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INTRODUCTION:



China’s New Cold War


‘We will never allow anyone to bully, oppress or subjugate China. Anyone who dares to try to do thatwill have their heads bashed bloody against the Great Wall of Steel forged by over 1.4 billion Chinese people.’


Xi Jinping, in a Tiananmen Square speech marking the 100th anniversary of the Communist Party, 1 July 2021


There was no snow-swept Glienicke Bridge, Berlin’s famous ‘bridge of spies’, over which so many prisoner exchanges took place during the last Cold War. No slow, tense walk to freedom so beloved by Hollywood film-makers. But the choreography was familiar enough, and their two aircraft could well have passed in the night. Hers was a specially chartered Air China jet from Vancouver to the southern Chinese city of Shenzhen, where she was welcomed back with flowers and a cheering flag-waving crowd. The two Canadians were flown home from China in a Royal Canadian Air Force Challenger aircraft and greeted in Calgary by Prime Minster Justin Trudeau. ‘You’ve shown incredible strength, resilience, and perseverance,’ he told them.1 It was 25 September 2021, the first prisoner swap of China’s new Cold War, and from the Communist Party’s perspective a triumph of hostage diplomacy.


Meng Wanzhou was the chief financial officer of Huawei, the Chinese technology giant, which is closely linked to the Communist Party. She is also the eldest daughter of the company’s founder and chief executive, Ren Zhengfei, a former army officer and a Party member. Meng, dubbed the ‘princess of Huawei’, was arrested at the request of US prosecutors while changing aircraft in Vancouver in December 2018. The US sought her extradition, accusing her of fraud relating to Huawei’s dealings with Iran, which is under American sanctions. Ten days after her arrest, Chinese security agents snatched the two Canadians, who were working in China, and accused them of spying. Michael Kovrig, a former diplomat, was employed by the International Crisis Group, a think tank, while Michael Spavor was a business consultant.2


Meng’s lengthy extradition hearings were slow, but hardly uncomfortable for her. It was a judicial process, heard in open court and freely reported upon. She had top legal representation, was given bail and allowed to live in her C$13 million Vancouver mansion. She could receive visitors, including her children and husband, who were given special permission to enter Canada during the Covid-19 pandemic, and she could go out during the day. In China, the ‘Two Michaels’, as they became known, were held in grim concrete cells initially without access to families or lawyers. They were granted a single consular visit per month. For their first six months they were kept in solitary confinement in an interrogation centre run by the Ministry of State Security.3 After one and a half years, they were formally charged with espionage by a closed court, though no evidence was presented. Spavor was found guilty and sentenced to eleven years in prison; Kovrig was waiting to be sentenced at the time of his release.


In September 2021, Meng reached a deal with US prosecutors. Charges against her were conditionally dropped, but were retained against Huawei, which the US regards as an arm of the Chinese state. These charges included fraud, sanctions busting and economic espionage. The deal paved the way for Meng’s release from house arrest, and for the near simultaneous freeing of the ‘Two Michaels’ from their grim cells. Washington insisted there was no direct link, and was keen to discourage the Cold War comparisons, but the parallels were unmistakable.


A month after the ‘Two Michaels’ were freed, General Mark Milley, chairman of the US Joint Chiefs of Staff, used a Cold War metaphor to describe a Chinese weapon test, which appeared to be more advanced than comparable American systems and stunned US officials. He said it was ‘very close’ to being a ‘Sputnik moment’ for the US – a reference to the shock of the Soviet Union’s first successful launch of a space satellite in 1957.4 The People’s Liberation Army (PLA) reportedly tested a nuclear-capable hypersonic weapon designed to evade America’s nuclear defences.5 The test involved the launch of a rocket into space, which circled the globe before releasing into orbit a highly manoeuvrable hypersonic glider. The nuclear-capable glider – which has been likened to a weaponised space shuttle – had the ability to surf along the earth’s atmosphere before powering down to its target at up to five times the speed of sound (hence the hypersonic).6 Hypersonic weapons are far more difficult to detect and destroy than traditional ballistic missiles, and several states, including the US, Russia, the UK and Japan are working on the technology. The Chinese test was a ‘very significant technological event,’ General Milley said. ‘It has all our attention.’7 It also played to a wider fear that the US might be losing its technological edge. Separately, researchers spotted that China was building hundreds of missile silos in the western provinces of Gansu and Xinjiang. A Pentagon assessment said that China planned to quadruple its nuclear weapons stockpile by 2030 in what appeared to be a move away from its previous policy of minimum deterrence.8


At the time, the US was reassessing how it could best defend the democratic self-governing island of Taiwan in the event of a Chinese invasion or blockade. The island was coming under increasing pressure, including the almost daily despatch by Beijing of waves of fighter jets and bombers designed to intimidate the island and test its defences. There were comparisons to West Berlin, a city that was emblematic of the long stand-off with the Soviet Union during the last Cold War. It was argued that the very existence of lively, democratic Taiwan was seen by the Chinese Communist Party as an existential threat in much the same way that the walled-off German city once rankled with Moscow, and that Taiwan was equally deserving of support.9 To many in Washington, China’s nuclear moves contained a thinly disguised message – that America was deluding itself if it thought a conflict over the island could be contained to the immediate area and not endanger the American homeland.


The intimidation of Taiwan was only the most egregious example of China’s growing international aggression, yet Western political leaders struggled to redefine their relationship with Beijing and articulate coherent policies to deal with it. Addressing the United Nations General Assembly in September 2021, President Joe Biden said, ‘We’ll stand up for our allies and our friends and oppose attempts by stronger countries to dominate weaker ones, whether through changes to territory by force, economic coercion, technological exploitation, or disinformation.’ Then he added: ‘But we’re not seeking – I’ll say it again – we are not seeking a new Cold War or a world divided into rigid blocs.’10 That same caution was on display in Britain’s House of Commons, when Prime Minister Boris Johnson faced criticism that his China policy was incoherent. ‘Those who call for a new Cold War on China or for us to sequester our economy entirely from China . . . are, I think, mistaken,’ Johnson said.11 He repeated that sentiment during a summit of the NATO military alliance. ‘I don’t think anybody around the table today wants to descend into a new Cold War with China,’ he said.12 The British government preferred to describe China as a ‘systemic competitor’. The EU opted for ‘systemic rival’, while NATO said China presents Western democracies with a ‘systemic challenge’. The Biden administration used the term ‘strategic competition’ to describe an all-encompassing rivalry which was becoming the defining foreign-policy challenge of the era.


The caution reflected a belief among many Western leaders that they could compartmentalise their Beijing relationship – confronting China on security and human rights issues, while at the same time enjoying constructive trade and investment ties and cooperating on issues of mutual interest, such as climate change and health. As this book will explain, this view misunderstands the nature of Xi Jinping’s China. Western leaders may also have feared that Cold War analogies could become self-fulfilling.


Chinese Communist Party leader Xi Jinping had no such reticence in identifying Western democracies – and the US in particular – as enemies, using language worthy of the most unreconstructed of Cold War warriors. ‘We will never allow anyone to bully, oppress or subjugate China. Anyone who dares to try to do that will have their heads bashed bloody against the Great Wall of Steel forged by over 1.4 billion Chinese people,’ he warned during an hour-long address in Tiananmen Square in July 2021 to mark the Party’s centenary.13 He said China would not allow ‘sanctimonious preaching’ over human rights, pledged to continue to build up and modernise his military and reiterated his ‘unshakable commitment’ to take Taiwan.14 Military jets swept over the square, forming the number 100, and a hand-picked crowd sang ‘Without the Communist Party there would be no new China’.


For Xi, the anniversary celebrations were a high point of a year of nationalist triumphalism, during which he and his ‘wolf warrior’ diplomats appeared to ditch the language of diplomacy in favour of threats and abuse at any perceived offence. ‘The East is rising while the West is declining’ became a common refrain of Party propaganda. It encapsuled the Party’s view that the West – and again America in particular – is in terminal decay and decline and that China’s time has come. Xi was portrayed as a transformative figure, restoring the country’s position as a global power, facing off against a hostile West. The Chinese people were urged to ‘follow the Party forever’ – though a more appropriate slogan might have been ‘follow Xi forever’, as he prepared to consolidate his grip in a manner not seen since Mao Zedong. His cult of personality was stoked by a 12,000 word homage published by state media, which described him as ‘a man of determination and action, a man of profound thoughts and feelings, a man who inherited a legacy but dares to innovate and a man who has forward-looking vision and is committed to working tirelessly’.15 A communique praised Xi’s ‘decisive significance in advancing toward the great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation’. A Party congress in late 2022 will effectively allow him to remain in power for life.


In November 2021, Xi held his first summit with US President Joe Biden, a full ten months after Biden’s inauguration. The meeting was by video link and lasted three and a half hours. It took place at a time when relations were at their worst for four decades, clouded by distrust. Expectations were low, though they did recognise the need for what they called ‘guardrails’ to ensure that their intense competition did ‘not veer into conflict’.16 Biden told Xi that the US ‘strongly opposes unilateral efforts to change the status quo or undermine peace and stability across the Taiwan Strait’. Xi warned Biden not to ‘play with fire’, and that China was prepared to take ‘decisive measures’ if the island moves towards formal independence.17 Biden is thought to have met Xi at least eight times during the decade before he became president. He was once a strong advocate of engagement – a policy broadly defined as welcoming and embracing China’s rise and avoiding too much criticism in the belief that both China and the world would become better places as a result. This was the prevailing orthodoxy since the normalisation of relations in 1979, but by the time Biden became president it had been largely discredited. Not only did Biden maintain Donald Trumpera tariffs and sanctions, but he also even extended them. The need to lessen American dependence on Chinese products and supply chains, and to protect US technology, is now one of the few areas of bipartisan agreement in Washington. The question for policy makers there is no longer whether decoupling the US economy from that of China is a good idea, particularly in advanced technology, but how best to manage the process.


At the time of the summit, Xi had not left China for nearly two years. That was ostensibly because of Covid-19, but it seemed symptomatic of something larger – a growing self-isolation. China was turning in on itself in a way that seemed to amplify the Communist Party’s arrogance and insecurities. In Xi’s world view, every setback, every criticism, is part of a conspiracy to contain China’s rightful rise – an outlook that blinds Beijing to the impact of its own imperial behaviour and the extent to which this is generating global concern.


Xi’s cult of victimhood and deep animosity towards Western democracies are shared by Russian president Vladmir Putin and have driven their ever-closer relationship. In early February 2022, on the opening day of the Winter Olympics in Beijing, they met in person in the Chinese capital to cement what has been dubbed an ‘axis of autocracy’. They said there were ‘no limits’ to their partnership and pledged to work together to build a new international order. Putin supported Xi’s stance on Taiwan and in return Xi echoed Putin’s criticism of NATO enlargement and his demand for ‘security guarantees’ from the West.18 Three weeks later, Putin sent his tanks into Ukraine. Xi then parroted Putin’s justifications for the aggression and avoided criticising the man he has described as his ‘best friend’. The principles of ‘sovereignty’ and ‘noninterference’ have long been staples of Communist Party propaganda. Putin flagrantly violated both, but Xi could not bring himself even to describe Russia’s aggression as an invasion, his barbarity as a war.


George Orwell’s Big Brother is frequently invoked in describing the dystopian surveillance state that the Communist Party is building in China – though in reality Orwell could never have imagined the repressive new technologies that Xi Jinping is harnessing to underpin his rule. Less well known is that Orwell also coined the phrase ‘Cold War’. He did so in an essay, ‘You and the Atom Bomb’, published in Tribune magazine in October 1945, four years before the publication of Nineteen Eighty-Four. The essay reflected on ‘a state which was at once unconquerable and in a permanent state of “Cold War” with its neighbours’. He envisaged the destructive power of the atom bomb putting an end to large scale ‘hot’ wars, and instead resulting in a perpetual ‘peace that is no peace’ as two or three superstates fought in multiple other ways while avoiding an unthinkable head-on conflict.19


As this book will explain, Xi Jinping’s China has become a master of those multiple other ways to influence and coerce. Western leaders say they do not want a new Cold War, but it is a little too late for that. The Chinese Communist Party is already waging a form of cold war and until now it has been very effective because Western democracies have been largely absent from the battlefield. Far from trying to contain China, as Beijing frequently claims, the West has facilitated its rise, and is only now – belatedly – waking up to the reality of Xi Jinping’s China and the threat it represents to liberal democracies.


Popular culture often provides useful pointers about the real world. The old Cold War kept Hollywood busy, yet major studios today are extremely reticent about casting the Chinese Communist Party as a villain. Hollywood’s priority has been to gain access to the lucrative China market, and to that end they stripped movies of anything that might upset Party censors. The Chinese movie industry has no such reticence when it comes to casting the West as villains. The top two grossing movies of recent years were Wolf Warrior 2, a Rambo-style action film, and The Battle at Lake Changjin, a Korean War epic, both of which depict Americans as almost comic-book enemies. While Hollywood pursues profit from China and kowtows to the Party, China’s propaganda machine is going into battle with a chilling sense of purpose – the new Cold War is in full swing in China’s biggest home-grown movies, and in the broader language and imagery of Party propagandists.


This book is the story of China’s new Cold War. It is different from the last one – China is richer and more deeply embedded in the global economy than was the Soviet Union. That makes the rivalry not only more complex, broader and deeper, but potentially more dangerous. China’s integration into the world economy has given it multiple new tools of coercion and influence that were never available to the Soviet Union, and which it has not hesitated to use as it bids to become the dominant global power. China is also engaged in one of the largest military build-ups ever seen during peacetime, yet there are none of the protocols and little of the depth of mutual knowledge about capabilities and intensions that existed and provided a level of stability during the last Cold War. There is no nuclear hotline, and Beijing has consistently rejected conversations about arms control.


It is China’s behaviour that is driving a belated response from Western democracies, and a broader wariness towards Beijing across the world. China’s new Cold War has technological, economic and strategic dimensions – and it is being played out globally, from the South China Sea to the deserts of Afghanistan, the Arctic, the Himalayas and in cyberspace. While it does not have the sharp ideological divide of the last Cold War, it is still about fundamental values – look no further than the 1.5 million Uyghurs held in ‘re-education camps’ in Xinjiang or the crushing of liberties in Hong Kong to understand that.


The book is divided into three broad parts. The first seven chapters following this introduction examine the many fronts and flashpoints of China’s new Cold War, and the multiple tools the Party is deploying. Chapter 1 begins in the Taiwan Strait, the narrow stretch of water that separates China from Taiwan, where the danger of conflict is higher than at any time in decades. The Strait has seen conflict before – in both 1955 and 1958, the United States considered the use of nuclear weapons against China should it try and invade Taiwan. Once again the area is tense, with China carrying out military drills on an almost daily basis. The People’s Liberation Army is far more formidable than in the past, one of the key purposes of its modernisation being to take Taiwan and deter American intervention. In Chapter 2, we broaden the focus to the South China Sea, 90 per cent of which China claims as its territory – a territorial grab the size of which the world has rarely seen before. Beijing justifies this with vague ‘historic rights’. Its claims have been ruled illegal under international law, a ruling China ignores. It has built and militarised artificial islands and intimidates other claimants. The United States and its Western allies conduct an increasing number of tense ‘freedom of navigation’ patrols through the area.


Chapter 3 moves to Southeast Asia, where China has vigorously asserted its influence, largely by economic means, and where it has at times treated nations as the vassal states of old, demanded fealty in exchange for trade, investment and access to China’s market. The nations of the area seek to balance their sovereignty with their desire for the economic benefits. Beijing has sunk billions of dollars into the region, much of it into railways, pipelines, ports and other infrastructure that serve Beijing’s strategic interests. The region has become a front line in the rivalry with the United States and its allies. In Chapter 4, we focus on the ‘roof of the world’, and China’s tense stand-off with India along their disputed border. A 2020 clash of almost medieval barbarity left twenty Indian soldiers dead and up to 38 from the PLA, when China sought to grab territory high in the Himalayas. The clash put an abrupt end to what had been burgeoning economic relations between the two Asian giants. Beijing has also become increasingly aggressive with other border disputes, notably in Bhutan. Chapter 5 examines the new frontiers of China’s Cold War – from the struggle in the frozen Arctic for control of key minerals that are crucial for technologies of the future, to Beijing’s efforts to exert its technological influence globally through what it calls a ‘digital silk road’. Chapter 6 looks at China’s use of the dark cyber world – how it uses cyberspace to push its interests through disinformation, spying and sabotage. In so doing, its tactics are increasingly converging with those of Russia. Chapter 7 examines the warming relationship between Moscow and Beijing. The two are growing so close militarily that rattled Western analysts speculated about whether they were coordinating activities against Ukraine and Taiwan. Historic animosoties run deep, and their relationship in many ways is a marriage of convenience – but no less dangerous for it.


The second broad section, covering Chapters 8 to 11 focuses more closely on Taiwan, where the Chinese Communist Party’s intimidation is at its most egregious, and where the dangers to global peace are most stark. In a similar way that Xinjiang can be seen as a laboratory for high-tech means of repression, so Taiwan can be regarded as a proving ground for China’s ‘grey zone’ warfare. It is also where the potential costs to outsiders are highest – morally, strategically and economically. Chapter 8 looks more closely at the ‘grey zone’ warfare China is already waging against the island. This includes military intimidation, economic and information warfare, and cyberattacks. China is seeking to deny Taiwan international space and intimidate those who deal with the island. Beijing even sought to deny Taiwan access to Covid-19 vaccines. This chapter also looks at how a military conflict might unfold. Chapter 9 examines the history of Taiwan, and China’s spurious claims over it. It examines the origin and unsustainability of the ‘One China Policy’, a fudge that has kept the peace for five decades, and of America’s policy of ‘strategic ambiguity’ over the defence of the island. Chapter 10 seeks to explain why Taiwan matters. It looks at the island’s evolution into possibly the world’s most successful new democracy, and how in terms of political development China and Taiwan have moved rapidly in opposite directions. It examines how China’s repression in Hong Kong has destroyed any dwindling support for unification on the island and how Taiwan’s democracy might well be Taiwan’s most important form of defence. Chapter 11 looks at Taiwan’s remarkable economic success. It also examines its significance as a vital cog in the global economy, particularly for advanced technology, where it dominates the production of high-end microprocessors. Disruption would be extremely costly for the world economy.


The final section of the book examines the increasing tit-for-tat and geopolitical manoeuvrings as Western democracies push back. They examine and assess the strategies being used and developed to counter Beijing – as well as the ambiguities of Western policy. They also ask whether Beijing has now reached the peak of its powers, with cracks beginning to emerge in its global strategy, largely of its own making. In Chapter 12 we examine the role of Japan, constitutionally barred from having an army, but in practice building one of the most powerful forces in Asia. It is increasingly outspoken about Chinese aggression, including Beijing’s claims over Japanese-controlled islands, and the security of Taiwan. It is becoming a key, but understated, player. Chapter 13 looks at the evolving but still confused policy of Britain towards China, as London seeks to find a new post-Brexit role in the world. It has identified Beijing as a significant security threat – a ‘systemic competitor’ – but believes it can pursue deeper trade and investment ties, even though Beijing has not hesitated to use these for coercion elsewhere.


Chapter 14 looks at the experiences of Australia and Lithuania. Both were targeted by Beijing with threats and economic sanctions – Australia after calling for an independent inquiry into the origins of Covid-19, and Lithuania for allowing Taiwan to open a diplomatic office in Vilnius under its own name. Both stood firm in the face of this bullying. The chapter asks whether they can provide a model for standing up to Beijing. Chapter 15 seeks to draw conclusions about how this rivalry might develop and the most effective ways of countering Beijing, while also avoiding a ‘hot war’. It also poses the question as to whether we may now be witnessing ‘Peak China’ as the country faces economic headwinds at home and a world increasingly prepared to push back. There is considerable evidence to support this, but Peak China may also be a more dangerous China. There then follows an epilogue, written from Taipei as Taiwan gradually eased Covid-19 restrictions, and more fully assessing the impact of the Ukraine war.


Names often provide a challenge for authors of books about China and Taiwan, some of them going to extraordinary lengths to avoid calling Taiwan a country. The official name of China is the People’s Republic of China (PRC), while the official name of Taiwan is the Republic of China (ROC), a legacy of when the defeated nationalists retreated to the island after losing the Chinese civil war to the communists in 1949. They set up their ROC government in exile on Taiwan, dreaming of retaking the mainland. The name ‘Republic of China’ is no longer so widely used, and most of those who live on the island self-identify as Taiwanese and refer to their country as Taiwan. This is not an academic textbook, and I have no wish to avoid offending China – I shall therefore use the name Taiwan, refer to the PRC simply as China, and call Taiwan a country. As this book will demonstrate, Taiwan has all the attributes of a country, and a very successful one at that. The fact it is not recognised as such and is denied its formal right to self-determination is down to Beijing’s bullying.


The Chinese Communist Party has been described as a master of ‘salami slicing’, the practice of slowly accumulating advantages, whether this be in grabbing territory or other strategic gains. Each advance is calculated to remain below (often just below) a bar that might provoke a reaction. In isolation, each slice creates anger but is not sufficient to trigger sanctions. However, over time they add up to a substantial change in the strategic picture, whether that be in the South China Sea, the Himalayas, trade practices or cyberspace. As this book will demonstrate, not only have Western democracies set the bar far too high, but an emboldened China is carving bigger slices, doing so with greater frequency and confidence, and with a growing appetite for risk. As Richard Moore, the head of Britain’s Secret Intelligence Service (MI6) said in a rare interview in November 2021, ‘The days of Deng Xiaoping’s “hide your strength, bide your time” are long over,’ and he warned, ‘Adapting to a world affected by the rise of China is the single greatest priority for MI6.’20


The Chinese Communist Party frequently accuses its critics of having a ‘Cold War Mentality’. The label is used for those who criticise its repression at home, and against those who have the audacity to criticise, or seek to stand up to, its bullying and territorial claims worldwide. By this definition, a Cold War mentality is precisely what is needed by Western democracies and like-minded allies as they push back against Xi Jinping’s China.










CHAPTER 1


The Taiwan Strait: The Most Dangerous Place on Earth


‘China’s gone from bide our time, to this is our time. There are fewer and fewer inhibitions’


Rear Admiral Jim Ellis, commander of the USS Independence battle group during the 1996 Taiwan Strait crisis


The beach on the Taiwanese-controlled island of Little Kinmen is lined with rusting, barnacle-covered spikes, designed to thwart an invasion. They point towards the Chinese coast, which at low tide is less than two miles away. The towering glass-walled high-rises of sprawling Xiamen, one of China’s most prosperous cities, loom through the haze.


Little Kinmen is the nickname for Liehyu, the baby sister of the main island of Kinmen, and the closest Taiwanese-controlled islands to China. Taiwan itself is 140 miles east, across the Taiwan Strait. Little Kinmen once endured what military historians regard as one of the largest and most intense artillery bombardments in military history. In 1958 Chinese forces blockaded the islands, and for forty-four days, beginning on 23 August of that year, they rained down an estimated half a million shells in an effort to ‘liberate’ the place.


The US, fearing the assault was a step towards an attack on Taiwan itself, responded with an enormous show of force, and Secretary of State John Foster Dulles threatened ‘massive retaliation’. American warships escorted Taiwanese supply vessels across the Taiwan Strait, while the US Air Force helped Taiwan gain control of the skies above it. Plans were drawn up to use nuclear weapons, initially against strategic targets such as Chinese military airfields, but also against cities including Shanghai and Guangzhou. The Soviet leader, Nikita Khrushchev, warned that an American attack on China would be viewed as an attack on the USSR.1


A classified US study of the 1958 confrontation disclosed by Daniel Ellsberg, who also leaked the classified history of the Vietnam War known as the ‘Pentagon Papers’, suggests that American military leaders doubted that conventional weapons would deter China’s leader, Mao Zedong, if the crisis escalated. Ellsberg quotes Christian Herder, who succeeded Dulles as secretary of state, as saying: ‘The Cuban Missile Crisis is often described as the first serious nuclear crisis, those of us who lived through the Quemoy [Kinmen] crisis definitely regarded that as the first serious nuclear crisis.’2 Thankfully, the bombardment of Kinmen ended with a whimper rather than a bang – when Chinese forces ran short of ammunition. The two sides then settled into a bizarre routine under which they bombarded each other with shells containing propaganda leaflets on alternate days of the week. This informal arrangement lasted for twenty years.


For Kinmen, the 1958 confrontation was the second of that decade. In 1955, the Taiwanese repulsed another invasion attempt, during which two American military advisers were killed. Then too the use of nuclear weapons against China was considered, but American President Dwight Eisenhower pushed back against his generals. Back then Kinmen resembled one giant military bunker. It covered only seventy square miles, but was of huge military and strategic importance. It’s granite rocks hid a subterranean world of military fortifications – tunnels, forts and caves that would not be out of place in a James Bond movie. Up to 100,000 Taiwanese soldiers were stationed there, and travel in and out was highly restricted – restrictions that remained in place until 1994.


Today the old scars and fortifications are tourist attractions. It takes little more than half an hour to drive across the main island, but Kinmen has one of the highest densities of military museums to be found anywhere in the world. There is even an 823 Artillery Bombardment Victory Monument roundabout (the 823 referring to the date in 1958 when the bombardment began), which takes the form of a giant upright shell. A landmine museum has one of the most comprehensive – and scary – collections of these devices. When the two sides were not firing shells they were blasting propaganda at each other, and the Beishan Broadcasting Wall still stands on the larger island, a tall box-like concrete tower facing the Chinese coast and packed with dozens of powerful speakers. For nearly three decades it broadcast music and anti-communist propaganda, ‘sonic warfare’ as it was dubbed. Now it has become an art installation, a stage on which musicians experiment with sound. So many shells were fired that to this day Chinese shell cases and shrapnel sustain a local cottage industry, a string of workshops melting them down to make kitchen knives and other ornaments. The Bishop of Taiwan even ahs a project to transform shell cases into crosses.


Since direct links with China were established in 2008, Beijing has preferred to bombard tiny Kinmen with tourists, who have flocked to this bizarre little Taiwanese outpost. Before they were halted in 2020 by the Covid-19 pandemic, some forty-four ferries were making the half-hour crossing between Kinmen and Xiamen every day. The tourists wandered the narrow streets of Kinmen town, poked around the old fortifications, peered back at China through powerful binoculars and took selfies against the smoggy backdrop. It is hard to know what they made of the place, but one of the key tenets of China’s ‘patriotic education’ and propaganda is that Taiwan is part of China, a breakaway province, and in this telling Kinmen is part of Fujian province – just like Xiamen – and by hook or by crook the renegade will soon be returned to the motherland.


For their part, the people of Kinmen happily pocket the tourist dollars, while keeping their Taiwanese flags proudly flying. Some 140,000 people now live on the islands, a figure that has increased by around 4 per cent a year over the decade to 2020. The main island now boasts its own university, which contains a plaque with a quote from the poet Luo Fu, who served as a naval officer in Kinmen. ‘The sound of opening a bottle of liquor is better than the sound of pulling a trigger’, it reads – a reference to another thriving Kinmen industry, producing fiery sorghum wine.


The islanders have welcomed (and benefited from) China’s appeals to their hearts and to their wallets – the ‘win-win’ promises of joint prosperity, so beloved of Communist Party propagandists. Drinking water is now pumped from China and there has been talk of connecting the islands to China’s electricity grid, building a bridge to Xiamen and turning Kinmen into a special economic zone. But at the same time, Kinmen has embraced Taiwanese democracy and sovereignty – its de-facto independence. The islanders have preferred to treat Beijing’s frequent and noisy threats of war should Taiwan formally declare independence as so much background noise. In this sense their little islands are a microcosm of the Taiwanese fudge – embodying all the contradictions, the smoke and the mirrors that have characterised relations between the two sides for decades.


It is a fudge that has avoided the open hostilities of the 1950s – but it is becoming increasingly difficult to sustain. ‘Kinmen should become a bridge of peace between Taiwan and Mainland China,’ Chou Yang-sun, a professor of Chinese affairs at the university, told a visiting journalist in late 2020.3 Though Wang Jui-sheng, a first year student, was more troubled about the intentions of their giant neighbour: ‘China is angry at Taiwan and acting all the more brutish.’ He said the people on Kinmen were increasingly unsettled. ‘I’m worried about the chance of military conflicts between the two sides, possibly even in the near future.’4 Wang is part of a new generation of Taiwanese, children of what has become one of the world’s most prosperous and successful democracies. He was perhaps being more realistic than the professor. Even the ferries that bring the tourists from Xiamen embody the contradictions that underlie the relationship. They are a source of prosperity, but at the same time civilian vessels form a key part of Beijing’s invasion planning. At shipyards all along China’s east coast, ferries are being retrofitted, strengthening them for carrying military equipment and troops; new ferries must be built to military specifications.5


It would be premature and dangerous to regard the fortifications that honeycomb these islands as merely relics of a bygone era. The Taiwanese military still has a heavy presence on Kinmen – though the parts of the subterranean honeycomb they use are firmly off limits to tourists. Few doubt that Kinmen would again be one of China’s first targets in the event of war, since it forms a natural barrier to Xiamen harbour, and would need to be subdued if China was to ensure safe passage for its Taiwan-bound invasion fleet. Seizing these smaller islands may also be part of China’s ‘anaconda strategy’, whereby instead of a full assault on the main island of Taiwan, China progressively squeezes its prey until it surrenders. As we shall see later in this book, many other elements of this strategy are already in place. What is for certain, is that as the drums of war from China’s leader, Xi Jinping, grow increasingly louder, few people can hear them more clearly and menacingly than the people of Kinmen, who have borne the brunt of Beijing’s violence in the past.


On the other side of the narrow stretch of water from Kinmen, China’s People’s Liberation Army has engaged in a massive military build-up and modernisation, which have two principal aims that could not be achieved in the past – to invade Taiwan and at the same time deter intervention from the United States. Under Xi Jinping, the PLA has carried out increasingly aggressive drills designed to demonstrate its ability to do both.


Xiamen itself is home to the PLA’s 73rd Group Army, believed to be China’s main Taiwan invasion force. Early in 2021, it was reported that the PLA had deployed to the area a new and powerful long-range ballistic missile system, the PLC-191.6 These are mounted on forty-five-tonne trucks, and each unit is able to fire multiple missiles with a range of more than 200 miles, giving them the capability to hit targets not just on Kinmen, but all down Taiwan’s west coast. The system joins a dizzying array of new and modernised weapons deployed by the Chinese military. A series of pyrotechnic-laden documentaries broadcast by state television to celebrate the fifth anniversary of the PLA’s Rocket Force, showed ten types of missile designed for use against the island.7 Estimates vary, but China is thought to have between 1,000 and 2,000 missiles trained on Taiwan and its outlying islands.


In addition, the PLA has developed intermediate-range ballistic missiles dubbed ‘aircraft-carrier killers’ by state media. These were first test-fired into the South China Sea from a base in Zhejiang province in August 2020 during military drills.8 The DF-21D and its bigger brother, the DF-26B, are anti-ship missiles with ranges between 1,200 and 3,000 miles, and developed with the principal purpose of countering US aircraft carrier groups. During exercises three days after Joe Biden’s inauguration as US president, Chinese fighters reportedly simulated an attack on a US aircraft carrier in the region.9 It was later reported that the PLA had built mock-ups of an American aircraft carrier and other warships at a military training facility in the remote desert in western Xinjiang province. The ‘aircraft carrier’ appeared to be on tracks designed to simulate the ship’s movement.10


China has stepped up its aerial harassment of Taiwan with waves of heavy nuclear-capable bombers and sophisticated fighter jets bearing down on the island in numbers and with a frequency not seen before. In 2020 alone, China conducted 380 incursions into Taiwan’s air defence identification zone (ADIZ), a buffer zone of international airspace where foreign planes face questioning by controllers and potential interception, according to the Taiwanese government.11 In 2021, the figure more than doubled to 969 incursions, according to a database compiled by Agence France-Presse.12 Over four days straddling China’s October 1st National Day holiday weekend, 149 aircraft entered Taiwan’s ADIZ, including a record 56 on the Monday alone.13 The US State Department labelled China’s actions ‘provocative’ and ‘destabilising’.14 As the year progressed, Taipei was forced to scramble its forces on an almost daily basis at the approach of these aerial armadas.15 Chinese warplanes regularly crossed the Taiwan Strait ‘median line’, an informal border that previously had been largely respected by both sides. Satellite images appeared to show China expanding and upgrading three military airbases on its coast opposite Taiwan. The images showed newly built aircraft hangars, potential munitions bunkers, extended runways, tarmac aprons and a possible missile defence system.16


The aerial incursions were coordinated increasingly with large-scale drills involving navy and ground forces in which thousands of troops simulate an invasion of Taiwan. In April 2021, the PLA conducted simultaneous naval exercises to the east and west of Taiwan. The Chinese aircraft carrier, Liaoning, was given pride of place, while fifteen warplanes tested the island’s air defences.17 Chinese state television showed amphibious fighting vehicles rolling onto beaches and shelling targets marked on the distant mountainside.18 Waves of attack helicopters skimmed across the sea as part of another ‘assault exercise’.19 In a series of increasingly belligerent statements, Xi Jinping publicly called on the PLA to prepare to fight ‘at any moment’. While inspecting marines in Chaozhou City, he said they must ‘put all [their] minds and energy on preparing for war’.20 During a meeting of China’s rubber-stamp parliament, the National People’s Congress, he told PLA commanders to ‘step up preparations for armed combat’, citing ‘security threats from Taiwan independence forces’.21


In evidence to a US senate armed services committee hearing in March 2021, Admiral Philip Davidson, then Washington’s top military officer in the Indo-Pacific, said he feared China would invade Taiwan within the next six years. ‘I cannot for the life of me understand some of the capabilities that they’re putting in the field, unless . . . it is an aggressive posture,’ Davidson told the senators.22 His successor, Admiral John Aquilino, avoided a timescale, but warned, ‘My opinion is that this problem is much closer to us than most think and we have to take this on.’ He said that taking control of Taiwan was now Xi Jinping’s ‘number one priority’ and was cautious about America’s ability to deter him. ‘The Chinese Communist party has generated some capabilities in the region that are designed to keep us out,’ he said, reiterating that ‘The most dangerous concern is that of a military force against Taiwan.’23 Another senior US official said, ‘There’s concern he [Xi] sees capstone progress on Taiwan as important to his legitimacy and legacy. It seems that he is prepared to take risks.’24


The incoming Biden administration declared its commitment to Taiwan was ‘rock-solid’.25 The newly elected president attended back-to-back meetings of the leaders of the G7 group of developed economies and NATO, the Western military alliance, both of which issued warnings about China’s global behaviour. Beijing responded by flying another wave of military aircraft into Taiwan’s air defence buffer zone.26 The G7 communique stressed the ‘importance of peace and stability across the Taiwan Strait’ – the first time such a statement had ever referred directly to Taiwan. The NATO statement was unusually strong, warning that China poses a ‘systemic challenge’ to the rules-based international order. Beijing called the NATO statement ‘slander of China’s peaceful development’.27 The sense of growing alarm in the first part of 2021 was captured by the cover image of the Economist newspaper, which showed Taiwan at the centre of a radar screen sandwiched between little bleeps representing American and Chinese forces. It labelled the island ‘The most dangerous place on earth’.28


The year 1996 was a watershed year for Taiwan, China and the US – and for the complex relations around the Taiwan Strait. It was the year Taiwan held its first fully democratic presidential election, an event that would set the island on course to become what is widely regarded today as the world’s most successful new democracy. China fired missiles close to the island and carried out military exercises in an effort to influence the election. In response, the US put on a massive display of military power, sending two aircraft carrier battle groups to the area. Beijing’s intimidation did influence the election, but not in the way it hoped – it solidified support behind the candidate the Communist Party loathed, but the experience was a key factor in China’s decision to rapidly expand and modernise its military.


The winner of the 1996 election was Lee Teng-hui, who is widely regarded today as the father of modern Taiwanese democracy. He also sought to nurture a separate non-Chinese identity for the island – efforts that turned him into a hate figure for Beijing. When he died in 2020, aged ninety-seven, President Tsai Ing-wen declared, ‘President Lee’s contribution to Taiwan’s democratic journey was irreplaceable and his death is a great loss for the country.’29 Later in life Lee became a strong advocate of independence, though he had long argued that there was no need for Taiwan to antagonise Beijing by formally declaring independence, since it already was a sovereign state – a commonly held view on the island.


Surprisingly, Lee was a member of the Kuomintang (KMT), or Nationalist Party – the party of Chiang Kai-shek. Chiang established the Republic of China on Taiwan in 1949 after retreating from China with his defeated army at the end of the Chinese civil war against Mao Zedong’s communists. Chiang tolerated little opposition; his rule over Taiwan was at times brutal and corrupt, as I shall examine more fully later in this book. He surrounded himself with hardline mainlanders who dreamed of reconquering China. When he died in 1975 power passed to his son and former head of the secret police, Chiang Chin-kou, who eased some of the harder edges of his father’s rule and formally lifted martial law in 1987. When this Chiang died a year later he was succeeded by Lee, who set about trying to further soften the party’s iron rule, and to give a stronger political voice to those who had lived in Taiwan before 1949.


Although the KMT was dominated by mainlanders, Lee himself was a native of Taiwan, born in a farming community near Taipei in 1923, which was around halfway through Japan’s half century of colonial rule over the island. Until 1996, the president of Taiwan had been chosen by members of the tightly controlled national assembly. Lee changed the rules and the elections of that year were the first under which the president was directly elected by the people. That unnerved China, as did Lee’s Taiwanese pedigree, Beijing being suspicious of anything it saw as flirting with a separate non-Chinese identity. China’s anger was further exacerbated when the year before the election the US allowed Lee to visit Cornell University, where he had studied, which in Beijing’s eyes gave recognition to its ‘renegade’ province.


I spent several weeks in Taiwan at that time, covering the election and the growing tensions across the Strait. Lee, tall and charismatic, seemed to revel in needling Beijing. In one interview he declared that relations between Taiwan and China had the character of relations between two separate states. This was heresy, not only in the eyes of Beijing, but even in his own party, where many still looked forward to eventual union between the sides, though not under communist rule. At a Taipei rally I attended, Lee cut an imposing figure; he looked like he was enjoying himself, a smile fixed permanently on his face. ‘They’re the ones who are scared, right? And all they can do is try and frighten the Taiwan people, using military exercises to try and undermine confidence,’ he said.


Lee did cancel a planned visit to Matsu, another string of Taiwanesecontrolled islands, around 130 miles to the northeast of Kinmen. The islands are named after the goddess of the sea, believed to protect fishermen and sailors. They are ten miles from the Chinese coast, where the nearest Chinese city is Fuzhou. Lee’s office cited security reasons for the cancellation, perhaps feeling a rally there was just a little too provocative. I went anyway, driving into the main town of Nangan to the sound of countless explosions – firecrackers, thankfully. A festival was underway in honour of Zao Jun, the Taoist Kitchen God. There were around 20,000 soldiers stationed on Matsu at the time, and it too resembled a fortress. But instead of the drums of war, I found at one base the heavy beat of percussion for a traditional lion dance, preparations for the forthcoming Chinese New Year. The Communist Party might be huffing and puffing a few miles away, but here they were not going to allow Beijing’s tantrums to get in the way of a good celebration or their giving thanks to the god who keeps a protective eye over their food. The most common response to questions about China’s threats began with a shrug – ‘We’re used to it’. It wasn’t so much bravado as weary acceptance, the background noise that went with the territory. It was something they’d learned to live with.


I also visited Kinmen, where travel restrictions had only recently been lifted. The flight from Taipei took a little over an hour, but felt far longer as the small aircraft was buffeted by the area’s notoriously strong winds, the Taiwan Strait acting as a kind of wind tunnel. Back then, Kinmen still resembled a military garrison, Taiwanese forces heavily dug in, warily monitoring the Chinese coast. They still heavily outnumbered the civilian population, among whom memories were still raw of curfews, blackouts and hours spent in the underground shelters required by every village. Along the coast, many villages were deserted, houses still bearing the scars of the shelling.


In 1996, direct travel to China was still not allowed, and to visit relatives, some living just across that narrow stretch of water, meant travelling to the main island of Taiwan and then down to Hong Kong to enter from there. Unofficially, smuggling was rife, and small boats would head out to sea every night under the cover of darkness to meet and trade with enterprising counterparts from Xiamen and the villages around it. The level of smuggling, and the military’s willingness to tolerate it, depended on the level of tension, and as the election approached the smugglers were staying at home. Yet even these front-line islands were gripped by election fever; roads were lined with Taiwanese flags and countless election posters.


As the 23 March election day approached, China deployed 150,000 troops to Fujian province, bordering the Taiwan Strait, and carried out a series of military exercises. The PLA fired M-9 nuclear-capable ballistic missiles into Taiwanese territorial waters, splashing down in shipping lanes close to the island’s two main seaports, Keelung in the north and Kaohsiung in the south. One missile passed almost directly over Taipei, the Taiwanese capital, before landing some twenty miles off the coast. US military analysts warned that China appeared to be ‘bracketing’ the island in preparation for a direct attack. US Defense Secretary William J. Perry warned Beijing of ‘grave consequences’ should a missile strike Taiwan. He diverted an aircraft carrier battle group, centred on the USS Nimitz, to the area, where it joined the USS Independence battle group, already on location, carrying out exercises 200 miles off the northeast of Taiwan.30


The pilots who fly C-2A Greyhounds will tell you that although they are not the best-looking aircraft, these stubby twin-engine workhorses are the unsung heroes of a battle group – their lifeline, ferrying essential supplies out to the carrier. It also takes a certain class of pilot to land a Greyhound on a moving ship almost inch perfect to catch the restraining cord, which pulls the aircraft to an abrupt halt, and will later launch it from the deck like a giant slingshot. A few days before the 1996 presidential election in Taiwan, I flew on a Greyhound from the American base in Okinawa, Japan, to spend a weekend on USS Independence, and can testify that landing and taking-off from a carrier deck beats most fairground rides I’ve ever been on.


I was still recovering from the landing when I met Rear Admiral Jim Ellis, the commander of the battle group. While my cameraman carried out some last-minute checks on our equipment, I tried a little small talk. ‘Nice boat,’ I said. He fixed me with a wry smile and pointed out to sea, where a small vessel was bobbing in the distance. ‘Sir,’ he said, ‘that’s a boat. This is a ship.’ And it was quite a ship – more than 1,000 feet long, with four acres of flight deck and more than 5,000 crew. It could carry more than seventy aircraft, and day and night F-14 and F-18 fighter jets screamed back and forth from the deck, up to thirteen of them in the air at any one time. They practised air intercepts and bombing runs. ‘Our purpose in being here is to demonstrate the commitment of the United States to peace and stability in the region,’ Ellis told me.


There were seven support vessels in the battle group, five warships and two submarines. The USS Independence was then thirty-seven years old, the oldest and most experienced ship in the navy’s active fleet. It had participated in almost every major US navy operation during that time, including during the Vietnam War, the invasion of Grenada and Operation Desert Shield, when it enforced a no-fly zone in the Persian Gulf in the build-up to the first Gulf War. At the time of the Taiwan deployment it was based out of Yokosuka, a Japanese port city that sits in the shadow of Mount Fuji, about thirty miles southwest of Tokyo, from where its main focus of operations had been the Korean peninsula.


Together with the Nimitz battle group, this was the largest gathering of US naval power in the area since the 1958 Kinmen island crisis. It was designed to deter, and it succeeded in keeping China at bay. Although Beijing huffed and puffed it could not disrupt the election, and as we shall see later, Taiwanese democracy has gone from strength to strength. But China did learn, and when soon afterwards the PLA embarked on a massive expansion and modernisation, it was determined that never again would the US navy have such free rein in those waters. In military jargon, China embarked on a strategy of A2/AD – anti-access/area denial, designed to keep the US navy away from its shores by threatening unacceptable losses should it attempt another 1996-type intervention.


More than twenty-five years after he commanded the USS Independence battle group, and oversaw its drills off the Taiwan coast, Rear Admiral Jim Ellis recognises that things have changed dramatically. ‘They [China] swore that it would never happen again, and they’ve now fairly successfully been able to craft a strategy that would make it much more challenging and much more difficult,’ he told me by Zoom from his home in California. ‘I couldn’t go where I went and do what I did with impunity now. It’s a different environment. I was concerned about the Chinese submarines and the potential vulnerabilities and that type of thing, but they didn’t have the DF-21s, the carrier-killer missiles, the robust capabilities that they’ve now built.’ What hasn’t changed is Beijing’s sense of acute paranoia. ‘I laughed when I learned through intelligence sources after the fact that in 1996 China thought I was selected, that my carrier battle group was chosen to go to Taiwan, because of the name of my flagship, the USS Independence. They thought that was the reason. And I thought to myself, if only we were that clever.’


Ellis went on to head US naval forces in Europe, and led US and NATO forces in combat and humanitarian operations during the 1999 Kosovo crises. His final assignment before ending his military career in 2004 was as Commander of the US Strategic Command, which oversees America’s strategic nuclear arsenal. He is, in other words, a man of considerable experience. He now heads the national security task force at the Hoover Institution at Stanford University, which has brought him full circle – back to Taiwan. ‘China’s gone from bide our time, to this is our time,’ he told me. ‘There are fewer and fewer inhibitions.’ No other subject is commanding as much attention among US policy makers and military strategists as Taiwan. In the face of growing Chinese aggression, there is a recognition that the ambiguity that has characterised policy for decades, the fudges, the smoke and mirrors surrounding the island’s status and America’s willingness to defend it, are no longer tenable. It is built on a fiction that is no longer sustainable. ‘It has become the issue, quite frankly,’ Ellis said.


The Taiwan fudge is built on the decades-old ‘One China Policy’, to which all sides supposedly subscribe. It is less a policy and more an agreement to disagree. Over the years it has become an evolving exercise in verbal contortion and obfuscation. At its heart is the notion that there is only one China, of which Taiwan is a part. When it was first agreed between Beijing and Washington in 1972 it did not seem an unreasonable fudge, since at that time both sides of the Taiwan Strait claimed to be the rightful ruler of all of China. But it side-stepped the question of what ‘One China’ means in practice, avoiding any detailed discussion of when or how any unification should come about. Many now question if that goal is any longer desirable or feasible at all, given that so many of the original assumptions no longer stand – if indeed they ever did. As I shall examine later in this book, the two sides have grown apart, and a majority in democratic Taiwan no longer identify with China and want nothing to do politically with the increasingly dystopian state that Xi Jinping is building.


The ‘One China Policy’ is a creature of a different era. Its first appearance was in the Shanghai Communique, issued during the groundbreaking 1972 visit to China by Richard Nixon. It was designed to placate Beijing while preserving as far as possible Washington’s relationship with Taiwan, with whom the US had a formal alliance at the time. That alliance had been in place since the 1949 retreat by Chiang Kai-shek’s defeated and bedraggled Nationalist army and its establishment on Taiwan of the Republic of China’s government in exile. During that period Taiwan was viewed by the US through the prism of the Cold War struggle against communism – plucky Chiang as the leader of ‘Free China’ on Taiwan enjoyed strong American diplomatic and military backing as the rightful ruler of all China.


The narrative shifted with the geopolitical tide, and seven years after Nixon and his secretary of state, Henry Kissinger, broke the ice with Beijing, the Carter administration normalised relations, switching diplomatic recognition from Taipei to Beijing. The switch was motivated at least in part by another Cold War calculation that saw China as a useful counterweight to the Soviet Union, the two communist giants having fallen out. US military personnel were duly withdrawn from Taiwan, although the US continued to supply sufficient weapons for the island’s defence, while at the same time being vague about what it would do in the event of an invasion – a policy that became known as ‘strategic ambiguity’.31


A later iteration of the ‘One China Policy’ stressed the need to strive for a ‘peaceful resolution’ of the Taiwan question, which implied that unity would only come about in an amicable way and by mutual agreement. When China embarked on its policy of reform and opening under paramount leader Deng Xiaoping this did not seem an unreasonable goal to many policy makers in Washington, and even in Taipei. They assumed that at some point in the future the two political and economic systems might converge – that more openness and prosperity in China would lead to greater liberalism and democracy and thereby make some sort of unity more palatable to Taiwan. As Rear Admiral Jim Ellis now sees it:


To some degree, we kind of gave up our formal commitment to Taiwan’s defence in the seventies because we assumed that China was going to become a caring parent at some point and embrace the child again. In a sense the context in which those promises were made was predicting a future that has not arrived and now appears will not arrive vis-à-vis China, and so does that change the basic assumptions and tenets of that agreement? I don’t know.


Over the years, the ‘One China Policy’ has treated Taiwan as part of a larger narrative, a bit-part player on a wider geopolitical canvas, rather than an important player with agency to be examined and respected in its own right. The Taiwan–China spat is all-too-frequently portrayed as a family quarrel, the unfinished business of the Chinese civil war, rather than treating Taiwan as a country with a long and distinctive history and culture – and a well-deserved right of self-determination.32 It is remarkable how many contemporary commentators accept Beijing’s narrative at face value, particularly the Communist Party’s talk of ‘reuniting’ the island, when history shows Taiwan’s relationship with China to be far more complex and Beijing’s sovereignty claims debatable to say the least.


As I shall examine in more detail later, two developments in particular have rendered the ‘One China Policy’ largely obsolete: the flourishing of democracy on Taiwan and the adoption by Xi Jinping of an increasingly chauvinistic nationalism in China, which sees the ‘recovery’ of Taiwan as a defining principle. The two sides of the Taiwan Strait are moving rapidly in opposite directions. Democracy and diversity have become part of a growing and distinct Taiwanese identity, underpinned by a successful tech-driven economy. The island is possibly the most liberal place in Asia and standards of living among the highest in the world. China under Xi Jinping, has grown richer too, but it has become a dark and dangerous place for anybody who expresses criticism of the Party; Xi has turned himself into the most powerful leader since Mao Zedong, intolerant not only of dissent but of any separate cultural or ethnic identities within China, as evidenced by his repression of the Uyghurs in Xinjiang. Technology is important to Xi too, but as a tool to underpin his rule, as he has built a surveillance state the likes of which the world has not seen before.


Because Taiwan is now a flourishing democracy, its 23 million people need to be persuaded of the benefits of unity, yet Xi has shown himself to be a deeply unattractive partner. By his actions, he has made it far less likely that unity will be the democratic will of the Taiwanese people any time soon. The island is a threat to Xi because it represents an alternative future, the embodiment of a rival set of values and an alternative model of what China could become. For this reason it has attracted parallels to West Berlin during the last Cold War, with calls for its defence to be taken as seriously as that of the once-walled German city.33 If China were to lunge at Taiwan, it would constitute much more than a territorial grab. It would be a direct challenge to others who hold those values – first and foremost the United States.


As a pragmatist, Deng Xiaoping saw Taiwan as an issue that could be dealt with by future generations, preferring to concentrate on economic development. His successors, Zhang Zemin and then Hu Jintao upped the rhetoric on Taiwan, but never had the military strength to do much about it. Xi Jinping now has the means and the ideology. His ‘Chinese Dream’ is a dream of national rejuvenation, underpinned by historic grievance and ethnic superiority. The restoration of the great Han Chinese nation has no room for the sort of complex identities that characterise modern Taiwan, or any competing notions of sovereignty or governance. The ‘recovery’ of Taiwan is central to Xi’s world view, and in this sense Xi has become a prisoner of his own rhetoric.


Over the years, China’s policy on Taiwan has combined coercion and persuasion – the carrot and the stick, as epitomised by the Kinmen islands. Threats have been interspersed with efforts to enhance economic, cultural and social ties. China has appealed to Taiwanese hearts and wallets, while warning of the dire consequences should Taiwan formally reject its embrace. Neither has worked, and Xi has now shifted firmly towards coercion. Beijing has sought to isolate Taiwan internationally, and has grown louder and more aggressive in its intimidation of the island, as well as those countries, companies and even high profile celebrities who deviate from its narrative about the island being part of China. At the same time as flexing its military muscles and heightening its rhetoric, the Communist Party has embarked on a campaign of ‘grey zone’ warfare against Taiwan. This takes on many forms, including economic coercion, cyberattacks, influence operations and disinformation. A toolkit increasingly familiar to those dealing with China globally as Beijing seeks to further its interests worldwide – no more so than in its own backyard, the South China Sea.










CHAPTER 2


The South China Sea: The Biggest Territorial Grab Since the Second World War


‘China, my friend, how politely can I put it? Let me see . . . O . . . GET THE FUCK OUT.’


Teddy Locsin Jr, secretary of foreign affairs of the Philippines, May 2021


It was perhaps one of the most undiplomatic diplomatic missives of all time. In May 2021, Teddy Locsin Jr, the Philippines’ secretary of foreign affairs, launched a Twitter tirade against Beijing over the presence of more than 250 Chinese ‘fishing boats’ around a reef inside his country’s territorial waters in the South China Sea. ‘China, my friend, how politely can I put it? Let me see . . . O . . . GET THE FUCK OUT.’ He went on to liken Beijing to an ‘ugly oaf’.1


His boss, President Rodrigo Duterte, himself no slouch when it comes to foul language, told Locsin to calm down, but it was easy to understand his anger and frustration. ‘All the diplomatic protests that the secretary of foreign affairs filed have been ignored as if nothing was filed at all. The continued incursions and bullying finally got his goat,’ tweeted Panfilo Lacson, a member of the Philippines senate.2 It was all the more galling because Duterte had tried hard to cosy up to China, turning his back on his traditional American allies. So desperate was he not to offend Beijing, that he had even sought to undermine his own government’s victory at an international tribunal in 2016, which invalidated China’s extensive claims in the area.


The Chinese boats were discovered at Whitsun Reef, a boomerang-shaped feature in the Spratly Islands, around 175 miles from the Philippine island of Palawan, and well within the country’s 200-mile exclusive economic zone (EEZ). They stayed there for several weeks. Satellite photographs showed them tied together in neat rows, large Chinese flags fluttering on their bows. Beijing claimed they were merely fishing vessels taking shelter from bad weather. But it was unprecedented in scale and duration, and analysts familiar with Beijing’s tactics identified them as part of a ‘grey zone’ maritime militia, which China has used increasingly to spearhead its territorial claims.3


Whitsun Reef hardly seems like prime real estate. It is eight miles long and only appears above water at low tide. It is also more than 650 miles from China (nearly four times its distance from the Philippines), but to China it was another feature ticked off in its efforts to take control of the South China Sea, 90 per cent of which it claims as its own territory. That’s an area of more than 1.25 million square miles, more than thirteen times the size of the United Kingdom. Territorial expansion by imperial powers is usually associated with land-based armies on the march, but China’s assertion of sovereignty over such a vast area still represents a territorial grab on a scale not seen since the Second World War.4


In 2013, the Philippines challenged China’s territorial claims under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), which both countries had ratified. It was regarded as a landmark case, and followed China’s grabbing of a rock called Scarborough Shoal, which lies within the Philippines’ EEZ in another part of the South China Sea. Beijing responded to the legal challenge by imposing an economic boycott against bananas and pineapples from the Philippines, both important exports. Thousands of tons were impounded and destroyed in Chinese ports.5


Amid the rising tension, I visited the headquarters of the Philippine army’s Western Command in Puerto Princesa on Palawan Island, the closest point to the disputed Spratly Islands. My aim was to hitch a lift on a resupply vessel to the rusting hulk of the Sierra Madre, a Second World War tank-landing ship that had been deliberately grounded on Second Thomas Shoal to mark Manila’s claim to that reef. It was home to a lonely contingent of Philippine marines, and the only way to get supplies to them was by wooden fishing boats or other small vessels that by night ran the gauntlet of the far better equipped Chinese coastguard. The 100-mile crossing was precarious at the best of times, and to our disappointment the navy decided it was too risky and provocative to take along a camera crew at such a tense moment.


Instead, they invited us to witness the storming of a secluded bay, further down the coast. It was part of annual war games with US forces, an exercise known as Balikatan – which means shoulder-to-shoulder. We watched as a joint force, crouching in their inflatables, guns at the ready, swept into the bay. Then, under cover of a thick fog created by smoke grenades, they launched an ear-piercing attack on a ‘terrorist compound’. Against a background of lingering pops and bangs, a spokesman for the US marines said it was all routine stuff, though his feisty Philippine counterpart was rather more forthcoming. ‘China, they claim it all,’ said Neil Estrella, gesturing towards the South China Sea. He was an exuberant man with mirrored sunglasses, which kept slipping down his nose. ‘They’ll be claiming America next,’ he added with a disdainful laugh. The US and Philippines have a mutual defence treaty, but even as they exercised together in Palawan there was growing bitterness in Manila that the US had not been at their shoulder at Scarborough Shoal, which had turned into an embarrassing retreat in the face of Chinese might.


When the Permanent Court of Arbitration in the Hague ruled three years later, in June 2016, it was overwhelmingly in favour of Manila. Its unanimous 500-page verdict was a blistering rebuke of Beijing’s ‘historic claim’ to the South China Sea, which was determined to be unlawful under the UNCLOS convention. The tribunal said China had violated the Philippines’ sovereign rights in its exclusive economic zone by interfering with Philippine fishing and petroleum exploration.6 Beijing quickly made clear it had no intention of being bound by international law, angrily rejecting the ruling. The Global Times, a Chinese Communist Party newspaper, described the ruling as ‘radical and shameless’, saying it ‘brazenly violated China’s territorial sovereignty and maritime rights’.7


Chinese money was rumoured to be behind Duterte’s successful presidential bid, and he took office just days before the ruling. When it was announced, he was sombre and low key. It was almost as if he had lost the case. He seemed fearful of China’s response, having received warnings from Beijing of possible ‘confrontation’ if he insisted the ruling be enforced.8 Duterte was also rapidly falling out with America. In early October 2016, after President Barack Obama criticised his brutal war against drugs, in which thousands of suspects were gunned down in extra-judicial killings, Duterte said the US president could ‘go to hell’.9 A few days after that declaration Duterte made his first visit to Beijing, where he announced what he called his ‘separation’ from the US, at one point telling a crowd in the Chinese capital, ‘I will not go to America any more. We will just be insulted there. So, time to say goodbye my friend.’10


In practice military links between the Philippines and the US continued, albeit at a lower level, but there was little political trust. Duterte clearly believed that a more conciliatory approach to China would pay dividends, and that’s the way it looked initially, China responding with promises of billions of dollars for infrastructure. Duterte described the tribunal ruling as ‘just a piece of paper’ to be thrown in the trash, and called China a friend and benefactor.11 Perhaps he calculated that there was no way the UNCLOS ruling could be enforced, and that the Philippines’ armed forces are in any case no match for those of China. His supporters continued to point at the unreliability of the US in the Scarborough Shoal stand-off.12 He threatened repeatedly to completely tear up the Visiting Forces Agreement (VFA) with the US, the cornerstone of their mutual defence treaty.


In late 2021, as Duterte approached the end of his six-year term in office, little of the promised investment from Beijing had materialised, and instead of gratitude, he got contempt. The Chinese boats began swarming around Whitsun Reef, ignoring the Philippines’ impotent anger. Duterte had built his presidency around insulting America and kowtowing to China. Five years after the law on the sea ruling, that policy had come to nought. He had provided an object lesson in how not to handle China. His government turned gingerly back to the Americans, while a disdainful Beijing pressed on with its increasingly aggressive efforts to turn the area into a Chinese lake.


Chinese maps depict its vast South China Sea territorial claim as lying within a U-shaped line stretching hundreds of miles to the south and east of Hainan island, the country’s most southerly province. It is a broken line, presumably because it is a sea border rather than a land border, and for this reason it is often referred to as the ‘nine-dash line’. Every map produced or sold in China must show the line (with a tenth dash in the East China Sea to embrace Taiwan), and designate the area inside as Chinese territory. It appears in all Chinese school textbooks and passports, where it can be seen hugging the coast of the Philippines, Malaysia, Brunei and Vietnam, all of which have claims that compete with China and frequently overlap each other – as does Taiwan. It is the most contested piece of water in the world, but there is no claim on the scale or with the audacity as that of Beijing. The nine-dash line has also been likened to a cow’s tongue, which is perhaps the most apt description because it suggests something slippery, organic and yet powerful – a device that can be deployed in numerous different ways, and for Beijing that means stoking nationalism at home while furthering Beijing’s strategic and economic interests.


The line first appeared on an official Chinese map in 1947, two years before the Communist Party seized power (although some scholars date its origin back to the early 1930s). Back then it had eleven dashes and encompassed 90 per cent of the South China Sea and hundreds of bits of rock, reefs, shoals and sandbars – most of them uninhabited or uninhabitable, many only visible at low tide, and frequently referred to simply as ‘features’. Mao Zedong scrapped two of the lines in 1952 when, in a display of socialist solidarity, he handed over the Gulf of Tonkin to Vietnam. The map was then filed away for fifty-seven years. Little was heard of it until 2009, when the nine dashes reappeared on a map Beijing submitted to the UN – ironically during a dispute with Vietnam, with whom relations had become a good deal less fraternal.


It is only since 2010 that Beijing has turned up the volume of its claims and become increasingly aggressive in enforcing them. That has coincided with the rise to power of Xi Jinping and the Communist Party adopting a far more nationalistic tone. The claim to the sea is based on ‘historic rights’, Beijing asserting that its control of the area goes back centuries and that the two main island chains – the Spratlys in the southeast and Paracels in the northwest – were an integral part of the Chinese empire. There is little evidence to support that assertion, which is rubbished by most experts outside China and was dismissed by the UNCLOS tribunal as incompatible with international law.


The claim is deliberately ambiguous. China has never precisely spelled out what the nine-dash line means in detail – whether it is just claiming islands within it or blanket sovereignty over the entire marine space, including all the water, all the resources and all the features that lie within the area of the cow’s tongue. But it is increasingly behaving as if it does own the lot, and aggressively patrolling the island chains with a beefed-up coastguard that would put many small navies to shame. In September 2021, Beijing introduced a new law requiring all foreign vessels to give notice before entering ‘Chinese territorial waters’. As with many Chinese laws, it lacked specifics. It also appeared to breach the law of the sea, and was immediately dismissed by the US, with a top commander saying that attempts to enforce it could lead to ‘instability and potential conflict’.13


The Spratly Islands, named after a British whaling captain who recorded them in 1843, have been the particular focus of contention. They comprise more than 100 features – mostly coral reefs and shoals sitting astride strategically important fisheries and shipping lanes, and possibly above reserves of oil and natural gas. In 2013, China began large-scale land reclamations in seven locations. The island-building was dubbed the ‘great wall of sand’ by Admiral Harry Harris, the Commander of the US Pacific Fleet.14 In September of that year, President Barack Obama challenged Xi Jinping on the island-building during a summit in Washington. Xi reiterated that China had sovereignty over the area ‘since ancient times’, but pledged not to militarise his new islands. ‘Relevant construction activities that China is undertaking in the Nansha [Spratly] islands do not target or impact any country and China does not intend to pursue militarisation,’ he said.15


It was a lie. A little over a year later the estimated area of artificial land was estimated at thirteen square kilometres (five square miles).16 China was transforming the reefs and atolls into island fortresses, building military airstrips and naval bases, while deploying anti-aircraft and anti-missile systems.17 The Philippine-based Inquirer newspaper obtained aerial photographs that showed ‘Lighthouses, radomes, communication facilities, hangars and multistorey buildings’ had been built. It also noted the presence of underground tunnels, missile shelters, radars and high-frequency antennae.18


China pressed on with its construction and its broad assertions of sovereignty, combined with threats and harassment towards those who questioned it. A July 2019 defence white paper reiterated that the area was an ‘inalienable’ part of Chinese territory and that China ‘exercises its national sovereignty to build infrastructure and deploy necessary defensive capabilities on the islands and reefs in the South China Sea’.19 Beijing designated the area a ‘core interest’, a label it uses for issues regarded as beyond debate. Or as Yuan Yubai, commander of the People’s Liberation Army Navy’s northern fleet, has put it, ‘The South China Sea, as the name indicates, is a sea area that belongs to China . . . from the Han dynasty a long time ago where the Chinese people have been working and producing from the sea.’20


While Beijing’s claim to the South China Sea is a key part of Xi’s nationalist agenda, it is also motivated by strategic considerations, and underpinned by a deep sense of insecurity. China is enclosed on three sides by land borders, and counts fourteen countries as neighbours. Looking out to the east, beyond its only sea border, it is confronted by an island barrier extending from Russia’s Kamchatka Peninsula in the north to Borneo in the south. Part of that barrier is formed by Japan, South Korea and the Philippines, all US allies, as well as by Taiwan. The South China Sea is a strategic and economic chokepoint. China remains heavily dependent on Middle Eastern oil, and some 80 per cent of those supplies cross the South China Sea after passing through the Malacca Strait from the Indian Ocean. Around 40 per cent of China’s total trade takes the same route.21 It is the sort of challenging geography that feeds Communist Party paranoia about being ‘contained’.


China undoubtedly has strategic interests in the South China Sea, but so does the rest of the world. It is one of the most important global trade routes, with goods valued at $3.37 trillion transiting the area annually.22 Estimates of the volume of world trade carried through the South China Sea range from 20 per cent to 33 per cent.23 Almost a third of global crude oil and over half of global liquefied natural gas (LNG) passes through the area each year. As an energy supply route it is critically important to the economies of Japan, South Korea and Taiwan. More than half the world’s fishing vessels are in the South China Sea, and millions depend on the sea for food and livelihoods – though fish stocks are dwindling because of overfishing, which rivals blame on aggressive expansion of China’s huge fleet.


There has been considerable speculation about the riches that might lie beneath the seabed, but surveys for oil and gas have been limited and have become another source of tension with China. Beijing has impeded exploration efforts by other states and pressured Western oil companies not to cooperate with them. Estimates of the value of oil and gas reserves vary widely. China has produced a figure of up to $60 trillion dollars, ten times the value estimated by the US, which reckons most reserves lie at the margins of the South China Sea rather than beneath disputed reefs and islands.24 The US has accused China of using coercion to block development in the area and preventing neighbouring states from accessing $2.5 trillion of energy reserves.25


For China it was a sort of Holy Grail – a 600-year-old book of navigational instructions that provided ‘undeniable proof’ of China’s sovereignty over disputed islands. The handwritten book supposedly belonged to Su Chengfen, a retired fisherman, and in the run up to the UNCLOS tribunal ruling in 2016, his weathered face was all over Chinese state media, explaining how his book had been handed down from generation to generation, guiding him and his distant relatives to far-flung rocks and reefs across the South China Sea. ‘It is ironclad proof . . . We can deduce China’s historic fishing and sailing rights in the South China Sea, as well as ownership,’ screamed the China Daily, quoting Gao Zhiguo, the director of the China Institute for Marine Development Strategy.26


Except the book didn’t exist. When a BBC television team tracked down a rather baffled Mr Su to his house in the fishing port of Tanmen, on the east coast of Hainan Island, they found him busy building a model boat in his yard close to the beach. ‘It mainly taught us how to go somewhere and come back, how to go to the Paracels and the Spratlys, and how to come back to Hainan Island,’ he said of the book. But when asked to show it, he said he’d thrown it away. ‘It was flipped through too many times. The salty seawater on the hands had corroded it . . . In the end it was no longer readable so I threw it away.’27 If the book was ironclad proof of anything it was the extraordinary lengths that Beijing is willing to go to manipulate the truth in order to press its narrative on the South China Sea. Hainan, a tropical island which juts off the south coast of China, is home to many of China’s often surreal propaganda efforts, mobilising myth and emotion to justify its behaviour.


Hainan hosts the National Institute for South China Sea Studies (NISCSS), and a vast new China Museum of the South China Sea, which is located in Tanmen. The museum has a shiny double sloping roof that is supposed to represent waves, or perhaps a ship, depending on which way you look at it. ‘She sometimes squats on the earth, and sometimes floats in the air, accompanied by the coconut wind and sea melody, silently, like a god,’ gushed one architectural website.28 If that sounds other-worldly, then that is appropriate, since both the museum and institute peddle an alternative reality, based on mythology rather than history. Their overwhelming purpose is to bolster China’s claims that the sea has belonged to China since ancient times. Their efforts run in tandem with those of the well-funded National Conservation Center for Underwater Cultural Heritage. They have weaponised archaeology, whereby every relic, from shipwrecks down to the smallest fragment of cup, plate or saucer hauled from the depths, becomes a propaganda prop, used to demonstrate China’s ‘unalienable’ rights to the South China Sea.


If there is a man who has come to symbolise China’s mythology of the sea it is Zheng He, a eunuch general who undertook a series of epic voyages to the South China Sea and Indian Ocean during the Ming Dynasty in the early fifteenth century. He has been enlisted as a symbol not only of China’s territorial rights, but also its ‘peaceful rise’. Propaganda depicts him as a bold explorer who extended China’s influence and controlled the seas, but who sought no more than ‘friendship and cooperation’.29 At a conference in 2017 to promote Chinese investment, Xi Jinping said: ‘These pioneers won their place in history not as conquerors with warships, guns or swords. Rather they are remembered as friendly emissaries.’30 There is no doubting the scale of He’s endeavours. Each of his seven voyages consisted of between 50 and 250 giant ships, with more than 20,000 heavily armed men – easily the most advanced navy of that time. But more neutral historians describe his voyages as exercises in ‘gunboat diplomacy’, designed to shock and awe – controlling trade routes and unleashing plunder and slaughter on those unwilling to bow to the authority of the Chinese empire.


What is perhaps most intriguing about that period is how suddenly it was all abandoned. Just as China’s naval power appeared to reach a peak, Ming rulers turned inwards. They banned all seafaring activities, closed their shipyards and shrank their navy to a small coastal force. Indeed, apart from that brief period of Ming hyperactivity, as represented by He, successive Chinese empires paid very little attention to maritime exploration – they largely cut themselves off from the sea. It is no surprise that the modern law of the sea is very cautious about vague claims of ‘historic rights’ – especially around the South China Sea, where patterns of power and influence if they existed at all were fluid and shifting. There is little evidence that anybody exercised sovereignty in any meaningful or sustained way. There was little concept or need of it. The overriding imperative was trade – towards which imperial China has had a distinctly skittish attitude over the centuries.


Fishermen like Su Chengfen are often depicted in Chinese propaganda as hardy and skilled operators, living off their wits, employing knowledge and instincts (and ancient books) handed down from one seafaring generation to the next to navigate the distant seas. In reality there is little that is traditional about many of the hulking fishing boats that line the shore in Tanmen. These are modern 500-ton steel-hulled vessels equipped with state-of-the-art satellite navigation and communications equipment. Their crews, who receive basic military training, are members of Tanmen’s maritime militia, which Xi Jinping has designated a ‘model unit’. It even has its own museum at its office in the port’s local government compound.31 The Tanmen militia played a key role in the 2012 stand-off at Scarborough Shoal, when its boats harassed and obstructed those of the Philippines. The following year, Xi Jinping visited the port and praised their efforts and visited their museum. ‘Build big boats, charge forth on the deep sea, and catch big fish,’ Xi urged – an ambiguous instruction that triggered a frenzy of construction and modernisation. The government has heavily subsidised boatbuilding, with subsidies conditional on militia membership. The militia now comprises hundreds of boats, and there are militia units at several ports on Hainan Island, as well as in Sansha, a municipality in the Paracel Islands charged with administering all China’s claims in the South China Sea.


It was boats from the maritime militia that in 2021 occupied Whitsun Reef, and triggered the expletive-laden tweet from the Philippines’ secretary of foreign affairs. They have been described as ‘little blue men’, likened to the armed ‘little green men’ without insignia whom Russia sent to occupy Crimea in 2014.32 Others have described them as reservists. Their principal role appears to be to maintain a presence, to fly the flag, particularly in the distant Spratly Islands, and to collect intelligence.33 Though they can be more aggressive if required, using their heavy hulls to ram the comparatively flimsy wooden hulls of rival fishing fleets.


Hainan might be at the heart of Chinese myth-making over the South China Sea, but it is also the base for the coercive assets used to enforce Beijing’s territorial claims with increasing aggression. The maritime militia have been described as ‘blue hulls’, the first tier in China’s three-tier system of enforcement. The others being the ‘white hulls’ of the coastguard and the ‘grey hulls’ of the navy.34 The Chinese Coast Guard (CCG) has expanded rapidly with the express purpose of enforcing China’s territorial claims. By 2020, the CCG had an estimated 260 ships capable of operating offshore and more than 1,000 confined to coastal waters. The largest increase has been in large ocean-going patrol ships of more than 2,500 tons, from just three in 2005 to an estimated sixty in 2020. Their equipment includes helicopters, interceptor boats, deck guns and high-capacity water cannon.35 The CCG is the world’s largest coastguard, with more ships than the coastguards of all regional neighbours combined, and includes the world’s two largest maritime law enforcement vessels.36


OEBPS/xhtml/nav.xhtml


 

Contents





		Title



		Copyright



		Contents



		Acknowledgements



		Map



		Introduction: China’s New Cold War



		1. The Taiwan Strait: The Most Dangerous Place on Earth



		2. The South China Sea: The Biggest Territorial Grab Since the Second World War



		3. Southeast Asia: Paying Tribute to the Emperor



		4. Brawling on the Roof of the World



		5. From the Frozen Arctic to the Digital World: The Frontiers of China’s New Cold War



		6. Disinformation, Spying and Sabotage: The Cyber Panda Bears Its Claws



		7. The Awkward Dance of the Panda and the Bear



		8. Target Taiwan: The Chinese Anaconda Tightens Its Grip



		9. The Myth of ‘One China’: Why Taiwan is an Independent Country



		10. Why Taiwan Matters



		11. Chips with Everything: A Taiwanese Lynchpin in the Global Economy



		12. Japan: Asia’s Quiet Achiever Steps Out of the Shadows



		13. The Muddled China Policy of ‘Global Britain’



		14. Standing up to China: Lessons from Aussie ‘Scumbags’ and ‘Tiny, Crazy’ Lithuanians



		15. Peak China: The Future of the Chinese Communist Party



		Epilogue: The Long Shadow of the Ukraine War



		Notes



		Index









Guide





		Cover



		Contents



		Start












OEBPS/images/title.png
IAN WILLIAMS

THE FIRE OF THE

DRAGON

CHINA'S NEW COLD WAR

NNNNNNN





OEBPS/images/cover.jpg
THE FIRE OF THE

DRAGON







OEBPS/images/f0008-01.png
Khorgos o

KYRGYZSTAN

Ulaanbaatar,

MONGOLIA

/ndiagn Ocean

% ColnmlmD

Boyof
Begal

SRI LANKA

= YLadakh s
<

Askai Chin
A

 Aunfun Mou"

xalcs

CHINA

S Pobramsa , .
& 4 Tibet
& ”"’/%%
I o %,
= el Katmand® @ iy
INDIA S 3B e
; Siigur Corrdor AN
0 500km “Chicken's neck”™ o
®
SR N\
L o e VAT
ATTS LA

! ['see South China sea
insetmap

Beijing

Tianjin

Nanjing,
JWuhan

-
Okinavg oy 1y
Islands.

Pa

cific Ocean

[ 1000 km
[ |

onaguni
sland 0

TAIWAI 0

500 km

CHINA

[
0 500 miles
Guangzhou

LAOS 7 Gulfof o>
i

¢ shenzhe

Hanoi, }J,‘w m;m'z{

0 1000 miles
Senkaku
Islands
Kinmen
Islands N

Yonaguni

Pt e
Pratas

HONG “jsigng -

KONG

Tonkin " <
\, " Parac, [
X Haifan e/ [
\_eimon  slangy )
THAILAND bl ©
=\ Scarpy hMah‘I?xv\ /4“
2\ south rt or?uz 4 220"
(L camBodia | = ou free %
y A © China \
/ \2,: & -~ Sea o
(s W ratiy1$9™ #Palawon
\ &/ I
Y /

A
5 .
Ry, S o
) s e
o / & B
. G N
Sara;@l;v fM S 'S 3
o
By N
Op,  INDONESIA
52)






