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destiny” and the conclusion is of great historical and practical significance to build the

“maritime silk road” and the “ community with a shared future for mankind”.

On China’s Seapower and Protection of Overseas Interests since the Reform and
Opening—-Up / Yang Zhen and Cai Liang / 37
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with land the oceans and seas can be served as a more important geographical medium
which links China’s domestic and overseas interests. Since the establishment of strategic goal
of becoming a maritime power China increasingly focuses on using the seapower to maintain
its growing overseas interests. For China the strong seapower is an effectively way to safe—
guard its overseas interests the key to the development of its national economy. Also the
thriving national economy can in turn provide better economic conditions for developing stron—
ger seapower. To realize the triangular positive cycle China needs to: first establish a com—
mon maritime security mechanism; second enhance the navy’s ability to safeguard its over—
seas interests; third develop marine high technologies; fourth enhance legislative research
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The freedom of navigation was regulated during the three United Nations Conferences on
the Law of the Sea. The UNCLOS establishes regimes for sea areas and ships need to abide
by corresponding rules during their navigation. Argument about the innocent passage of war—
ships exists and the practice varies. China’s position on this issue has been consistent in do—
mestic legislation and practice before during and after the UNCLOS-III insisting that for—
eign ships for military purposes shall be subject to approval by the Government for entering
the territorial sea of the coastal states. In the name of freedom of navigation the United
States put its “freedom of navigation” into practice in the South China Sea: sending military
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and reefs in South China Sea which endangered the freedom of navigation in practice.
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In recent years the United States have made serious strategic misjudgment on South
China Sea dispute taking China’s legitimate behaviors as a challenge to its own hegemony.
Based on the misjudgment the United States in a high—profile intervenes in the South China
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