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Steven W. MoSher

Chinese leader Xi Jinping came as a sup-
plicant to the G-20 summit meeting in 
Japan with President Donald Trump, 
and left having narrowly escaped di-
saster.

Xi faces a flagging economy at home 
and a popular uprising in Hong Kong. In 
fact, the political crisis that his hardline 
policies toward the former British colo-
ny have caused is so sensitive that the 
Chinese side insisted that the issue not 
be brought up at the summit. The fear 
in Beijing is that the unrest will spread 
across the border.

Worse yet, he faced a U.S. president 
who has his finger on the “kill switch” 
of the Chinese economy, or at least on 
both its export sector and its premier 
high-technology company, Huawei.

Xi knew, better than anyone, that 
if Trump imposed 25 percent duties 
on all $570 billion worth of Chinese 
imports, the export sector of the Chi-
nese economy, already limping along, 
would be fatally crippled. Factories 
would flee China, and millions would 
lose their jobs.

Equally worrisome to Xi was the ban 
on the sale of U.S. components to “na-
tional champion” Huawei. Without 
these key components, the telecom-
munications company, which Beijing 
was counting on to dominate the 5G-
networked world of the future, would 
be reduced to a manufacturer of cheap 
cellphones.

Finally, the Chinese leader knew that 
his U.S. counterpart had both the au-
thority and the spine to actually push 
the “kill switch.” Trump’s legal author-
ity to raise tariffs across the board was 
only days away at the time of the sum-
mit (it came through on July 1), and he 
had done it not once or twice but three 
times already. Xi would have been a fool 
to doubt Trump’s resolve, and the “core 
leader” of the Chinese Communist Party 
is no fool.

And how could Xi possibly retaliate? 
He has already imposed tariffs on almost 
all American imports, and had virtu-
ally frozen purchases of U.S. farm prod-

ucts. What’s left? Forcing U.S. compa-
nies out of the China market altogether, 
the way that South Korea’s Samsung was 
forced out?

That wouldn’t only be catastrophic for 
China’s already tattered reputation as a 
place to do business, it would lead to the 
further disengagement of the U.S. and 
Chinese economies.

That’s China’s worst nightmare. If our 
two economies disengage, and China is 
no longer able to slipstream in America’s 
powerful wake, the outcome of the cur-
rent great power competition is virtually 
certain.

America will win (again) and China 
will lose.

With no more arrows in his quiver, Xi 
resorted to making promises, many of 
which we’ve heard before. He’s promis-
ing to increase imports of agricultural 
commodities, for example. We’ve heard 
this one before, namely at the last G-20 
summit. So has U.S. Trade Represen-
tative Robert Lighthizer and the other 
American negotiators, who are likely 
to be much more skeptical this time 
around. They are looking for concrete 
commitments to specific import targets 
for U.S. products, say, $200 billion a year, 
not just vague promises from around 
$120 billion at present.

So the negotiations resume, and 
Trump has taken his finger off the kill 
switch—for now.

What did Trump give up? Nothing. 
He’s not going to raise tariffs, right away 
at least, but the existing tariffs remain 
in place.

Huawei will remain on the U.S. “entity 
list” of companies banned from buying 
high-tech components and software. 
Temporary licenses will allow U.S. 
companies to sell certain components 
to China—as long as these don’t threaten 
U.S. national security—licenses that can 
be terminated at any time. A full lifting 
of the ban will depend upon reaching a 
trade agreement.

Even when that happens, the state-
controlled company won’t be able to sell 
its products in America, the repercus-
sions of which will cost it an estimated 
40 percent of its sales.

All this isn’t to say that the United States 
has won the trade war; it hasn’t. But be-
cause of the Trump team’s toughness 
and negotiating skills, it occupies the 
high ground.

The final outcome is still uncertain, 
of course. And the answer to the 
larger question of whether America 
or China will own the 21st century is 
still uncertain.

But what is clear is that the days of Chi-
na’s one-party dictatorship simply rolling 
over weak U.S. politicians, and taking 
unfair advantage of America’s openness 
and fair-dealing, are over and done.

Steven W. Mosher is the president 
of the Population Research Institute 
and the author of “Bully of Asia: Why 
China’s Dream is the New Threat to 
World Order.”

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

A protester waves a “Black Bauhinia” flag as others set up barricades at Lung Wo Road outside the 
Legislative Council in Hong Kong before the flag-raising ceremony to mark the 22nd anniversary of the 
handover to China, on July 1, 2019.

ViVeK PraKash/aFP/getty images

Democrats Deny true 
threat of china over their 
obsession With russia

OPINION

Steven rogerS

any Democratic presidential candidates are 
convinced that Russia is the United States’ 
biggest geopolitical threat—but their out-
dated reading of foreign affairs only proves 
that they aren’t qualified to be in the White 
House.

During the Cold War, when the Soviet 
Union was indisputably the United States’ 
most dangerous enemy, leading Democrats 
such as  Sen. Ted Kennedy ignored the threat 
and collaborated with the Soviet govern-
ment to undermine U.S. elections. While 
serving as mayor of Burlington, Vermont, 
in 1988, Sen. Bernie Sanders—who is cur-
rently running for the Democrat presiden-
tial nomination—even  traveled to the USSR, 
where he reportedly praised his totalitarian 
hosts in effusive terms.

Now, nearly 30 years after the collapse of 
the Soviet Union, Democrats are suddenly 
viewing Russia as America’s most threaten-
ing adversary.

Remarkably, when the moderators of 
the second night of the first Democratic 
primary debate  asked the participants to 
identify what they consider to be America’s 
greatest foreign threat today, several of the 
candidates insisted that Russia’s efforts to 
influence U.S. elections represent a greater 
danger to our country than China’s rapidly 
expanding power, wealth, and influence, 
which Beijing expects will one day allow it 
to eclipse the United States at the top of the 
international order.

“[T]he biggest threat to our national se-
curity right now is Russia, not China,” said 
Sen. Michael Bennet (D-Colo.), insisting that 
Moscow poses a bigger foreign policy chal-
lenge “because of what they’ve done with 
our election.”

“Russia is our greatest geopolitical threat, 
because they have been hacking our democ-
racy successfully and they’ve been laughing 
... about it for the last couple of years,” agreed 
entrepreneur Andrew Yang, arguing that 
“we should focus on that before we start 
worrying about other threats.”

Rep. Eric Swalwell (D-Calif.) also weighed 
in on the issue, stating that his first foreign 
policy objective will consist of “breaking up 
with Russia and making up with NATO.”

Economy and Demography
In reality, China has become by far the most 
menacing threat to U.S. interests, due in 
large part to its rapidly expanding econo-
my, which has allowed the regime to invest 
heavily in military modernization. This real-
ity isn’t a classified secret, either—for years, 

leading U.S. foreign policy scholars and ex-
perts have publicly warned about China’s 
rise, arguing that Washington’s calcified 
Cold War mentality needs to be updated to 
address modern geopolitical realities.

Former Vice President Joe Biden didn’t ad-
dress China during the debate, but he has 
previously  scoffed at the notion that China 
poses a threat to U.S. interests, even claim-
ing that “they’re not competition for us.”

It may come as a surprise to the Demo-
crats, most of whom spent the Cold War as 
dupes and apologists for the Soviet Union, 
but Russian Facebook ads aren’t exactly the 
greatest contemporary threat to America. 
China, with its hostile efforts to  weaponize 
international trade and undisguised desire 
to supplant the United States as the preemi-
nent power in Asia, is a far more capable and 
ambitious adversary.

Frustration at Government ProPelled us to HeiGHten action 
and storm BuildinG, say HonG KonG Protesters

HONG KONG

IrIS tao

Hong Kong protesters who staged a take-
over of the city’s legislature building late 
on July 1 made global headlines.

The city government was quick to con-
demn the protesters as “rioters.”

However, the young protesters who 
rammed through the Legislative Coun-
cil’s (LegCo) glass doors and vandalized 
the interiors with slogans against the 
government and a controversial extradi-
tion bill are now stepping out to clarify 
why they did what they did.

“We stormed the LegCo for only one 
reason—one that we have maintained 
from the very beginning to the end—and 
that is, for the government to respond 
to the people’s demands,” read a July 
2 letter that circulated widely on Hong 
Kong online forums.

The author, who participated in the 
July 1 protest, identified himself as “a 
kid who loves Hong Kong and sees it as 
home.”

“We have tried every peaceful means 

possible; however, none of them resulted 
in a response from the government but 
only procrastination and police actions 
using excessive force,” the person wrote, 
citing previous peaceful marches at-
tended by millions of Hongkongers on 
June 9 and 16. “We had no other choice, 
and the government had forced us to 
fight [for our cause] with more dramatic 
methods.”

The bill, which would allow mainland 
China to seek extradition of criminal 
suspects, drew widespread opposition, 
with many fearing that the proposal 
would allow the Chinese regime to pun-
ish its critics on trumped-up charges.

Faced with public pressure, Hong 
Kong’s top official Carrie Lam suspended 
the bill indefinitely but stopped short 
of scrapping the bill as protesters de-
manded.

They have also called on the govern-
ment to establish an independent in-
quiry into police use of force to disperse 
protesters on June 12, which led to over 
80 civilian injuries. But the government 
has repeatedly said the current police 
complaints system would be sufficient 
to investigate any police misconduct.

Writing to his parents, he urged them 
to understand the protesters’ actions. 
“We heard the news calling us ‘rioters,’ 
but I want to you know that we are not.”

The young protester went on to explain 

how those who stormed the building 
that night only escalated their actions in 
order to get their message heard.

According to first-hand accounts by 
protesters and journalists at the scene, 
signs were posted by protesters warn-
ing not to touch important documents 
and gifts from foreign countries. They 
cordoned off the library area with bar-
riers and put up notices that read, “Don’t 
destroy.”

The protesters also left cash after pick-
ing up drinks from the refrigerator in 
the canteen.

A slogan written on one of the pillars 
inside the main chamber encapsulated 
the protesters’ frustration: “It is you who 
taught me that peaceful demonstrations 
are of no use.”

The young protester also highlighted 
the sense of desperation many felt, in-
cluding three Hongkongers who recent-
ly fell to their deaths after calling out 
government inaction to scrap the bill.

“While you might have only thought 
of violence upon seeing the LegCo being 
broken into and damaged, how could 
you compare lifeless buildings to human 
lives that perished?” he wrote.

“Every time we hear the news of a per-
son who perished, our hearts are torn 
apart. Countless nights we have been 
overwhelmed by crying, and the people 
did so out of their love for Hong Kong.”

We stormed the LegCo for 
only one reason—one that 
we have maintained from 
the very beginning to the 
end—and that is, for the 
government to respond to 
the people’s demand.
A July 2 letter circulated widely on
Hong Kong online forums

In recent years, China has dramatically  
escalated its spying activities in the United 
States, recruiting U.S. intelligence analysts 
to help it steal not just government secrets, 
but also intellectual property and academ-
ic research. Russia, conversely, can’t even 
manage to purloin emails from a laughably 
naive Democrat political operative without 
being  caught red-handed.

The main reason for this imbalance is that 
China’s economy dwarfs Russia’s.

In 2018, China’s GDP totaled an impres-
sive $13.6 trillion, while Russia’s economic 
output was less than $1.7 trillion—slightly 
weaker than the GDP of Texas. The econo-
mies of both countries have also been grow-
ing at drastically  different rates—in 2018, 
China’s GDP grew 6.6 percent, while Rus-
sia’s economy grew at just 2.3 percent.

China’s growing wealth has enabled it 
to  snap up billions of dollars worth of U.S. 
farmland,  compel U.S. companies to hand 
over sensitive technology as a condition of 
doing business in China, and  enlist its mul-
tinational corporations—such as telecom gi-
ant Huawei—to serve as quasi-official agents 
of the state.

While China aims to eventually surpass 
the size of the U.S. economy, Russia’s econo-
my keeps falling further and further behind, 
with South Korea, Australia, and even lowly 
Spain now nipping at its heels.

Russia also is confronting a monumen-
tal depopulation problem. For years, the 
country has been plagued by low birth rates 
and high emigration, forcing Moscow to en-
courage immigration from Central Asia and 
other parts of the world just to stave off a 
complete demographic collapse.

Analysts at  Stratfor, a foreign affairs and 
intelligence publisher, however,  warn that 
Russia’s strategy of mitigating its popula-
tion decline by encouraging immigrants is 
highly problematic, predicting that it will 
cause Moscow to face “greater difficulties 
associated with managing domestic eth-
nic tensions and political instability” in the 
future.

While China is also facing significant 
demographic  challenges as a result of its 
“one-child” policy, Beijing has plenty of time 
to develop meaningful policies that would 
stabilize long-term population growth. 
Moscow, on the other hand, doesn’t have 
this luxury.

Military Modernization
In short, a declining population and an un-

stable economy mean that Russia will be 
unable to keep up its current rate of military 
modernization in the coming years. While 
Moscow has undoubtedly  made progress 
in updating its strategic offensive capabili-
ties, including its nuclear arsenal, Russia’s 
pace of military innovation will be naturally 
limited by its feeble socio-economic outlook.

Competing with the U.S. military, in terms 
of both size and technological advancement, 
is a lot easier for China. Beijing has used its 
rapid economic growth in recent decades 
to fund an ambitious military buildup, take 
advantage of its trading partners, and bind 
smaller countries to its orbit with infra-
structure investments that have strategic 
strings attached.

China’s bellicose behavior on the world 
stage also is far more impactful and conse-
quential than Russia’s. For decades, Beijing 

has controlled North Korea as a geopoliti-
cal puppet, providing economic aid and 
diplomatic cover for Pyongyang’s pursuit 
of nuclear weapons. The Chinese military 
has also become increasingly  aggressive 
in the disputed waters of the South China 
Sea, building artificial islands and military 
bases in areas claimed by U.S. allies, such as 
Japan and the Philippines.

In just the past few years, in fact, the Chi-
nese navy has grown to become the world’s 
biggest fleet, as measured by the total num-
ber of combat vessels, and experts say it’s 
now able to outmatch the U.S. Navy in the 
three seas adjacent to the Chinese mainland. 
With China expanding its navy at a faster 
rate than any other country, the U.S. secu-
rity situation will continue to deteriorate 
unless U.S. leaders assertively respond to 
the threat.

While Russia’s territorial ambitions in 
Eastern Europe—especially its illegal annex-
ation of Crimea—should rightfully concern 
the United States and its allies, NATO exists 
specifically to counter that very threat. The 
global security tensions created by China 
in East Asia, on the other hand, are truly 
unprecedented, and there is no established 
institution to coordinate the free world’s 
response.

President Donald Trump’s policy of  ex-
panding the U.S. Navy to 355 ships is ex-
pressly designed to contain the Chinese 
threat, yet the Democrats running for presi-
dent apparently aren’t interested in tackling 
this challenge, because none of them even 
mentioned China’s military buildup during 
the presidential debates. While a few candi-
dates at  the first debate did identify China as 
America’s greatest geopolitical threat, they 
focused exclusively on the economic side of 
the issue, and didn’t explain how their ap-
proach to China would differ from Trump’s.

American policymakers can’t afford to 
ignore Russia entirely, of course. But the 
president has been far more aggressive 
toward Moscow than his predecessor, im-
posing strategic sanctions in response to 
Russian expansionism and cyberattacks, 
while simultaneously cajoling our NATO 
allies into meeting their defense spending 
commitments so that the Western alliance 
remains prepared to deal with any future 
bellicosity from Russia. The president is also 
actively trying to prevent NATO allies from 
signing agreements to purchase  natural gas 
from Russia as the United States becomes 
the world’s largest source of this strategically 
critical resource.

Many Democrats seem to think that Russia 
is America’s most formidable geopolitical 
foe, but that’s just another naive, outdated, 
and dangerous foreign policy vision from the 
Party that has made mishandling foreign 
affairs its trademark. China is the real threat 
to U.S. interests today, and any presidential 
candidate who fails to grasp this basic fact 
shouldn’t be running for the highest office 
in the land.

Steven Rogers is a retired U.S. Navy intel-
ligence officer and a former member of the 
FBI National Joint Terrorism Task Force. 
He is a member of the Donald J. Trump 
for President 2020 Campaign Advisory 
Board.

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

Soldiers in tanks pass 
in front of a screen near 
Tiananmen Square during 
a military parade in Beijing 
on Sept. 3, 2015.
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China’s bellicose 
behavior on the world 
stage is also far 
more impactful and 
consequential than 
Russia’s.

trump–Xi 
summit 
a clear Win  
for america

OPINION
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President Donald Trump with Chinese 
leader Xi Jinping during a meeting on the 
sidelines of the G-20 summit in Osaka, 
Japan, on June 29, 2019. 

Protesters deface the emblem of Hong Kong at the Legislative Council to protest the extradition bill in 
Hong Kong on July 1, 2019. The black banner reads: “There are no rioters, only violent regimes.”
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Fan Yu

U.S. sports apparel giant Nike Inc. 
canceled a line of limited-edition 
sneakers in China after the shoe’s 
Japanese designer voiced his sup-
port for recent Hong Kong protests.

Jun Takahashi, the designer be-
hind Japanese streetwear brand 
Undercover, had posted photos of 
Hong Kong protesters with the slo-
gan “no extradition to China” onto 
Undercover’s Instagram account.

Nike pulled the release of Taka-
hashi’s sneakers from Chinese dis-
tributors in June—citing “feedback 
from Chinese consumers”—and 
removed all products developed 
in collaboration with Undercover. 
Despite Nike’s assertions that it 
received feedback from “consum-
ers,” it’s almost certain that the 
feedback came from the Chinese 
Communist Party (CCP), which 
has vehemently lashed out against 
Hong Kong residents for protest-
ing against a proposed extradition 
bill that would allow any country, 
including mainland China, to seek 
extradition of criminal suspects.

Viewed in a vacuum, it’s easy to 
label Nike as a ruthless competitor 
focused on profits at all costs.

But wait—Nike actually fashions 
itself as a socially conscious brand 
with a track record of corporate 
social responsibility.

Former NFL football star Colin 
Kaepernick is a Nike ambassa-
dor. In fact, Nike recently pulled 
certain limited-edition sneakers 
featuring the Betsy Ross U.S. flag 
due to concerns that the Revolu-
tionary-era flag design, according 
to Kaepernick, could be “co-opted 
by groups espousing racist ideolo-
gies,” according to a New York 
Times report.

While the Betsy Ross flag isn’t 
on the list of “hate symbols” rec-
ognized by the Anti-Defamation 
League, Nike still thought it pru-
dent to pull the sneaker line due 
to concerns raised by Kaepernick.

In a 2018 Nike advertising cam-
paign, Kaepernick—an anti-racism 
symbol—said, “Believe in some-
thing. Even if it means sacrificing 
everything.”

But unfortunately, Nike’s earlier 
decision in Asia to not stand be-
hind Takahashi—and by extension, 
to not stand behind people in Hong 
Kong fighting against what they 
perceive as overreach by a tyran-
nical and authoritarian regime—
presents starkly against everything 
it stood for.

Put simply, the decision invali-
dates Nike’s efforts to market itself 
as a champion of social causes.

How can Nike call itself a “cham-
pion of social causes,” while at the 
same time implicitly supporting 
a CCP regime that brutally perse-
cutes religious adherents, betrays 
its “one country, two systems” 
promise with Hong Kong, engages 
in militarization of the South China 
Sea, blatantly steals intellectual 
property from foreign countries 
and companies, and manipulates 
its currency against international 
norms?

What does Kaepernick think of 

that? And what does Nike’s roster 
of elite athletes and brand ambas-
sadors think of a company that 
holds its ethos of “social responsi-
bility” so cheaply?

In fairness, Nike certainly doesn’t 
want to support tyrannical re-
gimes. Such decisions are probably 
hotly contested within its board-
rooms. And the unfortunate truth 
is that it’s much easier on the com-
pany’s bottom line to support some 
social causes than others.

Openly contesting the CCP would 
certainly be risky. Nike is one of a 
few companies whose China sales 
have been thriving even during the 
trade war. While sales growth was 
lackluster globally, China sales in-
creased almost 20 percent, to $1.6 
billion, during the last quarter 
of 2018. This was during a period 
when other foreign companies 
such as General Motors and Apple 
saw their sales flounder.

The CCP is a bully—politically, 
economically, and technological-
ly. Recently, reports surfaced that 
Beijing has been forcibly installing 
apps and malware onto consumer 
smartphones during routine secu-
rity checks to collect confidential 
data, even for those not suspected 
of any wrongdoing.

Yet transgressions by the CCP are 
increasing, and they are becom-
ing increasingly scrutinized on the 
global stage. We are reaching an 
inflection point where companies 
must declare where they stand.

Western companies have long 
privately protested the actions of 
the CCP, but are publicly afraid. To-
day, corporate social responsibility 
is an increasingly important and 
unavoidable part of companies’ 
mission statements. And perhaps 
not coincidentally, U.S. President 
Donald Trump’s trade war has Bei-
jing and the Chinese economy on 
its heels.

Individually, Western compa-
nies appear powerless or vulner-
able against a regime that controls 
the world’s most populous nation 
and No. 2 economy. But together, 
and with the support of the U.S. 
administration, like-minded West-
ern companies may have more re-
course today than ever before.

At this critical juncture, busi-
nesses need to reassess their priori-
ties and balance profit-making for 
shareholders with a duty toward 
their corporate and social missions.

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

rIck FISher

hina’s People’s Liberation Army 
(PLA) demonstrated its anti-ship 
ballistic missile (ASBM) in exercis-
es in the South China Sea on June 
29 or 30, as recounted by unidenti-
fied U.S. government sources in a 
July 1 report by CNBC.

An alarming development, this 
exercise is likely the first open-
ocean demonstration of the PLA’s 
ASBMs, which they have been 
developing since the early 1990s. 
Larger PLA ASBMs are both dif-
ficult to shoot down and devas-
tating in impact, as they can hit 
large moving ships such as aircraft 
carriers at hypersonic speeds.

However, the U.S. officials didn’t 
disclose the type of ASBM used in 
the exercise. The PLA Rocket Force 
has had the China Aerospace Science 
and Industry Corp. (CASIC)-made 
1,700-kilometer (km) (1,056 miles) 
range DF-21D ASBM since before 
2010, and the 4,000-km (2,485 miles) 
range DF-26 since 2014.

Since at least 2007, the PLA has 
maintained a missile base on the 
island province Hainan, which 
could accommodate the DF-21D 

and the DF-26. From this base, the 
DF-26 can attack U.S. Navy ships 
and Marines now hosted by Aus-
tralia in the port city of Darwin.

A subsequent detail revealed 
by Pentagon spokesman Lt. Col. 
Dave Eastburn to Bill Gertz of The 
Washington Free Beacon sheds 
more light on the missile. He told 
Gertz: “Of course the Pentagon 
was aware of the Chinese missile 
launch from the man-made struc-
tures in the South China Sea near 
the Spratly Islands.” This likely 
means the missile was launched 
from one of China’s new artificial 
islands in the Spratly Islands.

Launching from these islands also 
raises the possibility that the Chinese 
air force or navy may have demon-
strated a version of the 290-km (180 
miles) range CASIC CM-401. This 
is a new ASBM for export that can 
be fired from ships or land bases, is 
smaller than the DF-21, and can be 
more easily stored on the island bases.

While the PLA could have fired 
a DF-21D, a shorter range ASBM 
would have been more appropri-
ate for this week’s exercise area 
near Dreyer Shoal, roughly 300 
km north of the new PLA base on 

Subi Reef, or about 400 km away 
from the PLA’s Mischief Reef base.

The PLA version of the CM-401 
would likely have a longer 350-km 
to 500-km range, but it would also 
fly at a slower speed of Mach 4 to 5, 
making it vulnerable to advanced 
U.S. Navy defenses like the Aegis 
air and missile defense system.

Nevertheless, its deployment 
would be a troubling development, 
as the CM-401 would likely be used 
in coordination with submarine-
launched anti-ship cruise mis-
siles and air-launched supersonic 
speed YJ-12 anti-ship missiles fired 
from Chinese-manufactured H-6J 
bombers, or shorter-range mis-
siles fired from strike fighters. A 
large number of varied anti-ship 
missiles that might include faster 
longer-range, land-based ASBMs 
could likely overwhelm the Aegis 
defense system. This would pose a 
real threat to U.S. Navy ships.

In January 2018, the PLA tested 
its new joint service strategies 
in the South China Sea by hold-
ing combined exercises with its air 
force, navy, and rocket force. One 
of the reported goals was to better 
integrate the rocket force with the We are reaching 

an inflection point 
where companies 
must declare where 
they stand.

People walk by a Nike advertisement featuring Colin Kaepernick on display in 
New York on Sept. 6, 2018.
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A prominent eye doctor has re-
signed from the University of 
California–San Diego (UCSD), 
amid scrutiny of his ties to a Chi-
nese recruitment program that 
has drawn concern in Washing-
ton about its role in enabling tech-
nology transfer to China from the 
United States.

Kang Zhang, 56, the former chief 
of eye genetics at the UCSD Shiley 
Eye Institute, is a member of the 
Thousand Talents Program, the 
San Diego-based nonprofit news 
organization inewsource reported 
on July 6.

The state-sponsored program 
aims to lure foreign experts to 
work in China, offering candidates 
generous salaries, living arrange-
ments, and titles.

Zhang, who has a laboratory 
named after him at the univer-
sity, resigned from UCSD on July 
4 after inewsource inquired into 
his involvement in the program, 
as well as his connections to sev-
eral Chinese businesses. Accord-

ing to the outlet, Zhang had failed 
to disclose his interests in several 
Chinese biomedical companies.

The official website of the Thou-
sand Talents Program states that its 
desired candidates are scholars and 
researchers under 55 years of age 
at distinguished Western universi-
ties. Since 2008, the program has 
recruited more than 6,000 people.

The program has been the subject 
of increased scrutiny by the FBI 
and other federal agencies over 

concerns that it facilitates the theft 
of U.S. intellectual property and 
other technology-related secrets.

The National Institute of Health 
(NIH), the largest funder of bio-
medical research in the United 
States, sounded the alarm in 2018, 
warning that the program could 
be used to transfer key research, 
produced using federal research 
grants, to China.

Prior to his resignation, Zhang 
had been “on leave” since April, 

after inewsource reported that a 
2017 Food and Drug Administra-
tion (FDA) investigation and a sub-
sequent UCSD audit found he had 
violated a range of human research 
rules, putting patients at risk.

The investigations found that the 
doctor enrolled people he shouldn’t 
have for clinical trials, conducted 
HIV tests on people without their 
permission, didn’t keep proper re-
cords of his patients, and didn’t com-
plete required ethics training for a 
study involving stem cells.

In one case that was noted in a 
2016 FDA inspection report, a pa-
tient complained that Zhang poked 
a hole in her eye during an injection, 
which had to be fixed with surgery, 
allegedly because he was in a rush 
to catch a flight to China.

UCSD suspended Zhang from 
overseeing human research stud-
ies in April 2017 following the FDA 
findings, but allowed him to con-
tinue to apply for federal grants, 
publish in medical journals, and 
train medical students, inewsource 
reported.

The Chinese American doctor has 
published more than 100 research 
papers and received numerous 
grants for his work, according to the 
UCSD website. The funding Zhang 
received from the NIH amounted to 
more than $15 million, two-thirds 
of which was granted during his 11-
year tenure at UCSD.

ucsd doctor resiGns amid 
scrutiny oF linKs to cHina

THOUSAND TALENTS Disclosure Issues
Zhang also oversaw several other 
pharmaceutical businesses in Chi-
na, but didn’t disclose those inter-
ests to the university, as mandated 
by federal regulations and univer-
sity policy, inewsource reported.

He founded and was majority 
shareholder of Guangdong-based, 
publicly traded Guangzhou Kan-
grui Biological Pharmaceutical 
Technology, a company that has the 
same research focus as Zhang’s field 
at UCSD.

Zhang also founded another bio-
medical firm called Huibairui, a 
subsidiary of Kangrui, and was the 
director at the Guangzhou Youze 
Biological Pharmaceutical Technol-
ogy Co., according to his biography 
on the Chinese-language finance 
website ChinaIPO.

An archive of Kangrui’s website 
shows that Zhang played a key role in 
the company, and noted that Zhang 
has introduced advanced technolo-
gies to improve cataract surgery 
procedures in China, for which the 
Minister of Health commended him 
as “the elite of our nation.”

Zhang’s attorney, Leo Cunning-
ham, told inewsource in an email 
on July 3 that Zhang’s involvement 
in Kangrui was disclosed via Chi-
nese business filings for the publicly 
traded company.

Cunningham added that Zhang’s 
“part-time affiliation with the 

Thousand Talents Program was 
widely publicized” and “required 
no formal disclosure to anyone.”

The lawyer told the publication 
in an email on July 5 that Zhang’s 
resignation arose from reasons 
“between the doctor and the Uni-
versity.”

Experts in the field have expressed 
concern over Zhang’s alleged failure 
to disclose his business interests in 
China.

“Not telling it is lying, pure and 
simple, and is unconscionable,” 
Ross McKinney, chief scientific of-
ficer at the Association of American 
Medical Colleges, told inewsource. 
“You have the exact paradigmatic 
case of what can and has gone 
wrong.”

Previous Cases
Earlier in May, Turab Lookman, a 
former scientist for a U.S. nation-
al laboratory, was charged with 
making false statements on an 
employment questionnaire and 
denying his involvement in the 
Thousand Talents Program.

Since 2018, NIH has been in-
vestigating NIH-funded foreign 
scientists at more than 60 U.S. 
institutions, leading to the firing 
of two Chinese Americans at Em-
ory University and three Asian 
researchers at the MD Anderson 
Cancer Center at the University 
of Texas.

Not telling it is 
lying, pure and 
simple, and is 
unconscionable.
Ross McKinney, 
chief scientific 
officer, Association 
of American Medical 
Colleges

The Pentagon was 
aware of the Chinese 
missile launch from 
the man-made 
structures in the 
South China Sea 
near the Spratly 
Islands.
Lt. Col. Dave Eastburn, 
spokesman, Pentagon
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China: anti-ship 
BallistiC missiles

OPINION

new Southern Theater Command 
that would control operations in 
the South China Sea, according 
to CNBC.

Deploying the CM-401 or the 
DF-21D would also then justify 
PLA deployment of protecting jet 
fighters, surface-to-air missiles, 
larger surveillance aircraft, and 
unmanned aircraft to assist ASBM 
targeting.

This would better enable the 
PLA to control sea lanes vital to 
the economies of Northeast Asia 
and Southeast Asia. This week’s 
PLA exercise area, near Dreyer 
Shoal, was next to these major sea 
lanes. With weapons deployed, the 
larger bases such as Mischief Reef 
and Subi Reef also become suitable 
for staging a future invasion of the 
Philippine island of Palawan.

For this reason, the United States 
should take immediate actions to 
deter China, while accelerating 
the development of new energy 

weapons that can provide bet-
ter close-in defense for U.S. Navy 
ships. The Philippines should be 
offered a modest number of 400-
km range MGM-140 Army Tactical 
Missile System short-range ballis-
tic missiles able to reach Mischief 
Reef from Palawan.

Furthermore, the ASBM must 
not be allowed to make the air-
craft carrier obsolete. Accelerated 
energy weapons such as high-
powered lasers and railguns could 
provide much greater assurance 
of defense. Overcoming techni-
cal barriers to their development 
may delay their deployment until 
much later in the 2020s.

But a U.S. ASBM deterrent capa-
bility could be fielded much soon-
er. The Trump administration, 
to its credit, has placed a much 
higher priority on developing new 
U.S. medium- and intermediate-
range ballistic missiles that could 
also carry new hypersonic anti-

China’s South Sea Fleet 
takes part in a drill in 
the Paracel Islands in 
the South China Sea on 
May 5, 2016.

The University of 
California–San 
Diego in this file 
photo. Kang Zhang, 
an ophthalmologist, 
resigned from the 
UCSD on July 4, 2019, 
because of questions 
about his ties to 
Chinese companies 
and a state-sponsored 
recruitment program. 

Chinese pilots 
onboard the guided-
missile frigate Wuhu 
(539) stand in 
formation shortly 
after docking at the 
international port in 
Manila on Jan. 17, 
2019.
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ship warheads. It’s also developing 
shorter tactical range hypersonic 
weapons that could attack ships.

As the United States develops 
these new missiles, it should also 
offer them for sale to allies and 
friends, such as Japan and Taiwan. 
Chinese leaders should quickly be 
made to understand that if they 
use their missile barrages against 
the United States and allied na-
vies, the PLA navy can be imme-
diately smothered by ASBMs fired 
from the ships, submarines, and 
aircraft of the United States, Ja-
pan, South Korea, Australia, and 
Taiwan.

Rick Fisher is a senior fellow with 
the International Assessment and 
Strategy Center.

Views expressed in this article 
are the opinions of the author 
and do not necessarily reflect the 
views of The Epoch Times.
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Lawsuits
Worried that WCC would 
lose its academic freedom 
once it was owned by a 
Chinese company with 
government ties, a group 
of alumni, donors, and fac-
ulty founded the Westmin-
ster Foundation and filed a 
lawsuit against Rider in New 
Jersey state court in June 
2017, in an effort to stop the 
deal. The foundation isn’t 
affiliated with WCC; it’s an 
independent organization 
established to oppose any 
efforts by Rider to sell or 
close WCC.

Bruce Afran, the lawyer 
for the plaintiffs, told In-
side Higher Ed in October 
2018: “This American col-
lege will be taken over by a 
corporation that is owned 
and controlled by the gov-
ernment of China, which 
does not recognize any de-
gree of academic freedom 
and which has a state pol-
icy subordinating colleges 
to governmental and Com-
munist Party principles. It 
is diametrically contrary 
to the understanding of 
an American institution of 
higher education.”

The Insider Higher Ed re-
port also cited WCC’s cho-
ral director Joe Miller, who 
said he was informed before 
his 2018 China tour that he 
had to seek the Chinese 
government’s approval of 
the choir’s repertoire in ad-
vance. Afran said this action 
was “an unprecedented ac-
ademic and cultural intru-
sion and interference, and 
this is before Westminster 
changes hands.”

Afran cited other recent 
examples of Beijing pres-
suring international aca-
demia to go by its rules. In 
2017, Cambridge University 
Press blocked online access 

in China to some 300 “polit-
ically sensitive” articles—in-
cluding those that discussed 
the 1989 Tiananmen Square 
Massacre and the Cultural 
Revolution—following a 
request from the Chinese 
regime. The UK publisher 
eventually reversed its po-
sition and reposted these 
articles online after an out-
cry from the academic com-
munity.

Kaiwen was eager to seal 
the deal. It invited about 
40 WCC students on an all-
expenses-paid trip to Bei-
jing in October 2018, and 
promised them future jobs 
at Beijing Kaiwen schools, 
according to an NPR report.

“It [Kaiwen] made us feel 
like celebrities,” Rachel 
Woody, a junior majoring in 
music education, told NPR 
after the trip.

Kaiwen’s actions made 
WCC alumni worry that 
“through Westminster, 
they’re trying to actually 
gain full control of an Amer-
ican college,” Afran said.

College Steward
Princeton Theological Semi-
nary (PTS), a private school, 
originally donated the land 
where WCC’s campus cur-
rently sits, in 1932. The land 
was donated by Sophia 
Strong Taylor, who named 
PTS as WCC’s steward—with 
the condition that the land 
would belong to PTS if WCC 
ceased to operate as a choir 
college.

When PTS heard of Rid-
er’s plans to sell WCC to 
Kaiwen, the school filed a 
lawsuit against Rider, also 
in New Jersey state court, 
in February 2018. It claimed 
that such a deal disregarded 
WCC’s obligations as stipu-
lated when Taylor donated 
the land to the choir college.

olIvIa lI

Chinese people are starting to feel the 
pressure of economic slowdown. As 
China’s yuan continues to devalue, 
and several small- and medium-sized 
banks have recently filed for bank-
ruptcy, many Chinese are choosing 
to buy gold or take their money out of 
banks to protect their assets. 

Additionally, the Chinese govern-
ment issued an unusual notice in late 
June to encourage Party members and 
cadres to invest in stocks, which is 
interpreted by many as a desperate 
move to rescue China’s economy.

Currency Devaluation
China’s yuan or renminbi (RMB) fell 
sharply on July 2, hitting its weak-
est level against the U.S. dollar in a 
week. By 4:30 pm Beijing time, the 
onshore RMB closed at 6.8835 against 
the dollar, a fall of 391 points from the 
previous trading day. Offshore RMB 
closed at 6.8856, which was a drop of 
nearly 300 points.

Reuters’s Chinese-language edition 
quoted a currency trader as saying 
that investor optimism continues to 
wane upon seeing the ups and downs 
in the previous rounds of trade nego-
tiations. They rush to trade Chinese 
yuan into U.S. dollars whenever the 
dollar weakens a little bit. Therefore, 
presently, the dollar is very stable and 
the Chinese currency still faces fur-
ther downward pressure. 

The trade tensions between the 
United States and China have seri-
ously affected China’s economy. In 
particular, after President Trump 
announced to increase the tariffs on 
$200 billion worth of Chinese goods 
from 10 percent to 25 percent on May 
5, the yuan has depreciated by about 
2.5 percent so far.

Previously, Deutsche Bank has pre-
dicted that the tariff increase from 10 
percent to 25 percent would lead to a 
devaluation of the yuan to 7.1 against 
the dollar. If the United States decides 
to impose tariffs on the additional 
$300 billion worth of Chinese goods, 
the yuan may further depreciate to 
7.4 against the dollar.

Ming Chu-cheng, a political science 
professor at National Taiwan Universi-
ty who specializes in Chinese politics, 
predicted on his YouTube channel that 
if the Chinese yuan ever drops below 
7 yuan per dollar, it will trigger a con-
fidence crisis of the Chinese economy. 
Devaluation of Chinese currency will 
accelerate and capital outflows will 
occur in both China and Hong Kong. 
If the standoff between the United 
States and China on trade relations 
continues for a long time, China will 
fall into a financial crisis.

“Eventually China will become the 
second Venezuela,” Ming said.

Buying Gold to Preserve Wealth
Chinese people are seeking to pre-
serve their wealth by buying gold as 
the Chinese currency continues to 
depreciate in value.

According to a June 24 report from 
Chinese news portal Sina, the man-
ager at Gold Hangzhou’s flagship store 
revealed that the sale of gold increased 
significantly since May. The store is 
seeing more and more big transac-
tions recently. Big transaction refers 
to more than 1 kilogram of gold in a 
single purchase.

“A customer bought 3.5 kilograms of 
gold bars just two days ago. Sales vol-
umes for both gold bars and gold orna-
ments exceeded our expectations in 

these two months,” the manager said.
Mr. Zhu, a businessman from Hang-

zhou, told Radio Free Asia that local 
people are buying gold because they 
are worried that the Chinese currency 
will continue to depreciate.

“We wish to exchange yuan into U.S. 
currency, but the foreign exchange 
control is getting stricter. So we have 
to buy gold instead. Although every 
Chinese citizen is allowed to exchange 
$50,000 worth of currency a year, 
banks are using all kinds of excuses 
to reject our request when we need to 
exchange a relatively large amount. 
Sometimes, they even refuse to ex-
change $5,000 worth of U.S. dollars. 
If there is no such foreign exchange 
control, holding U.S. dollars is the best 
way for us to hedge against inflation,” 
Zhu said.

Zhang Li, a resident of Wuhan, told 
Radio Free Asia that the recent news 
about Baotou Commercial bank being 
taken over by China’s Central Bank 
due to insolvency has made many 
people worry about the money they 
keep in bank accounts.

“Some people have chosen to store 

money in the most primitive way, that 
is, storing money at home,” Zhang 
said. “A lot of people I know of took 
money out of the bank, as they fear 
that they may lose the money if the 
bank files bankruptcy.”

Party Members Encouraged  
to Buy Stocks
The Central Discipline Inspection 
Commission, China’s anti-corruption 
watchdog, published an article on its 
official website on June 24, saying that 
Party members and cadres can engage 
in legitimate securities trading activ-
ity, and by doing so they are support-
ing China’s economic development.

Back in October 1993, China’s State 
Council stipulated in its regulation 
that government officials at or above 
the county level were not allowed to 
buy or sell stocks. It wasn’t until April 
2001 that the State Council gradual-
ly lifted the ban on stock trading by 
Party or government officials.

A long-term stock investor, Mr. Zhou 
from Hubei Province, told Radio Free 
Asia that the majority of stock inves-
tors in China have suffered huge 
losses, and the number of people in-
terested in stock trading is diminish-
ing drastically. Now that the central 
government calls on Party and gov-
ernment officials to enter the stock 
market, “we are wondering, does that 
mean there is no more money going 
into the stock market and the stock 
market will collapse soon? Maybe 
they encourage Party members and 
cadres to put their money in, because 
the stock market needs money des-
perately to sustain it.”

Epoch Times reporter Jiang 
Wangchao contributed to this 
report.

A woman holds a gold bar to mark the year of the snake in Beijing in 2012.
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China to some 
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Cultural Revolution—
following a request 
from the Chinese 
regime. 

This can be described as a 
form of colonization, looking 
at the way China is doing 
things in the country.
Emily Kamanga, political 
commentator

tion, looking at the way China is doing things 
in the country. When they come, they come 
in full force,” she said.

Contrary to Western countries, which fund 
projects but still give the recipient countries 
control over them, the Chinese are moving 
in permanently, raising questions about the 
nature of the help provided, Kamanga said.

“We appreciate their help, but they should 
go back after the completion of the projects,” 
she said.

Kamanga lamented the increase in the 
number of Chinese who are running small-
scale businesses in the country, citing the 

selling of secondhand clothing in rural areas 
as an example.

“They are taking over things in the coun-
try,” she said. “Their businesses are cheaper, 
and before we know, it we might end up in 
their control.”

While Malawi’s elites might be able to 
take advantage of the opportunity to learn 
Mandarin—which could level the playing 
field in the future when dealing with the 
Chinese—for workers like Malata, this isn’t 
easily possible, and will continue to create 
challenges when working with the Chinese 
on projects.

charleS PenSulo

BLANTYRE, Malawi—Nineteen-year-old 
Chancy Malata has few kind words to say 
about his former Chinese bosses.

He worked for a construction company in 
Blantyre, the commercial center of Malawi, 
for a wage of $2.50 a day; his job involved 
mixing concrete for builders, among other 
tasks.

“It’s not so much the work and pay that 
I was concerned with, it was the language 
and the conditions of the work,” he told The 
Epoch Times in an interview at his parents’ 
house in Blantyre, where he lived.

Since Malawi entered into a diplomatic 
relationship with China, Chinese companies 
have undertaken massive construction proj-
ects in the country. But language has been 
a point of contention between the Chinese 
bosses and the Malawians who make up the 
majority of construction laborers.

While most Malawians are able to under-
stand English, very few know Chinese. And 
in contrast with business owners who are 
Indian, some of whom have even managed 
to learn the local language—Chichewa—to 
communicate with employees, few Chinese 
communicate in English.

Confucius Institutes
Conversely, it seems that it’s the Chinese who 
want the locals to learn their language, as 
Chinese officials have increased their efforts 
to establish their controversial Confucius In-
stitutes (CI) in the southeast African country.

At the opening of the CI at the University 
of Malawi in 2016, China’s ambassador to 
Malawi, Shing Ting Wang, said the status of 
China as the world’s second-largest econo-
my has increased the number of people who 
want to learn the Chinese language and know 
about the culture, the Nyasa Times reported.

The international expansion of CIs, though, 
has been the subject of criticism, mostly be-
cause of links to the Chinese Communist 
Party.

CIs, which are funded by the Chinese re-
gime, are said in intelligence circles to be a 
way for China to advance its influence in 
the host countries, or to be used for espio-
nage purposes by Beijing. A number of these 
education centers have been closed in North 
America and Europe, as concern about their 
ties to Beijing grows.

In Africa alone, more than 50 such insti-
tutes teaching Mandarin Chinese have been 
established, prompting interest from students 
eager to land a job with Chinese companies.

An official from the CI in Malawi—which 
collaborates with local universities to pro-
vide lessons—declined to be interviewed, at 
first stating he needed to seek authorization 
from the Chinese Embassy before comment-
ing, but later saying, “We can’t accept the 
interview.”

The South African government in 2015 an-
nounced plans to integrate Mandarin Chinese 
into its public school curriculum. In 2018, 
Uganda also announced that Mandarin 
would become a compulsory high school 
subject.

AfricAns Look  
At MAndArin 
LAnguAge Lessons 
With suspicion
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proposed deal for the 
partially state-owned 
Chinese company Kai-
wen Education to buy 

the prestigious U.S. music 
school Westminster Choir 
College (WCC) won’t go 
forward, according to state-
ments published by Kaiwen 
and WCC’s owner, Rider 
University, on July 1.

WCC has regular perfor-
mances with the Philadel-
phia Orchestra and the New 
York Philharmonic, and 
many of its alumni are re-
nowned musicians, such as 
American composer Warren 
Martin, American mezzo-
soprano opera singer Jenni-
fer Larmore, and Canadian 
conductor and pianist Yan-
nick Nézet-Séguin.

Rider didn’t provide a rea-
son for the deal cancellation, 
only noting that both parties 
“mutually agreed” to end 
it. The university stated on 
July 1 that beginning with 
the fall 2020 semester, it will 
integrate WCC into Rider’s 
campus in Lawrenceville, 
New Jersey, which about a 
15-minute drive from WCC’s 
Princeton, New Jersey, cam-
pus.

Kaiwen stated on July 1 
that the deal failed because 
it was taking “longer than 
expected” to get approval 
from New Jersey authori-
ties, after Rider was sued by 
a group of alumni, donors, 
and faculty.

WCC merged with Rider 
University, a private insti-

tution, in 1992 for financial 
reasons. In 2017, Rider then 
announced plans to sell 
WCC after the university 
determined that it didn’t 
have the financial means to 
operate the WCC campus 
anymore. Since then, Rider 
has contacted 281 poten-
tial suitors, and eventually 
signed a purchase and sale 
agreement with Kaiwen in 
June 2018, according to local 
media reports and previous 
statements by Rider.

In the agreement, Kaiwen 
agreed to pay $56 million: 

$40 million for the pur-
chase, and the remaining 
$16 million for investments 
in WCC.

A small music college with 
a class of roughly 400 stu-
dents, WCC trains students 
to become professional sing-
ers, music teachers, pianists, 
conductors, and other mu-
sic professionals. WCC was 
founded in 1929 at Ithaca 
College in upstate New York, 
and, in 1932, moved to a 
campus in Princeton, where 
it’s been located ever since.

After news of the agree-

ment became public, many 
WCC alumni and faculty 
became concerned that its 
future owner could restrict 
academic freedom, in ac-
cordance with the Chinese 
regime’s censorship rules. 
Some filed lawsuits to op-
pose the deal.

While the sale was aban-
doned, Rider said it would 
continue to collaborate with 
Kaiwen in the music edu-
cation field through other 
means.

Kaiwen stated that WCC 
will send teachers to Kaiwen 

schools in China for short-
term sharing in 2019 and 
2020. Meanwhile, WCC will 
train two to three Kaiwen 
music teachers for a year in 
the United States.

From 2020, Kaiwen will 
help WCC recruit Chinese 
students, while WCC will 
arrange summer camp or 
winter camps in the United 
States for Kaiwen students.

Beijing-Controlled 
Company
The party that represented 
Kaiwen in the sale was 

a newly registered com-
pany called Westminster 
Choir College Acquisition 
Corp. The corporation was 
founded by Beijing Wen-
hua Xuexin Education, a 
wholly owned subsidiary 
of Kaiwen.

The predecessor to Kai-
wen was a company called 
Jiangsu Zhongtai Bridge 
Steel Structure Co. Founded 
in March 1999, it manufac-
tured and installed steel 
products for bridge con-
struction, according to its 
business registration infor-
mation.

In 2016, the company 
founded two Kaiwen inter-
national schools in Beijing 
for grades K-12.

In December 2017, the 
company changed its name 
to Beijing Kaiwen Educa-
tion Technology Co., and 
changed its registration 
address, explaining that the 
company would no longer 
operate the steel structure 
business, due to lack of 
profit.

In the name-changing 
statement, the company 
wrote: “The real control-
ling party of our company 
is the Beijing Haidian dis-
trict branch of China’s State-
owned Assets Supervision 
and Administration Com-
mission (SASAC).”

SASAC is a ministry-lev-
el agency under China’s 
cabinet-like State Council. 
It manages all state assets, 
including all major central-
government-owned enter-
prises.
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“This new government policy will see Af-
rican languages bumped even further down 
the educational pecking order,” five linguis-
tics professors wrote in The Conversation, at 
the time South Africa announced its plans. 
They described the Chinese lessons as an-
other “slap in the face” for African languages.

A New Form of Colonization?
Political commentator Emily Kamanga said 
Malawi must take care in how it deals with 
China, noting that by the time people identify 
any concerns, it might be too late.

“This can be described as a form of coloniza-

A Chinese language teacher teaches Mandarin at 
the Confucius Institute at the University of Lagos in 
Nigeria on April 6, 2016. Intelligence agencies say 
Chinese regime-funded Confucius Institutes are a 
way for China to advance its influence or espionage 
in the host countries.
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Westminster Choir College in Princeton, N.J., in this file photo.

eQroy/shutterstoCK




