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America regards itself as the “global policeman”, hence its arrogant actions, but it was
never deputized by the international community to fulfill such a role. Rather, it’s more like a
dangerously delusional role player than a legitimate law enforcement officer.

The Philippine National Defense Secretary warned last week that his country “will be
involved whether[it] likes it or not” in the event that “a shooting war happens” between
China and the US in the South China Sea. Instead of speculating which side of the conflict
the Philippines would be on in that scenario, it's much more relevant to wonder why the US
is even in the South China Sea in the first place. After all, it’'s America’s military involvement
in this region which is raising the risk of war, not China’s.

The South China Sea isn’t just an historical region of China, but most of it is also a legitimate
part of its territory too. The US’ military presence therefore isn’t just on the country’s
doorstep, but literally inside its foyer so to speak despite not being invited by Beijing.
Washington claims that it’s protecting so-called “freedom of navigation”, but to continue the
metaphor, it actually barged into China’s house because of a dispute with some of its
neighbors.

America regards itself as the “global policeman”, hence its arrogant actions, but it was
never deputized by the international community to fulfill such a role. Rather, it's more like a
dangerously delusional role player than a legitimate law enforcement officer. Some of
China’s maritime neighbors object to its territorial claims, but these are all bilateral disputes
that should be handled between Beijing and each of the relevant parties. The US has no
business to involving itself in such issues, but it does so anyhow in order to divide and rule
the region.

Much has made in the American media about China’s activities on various islands, reefs, and
shoals, but the fact of the matter is that China has the right to develop its territory however
it sees fit. It poses no risk to others, let alone to legitimate freedom of navigation, but it
does intend to defend its interests like every country has the right to do. China’s military
positioning and maneuvers on and around those pieces of land and their waters actually
secure the South China Sea, not destabilize it, unlike the US’ similar actions.

Not once has China ever threatened to impede the free flow of commercial vessels through
its maritime territory, but American officials have publicly spoken about attacking China’s
vessels and even cutting them off from the Indian Ocean for example via the Straits of
Malacca. The US’" military moves in the South China Sea are an extension of that strategy,
intended to bully and intimidate the People’s Republic into submitting to Washington’s
foreign policy demands. They're meant to obstruct China’s freedom of navigation, not
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facilitate it.

The issue has been discussed so much over the past decade that many folks would be
forgiven for falling under the false impression that this has always been a cause of concern.
It hasn’t, though, but is only a relatively recent development that first seriously started
during the Obama Administration’s so-called “Pivot to Asia”, which was aggressively
intensified under current US President Trump. The US even started pressuring its allies to
follow in its footsteps and join it in violating China’s maritime territorial sovereignty.

Democrat presidential candidate Biden, who the mass media projected will become the next
president-elect despite Trump refusing to concede the race and stop his legal challenges to
it, should take the opportunity to reverse this destabilizing policy upon taking office. His
nomination of Obama-era and -influenced officials to his administration is worrying,
however, since they might simply tweak Trump’s variation of his predecessor’s “Pivot to
Asia” instead of reconsidering the wisdom behind it entirely like they arguably should.

In any case, self-regulating and then moderating this policy with respect to the South China
Sea — ideally with a view towards eventually reversing it in the interests of regional peace
— would nevertheless be an improvement from the status quo if they have the political will
to do so. All efforts must be sincerely undertaken by Biden and his team to avoid the dire
scenario that the Philippine National Defense Secretary recently warned about. There’s no
reason for a war to break out over the South China Sea, but if it does, then it’s entirely the
US’ fault.
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