront
the United States yet. The cognitive problem here arises from a fundamental dif-
ference between Western democracies and the Asian tradition: long-term deci-
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sion-making. The United States seeks to maintain the balance of power in its pre-
sent condition, while China aims to reshape it without limiting its strategy in
terms of time and scope.Western policymakers should expect annexation of Tai-
wan, but it could be in one, ten, twenty, or even thirty years. The Chinese para-
bellum paradigm, analyzed by Mearsheimer for truth, demonstrates the essential
core of Beijing’s military, but its dimensions do not correspond to the Western
perceptions of Clausewitzian warfare. By neglecting the long-term strategy of
Beijing, Washington could enter into China’s trap and relocate a significant
amount of resources in the South China Sea with the intent to secure the region.
However, American decision-makers will have less freedom of action in prevent-
ing a nuclear apocalypse with more U.S. troops deployed in Taiwan and more
naval forces in Taipei’s territorial waters.

Although overextension is central to powershifting, Robert Jervis infers three
explicit challenges to unipolarity, which I call objective material realities. The
first objective reality refers to the economic impact of September 11 and the sub-
sequent economic downturn (Jervis 2002, 38). The Global Financial Crisis of 2007
shocked democracies,which, until then, rejected China’s economic growth. How-
ever, instead of remembering the lessons from the Great Depression, developed
states partially recovered from the huge economic collapse. Although President
Obama succeeded in negating the detrimental effects of the Crisis, another issue
entered the public agenda – economic inequality. The American economy recov-
ered, but the downturn’s impact was so severe that it polarized Americans like
never before. Unfortunately, U.S. policymakers abdicated from rational ap-
proaches and succumbed to escapist perceptions of the future of American glob-
al dominance. Domestic issues overshadowed foreign policy decision-making,
which weakened the U.S. ability to prevent the rise of regional hegemons. Pres-
ident Obama eventually realized that Beijing was Washington’s peer-competitor
when he met President Hu Jintao and criticized him for human rights in China.
The attack on Ukraine was another surprise in NATO’s backyard that raised con-
cerns about Moscow’s military capabilities. European allies did not expect to wit-
ness how Russian troops occupied Eastern Ukraine under the Russian flag. The
unipolar realities transformed into unipolar temptations for liberal hegemony
and universal commitments. Policymakers in the United States and Europe de-
nied the reality that the Global Financial Crisis has marked the transition to mul-
tipolar world order and endorsed the misleading presumption that promoting
democracy would prevent the rise of China and Russian Neo-Eurasianism.West-
ern political elites, however, failed to prove that the United States and Europe
should bear the moral and political responsibility for democracy building. More-
over, liberal democracy became less attractive as it grew more militant. Military
interventions in MENA exposed the inability of Western democracies to maintain
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liberal societies, and thus, the United States behaved like an empire that enjoys
its privileges but is unwilling to fulfill its imperial obligations (Khan 2003, 274).
A perfect example of Muqtedar Khan’s portrayal is U.S. Foreign Policy in the
Muslim World under the Bush administration. The post-modern turn in Washing-
ton’s strategy originated from the neoconservative aspirations of democracy
building. The Muslim World rejected that policy simply because Washington be-
haved much like former empires that had left their mark upon their Holy Lands.
The United States was the world’s largest economy, but the days of the Crusades
were over.

There is a misleading tendency among policymakers to underestimate the
consequences of environmental degradation and widespread diseases. Typical
misjudgments on those challenges originate from misinterpretations of their im-
pact.While public opinion in democracies might have envisioned nuclear war as
the worst probable end of times during the Cold War, the Coronavirus Pandemic
had a similar response in 2020. Thus, the misinterpreting of China’s responsibil-
ity for the COVID19 outbreak provoked a strong wave of xenophobia against
Asian-Americans in the United States, similar to Islamophobia after the Septem-
ber 11 terrorist attacks. The impact of the Pandemic can be understood in detail
only if we explore its implications through the psychological perceptions of de-
cision-makers. By exploring how COVID19 affected U.S. perceptions of China,
this book rejects conspiracies that identify the origins of the virus with Beijing.
My concerns are that such claims are irrational and self-defeating for every pol-
icymaker who tends to equalize Chinese foreign policy with the Coronavirus
outbreak. It is methodologically preposterous to argue that China has released
COVID19 to dethrone the American primacy. One might argue that Beijing
could use the Pandemic to topple Washington but seizing the opportunity is
not the same as fighting biological warfare. Logical assumptions in international
politics rely on rational arguments and objective interactions, while conspiracies
originate from abstract truths and universal moral codes. Speculations might
serve as the perfect scenario for a movie, but they have no place in foreign policy
and rational decision-making. What happened after Wuhan then? Why did the
President of the United States call COVID19 “the China virus”? The answer of
this book is wishful thinking, more particularly expressed in three aspects: be-
havior, correlation between desires and perceptions, and expectations (Jervis,
2017, 366–368).

Foreign policy at the level of states interludes with the political behavior
of individual decision-makers. Although political rhetoric does not represent
public opinion in democracies, politicians speak on behalf of their nations. Pres-
ident Trump’s aggressive behavior was a direct consequence of his belief that
China is responsible for the Coronavirus outbreak. It was helpful but irrational

Powershifting and wishful thinking 87

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



for the Trump administration to hold Beijing accountable for the Pandemic. It
was vaguely evident that, for the sake of his political survival, the U.S. Presi-
dent sought to trade domestic problems for the image of the “Chinese virus.”
The foremost purpose of the Presidential behavior was to rally the polarized Na-
tion against external threats. The expected outcome was a second term in the
White House and political support for a trade war against China. With behavior
that neglects the Pandemic and advocates conspiracies, how could a policymak-
er pursue a subsequent and fruitful strategy against another peer competitor?
Foreign policy decision-making does not simply require electoral support and
wishfulness, it also involves what is true objectively and rationally, supported
by evidence or illuminated by reason (Morgentau 2006, 34). Political behavior
is rhetoric that explains how political leaders defend national interests. A policy-
maker could infer an objective and rational judgment about the policy one
should pursue from public opinion. However, wishful thinking obscures the pub-
lic perceptions of political behavior, the latter becomes severely radicalized.
Should a state actor then rely on its policymakers to act in a rational manner?
My concern is that such behavior could throw the state into a military conflict
with an unpredictable outcome.

Correlation between desires and perceptions is central to understanding
President Trump’s COVID behavior. From a realist point of view, wishful think-
ing implies a comparison between what people believe and the true state of
the world (Jervis 2017, 368). Trump’s wishfulness emerged from two beliefs:
that a trade war with China would prevent the rise of Beijing and that the pres-
sure on the Chinese to investigate COVID’s origins would mobilize the affected
allies against Xi Jinping’s foreign policy. Preoccupation with anti-Chinese rhetor-
ic and accusations against the World Health Organization became a political
creed for the Trump administration. Relations between the President’s beliefs
and the objective geopolitical realities predetermined U.S. Foreign Policy to-
wards China and escalated into dangerous hostility, which Barack Obama avoid-
ed during his Presidency. Aside from President Trump’s personal intentions, only
a small part of the American political elite believed that the unipolar world order
was still sustainable. The uneasy economic dependence on China and constant
tensions with European allies forced even the downright neocons to admit that
the United States could not maintain its global influence, with Beijing seeking to
expand its influence in the APAC. In addition, instead of considering Russia’s in-
creasing role in the international system,Washington misjudged Moscow’s aspi-
rations for Eurasian hegemony. The Trump administration failed to realize that
the trade war would open Pandora’s Box for another bipolar confrontation in-
stead of preserving America’s image as a global leader. A state actor, which en-
dorses a war-like strategy, should be ready to enforce it. The President’s belief
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that Washington could win a trade war with Beijing and eliminate the interde-
pendence between the world’s largest economies did not fit the international
system’s actual state: China’s economic rise was irreversible unless the United
States decided to attack the Chinese. Moreover, only part of the American allies
supported the Trump administration in its Sino-centric foreign policy. Japan,
South Korea, and Australia backed the United States for the sake of their surviv-
al, but Europe’s concerns were stressed primarily on Russia. This leads us to
the second discrepancy between Trump’s desires and perceptions. The idea
that the Coronavirus is a product of Communist China’s foreign policy was an
expression of what Robert Jervis calls optimistic decision-makers, who choose
a policy because they think it will have some measure of success (Jervis 2017,
368). President Trump’s perceptions of COVID undermined his optimism that fur-
ther pressure on China would sully the face of Beijing. The Coronavirus death toll
surpassed the number of American lives lost in World War II, which cooled down
the ambitions of the Trump administration for an optimistic outcome from the
Coronacrisis. Donald Trump and his fellow policymakers eventually failed to as-
sess the psychological impact of COVID and thus, misjudged the difference be-
tween China’s strategy of seizing that impact and the “Chinese virus” conspira-
cies. In short, rational decision-making of U.S. Foreign Policy became a victim of
populist speculations. The belief that blaming China for the Coronavirus would
weaken Beijing’s position in international relations finally turned against the
Presidential administration itself with the outbreak of Asian hate.

Although we cannot explain the expectations of the Trump administration,
two possible assumptions could provide a plausible assessment of the Presiden-
tial attitudes. My first assumption is that expectations for political liberalization
of China shaped U.S. Foreign Policy towards Beijing during the post-Cold War
powershifts. American policymakers and liberal scholars considered the rise of
China an opportunity for partnership between both powers and silent de-central-
ization of the Chinese political system. Proponents of interdependence like Jo-
seph Nye predicted that if America treats the Chinese as enemies, Americans
will guarantee an enemy for the future (Campbell 2018, 66). It was a rare consen-
sus among realists and liberals that Sino-American relations could shift the
global balance of power and challenge the unipolar world order. Policymakers,
however, preferred to blame Beijing for the violation of human rights instead of
pushing for internal reforms in the 1990s. The expectations that China would
give up its political identity and transform into liberal democracy were an ex-
pression of American wishful thinking and the belief that the end of history
had finally come with the end of the Cold War. All hopes for change died
when President Xi Jinping conducted several strategic reforms that modernized
the People’s Liberation Army and sought to increase the Chinese military capa-
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bilities. Thus, instead of a liberalized friend, the United States got a peer compet-
itor in the Asia-Pacific.Was it rational to believe that Beijing would quit Commu-
nism? As rational as to believe that post-Soviet Russia will become a liberal de-
mocracy. The answer of this book is that neither close relations with China nor
Hong Kong riots will quench the Chinese desire to become a global leader.
What proponents of liberalization failed to comprehend is the original truth
that the origins of cold wars are found in the anarchic ordering of the interna-
tional arena (Waltz 1988, 620). In other words, to expect that a rising power
will liberalize for the sake of abstract moralistic values, whether democracy or
communism, is to assume that the British Empire would have granted the free-
dom of its American colonies voluntarily two centuries ago. Sino-American com-
petition originates from the natural law of international anarchy – that no cen-
tral authority or institution could impose its decisions or cultural patterns on
other nations. The unipolar world order was even more anarchic than the Cold
War, and thus, China’s rise and competition between Beijing and Washington
would have a productive and fruitful effect on the balance of power.

My second assertion is that the final purpose of the Trump administration
was war with China. As Graham Allison argues, the Thucydides Trap emerges
from the Thucydidean syndromes of rising and ruling powers that China and
the United States display in full (Allison 2017, 161). Allison’s predictions explain
Trump’s attitudes, assuming that an economic conflict could lead to war (Allison
2017, 162). The central dilemma here is what would have happened if Washington
had started the conflict. It is important to highlight that wishfulness would make
a significant contribution to such a decision. President Trump’s ambitions to
punish China for the Pandemic and counter Beijing were derivative of the firm
belief that America would win against China. I will further discuss different sce-
narios in the last chapter of the book. For this section’s purpose, it is important
to highlight that parallels with the rivalry between Britain and Germany provide
a perfect example of the most probable outcome of an eventual Sino-American
conflict. Victory, however, is a fragile and broad concept that depends on casu-
alties. The United States is similar to Britain was a few decades ago. The British
defeated Germany in two World Wars, but Britain was no longer a great power in
the aftermath. Aside from the MAD scenario, the United States could achieve a
decisive victory against Beijing, although particular complications would lead
to prolonging the conflict. However, if expectations are valid, realities will differ
when China loses to America regarding the death toll and post-war recovery.War
with China will cost Washington its great power status. A military clash between
both powers will shift the balance of power to such an extent that the world
economy will fall into a deep recession while the ideological impact will counter-
mine liberal democracy completely. It will be a global disaster, which will remind
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both Americans and Chinese that victory over that, so long as victory can be at-
tained, stupid haste is preferable to clever dilatoriness. (Sun Tzu, art war, 34).

Six lessons from the pre-pandemic world

I conclude this chapter by posing an essential question: is the unipolar world
order worth saving? The answer lies beyond human rights and democracy in
the autonomous sphere of action – politics (Morgenthau 2006, 37). If the United
States can still exercise power to control its political actions, manipulate the
balance of power, and influence political relations among nations without rely-
ing on moralistic values or international institutions, liberal foreign policy can
serve the U.S. national interests. If, however, America needs to promote democ-
racy and follow the guidance of international entities to achieve the short-term
and long-term purposes of its foreign policy, then Washington should come to
terms with the fact that liberal policymaking will not survive in the realist
world of international anarchy. Interdependence can no longer benefit the U.S.
national interests, for it serves the interests of American adversaries like China
and Russia. Cooperation, more particularly after the outbreak of the Pandemic,
has evolved into fear and mutual distrust between great powers. Alliances have
lost their robustness, and allies have blurred their perceptions of common ene-
mies. The crisis of unipolarity came to existence shortly after its proponents de-
clared that the last man would embrace democracy in pursuit of eternal peace.
However,Waltz reminds us that peace is fragile (Waltz 1988, 620). The longer the
state of peace lasts, the more destructive supervening conflicts are, regardless of
their scope and intensity. The ten years of undisputed unipolarity and the subse-
quent war on terror provide striking proof of the realist belief that international
anarchy is not alterable. I will provide six arguments that summarize why the
liberal approach to U.S. Foreign Policy failed.

Altering the anarchy. International anarchy offers global actors the opportu-
nity to maximize their military capabilities and, thus, manipulate the balance of
power. The unipolar world order provided the United States with the unprece-
dented opportunity to choose between maintaining the post-Cold War status
quo in the Western hemisphere and expanding the U.S. influence through pro-
moting values or military interventions.Washington’s struggle for liberal hegem-
ony was a huge gain for emerging great powers, which sought to introduce alter-
native development patterns and deter the omnipotent American influence.
Liberal policy-makers considered the realist perception of international anarchy
outdated and even detrimental to U.S. Foreign Policy. The benefits of spreading
ideology exceeded those limiting Washington’s primacy to the Western hemi-
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sphere, which inclined policymakers to believe that the United States should
pursue hegemony. Liberal scholars would probably argue that hegemonic behav-
ior benefits American national interests and that unipolarity favors U.S. primacy.
Mearsheimer counters assumptions as those with the argument that realism
clashes with American values and moralistic optimism of Americans (Mear-
sheimer 2001, 14). Another explanation of hegemonic behavior is irrational con-
sistency. Robert Jervis argues that when a person believes that a policy contrib-
utes to one value, he is likely to believe that it also contributes to several other
values, even though there is no reason why the world should be constructed in
such a neat and helpful manner (Jervis 2017, 128). My explanation combines
both.

President Clinton believed that democracy would spread and the United
States should intervene in any conflicts that violate human rights. Presidents
like Bush and Obama believed that democracy-building could prevent terrorists
from striking again and that only unipolarity was sustainable. Finally, Presi-
dent Trump offered a miscalculated response to China’s struggle for global dom-
inance,which exposed the vulnerabilities of the U.S. Grand Strategy in the APAC.
To sum up, all Presidential administrations after the Cold War pursued a single
purpose – to alter the international anarchy and to design a hierarchic world
order dominated by a sole superpower. Moralistic optimism prevailed even in
the last days of the U.S. military presence in Iraq and Afghanistan and merged
with the belief that democracy-building has increasingly contributed to the
states of MENA. Thus, irrational consistency has dominated U.S. Foreign Policy
since the end of the Cold War. The primary reason for the misfortunate optimism
was the collapse of the USSR.Western political leaders truly believe that the rest
of the world will convert to democracy and that even the last remnants of total-
itarian dictatorships will fall under the pressure of domestic reforms or external
interventions. The assumption that democracy and interdependence can run the
unipolar world order proved the argument of Kenneth Waltz that Marxists and
liberals are much alike in their efforts to link war outbreaks and prevalence of
peace to the internal qualities of the states (Waltz 1988, 617). Nevertheless,Wash-
ington endorsed a policy of values that aimed to reshape those qualities through
hard, soft, or smart power. Regime changes occurred, internal rates changed,
and liberal revolutions flourished, although most replaced secular dictatorships
in MENAwith self-declared emirates. Alternately,Western nations enjoyed peace,
freedom of movement, collective defense, yet suffering from the terrorist attacks
of ISIS and falling into economic dependence on China. In short, American
foreign policy, seeking to maintain the unipolar world order, acted and system-
atically undermined the unipolarity structure itself. Although the political sensi-
tivity to threats remained, the United States has already lost its strategic suscept-
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ibility to detect emerging peer competitors. America held enormous power it did
not know and where to use it.

Exporting values. In terms of coercion, I defined three limits of American
power that mark the transition from U.S.-led to Sino-American contested world
order: producing global democracy, establishing global commitments, and alli-
ances overstretching. Liberal scholars might argue that, although structural real-
ism’s concept of international anarchy has applied to the bipolar structure of the
Cold War international system and has lost its relevance after the collapse of the
socialist bloc. However,Waltz highlights that changes in the system structure are
distinct from the changes at the unit level (Waltz 2000, 5). Liberalism tends to
consider Waltz’s theory insufficient to explain state behavior due to the distinc-
tion between theory of international politics and foreign policy (Nye 2021, 10).
However, foreign policy and state behavior depend on the limits of power. His-
tory proves that if a state actor holds the military, economic and cultural primacy
in international politics, it succumbs to the temptation of hegemony. When the
hegemon reaches the limits of its strength, preservation of the status quo be-
comes central to its foreign policy. In addition, unipolarity does not exclude
the need for structural analysis. For instance, the United States needs to exercise
coercion to preserve the status quo. Hard, soft, and smart power provide differ-
ent tools of U.S. Foreign Policy, but their purpose is common – to maintain Amer-
ican leadership. Promoting democracy and fighting terrorism is the expression of
the connection between two variables – power and politics.

Power and politics, without a profound understanding of anarchy, however,
cannot provide a rational image of the other states actors’ behavior.Washington
might have considered Russia an ally in the war on terror. Still, the annexation of
Crimea proved that, in the lack of central international authority, the structure of
the international system influences state behavior. The long-term strategy of Neo-
Eurasian doctrine is to replace the unipolar world order with multipolar, while
the Chinese grand strategy seeks to establish bipolarity. History shows, however,
that profound shifts in international relations occur through wars,whether hot or
cold. When the League of Nations failed to prevent World War II, a few remem-
bered the wise decision of the U.S. Senate not to ratify the Treaty of Versailles.
Therefore, to assume that spreading democracy will secure peace is to neglect
the historical truth that war has been the natural state of international relations
and that the structure of the international system predetermines the foreign pol-
icy of the poles. Policy of values and liberal theories cannot remedy, erase or ex-
plain the profound difference between domestic and foreign policy.Waltz’s argu-
ment that the neorealist theory of international politics explains how external
forces shape state behavior proves that his approach is one-sided, but combined
with Morgenthau’s assumption for the infinite lust of human nature, it provides a
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plausible explanation of state behavior, states interaction, and international out-
comes. Coercion and the limits of American power that I inferred in this chapter
present a robust example of how both theories could answer the liberal claims of
insufficiency. The struggle for liberalization and hegemony is a simple expres-
sion of the theoretical equation discussed above. Even in most developed de-
mocracies, policymakers seek to maximize their power through politics.Whether
multipolar or bipolar world, foreign policy represents the natural predisposition
of human decision-makers to exercise coercion and create a structure of interna-
tional politics that benefits their country’s national interests.When that structure
is unipolar, however, politicians who govern lose their rational perceptions of in-
ternational politics and tempt to employ domestic policymaking for foreign pol-
icy decisions. The tragedy of great power politics, as Mearsheimer calls it, comes
when the most powerful state actors embrace a universal truth and reject their
objective limits.

Moralizing Realpolitik. Whether hard or soft, power originates from each
state’s sovereign right to defend its national security. Liberal scholars and poli-
cymakers, however, tend to forget that realpolitik contributed most to the Amer-
ican victory in the Cold War by strategies that contemporary liberalism would
consider irrelevant or pessimistic. Paradoxically, scholars, who challenge the re-
alist paradigm, assign emphasis on the state-society relations (Legro and Mor-
avcsik 1999, 32). Liberal criticism would be praiseworthy if American society in
2019 were united and harmonious as it was thirty years ago, during the Cold
War. The point beyond which liberal criticism loses its robustness is the striking
political, economic, and ideological polarization in the United States today. Do-
mestic politics in democracies presume and advocate pluralism. Foreign policy,
however, should not reflect the moralistic views of any nation. To say that the
export of democracy could dethrone dictators is an objective reality, but to as-
sume that building broken regimes will secure peace is a false assumption.
My concern is that liberal foreign policy repeated the mistakes of the USSR,
which sought hegemony through military and ideological expansion. It was a
misjudgment that lay in liberal optimism and its disregard for rising powers
like China. In other words, the lack of rational decision-making diffracted the
most essential aspect of U.S. Foreign Policy – national interests. Instead of pro-
tecting national security, Washington believed it was in the U.S. national inter-
ests to preserve the unipolar world order. The post-Cold War pursuit of peace
has eventually deluded American policymakers due to their belief that promot-
ing democracy and advocating independence would minimize conflicts and ben-
efit the U.S. primacy.Washington failed to realize that peace is important as long
as it serves national interests. One might argue that the U.S. involvement in the
post-Cold War conflicts deprives my argument of its validity. The point is that
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military operations and the subsequent initiatives for peaceful post-war recovery
have contributed less, if any, to the U.S. national interests. I hope that no realist
scholar would assume that Operation Enduring Freedom has been beneficial for
the United States or that economic interdependence between Washington and
Beijing would prevent China from annexing Taiwan.

The false promise, then, belongs not only to international institutions. It is a
product of what I defined as principled nationalism and its vision of internation-
al politics, which Stephen Walt discusses when analyzing the concept of “dem-
ocratic peace.” (Walt 1998, 39). Since both nationalism and liberalism failed to
predict the unipolarity’s collapse, realism prevailed over both. As discussed
above, the ultimate test for the a realist paradigm was the Trump doctrine,
which some scholars depicted as principled realism doctrine (Chifu and Frunzeti
2018, 77). In a nuclear world shattered by a widespread disease, foreign policy
decision-making should rely on rational perceptions, without tempting to
adopt moralistic views and without succumbing to the promise that internation-
al bodies can alter the anarchic system. Liberal scholars would argue that struc-
tural realism does not offer a sufficient basis for understanding international
politics. Even so, the liberal paradigm failed to offer an alternative either. More-
over, its strategies and tools provoked a strong opposite reaction in the face of
rising nationalism and Trumpism. The bad news is that the polarization in the
most powerful nation at the moment of this writing – America – triggered a dom-
ino effect in all democracies. Regardless of its motivation, the moralization of
foreign policy resulted in a global crisis of representation. A process that bene-
fited China, which has been sticking to realpolitik since the end of the Cold War.

Sacralizing peace. War and peace influence foreign policy decision-making
more than any other variable, shaping state behavior. Therefore, what American
doctrines had to endorse after the Cold War should have relied primarily on bal-
ancing potential adversaries such as Russia and China. Alliances are the basic
units of security cooperation, but in great powers competition, the essential con-
cern is with direct attack (Jervis 1978, 170). In the years after 1992, U.S. Foreign
Policy rearranged its priorities, following the idealistic vision of a long-term uni-
polarity, where the Prisoner’s Dilemma has no place. However, values cannot
prevail over foreign policy, and thus, ideological overstretch corrupted America’s
foreign policy perceptions of peace and war. Both variables served the U.S. na-
tional interests during the Cold War but after September 11, Washington could
no longer control them. The United States, the most powerful nation on the
earth, was preoccupied with international conflicts, bearing the sole responsibil-
ity for peacebuilding. In the light of China’s rise, American global commitments
took an even more important place in U.S. Foreign Policy when international or-
ganizations were incapable of untangling the puzzle of global terrorist networks.
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Some would argue that the war on terror is to blame for the unipolar syndrome.
I reject that view simply because the syndrome originates from unipolarity. U.S.
policymakers believed that the American crusade in MENA would take less time
than a conventional conflict. However, in shaping the perceptions of warfare,
long-term predictions are as important as resource planning. The war on terror
corrupted those perceptions after the U.S. interventions took the shape of a cru-
sade. History shows that the results are catastrophic when a military operation
becomes a vehicle of moralistic values. Such was the detrimental effect of the
prolonged American presence in Iraq and Afghanistan.

To sum up, the unipolar syndrome prevented U.S. policy-makers from estab-
lishing a rational image of the international system. Instead of investing more
efforts in deterring the rise of China and the revival of Russia, Washington pre-
ferred to spend its resources on exhausting military campaigns and post-war
recovery. Under such circumstances, peace was a distant purpose, which rested
on the liberal promise that cooperation would make state actors less hostile.Why
has cooperation become more attractive than competition? One possible
explanation refers to the rise of transnational terrorist networks. The U.S.-led sys-
tem of alliances has reinvented the face of the common enemy, and thus,Wash-
ington could again lead the free world against the terrorists. Another interpreta-
tion involves the collapse of the Soviet Union and the undisputed predominance
of America.Washington’s allies enjoyed the privilege of support from the world’s
leader and neglected Walt’s warning that alliances are fragile when the domi-
nant power changes its priorities. The United States, once vigilant and highly
competitive, has now become moralistic and less rational in its belief that the
Chinese economic growth is a benefit. Economic interdependence between na-
tions favored both America and its allies, but it benefited the rise of China.
Some might argue that the world’s largest economies will never go to war due
to the global outcome of their clash. However, realism believes that states are ra-
tional actors and that their ultimate purpose is to survive. The unipolar syn-
drome dulled the sense of survival, which dominated U.S. Foreign Policy during
the Cold War. Even if democracy-building in Afghanistan has succeeded, the
United States could not have sustained unipolarity as it contained the seeds of
its own destruction (Jervis 2009, 213). Thus, the most logical treatment for the
unipolar syndrome is powershifting. I assume that it will be in the national in-
terests of the United States to secure the transition from unipolarity instead of
risking another war. Some have believed that after the U.S. intervention in
Iraq in 2003, the unipolar world order would survive. Few then realized that it
was not America that was in decline but unipolarity itself.

Sacrifying the American power. The concept of power provokes constant de-
bates among liberal and realist scholars. The United States does not hesitate to
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demonstrate power when defending its national security. However, American
policymakers tend to be hesitant in defining the purpose of the U.S. military in-
volvements. National interests are still central to U.S. Foreign Policy, but after the
end of the Cold War, partially for reasons of ideology,Washington often identifies
and justifies its interventions with the preservation of the U.S.-led liberal order.
Unipolarity allows Washington to dominate and act unilaterally but limits its for-
eign policy in terms of nuclear diplomacy. However, does sustainment of the uni-
polar world order coincide with the U.S. national interests? I assume that we can
trace the answer in the years after September 11. Proponents of unipolarity as-
sign its benefits primarily to the power the United States can exercise in the in-
ternational system. The unipole’s power, however, is imperial by design (Mear-
sheimer 2011, 30). It is untenable to assume that the world’s most powerful
nation will exercise power only for the sake of peace. Such on optimistic vision
has profound implications for the post-Cold War order and tempted policymak-
ers to use moralistic justifications when shaping their doctrines. The optimistic
rhetoric and the brave intentions of the Presidential administrations, who advo-
cate global commitments, should have predicted the detrimental effects of pur-
suing global dominance in a globalized world. One can assume that policymak-
ers, who shape the foreign policy of the most powerful nation, will calculate the
risks of imperial temptations. When a great power has no peer competitors, the
use of force often inspires those in charge to pull the trigger. For the United
States to exercise power in a nuclear world, in which regional conflicts flourish
and rogue states seek to maximize their military capability, requires calculated
use of power. Since state actors like North Korea are unpredictable, and terrorist
networks bind the globe from MENA to Europe, the temptation to fight a war or
send troops to support another nation is unbearable. Therefore, once the unipole
decides to act, it faces the imminent reality of struggling for more power and fi-
nally undertaking another commitment. While the unipole can still realize the
limits of its power, it should expect another opportunity for involvement due
to the consequences of its actions. Moreover, because the United States has es-
tablished a global system of alliances, it needs to introduce a justification for its
strategy. Even if such is present, the constant demonstration of power exhaust
the unipole’s resources as the initial intervention leads to another. President
George W. Bush believed that the United States should strike Afghanistan but
failed to predict that the U.S. military presence in the region would not prevent
the Taliban from returning to power twenty years later. In other words, miscal-
culated power lacks the cohesion and the resources it needs to deal with the
threat. Thus, the unipole behaves like an empire, which seeks to use force with-
out further necessity to do so. The American interventions in Iraq and Afghani-
stan could have served as revenge for September 11 and could have left a warn-
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ing message to all U.S. adversaries if it had not been for the insatiable struggle to
export democracy in MENA. In 2021, the United States still enjoys its internation-
al prestige, partially because Donald Trump lost the Presidential election. How-
ever, we cannot say the same for the unipolar world order. Nor can we believe
that the majority of the American people support unconditionally the U.S. global
leadership.

Shifting the structure. Before the Pandemic outbreak, the Trump administra-
tion pursued a foreign policy that could lead to a military conflict between the
United States and China. Neither of both powers was willing to start a war. Nev-
ertheless, Sino-American relations deteriorated to an extent, which corresponds
perfectly to Graham Allison’s theory of the Thucydides trap.Why did U.S. policy-
makers fail to foresee the rise of China? I assume that the answer lies in neolib-
eral revisionism, which has dominated U.S. Foreign Policy since the collapse of
the Soviet Union. The optimistic and inspirational enthusiasm of liberal institu-
tionalism, combined with the post-Hegelian vision of the unipolar world order,
rejected the most important lesson from the Cold War – that predicting the
moves of adversaries requires a structural analysis of international politics. In
other words, U.S. Foreign Policy has abandoned the legacy of structural realism
that stressed the need for a profound and rational assessment of the internation-
al system and its structure, without which one cannot understand the foreign
policy of state actors (Waltz 2000, 7). Liberal institutionalists purport to intro-
duce an explanation of systemic outcomes of interstate interactions and argue
that liberalism offers a distinctive conception of power in world politics (Moravc-
sik 1997, 523). My criticism of the neoliberal theory is not absolute, and this book
does not reject the liberal assumptions of Francis Fukuyama, Joseph Nye, and
Andrew Moravcsik. However, interstate cooperation and economic interdepend-
ence are not the only driving forces influencing state behavior. Therefore, I as-
sume that the liberal paradigm offers a plausible explanation of the systematic
outcomes through exploring political relations among nations but fails to predict
the structural implications for world politics. It simply provides an elegant and
precise understanding of how state actors interact and behave in the unipolar
world order, how the unipole can use power (hard, soft, or smart), and how
growing interdependence among states reduces the risks of conflicts.

Although most liberal scholars do not reject the legacy of realism explicitly,
their assumptions rebuke the realist vision of international politics and thus, de-
prive U.S. Foreign Policy of its rational perceptions of great powers competition.
If the foremost purpose of American foreign policy after the Cold War were to
prevent another superpower’s rise, it would be even more difficult for China to
challenge the U.S. primacy. When Beijing finally threw the cloak off, liberal in-
stitutionalism faced its ultimate failure when Washington tried to pressure the
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Chinese Communist Party on human rights. Waltz’s prophecy that China would
become a great power was finally fulfilled when Chinese President Xi Jinping
took office. In an even shorter time, the United States refused to tolerate the Chi-
nese as peer-competitor, although Washington has been treating Beijing as such
since the Sino-American disputes in the South China Sea. Another failed predic-
tion is that the willingness of states to expend resources in pursuit of foreign pol-
icy goal as a strict function of existing capabilities seems unrealistic (Moravcsik
1997, 524). The capacity of each state actor depends on a combination of material
realities such as military strength, territory, or the stability of its government. The
rise of China is a product of a long-standing strategy that seeks to maximize
those aspects. Realist scholars like Mearsheimer warned that China would at-
tempt to pursue a regional hegemony in the APAC as the United States did in
Latin America (Mearsheimer 2006, 170).With nuclear weapons in its arsenal, Bei-
jing has already established an outpost for that strategy – Taiwan. Since the
small island is no match for China, the Thucydides trap of Allison seems more
realistic than ever.

I will conclude this chapter with my final assumption: it is not the United
States that declines, but liberal hegemony. The reason, which I consider most im-
portant for that, is the evolving post-pandemic structure of world politics. To say
that the Pandemic alone is responsible for the end of unipolarity is to overesti-
mate its impact. The Pandemic is rather the final stage of structural transition,
which will reshape the balance of power in international relations as the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union did in 1992. Since the United States and China cannot
fight a war without risking MAD, their foreign policy is likely to pursue an ap-
proach similar to containment unless Washington decides to attack first. Howev-
er, a war with Beijing could provoke other nuclear powers like Russia and even-
tually lead the world to the brink of a nuclear apocalypse. In contrast, there is
little chance that China will strike the United States because, in 2021,Washington
still surpasses the Chinese military capabilities. The development of either fight-
ing war with Beijing for Taiwan or long-term containment of China will be cen-
tral to U.S. Foreign Policy. Thus, with the end of unipolarity, state actors will re-
turn to the old school conventional realities, in which hard power predetermines
politics among nations and in which the balance of power reflects the national
interests of great powers. If the United States wants to survive the transition, it
should abandon the pursuit of liberal hegemony and reshape its foreign policy
by reviving the American realpolitik. Only if Washington focuses its primary con-
cerns on maximizing the U.S. military potential will the United States be able to
deter China, which has not ratified even a single agreement on arms control. The
lessons from the Soviet fall teach us that even a superpower with a significant
offensive advantage can lose the competition if the struggle for hegemony pre-
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vails over rational decision-making. A superpower with a balanced strategy that
seeks both offensive and defensive advantages, quite the opposite, could over-
come the threat of its adversary without fighting a war. The rise of China will cer-
tainly produce negative effects on the U.S. influence in the APAC and thus, will
tilt the cooperation under the security dilemma to confrontation. Although
Washington and Beijing are rational actors and aim to survive, they do not
share a common vision of the world as Roosevelt and Stalin did after World
War II. Liberal theoreticians could argue that comparisons between USSR and
China are inconsistent. Even so, that does not change the fact that Moscow in
1952 and Beijing in 2022 behave as great powers. We should highlight that the
liberal approach to the understanding of China advocates the deterrent force
of the economic interdependence between Washington and Beijing. Great pow-
ers, however, especially the rising ones, tend to behave aggressively and seize
the ultimate opportunity to deal with their peer competitors as soon as possible.
Liberal democracies make no exclusion. National security is central to foreign
policy because state actors fear each other. If China takes over Taiwan and
gains a direct outpost to threaten the West Coast, what would the United States’
rational response be? If Washington topples the regime in Pyongyang and unites
the Korean Peninsula, what would China’s logical step be? Liberal optimism
melted when Russia invaded Ukraine in 2014 and annexed Crimea without seek-
ing international approval or support for its actions. For liberal policymakers,
war with China might damage the U.S. economy to an extent, which will
throw the world into another global recession. The realist paradigm jumps be-
yond those calculations and seeks to explain that mutual distrust and antagonis-
tic tension between Uncle Sam and The Dragon will not ease simply because
both powers could lose money while fighting over Taiwan. Neither the Hong
Kong protests will touch the Communist Party’s concept of One-China. It is pre-
cisely the strength of realism to predict politics among nations and interpret the
future structure of international politics. Finally, liberal scholars tend to exagger-
ate the ideological confrontation between great powers. To explain the Sino-
American competition only with the clash between communism and liberal de-
mocracy is a limited approach, which cannot predict the long-term evolution of
the Chinese foreign policy. Instead of searching for the the reasons for great pow-
ers behavior inside state ideology, realism introduces a more pragmatic ap-
proach, which explores the external sources of foreign policy. The dissolution
of the socialist bloc and the obvious prepotency of Reagan’s America doomed
the Soviets, not the Perestroika. Therefore, if China reforms, the short-term as-
pects of its foreign policy might change, but the Chinese dream of tributary lead-
ership will dominate Beijing’s vision of the international system. Thus, we return
to the profound assumption of realism that a great power’s foreign policy, which
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seeks to alter the international anarchy and pursue global hegemony, is more
likely to sacrifice its national interests and fail (Morgenthau 1949, 110). History
offers no better example for my argument than the glorious rise and decline of
Rome.
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Chapter Three
China: The Silent Cultivator

In this chapter, I analyze China’s Grand Strategy. In contrast to most writings
on this topic, I employ an approach that does not follow the straightforward doc-
trinal analysis applicable to U.S. Foreign Policy. I have chosen to utilize a re-
search design that explores the essential aspects of China’s Grand Strategy in-
stead of analyzing the doctrines of the Chinese leaders. I assume that, unlike
American politics, which pursues strategic outcomes in the short-term, Beijing
has a clear, long-term vision for the place of China in international politics.
My assumption originates from the profound difference between liberal democ-
racies and states with original cultivated traditions like China. Liberal democra-
cies like the United States follow a policy that combines short-term goals with
the long-standing dream of global leadership. Political systems like China also
tend to pursue a great power policy but are more likely to endorse a long-term
leadership strategy. Here, I want to stress the structural difference between Chi-
nese Communism and other totalitarian forms of government, deprived of what
I call pragmatic leadership. I will further discuss why this book considers Beijing
an exception from the generally adopted vision of political autocracies. Another
considerable gap that divides the nature of U.S. Foreign Policy from the Chinese
is the individualistic load of the American Presidential doctrines. Although
America pursues a great power foreign policy, its strategies vary from one Pres-
ident to another. China, quite the opposite, subdues the doctrines of its leaders
to an ideological line, which aims to ensure the continuity of a millennial impe-
rial tradition. One might argue that the Chinese Revolution changed the regime
in Beijing and erased China’s ancient struggle for longevity. Although ideology
plays an important role in politics, it is inferior to power competition and secur-
ity. To say that Communist China does not share the ideological framework of its
predecessor is reasonable. But to assume that Communism has made Beijing less
rational and less concerned for its survival is to conclude that Post-Soviet Russia
does not pursue an imperialistic vision, similar to that of the Russian Empire.
Finally, I argue that one should not confuse domestic politics in Beijing with Chi-
nese realpolitik. In this book, I distinguish between the realist paradigm of the
Chinese grand strategy and the political order which rules contemporary
China. Chinese realism is a rational reflection of great power behavior that em-
bodies the aspects I analyze below. Therefore, before discussing the aspects of
China’s Grand Design, we should first dismantle two mythologies about China.

The most popular myth refers to the arguable assumption that Confucianism
runs contemporary China (Mearsheimer 2006, 190). All great powers in history
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have established their parabellum paradigm, through which they have expanded
until reaching the limits of their power. However, I assume that the ancient tra-
dition of China has left a tangible trail in Beijing’s policy on a domestic level. The
Confucian paradigm shapes the perceptions of Chinese people on the other na-
tions (Zhimin 2005, 37). Chinese exceptionalism is much older than the Ameri-
can Manifest Destiny, though it is as inspirational as the latter. Confucianism,
amid the revolutionary concept of Communism, empowers China to create a dis-
tinctive vision of its place in the eyes of its people. In other words, although de-
prived of its essential peaceful nature, the philosophy of Confucius easily legit-
imates the concept of “Great China” that seeks to bring harmonious coexistence
between nations. Though Mearsheimer and Johnson are right in concluding that
Beijing’s realpolitik involves the existence of the parabellum paradigm, my as-
sumption is that instead of searching the roots of Chinese foreign policy in Con-
fucianism, we should rather consider the ancient tradition of China a source of
national and political pride. In addition, Confucianism serves as the Great Wall
against the ideological influence that could potentially harm the prestige of Beij-
ing’s policymakers. Yet, Confucius was a strong proponent of the Mandate of
Haven and advocated major reforms in Imperial China to restore the asymmetri-
cal relations of obedience between the Emperor and his subjects (Tu 1996, 10).

Another myth that enjoys considerable support among Western scholars de-
picts China as an orthodox Communist state, bound to lose the great powers
competition as the USSR did. I consider such a view of China deeply misleading
and irrelevant. President Deng Xiaoping,widely regarded as the Social Reformer,
introduced a number of political and economic reforms, which advocated a com-
posite approach to political participation and competition (Zhou 1993, 64). One
might argue that the success of Xiaoping’s reforms is dubious, but such argu-
ments lack validity in the face of rising China. I assume that orthodox Commu-
nism and strict centralization are the temptations, which Beijing faces, although
the Chinese political regime has kept its commitments to the legacy of Deng
Xiaoping. However, saying that China is much like, the Soviet Union is a pro-
found theoretical and practical misjudgment. The Bolsheviks drew inspiration
from the French Revolution, and after the fall of Tsarist Russia, Lenin construct-
ed the ideological amalgam of Marxism-Leninism by combining the Marxist view
of the economy with his notable writing “What is to be done.” (Lenin 1935). The
concept of Mao Zedong differs from Lenin’s, more particularly in that it stresses
more the materialistic dialectics (Holubnychy 1964, 3). The writings of Lenin in-
fluenced Mao, which is obvious from the cited sources in Mao’s books. However,
the content analysis of Holubnychy indicates that Mao seemed to be especially
fond of quoting Taoist, Mohist, and even neo-Confucian writings in contrast to
Lenin, who despised the Christian Orthodox culture and the Eurasian writings
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of Trubetskoy and Savitsky (see tab. 1). To sum up, although the Chinese revolu-
tion overthrew the political order in Beijing, Mao Zedong’s selective approach to
materialistic dialectics incorporates some traditional ideas in the political formu-
la of Communist China.

Table 1: Holubnychy’s content analysis of Mao’s four major works.

References Percentage of references in Mao’s writings

Confucianism %
Taoism and Mohism %
Chinese folklore %
Chinese poetry %
Marx and Engels %
Lenin %
Stalin %
Total: %

I assume that the Grand Design of China consists of six pillars. Each pillar cor-
responds to a distinct Chinese perception of world politics. My approach is lim-
ited in two ways. First, this book does not purport to introduce a theory of Chi-
nese politics. Therefore, my analysis does not examine the doctrinal concepts of
the Chinese leaders. To review and discuss the political ideas of China’s elite,
from Mao to Xi Jinping, will require another book. Second, my research design
does not seek to provide cultural parallels between Ancient and Communist
China. I assume that a historical overview of Chinese philosophers like Confu-
cius could contribute to understanding Chinese political culture. However, this
book is about international relations and great powers competition, not Asian
or American studies. I have found it reasonable to include the military treatises
attributed to tacticians such as Sun Tzu and Sun Bin because I considered those
writings even more important to China’s Grand Design than Confucius did. I have
also excluded religious writings, which are vaguely relevant for this research.
Finally, most of the original Chinese texts I used are of English or Russian trans-
lation, which, I believe, will not deprive this chapter of its empirical validity.

Mao’s dialectics

Western scholars exaggerate the gap between Beijing’s foreign policy under Mao
and the interventionist approach of his successors. When Francis Fukuyama
faced considerable criticism after September 11, he introduced a clarification
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about his theory, claiming that The end of the history and the Last Man reflects
the master-slave dialectics of human history (Fukuyama 2006, 10). However, the
writings of Mao Zedong offered another dialectical approach, and thus, I assume
they are central to the understanding of Chinese Foreign Policy for three reasons.
First, Мао’s works reflect the Chinese post-revolutionary perceptions of foreign
policy. Communism utilizes the Hegelian dialectics to restrain the radical load
of revolutions and establish an ultimate purpose of history. The selective ap-
proach of Mao, however, differs from that of Lenin and his successors. Second,
Mao’s philosophical treatises are the source of inspiration for the Chinese Com-
munist Party, and thus, his dialectic vision provides a plausible starting point for
the operationalization of Beijing’s post-revolutionary foreign policy. Finally, in
contrast to the Western dialectical approach, presently dominated by Fukuya-
ma’s neoliberalism, Mao’s dialectics left a sensible trail in Chinese politics.

Mao’s dialectics differ from Fukuyama’s in the former’s perceptions of the
structure of international politics and the future of great powers. For the Fukuya-
ma-dominated Western approach to dialectics, the end of history presumes the
domination of one great power – the United States – and one final form of gov-
ernment – liberal democracy. Mao’s dialectics advocate the rise of China as a
communist power but reject global hegemony. Moreover, the nature of Mao’s di-
alectics implies that the great power status of China would not be determined
by whether Beijing was a hegemon or not. Maoism defines a larger and far-
reaching political horizon that envisions Chinese history as a series of rises
and declines with the ultimate purpose to secure its rightful place in the interna-
tional system and prevent another century of humiliation. For Fukuyama, that
purpose expresses the struggle of the liberal democracies to end history and jus-
tify their universal legitimacy. Mao’s dialectics does not seek to justify the gen-
eral validity of Communism. Instead, it aims to subject and adapt its ideology
to the Chinese national interests – a purpose that still dominates the political
concepts of the Chinese Communist Party. This book suggests that Mao Zedong
has set a two-level concept that revises the philosophical implications on policy-
making and operationalizes the continuity with the pre-revolutionary Chinese
tradition. I begin with an examination of four theoretical dimensions that
serve as arguments for my assumption.

The first dimension is isolationism. In On Contradiction, Mao argues that con-
tradictory things are at the same time complementary and that all opposite ele-
ments are like this: because of certain conditions, they are on the one hand op-
posed to each other, and on the other hand, they are interconnected,
interpenetrating, and interpermeating (Zedong 1987, 10). Therefore, contradic-
tions cease to exist when the conditions for their existence lose premises. Ap-
plied to politics, the concept of contradictions presumes that Chinese Foreign
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Policy has sensible foundations. Therefore, Chinese perceptions of international
politics have structural and complex nature. The theoretical axiom, which Mao
uses to describe the essential connection between contradictive and complemen-
tary elements, predetermines the distinctive vision of Chinese foreign policy,
which perceives the structure of international politics as interdependent and in-
terchangeable. However, one should not confuse the Chinese concept of interde-
pendence with the liberal theory introduced by Joseph Nye and Robert Keohane.
In his writings, Mao provides a number of examples, referring to the economy,
agriculture, and knowledge (Zedong 1987, 11). The Chinese comprehension of in-
terdependence lies within its corresponding notion of harmony. However, Beij-
ing’s view on harmony presumes a two-level pattern of foreign policy, which
combines the establishment of tributary dependence between China and other
state actors with upholding the national interests. One might argue that the Com-
munist ideology, which has been dominating the political life in China since the
War of Liberation, had pursued hegemony as the Soviet Union did until its col-
lapse. I reject that view. Paradoxically, the logic of Mao’s Grand Design did not
seek to expand Beijing’s influence beyond the borders of Mainland China. The
efforts of the Chinese Communist Party to regulate and maintain balanced rela-
tions with the USSR are a perfect example of Mao’s ambiguous criticism of the
Soviets. The Marxist rejection of politics and the Leninist interpretation of the
class struggle served as a starting point for Maoism, although their reflections
dominated the domestic politics of Mao. In other words, the transition from Im-
perial to Communist society was central to Maoism precisely because the theo-
retical core of Mao’s writings differed between domestic politics and foreign, or
as called later – imperialist policy. The Maoist axiom of contradiction sought to
transform Chinese society and build a strong patriotic sentiment on the ruins of
the Qing dynasty. However, Mao’s interpretation of Marxism-Leninism affected
the Chinese perceptions of foreign policy, reaffirming the realist core assumption
that states, regardless of their ideology, are rational actors.

The second dimension refers to Mao’s vision of international politics. Some
would argue that Mao was vaguely familiar with the Western concepts of inter-
national relations, and thus, it is untenable to argue that he has designed a
thoughtful paradigm of foreign policy. This book joins the academic debate by
asserting that the Chinese theory of international relations is an empirical oxy-
moron for a simple reason: it is methodologically irrelevant to make a compar-
ison between Chinese intellectual tradition and theoretical paradigms of interna-
tional relations, dominated by Western scholars (Qin 2007, 320). Instead, the
foreign policy tradition of post-revolutionary China emerged under Mao’s
“three worlds theory” (An 2013, 40). In his writings, Mao conducted a structural
analysis of the international system, dividing the world into three: imperialistic
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nuclear powers (the United States and the Soviet Union), states inferior to the
superpowers (Japan, Britain and the rest of Europe), and state actors that do
not pursue an imperialistic foreign policy (former colonies in Africa and Asian
countries) (An 2013, 45). The Chinese leader employs an approach that incorpo-
rates two variables central to Marxism: asymmetrical economic dependence be-
tween classes and rejection of colonialism. Mao’s dissection of the international
system positions the USSR alongside the United States and the rest of the capi-
talist world. Therefore, the assumption that both China and the Soviet Union pur-
sued an expansionist policy adds empirical validity. For China, the most power-
ful nations during the Cold War were equal to the dark imperialistic forces,
which Marx and Lenin rebuked in their writings. China’s Communist Party con-
sidered Americans and Soviets no better than the Japanese, who attempted to
colonize APAC during World War II or the British Empire with its endless over-
seas protectorates. Thus, Mao’s three worlds theory predetermined Chinese iso-
lationism, which dominated Beijing’s foreign policy before the rapprochement
with the United States.

Anti-imperialism is a central variable of Maoism. One might argue that the
rise of China itself is an expression of imperialist temptations, similar to the
historical emergence of great European powers and the United States. The as-
sumption that Beijing seeks regional hegemony in the APAC and, in the long-
term future, global leadership is empirically valid, and I do not intend to reject
it. However, I assume that one should neglect the profound historical difference
that exists between the Chinese strategy and Western imperialism. For the Chi-
nese, the rise of their country is granted by nature (Xuetong 2001, 35). It is a
long-term process that started with the Sino-American rapprochement during
the Cold War, when the United States recognized the Chinese claims over Tibet
and thus, reaffirmed the emerging policy of One-China. What is so different be-
tween Western imperialism and the rise of China?

Kissinger reminds us that, in contrast to Europe and Eurasia, China was the
center of its own hierarchical and theoretical concept of order (Kissinger 2014,
10). In other words, the Chinese Grand Strategy is not pacifistic, but it opposes
the Western pattern of imperialism. The reason lies not only in Maoism, it stem-
med from the Ancient Chinese tradition that had dominated the political culture
of Beijing for thousands of years. Some would argue that, theoretically, imperi-
alism is an indivisible concept, and it is irrelevant to define original types of
imperialist behavior. Even so, international relations scholars cannot deny that
the concept of the political order in Ancient China differs from that of Ancient
Greece, Rome, and Imperium Christianium. Mearsheimer is right in his claim
about China, acting not always according to the dictates of Confucianism (Mear-
sheimer 2006, 160). If only it were Confucius alone. The Chinese concept of po-
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litical order is not a simple product of Confucian philosophy. One should not ne-
glect the essential contributions of military theoreticians like Sun Tzu, whose
military treatise inoculates the Chinese military spirit. Beijing has a long history
of fighting The Art of War against its neighbors, but Beijing’s record of pursuing
colonies is clear. Xuetong, in contrast to Mearsheimer, identifies the power status
of China with the concepts of “Peaceful Rise” and “Peaceful Development.”
(Xuetong 2001, 13). Xuetong’s claim would have revealed the future of interna-
tional politics if it had not been the theory of Graham Allison with its clear em-
phasis on the inevitable clash between the United States and China. Allison,
similar to Mearsheimer, is clear when stating that predominant powers do not
tolerate peer competitors and that the rising tensions between both could lead
to a military conflict. Thus, we should trace the roots of Sino-American competi-
tion in the realist explanations of war. Since the United States does not tolerate
the rise of China and since Beijing rejects Western imperialism, then the proba-
ble outcome is likely to justify the concerns of Allison. However, the ultimate
choice belongs to the dominant superpower. When the United States overtook
the British Empire as the world’s leader, Britain easily came to terms with bipo-
larity. History, however, seldom repeats itself. The rise of China will not be peace-
ful if the American policy of non-tolerance escalates into a nuclear crisis. In
truth, Beijing considers Taiwan part of mainland China. It is, however, debatable
if a military operation in support of Taipei is a rational cost for the American na-
tional interests. For China, reunification with Taiwan would be as essential as
the British handover of Hong Kong. For America, it would be rather military ag-
gression and open expression of Chinese imperialism. For the rest of the world,
it would be a war between great powers, which seek to reshape the post-pandem-
ic structure of international politics. The ultimate explanation, again, lies in the
realist paradigm of Hans Morgenthau, who concludes that superpowers begin to
deal with each other as traditional great powers, have certain interests (Cesa
2009, 181).

The third facet of Maoism, which inspires the foreign policy of contemporary
China, is continuity. Mao assumes that each contradiction in itself is particular
and concrete and that among all, one is necessarily the principal contradiction,
whose existence and development influence or determine the others (Zedong
1987, 30). I call this aspect continuity due to its opposition to the Western vision
of effective results at the costs of short-term vision. In contrast to Western per-
ceptions and Soviet utopias, the Maoist paradigm advocates a long-term self-
preservation strategy. Chinese foreign policy after the War of Liberation corre-
sponds to the rational behavior of state actors and resembles the strategy of
emerging great power. Mao’s foreign policy did not pursue global leadership
or utopic hegemony like the Soviet Union. Instead, Zedong’s rational philosophy
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embodies four essential priorities: limited détente with the United States and the
Soviet Union, changing the status quo in Eastern and South-Eastern Asia, secur-
ing the Chinese political and ideological independence from the USSR (Yahuda
1968, 97). A more detailed look at Mao’s priorities would show that it set the pre-
conditions for a long-term, spatially determined grand design, seeking to in-
crease the Chinese influence and defend Beijing’s national interests. It is but a
realist philosophy, which promotes rational decision-making.What differentiates
the Maoist concept from the Western is the central importance of spatiality. For
instance, the Presidential doctrines from the Cold War era prioritized the Amer-
ican national interests and advocated the use of force wherever is necessary and
rational. Spatiality allowed China to isolate itself from world affairs and estab-
lish a longevous framework of its foreign policy without intervening in the rela-
tions between the United States and the Soviet Union. Beijing cheated both
Washington and Moscow with the universal message of Mao Zedong, which,
under the guise of ideology, established a foreign policy line of pragmatic isola-
tionism. Although Chinese foreign policy at present days is not isolationist, it
still incorporates the facet of spatiality. Contemporary China does not seek mili-
tary confrontation with the United States but rather tempts Washington to attack
first, playing under the guise of another ideology – revisited Communism or so-
cialism with Chinese characteristics. The foremost purpose of Beijing’s Grand De-
sign is to change the status quo in Asia, claiming Taiwan and the South China
Sea. If Western rational thought has established a short-term view of foreign pol-
icy, the Chinese paradigm has jumped beyond the American perceptions of great
powers competition. If the future of liberal hegemony is highly challengeable, it
is by no means correct to praise the rising Dragon. Liberal democracies desire
power here and now and, thus, possess the resources to achieve it. To a further
extent, China pursues a great power policy, and the longevous nature of its con-
cept predetermines its success. However, longevity is advantageous only when
their state agents are in a position of enough power to emerge as great powers.
The effects of spatiality can also be detrimental to Chinese foreign policy if Bei-
jing takes off the mask of ideology before the post-pandemic structure of interna-
tional politics finally overlaps. My assumption is that if China aims to complete
the transition to bipolarity, Chinese decision-makers should abstain from open
military interventions in the APAC. An eventual war with Washington is the
only scenario that could reverse the future predominance of China.

Combined, the three facets of Maoism constitute the theoretical core of
Chinese foreign policy after the War of Liberation. In truth, the primary purpose
of Mao’s philosophical writings was to establish his political authority and en-
sure the continuity of the collapsed Empire to the People’s Republic of China.
The Cultural Revolution, The Great Leap Forward, and the rest of Mao’s political
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campaigns fulfilled his vision of strong and independent China. Much has been
written on the differences that divide Chinese Communism from that of the
USSR. Instead, I have found it reasonable to analyze the Maoist perceptions of
U.S. Foreign Policy. I begin with a short review of the Nixon doctrine that is es-
sential to understanding the Sino-American rapprochement.

Unlike most Presidential administrations, Nixon represents a perfect exam-
ple of strategic teamwork between the President and his Secretary of State,
Henry Kissinger. The efforts of Richard Nixon to strengthen the United States ex-
pressed the three lines of his doctrine. The first concerned limited adversary
relationship through reconciling the demands of residual strategic bipolarity
with those presented by the new conditions of politico-economic multipolarity
(Litwak 1986, 80). While the preceding administrations sought to increase the
U.S. influence and contain the USSR by weaving bipolar confrontation as a cor-
nerstone of their doctrines, Kissinger chose to reshape the strategic perceptions
of U.S. Foreign Policy. Overstressing bipolarity and confrontation with Moscow
meant the imminent risk of mutual assured destruction.With the USSR dominat-
ing the socialistic bloc,Washington was dogged to deter the Soviet nuclear threat
and Communism. Henceforth, Nixon and Kissinger designed a policy of rap-
prochement with China to undermine Kremlin’s ideological primacy. They
worked to establish stable and constructive Sino-American relations and moti-
vate Beijing to act independently from Moscow. Recognizing the People’s Repub-
lic of China also meant making it friendly to the United States so that the Soviet
orthodox Communists could no longer consider themselves the voice of the Pro-
letariat. American officials, however, were aware that unless the Sino-Soviet bor-
der conflict was kept under control, it could evolve into limited nuclear warfare.
Therefore, President Nixon endorsed a dual strategy: to continue talks with
Chairman Mao Zedong and make certain that Moscow’s efforts to threaten the
Chinese national interests would remain futile.

Second, the Nixon doctrine revises U.S. perceptions of warfare and defines
the limits of politico-military retrenchment (Litwak 1986, 117). Historians and
political scientists tend to exaggerate the impact of the Vietnam War on U.S. For-
eign Policy. However, the Vietnam experience undercut the robust position of
America in the eyes of its allies for two reasons. First, in terms of military strat-
egies, U.S. decision-makers reached a consensus on the limits of conventional
warfare and its inefficiency against unconventional tactics. Washington could
no longer support a feasible image of its military policy if it had to act unilater-
ally or coordinate with its allies. The consequence was that the Vietnam War
would deprive future U.S. interventions of political meaning because Washing-
ton could not easily justify its prolonged involvement in the region. The political
and military weight shifted away from America to the USSR. Second, the Vietnam
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experience drained significant economic resources from the United States. Nixon
and Kissinger realized that the future essence of U.S. Foreign Policy should re-
flect the national interests of the United States. Instead, the Nation’s foreign pol-
icy has become an amalgam of universal commitments and containment those
years of bipolar confrontation had generated. If the Nixon administration was
to reshape its foreign policy, the President should start by revisiting relations
with the allies and balancing the strategy of containment. For these reasons,
the Nixon doctrine elaborated the basic criterion of American commitment
and selective engagement. Moreover, Nixon and Kissinger calculated that diplo-
matic talks and bilateral dialogues with U.S. adversaries would favor U.S. For-
eign Policy better than demonstrating power. Thus, the United States adopted
a détente strategy aimed to release tensions with the Soviet Union. It was a flex-
ible approach with the dual intent to remedy the Vietnam experience and to
improve relations with China. In attempting to heal the wounds from the War,
Washington forgot that the United States should inevitably develop its strategy
of unconventional warfare. The Nixon administration calculated the risks of an-
other intervention in the Asia-Pacific but misjudged the evolving nature of war.

The final line refers to détente: a strategy serving to create a favorable Great
Power atmosphere in which the Nixon doctrine could be applied to permit an or-
derly devolution of American power to incipient regional powers. In a bipolar
world, however, détente was a risky strategy. In his attempts to incorporate it
into U.S. Foreign Policy, President Nixon realized that détente would probably
change the dynamic of U.S.-Soviet relations and that it could deflect in chal-
lengeable directions. Apart from the fact that the Brezhnev doctrine advocated
collective defense and justified Soviet military interference in the socialist
camp, the Nixon administration was rigid in its decision to follow détente. How-
ever, Nixon’s choice of strategy was not to patronize the Brezhnev doctrine. The
Presidential administration was highly sensitive to undertaking further commit-
ments in Europe that could favor Soviet diplomacy. The European Community
opposed the U.S. actions in South East Asia, and thus, President Nixon under-
stood the concerns that the European allies had about the future of NATO in
terms of arms limitation and U.S.-Soviet talks. Years later, Henry Kissinger fore-
told the destructive scenario of nuclear warfare that could come to reality if the
allies invoked Article Five from the Washington Treaty. In short, the Nixon doc-
trine was the only rational form U.S. Foreign Policy could take at that time. The
United States could not guarantee that it would initiate what Kissinger called “a
blood-thirsty strategy” and retaliate against a potential nuclear attack on the
Western Hemisphere. Washington, however, did not lose the trust of its allies
for a simple reason: lack of a better alternative. The European Community wor-
ried about the rise of the pro-Soviet movements in its Member States, apart from
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the negative effects that the Eurosclerosis period had produced. There was
enough diffidence about the course European integration should take and not
enough consent on economic regulations. The European nations did not trust
each other, and their common distrust turned against the Americans. The way
to ease Euro-Atlantic tensions was through détente and dialogue with the So-
viets. President Nixon realized that the best way to shunt the European mistrust
was to repurpose NATO. In 1969, during his address to the Commemorative Ses-
sion of the Alliance, Nixon urged that the allies stress their mutual benefits from
the collective defense and create a social dimension of NATO. A successful move
consolidated the allies for another 20 years.

Throughout most of his term, President Nixon sought to reshape U.S. Foreign
Policy and boost rapprochement with China in response to the Brezhnev doc-
trine. However, improving Sino-American relations was only one aspect of the
Nixon doctrine that introduced a more relevant approach to foreign policy deci-
sion-making. More important was the compliance of the Nixon administration
with two major foreign policy revisions: rethinking the U.S. global commitments
and endorsing the strategy of détente. Before Nixon, the United States main-
tained that China was much like the Soviet Union and benefited from not recog-
nizing the regime in Beijing. Kissinger, however, realized that Chinese Commu-
nism did not follow the anti-Stalinism of Khrushchev and thus, considered
Maoism an independent ideological entity that differed from the post-Stalinist
interpretations of Marxism-Leninism. In further defense of their doctrine, the
Chinese even denounced Soviet Communism, claiming that the USSR preached
socialist imperialism, thereby depicting the latter as a corrupted and declining
ideology. There was no agreement between Beijing and Moscow about whether
a Stalinist cult for the leader should provide the political formula of Communism
and about whether the Soviet Union would hold the ideological primacy in the
socialist bloc. Most of Mao’s rhetoric had been spent on whether Moscow was a
broken shadow of true Communism or a victim of its imperialist ambitions.

Even though there were many criticisms and discords about the U.S.-China
rapprochement, two major presumptions have hardened the position of the
Nixon administration: the unpredictable behavior of Brezhnev and the Sino-
Soviet split. In effect, President Nixon’s strategy of utilizing rapprochement
with Beijing to split the Communist camp was successful. In another sense,
the Nixon doctrine has been lost. For what was the aftermath of the rapproche-
ment, the Sino-American cooperation did not benefit U.S. Foreign Policy in long-
terms; it rather undercut the future of the American global leadership.Washing-
ton wanted China to become a buffer against the ideological and political expan-
sion of the USSR because Nixon believed that Beijing’s foreign policy would
push off and contain the Soviet ambitions. Moscow sought to marginalize the
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People’s Republic so that it could be subsidiary to Kremlin. Both America and
the Soviet Union underestimated the Chinese ambitions and thus, legitimized
Beijing’s aspirations for future leadership. It was but a historical and ideological
compromise that shaped the dimensions of the centuries-old Chinese strategy of
long-term domination. Despite the nukes, China was for match to the military po-
tential of the superpowers. However, the modus vivendi of Beijing relied largely
on economic expansion, combined with what the United States called pragmatic
dictatorship. China accepted the American lead to counter the ideological ambi-
tions of the USSR, but only as long as it benefited the core of the Chinese spatial
strategy – pursuing a policy of global leadership through weakening the Soviet
Union and the United States.

Why was Mao’s foreign policy successful? Although the vast majority of
Western scholars have consistently depicted the Maoist paradigm through the
lenses of the Cultural Revolution, their approach seemed to be one-sided and
misleading. Maoism drew inspiration from original Chinese philosophies such
as Taoism and Mohism and thus, constructed a theoretical system of dialectics,
which partially mirrored orthodox Soviet Communism (Holubnychy 1964, 25). In
other words, Mao employed the research design of Marxism and Lenin’s writings,
transforming them through the prism of his philosophical creed, combined with
the charismatic inheritance of the traditional Chinese culture. The personal po-
litical experience of Mao provided him with the political formula of the People’s
Republic. The Chinese Empire was no more, and the monarchy collapsed. How-
ever, the Mandate of Heaven did not die. For Mao, the Emperor was a product of
the feudal Chinese society and the subsequent process of centralization that
marked the reign of the Qin dynasty (Zhou 2016, 262). The position of Chairman
revived the concept of Chinese leadership and, per se, restored the centralized
political authority that perished with the fall of the Qing Empire. Therefore, Bei-
jing emerged as prominent regional power primarily due to the centralization of
post-revolutionary China. The Chairman, like the Emperor, was in possession of
infinite power. However, Mao succeeded where the Imperial institution had con-
sistently failed throughout its millennial history: he established a political sys-
tem of hierarchical authority without involving the country in endless domestic
conflicts. When China entered the Korean War, Mao sided with the Soviets for
ideological reasons, but his rational concern was not to allow American troops
on the Chinese borders. The modern schools of international relations would
have agreed that the Chinese realpolitik had stemmed its legitimacy from the
Maoist concept of foreign policy if it had not been for the ideological prejudices
of the Soviets. However, this book finds it reasonable to ask another question –
what would have happened if the Chinese Revolution had not been successful?
Can we assume that the original Chinese tradition could have melted in the writ-
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ings of Lenin and Stalin? The answers are unambiguous due to the then predom-
inance of the USSR in Asia. Centralized China was in a far better position to
stand for its political and ideological independence with the nuclear powers.
It was a strategy of balancing between the most powerful nations who survived
World War II. The transition to Communism, thus, was the necessary step China
had to undertake for its survival after the Empire lost its legitimacy with Emperor
Puyi reigning in Manchuria. Mao was the principal agent of that change, and his
vision of the Chinese political order laid the foundations of New China. Although
his dialectics were theoretically related to the Soviet tradition and although his
campaigns are subject to ideological debates, Zedong’s vision of materialistic di-
alectics offered a revisited political formula, a new Mandate of Heaven that re-
fined the Soviet Vozhdizm and introduced a long-term foreign policy strategy
to oppose the influence of both United States and the USSR.

The power of cultivation

Every scholar who is familiar with the differences between Lenin’s works and
Mao’s writings would approve that the theoretical approaches of both authors
differ from each other. This does not exclude their goal to justify the political for-
mula of Communism, as it is true that Mao and Lenin, and Stalin considered
themselves faithful followers of Marx. Lenin borrowed Marxism and the revolu-
tionary concept of the French to elaborate the political philosophy of Marxism-
Leninism. Stalin, although tempted to revive the Orthodox Church as a source
of legitimacy, did not give up its Cult of Personality. Even after the de-Staliniza-
tion, his successors revisited the Eurasian paradigm to justify the political cha-
risma of the Soviet leadership. The Soviet foreign policy, however, did not evolve
into a Grand Design and thus, never achieved the extent of plausibility Beijing
has succeeded in maintaining. Like the superpower it was, the USSR pursued
a hegemonic policy and seldom displayed any signs of reforms. The Chinese for-
eign policy, quite the opposite, being more flexible and less tempted to promote
universal values,was much more realistic in its purposes. The successors of Mao,
and more particularly Chairman Deng Xiaoping, dealt with another set of issues,
namely, one that allowed Communist China to outlive the Cold War – social re-
forms. One might argue that for the time of his rule Mao opposed Xiaoping’s fu-
ture vision of China and that Xixian’s reformation was not a peaceful transition
to modern China. Even so, a few would reject the profound contributions of Deng
and the successful implications of his foreign policy towards the Carter admin-
istration. Therefore, if Mao laid the foundation of Communist China and its post-
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revolutionary involvement in international politics, Deng Xiaoping cultivated the
Chinese power to coin Beijing’s Grand Strategy and avoid Soviet mistakes.

It is important to highlight that partly due to the lack of enough studies on
the Chinese concept of power and that because the existing resources originate
from the pre-revolutionary history of China, Beijing’s foreign policy is subject to
theoretical misunderstandings and one-sided assessments. To summarize, we
can infer two points of view, which offer valid arguments in support of their as-
sumptions and seek to introduce a plausible explanation of the contemporary
Chinese paradigm. One is the assertion of Mearsheimer, who argues that despite
its Confucian claims, China’s rise will be aggressive and likely to seek regional
hegemony in the APAC (Mearsheimer 2006, 170). The other belongs to Yan Xue-
tong, who claims that Chine will rise peacefully, following the essential Confu-
cian paradigm of benevolence and social harmony (Xuetong 2013, 100). My as-
sumption is that Xuetong’s will be valid as long as Beijing follows the policy
of silent cultivator, while Mearsheimer’s predictions will fulfill if America decides
to declare war on China. Mearsheimer is right in his assumption that China has
elaborated a parabellum paradigm similar to Western perceptions of warfare.
However, the Chinese paradigm differs from the latter for a simple reason: it
seeks to reverse the American power against the United States instead of attack-
ing first. It is a defensive rather than offensive pattern of warfare, which benefits
the Chinese strategy of establishing tributary relations with American allies (Kis-
singer 2012, 50). To remind, superpowers dominate the structure of international
politics and seek to preserve the status quo and tilt the balance of power con-
stantly in their favor. Therefore, I assume that it is more reasonable to ask
would the dominant superpower tolerate a peer competitor for global leadership.
If Graham Allison is right about the imminent Sino-American clash and its rele-
vance to the geopolitical rivalries between Athens and Sparta, we could easily
conclude that Washington will have the final word. If China invades Taiwan,
that will not be a peaceful rise but rather a rational move to self-preservation
and survival as Washington did when the USSR sent its ships to Cuba in 1962.
The Soviet missiles could easily target the United States as the American destroy-
ers in Taiwan waters could hit mainland China. In a nuclear age, where interna-
tional anarchy predetermines political relations among nations, the vital concern
of state actors is their survival. Thus, it is more rational first to assess if Taiwan is
the cost both the United States and China are willing to pay to enter into a mili-
tary confrontation.

I have elaborated the concept of silent cultivator to dissect Chinese foreign
policy in a manner that is vaguely discussed among scholars. Most of the
works, which explore Beijing’s strategies, imply that China is a typical Commu-
nist power seeking to fulfill the Soviet dream. After discussing the differences be-
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tween the Soviets and China, I find it reasonable to indicate the weaknesses of
such theoretical assumptions. Chinese leaders like Hu Jintao and Xi Jinping came
to be devoted proponents of China’s rise, but it is untenable to assume that their
doctrines blindly worship the legacy of Mao or even the social reforms of Deng
Xiaoping. Contrary to the Chinese leaders from the Cold War era, Xi Jinping has
the mission to hold the leadership of a rising power, which faces the predomi-
nance of another superpower. The world is going bipolar, and thus, China has
the opportunity to correct the mistakes of the Soviet Union and emerge as a
great power on an equal footing with America. Chinese Communism is an ex-
pression of Beijing’s domestic political regime, but its foreign policy is much
similar to what Western scholars would call realpolitik (Christensen 1996, 50).
The Soviet foreign policy, quite the opposite, advocated ideological expansion,
export of Communism, and unification of the World Proletariat. Even after Stalin
dissolved the Communist International, Moscow’s “realpolitik” represented a
paradox of Communist universalism and uncontrolled squandering of hard
power. I continue by introducing my concept, which, I believe, explains further
the rise of China after the end of the Cold War.

Robert Jervis stresses the importance of cognitive issues in foreign policy
decision-making (Jervis 2017, 205). Therefore, if one seeks to understand the ra-
tional behavior of state actors and their foreign policy, the former should start
with the examination of cognitive perceptions. Despite their ideological differen-
ces, Policymakers always seek to maximize security and ensure the survival of
their nations for the sake of their self-preservation. Communism is the political
formula of the ruling party in China, but I assert that to limit the analysis of Chi-
nese foreign policy to the Communist ideology is to assume that U.S. Foreign Pol-
icy does not mirror the legacy of Britain. The dominant position, which the Chi-
nese Communist Party occupies, allows it to shape Chinese people’s political
and ideological perceptions. However, a few would neglect that the original tra-
dition of China has also influenced Beijing’s policymakers (Xuetong 2008, 140).
When I use the term cultivation, I mean the whole branch of traditional percep-
tions that affect the decision-making process in Beijing on the political, military,
economic, and cultural levels. This is not a definition but rather a description of
what we should discuss before assessing Chinese realpolitik. I begin with an ex-
amination of the Chinese philosophical perceptions of the universe and then
continue to its corresponding behavioral attitudes. This book does not deal
with theology and religion, and thus, I will limit my review to those aspects of
Chinese culture that concern the purposes of my research.

The first and the most profound aspect of cultivation refers to universalism.
The idea of the “world” in Ancient China embodies three concepts: Tian-Di
(Heaven-Earth), Yu-Zhou (Universe), and Shi-Jie (world) (Fa 2014, 4). The interac-
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tion between the people and the Universe they inhabited is central to the Chinese
comprehension of the world, and thus, it shaped the attitudes of the most power-
ful groups in Chinese society through the schools of Taoism and Confucianism.
The complex nature of the Chinese worldview predetermines its opposition to
Western theology, which derived the conclusion about human nature from the
Original Sin. Confucianism assumes that although all human beings are born
with the ability to be good, each person should cultivate the virtues and over-
come the self in order to control the future events and to achieve benevolence
(Sternberg and Yang 1997, 101). Another important segment of Confucianism is
its typologization of human nature. Confucius believed in the high importance
of knowledge and thus, defined four groups of humans: born with knowledge,
acquiring knowledge through study and training, turning to benevolence after
deviating from the path, and finally, ordinary humans with no motivation to cul-
tivate (Lau 2000). Therefore, the Confucian paradigm advocates the achievement
of knowledge and motivates its followers to pursue actions that are justified and
right. The principles and the virtues, introduced by Confucius embody a moral
code, which seeks the origins of evil in the absence of good (Creel 1931, 30). Tao-
ism moves beyond the theoretical border of Confucianism and identifies the
objective reality with the eternal change (Xiaogan 1998, 20). It is a philosophy,
which presumes the Universal order exists in a fragile balance and periodically
transforms. Taoism does not deal with absolute truths, whether good or evil and
thus, excludes the moral cleavage that Western philosophy draws between both.
Moreover, the very concept of Tao – the right way upon which the Universe
moves, presumes a contradiction similar to that Mao analyzed in his dialectics:
The Something and The Nothing Produce each other (Kaltenmark 1969, 100).
Thus, since the Universe changes constantly, one should follow the right way
to adapt through adjusting his way to the Tao, or, as Chuang Tzu discusses,
“One the man of far-reaching vision knows how to make divide things into
one.” Taoism advocates for its followers to achieve full knowledge of their char-
acter and the surrounding environment in order to pursue the Tao through
adapting their lives to the changing Universe. Although the Taoist paradigm es-
tablishes moral standards for humble behavior, it does not advocate following
an orthodox and generally valid path outside of Tao. Can we assume that Con-
fucianism and Taoism have influenced Chinese foreign policy after the Cold War?
The answer of this book is yes. Thus, I assume that the first aspect of cultivation
is Chinese Universalism. I offer several proofs in support of my assumption. First
off, Confucianism and Taoism are the ideological walls that bar Western influ-
ence and liberal democracy from spreading in China. Communism has a central
place for maintaining and justifying the political authority of the Chinese Com-
munist Party, but original traditions and their derivatives, such as Neo-Confu-
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cianism, are also distinct for the Chinese people. Confucianism and Taoism, al-
though they have no place in the Constitution, are still a source of national and
traditional pride and cultural self-identification within the APAC region. In other
words, China’s strategic culture incorporates the Tao, which domestic politics
seek to cultivate and adapt as Deng Xiaoping did. Second, the theoretical core
of both philosophies provides us with a further understanding of Chinese foreign
policy. For instance, Confucianism encourages the self-motivation and cultiva-
tion of knowledge, which is essential for effective decision-making. The more
knowledge policymakers acquire for the security environment, the stronger
their protection is against the nation’s adversaries. Investments in cybersecurity
and emerging technologies provide a perfect example of the cultivation of cog-
nitions. Third, the universal view of Taoism mirrors the notable Chinese skills
of geopolitical accommodation, intercultural adaptation, and military adjust-
ment. One can find the models of adaptation in the social reforms of Deng
Xiaoping, the military reforms of Xi Jinping, or the diplomatic approach of Hu
Jintao. It is the far-reaching vision of those leaders that transformed China
from a post-revolutionary state to an emerging great power.

The second aspect of cultivation is creativity. Neoclassical realists argue
that relative material power establishes the basic parameters of a country’s for-
eign policy (Rose 1998, 140). Although realism prioritizes hard power and, more
particularly, the military capabilities of state actors, realist scholars do not reject
the validity of soft power.Wang’s explanation of Chinese foreign policy involves
the concept of public diplomacy, which involves advertising the Chinese achieve-
ments and boosting the Beijing’s image overseas (Wang 2008, 260). Therefore,
the soft rise of China, as Wang describes it, presumes that Beijing should dem-
onstrate a willingness to bear the global responsibility of great power. However,
the success of Chinese diplomacy relies also on another variable that amplifies
the projection of soft power – creativity. The Western understanding of soft
power lies in attraction (Nye 1990, 160). The Chinese tradition considers attrac-
tiveness and ideology secondary to foreign policy and excludes the export of val-
ues in its grand strategy. Instead, the spirit of Chinese politics expresses an un-
conventional approach that favors conflict resolution and social harmony (Staats
2009, 47). Harmony, however, does not preclude leadership. The flexible creative-
ness of China predetermines the far-reaching strategy of Beijing and seeks lead-
ership through exercising soft power under the guise of public diplomacy and
hard power, wherever Chinese national interests are at stake. The harmonious
approach does not aim to alter the international anarchy or export Communism
similar to the USSR. Social harmony promotes multipolar globalization, which re-
fers to the personal political choice of each nation to follow its original path of
creativity in the sense of political development and cultural creed. This is not to
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say that the pursuit of creativity goes by soft power only. The parabellum para-
digm of China, which I will further discuss in this chapter, presumes the use of
military force. However, in contrast to the Western approach, Chinese hard
power is inferior to public diplomacy. One might argue that those correlations
are valid only to the extent to which Beijing does not possess the military capa-
bilities of the United States. Even so, history shows that the cultivation of crea-
tivity has raised China to the place of the world’s second-largest economy and
thus, achieved the assumption of Taoism and the axioms of Mao’s dialectics.
The Chinese economy cannot develop without the American, and the U.S. econ-
omy cannot grow without the Chinese. Both powers “produce” each other poli-
tics and coexist in a tight economic interdependence, which sustains the balance
of power in international relations. A military conflict between Washington and
Beijing, regardless of its origins, would lead to a global recession and large-scale
destruction. Thus, the rise of China might not be as peaceful as the Chinese
scholars assume, or as violent as American policymakers predict. It will be cre-
ative. It combines what Joseph Nye calls soft power with the parabellum para-
digm, introduced by Johnson and Mearsheimer (Johnson 1998, 20). The power
of creativity and cultivation, however, will prevent China from starting wars un-
less another state actor threatens its national interests. For the United States, the
annexation of Taiwan is equal to a war of aggression, but for China, it will pre-
vent the deployment of American troops in Beijing’s backyard. The creative de-
cision, therefore, does not presume a military conflict. China could easily wait
for the American decline and launch an attack on Taiwanese soil when the Unit-
ed States is no more in a position to retaliate. Whether it would be after ten or
fifty years, Beijing will get the opportunity to invade Taipei when the balance
of power in APAC no longer benefits America. If, however, China abandons its
creative approach and faces the United States in the near future, it will repeat
the mistake of Imperial Japan. A plausible outpost for creative cultivation is
the weakening of the alliances between the United States and its allies in the re-
gion. Yet, the foremost purpose of China should be to secure its territorial integ-
rity in the face of domestic riots and COVID.

The third facet of China’s silent cultivation concerns the imperative nature of
Chinese domestic power. It derives from the school of legalism and its implica-
tion for Beijing’s foreign policy behavior. As I discussed above, Chinese philos-
ophy rejects the absolute validity of the good-bad moral cleavage. Both values
mirror the Chinese perceptions of human nature, but if Confucian morality
seeks to defeat the evil through self-cultivation, Legalism suggests that people
are powerless to overcome evil (Cheung 2007, 87). In similar to Morgenthau’s pes-
simism about the positive attitudes of the human sense, the Legalist school ad-
vocates strict discipline and corresponding punishments for those who violate
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the law. The easiest way to assess Legalism and its impact on Chinese culture is
to analyze the domestic politics of Communist China. However, this book does
not deal with internal sources of foreign policy since the latter begins where
the former ends (Kissinger 1966, 503). It is important to highlight that although
Confucianism and Taoism are central to the Chinese cultural inheritance, Legal-
ism is another major school that shaped the intellectual history of China. An
analysis, which excludes the imperative philosophy of the Chinese legalists
and prioritizes the peaceful character of Confucianism, would fail to explain
why Beijing’s foreign policy behavior pursues a policy of great power. Legalism,
in other words, advocates strong leadership, centralized decision-making, and
strict hierarchy.

Moreover, it stresses the uniqueness of Chinese society and its distinctive-
ness from other cultures. This book assumes that if Confucius has inspired the
Chinese vision of the Universe and if Taoism has formed the far-reaching vision
of Chinese leadership, Legalism shaped the Chinese comprehension of human
nature and still influences Beijing’s foreign policy. Philosophers will criticize
me for the comparison I will make, but the best way to describe those theoretical
correlations is through drawing a parallel between Western concepts and ancient
beliefs in China. If liberalism and socialism praise human nature with an unen-
viable optimist, realists tend to follow the classic example of Morgenthau, who
stresses the lustful desire for power. In addition,Waltz elaborates the arguments
of classical realism by arguing that the source of all conflicts lies in the structure
of international politics (Waltz 1998, 620). The Chinese concept of power incor-
porates the peaceful attitudes of Confucianism and the spatial approach of Tao-
ism but prefers to be more pessimistic about people and their decisions. The con-
temporary foreign policy of China endorses cultivation, creativeness, and social
harmony but also implies that Beijing does not seek to promote its influence
by limiting it to popular culture, Chinese TV series, or other expressions of
soft power. The behind-the-curtains approach of China includes the establish-
ment of what Henry Kissinger calls “tributary relations,” which is similar to
the dependence that Washington shares with Beijing. Once designed, the tribu-
tary network of the Chinese grand strategy benefits Beijing’s policymakers even
better than the potential deployment of the People’s Liberation Army overseas.
Thus, we can justify the assumption of Kuang-Hui Yeh that Confucian relational-
ism operates with Chinese interpersonal interactions (Yeh 2010, 80). However,
Feng Zhang is also correct when implying that Chinese inclusive relationalism
is already informing a large part of Chinese foreign policy (Zhang 2015, 20).
My assumption is that although China pursues a policy largely influenced by
the Confucian philosophy, Legalism also provides Chinese policymakers with
a source of inspiration. The future of Chinese foreign policy, eventually, could
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evolve into a debate among proponents of a Confucian-style peaceful paradigm
and defenders of a more offensive, Legalist-inspired strategy. I assert that China
should stick to the first approach and combine its creative rise with long-term
strategic planning imbued by Taoism. Legalism, quite the opposite, could
serve as a domestic source of policymaking, but if Beijing moves to design a le-
galist doctrine of hegemonic behavior, it could easily fall into the trap of the So-
viet Union. In his works, Mearsheimer poses the question of whether China can
rise peacefully. Although I do not pretend to have a universal response, one
should remember the lesson of history no emerging great power has risen peace-
fully unless its predecessor has allowed it. The more United States is inclined to
start a war, the more legalist and aggressive Beijing’s foreign policy will be. On
the contrary, the more Confucian Chinese politics is, the more liberal and hegem-
onic American foreign policy. The ultimate question is can China and the United
States escape both Thucydides and Han Feizi’s trap.

The silent cultivation of China embodies another part of its philosophy – pa-
tience. I explain the Chinese concept of patience through the notion of gongfu.
The word gongfu refers to the combined notion of time and energy devoted to
a certain task and the human determination involved in completing it (Shih
1990, 53). Shih infers three variables that determine the successful completion
of one’s mission: patience (referred as to time), industry (referred to as energy),
and perseverance (referred to as determination) (Shih 1990, 60). I assume that
similar perceptions could provide a reasonable explanation of Beijing’s Grand
Strategy. Here, I offer a more detailed view of Chinese foreign policy by inferring
three unique aspects of China’s Grand Design.

The first aspect explains the Chinese actions in time. China did not rise in-
stantly. It did not become a great power after a global conflict, and neither did it
seek to expand outside the APAC. It returns to become a great power again. His-
tory shows that the faster a great power rises, the quicker its decline is. Beijing’s
foreign policy, regardless of the historical period it operates, did not struggle for
military or cultural hegemony. Mao Zedong was born under the Emperor’s reign,
but his ascent did not change the millennial desire of China to be a great power.
This leads us back to Chinese philosophy and its worldview. Political leadership
in China is but a headship of the Chinese nation, which occupies the center of
the Universe. For the Chinese leader, whether it will be a Chief, Emperor, or
Chairman, national leadership prevails over the temptation of global hegemony.
Mearsheimer is right when arguing that the Chinese policy towards its neighbors
has not been peaceful through the centuries, but it has not been a policy of ex-
pansion similar to the Russian military campaigns in the Far East. China, quite
the opposite, has acted in a more defensive manner when external enemies have
threatened its neighbors. This is not to say that Beijing has not started a military
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conflict. However, Chinese politics have been predominantly Sino-centric, and
thus, China has prioritized domestic order and political authority over the con-
quest of other countries. I assume that it is not a matter of moralpolitik but of
pragmatic leadership.We can speak of patience on both macro and micro levels.
Chinese leaders after the Cold War have been critical of capitalism and democ-
racy, but they never attempted an open confrontation with the United States.
Some might attack me that the rise of China is an objective powershift, like
the ones I explained in the previous chapter. However, why do liberal democra-
cies fail to exploit the powershift and prevent China’s rise? Can we say that those
objective conditions resulted from the consistent efforts of the United States and
Europe to make China a technological and economic giant? China contributed
only peripherally to World War I and World War II without sending a single sol-
dier overseas.What if China is not the furious Dragon but an old Sage who super-
vises the great powers and who was worthy for the words of Napoleon: “China is
a sleeping giant. Let her sleep, for when she wakes, she will shake the world”
(Kerr 2013, 10). If so, the sleeping Sage can wait for another five decades unless
another nation decides to challenge it first.

Industry, in terms of energy, sheds light on the attractive shadow of China.
Communism in China does not rebuke the modern manifestation of class strug-
gle. However, the economic paradigm of Beijing follows the legacy of Deng
Xiaoping, achieving an impressive balance between political stability and eco-
nomic growth. The success of China reflects two essential components of its
model: integrating elements of liberal economic policy by opening it to foreign
investments and permitting the ruling party to sustain its grip on government
(Zhao 2010, 419). The labor cost is what lured the wealthiest American corpora-
tions to relocate their facilities to China. Despite the attempts of President Trump
to prevent the export of capital to Beijing, it turned out that a few investors
would offer their financial outcomes as a sacrifice to the Neocons. Western eco-
nomic theories stress the nature of the financial outcomes and the complicity of
long-term purposes. The Chinese approach, on the contrary, focuses its predic-
tions on the ability one should have to achieve outstanding results. If the pre-
election motto of Donald Trump was “Buy American, Hire American” (BAHA),
China has already offered a more magnanimous deal: “Buy American, Hire Chi-
nese” (BAHC). Instead of spending its resources to produce and export goods,
Beijing has cultivated the inflow of investments and the labor market in favor
of the state. After applying the policy of BAHC and mobilizing its resources to
deter the American predominance, China succeeded in globalizing its currency.
The Chinese Yuan joined the family of the main reserve currencies, which boost-
ed the Chinese economic growth. In pursuing the establishment of the digital
yuan, Beijing posed a direct challenge to the dollar dominance, though exposing
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the world economy to the risk of another recession. However, I assume that a dig-
ital competition of currencies will be less detrimental to the balance of power
than fighting a war.

Finally comes perseverance. The rise of China is not a unique and undenia-
ble achievement of a single leader. Although regarded as a great revolutionary
and founding father of the People’s Republic, Mao Zedong serves as a source
of ideological inspiration for the Chinese people, yet, his legacy evolved under
Deng Xiaoping and his successors. I find it important to emphasize the person-
al charisma of Chinese leadership and its implications for perseverance. The po-
sition of Chairman, or as evident from its official translation – President, is an
expression of the centralized and undisputed primacy of the Chinese leader. Sec-
tion Two of the Chinese Constitution explicitly defines the office of the President
of the People’s Republic (Zhang 2021, 10). However, the office of the President
possesses a deeper implication that refers to the development of one’s personal
and political skills. Confucianism stresses the importance of personal behavior
and presumes that one should strengthen his character through refining it in
practice (Wah 2010, 281). Confucius also argues that in political leadership,
the government is ruled by the leader’s personal and moral values such as dis-
cipline, flexible behavior, self-restraint, and perseverance (Robertson 2000, 260).
I believe that the latter is central to the Chinese leadership for two reasons. Most
Chinese leaders have a long history of preparation for state offices and an out-
standing record in intercultural mediation. Their political and ideological perse-
verance shapes the foreign policy of China and impersonates Beijing in the face
of its adversaries. Second, although the leaders change, their policy remains sub-
ject to the future of China.Whether it will be a devotion to Communism or Con-
fucian romanticism, Chinese leadership advocates for leaders with individual
charisma and rational personal character to lead the Chinese nation and endure
its national interests.

Sinocetrism: Tributary Diplomacy vs. Military Paternalism

Much has been written about Chinese realpolitik and its methodological rele-
vance to Western paradigms. If we employ a standard approach of theoretical
analysis, we should be able to dissect the realist paradigm of China outside of
the popular political mythologies about the similarities between Soviet foreign
policy and the strategy of Beijing. I assume that the Chinese realpolitik repre-
sents a successful approach to emerging great power for a simple reason: its
origins. Most IR scholars seek to explain Beijing’s paradigm by assessing the bal-
ance of power in APAC or explaining Chinese foreign policy towards the United
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States. Although I consider both approaches useful and rational, I have chosen
another starting point for my explanation, which refers to the roots of Beijing’s
Grand Strategy. This book argues that the success of Chinese realpolitik does not
only reflect its parabellum paradigm or cultivation. My assertion is that the rise
of China is decisive and irreversible due to its substantive design. In other words,
instead of duplicating and recreating American realpolitik and U.S. behavior,
China has elaborated a distinctive approach that seeks to reshape international
politics. I will provide three examples in support of my claim.

The Eurasian paradigm, which is central to Russian foreign policy, follows
the American approach but differs in terms of strategic perceptions and ideolog-
ical implications (Ivanov 2021, 58). Russian culture and its military constitute the
cornerstone of Moscow’s aspirations for regional hegemony in Eurasia. Although
the Russian strategy has revisited the old Soviet doctrines, it did not abandon the
dream of restoring the USSR through the unification of Eurasia. Alexander Dugin
highlights that United Eurasia will be a glorious Empire, although different from
the Soviet Union in terms of ideology and economic system (Dugin 2014, 20). The
majority of European scholars have elaborated a specific term to describe the
Russian Strategy: hybrid warfare. Although there is a growing body of literature
about asymmetric conflicts, and although definitions vary, most theoreticians
have consistently agreed that Russian foreign policy utilizes sequentially hard
and soft power to achieve its goals under the guise of Orthodox Christianity
or monarchist nostalgia. I assume that the most detailed and systematic expla-
nation belongs to Strukov. Strukov’s theory defines Moscow’s approach as a ma-
nipulative strategy, which supplies a combination of hard and soft power tools,
on one level, on another, traverses the binary dynamic of power positive/nega-
tive, external/internal, and vertical/horizontal, and instead operates as a
multi-directional, ambiguous and often contradictory, polyvalent, and parasitic
system of influence (Strukov 2016, 35). In short, Russian foreign policy combines
soft and hard power in a pattern, similar to Joseph Nye’s concept of smart power
(Nye 2009, 8). The definition of Strukov indicates the similarities between Russi-
an and American smart power regarding the policy of manipulation, although
his explanation is a little different from Nye’s top-down approach. Russia,
which seeks to unite Eurasian economically and culturally and take advantage
of the region for its global claims, applies the soft power of Russian Orthodoxy
and Eurasian culture, combined with military interventions. Although the scope
of the Kremlin’s smart power is limited due to the reduced capabilities of post-
Soviet Russia and because of the declining Russian economy, Moscow’s interfer-
ences in Ukraine and the Balkans still challenge the American influence in East-
ern Europe.
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European Union is the most advanced example of suis generis community,
which inspires liberal institutionalists with its political architecture. Yet, there
is no academic or even political consensus about European foreign policy, espe-
cially after BREXIT. Europe’s foreign relations mirror the vision of France and
Germany for a multipolar world, the Old Continent finally emerges as a great
power. Moravcsik even calls Europe “the quiet superpower,” claiming that it
has risen rather than declined and that it has pursued a military and active for-
eign policy (Moravcsik 2009, 410). Even so, the quiet superpower will not be so
silent once it truly unites, which is likely to happen after the United Kingdom left
the EU. In assessing the European power status, Moravcsik eventually confirms
my assumption that Europe has endorsed a foreign policy similar to the Ameri-
can. This is not to say that I consider the European community politically and
institutionally equal to the United States as a state actor. Soft power is central
to European foreign policy, and it will remain so until Paris and Berlin agree
on creating European armed forces. The variables introduced by Moravcsik illus-
trate that Europe, despite its limited military capabilities, enjoys the privilege
to influence the defense agenda of NATO. Political and social values, trade, fi-
nance, transatlantic convergence, and investments imply the Ancient Greek tac-
tics of promoting the Hellenistic culture that even penetrated the hard attitudes
of the Roman Empire. The need for smart power is obvious for Europe, and more
particularly, for those Member States which follow the step-by-step approach of
the European founding fathers (Dîrdală 2013, 125). However, if the European
Union seeks to become a global actor equal to the United States, it will inevitably
follow the American example of increasing its military budget.

Chinese realpolitik rejects the Western approach to international relations.
For China, resources such as military power and culture are secondary to the
Sino-centric nature of its foreign policy. Mearsheimer assumes that Beijing fol-
lows Uncle Sam’s footsteps and thus, infers three global aspects of Chinese real-
politik (Mearsheimer 2006, 165). The first aspect is the Chinese strategy of max-
imizing the gap between Beijing and its neighbors with the foremost purpose of
establishing regional hegemony. I assume that China has partially fulfilled Mear-
sheimer’s prediction. The PLA, especially after the military reforms of Xi Jinping,
is in possession of the most advanced weapon systems, while the Chinese nucle-
ar arsenal has rapidly grown up. Beijing’s military technologies have already
surpassed the Russian, and even though Moscow enjoys global nuclear primacy
with more than six thousand warheads in its stockpile, Chinese cyber capabili-
ties could easily prevent a MAD scenario. Japan has always been superior to
China throughout its millennial history.With Article Nine of the Japanese Consti-
tution, however, Tokyo can repel a Chinese intervention only if it takes place on
Japanese soil. India, which also occupies a central place in Mearsheimer’s expla-
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nation, possesses impressive military manpower, and its aspirations for Tibet
provide a reasonable argument for Indian hostility towards Beijing’s domestic
politics. Here, I will refer to the Chinese-Indian conflict from 1962, which origi-
nated from India’s support for the Tibetan national uprising (Garver 2006, 90).
The Chinese victory in the Sino-Indian War predetermined India’s revanchist ap-
proach to Beijing. China, however, has a notable record of using the Tibetan au-
tonomous region as a buffer against its southern neighbor. Another advantage,
which benefits China, is the Chinese-Pakistani Economic Corridor that provides
Beijing and Islamabad with the opportunity to establish a further regional frame-
work for security cooperation in the Indian backyard after the American with-
drawal from Afghanistan.

This leads us to the second assumption of Mearsheimer, who predicts that
it is highly unlikely for China to attack another Asian country due to its huge ter-
ritory and striking economic growth (Mearsheimer 2006, 170). Mearsheimer
leaves less place to consider an eventual Chinese intervention in Taiwan. Presi-
dent Xi Jinping merely declared the importance of Taipei, which appears to out-
grow the Presidency of Joe Biden. My assertion is that Beijing, in the next to say,
fifty years, will annex Taiwan to reaffirm its regional claims in the APAC. The
mechanism of Chinese foreign policy, as discussed above, does not involve the
blitzkrieg logic of Western military art. So far, the United States has neglected
the inevitable accession of Taiwan. Beijing, at present days, does not have the
military capabilities to oppose a U.S. retaliation, and thus, the Chinese adminis-
tration is aware of the complication that Beijing would face when sending troops
to the island. However, the process of reunification is inevitable for two reasons.
First, China could easily castigate Taiwan economically. Beijing and Taipei are
bound in a mutual economic dependence, which is a considerable precondition
that Chinese policymakers will not risk starting a war without calculating the
costs. More generally, China could attempt to impose an economic blockade
on Taiwan instead of risking a direct confrontation with the United States. The
Chinese sanctions will affect Taiwan’s economy and eventually create favorable
chances for military intervention. Second, it is arguable that the United States
will defend Taiwan in case of a Chinese attack on the island. With President
Biden in the White House, Washington is likely to offer help, but the final deci-
sion will depend on many factors such as costs of war, post-conflict recovery,
probability of limited nuclear retaliation, and the likelihood of Russian interven-
tion. With Europe being economically dependent on China and the Korean Pen-
insula, threatened by Pyongyang’s nukes, the United States and Australia will
face the ultimate choice to launch an attack on Chinese soil.

Chinese realpolitik involves another strategic purpose that Mearsheimer inter-
prets through exploring the neighborhood policy of China (Mearsheimer 2006,
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175). My conclusion is that the Chinese foreign policy approach divides its near-
space into three regions. The first region covers the Sea of Japan and the Korean
Peninsula. Japan and South Korea do not possess the military capabilities of China
but enjoy American support. Here, I join Mearsheimer in his assumption that Bei-
jing will try to keep Seoul and Tokyo’s military weakened. The tensions between
South Korea and Japan eventually favored the Chinese strategy since Seoul and
Washington still resist the reform of the Japanese Constitution. The second region
covers Tibet and Nepal and refers to India’s cultural aspirations for the former. The
Chinese strategy here is dichotomous. Beijing maintains good and favorable rela-
tions with Pakistan and can use Nepal as a buffer to deter the increasing Indian
influence in Tibet. If China is successful, India will have to balance between con-
taining Pakistan and conducting military exercises on the Chinese borders. The
final advantage of China concerns Russia. This is not to say that Moscow would
blindly follow Beijing in its confrontation with the United States. The logic of
the Sino-Russian partnership originates from the common adversary – America.
I assume that Russia is more likely to endorse the role of conflict provoker between
Washington and Beijing, which, under the current circumstances, is a far misfor-
tune scenario for the international system. From the position of the mediator, Mos-
cow will be on a favorable move to deepen its relations with China while deterring
the American global influence. Yet, Russian policymakers will strongly oppose
American troops operating in Moscow’s backyard as the Chinese will in case
Washington tries to topple the regime in Pyongyang.

The three global aspects of Chinese realpolitik discussed above constitute
the cornerstone of Beijing’s grand design. It is worth highlighting that in contrast
to the mainstream IR perceptions of China’s rise, there is a growing discussion
about China’s behavior and its implications. Hwang and Cho, for instance,
argue that the realist perspective maximizes the gap between the superior
West as the Self and the Other (Cho and Hwang 2020, 177). Their explanation re-
jects the Western-centered approach of IR theoreticians as one-sided. I find this
remark reasonable, methodologically, and empirically. The state of nature, which
is a central concept of realism, does apply to all people but not in a similar way.
The understanding of democracy, which is a sacred value to Western societies,
provides us with a perfect example of the profound difference that exists be-
tween West and East regarding the state of nature. If we trace the roots of liberal
democracy back to John Locke, we will summarize the iconic comprehension of
Western liberalism that “the form of the government is a perfect democracy: or
else may put the power of making laws into the hands of the few selected men,
and their heirs or successors” (Locke 2003, 100). In other words, Locke believed
that democracy would take people out of the state of nature and create the per-
fect form of government. I stress the theory of Locke because, in contrast to
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Hobbs and Burke, Locke’s theory introduces the concept of the social contract,
which regulates the relations between people and the state. I believe the social
contract is the most distinctive achievement of Western liberal thought and that
it dominates the political life in the United States. I doubt, however, that scholars
would identify the ideas of Locke as applicable to Eastern societies, and more
particularly – to China. Even if they do, they should not neglect the historical
truth, which Kissinger reminds us by saying that the Chinese concept of political
order differs from the Western one (Kissinger 2014, 100). When Western para-
digms fail to explain Chinese foreign policy, they often consider Kissinger’s re-
minder outdated. In contrast to the mainstream understanding of the Western
Self, as Hwang and Cho define it, the Asian “Other” World envisions a political
order, which consists of three pillars.

The first pillar is patron-client communitarianism (Neher 1994, 949). The Chi-
nese concept of society stresses the individual as part of the group, per se, of the
nation. Leadership is central in people’s attitudes, and Western scholars attrib-
ute that to Communism. Indeed, Chinese Socialism cultivates respect for the Su-
preme Leader of China. However, the importance of political authority and its
central place to people’s attitudes in China is not a distinct feature of Commu-
nism. In the eyes of the Chinese people, it is a perception of what China should
be – a state destined to be a great power and led by a strong leader, regardless of
his title. In his Black Book of Communism, Jean Margolin calls Mao Zedong “Red
Emperor,” stigmatizing the oppressions that followed the War of Liberation. For
the Chinese, however, Mao was but a political incarnation of the Supreme Pa-
tron, the Chairman, or the lost Emperor, who the People’s Republic needed to
survive after the fall of the Empire. Democracy has never been an alternative
for the Chinese people.

The facet of personalism constitutes the second pillar of the Chinese politi-
cal order. Personalism stresses leadership over laws (Neher 1994, 965). For West-
ern democracies, no political leader is above the laws. Chinese perceptions re-
gard the Leader and his charisma as the source of Law. Political charisma has
much to do with cultivation in terms of pluralism and Asian-style democracy.
In short, Chinese politics invest in individual leaders, not in political parties.
President Xi Jinping, who seeks further reforms to expand the term of the Chi-
nese Presidency, enjoys the same charismatic vision and huge support of the Chi-
nese people. Like Mao and Deng Xiaoping, Xi symbolizes the Chinese political
order in the eyes of the people and all of Asia. The President of the People’s Re-
public is the leader to whom other Asian countries refer when they shape their
foreign policy towards China. Authority and a strong state are the next pillars of
the Asian political orders. In contrast to Western democracies, Asian political
systems advocate clear institutional hierarchy and dominant state authority
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(Neher, 1994, 970). The Mandate of Heaven, which ruled in Ancient China, is a
proto-source of Chinese political authority. Communism advocates the Personal-
ity Cult and totalitarian state, but after Mao’s death and, more particularly, after
Deng Xiaoping’s reforms, the political authority in China gave more place to the
principle of meritocracy. Daniel Bell defines meritocracy as the equality of oppor-
tunity in education and government, with positions of leadership distributed to
the most virtuous and qualified members of the community (Bell 2016, 10). The
strong state doctrine, on the other hand, does not limit to leadership. It implies
regular and significant interventions of the government in the Chinese economy,
combined with reforms to ensure a cheap labor market and state capitalism.

The third pillar of the Chinese political order is the one-party state. Politi-
cal parties in the United States emerged from the Protest communities, who in-
habited the former British colonies and laid the foundations of the American po-
litical system. In Europe, democracy was born with the French Revolution,which
triggered a domino effect of rebellions against absolute monarchy. In China, po-
litical parties never emerged. After the death of Empress Dowager Cixi, who mod-
ernized the Empire and ensured the continuity of the Imperial institution, the
country fell under the influence of the West. The Republic of China, established
in 1912, was but a period of a constant struggle between warlords, who sought to
control the country while the Emperor “ruled” in the Forbidden City.When Com-
munism took over in Beijing, it became the political formula of the People’s Re-
public, and the one-party state succeeded the institution of monarchy. It is im-
portant to highlight that the concept of social harmony, rebuked by most
Western scholars due to its literal interpretation, presumes hierarchy and strict
dependence instead of peace. The centralized party rule turned out to be quite
effective and unifying for the Chinese people, and the Western idea of eternal
peace and individual freedoms gave way to collective wisdom and political cul-
tivation. Party competition, quite the opposite, is vaguely familiar to the Chinese
society and thus, failed to provide democracy as an alternative to China’s mon-
archy.

Another misconception of Western theories presumes the superiority of the
Western over its Others (Cho and Hwang 2020, 180). Western-centrism suggests
that a single path leads to civilization and history, and that is the one represent-
ed by the West. History offers no better proof of the inconsistency of Western-
centrism than the fall of the colonial Empires. The rise of China horrifies the pro-
ponents of liberal hegemony precisely because Western powers did not expect
Beijing to emerge as great power so soon. A few, among which Kissinger, Mor-
genthau, and Waltz, warned about the detrimental effects of universalism, as-
suming that the struggle for power and the evolving structure of international
politics will sooner or later tilt the balance of power in favor of another state
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actor. Western-centrism, in fact, is the most evident proof of the realist assump-
tion that all conflicts and reconfigurations in polarity emerge from the anarchic
nature of the international system. Competition between great powers is a proc-
ess, which does not depend on variables such as values and culture, or at least,
the limited examination of those factors will not provide us with a plausible ex-
planation of the international system. For instance, when analyzing the end of
unipolarity, Ikenberry assumes that there is no grand ideological alternative to
liberal international order and that China does not have a model that the rest
of the world finds appealing (Ikkenberry 2018, 23). The claim that future global
powers do not have a universal model to suggest is a popular aspect of Western-
centrism. Does the world really need a superhero to protect it? Universalism
might favor conflict resolution and global peacebuilding, but it cannot alter in-
ternational anarchy. If a state actor is in possession of the resources to become a
great power, its foreign policy is likely to pursue a policy of values. However, if
that policy becomes central to the state’s behavior and even more important than
survival and self-preservation, other states are likely to acquire a polar status
and challenge the primacy of the dominant power. The rise and the fall of the
European empires present a thoughtful criticism of Ikenberry’s assumption. Eu-
ropean colonialism,which promoted Europe’s values under the guise of religious
and messianic universalism, collapsed when Europe considered itself the center
of the world. World War I and World War II reflected the European struggle for
universal predominance but resulted in a global catastrophe.When Churchill fi-
nally gave up on his idea to revive the British Empire, Roosevelt and Stalin found
themselves the new masters of the world, but none of them prioritized universal
values over rational decision-making. The primary concern of the United States
was with Japan, still fighting in the Far East, while the obsession of Stalin to ach-
ieve nuclear parity with Washington dominated the Soviet policy. The arms race
has prevented the superpowers from destroying each other and preserved their
rational behavior. Promotion of democracy or socialism was part of their foreign
policy, but it occupied a secondary place to national security. When the USSR
collapsed and bipolarity transformed into what President G. H. W. Bush called
the “New World Order,” Washington decided to build a Pax Americana based
on culture and values instead of focusing on emerging great power like China.
If the United States had sought to prevent the rise of potential peer competitors,
Beijing would have hardly challenged the American primacy. However, in the
world’s history, there is no if. The claim that the predominance of a great
power lies in an ideological alternative or universal model might be valid for
the Soviet theoreticians, who envisioned the perfect socialist society as the glob-
al pattern of development for all nations. However, it does not explain why the
unipolar world is in decline and why, despite its inability to offer an ideological
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alternative, China is on the rise. My answer is simple – that is precisely because
of Chinese realpolitik and due to the unwillingness of Beijing to provide a uni-
versal path of development.

What are the implications of Western-centrism on Chinese realpolitik? Be-
fore discussing each, I will provide a few arguments in favor of the assumption
of the non-intervention approach of Beijing. Chinese realpolitik is pragmatic. Bei-
jing does not seek to export Communism or to encourage red revolutions in Eu-
rope, the United States, and their allies. I assume that the strategy of China does
not exclude Mearsheimer’s assumption about Beijing heading towards regional
hegemony in APAC. However, the Chinese concept of hegemony is not cultural
or universal, it is imperative. China pursued a great power policy, but in contrast
to the United States, the Chinese Grand Strategy is not straightforward. Beijing’s
realpolitik combines the establishment of tributary diplomacy with future milita-
ry paternalism. My assumption is that the former is the first generation of Chi-
nese foreign policy tools that provide China with the opportunity to project influ-
ence without sending troops overseas. By tributary, I mean relations of trade and
economic dependence. It is an approach that draws inspiration from the concept
of Imperial China’s tributary system and that shapes the foundations of modern
Chinese diplomacy (Fairbank 1942, 150). One might argue that tributary relations
do not benefit Chinese foreign policy if they evolve into interdependence. I assert
that quite the opposite, by establishing a network of interdependencies, China
limits the freedom of action that the United States and its allies enjoyed in the
1990s. Besides, my claim is that tributary diplomacy is a long-term strategy
since we can trace its origins to Ancient China, in the writings of Lao Tzu,
who considers contradictions producing each other. Mao also cited Tzu later
in his writings, as I discussed when analyzing his dialectic approach. With the
social reforms of Deng Xiaoping, tributary diplomacy became central to Chinese
foreign policy and served as both tools of fosterage and castigation.

Military paternalism is the second generation of Beijing’s foreign policy
tools, which China is likely to adopt once and if it achieves military parity
with the United States. I assume that such a scenario is highly probable in the
next fifty years unless Washington strikes Beijing. If, however, China emerges
are a global military actor, there are two plausible scenarios for the future of
its realpolitik. The one will fulfill Mearsheimer’s prediction if China behaves as
a hegemon, imposing its global dominance, as the United States did after Sep-
tember 11. In that case, my prediction is that Beijing will repeat the mistake of the
American policymakers, who endorsed global commitments at the high cost of
overstretching. Under the second scenario, Beijing could employ a Chinese-
style offshore-balancing by husbanding Chinese power and preserving its global
impact. The problem arises from the lack of Chinese allies to support Beijing in
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its global quest. In contrast to the United States, which enjoys a decades-old sys-
tem of alliances, China will have to use its tributary diplomacy to gain some al-
lies among the states which oppose America. An alternative strategy would
involve a weakening of the relations between Washington and its allies, although
such campaigns will require a significant revision of tributary diplomacy. If Bei-
jing, however, succeeds in combining the latter with limited military interven-
tions of defensive nature, China’s rise will boost to the extent of reaching the
American global influence.

My conclusion is that Western-centrism actually favors the rise of China
with its cleavage between the Self and the Others. Unfortunately,Western-centric
approaches also trigger a strong sentiment of Sinophobia as the global response
to Beijing’s aspirations for global influence.While analyzing and explaining how
Sinophobia affects the realistic assessment of Chinese foreign policy, we should
stress the traditional neglect of Asian scholars in the IR theory. It is difficult
to read more about the theories of Xuetong, Tingyang, Yan, or the ancient mili-
tary treatises in contemporary IR studies. Although the theoretical approaches
of the aforementioned authors introduce conclusions that do not correspond
to the mainstream consensus, their validity is rational. The first example refers
to Xuetong, who operationalizes the Chinese concept of power and concludes
that the exercise of power relies on a combination of soft and hard power by
morality and virtue (Xuetong 2013, 65). An objective observation will show a sim-
ilarity between Xuetong’s definition and Nye’s theory of smart power. Both def-
initions stress soft power and insist on exercising hard power only as a last resort
of action. Both concepts seek to provide great powers with a reasonable and ra-
tional strategy to maintain the balance of power. Finally, both Xuetong and Nye
admit the necessity of using all available instruments of hard and soft power
to achieve one’s foremost purposes. Is Xuetong’s concept less relevant than
Nye’s is? Is it less applicable to the contemporary geopolitical realities? The ob-
vious inference is that Xuetong’s smart power is not a Western-centric theory and
thus, the IR approach, which operates with Western-centered case studies, will
not be able to test it. I believe that Xuetong and Nye will reach a consensus
on what hard power is, but it is highly unlikely for them to agree on the nature
of Chinese soft power. Mearsheimer reaches an important point when stating
that Americans dislike realism. It is precisely because of Mearsheimer’s assump-
tion about American values of optimism and moralism, being hostile to realism,
that Chinese realpolitik is popular but poorly interpreted in Western IR studies.

Another misconception of Chinese realpolitik is the misjudgment of China’s
view of international politics. Qin asserts that connections between China and
the other nations presume mutual and inclusive interaction to solve the global
problems through harmonizing and reconciling disputed positions (Qin 2011,
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240). A realist scholar would assume that morality has no place and foreign pol-
icy and that cooperation could not replace hard power. In truth, realism passed
the tests of the Cold War and Trump’s presidency. However, Qin’s theory provides
us with the ultimate explanation for why China abstains from large-scale milita-
ry interventions. Not to say that Qin’s definition jumps beyond the black-white
vision of Western realists and reveals an even more effective way for a state to
defend its national interests – by outplaying and manipulating its adversaries
at the table of negotiations. The conventional assessment of Chinese military ca-
pabilities will show that Beijing still cannot afford to maintain a global military
presence like the United States. Qin’s assumption uncovers that Beijing does
not want to deploy its troops overseas unless China’s national interests are at
stake. Some would argue that Taiwan is an exclusion from Qin’s assessment.
Such a claim would be valid if China did not consider Taiwan part of its sover-
eign territory. I hope realist and liberal scholars will not reject the fundamental
truth, introduced by the Peace of Westphalia, that territorial integrity is central
to sovereignty. Again, we face the undeniable legacy of the post-Cold War U.S.
administration, which underestimated the potential of China and its willingness
to reunite with Taipei. If President Clinton had renewed the Sino-American Mu-
tual Defense Treaty, it would have been harder for President Xi Jinping to claim
Taiwan. With Washington respecting the One-China policy, however, Beijing
tricked its superior adversary by posing a direct challenge to the island.

The analyzed misconceptions expose another weakness, which most of the
existing studies failed to predict – China’s abstinence from entering into multi-
lateral agreements, including those devoted to economic, environmental, non-
proliferation, and regional security issues (Christensen 1996, 38). Despite the
subsequent efforts of the United States and Russia to involve Beijing in Arms
Control Treaties or to establish a system of regional security cooperation, Chi-
nese policymakers are highly suspicious and hostile towards the ratification of
potential agreements. In other words, one of the emerging great powers does
not share the nuclear vision of its dominant adversary. With Washington and
Moscow fulfilling their arms control obligations, Beijing’s projects are not sub-
ject to any sanctions, especially with China being a permanent member of the
UN Security Council. Chinese nuclear diplomacy will evolve independently un-
less Russia proposes a form of security cooperation that Beijing is highly unlikely
to accept. The delusion that a nuclear power that does not share the same vision
with the rest of the nuclear family will abstain from developing its nuclear arsen-
al is misleading. It will eventually lead to a new arms race, similar to the one of
the Cold War age. The Chinese security doctrine would not tolerate arms control
at the cost of its national security, or at least it does not surpass the nuclear ar-
senal of the United States. To assume that China will enter into a security agree-
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ment to keep good relations with its Russian partners is to assert that Xi Jinping
would cut the nuclear arsenal of Beijing to respect his comradeship with Vladi-
mir Putin.

Guang provides another explanation of Chinese realpolitik, originating from
the assumption that China’s foreign policy embodies hard-edged realist ideals
and ideals about state power and geopolitics, clothed in the grab of nationalism
(Guang 2005, 498). The definition of Guang combines interests and beliefs in the
Western-style of realpolitik and thus, implies that China behaves as Westphali-
an-type great power. The starting point for Guang’s assumptions is China’s strug-
gle for territorial integrity and its power politics. The contribution of Guang’s
theory is that it predicts and reaffirms the Chinese claims over Taiwan.When de-
cision-makers in Beijing have reached to consensus about Taiwan being an indi-
visible part of Mainland China, Western scholars were right to assume that Chi-
nese foreign policy is an expression of what Guang calls nationalism. However,
nationalism does not limit to the struggle for territorial integrity and to the pur-
suit of indisputable sovereignty. Thus, it is one-sided and misleading to assume
that Chinese nationalism is definitive only in terms of the strong anti-Western
sentiment that dominates Beijing’s foreign policy. If so, we would limit our ex-
planation only to domestic politics, which leaves an empirical gap for further in-
quiry – is Guang’s theory of Chinese nationalism applicable to foreign policy?
When Kissinger states that foreign policy begins where domestic political
ends, he means that one should not confuse domestic perceptions with a policy
of values. Nationalism in China affects the decisions of the Chinese Communist
Party regarding Taiwan, the Hong Kong protests, and Indian aspirations to Tibet.
However, I assume that nationalism could not serve as a driving force of China’s
grand strategy for a simple reason: the original Chinese tradition that shapes
Beijing’s grand design is older and stronger than the nationalist temptations
of the Chinese leaders. In other words, Chinese nationalism is like leadership.
Whether it will be Xi Jinping, Hu Jintao, or Deng Xiaoping, the position of Pres-
ident or Chairman personifies not the typical view of the Western nationalist
leaders or white supremacists but a long-standing tradition that did not die
with the fall of the Chinese Empire. The policy of meritocracy, cultivation, and
creativity is only part of the examples that inspired Beijing’s grand design. Na-
tionalism occupies a secondary place in Chinese politics, but Western sentiment
and China’s historical ambitions do not have the political and ideological poten-
tial to mobilize the political order in modern China. If nationalism is central to
Chinese foreign policy, why does Beijing not preach a policy similar to that of
white supremacists who initiated the Capitol Insurgency? Some would argue
that the Xinjiang conflict could serve as proof of Chinese nationalism. Even
so, tensions with the Uyghurs are of religious character and do not hold reci-
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procity to the Asian hatred which followed the outbreak of the Coronavirus Pan-
demic. Therefore, nationalism in China is a strong motivator but an unwise ally
of the Chinese leaders, as American nationalism was not for white supremacists.
The other popular assumption, which envisions confrontation between China
and the United States as the cornerstone of Chinese foreign policy, could serve
as an explanation for any conflict. Political relations among nations are in con-
stant competition, and only rational decision-makers can elaborate a reasonable
strategy to coexist within the international anarchy. Each state is bound to seek
power, as are its leaders. However, the Sino-American confrontation by itself
cannot explain why Beijing does not seek an open confrontation with the United
States. Neither can it provide a reasonable explanation of the conspiracies that
Beijing has released the Coronavirus to topple the Western global predominance.
Last but not least, the assumption about anti-Americanism, being a driving force
of Chinese foreign policy will face significant difficulties to illustrate why Confu-
cianism and its successors had shaped China’s grand design long before the
United States emerged as a great power.

I have found it reasonable to conclude this section by offering a critical
review of Yong Deng’s theory, which purports to explain the Chinese concep-
tions of national interests. Deng argues that Chinese realists subscribe to the
state-centric notion, albeit often less explicitly than their Western counterparts
(Deng 1998, 311). I do not reject Deng’s approach to Chinese politics but rather
find it insufficient to explain the contemporary foreign policy of Beijing. For
Deng, Chinese realpolitik views the world as an arena of interaction and merci-
less competition between state actors. Here, I join the author in a statement due
to the obvious trends in the Sino-American competition and because of Beijing’s
attitudes towards Washington. Another argument of Deng refers to the potential
liberalization of China, but my concern is that with Xi’s doctrine dominating Chi-
nese politics, liberal values will not gain ground in the People’s Republic. Chi-
nese policymakers do not believe in either Gorbachev’s “new thinking” or Pu-
tin’s Neo-Eurasian doctrine. For China, the international system is a byword of
a state actor struggling for power, and my assumption is that even Western lib-
eralism cannot affect those perceptions. The prediction of Deng that the younger
generation of leaders and scholars with a more liberal worldview would have a
growing influence in defining Chinese national interests is also a subject of em-
pirical controversy (Deng 1998, 328). It is a common methodological misconcep-
tion for liberals to consider other paradigms convertible to liberalism. In contrast
to Deng, Feng Zhang introduces a more thoughtful approach, by assessing Xi
Jinping’s doctrine on two levels (Zhang 2012, 320). I consider Zhang’s explana-
tion more relevant for two reasons. First, it elaborates an original understanding
of Chinese foreign policy, instead of employing the mainstream IR theories.
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Second, Zhang stresses the importance of Xi’s personal vision, which I believe is
central to Beijing’s foreign relations. Deng presumes that without attention to
domestic politics and without a theory about the formation of national interests,
Chinese realists cannot provide a critical analysis of their foreign policy (Deng
1998, 320). Zhang’s two-level approach, however, proves that an independent
treatment of domestic and foreign policy provides a better explanation of Chi-
nese foreign policy. The domestic level refers to what Xi Jinping calls the Mission
of CCP, while the external embodies the mission of establishing a community
with a shared future for humanity (Zhang 2012, 333). In other words, Xi’s concept
of a global community that involves shared interests, mutual political trust,
and cultural inclusiveness offers an alternative to the Western liberal order. In
contrast to the liberal approach, however, the Sinocentric design of China
does not promote universalism or export of values.Whether the Chinese concept
of a shared future is attractive is yet to be seen. The ambitious purpose of Xi Jinp-
ing to build a stronger, wealthier, and prosperous China is an expression of what
realists call national interests and has less to do with the liberal ideal of creating
an intergovernmental authority. If Deng’s prediction for liberalism gaining
ground in China were to be fulfilled, it would be impossible for the Chinese pol-
icymakers to deter the influence of their American counterparts. Although Xi’s
doctrine seeks a weak and sealed America, it is immune to the liberal temptation
of remodeling the international anarchy. Instead, China exploits the lack of glob-
al authority to advance its national interests and pursue a policy of prestige
through establishing regional and economic partnerships with both allies and
adversaries of the United States. I assume that the logic of Xi Jinping’s doctrine
applies to realism and opposes liberalism because of its inconsistency with Chi-
nese socialism. Chinese foreign policy, however, anticipates both liberal and re-
alist paradigms. Instead of duplicating the Western approach to international
politics, Beijing has coined an original strategy, which many analysts define as
realism with Chinese characteristics.

Marxism and liberalization

Scholars, who deal with Chinese foreign policy, tend to overstress the importance
of the social market economy and often consider Chinese socialism secondary
to the understanding of Beijing’s foreign policy. In this section, I will try to rem-
edy this approach by providing a more profound comprehension of the Chinese
political order. To avoid criticism about my approach being one-sided and
biased, I have chosen to use Western theories as a starting point. European
scholars typically cite Napoleon, who depicts Beijing as the sleeping giant. Amer-
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ican IR scholars are quite fond of depicting Beijing as the unmerciful Dragon
who rises to shatter the international world order. The empirical deficiency of
both approaches lies in their Western-centric comprehension of Asia. Slaying
the Dragon is among the most popular concept of Western cultural, religious,
and political attitudes. In Asian culture, however, Dragons are a source of wis-
dom, power, and longevity. The narrative of the Chinese Dragon burning the
Western world and its culture is far from realist and rational.

In his prophetic article about Sino-American tensions during the Vietnamese
war, Hans Morgenthau strongly opposed war with China, claiming that it is futile
to think that one can contain the Chinese predominance in Asia by militarily
defending Vietnam or Thailand (Morgenthau 1968, 31). I assume that the same
logic applies to Taiwan. If military leaders are more pragmatic in terms of fight-
ing, American policymakers face reelections, and it is highly likely for them to
maintain the premeditated image of corrupted and expansionist China in the
eyes of their voters. So likely, that it could lead to another wave of Asian hatred
or the “Chinese virus.” Morgenthau presents us with a perfect illustration of the
Western attitude towards the Dragon, citing Goethe: “At first step, you are free, at
the second you are a slave.” (Von Goethe 2014, 25). It is an intellectual debility,
claims the founding father of political realism, to treat all Communisms equally
subservient to China (Morgenthau 1965, 156). My assumption is that Beijing sur-
vived the Cold War and the unipolar world order merely because of the very
same intellectual debility that penetrated the West after the USSR collapsed.
My concern is that the present-day proponents of that ignorance pursue a policy
of direct confrontation with China, struggling to sacrifice millions of American
and Chinese lives under the guise of the liberal crusade against Communism.
One might argue that Chinese Communism under Mao differs from Xi’s doctrine.
Morgenthau, however, is clear when stating that Beijing’s traditional national in-
terests determine the basic direction of Chinese policies and that Communism
adds a dynamic dimension to the means, by which those policies are to be ach-
ieved (Morgenthau 1965, 157). How can we discharge Morgenthau’s arguments at
present days, especially after Xi Jinping achieved a historic vote of confidence
that aligns him with Mao and Deng Xiaoping? Or should we assume that the
United States, as a predominant Sea nation, has rejected the legacy of Britain?
Should we ignore the French sentiment towards Napoleon? Finally, should we
neglect the reverse effects of colonialism that gathered thousands of refugees
on the borders of their former metropolis? Ideology has always been a conven-
ient cover for nostalgic policymakers.Yet, if a state actor abandons the pragmatic
decision-making, which boosts the driving forces of foreign policy, it will share
Mearsheimer’s tragedy of great power politics.
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Another lesson from Morgenthau’s legacy is his structural criticism of U.S.
Foreign Policy towards China. Liberal scholars, and even a few realists, might
tempt to object that some of Morgenthau’s assumptions are problematic due to
their outdated context. However, his prediction that if China adds to its military
capabilities the achievement of emerging technologies, it will become the most
powerful nation on the earth passed the ultimate test of history (Morgentau 1962,
46). The majority of scholars would trace the roots of China’s rise in the social
reforms of Deng Xiaoping. A few, however, will highlight that Communism in
China has proved to be resistant to the post-Cold War powershifts due to a
lack of coherence with the Soviets. Beijing has never been dependent on Soviet
support, and once the Communist Party realized that it could not rely on Moscow
during the Cold War, China abandoned the Soviet-centric family of the commu-
nist nations. The Nixon administration underestimated Beijing’s far-reaching
strategy of becoming a great power and advocated a strong and decisive China
to deter Moscow’s influence.What the President failed to predict is that, despite
its Communist formula, Beijing would elaborate a subsequent, ethnocentric ap-
proach to both USSR and United States and, thus, would later take advantage of
the Soviet collapse to rise.

A popular false prediction that blurred the Western sight of Chinese Com-
munists concerns the ideological primacy of revolutionary class fights (Robinson
and Shambaugh 1995, 590). Although Marxism-Leninism served as a source of
inspiration for Mao, the origins of Chinese Communism do not reflect the revolu-
tionary class struggle in Leninist Russia. The political concepts of Mao and his
successors evolved under the pressure of the Cold War and eventually did not
embrace the reformation approach of Gorbachev, who, in his attempt to dupli-
cate the Chinese model, put an end to the Soviet empire. Gorbachev’s failure
to pursue and complete the Perestroika is the most considerable proof that
one should not easily identify the Chinese Communism with the Soviet ideology.
I begin with a few less familiar aspects of Chinese culture, some of which out-
lived the bipolar world order and still legitimized the socialist aspects of Chinese
foreign policy. My claim is that without the bellow-discussed facets, Chinese
Communism will lose its plausibility and could easily follow the fate of its Soviet
predecessor.

Chinese art and popular culture are the first original facet of Sinocentric
communism. If we assess the cultural patterns of the Soviet-inspired socialist re-
alism imposed in the public life of the socialist bloc after World War II, we can
easily notice the huge impact of its revisionist nature. This is to say that Russian
and Eastern European artists often made the Soviet culture look ugly. The spark
of Communism inspired them to envision the future of the socialist society, but
the lack of tradition deprived their productivity of maintaining permanent cultur-
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al influence over the masses. Chinese art, on the other hand, survived the War of
Liberation. Mao harmonized the pre-revolutionary history of China and even al-
lowed the last Emperor Puyi to conduct a public study on the Qing dynasty,
shortly after pardoning him. The political regime in Beijing strongly opposed
any revival of Confucian nostalgia, but Chinese leaders like Zhou Enlai and
Deng Xiaoping cared more about China’s appearance to the world and less
about the Western attitudes towards China. The total devastation of Christian Or-
thodox culture in Russia and its controversial revival under Stalin did not serve
the Soviets to strengthen the political authority of Communists. The sole person
whose vision was central and dominated the cognitive attitudes of the Soviets,
even after his death, was Stalin. Despite the attempts of his successors to the
Cult of Personality, the Communist party could find no other way to sustain
the picture of the Soviet glory without preaching the popular tales for “comrade
Stalin.” Whether Mao was different from Stalin in his domestic policy is not a
topic of this book. However, Mao’s rational foresight about China shaping like
a superpower for the next generations advocated a more flexible approach to
the Chinese Imperial legacy (Zhou and Tuma 1996, 760). Communism was central
to his political vision and provided an ultimate legitimacy for Chinese art. The
truth behind Mao’s struggle for political authority was his pragmatism,which en-
visioned a combined transition to Communism. China avoided the Soviet weak-
nesses of cultural denial and contemptuous French attitudes towards the “An-
cient Regime,” paving the way for shaping political leaders with a clear vision
of the future. One might argue that traditional Chinese culture and its philosoph-
ical derivatives do not enjoy the political support of contemporary China. Even
so, it is arguable if the motivational power of Communism is stronger than the
original power of cultivation. I assume that the process of promoting original
Chinese art is irreversible for two reasons. First, regardless of Beijing’s leader-
ship, popular culture is beneficial for China’s movie industry and soft power.
Considering the striking polarization and the fierce debates, which dominated
Western culture, China is lucky to pass the ruling party’s policy in its soft
power under the guise of Chinese traditions. Second, a couple of bans, imposed
on popular movie genres or Western-inspired productions will not damage the
Chinese cultural patterns unless Beijing’s policymakers swift to the temptation
of its Soviet predecessors. I assume that this is highly unlikely due to the prag-
matic style of Xi Jinping’s leadership. The driving forces behind Xi’s doctrine
might not tolerate particular narratives which dominate the contemporary West-
ern culture. Even so, Chinese repudiation of those narratives originates from
their cultural effects. It is merely a soft power versus soft power policy. Chinese
art and popular culture will continue to make China more attractive and appeal-
ing since they imply a cultural shift to Chinese romanticism (Lovejoy 1933, 2).
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The second characteristic, which supports the viable profile of Chinese Com-
munism, is the class struggle. Although the notable Marxist concept was central
to Maoism, the post-Maoist Chinese leaders shifted from class struggle to eco-
nomic development (Peidong and Tang 2018, 5). Xi Jinping has a long history
of citing Marx and Engels during his speeches and thus, he has not abandoned
the class analysis of the society. When assessing Marx and Engels, however, we
should not neglect the objective characteristics of the society they have created
their writings. Boer summarizes Xi’s premises on Marxism as follows: scientific,
instead of utopic vision; absence of imposing the ruling-party theory through op-
pression and exploitation; theory of practice, and a guide of action (Boer 2021,
280). Of all Chinese leaders, Xi’s approach differs in his insights about contem-
porary Chinese society. First and foremost, the Chinese President poses a funda-
mental question that no preceding leader touched – why does China need the
future generation to read Marx. However, Xi’s focus on Marxism concerns only
domestic politics and thus, provides a grand design for the development of Chi-
na’s society. It is the political formula that China needs to emancipate from the
universal claims of the Western ideologies. Xi’s approach to Marxism and its
place in people’s life is dynamic. In contrast to the Soviet approach, which stress-
es the class struggle and the revolutionary engagement of the masses, Xi’s phi-
losophy does not advocate radical changes or inevitable revolutions. The Chinese
leader builds his vision in the light of the Marxist tradition, refining it from the
remnants of Lenin’s shortsighted comprehension of the future. If the Soviet
leaders summarized their arguments theoretically, Xi Jinping provided a different
strategy for adapting the Marxist ideology to the needs of the Chinese people,
and more particularly, to what he earlier called “The Chinese Dream.” A path
that differs from that of the Western civilization and that does not presume to
convert China into a liberal democracy. The most important emphasis refers to
the independence of the Chinese people. It is a reflection of China’s “century
of humiliation,” which also occupies a central place in Xi’s political rhetoric
(Bader 2016, 15). In other words, Xi’s interpretation of Marxism aims to consol-
idate the Chinese nation under the slogan of strong, prosperous, and independ-
ent China. The class struggle, as such, is not present in most of the Chairman’s
speeches, which does not diminish its significance. However, Xi Jinping’s doc-
trine interprets the class struggle as more or less like part of every Chinese
life. The Marxist revival under Xi, in fact, concerns the struggle for national in-
dependence and the rejection of what realist scholars call liberal hegemony. To
analyze if Marxism could provide such independence will require another book.
If we assume that the writings of Marx and his class analysis can provide Chi-
nese people with motivation to preserve their original tradition, President Xi
could become the first world leader to apply Marxism in practice.
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This leads us to the foreign policy dimension of Chinese socialism, which
Friedberg analyzes in his study on Chinese realpolitik. Friedberg is one of the
few scholars who introduce the thoughtful claim that China is not so much “ris-
ing” as it is returning to the position of regional preeminence it once held (Fried-
berg 2011, 20). In similar to Allison’s approach and most of the realist assump-
tions, Friedberg’s study seeks to explain Chinese foreign policy with the desire
of the CCP to secure Chinese regional hegemony in the APAC and to promote au-
thoritarianism. However, the conclusion of the author that the current rulers of
China seek preponderance due to the specific character of the political system
they preside is arguable (Friedberg 2011, 21). I find it reasonable to remind
one fundamental question, which Mearsheimer poses in his study on China’s
rise: are the Chinese less nationalistic than we are? (Mearsheimer 2006, 160).
Friedberg, in other words, was successful in defining the not-so-rising policy
of China but failed to explain its behavior. When using Cold War narratives
that the adversary’s ideology is evil, one should neglect the reminder of Morgen-
thau that politics is an autonomous sphere of morals (Morgenthau 2006, 35).
China’s aspirations for regional leadership are not an expression of Beijing’s
ideology, at least because Chinese policymakers do not seek an ideological jus-
tification for their foreign policy. In contrast to the American Presidents, who are
bound to convince their voters and the Congress that it is in the interest of the
United States to maintain the global liberal order, Chinese politicians do not pur-
sue a moral hegemony.

Friedberg’s assertion poses an essential question for this section: are the
American policymakers less inclined to seek dominance and control than their
Chinese counterparts are? Christopher Layne offers a logical answer: the chal-
lenger wants to change the rules embodied in the existing international order
– rules written, of course, by the once-dominant but now declining Great
Power that created it (Layne 2011, 110). Domination and control do not follow
an ideology. The American global predominance relies on the U.S. military, eco-
nomic and soft power, achieved not without subsequent involvement in interna-
tional conflicts. Great powers competition is not a game of good and evil. Euro-
pean empires failed to maintain the multipolar world order due to their
unquenchable thirst for colonization and resources. Shortly after the outbreak
of World War I, Europe became a battlefield of the once most civilized nations,
who failed to predict the long-term consequences of their actions. The defeat of
the Soviet Union did not prevent Washington from repeating the Soviet mistakes
in Afghanistan. To assume that liberal democracy is immune to the temptations
of human nature is to affirm the idealist dream of perpetual peace. Some schol-
ars will object that Friedberg’s argument of democratized China, being more
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peaceful and less prone to conflicts, is the confirmation we need to accept the
predefined nature of good democracy and bad socialism.

The liberalization of China is an old Western dream, dating back to the
Opium Wars. Paradoxically, the Qing dynasty was much more likely to liberalize
and modernize for the sake of its survival. It was a sacrifice, which subjected
China to the Western powers and deprived it of the symbols of its national
pride. Liberalization, eventually, was one of the most significant preconditions
for the fall of the monarchy. When U.S. President William McKinley launched
its open-door policy to China, farming was the starting point for the economic
reforms in the Empire.With Japan in its backyard and Russia seeking to expand
outside Eurasia, Imperial China voluntarily embraced the policy of economic lib-
eralization to prevent its collapse. The Westernization of the Empire secured its
failure to reunite the divided Chinese nation. In 2021, China faced the same di-
lemma when being challenged to liberalize and democratize. Friedberg argues
that a democratic China will be more peaceful, but what would happen if the
Communist regime collapses and the military takes over? Are there any certain
preconditions that the Chinese people will prefer liberal democracy to commu-
nism? Finally, what kind of democracy would fit best to a nation, who is a suc-
cessor of a millennial centralized political tradition and who is the second-larg-
est world economy? My concern is that the potential liberalization of China could
worsen the political climate in Beijing and lead to another century of humilia-
tion, which, quite the opposite, will make the nation ever more unpredictable.

China’s democratization is a political oxymoron due to another important
reason. Beijing has already elaborated a traditional mechanism for political
change, which I mentioned earlier in this chapter: meritocracy. Daniel Bell legit-
imizes the concept of political meritocracy by introducing a definition that com-
bines the Confucian tradition of harmony with forms of political participation
such as sortation, consultation, deliberation, or elections at the lower levels of
the government (Bell 2010, 92). Marxism, of course, constitutes an important
part of Beijing’s political culture, but meritocracy is what empowers Chinese pol-
icymakers to undertake political reforms and cultivate future leaders. Friedberg’s
assumption would be praiseworthy if it provided us with an explanation of an-
other variable: leadership. Current trends in leadership in both China and United
States offer proof that regardless of the political regime, quality leaders are but a
reflection of state actors’ behavior. For China, the U.S. President impersonates
U.S. Foreign Policy and the powers of Congress are but a part of the American
Constitution. Chinese leaders are well familiar with the American political sys-
tem but in their eyes, the President runs the state. For America, the Chinese Pres-
ident embodies a constitutional paradox of the ruling party’s Chairman and
Head of State. In similar to their Chinese counterparts, American policymakers
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have an eye for China’s political system, but tend to exaggerate the ideological
appraisement of domestic politics over foreign relations. This misconception is
extremely popular among liberal scholars, who contend the messianic claim
that the world’s most powerful nation should primarily focus on promoting val-
ues. Realism, quite the opposite, believes in the primacy of pragmatic leader-
ship, or as Morgenthau summarizes it: all nations will continue to be guided
in their decision to intervene and their choice of means of intervention by
what they regard as their respective national interests (Morgenthau 1966, 430).
To sum up, it is untenable to limit a great power’s foreign policy to abstract mor-
alistic strategies that could obscure the outcomes of pragmatic leadership. The
idea that America is bound to oppose communism and to deter it philosophically
and morally has been dominating the Cold War and after the collapse of the
USSR, evolved into liberal hegemony. This is not to say that America had a de-
ficiency of leadership. U.S. leaders have a strong sense of political survival,
but they are less pragmatic than their Chinese opponents. Beijing, on another
side, often experiences the detrimental effects of what Friedberg calls “hypersen-
sitivity” to separatism (Friedberg 2011, 20). Chinese policymakers are more prag-
matic in terms of foreign policy but less flexible when they deal with unforeseen
conflicts. The United States, as the world’s most developed democracy, wants to
achieve its purposes here and now. China, being the world’s most advanced mer-
itocracy, seeks to prolong the horizon of its aspirations for longevous leadership.
If the Chinese, however, have a clear image and objective judgment of the Amer-
ican power,Washington runs to undervalue its adversary, depicting it as a typical
Communist dictatorship with the nationalistic claims to rule the world. If only it
were that simple to calculate the Chinese behavior. If only the Chinese strategic
culture could be reduced to Confucius, Sun Tzu, or Mao. It is a misbelief as naïve
as the Gaugamelian adventure of Darius against Alexander.

Strategic culture and the realist paradigm

In the years after the Cold War, Chinese military strategies have experienced
a rapid evolution. When Chinese President Hu Jintao declared that his country
would not seek global hegemony, a few leaders doubted his words.With Xi Jinp-
ing at the head of China, however, Western suspicion of the Chinese intentions
triggered a wave of warlike attitudes about Beijing’s military doctrines. While
most of the assumptions misinterpret the theoretical pillars of China’s strate-
gic culture, Johnson observes that, in terms of military culture and use of
force for political purposes, Beijing makes no exclusion from what the West
calls parabellum or realpolitik “worldviews” (Johnson 1998, 25). This book
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joins the realist consensus about Chinese strategic culture by offering a complex
definition of its nature. I begin with a short review of Shiping Tang’s analysis of
Chinese realism.

Realism provides materialist and rational explanations of states behavior
and thus, I believe that it could best serve as a theoretical approach to the un-
derstanding of China’s grand strategy. Tang introduces thoughtful research on
the transition from offensive to defensive realpolitik in the context of Chinese for-
eign policy. Tang’s claim is that Mao’s offensive approach that dominated Chi-
nese politics after the War of Liberation transformed into a policy of defensive
nature under the leadership of Deng Xiaoping (Tang 2008, 154). My assumption
is that Beijing’s foreign policy under Xi Jinping is subject to a similar powershift,
which will cause another modification of the Chinese grand design. To assess
the potential implications of that change, I will first compare Mao and Deng’s
approaches to that of Xi. Tang summarizes Mao’s foreign policy without differen-
tiating offensive realism based on ideological calculations from realist ap-
proaches, based on power calculations (Tang 2008, 156). Mao’s doctrine, thus,
combines the offensive logic of supporting socialist revolutions and military con-
flicts with the firm belief that all obstacles to the rise of China derive from the
aggressive foreign policy of the other state actors. For instance, Mao did not
make a difference between the United States and the Soviet Union, claiming
that they were both expansionist powers. His vision of the international system
considered the bipolar structure of international politics a product of the super-
powers competition. A more pragmatic assessment of Mao’s perceptions will
even lead us to the conclusion that Chinese realpolitik in that period was a pred-
ecessor of the later established realist approaches. Xi Jinping, in opposition to
Mao, seems to demonstrate less, if any, affection for the export of Communism.
In his speeches, the incumbent President of China does not imply that Beijing
seeks to convert its neighbor to socialism with Chinese characteristics. Neither
has he encouraged Western allies to do so. Xi, however, is more pragmatic
than Mao when approaching the balance of power. Aside from the historical con-
text, Xi does not seek a necessary and inevitable confrontation with the United
States. His foreign policy is likely to blame America for trying to prevent China’s
rise but that is an objective outcome of the Sino-American competition and a log-
ical reaction on behalf of the dominant superpower. Therefore, in contrast to
Mao, Xi’s concept of international politics is far more refined and dynamic. If
Mao perceived Washington and Moscow as the ruthless expansionist power
that sought to rule the world and enslave China, Xi envisions the United States
as China’s strongest adversary and Russia as Beijing’s natural partner. The sec-
ond assumption of Tang refers to Deng’s defensive realism. The author explains
it, again, as a complex strategy that combines four pillars: the rejection of the
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revolutionary rhetoric, recognizing the Cold War security dilemma, demonstrat-
ing self-restraint, and promoting security through cooperation (Tang 2008, 158).
Does the same logic apply to the foreign policy of Xi Jinping? I assume only par-
tially. Xi’s Marxist rhetoric, as discussed above, seeks to promote unity and safe-
ty for the Chinese people in the face of the responsibilities which rising China
will have to take when assuming the position of great power. The War of Liber-
ation, being an integral part of Chinese history, still occupies a central place in
the political rhetoric of all policymakers, but it serves more as an ideological out-
post than as an inspiration for China. To assume that Beijing exports Commu-
nism and provokes revolutionary movements in Asia is to neglect the legacy
of Deng Xiaoping. Socialism with Chinese characteristics is an original approach
that secures the political development of China alone. It is inapplicable to other
political systems, even in Asian-style democracies, which differ from their liberal
friends. Bell assumes that meritocracy could remedy some of the democracy’s
deficiencies but the Chinese pattern of political cultivation does not seek univer-
sal validity under the slogan of abstract moralistic values. Xi Jinping’s China fa-
vors economic and political cooperation, although it is hostile to multilateralism
and security agreements for two reasons. First, Beijing’s foreign policy does not
follow the logic of defensive realism that cooperation under the security dilem-
ma relates tightly to the Prisoner’s dilemma (Jervis 1978, 170). For China, to be a
prisoner of its adversaries’ reactions is a strategical non-sense. President Xi
strongly opposes the integration of China in any arms control agreements, with-
out hesitating to challenge the behavior of both the United States and Russia.
Second, China today is less likely to self-restrain and allow other state actors to
constrain it. The reason is a lack of trust. Promoting self-restraint after the Cold
War became a common tool of the Western powers to prevent the rise of poten-
tial peer competitors. The threat of isolation and the slogan of humiliation,
however, cannot apply to China. Being the world’s second-largest economy
and leading creditor, Beijing is less likely to succumb to the Western pressure
for political reforms and liberalization. The Sino-American economic coopera-
tion, which drives the world economy, is essential for both powers, but for
China, it does not presume security partnership. The Chinese membership in
an international organization, on the other side, has a foremost purpose – to
dominate them. The United States emerged as a superpower after establishing
the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund as tools of the American
economic predominance. Beijing is less likely to offer an alternative to those in-
stitutions but more likely to govern them in the future. Regional forums such as
ASEAN and the Shanghai formats of cooperation present a perfect example of
how China established the outpost for its further economic expansion. Finally,
there is a hidden aspect of the Chinese defensive approach, which could expose
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the Western influence in the APAC to further challenges: the export of military
technologies (Tow 1983, 51). For China, trading weapons is even more beneficial
than engaging in arms control agreements. American allies in the region have a
bad historical record with China, but except for Australia, they are more likely to
accept a fair trade deal with Beijing. The reason is the lack of support on behalf
of the United States. American foreign policy in the APAC is a victim of a histor-
ical temptation that caused the collapse of many alliances – declining credibility
and changing perceptions of threat (Walt 1997, 160). If America had invited Japan
to join AUKUS or if, at least, had encouraged the Japanese defense revival, Tokyo
would have been less worried about Pyongyang’s nuclear program. However,
what is the restraining force behind the trigger of Kim Jong-un? Does Washington
hold power to prevent North Korea from launching a preemptive strike on Japan
in case China moves towards the annexation of Taiwan? The answer to this ques-
tion is more and more likely to be seen. My final assumption is that Xi Jinping’s
China follows the strategic culture of what Western scholars would call “defen-
sive realism.” However, I prefer to use the term protective realism. It is defensive
in terms of non-intervention but less cooperative than the Western approach. Its
Asian-style nature is a result of a transition, similar to that Tang describes in his
research. The transformation is not as overall as Deng’s, and yet, it is less coop-
erative than Chinese foreign policy in the 1970s.

One cannot assess the strategic culture of China without a plausible defini-
tion. Scobell explains the Chinese grand strategy, explaining it as the fundamen-
tal and enduring assumptions about the role of war in human affairs and the
efficacy of applying force, held by political and military elites in the country
(Scobel 2002, 56). The definition, inspired by the writings of Jack Snyder and
Shu Guang Zhang, combines the Western perceptions of warlike behavior with
the Chinese military tradition. In other words, Beijing’s strategic culture mirrors
the disposition of a state actor to fight based on variables such as history and
self-image. Scobell is a proponent of the mixed theory that Confucianism and
Realpolitik shape the Chinese grand strategy and thus, defense is central to its
tactics. Defense, however, does not necessarily presume pacifism. When a
state actor faces a considerable threat to its national security, defense becomes
secondary to self-preservation and survival. I believe that China makes no exclu-
sion. Although Beijing does not seek a direct confrontation with the United
States, partially due to the American military preponderance, Confucianism
would advocate pacifistic behavior in case of external threat. Confucius believed
that the social order is threatened when people fail to act according to their pre-
scribed roles. If China envisions the structure of international politics as a global
order, where Beijing should take its rightful place after the century of humilia-
tion, policymakers are unlikely to compromise with any threat to the Chinese na-
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tional security. Confucianism stresses the importance of peace and harmony, al-
though not at any cost. Hegemonic behavior is another topic that emerges from
the complex nature of Chinese foreign policy. Scobell presumes that Beijing does
not pursue a hegemonic behavior due to the benevolent rule of its leaders (Sco-
bel 2002, 101). Some scholars would object that all rising powers endorse a he-
gemonic behavior. I assume that when and if China surpasses the United States,
Beijing will face the same temptation Washington faced after the collapse of the
USSR.Whether Chinese policymakers will repeat Moscow and Washington’s mis-
takes remains to be seen. My assumption is, however, that the Chinese grand
strategy does not seek to build Pax Sinica, similar to Pax Americana and Pax Bri-
tannica, but is rather concerned primarily with its political revival. My argument
is that, in opposition to the United States and the European powers, China has a
millennial history of ascents and declines and thus, it has outgrown the strategic
culture of its adversaries. History shows no better examples than Rome and the
British Empire. Both powers ruled the world in different historical periods, but
they all pursued a hegemonic behavior, sharing the same purpose – to preserve
the status quo.With the Soviet Union collapsed, America enjoyed unprecedented
omnipotent domination, which liberal scholars identified with the end of history.
For China, however, history does not end with the Empire. The materialistic ap-
proach of realism, combined with the philosophical legacy of Confucius, pre-
sumes a permanent circle of sustaining the domestic political order and foreign
policy that advocates strong and independent China. Classical realism explicitly
rejects philosophy and morals as sources of foreign policy, and Chinese realpo-
litik goes even further, rationalizing and employing Confucianism for the pur-
poses of foreign policy. China will rise and decline again and its ultimate goal
is not to maintain or change the status quo but to keep surviving and preserve
its original culture. Finally, Scobell stresses the first use principle of China
that rejects the Western strategy of preemptive strike (Scobel 2002, 60). In
truth, China has a good record with a number of interventions in Vietnam and
border conflicts with India. The nature of those conflicts, however, does not
owe the offensive preferences to China. The right of self-defensive is essential
for all state actors and serves as the primary tool for the defense of national se-
curity. One might argue that the logic of self-defense does not apply to Taiwan. A
few, however, would object that when the United States invaded the Hawaiian
Kingdom, its aspirations to secure the American influence in the APAC logically
aligned with the accession of Hawaii. For China, the annexation of Taiwan will
be merely a similar act of dilation under the guise of reunification.

In a further stage, we not should neglect another assertion, which has been
gaining support since Xi Jinping assumed the Chinese leadership. The claim that
American theories of international relations are popular among Chinese policy
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analysts, many of whom are U.S. graduates, mirrors Washington’s soft power
that dates back from the interwar period when lots of European scholars immi-
grated to the United States to pursue their careers (Nathan and Scobel 2012, 32).
Most of the American IR’s founding fathers are European immigrants of the first
or second generation. To say that the American trail in Chinese academia is ro-
bust due to its background is to state a fact, whose implications, however, are far
from clear. First, in contrast to the Europeans, the Chinese have a greater sense
of cultural belonging. European culture is unique with its patterns and history,
but the same is even more relevant to China, where collectivism prevails over in-
dividual preferences. The impact of the Chinese tradition, combined with the
domestic politics of the Communist Party, has established a profound attitude
of cultural affiliation that cannot be stubbed by the American melting pot. Offen-
sive realism is influential among the Chinese scholars, though it does not make
their theories less Sino-centric. Second, most of the Chinese political officials,
and more particularly, the highest rankings, are graduates of Chinese Alma Ma-
ters. Xi Jinping, for example, obtained his academic degrees from Tsinghua Uni-
versity. Although some political officials or their affiliates consider American IR
theories a source of inspiration, Beijing has established many academic institu-
tions such as the Central Party School of the Chinese Communist Party or groups
like the Communist Youth League, which cultivate and shape the future leaders
in the spirit of the Chinese traditions. The Westernization of the Chinese academ-
ic elite, and its subsequent liberalization, is an old dream of the United States
and Europe, similar to the former Soviet strategy of converting Eastern Europe
to Marxism through integrating the Marxist ideology into education. In China,
however, the academic tools of soft power are highly unlikely to succeed due
to the domestic resistance they face. Furthermore, China sticks to its selected ap-
proach to cultivation, which advocates academic interaction but filters its ideo-
logical impact. For instance, realism is the most popular Western IR theory in
China, but one should distinguish between American realpolitik and Chinese re-
alpolitik that reflects Kissinger’s conclusion about the uncomprehensive nature
of China’s grand strategy.

In the previous chapter, I concluded that Waltz’s theory of international pol-
itics, when combined with Morgenthau’s assumption of the infinite lust of
human nature, provides a plausible explanation of state behavior, states interac-
tion, and international outcomes. Other branches of the realist paradigm, such
as offensive, defensive realism, and neoclassical realism, provide further theoret-
ical interpretations of international relations that elaborate on the foundations
laid by Waltz and Morgenthau. I will thus give a few examples.

Morgenthau considered China the most powerful nation in mainland Asia
and a prominent great power (Morgenthau 1968, 23). Aside from its historical
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emphasis on Communism, Morgenthau’s theory about China predicted that Bei-
jing would emerge as Washington’s future peer competitor in the APAC. Another
important lesson from classical realism refers to the liberal tool of isolating
adversaries and exercising pressure through soft power. Morgenthau debunks
that approach due to its inconsistency. The father of realism reminds us that
even the most powerful nation on the earth cannot isolate an adversary that
holds a permanent seat at the UN Security Council. Furthermore, contemporary
China has cultural and political predominance in Asia, as well as global econom-
ic influence, which favors Beijing in its relations with most of the American al-
lies. Morgenthau is a strong opponent of using hard power against China, and
more particularly, of peripheral military containment for the reason that Beijing
is immune to traditional American advantages. Therefore, one should not con-
fuse the political challenge China poses to the United States with the military
threats from Beijing’s expansion in the APAC. By giving his preferences to tem-
porary nuclear containment, Morgenthau admits that if America decides to pur-
sue such policy,Washington should find itself in a war with Beijing (Morgenthau
1968, 30). Morgenthau’s assessments of China’s behavior, even taken aside from
the historical context of the Cold War, sound reasonable and relevant to the post-
pandemic security architecture. China is still immune to the predominant power
of the United States due to Beijing’s preponderance in Asia. Moreover, China and
America are locked in a dead-end economic interdependence that presumes ag-
gressive behavior on both sides. Isolating China is not a plausible option since
Beijing holds most of Washington’s allies in the grip of its tributary diplomacy.
Allison’s prediction about a war over Taiwan is highly likely in case Beijing de-
cides to invade the island. However, a military conflict between both powers
could easily trigger the deadlock of a nuclear scenario. Thus, Morgenthau suc-
ceeded in predicting the nature of the Sino-American competition but failed to
interpret the Chinese behavior. His assumption that the Chinese grand strategy
differs from the Soviet and that the United States will not isolate China in the
short term expose the mistakes of the Presidential administrations, who invested
decades of trust in Beijing’s development. The assertion that the limitless lust for
power is the driving force behind states behavior also depicts China’s rise as an
objective powershift, in which one state actor emerges as a great power. Chinese
policymakers are more pragmatic than their Western counterparts but not less
inclined to struggle for power than the latter. However, Morgenthau’s theory
does not give us a complete explanation of Beijing’s behavior and furthermore
– of the foreign policy, China pursues.

This leads us to the neorealist perceptions of China’s place in internation-
al politics. Defensive realism is more likely to prioritize the implications of Chi-
nese foreign policy for international security. Kenneth Waltz, to whom realism
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owes its most refined flavor, predicts the future partnership that dominates the
Sino-Russian relations. I would not use the word “alliance” intentionally to
agree with Waltz. Beijing and Moscow share a common struggle to oppose the
American global predominance. Both powers have differed in their policy of val-
ues since the time of the Cold War. However, Waltz assumes that Russia favors
China’s grand strategy in a simple step: even in the absence of an alliance,
the national interests of Moscow cannot easily accommodate the destruction
of China, if that were to mean that American power would be poised on the Rus-
sian borders (Waltz 1988, 889). I assume that no realist scholar today will reject
Waltz’s prediction, but a few would contest its relevance to the friendly relations
between Beijing and Moscow. Like its predecessor, Russia is a rational actor with
the clear intent to consolidate the nations in Eurasia under the political flag of
Kremlin. The image of American troops marching near the Russian borders is a
long-played scenario from the Cold War and the years after Crimea’s Annexation.
To face the U.S. military presence on its Asian border, however, is an unbearable
burden even for the Big R. In the year the Soviet Union fell apart,Waltz foretold
that China would become a great economic power by the end of the XX century
and would emerge as a global actor in case Beijing maintains an effective gov-
ernment. In other words, structural realist traces the roots of Beijing’s success
in its economic strategy, combined with the Chinese political formula of the
one-party state. When analyzing the post-Cold War absence of the balance of
power,Waltz stresses NATO’s lack of vision, which alienates Russia from the Al-
liances and thus, favors the deepening of the Sino-American partnership (Waltz
2000, 55). It is a warning that many Presidential administrations failed to under-
stand while the United States was preoccupied with the war on terror. The realist
view about NATO’s future mirrors another decisive step of President Biden’s ad-
ministration – to support Ukraine for membership in the Alliance. A policy,
which Waltz would consider misleading and non-rational. In a further step,
Waltz provides explanations of China’s grand strategy in APAC, asserting that
by modernizing its army, China will rapidly gain in-power projection capability
(Waltz 1993, 68). Washington, quite the opposite, will face considerable difficul-
ties due to the reduction of its forces and domestic problems such as political
polarization and the huge economic gap between rich and poor. Liberal scholars,
and even a few proponents of realism, tend to dislike Waltz’s structural approach
due to their optimistic perspective about the future of the global liberal order. For
the United States, however, structural realism provides the most plausible expla-
nation for the post-Cold War international system. Kenneth Waltz was the only
realist scholar, who had the audacity to challenge the conventional American
logic of nuclear deterrence by suggesting an alternative strategy of nuclear pro-
liferation, which would benefit Washington best in deterring Beijing. If the U.S.
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policymakers had endorsed Waltz’s prescriptions, contemporary Japan would
have emerged as a military power and tactical buffer to rising China.

Defensive realists like Stephen Walt have elaborated the approach of off-
shore balancing that advocates taming American power through avoiding a di-
rect power competition with China in the APAC (Walt 2007, 13). Walt’s concept,
however, would inevitably face the United States with the ultimate choice of
whether to rearm Japan. Taming the American power in a region that exposes
America’s West coast to security threats could be even more precarious than de-
mocracy-building in MENA. Offensive realism identifies China’s behavior with
the Monroe doctrine from the early years of U.S. Foreign Policy (Mearsheimer
2014, 25). Mearsheimer envisions the Sino-American competition as an objective
power transition to a contested clash between the existing hegemon – the United
States, and rising China. For offensive realists, Beijing’s foreign policy aligns
with hegemonic behavior and Chinese nationalism. Mearsheimer assumes that
containment of China is a plausible possibility only if America fashions a balanc-
ing anti-Chinese coalition and if offshore balancing benefits the U.S. national in-
terests in the APAC (Mearsheimer 2014, 30). Offensive realism rejects preventive
war due to China’s nuclear deterrent but advocates rollback, in which Washing-
ton would seek to dethrone regimes friendly to Beijing. In truth, realism believes
that, regardless of their political culture, all state actors are rational but truly in-
clined to struggle for power. Offensive realism offers realistic scenarios about the
future relations between Washington and Beijing and suggests that containment
would be the ultimate strategy for the United States to prevent China’s rise. Mear-
sheimer, however, poses two essential questions, which, I believe, provide a test
for all realist assumptions on the Chinese strategy culture (Mearsheimer 2006,
160). Although those problems are still discussed by academia, my assumption
is that Kissinger’s concept of the world order has long provided the answers.
I have found it reasonable to summarize and discuss Mearsheimer’s questions
as a conclusion of this chapter.

Why should we expect China to act differently from
Washington?

The United States has a long historical record of successfully containing its peer
competitors in Asia. Kissinger’s explanation of China’s foreign policy provides
a partial justification for Mearsheimer’s assumption that Beijing will follow
the steps of Uncle Sam (Mearsheimer 2014, 20). Kissinger believes that China
pursues two long-term objectives: displacing the United States as preeminent
power in the western Pacific and consolidating Asia into an exclusionary bloc
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(Kissinger 2012, 45). Tensions between Washington and Beijing over Taiwan are
not new, but in 2021, for the first time, China claimed the island, ignoring the
American warnings and seeking to reshape the balance of power in the region.
Even if we accept Xuetong’s interpretation of China rising peacefully, the very
rise of a new superpower presumes, if not primarily military, then at least cultur-
al and economic expansion. The United States, on the other side, will face the
inevitable alternative to draw a red line beyond which Washington should act
in support of its allies in the APAC.

I also believe that Mearsheimer is correct in his assumption about America
likely behaving toward China much the way it behaved toward the Soviet Union
during the Cold War (Mearsheimer 2014, 30). Most American policymakers con-
sider China another version of the Soviet Union, while some even compare Xi
Jinping to Stalin. Although I find such convergence deeply misleading, this
book does not reject that U.S. Foreign Policy towards Beijing employs the
same tools it applied to Moscow during the Cold War. However, it is debatable
if Beijing will endorse an American-like approach to push the United States
out of Asia. China’s grand strategy might set Asia as an outpost of Beijing’s
great power policy but it is unlikely that the Chinese policymakers will militarily
duplicate the Monroe doctrine due to the Chine-ness of their political culture. My
assumption is that Kissinger provides the most rational argument: military impe-
rialism is not the Chinese style (Kissinger 2005). Both realist and liberal scholars
tempt to limit their explanations of Chinese foreign policy to variables such
as nationalism, realpolitik, and communism. Although Kissinger admits that
China seeks to displace the United States as the preeminent power in the West-
ern Pacific, he implies that, in opposition to the Clausewitzian approach to war-
fare that stresses the preparation of war, Sun Tzu’s art of war focuses on the psy-
chological weakening of the enemy. I here remind my assumption that Xuetong’s
theory of China’s peaceful rise will be valid as long as Beijing follows the policy
of silent cultivator, while Mearsheimer’s predictions will fulfill if America decides
to go to war with China. Some scholars misinterpret the Chinese art of war, iden-
tifying the manipulation of ideas and attitudes as sharp power, which pierces,
penetrates, or perforates the political and informational environment in the tar-
geted countries (Walker and Ludwig 2021, 1). Propaganda, information warfare,
and conspiracies might be consistent with the Russian approach of hybrid war-
fare, but they are inferior to the millennial military tradition of China. Besides,
Joseph Nye clarifies that sharp power, although hostile by its nature, mirrors
the voluntary attraction of soft power (Nye 2021, 202). Another popular statement
identifies China’s foreign policy with the parabellum strategic culture, and thus,
Beijing’s behavior exhibits a preference for offensive use of force, mediated by
a keen sensitivity to relative capabilities (Johnson 1998, 20). Although Johnson’s
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theory of cultural realism presents valid proofs for the Sinocentric nature of the
Chinese foreign policy, Kissinger reminds us that explanations, which limit Beij-
ing’s behavior to Western imperialism, are not appropriate in dealing with a
country that has managed four thousand years of interrupted self-government
(Kissinger 2005, 2).Why do I prefer Kissinger? Kissinger’s explanation of the Chi-
nese behavior goes beyond the common understanding of the most Western-cen-
tric concepts for a simple reason: Kissinger had the opportunity to follow closely
the rise of Communist China from the foundation of the People’s Republic to the
present day. Kissinger does not reject that Beijing seeks to increase its influence
in Asia he rather criticizes the unilateral hard approach that American policy-
makers tend to use when dealing with China.

Feng introduces another proof of how misinterpretations of the Chinese
strategic culture affect American perceptions of Beijing’s foreign policy. In his
criticism of Johnson’s theory, Feng stresses the importance of the linguistic dis-
crepancies that are present in the contemporary writings on China (Feng 2007, 3).
In truth, a comma or even a full stop can change the whole meaning of a sen-
tence. Feng also indicates another weakness, which bars Western-centric theo-
ries from providing a full explanation of China’s policy behavior – the exclusion
of the modern Chinese leaders from the complete analysis of Beijing’s grand
strategy. Scholars tempt to neglect the footprints of Mao Zedong, Zhou Enlai,
and Deng Xiaoping by emphasizing only Xi Jinping’s doctrine, claiming that
Mao’s communist legacy does not provide empirical sources of analytical knowl-
edge. However, to assess China through isolating the Communist period from its
imperial tradition is misleading for two reasons. First, one cannot explain how
China behaves only through assessing the external sources of Chinese foreign
policy. Beijing’s foreign relations are primarily directed to defend the Chinese na-
tional interests and the resistance of certain states to China’s tributary diplomacy
deeply affects Chinese behavior. However, even if the domestic political order
does not reflect the foreign policy behavior, the beliefs of China’s leaders matter.
China is not a liberal democracy and its political system draws centralized legiti-
macy from the Communist Party and the actions of its Chairman. Second, most
Western scholars typically use Western translations of the Chinese classics that,
more or less, transform the connotation of the latter. Feng offers an example of
misinterpretations, which provide us with misleading comprehension of essen-
tial terms such as use, through the means of, or depending on (Feng 2007, 5). It
is precise because of that reason, I have found it useful to avoid direct borrow-
ings from the Chinese classics and to quote more Asian scholars, who, despite
having fewer citations than their Western colleagues, have introduced a better
explanation of the Chinese political philosophy.
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My conclusion is that China will not attack the United States or its allies in
Asia unless first provoked by Washington. I use the word provoked, not attacked
for a simple reason: a preemptive strike against China will certainly force Beijing
to retaliate. My central argument refers to the less extent of certainty for U.S. of-
fensive actions in the Chinese periphery. Ironically, Morgenthau logically predict-
ed that periphery military operations would not work against China (Morgenthau
1965, 160). I believe his observations are still relevant to the balance of power in
Asia and more particularly, to the American defense strategy in the region. There
is, moreover, insufficient attention to regions, which are more likely to cooperate
militarily with China in the future. The first point of confrontation involves India
and Pakistan. India and China have a long historical record of geopolitical rival-
ry. For Washington, India is the involuntary ally who could provide direct access
to mainland China. It is highly unlikely that the Indian policymakers will advo-
cate the establishment of U.S. military bases on India’s territory. With Afghani-
stan under the control of the Taliban and Pakistan enhancing its security coop-
eration with China, India will soon find itself trapped between Islamabad and
the increasing Chinese influence in Myanmar and Bangladesh. The second
point concerns Taiwan. Here, Beijing is in a less favorable position due to the
unpredictable reactions of North Korea. The hopes for dialogue between Wash-
ington and Pyongyang died with the refusal of Kim Jong-un to give up its nuclear
ambitions. With two American allies on its borders – Japan and South Korea –
Pyongyang is likely to support Beijing in case of American provocation.

Some would argue that the Chinese aspirations for Taiwan are an expression
of militarism and that President Xi Jinping will inevitably move towards the
annexation of the island. My concern is that Taiwan, as Kissinger clarifies, is
an exception due to its close historical and cultural ties with China (Kissinger
2005). Historically, the United States has supported the One-China policy since
President Carter suspended the Sino-American Mutual Defense Treaty unilateral-
ly. Carter’s predecessor, Richard Nixon also tended to sacrifice the island in favor
of the American rapprochement with China. Could President Biden gives the in-
ternational community firm guarantees that tensions with China will not escalate
to a dangerous level if the United States provides military support for Taiwan? In
other words, supporting Taiwan will mean a violation of the One-China policy,
America committed to respecting during the Presidencies of Richard Nixon,
Jimmy Carter, and most recently – that George W. Bush. Since most state actors
have not recognized Taiwan as the Republic of China, the American military sup-
port will make the United States look like the actor, which seeks war. However,
I assume that Beijing’s talk about annexing Taiwan is a strategic bluff of Chinese
policymakers to keep America away from the Chinese periphery. I do not believe
that China will establish a blockade over Taiwan for another reason: America is
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still enjoying strategic preponderance in the APAC. Taipei will become part of
China once Beijing succeeds in pushing Washington out of the region. Until
then, China will continue to provoke the United States as Sun Tzu has written
in the Art of War if your opponent is of choleric temper, seek to irritate him. Pre-
tend to be weak, that he may grow arrogant (Tzu 2012, 10).

Is Beijing less concerned about its survival than Washington
is?

None of the above, but more pragmatic – yes. This book joins the argument of
Yong Feng that despite the wide range of views existing along the realpolitik-ide-
alpolitik spectrum in the Chinese conception of national interests, the dominant
thinking is still realist (Feng 1998, 322). However, an essential facet of the Chi-
nese strategic culture that is less discussed in academia concerns the existence
of what Scobell defines as the “third bureaucratic entity”: the People’s Libera-
tion Army (Smith and Paul 2021, 1). When analyzing the latest trends in CCP Po-
litburo’s discussions, Scobell’s theory also depicts the Chinese worldview as a
nested system of four circles: mainland China and its claimed territories; China’s
immediate periphery, consisting of fourteen neighbors; the APAC neighborhood,
and the world beyond (Scobell 2002, 26). Scobell is correct in his claim that the
strategic culture of China embodies an amalgam of legalist/parabellum hard
realpolitik and Confucian/Mencian idealist strand. It is a realist explanation of
a realist foreign policy and thus, completely relevant to contemporary China.
The fundamental question, which follows that explanation, is can we employ
the standard realist approach to infer the basic implications of China’s strategic
culture. My answer is that the realist paradigm could provide plausible predic-
tions about Beijing’s behavior, but only partially. Scobell’s analysis, therefore,
is a bridge between the realist explanations of China’s grand design and
Feng’s detailed exploration of Chinese political culture.

Kissinger points out that in the Chinese view, the world order reflects a
universal hierarchy, not an equilibrium of competing sovereign states (Kissinger
2014, 127). China is the Middle Kingdom, the Emperor’s “All But Heaven,” of
which Beijing has formed the central, civilized part, inspiring and uplifting
the rest of humanity. So far with the similarities between the American Manifest
of Destiny and the Sinocentric view of Beijing. American political culture is mes-
sianic and extrovert in its struggle for global liberalization, while the Chinese
pursue a policy of prestige through inspiration. In contrast to the Monroe doc-
trine and Theodore Roosevelt’s social Darwinism, Chinese foreign policy seeks
to promote tributary diplomacy and deter its adversaries economically. A difficul-
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ty arises from Kissinger’s use of universal hierarchy to describe the Chinese
worldview. China’s hierarchical vision, however, does not correspond to the lib-
eral paradigm and its aspirations to alter the international anarchy. In contrast to
liberalism, Confucianism advocates social harmony and centralized hierarchy to
secure the domestic political order. Thus, we cannot apply the Western concepts
of realism and liberalism to the Chinese worldview, which envisions Beijing as
the sole sovereign government of the world. I assume that the most accurate def-
inition belongs to Kissinger, who envisions it simply as Sinocentric (Kissinger
2014, 130). Some would argue that we could identify Sinocentrism with nation-
alism. Chinese nationalism constitutes a considerable part of Beijing’s foreign
policy, but I find it too simple to restrict the theoretical debate by stressing
the nationalistic aspect of Chinese politics.We could call Beijing’s political phi-
losophy realpolitik, but only to the extent of understanding the Chinese foreign
policy through the Western perceptions and its respected schools of international
relations. Only if China truly embraces the pattern of U.S. Foreign Policy its
worldview will abandon Sinocentrism. My concern is that regardless of the polit-
ical regime in Beijing, the Chinese will hardly adopt the Western system of values
as it contradicts their universal attitudes.

Another popular myth about Chinese leadership originates from the as-
sumption that China’s leaders are communist dictators who follow the steps of
their Soviet predecessors. Although socialism with Chinese characteristics is
the dominant ideology of China, Feng suggests that the belief system of the Chi-
nese leaders predetermines state behavior and that Xi Jinping’s comprehension
of the political universe may move towards a cooperative direction although his
strategy of achieving goals would be more assertive or conflictual (Feng 1998,
325). The incumbent leader of China definitely fits Feng’s explanation. Xi Jinping
is more cooperative on a global level but less inclined to compromise the Chinese
national interests when facing opposition from Beijing’s adversaries. In addition,
I assume that Xi’s foreign policy embodies two aspects that make his leadership
pragmatic.

First, Xi Jinping’s pragmatism derives from the centralized political system
of China. However, centralization in China does not reflect the Soviet approach
to foreign policy, which was idealistic and focused on the utopic vision of Marx-
ism-Leninism. When the Qin dynasty laid the foundations of the Chinese Im-
perial tradition, Emperor Qin Shi Huang abolished the feudal system, following
the legacy of Mencius, who considered unification pathway to peace (Wilkinson
2000, 10). Emperor Qin was one of the most pragmatic rules of China due to
his rational strategy to make alliances with distant states, but attack those,
that was near (Wilkinson 2000, 55). Although Mao initially opposed any Confu-
cian interpretations of Chinese politics, he refined Qin’s doctrine and even ap-
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plied it to strengthen the authority of the ruling Party.We could see the same tac-
tics used by Xi in his efforts to reunite the People’s Republic by ceasing the Hong
Kong protests and by the accession of Taiwan. In Chinese, the word for “world”
expresses the literal explanation of “all beneath the sky.” (Youlan 1948, 25). One
should distinguish, however, between the world in general and the Sinocentric
concept of the universe that unites all people of Chinese blood.Western theoret-
icians would call that nationalism, but for China, the reunification of all Chinese
is essential for establishing peace “under the sky.” Therefore, the pragmatic
leader will unite the nation, before going to war against its enemies.

The second facet of Xi’s pragmatic approach refers to politics itself. Chinese
philosophy advocates self-cultivation and encourages men to engage in politics
(Youlan 1948, 75). The image of the Chairman is less ideological than the Soviet
Cult of Personality. If the Communist Party of the Soviet Union had invested
in leaders, who were less pragmatic but more ideologized, Beijing’s policymak-
ers would have established a completely different mechanism of meritocracy that
tolerates the most confident and audacious members to become statemen. Ideol-
ogy is essential to the development and the cultivation of the leader, but
pragmatism, personal skills and accomplishments occupy a central place in se-
lection. Moreover, the political engagement of the Chairman stresses less theoret-
ical than on practical commitments to the nation and the party. Instead of dig-
ging into their vision of China, Chinese leaders focus on the practical policies
through which they intend to achieve results. I doubt that a Chinese policymaker
will use Marxism to describe the future of China without first describing the tools
with which he intends to make his nation more prosperous and independent, not
just to make it great again. For the pragmatic leader, ideology can be the source
of legitimacy, but it cannot serve as the inspiration for foreign policy. The Con-
fucian view of the ruler constitutes another aspect of Chinese pragmatism – au-
thority. Xun Kuang’s interpretation of Confucianism presumes that the ruler-sage
should unify the minds of the people and lead them to the true way of life, in
which there is no place for disputation or argument (Cheng and Peng 2008,
60).Western scholars have already named Kuang’s concept pragmatic authoritar-
ianism (Kuang 1994, 112). The Chinese leadership is explicitly durable to political
fluctuations that have outlived historical authoritarian governments such as the
Soviet Union.We can trace the roots of that connection in the amalgam that ex-
ists between the centralized political authority in China and its pragmatic deci-
sions,which advocate the adaption of economy, culture, and foreign policy to the
changing political realities. In similar to the Qin’s doctrine, unification, control
and leadership are the aspects of pragmatic, which, as the history of China
shows, possesses high durability against collapse (Huang 1995, 60).

Is Beijing less concerned about its survival than Washington is? 157

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



To conclude, I assume that many scholars would tempt to blame me for
calling democracy less pragmatic than authoritarianism. The purpose of this
book is not to define which form of government is better. It is important, how-
ever, to highlight that liberal democracies, after the Cold War, are more likely
to trade pragmatic foreign policy for hegemony instead of sticking to realpolitik.
In 1989, Fukuyama argued that the end of bipolarity is the end of human evolu-
tion and the universalization of Western liberal democracy as the final form of
government (Fukuyama, 1989, 4). Fukuyama’s assumption insisted that post-
Cold War China far more resembles Gaullist France than pre-World War I Germa-
ny (Fukuyama, 1989, 6). I will remind the warning of Kissinger who explicitly
points out that China has managed a millennial tradition of uninterrupted
self-government (Kissinger 2005). Liberal democracy might have the ability to
dethrone corrupted regimes and deter authoritarian ideologies, but it cannot re-
build and maintain the former. Moreover, liberal theoreticians typically focus on
Hegel’s construction of history but neglect the Hegelian claim that India and
China lie outside the World’s History as the mere presupposition of elements
whose combination must be waited for to constitute their vital progress (Hegel
2004, 133). In short, Hegel claims that if Asia has traditions, China has a history.
In Chinese culture, despotism is necessarily the form of government for two rea-
sons: special interests enjoy no consideration on their own account and the gov-
ernment proceeds from the Emperor alone (Hegel 2004: 134). The only tempta-
tion that exists for the pragmatic leadership of China’s leaders is similar to the
general weakness, which lures liberal democracies: universalism. If China suc-
cumbs to the temptation of claiming and expanding its beliefs as the perfect
form of government, its original tradition will perish, melted in the Hegelian spi-
ral of absolute knowledge.
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Chapter Four
The Post-Pandemic Structure of International
Politics

This chapter deals with the final purpose of my research – to explain the post-
pandemic world. In the first part of the book, I brought three primary and
three secondary variables to construct my explanation, which I defined as coer-
cive realism. I have chosen the term coercive to indicate the straightforward na-
ture of my assumption. In this chapter, I infer three hypotheses that provide the
starting point for my analysis.

My first assumption is that the post-pandemic structure of international pol-
itics will be bipolar. I define the post-pandemic nature of the international sys-
tem as nuclear bipolarity for reasons I will further discuss when introducing my
model. During the Cold War, the United States and the Soviet Union struggled to
dominate the international system and challenged each other’s primacy, even
facing the MAD scenario. The rest of the state actors served the national interests
of Washington and Moscow in their limitless and pragmatic purpose – to defeat
the adversary. Non-state actors such as the European Community, NATO, the
Warsaw Pact, or the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance added powerful
sources of influence, which the superpowers utilized to manipulate the balance
of power. In short, the bipolar system mirrored the structure of international pol-
itics. Therefore, I assume that the structural analysis is necessary and useful to
design a thoughtful explanation of the post-pandemic world order. However, I as-
sert that bipolarity in the post-pandemic age will have a pyramidal structure, in
which the United States and China will occupy the walls alongside the rest the
rest of the nuclear actors will coexist in a state of constant competition on the
lower levels of the pyramid.

My second assumption is that disarmament will give way to an arms race
between Washington and Beijing. Although the United States and Russia advocat-
ed arms control under the mask of multilateral cooperation and mutual security
agreements after the Cold War, I do not expect China, in the next ten to twenty
years, to become part of any future accords. Beijing is a rational actor and pursues
a policy of prestige, but Chinese policymakers are aware of the fact that arms con-
trol will prevent China’s rise. Moreover, I believe that most of the existing agree-
ments are outdated and ineffective due to the increasing tensions between Amer-
ica and Russia. My claim is that if the United States wants to deter China
effectively, Washington should think of providing nuclear support for its allies
in Asia. Some would argue that deterrence through nuclear proliferation could
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lead to MAD. However, I consider MAD highly unlikely but yet, possible, for a sim-
ple reason: although realism believes that states are rational actors and though
they struggle for power, a very few policymakers are overobsessed by power.
For example, nuclear mushrooms can serve as inspiration for leaders like Putin,
but in reality, rational decision-making always prevails over reckless behavior.

Third, I argue that most non-state actors will primarily serve the national in-
terest of the United States and China. Military alliances like NATO are likely to
become less effective and even unproductive if the allies do not conduct an in-
stitutional reform. Integration suis generis communities like the European Union
will provide legitimacy for their Member States, but without armed forces, Eu-
rope will be vulnerable to external threats such as hybrid warfare or cyber-at-
tacks. Security agreements will not cease to exist as long as they benefit the na-
tional interests of the poles. For instance, economic entities are likely to evolve at
the expense of political cooperation since Washington and Beijing will have to
take responsibility for the world economy. My assumption is that state actors
will be central to the post-pandemic structure of international politics and that
great powers will be less likely to cooperate unless their survival is at stake. Nev-
ertheless, their efforts will be less inclined to establish a new generation of non-
state actors instead of investing a significant amount of resources to defeat the
adversary.

Assumption four refers to the policy of values that occupied a central place
in U.S. Foreign Policy after the Cold War. Although soft power and culture will
still exercise a considerable influence on the adversary’s behavior, I assume
that the United States and China will be more likely to resolve international con-
flicts through using hard power. There is a growing discussion about warfare
and its nature, evolving into non-conventional or hybrid forms. Although hybrid
warfare poses a challenge to the foreign policy of state actors, my concern is that
hybridization of war coincides with soft power through which a state actor seeks
to influence the foreign policy of its opponent. Cyberwarfare, on the other hand,
is far more capable of causing damage than hybrid strategies and presents a big-
ger concern for state actors. The evolving nature of war, however, does not pre-
determine the death of conventional warfare. Both United States and China pos-
sess destructive capabilities that are less likely to end the world but more
probable of being tested when Washington and Beijing demonstrate power.

Finally, I believe that the cooperation under the security dilemma, which
dominated the Cold War security architecture, is likely to evolve into confronta-
tion. China will be far less cooperative than the Soviet Union for two reasons.
First, Washington’s behavior towards the rise of China is warlike because Amer-
ica will not tolerate peer competitors in the APAC. Under these circumstances
and considering that China does not participate in arms control, Chinese policy-
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makers will hardly follow the logic of cooperation. Second, deterring China will
require a skillful strategy, which, I assume, does not always coincide with con-
tainment. Although containment from the Cold War era could serve American
foreign policy, its potential to negate Chinese global advantages is doubtful. In-
stead, the United States should elaborate on an alternative approach, which
combines the conventional tools of containment with offshore balancing.

In the final part of this chapter, I discuss a few plausible scenarios for the
post-pandemic age. My first conclusion is that the present state of the interna-
tional system is far from that of the Cold War. Instead, I have chosen to call
the New Grand Chessboard a four-scenarios game for the reason that, according
to my explanation, the ultimate purpose of the United States and China will be to
negate each other’s resources of influence and to neutralize any advantage that
might serve another great power to emerge. The second conclusion of this book is
that if the United States wants to deter China, Washington should abandon the
struggle for liberal hegemony and pursue a combined scenario, which I define as
offshore containment. Finally, I conclude that if Beijing strives to win the compe-
tition with Washington, China should abandon the temptation of orthodox Com-
munism and stick to political meritocracy and pragmatic leadership. To survive
the clash, Chinese decision-makers should employ more elements from the tra-
ditional culture of Ancient China and integrate them into Chinese foreign policy.
Thus, China will pursue the policy of silent cultivator, which will provide it with
the resources to negate the major American advantages.

In this section, I will explain my vision of post-pandemic bipolarity. Liberal
scholars will tempt to object that pyramid presumes hierarchy rather than
anarchy. Even so, my explanation does not deal with political geometry. I have
chosen to employ the pyramidal model for two reasons. First, structural realism
provides the methodological core of my research and thus, I have found it useful
to construct a pattern that depicts political relations among nations as a pyra-
mid. Second, structural realism assumes that the international system is anar-
chic because there is no governing body above state actors. Therefore, I exclude
international bodies from the pyramid because I assume that they serve and
thus, reflect the national interests of state actors. A governing entity might
hold a legal personality, but its behavior mirrors the foreign policy of the Mem-
ber States. International law provides legitimacy for international organizations
though it does not explicitly define if they enjoy the same sovereign rights as
state actors. Therefore, I assume that, although non-state actors interact and af-
fect world politics, they should remain outside of the pyramid as substitutes for
state behavior.
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Setting the model: the pyramid of balance

My central contention is that the international system is pyramidal, and embod-
ies a number of variables that have both qualitative and quantitative character.
For the purpose of this study, I use maths as a source of empirical data because
I believe that, in the case of numerous variables, the quantitative methodology
can most accurately assist in defining the post-pandemic structure of interna-
tional politics. Although this approach is poorly developed in the theory of inter-
national relations, I find it expressive for two reasons. First, it makes it possible
to assess the relationships between the variables in the study, which, as Waltz
highlights are central to one’s study (Waltz 1979, 14). Politics, power and anarchy
play a crucial role in the realist explanation of international relations, but I be-
lieve that their graphic expression will help better understand the coexistence of
the variables. Second, the logic of maths allows to better calculate the balance of
power in international relations. My quantitative research includes formulas
based on statistics and empirical information. However, Waltz reminds us that
when the variables become very appropriate, there should be a unified model
that demonstrates how explanations work (Waltz 1979, 16). Third, the pyramid,
of all the geometric shapes, provides me with a relevant approach to introduce
my explanation. The selection of this polyhedron also reflects the relations that
exist between state actors in the international system. Finally, I would like
to make it clear that this book does not deal with theories similar to Maslow.
The source of inspiration for this model is Kenneth Waltz’s structural approach
to the explanation of international relations. Thus, I assume that the post-pan-
demic balance of power can be depicted as a hexagonal pyramid, which com-
bines three groups of variables.

In addition, before deriving the formulas, I make a few clarifications, by
which I seek to refute potential criticisms of my explanation. First, I assume
that the pyramid is hexagonal and that it embodies the structure of the interna-
tional system. This does not mean that the system exists in perfect balance or
that the introduced variables, in the sense of state actors, have an equal chance
of defeating others in potential conflict. The geometric shape that builds the pyr-
amid in the straight geometric progression is a reflection of the realistic assump-
tion about the anarchic nature of the international system. Therefore, the base
area of the pyramid is not determined by the simple existence of the state actors
but by the direction in which the confrontation between states will take. The pol-
ygon on which the pyramid rests is a hexagon because I assume that state actors
in possession of weapons of mass destruction (WMD) have the destructive capa-
bilities to achieve Mutual Assured Destruction (MAD). For example, North Ko-
rea’s military potential cannot be compared to that of the United States, but
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that does not mean that Pyongyang could not provoke a US-China military con-
flict that could lead to MAD. At the same time, I acknowledge that not all states
in my model are superpowers. I accept that the post-pandemic world will be bi-
polar, but along with America and China, I assert that nuclear powers will also
play a central role in the post-pandemic structure of international politics. Al-
though a state actor may not be a superpower, if it possesses WMD, it could
still serve as a global balancer in international relations. Finally, yet importantly,
my model does not deal with absolute values. Variables and aspects of the pyr-
amid can switch places depending on how the balance of power in the interna-
tional system evolves.

My model is limited in four ways. First, this book does not seek to introduce
a universal theory of international relations. Second, the model is limited and
adapted to the post-pandemic realities. The structure of the international system
in the 1990s and more particularly after September 11, differs from the post-
pandemic structure of international politics due to the change in the balance
of power. Therefore, my model can serve as a starting point for calculations
only in the years after 2020. Third, my explanation is not based on historical
case studies, although one can use such to provide parallels with the Cold
War. My explanation does not address world politics only in terms of history
or geostrategy, as it combines quantitative with a qualitative methodology. My
assumption is that the formulas I use reflect the anarchic nature of the interna-
tional system, beyond which anarchy will evolve into chaos, which, I assume, is
a condition similar to MAD. Finally, the Pandemic is not a variable of my re-
search but rather a historical framework. In my theoretical explanations,
which I discussed in the first chapter of this book, I introduced three variables
– politics (dependent), power (independent) and anarchy (intervening), which
I will further operationalize within the pyramid. In truth, the structural model
I offer employs elements from previous theories. However, I mentioned at the be-
ginning that it is not possible to construct a concept without learning from pre-
vious explanations. The theories I employed provided me with a robust theoret-
ical framework for my research. Therefore, this book does not duplicate or
reinvent older explanations but rather refines or develops them.

There is a body of literature that seeks to explain the structure of the inter-
national system as a pyramid. I have found it useful to offer a critical review of
concepts, which follow a similar logic to my study. Most of the pyramid explana-
tions, however, are as clear as misguided. I begin with the theory of Rosecrance,
who offers a pyramid concept to explain the rise of China. Rosecrance states that
Great Britain was at the top of the international pyramid of power in industrial
terms but did not seek to exercise that power (Rosecrance 32, 2006). The depic-
tion of the structure of the international system as a pyramid, in which great
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powers occupy the top, expresses the common approach of most authors to con-
sider major variables in their studies. However, such structural models do not
provide us with empirical explanations of state behavior. Although my research
also considers power an independent variable, I believe that defining the posi-
tion of great powers in the international system does not enough does not pro-
vide us with a clear image of how the balance of power would change. In short,
static models are insufficient to offer a plausible explanation of the international
system. For example, we state that at the moment the United States is the most
powerful nation on the earth and thus, it occupies the apex of the pyramid. The
problem arises from the constant dynamics in which the international system
finds itself, which is currently shifting the balance of power in China’s favor.
Therefore, Rosencrace’s approach can serve to geometrize the British primacy
but fails to explain how multipolarity shaped Britain’s behavior in that particular
historical period.

Alexander Ossiander introduces a similar approach to the structure of the in-
ternational system by analyzing the Peace of Westphalia and the emergence of
sovereignty. Ossiander’s concept differs from Rosencrance’s with its emphasis
on world politics as a derivative of states behavior. By assessing the historical
legacy of the Swiss adventurer Johannes Burkhardt, Ossiander argues that the
Habsburg Empire occupied the top of the pyramid in 17 century because it
had long been the most obvious contender for top rank in Christian society.
They had tradition and legitimacy on their side. Therefore, their combined do-
minions not only were more extensive than those of any other dynasty but
had been acquired (at least within Europe) very largely through nonviolent
means, especially marriage (Osiander 262, 2001). Ossiander concludes that
war, like religious and ideological propaganda, was central to the definition of
where the top of the pyramid lies. Although I recognize the validity of Ossiand-
er’s model, it is arguable to what extent religion and ideology affect political re-
lations among nations at present days. Realism believes that soft power by itself
is not enough to drive states’ foreign policy. Ossiander’s structural analysis offers
a better vision of the international system but misjudges state behavior and the
balance of power.

Michael Brecher refers to regional security in Asia as a unique pyramid of
power, which takes the form of bipolarity, with two superpowers acting at cen-
ters of decisions, military organization, economic coordination, and diplomat-
ic cooperation involving a large segment of the system – though not all its mem-
bers (Brecher 1963, 215). Although the pyramidal model for Brecher provides us
with a starting point for a more detailed explanation of the balance of power, it
fails to operationalize a few variables. First, the pyramid of power is a model
which introduces only one aspect – the influence of state actors in world politics.
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After distinguishing superpowers from other international actors, Brecher does
not assess deeper variables such as the reasons for the rise of China. Second,
the pyramid of power is applicable only to the period of the Cold War, and I as-
sume that it cannot serve as an explanation of the post-pandemic world order.
Although the bipolar confrontation between Washington and Beijing reminds
us of the Cold War bipolarity, my concern is that some aspects differ, such as
the security dilemma, Chinese foreign policy, and the striking polarization in
American society. Brecher’s pyramid can explain the U.S.-Soviet bipolar world,
but is insufficient to assess the post-pandemic structure of international politics.

Andreas Antoniades offers a theory of hegemonic analysis, which envisions
hegemony as a four-sided pyramid, which signifies the dynamic, antagonistic,
and ever-changing relations among the different movements of power within a
hegemonic order (Antoniades 2008, 14). It is a concept that examines the bal-
ance between hard power (coercion) and soft power (attraction) in U.S. Foreign
Policy. The authors typically refer to the United States as the hegemon. The ho-
listic approach of Antoniades suggests that the base of the hegemonic pyramid
embodies life, or in other words, the struggle of state actors for power. Although
the author employs structural analysis to operationalize the variables, Anto-
niades’ model explains only the behavior of the hegemon without assessing
the balance of power. I assume that the hegemonic concept will be applicable
to future hegemons, but I doubt that it can provide a further explanation of the
post-pandemic bipolarity. Finally, Antoniades summarizes the tools of hard
and soft power, introduced earlier in the IR theory by Joseph Nye, without ex-
plaining whether hegemony has positive or negative consequences for the Unit-
ed States. The equations used by Antoniades are a perfect expression of the val-
idity of his theory but my conclusion is that a pattern cannot explain the
structure of international politics without assessing the foreign policy of the
other state actors.

In his notable theory of international relations, David Lake states that de-
spite all aspects of authority, all treat hierarchy as a structural characteristic de-
fined by coercive capabilities within either a global or regional system organized
into a single pyramid for all relevant states (Lake 2011, 60). It is arguable, how-
ever, that the pyramidal structure of the international system always presumes
hierarchy. The one-dimensional pyramids might envision the system as a hier-
archical entity with separate layers but as Kenneth Waltz reminds us “Peace is
a fragile concept” (Waltz 1988, 260). History shows that international organiza-
tions seldom use their mechanism adequately for conflict resolution and peace-
building. Even liberal scholars, who criticize Waltz’s theory for being insufficient
to explain states behavior, agree that only state actors can exercise soft and hard
power in its fullness (Nye 2021, 201). My concern is that envisioning the interna-
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tional system as a one-sided pyramid or a triangle does not provide a profound
vision of its structure. Morgenthau highlights that despite superpowers having
control over world politics, the struggle for power is central to states behavior
(Morgenthau 1985, 112). In short, one-sided pyramidal models are insufficient
to explain the structure of international politics. Hierarchical models reflect
power relations between international actors but fail to explain how those inter-
connections could lead the world to MAD or how political relations between na-
tions affect conflict resolution. Static hierarchical models are applicable to the
nature of state, which is much more similar to Kant’s eternal peace than to
the geopolitical realities of the post-pandemic world.

The best argument of my theory belongs to Robert Gilpin, who suggests
that no power can stay atop the world pyramid for any great length of time (Gil-
pin 181, 156). Is it, then, reasonable to assume that we can envision the interna-
tional system hierarchically? The answer of this book is no. Therefore, I argue
that the system of international relations resembles a multi-dimensional pyramid
rather than a simple triangle: the apex of the pyramid expresses power, the in-
dependent variable in my research and the base area equalizes with politics, the
dependent variable in my study. Anarchy – the intervening variable – infuses the
pyramid, which predetermines its multi-dimensional nature. Some would argue
that if the apex expresses power, superpowers should occupy the top of the pyr-
amid. Such a claim might be applicable to the liberal paradigm, but realism re-
jects it, reaffirming the statement of Gilpin that no eternal great powers. Liberal
scholars, who criticize Gilpin’s theory, also fail to explain why an absolute and
omnipotent power has never achieved permanent dominance in international re-
lations. Therefore, the struggle for power is constant, not its possession. One-di-
mensional models collapse when the international system transitions from mul-
tipolarity to bipolarity, or from unipolarity to bipolarity. History offers no better
example than Rome, which has ruled Europe but finally has fallen in the hands
of barbarians.

To sum up, I assume that the existing pyramid concepts of the international
system provide a starting point for its explanation, although they face significant
methodological limits. First, one-dimensional models do not take into account
the multidimensional nature of the system. The one-dimensional pyramids ex-
plain how superpowers control world politics and affect minor actors. However,
they do not explain what happens if one superpower challenges another. One-di-
mensional models do not address the security dilemma, limiting confrontation
between state actors to the use of soft power. Indeed, in a nuclear world, it is
impossible to fight a war, as nations fought in 19 century. However, war is part
of international politics, and to exclude it as an option would be naive. Second,
one-dimensional models reduce all tools of foreign policy to hard and soft
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power. I find this misleading, and I think that a more detailed look at the offen-
sive abilities of state actors is needed to explain their behavior.When two super-
powers confront, the survival of the international system is often at stake. Nucle-
ar arsenal and conventional military, however, do not share the same proportion
of hard power. The same logic applies to diplomacy and attraction in terms of
soft power. Third, one-dimensional models typically relate the foreign policy
of state actors to an essential variable in international politics – power. Although
it is the ultimate purpose of states to maximize their capabilities, it is important
to highlight that there are no omnipotent states. The United States is the stron-
gest nation in the world, but even its power has limits, which I discussed in the
previous chapter. It is paradoxical that sometimes the omnipotence of one super-
power causes another rising power to challenge the supremacy of the former.
After discussing the methodological limitations of my theory and those of the ex-
isting concepts, I proceed to the operationalization of the main variables in my
model, which I call the pyramid of balance.

Assessing the primary variables

In the first chapter of this book, I inferred three variables that constitute the body
of my research. I begin with power, which is the independent variable in coercive
realism. Power is at the apex of the pyramid for two reasons. First, the lateral
edges of the pyramid meet at the apex as all state actors struggle for power. Re-
gardless of their ideology, states are equally inclined to defend their security.
Second, the apex is located above the base area, which reflects the realist belief
that power man’s control over minds and actions of other men (Morgenthau
1985, 13). The emergence of rising power and its struggle for global leadership
is determined primarily by its capabilities to exercise hard power. Some would
argue that the pyramid would have a different view depending on whether the
world was bipolar or unipolar. Although the structure might differ, my claim is
that the apex will also indicate power because all status-quo states seek to pre-
serve their primacy. In a nuclear age, moral, on the other side, has little to do
with politics.

The dependent variable in my model is politics. It combines the short-term
and long-term goals of states foreign policy. I assume that whatever the purposes
of an actor’s policy, its ultimate purpose is maximize its resources and to accu-
mulate more power at the expense of others. Politics covers the center of the pyr-
amid. Of all the resources, available to state actors, I find the nuclear arsenal of
most crucial and decisive for their status, because it gives them the opportunity
to manipulate peace and war in international politics. Nuclear powers are the ac-

Assessing the primary variables 167

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



tors which, in their struggle for power, can lead the world to MAD, and so their
desire to rule the system could be its undoing. Henceforth, I assume that fear is
the only deterrent that keeps them from resorting to total war. Combined with the
realist assumption that states are rational actors, I conclude that their foreign
policy presupposes real expectations of how an international conflict would de-
velop. One would argue that my model is limited because it does not take into
account what would happen if nuclear weapons fell into the hands of a non-
state actor. My assumption is that state actors will not be willing to voluntarily
delegate their nuclear sovereignty to an international organization because if
there were such an option, it would have already happened. For instance, the
United States and Russia succeeded in removing nuclear weapons from Ukraine
and South Africa but failed to involve China in nuclear arms control. Besides,
most arms control formats are outdated and irrelevant to the post-pandemic
world order. Other arguments typically relate to scenarios in which terrorist
groups acquire nuclear weapons. My concern is that terrorists cannot construct
or acquire nukes unless being provided with resources by a state actor. However,
I do not think that a rational actor would entrust WMD to terrorists, and there-
fore this cannot happen. For example, ISIS gathered a set of IT experts when it
emerged on the ruins of Al-Qaeda. Yet, it did not develop its nuclear arsenal.
The same logic applies to Al-Qaeda, Muslim Brotherhood, Hezbollah and
other terrorist networks. The possibility of terrorists acquiring nuclear weapons
would unite state actors to such an extent that adversaries such as the United
States, Russia and China would do everything possible to prevent terrorists
from getting the bomb. Finally, the main purpose of terrorism is to harm civil-
ians, not to destroy states. The messages of political Islam that the West must
be weakened as a declining culture and that Islam’s ideology must prevail over
Western values are as utopian as the claim that ISIS destroyed Palmyra for re-
ligious reasons. The artifacts of the ancient city were removed not because they
were a symbol of non-Muslim culture but because the monuments went to the
black market, which infused a substantial financial resource into the accounts
of ISIS.

This leads us to the intervening variable in my research – anarchy. Anarchy
intervenes to prove the realist claim that international conflicts stem not only
from the desire of states for power, but also from the structure of the internation-
al system. Anarchy fills the pyramid of balance, and intersects the apex with the
base area. Mearsheimer is clear when outlining in his first assumption that an-
archy does not mean chaos but a lack of central government to run states (Mear-
sheimer 2001, 10). As I explained in the first chapter of this book, international
bodies have failed to exercise power, precisely because they do not have the po-
tential to alter the anarchy. History shows no better example than the tragic end
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of the League of Nations. If we lived in a world of values where beliefs dictated
world politics, maybe Kant’s project of eternal peace would come true, or at least
Jimmy Carter would win a second presidential term during the Cold War. How-
ever, the short peace of the 1990s has shown that once a country has enough re-
sources to oppose the status quo, it will do so, whether it uses realpolitik or si-
nocentric foreign policy. Those who blame realism for being cold and rational
should remember the optimism with which the liberal world welcomed the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union and how all that optimism went away on September 11.

Assessing the secondary variables

The first group of variables is the state actors, which correspond to the lateral
faces (the walls) of the pyramid: the superpowers United States and China,
and the rest of the nuclear powers. In opposition to most theories, I do not con-
sider arms control central to methodology due to the nuclear diplomacy of
China. Although Beijing has joined the nuclear non-proliferation treaty, it is un-
likely for arms control to affect Chinese foreign policy toward the United States.
The pyramid of balance is a polyhedron pyramidal structure composed of six tri-
angles, which denote the nuclear concert. The first triangle is the United States,
which I assume will maintain its global primacy for the next 50 years. The sec-
ond triangle is occupied by China, which moves towards reaching parity with
Washington. The third wall of the pyramid is occupied by Russia, which will
act as provoker in world politics. The position of a provoker will allow Moscow
to influence world politics without directly confronting the United States and
China. The fourth lateral face of the pyramid consists of Britain and India,
which are in possession of WMD. London’s aspirations for reviving the “Rule Bri-
tannia doctrine” are central to U.S. Foreign Policy and the Big Five. India is a
strategic outpost for the Western influence on the Southern Chinese border, how-
ever, still hesitant in its foreign policy towards London and Washington. The fifth
wall is France, nuclear power, and alongside Germany – the driving forces of the
European integration. Finally comes the face of nuclear powers such as North
Korea and Pakistan, which, although rational actors, are on the verge of gaining
destructive capabilities that will lead the leading forces to comply with them. Al-
though Iran could be placed in this triangle as a state of nuclear concern, at this
stage I will refrain from doing so due to its lack of WMD.

The second group of variables includes the ultimate resource available to
state actors to affect international politics – nukes. I assume that they occupy
the lateral edges of the pyramid, which outline its base. My claim is that resour-
ces of global influence in the post-pandemic world include nuclear arsenal, con-
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ventional military, emerging technologies, coercive diplomacy, smart power, and
economics. I suggest that the nuclear arsenal is central to one’s ability to exer-
cise power in world politics for a simple reason: nuclear confrontation could
lead to MAD. A state actor, which acquires nuclear weapons becomes a nuclear
power, while nukes more or less serve as a buffer against the outbreak of World
War III in a world where policymakers slowly become more obsessed with power
and less rational. Therefore, the lateral faces of the pyramid consist of nuclear
states and do not limit their expression to the poles. The conventional military
will still play a crucial role in the post-pandemic security architecture because
when diplomacy fails, sophisticated weapons prevent state actors from going
to war. By conventional military power, I mean basic capabilities such as
Army, Navy, Air Force, and military budget. Emerging technologies presume,
above all, the ability of a state to influence another actor through cyber technol-
ogies – hacking, hijacking, data leaks or sophisticated weapons in terms of
Space Force. Although the aforementioned resources are not equally present in
all lateral faces of the pyramid, I believe that countries like Japan have the op-
portunity to influence the policies of other actors no less effectively and techno-
logically than China and Russia. European countries such as France, on the
other hand, have adopted cyber strategies within NATO according to the princi-
ples of the rule of law, which prevent the state from interfering with the private
sector. Another lateral edge of the pyramid is coercive diplomacy, exercised
mostly through economic sanctions. In a nuclear world, where total war is tan-
tamount to MAD, it has become appealing for global actors to impose sanctions
on each other or third states. For instance, seven years after the annexation of
Crimea, the United States and Europe have not yet lifted the sanctions on Russia,
which, although partially effective, have not returned the peninsula to Ukraine.
Moscow has repeatedly responded to sanctions, far from affecting the West’s
economic interests. However, the logic of coercive diplomacy does not apply to
China, where economic sanctions would have a detrimental effect on Western
economies. I incorporate smart power into the pyramid of balance because my
assumption is that soft power, although secondary to hard power, is still central
to great powers’ ability to affect the foreign policy of other states. However, my
claim is that soft power is effective only if it is applied alongside hard power (Iva-
nov 2020, 50). Although smart power is primarily a U.S. Foreign Policy tool,
China and Russia, and to some extent, Britain and Europe, have the potential
to manipulate the attitudes of their adversaries. States in possession of nuclear
weapons are also inclined to employ smart approaches in their foreign policy.
For example, the nuclear diplomacy of North Korea keeps America in constant
fear that Pyongyang could launch a preemptive strike on the U.S. allies in the
APAC. Economics is the last edge of my equation. One would argue that of the
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actors, only the United States holds the main reserve currency, along with China,
Japan, Britain and the Eurozone countries. Even so, the currency is not the only
issue influencing foreign policy. Inflation in Russia and the devaluation of the
ruble do not prevent Moscow from maintaining high military capabilities, such
as its missile defense and early response system, which is already causing
alarm among the European allies. The Indian rupee is not a reserve currency,
but few would deny that India is an economic giant and an unwitting ally of
the United States against China. North Korea and Iran, whose economies exist
in isolation from America, are devoting enough to sustaining and developing
their nuclear projects. In other words, even if the lack of resources distorts the
power capabilities of an actor, other opportunities for influence compensate
for it.

The third group of variables involves imperfect rationality. Therefore, the base
area of the pyramid, which traces the roots of the base edges, determines the
rational limits of the nuclear states’ foreign policy. In a nuclear world, affected
deeply by the hegemonic behavior of the unipole, humans are far from perfect,
even when possessing the deadliest weapons in history. Given the fact that my
model is a hexagonal pyramid, this leads us to the conclusion that its lateral
edges could be flexible in shape. Therefore, each of the lateral faces of the struc-
ture can lead to its collapse, as long as the state has the necessary resources to
do so. In the event that the balance of power tilts in favor of one or another su-
perpower due to the availability of a scarce resource, the foreign policy of one
actor can deform the pyramid and make the threat of MAD more realistic. There-
fore, I consider the risk of MAD as real, although the state actors, being rational,
pursue a policy of survival. Moreover, my assumption is that it is precisely that
policy, which could lead the world to MAD.

Finally, I address the potential criticism that the pyramid of the balance does
not explain states behavior. In contrast to most of the existing models, and more
particularly – to the one-dimensional ones, my pyramid seeks to provide an ex-
planation for the structure of international politics and the behavior of states
after the Pandemic. It combines the basic configurations that will shape the
post-pandemic world and introduces plausible scenarios for their development.
In addition, despite my model does not pretend to be universally valid, I assume
it is theoretically robust precisely because we do not have enough empirical
knowledge to predict the end of the Pandemic. Thus, I need to proceed with
the examination of the pyramid’s aspects.
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Defining the aspects

The three variables I have introduced to explain the structure of post-pandemic
policy presuppose the existence of dependencies that can be used to calculate
the balance of power in the international system. I contend that the balance
of power in international relations predetermines its nature, which cannot be de-
fined simply as unipolar, bipolar, or multipolar. My assumption is that along
with the number of poles, the nuclear arsenal of the international actors will oc-
cupy a central place in the post-pandemic balance of power. By nuclear powers,
I mean state actors, which are in possession of nuclear weapons. For example, in
the bipolar model, in which the United States and China are the poles, Russian
and Britain, considering their nuclear arsenal, can also take the position of bal-
ancers in the relations between the superpowers. Moreover, I assume that, in the
context of conflict resolution, balancers will often play a much more crucial
role in resolving disputes than the poles. Russia’s role in the Syrian civil war
is an example of how a state actor that does not have the capabilities of the Unit-
ed States and China, has managed to benefit from the geopolitical situation in
MENA. Henceforth, in this section, I will define the aspects of my model,
which explain how the poles and the nuclear powers will shape the post-pan-
demic structure of international politics. In order to offer a more plausible expla-
nation of the model, I begin with the ideal type of right hexagonal pyramid.

The first aspect denotes the apothem of the pyramid. Since it is a right hex-
agonal pyramid, I signify the apothem with a. In maths, the apothem of hexag-
onal polyhedron indicates the segment from the center of the polygon, on which

Figure 1: The Pyramid of Balance: Variables
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the pyramid is built to the middle point of any side of the base area. I argue that
in my model, the apothem corresponds to a defensive posture or the probability
that an actor will fall into a position, in which to defend itself (Jervis 1978, 198).
My model borrows this term to calculate the possible development of a conflict
scenario and what resources a state actor would use to maintain its defense. To
measure the extent to which states tend to defend themselves, I employ the Py-
thagorean theorem to define a. After dividing the hexagon that constitutes the
base of the pyramid into six triangles, I assume that each of them is equilateral,
and therefore, I can calculate the apothem using Pythagoras. In the formula, I as-
sume that the apothem of defensive postures (a) is the sum of the defensive ad-
vantages of a state, which in sum with the realistic chance of a state to win the
conflict is equal to the most probable scenario of the confrontation. My formula
is based on a realistic understanding that states are rational actors, and their
quest to achieve victory or manipulate the balance of power reflects the real
judgment of whether they can win against their adversary. Therefore, it is logical
to sum up the desire of states to confront, combined with a realistic assessment
of their ability to calculate whether a conflict is possible and what is the most
likely scenario for its development. Given that in the post-pandemic world, the
international system is anarchic and that countries are in a constant state of
competition, I conclude that the balancing pyramid cannot exist in perfect con-
dition.

This brings us to the second variable in my model – slant height (s). In the
pyramid of balance, s is the distance from the base area of the pyramid to the
apex along the center of the lateral face. I equalize slant height with offensive
postures, which are defined as the position of one actor to attack another (Jervis
1978, 198). I borrow this term to explain whether it is possible for one state actor
to attack another and, if so, how offensive postures will affect the balance of
power. In math, slant height can be calculated with a given height and apothem.
In my theory, however, slant height is computable and denotes the MAD sce-
nario. One would argue that by doing so, my model limits the geopolitical out-
come to one option. This would be the case if I assumed that the pyramid of
balance was right by definition. However, I believe that, in a confrontation be-
tween state actors, the shape of the pyramid undergoes a deformation, which
could lead to MAD. Therefore, when two nuclear states come into conflict, re-
gardless of their nature – economic, diplomatic, or military – the confrontation
can lead to the collapse of the international system, the balance of power favors
the stronger actor. The more the slant height of the surrounding wall increases,
the more walls of the pyramid deform and recline, and the apex gets closer to
alignment with the lateral edges, so the states get closer to MAD. I assume
that an additional inclination will lead to the eventual collapse of the pyramidal
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structure, and consequently – to total war. At the same time, the height of the
surrounding walls is also changing, which means that they have a holistic
view of the conflict. Although the resources are basically the same and therefore
its size is not deformed, the probability of MAD depends on the length of the
slang height. If the pyramid of balance collapses, the surrounding walls will
also fall apart. I calculate the probability of MAD using the standard slant height
formula, which again employs the Pythagorean theorem, given that the base area
is a regular polygon.

The third variable involves the height of the pyramid – h. In mathematics,
height indicates the distance from the apex to the base, depending on the
type of the pyramid. In its ideal shape, I argue that the height of the pyramid
indicates the offensive capabilities of the states. Analogically, with given apoth-
em and slant height, we can use Pythagorean to calculate the height of the pyr-
amid because the static shape of the geometric body is right and hexagonal.
Therefore, I can employ the standard formula and apply it to one of the equilat-
eral triangles, which constitute the lateral faces. Since anarchy dominates the
pyramid of balance in the absence of the intergovernmental body, the calcula-
tion of the height will indicate the national interests of the state actors, which
connects the apex of the pyramid with the base are.

The last variable refers to the base sides of the pyramid, which I indicate
with b. In the calculation of the base area of the right hexagonal pyramid, the
base sides mark the limits of the regular polygon. Similar to h, base sides indi-
cated the defense capabilities of the states. In a right hexagon pyramid, where
the lateral faces are isosceles, we can easily calculate the base side by utilizing
a standard formula. If not, a more complicated equation will give us the final
value. Since all states in the pyramid are part of the nuclear concert, they are
in possession of nukes. However, it is important to highlight that the pyramid
will not be right as nuclear powers differ in their capacity.

Inferring the postulates

Before calculating the security dilemma, I will outline a few postulates that I be-
lieve will be valid for the post-pandemic structure of international politics. I do
not use the word “axioms” because my statements do not claim universal valid-
ity and follow the limits of my model, which I set at the beginning of this chapter.
I believe that the derived variables and aspects lay the foundations of a theoret-
ical model that can provide explanations for the post-pandemic world order.
Thus, I use the tools of mathematics as much as they can help the quantitative
aspects of my research.
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Postulate 1: States will remain the primary actors in the post-pandemic world
order

This book does not deny the potential of international organizations to mediate
disputes or exercise soft power. However, the pyramid of balance involves only
state actors, as only they have the sovereign capabilities to exert power and max-
imize their resources. Serving the national interests of their members, interna-
tional organizations are an expression of common will and cannot reach the
same degree of rational foreign policy as states. My conclusion is that peace
and war in the post-pandemic system will serve the interests of the United States
and China and the nuclear powers involved in international conflicts. If Wash-
ington endorses the concept of offshore balancing, introduced by Mearsheimer
and Walt, U.S. Foreign Policy will demonstrate a typical example of husbanding
American power in favor of the U.S. national interests. If Beijing develops its pol-
icy of silent cultivator, it will be transformed into an instrument of tributary di-
plomacy that will help Chinese leaders to neutralize Beijing’s adversaries and to
undermine the U.S.-led system of alliances. My model presumes that Moscow is
unlikely to rise to the status of a global power equal in capacity to the United
States and China. Moreover, I believe that Russia will take the more comfortable
role of mediator in the international system. Mediating between Washington
and Beijing will allow it to defend its national interests on an equal footing
with America and China and to reap the benefits of the conflicts in which
they are involved. How successful this strategy will depend on how stable Vla-
dimir Putin’s administration is and who will succeed him. Actors who will col-
laborate with the United States include Britain, France, Japan and, to some
extent, India. Washington will be opposed by Iran, Pakistan, and North Korea.
The emerging bipolarity does not mean that domestic insurgencies cannot
occur within those blocs. It is quite possible that the positions of Washington
and Brussels differ on various issues, the way Beijing is trying to control Pyon-
gyang’s nuclear program. However, I believe these differences will be much less
important than the bipolar opposition, which will inevitably lead the minor ac-
tors to take sides.

International bodies, on the other hand, will reduce their influence for sev-
eral reasons, the first of which is the lack of military capabilities. For years, Euro-
peans believed that true reunification of the Old World would occur when the
community finally moved towards giving more sovereignty to supranational in-
stitutions and stepping up their politicization. My statement is that the true uni-
fication of Europe presupposes the creation of European armed forces. The Euro-
pean Union is a unique community that enjoys the advantage of operating with
the second most common reserve currency – the euro. Europe has a stable eco-
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nomic framework, a healthy social policy and free movement between member
states. Without the armed forces, however, Europe will not be able to act as an
independent actor in the post-pandemic system of international relations. Russia
will forever remain the scarecrow of Eurasia, and NATO’s differences will widen
until the Alliance needs to be thoroughly reformed.

Second, the UN also needs reform. For years, several countries, including
Japan and India, have been urging permanent members of the Security Council
to include more countries on a rotating basis. If this does not happen, the organ-
ization will probably follow the fate of the League of Nations. The differences be-
tween the permanent member of the Council will become so great that the deci-
sion-making process will be blocked.We are currently witnessing such a process,
as many UN resolutions do not pass due to the Chinese and Russian vetoes.
The organization is, of course, unanimous in its decisions on threats such as
global terrorism, arms and human trafficking and crimes against humanity,
but much of the decision-making process has been blocked due to divisions
among the permanent members of the Security Council. From a peacekeeper,
the UN can easily become a provocator of conflicts. The best opportunity for
the organization to reform is if it accepts more countries by the Permanent Coun-
cil, and in order to compromise, this can be done on a rotating basis. Otherwise,
the UN will not survive in its present condition, in the era of bipolar confronta-
tion in which Washington and Beijing will not compromise in their foreign policy
and will not tolerate the rule of international law over their national interests.
Second, the UN will not be able to adequately secure global stability in a
world where peace and war will serve the interests of the nuclear powers. The
history of the Cold War shows that when the superpowers clash, the UN has little
if any, role in preventing MAD, which is the real threat that can lead to a zero-
sum game for all nations. This is not to say that the organization is ineffective
in preventing crimes against humanity. But let us not be deceived that it will
have the full mandate to act in the same way as it did in the Srebrenica massacre
when China was still rising and Russia was still weak after the collapse of the
Soviet Union. Third, the UN member states have adopted the Charter of the or-
ganization as sacred. But there are no absolute values in international politics,
because even the great powers come and go. The UN arose as an idea to prevent
World War II and failed in its mission because it had no actual potential to elim-
inate the preconditions for another global confrontation. The UN is on the verge
of failure because it does not have the tools to assure the world that it will pre-
vent total war between the United States and China. The easiest way would be to
make the organization’s resolutions binding, but that idea failed after terrorists
hit the United States. It is also debatable to what extent the UN can take rational
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resolutions given its cumbersome bureaucratic structure and its claim to be the
only universal global organization.

Third, NATO also needs to reform. Since September 11, the Alliance has em-
barked on huge and costly global commitments, many of which have turned to
be quite detrimental to the national interests of the allies.With the potential ac-
cession of Ukraine to NATO, its stability will be even more threatened as its bor-
ders will clash the Russian. I assume that reform of Article Five is needed to set
reasonable criteria for who can receive direct support from the allies and to what
extent the collective defense will apply to hybrid threats and cyber warfare. I be-
lieve that the criteria should follow three principles: shared burden, shared de-
fense, and shared modernization. Countries that refuse to pay, develop and mod-
ernize their armies should not be able to enjoy all the privileges it provides
because such states will simply be passive consumers of security without offer-
ing any contributions as actual allies. If NATO does not reform but continues to
expand to the East, to say, in the next twenty years, it will become completely
ineffective against Russia. If that happens, the effects and repercussions of
what has happened will ultimately undermine the European trust in its Ameri-
can allies. The ultimate test for the Alliance is Stephen Walt’s theory, which de-
fines three conditions under which an alliance would disintegrate: changing per-
ceptions of threat, declining credibility, and domestic politics in terms of regime
change, ideological divisions, domestic competition, or socio-demographic
trends (Walt 2008, 158–164). Of all preconditions, I believe that declining cred-
ibility is of crucial importance. The Alliance has shown that it is resilient to
changing threats since the end of the Cold War since the image of the enemy
has evolved from the Soviet Union through global terrorism to Russia and
China. Given that the world is moving towards nuclear bipolarity, we can expect
a long life for reformed NATO. Domestic politics seems like a risk to the Alliance,
but to the extent of populism, which depends on the electoral preferences of the
nations.While Donald Trump was in the White House, there was a talk that the
United States could leave NATO if there were no shared funding because and
thus, Alliance would not benefit American national interests. However, the ma-
jority of American policymakers rejected this proposal because they believed
that the losses from the U.S. withdrawal would outweigh the benefits. France,
which has been pessimistic about NATO since its foundation, has often ex-
pressed disapproval of U.S. Foreign Policy towards Russia. However, it is far
from realistic for Paris to withdraw from NATO due to its temporary frictions
with the United States. French politicians will not benefit from the isolation of
Germany, which would mean the rise of far-right nationalism in the country
and the collapse of Europe’s security system. With American troops in Berlin,
Germany is a loyal Member States of the Alliance, and its non-membership is
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out of the question unless America withdraws from Europe. Germany is the most
powerful economy on the Old Continent and could become the cornerstone for
the future European army. However, this will mean the end of the European proj-
ect as countries like France will also prefer the path of self-development rather
than that of cooperation. The countries of Central and Eastern Europe will re-
main in the Alliance as the United States has an interest in having a military
presence in regions such as the borders with Belarus and the Black Sea. U.S. na-
tional interests in Eastern Europe will be lasting as long as Russia has a presence
in Crimea and claims the rest of Ukraine. Therefore, the disintegration of NATO
due to domestic politics is possible only with the return of nationalism in Eu-
rope. Although the nationalist movements of the Old Continent are strong, polit-
ical elites are unlikely to listen to them for one simple reason: money.Values can
be a scarce resource of political PR for voters, but rational decision-making re-
quires a clear assessment of how much the benefits of withdrawing from a com-
munity outweigh the losses.Voters in Eastern European countries such as Bulga-
ria and Romania are often enthusiastic and unanimous about their rejection of
Western liberal values, but official statistics show more than 60% of the popu-
lation supports NATO and EU membership because of the financial support that
Russia cannot offer. Declining credibility is the only stone that can overturn the
Alliance’s tank. Therefore, the United States should demonstrate limited commit-
ment to Europe, with a clear emphasis on the shared burden. A Shared budget,
on the other side, is the starting point for limited commitment and offshore bal-
ancing, and once Europeans create their own armed forces, one could consider
delegating some of NATO’s functions to European command, a thesis Mear-
sheimer defends in his articles (Mearsheimer and Walt 2016, 70). Furthermore,
it is debatable to what extent the American national interest runs counter to
the European presence while Russia threatens to push its borders with the alli-
ance. Moscow has strong instruments of influence in the post-Soviet space, and
parity with the United States should not be binding in risk assessment. Along
with NATO’s structure, its capabilities also need reform. Without increased
cyber tools and opportunities to combat ideological propaganda, the Alliance
is vulnerable because these threats do not fall under Article Five. Therefore,
the allies should develop sophisticated mechanisms to neutralize cyber threats
and hybrid propaganda and prevent their spread to the United States.

Finally, the post-pandemic world will be less tolerant of regional entities
such as the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe and the Non-
Aligned Movement. Many of these bodies cannot survive without the financial
support of their members and without a theoretical framework of values that
they seek to preserve. My prediction is that they will need an updated vision
to defend their existence and their mission in the face of emerging China. Eco-
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nomic formats such as ASEAN also play a central role in the global economy and
the competition of great powers in the post-pandemic world. However, this book
does not deal with the future of international organizations. My assumption is
that in one way or another, these organizations will, to some extent, serve the
national interests of the United States and China. Regional organizations are
useful formats for joint action and coordination in the fields of economy, culture
and politics, but their decision has a little, if any share in international politics.
Each organization is dominated by a country or group of countries that promote
their interests in its institutions, regardless of the common positions of the other
members. The pyramid of balance can incorporate nation states without involv-
ing international organizations, which, I assume, reflect the national interests of
their members. In order for an international organization to become a part of the
model, it ought to acquire all the characteristics of a state, which political theory
assigns from sovereignty to independence in foreign policy. But then, what
would be the difference between an organization and a nation-state? This is
one of the questions that liberal institutionalists who criticize Waltz have failed
to answer.

Postulate 2: The ultimate purpose of the states will be to prevent mutual
assured destruction

My explanation suggests that the ultimate purpose of state actors in the post-pan-
demic world will be to prevent MAD.When I say state actors, I mean those coun-
tries that have with nuclear weapons. Each of the walls of my pyramid outlines
variables in which at least one nuclear force is present. Robert Jervis explains
that according to MAD, trying to protect yourself is destabilizing because it threat-
ens the other side (Jervis 2002, 41). Indeed, in a world where the United States
does not tolerate peer competitors and where global terrorism is the only direct
threat to American national security, defense is preferable to deterrence. Even
the most powerful nation in the world cannot contain terrorist groups that strike
in advance at any point in the world. However, it is my view that in the bipolar
world of the United States and China, restraint will once again be the preferred
strategy over the defense. A nuclear apocalypse is a likely scenario if tensions
around Taiwan begin to rise or if Beijing decides to break the cordon formed by
the United States through AUKUS. The situation is getting more complicated by
North Korea’s nuclear program, which has shown little willingness to engage in
dialogue and which would not hesitate to test its nukes against Tokyo and
Seoul. Although states are rational actors, the use of nuclear weapons is a histor-
ical precedent from World War II, and my concern is that this scenario should not
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be excluded. This is not to say that the threat of terrorism will disappear. It is quite
possible that a new ISIS will emerge after the Pandemic ends or that part of the
existing terrorist groups will merge into another Caliphate. For the United States,
the challenge of China’s rise is far more detrimental than the war on terror. The
same logic applies to Beijing, which, in its efforts to dethrone the United States,
will not hesitate to reshape its policy towards the Uighurs minorities. With Beij-
ing’s nuclear arsenal rising, Washington will have no choice but to return to the
Cold War containment policy, as a direct confrontation between the superpowers
will be tantamount to MAD.

Russia, which constitutes one of the pyramid’s lateral faces, has the largest
nuclear arsenal of all state actors. The future of Putin‘s administration is unclear,
but I assume that Russia is unlikely to return in the 1990s. Such a scenario is as
realistic as assuming that Moscow can unite Eurasia politically, militarily, and
economically in the next five years. However, Russia has demonstrated an excel-
lent record of fighting wars without risking the nuclear apocalypse since the an-
nexation of Crimea in 2014. The main point is whether the West should risk a nu-
clear war with Russia to make Ukraine part of NATO. The answer to this book is
no. Moscow will not resort to the use of strategic nuclear weapons unless it is
attacked first. However, Ukraine’s aspirations for the Alliance could trigger a tac-
tical Russian reaction. The Black Sea, on the other side, remains a region of con-
stant tensions, from which Moscow will not back down even with Putin’s succes-
sors in Kremlin. Historically, Russia has always had claims to the region since
the times of Catherine the Great, and Russian aspirations will not change even
if Kremlin regime becomes friendly to the United States. However, if Ukraine
joins NATO, tensions could escalate to dangerous levels. Mearsheimer notes
that much of the blame for the Crimean scenario lies with the West, which for
years underestimated Russia’s potential to contain Western influence in Eastern
Europe.With NATO’s troops on its borders, Russia may become more unpredict-
able for two reasons. First, policymakers in Moscow are aware that if Russia does
not effectively counter NATO’s presence on its borders, it could undermine the
legitimacy of Kremlin’s political regime. Second, if Russia withdraws from the
Black Sea, it will probably lose Crimea to the West at a later stage. Even if anoth-
er President comes to Moscow, Russia is unlikely to compromise. My prediction
is that Moscow will not withdraw from Crimea in the near future, and any chal-
lenge to the region poses a potential risk for MAD. Therefore, the rational policy
for the United States is to restrain Russia’s influence in the region, but only in
countries that are the Member States of the Alliance. With China lurking in the
Pacific, growing tensions with Russia could force the West to fight on two fronts,
a tactic that has often proved losing in the past.
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In the nuclear era of the post-pandemic world, APAC will play a central role
in U.S. Foreign Policy, followed by Europe and MENA. If we follow Allison’s
logic, there are several scenarios in which the United States and China will go
to war, two of which he considers most likely: a clash through Taiwan or the col-
lapse of the regime in Pyongyang (Allison 2017, 101). Both scenarios could lead to
MAD. If China decides to annex Taiwan, it would be a direct challenge to the
West Coast through Guam.Washington could activate AUKUS and subsequently
send nuclear submarines into Chinese territorial waters, which will most proba-
bly provoke another Cuban missile crisis. Unlike the Cold War, however, the su-
perpowers will be far less inclined to back down for one simple reason: if Wash-
ington backs down in such a crisis, it would mean victory for Beijing, which,
unlike Moscow during the Cold War, is a rising power. An American retreat in
such a conflict will legitimize China’s claims in the region, undermining the al-
lied relations between Washington, Seoul and Tokyo. If Beijing imposes a perma-
nent blockade on Taipei, this will be the most direct route to a nuclear apoca-
lypse, as access to Guam will be facilitated and the United States will be
forced to intervene.

The same logic applies to Pyongyang’s nuclear diplomacy. North Korean
leaders are rational-minded actors, but the same cannot be said of the military.
If a military coup takes place in North Korea, it is very likely that the military will
blackmail Western forces, threatening to launch pre-emptive nuclear strikes
against Japan and South Korea. This will lead to an international crisis with
the only possible way out – MAD. China will not allow U.S. troops near its border,
and America will not tolerate Pyongyang threatening its allies. Russia’s interven-
tion in the conflict would also lead to a nuclear apocalypse, especially if the
United States demonstrates the ability to retaliate. However, the ultimate chal-
lenge will come from Pyongyang, as the military regime could be unpredictable,
especially if challenged by Japan or South Korea. Thus, any attempt by the West
to overthrow Pyongyang should be carefully considered and comply with China’s
strategic interests in the region. Whatever the relationship between Washington
and Beijing, they must not rule out the possibility of a military dictatorship in
Pyongyang resorting to the use of nuclear weapons without rationally assessing
the destructive consequences of MAD.

What would nuclear containment look like in the post-pandemic world? First
off, any attempt by the other nuclear powers to include China in another arms
control agreements is doomed to failure. Chinese policymakers are unlikely to
ratify similar accords, at least until their country reaches parity with Washington
and Moscow. In addition, Beijing is very sensitive to any talks that would limit
China’s rise. My assumption, however, is that nuclear agreements will be in de-
cline. This is a process that began during the Trump administration when the

Inferring the postulates 181

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



United States and Russia withdrew from a number of accords reached by their
predecessors during the Cold War. One might argue that at some point the
U.S. president and the new Chinese leader could agree on a form of cooperation.
It is arguable if both powers will cooperate, or at least not until China reaches
parity with the United States. Russia, for its part, has no use in pressuring Bei-
jing to join nuclear arms control unless a President who fears China’s rise suc-
ceeds Putin in Kremlin. However, this is unlikely because relations between
Washington and Moscow have been at their lowest point since the end of the
Cold War, and they will remain so while Russian troops are in Ukraine.

Lebow and Stein pose a question that I believe can serve as a starting point
for explaining post-pandemic nuclear deterrence. The purpose of this book is not
to analyze whether nuclear deterrence worked during the Cold War. Although
their explanations serve the realities of the Cold War, I think they are applicable
as a point today. The first and most critical question is the contribution of nucle-
ar deterrence to the prevention of World War III (Lebow and Stein 1995, 158). Al-
though there is a growing consensus on the minor importance of restraint in the
outcome of the Cold War, I believe that it was the fear of nuclear war that led the
US-Soviet superpowers not to confront each other. Despite the claim that the
memories of World War II and previous conflicts are a strong deterrent, nothing
can compare to the nuclear apocalypse and the picture in which humanity is dis-
appearing. My claim is that this fear will deter the United States and China from
bombing each other with nuclear bombs, but to a lesser extent than during the
Cold War. The confrontation in the Pacific cannot be compared to the confronta-
tion in Europe for two reasons. First, there is no NATO in the APAC. The only uni-
fying factor for the unity of American allies is the rise of China and American
predominance in the region. If Japan is given the opportunity to rearm, it will
pursue a much more independent foreign policy that will inevitably provoke a
backlash from Seoul. MAD is more likely due to the establishment of AUKUS,
which, although similar to NATO, precludes security cooperation and is limited
to America’s closest allies, Australia and Britain. Therefore, security solidarity is
much less than that in NATO, which makes the risk of MAD more likely. Second,
unlike the Cold War, there is an actor in the Pacific who is far more unpredictable
than Mao’s China, North Korea. I have already mentioned why I believe that
Pyongyang’s nuclear program could lead to MAD. For the purposes of this sec-
tion, I will add that the destruction of South Korea remains a priority for Pyon-
gyang, whose leader has repeatedly mentioned that Seoul will always be an
enemy in the face of North Koreans. If North Korea is forced to invade South
Korea, the United States will have to intervene.

The second question refers to why and how deterrence works (Lebow and
Stein 1995, 159). Thus, my next assumption is that deterrence will be the only rea-
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sonable strategy to prevent MAD due to its psychological dimensions. The vision
that the world’s most powerful nations can bring about its complete destruction
is the strongest motivation for them to refrain from doing so. The psychological
effect of the scenario of millions dying in a nuclear apocalypse and the ambi-
tions of the superpowers form more or less rational attitudes among nuclear ac-
tors. Here we need to consider whether aggression as an attitude is stronger than
the human instinct for self-preservation and the pursuit of power. The answer to
my book is no. Although state actors seek to maximize their weapons and influ-
ence globally, and although superpowers are aggressive by definition, their pri-
ority is survival. The history of the Cold War does not point to a single example in
which the United States and the Soviet Union recklessly resorted to the use of
nuclear weapons without considering the options of survival and destruction.
Nuclear deterrence works because the instinct for self-preservation and survival
is stronger than the quest for power and a leadership.

The third issue concerns the military requirements of deterrence (Lebow and
Stein 1995, 165). I assert that in the post-pandemic world, decision-makers will
reach a consensus that deterrence is necessary. Hardly anyone in the United
States doubts China’s motivation to become a global leader. However, less atten-
tion is being paid to whether Beijing is willing to use nuclear weapons against
America. On the contrary, hardly anyone in China doubts that Washington will
protect its allies in the event of war. However, it is doubtful whether any Presi-
dent of the United States will be willing to authorize a preemptive nuclear strike
against China. Military spending on containment will continue to be a priority
for the United States and China, at least until the latter surpasses the former.
But is it possible for the United States to stop China’s nuclear rise? I think
not. Beijing will continue to increase its nuclear capabilities without fear of a po-
tential MAD because it needs deterrent force to hold back the United States.
For America, the only way to counter China is to withdraw from nuclear arms
control agreements, which will inevitably confront Russia and its European al-
lies. If Washington decides to unilaterally suspend its participation in nuclear
arms control, it will be able to independently develop its nuclear capabilities
to stem China’s rise.

Finally, it comes the political value of nuclear weapons (Lebow and Stein
1995, 170). State actors, which acquire nuclear weapons, become members of
the privileged nuclear family. Peace and war in the international system are in-
deed a privilege of nuclear powers, and that is unlikely to change, at least until
humanity invents weapons that are more deadly than nukes. It is possible that
more countries like Iran will try to get the bomb. This logically raises the ques-
tion of whether nuclear aspiration will have a positive or negative effect on the
post-pandemic world order. My assumption is that the more nuclear powers, the
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more stable the containment will be and the more peaceful the world will be.
Kenneth Waltz gives the example of Japan, which I believe is the only country
that can effectively contain China’s rise (Waltz 2012, 3). Historically, Tokyo has
proven that no other country can hold back Chinese military doctrine better
than the Japanese. America cannot deal with China without Japan, so the
non-inclusion of the latter in AUKUS was a huge mistake of the Biden adminis-
tration. Unfortunately, American policymakers are still captivated by abstract
moralistic considerations, suggesting that the rearmament of Japan will have dis-
astrous consequences for the United States. An assumption, as naive as it is dan-
gerous for American-Japanese relations. If Tokyo is given the opportunity to
maintain its limited nuclear potential, it will slow down the rise of China for de-
cades. It is illogical to assume that Japan’s military rise will threaten the U.S. al-
lies in the region. It is just as illogical as assuming that German rearmament will
lead to the marching of German troops in Paris. The history of World War I shows
that military revanchism is not a rational choice and at least provokes sub-
sequent conflicts instead of preventing them. If Japan takes the bomb, even
North Korea will be forced to be more constructive in its ambitions for nuclear
power. However, building Japan’s nuclear capabilities can only be done within
AUKUS. This will guarantee Japan’s peaceful rise as nuclear power and reliable
American ally in the APAC.

Finally, it is important to highlight a few obstacles that may arise to nuclear
deterrence, which Robert Jervis summarizes as limits to rationality. The first lim-
itation presents a solid evidence from laboratory experiments that much weaker,
but still aggressive people, who overestimate their cognitive abilities (Jervis 2014,
20). I think this variable is valid for the political elite in the United States and
China. American politicians have the habit of underestimating China as a typical
communist state that withstands American power, and therefore, tend to believe
that Washington can go as far as it wants. It is highly likely that the overconfi-
dence of U.S. decision-makers forces them to think that China will not dare to
invade Taiwan because it still cannot compete with U.S. military power. More-
over,Washington can hardly make a realistic assessment that China will not hes-
itate to use weapons against American allies in the region, especially with North
Korea on its border. Chinese leaders, for their part, tend to underestimate the
willingness of their American counterparts to defend the moral principles of
freedom and democracy, or more precisely, the driving force behind U.S. Foreign
Policy. For Beijing, the system of alliances is associated with tributary diplomacy
and is equivalent to a system of dependencies. For America, asymmetric depend-
encies exist in alliances, but loyalty to allies dominates U.S. strategic thinking.
The Americans’ belief that they could defeat China to protect their allies could
be the cause of military conflict. On the other hand, Beijing’s confidence that
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America will not risk a global war over Taiwan could lead China to a direct con-
frontation with Washington.

Jervis defines another cognitive process that influences deterrence as the
propensity for people to avoid seeing value trade-offs (Jervis 2014, 25). The ten-
dency of American policymakers to recognize their policies as the only accepta-
ble alternative is not unique to the United States but also to Europe. The West-
centric nature of American foreign policy presupposes narrowing down the alter-
natives to the one most acceptable to the leader. These attitudes are further re-
inforced by the fact that the President of the United States is the center of Amer-
ican foreign policy and, as such, chairs the National Security Council. The
situation is similar to Chinese leaders, who, due to their position and political
regime in the country, tend not to accept rational criticism from their advisers.
When two leaders ignore existing alternatives and insist that only their point
of view is correct, the voices of rational thinking fade away.

Finally, Jervis operationalizes the process of assimilating new information
to people’s preexisting beliefs, to see what they expect to present (Jervis 2014,
29). Politicians often do not interpret the information received in the most ration-
al way possible. A leader’s inner conviction that his personal experience will
help him make the right decision can have fatal consequences for foreign poli-
cy. If American politicians choose to pursue a foreign policy toward China
that draws on the American Manifest Destiny or domestic politics, Washington
would be much more inclined to go to war with Beijing than with a rational as-
sessment of the facts. Similarly, if Chinese leaders choose to follow the view that
America is China’s natural enemy because it maintains Beijing’s historical ene-
mies such as Japan, it could lead to war much faster than the mere belief that the
two powers must fight. The problem arises from the fact that the attitudes of
leaders cannot be accurately assessed. There are few who will share them open-
ly, and even fewer researchers who would believe such a confession. Unfortu-
nately, politicians tend to ignore the research of scientists, who persuade them
not to use their personal experience and beliefs as a source of rational foreign
policy. This can expose national interests and sacrifice them in the name of ab-
stract moral principles that could further alienate policymakers from their peo-
ple.

In conclusion, this book joins the view that rational containment theory
could explain the future of the post-pandemic nuclear balance. However, I be-
lieve that the United States and China will seek to avoid the possibility of
MAD, as both superpowers want to survive the bipolar confrontation. Potential
problems may arise from the misperceptions discussed above, but I still believe
that the instinct for self-preservation will prevail over factors such as overconfi-
dence and avoiding seeing trade-offs. In the case of a real threat of MAD, one can
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only hope that the circle of leaders will do everything in their power to prevent
World War III. History has shown that nuclear weapons have a much longer his-
tory of deterrence than aggression. I will therefore conclude that their prolifera-
tion among state actors would rather play a constructive role to secure peace in
the international system.

Postulate 3: The Scorch War: towards nuclear bipolarity

The third postulate of my model states that the structure of the post-pandemic
world will be bipolar. However, in contrast to the Cold War, I define the post-pan-
demic balance of power as nuclear bipolarity for the reason that the pyramid of
balance includes the United States, China, and the rest of the nuclear states. Be-
fore moving on to a more specific explanation of my concept, I found it neces-
sary to make a brief critical review of existing theories about the future of US-
China relations. There is a growing consensus in the academic debate on shaping
China as a pole in international relations that will catch up with the United
States in the next fifty years. My book joins this theory, and I assume that rising
China will be the scorch trial of Washington.

In his notable work, Ten Lessons for the Post-Pandemic World the prominent
realist scholar Fareed Zakaria argues that the world is becoming bipolar with
the United States, remaining the number one nation so far, and China, arriving
as a rising power (Zakaria 2020, 193). Zakaria’s statement justifies the crisis of
American soft power, which transformed the United States from a rational
Cold War actor into a foreign policy amalgam of soft power and liberal hegem-
ony, which, according to the logic of Zakaria is the major problem behind Amer-
ica’s decline. I agree. The striking polarization in American society, economic im-
balances, and the policy of values have undermined the international
community’s confidence in America’s ability to be a global leader. When China
arrived on the world stage, some actors, such as Germany and France, saw Bei-
jing as nothing more than a convenient economically to help them become more
independent of the United States. Although these perceptions were quite wrong,
given China’s tributary approach, many of America’s allies no longer see Beijing
as a small power that has no potential to lead the world. The behavior of other
countries towards China is like a pole in the international system, and attitudes
among large economies take into account the global role of Chinese investors in
world markets. The soft power that has sustained U.S. global leadership for years
and maintained the prestige of the American model has melted into China’s trib-
utary approach, which, while based on interdependence, has won supporters
among American allies with its claims to social harmony and balance. Liberals
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will call Zakaria’s theory realist propaganda, but how can they explain the
divisions in the American society absent during the Cold War, when Americans
were united against the Soviet threat? How will liberal scholars convince the
American allies that what happened in Afghanistan will not happen again?
Therefore, despite its elegant efficiency, soft power is no longer enough to guar-
antee the global prestige of the United States and to strengthen its role as a pole
in the international system.

A particularly punctual observation of Zakaria is his envisionment of China
as a superpower, which differs from the USSR in terms that it is militarily under
the United States, but economically and technologically is already a peer-com-
petitor (Zakaria 2020, 201). Liberals often see China as another communist and
an ideological obstacle to the global leadership of liberal values, believing
that Beijing will end like the Soviets. I deny this statement. The Chinese ap-
proach I discussed in the previous chapter is much more sophisticated and mul-
tifaceted than the Soviet one. Beijing is not seeking absolute hegemony to pursue
the supremacy of values, war, economy and culture. Although China seeks mili-
tary parity with the United States, claims Taiwan and pursues economic leader-
ship through tributary diplomacy, Beijing recognizes the danger of over-expan-
sion due to its vast history of ups and downs. More and more scholars agree
that China’s rise is in fact, the return of Beijing as a great power, not so much
the emergence of a global actor. However, unlike the Soviet Union and the United
States, China knows the cost of failure and therefore has a long-term strategy
that pursues leadership without hegemony. Some would argue that leadership
without hegemony is impossible. This is true in Western thinking, but in Asian
culture, leadership is a matter of honor, not colonization. This, of course, does
not mean that China is not pursuing an offensive strategy and that China’s
claims of growing influence are unrealistic. To sum up, one should distinguish
between the straightforward approach of the USSR and its claims to world ideo-
logical hegemony and the clever approach of China, whose tributary diplomacy,
combined with its technological rise, operates under conditions of liberal he-
gemony.

Zakaria’s theory recognizes that although tensions between China and the
United States are inevitable, conflict is not (Zakaria 2020, 212). I agree. Given
the fact that the main task of the superpowers will be to prevent the MAD, Bei-
jing and Washington may find themselves on the brink of nuclear war, but it is
far from inevitable. Zakaria gives hints for one essential Chinese weakness – its
neighbors, though this is unlikely to happen given America’s tough policy of re-
jecting Japan’s rearmament and the stable Chinese support for the North Korean
regime. Moreover, North Korea’s nuclear ambitions will make it impossible to
contain China unless Tokyo acquires nuclear capabilities under AUKUS. My as-
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sumption is similar to that of Zakariah, who admits that the Cold War is prefera-
ble to direct confrontation. Unlike him, however, I believe that the Cold War is
not just preferable, it is necessary. I argue that if the United States seeks to sur-
vive the bipolar confrontation with China, it must provoke a new Cold War. My
statement is also different in another aspect – I believe that the armed race be-
tween Beijing and Washington will not be cold but rather scorch. I use this term
to emphasize the nature of the competition itself. If the US-Soviet conflict was
cold because there was no direct military confrontation, the American opposition
to China would scorch, for one very simple reason that Zakaria points out in his
works: China is more fully part of the international order than the Soviet Union
ever was (Zakaria 2020, 215). The MAD is much more likely, and each of the two
superpowers will be preoccupied with destroying the enemy’s resources, and
less restraining it ideologically. I call that equation nuclear bipolarity. My as-
sumption is that ideology will have very little if any, role in nuclear bipolarity
due to the fact that soft power is diminishing at the expense of the likelihood
of eventual military conflict between the United States and China. Thus, a
Sino-American conflict cannot utilize a policy of values, it will have to undergo
through the scorch trial of another bipolar confrontation that will have only one
winner.

Richard Maher offers another interpretation of the post-pandemic world
order, claiming that U.S.-China bipolarity will differ in some crucial respects
from U.S.-Soviet bipolarity during the Cold War (Maher 2018, 498). Although
the author is correct that China will not surpass the United States in the near fu-
ture, it is debatable whether Beijing needs to achieve military parity with Wash-
ington in order to define the world as bipolar. Barry Buzan clarifies that in the
bipolar scenario, the question is whether there will be a power transition crisis
or the U.S. and China can find a way of living together (Buzan 2012, 165). There
are misleading predictions about the Sino-American powershift crisis, arising
after a large-scale military conflict. I find this explanation irrelevant to the nu-
clear age. My opinion is that the transition crisis has already begun and that
it has the following aspects. The first concerns the Pandemic. There is a growing
trend in academia to underestimate the global impact of the Coronavirus Pan-
demic. However, the Coronacrisis has questioned vital principles that have
dominated the liberal international order: freedom of movement and the privacy
of personal life. Along with the objective consequences that led to increasing
death tolls, there were conspiracies that I consider unnecessary to explore in
my book. Speculations about China deliberately and premeditatedly causing
the Pandemic to oust the United States as a global leader and strike at its allies
have successfully gained momentum in the West, sparking a wave of Asian ha-
tred. Rational-minded politicians would seldom agree with such a statement.
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However, the Pandemic was not so much significant in its objective consequen-
ces as in the impact it had on people’s psychological attitudes, especially in de-
mocracies. The limitations and obstacles that COVID has caused to developed so-
cieties have proven that even the most advanced countries can be put in a
blocked position. And although the world has begun to recover from the Pan-
demic, academic consensus suggests it will never be the same again.

The second aspect is the general crisis of representation in democracies and
the rise of populism. The United States and Europe, as the most advanced de-
mocracies, have faced many challenges that have brought their political systems
to question their own validity. The Capitol Insurgency and the subsequent im-
peachment against Donald Trump proved that the American political system is
in a deep crisis, which stems from economic inequality in the country and polit-
ical polarization among Americans. America has never been so divided as it is
now. Although President Biden’s attempts to bridge the divide have been suc-
cessful, it is very likely that more populist leaders will follow in Trump’s foot-
steps. Racial segregation, poverty, and social injustice continue to erode the liv-
ing body of American society, which inevitably influences U.S. Foreign Policy. In
Europe, populist leaders such as Victor Orban continue to corrupt European in-
tegration and promote Europhobia among some influential actors, such as Po-
land and Italy. After Brexit, the future of the European Union is undergoing a
major reform of the Union’s institutions and the strengthening of solidarity be-
tween member states. Against the backdrop of the crisis in democracies, China
continues to reap success, providing a formula with dubious relevance but
tempting value – social harmony and the right of every nation to pursue its
path of development. Experienced democracies can discern the risks and bene-
fits of this approach, but minor actors looking for a role model are much more
susceptible to the Chinese model, seeing what is happening in developed de-
mocracies. Economic cooperation with China does not mean accepting Chinese
culture or converting to communism. It leads to interdependence with the Drag-
on but does not imply acceptance of the values that Beijing upholds internation-
ally. Therefore, China’s rise is partly due to the crisis in which democracies find
themselves.

The third aspect of the crisis is the decline of the global liberal order. This
book does not defend the thesis that the United States is declining. It is my
view that America will enjoy its global role in the near future, but that the global
liberal order is dying. The roots of this process can be traced to the 2016 U.S.
Presidential election. My assumption is that the decline of the liberal order
will continue until the point where China reaches parity with the United States.
In a world of nuclear bipolarity, Washington will be forced to act under the dic-
tates of realism (Mearsheimer 1994, 40). This means that America must abandon
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its policy of liberal hegemony and devise a mechanism to deter the Chinese re-
alpolitik. The decline of the global liberal order does not mean the disappear-
ance of globalization or the diminution of the importance of human rights. If
Washington behaves as a hegemon, it will accelerate China’s rise and deepen
the crisis of democracy. In the global liberal order, the belief that the spread
of human rights and democracy would ensure peace dominated U.S. Foreign Pol-
icy. Under nuclear bipolarity, the conviction will be that peace and war serve the
interests of global actors – a truth that realism has long rediscovered during the
Cold War. China may not formally surpass the United States as a global power,
but Beijing’s influence over American allies is Europe large enough that Wash-
ington cannot respond adequately to Chinese provocations. If the liberal order
had a future, Beijing would develop into a closed state, similar to the former So-
viet Union, and despite its economic influence, it would not openly challenge
America. With its economic influence and stable presence in international eco-
nomic organizations, China is an unavoidable factor and it is only a matter of
time before this influence is transformed into a political one. The last instrument
that could serve the United States to reverse the balance of power in the Pacific
was the Trans-Pacific Agreement, which would block China’s economic interven-
tion. Ironically, unilaterally suspended by the U.S. President.

Stephen Burgess concludes that by 2030, the growth of China’s economic
and military power means that the country could be more powerful than the
United States in Asia (Burgess 2016, 140). I assume that there is only one scenario
that could prevent China’s rise in the coming decades – war with the United
States. If politicians in Beijing decide to go to war with America before reaching
parity with the latter, China will lose badly to Washington, with the potential
threat of MAD. However, my assumption is that if there is a Sino-American con-
flict, the United States will attack first. Burgess is partly right in his conclusion,
except for the historical period he points out. I believe that China will need
50 years to catch up with the United States in the region for a simple reason:
the U.S. military presence in the region is increasing, which increases the risk
of military conflict between Washington and Beijing. Moreover, China’s rapid
rise will be significantly slowed down if Japan gets nukes, which I consider un-
likely given America’s attitudes on this issue. In any case, China is emerging as
the dominant power in the Pacific, and in the distant future it will push America
out of the region. There is a third, less-discussed scenario where China annexes
Taiwan sooner than expected, with no U.S response. However, this development
is very unlikely because, at least while Biden is in the White House,Washington
is fully committed to defending Taiwan.

Yan Xuetong, one of China’s most prominent IR scholars, introduces the ar-
gument that bipolarity will mark the confrontation between China and Russia on
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one side, and the United States on the other (Xuetong 2013, 12). The distribution
of power in the international system is central to states behavior. My assumption
is that Moscow will continue to be Beijing’s primary partner against Washington,
and I doubt that Russia can reach parity with the United States and China. The
Eurasian continent is politically and militarily divided, which prevents the Krem-
lin from regaining the influence it had during the Soviet era. Moreover, Russia
has a strong sentiment to revive the Soviet Empire and regain its status as a su-
perpower. However, Moscow benefits far more from its position as a regional
provoker in world politics, avoiding direct confrontation with Beijing and Wash-
ington, but reaping lasting benefits. Russia is also of interest to China because of
its economic potential and the natural resources it has. Moreover, the Siberian
region is a starting point for deterring Japan, which has territorial disputes
with both countries over the Kuril Islands. I believe that the question that Xue-
tong raises is key to peace in the post-pandemic world – how to distribute power
among states? I outline two configurations.

The first configuration involves the distribution of influence through global
financial institutions. The dollar and the yuan are both reserve currencies, allow-
ing the United States and China to print more money and thus support their for-
eign policies. Therefore, trade wars between Washington and Bejing and clashes
within international economic organizations could have detrimental effects on
the global economy and lead to a new financial crisis. There is a precedent in
the relations between the two countries for the successful distribution of eco-
nomic levers – the agreements between Presidents Barack Obama and Hu Jintao.
In their conversation in 2018, they rejected the war as a means of regulating U.S.-
China relations and concluded that the distribution of influence in the world
economy implies a division of presence and leadership in international econom-
ic institutions. The financial peace that the heads of state have achieved has al-
lowed U.S.-China relations to develop peacefully, which, of course, has not pre-
vented China’s rise and America’s recovery from the global economic crisis.

The second configuration refers to the distribution of power in terms of re-
gional influence. Regional security will be the most complicated priority for su-
perpowers in the post-pandemic world, as the United States rejects the decline of
the unipolar world and China tends to act as if it has already surpassed Wash-
ington. My assumption is that the United States and China should divide the
world if they seek rational confrontation instead of MAD. If America continues
to pursue a policy of status quo, trying to maintain the unipolar model, it
could face the alternative of fighting a war against China. If Beijing invades Tai-
wan without acknowledging Washington’s system of alliances in the APAC, it
could suffer a heavy defeat. In both cases, the danger of a nuclear holocaust
is real, given that both countries are not inclined to divide the world into spheres
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of influence. Moreover, in order to divide the world, China must have the military
and political power to ensure that it can control its sphere of influence. The like-
lihood of division depends on the leaders of both sides. The more antagonistic
they are to each other, the less likely they are to compromise on what the inter-
national system will look like in the future. Although both forces are reluctant to
seek constructive agreement, it is my view that at some point, fear of the MAD
will force them to share the world, if not voluntarily, then naturally. However,
the economic division must precede political division.

Suisheng Zhao argues that although structural realist prediction of the inevi-
table conflict is a fallacy and the Cold War analogy is a distortion of the Sino-
American relations today, the emerging bipolarity has helped intensify the US-
China rivalry, leading to misplaced hostility and the attempts to force their allies
and partners to take a side (Zhao 2021, 2). Zhao touches on an important com-
ponent of Chinese foreign policy that is vaguely affected or often denied in fre-
quent geopolitical analyzes – the lack of a system of Chinese alliances with sat-
ellites or allies to share Chinese principles. First of all, we must clarify that China
does not claim to promote universal principles such as those on human rights
and democracy. Moreover, my contention is that China does not need them,
and therefore accepting this point as a starting point is quite misleading. The ex-
port of values is a liberal approach to foreign policy that dominated the United
States after the Cold War and claimed that democracy was the final form of gov-
ernment. The Chinese tradition, being Sinocentric, denies the universal univer-
sality of a doctrine and accepts that China is the center of the world. For
China, forming alliances and taking satellites is expressed by tributary diploma-
cy, which binds foreign nations with the obligation to pay homage to the center
of the universe. Dependence on the center guarantees peaceful relations with it
until the two countries enter into a conflict similar to the one in which Washing-
ton and Beijing are currently. Despite numerous criticisms of human rights,
China remains the West’s largest trading partner, placing liberal democracies
in the position of tributary partners honoring Beijing. In such circumstances,
China’s foreign policy does not need allies or satellites to secure its global influ-
ence. Therefore, we can define China as a great power long before it reached de
facto parity with the United States. Therefore, the division of the world between
Washington and Beijing will not express the classic division of the Iron Curtain
era but rather will reflect the vision of the two countries on the distribution of
financial belts in the world.

The second line that Zhao distinguishes in his concept is China’s partnership
approach, which advocates the establishment of an anti-American axis, consist-
ing of major American adversaries such as Russia and Iran (Zhao 2021, 4). Fur-
thermore, he suggests that the bipolar confrontation between the United States
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and China is unlikely to end with the disintegration of one of the powers – a the-
sis that I also support in my book. The question of whether the alliance system or
tributary diplomacy is more cohesive will be clear in the future when Beijing
reaches Washington’s global influence. In my opinion, the two strategies are
equally effective because the complex network on which they are built excludes
the national interests of the counter-camp. In this sense, the spheres of influence
of the United States and China will not resemble the spheres of the Cold War, in
which the superpowers dominated their allies and satellites ideologically, polit-
ically and economically. The Scorch War will be a condition of bipolar confron-
tation, in which each of the state actors will act according to his national inter-
est, on the principle that Zhao states as the friend of my enemy are my friend
(Zhao 2021, 5). I will continue to look at the two superpowers that I believe
will play a key role in the structure of international politics in the post-pandemic
world.

Postulate 4: The decline of Uncle Sam and the rise of Columbia

IR scholars like the personification of Uncle Sam. However, I assume that Colum-
bia has already replaced Uncle Sam as a personification of the United States. In
the aftermath of the Cold War, Uncle Sam, who symbolized the American hard
power, shifted to the slight impersonation of Columbia. Furthermore, with the
Soviet Union defeated, the image of Uncle Sam melted into the soft power of at-
traction. Joseph Nye,who elaborated the concept of soft power and who, together
with Robert Keohane, introduced the theory of interdependence, sought to iden-
tify those transformations with unipolarity. Indeed, American power has become
soft. Following the tragic events of September 11, Uncle Sam returned for a while
to heal the wounds inflicted by terrorists but then gave way to the image of the
American pacifier Columbia, whose mission was to rebuild broken governments
and promote democracy. One might argue that the incarnation of Uncle Sam
is less attractive than that of Colombia. Even so, soft power proved insufficient
to prevent China’s rise. When Mighty Columbia first clashed with China, Wash-
ington realized it had fallen prisoner of its own interdependence strategy. Beijing
exercised soft power to establish dependency relations between the United
States and China. In 2022, America still surpasses China in all military aspects
although it has not escaped from the prisoner’s dilemma of fighting a war
against Beijing.

However, the decline of Uncle Sam does not mark the end of American
power. The United States is still the most powerful nation in the world, and as
such, I believe that it is at the apex of the pyramid of balance.Washington pos-
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sesses advanced military technologies and powerful destructive capabilities that
allow it to intervene at any time, anywhere. The U.S. dollar is still the main re-
serve currency and the strongest economic instrument on the market. American
diplomacy enjoys a strong system of alliances that, although shaken by Trump’s
foreign policy, still deter the major American adversaries. The United States also
has the world’s second-largest nuclear arsenal, which is a powerful deterrent to
actors who would plan a preemptive strike against America. The undeniable ad-
vantages that Washington has in terms of resources, geographical location and
neighbors minimize the risk of attack on American soil. In addition, there are
several temptations facing the United States that Americans must overcome if
they are to win the confrontation with China.

America must break with the legacy of liberal hegemony, and more particu-
larly, with that of the hawks, who encouraged Washington to send its troops
abroad and to spend billions on exhausting military campaigns. This is not to
say that the importance of human rights and democracy should be neglected.
But does America need to be merely responsible for them? Should American sol-
diers build democratic regimes at the cost of their lives? If the export of democ-
racy has benefited U.S. Foreign Policy, why do its biggest failures refer primarily
to democratization? It is time for Washington to recognize that in a bipolar
world, the export of democracy will not work well for the United States. On
the contrary, it nurtures the roots of China’s soft power, which portrays America
as an expansionist power, aggressively trying to impose its values on all nations.
The Chinese claim may sound naive and foolish in the ears of liberal democra-
cies, but for nations where democracy has never ruled, the idea of the aggressive
Columbia, which seeks to convert nations, sounds tempting. When the United
States withdrew from Afghanistan, China welcomed the Taliban’s choice of de-
velopment, although Kabul refused to cooperate with Beijing. However, if the
United States intervenes again in the Middle East, it could lead to a new military
fiasco as the country is economically exhausted and political life is in a state of
inequality and polarization (Zakaria 2020, 220).What would happen if Washing-
ton stuck to the policy of liberal hegemony? Many realists warn that the conse-
quences for the United States will be detrimental because the concept of liberal
hegemony no longer exists. John Mearsheimer is not the only realist to confirm
the demise of liberalism. Unlike politicians who face reelections and neglect the
predictions of the realist scholars, academia is looking for objective truth based
on empirical observations. I assume that if the United States insists on pursuing
a policy of liberal hegemony, it will face the following failures.

First, the polarization in American society will increase, which will deprive
politicians in Washington of the ability to adequately defend the American na-
tional interest. If, in the early twentieth-century Americans were vaguely in-
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volved in U.S. Foreign Policy, and if in the midst of the Cold War Washington’s
foreign relations were simply a denial of the communist Soviet Union, more and
more American taxpayers are less likely to share their financial resources for ex-
pensive military campaigns overseas. American public opinion is becoming in-
creasingly hostile to the idea of the United States establishing and maintaining
a global military presence, at least because it costs American lives. Democracy
presupposes pluralism and empowers citizens to take their policymakers ac-
countable for their actions. The greater threat to American democracy is related
to economic inequality in the United States and the demise of the middle class –
a proper observation that Zakaria discusses in his book (Zakaria 2020, 225).
The liberal wing of American politics has always defended social justice and
the right of citizens to social equality. Such political rhetoric would be praisewor-
thy if its actions did not indicate otherwise. The extreme rhetoric of some leftist
movements, as opposed to far-right factions that preach xenophobia and racism,
is destroying the driving force behind U.S. Foreign Policy – American unity. The
greater the polarization in American society, the more vulnerable America is to
Chinese soft power and Russian smart approach. The Russian interference in the
2016 Presidential election is a perfect example of how American democracy
could perish. Evidence of this interference was found at a later stage of the in-
vestigation, but in my opinion it does not matter whether the election was the
subject of a cyber attack. The basic point was that on the election eve, public
opinion was severely divided. While Hillary Clinton had a clear advantage and
garnered the support of most Americans, the divisions in society, combined
with the Russian propaganda, created an electoral vacuum that was filled by
Donald Trump’s supporters. One might argue that Trump’s victory is due to spe-
cific aspects of the American electoral system, and more particularly, the exis-
tence of the Electoral College. Even so, few would reject the claim that Russia
repeatedly interfered indirectly in the election and managed to divide public
opinion, raising the Duginist thesis that liberal elites were responsible for the
American decline. The dividing lines that emerged after the election continued
to polarize society and eventually escalated into the 2021 Capitol Attack, in
which a group of extremists attempted to burn the legacy of the world’s most de-
veloped democracy. If the future Presidential administrations succumb to the
temptation of pursuing liberal hegemony, a subsequent division of the Ameri-
cans could completely block the American political process.

Second, the United States will lose to China if it relies primarily on soft
power. Beijing has a well-established mechanism of countering the American
soft approach, and it works in regions where the United States is losing its influ-
ence. Scholars typically indicate China’s economic growth as the primary source
of Beijing’s power. Although I find their assertion reasonable, China’s economic
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expansion is far from its strongest advantage. The secret of China’s foreign policy
lies in the pragmatic leadership of the Chinese leaders. Although China has not
yet reached parity with the United States, Beijing is shifting the use of soft power
to the economic sphere and, to some extent, to Chinese popular culture. Beyond
soft power remains China’s millennial record of manipulating its adversaries by
pitting them against their allies. For instance, Europe, America’s most trusted
ally in the Western hemisphere, stands at a crossroads. Economically, the Euro-
pean Union is highly dependent on China, and militarily and politically – on the
United States. Although NATO allies are unanimous on Russia and China, posing
a challenge to the Alliance’s security, we cannot deny that the economic interests
of European countries in China have a significant impact on the foreign policy of
France and Germany.When the United States imposed sanctions on Nord Stream
because it feared Russia’s growing influence on the old continent, Germany op-
posed the decisions taken by the Biden administration. Berlin and Paris have al-
ways been united within NATO, but their interests do not coincide with those of
the United States when it comes to energy security and trade relations with
China. In other words, America’s allies with Europe stand firmly behind the Unit-
ed States because of their military dependence on Washington, but are more sus-
ceptible to China’s strategy for tributary diplomacy due to the attractive rhetoric
of Chinese investors.

America’s soft power cannot prevent the rise of China for another reason:
Russia’s growing influence. Liberal scholars often argue that Moscow and Beijing
cannot offer an alternative to liberal democracy. Although I hold this view, it is
hard to deny that there is a difference between a soft power that imposes a cer-
tain pattern of behavior and one that gives each nation the freedom to choose its
own path of development. Universal models are failing not merely because their
ideological alternatives are more resilient. Liberal scholars would argue that a
pattern is universal when it secures the balance of power and ensures lasting
peace. However, I assume that universal models are myths debunked by Kenneth
Waltz,who criticized the optimistic ideas of Kant. In the years since September 11,
U.S. Foreign Policy has evolved into a smart approach combining the tools of
hard and soft power. The essential mistake of hawkism was that it ignored the
realistic warnings of Robert Jervis, who stated that soft power was not enough
to be the driving force behind American foreign policy (Jervis 2009, 190). Thus,
Moscow and Beijing did not need to offer an alternative model of development.
China waited for the soft power of America to weaken so that the United States
could no longer fulfill its global commitments. As Washington began to take a
more selective approach toward its allies, China took advantage of this policy to
further compromise America’s soft power of attraction. For example, at the found-
ing of AUKUS, President Biden said that Japan would not be able to join the pact,
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despite Tokyo’s unequivocal wish to become part of the pact.Washington’s refusal
posed the question of what the future of Japan’s defense strategy will be and how
it will respond to China’s rise. The United States has a number of obligations to
Tokyo under Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution, but to what extent would
Washington fulfill its commitments to Japan? What if the exclusion of Tokyo
from AUKUS undermines the Japanese confidence in the United States? A realist
approach would require America to enable Japan to develop its own defense ca-
pabilities, rather than relying on the soft power of American diplomacy. However,
irrational fears of a resurgence of Japanese militarism hamper Washington’s real-
istic perceptions. China’s strategy to undermine the U.S.-led system of alliances in
the APAC has not yet borne fruit, but it is on track to do so following transforma-
tions in the balance of power in the Pacific.

Columbia’s greatest temptation is its traditional perception of China as a tra-
ditional communist state that will collapse like the Soviet Union. Proponents of
soft power are among the predominant advertisers of that attitude, which focus-
es more on the Chinese political regime than on the prospects for military con-
flict. My assumption is that, even if the United States defeats China in a bipolar
clash or one-on-one military confrontation, Beijing will not follow the fate of the
Soviet Union. As Kissinger explains, the Chinese state tradition is not fleeting,
and despite the revolution, China has managed to preserve its statehood (Kis-
singer 2005). China may give way, even return to a century of humiliation, but
it will become a great power again in centuries to come. Can we say the same
about the United States? The essential core of the American model is the strength
and endurance of American democracy, as well as the freedoms of the American
people, who inspire the political system of modern liberal democracies. How-
ever, as long as the United States erect walls between Self and Others, it will hin-
der their real perceptions of the rest of the world. The Soviet Union failed against
the United States because, in its denial of democracy, Soviet leaders refused to
recognize it and thus lost rational judgment of how powerful America was. The
United States, like the Soviet Union, sees the Chinese model as a totalitarian
remnant of the Cold War, which, although reformed thanks to Deng Xiaoping,
will follow Moscow to the bottom of history. American scholars consistently re-
ject the obvious fact that Chinese foreign policy stems not only from Marxist
perceptions of the class struggle but also from traditional Chinese culture. An-
other part of the researchers, in an effort to simplify the Chinese model, identify
it with philosophical and geopolitical categories from the European heritage of
Ancient Greece and Rome. Few recognize China as the heir to a great civilization
that is not just a rising power, but an empire that is returning to the world stage
(Jones 2020, 2). For the United States, China is the adversary that inherited the
Soviet Union. For Beijing,Washington is a major obstacle to China’s rise. Unlike
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Uncle Sam, who would look rationally at the Dragon on the other side of the
ocean, Columbia deeply underestimates China’s military might.

Although positioned at the apex of the pyramid, the United States risks los-
ing the competition to China if it does not acknowledge that it is already entering
a period of new bipolar confrontation. The sooner Washington recognizes Beijing
as a serious challenge and skillful opponent, the better America’s chances of
defeating China. Unfortunately, America is late. My assertion is that China’s
rise cannot be stopped unless the United States decides to attack it, which
could lead to MAD. I will discuss the MAD scenarios later in the chapter. For
the purposes of this section, I will say that Beijing was given the opportunity
to become a pole not without the support of Washington. Paradoxically, Colum-
bia, involved in the fight against terrorism, opened the door for China to become
a superpower, considering it its ally against the terrorists.What the United States
has failed to understand is that Beijing attaches different meanings to the
term “ally.” For China, allied relations presuppose bilateral dependence,
which, through tributary diplomacy, benefits both countries. This is the reason
why we are not talking about a Chinese system of alliances, in the sense in
which we understand the American one, in which relations are asymmetric
and depend on the military-strategic advantage of the United States. The prob-
lem arises when it becomes obvious that many of America’s allies are part of
a system of tributary diplomacy that is reminiscent of the Silk Road. Therefore,
for many U.S. allies, abstaining from confronting China is no longer a matter of
ordinary loyalty, but of national interest. Under these conditions, the central
question for the United States and China is – who would the American allies
choose? Will they prefer the alliance with Columbia to the economic goods flow-
ing from the Silk Road? A historical dilemma, which has reshaped the foreign
policy of many empires.

Postulate 5: The Flying Guillotine of the Sage

Researchers like to portray China as the Dragon facing Uncle Sam in an apoca-
lyptic battle for the Pacific. The prospect of Asian power, taking over the world’s
leadership confounds the Western world. I find those Dragon tales culturally ap-
propriate but geopolitically misleading. In Asian culture, Dragons are a symbol
of wisdom and longevity. Thus, the emphasis on their nature is not necessarily
related to “slaying the Dragon” stories. Unlike the great Western powers, China
has one essential advantage that allows it to cultivate its potential without re-
vealing it. I assume that the cultivation strategy of China is unique to Asian civ-
ilizations because their traditions do not duplicate the West, as many IR scholars
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tend to believe. In this book, I prefer to identify China with the long-lived Sage
rather than the Dragon. I will elaborate my concept by introducing a thoughtful
historical comparison between China and the other great powers.

The reason China took the place of a great power alongside America is the
periodic Chinese revival as such. The Roman Empire, a source of cultural and
political inspiration for Western civilizations, along with Ancient Greece, experi-
enced its rise and fall until Rome finally fell to the barbarians. Medieval Byzan-
tium, which preserves the Roman tradition and through the Justinian Code set
the stage for a new form of statehood, lived a thousand years to collapse
under the Ottomans. The British colonial empire, over which the sun does not
set, reached its peak in the 18th century but lost its power in the flames of
the two world wars. Western civilizations follow the Hegelian spiral, but unlike
Eastern ones, their downfall is final and irreversible. China experienced a series
of historical transformations, but it still retains the Sinocentric core of Asia. The
Chinese Empire went through periods of prosperity when it was united by the
Qing Dynasty until its power melted away during the Opium Wars, when Beijing
entered its dark century of humiliation. The pattern of Chinese civilization, how-
ever, is very different from Hegel’s spiral, and therefore, my claim is Hegelianism
cannot serve as a plausible explanation for China’s vital historical cycle. There-
fore, and due to its ability to cultivate the ancient Chinese tradition, China will
not collapse and perish as a civilization, like the Western empires. In other
words, it is untenable to depict the Chinese Grand Strategy as Pax Sinica, at
least because we cannot westernize the Chinese worldview. The sinocetrism
that Kissinger discusses in his writings is a geopolitical oxymoron of the hegem-
onic culture that dominated ancient Rome and colonial Europe. This is not to say
that Beijing has abandoned its grand design for global leadership. However, one
should distinguish between leadership and hegemony. Hegemons impose their
values and seek to dominate the minds and actions of their allies. The leader
seeks to establish a system of alliances that benefits all countries which volun-
tarily recognize the global primacy of their guide. A strategy, far from relevant to
that of the USSR and Trump’s America. In other words, the pursuit of social har-
mony and the Confucian approach to foreign policy does not deprive China of its
pursuit of great power policy. On the contrary, they express the policies for ach-
ieving this goal in a period of time that may take decades. It is much more con-
venient and rational for China to wait for the demise of America than to fight a
war, it cannot win. Morgenthau has repeatedly stated that conquering China is
the way to victory and that peripheral military actions are not a plausible strat-
egy against Beijing.

When a state actor or American ally becomes the subject of tributary diplo-
macy, it has two possible outcomes: peaceful coexistence or a flying guillotine. It

Inferring the postulates 199

 EBSCOhost - printed on 2/12/2023 5:20 PM via . All use subject to https://www.ebsco.com/terms-of-use



is important to clarify that under nuclear bipolarity, every state actor, whether it
is in possession of nuclear weapons or not, will have to maintain a constructive
relationship with the superpowers, and isolation is not an option. Only Japan
will be less inclined to avoid tributary diplomacy and the flying guillotine due
to its outstanding contributions to the world economy. Peaceful coexistence in-
cludes the development of economic cooperation and cultural relations while re-
specting the national interest. A policy, which does not bind states to share cer-
tain values, although it makes their economies dependent on China. Another
strategy that Beijing is likely to apply is an indirect policy of sanctions, which
I define as the flying guillotine. In the Western tradition, the United States and
Western Europe punish their adversaries through economic and diplomatic sanc-
tions. However, China does not benefit from imposing sanctions on anyone. In
the Chinese tradition, punishment does not merely imply sanctions. It also pre-
sumes a comprehensive approach aimed at undermining the economic sover-
eignty of Beijing’s adversaries. It is a reciprocal action of interdependence,
which presumes that any sanction against China and the Chinese economy
will affect the economy of the other actor. President Trump’s trade war with Bei-
jing is a perfect expression of the flying guillotine strategy. Criticized for taking a
hard line, Trump was adamant in his efforts to bring American production back
to the United States, despite labor costs. However, U.S. sanctions have also hit
Western investors because of the dependence that has existed between the Chi-
nese and U.S. economies. Thus, the liberal concept of interdependence turned
against Washington. And although the United States has endured these upheav-
als, it is doubtful how much smaller actors could avoid the flying guillotine.

Yet, China is not immune to the great power syndrome, which represents
the greatest temptation of the Sage. Chinese traditional culture should not fall
victim to orthodox communism, as this will lead to the same hegemonic desires
that America is currently experiencing, and which have also failed the Soviet
Union. Stalinism and Leninism are incompatible with Chinese communism,
which has its roots in Mao’s dialectics. Socialism with Chinese characteristics
combines the legacy of Mao, Xixian‘s social reforms with the original Chinese
tradition. China’s Sovietization would be as detrimental to the country’s political
future as its liberalization. Beijing would not be what it is today without this
unique amalgam that has provided resources to China’s foreign policy and trans-
formed the Sage into an attractive harbor for foreign investors. Soviet ideology,
which had dominated the socialist camp for half a century, had the opportunity
to open up to the world during the short peace under Carter and Brezhnev. Miss-
ing this opportunity, Brezhnev signed the death warrant of the USSR. In truth,
the opening was practically impossible because Moscow had the tools and the
inspiration to reform its communist ideology. Tsarism died with the last Russian
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Emperor, and the Church was under the control of the Communists. Unlike the
USSR, China has a millennial heritage that can serve as an instrument of polit-
ical influence through Chinese popular culture. What is unique about China is
that Chinese socialism largely corresponds ideologically to pre-revolutionary
centralization in the form of the Mandate of Heaven, which would make it attrac-
tive to both Chinese and Westerners. Thus, unlike the USSR, China has the poten-
tial to form its cultural models and to offer an alternative to Western ones, which
dominate the contemporary cultural attitudes. Given China’s huge market, those
cultural patterns will spread rapidly and further stimulate the Chinese economy.

The second problem that could alter China’s rise is political liberalization.
The penetration of Western culture in China might benefit the Chinese economy,
but it will undoubtedly affect the attitudes of the younger generation. The soft
power of Western values is an objective reflection of liberal universalism. How
can China find the perfect balance between restraining U.S. soft power and So-
vietization? My assumption is that the answer lies in pragmatic leadership. Xue-
tong is clear when he concludes that political meritocracy is the model that guar-
antees the continuity and pragmatism of Chinese leadership (Xuetong 2020, 102).
Therefore, the Chinese Communist Party should shape future leaders in Sinocen-
trism. Skills, knowledge and virtues should be the basis of pragmatic leadership,
alongside strong commitments to national interests. When a leader duplicates
Western cultural models or attempts a Chinese Perestroika, the consequences
of his reforms would be catastrophic. China will enter into another century of hu-
miliation.When a leader seeks to copy totalitarian models like the Soviet one, it
will end well for Beijing, as Sovietism will hand over China’s cultural heritage. If
the leader pragmatically follows the Chinese tradition, adhering to balance and
national interest, he will be revered as the unifier, seeking the national prosper-
ity of his nation.

The final temptation concerns an eventual attempt of Beijing to confront
Washington militarily. China’s national pride is particularly sensitive to issues
such as Taiwan or its historical ties with Japan and South Korea. However, Chi-
nese aspirations for Taiwan should not overshadow the rational logic when pol-
iticians in Beijing make decisions on the future of Sino-American relations. Chi-
na’s reunification with Taiwan is a long-standing purpose and it cannot be
achieved in a single leader’s term. Moreover, Beijing’s ability to long-term plan-
ning is essential to China’s rise so far, and if China decides to act impulsively
against Washington, it could lead to MAD. Therefore, Beijing should adhere to its
defense doctrine for two reasons. First, a direct military confrontation between
the United States and China threatens will have catastrophic consequences for
the world economy. Second, as important as Taiwan is to China, America still
surpasses Beijing militarily and strategically and thus, Washington could inter-
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vene to protect the island from the Chinese.Weakening the United States will be
a long-term but inevitable process, as is the fate of most great powers. The liberal
global order, I believe, is already at the bottom of its decline, but that does not
mean that America is in decline.We still do not know what the foreign policy of
the next American administrations will be and whether the United States will not
decide to return to the realism of the Cold War era. If that happens, China will
face the daunting task of preparing for a long-term conflict that, while different
from the Cold War between the United States and the Soviet Union, poses a
much greater danger of escalation.

Confrontation under the security dilemma: four worlds

Before proceeding with calculations, I should make one essential clarification.
When I introduced the construction of my model, I explicitly mentioned that
the static shape of the pyramid serves merely as a pattern to the explanation
of the dynamic nature of international relations. Therefore, what has been said
so far cannot be of any use to us if we decide to calculate the dilemma in the
post-pandemic world, which I assume will embody nuclear bipolarity. Moreover,
even if we assert that offensive posture cannot be distinguished from the offen-
sive, we cannot calculate the security dilemma when neither offense nor defense
has the advantage. This is not a realistic formula for what the post-pandemic
world will look like. In my theory, I assume that when there is a transition in po-
larity, the pyramid of balance deforms as the poles begin to compete, along with
their allies who embody the walls of my model. I assume that the regular hexag-
onal pyramid could deviate into two forms, depending on the competition be-
tween nuclear powers. I clarify that due to these deformations, I use mathemat-
ical formulas that are universally applicable to the pyramids. Thus, I proceed to
the explanation of the second state of the pyramid, which I call dynamic and
which, I assume, will apply to the balance of power in the post-pandemic world.

The first form of deviation is an oblique hexagonal pyramid. Oblique pyra-
mids emerge in bipolarity/multipolarity when one of the great powers mobilizes
all its resources to oppose its counterpart. Following the logic that the pyramidal
model is applicable to each case, I conclude that this form can also be used for
the assessment of isolated case studies. The pyramid is not a universal model
with precisely defined walls but a pattern. In a bipolar world, the more a nuclear
power exercises pressure on another, the greater the risk of MAD.When the apex
of the pyramid aligns with the slant height of offensive postures, the world is
usually on the brink of nuclear war. History shows no better example of such de-
formation than the Cuban Missile Crisis, in which the United States and the So-
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viet Union were at their closest point to MAD. My prediction is that we can wit-
ness a similar crisis in Taiwan.

The second form of deviation is an irregular hexagon pyramid. In mathemat-
ics, its shape depends on how the base area of the figure changes. Therefore, the
regular hexagon reshapes into irregular in the following scenarios. First, if the
base edges change their size and therefore the base of defense deforms. In bipo-
lar or multipolar models, state actors defend themselves in different ways, which
can lead to numerous configurations in the polygon. Second, deformation is pos-
sible when lateral edges move towards their analogs. Therefore, if one state de-
cides to confront another, the offense/defense balance will shift to the actor, who
is more likely to win. The influence of that state will then increase and the po-
tential of others to oppose will decrease. The parameters I derived for the unipo-
lar world will also change because we can no longer use a regular polygon as a
basis to calculate the balance of power. Moreover, when the height of the pyra-
mid no longer coincides with its center, the balance of power changes and threat-
ens to turn into armed conflict. Based on my geometric model, I distinguish the
following worlds. In all forms of the pyramid, however, the dilemma is in a state
of constant confrontation. I clarify that any change in the balance of power can
lead to a powershift.

I highlighted that my model aims to explain the balance of power in the post-
pandemic system, without limiting its scope to the United States and China. How-
ever, the purpose of this book is to analyze how relations between Washington
and Beijing will evolve, which, I argue will determine the future of the post-pan-
demic world order. I have found it necessary to analyze the Sino-American con-
frontation, to offer a plausible prediction for the future. At the end of the section,
I will look at some of the issues and objections that may arise to my model. I as-
sume that the regular pyramid is the starting point for my analysis for two reasons.
First, the United States and China have nuclear weapons, which makes the possi-
bility of a MAD realistic. Second, even if the Sage has not yet clashed with Colum-
bia, there is no state actor who can challenge the former to be the strongest con-
tender for the latter.

I proceed with calculating the security dilemma. My claim is that it will be
characterized primarily by confrontation, not by cooperation. The starting
point for structuring my concept is Robert Jervis’ concept of the security dilem-
ma. I chose Jervis for two reasons. First, I find it rational to compare the state of
the Cold War dilemma with nuclear bipolarity after the Pandemic. I also assume
cooperation will evolve into a confrontation under the security dilemma, and
I believe that the principles Jervis provides could serve as a further explanation
of those powershifts.
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The concept of Jervis explains why and how states cooperate in a system
of anarchy and geopolitical competition. Jervis introduces two variables that
I have also borrowed for the purposes of my model: offensive/defensive balance
and the ability to distinguish between offensive and defensive postures (Jervis
1978, 211). After operationalizing the variables, Jervis concludes that cooperation
under the security dilemma could result in four structures of the international
system that he defines as four worlds (Jervis, 1978, 210). The first configuration
prioritizes offensive, which results in a world of status quo states, which are in
a constant confrontation without the ability to cooperate with each other. Jervis
offers an example on the eve of World War I, when European powers constantly
provoked each other and demonstrated their strength. The second world priori-
tizes defense, it is very reminiscent of most conflicts in history, in which the se-
curity dilemma works because offensive and defensive postures cannot be distin-
guished. Relatively stable, this world forces the states to cooperate, even though
their ultimate purpose is to compete in the anarchic system of international re-
lations. In the third world, there is no security dilemma, only security problems
because the offense has the advantage. The status quo states can recognize their
enemies, and they can also respond to threats that come from the latter. The final
world refers to the safest security environment in which state actors recognize
their intentions and there is no reason for them to confront each other. I believe
that Jervis’ model and his calculations are applicable to the pyramid of balance,
and thus, I found it necessary to use his concept for the purposes of my research.
Although I use similar variables, as I pointed out at the beginning of this sec-
tion, I believe that in the post-pandemic world, cooperation is more likely to
give way to confrontation. Relations between the United States and China will
continue to strain, at least until the forces do not share spheres of influence,
which, as I concluded, is unlikely to happen. Yet, since the main goal of the
Washington and Beijing will be to prevent MAD, I believe that the system will
still involve some form of cooperation, although limited to the world economy
rather than elaborating formats of security cooperation. The Prisoner’s Dilemma,
Jervis presents in his article about the Cold War security dilemma serves as the
main starting point for my calculations (Jervis 1978, 211). Before introducing my
calculations, I will make a few preliminary calculations that illustrate the differ-
ences between Cold War and the post-pandemic world.

I have defined several variables, which I will operationalize to explain the
balance of power in the post-pandemic international system. However, along
with its structure, it is important to highlight that the pyramid of balance has
two dimensions. I call the first one static. Although it cannot explain the post-
pandemic balance of power due to ist ideal shape, I will still illustrate it as start-
ing point for the pyramid’s dynamic shape, which refer to the calculation of the
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security dilemma. In the static dimension, I distinguish the following aspects,
which correspond to a pyramid’s segments: a (apothem) = defensive postures;
s (slant height) = offensive postures; h (height) = offense; b (base side)= defensive.
For the purposes of my calculations, I denote the pyramid’s aspects as follows:
apothem of defensive postures; slant height of offensive postures; the height of of-
fense and base side of defense. It is important to highlight again that the walls of
the pyramid consist of state actors who possess nuclear weapons.

The apothem of defensive postures (a) is the sum of defensive advantages of that,
combined with the possible chance of the latter to win a conflict with another
state is equal to the most outcome scenario from the confrontation. My conten-
tion is that defensive postures are a starting point for a state’s strategy for a sim-
ple reason: realism believes that countries are primarily concerned with their
survival. Therefore, within my model, state actors will seek the ultimate and ra-
tional scenario of self-preservation. The distance from the base of the pyramid to
the center reflects the desire of one state actor to survive a conflict with another.
Thus, it is logical, to sum up the natural desire of states to confront the realistic
assessment of the policymakers, who seek the most rational scenario to survive.

The slant height of offensive postures (s) is the sum of a state’s defensive ad-
vantages and the height of offense. My argument is that offensive postures are a

Figure 2: The Pyramid of Balance: Aspects.
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reflection of the balance between an actor’s ability to defend itself and his pre-
paredness to attack. Therefore, in order to calculate whether a state actor is in a
position to attack other states, we should first test the former’s advantages in de-
fending and attacking. Thus, the best attack is the one that balances offensive
postures with the defense. If a state actor does not have a clear vision of whether
its capabilities match its adversaries, it will lose to them, being forced to accept
the status quo. Resources for defense and attacks are central to one’s strategy,
and more particularly for nuclear powers.

The height of offense (h) is the quarter sum of defensive postures and offen-
sive postures. Thus, I prove that each country’s propensity to attack depends on
its potential to defend and attack. Therefore, in the pyramid of balance, each
of state actors will have to maximize its resources to meet the challenges that
other countries pose. This is a world of confrontation, not cooperation. If a
state does not have enough resources to oppose its adversary, the balance of
power will tilt in favor of the latter. On the contrary, if the state has the resources
to attack, and if it is in possession of nuclear weapons, this can lead to MAD.

The base side of defense (b) is a product of the base area, which, regarding
the static condition of the pyramid, shapes a regular hexagon. Therefore, I prove
that states maximize their resources to defend themselves when the attack of
their adversaries threatens to end with victory. In the pyramid of balance, the
closer two countries get to MAD, the fiercer their attack and defense become.
However, since the figure is a right hexagon, both actors have the opportunity
to lead the world to MAD. The former – by launching a preemptive attack, and
the latter – by retaliating.

The aspects of the pyramid allow us to make a few more calculations that
can predict how the balance of power will evolve in the post-pandemic system.
In mathematics, having apothem, base edge, slant height and height, we can cal-
culate the volume, surface area, and lateral surface area.What all formulas have
in common is that h and a are central to them. Therefore, the apothem of defen-
sive postures and the heigh of offense shape the dimensions of the pyramid,
which, in its entirety, embodies the post-pandemic structure of international pol-
itics. Thus, I prove that my model is relevant to the calculation of the security
dilemma, which operates under certain variables. The slant height of offensive
postures, and the base of defense, on the other side, can be calculated if we
have the volume, the face and the base of the pyramid. The interconnection be-
tween all aspects, thus, gives me the logical right to assume that the pyramid of
balance, in its dynamic dimensions, presupposes the calculation of the dilemma.
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World 1: Offshore containment

The first plausible scenario is the offshore containment, in which the possibility
of aggression is inversely proportional to the behavior of the states. The model
will deviate from a regular to an oblique hexagonal pyramid, where the base
is a regular hexagon, and the apex location does not coincide with the base’s
center. The main variables are as follows: constant variables – power (apex), pol-
itics (center), and anarchy, determining the nature of the post-pandemic system.
The secondary variables are as follows: lateral faces (states), lateral edges (re-
sources), and base edges (imperfect rationality). In this scenario, the right pyra-
mid will deform into an oblique.

Proof: regular polygon, oblique pyramid

Apex is inclined, lateral faces are not isosceles, the hexagon is regular. The
apothem of defensive postures (a) is the sum of defensive advantages of a state
the realistic chance of a state to win a conflict with another state is equal to the
most outcome scenario from the confrontation. The slant height of offensive pos-
tures (s) is the sum of the defensive advantages of a state the height of offense.
The height of offense (h) is the quarter sum of defensive postures and offensive

Figure 3: World 1: Offshore containment.
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postures. The base side of defense (b) is a product of the base area, which shapes
a regular hexagon. I infer that a state actor’s propensity to attack depends on its
resources of self-defense. My assertion is that state actors mobilize their resour-
ces for self-defense when an adversary threatens to attack them.

Conclusion

Based on the evidence, the following conclusions can be drawn. If America con-
tinues to exercise pressure on China, alongside Britain, France, and India,Wash-
ington’s actions will provoke a backlash from Russia, Pakistan and North Korea.
The more one of the camps tries to impose its power and press its opponent, the
more the pyramid of balance will oblique. The resources mobilized by one state
actor will increase the length of the side edges while the rational limits of the
MAD will remain the same. This pyramid will keep two constant aspects: the
apothem of defensive postures and the base edge of defense. This means that
the states will have a realistic idea of the conditions under which they can
win the confrontation and how to avoid the MAD scenario. Conversely, the
more the slant height of offensive postures increases, the more aggressive
state actors will behave. The more the height of the offense shifts to the bounda-
ries of the pyramid, the more likely the MAD is. When the altitude finally
coincides with the boundaries of the base, I assume that the threat of MAD is
realistic. If we apply the equation to Jervis’ concept, we identify the oblique pyr-
amid with the “third world” in which there is no security dilemma, aggression is
possible under warning, and status-quo states can follow different policy than
aggressors (Jervis 1978, 212).

In a world where there is no security dilemma, aggression is possible from
the United States, China, or the other nuclear powers. Moreover, the slightest
conflict can ignite a confrontation between the two superpowers, which will in-
crease the risk of a direct clash between them. Still, I assume that one of the two
powers is unlikely to remain passive in the face of its adversary.Washington will
not allow Beijing to approach its borders or gain access to the West Coast
through Taiwan. China, while pursuing a policy of tributary diplomacy and
while avoiding direct confrontation with Washington, may urge North Korea to
threaten Seoul. However, if the probability of MAD becomes too high, I believe
that the two superpowers will reach to a rational consensus and thus, the obli-
que pyramid will return to its regular form.Washington and Beijing are likely to
provoke each other, but in the event of an all-out confrontation within the nucle-
ar concert, they will cooperate so that the conflict does not escalate into MAD.
However, my assumption is that both countries will prefer long-term confronta-
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tion to cooperation, and even the prospect of short peace is unlikely to be fol-
lowed. I call this scenario offshore containment because both United States
and China will most likely sacrifice non-nuclear regimes to avoid direct confron-
tation.

World 2: Bellum omnium contra omnes

The second scenario involves a series of indirect confrontations between nuclear
powers. In my model, the pyramid of balance will deviate from a regular to an
oblique hexagonal pyramid with an irregular base, where the base is an irregular
hexagon. The main variables are as follows: constant variables – power (apex),
politics (center), and anarchy, determining the nature of the post-pandemic sys-
tem. The secondary variables are as follows: lateral faces (states), lateral edges
(resources), and base edges (imperfect rationality). In this scenario, the right pyr-
amid will deform into oblique. In maths, when the base is an irregular hexagon,
where the sides are not equal to each other, then the pyramid is an irregular pyr-
amid. The problem emerges from the fact that the base area of the pyramid
should be calculated separately since the triangles are not isosceles.

Proof: irregular polygon, oblique pyramid

Apex is inclined, lateral faces are not isosceles, the hexagon is irregular. The
apothem of defensive postures (a) is the sum of defensive advantages of a state
the realistic chance of a state to win a conflict with another state is equal to the
most outcome scenario from the confrontation. The slant height of offensive pos-
tures (s) is the sum of the defensive advantages of a state the height of offense.
The height of offense (h) is the quarter sum of defensive postures and offensive
postures. The base side of defense (b) is a product of the base area, which shapes
a regular hexagon. A state actor’s propensity to attack depends on its resources
of self-defense. State actors mobilize their resources for self-defense when an ad-
versary challenges them directly or through sanctions.

Conclusion

In world 2, the slant height of offense postures and height of offense follows the
logic of intervention. The more a state actor confronts its adversary, the more the
height of offense increases its length.When the slant height aligns with the walls
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of the pyramid, the states will be on the brink of MAD. However, if the figure
denotes an oblique pyramid with an irregular polygon, the base edge of the de-
fense and the apothem of defense postures do not hold constant values. There-
fore, offensive postures cannot be distinguished from defensive ones, while of-
fense has the advantage over defense. This is the doubly safe world of Jervis,
in which there is no way to get security without menacing the others, and secur-
ity through defense is terribly difficult to obtain (Jervis 1978, 203).

In such a world, the United States and China will confront each other with
the rest of the nuclear powers, switching sides. The conflict in Taiwan will be just
the beginning of a long-term confrontation between Washington and Beijing.
Europe is unlikely to side with the United States unless NATO Article 5 is at
stake. The world of fierce competition between America and China will not
bring peace and security, it could again bring nuclear powers one step closer
to MAD. The difference with the previous model is that the other actors in the
pyramid will be less aware of the rational limits of nuclear diplomacy, which
may lead some of them to resort to limited military confrontation. All states, in-
cluding in their allied relations, will behave as aggressors who defend their na-
tional interests without respecting their mutual agreements. In this world, it is
possible that America will not respect its Article 5 commitments to Europe, re-
fuse to defend Japan or South Korea in the event of a Chinese attack, or disregard
its talks with Russia. China, for its part, could use its tributary diplomacy to mo-
bilize U.S. allies already under its economic dependence or to prepare its nuclear
arsenal for a military strike against Australia as a direct challenge to AUKUS.

Figure 4: World 2: Bellum omnium contra
omnes.
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India and France could refuse to support the United States against China. Pyon-
gyang would attack its neighbors without seeking prior consultation with Bei-
jing, and Pakistan would not hesitate to invade India because its backs are
lined by the Taliban. Britain, for its part, would resume its Rule Britannia policy
and encourage the further development of AUKUS, contrary to the interests of
the French.

Local conflict will be a common phenomenon in such a system, and they
will usually be preceded by nuclear talks between the United States and
China. Cooperation would be unthinkable unless the actors have a mutually
beneficial interest in doing so, but even if it does, it would be a temporary deci-
sion until the problem arises again. Nevertheless, I assume that no matter how
confrontational the nature of such a system the parties will rationally judge the
boundaries of the MAD. The United States and China would be the most rational
in their judgment, followed by the other actors who make up the walls of the pyr-
amid. Even nuclear powers such as North Korea, will have a clear and rational
idea of what would happen if their actions provoked nuclear conflicts between
the superpowers. Therefore, the confrontation between the states will be ex-
pressed above all in local crises, which will pour their tension into regionalized
conflicts with a clear winner, depending on who supports whom. And although
the parties are less willing to cooperate than in the first scenario, their rational
thinking will prevent MAD.

World 3: Scorch War

The third scenario is a new cold war with less probability of a MAD scenario than
the previous two worlds, but greater likelihood of using force in different re-
gions. In my model, the pyramid of balance will deviate into a convex hexagonal
pyramid, where the base is a convex polygon. The main variables are as follows:
constant variables – power (apex), politics (center), and anarchy, determining
the nature of the post-pandemic system. The secondary variables are as follows:
lateral faces (states), lateral edges (resources), and base edges (imperfect ration-
ality). In this scenario, the right pyramid will preserve its shape, while its basis
will deviate into an irregular polygon. In maths, when the base is an irregular
hexagon, where the sides are not equal to each other, then the pyramid is an ir-
regular pyramid. In World 3, the base of the structure is either an irregular poly-
gon or convex.
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Proof: convex pyramid

Apex is inclined, lateral faces are not isosceles, the base hexagon is irregular.
The apothem of defensive postures (a) is the sum of defensive advantages of
a state the realistic chance of a state to win a conflict with another state is
equal to the most outcome scenario from the confrontation. The slant height of
offensive postures (s) is the sum of the defensive advantages of a state the height
of offense. The height of offense (h) is the quarter sum of defensive postures and
offensive postures. The base side of defense (b) is a product of the base area,
which shapes a regular hexagon. A state actor’s propensity to attack depends
on its resources for self-defense. State actors mobilize their resources of self-de-
fense when an adversary challenges them directly or through sanctions.

Conclusion

In world 3, the slang height of offensive postures and height of offense are stat-
ic variables, while the base edge of the defense and the apothem of defense pos-
tures are dynamic. In such a world, the desire of states to defend themselves will
dominate their foreign policy. Each actor will maximize resources to protect his
national security by trying to respect the rational limits of nuclear war. Although

Figure 5: World 3: Scorch War.
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unstable, in such a world, states will most accurately realize what their capabil-
ities are and whether they can win a conflict.

The world in question would again position the United States and China
in confrontation, where they would to one degree or another benefit from the
help of their allies and partners. Beijing and Washington will send clear messag-
es about what their foreign policy will be and why they are taking such a move
without demonstrating unpredictable and aggressive behavior. America and
China will strive to maintain a stable balance of power, and peace will be lasting
as long as both countries have sufficient resources to oppose each other. Local
conflicts would arise although the arms race is unlikely to lead to a direct con-
frontation. Soft power will be central to foreign policy at the expense of military
solutions, which will bring the system into a state where states will try to gener-
ate resources through diplomacy and cultural attraction. However, hard power
will remain a major source of foreign policy, because one country will regulate
its relations with others depending on whether it can defend itself against a pos-
sible attack. Such a world is very reminiscent of the Chinese concept of social
harmony and peaceful coexistence, which Xuetong states in his theory of China’s
peaceful rise. However, its relevance is questionable to U.S. foreign policy, which
aims to prevent China from becoming a superpower and seizing Taiwan as op-
posed to Chinese military influence in the region (Xuetong 2019, 40).

This last world would also be home to new nuclear arms control agreements
of which Beijing would become a member. If this happens, it is possible that the
pyramid will remain upright for a long time, at least until a new conflict arises
that will separate the forces. However, I believe that this is impossible at this
stage because, despite its membership in the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons, China aims to maximize its nuclear potential in order to
achieve parity with America. Moreover, Russian military activity in the Black
Sea and Moscow’s attempts to deploy troops near the Kuril Islands are unlikely
to ease tensions in the region. Therefore, the possible membership of Beijing in
such agreements is highly questionable. This scenario is the most favorable, as
the long confrontation will end with a winner. The war, however, will be Scorch
as the probability of MAD will be higher than in the Cold War.

World 4: Nuclear apocalypse

States, claims Waltz, are often rational, but rarely unreasonable (Waltz 1981, 1).
Rarely. However, a state regime, which possesses nukes, can easily fall into the
hands of non-rational decision-makers. For instance, what would happen if a
military coup took place in North Korea? What will be the outcome if another
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leader takes over in China? Some would argue that, by following the logic of
nuclear proliferation, terrorist groups could also pretend to be part of the pyra-
mid. My concern is that non-state actors cannot acquire nuclear weapons with-
out the assistance of state actors. For instance, if Pakistan supplies the Taliban
with WMD, India will be obliged to ease tensions with China. Otherwise, it is
highly unlikely for terrorists to build a nuclear arsenal considering their lack
of technology. The fourth scenario is the nuclear apocalypse. The model will
deviate into a concave pyramid. The main variables are as follows: constant var-
iables – power (apex), politics (center), and anarchy, determining the nature of
the post-pandemic system. The secondary variables are as follows: lateral faces
(states), lateral edges (resources), and base edges (imperfect rationality). In this
scenario, the right pyramid will preserve its shape, while its basis will deviate
into an irregular polygon. In maths, when the base is an irregular hexagon,
where the sides are not equal to each other, then the pyramid is an irregular pyr-
amid.

Proof: Concave pyramid

Statements: Apex is inclined, lateral faces are not isosceles triangles, the base is
a concave polygon. The apothem of defensive postures (a) is the sum of defensive
advantages of a state the realistic chance of a state to win a conflict with another
state is equal to the most outcome scenario from the confrontation. The slant
height of offensive postures (s) is the sum of the defensive advantages of a
state the height of offense. The height of offense (h) is the quarter sum of defen-
sive postures and offensive postures. The base side of defense (b) is a product of
the base area, which shapes a regular hexagon. A state actor’s propensity to at-
tack depends on its resources of self-defense. State actors mobilize their resour-
ces for self-defense when an adversary challenges them directly or through sanc-
tions.

Conclusion in the case of nuclear war, the position of the pyramid loses
meaning, as does the positioning of its aspects. If the basis of the figure is con-
cave, it may mean that one of the actors in the international system has lost ra-
tional perceptions of what the consequences of MAD would be. The confronta-
tion between the United States and China will be very different from the Cold
War, and there are many preconditions for nuclear bipolarity to escalate to a
point beyond which there is no going back. Graham Alison provides some exam-
ples of how a war could break out between Washington and Beijing that would
inevitably put the world on the brink of nuclear war.
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Accidental collision in the sea could easily grow into a new Pearl Harbor under
conditions in which U.S. and Chinese naval forces collided in the South China
Sea (Allison 2017, 111). If Washington approaches the artificial islands in the re-
gion, it will provoke a reaction from Beijing because the next step could expose
mainland China to an eventual preemptive attack. Allison’s scenario seems in-
creasingly realistic with the maneuvers that both fleets regularly perform at
sea but is less likely to happen if Beijing is rational in its perceptions of Amer-
ican power. My assumption is that if an accidental collision occurs, it will be de-
liberately provoked by one side. If the United States causes the clash, it will favor
America to increase pressure on China, blaming Beijing’s policymakers for the
“accident.” If Beijing sets the trap, it will give America a reason to launch a pre-
emptive strike on Chinese soil. Such a scenario reminds us of Pearl Harbor or of
the German submarine, which maneuvers in American territorial waters in the
midst of World War I. Alison is right that neither force would risk allowing the
command down the line to collapse, leading to a zero-sum game for both coun-
tries. They will be forced to go to war, the logical outcome of which, I assume, is
the MAD.

The second scenario of Alison involves Taiwan’s eventual decision to declare
its independence (Allison 2017, 120). I believe that of all the possible options, a
war for Taiwan is the most realistic scenario for several reasons. First, if America
maintains a permanent military presence on the island, it will directly threaten
to strike mainland China, while if Beijing takes over Taipei, Chinese policymak-
ers will have direct access to the West Coast. My view is that this crisis could be-
come another Cuban missile crisis. Until China reaches parity with the United
States, Beijing should avoid direct confrontation with Washington otherwise,
the clash will escalate into MAD. America, for its part, must refrain from taking
more commitments to Taiwan. U.S. Foreign Policy doctrines depend on the geo-

Figure 6: World 4: Nuclear Apocalypse.
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political realities that determine the American national interest, and if a politi-
cian like Donald Trump wins the U.S. presidency again, then Taipei will have
to find alternative ways to defend its independence. My concern is that Allison’s
prediction is one step closer to becoming a reality, with both sides irreconcilable
in their positions.

War, provoked by a third party, sounds less realistic as an opportunity for a
clash, although no less relevant (Allison 2017, 123). Allison’s example of a possi-
ble conflict between Japan and China is becoming more and more likely after the
Japanese resistance to President Xi’s foreign policy towards Taiwan. If Tokyo gets
the opportunity to increase its offensive capabilities and reform Article 9 of the
Japanese Constitution, it could be a serious cause for war with China. Still, fewer
realists acknowledge Waltz’s argument that the nuclear bomb is itself a source of
power that allows the country to join the Nuclear Power Club (Waltz 2012, 2). His-
torical tales on the American side are due to a misunderstanding of how Japa-
nese attitudes toward the United States have evolved since WWII. My claim is
that the only country that can effectively contain China’s aspirations for primacy
in the region is Japan. The United States, of course, surpasses China’s military
might, but underestimates China’s military strategies. Japan, which has a long
historical record of military conflicts with China, could hold back Chinese in-
fluence much more flexibly and sensibly than the United States. Moreover, if
Japan gets more involved in regional security, America will have the opportunity
to strengthen its influence and partnership with India and thus, put pressure on
Beijing on the other side of its border. However, it is doubtful that Washington
alone could deal with China, which had gained sophisticated knowledge of
the Pacific region millennia before the United States appeared on the map.

The North Korean Collapse is largely discussed in academia due to Pyon-
gyang’s nuclear diplomacy. Allison’s assumption about North Korea’s nuclear
program becoming more aggressive towards its neighbors sounds quite realistic.
However, I believe that the regime in Pyongyang is unlikely to collapse, or at
least not in the near future. The Kim dynasty has a solid position among the
North Korean military and intelligence, which makes it the undisputed leader
of the country. The Supreme Leader always had the attitude to test the loyalty
of those close to him on a daily basis and did not show hesitation, even when
he had to eliminate members of his most inner circle. It is doubtful that South
Korea and Japan would attack their neighbor because if that were possible,
they would have already done so. China and Russia, for their part, have an in-
terest in keeping Kim’s regime afloat and are unlikely to put pressure on him
to fall. Even if the North Korean leader’s power is shaken, it is unlikely to
cause a change in the country’s political regime, but rather a military coup. If
the military takes power and decides to blackmail Pyongyang’s neighbors,
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then nuclear war becomes a real scenario, because if leaders realistically take
their interest in retaining power, the military is not always rational, as Robert Jer-
vis confirms in his book (Jervis 2017, 265).

The last predictable scenario – a military conflict provoked by an economic
clash – has already been tested with Trump’s trade war. Beijing’s cyber capabil-
ities are truly remarkable, given that Xi Jinping’s military reform has helped
China become the fastest-growing nation. The war of currencies will evolve in
the long run and will most probably end with virtual currencies approved as
the unit of payment or with the yuan reaching parity with the state dollar. How-
ever, I assume that the demise of the Bretton Woods System is unlikely to happen
in the next decade. China’s tributary diplomacy and flying guillotine strategy, on
the other hand, cannot provoke military conflict as they work for the benefit of
both Beijing and its partners. Therefore, if the United States wants to go to war
with China for economic gain and friction, it will first have to overcome the op-
position of many of the major American allies, which are part of Beijing’s tribu-
tary system.

Objections to my approach

Before closing this section, I offer a few arguments in support of my model.
I have chosen to present potential criticism as objections because I believe
that the arguments most often stem from the ability of some scholars to deny
or refine preceding concepts and theories. The paragraphs below correspond
to the potential objections that may be raised to my concept.

Objection 1: The model is complicated and misguided

I have never argued that the purpose of this book is to examine the international
system as a branch of isolated case studies such as the rise of China, the decline
of the liberal world order, or the transformations of Russian nationalism. More-
over, my explanation does not claim to design a universal explanation of inter-
national politics, and it instead purports to join the neorealist family of concepts.
And although my concept is hybrid and based on a complex system of geometric
relations, I believe that it explains international relations better than the one-di-
mensional images of relations between states. My assumption is that the more
complex a model is the more potential it has to explain the structure of interna-
tional politics and how countries interact with each other. Although my explana-
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tion draws inspiration from Morgenthau’s classical realism, it is not limited to his
view of political relations among nations.

Objection 2: Non-state actors have no place in the Pyramid

Realism believes that states are the primary actors in international relations.
I suppose that more remarks in this direction may come because of the European
Union and my contention with it as a lateral face of the Pyramid. No other region
in the world has such well-developed institutions as Europe, which is an exam-
ple of a unique integration community. However, in the nuclear age of a highly
competitive system, it is debatable to what extent Europe can act as a whole
entity. The European Union has survived because it is being reformed and be-
cause the founding fathers of the union have laid the foundations for a step-
by-step approach that seeks to create the United States of Europe. European in-
tegration is not an abstract ideology, and it has an ultimate goal – the federal-
ization of Europe. My concern is that only if Europe truly unites it would emerge
as a peer competitor of the state actors. One might argue that such contention is
a manifestation of nationalism and anti-globalism. I disagree. Even in the golden
years of the unipolar model, when liberals believed they had achieved the per-
fect form of government, no one took seriously the idea of creating a global gov-
ernment except conspiracy theoreticians. Despite the obvious benefits of global-
ization, few would deny that if the smaller actors sought to cooperate with the
larger ones, the great powers would never part with their sovereignty in the
name of world government. Unfortunately, under the influence of far-right
groups, nationalism has become a source of ideologies such as fascism and pop-
ulism.While some of these claims are not unfounded, it is unacceptable to con-
demn the natural right of every state actor to defend his national interest and
security as a full part of the international system.

Objection 3: The explanation does not belong to a specific branch of realism

This model is not structured to be so. At the beginning of this book, I highlighted
that my goal is to explain what the world would look like after the Pandemic. To
this end, I have taken realistic theories as a starting point, as I believe that my
explanation is closer to them than to the writings of liberal institutionalists.
I doubt that any scholar would take my work seriously as a new page in realism
or a theory that could explain the structure of international politics. However,
I mentioned that my explanation purports to join the realist family of concepts
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without claiming universal theoretical validity. The pyramid of balance is in-
spired by theories that combine the assumptions of offensive and defensive real-
ism without claiming to belong to a specific point. The fact that these theories
differ significantly does not make my explanation less valid, on the contrary –
it opens the door for further discussion. Although my research recognizes the
contribution of soft power and interdependence, I believe that in the post-pan-
demic world, relations between states and their behavior will be more complex.
Perhaps this is the greatest proof of Merschheimer’s claim that false promises
lead to geopolitical realities (Mearsheimer 1995, 85).

Objection 4: Maths is not international relations theory

I disagree. I do not think that an approach can be declared invalid just because it
uses tools from another academic field. Waltz explicitly emphasizes that in the
theory of international relations we often have to use statistics and quantitative
data when the variables become more than two (Waltz 1979, 10). There are many
examples of how the mathematical approach has assisted us in wargaming, so
I find it appropriate to apply it to my theory. In some respects, it is limited be-
cause it does not take into account objective quantities such as angle, hypote-
nuse in triangles, surrounding heights, but to build a theory involving a holistic
view of geometry in the context of politics will require another book. Until some-
one else suggests one, I think it is appropriate to use mathematics in my research
instead of proving my theses with statistics that partially explain them, but fail
when they have to make a deep analysis of the balance of power in the interna-
tional system. In addition, I accept that my model may need improvement or cor-
rection, which I will leave for further development in other academic writings.

Objection 5: Coercive realism is a mechanical combination of different
theories

I reject it. Mechanical explanations have no causal links and do not explain why
they chose to connect arguments in a logical chain. My book reviews the dom-
inant realist theories, explaining why I chose them and how I use them to con-
struct my original explanation. If my explanations were merely a combination of
theories, I would rewrite the main assumptions of the authors of the first chapter
and bring them into a definition that combines them, similar to the dominant
approaches in most academic papers. Instead, I chose a deeper approach that
involves not only the analysis of theories as a starting point, but also their oper-
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ationalization in order to derive hypotheses. In addition, I believe that the focus
of my explanation – the world after the Pandemic – suggests that my approach is
not to plagiarize already developed theories. It rather generates empirical knowl-
edge to analyze the international system from now on. Although I did not have
the opportunity to learn from the best authors, I decided to analyze their theories
so that their legacy could ensure the legitimacy of my theory in the way that pre-
vious theories have provided legitimacy to their theories.

Objection 6: The explanation is nuclear-centric

I do not deny the nuclear-centric approach I used to delineate the world after the
Pandemic. Contrary to criticism, however, I admit that nuclear-centrism does
not diminish the empirical validity of my theory. It enriches it. If soft power rep-
resents the latest generation of how a country can influence global politics, then
nuclear weapons, for better or worse, is a deterrent to the outbreak of World War
III. Kenneth Waltz suggests that in certain situations, nuclear bombs may even
play a positive role when their proliferation is regulated (Watlz 1981, 1). If he ac-
cepts that the superpowers the United States and China are the only isolated fac-
tors in world politics, then several questions remain. First, why a superpower like
America was willing to negotiate with Pyongyang when it became clear that the
North Korean leader was beginning to develop nuclear capabilities. Secondly,
why the nuclear powers that are parties to the nuclear non-proliferation agree-
ment are permanent members of the UN Security Council. Third, it is not neces-
sary for a nuclear power not to start a war if it is not a superpower. If, however,
Allison’s prediction of Pyongyang comes to existence and of the military taking
power, they might decide to demonstrate a force greater than that of their leader
by firing a nuclear missile at one of America’s allies. Thus, I think that instead
of dividing countries into superpowers and great powers, which will obscure
our rational attitudes towards the post-pandemic system, it is better to look at
how many of them have the destructive potential to start World War III. After
all, after the signing of the Versailles-Washington system, a few imagined that
in a century of the League of Nations, defeated Germany could recover so quick-
ly. Excluding nuclear-weapon states from the model means recognizing that the
US and China superpowers can defeat them without risking nuclear war.
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Objection 7: Mathematical calculations reduce the scenarios

I do not claim that the pyramid of balance and the four worlds are the only
explanations of the post-pandemic security architecture. My assumption stems
from both the behavior of states and the post-pandemic structure of international
politics. The worlds I have outlined are a guide for the future of international re-
lations, so I did not hesitate to include the nuclear war scenario among them. It
is possible that more scenarios will be developed based on whether the pyramid
will not change its walls at some point if the world becomes unipolar again with
China at the apex or if some of the nuclear powers collapse. I noted that the pyr-
amid is adapted to the post-pandemic structure, though it can also serve as a
template for future scenarios related to the structure of the international system.
Nuclear weapons will not disappear unless humanity discovers another tool of
self-destruction. However, as countries seek to acquire or develop their nuclear
capabilities, the pyramid of balance will operate, regardless of possible scenar-
ios and the number of poles in the system.

With the present objection, I do not claim to end the self-criticism of my ex-
planation. I believe that scholars will be found to revise it better or identify its
weaknesses so that it can be used in a clearer way as a tool for analyzing the
international system in the future. My assertion is that the model will be incor-
porated into the framework of the academic debate, as I have already listed the
shortcomings and limits of the pyramid models that have been used so far. Hav-
ing already set out my theory in detail, I move on to the final part of my study.

Three-Check Chess: The Grand Chessboard Revisited

I will finish this chapter with a brief conclusion on how the pyramid of balance
would affect the chessboard that Brzezinski envisions in his notable book The
Grand Chessboard: American Primacy and Its Geostrategic Imperatives. The pur-
pose of my concept is not to challenge Brzezinski’s theory but merely to adapt
it to the post-pandemic world. Therefore, I summarize several conclusions that
will be, I assume, essential to the transformation of Brzezinski’s chessboard.
Most of the conclusions concern Russia’s place on the chessboard. As Robert Jer-
vis states the very fact that the essays are such insightful leaves Brzezinski some-
what of an enigma – and extends an invitation to further research (Jervis 2021).
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Conclusion 1: Eurasia becomes Asia

I assume that Brzezinski is right in his assumption that for America, Eurasia is
the geopolitical prize (Brzezinski 2016, 30). However, it is arguable that Eurasia
is the heartland of the chessboard, on which the struggle for geopolitical primacy
continues to be played. I believe that Merschheimer is also right in assuming that
the geopolitical race is more likely to shift from Europe to Asia. Indeed, the Eur-
asian continent is rich in resources, and if the United States maintains control
over Eurasia, China will find itself in a very difficult position. Russia, quite the
opposite, is a loyal partner of Beijing and it is unlikely, even under Vladimir Pu-
tin’s successor that Russian foreign policy will turn against the Chinese. Nuclear
power with enormous destructive capabilities, Moscow will not allow being con-
trolled by either America or China. Instead, Russia will maneuver between the
two powers, trying to act as a balancer. Only if Eurasia unites politically, milita-
rily and economically will Russia once again become a superpower, as it was in
the Soviet Era. My prediction is that the Kremlin will pursue a policy of mani-
pulation to keep Europe in check with gas policy, America deterred by its nuclear
weapons, and China closer to restraining Japan. There is even talk that Russia
could collapse, giving the West absolute control over its resources. My concern
is that such scenarios are far from realistic. History shows that Eurasia trans-
forms periodically into a form that rejects foreign influence or at least allows
it for a very short period.When Tsarist Russia began to modernize, a few conspir-
ators assassinated Emperor Alexander II, and later the monarchy itself fell victim
to attempts of the Provisional Government to Westernize Russia. For a long time,
the USSR opposed the West until Gorbachev took over and initiated the Perestroi-
ka, which resulted in the Soviet collapse. Then, despite Yeltsin’s presidency,
which buried Russia’s attempt to democratize, Eurasian politics has once
again favored a centralized model of government in the face of Vladimir
Putin. Therefore, even if the Russian Federation weakens due to domestic proc-
esses of decentralization, it will not transform into another political entity.

Conclusion 2: Soft power does not work in Eurasia

This book joins Brzezinski’s claim that nuclear weapons will now allow the Unit-
ed States to gain control over Eurasia, due to the fear of MAD (Brzezinski 2016,
34). My concern is that other options such as soft power, alliances building, co-
ercive diplomacy, and deliberate deployment are unlikely to work. If Moscow be-
comes more dialogical in the near future, it will be much more willing to coop-
erate with China than with Washington. Siberia and the Far Eastern regions of
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Russia are sparsely populated but rich in natural habitats,which will certainly be
of great interest to Chinese investors. Beijing needs to increase its strategic pres-
ence in the region to contain Tokyo. The Western dream of transforming Russia is
as bold as the attempts to liberalize China. Yeltsin’s experiment in the 1990s did
not work because Russian society refused to recognize liberal democracy as an
alternative to communism but preferred strong leadership and centralized gov-
ernment. These attitudes are a reflection of the Eurasian political culture,
which combines the Tatar heritage of the Golden Horde with the Orthodox spirit
of Byzantium.

Although Brzezinski foresaw China’s rise and Ukraine’s strategic importance
to Russia, he failed to predict that a unified Europe would increasingly become
an important political player on the Eurasian chessboard. Although the Europe-
an Union is trying to maintain a constructive relationship with Russia, European
leaders realize that the European project is now much more dependent on Bei-
jing than on the United States. Robert Jervis points out that only if Europe really
unites can we talk about a real competitor to the United States (Jervis 2006, 6).
However, the creation of European armed forces is unlikely to happen in the
coming years for two reasons. First, Europe cannot allocate enough resources
to fund and build military capabilities similar to those of the United States, Rus-
sia and China. The European Rapid Reaction Forces project might be successful
and Brussels might be in possession of limited ability to act within NATO. How-
ever, dependence on the United States can hardly be a question, at least until
Germany has the right to rearm. This brings us to the second dilemma that
France and the other EU member states will inevitably face if they want Europe
to create an army – military coordination. My assertion is that the rearmament of
Berlin is a crucial precondition for Europe’s security architecture. Germany has
always been central to European security and the European military identity.
This leads to the third problem facing Europe’s defense identity – the future
of NATO. My claim is that the most plausible option for Europe is to design its
future armed forces within the Alliance. It will eliminate America’s fears of Euro-
pean nationalism and bring the old continent one step closer to the legacy of the
EU founding fathers.

Conclusion 3: The Soviet decline was China’s rise

The historical prophecy of Brzezinski that America should focus on the rise of
potential regional hegemons was neglected as many policymakers disregarded
the warnings of Kissinger about China. Brzezinski’s strategy for gaining control
over the Eurasian chessboard involves short-term, middle-term, and long-term
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politics of consolidating and perpetuating Eurasian pluralism, creating strategi-
cally important partners to prompt American leadership, and eventually – trans-
forming Eurasia into a global core of shared responsibility (Brzezinski 2016, 40).
Such an approach would have been successful had it not been for China’s rise.
Throughout the post-Cold War period, Beijing reached the status of regional
power in a remarkably silent manner, while America was preoccupied with the
war on terror and its efforts to halt the resurgence of the Soviet Union. It was
only in recent years that China began to be talked about as the next superpower,
as if people had never known the prophecies of Morgenthau and Kissinger,
which warned that the heart of the board was increasingly shifting to Asia. Brze-
zinski is right in his conclusion that the United States should not allow another
power to displace Washington from the region, but this has already happened
because the main power there is Russia. Even if, under Putin’s successors, Mos-
cow loses its great influence in Eurasia, the vacuum will be occupied by China.
Then, the consequences for American influence will be even more disastrous, be-
cause with the establishment of control over the whole of Eurasia, Beijing will
gain political and military access to America’s European allies.
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Conclusion

At the beginning of this book, I purported to present a new explanation of what
the world would look like after the Pandemic. By “after the Pandemic,” I do not
refer to COVID19 as the limit of my research. Dealing with the virus may take
years or decades. For the purpose of my research, I began with a critical reading
of the basic neorealist theories that I took as the starting point of my research,
and then moved on to an analysis of American and Chinese foreign policy
after the end of the Cold War. Finally, I introduced a structural concept of the
post-pandemic world order. To summarize, my explanation of coercive realism
has three elements: a theoretical framework that draws inspiration from realism;
a methodological framework that I derive from the foreign policies of America
and China, and finally, an empirical part in which I shape the pyramidal struc-
ture of international politics. In the final part of my research, I find it reasonable
to test my approach through reminding the realist legacy of Kenneth Waltz, who
defines three basic conditions, which I believe my concept meets.

First, coercive realism is an edifice of truth and reproduction of reality. This
book does not deal with conspiracies that accuse China of releasing the virus
and avoids assumptions that are inclined to claim the world as unipolar just
because it rests on liberal hegemony. Coercive realism, most of all deals with
three realities that will dominate the post-pandemic system of international re-
lations: anarchy, power, and politics. Therefore, my concept joins the realist con-
sensus that the ultimate truth about the international system lies in: the conflicts
that arise from its anarchic structure; the desire of states to maximize their
power, and the behavior of state actors towards each other. Therefore, the prob-
lem of power and peace in the twenty-first century will be solved by those coun-
tries that are actively involved in conflicts and thus manipulate the balance of
power, that have the resources to maximize their capabilities, and that can afford
to challenge the most powerful nations on the earth. Therefore, I find the divi-
sion of great powers and superpowers too provisional and less rational. Al-
though the United States and China are emerging as the strongest nations in
the post-pandemic world, power and peace will still be a privilege of nuclear
powers.

Second, coercive realism sets three variables, which I believe, correspond to
the geopolitical realities, and predetermine the post-pandemic structure of inter-
national politics: power, politics, and anarchy. Analyzing the dependence be-
tween the variables, my concept follows Morgenthau’s explanation of the forces
that determine political relations among nations. With regard to the United
States and China, these forces relate to the resources they have and their behav-
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ior toward each other, which I discussed in Chapters Two and Three. The rest of
the nuclear actors, which occupie the lateral faces of my model, will seek to max-
imize their power and benefit from international conflicts. Nuclear weapons will
remain the ultimate source of destruction in the bipolar world, dominated by the
US-China rivalry.

Third, coercive realism offers a systematic approach, through which, in the
first chapter of this book, I posed three questions. The first discusses the dilem-
ma of whether anarchy is still central to international politics. The answer to the
book is yes. Only state actors have the sovereignty and the resources to act inde-
pendently in the international system. Moreover, under nuclear bipolarity, states
are merely in condition to acquire nuclear weapons. International organizations
such as the United Nations and NATO are an expression of the collective will of
the nuclear powers, and so far there is no precedent in which a country has dele-
gated its nuclear sovereignty to an international organization. Some would argue
that the EU is more than an international organization, namely a unique inte-
gration community. Although I do not deny this claim, I reject the possibility
of a united Europe gaining nuclear sovereignty, as this is a privilege only for
the Member States. Iran’s attempts to get nukes and Pyongyang’s nuclear pro-
gram also demonstrated that WMD plays a substantial role in world politics
and that agreements to limit them cannot be a barrier to countries pursuing
an independent foreign policy. The second question concerns how the struggle
for power determines the problem of peace in the first half of the twenty-first
century. My explanation joined the neorealist consensus that the lust for
power alone is not enough to allow us to understand the international system,
so I decided to move on to building my model. However, I believe that Morgen-
thau’s theory is a starting point for realism, because if our equation consists only
of its structure and the foreign policy of states, then the question of micro-level
attitudes remains open, among the political elite that tends to sacrifice national
interests in the struggle for global domination. The third dilemma deals with how
great powers competition will reshape the post-pandemic world order. The con-
cept presented me with a structural explanation, which I called the pyramid of
balance, and which is based on my model. Using both international relations
and mathematics, I have come to the conclusion that the state of the dilemma
will be a situation of constant confrontation in which the United States and
China, together with the nuclear concert, will decide the future of world politics.

Finally, I will highlight again that this book does not pretend to introduce a
new theory of international relations for various reasons I discussed in the first
chapter. However, I have employed the standard methodological approach to IR
studies by defining the variables in my research and by testing my assumptions.
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To test whether the pyramid of balance is applicable to other geopolitical reali-
ties will require another book, which could be more likely to deal with theories.

The struggle for power and peace in international relations cannot express
the nature of the system with the simple formula of history’s end, which,
under the guise of Hegelianism, has fired the sparkle of hope for future genera-
tions. Although the liberal paradigm is a unique attempt to solve the puzzle of
international politics, its absolute conclusions about realism, being insufficient
and one-sided, expose the greatest weakness of liberalism, which is its opti-
mism. The promise of a universal solution of war and peace, for the last time,
is as elegant as misguided. It is a grandiose legacy with a glamorous and inspir-
ing message, similar to that of Kant’s hope for eternal peace. Our world made it
to the end of the liberal world order, which presupposes the emergence of a post-
pandemic one that is yet to be constructed. As the rise of China, and its quest for
power continue to shape the geopolitical realities of our time, so the United
States and its allies should adapt to a bipolar world, where interdependence, ob-
taining power through attraction, and smart strategies will be secondary to the
pure hard power, the ultimate expression of which is nuclear diplomacy.

If reading this book, liberal scholars might object that realism failed to pre-
dict the end of the Cold War. To such a challenge, I would say that the realist
paradigm rather won the bipolar confrontation Soviet Union than misjudged
it. Yet, there are liberal scholars who claim the opposite and even realists who
tend to make realism softer. Both approaches would have been praiseworthy if
it had not been for the rise of Chinese Communism, twenty years after the
USSR had collapsed. Realism has not failed to predict the end of the Cold
War, though liberalism did not succeed in its task to preserve the New World
Order. Realists might sometimes fail when a few policymakers follow the opti-
mistic predictions of liberalism about a world where democracy and human
rights secure peace and prevent the possibility of war. When Alexander the
Great invaded the Persian Empire and took over Alexandria Arachosia, none pre-
sumed that the future great powers could only dream of his conquests. The trou-
ble with the liberal paradigm is that it still lives in the times of Alexander when
Ancient Greek culture pretended to shape the universal attitudes of humanity.
When Emperor Pu Yi abdicated, China turned back its Imperial past, but kept
its legacy to inweave later it in the Communist ideology, transforming it into Chi-
nese realpolitik.

If reading this book, realist scholars might object that the revival of obsolete
theories would lead my brave explanation to the point of a dead end. To such
objection, I would answer that my appraisal of realism is not absolute. When
state actors have adopted a policy in defense of their national interest, they
have not always succeeded. This logic applies to American policymakers, who
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pretend to defend the U.S. national interests, but instead benefit China with their
policy of intransigence. During the Cold War, the conflict between the United
States and the Soviet Union threatened to destroy the world, which forced
both superpowers to deter each other. Yet, twenty years after the collapse of
the USSR, tensions between Washington and Beijing over Taiwan could trigger
another military conflict, which would be far hotter than the Cuban missile crisis.
Thus, the basic efforts for the preservation of peace and the struggle for power
must revise the strategies of the Cold War and adapt them to the post-pandemic
security architecture. Only if the United States enters another competition, sim-
ilar to the U.S.-Soviet bipolar confrontation, would Washington have a chance to
deter China effectively. For Beijing, the competition with the United States is the
path to the restoration of Chinese leadership. A true realist, however, would ask,
has the world not lived too long in peace?
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