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Abstract
There are some who see China’s sudden rise to the position of power and influence on the globe as a threat to their

position and place in world economy. Current trends in worliliggohowever reveals that the quest to rise to the
place of hegemony and the need to sustain once posittbe desminant hegemony in international politics have set
into motion, series of actions leading to various kinds pfoesge campaign between the countries involved. This
study is a critical evaluation of thetiigues and politics of power which raises the ultimate question of “who is a
friends or an enemy in the emerging global system”? The paper adopts the traditional methods of critical aisaitys
philosophy to evaluate data collected from secondary sowvitk a view to evaluate and analyse the strengths and
weaknesses of the propositions and assumptions arising fi@raittiation. The paper identifies some degree of
exaggeration in the fears which Americans are nursingeptly. The paper recommends that the countries under
review need adopt the complex independent theory of internatielagiions which has the capacity to synthesize
elements of the realist and the liberal thoughts amamgdhntries under review.

Key Words: Complex Independent Theory, Espionage campakgiends or Enemy, Hegemony, Internationa
Relations

1. Introduction

The relations between China and the United States ittdast major preoccupation of the chattering classes
(bloggers, the media, politicians, international bureaucrats analysis is usually posed as the relationship betwee
a declining superpower, and the rapidly rising Nation. As at 201 ,United States was the world's largest
economy and China came second. China has the world'stlgsgpulation and the United States came third
after India. The two countries are the largest consuofarsotor vehicles and oil, (CNN NEWS, 2009) and the two
greatest emitters of greenhouse gases (BBC NWS, 2009).kuestern world, the relationship is usually defined
negatively, China is seen as a “threat.” But threat to whom, and in what sense?

There are some who see China’s “rise” as the resumption of a central position on the globe, having been there at
some point in time. There are some who see it as a recent development (China’s new role in the shifting geopolitics

and world-economic relations in contemporary globalesy}. Consequently, the Sino-American (also known as the

China— US) relationship has been described by top leaders and acadenthe world's most important bilateral
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relationship of the 21st century (BBC NEWS, 2010); (Clark Randt, 20afent trends in world politics however,
reveal that the quest to rise to the place of hegerandyhe need to sustain once position as the dominannbege

in international politics have set into motion senkactions leading to various kinds of espionage campaigvebe
China and the United States of America. This realityuissgantiated by recent reports (Marcus, 2013) of cyber
attacks on America by China, which so far has been diamé termed misdirected by the Chinese government
Since 2008, the United States has charged at least 57 defefataattempting to spy for China (Arrillaga, 2011).The
US on the other hand are thought to be behind a humlangjuter virus attacks against elements of Iran's nuclear
programme; this new trend of action is seen as a gimalbse of what the future of warfare may look like.Marcus.
(2013).

2. Historical Background To The Study

Since the middle of the nineteenth centuthg relations between the two countries (China & U.S)eHaeen
ambiguous. At the turn of the twentieth century, thetadnStates proclaimed the Open Door Policy(Wikipedia,
2013)which was less directed against China than againsteaihgpean powers. Back at home however, it - via trade

unions - sought to prevent the Chinese from immigratinge United States.

Different kinds of relations have existed between Chiéwan, The Asian Race and the United State of America
from the time of the Chinese revolution in 1911,during thgnreif Yat-Sen, to the World War |l era, when the
United States formally declared war on Japan in Deeemi941, following the Japanese surprise attack on Pearl
Harbor, which brought the Americans into World War IIh€tperiods of flurry relations between the US and China
include the period of hostility between the Republic of Claind the Communist Party of China which exploded into
an open civil war in 1945. There was also a record afi@uoic relations during the cold war era after the Korean
War broke out. The Truman Administration then resumedaodic and military aid to the Republic of China (ROC)
and neutralized Taiwan threat by deploying the United St&msenth Fleetto stop a communist invasion of
Formosa. Until the US formally recognized the PRC in 19V8shington provided ROC with financial grants based

on the Foreign Assistance Act. (MashallFoundation.og.)

Between the 1954 through to 1979 a separate Sino-American Meteise Treaty was signed between the two
governments of US and ROC in 1954 which lasted until 1979 (ShdRggers, 2010).But on January 1, 1979, the
United States changed its diplomatic recognition of Chinese government from the ROC to the People’s Republic of
China (PRC). While the collapse of the Soviet Union rerntiarelevant any Chinese-U.S. alliance against it, the
relations between the two countries did not reallyngea They became, if anything, much closer (Dunbabin,
1996:225). Following this, President Nixon believed it was ssamy again to forge a relationship with China when
he made a ground breaking visit to China in 1972, even thahigte were enormous differences between the two
countries (Dube, 2011).

In return, Vice Premier Deng Xiaoping's January 1979 vistVéashington, DC initiated a series of important, high-
level exchanges which continued until the spring of 1989 Tdsulted in many bilateral agreements, especially in

the fields of scientific, technological, and cultural ist&ange, as well as trade relations. Since early 197 rtied
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States and the PRC have initiated hundreds of joint neksqarojects and cooperative programmes under the
Agreement on Cooperation in Science and Technology, (ACST )atlgest bilateral programme between both
countries YS-China Institute, 2010).Outside other minor issues bothennth® economy and security issues, this
paper notes that a cordial and mutual relation existegtelet both countries all through the administrations of

President Jimmy Carter, Clinton and George W. Bush.

The September 11, 2001 attacks on the American soil howehasrged radically, the Sino-American relations. This
new development indicated that the PRC was no longer a priggyrity threat to the United States. This
notwithstanding, there have been different opinions abweitthreat which China, a communist nation seeking
hegemony in world politics can pose on a nation whogerheny was already establishes in world politics. Téus f
for instance, constituted one of the major themes lodtdebetween Barack Obama and John McCain in the build up
to the 2008 US presidential elections which focused ondsstigvar, economic recession and US policy towards
China (Video on Obama &McCain , 2008).Both favoured cooperatitn China on major issues, but they differed
with regard to trade policy. Obama expressed concern thatbhe of China's currency was being deliberately set
low to benefit China's exporters. McCain argued that freetvaas crucial and was having a transformative effect in
China. Still, McCain noted that while China might haverstianterests with the US, it did not share American
values (The Economist, 2013).These fears for the Ammericalk for cautions towards whatever policy the Chinese

government made in the areas of trade, economics andtgecuri

Both nations now seem consciouseath other’s strength and relevance in global affairs. This perhapsiazply

this paper sees the Barak Obama's presidency as fgstepes for increased co-operation between the twonsatio
Consequently, on November 8, 2008, Hu Jintao and Barak Oslzamed a phone conversation in which the Chinese
President congratulated Obama on his election victBuying the conversation both parties agreed that the
development of US-China relations is not only in theriest of both nations, but also in the interests ofatbid
(Asiaone.com. 2008).Both countries however could not helpha@bsely and monitor every move and policy made
and implemented in the political arena. This createdfébing of suspicion and mistrust between America and

China; often resulting in sanctions wherever each cotieltrthreatened by the others action.

The recat attack on America’s cyber space by a PLA-affiliated hacking group based outside Shanghai has
heightened the level of threat and suspicion on the Chgmssrnment (Phillips, 2013). This group has been found
to be responsible for more than 100 attacks on United Sjatesnment departments, American companies, and
journalist website. On the other hand, China respondedhthaictusations of hacking are flawed and unreliable (Ben
Blanchard; Sui-Lee Wee; Huang Yan; SanjeevMiglani, 2013).Thstead accuse the Americans of being the

originators of cyber attacks on Chinese military webgideuman, 28 February 2013). This recent mutual suspicion
has caused many to wonder if China is really a frientiédnited States of America or an enemy to watchs Ehi

the focus of this paper.
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3. Friends Or Enemies? A Theoretical And Conceptual Clariication

3.1.Friends and Enemies
A disciple of Socrates once had thisség about friends and enemies: “There are only two people who can tell you
the truth about yoursel an enemy who has lost his temper and a friend who loves you dearly.” (Antisthenes, 2003)
For another thinker (Moliere, 1622), “the more we love our friends, the less we flatter them; it is by excusing nothing
that pure love shows itself.” In the opinion of Oscar Wilde, “true friends are the once who stab you in the front when
you are hugging them, your enemies would rather come froincdeien you leastsgect”. In the words of Anais
Nin, “...each friend represents a world in us, a world possibly not born until they arrive, and it is only by this meeting
that a newworld is born”. Elbert Hubbard opines “that your friend is the man who knows all about you and still like
you”. Yet another unknown thinker was of the opinion that “we really don’t have enemies. It’s just that some of our
best friends are trying to kill us”. One contemporary thinker is of the opinion that “the tender friendships one gives
up, on parting, leave their bite on the heart, but alsarious feelingf a treasure somewhere buried”(Antoine de
Saint, 2013).

These various conceptions of who, what and how friemdsemies have been conceived in one situation or the
other, speaks volumes about the various kinds of relatimtsexisted and still exist between friends, people,
communities and nations today. This paper shall attengituate the emerging relationship (friends or enentlied)
exists between the Peoples’ Republic of China (PRC) and the United States of America (USA). The succesgof
above objective will be premised on this paper’s ability to identify relevant theories in international relations which

best describe the relationship between the US and PRC

3.2.Hegemony

The word Hegemony originates from a Greek walgemonia, from hegemaon literally interpreted to mean a leader,

from hégeisthai to lead. In today’s English, Hegemony is conceived as a kind of predominant influence or authority

over others as in the concept of domirfissk.com, (2013). It has also been conceived as socialrallideological,

or economic influence exerted by a dominant group of persodsjiduals or even a person, as in the word
‘hegemonic.” Italian communist thinker, activist and political leader; Antonio Gramsci (1891-1937) is perhaps the
theorist most closely associated with the concept of hegemony. Roughly speaking, Gramsci’s “hegemony” refers to a
process of moral and intellectual leadership through whichirdmt or subordinate classes of post-1870 industrial
Western European nations consent to their own dommatyaruling classes, as opposed to being simply forced or

coerced into accepting inferior positions(Wikipedia, 2013:1-2).

The PRC and the USA are major trade partners. Theie trelationship is the second largest in the worlduah s
their economies have grown to the point where it Hased them both in positions of influence, the kind which
Gramsci readily explains as mentioned above. The effabisshegemony and the implications of the need to sustai
the positions of influence already attained by conakrumeintries in world politics constitute the main preoctiopa

of this paper.
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4. Theoretical Discourse

4.1 Imperialism TheoryHans J. Morgenthau, a leading proponent of this thefanternational relations, defines
imperialism as “a national foreign policy aimed at acquiring more power than the state actually has, through a
reversal of existing power relations. In other wordsfavourable change in power status” Morgenthau,
(1948:5).Imperialism as a national foreign policy is in contr@sstatus quo' foreign policy and a foreign policy of
'‘prestige.’ The policy of imperialism assumes the aabksealist theory perspective of analysis at the @wllin
international relationsMorgenthau, (1948) Furthermore, imperialism is based on antedf-power' construct in
international relations. The three types of imperialisiied by Morgenthau, found to be evidently displayed in
China’s quest for hegemony in Taiwan, Pakistan, India, Vietham and in other countries around Asia and beyond

include : (1)_The Marxist theory of Imperialiswhich rests on the foundation that all political pbraena are the

reflection of economic forces; (2) The Liberal Theory of IngkEsm which is a consequence of maladjustments in

the global capitalist system (e.g., surplus of goods andatagiich seek outlets in foreign markets); and finally,(3)
The 'Devil’s’ Theory of Imperialism which posits that manufacturers and bankers plan wamsdar to enrich

themselvesThe relevance of this theory to China’s quest for hegemony in world politics will be discussed later.

4.2. Balance of Power Theory

The Balance of Power theory as a theory in internatioglations, originates from the realist schoothafught and
the proponents include: Barry Posen and Michael Mastan{iliakaferro, (2001:152-186)and Neo-realists like
Kenneth Waltz, and Robert Jarvis (Mearsheimer, (2002). BianBe of power theory posits that rapid changes in
international power and statugspecially attempts by one state to conquer a regiah provoke counterbalancing
actions(Encarta, 2000).For this reason, the balancing ggdoelps to maintain the stability of relations betwee
states. A balance of power system functions most efédgtwhen alliances are fluid, when they are easitynfed or
broken on the basis of expediency, regardless of valuegiorglihistory, or form of government. Occasionally a
single state plays a balancer role, shifting its suppodpfmose whatever state or alliance is strongest. Armaj

weakness of the balance of power concept is the diffiaulineasuring power.

4.3.Application of Theory and Further Discussion

Recent studies on the Chin&utter, (2005);Lampton, (2001)andGries, (2004) indicate that thmeg&ghgovernment
has - via imperialistic tendencies - actively conductedodipky at 4 different levels. On the first level, thhawe
created strategic partnership involving second classdwmswers by signing strategic partnership treaties with
countries such as Russia, India and the EU with the t0estrengthening their relationships and positions not jus
with the countries mentioned but to also balance heepwmith those of their American counterpart. On theoad
level, china is seen presently to promote “good neighbour policy” in the Asian pacific regions. This they have done

by increasing trade relations in surplus measures wittcdlntries in the Asian pacific and environs such ttiey
enjoy certain degree of surplus trade benefits therebypoasigithemselves as an important trade partners with these
countries. It is on record that during the 1997Asian finamcisis, china restrained from devaluating its currency for
the purpose of helping to stabilize the regional econdmgugh the mobilization of its foreign currency reserves

This singular act has not only entered China into a amésm of regional cooperation with the countries in this
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region, it has also won positive reactions from coaeatm the region and the U.S. It is therefore evigesilar how
China strives - via imperialistic tendencies - to achiawbalance of power construct (acquiring more power than the

state actually has as posited by Morgenthau) in internatiefadions.

The balance of power theory can also be seen at play in China’s attitude of seeking to cooperate with these second

class power countries and avoiding open confrontation tiwvéhAmericans. Subsequently, they have sent envoys to
America repeatedly toe-instates the fact that they are merely a consee/gibwer, as such, theyveano intention

to upset the status quenamely the U.S. as the sole superpower in the worldthnaivid example portraying the
Balance of Power theory can be seen in Chinas attitudeegtect Japan. As China has successfully managed
relationships with the sole superpower, the secondstiiategic partners, and neighbouring countries, China id@ble
afford to ignore Japans occasional show of toughness émgithater cause which she has taken upon herself
(Sutter, 2005).

Since after the September 11 attack on US soil by teigotiere is strong evidenceof the Balance of Povwesryh
found to exist in US disposition towards China. The US seehave become more provocative towards China and
any other country known to have the degree of power dhrrirte, or who has the capacity to pose a threat to her
position at the helm of affairs in world politics.. lifet US for instance shifts its policy to a hard-lineaod China,

the cyclical turbulence in the Sino-American relatiopamay soon resurface. This scenario analyst belieightm

jeopardize China's plan of a peaceful rise.Lampton, (200G réex] (2004).

Indeed,Claude, (1984:245) and Taliaferro, (2001:156-186) arguments in suppoet Balance of Power theory
reinforces the fact that any calculated attempts&foountry to strive to rise to the place of hegemonyera such
country would bén a position to “conquer, reign or dominate a region” in both economic and military aspects - will

more often than not, provoke counterbalancing actions fhee other countries who stand to be subjected under the

power and influence of this new hegemony.
5. A Comparative Analysis of PRC And USA (See Fig. 1 & Fig2 on The Last Page)

A comparative analysis of the information in (Tableabpvefurther bears credence in support of the reasonseaddduc
for the fears and suspicions which- now more than ewxists between rising hegemonies and other countries
striving to sustain their position of influence and powek. comparative analysis of the physical and economic
strengths of the countries under study for example, illustksltgy fears and suspicions continue to grow between the
nations under study. In the area of population, whiln$Cs population ranks £'in the world with a total of 19.1% of
the entire world’s population, Americds populations only stands af®sition with 4.46% of the entire wd’s

population.

A comparative study of their (USA and PRC) area land mag&itannica, places China at'position with a total
of 9,572,900krfwhile America ranks 4th place with9,526,468khe results of the comparative study conducted in
2011 places the results of the GDP (normal) per capita at $5,419¢8idion) for China and $28,363 (1position)
for America. A comparative study of their military expenditas at 2011 for China stands at 4,585,000 people

(representing about 1 military or paramilitary persarper 294 persons). For America there are 3,000,000 persons
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(representing about 1 military or paramilitary persorpeel 105 persons. This means that the Chines spends more to
maintain their military or paramilitary personnel théhe Americans. This also means that the Chinege mare
military or paramilitary personnel than the Americahise labour force of both countries stands at 780,000,000 for
China and 154,900,000 for the Americans. These developments apmalbkes and sets into motions what
Claude, (1984:245) and Taliaferro, (2001:152-186) calls a counterbalaatiog from other countries who stands

to be subjected under the power and influence of the newnoege The countries affected by these tussle for power
andhegemony can’t help but resort to applying either Balance of Power or Imperialisteories in dealing with the
matters arising from these quest or completion for pandrhegemony. In the light of the above, the question which

now stares us in the fage“can the Chines really be considered a friend or an etwethy Americans?

6. Is China A Friend Or An Enemy To The USA?

A survey of various commentaries and reportby analystgpesfessional commentators on the subject of thisrpape
as it affects international relations and politics vemds that so many factorsinfluence the kind of ansvesrd
responses which have been gathered since thequestiooeoik stage in world politics. While some reactitins
these questions have been influenced by mere personaluljettive bias, only a few arise from empiric and
scientific studies and evaluatiori$is section shall consider and analyse both kinds of @ntaries and reactions to

the subject of the paper.

6.1. Results AndAnalysis Of Commentaries On The Main StggThe Study

Etzioni, (2012)in respondingo the main questionfr this study, made referentea speech by the president Barak

Obamaon CNN indicating the trendf thoughtsof the American people:

...President Barack Obama unveiled a new military strategglls for "pivoting” from the Middle

East to the Far East, focusing partly on the militamjid-up of China. Without a major public

debate of the kind we have about raising taxes, or a caimrat vote, the U.S. government is

moving slowly but surely toward characterizing China as agressive superpower and

is preparing for war, should it become necessary (Etz01i2).
Reacting to the above quotation, James Clapper, a ret@atedant general and current director of National
Intelligence, characterized China, "growing and its militeapabilities," as a "mortal threat" to the United
States. llean&RosLehtinen, chairman of the House Committee on Fordiffairs, said, "The Chinese Military
openly regards the United States as an enemy. We shatulshdermine our own security by thinking we can make
friends with self-proclaimed adversaries with hospitalitgl open arms." On the other hand, Chinese leadersotend
stress that they do not seek a confrontation. Forklomistry spokesman, Honfeistated noted that "China from

beginning to end, pursues a defensive national defeniog,pahd sticks to the path of peaceful development.”

From another perspective, one can readily find belligexmices from China. Gen. Zhu Chenghu expressed
willingness to abandon China's "no first use" nuclesaipons policy, to defend its claim over Taiwan and arguéd tha
China should use nuclear weapons against the United Sthtedd its military interfere. In another encounter, a
2011 editorial in the Global Times (an English edition of@menmunist Party of China's official newspaper) warned

that countries involved in sea disputes with China "negmidpare for the sounds of cannons." (CNN, 2011)From the
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above opinions on the threat to security nursed by th@ &Rl USA it is clear how these provocative actions and
comments re-enforce and bears relevance to the tloabfeamework adopted for this paper.

6.2. Current Commentaries and Analysis of Responses to the Main QuestisrRaper
A recent report by Marcus, (2013)from the United Statexrdecl that:

China's government and their military have targeted US govetncomputers as part of a cyber-
espionage campaign, a US report on China says.Intrusiemesfacused on collecting intelligence
on US diplomatic, economic and defence sectors whichdcbehefit China's own defence
programme, it says. This is the first time the Penmtagannual report has directly linked such
attacks to the Beijing government(Marcus, 2013).

Responding to the above report, China had this to say:

China called the above report "groundless”, saying resgmted "US distrust”.A report from state
news agency Xinhua cited Sr. Col Wang Xinjun, a Peoplé&eration Army (PLA) researcher,

describing the report as "irresponsible and harmful to ringual trust between the two

countries".Both China and the US were victims of cyleres and should work together to tackle
the problems, the agency quoted him as sayingMaf20%3).

This is the most explicit US statement so far chardiagit is the Chinese Government and military that isroklat
least, some of the many intrusions into US governmenpuaten systems.It marked a general toughening of the US
position over the course of the year (2013). PresidentBavakna raised the cyber- security threat in a telephalhe ¢
to Chinese President Xi Jinping in March, 2013. The issue figunadinently when US Treasury Secretary Jacob
Lew visited Beijing a few days later. There have longhfears about China's ability to steal technical and inidiistr
secrets, but this latest Pentagon report warns that Claictivities go well beyond this "building a picture W%

defence networksogistics and related military capabilities that could be exploited during a crisis” (Marcus,201R

On the above note, US experts believe that China'a temial"' as a strategyits effort to push US naval forces well
away from its shores - could have a significant cyberedsion. As a counter, the United States is also rapidly
developing capabilities to counter-cyber-attacks and torgthe offensive itself. Indeed this is a field where the
boundaries between offence and defence are blurred. US Cgbmnand is expanding rapidly. The US and others
are thought to be behind a number of computer virus atiagéinst elements of Iran's nuclear programme; a small
glimpse of what the future of warfare may look like(Marc2813). The individual efforts made by the countries
under studyto protectits territorial rights and integrity are indicative of théexanceof the effectof the theoretical

framework (Imperialism and Balanoé Power theories) adoptéu this paper.

6.3. An Analysis of a “GULLUP ” report on the Main question of the paffese Fig3 & Fig4 At the End of
The Page)

From the general survey and consideration of the conamiestand opinions considered so far on the main question

of this paper, it appears that the subject of study is mot®llenge for citizens in the United States of Anzetti@n
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it is for citizens in the PRC. In this section, wealstconsider - via the use of data constituting the tshand
histograms below to analyse - the results of an opiniorcpotiucted by GULLUP in June 2013.

The histogram and the charts below is an outcome of acpotlucted in Preston, New Jersey. These charts and
histogram are illustrative and bears relevance to thgoomg discussion on the nature of relations whichtexis
between the PRC and USA. The opinion poll was based random sampling of 1,529 adults, aged between 18
years and above, residing in 50 states of the USA. GULh&IBd with 95% confidence on marginal sampling error

of = 3 percentage point. The research question istesl stethe Histogram below in Fig.3.

The results of the survey revealed that 55% of Americang @hina as either an ally, (11%) or a nation friendly to
the U.S. (44%), while 40% says it is either unfriendly (26%) oermemy (14%). Before this particular poll was
taken, the Chinese president Xi Jinping travelled to théedr$tates to meet with President Obama for talkisen t
heat of the somewhat uneasy relations between thedwntries, with disputes over alleged cyber hacking, unfair
trade practices and North Korea's nuclear program. Despie tbsues, the survey results indicated that only 14% of
Americansview China as "enemy" of the Unit&tates. In turn, 11% say it is an ally, withmost Ameridaangng a

more moderate positive or negative view of China injtivee 1-4 poll.

This study notes that earlier results from surveys coeduay this same organizations (13 years ago), reveals that
Americans have generally been positive toward China. tApam a sharp negative turn in 2001, after a Chinese
fighter Jet collided with a U.S. surveillance plane. ThS. plane made an emergency landing but the Chinese
government detained the U.S. crew for 12 days before releasing).tihe results obtained from Americans
indicated a tilt to the negative than the positive t@w@hina when GALLUP, in its annual February, 2013 World
Affairs poll, asked whether Americans have favourablardavourable opinions of their Chinese counterpartgs Th
result suggests that Americans may not like certaingshabout China or its policies, causing them to view the

country unfavourably, but not to the degree that theyCéema as hostile toward the U.S.

The results of the data collected and representdtkitable below in Fig. 4 tends to show that Younger ricars
and Democrats are more likely to see China as a friertdet U.S. than are older Americans and Republicans as

indicated in the table below in fig 4 at the last page

The age differences in views of China have been consigterecent updates on this question. However, that
Democrats' have more positive disposition towards Chiag not necessarilye the norm, as there have been times

in the past when GALLUP found no meaningful party differences

Americans have mixed views of China, with few descrilitreyemerging superpower as an ally or an enemy of the
United States, but more viewing it as friendly tharuafriendly nation. Presidents Obama and Xi Jinping hopes to
establish a new course in US -China relations in fungetings in view of the history of uneasy relationship which
has existed between the two countries for many decadese Teetings may not dramatically alter Americans'
perceptions of China in the short term, but they mightéstaa more cooperative and friendly relationship betw

China and the United States that could lead to more Amerigawing China as a friend or an ally over time.


http://www.gallup.com/poll/1627/China.aspx
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7. Conclusion And Recommendations
7.1.Summary

The paper among other things discussed the various faefrencing the relationship between the United States
and China. Their relationshipwas categorized in at ltase different periods: from 1784 through to the 20th
century; 1900-1979; and the post-1970s era. Conceptual clarifeainth theoretical analysis of the terms and
relevant theories necessary for the study were proposedchahded with the view to elucidating the complexities
that exists between rising hegemonies and already e$tadllihegemonies in international relations and world
politics. The Imperialist theory and the Balance of Pothieories proved to be most relevant for the nature of study
adopted in the paper. A comparative analysis was alsaictattbetween the PRC and the USA to examine some of
the pertinent factors which seem to influence a stfasiempetition among countries seeking for power and influence

and those seeking to sustain their positions of powerndluence in world politics.

A section was dedicated to addressing the main questtbisistudy: (Is China a friend to USA or an enemy)? Here,
the papexlidn’t just relied on the opinions of individuals, international oigations and news agencies for the kind
of relations which exist between the U. S and the PRCpédiper also saw the need to draw inferences from eaipiric
data and results of surveys recently conducted by an inarabtirganisation: GALLUP who - over an expansive
period of time - had collected via scientific methodsteresive data geared towards capturing and analysing
responses related to the issues raised by the themis sfutly (Is China a friend to USA or an enemy). The tesul
gathered revealed that most of the conclusions which prexéously reached were not entirely true about the@atu
and relationship existing between the US and China. Puyilgi the conclusions reached by most commentators

where totally over-blown and unfounded in most cases.
7.2. Conclusion

From the analysis and application of the theories adofme this paper, and from the analysis of opinions and
empirical data collected by GALLUP the study, the paper observes that the theories proposed fatutheoffered
justifications for the fears and suspicions which naigtebetween the two countries under focus. The study noted
that where theories such as the balance of poweri¢isemnd imperialism theories were at play amauogintries
seeking or sustaining power and influence in internationatioels, there are bound to be fears, acrimony

provocations, accusations, and threats amongst theeaffieations.

This paper observes that Americans have mixed viewshisfaCbut more Americans view China as a friendly than
an unfriendly nation. This paper therefore takes tlewing stand with regards to the pertinent poser set at the

beginning of this study:

Are China and the United States rivals? Yes, up to &.poin

Are they enemies? No, they are not enemies.

Are they collaborators? They are already more thag &re willing to admit, and would be much more in
the future.
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7.3. Recommendations

1.

China and the U.S. would require clearer objectives dirext@shswering the questions: "Why can't we be
friends with differences or partners in competition”? This paperopines that such objectives are pertinent to
fostering healthy and stable relationships and cooperh@brneen the two countries. This paper believes
that defining such objectives should constitute a long-tgoal for both countries. Such objectives, this
paper notes, will make for greater peace and stabilityusbin the affected countries but also in the world
generally.

The U.S. could agree with China to settle in an intesnaticourt or through negotiations, their differences
about claims over the South China Sea; and stop callif@hora's neighbouring countries to get together to
oppose China's legitimate interests.

The relationship between China and the United Statékedly to define the nature of world politics
throughout this century, if however, the history of rising gsnis associated with conflicts, provocations
and threats of war as seen in the study carried out sthée are troubled times ahead. But all these could
be curbed if both countries would clearly adopt and apply thmplex interdependence theory of
international relations which was developed by. RoberhEee and Joseph Nye. This theory argues that the
decline of military force as a policy tool and thergese in economic and other forms of interdependence
should increase the probability of cooperation amongstdthe complex interdependence framework can
be seen as an attempt to synthesise elements addhigt and liberal thoughts. This theory will also reduce
the desire to cheat, steal or to obtain by falserongzmeans any information that tends to give one country
an edge over the other as is the case with the patldarof the cyber hacking scandals between the US and
China.
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Table 1. A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF PRC AND USA ATA GLANCE , Wikipedia, (2013:3-5)

DESCRIPTION

- PEOPLE'S REPUBLIC OF CHINA

B UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Population

1,347,350,000 (1st) (19.1% of the world
population)

314,256,000 (3rd) (4.46% of the world population)

Area (total area)(according to Encyclopaed
Britannica)

9,572,900km? (3rd)

9,526,46%n7 (4th)

Population Density

139.6/km? (363.3/sg mi)

33.7/km2 (87.4/sg mi)

Capital Beijing Washington, D.C.

Largest City Shanghdi — 23,019,148 (2010) New York City— 8,244,910 (18,897,109 Metro)
(2011 United States Census estimates

Government Socialist Single-party state Federal presidential constitutional republic

First Leader

MéoZédong

George Washington

Current Leader

XiJinping

Barack Obama

Official languages

Standard Chinese

None English (de facto)

Main religions

42% Agnosticor atheist, 30% Folk

religions and Taoism, 18%Buddhism

4% Islam, 4% Ethnic minorities indigenous
religions (including Vajrayana and Theravada
2%Christianity

78.4% Christianity, 16.1% non-Religiqus
1.7% Judaism, 0.7% Buddhism, 0.6% Islam
0.4% Hinduism

Ethnic groups

91.51% Han Chinese, 55 recognised minoriti
1.30% Zhuang, 0.86% Manchu

0.79% Uyghur, 0.79% Hui, 02P6 Miao,
0.65%Yi, 0.62% Tujia, 0.47% Mongpl
0.44%Tibetan, 0.26% Buyei, 0.15% Korean
1.05% other (See List of ethnic groups in
China)

74%White American, 14.8% Hispanic and Latino
Americans (of any race), 13.4% African American
6.5%Some other race, 4.4% Asian American

2.0% Two or more races, 0.68% American Indian d
Alaska Native, 0.14%Native Hawaiian or Pacific
Islander

GDP (nominal) (2011 estimate)

$7.298 trillion (2nd)

$15.094 trillion (1st)

GDP (nominal) per capitg2011 estimate)

$5,413 (90th)

$48,386 (15th)

GDP (PPP)(2011 estimate)

$11.299 trillion (2nd)

$15.094 trillion (1st)

GDP (PPP) per capita(2011 estimate)

$8,382 (91st)

$48,386 (6th)

HDI (2011)

0.663 (medium) (89th)

0.910 (very high) (4th)

Currency

Rénminbi (yuan) (¥)

United States dollar ($)

Chinese Americans

110,000 American born people living in Chin.

3,794,673 People of Chinese origin living in the
United States

Military expenditures

4,585,000 (about 1 military or paramilitary
personnel per 294 persons)

3,000,000 (about 1 military or paramilitary personn
per 105 persons)

Military Troops

4,585,000 (about 1 military or paramilitary
personnel per 294 persons)

3,000,000 (about 1 military or paramilitary personn
per 105 persons)

English Speakers

10,000,000 (0.74% of the total population)

267,444,149 (85.1% of the total population)

Labour Forces

780,000,000

154,900,000

Telecommunications(Mobile Phones)

1,046,510,000

327,577,529

"US-China Institute: News & Features; Ambassador Clark Randt on "The Crucial Relationship"China.usc.edu. Retrieved

2010-12-02
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Fig. 3 :Responses to the Main Question of the Paper

Please say whether you consider China an ally of the United States, friendly,
not an ally, unfriendly, or an enemy of the United States.

Recent trend

B % Ally/Friendly % Unfriendly/ Enemy

(This Char shows a graphical Illustration of the Distribution of opinions adour US. / China Relations June 1-4,2013 from GALLUP)
Fig. 4. Views of Americans by Age and Party Affiliations
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(This Chat shows the Numerical Distribution of the iews of China by Age & Party Identification as at Jure 1-4, 2013 from GALLUP)
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