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We have heard this 
before: Analysts on 
N Korea-US summit

Two key words were conspicuous by their
absence from the joint statement signed by US
President Donald Trump and North Korean

leader Kim Jong Un after their high-profile, sound-
bite-rich summit in Singapore. Washington has long
said it wants to see the “complete, verifiable and irre-
versible denuclearization” (CVID) of the nuclear-
armed, ballistic-missile-equipped North. Each of the
words is significant, with the US wanting to ensure
Pyongyang allows in inspectors to ensure that it fulfils
its promises, and that it does not rebuild any weapons
it gives up.

Only on Monday, Secretary of State Mike Pompeo
said the US had been “fooled before”, with presidents
signing agreements only to find “the North Koreans
did not promise what they said”.  “The ‘V’ matters,”
he told reporters less than 24 hours before the two
leaders put pen to paper. “We will set up a system to
verify. It is only that we pursued. That is what has
been missed before.” But the V-word did not appear
anywhere in the joint statement signed by the two
men, and nor did another of Washington’s key
demands, for “irreversible” denuclearization. Instead,
the North committed “to work toward complete
denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula”.

The phrase is a diplomatic euphemism that is open
to wide interpretation on both sides-Pyongyang has
in the past demanded the withdrawal of US troops
from the South, and said it will give up its weapons
when all other nuclear powers do the same. Koo Kab-
woo, professor at the University of North Korean
Studies in Seoul said: “I think they couldn’t reach an
agreement on CVID in the end, namely ‘V’ and ‘I’. For
verification, the US probably demanded to have
access to anywhere at any time and the North
declined.” Irreversibility was even more complicated,
he said, as it related to data Pyongyang has accumu-
lated over its decades of weapons development, and
reassigning its nuclear scientists. 

“That’s the core of the ‘I’ and it seems they failed
to reach an agreement on that,” he said. In the event,
he pointed out, the topics highlighted in the agree-
ment had similarities to a recent editorial in the
Rodong Sinmun, the official newspaper of the
North’s ruling Workers’ Party. “I think there will be a
huge backlash in the US,” he added. Trump told
reporters that there had not been time to discuss the
details of denuclearization. “I’m here one day,” he
said. “It wasn’t a big point today because really this
had been taken care of,” adding: “It will be verified.
We will be verifying.”

‘Baby steps’  
The summit was a marked contrast from the ten-

sions of last year, when the two men traded personal
insults and threats of war, and proponents of engage-
ment argue that as long as negotiations continue, the
risk of a devastating conflict are reduced. “There’s a
danger of myopia in looking at this purely through the
lens of details and definition of denuclearization,” said
Yonsei University professor John Delury, adding it
was “important to take a big step back” and look at
the big picture. 

And Vienna university Korea expert Ruediger
Frank said: “Trump saved the process by taking it
slow and one baby step at a time, rather than killing it
before it starts-like his predecessors did despite the
best intentions.” But others pointed out the North had
made similar promises in the past, and in some cases
had gone much further.

In 1993, after talks in New York, the US and North
Korea agreed to the principles of “peace and security
in a nuclear-free Korean Peninsula”. In that statement,
Pyongyang agreed to suspend its withdrawal from the
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. “North Korea
committed to nothing that it hasn’t done so for 25
years,” MIT associate professor of political science
Vipin Narang told AFP. “So far, there is no reason to
believe this summit produced anything more concrete
than that on the disarmament front.” 

And in 2005 - just a year before its first nuclear
test-the North went much further, agreeing “to aban-
doning all nuclear weapons and existing nuclear pro-
grams”. A year later it carried out its first nuclear test.
It has since detonated five more, each of them more
powerful than the last, and developed missiles capa-
ble of reached anywhere in the mainland US.
Nonproliferation expert Jeffrey Lewis tweeted:
“North Korea is still not offering to disarm.”— AFP 

Handshakes that shook the world

Breaking with allies, 
US president shakes 
up the world order

Washington’s break with traditional G7 allies may
open the way for a new world order in which Donald
Trump cultivates former enemies and US-China ties

dictate the pace of the 21st century, analysts say. “Are we wit-
nessing the US-provoked unraveling of the global order of sys-
tems and institutions so painstakingly built after World War
II?” asked Fred Kempe of the US think tank Atlantic Council. 

Under Trump, most of the accepted diplomatic order has
been shaken up, from the traditional balance of power between
blocs to intangible alliances and longstanding systems of coor-
dination. In breaking with just about every multilateral struc-
ture in the name of US interests-the Paris climate accord, free
trade agreements, the Iran nuclear deal, pursuing an aggressive
foreign policy while taunting allies as much as enemies-Trump
appears to have set up new terrain to go up against Xi Jinping.

The old order 
“For Trump, there is only the G2: the United States and

China. As a result, Europe should understand that the era of the
multilateral economic order is over,” says Swiss economist
Thomas Straubhaar of Hamburg University. And even if
Washington and Beijing are enemies, they share the same ani-

mosity for multilateralism. “Trump has seen that the old order of
globalization with liberal free trade broke down in 2008” with
the global financial crisis, explains British economist Meghnad
Desai. “He sees the US as no longer being able to afford to pro-
vide the world with global public goods such as the structure of
free trade rules and security for the Western allies. “He sees the
US as engaged in a series of bilateral trade relations where the
trade deficit is the main issue.” But China also “does not want
multilateralism” in the traditional sense, says Jean-Francois Di
Meglio, president of the French think tank Asia Centre. 

“It is developing a variety of structures, such as the
Shanghai Cooperation Organization or the Asian Infrastructure
Investment Bank, all of which will, without a doubt, give rise to
another form of governance” with a variable and asymmetric
structure that changes according to the stakeholders, he
explains.  For Brahma Chellaney, a professor at the Centre for
Policy Research in New Delhi, Trump’s ‘America First’ strategy
and Xi’s ‘Chinese dream’ “are founded on a common premise:
that the world’s two biggest powers have complete latitude to
act in their own interest.” “The G2 world order that they are
creating is thus hardly an order at all. 

It is a trap, in which countries are forced to choose between
an unpredictable and transactional Trump-led US and an ambi-
tious and predatory China,” he wrote in an op-ed published in
May. And ties between the two men are likely to have a singular
effect. “The relationship between the United States and China
will shape the 21st century,” predicted former US president
Barack Obama in July 2009. His successor will perhaps make it
a new reality, but very different from the one imagined by
Obama when the united West was hoping to get China to

accept the rules of the game. That doesn’t mean that
Washington and Beijing are going to get along to exploit the
rest of the world to the detriment of the disoriented Europeans,
who still haven’t had their last word. And the two economic
powers also clash with each other. But as a longtime business-
man, Trump seems to think that he will come out better in a
head to head, liberated from the constraints of multilateralism.
He is negotiating with Beijing on the trade deficit in a much
more constructive way than the invectives exchanged, for
example, with his Canadian neighbor.

“Trump doesn’t get along so badly with China and with
Russia. They have some differences, they can agree on certain
points,” says analyst Di Meglio. “The example of ZTE is strik-
ing: it (Washington) wages a trade war with China, and at the
same time it passes a mind-blowing agreement with ZTE,” he
adds, referring to the Chinese telecoms giant kicked out of the
US market then was finally authorized to re-enter it at the end
of a thorny negotiation.

If the post-WWII world order had for a main goal to avoid
a new global conflagration, the imperative of peace seems less
pressing in this new developing order. But some fear the world
could fall into the “Thucydides trap”. That refers to a concept
by American Graham Allison which says that conflict is
inevitable when an emerging power causes fear in a dominant
power. Thucydides was an Athenian historian and general who
wrote a history of the Peloponnesian war. China’s leader Xi
Jinping for one countered in September 2015 that “there’s no
such thing as a so-called Thucydides trap. But if the major
countries repeatedly make strategic errors, they could trigger
such a trap.” — AFP 

Donald Trump’s handshake with North Korean leader
Kim Jong Un in Singapore yesterday marked a historic
moment-the first meeting ever between a sitting US

president and the leader of North Korea. The US president’s
often-awkward handshakes with world leaders have sparked
ridicule but many hope the one with Kim-the culmination of
months of dramatic diplomacy-will lead to durable peace on
the Korean peninsula. Here are some other handshakes that
shook the world:

The Koreas: Kim-Moon (2018)
On April 27, 2018, as the world held its breath, Kim Jong

Un and Moon Jae-in reached across the Military Demarcation
Line that divides the two Koreas and shook hands, the result
of a remarkable thaw on the peninsula sparked by the Winter
Olympics earlier this year. Kim then stepped over the border
for a summit with the South Korean president, making him the
first leader from Pyongyang to set foot in the South since the
Korean War ended in an armistice 65 years ago. The two
leaders agreed to pursue permanent peace and the complete
denuclearization of the divided Korean peninsula.

US, Cuba: Obama-Castro (2013)
At a memorial service for Nelson Mandela on December

10, 2013, US President Barack Obama made headlines when
he shook hands with Cuba’s Raul Castro, the first such public
greeting between leaders of the bitter neighbors after
decades of enmity. Within months there was a rapid thaw. Full
diplomatic relations were restored in July 2015, followed by
once-unthinkable steps to mend ties. Obama visited Cuba in

2016 — the first such trip by an American president in 88
years. Washington also relaxed its decades-long embargo on
the communist-ruled island, and US airlines resumed direct
flights to Havana in November 2016.

Elizabeth II-McGuinness (2012)
In a landmark moment in the Northern Ireland peace

process, Britain’s Queen Elizabeth II met Martin McGuinness,
a former top commander in the paramilitary Irish Republican
Army during the many years of bloody hostilities with British
forces. The IRA wanted an end to British rule in the province,
and for it to be merged with the Republic of Ireland.
McGuinness later became one of the figures that helped
negotiate an end to the violence. Then a deputy first minister
of Northern Ireland, McGuinness shook hands with the

Queen during her June 27, 2012 visit to the province. It was a
gesture towards reconciliation that would once have been
unimaginable, with McGuinness’ militant past and British
security operations still a source of anger for many.

Israel, Palestinians: Arafat-Rabin (1993) 
After months of secret negotiations in Norway, Israeli

Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin and Palestinian leader Yasser
Arafat stood in the South Lawn of the White House on
September 13, 1993 to witness the signing of the Oslo
Accords. And then, in one of the most dramatic moments in
the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, with US president Bill Clinton’s
arms stretched around both leaders, Arafat and Rabin shook
hands. The abortive process granted autonomy to the occu-
pied Palestinian territories without creating a separate state.
Rabin was assassinated two years later by a Jewish extremist
opposed to the peace process, which faltered in the years
that followed.

Egypt, Israel: Sadat-Begin (1977)   
In what is widely considered a major turning point in the

recent history of the Middle East, Egyptian President Anwar
Sadat arrived in Israel on November 19, 1977 on a historic
visit-the first by an Arab head of state to the Jewish nation.
Images of Sadat shaking hands with Israeli Prime Minister
Menachem Begin during the visit were transmitted around the
world. The visit led to the first Arab-Israel peace treaty and
the formal end to the state of war that had existed between
the two countries for 30 years. Sadat paid for it with his life:
he was assassinated by Islamists in 1981. — AFP 

Six things we learned 
from historic summit

US President Donald Trump hailed his summit with
North Korea’s Kim Jong Un as a “very great day in
the history of the world”. But as the world was glued

to the unprecedented meeting, we also learned that Kim
likes a selfie and that Trump is really, really proud of “The
Beast”, his armored car.

Bring the boys home 
In a jawdropping post-summit press conference lasting

more than an hour, Trump said he wanted  to bring home the
30,0000 or so US troops currently stationed in South
Korea.  Picking up a theme he had hammered on the presi-
dential campaign trail, but which worries allies in Seoul and
Tokyo who rely on US defence, he said: “I want to get our
soldiers out. I want to bring our soldiers back home.” He
also called a unilateral halt to “very provocative” US military
exercises with South Korea, claiming they were “very
expensive” and the US pays for “a big majority of them”.

Sleepless in Singapore
Summitry is hard work and Trump claimed he “had not

slept for 25 hours” during his time in Singapore, which last-
ed just under 48.  The US president had an unusually light

public schedule the day before the summit and holed up in
his hotel the whole afternoon and evening-although he was
tweeting very early on D-day and again on his way to the
meeting.  Kim also proved to be a secret night owl, stun-
ning onlookers in Singapore by going on an unannounced
night-time prowl of the city sights, accompanied by a
horde of aides and security officers.

Air Force Un 
Before the summit, several commentators wondered how

the travel-shy Kim was going to get to Singapore, having not
flown such a distance since coming to power in December
2011. In the end, he simply hitched a ride from his pal
President Xi Jinping on an Air China Boeing 747 - a surpris-
ing move given North Korea’s insistence on “juche” or self-
reliance. The crew had social media users and planespotters
scratching their heads with some aerial subterfuge, changing
call-sign midair over China.  It may have been a safer move
than taking his usual aircraft, a Soviet-made Ilyushin-62
dubbed Air Force Un-although his sister and close aide Kim
Yo Jong reportedly used it to reach the city-state.

Location, location, location 
According to former hotel developer Donald Trump, the

beaches of North Korea offer ripe opportunities-although he
gave a slightly sinister reason for knowing that. “They have
great beaches,” he said. “You see that whenever they are
exploding the cannons into the ocean.”I said, ‘Boy look at that

view.’ Wouldn’t that would make a great condo? I said,
‘Instead of doing that, you could have the best hotels in the
world.’ “Think of it from the real estate prospective. South
Korea and China, and they own the land in the middle.”

Selfie star 
Kim capped months of a diplomatic charm offensive by

posing for a public selfie for the first time-a far cry from his
usually carefully controlled image. The photo of a grinning
North Korean leader, taken and posted online by
Singapore’s foreign minister Vivian Balakrishnan, aston-
ished social media users.  Not everyone was impressed,
though. “Is it worth taking a picture with a tyrant? It’s your
shame,” said one user @huangyonghua.

1 in 10,000
Gone were the days of “little rocket man” and “sick pup-

py”-names Trump had previously used for his summit bud-
dy. Now Kim was praised as “talented”, “very smart”, a
“good negotiator” who “loves his country very much”,
according to the US President, who even showed off his
armored limousine to the North’s leader. Few people could
take over North Korea at the age of 26 and “run it tough”,
Trump mused. “1 in 10,000 couldn’t do it,” he added, with
the caveat: “I didn’t say he was nice about it.” Pressed on
the fate of Otto Warmbier, the US student who died after
being held in North Korea, Trump said relations started to
change with Pyongyang at around the time of Warmbier’s
death. “Otto did not die in vain,” he said. — AFP 


