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I'm very happy to be here. I've just come from Wuhan. We are having our July 4th celebrations. We've been in Guangzhou, Wuhan, Shanghai tomorrow, and then Shenyang, and then finally Beijing. On July 4th, it's an important time of year for us. But I'm so delighted to be here because this is been several months in the making and I was very pleased to accept the invitation and I certainly want to thank Paul Liu for being our co-host today for his leadership in the US China relationship for a very long time. 
Thank you Paul. I want to thank the great Jan Berris who has been involved in this relationship really since the very beginning of the modern version of this relationship and I think that National Committee on U.S. China relations is one of our most important institutions. I'm always glad to be part of its events. I want to thank Dean and Professor Wu Xinbo. We have met several times. Now I've been his guest at the University and I appreciate the fact that he's willing to put someone like me on the dais tonight and and thank you for your friendship. I want to thank Professor Yuan Ming - very respected professor at BeiDa (Peking University) at Yenching Academy. I'm looking forward to her remarks tonight. Lots of friends in the audience, including Al Gabor (Allan Gabor) and Eric Zheng, who run the American Chamber of Commerce Shanghai and again don't tell the American Chamber of Commerce in Beijing but I think you're larger than they are. That is a fact according to Al. Jorge Wuttke is here, very close friend I think a lot of you know York, and I have great respect for his knowledge. Ken Jarrett is here as well and I wanted to pay tribute to my colleagues, Scott Walker, our Council General here in Shanghai, who actually right now is our acting Deputy Chief of Mission for a time in Beijing. But Scott is a great officer, a great friend, and a great colleague. I want to thank Daniel Delk as well our Deputy Council General. I certainly want to thank Alicia Edwards for all the work she has done to help produce this event. And Colleen Altstock is here so the Consulate General is out in full force to support all of us, not just me, but all the speakers today 

I must say I'm privileged to give this lecture. I was a student at Johns Hopkins School of Advanced International Studies way back I started in 1978. I was there until 1980 and Professor Doak Barnett was one of the legends at our school. I was not studying U.S.-China relations at the time, but I went to his lectures and was so impressed by his erudition, his knowledge, his common sense at that critical moment In the late 1970s when the United States and China finally achieved full diplomatic relations - the normalization of our relationship and he used to bring over to Johns Hopkins,  someone who was actually working at the White House at that time and that's Mike Oksenberg who was really the principal adviser in the White House to President Jimmy Carter in 1979 in 1980 and Deng Xiaoping's visit to Washington in January 1979 was an extraordinary event. I still remember it. I was a first-year student and a whole group of us from Johns Hopkins, if you know Washington just north of Dupont Circle on Massachusetts Avenue, we walked down to Pennsylvania Avenue. Our tradition when we have a state visit is to fly the flags of both the United States and the flag of the visitor. None of us none of us had ever seen the flag of the People's Republic of China. If you think about it, it had never flown in our country. Certainly not in front of the White House, certainly not on Pennsylvania Avenue. And we walked down just to see that flag, and just to take stock of that amazing moment after nearly a quarter century these two great countries --  the People's Republic of China the United States of America -- had finally come together under the very wise leadership of President Jimmy Carter and of course Vice Premier Deng Xiaoping. So I thought I'd share that moment because when I was thinking about this event, Professor I remembered the youthful me even understanding back then this is a historic moment in early 1979. 

Finally, I just wanted to say and I'm glad that we have students here, and as you know we would really like to increase the American student population in China but the heart of that population is in Shanghai and Nanjing. Our largest institution is NYU Shanghai and then of course Hopkins Nanjing – I feel so close to it from my Johns Hopkins groups roots and I was pleased to give the graduation speech two weeks ago in Nanjing. And Duke Kunshan, what a beautiful campus I was there a couple of months ago for a great conversation. I thought maybe we could ask the students to stand up so we can see you and applaud you if you're here today and just don't ask tough questions to the panel when we're through with our speeches.

Ladies and gentlemen, I've been asked to reflect on the legacy of Secretary of State Henry Kissinger on the US China relationship. So that's the question: what is his legacy when it comes to this relationship that all of us are involved in. And my answer is simply: his legacy is Monumental. In fact, I can't think of an American who embodied that relationship for so long. I remember a Chinese friend from the government saying to me when Secretary Kissinger passed away last autumn, he was the only American who dealt with every Chinese leader from Mao Zedong to Xi Jinping and every leader in between at every level of the government of the People's Republic of China. He was in the famous words of his predecessor -- one of his predecessors Dean Acheson -- he was present at the creation of the modern relationship between our two countries. He wasn't just present he was the architect on the American side along with President Nixon at of the creation of the modern relationship between our two countries. They understood it was a strategic necessity that the United States and China come together in some form of relationship as we had been isolated from each other --- completely isolated from each other --- from 1949 on. And in a world in the early 1970s where both of us had extremely difficult relations with an aggressive Soviet Union and both of us were contending with that strategic challenge and because it made sense to bring these two countries together. Thus we had President Nixon's trip to Shanghai and Secretary Kissinger's prior trips as NSC advisor to Beijing to set up the visit.
It's even interesting to reflect back: I read a couple of years ago a biography of John F. Kennedy and he was even thinking in his first term: well in my second term what's my China policy going to be should we have some kind --- this would be 1962 or 3 he might have been thinking this --- some kind of rapprochement with the People's Republic. And of course, the vehicle for this Chinese American rapprochement took place right here in Shanghai and in many ways at least the first cornerstone of many foundation stones was the Shanghai Communique and it remains a major part of this relationship and a major part of the articulation and definition of the One China policy of the United States. And its testament, I think the Shanghai Communique, to times when diplomacy can be farsighted, diplomacy can be patient, and diplomacy can be wise, and diplomacy can serve the interest of both sides, not just one side, in a difficult nascent relationship where the two sides are trying to take baby steps towards each other uh in a very difficult environment. And it is given the Shanghai communique and everything that came after including, I might add, the Taiwan Relations Act and the other joint communique of this relationship and the history of this relationship. It's given us a framework to use an old Cold War World to coexist to coexist peacefully and despite the current strategic competition between our two governments and it's very real, that strategic competition despite the acute ideological differences between us and that's very real. This edifice that we built allows us to have embassies in each other's countries and consulates and it allows us to have connections it allows us to practice the patient, difficult work of trying to parcel out the differences, and even sometimes where we can come together.

I've been thinking about Secretary Kissinger lately. I have on this trip, his great book --and I think it is a great book--- his 2011 book “On China.” And I was consulting it just the last couple of days thinking about this lecture. I think it's one of the most thoughtful books, and certainly one of the most important books, written by an American reflecting on Chinese history, reflecting on the way the Chinese think conceptually about your place if you're Chinese in the world, and it's a work that probably took him several decades to conceptualize as the most experienced American dealing with the government of the People's Republic of China. I taught a course on great power politics at Harvard for many years. And of course, if you think about modern great Powers, you think about the European Union, you think about Germany, you think about Russia certainly, and India and Brazil and Japan but the two stars that course, the two greatest Powers, are the United States and China. And in looking through my copy of the book -- it's earmarked -- I've written into notations on many of the chapters as I prepared my lectures over the last 10 years of my time at Harvard. I thought also of Secretary Kissinger this week, and that's because he came to China on a historic visit and what turned out to be his final visit just 11 months ago. And I had been talking to him about this visit for several months, and I went out to meet him at the airport in mid-July at 2 p.m. on a very hot Beijing day. I think it was above 40 degrees centigrade. And there he came off a plane and I think his voyage was 20 hours, at the venerable age of 100 on two canes with an aid at one elbow, remarkable he could make the trip. And I thought that he would surely want to rest, I said, “Mr. Secretary, shall we sit down and rest?”, he said, “No, let's go.” And he didn't stop, as I remember it, for five days. The centerpiece of that visit of course he'd been invited by President Xi Jinping was a meeting and lunch at Diaoyutai state guest house with President Xi. He also met with Director of Foreign Minister Wang Yi. He also sat down for a half-day seminar with the greatest experts on artificial intelligence in China and he came to our Embassy and spent three hours with us, and we honored him. He told me a story on that trip that I had not heard before, about how the United States and China actually came together after President Nixon's visit, and I think he felt proud because he was one of the architects of this story. He said that six months or so after President Nixon's visit Premier Zhou Enlai called Henry Kissinger who was in the United States and said nothing is happening --- nothing is happening as a result of this visit and Secretary Kissinger said, he said what do you mean and Premier Zhou said apparently, there are no Chinese diplomats in Washington and there are no American diplomats in Beijing and let's do something about that. And of course, they made that agreement and before we had full diplomatic relations Premier Zhou had ordered the construction of the house that I live in now with my wife Libby and of our liaison office. And our first Ambassador came out with nine people. We have slightly more than nine people now at our Embassy in Beijing. But Secretary Kissinger is very proud of that because that was the point of demarcation, that's when we really began to work with each other six years before full diplomatic relations, and he felt proud of that and coming off the airplane, so we honored him that day last July at our Embassy. We flew an American flag over the embassy in his honor we presented it to him, we stood together and sang our national anthem. He was a very patriotic American as you can understand. And he sat and talked to us for two hours. I interviewed him and then he took questions. And the first question was from one of our young, very young interns and she said, “Dr. Kissinger who is your mentor?” And I thought to myself: oh my goodness this is a --- I don't think he was probably ever asked that question for most of his life.  It’s kind of a modern Millennial question and it's not a bad question if you're a Millennial, by the way. It's good to have mentors. He just wasn't accustomed to it. And as he um often did, he was someone who paused before he spoke, and there was a hesitation, and he finally said Nelson Rockefeller. Now for those of you who don't know American history, Nelson Rockefeller was Governor of New York, was a rival of President Nixon had run against him for president. And he said, “Nelson Rockefeller was the person who brought me from Harvard into the world of the Council on Foreign Relations in New York and politics.” And when President Nixon called to offer Secretary Henry Kissinger the job of National Security Adviser, they'd never met. And it turns out it was Nelson Rockefeller who recommended Henry Kissinger to his once rival President Nixon. So what an historic visit for this great Diplomat to visit China, to be in Beijing, to meet the Chinese leadership, and we had the privilege of talking to him for a few hours at our Embassy in China.

I'd known Secretary Kissinger for three decades. I was a much younger Diplomat of course. He had not come back to Harvard for 45 years after he left Harvard in 1969 to go into the government. And so I invited him back in 2013. He spent the entire day with us, and that led to a series of conversations where three of us: Professor Jim Sebenius of the Harvard Business School, Professor Bob Mnookin of Harvard Law School, and myself decided we wanted to write a book about Henry Kissinger. And we wanted to focus on how he thought about negotiations, and how he thought about
their place in diplomacy. We sat with him many, many times over several years and the book “Kissinger the Negotiator” came out and he wrote the forward because he said of all the books that had been written about him no one had ever focused on his philosophy of negotiations. And so we were honored by that. And what did I learn in the conversations with him that might inform his management of the U.S.-China relationship and how we might think professor of that relationship today: I learned that he was a protean individual. We do give him credit and we should, and Jan's right: I think he felt most proud of the opening to China, but he was the singular American official in the conflict --- India Pakistan conflict of 1971. He negotiated after the terrible October War between Egypt and Israel and Syria. He negotiated in early 1974 the disengagement treaties between the Israelis and Egyptian armies and the Israeli and Syrian armies that ushered in a relative peace for many years between those protagonists in the Middle East which was quite an accomplishment. After 13 years, he negotiated an end to the American side of our war with Vietnam, with the Vietnamese negotiator Le Duc Tho and they both were honored jointly with the Nobel Peace Prize. And one of the chapters of our book that I think is most surprising to our students, who think of Henry Kissinger as a cold warrior as someone who came out of World War II, was a refugee from Nazi Germany someone quite older. Kissinger, Secretary Kissinger made an attempt in 1975 and 76, his last two years in government to end white majority rule, white minority rule, excuse me, in Rhodesia what was then Rhodesia now Zimbabwe and to end apartheid in South Africa. Now he failed in that endeavor, but he was very proud of it, decades later, proud of the attempt when we were researching our book and talking to him. And for someone who was known essentially as someone who was a China expert, a Europeanist, a great power protagonist, he felt that that illness of white minority rule in southern Africa had to be expunged and he was right to feel that way and frankly my coauthors and I and our lead author was Professor Jim Sebenius, we felt that the work he did in Rhodesia actually set up the Lancaster House Conference in 1978 that led to the independence creation and independence of what is now Zimbabwe. 

His strategic nuclear negotiations with the Soviet Union were at the epicenter of his thoughts because while he was dealing in a more friendly way with China, we had a fairly antagonistic relationship, although we had moments when we had a relationship that might be described as detente that was the word of the time, but achieving a balance in our nuclear strategic nuclear relationship with the Soviet Union was an abiding concern of his. But my clear view is that in later in life, he thought most about China and that's what he wrote about, and that's what he was concerned about as our relationship became more difficult in the last four to five to six years. I had many long discussions with him as I was being confirmed in our constitutional process in Washington in 2021 and we carried on that conversation when I came out here to China --- it was COVID time, these were virtual conversations. He was spending most of his time outside of New York City at his home in Connecticut. But he clearly was worried about the vast Gulf between the United States and China. His entire academic and professional life had been built on this theory that great Powers had to find stasis, that they had to find some way to avoid instability and certainly avoid conflict and to achieve a stable peace, if not a friendly peace. If you think about his PhD dissertation, which became one of his most famous books a world restored about the 19th century balance of power after the fall of Napoleon up to the first world war, or you think of his 1957 book on nuclear weapons which was a pathbreaking book, he was someone not interested so much in domination, but in stabilization. Perhaps that came out of his past, perhaps it came out of being a victim, a refugee and victim in his own native country, Germany in the 1930s, and it certainly was informed by the appearance of nuclear weapons in the conflict where he was a soldier for the United States in the second world war. How to manage competition was a constant question that he asked. How do we manage enmity, how do we manage rivalry between nuclear superpower states, and how do we keep the peace between them at the same time. It was criticized for decades. Mainly from the left in my country for having focused too much on stability, on compromise, on evening out the differences between the US and the Soviet Union, or the US and China. Criticized for subordinating some issues that others felt should be at the center of the relationship. 

I remember when we asked him about this, when we were researching our book, he had a quick answer and I think it was an answer that he felt, he had an answer filled with conviction. He said you know one of the things that he worked most strenuously on was to reduce the probability of conflict among the superpowers, and he said if we've avoided nuclear war that is a moral achievement he felt to have avoided a catastrophic nuclear war, and we were impressed by that response and by his conviction. He wrote and he mentioned publicly for the United States and China to establish a conceptual underpinning. He was consumed by a set of principles that might be the foundation of the U.S. China relationship that we didn't just rest on shifting sands between our collective feet in this relationship that has proven to be easier said than accomplished in our relationship. And I certainly don't want to predict today what Secretary Kissinger might say if we had had him at this conference here in late June of 2024. It would be presumptuous of me obviously and it would be extraordinarily disrespectful. So I'm not going to try to presume what he would think about the strategic situation between our countries. He did think, and he did right, especially in that 2011 book. He thought it was important that China had entered the international system fully in the 1970s, late 70s, 80s and 90s without force, meaning China had risen to the top of that system, but not because of war, but because of diplomacy. He felt that was an important underpinning and I think in his mind a positive underpinning about what might be possible in the superpower relationships. 

So I can only offer my own view and I'll just perhaps cite one issue that I think is central to our relationship today, but I won't talk about his views. And the issue I think that is bedeviling us now is Russia's brutal invasion and war on Ukraine that has become an existential crisis in Europe, because Europeans and North Americans, Canadians and Americans have been involved in two World Wars on that continent over the last 100 years and the abiding interest and concern of the Europeans Canadians and Americans is that Europe not be divided again. And that the Democratic peace that was established with the fall of the Soviet Union and the end of the Warsaw Pact and the end of the Cold War ought to be maintained. That is why you've seen this very strong push back by the European Union, by the NATO countries, by the United States and Canada to what President Putin has done in launching this war, and our critique of China, of the People's Republic of China is that it is not neutral, but has effectively sided with Russia in this war. You heard Secretary Blinken say when he came here to China in April, and you heard recent criticism by our senior officials just in the last few weeks. We think it's a major mistake to allow Chinese companies, by the thousands to be sending so many components, technology components, microprocessors, nitrocellulose to Russia to reinforce and strengthen the defense industrial base of the Russian Federation for this brutal war. Especially when at least, we understand one of the abiding principles of the People's Republic throughout its entire history has been raising sovereignty and territorial integrity as immutable ideals in the modern state system when President Putin has smashed that rule that we don't invade other countries, that we respect territorial integrity. I think it's an issue that we ought to be talking about on this panel and we're certainly trying to talk about it in U.S.-China relations.

Let me conclude because I do want to hear Professor Yuan’s response and have a good conversation afterward. Let me conclude with just some reflections from Dr. Kissinger, Secretary Kissinger himself. He wrote about the US China relationship. The leaders on both sides of the Pacific have an obligation to establish a tradition of consultation and mutual respect, so that for their successors jointly building a shared World Order becomes an expression of parallel national aspirations --- beautifully framed if you think about this issue of jointness and joint obligations in any superpower relationship. And he also said the task of a leader is to get his people from where they are to where they have not been. That is a lesson from the life and work of Secretary Henry Kissinger and perhaps even a vision that China and the United States might do well to reflect upon. 

Thank you very, very much for listening to me today.
