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The Predicament and Outlet of the Construction of the CJKFTA

WANG Yan'  YAO Zhongjie’
(1. College of Economics Liaoning University Shenyang Liaoning 110036 China;
2. Institute of Peninsula Economic Shandong Institute of Business and Technology Yantai Shandong 264005 China)

Abstract: The China — Japan — South Korea Free Trade Area in the negotiation is the most active and potential
economic growth pole in the world. The effects of this Free Trade Area on Asia even on the whole globe are predict—
able. However the process of establishing such FTA is not only faced with various psychologically tendency troubles
from the political . historical issues and the gamble of economic interests within the area but also be hampered by
the holdback force of America’ s return to Asia — Pacific strategy. The fundamental way to build a successful FTA is
that these three countries need to cope with state sensitive issues cautiously; take the easiest the first develop coop—
eration rate among the public; build and participate in a wider range of bilateral or multilateral cooperation; elimi-
nate the outside interference interference; in accordance with the principle of mutual benefit and win — win imple-
ment related details of trade negotiations.

Key words: regional economic integration; FTA; China.Japan and South Korea



