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1. That is the order the United States— working

with our partners and allies— that is the order that

has helped underwrite since the end of World War IL
And it is the order we will continue to support—

around the world, and here in the Asia-Pacific.

( )c -

2. As we work to build a cooperative regional

architecture, we are also modernizing our alliances,

helping allies and partners develop new and

advanced capabilities, and encouraging them to

work more closely together.

1.2
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3. We oppose the practices of flexing up

military alliances against a third party, resorting to

the threat or use of force, or seeking so-called

absolute security of one’s own at the cost of the

security of others.

()

4. One of the most critical tests facing the
region is whether nations will choose to resolve
disputes through diplomacy and well-established

and norms or through

international rules

intimidation and coercion.

5. But in recent months, China has undertaken

destabilizing, unilateral actions asserting its claims
in the South China Sea.
6. ...Unfortunately, this has not led to the actual

operation of such a mechanism. We do not welcome

dangerous encounters by fighter aircraft and vessels

at sea.
4\5\6 b b
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7. At the Summit, Chinese President Xi Jinping

put forth the security concept for Asia featuring

common, comprehensive, cooperative and

sustainable security. This concept, which is a

profound summary of the Asian historical

experiences as well as the cherished aspiration for

Asia’s future, has been widely acclaimed by the

Asian countries.

o

8. While firmly safeguarding its sovereignty

and legitimate interests, China has demonstrated

utmost sincerity and patience in its commitment to

settling disputes peacefully through consultations

and negotiations with parties involved. China has

never threatened to use force, and has never taken

provocative actions.

o

9. The security of China is closely linked to
that of Asia. China advocates and implements the
security concept for Asia in real earnest, and stands

ready to work with other countries to pursue Asian

security that is established, shared by, and win-win
to all. China is a constructive, proactive and positive

force for Asia’s peace and security.

10. China is committed to building a

harmonious Asia as well as an amicable world of

lasting peace and common prosperity.

7.8.9.10
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11. America must always lead on the world

stage. If we don’t, no one else will.

12. Question is not whether America will lead,
but how we will lead ---to help ensure peace and

prosperity around the globe.

()

13. China believes that all countries, regardless
of size, wealth or strength, should have the equal
rights to independently choose their own social

systems and development paths. We need to learn

“any country”,

)
14. And I personally believe that his speech is

a speech with tastes of hegemony, a speech with

expressions of coercion and intimidation, a speech

with flaring rhetoric that usher destabilizing factors

into the Asia-Pacific to stir up trouble, and a speech

with unconstructive attitude.

’

o

15. Therefore, one can judge from the two
speeches, as well as Mr. Abe and Mr. Hagel’s

deeds: who is really stirring up trouble and tension

in the region and who is initiating disputes and

spat? - Moreover, China has never initiated

from each other to offset our own shortcomings and

oppose interference in other countries’ internal

affairs. ---We need to strengthen coordination on the
basis of mutual respect, and oppose attempt by any

country to dominate regional security affairs. All

countries should respect and accommodate the
legitimate security concerns of others and enjoy

common security through mutual accommodation.

9 N Al ’

provocations on any bilateral or multilateral
occasions or at the Shangri-La Dialogue. Who has

initiated the ongoing debate?

16. Such additional comments are simply my

passive, reactive and minimum response. Now [ will

come back to my prepared speech.
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A Cultural Discourse Analysis to Sino—US Conflict Defense Discourses

GONG Shuangping ZHANG Ren

(College of Arts and Sciences, National University of Defense Technology, Changsha 410074, China)

Abstract: Nowadays, the international military situation presents strong west and weak east. USA is influencing the globe
strategic structure with his strategic thoughts and security view as an international police. Asia & Pacific is considered as the
most important area both today and future by USA. Due to America's intervening in the affairs of Asia & Pacific, Sino-US
conflict defense discourses is triggered. The data are drawn from the 2014 Shangri-La Dialogue. Based on the theory of cultural
discourse analysis put forward by Shi Xu (2010,2014), we thoroughly analyzed the American discourse strategies in triggering
conflicts, and the Chinese responsive strategies. We hold the view that conflict defense discourse is a cultural phenomenon which
involves diversified factors such as language, history, culture, military, defense strategies, etc. It shows the opponent views on
defense strategies and military stances, and at the same time reveals the cultural differences between the two countries, such as
binary vs. holistic thinking, military hegemony vs. harmonious co-existence, meaning in vs. beyond communication, etc.
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