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. 

2010 ASEAN EAS 

2011 5 EAS

. 2005 EAS EAS

. 

. 

(work East Asia from the outside in) 1) (offshore balancer)

(long-distance leadership)

(Cossa 2006; Beeson 2009; Pempel 2010). 

(wait and see)

(Cossa 2007). 

(Dieter 2010; Beeson 2009).  

. 9 11 

, 
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(US is Back in Asia) (Forward-Deployed

Engagement in Asia) 2) (Pemple 2009;

Searight 2010; Bower 2010 ). 

, (TAC) , 

2010 10 5 EAS ,

2011 6 EAS

(Tow and Loke 2009 ). 

10

EAS , 

. 

. 

(Mahbubani 2008). 

. , 

, , , 

2000

. 

(hub-and-spoke)
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(Calder 2010 10 ). 

2000

2010 -

. 

. 9 11 

(Calder

2010, 9 ). 

.

. (guarantor of stability)

(More Pax Less Americana)

(Pempel 2010; Zakaria 2008; Tay 2010

). 

(unilateralism) 2008

, 2010

(soft power)

(Tay 2010, 1 ). 

. 
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. 2008 7 -ASEAN (Post Ministerial Conference)

(George Yeo)

(Yeo 2008).

, 

, 

EAS 1990

. 

, 

. 

EAS 

, 

. 

.

. : 

2

(producer of world order) NATO

, 

(Ikenberry 2005, 134). 

(liberal hegemonic order)

, , 
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(security frontline)

(Ikenberry 2004, 353). 

, 

.

(Grieco 1989; Hemmer and Katzenstein 2002). 

(hub-and-spoke)

. 

NATO, 

OAS SEATO 

, , , , ,

. 

(Hemmer and

Katzenstein 2002), 

(Grieco 19). 

, , , 

, 

(Ikenberry 2004, 38). 
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. 1980

(EOI)

. 1990

(PAFTAD), 

(PBEC), (PECC), (APEC)

1960

(Hamanaka 2006).

(Goh 2004, 48), 

3)

- 4)( , 

) . 2005

(Christoper Hill)

.5)
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3) 1990
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4) 6

(ad hoc regionalism)
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(Pan-Asia 

Asia-only Regionalism)

(Hamanaka 2006 ). 

1990

. 1990

EAEG 1997 AMF 

, IMF 

, APEC

, 

AMF 

(Webber 2001; Higgot 1998; Bowels 2002 ). 

APEC, ARF, ASEM, APT 

1990

. APEC

ARF

(Baker 1991 ). 

128

5) , EAS (radical

innovation) (creative adaptation)

. , 

APEC , , APEC FTAAP TPP

, , ARF , , G20

, , 

(Emmerson 2010, 12). 

( ) 

(Cossa 2007, 3). 

(Feigenbaum and Manning 2010, 11).
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EAEG 

ASEM APT . 

, 

. 

. 

(Goh

2004, 48-49). 

. 

, , , ASEM

(Bobrow 1999), APT

. AMF 

, , , APT

(CMI) (Grimes 2006). 

, , , ,

(Cossa 2009). 

, , 

(Kurlantzick 2009 ).  

. 
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(talkshop)

. 

, (wait and see)

(Cossa 2005 ).

(re-engagement policy)

TAC EAS

(Cook 2008, 309; 2010). 

2000

, 

. (New Asia), (Asia Reborn),

(iAsia), (dynamic and integrating Asia),

(Asia Alone)

, , 

, 

, 

(Cossa et. al. 2009; Campbell et. al. 2008; Feigenbaum 2010; Feigenbaum

2011; Tay 2010). 

. 
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(Campbell 2008, 20; Kurlantzick 2007, 46-47). 

(opportunity)

(Berger 2006 ). 

(hubris) (Curtis 2007, 44) , 

, , 

(a strong one but not the only one) 

(adaptation)

. 

(Tow and Loke 2009, 444).

. EAS 

2009

, 2 (2010 1 10 )

(Obama 2009; Clinton 2010a; Clinton

2010b). 

( )

. 

1. 

EAS 
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APEC EAS

(Berger 2006 ). 

.

2010 1

, , 

. 

, , 

. 

, , , , 

5

. 

. 

(update) . , , 

, , (partnership)

.

. 

. 

. 
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/ . 

PSI

6 (coalition of the willing)

(ad hoc multilateralism) (minilateralism)

(Cossa 2007). - - , - - , - - , - - , -

- 3 ASEAN, 

(Pacific Islands Forum), (Lower Mekong Forum)

(sub-regional) /

. 

, 

(Clinton 2010b ). (defining regional institution)

APEC EAS

(Clinton 2010a).

10 EAS 

EAS

. EAS

ASEAN (central role) EAS , 

, 

(Clinton 2010b). APEC

TPP , 

APEC , EAS /

, , 

.

. 2010 2012
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, 

(Pentagon 2012 ). 

(White House 2010 ). 

. 

. ( ) 

ASEAN (central role)

(Clinton 2010). ASEAN

6) . ASEAN

. 

ASEAN

ASEAN

. 

2011 11 APEC, APT EAS

(New

York Times 2011/12/09).  
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(Curtis 2008, 43)
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2. EAS 

2011 11

APEC

EAS

. APEC,

ASEAN, ASEAN+3 EAS 1

APEC

.

7) ,

TPP 2012

TPP APEC

. 

APEC TPP 

.   

APEC EAS

EAS

EAS APEC

. 

- 60

2,500

. 

135

:
G
2

?

7) APEC CEO 

(Reuters 2011/12/09)

05. ( )(121-152)   1904.1.8 12:7 AM  135   CTP-2  2400DPI 175LPI  T



EAS , 

.

ASEAN EAS 

50 (flickers

of progress)

. 

(DiMaggio 2011/11/29; Ford 2011/11/30).  

EAS

. 

. 

. 

(ARF), (Shangri-La Dialogue), 

(ADMM Plus), (SCO)

. 

. 

. 

EAS EAS
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.

EAS 

. 2007 1 2

EAS APT EAS , , 

, , EAS

(Statement of

the 2nd EAS, 2007). EAS

EAS

EAS

. 

. 

1. G2

EAS 

. 15

. 

G2

. G2 , 

.
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APEC EAS

2011

. APEC-EAS 

APT EAS 

. 

. EAS 

( 2010 

). G2

.

(Chye 2010 ). 

. 

EAS

( ) 

. , , 

, , 

. 

EAS .

APEC

(Reuters 2011/12

/09).
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. 

. EAS

. 

2012 ,

. 2011

. 

2. : EAS APEC

G2

. EAS APEC

. EAS APEC

18

(Emmerson 2010, 3). EAS

. 

. EAS

. 

EAS

. EU
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TAC . EAS

G20 (talkshop)

.

ASEAN, , (middle power)

. 

APT . 

EAS APEC APT 

. APT

. APT

13 EAS 

(main vehicle) APT 

(Statement of Chair 2005). 

. APT EAS

( 2010 ). ASEAN 

ASEAN 

. (strategic ambiguity)

APT 2010 APT 

II , 15 APT 

APT . 2011

APT EAS

EAS

APT EAS

. 
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APT .8)

EAS APEC

.

, , , 

. 2009 5

1 ARF (DiREX: Disaster Relief Exercise) ,

, , 23 -

, 2011 3 2

, , 25

. EAS ARF

ADMM Plus 

EAS ARF

.

. 

. 

CMI CMIM AMRO

1997 AMF . 

IMF

. 

.
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. 

EAFTA CEPEA TPP APEC

FTAAP . EAFTA CEPEA

TPP

TPP/FTAAP 

APEC . APEC

TPP

. 2006 TPP

(Barfield 2009; Barfield 2011; 

2010). FTA

(Chia 2010). G2

. 

, , EAS

.

. 

EAS APEC, EAS, APT, ARF 

, 

ASEAN . 

G2 ,
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, , , 

.

2010

. . 

1 

(charm offensive) . 

, SCO

(Nanto 2010, 3).

.

. 

. 

. 2008

2011

. , 9

11 

.

. APT

. 

. 
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.

ASEAN . ASEAN EAS

. ASEAN

. ASEAN

(Emmerson

2011). ASEAN

. 2010 2

ASEAN (Surin Pitsuwan) ,

ASEAN , CMI, EAS, ASEM ASEAN

10

(Pitsuwan 2010). 

ASEAN

(Emmerson 2010, 11). ASEAN

(lead by following) (Campbell 2008).

, . 

1 10

. 

(Kurlantzick 2007, 76). 2008

CMI IMF FRB . 
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. 

. 

.

. (outward looking)

. 

. 

. 

. EAS

. 

(Feigenbaum 2011 ). 

, , , , 

1-2

.  
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The Reengagement of the US and East Asian Regional Architec-

ture: G2-nization of East Asian Regional Cooperation
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CHOI Woondo
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The main purpose of this article is to examine the overall nature and

broad aspects of the political economic impacts of the American re-

engagement in the EAS and East Asian regionalism. It posits that a series of

complicated structural factors such as the complexity of the structure of

East Asian political economic landscape, the rise of China and drastic

changes in the East Asian power structure, the shifts of the US political

influence and roles in the East Asian region may affect the nature and

aspects of the impacts of the US reengagement. The main argument of this

essay is that the overall feature of East Asian regionalism may show the

aspects of the G2-nization between the two super powers for the time

being, but the detailed aspects and achievements of regional cooperation

will be varied depending on the issue areas such as political-security,

finance, trade and non-traditional cooperative issues.    

Key Words United States, East Asia, East Asian regional cooperation, G2-nization
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