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has attracted widespread attention to the question of the sustainability of
international institutions. The article builds on this theory by starting with
the core elements of institutionalism, proposing an institutional logic of
withdrawal that is based on dynamic interactions between three factors:
membership identity; preferences vis-a-vis treaty obligations; and the level
of uncertainty of the consequences of withdrawal. The behavior of the Trump
Administration with respect to withdrawal from institutions is a function of
both historical continuity as well as the unique circumstances of the current
era. Trump’s withdrawal {from institutional arrangements will not have decisive
impact on the international system at large or on the trajectory of international
cooperation. China should pay close attention to the behavior of the international
institutions from which the United States withdraws, and should consider
comprehensively the political, legal, and economic ramifications It should avoid
simplistic condemnations of American behavior based on moral grounds and should
consider institutional withdrawal as a possible diplomatic strategy that China might
deploy as needed in safeguarding its own national interests
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Capacity Allocation, Institutional Compatibility and Strategic Focus:
An Analysis of Success and Failure of Multilateral Trade Cooperation
Institutions in the Asia Pacific Region Ye Chengcheng

Abstract: Following the Cold War, the Asia Pacific Region developed a
wide range of institutions for economic cooperation which were rapidly
integrated into the regional order. The development of these institutions went
through different phases and achieved different outcomes. Theories of
institutional evolution indicate that the developmental processes of regional
institutions can be divided into three phases: institutional need; institutional
creation; and institutional maintenance and expansion. Different factors play
different roles during each of these phases. This article identifies four distinct
periods in the evolution of institutions in the Asia Pacific Region in the Post-
Cold War era and attempts to illustrate the above theory by considering the
characteristics of representative institutions prominent during each period. As
such, when we consider the case of China, as the strategic focus of the
hegemonic state vis-d-vis regional cooperation is on the decline, and as great
states are trending towards power parity, China needs to maintain sharp
strategic clarity if it wants to advance regional economic cooperation, and
must emphasize mutual benefit and win-win initiatives within the context of
regional cooperation.
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About the Author: Ye Chengcheng is an Assistant Researcher in the
Institute of International Studies at the Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences

— 159 —



