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Аbstract
This paper will examine the geostrategic and geopolitical interests of the 

United States of America in the Asia-Pacific region, taking into account the 
specifics of the US as still the only global power and aspiration to retain the 
current unipolar order at the global level. Also it will be discussed conversion 
of the soft and hard power which United States projected into the concept of 
smart power. The Asia-Pacific region (APR) as a priority of US foreign policy, 
through consideration of the characteristics and importance of the region, 
transferred the center of gravity of US foreign policy from the Middle East.

The aim of the study is to examine the application of the concept of smart 
power in geostrategic and geopolitical interests of the United States in the 
Asia-Pacific region. Further considerations and the work as a whole, does 
not prejudice the reasonableness of the United States on a global scale, but 
points the comprehensiveness of approach to the application of available 
power resources in achieving national interests in certain parts of the world, 
and in the specific case of the Asia-Pacific region.
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Introduction
The United States, still the only global power 

after the Cold War period, which owns the en-
tire range of power resources, gain this position 
thanks to decades of strategic development of 
military, economic and cultural resources, 
supported by constant development of trade 
and economy, the constant influx of academ-
ically educated people from around the world 
who have made an outstanding contribution 
to the technological development of the Unit-
ed States, as well as the favorable geographical 
position. The rule of law and the inviolability 
of private property, as well as planning and ag-
gressive propaganda of the “American” way of 
life with the design benefits of achieving the 
“American dream”, available to any member of 
any nation, race or religion, with economic and 
military power on the rise as the elements that 
manifest a particular strength nation, were ad-
vantages that United States gain, after the vic-
tory in World War II, and also one of the most 
desirable countries to live in and develop the 
professional level. In this way, the United States 
have created the image of justice, “the Amer-
ican way” to a number of countries, which 
was on the foreign policy often manifested in 
significant diplomatic activities and the use of 

military power, performing a military action or 
formal military presence and intimidation in 
order to protect national interests.

In pursuit of the realization of the pro-
claimed national interests and strengthening 
the force of the attractiveness of American 
values, the official US administration have 
used for decades the levers of power that has 
its basis in economic, military and cultural 
resources. The influence of power in interna-
tional relations and the tendency of leaders of 
the great powers to reach the maximum pow-
er in all domains, to change the behavior of 
other entities in order to achieve their own 
interests, to link the states and empires that 
have throughout history of human civiliza-
tion achieved the most significant impact on 
the geopolitical environment, both at regional 
and at the global level.

Cold War era was characterized by the pro-
jection of soft and hard components of US 
power in order to realize the national interest 
in all meridians, depending on the current bal-
ance of power the United States and the Soviet 
Union in a particular region and globally, as 
well as the strategic plans of the current ad-
ministration of both sides.

Кључне речи:  
интерес, Пацифик, 
САД, Кина, глобална 
сила, безбедни 
национални наступ 

Сажетак 
У овом тексту предмет разматрања су геостратегијски и геополитич-

ки интереси Сједињених Америчких Држава у Азијско-пацифичком ре-
гиону узимањем, при томе, у обзир сфецифичности САД као и даље је-
дине глобалне силе и тежњу да се задржи садашњи униполарни ред на 
општем нивоу. 

Биће, такође, размотрено преобличавање тзв. меке и тврде силе коју 
САД подразумевају под појмом паметне силе. Азијско-пацифички реги-
он, као приоритет спољне политике САД, кроз разматрање карактерис-
тика и важности региона, померио је средиште њене пажње са Блиског 
истока на себе. 

Циљ овога рада је да испита примену паметне силе у геостратегијс-
ким и геополитичким интересима САД у Азијско-пацифичком регио-
ну. Разматрања која следе, као и рад у целости, не доводе у питање 
рационалност САД на глобалном нивоу већ указују на свеобухватност 
приступа примени расположивих извора моћи у остваривању нацио-
налних интереса у одређеним деловима света односно у Азијско-паци-
фичком региону.



19Hatidža А. Beriša ▪ Geostrategic and geopolitical interests of the USA in the Asia-Pacific region

Српска наука данас / Serbian Science Today 2017 ▪ Vol. 2 ▪ No. 1 ▪ 17–34

Post-Cold War foreign policy of US perfor-
mance has been characterized by unilateral 
military action in all regions where the vital 
interests of the United States were threatened. 
The soft component of power, as an instru-
ment of foreign policy in achieving geopolit-
ical and geostrategic interests, was used for 
aggressive performance in the glorification 
of American values in the form of popular 
culture and universal values of the American 
model. However, in the second decade of 21st 
century, which is characterized by the rise of 
new powers and understanding that only hard 
power in the realization of the vital interests 
of the nation is ineffective, forced the United 
States, as the only force of global reach, to ac-
cede to the creation of a new concept of inte-
grated power. The rise of emerging powers in 
the Asia-Pacific region, led by the People’s Re-
public of China, resulted in the need for crea-
tion of new strategies projection of US power 
in this economically and militarily the most 
dynamic area of the world - a strategy that will 
require leadership skills of efficient combina-
tion resource of soft and hard power.

As in previous times, each geographical en-
tity - region, thanks to its characteristics, re-
quired a special strategy for the projection of 
power by the United States in order to achieve 
the national interest. The specificity of the 
Asia-Pacific region, which is reflected in the 
level of development of resources hard power 
of PR China and the DPR Korea, energy de-
pendence and intricacy of military-economic 
interests of the US and China, Japan and R. 
Korea, relations of the countries in the region 
and their historical heritage, and the current 
redistribution of the power at the global level 
among the emerging powers, suggests a new 
qualitative approach in dealing with poten-
tial security threats. With the expectation that 
the economic, cultural and military power of 
countries of the Asia-Pacific region in the near 
future will reach a very high level of develop-
ment, it is inevitable that their sum is reflect-
ed in the political power and international 
credibility, which the countries of the region 
assumed the position and gaining recognized 
actors in global framework.

Bearing in mind that in terms of scattered 
power on several international entities and 
non-state actors, not any unilateral military 
engagement at the global level can successfully 
solve perceived problem, the US implementa-
tion of the concept of “smart power” in the fu-
ture guidelines of foreign policy engagement, 
proclaimed a new approach in solving inter-
national issues of interest to the United States, 
with special emphasis on the application of 
this concept in the realization of the interests 
in the Asia-Pacific region.

Smart power, as well as the ability to com-
bine the resources of soft and hard power in 
a successful strategy, is closely related to the 
context in which it will be projected. With this 
hand, the appreciation of the historical herit-
age, political system, religious, ethnic and cul-
tural characteristics, as well as past and current 
geopolitical and geostrategic aspirations of 
countries in the Asia-Pacific region, will rep-
resent only the basis for the initial hypotheses 
about the possible reactions of regional actors 
in the projection of a new integrated power of 
the USA. The exceptional dynamics of develop-
ment of the countries in this region in the fields 
of defense, economy and energy, as well as the 
complex interrelationships bring additional 
problems and limitations to American diplo-
macy and suggest constant review of every dip-
lomatic and military step in the region.

Also, the premise for the application of the 
concept of smart power by current and future 
US administration will be the status of re-
source availability of soft and hard power of 
the American nation, which will be with ap-
propriate strategies converted into smart pow-
er, while the great importance will also be a 
clear definition of real geostrategic goals and 
US interests in the Asia-Pacific region.

The conversion of soft and  
hard power to the concept  
of “smart power”
Throughout the history of human civiliza-

tion, states and empires have gained and lost 
power through conflicts with the new emerging 
powers. Very rarely the power was peacefully 
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passed from one to the other actor such was the 
transition of power from Pax Britannica to Pax 
Americana. In the new millennium, the United 
States continues to figure as the only remaining 
force, but at the same time we are witnessing 
the dispersion of power among multiple glob-
al actors and the transfer of power from state 
to non-state actors - corporations, non-gov-
ernmental organizations and cartels. In this 
complex environment intertwined interde-
pendence, where communications with one 
entity implies the involvement and causal-con-
sequential relationship of a number of other 
state and non-state actors, the United States, 
due to the strengthening the powers of other 
international actors, cannot follow the princi-
ples of application of hard power exclusively in 
furtherance of the national interest. New dis-
courses imply equal participation of a num-
ber of relevant international entities, state and 
non-state. We should take into account Hen-
ry Kissinger statements that in the post-Cold 
War era “power become too diffuse, while the 
problems that could be resolved only with war 
forces are greatly reduced” [1].

For a better understanding of the concept 
of smart power and prospects of its implemen-
tation in the framework of the US geostrategy 
in the the Asia-Pacific region, it is necessary 
to observe the terms such are hard, soft and 
smart power.

Considering the power, its influence and 
leaders aspirations for reaching its maximum 
in all areas, there is a need to define the concept 
that essentially cannot be explained by only 
one generally accepted definition. The power 
cannot be defined as an impact, although the 
two terms are often put in an equivalent posi-
tion, but for the purposes of further discussion 
in this paper, attention is directed to the inter-
pretation of Joseph Nye, who sees the power 
as “the ability to change the behavior of others 
in order to achieve the desired outcome” [2]. 
Also, Nye observes power also as a resource, 
but primarily as a result of changes in behav-
ior. While on the one hand, John Mearsheimer 
states that the power is “currency policies of 
the great powers and countries competing for”, 

adding that “what is money in the economy, 
that is power in international relations”, [3] 
Joseph Nye in his work “The future of the pow-
er” examines power through resources and the 
outcome of behavioral change, thus the power 
is transferred from a zone specific and meas-
urable amounts of money, which in all con-
ditions and in unchanged form can produce 
certain results, subjecting its effectiveness in 
achieving desired outcomes context between 
the international actors and an appropriate 
strategy for its use [2]. It is not necessary to 
consider the power as the potential contained 
in the resource, but as the ability to carry out 
adequate strategies for resource conversion 
power in the desired behavior of the target 
group, that might be the state, federation, or-
ganization or other non-state actors, taking 
into account the current circumstances on the 
international scene.

Since there is an awareness of power as the 
ability to force others to act in accordance 
with the requirements of the entity that exer-
cises power, there are two different approach-
es to the use of power to achieve the ultimate 
goal. The first approach involves a softer ap-
proach and through history is remembered as 
a non-violent approach to the other side. Con-
ceptually defined as “soft power”, according to 
the “Oxford” dictionary is defined as “approach 
through persuasion in international relations, 
which typically involves the use of economic 
and cultural impact”, [4] while Joseph Nye de-
fined it as “the ability to affected on other by 
resources shaping the agenda, persuading and 
encouraging positive attractiveness in order to 
achieve the desired outcome” [2]. Also, in the 
question: “What is soft power?”, Nye states that 
soft power is “the ability to obtain what you 
want by making gestures to gain, rather than 
to coercion or bribery. Soft power rests on the 
ability to shape the desires of others” [5]. 

This approach of the power suggests anoth-
er element, which Nye defined as “hard pow-
er”. Thus, the hard power, as an element of the 
total power, according to the “Oxford” diction-
ary, is defined as “approach through coercion 
in international political relations, especially 
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one that involves the use of military force”, [4] 
while Joseph Nye defines it as “the ability to 
use the stick and carrots in the economic and 
military power force others to work according 
to your wishes” [6]. In addition, Colin Gray 
defines hard power as “the ability to carry out 
deliberate punishment or to reward someone 
in the way of interest, and for this reason it is 
likely identify with the military and economic 
policy instruments” [7].

Analyzing the above definitions of the hard 
power it can be noted that it is primarily based 
on military and economic element. However, 
military power, as a basic element of hard pow-
er, is no longer a definite measure of national 
power. In modern times military power can-
not be reduced to a quantitative comparison 
of forces and resources among the opponents. 
In accordance with this “way of deployment is 
essential. The strategy of combining skills of 
resources in order to achieve the objectives is 
a key of the smart military power” [2]. Also, 
it is important to point out that any element 
of hard power, military or economic, can also 
be a element of soft power. The key determin-
ing factor is the context in which the specific 
element of power projects and strategies that 
are use on that occasion, as well as feedback 
from side to which the power projects. During 
the Cold War, the United States have largely 
designed hard power in the countries of the 
Asia-Pacific region, which, with brutal coloni-
al past in the region, has left a significant im-
pact and significantly affect on the perception 
of the region by the presence of the US and 
their pursuit of the realization of national in-
terests in the military and economically most 
dynamic region of the world.

In the context of an entirely new interna-
tional and historical context, it is crucial that 
the US approaches exercising their basic geo-
political and geostrategic interests in the light 
of respect for the complexity and interdepend-
ence of the security environment of Asia-Pa-
cific region, economically and militarily the 
most dynamic regions of the world. Citing 
the basic geopolitical objectives of the United 
States, Robert Kaplan reference in his article 

“The Tragedy of US foreign policy,” that “the 
United States as the dominant power in the 
Western Hemisphere, still need to prevent any 
other State to become as dominant in the east-
ern hemisphere. They must also seek to protect 
and factual and informal allies, particularly 
their access to energy. Moreover, as the liber-
al naval forces, the United States must protect 
harder the marine lines of communication 
that enable world trade” [8].

Whether it is the announcement of the new 
approach to foreign policy engagement exclu-
sive treatment on the basis of lessons learned 
from the last great campaign in the Middle 
East and on the African continent, or as the 
consequences of the economic crisis which 
had significant implications on the budget in 
the area of USA defense, in the approach of 
achieving geostrategic interests in Asia-Pacif-
ic region, the US will hardly implementation 
of the concept of smart power, taking into ac-
count the complexity of the region comprising, 
as the country’s allies and partners, as well as 
emerging powers and opponents of the US sta-
tus as a global leader. Thereby, there is a chal-
lenge USA geostrategic interests needs to face 
in achieving further accentuated by territorial 
disputes within the APR, the sensitivity of na-
tional economies in the security of maritime 
routes within the region, as well as the aspira-
tions of an emerging force, primarily the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China, to further design their 
own power in region, as a result of increasing 
economic and military capacity.

Also, the economic interdependence USA 
and APR countries is a component that is im-
portant limiting factor in the taking any uni-
lateral actions of either party. The key to the 
success of the USA in the Asia-Pacific region 
lies in the system of alliances power, while the 
emergence of regional leader in Asia could 
threaten the advantageous position which the 
USA has built since the end of World War II.

The contemporary global security environ-
ment, which is among other things, the result 
of active engagement of the United States for-
eign policy, corresponds to several but not all 
countries in the Asia-Pacific region. The rise of 



22 Hatidža А. Beriša ▪ Geostrategic and geopolitical interests of the USA in the Asia-Pacific region

Српска наука данас / Serbian Science Today 2017 ▪ Vol. 2 ▪ No. 1 ▪ 17–34

new forces in the region, such as the People’s 
Republic of China and its activities in the re-
gion and globally, are not in the interest of 
neither the United States nor the individual 
regional actors, so it can be assumed that the 
USA would continue to play the role of pow-
er balancer in this economically and militarily 
the most dynamic region of the world. From 
the point of geostrategic interests, control of 
the strait, the world’s maritime trade and mil-
itary routes and preventing regional hegemon 
in the Asia-Pacific region, will represent the 
direction that will be directed projections of 
soft and hard power of the United States. It re-
mains to, with adequate resources strategies, to 
convert soft and hard power into smart power.

Asia-Pacific region as a priority  
in USA foreign policy
Intertwining and interdependence of in-

terests that state and non-state actors exert on 
the international scene indicate the breadth, 
diversity and complexity of relations prevail-
ing in contemporary international relations. 
The current global security environment, the 
dependence of the economy of the world the 
power of energy and the threat of natural dis-
asters caused the extreme complexity of re-
lations between all the actors on the geopo-
litical scene. Bearing this in mind as well as 
study of nature and the power factor and other 
non-state actors and determining factors and 
activities that affect the decision-makers to a 
specific component of power directed towards 
achieving the national interest, is a complex 
problem, subject to constant change.

The Asia-Pacific region covers an area of 
East and Southeast Asia, Australia and Ocean-
ia,1 within which exist two out of three largest 
world economies (People’s Republic of China 
and Japan), the most populous nations (PRC) 
and the country with the largest Muslim pop-
ulation (Indonesia). This region is a vital driver 
1  Certain definitions of the Asia-Pacific region include the coun-

try’s Pacific coast of the Russian Federation. In various articles, in 
the Asia-Pacific region ranks also India, which is acceptable only 
due to the fact that addressing relationships in the Asia-Pacific re-
gion with the exception of India was questionable due to the high 
impact of PRC and India to the entire region. However, a purely 
geographic terms, India comes out of the Indian, not the Pacific.

of the global economy and includes the world’s 
busiest international maritime routes and nine 
out of ten world’s largest ports by quantity of 
goods transported (seven in China, one in 
South Korea and one in Singapore) [9]. The 
Asia-Pacific region is rapidly militarized and 
nuclear potential of a certain countries, addi-
tionally actualized significance of this region. 
Under these circumstances, the strategic com-
plexity that this region is facing is quite unique 
[10]. Taking into account the spatial definition 
of the Asia-Pacific region, and a key area occu-
pied by China, Japan, DPR Korea and R. Korea, 
US geostrategic interests in the region and pros-
pects of applying the concept of smart power, 
it is relevant to go through the context of US 
relations with these countries in the region.

Characteristics and significance  
of the Asia-Pacific region
As mentioned above, the Asia-Pacific re-

gion is a vital driver of the global economy. 
China, Japan, R. Korea and DPR Korea oc-
cupy the most important cities in the region 
in terms of power resources they have, while 
their mutual relations and the consequenc-
es arising from them, reflect the character of 
the region, stressing the importance of each of 
these countries, both regionally and globally.

The most important country of this region 
is undoubtedly the People’s Republic of China, 
which was, in today’s form, established on 1st 
October 1949. In a country with a long history 
and civilization, different physical-geographi-
cal characteristics and a mosaic of religions,2 
from the Qin Dynasty until the founding of 
the Republic of China in 1911, dynasties alter-
nated one after another. Republicans remain 
in power until 1949, when the Communist 
Party seized power and proclaims the People’s 
Republic of China. Republicans retreat on the 
Chinese island of Taiwan, where they formed 
government and proclaimed the Republic of 

2  About 60% of Chinese identify themselves as atheists, one third 
followed traditional beliefs or a mixture of Confucianism and 
Taoism, 8% or 100 million Chinese are active Buddhists. Bud-
dhism represents the largest organized religion in China. Offi-
cially there are 20 million Muslims, 15 million Protestants, and 
5 million Catholics.
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China. Taiwan still strives to maintain inde-
pendence, which causes political disagree-
ments between the People’s Republic of China 
and the USA that tacitly support such a status 
of Taiwan, although it was recognized as a part 
of a unified China by re-establishing diplomat-
ic relations and the status of permanent mem-
bers of the UN Security Council.

PR China with about 1,355 billion inhab-
itants is the most populous country of today, 
covers the area of 9.6 million km2, has a land 
frontier of 22,117 km and borders with 14 
countries. At the same time, China has a long 
coastline length of over 14,500 km, the country 
enters the Yellow Sea, the East and South Chi-
na Sea. In the west, extends to the high moun-
tain ranges of the Himalayas, from which in 
the north located Tibetan plateau and the Gobi 
Desert. These geographical units are real phys-
ical and geographical barriers, which both fa-
cilitate cooperation with other countries, and 
prevent eventual conquest of the Chinese ter-
ritory. East of these mountain ranges, plateaus 
and desert stretches all the way to the Yellow 
Sea, the East and South China Sea, a part of 
China, which is the most densely populated, 
in which is concentrated the most important 
part of the Chinese industry and manufactur-
ing capacity, often called the heart of China or 
Heartland [11]. This “heart of the country” has 
been the driving force for thirty years of con-
tinuous economic growth so far in an unprec-
edented global practice.

Extremely quick recovery of Asia-Pacific 
region was primarily attributable to the eco-
nomic growth in China, while what should 
strengthen China in second place on the list 
economically most developed countries of the 
world, where in 2010 overtook Japan, is the ex-
pectation that in the next 15 years, about 150 
million Chinese people will become members 
of the middle class, consumer society pillar of 
a state. However, China remains a land of con-
trasts between the rich and densely populated 
east of the country and the poor, undeveloped 
and sparsely populated west, which includes 
the autonomous regions of Tibet and Xinjiang 
where separatist movements are administered 
(ie. External China).

In addition to the economic importance of 
PR China certainly has in international rela-
tions, its role in military terms also grows. 
Thus, People’s Liberation Army (Noack), with 
approximately 2,3 million active soldiers rep-
resents a respectable military force in the re-
gion and in the world. At the same time con-
stantly increasing allocations for the military 
budget which is in the last few years exceed $ 
100 billion (starting from 2012), with the tech-
nical modernization and modern training, 
are the result of economic growth, industrial-
ization and the raging commitment, position 
China geopolitical player of the global reach.

An important aspect for understanding 
the position of the People’s Republic of Chi-
na in the Asia-Pacific region, as well as how 
to understand the relationship of China and 
the countries of the region, as well as China 
and other countries of the world, represent a 
specific socio-political system of this country, 
which affects the system of government and 
the armed forces.3

The Asia-Pacific region, as the extremely 
economically dynamic world region, is also 
characterized by the fact that the demand 
for energy among the countries in the region 
ranked in order of highest priority, in order 
to facilitate further economic development, 
while the lack of oil or natural gas produced 
distortions in the economic sphere, econo-
my and security that would be shed on the 
whole world. In the response to the question 
from where is China supplying mainly ener-
gy, can be concluded in the directions of its 
strategies in the 21st century. China is sup-
plying energy principally from the Middle 
East and Africa (Iran, Saudi Arabia, Angola 
and RF). Supplying of energy due to geo-
graphical position of those countries, takes 
main maritime routes that are under the 
control of the United States, it is clear that 

3  The authority is presented in the form of the State Council, head-
ed by the Prime Minister, whose members are confirmed on Peo-
ple’s Congress (SNK). SNK also confirmed by the President of the 
People’s Republic of China, who is also the General Secretary of 
the Communist Party and chairman of the Central Military Com-
mission and chief of the armed forces. The Communist Party has 
70 million members, while the other 8 parties recognize the lead-
ing role of KP’s Republic of China.
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China’s commitment to the transition from 
the mainland to the naval force.

Modern China is at the one of the kind 
crossroads where it has reached due to a very 
dynamic development of hard power, primarily 
economic, which affected the strengthening of 
military power. In the article “Eurasian geopo-
litical and geostrategic perspective of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China”, Mr. Ivan Zaric noted 
the dilemma of whether China has the capaci-
ty to operate simultaneously in two directions 
- by land, over the western province of Xin-
jiang and Tibet through, in order to influence 
the central part of Eurasia rich with resources 
necessary for the further growth of the Chi-
nese economy - or, in geopolitical terms, it will 
primarily turn to strengthen courses of action 
(Pacific, Indian) caused by “increasing needs 
a strategic presence in the Eurasian Rimlenda 
and security of vital marine lines of communi-
cation which China imports large part of the 
raw materials necessary for its economy and 
exports goods to foreign markets. These two 
lines of geopolitical action China amounts an-
other important question: whether China may 
be the first in the history of the great powers 
that will be able to align its potential to make 
the concept of integrated geopolitical power, 
thus to harmonize its Behemoth i Leviathan?” 
[11]. China will not only be able to formally 
express its peaceful path of development, but 
it will be essential that their energy, economic 
and territorial aspirations formed in accord-
ance with the imperative of regional stability, 
which has no alternative if we want to avoid 
a confrontation, first with the neighbors, and 
then with the United States, still the only force 
with global character.

Another country that represents a signif-
icant factor in the region, a country with a 
turbulent and long history, is Japan. With an 
area of 378 thousand km2, Japan spans the 
western rim of the Pacific Ocean, in the dis-
tance of 2,800 km, and it is home to about 127 
million people, while the territory is made up 
of 3,325 islands, including its four largest: Ky-
ushu, Shikoku, Honshu and Hokkaido. When 
it comes to religion, 85% of the population are 

Buddhist, while 99.4% of the total population 
consists of Japanese. Koreans and other mi-
norities make about 0.6%, population and the 
official language is Japanese. An additional 
feature of Japan is that it is a highly urbanized 
country, with 79% in urban areas [12].

Despite its turbulent history, wars and de-
struction that Japan has suffered, especially 
in huge losses during the Second World War 
and with the possession of very few natural 
resources, Japan has become one of the eco-
nomically and technologically most devel-
oped countries of the world. The recent his-
tory of Japan was marked with the relations 
with the United States that created security 
policy economic giant on the Pacific Rim, 
while at the same time security, territorial and 
economic relations with the People’s Republic 
of China is very complex. When in 2010 hap-
pened the shift between Japan and China in-
the second place on the list of countries with 
the most developed economies, geopolitical, 
geo-economic and geo-strategic position of 
the two countries has largely begun to reflect 
the different relationships in the waters of the 
East China Sea and the region in general. In 
this position, Japan [13]4 which is dependent 
on a raw materials is trying to, through the 
creation of relatively independent security 
policy, supported by the potential for further 
independent development of the armed forces 
of all types, to find a new path that will lead 
to maintaining the city respectable nation, in 
circumstances where China is surely pave the 

4  Japan is ranked as the second largest net importer of fossil fuels in 
the world in 2012, after China. A change occurred after the nucle-
ar disaster in Fukushima in 2011, followed by Japan stopped with 
the production of el. energy in all nuclear power plants. The loss 
of nuclear capacity has resulted in a change in the import of crude 
oil and natural gas. Japan is now the third-largest oil consumer 
and importer in the world, behind the US and China. In addition, 
it is ranked as the world’s largest importer of liquefied natural 
gas and the second largest importer of coal, behind China (since 
2002, Japan imports all the necessary quantities of coal, mainly 
from Australia). Japan own source provides less than 15% of the 
total energy. In 2012, about 83% of Japanese crude oil imports 
originate from the Middle East, compared to 70% in the mid-
1980s. Saudi Arabia is the largest oil supplier to Japan, accounting 
for 33% of imports. UAE, Qatar, Kuwait and Iran are significant 
exporters of oil to Japan. For information on Japanese imports of 
energy seen in Japan is the second largest net importer of fossil 
fuels in the world see Japan is the second largest net importer of 
fossil fuels in the world [13].
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way to a position of regional leaders. The alli-
ance with the United States is one of the pos-
sible directions Japan in keeping the status of 
a major regional act [12].5

Next geographical and political determi-
nants which must be given due attention is the 
Korean peninsula. The space divided into two 
sovereign territories - the Republic of Korea 
(R. Korea) and the Democratic People’s Re-
public of Korea (DPRK), has not always been 
disunited [14].6 Korea (territories of R Korea 
and DPRK, or the Korean peninsula) is part 
of the East Asian region, which lies between 
China and Japan. “Old” Korea was throughout 
history been involved in the conflict between 
the two Asian “giants”. However, despite the 
fact that it is located between two strong coun-
tries, it still plays a very important role in the 
international context, managed to preserve 
its uniqueness and to develop own culture, 
identity and advanced technology. The old 
Korea was far from weak and small countries. 
It is proud of the fact that he had never been 
subdued until the twentieth century when it 
fell under Japanese occupation.7 Before that, 
throughout history, many Chinese dynasties 
were unsuccessful in trying to strategically oc-
cupy the peninsula.

5  At the time of the Korean conflict and establishing a balance of 
power with China and the Soviet Union, the United States has 
continued to reconstruct post-war Japan. On 8th September 1951, 
the United States and Japan signed an agreement on mutual se-
curity (Mutual Security Treaty), which includes the stationing of 
US troops on Japanese soil for the defense of Japan. Later, on 8th 
March 1954, the two countries signed an agreement on mutual 
cooperation in the field of security, which is focused on assistance 
in the field of defense. Agreement of 1954, among other things, 
allowed the US to have military bases on Japanese territory. These 
databases are mostly on the island of Okinawa, which had histor-
ical significance for the United States since the fight in the Second 
World War. The purpose of the upgrade package, in 1960 signed 
the Treaty of Mutual Cooperation and Security Between Japan 
and the USA [12]. 

6  Until the moment of separation, the Koreans were united nation 
with a long and rich history. The root of the Korean people is lo-
cated on the territory of present-day Siberia and Manchuria. Ko-
rea’s real name is Hanguk in the Republic of Korea and DPR Ko-
rea in Đoson. Both calls originate from the name of the dynasty 
that ruled kingdoms in certain specific periods [14]. 

7  Period of occupation still affects the relations between Japan and 
R. Korea. Although the two countries are allies in many areas, the 
period of occupation gives negative effects on modern relation-
ships. It is still topical issue of sexual abuse of Korean women by 
Japanese army during that period.

The division on the so-called 38th paral-
lel (38 degrees latitude), occurred after the 
surrender of Japan in 19458 and signing the 
truce, thus division of areas of interest be-
tween the USSR and the USA. At that time 
Korea was liberated from Japanese occupa-
tion under which it has been since 1910. The 
division was formalized in 1948 with the es-
tablishment of two separate governments 
with opposing ideologies, the northern (com-
munist) and southern (democratic, capitalist) 
Korean Peninsula. The reasons of the divi-
sions are debatable, but one thing is certain - 
different views on the future and communism 
divided peninsula and the nation in two op-
posing groups, which led to the outbreak of 
the so-called “Three Year War”, which lasted 
from 1950 to 1953 when a ceasefire agree-
ment was signed. The war has never formally 
terminated, while occasional incidents taking 
place even today. The United States played a 
key role in the division and conflict, insisting 
that the formation of R. Korea could stop the 
penetration of communism to Japan and fur-
ther in the region. On the other hand, it was 
the interest of the People’s Republic of China 
and the Soviet Union to stop penetration of 
USA over the 38th parallel, which prevents 
the use of the peninsula as a possible support 
for future endangering of China and USSR.

Since 1960, economic development of Re-
public of Korea was export-oriented, and it 
was so significant that it was named the “mir-
acle on the river Hangang”. Through the ex-
pansion of international trade and commerce, 
R. Korea has shown the world its rich cultural 
heritage, as well as modern technology. Possi-
bly distortion of the security situation would 
produce negative consequences for the fur-
ther economic development and progress of 
the country. Republic of Korea, with the se-
curity arrangements it has with the United 
States, continues to invest in its own defense 
system and the growth of the military budget 
was up to 31.9 billion USD in 2014 [15]. It has 
a well-equipped army of 640,000 soldiers and 

8  Demilitarized zone width of 4 kilometers was built after the Ko-
rean War in 1953.
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it is putting efforts to build a secure environ-
ment for further development [16].9

The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, 
as the northern neighbor of Republic of Korea 
is an independent socialist state guided by the 
Juche 10 idea and the Songun11 [17]. These ide-
ological ideas were guiding the North Kore-
an policies and have significant impact on the 
socio-political structure of the country. Thus, 
the supreme leader of the DPRK is also the 
first president of its Commission for Nation-
al Defence. The highest authority is Supreme 
People’s Assembly, whose mandate lasts five 
years. In the National Assembly, there are 
three parties which always made uniform at-
titudes, on the orders of the supreme leader. 
Such a political system and ideology exert a 
crucial influence on economic policy and eco-
nomic system of the DPRK. The resources of 
production are owned by the state and the so-
cial and cooperative organizations, while the 
economy is planned. 

However, giving the fact that DPRK is closed 
to the outside world, it does not provide a 
more precise insight into the economic indica-
tors of organized planned economy. Common 

9    During the 50’s, R. Korea was ranked among the poorest coun-
tries. However, the economic reforms that the R. Korea carried 
out mostly under the influence and with the help of the United 
States, contributed to the economic recovery, so that its economy 
is now the 14th largest in the world. US influence on R. Korea is 
also reflected in the social system, and perhaps the most in the 
security domain, given that the United States give security guar-
antees that country. After the end of the Korean War, in order to 
establish a “dam” by the advance of communism from the direc-
tion DPRK, 1954, the US and R. Korea signed the Agreement on 
Security (ROK / U.S. Mutual Security Agreement), in which they 
agreed to defend each other in case of external aggression. In 
1978, the two countries have established combined forces com-
mand, based in Seoul and the US Armed Forces generals at the 
helm, in defense of R. Korea. U R. Korea has stationed around 
28,500 US troops. Ruler. Korea believes the US military presence 
crucial dissuasive factor, and some officials worry that reducing 
America’s role constituted an encouragement for a possible neg-
ative effect DPRK [16].

10  Juche idea means, in short, that the masses of the people the 
masters of the revolution and construction company, and they 
are the main motive force of the revolution and construction. 
This idea is based on the philosophical principle that man is the 
master of everything and decides everything [17].

11  Songun politics is rooted in the ideology that gives priority to the 
military and which generates the idea of Juche. President Kim Il 
Sung (he was a leader of the DPRK since its inception in 1948 
until his death in 1994) is the founder and leader of Songun ide-
ology Songun revolution [17].

speculation that DPR Korea is among the least 
developed countries of the world, and that in it 
the population is largely affected by the hunger. 
One of the important factors of foreign policy 
positions, in this context, are the relations with 
the People’s Republic of China, which is the 
most important economic partners and donor 
for DPRK for food and raw materials. Despite 
difficult economic conditions in which it op-
erate, DPR Korea seeks to establish a national 
unity with the south of the country to the com-
plete victory of socialism [18].

DPR Korea occupies an area of 123 thou-
sand km2 [17] and has population of about 25 
million people, mostly Buddhists and Chris-
tians. With the weak economy, defense spend-
ing represents a major item in the budget of 
the DPRK. Thus, the allocation for defense ac-
counts for about 22% of GDP (about 8 billion 
USD), a DPRK armed forces number about 1.2 
million active-duty soldiers [19].

However, despite the relatively outdated 
military technology form eastern origin, the 
main and still unconfirmed force the North 
Korean Army are ballistic missiles of medium 
and long-range nuclear warheads. Since 1964, 
when the complex for nuclear research was 
established, with the symbolic help later from 
the USSR, DPR Korea has repeatedly signed 
and violated agreements with the United States 
and the international community on the use of 
nuclear material for military purposes. A key 
feature of the foreign policy of DPR Korea, 
in addition to the closure to the world, also 
makes the struggle against imperialism, for 
which North Korean leaders directly accused 
the United States and Japan. Because of this 
policy DPR Korea is one of the most promi-
nent security and foreign policy problems for 
the US administration.

In addition to these four countries, the im-
pact on development and stability of the re-
gion exhibit also Australia, Indonesia, Singa-
pore, Vietnam, the Philippines and Thailand. 
At the same time, these countries have more or 
less, close relationship with the United States 
and frequently seek to achieve a symbiosis of 



27Hatidža А. Beriša ▪ Geostrategic and geopolitical interests of the USA in the Asia-Pacific region

Српска наука данас / Serbian Science Today 2017 ▪ Vol. 2 ▪ No. 1 ▪ 17–34

their own national interests with the interests 
of the United States.

On the significance of Asia-Pacific region 
for the future geopolitical and geostrategic 
considerations, scientists and politicians were 
pointing in the period between the two world 
wars. Thus, the American geopolitician Niko-
las Spajkman anticipated three large centers 
of world power, “the Atlantic coastal region of 
North America, Europe coast and the Far East-
ern coastal areas of Eurasia” [20]. By introduc-
ing the concept of the Far plunger, Zbigniew 
Brzezinski points out that “regional dominant 
China should become an USA far east anchor 
in traditional domain of power politics”, [21] 
and continues that “.... with the implications 
of these realities need to be faced, because the 
current interaction in the Far East between 
three the major powers - the US, China and 
Japan, creates a dangerous regional intertex-
ture and almost certainly will produce a tec-
tonic geopolitical shift” [21]. Certainly, a ma-
jor cause of action of the USA active foreign 
policy in the APR, according to Brzezinski is 
the growing power of China and the poten-
tial volume of Chinese spheres of interest and 
point of conflict.

The growing economical, cultural and mil-
itary power of the countries from Asia-Pacific 
region in the near future will be reflected on 
the political power and international credi-
bility, which are conditions for complete ac-
cess to the international scene, while an active 
contribution to international progress (Bank 
of BRICS) can bring countries in the region 
to the positions recognized leaders in global 
terms. Since we live in era of energy, depend-
ence on the future development of energy will 
create access to the vital national interests of 
the APR. The growth of the economy of devel-
oping countries also creates a new global de-
pendencies. Key countries suppliers relying on 
exports to China - which is the ultimate desti-
nation for more than half of the total amount 
of metal ore that is exported from Australia, 
Indonesia and Peru, and more than a third of 
exports is from Brazil and Chile.

Characters of future alliances or conflicts 
between countries in the region depend on the 

awareness of the inevitable co-existence in the 
geographical area that represents a constant of 
their relationship and forces external factors to 
seek to achieve their national interests in the 
Asia-Pacific region. The most powerful exter-
nal factor that threatens to change power rela-
tions in the region are the United States, who 
are planning a “rebalancing” of military de-
ployments to the economically most dynamic 
region of the world in order to achieve geostra-
tegic interests.

The transfer of the center of gravity 
of US foreign policy from the Middle 
East to the Asia-Pacific region
Topical of USA foreign policy is character-

ized by the involvement in war and economic 
tension, through the pursuit of security envi-
ronment that guarantees the realization of na-
tional interests in full scale in more than two 
regions of the world simultaneously. Current 
available economic resources of the United 
States and current trends dissipated power in 
a number of state and non-state actors do not 
contribute to the sustainability of such state. 
Rebalance of military assets from one to an-
other more acute security regions, is perhaps 
the only viable solution for the United States.

“The end of the war in Iraq and reducing en-
gagement in Afghanistan allows us to transfer 
effort from these wars to stabilize our presence 
in the Asia-Pacific region,” [22] is the official 
statement one of the members of the Obama 
administration, in light of the transfer of the 
center of gravity of US foreign policy from the 
Middle East to the Asia-Pacific region. The 
engagement of the US in the APR and move 
the center of gravity of foreign policy, does not 
mean the abandonment of the defense of na-
tional interests of the American nation in the 
region of the Middle East. Permanent presence 
in the region of the Middle East, where the in-
volvement of US troops began immediately af-
ter the Second World War, caused the obvious 
difficulties related to the implementation of 
Western values.

Inconsistency in support of Sunnis and Shi-
ites has produced anti-American sentiment in 
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majority of the Muslim population, especially 
in the region of the Middle East. A priori the 
US position on the exclusive right on oil from 
the region and the necessity of implementa-
tion of Western values, was the cause of sev-
en decades of a long diplomatic and military 
engagement of the US in the “global zone of 
potential violence” [21].

Realizing the fact that they do not have the 
capacity to control equally the global ambi-
ence and paying attention to every region that 
is of their national interest, the United States 
submitted a role of the global leader to the in-
terested partners or allies. In this way, the US 
transferred the focus of the foreign policy to-
wards the regions where countries strength-
en their resources of power, challenging the 
leading position of the United States in the 
21st century. The Asia-Pacific region in this 
century represents a qualitatively new stage 
to USA to demonstrate their power to persist 
in achieving interests and to confirm the role 
of a global leader. Also, during the search of 
ways for a speedy recovery of the economy 
and society after the financial crisis, “this re-
gion has a remarkable economic importance 
to the United States, so US presence produces 
multidimensional consequences”, [20] while 
US investment in the region counts hundreds 
of billions of dollars. This points to the conclu-
sion that “no matter of the attempts to create 
exclusive trade bloc that could disenable eco-
nomic access to major US trading partners in 
the region (particularly Japan, China, Repub-
lic of Korea, or Taiwan), or actions that threat-
en the economies of major trading partners, 
would be threatening to the USA vital national 
interests” [23]. At the same time, the US mil-
itary doctrine “Maintaining global leadership: 
Priorities for defence in the 21st century”, from 
the January 2012, China and Iran were put in 
the same context as potential opponents, stat-
ing that the two countries would continue to 
use unconventional methods to reduce capaci-
ty for the projection of US power [24].

Demonstrating the capacities and determi-
nation to solve the outstanding issues of Tai-
wan, islands in the East and South China Sea, 
where exist a close US allies - Japan, Vietnam, 

Singapore and the Philippines, China is turn-
ing from a state of passivity by announcing its 
way to the status of a regional power. China is 
developing stable economic relations with Ja-
pan, R. Korea, Taiwan and the Philippines, put-
ting into the background historical heritage, 
ideology and current territorial disputes. This 
may lead to interference with the US to fully re-
alize their interests in the region, while further 
strengthening the power of China and the pos-
sibility of the formation of the allied relations 
between these countries in the region which 
would create the possibility of a new Asia-Pa-
cific region with a weaker US influence. The US 
military doctrine indicates the maritime crisis 
as a certain scenario in the case of restraint 
striving for the realization of the US national 
interests in the region. Accordingly, it has been 
announced the deployment of 60% US naval 
forces in the region and capacity building to 
fight under the nuclear, air-naval, missile and 
cyber threats. Development of a new, air-naval 
combat concept as a new operational doctrine, 
underlines the willingness and determination 
of the United States to oppose the strengthen-
ing of the military power of the People’s Repub-
lic of China and the DPRK threats [25].

All this points to the remarkable interplay 
and interdependence that characterize the in-
terests of the US and China in the APR, and 
that is conditioned by the “historic relocation 
of relative wealth and economic power from 
West to East” [26]. The Asia-Pacific region 
is undoubtedly a testing ground for the USA 
big game, and the growth power of China is 
the main cause for that. Moving the center of 
gravity of the foreign policy will be realized 
primarily through the dislocation of military 
assets in the area of the region, as already prov-
en recipe, while the strategy of using these new 
deployments depends on the context.

The presence of about 100,000 troops per-
manently stationed with the USA 7th fleet RM 
guarantees the development of the security 
situation, more or less in line with American 
plans and long-term stability in the region. If 
necessary, the withdrawal of part of military as-
sets due to falling economic power of the Unit-
ed States would open the possibility of conflict, 
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primarily between Japan and China regarding 
the territorial disputes in the East China Sea.

China, Japan and R. Korea, as the Far East 
(also arguably the world’s) economic and com-
mercial forces, and their needs for fossil fuels 
have attracted worldwide attention and started 
the process of transformation of international 
politics. In circumstances where an increasing 
demand of the Asian countries for energy and 
when relocation of the center of gravity of the 
geostrategic interests of the US in the region 
of the Middle East to the APR is announced, 
the geo-strategic interests of China are mov-
ing towards the Persian Gulf, and especially to 
the maritime route from Ormuz Strait to the 
Strait of Malacca, as a major maritime route 
for the transport of energy resources from the 
Middle to the Far east. The USA will, in or-
der to maintain the position of global power 
which tends to keep control of all the most 
important strategic points in the maritime 
world, will find economically viable modali-
ty of the strong military presence in the two 
most important regions of the world. Control 
Rimlenda has been and will remain the most 
important zones of American geopolitical and 
geo-strategic engagement.

Geo-strategic interests of the United 
States in the Asia-Pacific region
Spikeman’s Rimlend, the zone of the geopo-

litical challenges and new global challengers, 
the is the stage for establishing a balance of 
power at the beginning of the 21st century. By 
integrating hard and soft power through smart 
strategy, the United States, which still have the 
largest capacity of economic, military and po-
litical power, will use the unique ability to mo-
bilize for action allies and partners and thus to 
design their own power and influence at the 
global level in achieving their vital national in-
terests [27].12

12  Alliances do not exist, there are only interests. “It is naive to 
think in these terms, it is the main element which is connect-
ed or connecting. Classical Geopolitics, geostrategy ie, preaches 
another principle, which is that the alliances and connections 
dictated by the highest and the most pressing national interest - 
the preservation of the state. Accordingly, in one-time ally of the 
one that supports just such interests against threats that evident-
ly exist. The closeness of ideology is of secondary importance. 
Look at the attitude of the West and Tito’s Yugoslavia fifties and 
cooperation the United States and Saudi Arabia.” [27]

Therefore, according to the Strategy of Na-
tional Security from 2002, in order to maintain 
its presence in the APR and achieve geostra-
tegic interests, some of which will be largely 
depend on economic growth and security en-
vironment, the United States emphasized sup-
port in providing the conditions for the con-
tinuation of their development and the reali-
zation of common interests. The Strategy from 
2002 highlights the following:
■  it will be provided to Japan all necessary con-

ditions for the further strengthening of pow-
er in the direction of positioning as one of 
the leading economic powers of the regional 
and global level on the basis of common in-
terests, values, diplomatic cooperation and 
mutual security commitment,

■  the cooperation with Republic of Korea will 
continue to strengthen economic growth and 
prudent security policy towards the north-
ern border, which would through clever use 
of military assets and security hinterland in 
the form of the United States be a reliable 
guarantor of stability in the region and the 
world as a whole;

■  traditional military cooperation with Aus-
tralia, which has its roots in battle during 
World War II, will greatly facilitate taking 
of the same approach regarding the current 
global and regional security issues;

■  maintenance of the respective military as-
sets in the region of the Pacific reflects the 
US commitment to allies, based on actual de-
mand of the US to take advantage of its tech-
nological, economic and diplomatic superi-
ority to control the most important strategic 
points in the region;

■  improving the stability through alliances, as 
well as through institutions such as ASEAN 
and the Asia-Pacific Economic Coopera-
tion forum, on the development of various 
regional and bilateral strategies to manage 
change in this dynamic region [28].

Doctrinal document of the highest USA 
state institutions, actions and performances of 
the most prominent individuals of the current 
administration headed by President Obama do 
not diminish the actuality of the stated goals 
proclaimed in 2002, but they significantly 
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stress them. At the same time, all interested 
international actors deals the analysis of the 
stated objectives deal and in the announced 
changes on the global scene [29].13 In contrast 
to the NSS in 2002 when, under the definition 
of cooperation in APR explicitly stated goals of 
cooperation for each country individually, Na-
tional Strategy of 2015 represents a continuity 
of improvement, expansion and establishment 
of new partnerships in the APR, according to 
the which will promote cooperation and es-
tablish, but does not explicitly targets for each 
country individually [30].

It is evident that the US doctrinal and stra-
tegic documents, such are the National Securi-
ty Strategy and Military Strategy, apropos Na-
tional Defense Strategy, as well as the declared 
goals of the Obama administration towards 
APR, have China and its growing power in the 
middle of geo-strategic considerations at the 
beginning of 21st century. The growing mil-
itary power of China, according to the inter-
pretations of American analysts, is the threat 
to US interests in the region [31]. Geostrategic 
positioning of military and civilian capacities 
in the area of the United States in the Indian 
Ocean, the Strait of Malacca, the South and 
East China Sea, the waters around Taiwan, the 
base in Japan, Republic of Korea, Australia and 
islands near the American region (Guam), will 
enable the United States to be able to follow 
the further growth of China and DPRK nucle-
ar armament [32].14 At the same time, this will 
13  President Obama’s policies regarding the APR is largely charac-

terized by addressing three questions: 1) strengthening ties with 
Japan and other US allies in the region; 2) strengthening the re-
lationship between the US partner in the region, including the 
countries of SE Asia and India and 3) forming a multi-layered 
network of relations between the countries gathered around the 
US alliance with the addition of significant strategic engagement 
in the framework of the Summit of Eastern Asia (East Asia Sum-
mit), as well as with other regional institutions. In this context, 
the United States seek to strengthen not only its traditional alli-
ances, based on bilateral arrangements, but to establish the so-
called. minilateralne relations through arrangements between 
the US - Japan - South Korea, the US, Japan - Australia and the 
United States - Japan - India, through the expansion of coopera-
tion in the joint military exercises and training [29].

14  Guam, the largest and most populated island in the southern 
part of the archipelago of the Marianas. It was in the possession 
of the United States from 1898 to 1941 and then from 1944 on-
wards. During World War II it was occupied by Japan. It is now 
one of the largest military bases (aviation, naval infantry) United 
States in that part of the world. Administratively under the De-
partment of the Interior (Department of Interior) of the US [32]. 

provide the most dynamic presence in the field 
of maritime trade routes today. Strengthening 
maritime power of USA allies and partners 
in the region, with the imposition of service 
in the fight against pirates and terrorists, will 
enable the improvement of the image of the 
countries in the region and beyond, while the 
combined actions will limit the projection of 
naval power of the People’s Republic of China. 
Stating that “dynamic international environ-
ment, in which different nations are growing 
influence ... while emerging powers in every 
region of the world tend to be more expressed”, 
[33] President Obama suggests the US role as a 
balancer of power in the APR, in order to pre-
vent the occurrence of regional hegemon that 
would brought uncertainty among neighbors.

The economic part of the strategy the Unit-
ed States is committed to strengthening free-
dom of the market at the global level, where 
stand out as particularly important arrange-
ments like Trans-Pacific Partnership TPP and 
the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Part-
nership T-TIP. It is pointing out that security 
is based on the strong US economy, and the 
freedom to use the most important routes for 
conducting free trade is presented as a neces-
sary condition for maintaining the security of 
the United States. In accordance with the inter-
connection of economic and security aspects, 
the United States will enter the revision of its 
military capabilities, in particular the 7th Fleet, 
whose strength will be projected to about 60% 
of the total capacity of RM. Further, the base 
on Guam (“unsinkable NA”) will get more and 
more important, which will require moderni-
zation and capacity increase of the base.

In addition to the requirement for strength-
ening democracy, free markets and human 
rights, with transparent presence of military 
assets as a security guarantor countries of the 
region, the US will seek the way to “suppress” 
the enemy military force which would threat-
en vital US interests in the region, deter ag-
gression against countries allies and partners, 
and ensuring access to markets and partners 
in the region. Creating security environment 
in Asia-Pacific region by strengthening allied 
relations and partnership, is the concept of 
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US foreign policy, which, in terms of the eco-
nomic interdependence of the United States, 
China, Japan, R. Korea and other countries 
in the broader region, represent the best way 
to achieve geostrategic interests. The circum-
stances that currently prevail in international 
relations, reflecting the needs of the majority of 
countries for security engagements with allies, 
partners and neighbors, lead to the conclusion 
that only with comprehensive smart strategies, 
countries can create a safe environment and 
ensure the realization of their national inter-
ests. In this context, regional initiatives which 
USA try to revive, and new ones that are es-
tablished, are gaining in importance and are 
taking positions that allow them to monitore 
directions for further development of China, 
preventing the establishment of alliances with 
other countries in the region and possibly con-
tainment if there is a mutual opposition of vi-
tal national interest. Engaging all elements of 
soft and hard power which United States have 
at their disposal and skills of their conversion 
into smart power for appropriate strategies, 
will be a challenge in relations with stakehold-
ers in the Asia-Pacific region.

The application of the concept  
of “smart power” in achieving  
the geostrategic interests  
of the United States  
in the Asia-Pacific region
Former US Secretary of State Hillary Clin-

ton stressed the importance of US policy of 
smart power during exposure on her appoint-
ment to this position in 2009. On that occasion 
she pointed out that “America cannot solve on 
its own the most pressing problems, and the 
world cannot solve them without America... I 
believe that US leadership was required, and 
coveted. We must use what we call ‘smart pow-
er’, the full range of tools at our disposal - dip-
lomatic, economic, military, political, legal and 
cultural - with the selection of appropriate or a 
combination of tools available for each specific 
circumstance. With smart leadership, diploma-
cy will be the vanguard of foreign policy.” [34] 
In the light of the statement, the United States 

turned to the EU as a strategic partner, which 
focuses on trade and financial stability of rela-
tions with countries in the Asia-Pacific region.

At the same time, measures were also un-
dertaken to strengthen ties with allies in the 
wider Asia-Pacific region, so that the United 
States continues its active foreign policy ad-
ministration by combining all the elements at 
their disposal, which eventually makes smart 
power. Examples of this approach are eco-
nomic arrangements that the United States 
seek to ensure with countries with Europe and 
the Asia-Pacific region such are Trans-Pacific 
Partnership TPP and the Transatlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership T-TIP. While 
T-TIP refers to an agreement with the Europe-
an Union, the United States TPP arrangement 
considered vital for their involvement in the 
APR, but also as a strong signal of the com-
mitment and demonstration of determination 
to remain a driving force towards prosperity 
and security in the region [35]. The primary 
aim of the arrangement of TPP is growth of the 
American economy (increase exports, com-
petitiveness, preservation of jobs, establishing 
middle-class workers, creating the conditions 
for the marketing of goods of individual pro-
ducers, small and medium enterprises), as the 
basis of stability, security and creating condi-
tions for the manifestation of global influence. 

To achieve a goal, TPP emphasizes the im-
portance of establishing the “fair conditions” 
at the global level, which creation would allow 
the US economy to be dominant, without pos-
sibility that any growing economy endanger it. 
It is not difficult to conclude that the “fair con-
ditions” means those conditions that will be in 
support of achieving the national interest of the 
US, and therefore the impact on global flows.

The circumstances under which the US 
would seek to achieve geostrategic interests in 
the Asia-Pacific region are different from all 
previous and certainly represent a new qual-
ity. After many more or less successful, mili-
tary, diplomatic and cultural offensive that 
led around the world, the United States have 
become aware that “power always depends 
on context” and that “power in the world to-
day, distributed in a pattern that resembles a 
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three-dimensional chess game. On the top 
chessboard, military power is largely unipolar, 
and the US is likely to retain the championship 
in the foreseeable future. But on the middle of 
the chessboard, economic power has been for 
more than a decade multipolar, including the 
USA, Europe, Japan and China as the major 
players and others who are becoming increas-
ingly important ... Lower chess board is the 
area of cross-border of international relations 
which are beyond the control of government 
and include a variety of non-state actors, such 
are bankers ... terrorists ... or hackers... This 
chess board also includes new transnation-
al challenges such as pandemics and climate 
change. On the underside of the board, pow-
er is widely scattered, and there is no sense to 
speak of unipolarity, multipolarity, hegemony 
or to any other similar cliché...” [2].

In considering the circumstances that af-
fect the application of an appropriate foreign 
policy strategy of the USA in the region, it is 
necessary to acknowledge values, interests, 
motives and traditions of the involved stake-
holders, with their aspirations for the magnifi-
cation power and resources while ensuring the 
integrity of the territory. Also, alliances and 
partnerships among countries in the region 
are a manifestation of power focus resources 
towards the achievement of a stable security 
environment, “... in order to reduce the un-
certainty of their mutual relations” [36]. Also, 
knowledge of how the individual countries of 
the region perceived threats from the US and 
its neighbors is another very important seg-
ment that complements the “framework for 
action” of the US administration.

Circumstances that will significantly shape 
the strategy for resource conversion of the soft 
and hard power into smart power, the tenden-
cy towards achieving US geo-strategic interests 
in the region, are: historical, colonial, cultural 
and religious heritage of the region, increasing 
the resources of hard and soft power countries 
in the region and the emergence of the People’s 
Republic of China as a regional leader and a 
global force in economic, military and political 
relations between the countries of the region 
and their impact on future cooperation through 

regional arrangements and alliances, territorial 
disputes between countries in the region and 
US interests in resolving these disputes.

Impact on the security and control of stra-
tegic maritime and inland areas, ensures the 
safety of others of the consequences of modern 
threats, the armed forces of the United States 
supported with the diplomatic actions, try to 
frame and set the agenda which will make the 
preferences of China and the DPRK irrelevant 
and beyond the boundaries of tolerance of 
other actors in the region. In this way the US 
military or diplomacy may not have to force 
the partners to the operation against the forc-
es that want to change the existing situation 
(status quo), but will “shape the preferences 
of others so they will affect their expectations 
in terms of what is legitimate and feasible” [2]. 
The fact is that “whoever controls the Malay 
Straits holds effective in the grip of a Chinese 
strategic energy transmission and can jeopard-
ize Chinese energy security at any time” [37].

At the same time, the outcome of US smart 
power projection would mean to protect eco-
nomic investments of the US and EU in Chi-
na and the region, as well as the prevention of 
conflicts between countries in the region. The 
complexity of the security dilemma in which 
the growing power of China leads to a tenden-
cy towards balancing power by the countries 
of the region, conditions inevitably share the 
strongest global reach balancer of power - the 
United States, in setting the geopolitical agen-
da. Achieving positive effects of the applica-
tion of the concept of smart power will be con-
ditioned by the ability of the US to establish 
an agenda, or “framework for action” to ensure 
the implementation of geostrategic interests.

We can conclude that the application of the 
concept of smart power in the exercise of ge-
ostrategic interests of the US in the Asia-Pa-
cific region, its scope and efficiency, will be 
conditioned on the specifics of each individual 
geo-strategic interests. In addition, the speci-
ficity of the geo-strategic interests are reflect-
ed in the characteristics of the geographic area 
for which the interest is linked, the current 
situation of mutual relations of neighboring 
countries as well as geostrategic perception of 
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any interested state and non-state actors in the 
region and beyond.

Conclusion
The Asia-Pacific region is a vital driver of 

the global economy and included the world’s 
busiest international maritime routes and 
nine of the world’s largest ports by quantity of 
goods transported. The region has been rap-
idly militarized and nuclear potential of indi-
vidual countries additionally actualized sig-
nificance of the region. Under these circum-
stances, the strategic complexities that region 
is facing are unique.

Intertwining and interdependence of the 
US and China interests in the APR are con-
ditioned by historical relocation of relative 
wealth and economic power from West to 
East. The Asia-Pacific region is undoubtedly a 
testing ground for the big USA game, a growth 
power of China is the main cause. Moving the 
center of gravity of the foreign policy of en-
gagement will be realized primarily through 
the dislocation of military assets in the area of 
the region, as already proven recipe, while the 
strategy itself will be using these new deploy-
ments depends on the context.

The contemporary global security environ-
ment, which among other things, is the result 
of active engagement of the United States for-
eign policy, corresponds to several, but not all 
countries in the Asia-Pacific region. The rise 
of new forces in the region, such is the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China and its activities in the 
region and globally, are not in the interest of 
neither the United States nor the individual 
regional actors, so it is likely that the US will 
continue to strive to maintain the role of bal-
ancer of power in the economic and military 
most dynamic region of the world. From the 
standpoint of US geostrategic interests, control 
the straits, the world’s maritime trade and mil-
itary routes and preventing the emergence of 
a regional hegemon in the Asia-Pacific region 
will represent the direction that will be direct-
ed projections of soft and hard power of the 
United States. Geostrategic positioning of mil-
itary and civilian capacities in the area of the 
United States of the Indian Ocean, the Strait 

of Malacca, the South and East China Sea, 
the waters around Taiwan, the base in Japan, 
R. Korea, Australia and the US islands in the 
vicinity of the region, will enable the United 
States to follow the further growth of China 
and DPRK nuclear armament.

The circumstances that currently prevail in 
international relations, reflecting the needs of 
the majority of countries for security engage-
ments with allies, partners and neighbors, 
lead to the conclusion that only comprehen-
sive smart strategies, countries can create a 
safe environment and ensure the realization 
of national interests. In this context, regional 
initiatives USA revive and new established, 
are gaining in importance and are taking po-
sitions that allow them to monitor directions 
of further development of China, preventing 
the establishment of alliances with other coun-
tries in the region and possibly containment if 
there is a mutual opposition of vital national 
interest. Engaging all elements of soft and hard 
power that United States have at their disposal 
and skills to converse them into smart power 
application of appropriate strategies, will be a 
challenge in relations with the most important 
factors in the Asia-Pacific region.

The real starting assumption for the applica-
tion of the concept of smart power is the avail-
ability of resources and assessment of soft and 
hard power which will be with the appropriate 
strategies converted into smart power. Clearly 
set goals of US power projection in the region 
are one of the most important steps and cer-
tainly precedes them define the real degree of 
viability of national interests. Of importance to 
the selection of appropriate strategies will be 
the assessment of the state of resources of hard 
and soft power of countries to which it plans to 
exert influence. Good assessment of the con-
text involves continuous to monitor aspirations 
of potential actors in which power projects and 
the status of each actor in a network of interde-
pendence and intricacy of interest.

The leaders of the United States will inev-
itably follow key trends both in the Asia-Pa-
cific region, as well as in their own country, 
with special emphasis on the perspective of 
developments in the security, economic and 
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political spheres. In the end, Joseph Nye ar-
gued that Americans would “have to stop to 
ask questions about who is number one, and 
to give up talking about domination and begin 
to ask questions how the different resources 
of power can be adjusted in smart strategies 

for power with others rather than just over the 
other nations” [2]. Only under these condi-
tions, the application of the concept of smart 
power in the exercise of geostrategic or any 
other US interests in the Asia-Pacific region 
has good prospects.


