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Wang He

The European Union’s policy toward 
China is at a historic crossroads and at 
times, swinging from side to side and 
contradicting itself, as revealed by the 
important events that have occurred 
recently.

On March 25, Joe Biden attended the 
EU summit—marking the first time since 
2009 that a U.S. president had joined 
talks with the EU’s 27 leaders—and 
called for closer U.S.–EU cooperation in 
dealing with the Chinese Communist 
Party (CCP) and Russia.

But German Chancellor Angela Merkel 
insisted that the EU would share “no iden-
tity” with Washington on the CCP issue.

“That is absolutely clear,” she added.
However, on March 22, the EU an-

nounced its first post-June 4, 1989, sanc-
tions against the CCP regime, coordinat-
ing with the United States and its allies. 
On March 24, U.S. Secretary of State 
Antony Blinken held talks with Euro-
pean Commission President Ursula von 
der Leyen and EU Chief Foreign Policy 
Representative Josep Borrell, and sub-
sequently issued a joint statement with 
Borrell announcing the resumption of 
the U.S.–European dialogue on China.

From such a contrasting and some-
what dramatic set of events, we can see 
that the EU’s policy toward China is at a 
crossroads.

On the one hand, in the face of the CCP’s 
economic temptation and hijacking, the 
EU fell so deeply into the trap that it’s had 
a hard time extricating itself; on the other 
hand, the opposing values between the EU 
and the CCP, the CCP’s global ambition, 
and China’s “Wolf Warrior” diplomacy 
made the EU clearly feel the strategic 
threat and tactical coercion of the CCP, 
and it instinctively defended itself.

At this critical moment, when the 
international situation is undergoing 
profound changes and the international 
strategic landscape is being reshuffled, 
the EU urgently needs a strategic frame-
work on China that is clear rather than 
vague, forward-looking rather than old-
fashioned, and internally coherent rather 
than contradictory.

Following the publication of the first 
policy document on China, “Communi-
cation from the Commission—A Long 
Term Policy for China-Europe Relations” 
in 1995, the EU issued seven more docu-
ments; they include “Elements for a New 
EU Strategy on China” in 1996, “Build-
ing a Comprehensive Partnership with 
China” in 1998, “The EU Strategy towards 
China: Implementation of the 1998 Com-
munication and Future Steps for a more 
Effective EU Policy” in 2001, “EU–China: 
Commission Adopts New Strategy for 
a Maturing Partnership” in 2003, “EU–
China: Closer Partners, Growing Respon-
sibilities” in 2006, “Elements of a new EU 
strategy on China” in 2016, and “EU–Chi-

na—A Strategic Outlook” in 2019.
In these documents, the EU has always 

seen the CCP as a “partner,” even if it was 
“not an easy partner”; it wasn’t until 2019 
that the EU started to see the communist 
regime as a “systemic rival.”

However, this is only one of its three 
visions of the CCP, the other two being a 
“negotiating partner” and an “economic 
competitor.” It’s still reluctant to give up 
its policy and delusions to see the CCP 
as its partner going forward. Yet, what 
is a “systemic rival” in its multi-pronged 
visions? The EU hasn’t given a clear-cut 
answer, either.

The EU’s long-standing illusions about 
the CCP may result from China’s de-
cades-long efforts, through united front 
organizations to influence Europe, which 
it has regarded as a key battleground for 
its global campaign.

As early as the 1970s, Mao Zedong put 
forward the “Three Worlds Theory,” sup-
porting European integration and Eu-
rope as an independent pillar among the 
world powers. That was fundamentally 
aimed at dividing the Western world by 
pulling Europe away politically, econom-
ically, and technologically, as part of the 
communist regime’s grand scheme and 
geostrategic jostling across continents.

In the post-Mao era, the EU was fur-
ther trapped by the CCP’s “reform and 
opening up,” while European integration 
came to fruition in 1993, when the Maas-
tricht Treaty entered into force and the 
EU was established. Consequently, the 
EU has greatly facilitated the “rise of the 
CCP” since opening its markets, capital, 
and technology to Beijing.

Bilateral trade between China and the 
EU, for example, jumped from $55.68 
billion in 1999 to $709 billion in 2020, 
with China overtaking the United States 
as the EU’s largest trading partner for the 
first time in 2020. In addition, China’s 
long-term trade surplus with Europe ran 
up to $212 billion in 2020.

Germany takes up a huge share of 
the bilateral trade between China and 
Europe, with a total trade volume of $249 
billion in 2020, making China the largest 
trading partner of Germany for the fifth 
consecutive year.

In another example, the number of EU-
invested enterprises in China exceeded 
16,000, with 47,224 projects established 
and a cumulative investment of $131 bil-
lion by the end of 2018, according to the 
statistics of the CCP’s Ministry of Com-
merce.

The close economic ties between China 
and Europe have made the EU, and Ger-
many in particular, quite deluded by the 
CCP. A case in point is that in 2020, when 
the United States began escalating the 
trade war with Beijing, Merkel insisted 
on using her position as chancellor of 
Germany and presidency of the EU 
Council to suppress opposition in the EU, 
in favor of the China-EU Comprehensive 

Agreement on Investment, despite op-
position from the Trump administration 
and the Biden team.

She finally accepted CCP’s nebulous 
commitment to safeguarding human 
rights and announced the pact.

In response, the CCP has rewarded the 
EU and Germany with economic entice-
ments, as well as threats along the way. 
In December 2019, the Chinese ambas-
sador to Germany, Wu Ken, threatened 
Berlin with retaliation that if it excluded 
Huawei as a supplier of its 5G telecom-
munications networks, as well as serious 
consequences related to cars exported to 
mainland China.

In other words, while the EU contribut-
ed to the “rise of the CCP,” the CCP didn’t 
ease its pressure and became a growing 
threat to the bloc. Its economic and tech-
nological challenges turned more and 
more serious, its totalitarian approach 
became more and more destructive to 
the rules-based international order, and 
its “Wolf Warrior” diplomacy has become 
increasingly assertive on the internation-
al political and diplomatic fronts.

Strategically, the confrontation be-
tween the communist regime and Eu-
rope has become self-evident.

Facing such a grim reality, some forces 
within the EU are still unwilling to con-
front it squarely. The mainstream view of 
the EU on the “rise of the CCP” remains 
such that the CCP is a partner, a competi-
tor, and a systemic rival of the EU on eco-
nomic, technological, and global issues.

This view is reflected in the January 
2019 report on China by the Federation 
of German Industries. According to the 
report, Germany and Europe should 
abandon the “trade for change” policy 
toward China and avoid trying to change 
the CCP. After more than 40 years of 
development, China has established a 
political, economic, and social “hybrid 
model” with its own characteristics, 
integrating elements of the state-owned 
economy and the market economy, and 
the CCP has developed into a rule-maker 
from a rule-follower to become a system-
ic rival to the “open market economies” 
of Germany and Europe.

The subtext seems to be that Western 
societies should “coexist peacefully” 
with the CCP. In the 1950s, Khrushchev 
advocated the “three peace lines”—
“peaceful transition,” “peaceful competi-

tion,” and “peaceful coexistence”—be-
tween the United States and the Soviet 
Union, or between socialist and capitalist 
countries, which soon failed completely.

It’s funny that certain forces within the 
EU now seem to be picking up former So-
viet leader Nikita Khrushchev’s obsolete 
fantasy again. This is very dangerous.

In a speech to the Czech Senate on 
Aug. 12, 2020, then-Secretary of State 
Mike Pompeo said, the threat “posed by 
the Chinese Communist Party and its 
campaigns of coercion and control” is 
greater than the threat that was posed by 
the Soviet Union.

“What’s happening now isn’t Cold War 
2.0. The challenge of resisting the CCP 
threat is in some ways much more dif-
ficult. That’s because the CCP is already 
enmeshed in our economies, in our poli-
tics, in our societies in ways the Soviet 
Union never was,” he said.

In fact, it’s the EU’s own illusions about 
the CCP that gave the CCP the power to 
deter the bloc. The EU truly has an ad-
vantage in strength over the communist 
regime. As Luke Patey, a senior research-
er at the Danish Institute for Internation-
al Studies, points out, Beijing wants to 
bully European countries with economic 
threats, but Europe doesn’t need the CCP 
as much as it thinks it does.

For example, “EU officials often boast 
that every day over 1.5 billion euros ($1.6 
billion) worth in goods flow between the 
regional body and China. But EU mem-
ber states trade nearly 30 billion euros 
a day in total with internal and external 
partners,” Patey wrote.

Another example is that in 2020, the 
EU had total foreign trade of $4.2 trillion, 
a year-on-year decline of 10.43 percent, 
while total intra-EU trade was $3.3 tril-
lion, down 7.37 percent year-on-year. 
Evidently, intra-EU trade shows stronger 
resilience than its external trade.

Therefore, it’s nonsense to claim that 
Europe is economically dependent on 
the CCP; if one must say such depen-
dence exists, it’s mutual, and the CCP’s 
dependence on the EU is far greater than 
the EU’s dependence on the CCP.

If the EU is able to overcome CCP’s 
economic temptation in the short run, 
then it isn’t so difficult for it to create 
strategically sound policy on China, and 
the crossroads will be crossed in just 
one single step. Prolonged hesitation 
and delusions will leave the EU in more 
threatening and deeper troubles with the 
Chinese regime down the road.

Wang He has master’s degrees in law 
and history, with a focus on the interna-
tional communist movement. He was a 
university lecturer and an executive of a 
large private company in China. He was 
imprisoned in China twice for his beliefs. 
Wang lives in North America now and has 
published commentaries on China’s cur-
rent affairs and politics since 2017.

The source of wealth 
is humans rather 
than things.   
Di Dongsheng, associate 
dean, School of 
International Studies at 
Renmin University
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Beijing Accelerating Plans to Replace US Dollar 
as World Reserve Currency: Chinese Professor

One dollar and 100 yuan notes are on display at a bank in Beijing on May 15, 2006.
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Di Dongsheng, associate 
dean of the School of 
International Studies 

at Renmin University in 
Beijing, talks about how 
to replace U.S. dollar as 

world reserve currency in 
Beijing on Dec. 28, 2020.

nicole Hao & catHy He

T
he Chinese regime is accelerating 
its efforts to challenge the U.S. 
dollar’s dominance in global 
markets and trade by taking ad-
vantage of the economic shifts 

caused by the pandemic, a Chinese profes-
sor recently revealed.

In the post-pandemic world, China 
should be the “one who decides the bench-
mark of value,” Di Dongsheng, associate 
dean of the School of International Studies 
at Renmin University in Beijing said in a 
video posted on Chinese social media on 
Feb. 4. “The currency that fixes the price 
will eventually be the renminbi.”

The professor last April described the 
pandemic as an opportunity “unseen in 
100 years” for the regime to realize its goal 
of making “all seven billion people in the 
world pay for [China].”

If the Chinese yuan (or renminbi) achieves 
global hegemony, Beijing will be in a posi-
tion to print more money to dilute the value 
of yuan held by the world’s population—
thus transferring wealth to China, he said.

Di gained notoriety late last year when a 
video of his speaking spread widely in the 
United States where he said the regime 
influenced the United States for de-
cades through “old friends” on Wall 
Street.

The professor has “contributed 
to China’s foreign economic poli-
cy,” and regularly participates in 
policy discussions and overseas 
visits with various bodies of the 
Chinese regime, such as the for-
eign ministry, the state planning 
agency, the National Development 
and Reform Commission, and the 
International Liaison Department, 
which falls under the Chinese Commu-
nist Party’s Central Committee, according 
to his biography on the Renmin University 
website.

Seizing a Golden Opportunity
The Chinese regime has been a major ben-
eficiary of low-interest rate policies adopted 
by Western economies as they rushed to 
stem the economic fallout from the pan-
demic. Foreign investors have bought 
up China’s higher-yield bonds, pumping 
$135 billion into Chinese bonds in the 12 
months ended Sept. 30, 2020, according 
to Bloomberg.

Global economic theory states that inves-
tors, credit concerns aside, would natu-
rally divert funds away from low-interest 
rate economies (the U.S. for example) to 
high-interest rate economies (China for 
example). And to purchase Chinese bonds 

denominated in yuan, the investor would 
be required to sell dollars (currency of the 
low-interest rate economy) and purchase 
yuan in order to purchase the yuan bonds. 
This action, in theory, would increase the 
value of the yuan and devalue the dollar.

Di suggested last April that the regime 
should leverage the opportunities pre-
sented by the pandemic to attract more 
global investors, and release yuan to sup-
port foreign countries and companies in 
need of cash.

The Chinese regime has long expressed a 
desire to uproot the U.S. dollar as the world 
reserve currency. In 2009, then-governor 
of the regime’s central bank, Zhou Xiaoch-
uan, called for the U.S. dollar to be replaced 
with an international reserve currency so 
the yuan could exert more influence.

According to the data compiled by the 
International Monetary Institute of Ren-
min University, the Chinese yuan’s share of 
global payments increased from 0.02 per-
cent in 2011 to over three percent in 2020.

The yuan, however, still has a way to go to 
chase down the U.S. dollar’s dominance.

Di suggested the regime should issue 
loans to developing countries who other-
wise would not be able to get loans from 

developed countries. This way, the re-
gime could collect high-interest pay-

ments to offset the cost of relatively 
high-interest rates China pays on 
its bonds. But this ploy also faces 
higher risks of default.

Last April, Di implored the re-
gime to be “extremely giving” 
to these developing countries. 
He suggested that Beijing could 

even sell its vast stash of foreign 
exchange reserves to provide for 

these loans.
Di said the flipside of taking on 

a large number of creditors is that it 
could push the yuan to strengthen too 
much and impair the regime’s ability to 
control the exchange rate. This presents 
a huge challenge for the regime—which 
has historically relied on a weak currency 
to spur exports.

For decades, critics have accused the re-
gime of artificially devaluing its currency 
to help manufacturers, boosting exports.

Further, creditors will dial-up scrutiny of 
Chinese financial markets, leaving less room 
for the regime to manipulate it, Di said.

The professor also recommended Beijing 
make regulatory changes to further stimu-
late foreign investment.

In the past decades, many foreign inves-
tors have been barred by the regime from 
transferring their proceeds away from the 
Chinese market (capital controls). Many 
Western businesspeople have also had 

their intellectual property stolen by local 
business partners or officials, and had no 
recourse due to the lack of rule of law in 
the country.

“[Our laws] should make other countries 
believe that China won’t confiscate other 
countries’ assets; make them believe that 
they can buy whatever they want to buy if 
they transfer their money to China; make 
them believe that they can withdraw their 
money whenever they want,” Di said in 
April 2020.

In 2019, the regime adopted the Foreign 
Investment Law, aimed at facilitating and 
protecting the rights of foreign investors. 
Those policies, Di said, had worked, citing 
the surge of foreign investment into China 
in 2020.

Leveraging Belt and Road
Another key component of the regime’s 
plan is to leverage Beijing’s Belt and Road 
Initiative (BRI) to boost the yuan’s circula-
tion in developing countries, Di said.

BRI, previously known as One Belt One 
Road, is a massive global investment strat-
egy launched by the CCP in 2013 aimed 
at bolstering its economic and political 
influence across Asia, Europe, Africa, and 
South America.

Di said the goal is to create a circulation 
of yuan inside BRI partner countries, par-
ticularly developing nations, representing 
billions of people: China would use yuan to 
invest in these countries, pay people they 
hire in these countries with yuan, and ask 
these countries to buy goods from China 
in yuan, and the cycle continues.

This would facilitate the circulation of 
yuan within and amongst BRI partner 
countries, legitimizing the Chinese cur-
rency in various niche markets as a form of 
exchange. As assets and goods are increas-
ingly priced using the yuan, it would form 
a good basis to springboard further usage 
of the yuan among non-BRI countries, es-
pecially if they wish to do business or trade 
with BRI partner countries.

“Our target is these BRI partner coun-
tries’ equities, not bonds,” Di said in Feb-
ruary. “We plan to use these equities to 
develop a global secondary market that is 
denominated in Chinese yuan. Then the 
capital in the world will be attracted to this 
market, to BRI projects.”

The professor said that foreign economists 
who think BRI is about chasing natural re-
sources and minerals were wrong. Rather, 
the regime is interested in leveraging the 
human resources of the partner countries.

“The source of wealth is humans rather 
than things,” Di said.

Fan Yu contributed to this report. 

OPINION

‘Partner’ or ‘Systemic Rival’: EU Finds  
Itself at a Crossroads on Its China Policy

European Commission 
President Ursula von 
der Leyen, European 
Council President 
Charles Michel, 
German Chancellor 
Angela Merkel, French 
President Emmanuel 
Macron, and Chinese 
leader Xi Jinping are 
seen on a screen during 
a video conference, in 
Brussels, on Dec. 30, 
2020. 

Johanna geron/Pool/reuters
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It explained in another post that 
“yuejipengci” in Chinese means “going 
beyond one’s capacity to fake an incident 
for money.” This is also a follow-up to the 
statement made by Yang Jiechi during 
the U.S.–China talks in Alaska, which 
represents a rogue diplomatic phrase: 
“Chinese people don’t buy this.”

Following the CYL’s opening strike, 
almost all of the Chinese regime’s official 
media, including CCTV and People’s 
Daily, launched an all-out attack on H&M 
at about the same time. The storm spread 
rapidly to more than a dozen internation-
al brands, such as Nike and Adidas.

At her March 25 regular press confer-
ence, CCP Foreign Ministry spokes-
woman Hua Chunying showed a photo 
of American slaves from more than 100 
years ago and compared it to a recent 
color photo taken in Xinjiang, arguing 
that the United States also used black 
slaves to grow cotton. However, the 
so-called “black slaves picking cotton” 
photo she showed to foreign journal-
ists was exposed by Newsweek to be a 
postcard from the archives of the Library 
of Congress titled “Sharecropper Sam 
Williams With Family Members and 
Laborers in Cotton field.”

Why did a statement released a year 

The CCP’s diplomatic 
system has become 
a territory of Wang’s 
meddling.

ago from H&M become compromising 
material to be used now by the CCP’s of-
ficial media? Why did it suddenly ignite 
a national movement in China against 
foreign brands? Why did the CCP’s orga-
nizations, including its domestic propa-
ganda system and its foreign ministry 
spokesperson, join the fray? Obviously, 
just like the performance of senior Chi-
nese diplomats in Alaska, it was a coordi-
nated effort.

The CYL is a so-called mass organiza-
tion of the CCP, a channel for the CCP 
to connect with the Chinese people, 
especially young people, and Wang is the 
superintendent of the CYL, with ideology 
and propaganda also under his direct 
supervision. Yet Wang also manipulates 
the Chinese regime’s diplomacy from 
behind the scenes. Therefore, while this 
nationalist drama may appear to be un-
der Xi Jinping’s command, as Xi is sup-
posed to be the so-called super authority 
in China, Wang is the true director.

Wang Designs Xi’s Leftward Turn
In recent years, Xi has made frequent 
moves toward the left, showing a ten-
dency to emulate Mao Zedong in vari-
ous fields. Early on, he asked senior CCP 
officials to study Mao’s writings in order 
to deal with trade negotiations with the 
United States. Many of Xi’s speeches 
were copied from Mao.

Xi claims that “time and momentum 
are on our side.” In his domestic policies, 
he boasts about the so-called miracle of 
poverty eradication (though much of the 
Chinese population remains in poverty), 
and he puts forward the so-called 2035 
Vision Plan (a nationalist plan with the 
aim of overtaking the United States). In 
his foreign policies, he regards the world 
trend as “the East is rising and the West is 
falling,” and the United States as his No. 
1 enemy. These are all signs indicating 
the rise of nationalism across the board.

Xi’s leftward turn is due to the fact that 
he has been deeply influenced not only 
by the CCP’s highly deceptive propa-
ganda, but also by Wang, who has easy 
access to him.

Wang, known as the “state adviser 
for three dynasties” (he has served two 
previous CCP general secretaries Jiang 
Zemin and Hu Jintao and the current 
general secretary Xi), first helped Jiang 
Zemin package the so-called “Jiang Ze-
min Theory,” and later was an important 
promoter of Hu Jintao’s theory “Scientific 
Outlook on Development.” He is also the 
author of Xi’s “Chinese Dream” and the 
so-called Xi’s Thought that was added to 

the CCP’s party constitution at the 19th 
National Congress, the Party’s rubber-
stamp legislative conference.

After the 19th congress, a series of 
internal speeches by Xi revealing his 
ideological orientation was published 
in the party media, and many of the 
speeches were designed by Wang. It is 
said that even when Xi attends interna-
tional conferences, Wang prepares some 
small notes for him.

See How Wang’s Nationalist Farce Ends
Despite Xi’s intention to rely on it, Wang’s 
proud nationalist work has received 
backlash from time to time.

For example, the rise of nationalism in 
the previous two years—which is really 
aimed at glorifying the CCP, as repre-
sented by the documentary “Amazing 
China”—was shattered by the sudden 
trade conflict between the United States 
and China. In addition, it revealed the 
reality that China has long relied on the 
West for its core technologies. At the 
time, a group of CCP officials spoke out 
through pro-Beijing Hong Kong media, 
implicitly criticizing Wang’s propaganda 
system for bringing harm to the country.

Last year, just after the outbreak of the 
CCP virus from the central Chinese city 
of Wuhan, the Publicity Department 
under Wang’s control released a propa-
ganda book, “A Battle Against Epidemic: 
China Combats the Novel Coronavirus 
in 2020,” touting Xi’s “major country 
leader’s love for the people.” The book, 
initially slated to be published in five lan-
guages including English, was pulled off 
shelves less than a week after its release 
in February due to negative feedback. 
Beijing resident Xue Fumin wrote that 
Wang, as a member of the CCP’s Stand-
ing Committee in charge of propaganda, 
should be held politically accountable for 
his lack of care for the people.

Although Wang has been repeatedly 
protected by Xi, the CCP’s propaganda 
system has become a subject of ridicule 
for Chinese citizens, and for the interna-
tional community.

Yang’s remark “China doesn’t buy it” 
has been ridiculed by Chinese netizens, 
making similar sentences out of the 
template. For example, “China doesn’t 
buy the American way, but only Mao’s 
cultural revolution way”; “China doesn’t 
buy the American way, but only the way 
that caused 30 million peoples’ death in 
the three-year famine.”

The current Boxer Rebellion-style boy-
cott of foreign goods has now begun to 
take a turn for the worse. Videos can be 

found on Weibo of people burning Nike 
sneakers and cutting H&M clothes to 
vent their anger, and at least one shop-
ping mall has removed H&M’s outdoor 
billboards.

Amid all this chaos, a Little Pink in 
Zhengzhou was taken away by police at 
a protest site for boycotting H&M. Then 
certain CCP media began to call for vigi-
lance against “bad guys” who acted too 
aggressively in the boycott campaign.

An article titled “Bad People Are Mixed 
In With the Masses Who Boycott H&M,” 
published on March 26 by Nanfang 
Daily, a mouthpiece of the CCP’s Guang-
dong provincial committee, asked its 
readers to “be wary of some irrational 
actions and attempts to muddy the water 
with the intention of high-level sophisti-
cated irony.”

Is it the Little Pinks or the CCP’s 
mouthpiece being ironic? Of course, it is 
the CCP’s own mouthpiece, because they 
were the ones who started the push for a 
boycott.

Some netizens said that people 
shouldn’t blindly follow trends, as this 
results in following the CCP.

In fact, it’s not difficult to imagine, 
given that the so-called anti-Japanese 
patriotic demonstrations that occurred 
10 years ago in China were eventually 
stabilized to serve the CCP’s own ends. 
The CCP fanned the flames of national-
ism then, too, against Japan and Japa-
nese companies.

The CCP claims that it wants people to 
be patriotic, but in reality, it doesn’t allow 
it. Loving the country makes the Party’s 
rule unstable. It actually wants people to 
blindly love the CCP. In a country where 
there are no human rights, no freedom of 
thought, and no freedom of speech, and 
where even citizens are afraid to appeal 
to the government, there is only a na-
tionalist drama manipulated by those in 
power, so when the time is ripe, we can 
expect the curtain to close on the regime.

Yue Shan is a freelance writer who used to 
work for CCP’s government organizations 
and listed Chinese real estate companies 
in his early years. He is familiar with the 
inner workings of the CCP’s system and 
its political and business relations and is 
dedicated to analyzing Chinese politics 
and current trends. He has been a long-
time contributor to several Chinese media 
outlets based in the U.S. and Taiwan.

Views expressed in this article are the 
opinions of the author and do not neces-
sarily reflect the views of The Epoch Times.
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The Man Behind 
China’s Raging 
Nationalist 
Campaigns 
Against the US
yue SHan

T
hough it may not be clear to 
many Westerners, the Chinese 
Communist Party (CCP) is 
collapsing. The Chinese are 
quite certain that the Chinese 

regime’s fall is imminent, as more than 
375 million Chinese have already quit 
the CCP and its affiliated organizations.

On the verge of a crisis, the CCP has 
again raised the banner of nationalism 
in order to save itself. This is a tactic it 
has regularly used over the past century 
when it has been cornered and had no 
other choice.

The latest nationalist campaign started 
with the CCP’s diplomatic system, after 
U.S. Secretary of State Antony Blinken 
said on March 18 that the United States 
had “deep concerns with actions by 
China, including Xinjiang, Hong Kong, 
Taiwan, cyber attacks on the United 
States, and economic coercion toward 
our allies.”

In the midst of this diplomatic di-
lemma, the Central Committee of the 
Communist Youth League (CYL) joined 
in to initiate a heated boycott of foreign 
goods, with the CCP’s official mouth-
pieces invoking nationalist sentiment 
along the way.

The situation shows that Politburo 
Standing Committee member and state 
adviser Wang Huning—who controls 
the CYL and the CCP’s Publicity Depart-
ment, but has no position in foreign af-
fairs—is directing the diplomatic system 
from behind the scenes.

Staged Confrontation in Alaska
At the two-day U.S.–China meeting in 
Alaska on March 18 and 19, the two 
sides, led by Blinken and Chinese foreign 
policy official Yang Jiechi, exchanged fire 
at the beginning of their talks, bringing 
their conflict under the international 
spotlight.

Yang spoke for 17 minutes without giv-
ing time for translation in between. The 
most surprising remark he made was 
that “the United States does not have the 
qualification to say that it wants to speak 
to China from a position of strength” and 
that “the U.S. side was not even qualified 
to say such things even 20 years or 30 
years ago, because the Chinese people 
don’t buy it.”

As many people have said, Yang’s 
words were for the Chinese to hear, in 
order to intensify a new wave of anti-U.S. 
sentiment among domestic Little Pinks 
(a pejorative term to describe youths 
indoctrinated by the Chinese regime). 
Yang’s performance was also for CCP 
head Xi Jinping.

After Yang and the CCP’s foreign 
minister, Wang Yi, dramatically opened 
the talks with guns blazing, the CCP’s 
official media quickly amplified their 
message and declared the talks a dip-
lomatic win for the regime. A bilingual 
post on the Weibo account of CCP 
mouthpiece People’s Daily Weibo quoted 
Yang’s remarks in Chinese, accompanied 
by a warning in English: “Stop interfer-
ing in China’s internal affairs.” The video 
of Yang’s speech went viral on China’s 
internet and was met with an outpouring 
of fanfare from the Little Pinks.

Both Yang and Wang were acting for Xi. 
Just like fighting the CCP virus epidemic, 
foreign affairs are on Xi’s list of issues 
requiring his “personal leadership and 
personal deployment,” with Xi not dar-
ing to leave it to others. The CCP’s foreign 
ministry appears to have nothing to do 
with Chinese Prime Minister Li Keqiang, 
who is supposed to assist Xi in the area 
of foreign diplomacy. Who is behind Xi, 
then? It’s Wang Huning, the so-called 
state adviser.

Wang is in charge of an array of areas, 
including the CCP’s party building work, 
ideology, and propaganda. He is also a 
member of various committees, includ-
ing the Central Comprehensively Deep-
ening Reforms Commission, Central 
Financial and Economic Affairs Com-
mission, and Central Cyberspace Affairs 
Commission.

Most notably, Wang was the only mem-
ber of the Politburo Standing Commit-
tee who accompanied Xi to meet with 
diplomatic envoys of foreign countries 
on July 17, 2019, as secretary of the Party’s 
Secretariat.

This is notable because typically more 
officials would have attended, and Wang 
doesn’t hold any position in the foreign 
affairs area. He’s also not a member of 
the Foreign Affairs Commission under 
the CCP. While Xi is the director of the 
commission, Prime Minister Li is the 
deputy director and Wang Qishan is a 
member of the commission.

Wang is believed to have replaced Li in 
assisting Xi to direct diplomacy. That is 
to say, the CCP’s diplomatic system has 
become a territory of Wang’s meddling.

In addition, the CCP’s propaganda itself 
is under Wang’s control, and it is not dif-
ficult to judge that Wang is manipulating 
it behind the scenes.

Boycott Sparked by Controversial 
Xinjiang
The controversy surrounding Xinjiang 
cotton, which is a product of forced labor, 
became the spark for a boycott of foreign 
goods, after several foreign companies 
including H&M publicly stated last year 
that they would stop sourcing their cot-
ton from Xinjiang due to human rights 
concerns in the region.

After the European Union (EU) and 
many Western countries sanctioned CCP 
officials over human rights issues in Xin-
jiang on March 22, the CCP’s Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs announced retaliatory 
sanctions against 10 European officials 
and four entities, intensifying the con-
flict between the Chinese regime and the 
international community, and creating 
a weird undercurrent in China’s political 
situation.

On March 24, the CYL raked up the 
past on its Weibo account, uploading 
H&M’s statement from last year about its 
boycott of Xinjiang’s sweatshop cotton, 
asking H&M to “stop yuejipengci” in 
English.

U.S. Secretary of State Antony 
Blinken (2nd R), joined by 
National Security Advisor 
Jake Sullivan (R), speaks while 
facing Yang Jiechi (2nd L), 
director of the Central Foreign 
Affairs Commission Office, and 
Wang Yi (L), China’s foreign 
minister at the opening session 
of US-China talks at the Hotel 
Captain Cook in Anchorage, 
Alaska, on March 18, 2021. 

Wang Huning attends the 
opening session of CCP’s 
rubber stamp legislative 
conference at the Great Hall 
of the People in Beijing on 
Mar. 5, 2019. 

Fredric J. broWn/Pool/aFP Via getty images
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Now, Hong Kong as 
the cultured, free, 
and golden city 
it once was, has 
officially died.Under the control of 

the Chinese regime, 
the accused were 
guilty before the trial.

OPINION

The Slow Death of Hong Kong

The original calligraphy is now available for purchase at

InspiredOriginal .Org

Virtue of the Brush 
   in a Time of Chaos

“When things are chaotic to the extreme, 
order must be restored.”
- “The four books” by Zhu Xi

tory of more than 100 years against the 
Qing empire. Sun Yat-sen even became a 
leader of the “Hong Gang.”

After the official founding of commu-
nist China, the Party continued to carry 
out operations in Hong Kong. For exam-
ple, the Hong Kong strikes, when workers 
in Hong Kong and Guangzhou jointly 
held strikes against the ruling British 
government. In actuality, the workers 
strike was not a success, as it did not help 
much the interests of the workers. How-
ever, the CCP utilized the worker strikes 
as a political tool to recruit people to the 
CCP. Through these efforts, their mem-
bership increased by a hundredfold.

Various subversive operations of the 
CCP in Southern China were often based 
in Hong Kong. After the failure of the 
1929 Baise Uprising in Guangxi, Deng 
Xiaoping ran to Hong Kong to take ref-
uge, only to be instructed by Zhou Enlai, 
the right-hand man of Mao Zedong, to 
go to Shanghai. Zhou Enlai has himself 
been to Hong Kong many times. Five of 
the top 10 marshals in Chinese Commu-
nist Party history have taken refuge in 
Hong Kong.

In the early days of the Chinese Nation-
alist-Communist Civil War, many of the 
materials from the communist Soviet 
Union were transported to the CCP 
through Hong Kong ships.

The CCP is more sensitive than anyone 
to the power of Hong Kong to subvert the 
ruling power of China.

Now, Hong Kong as the cultured, free, 
and golden city it once was, has officially 
died.

There Is No Art Without Freedom
The city of Hong Kong was once the most 
dynamic and innovative place in the 
Chinese world. In the 1980s and 1990s, 
the most popular singers and movie stars 
in the Chinese world all came from this 
tiny island. In addition, Hong Kong was 
also the world’s center for jewelry, fash-
ion, and print design, and film-making.

As the 2000s emerged, Hong Kong’s 
innovations have slowly declined along 
with its freedoms. Once great singers 
and movie stars have disappeared, along 
with its innovative fashion design and 
industry.

This year’s Academy Awards ceremony 
will be on April 25. Despite it being the 

biggest event in entertainment, major 
Hong Kong TV stations will not broad-
cast it due to the fact that a Hong Kong 
protest documentary was nominated for 
an Oscar.

Four Hong Kong male movie stars are 
known as the “four kings.” Two of these 
kings, Tony Leung and Aaron Kwok, shot 
a movie titled “Where the Wind Blows.” 
This crime thriller is about Hong Kong’s 
notorious police corruption in the 1960s. 
It was originally set to be one of the 
opening films of Hong Kong’s upcom-
ing International Film Festival, but was 
cancelled three days before its release.

The film company stated the cancel-
lation was due to a “technical problem,” 
but because the film involved police 
corruption and underground activity, it 
was rumored that China’s National Film 
Bureau needed it to be revised before it 
could be screened publicly.

Hong Kong’s films are required to be 
reviewed and approved by the National 
Film Bureau, the primary censorship 
agency of China’s Central Propaganda 
Department. This process explains the 
decline of Hong Kong’s film and televi-
sion industry over the years.

Like Hong Kong, Shanghai was once 
home to the most brilliant theater in 

Asia. But without creative freedom, it is 
impossible to produce great stories or 
works of art.

The Hong Kong film industry, which has 
produced many international movie stars 
and directors, has met the same fate. Com-
pared with Shanghai, Hong Kong’s death 
may even be more painful. Shanghai died 
suddenly, while Hong Kong’s downfall has 
been slowly dragged out over the past two 
decades. There is no doubt that it is related 
to the death of freedom in Hong Kong. The 
freedom of speech and artistic creation 
and expression are key to the creation of 
interesting stories and art.

Through the charge of these seven 
key democracy leaders, the Chinese 
Communist Party has killed freedom of 
speech in Hong Kong.

Alexander Liao is a columnist and news 
reporter for international affairs studies in 
the United States, China, and Southeast 
Asia. He has published numerous reports, 
reviews and video programs in newspa-
pers and Chinese financial magazines in 
the United States and Hong Kong.

Views expressed in this article are the 
opinions of the author and do not neces-
sarily reflect the views of The Epoch Times.

alexander liao

On April 1, better known as 
April Fools’ Day, a Hong 
Kong court issued an 
unjust but unsurprising 
verdict. Seven Hong Kong 

democratic leaders were 
convicted of organizing unau-

thorized assemblies. These refer to the 
mass pro-democracy marches that took 
place during the summer of 2019. The 
official sentences of the seven charged 
activists will be announced on April 16.

Shanghai was once one of the most 
glorious cities in the world. It birthed 
numerous legendary international writ-
ers and filmmakers. During this golden 
age in the 1930s, it was called “The Paris 
of the East, the New York of the West.” 
But after the CCP established its power, 
Shanghai’s freedom died, along with its 
beautiful golden age in art and trade. 
Sadly, Hong Kong is destined for the 
same death.

The Charges
The seven charged democratic leaders 
include 82-year-old politician Martin 
Lee, business tycoon Jimmy Lai, and re-
nowned Hong Kong lawmakers Marga-
ret Ng, Cyd Ho Sau-lan, Lee Cheuk-yan, 
Albert Ho Chun-yan, and Leung Kwok-
hung, famously known as “Long Hair.”

In this case, the Hong Kong democrats 
organized a rally and parade in August 
2019. The police approved the rally but 
did not agree to the parade. On Aug. 18, 
more than 1.7 million Hong Kong people 
participated in the rally and then took to 
the streets, marching through the center 
of Hong Kong’s business districts for 
their five key demands.

The protests at that time were very 
peaceful. Although the police did not 
agree to the parade, no strong enforce-
ment measures took place during the 
march. People were allowed to march 
and express their demands with minor 
interference.

Amid the widespread scenes of violent 
conflicts between police and citizens 
from Hong Kong’s year of protests, the 
historic rally and parade on Aug. 18 are 
particularly important. The massive 
gathering marked a moment of unity for 
Hong Kong citizens, serving as a turning 
point that would soon lead to what would 
later be named “the revolution of the 
times” in the island city.

Martin Lee and others stated that there 
were a large number of people at the 
gathering, so they “led the assembled 
crowd to evacuate,” but the prosecu-
tion disagreed. The prosecutors alleged 
that the accused encouraged the march 
by holding up banners and shouting 
slogans, which led to the creation of an 
“illegal assembly.”

Frankly, this entire court proceeding 
was a show. The Hong Kong govern-

ment’s prosecutor’s statement and the 
defense of the convicted person did not 
matter at all. Under the control of the 
Chinese regime, the accused were guilty 
before the trial. The charges are con-
victed no matter how well the accused 
tries to defend their innocence. Under 
the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), the 
rule of law is all a show.

The important thing is not what hap-
pened during the trial, because the rul-
ings were predetermined. The important 
thing about this trial is that it announces 
the further death of freedom in Hong 
Kong.

Hong Kong’s History of Revolution
Martin Lee and Jimmy Lai are both 
iconic figures in Hong Kong.

In 1967, the storm of the CCP’s Cul-
tural Revolution spread to Hong Kong, 
and Hong Kong’s leftist trade unions, 
driven by the underground CCP, began 
to violently resist the British Hong Kong 
government.

A large number of union figures were 
accused of rioting. At that time, the rela-
tionship between Hong Kong leftists and 
Hong Kong lawyers was not harmonious. 
It was challenging for leftist activists to 
hire any legal professionals to represent 
them in court. Martin Lee was one of the 
only lawyers who openly represented the 
leftist activist. Through his work, he was 
successful in freeing many of the ac-
cused of many charges.

It was precisely because of Martin Lee’s 
historic law work for leftists that the 
underground party of the CCP in Hong 
Kong has a good impression of him. In 
the 1980s, Martin Lee became a member 
of the Drafting Committee of the Basic 
Law of the Hong Kong Special Admin-
istrative Region to prepare Hong Kong’s 
transition from Britain to China.

However, after the Tiananmen Square 
Massacre in 1989, Martin Li ended his 

cooperation with the Chinese Com-
munist Party. He formed the Hong Kong 
Democratic League, the predecessor of 
the Hong Kong Democratic Party, and 
went on to become the leader of the 
Hong Kong Democratic Party.

Lee, now an old man in his 80s, is 
regarded as the father of democracy in 
Hong Kong. He has since faded out of 
politics, but remains very much invested 
about the future of Hong Kong. As a 
leading figure in the democratic camp, 
Hong Kong’s Umbrella Movement and 
the Anti-Send China Movement, he is 
intertwined with the fate of democracy 
in the island. When interviewed by the 
BBC about his arrest in 2020, he respond-
ed that he was actually relieved, stating: 
“For so many years, so many months, so 
many good youngsters were arrested and 
charged, while I was not arrested. I feel 
sorry about it.”

Jimmy Lai has a similar story. Lai left 
his family and China at the age of 12 as a 
stowaway on a boat into Hong Kong. He 
worked as a child in a garment factory 
for $8 a month. His legacy eventually 
centered around his hugely successful 
fashion brand, Giordano, and media 
franchise, Next Media. Like Martin Lee, 
his early history was also intertwined 
with the CCP.

The Giordano brand was successful 
in cooperation with China Resources, 
the largest Chinese company based in 
Hong Kong. Due to the Tiananmen Mas-
sacre in 1989, Li Zhiying also became 
an outspoken critic of the CCP. He then 
founded Next Magazine and Apple Daily, 
which centered around tabloids, politics, 
and business.

Leung Kwok-hung, the politician 
known as “Long Hair,” was once himself 
a socialist, even claiming to be a Trotsky-
ist Marxist. After the Tiananmen Square 
Massacre, he often wore a Che Guevara 
T-shirt. His hair is usually long and flow-
ing, serving as the inspiration for his 
nickname.

This older generation of Hong Kong 
activists has three basic characteristics. 
The first is to identify with China and 
Hong Kong, the second is to be peaceful, 
rational, and non-violent, and the third is 
to oppose making Hong Kong an inde-
pendent nation. They represent patriotic 
Hong Kong citizens, who want sovereign 
rights while still maintaining a connec-
tion to their motherland of China.

Their suppression by the CCP reveals 
that this strain of lawful Hong Kong 
“patriotic activism” against China has 
failed for good. It is foreseeable that the 
younger generation Hong Kong activists 
will adopt more extreme methods in the 
future. They will no longer rely on Hong 
Kong’s legal system, and recognize Hong 
Kong as an independent, sovereign na-
tion of its own, instead of as an autono-
mous region of China.

The tiny island city of Hong Kong serves 
as such a large threat against China pre-
cisely because of its power and history of 
revolution. The CCP is very clear about 
the role of Hong Kong as a base of sub-
version against reigning Chinese rule.

After 1840, Hong Kong gradually 
became an extraterritorial enclave of 
China. Those who oppose the central 
government typically gathered in Hong 
Kong to plan for rebellions. Hong Kong 
was the main base for Sun Yat-sen’s 
Nationalist uprising against China’s last 
Qing dynasty. Most of Hong Kong’s major 
triad organizations originated from 
the “Hong Gang,” a non-governmental 
underground organization that has a his-

Leung Kwok-hung, known 
as “Long Hair,” helps to 
support a mock coffin as 
he attends a rally in Hong 
Kong on May 31, 2015, to 
commemorate the 1989 
crackdown at Tiananmen 
Square in Beijing, prior 
to the incident’s 26th 
anniversary on June 4. 

Former lawmaker and pro-
democracy activist Martin 

Lee (C) talks to members 
of the media as he leaves 

the Central District police 
station in Hong Kong on 

April 18, 2020, after being 
arrested and accused of 

organizing and taking part 
in an unlawful assembly in 

August last year. 

Media mogul Jimmy Lai, 
the founder of Apple Daily, 
speaks during an interview 

in Hong Kong on May 29, 
2020. 
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