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APEC’s Agenda Adjustment and Development Direction

and the Effectiveness of China’S APEC Policy
Zhao Jiang-lin

Abstract: Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) is by far the largest Asia-Pacilic regional cooperation
organization, and its unique role still cannot be overtaken by other regional cooperation arrangements. This paper
intends to discuss adjustments on APEC’s agenda topics based on the Leader Declaration of previous informal lead-
ership meetings over the past 20 years as reference to grasp the future direction of APEC, as well as to evaluate
China’s APEC policy.
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Institutional Fragmentation of Regional Architectures:
China’s FTA Strategy and Renewed APEC
Zhang Yun-ling

Abstract: World economy today and in future is featured with two major trends, globalization and region-
alization. At present, when the Doha round of multilateral institution was stalled, more and more importance
was attached on the regionalization, becoming priority of government policies. Therefore, China could achieve
its strategic development goals through forging FTAs, especially mega-FTAs. Nowadays, the regional architeure
in Asia Pacific is fragmented by the two mega FTA initiatives including TPP and RCEP. In conclusion, priority
needs to be given to RCEP and APEC to be revitalized with concrete efforts by the China’s government in 2014
APEC gatherings, in order to reinitiate the free trade agreement of the Asia Pacific

Key words: Regionalization, Trans-Pacific Partnership, Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership,
MegaFTA
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