Chapter Eighteen
The Chinese Communist Party’s Global Ambions
(Part I)
Table of Contents
Introducon
1. The Chinese Communist
Party’s Ambion to Replace the United States and Dominate the World
a. The CCP Has Always Aimed for World Dominaon
b. World Dominaon Requires Defeang the United States
c. The CCP Has a MulPronged Strategy to Subvert and Contain the United States
d. The CCP Incites An-US Hatred to Prepare for War With America
e. The CCP No Longer Conceals Its Intenons in the SinoUS Relaonship
2. Communist China’s Strategies for World Dominaon
a. One Belt One Road Iniave Is Territorial Expansion Masked as
Globalizaon
b. The CCP’s Great Periphery Strategy Aims to Exclude the US From the
Asia-Paciﬁc Region
c. Divide and Conquer in Europe Serves to Create a Split With the
United States
d. The CCP Exports the ‘Chinese Model’ to Colonize Africa
e. Advancing Into Lan America Encroaches on America’s Backyard
f. Communist China Flaunts Its Military Ambions
References

Introducon
The beginning of the tweneth century saw the Soviet communists
seize power in Russia through violent force. The success of this
revoluon, in turn, paved the way for the communist specter’s primary
actor — the Chinese Communist Party.
The CCP was established in 1921 by agents of the Far Eastern branch of
the Communist Internaonal. Over the several decades that followed,
the Soviet Union played a major role on the world stage, confronng
the Western democrac camp in the Cold War. Westerners took the
Soviet Union and its satellite communist regimes in Eastern Europe to
be the archetypical communist adversary. Meanwhile, the CCP regime
had ample me for its establishment and maturaon.
The Soviet Union collapsed in 1991, leaving the CCP regime alone on
the world stage. Communist China took a new, non-confrontaonal
approach, encing the rest of the world to engage with its capitalist
market economy while retaining a totalitarian polical system.
Therefore, many Western scholars, entrepreneurs, and policians did
not regard the CCP as a communist party, but rather considered it a
variant at most .
This could not be further from the truth. The CCP has brought the
deﬁning characteriscs of communist ideology — deceit, malice, and
struggle — to the apex, creang a regime that employs the most
pernicious and insidious methods of polical intrigue developed over
thousands of years of human history. The CCP seduces people with

proﬁts, controls them with power, and deceives them with lies. It has
culvated its demonic technique to the point of mastery.
China is home to ﬁve thousand years of history and a splendid
tradional heritage, which have earned that ancient land and its
people respect and admiraon from people around the world. The CCP
has capitalized on these posive senments. A:er seizing power and
taking the Chinese people capve, it muddled the concepts of the
Chinese naon and the CCP regime. It presented its ambions under
the camouﬂage of China’s “peaceful rise,” making it diﬃcult for the
internaonal community to understand its true moves.
But the essenal nature of the CCP has never changed. The Party’s
strategy of economic engagement is simply to use the “nutrion of the
capitalist body” to strengthen its own socialist body, to stabilize its
rule, and realize its ambions, rather than to enable China to see true
prosperity and strength. In pracce, its methods disregard basic moral
ethics and universal values.
The countries that mankind has founded exist on the basis of their
founders’ wisdom and faith in the Divine. Human society must follow
the standards of conduct laid down by the Creator: to maintain high
moral character, protect the right to private property, and adhere to
universal values. The economic development of a normal society needs
to be supported by corresponding moral standards.
But the CCP’s Party-state has followed a diametrically opposite path,
creang a fast-rising economic abominaon that has encouraged
severe moral degeneracy. The evil specter’s movaon for arranging

China’s “economic miracle” is simple: Without economic strength, the
CCP regime would have no persuasive inﬂuence with which to dictate
its terms to the world. These arrangements are not to beneﬁt China or
the Chinese, but to play on people’s worship of money and wealth so
that the world will align with the CCP in economic cooperaon and
internaonal aﬀairs.
Internally, the Communist Party rules through tyranny and the most
ruthless aspects of the capitalist system. It rewards evil and and
punishes good, making the worst individuals into society’s most
successful. Its policies magnify the evil side of human nature, using
atheism to create a state of uAer degeneracy in which people have no
moral qualms.
When operang abroad, the CCP regime advocates the ideology of
“Chinese characteriscs,” meaning communism, and oﬀers powerful
economic incenves as a lure to have the people of the free world let
down their guard, abandon moral principle, and turn a blind eye to the
CCP’s vast abuses of human rights and its persecuon of religion. Many
policians and corporaons in Western countries have betrayed their
values and compromised themselves in the face of proﬁt, aligning
themselves with the CCP’s pracces.
Western countries hope they can help the CCP make a peaceful
transformaon, but while China has indeed undergone a degree of
superﬁcial modernizaon and westernizaon, the Party never changed
its underlying nature. Over the past few decades, the praccal result of
engagement has seen the CCP successfully and peacefully undermine
the moral obligaons of the United States and corrupt the public will.

The CCP is the main arm of communism and thus the greatest threat
worldwide. The communist specter’s aim in strengthening the global
power of the CCP is to spread its poison to all corners of the earth and
ulmately to have people betray tradion and the Divine. Even if the
Party’s schemes for world dominaon are not directly successful, it will
sll have achieved the underlying purpose: to part people from their
moral values. It does this by tempng people with economic interests,
manipulang them with ﬁnancial traps, inﬁltrang their polical
systems, inmidang them with military force, and confusing them
with its propaganda.
Faced with such great danger, we must carefully examine the CCP
regime’s ambion, strategy, taccs, and goals.
1. The Chinese Communist
Party’s Ambion to Replace the US and Dominate the World
a. The CCP Has Always Aimed for World Dominaon
The CCP is not sasﬁed with being a regional power. It wants to control
the world. This is determined by the Party’s inbuilt characterisc of
tyranny. By its very nature, the Communist Party opposes heaven,
earth, and tradion; it resorts to violence to smash the “old world” and
aims to destroy all states, naons, and classes with the feigned goal of
“liberang all humanity.” Its unchanging mission is one of constant
expansion unl the world is united under communist ideology. Its
doctrines and pracce are by deﬁnion globalist.
But because tradional culture was once quite powerful, communism
has at mes had to adopt a gradual and roundabout approach. In the
Soviet Union, Stalin claimed the need for “socialism in one country;”

more recently, the CCP has adopted “socialism with Chinese
characteriscs.”
Unlike the polical pares that share power or hold power by rotaon
in Western democracies, the CCP has uncontested authority. It sets its
strategic goals in the scope of decades or centuries. A few years a:er
the Party established itself in 1949, it rolled out the slogan “surpass
Britain and catch up to America” that prefaced the Great Leap Forward.
Later, owing to unfavorable domesc and internaonal situaons, the
CCP assumed a low proﬁle for decades.
A:er the Tiananmen Massacre, the internaonal community boycoAed
the Chinese regime. In response, the Party evaluated the situaon and
concluded that it was sll unable to compete directly with the United
States. Therefore, it took the path of hiding its strengths and biding its
me, rather than aAempng to take the lead on the internaonal
stage. This was not because the CCP had changed its goals, but because
it adopts diﬀerent strategies according to the circumstances in its
struggle to ulmately establish world hegemony.
It can be said that the communist specter used the ancient Chinese
strategic feint of “openly repairing the plank roads while secretly
advancing via the hidden route of Chencang.” The ﬁrst communist
superpower was the Soviet Union, but its ulmate role ended up being
to aid the rise and maturaon of the Chinese communist regime.
b. World Dominaon Requires Defeang the United States

Since World War I, the United States has been the most powerful
country on earth and serves to maintain internaonal order. Any
country that wants to overturn this order must bring down the United
States, so in terms of overall strategic consideraons, America is the
CCP’s main enemy. This has been the case for decades, and the Party
has never stopped preparing for an all-out oﬀensive against the United
States.
In his book The Hundred-Year Marathon: China’s Secret Strategy to
Replace America as the Global Superpower, Michael Pillsbury wrote
that China has a long-term strategy to subvert the U.S.-led world
economic and polical order and to replace it with communism by
2049, the one-hundredth anniversary of the Communist Party’s rise to
power in China. Pillsbury notes that in the TV series Silent Contest,
produced by the Naonal Defense University of China, the ambion to
compete with the United States is laid out clearly: The CCP’s process of
realizing its “great cause” of dominang the world “will inevitably run
into constant wear-and-tear and struggle with the U.S. hegemonic
system.” “It is a centennial contest, not to be shi:ed by the human
will.”
The CCP’s global strategy is centered on countering the United States.
Arthur Waldron, a professor at the University of Pennsylvania and a
China expert, stated at a Senate hearing in 2004 that the Chinese
People’s Liberaon Army is the only army in the world that is dedicated
for an-U.S. operaons. In fact, apart from the PLA, most of the CCP’s
diplomac relaons and internaonal acvies have the United States
as their direct or indirect target.

c. The CCP Has a MulPronged Strategy to Subvert and Contain the United States
The CCP has taken a comprehensive approach toward succeeding in its
aAempt to dominate the world. In ideology, it competes with the
United States and other countries where there is freedom and
democracy. It uses forced technology transfers and intellectualproperty the: to close the tech gap and boost its economic conﬁdence.
Militarily, it engages in a silent rivalry against the United States by
means of asymmetrical and “unrestricted warfare” in places like the
South China Sea. It backs North Korea, Iran, and other rogue regimes to
impede the United States and NATO.
In diplomacy, the CCP regime has promoted its “great peripheral
strategy” and the One Belt One Road plan. It has very quickly expanded
its internaonal inﬂuence, including neighboring countries as well as
countries in Europe, Africa, Oceania, and Lan America, in an aAempt
to build an internaonal coalion, develop a Chinese-led sphere, and
isolate the United States.
The CCP has mulple methods to accomplish these goals. It established
the Shanghai Cooperaon Organizaon in 1996, the Asian
Infrastructure Investment Bank in 2015, and the “16+1” cooperaon
with Central and Eastern European countries in 2012. It cooperates
keenly as part of the ﬁve BRICS countries (Brazil, Russia, India, China,
and South Africa), and vigorously promotes internaonalizaon of its
currency. It seeks to control the formulaon of industrial standards
(such as those used for the proposed 5G cellular networks) and to
dominate public discourse.

The CCP regime has taken advantage of the democracy and freedom of
the press that exist in the United States and other Western countries to
carry out united front operaons, spread propaganda, and engage in
espionage. This is its aAempt to manipulate the United States as much
as possible and impose bloodless change from within.
Using these taccs, CCP agents bribe U.S. government oﬃcials,
congressmen, diplomats, and rered military oﬃcers. The Party uses
economic interests to guide American capitalists to lobby for the
Chinese communists and to inﬂuence U.S. policy on China. It forces
high-tech companies to cooperate with the CCP’s internet censorship
and Great Firewall, coerces and incenvizes many in the overseas
Chinese communies to serve as ﬁ:h columnists, and inﬁltrates
Western think tanks and academic departments. It manipulates these
instuons into exercising self-censorship on sensive topics,
eﬀecvely adopng the stand of the Communist Party. Chinese
companies, which are controlled or inﬂuenced by the CCP, have been
invesng heavily in Hollywood.
While developing its inﬂuence in various countries to envelop and
contain the United States on one hand, on the other, it establishes
hidden strongholds on American soil so that it can undermine the
United States from within. It has built an extensive network of agents
and has fostered splits in U.S. society, posing a serious internal threat.
d. The CCP Incites An-U.S. Hatred to Prepare for War With America
The CCP’s ideology runs on hatred. The patriosm it promotes entails
hang Japan, hang Taiwan, hang Tibetans, hang the ethnic

minories of Xinjiang, hang religious believers, hang dissidents, and
most importantly, hang the United States. There is a saying among
Chinese nezens: “For small problems, blame Japan, and for big ones,
blame the United States.” This means that by incing hatred against
foreign foes, the Party helps smooth over public outrage during a crisis.
Before the Chinese communists seized power, they repeatedly praised
the United States for its friendship with China and for the American
democrac system. However, a:er the CCP set up its regime, it
immediately took advantage of the suﬀering China had undergone in
modern history, as well as the eagerness of the people to have a strong
naon. The CCP painted itself as China’s savior by stoking hatred
against America and other foreign countries.
In fact, the CCP does not care about the lives and deaths of the Chinese
people, nor does it care about China’s territorial integrity or the
sustainable long-term development of the Chinese naon. It is
impossible to describe the evilness of how the CCP has persecuted the
Chinese people, betrayed China’s sovereignty, destroyed Chinese
morality and tradional culture, and squandered China’s future.
By incing hatred of foreign countries, the CCP’s aims are ﬁrst to paint
itself as a savior so as to legimize its brutal rule; second, to use
naonalist senment to divert public aAenon in mes of crisis; third,
to build support for the CCP’s expansionist ambions and base
schemes as a means of supposedly recfying the humiliaons of
modern mes; and fourth, to use hatred to create the psychological
preparedness needed for future wars and to desensize the public to
acts of barbarity.

The CCP has indoctrinated the younger generaon with hatred of the
United States in order to use them as its tools in the eﬀort to
supercede America and dominate the world. When the me comes,
the CCP intends to use China’s youth to inﬁltrate the United States and
its allied democrac states in various fashions, parcipate in all-out
armed conﬂict, wage unrestricted warfare, and should the need arise,
sacriﬁce themselves in a nuclear holocaust.
The jubilant Chinese public reacons following the terrorist aAacks of
9/11, indicated that the CCP was making good progress with its
propaganda. On major Chinese polical and military forums, one sees
common senments like “China and the United States must have a
war” — another indicaon of the CCP’s success in educang people to
hate the United States. This is a long-term, gradual mobilizaon for
war, deliberately planned and systemacally carried out by the CCP.
The CCP’s hate propaganda is not limited to within China.
Internaonally, it explicitly or overtly supports rogue regimes and
terrorist organizaons to ﬁght against the United States, providing
them with ﬁnancial assistance, weapons and equipment, theorecal
contribuons, taccal training, and public support. The CCP has
become the head of an axis of an-American states and arrogantly
steers the global forces of an-Americanism.
e. The CCP No Longer Conceals Its Intenons in the Sino-U.S.
Relaonship
In 2008, while the United States was struggling with an economic crisis,
China hosted in Beijing the most expensive Olympics Games in history.

Dressed in a costume of prosperity, the regime pushed itself onto the
internaonal stage. As a result of globalizaon, the U.S. manufacturing
industry declined. In the face of economic diﬃcules, the United States
asked China for help. “America is surviving by borrowing money from
us Chinese” became a hot topic in the CCP’s propaganda. “America is
going downhill, China is in posion to replace it.” Virtually all the Partycontrolled media in China touted such headlines, and the ideas even
became popular opinion among Western media and scholars.
Since 2008, America has showed signs of decline in areas such as
economic standing, military strength, and polical stability. On the
economic front, the United States was pushing universal health care,
expanding social beneﬁts, placing climate issues at the center of policy,
strengthening environmental monitoring, and placing restricons on
tradional manufacturing business. Sll, the green energy industry was
defeated by made-in-China products, and U.S. manufacturing
connued to be hollowed out. There was no way to counter and guard
against China’s aAacks in trade and intellectual-property the:.
In the face of these trends, many simply accepted as fact the narrave
that China was in ascendance and America was in decline. U.S. military
spending decreased, and the United States adopted a weak diplomac
stand. On the U.S. polical front, socialist ideology was on the rise,
social divisions widened, democrac polics became a showground for
parsan squabbling, and government funcons were o:en
handicapped as a result. The CCP compared this chaos unfavorably
with the focused totalitarianism of its own system, depicng America’s
democracy as a laughingstock.

In 2010, China surpassed Japan to become the world’s second-largest
economy in the world. In 2014, according to the World Bank’s stascs,
if calculated based on purchasing power parity, China’s GDP might have
surpassed that of the United States. The CCP saw that the contrast in
power between China and the United States was shi:ing, and thinking
that America’s decline was irreversible, it ended its old strategy of
hiding its strength and biding its me. Instead, the CCP openly and
directly took aim at the internaonal order led by the United States.
The oﬃcial stance of the CCP, the media, and the experts gradually
started to speak unabashedly of an expansionist “China dream.”
In 2012, during its 18th Naonal Congress, the CCP introduced the
noon of building a “community of shared future for mankind.” In
2017, the CCP held its Grand Gathering of World Polical Pares in
order to falsely evoke the ancient imagery of the myriad kingdoms
coming to pay their respects at the Chinese imperial court. The CCP
went public with its desire to export the communist “China model” to
the rest of the world.
In the name of spreading what the CCP calls the China model, the
Chinese plan, or Chinese wisdom, the CCP’s ambion is to lead the
world and to establish a new world order in accordance with the
Party’s rules. The CCP has been preparing for this in all respects for
decades. If this new world order is indeed established, it would present
a formidable new axis of evil, an adversary even more threatening to
the free world than the Axis alliance during World War II.
2. Communist China’s Strategies for World Dominaon
a. One Belt One Road Iniave Is Territorial Expansion Under the Guise
of Globalizaon

One Belt One Road Takes Center Stage
In 2013, the CCP oﬃcially introduced the plan for its Silk Road
Economic Belt and Twenty-First-Century Marime Silk Road, or One
Belt One Road (OBOR) for short. The plan is for the Chinese regime to
invest billions and trillions of dollars to build crical infrastructure, such
as bridges, railroads, ports, and energy generaon in dozens of
countries. OBOR is the biggest planned investment project in history.
One Belt refers to the Silk Road Economic Belt, which consists of three
land-based components: from China through Central Asia and Russia to
Europe and the Balc Sea; from northwestern China through Central
Asia and West Asia to the Persian Gulf and the Mediterranean; and
from southwestern China through the Indochina peninsula to the
Indian Ocean.
One Road refers to the Twenty-First-Century Marime Silk Road, which
is a two-pronged eﬀort: The ﬁrst route goes from the ports in China to
the South China Sea, through the Strait of Malacca and on to Europe
via the Indian Ocean; the second heads to the southern Paciﬁc Ocean.
The One Belt on land consists of six economic corridors: the ChinaMongolia-Russia Economic Corridor (CMREC), the New Eurasian Land
Bridge (NELB), the China-Central and West Asia Economic Corridor
(CCWAEC), the China-Indochina Peninsula Economic Corridor (CICPEC),
the China Pakistan-Economic Corridor (CPEC), and the BangladeshChina-India-Myanmar Economic Corridor (BCIMEC).

The New Eurasian Land Bridge will be based on rail links between China
and Europe, called China Railway Express. Transportaon from China to
Europe by sea takes over thirty days, compared with just over ten days
by rail. The China Railway Express began operaon in 2011 and has
been an important component in OBOR.
The China Pakistan-Economic Corridor (CPEC) is a joint plan by the two
governments. It includes a highway connecng Kashgar in Xinjiang
Province with the Gwadar Port in Pakistan, on the Indian Ocean. China
gained the right to operate the port in 2013. Being Pakistan’s gateway
to the Persian Gulf and Arabian Sea, the Gwadar Port occupies a crical
strategic locaon. It connects to the Strait of Hormuz, through which 40
percent of the world’s crude oil passes to reach the Arabian Sea.
The general framework of the One Road by sea is to build a number of
strategic ports and gain control over the sea transportaon. In
ﬁnancially robust countries, Chinese companies enter into equity
parcipaon or joint ventures. With ﬁnancially weaker countries, China
invests large amounts of money locally and aAempts to obtain the
rights to operate the ports.
In 2013 alone, Chinese enterprises received the rights to operate at
least seventeen ports or terminals. China Merchants Port Holdings
Company Limited bought 49 percent equity from Terminal Link SAS in
France. With this purchase, it obtained the operang rights to ﬁ:een
terminals in eight countries on four connents.
These ports and terminals include the ports of Antwerp and Zeebrugge
in Belgium; the Suez Canal Terminal in Egypt; Kumport in Istanbul,

Turkey; the Port of Piraeus in Greece; Pasir Panjang Port in Singapore;
the largest port in the Netherlands (Euromax Terminal RoAerdam,
which is called “the gate of Europe”); the second-phase terminal at
Khalifa Port in Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates; the Port of Vado in
Italy’s Liguria region; Kuantan Port in the Strait of Malacca, Malaysia;
the Port of Djibou in eastern Africa; and the Panama Canal.
In addion to investment, the Communist Party also uses the debt
traps created by OBOR to obtain control of strategic locaons. Sri Lanka
could not pay its debt to Chinese companies, so in 2017, it signed a
ninety-nine-year lease with Chinese company for use of the
Hambantota Port.
The CCP launched its Digital Silk Road in 2018 with the intenon of
reshaping the future development of internet infrastructure. The
Digital Silk Road is considered an advanced stage in the OBOR project
and is its newest development. It mainly includes building ﬁber opc
infrastructure, digital informaon services, internaonal
telecommunicaons, and e-commerce.
Many countries involved in OBOR do not have a complete credit
system. The CCP aims to introduce its systems of e-commerce and
electronic payment services, such as Alipay, to these countries, while
totally shuTng out Western compeon. The Great Firewall, which
ﬁlters internet traﬃc in China, is being exported to the countries of the
Belt and Road, as are the systems of mass surveillance already adopted
by the CCP for use within China.

The extent of the CCP’s strategic reach can be seen from its investment
in global infrastructure. According to a November 2018 report by The
New York Times, the CCP has constructed or is construcng over forty
pipelines and other oil and gas infrastructure, over two hundred
bridges, roads and railways, almost two hundred power plants for
nuclear power, natural gas, coal, and renewables, and a series of major
dams. It has invested in 112 countries, most of which belong to the
OBOR iniave. The CCP has spread its tendrils around the globe.
As OBOR took shape, the CCP’s eﬀorts to supplant the United States on
the world stage swelled. It aggressively promoted the yuan as an
internaonal currency, as well as its own credit system. Chinese-made
telecommunicaons networks (including 5G) are being pushed as the
future in many countries, as are Chinese-built high-speed rail lines. The
aim is to eventually establish a set of standards controlled by the CCP
and independent of the current Western standards.
One Belt One Road Has a Global Reach
In the early stage of the One Belt One Road iniave, the CCP focused
on countries neighboring China, reaching as far as Europe. Very quickly,
the CCP expanded its reach to Africa, Lan America, and even the
Arcc Ocean, covering the enre world. The Marime Silk Road
originally consisted of just two routes. A third route, the Silk Road on
Ice, or the Polar Silk Road, was added to connect to Europe via the
Arcc Ocean. Prior to OBOR, the CCP had already invested heavily in
Africa and Lan America. These countries are now part of the major
structure of OBOR, which has enabled the CCP to more rapidly expand
its ﬁnancial and military reach in Africa and Lan America.

The primary goal of OBOR is to export China’s excess capacity by
building up basic infrastructure such as railways and highways in other
countries. These countries are rich in resources and energy. By helping
them build infrastructure, the CCP accomplishes two secondary goals.
One is to open routes to ship domesc products to Europe at low cost;
the other is to secure the strategic resources of countries that
parcipate in OBOR. The CCP’s intenon is to increase its own exports,
not to help the countries along the Belt and Road to establish their own
manufacturing industries — the CCP would not relinquish Chinese
manufacturing.
The real ambion behind OBOR is to use economic means as a
vanguard to establish control over the ﬁnancial and polical lifelines of
other countries and turn them into the CCP’s colonies in its globalist
strategy. Byproducts of parcipaon in OBOR schemes include
importaon of all the pernicious aspects of communism: corrupon,
debt, and totalitarian repression. The project is a decepve trap that
will not bring lasng economic prosperity to its parcipants.
Many countries have become alarmed and are either stopping or reevaluang the OBOR project. The CCP has conceded that it should be
more transparent and make adjustments to the heavily cricized debt
traps. Nevertheless, the CCP’s plans can’t be underesmated. While
Western enterprises operate on proﬁt-seeking principles and won’t
tough it out in turbulent host countries for more than a few years, the
CCP’s calculus extends into the next century. It can tolerate operaons
in turbulent internaonal environments for the long term without
regard for immediate losses.

What the CCP wants are pro-communist governments that will support
it in the United Naons. The CCP wants to become the leader of Asia,
Africa, and Lan America, to struggle with the free world, and to
replace America as the world’s number one power. The CCP is willing
to foot any human costs necessary to achieve this goal. For instance,
the Party can force the Chinese people to pay for costs that privately
owned Western enterprises could never handle. In this war to conquer
the world, it is not about how powerful the CCP is on paper, but that
the CCP has at its disposal the resources of hundreds of millions of
Chinese people irrespecve of their lives or their deaths. They are its
sacriﬁcial pawns.
Former White House Chief Strategist Steve Bannon oﬀered a unique
interpretaon of the OBOR project. He credits the Chinese Belt and
Road iniave as having successfully integrated the Mackinder-MahanSpykman theses of how to dominate the world.
Andrew Sheng, of the Asia Global Instute, summed up Bannon’s
views:
Sir Halford Mackinder was an inﬂuenal Brish geographer/historian
who argued in 1904 that ‘Whoever rules the Heartland (central Asia)
commands the World-Island (Eurasia); whoever rules the World-Island
commands the World.’ His American contemporary, Alfred Mahan was
a naval historian who shaped the U.S. strategy to dominate sea power,
extending the Brish marime empire logic of controlling the sea lanes,
choke points and canals by policing global trade. In contrast, Nicholas
John Spykman argued that the Rimland (the coastal lands encircling
Asia) is more important than the Heartland, thus: ‘Who controls the

Rimland rules EuroAsia; who rules EuroAsia controls the desnies of
the world.’
Bannon’s assessments reﬂect the Western world’s growing vigilance
against the CCP’s ambions contained in the OBOR project.
In fact, the CCP’s ambion is not limited to the scope of OBOR. The
iniave is not merely focused on obtaining the rights to land routes,
sea lanes, and major ports. The CCP wants to take advantage of
loopholes, wherever they may be around the world. Many countries in
Asia, Africa, and Lan America are newly independent states created by
decolonizaon. These regions experienced a power vacuum, inving
the CCP to gain footholds. The newly independent countries that once
comprised the Soviet Union and its Eastern European satellites had
weak sovereign control and were also easy pickings for the CCP regime.
Other turbulent countries, which Western investors tend to stay away
from, naturally fell into the CCP’s trap. Small countries, island countries,
and underdeveloped countries occupying strategic locaons are all in
the CCP’s crosshairs.
Even some states once ﬁrmly in the Western democrac camp have
dri:ed into the CCP’s orbit a:er suﬀering from weak economies and
high debt. Geopolically, the CCP is gradually surrounding the United
States by controlling the economy of other countries. The aim is to
have American inﬂuence marginalized and eventually removed from
those countries, by which me the CCP will have established a separate
world order centered on communist tyranny. This is not a new
approach. It has its roots in the old CCP strategy of occupying the

countryside to surround the cies, which led it to victory in the Chinese
Civil War.
b. The CCP’s Great-Periphery Strategy Aims to Exclude the US From the
Asia-Paciﬁc Region
What is the CCP’s so-called Great Periphery Diplomacy? Party think
tanks deﬁne it like this: “China neighbors fourteen countries along a
lengthy land border, and looks across the sea at six other neighboring
countries. Beyond that, to the east is the Asia-Paciﬁc region, and to the
west is Eurasia. That is, the radial extent of China’s extended
neighborhood covers two-thirds of internaonal polics, economy, and
security. Thus, the framework of periphery diplomacy is more than
mere regional strategy. … It is a true grand strategy.”
Australia Is the Weak Link of the Western World
In June 2017, Fairfax Media Limited and the Australian Broadcasng
Corporaon released the results of their ﬁve-month invesgaon, the
documentary Power and Inﬂuence: The Hard Edge of China’s So:
Power. The documentary raised concerns around the world by
describing the CCP’s widespread inﬁltraon and control over Australian
society. Six months later, Sam Dastyari, a member of the Australian
Labor Party, announced his resignaon from the Senate. Dastyari’s
resignaon followed accusaons that he had accepted money from
CCP-linked Chinese merchants for making statements in support of
Beijing regarding South China Sea territorial disputes. His statements
on this crical issue clashed with the views of his own party.

In September 2016, Australia’s SBS News published a news report
revealing polical donaons by a Chinese businessman intended to
inﬂuence Australia-China trade policies. Furthermore, in recent years,
Chinese state-run media outlets have signed contracts with Australian
media, allowing them to broadcast content provided by Chinese media
to Australian audiences.
In fact, as early as 2015, Australia allowed a Chinese company with
close es to the People’s Liberaon Army (PLA) to secure a ninety-nineyear lease over the Port of Darwin. The seaport occupies an important
military locaon for guarding against aAack from the north. Richard
Armitage, a former U.S. deputy secretary of state, said he was stunned
by the deal, and that the United States was concerned about the
development.
In 2017, a book called Silent Invasion: China’s Inﬂuence in Australia, by
author Clive Hamilton was rejected three mes by Australian publishers
due to fear of Chinese repercussions. Finally, following much
consideraon, the third publisher agreed to publish it. The censorship
elicited widespread concern among Australians about China’s inﬂuence
in their country.
Many more wonder why China has directed so much eﬀort to Australia.
What is the military strategic value of the CCP inﬁltrang Australia and
exerng control there?
In December 2017, the Naonal Endowment for Democracy (NED)
stated in its report Sharp Power: Rising Authoritarian Inﬂuence that the
Chinese Communist Party is inﬂuencing and changing Australian polics

and academia by means of bribery and inﬁltraon for the main
purpose of weakening the U.S.-Australia alliance.
In its 2017 Foreign Policy White Paper, the Australian government said:
“The United States has been the dominant power in our region
throughout Australia’s post-Second World War history. Today, China is
challenging America’s posion.” Dr. Malcolm Davis, senior analyst at
the Australian Strategic Policy Instute, said Beijing was trying to gain a
strategic advantage in the Australian region to achieve its ﬁnal goal of
ending Australia’s alliance with the United States.
Australia is the CCP regime’s tesng ground for so:-power operaons
in its strategy of periphery diplomacy. The CCP’s inﬁltraon of
Australia dates back to 2005, when Zhou Wenzhong, then deputy head
of the Ministry of Foreign Aﬀairs, arrived in Canberra and informed
senior oﬃcials at the Chinese Embassy of the CCP’s new diplomac
approach. He said that the ﬁrst goal of including Australia in China’s
greater periphery is to ensure that Australia will serve as a trustworthy
and stable supply base for China’s economic growth in the next twenty
years. The long-term goal is to pry apart the U.S.-Australia alliance. The
mission of those present at the meeng was to understand how the
CCP could broadly exert inﬂuence over Australia in the spheres of
economics, polics, and culture.
The CCP regime uses its economic strength to force Australia to make
concessions on a series of military issues and human rights aﬀairs. The
standard approach adopted by the CCP to coerce others into
cooperaon is to culvate personal relaonships via economic interests
and simultaneously create the implicit threat of blackmail.

A:er years of invesgaon, Clive Hamilton found that “Australia’s
major instuons — from our schools, colleges and professional
associaons to our media; from professions of mining, farming and
tourism to military assets of ports and electrical networks; from our
local parliaments and state governments to our Canberra pares — are
being inﬁltrated and transformed by a complicated control system
under the supervision of CCP.”
A:er the 2008 economic crisis, in pracce, Australia has proven willing
to serve as the CCP’s supply base due to the common belief that the
CCP rescued Australia from the recession. Hamilton says that the
reason the CCP’s inﬁltraon and inﬂuence can be so eﬀecve in
Australia is that Australians “have allowed it to happen right under our
noses, because we are blinded by the belief that only China can
guarantee our economic prosperity, and because we dare not stand up
against Beijing’s bullying.”
Despite awareness of the CCP’s inﬁltraon and inﬂuence on Western
society, and parcularly the CCP’s inﬁltraon and control of overseas
Chinese communies, most well-meaning Westerners naively imagined
inially that the main purpose of the Party’s strategies was “negave”
— that is, to silence the voices of crics and those with diﬀerent
polical opinions. However, Hamilton says that behind the “negave”
operaons are the CCP’s “posive” ambions: to use ethnic Chinese
immigrants to change the frame of Australian society, and to have
Westerners sympathize with the CCP so as to allow Beijing to build up
inﬂuence. In this way, Australia would be transformed into the CCP’s
helper in becoming an Asian, then global superpower.

Similarly, the CCP is extending its inﬁltraon and control from Australia
to New Zealand. Anne-Marie Brady, an expert in Chinese polics at the
University of Canterbury, released a report tled Magic Weapons,
which takes New Zealand as an example to illustrate how the CCP
extends its inﬁltraon and polical inﬂuence overseas. The report
reveals that several Chinese-born members of New Zealand’s
Parliament have close links with the CCP, and that many policians
have been bribed by massive polical donaons from rich Chinese
merchants and CCP united-front organizaons such as Chinese trade
associaons in New Zealand. Shortly a:er her report was published,
Dr. Brady’s college oﬃce was broken into. Before the break-in, she also
received an anonymous leAer threatening her with the words “You are
the next one.”
China is acvely roping in New Zealand’s local policians. For example,
members of New Zealand polical pares are lavished cordial
treatment on trips to China. Rered policians are oﬀered high-paying
posions in Chinese enterprises, as well as other beneﬁts to have them
follow the Party’s direcves.
The CCP Targets Paciﬁc Island Naons for Their Strategic Value
Despite their size, Paciﬁc island naons have the crical strategic value
of being able to serve as marime bases. Their total land area is just
53,000 square kilometers (20,463 square miles) compared with their
exclusive economic zones (EEZ) over ocean, which measure 19,000,000
square kilometers (7,335,941 square miles) — an area over six mes
the size of China’s EEZs. Developing greater es with Paciﬁc island

naons is a publicly acknowledged component of the CCP’s military
strategy.
Currently, spheres of inﬂuence in the Paciﬁc area are divided between
the United States, Japan, New Zealand, Australia, and France. To
develop its marime capabilies in the Paciﬁc Ocean, the CCP must ﬁrst
build good relaons with the island naons, then slowly push out the
U.S. presence.
John Henderson, a New Zealand professor, and Benjamin Reilly, a
professor in Australia, said that the CCP’s long-term goal in the South
Paciﬁc area is to take the place of America as the superpower there.
The CCP has invested immense amounts of money in Melanesia,
Micronesia, and Polynesia to assist these island naons in construcng
infrastructure. It has promoted local tourism, and made e-business
plaWorms available. It is outstripping American acvity in the area. Ben
Bohane, an Australian author, warned that America is losing inﬂuence
over the Paciﬁc Ocean to China.
Following the CCP’s large-scale ﬁnancial assistance and investment, the
arrogant behavior of its oﬃcials reﬂects the real mentality of the CCP
when it is strong and thinks highly of its abilies. It tries to treat the
people of other naons the way it treats the Chinese people under its
totalitarian control. The CCP’s goal is to demand obedience from
countries of inferior strength. Naturally, the CCP cannot be expected to
respect internaonal regulaons and protocol.
At the APEC summit held in late 2018 in Papua New Guinea, the rude
and uncivilized behavior of Chinese oﬃcials shocked the locals and

those in aAendance. Chinese oﬃcials bluntly stopped journalists
(including those of Papua New Guinea) from interviewing aAendees at
a forum held between Chinese leader Xi Jinping and leaders of the
Paciﬁc island naons. Instead, they demanded that all journalists refer
to the Xinhua news release.
To prevent statements condemning the CCP regime’s unfair trade
behavior from being wriAen into a joint communique, Chinese oﬃcials
demanded to meet the Papua New Guinea foreign minister. Since a
private meeng with Chinese oﬃcials would aﬀect his imparal stance,
he turned down the request. Third, Chinese oﬃcials resorted to yelling
and shoung at the summit when they accused other countries of
ploTng a scheme against China. One high-ranking U.S. oﬃcial
described the CCP oﬃcials’ behavior at APEC as “tantrum diplomacy.”
Debt Traps Enable the CCP to Seize Control Over Central
Asia’s Resources
Following the dissoluon of the Soviet Union, the CCP has taken great
eﬀorts to develop and cement its relaonship with Central Asian
countries, like Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and
Uzbekistan. The goal of the CCP’s strategy in Central Asia can be viewed
from several angles: For one, Central Asia is an unavoidable land route
in China’s westward expansion. Further, when China constructs
infrastructure to transport goods in and out of China, it can also expand
its commercial interests in Central Asia. Secondly, China aims to seize
the natural resources, including coal, oil, gas, and precious metals that
are abundantly found in these countries. Thirdly, by controlling Central

Asian countries that are geographically and culturally close to Xinjiang,
China can ghten its control over ethnic minories in Xinjiang.
Though the CCP has not announced its desire to dominate Central Asia,
it has eﬀecvely taken up the most inﬂuenal role in this region. The
Internaonal Crisis Group, a Brussels-based think tank, released a
report in 2013 saying that China has been rapidly growing into an
economically dominant power in this region by taking advantage of
social unrest in Central Asia. Beijing sees Central Asia as a supply base
of raw materials and resources and as a market for its low-priced, lowquality products. Meanwhile, the CCP has also poured millions of U.S.
dollars into investment and aid in Central Asia in the name of
maintaining stability in Xinjiang.
A huge network of highways, railways, airways, communicaon, and oil
pipelines has closely connected China with Central Asia. The China
Road and Bridge Corporaon (CRBC) and its contractors have been
responsible for the construcon of highways, railways, and electricity
transmission lines in Central Asia. They pave roads on some of the most
dangerous and complex terrain and construct new roads to transport
China’s goods to Europe and the Middle East, as well as to ports in
Pakistan and Iran. In the two decades between 1992 and 2012, of
diplomac relaons between China and the ﬁve Central Asian
countries, the total volume of trade between China and Central Asia
grew one-hundredfold.
In Central Asia, the CCP has promoted investments in large state-run,
credit-ﬁnanced infrastructure projects. Some scholars have realized
that such investments would form the basis of a new internaonal

order in which China would play a dominant role. Seen from this
perspecve, Central Asia, like Australia, is another tesng ground for
the CCP’s conceptual revoluon in diplomac strategy.
Beijing tends to support the corrupt authoritarian leaders of the
Central Asian countries, and its opaque investment projects are
considered beneﬁcial primarily for the local social elites. The
Internaonal Crisis Group’s report noted that each of the Central Asian
governments is weak, corrupt, and fraught with social and economic
unrest. The large infrastructure projects promoted by Beijing are not
only linked to massive loans, but also involve oﬃcial approvals and
permits, which are based on vested interests. This gives rise to and
worsens the corrupon in these regimes.
In Uzbekistan, Islam Karimov, the former ﬁrst secretary of the
Communist Party of the Uzbek Soviet Socialist Republic in the USSR,
served as the country’s president from the me of independence in
1991 to his death in 2016. A:er the fall of the Soviet Union, Uzbekistan
was under Karimov’s authoritarian rule for another quarter century. In
2005, government forces clashed with protesters in the eastern city of
Andijan, resulng in hundreds of deaths. The CCP placed itself as a ﬁrm
supporter of Karimov, rendering ﬁrm support as usual to Uzbekistan
and other countries in this region in their eﬀorts to safeguard the
status quo.
The fragile economic structures of Central Asian countries, in
combinaon with massive infrastructure loans from China, leave these
countries especially prone to falling into China’s debt trap.
Turkmenistan is suﬀering from a severe economic crisis, with an annual

inﬂaon rate of over 300 percent, unemployment esmated at over 50
percent, severe food shortages, and rampant corrupon. Now China is
the only customer of Turkmen gas, and also the largest creditor of its
foreign debt, which stands at US$9 billion (esmated at 30 percent of
GDP in 2018). It’s possible that Turkmenistan had no choice but to give
its natural gas ﬁelds to China to pay oﬀ its debt. This country has put
its economic arteries in Beijing’s hands.
Tajikistan borrowed more than US$300 million from China to build a
power plant. Unable to pay its debt, the country transferred ownership
of a gold mine to China in order to pay oﬀ the liabilies.
The Kyrgyz economy is also in danger, as large-scale infrastructure
projects carried out by the CCP there also caused it to fall into the debt
trap. The country is likely to give part of its natural resources to pay
debt. Kyrgyzstan also cooperated with Chinese communicaons
companies Huawei and ZTE to build digital communicaon tools in
order to ghten governmental control over people, while also leaving
China a backdoor to extend its surveillance into these countries.
Beijing took advantage of the power vacuum in the a:ermath of the
dissoluon of the Soviet Union to enter the Kazakh energy sector. The
Kazakh economy depends on producon of crude oil, and oil revenue
in U.S. dollars is used to buy cheap Chinese products. Apart from oil
drilling, this naon’s industrial foundaon is fragile. With the ﬂow of
cheap Chinese products into its market, the Kazakh manufacturing
industry collapsed.

Another move for the CCP’s expansion in Central Asia is to crack down
on Uyghur dissidents living in Central Asia. The Shanghai Cooperaon
Organizaon (SCO) Charter signed by the China-led SCO allows suspects
to be extradited to member countries. A member country can even
send their own oﬃcials to another member country to conduct an
invesgaon. In this way, the CCP extends its suppression of Uyghurs
abroad and arrests Uyghur dissents who have taken refuge in other
countries.
The CCP Uses Pivotal States to Secure Strategic Resources
Implementaon of the Communist Party’s peripheral strategy involved
ﬁrst creang pivotal states, which are then used as a base for achieving
strategic goals in the enre region. According to the Party’s think tanks,
pivotal states are countries that have considerable regional power that
Beijing has the capability and resources to guide; they have no direct
conﬂicts with the CCP in terms of strategic interests, and don’t share
close interests with the United States. In addion to the
aforemenoned Australia, Kazakhstan, and others, examples of pivotal
countries for the Chinese regime include Iran in the Middle East and
Myanmar.
In the Middle East, Iran receives the greatest Chinese investment. Iran
is an important oil producer in the region and has been in ideological
opposion to the West since the late 1970s, making it a natural
economic and military partner for the CCP. Beijing has maintained
close economic and military relaons with Iran since the 1980s.

In 1991, the Internaonal Atomic Energy Agency discovered that the
CCP had exported uranium to Iran and that China and Iran had signed a
secret nuclear agreement in 1990. In 2002, when Iran’s uranium
enrichment project was revealed, Western oil companies withdrew
from the country, giving the CCP an opportunity to capitalize on the
situaon and culvate closer relaons with Iran.
Bilateral trade volume between the CCP and Iran grew exponenally
between 1992 and 2011, increasing by more than one hundred mes in
seventeen years, although there was signiﬁcant slowdown due to
pressure caused by internaonal sancons on the Iranian regime. Due
to the CCP’s assistance, Iran was able to weather the internaonal
isolaon imposed on it and develop a broad arsenal of short- to
medium-range ballisc missiles, as well as an-ship cruise missiles. The
Chinese also provided it with sea mines and fast aAack cra:, and
helped Iran establish a covert chemical weapons project.
Another pivotal state favored by the CCP regime is Myanmar, its
neighboring country in South Asia. Myanmar has a long coastline,
which provides strategic access to the Indian Ocean. The CCP regards
the opening of a China-Myanmar channel as a strategic step to
minimizing reliance on the Strait of Malacca. The Burmese military
government’s poor human rights record has caused it to be isolated by
the internaonal community. The 1988 democracy movement in
Myanmar was ulmately crushed with military force. The following
year, in Beijing, PLA tanks opened ﬁre on pro-democracy
demonstrators in Tiananmen Square.

The two authoritarian governments, both condemned by the
internaonal community, found a degree of solace in their diplomac
company and have since enjoyed close relaons. In October 1989,
Myanmar’s Than Shwe visited China, and the two sides signed a US$1.4
billion arms deal. In the 1990s, there were again many arms deals
between the two sides. Equipment the CCP has sold to Myanmar
include ﬁghter planes, patrol ships, tanks and armored personnel
carriers, an-aircra: guns, and rockets. The CCP’s military, polical,
and economic support thus became the Burmese military junta’s
lifeline in its struggle for connued survival.
In 2013, the Chinese invested US$5 billion into the China-Myanmar
crude oil and gas pipeline, said to be China’s fourth-largest strategic oiland-gas import conduit. Although it met with strong popular
opposion, in 2017, it went into operaon with the backing of the CCP.
Similar investments include the Myitsone Dam (currently placed on
hold due to local opposion) and the Letpadaung Copper Mine. In
2017, bilateral trade between China and Myanmar totaled $US13.54
billion. The CCP is currently planning to create a China-Myanmar
economic corridor with 70 percent of the share held by the Chinese
side. This includes a deep-water port for trade access to the Indian
Ocean, and the Kyaukpyu Special Economic Zone industrial park.
c. Divide and Conquer in Europe Serves to Create a Split With the
United States
In the Cold War, Europe was at the center of the confrontaon
between the free world and the communist camp. America and
Western European naons maintained a close alliance via the North

Atlanc Treaty Organizaon. A:er the end of the Cold War, Europe
began to decline in terms of economic and polical importance.
In order to drive a wedge between Europe and United States, the CCP
adopted a strategy of dividing and conquering the European countries
by adapng to local condions to gradually penetrate and develop
inﬂuence in Europe. In recent years, the diﬀerences between Europe
and the United States on many major issues have become increasingly
apparent. The CCP’s acvies have had a hand in this.
A:er the 2008 ﬁnancial crisis, the CCP exploited the fact that weaker
European economies were in urgent need of foreign investment. The
CCP injected large sums of money into these countries in exchange for
compromises on issues such as internaonal law and human rights. The
CCP used this method to create and expand the cracks between
European countries, and reaped the beneﬁts. Countries targeted by the
CCP include Greece, Spain, Portugal, and Hungary.
A:er the sovereign debt crisis in Greece, the CCP invested heavily
there, exchanging money for polical inﬂuence, and using Greece as an
opening for building more inﬂuence in Europe. Within a few years, the
CCP obtained a thirty-ﬁve-year concession for the second and third
container terminals of Piraeus Port, Greece’s largest port, and took
over the main transshipment hub at the port.
In May 2017, China and Greece signed a three-year acon plan
covering railways, ports, airport network construcon, power-energy
networks, and power-plant investments. The CCP’s investment has
already seen polical returns. A:er 2016, Greece, a member of the

European Union, has repeatedly opposed EU proposals that would
cricize the Chinese regime’s policies and human rights record. Many
potenal EU statements to this eﬀect did not materialize. In August
2017, commentary by The New York Times said, “Greece has embraced
the advances of China, its most ardent and geopolically ambious
suitor.”
In 2012, the CCP regime launched a cooperaon framework with
sixteen countries in Central and Eastern Europe called “16+1.” Hungary
was the ﬁrst country to join the 16+1 iniave and the ﬁrst European
country to sign a One Belt One Road agreement with China. In 2017,
bilateral trade volume between China and Hungary exceeded US$10
billion. Like Greece, Hungary has repeatedly opposed EU cricism of
the CCP’s human rights abuses. The president of the Czech Republic
hired a wealthy Chinese businessman to be his personal adviser and
has kept his distance from the Dalai Lama.
Among the sixteen countries included in the framework, eleven are EU
countries, and ﬁve are non-EU countries. The CCP has ulteriorly
proposed a new model of regional cooperaon, with the intent to
divide the European Union being obvious. Addionally, among the
sixteen countries, many are former socialist countries. These countries
all have a history of communist rule, and have preserved many
ideological and organizaonal traces of those regimes. To some extent,
conforming to the CCP’s demands comes naturally to them.
There are many small countries in Europe, and it is diﬃcult for any one
country to compete with the CCP. The CCP has used this to handle each
government individually, inmidang them into staying silent on

China’s human rights abuses and pernicious foreign policy. The most
typical example is Norway. In 2010, the Norwegian Nobel Prize
CommiAee awarded the Peace Prize to an incarcerated Chinese
dissident. The CCP quickly took revenge by seTng up various obstacles
to prevent Norway from exporng salmon to China, as well as causing
other diﬃcules. Six years later, relaons between the two countries
were “normalized,” but Norway has remained silent on human rights
issues in China.
The tradional Western European powers have also felt the growing
inﬂuence of the CCP. The CCP’s direct investment in Germany has
grown substanally since 2010. In 2016 and 2017, China was
Germany’s largest trading partner. In 2016, ﬁ:y-six German companies
were acquired by mainland Chinese and Hong Kong investors, with
investment reaching a high of 11 billion euros. These mergers and
acquisions allowed Chinese companies to quickly enter the market
and acquire advanced Western technology, brands, and other assets.
The Hoover Instuon of the United States, in a 2018 report, has
labeled this the CCP’s “weaponizaon” investment.
The industrial city of Duisburg in western Germany has become the
European transit point for OBOR. Every week, thirty trains ﬁlled with
Chinese goods come to the city, where they are then transported
separately to other countries. The mayor of Duisburg has said that
Duisburg is Germany’s “China City.”
In dealing with France, the CCP has long used a strategy of “transacon
diplomacy.” For example, when Jiang Zemin, then-CCP regime head,
visited France in 1999, he provided a large sale worth 15 billion francs

by purchasing nearly thirty Airbus aircra:, leading to the French
government’s support for China’s admission into the WTO. Following
the Tiananmen Square massacre, France became the ﬁrst Western
country to establish a comprehensive strategic partnership with China.
The French president at the me was the ﬁrst in the West to oppose
cricism of China at the Geneva Human Rights Conference, the ﬁrst to
advocate strongly for the li:ing of the EU arms embargo on China, and
the ﬁrst head of a Western government who praised the CCP. In
addion, the CCP established large-scale Chinese Culture Weeks in
France at an early stage of its expansionary acvity as a means of
promong communist ideology under the guise of culture.
The United Kingdom, a tradional European power for much of history
and an important ally of the United States, is also one of the CCP’s
most prized targets. On September 15, 2016, the Brish government
oﬃcially approved the start of the Hinkley Point C unit nuclear power
project, a joint venture between China and a French consorum.
Hinkley Point C nuclear power staon is a nuclear power plant in
Somerset, in southwest England, with an installed capacity of 3,200
megawaAs.
The project was severely cricized by experts, including engineers,
physicists, environmentalists, China experts, and business analysts,
who especially referred to the huge hidden dangers to Brish naonal
security. Nick Timothy, the ex-chief of staﬀ to Theresa May, pointed out
that security experts — reportedly inside as well as outside
government — “are worried that Chinese people can use their role to
build weaknesses in the computer system, which will enable them to
shut down Brish energy producon at will.” The Brish Guardian calls

this “the ‘dreadful deal’ behind the world’s most expensive power
plant.”
As in other parts of the world, the methods the Chinese regime uses to
expand its inﬂuence in Europe are pervasive and legion. They include
acquiring European high-tech companies, controlling the shares of
important ports, bribing rered policians to praise the CCP’s plaWorm,
coaxing sinologists to sing the praises of the CCP, penetrang
universies, think tanks, and research instutes, and so on. The
English-language edion of the CCP-controlled China Daily has a
monthly page insert in the long-established Brish newspaper The
Daily Telegraph; the inserts carry arcles beaufying the Chinese
regime. Beijing pays The Daily Telegraph up to 750,000 pounds a year
for the inserts.
The CCP’s acvies in Europe have caused great misgivings among
researchers. The European Instute of Public Policy (GPPI), a leading
think tank in Europe, published a research report in 2018 exposing the
CCP’s inﬁltraon acvies in Europe:
China commands a comprehensive and ﬂexible inﬂuencing toolset,
ranging from the overt to the covert, primarily deployed across three
arenas: polical and economic elites, media and public opinion, and
civil society and academia. In expanding its polical inﬂuence, China
takes advantage of the one-sided openness of Europe. Europe’s gates
are wide open whereas China seeks to ghtly restrict access of foreign
ideas, actors and capital.

The eﬀects of this asymmetric polical relaonship are beginning to
show within Europe. European states increasingly tend to adjust their
policies in ﬁts of ‘preempve obedience’ to curry favor with the
Chinese side. Polical elites within the European Union (EU) and in the
European neighborhood have started to embrace Chinese rhetoric and
interests, including where they contradict naonal and/or European
interests. EU unity has suﬀered from Chinese divide and rule taccs,
especially where the protecon and projecon of liberal values and
human rights are concerned. Beijing also beneﬁts from the ‘services’ of
willing enablers among European polical and professional classes who
are happy to promote Chinese values and interests. Rather than only
China trying to acvely build up polical capital, there is also much
inﬂuence courng on the part of those polical elites in EU member
states who seek to aAract Chinese money or to aAain greater
recognion on the global plane.
In addion to polical, economic, and cultural inﬁltraon in Europe, the
CCP has also engaged in various forms of espionage. On October 22,
2018, the French Le Figaro carried the headline “The revelaons of Le
Figaro on the Chinese spy program that targets France.” Through an
exclusive series of special reports, Le Figaro revealed the CCP’s various
espionage acvies in France. This included how business socialnetworking websites, especially LinkedIn, were used to recruit French
people to provide informaon to the CCP for the purpose of inﬁltrang
France’s polical, economic, and strategic realms, and for gaining
extensive insider understanding in speciﬁc situaons. The report also
said that such cases are only the p of the iceberg of the CCP’s
espionage operaons in France. The CCP’s purpose is the large-scale
plunder of sensive informaon regarding the French state and its

economic assets. Similar espionage acvies have also taken place in
Germany.
d. The CCP Exports the ‘Chinese Model’ to Colonize Africa
A:er World War II, Africa underwent decolonizaon, and many African
countries gained independence. As technology and capital were
transferred from the West to China, Africa gradually lost the aAenon
of the West. Strengthened by the West, the Chinese Communist Party
steadily encroached on Africa. The forces of the CCP started replacing
what the Western sovereign powers had set up in Africa and inﬁltrated
its polics, economy, and society. On one hand, the CCP has wooed
African states under the banner of aiding those countries’
development, creang a united front against the United States and
other free countries in the United Naons. On the other hand, through
economic bribery and military aid, the CCP has relentlessly
manipulated African governments and opposion groups, controlling
the aﬀairs of African countries while imposing the Chinese model and
its values on them.
From 2001 to 2010, the CCP-controlled Export-Import Bank of China
supplied US$62.7 billion dollars in loans to African countries. The
interest rates on these loans were relavely low and superﬁcially do
not appear to come with polical condions, but because these loans
use natural resources as collateral, the CCP has obtained the eﬀecve
rights to extract massive amounts of resources.
In 2003, the loan provided by the Export-Import Bank of China to
Angola used crude oil as collateral in what is called the “Angola

Model.” The following situaon developed: “There are Chinese to drill
the oil and then pump it into the Chinese pipeline guarded by Chinese
strongmen on its way to a port built by the Chinese, where it is loaded
onto Chinese tankers headed for China. Chinese to arm a government
commiTng crimes against humanity; and Chinese to protect that
government and sck up for it in the UN security council.”
In 2016, China became Africa’s biggest trading partner and foreign
direct investor. In Africa, the CCP’s management model has been
roundly cricized for its many ills: low wages, poor working condions,
shoddy products, “tofu-dreg engineering,” environmental polluon,
bribery of government oﬃcials, and other corrupt pracces. China’s
mining operaons in Africa also frequently met with protests from the
local people.
Michael Sata, former president of Zambia, said during his presidenal
campaign in 2007: “We want the Chinese to leave and the old colonial
rulers to return. They exploited our natural resources too, but at least
they took good care of us. They built schools, taught us their language
and brought us the Brish civilisaon. At least Western capitalism has a
human face; the Chinese are only out to exploit us.” In Zambia,
Chinese inﬂuence can be seen everywhere. Sata was faced with no
choice but to make deals with the CCP. Once he gained power, he
immediately met with China’s ambassador, and in 2013 visited China.
Sudan was one of the earliest bases that the CCP established in Africa,
and over the past twenty years, the CCP’s investment in Sudan has
grown exponenally. Apart from its abundant oil reserves, Sudan’s
strategic locaon at the Red Sea was also vital to the CCP’s plans. In

the 1990s, when Sudan was isolated by the internaonal community
because of its support for terrorism and radical Islam, the CCP took
advantage and rapidly became Sudan’s largest trading partner,
purchasing most of the oil exported by Sudan. The investment by the
CCP helped Bashir’s totalitarian regime survive and develop despite
being contained by the West. The CCP’s military even exported
weapons to Sudan during this period, indirectly facilitang the Darfur
genocide in Sudan at the beginning of this century.
In the internaonal community, the CCP played a two-faced role: While
China sent out a peacekeeping team to the U.N. to mediate the conﬂict
in Sudan, Beijing also openly invited the Sudanese president, a criminal
wanted by the Internaonal Criminal Court for crimes against
humanity, to visit China, and declared that no maAer how the world
changed, no maAer what the situaon was in Sudan, that China would
always be Sudan’s friend.
The CCP spares few eﬀorts in wooing developing naons. The Forum
on China-Africa Cooperaon was established in 2000 and ﬁrst held in
Beijing. In the subsequent forums that were held during key years, the
leaders of the CCP threw money at Africa. In 2000, during the inaugural
meeng, Jiang Zemin announced debt relief of 10 billion yuan for the
poor countries in Africa. In 2006, when Beijing was again the host
country of the summit, the CCP not only announced the relief of debt
as of the end of 2005 for poor African countries it had diplomac
relaons with , but also sent over US$10 billion in funding, credit,
scholarships, and various aid projects.

In 2015, during the summit in Johannesburg, South Africa, the CCP
announced that it would provide capital of US$60 billion to work with
African countries to carry out the ten major cooperaon plans. On
August 28, 2018, the CCP’s vice minister of Commerce noted that “97
percent of products from thirty-three of the least-developed African
countries have zero tariﬀs.” On Sept. 3, 2018, during the China-Africa
Cooperaon Forum held in Beijing, the CCP again pledged that it would
provide Africa with US$60 billion of no-strings-aAached aid, interestfree loans, and project-speciﬁc capital and investment. At the same
me, the CCP promised that for African countries with diplomac
relaons with the CCP, it would cancel their inter-government debts
that matured at the end of 2018.
A:er several decades of painstaking eﬀort, through commerce and
trade, the CCP gained control over Africa’s economy. By using
economic incenves, it has bought oﬀ many African governments, such
that they follow Beijing’s every instrucon. The outside world has
noced how the CCP regime is aAempng to conquer Africa, and how
it is using Africa as the stage for promong and advocang the Party’s
model. A scholar in the Chinese regime establishment declared:
“China’s progress over the past forty years has proven that it doesn’t
need to do what the West did to achieve success. History has not
ended yet. The impact of this on Africa is beyond what you can
imagine.”
Following China, the former prime minister of Ethiopia, Meles Zanawi,
established a Five-Year Plan for Ethiopia. The organizaon and structure
of the ruling party, the Ethiopian People’s Revoluonary Democrac
Front (EPRDF), also bore a striking resemblance to the CCP regime. An

anonymous source within the Chinese Foreign Ministry said that many
high-level oﬃcials in the EPRDP had gone to China to study and
undergo training, and that the children of many important oﬃcials also
went to China for their educaon. It was even more apparent at the
ministerial level, where virtually every oﬃcial was reading The Selected
Wrings of Mao Zedong.
In March 2013, at the BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India, China, South Africa)
summit, the Ethiopian prime minister stated that China was both a
trading partner and a development model for Ethiopia. Today, Ethiopia
is called Africa’s “New China.” Its internet monitoring and censorship,
the totalitarian nature of its government, its media control, and the like
are all cast in the same mold as China’s.
Ethiopia is not the only example. In 2018, the Internaonal Department
of the Central CommiAee of the CCP held the fourth China-Africa Young
Leaders Forum and the second China-Lan America Polical Pares
Forum in Shenzhen, Guangdong. The training was targeted at leaders
and government oﬃcials.
Yun Sun, co-director of the China Program at the Washington-based
Smson Center, said that this kind of polical training was to export the
Chinese model to developing countries. She said:
They organized this kind of polical training with three objecves in
mind. First, that the CCP’s regime is legimate — it is aAempng to tell
the world how the CCP has successfully managed China and how this
success could be replicated for developing countries. Second, the CCP
seeks to promote the experience China had in its development, during

the so-called “exchange of ideas on how to govern the country.”
Although the CCP is not explicitly “exporng revoluon,” it is certainly
exporng its ideological approach. The third objecve is to strengthen
exchanges between China and Africa.
e. Advancing Into Lan America Encroaches on America’s Backyard
Being geographically close to the United States, Lan America has
historically been within America’s sphere of inﬂuence. Although there
were a number of socialist regimes that appeared in Lan America
when the de of communism swept over the world during the midtweneth century, external inﬂuences never posed a threat to America.
A:er the collapse of the Soviet Union, the CCP began to target Lan
America. Under the banner of “South to South cooperaon,” it started
engaging in an all-of-society inﬁltraon of the region, penetrang into
areas like economy, trade, military, diplomacy, culture, and the like.
The governments of many Lan American countries, like Venezuela,
Cuba, Ecuador, and Bolivia, were already hosle toward America, and
the CCP made full use of this when it extended its tentacles across the
ocean, further aggravang the tensions these naons had with America
and heightening their an-American stance.
On one hand, this would weaken the advantage the United States had
in the region. On the other hand, the CCP could freely operate in
America’s backyard, support the socialist regimes in Lan America, and
thus lay the groundwork for long-term confrontaon with the United
States. It is no exaggeraon to say that the CCP’s inﬁltraon and

inﬂuence in Lan America have far exceeded what the Soviet Union
had achieved in the past.
First, the CCP used foreign trade and investment to expand its inﬂuence
in Lan America. According to a report from the Brookings Instuon, a
U.S.-based think tank, in 2000, China’s trade with Lan America was
only US$12 billion, but by 2013, it had ballooned to US$260 billion, an
increase of more than twenty mes. Prior to 2008, China’s loan
commitments didn’t exceed US$1 billion, but in 2010, it had increased
to US$37 billion. From 2005 to 2016, China pledged to loan US$141
billion to Lan American countries. Today, the loans from China have
exceeded those from the World Bank and the Inter-American
Development Bank combined. The CCP has also promised that it would
provide Lan America with US$250 billion of direct investment by 2025
and that bilateral trade between China and Lan America would reach
US$500 billion. Lan America is currently China’s second-largest
investment target, directly a:er Asia.
For many South American countries, China has dominated foreign
trade. The three biggest economies in Lan America — Brazil, Chile,
and Peru — have China as their top trading partner. China is the
second-largest for Argenna, Costa Rica, and Cuba. With highway
construcon in Ecuador, port projects in Panama, and a planned ﬁberopc cable running from Chile to China, China’s inﬂuence throughout
Lan America is evident.
All the while, the CCP has deployed its state companies to turn Lan
America into its resource base, with examples being Baosteel’s vast
investment in Brazil, and the control Shougang has over the iron mines

in Peru. The CCP has also shown great interest in Ecuador’s oil and
Venezuela’s fuel oil and gold mines.
The CCP also invests heavily in Lan American infrastructure. In
Argenna, the CCP has promised to invest US$25 million in ports that
transport food, and to invest US$250 million in highways linking
Argenna to Chile.
In the military domain, the CCP has been stepping up its inﬁltraon of
Lan America in both scope and depth. A researcher from the U.S.China Economic and Security Review Commission, Jordan Wilson,
found that the CCP has progressed from low-level military sales before
2000 to high-end military sales, reaching US$100 million in exports by
2010. Especially a:er 2004, military exports from the CCP to Lan
America have been increasing substanally. The recipients of these
arms sales were all an-U.S. regimes, such as Venezuela. At the same
me, there has also been an increase in military engagement such as
educaon and training exchanges and joint military exercises.
At the China-Argenna bilateral summit held in Beijing in 2015, if the
agreements between both countries were ﬁnalized, they would mark a
new phase of military cooperaon between the two countries. This
included the joint producon of advanced, high-end products,
including the establishment of the CCP’s ﬁrst space-tracking and
control staon in the southern hemisphere within the borders of
Argenna. It also included the sale of Chinese-made ﬁghter aircra: to
Argenna, with the total value amounng to between US$500 million
and US$1 billion, exceeding the CCP’s total arms exports of US$130
million in 2014 across the Lan American region.

The CCP is rapidly developing es with Lan America across diplomac,
economic, cultural, and military dimensions. In 2015, new
requirements outlined in a defense white paper by the CCP “speciﬁcally
assign the PLA [the People’s Liberaon Army, the CCP’s military] to
‘acvely parcipate in both regional and internaonal security
cooperaon and eﬀecvely secure China’s overseas interests.'”
On the diplomac front, due to the CCP’s incenves and threats,
Panama, Dominica, and El Salvador have chosen to sever diplomac
es with the Republic of China (Taiwan) and instead embrace the
communist People’s Republic of China. In June 2017, Panama
announced that it had established relaons with the PRC and ceased
diplomac relaons with Taiwan, which had lasted over a century.
Three years ago, the CCP started acvely planning to invest in Panama’s
infrastructure, such as ports, railways, and highways, with the total
amount of investment reaching TWD$760 billion (about US$24 billion).
China has already acquired control over both ends of the Panama
Canal, which is of great internaonal strategic importance.
The CCP has also invested close to US$30 billion in El Salvador’s La
Union port. In July 2018, the U.S. Ambassador to El Salvador, Jean
Manes, warned in El Salvador’s El Diario De Hoy (Newspaper of Today)
that Chinese investment in La Union had a military objecve and
deserved close aAenon.
On the cultural front, the CCP has established thirty-nine Confucius
Instutes and eleven Confucius Classrooms in Lan America and the
Caribbean, with total enrollment exceeding 50,000. Confucius
Instutes have been idenﬁed as instuons used by the CCP for

spying, as well as transmiTng Party culture and the ideology of the CCP
under the guise of tradional Chinese culture.
The expansion and inﬁltraon of the CCP regime in Lan America is a
serious threat to the United States. By using access to the Chinese
market, dependence on economic investment and military aid to sway
the policies of Lan American governments, China is able to pull them
into its own sphere of inﬂuence and pit them against the United States.
The canals, ports, railways, and communicaons facilies the CCP
builds are all important tools that will be used in the future for
expanding and establishing its global hegemony.
f. Communist China Flaunts Its Military Ambions
At the 2018 Zhuhai Airshow in China, the debut of the CH-7 Rainbow
drone caught the aAenon of military experts. The Rainbow series
signiﬁes that China has caught up in the technology for developing
armed drones. A large number of CH-4 Rainbows have taken over the
military markets of Jordan, Iraq, Turkmenistan, and Pakistan, countries
that were restricted from purchasing armed drones from the United
States. The latest CH-7 Rainbow, in some ways, is as well-equipped as
X-47B, the best the United States has to oﬀer. An observer noced that
the latest CH-7 was revealed at the 2018 Airshow in China before it was
tested by the PLA. The video played at the airshow simulated the
drones combang the enemy, which was clearly the U.S. military. All of
these moves clearly show China’s ambion to challenge the U.S.
hegemony.

In recent years, as China’s military power became more developed, its
ambion couldn’t stay unnoced. Chinese vessels followed and
harassed a U.S. surveillance ship (USNS Impeccable) in the South China
Sea while it was conducng roune operaons in internaonal waters .
A similar incident took place later in Yellow Sea internaonal waters.
The Chinese vessels repeatedly came close to the USNS Victorious.
They came within 30 yards of the U.S. ship, forcing it to make a
dangerous sudden stop. The most recent incident happened in
September 2018, when a Chinese warship conducted aggressive
maneuvers warning the USS Decatur to depart the area. The Chinese
ship approached within 45 yards of the bow of the American vessel,
forcing the Decatur to maneuver to prevent a collision.
The CCP regime revealed its military ambions long ago. Its strategy is
to move from being a land power to being a marime superpower and
eventually establishing hegemony on both land and sea. In 1980,
Beijing’s strategy was to perform acve defense, and its focus was
mainly on defending its own borders. At the me, its main adversary
was the Soviet Army. In 2013, Beijing’s frontline defense turned into
acve oﬀense for the purpose of expanding its frontline. It proposed
“strategic oﬀense as an important type of acve defense.”
In 2015, a Chinese military theorist and author of Unrestricted Warfare:
China’s Master Plan to Destroy America made the following
statements: “One Belt One Road policy requires the army to have
expedionary ability.” “The Chinese land forces must take a ﬂying leap
and revoluonize itself.” “The naonal interests that come with One
Belt One Road are an enormous incenve for the Chinese army to

reform.” All this fuels Beijing’s aim to become a land-based
superpower.
The U.S. Department of Defense said in its Annual Report to Congress
in 2018:
China’s marime emphasis and aAenon to missions guarding its
overseas interests have increasingly propelled the PLA beyond China’s
borders and its immediate periphery. The PLAN’s [the Chinese navy]
evolving focus — from “oﬀshore waters defense” to a mix of “oﬀshore
waters defense” and “open seas protecon” — reﬂects the high
command’s expanding interest in a wider operaonal reach. China’s
military strategy and ongoing PLA reform reﬂect the abandonment of
its historically land-centric mentality. Similarly, doctrinal references to
“forward edge defense” that would move potenal conﬂicts far from
China’s territory suggest PLA strategists envision an increasingly global
role.
China’s goal is to ﬁrst break through the boundaries of the ﬁrst island
chain and head to the open waters of the Paciﬁc and Indian oceans.
The ﬁrst island chain stretches from the Kuril Islands in the north to the
islands of Taiwan and Borneo in the south. The chain surrounds the
Yellow Sea, the East China Sea, and the western Paciﬁc Ocean.
The purpose of China’s expansion in the South China Sea was to break
through the ﬁrst island chain. China built islands and militarized reef
islets in the South China Sea. It equipped them with airports, shorebased aircra:, and missiles. Currently three strategically important
islets in the South China Sea, namely Fiery Cross Reef, Subi Reef, and

Mischief Reef, have been forﬁed with an-ship cruise missiles,
surface-to-air missiles, and airﬁelds. The islands have essenally
formed staonary aircra: carriers that can be used in the event of
military conﬂict. At the strategic level, the Chinese navy is capable of
breaking through the boundaries of the ﬁrst island chain and has the
capability to ﬁght in the open ocean.
Steve Bannon, former White House chief strategist, said on several
occasions that the United States is headed for military conﬂict with
China. “We’re going to war in the South China Sea in ﬁve to ten years,”
he said in March 2016. “There’s no doubt about that.”
Lawrence Sellin, former American colonel and military commentator,
believes that “China is now aAempng to extend its internaonal
inﬂuence beyond the South China Sea by linking to a similar framework
for dominance in the northern Indian Ocean. If permiAed to complete
the link, China could be in an unassailable posion to exert authority
over roughly one-half of the global GDP.”
The dominance of the South China Sea isn’t an issue of territory, but of
global strategy. Each year, close to US$5 trillion in merchandise moves
through the South China Sea. For China, its Marime Silk Road begins
with the South China Sea, and an esmated 80 percent of its oil
imports are projected to travel via the region. Peacekeeping in the
South China Sea following World War II fell to the United States and its
allies. This poses a big threat to the Chinese regime, which is preparing
to go to war with the United States and deems the South China Sea a
key area for its economic growth and military expansion.

Taylor Fravel, the Arthur and Ruth Sloan Professor of Polical Science at
the MassachuseAs Instute of Technology (MIT), pointed out an
interesng fact a:er ﬁguring out how China has solved it territorial
disputes in history. Since 1949, China has engaged in twenty-three
territorial disputes with its neighbors. It seAled seventeen of these
disputes. In ﬁ:een of these seAlements, Beijing oﬀered substanal
compromises on the allocaon of disputed territory. But when it comes
to issues in the South China Sea, since the 1950s, even when the
Chinese navy was militarily insigniﬁcant, it has taken an
uncompromising approach and has claimed indisputable sovereignty
over the region. China has never used such absolute language to other
land disputes.
Apparently, “ﬁghng every inch” isn’t how China solves its border
conﬂicts. Professor M. Taylor Fravel listed several reasons for China’s
strong stand on South China Sea (SCS) issues. “China views oﬀshore
islands such as the Spratlys as strategic. From these islands, China can
claim jurisdicon over adjacent waters that might contain signiﬁcant
natural resources and even jurisdicon over some acvies of foreign
naval vessels,” he said. “South China Sea outcrops can also be
developed into forward outposts for projecng military power.” “They
might also aid China’s submarine force by prevenng other states from
tracking Chinese submarines that seek to enter the Western Paciﬁc
from the South China Sea.”
The Chinese regime’s aggressive and expansionary acons in the South
China Sea, especially the steps it has taken in recent years to change
the status quo, have heightened military tensions in the greater region.

Japan has reversed a decade of declining military expenditures, while
India has revived its stalled plans for naval modernizaon.
Masking its eﬀorts with the excuse of safe passage for energy and
freight, China’s acve expansion in the South China Sea has pped the
balance of power in the region and increases the possibility of military
conﬂict. One expert pointed out that “Chinese percepon of the SCS as
a security concern has led to an erosion of security in the region.” This
standpoint echoes that of Bannon.
In 2017, the Chinese military established its ﬁrst overseas military base
in Djibou. Western scholars believe that Chinese military oﬃcials are
looking beyond the Western Paciﬁc Region and considering how to
project power ever farther abroad. For example, the CCP has recently
been acve in the Paciﬁc Island countries, regardless of costly
investments. Its long-term goal is that in the future, these island
countries serve as supply staons for the PLAN’s blue-water ﬂeet. The
military expansion of the CCP is not limited to the tradional divisions
of land, sea, and air; it is also making advances into the realms of space
and electromagnec warfare.
The CCP’s military ambions are backed by vast reserves of manpower,
equipment, and funding.
The CCP regime maintains the largest regular army in the world, with
two million acve military personnel. The People’s Liberaon Army also
has the largest ground force in the world, the largest number of
warships, the third-most naval tonnage, and a massive air force. It has a

trinity nuclear strike capability consisng of interconnental ballisc
missiles, ballisc-missile submarines, and strategic bombers.
The Chinese regime also has 1.7 million armed police personnel, which
are under the uniﬁed leadership of the CCP Central Military
Commission, and a large number of reserve and milia units. The
Party’s military doctrine has always stressed the importance of
“people’s war.” Under the CCP’s totalitarian system, it can quickly
impress all available resources to military use. This means that the CCP
has a pool of over a billion people (including overseas Chinese) from
which it can dra: huge numbers of people into milia service.
China’s GDP increased rapidly between 1997 and 2007. The CCP relies
on economic power to rapidly expand armaments producon and
upgrade its arsenal. It is esmated that by 2020, the PLA ground forces
will have ﬁve thousand modern main baAle tanks. The PLAN will have
at least two aircra: carriers in its ﬂeet. Ninety percent of PLA Air Force
ﬁghters are of the fourth generaon, and China has begun to introduce
ﬁ:h-generaon ﬁghters.
In early 2017, China announced a 6.5 percent inﬂaon-adjusted
increase in its annual military budget to US$154.3 billion. Analysis of
data from 2008 through 2017 indicates China’s oﬃcial military budget
grew at an annual average of 8 percent in inﬂaon-adjusted terms over
that period. Observers esmate that the actual military spending of
the CCP is twice as much as what is oﬃcially acknowledged. Aside from
this, the military strength of the regime is not fully reﬂected in military
spending because its actual military expenditure is higher than the
public ﬁgures, and the CCP can requision many civilian resources and

manpower at its discreon. The enre industrial system can serve the
needs of war, which means its true military capabilies far exceed
oﬃcial data and the usual esmates.
The CCP will build a global system consisng of more than thirty Beidou
(Big Dipper) navigaon satellites by the end of 2020, with global GPS
military posioning capabilies. The mass producon of the Rainbow
series of military drones serves more taccal consideraons for the
CCP. For example, in the Taiwan Strait layout, the CCP may gain
advantages through its unmanned aircra: machine-sea taccs. A large
number of aerial drones can form clusters under the control of
satellites and arﬁcial intelligence, making them useful in regional and
asymmetrical conﬂicts.
The stealth ﬁghter Chinese J-20, which was unveiled at the Zhuhai Air
Show, resembles the American F-22, while the Chinese J-31 appears
modeled on the F-35. The PLA is closing the gap with the United States
in the development of modern jet ﬁghters.
In addion, the CCP uses a broad range of espionage to catch up with
the United States in technology. According to some recent esmates,
more than 90 percent of espionage against the United States
conducted via hacking comes from China, and the CCP’s networks
inﬁltrate large American companies and the military, stealing
technology and knowledge that the Chinese cannot develop
independently. China’s drone technology was stolen from the United
States.

In terms of taccs, the PLA is keen on asymmetric capabilies:
asymmetric warfare, asymmetric strategy, and asymmetric weapons.
Adm. Philip S. Davidson, the new commander of the Indo-Paciﬁc
Command, described China as a “peer competor.” He said that China
is not trying to match America’s ﬁrepower at a one-to-one rao; rather,
it is trying catch up with the United States by building crical
asymmetric capabilies, including the use of an-ship missiles and
capabilies in submarine warfare. He warned that “there is no
guarantee that the United States would win a future conﬂict with
China.”
The CCP relied on its research and development of Dongfeng 21D
missiles (an-ship ballisc missiles for use against U.S. aircra: carriers)
to conduct similar sniper-mode confrontaon. In 2018, the CCP publicly
exhibited the land-based Eagle-AAack-12B supersonic an-ship missile,
known as the “aircra: carrier killer.” It has drawn a 550-kilometer
“death zone” in the western Paciﬁc, in which American carrier baAle
groups will be suscepble to ultra low-altude saturaon strikes. These
missiles become an important military means of the PLA’s regional
denial operaons aimed at prevenng U.S. military intervenon.
Following the rapid expansion of its military power, the CCP regime has
become a huge weapons exporter to the world’s authoritarian regimes,
such as North Korea and the rogue regimes of the Middle East. On the
one hand, the goal is to expand its military alliances, and on the other
hand, to disperse and counter U.S. military power. The CCP regime
spreads and encourages an-American senment and hatred. It is easy
for the CCP to unite with other an-American regimes to further its
hegemonic ambions.

At the same me, the CCP leadership advocates terrorist military
theories such as the aforemenoned unrestricted warfare. It advocates
the necessity of war by saying that “war is not far from us, it is the
birthplace of the Chinese century.” It legimizes violence and terror
with words such as “The dead are the driving force for the
advancement of history.” It jusﬁes aggression: “There is no right to
development without the right to war,” and “the development of one
country poses a threat to another — this is the general rule of world
history.”
Zhu Chenghu, dean of the Defense College of the Naonal Defense
University of the People’s Republic of China, publicly stated that if the
United States intervenes in a war in the Taiwan Strait, China will
preempvely use nuclear weapons to raze hundreds of cies in the
United States, even if all of China to the east of Xi’an (a city located at
the western edge of China’s tradional boundaries) were destroyed as
a consequence. Zhu’s statements were a public display of the CCP’s
ambions and a means of probing reacons by the internaonal
community.
It is important to be aware of the fact that the CCP’s military strategies
are always subordinate to its polical needs, and that the regime’s
military ambions are only a small part of its overall schemes. The
Party’s approach is to rely on both economic and military means to
impose its communist ideology on the rest of the world.

