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During last year top leadership has been changed in all states of the Northeast Asia region.

Of course the phenomena attracted the attention of many politicians and researchers. How much the power change would influence the states policy It’s really urgent question taking into consideration that recently the tension inside the region increased substantially.  Facts of life testified the thesis. 

Two superpowers relations continued to complicate. Washington is encouraged by the initial success of its policy of rebalancing in East Asia and is determined to speed up it. Beijing is seriously concerned by B. Obama policy of “returning to Asia” and regards it completely as US counter offence in attempt to contain China’s “peaceful raise” continuation. 

China – Japan, the ROK-Japan relations deteriorated, the situation on the Korean peninsula remained to be hostile. The list of East Asia troubles may be prolonged.
Russia for the time being may be is the only country in the region that is not directly involved in crisis situations and enjoys more or less positive relations with all regional states.
So the hope for the regional situation improvement in result of leadership change is quite strong

However there is a question how much such expectation is grounded. How much  new leader personality can change the states policies? What prevail in this regard - the states constant interests or the leaders’ preferences? The every situation and every country give their own answer the question.
- Russia’s new (old) leader V. Putin underlying the growing role of the Asia-Pacific Region in a whole and in Moscow foreign policy priorities stressed that in contrast to many political circles in the region and the world does not regard the PRC as a trouble maker. “One of our country's neighbors is China, a major hub of the global economy. …The overall might of the People's Republic of China is growing, and that includes the ability to project power in various regions.

How should we conduct ourselves in the face of the rapidly strengthening Chinese factor?

First of all, I am convinced that China's economic growth is by no means a threat, but a challenge that carries colossal potential for business cooperation - a chance to catch the Chinese wind in the sails of our economy. We should seek to more actively form new cooperative ties, combining the technological and productive capabilities of our two countries and tapping China's potential - judiciously, of course - in order to develop the economy of Siberia and the Russian Far East.

Second, China's conduct on the world stage gives no grounds to talk about its aspirations to dominance. The Chinese voice in the world is indeed growing ever more confident, and we welcome that, because Beijing shares our vision of the emerging equitable world order. 
And third, we have settled all the major political issues in our relations with China, including the critical border issue. Our nations have created a solid mechanism of bilateral ties, reinforced by legally binding documents. There is an unprecedentedly high level of trust between the leaders of our two countries. This enables us and the Chinese to act in the spirit of genuine partnership, rooted in pragmatism and respect for each other's interests. Of course, this is not to suggest that our relationship with China is problem-free. There are some sources of friction. 
But my main premise is that Russia needs a prosperous and stable China, and I am convinced that China needs a strong and successful Russia.”

Analyzing the Korean Peninsula situation V. Putin appealed the international community to accommodate the North Korea new leader in a positive way. Russia’s President in particularly mentioned “Developments around the Korean nuclear issue are no less serious. Violating the non-proliferation regime, Pyongyang openly claims the right to develop "the military atom" and has already conducted two nuclear tests. We cannot accept North Korea's nuclear status. We have consistently advocated the denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula - exclusively through political and diplomatic means -- and the early resumption of Six-Party Talks.

However, it is evident that not all of our partners share this approach. I am convinced that today it is essential to be particularly careful. It would be inadvisable to try and test the strength of the new North Korean leader and provoke a rash countermeasure.

Allow me to recall that North Korea and Russia share a common border and we cannot choose our neighbors. We will continue conducting an active dialogue with the leaders of North Korea and developing good-neighborly relations with it, while at the same time trying to encourage Pyongyang to settle the nuclear issue. Obviously, it would be easier to do this if mutual trust is built up and the inter-Korean dialogue resumes on the peninsula.
All this fervor around the nuclear programs of Iran and North Korea makes one wonder how the risks of nuclear weapons proliferation emerge and who is aggravating them. It seems that the more frequent cases of crude and even armed outside interference in the domestic affairs of countries may prompt authoritarian (and other) regimes to possess nuclear weapons. If I have the A-bomb in my pocket, nobody will touch me because it's more trouble than it is worth. And those who don't have the bomb might have to sit and wait for "humanitarian intervention."
Whether we like it or not, foreign interference suggests this train of thought. This is why the number of threshold countries that are one step away from "military atom" technology, is growing rather than decreasing. Under these conditions, zones free of weapons of mass destruction are being established in different parts of the world and are becoming increasingly important.”
  
In order to fulfill the idea Russia has initiated the discussion of the parameters for a nuclear-free zone in the Middle East, vigorously supported the such zone creation in Southeast Asia region and pays serious attention and efforts to achieve the Korean peninsula denuclearization as well as a nuclear-free zone project promoted by the Nautilus Institute and other Think Tanks. 
- Returning to power in Japan the LDP headed again by S. Abe at least at the initial stage arose among neighbors may be more concern then hope. Indeed China-Japan conflict around Senkaku-Diaoyutais islands continue to aggravate. As American experts concluded a few days ago “a potential strategic crisis over the Japan-China Senkakus rivalry has increased exponentially with today's announcement by Defense Minister Onodera that "warning shots" will be fired if "any" Chinese aircraft refuse radio warnings to back off.
 The threat comes after Chinese officials announced a stepped-up program of "surveying" what it calls the Diayou islands. Since both Beijing and Tokyo claim legal sovereignty, in the event future Chinese flights are intercepted and challenged by Japan the implications of "backing down" seem politically fraught for both sides.”

- To some extent the similar situation may appear in Japan-ROK relations. White House is concerned that S. Abe team right wing may press new prime-minister to revise previous Japanese leaders apologies in respect the Second World war crimes.

“Obama Administration concerns about the strategic implications of rising nationalism in China, S. Korea and Japan are well known, and we've often reported on them, with an eye especially to public warnings from Asst. Sec. State Kurt Campbell that any attempts to "revise" the Kono statement and other long-standing GOJ positions on "Comfort Woman" would constitute a serious threat to rational security alliance management between Japan and the ROK.
  S. Korea's Yonhap today reports Japan's Nikkei account, over the weekend, which includes a new thought...a US "threat" to do something if Abe follows-through:
 “The Obama administration has put a brake on Abe's attempts to revise its historic perception, the Nikei Shimbun reported on the 6th.The report says the US government asked the Japanese government to respond carefully to reviewing the historical perception such as "the Kono Statement", in which Japan previously acknowledged the forced mobilization of comfort women.
It is because Washington fears that the revision could lead to serious deterioration in its relationship with the neighboring countries such as Japan and Korea, and also could have an adverse affect on the stability of the Asia-Pacific region, on which the Obama administration focuses. The US officials expressed such intention to the Japanese high-ranking government officials at the end of last year.
The US government officials said, "If Japanese were to revise the Kono Statement, the US government would be obliged to take a concrete action."This cites the possibilities of releasing a statement expressing grave concerns of the distorted view of history taken by the Japanese and it appears that is it intended to prevent the revision of the Kono Statement.
From our reporting over the past year, we can confirm the concerns noted above, and that they are consistent with known discussions held by Campbell in Tokyo late last year, backed up by the private, simultaneous visit of former Deputy Sec. State Rich Armitage, former National Security Advisor Steve Hadley, and Harvard scholar Joe Nye...all of whom have voiced their own concerns.
 But "obliged to take concrete action"...that's a new element, sources agree. Here's what it likely means, according to informed sources:
 "We have recently reaffirmed to the Japanese Government that if the Prime Minister or his officials take the kinds of actions they have been discussing, that this Administration will say things, in public, that do not support those positions."

- Despite the reconciliatory declaration S. Abe still did not succeeded to improve bilateral relation with Seoul. At the same time he is ready to destroy the positive legacy of the previous government in relations with North Korea. Democratic party administration hold two round of talks with Pyongyang last year that were quite successful. Nowadays Tokyo decided to return to obsolete one-sided pressure policy towards North Korea.

“Abe has taken a hardline stance against North Korea, particularly on the abduction issue and expects stronger sanctions will serve as a diplomatic tool against Pyongyang.

“I will resolve (the abduction issue) under my Cabinet at any cost,” the new prime minister told family members of abductees on Dec. 28 soon after he took office. “There are more sanctions Japan can impose on its own.” … Abe plans to put pressure on North Korea on other fronts.”

So its looks like some kind of “déjà vu” – the rehearsal of policy that contributed a lot to six-party talks failure and more uncompromising North Korea behavior consolidation.
- Contrarily to abovementioned situation the ROK new President appearance generated real hope for the inter-Korean relations improvement. Undoubtedly that Seoul-Pyongyang dialogue restoration would facilitate both the bilateral cooperation and trilateral (Russia-ROK-North Korea) projects realization.
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