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THE CHINESE COMMUNIST PARTY THE WEST’s BIGGEST THREAT 
 
Brig Hennie Heymans 
 
I have enjoyed reading the speeches by the heads of MI5 and of the FBI, 
as well as the almost simultaneous speeches made by other Western 
luminaries from the security sphere, and I hope that you, too, will find them 
illuminating about a topic of utmost importance for the retention of a rules-
based international order and the values and norms that we hold dear. 
 
I am left with various emotions because this is a threat of epic proportions 
and the scale of the “warfare” being waged, is mindboggling.  

• Firstly, the Free World, as we know it, is under a total and real threat 

of the Chinese Communist Party. This is all out war – total war! A 

new kind of warfare to effectively neutralise the Free World – 

nothing is sacred and the spectrum of operations is far reaching 

from Artificial Intelligence to Intellectual Property and Commerce.  

Nobody doing business with China is really safe. 

• Secondly the scope of operations is immense! The Chinese scope of intelligence gathering, 

and industrial espionage is mindboggling. It is a continuous process covering most fields of 

human interest. 

• Thirdly this is the first time ever that the FBI and MI5 have publicly addressed an audience 

so large that we in South Africa are also aware of the implications. This is a serious problem. 

• Fourthly the danger is also very serious “from within”. Not only the UK and the USA are under 

threat but the whole free world – Canada and Europe.  

• Fifthly values and vested interests are at stake. 

• Sixth, the irony of the whole problem! “Maintaining a technological edge may do more to 
increase a company’s value than would partnering with a Chinese company to sell into that 
huge Chinese market, only to find the Chinese government, and your “partner,” stealing and 
copying your innovation, setting up a Chinese competitor, backed by its government, that is 
soon undercutting you—not just in China, but everywhere”. And soon you are out of business  

• Seventh the scale of theft (theft of all kinds) and copying of IP taking place is immense! 

• Eighth, the CCP is a deadly, total enemy – on a multi-level of operations. 

Geopolitics: When the “wall came down in Berlin” I would have thought that the West (America) 
would have seized the opportunity and worked for closer ties with Russia – invited them to join 
NATO so that the free world could contain China. Now we have BRICS, and even South Africa has 
close ties with China and as we have seen, such ties (raw products) are to China’s advantage. We 
also see that Australia is coming under threat and Taiwan is in the “line of fire”. With Northern Korea 
very active – but poor – but an ally of China, that could also put Japan at risk! 
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A SUDDEN SLEW OF USA / UK PRONOUNCEMENTS ON THE CCP 

POSING THE PRIMARY THREAT TO THE WEST: THE CONTEXT 

Dr. Willem Steenkamp 

As just about everyone is aware, the collective West has since 

February 2022 been engaged in a high-stakes conflict with Moscow 

over Ukraine. The previously unheard-of measures being taken, and 

the level of risks being run in relation to this conflict may cause one to 

imagine that Russia, therefore, poses the largest threat to the West. 

However, some four months into the Ukraine conflict, a number of 

leading figures in the security establishment in Britain and the USA, 

began making speeches in which they very categorically and 

emphatically pointed to the Communist Party government of the 

People’s Republic of China as posing the greatest threat to the West. 

The first was the American Secretary of State Anthony Blinken. He 

was followed some weeks later, on 6 July 2022, by a first-of-a-kind 

public joint appearance by the heads of the U.S. FBI and MI5 of the 

U.K. in London, together addressing a gathering of business leaders 

and academics on the Chinese threat. Just 10 days later, the former 

British PM, Sir Tony Blair, then added his voice in a speech given by 

him under the auspices of his Foundation.  

On that same day, a long and in-depth analysis appeared in the Daily Telegraph, highlighting the 

fact that conflict with China over, say, Taiwan, would be far more damaging to Western business 

than the problems now caused by the measures imposed against Moscow. 

Then followed the First Sea Lord, and soon the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs, Genl. Mark Milley. 

This could not have been a mere coincidence, and for that reason, NONGQAI is bringing you this 

reporting in the original, conveniently bundled here so that you can assess it for yourself. 

That this was no coincidence and that in fact, the British and American governments determinately 

wanted to bring this matter to the very forefront of public consciousness, was soon underscored by 

the media attention garnered by U.S. House Speaker, Nancy Pelosi’s official visit to Taiwan. Dense 

policy speeches like those we have copied here for you, do not make that much of an impact on the 

public consciousness – being noted really only by experts and policy geeks. However, the front page 

coverage and TV prime time occupied for days by Pelosi’s supposedly freelance effort most 

definitely did bring to the public’s attention that Washington and London regard China as a bigger 

threat than Russia (one would have to be very naïve to believe that a visit such as that by Pelosi, 

was truly a “lone ranger” exercise – particularly given the way it coincided with all these speeches, 

which needed just that kind of dramatic amplification in order to register with the public). 

Why was it done? As preparation for a possible pivot away from Ukraine? To warn and punish China 

for not supporting the West against Russia? Please read, and then you decide… 
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The Administration’s Approach to 
the People’s Republic of China 
SPEECH 

ANTONY J. BLINKEN, SECRETARY OF STATE 

THE GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVERSITY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 

MAY 26, 2022 

MAY 26, 2022 

SECRETARY BLINKEN:  Thank you.  Good morning. 

It’s a real pleasure to be here at The George Washington University.  This is an institution that 

draws outstanding students and scholars from around the world and where the most urgent 

challenges that we face as a country and a planet are studied and debated.  So thank you for having 

us here today. 

And I especially want to thank our friends at the Asia Society, dedicated to forging closer ties with 

the countries and people of Asia to try to enhance peace, prosperity, freedom, equality, 

sustainability.  Thank you for hosting us today, but thank you for your leadership every day. Kevin 

Rudd, Wendy Cutler, Danny Russel – all colleagues, all thought leaders, but also doers, and it’s 

always wonderful to be with you. 

And I have to say I am really grateful, Senator Romney, for your presence here today – a man, a 

leader, that I greatly admire, a person of tremendous principle, who has been leading on the 

subject that we’re going to talk about today.  Senator, thank you for your presence. 

And I’m also delighted to see so many members of the diplomatic corps because diplomacy is the 

indispensable tool for shaping our shared future. 

In the past two years we’ve come together to fight the COVID-19 pandemic and prepare for future 

global health emergencies, rebuild from economic shocks, from supply-chain disruptions to debt 

crises, and take on climate change, and reimagine an energy future that’s cleaner, more secure, 

and more affordable. 

https://www.state.gov/biographies/antony-j-blinken/
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The common denominator across these efforts is the simple fact that none of us can meet these 

challenges alone.  We have to face them together. 

That’s why we’ve put diplomacy back at the center of American foreign policy, to help us realize 

the future that Americans and people around the world seek – one where technology is used to 

lift people up, not suppress them; where trade and commerce support workers, raise incomes, 

create opportunity; where universal human rights are respected; countries are secure from 

coercion and aggression, and people, ideas, goods, and capital move freely; and where nations 

can both forge their own paths and work together effectively in common cause. 

To build that future, we must defend and reform the rules-based international order – the system 

of laws, agreements, principles, and institutions that the world came together to build after two 

world wars to manage relations between states, to prevent conflict, to uphold the rights of all 

people. 

Its founding documents include the UN Charter and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 

which enshrined concepts like self-determination, sovereignty, the peaceful settlement of 

disputes.  These are not Western constructs.  They are reflections of the world’s shared 

aspirations. 

In the decades since, despite daunting challenges and despite the gap between our ideals and 

some of the results we’ve achieved, the countries of the world have avoided another world war 

and armed conflict between nuclear powers.  We’ve built a global economy that lifted billions of 

people out of poverty.  We’ve advanced human rights as never before. 

Now, as we look to the future, we want not just to sustain the international order that made so 

much of that progress possible, but to modernize it, to make sure that it represents the interests, 

the values, the hopes of all nations, big and small, from every region; and furthermore, that it can 

meet the challenges that we face now and will face in the future, many of which are beyond what 

the world could have imagined seven decades ago. 

But that outcome is not guaranteed because the foundations of the international order are under 

serious and sustained challenge. 

Russian President Vladimir Putin poses a clear and present threat.  In attacking Ukraine three 

months ago, he also attacked the principles of sovereignty and territorial integrity, enshrined in 
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the UN Charter, to protect all countries from being conquered or coerced.  That’s why so many 

countries have united to oppose this aggression because they see it as a direct assault on the 

foundation of their own peace and security. 

Ukraine is fighting valiantly to defend its people and its independence with unprecedented 

assistance from the United States and countries around the world.  And while the war is not over, 

President Putin has failed to achieve a single one of his strategic aims.  Instead of erasing Ukraine’s 

independence, he strengthened it.  Instead of dividing NATO, he’s united it.  Instead of asserting 

Russia’s strength, he’s undermined it.  And instead of weakening the international order, he has 

brought countries together to defend it. 

Even as President Putin’s war continues, we will remain focused on the most serious long-term 

challenge to the international order – and that’s posed by the People’s Republic of China. 

China is the only country with both the intent to reshape the international order and, increasingly, 

the economic, diplomatic, military, and technological power to do it.  Beijing’s vision would move 

us away from the universal values that have sustained so much of the world’s progress over the 

past 75 years. 

China is also integral to the global economy and to our ability to solve challenges from climate to 

COVID.  Put simply, the United States and China have to deal with each other for the foreseeable 

future. 

That’s why this is one of the most complex and consequential relationships of any that we have in 

the world today. 

Over the last year, the Biden administration has developed and implemented a comprehensive 

strategy to harness our national strengths and our unmatched network of allies and partners to 

realize the future that we seek. 

We are not looking for conflict or a new Cold War.  To the contrary, we’re determined to avoid both. 

We don’t seek to block China from its role as a major power, nor to stop China – or any other 

country, for that matter – from growing their economy or advancing the interests of their people. 
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But we will defend and strengthen the international law, agreements, principles, and institutions 

that maintain peace and security, protect the rights of individuals and sovereign nations, and make 

it possible for all countries – including the United States and China – to coexist and cooperate. 

Now, the China of today is very different from the China of 50 years ago, when President Nixon 

broke decades of strained relations to become the first U.S. president to visit the country. 

Then, China was isolated and struggling with widespread poverty and hunger. 

Now, China is a global power with extraordinary reach, influence, and ambition.  It’s the second 

largest economy, with world-class cities and public transportation networks.  It’s home to some of 

the world’s largest tech companies and it seeks to dominate the technologies and industries of the 

future.  It’s rapidly modernized its military and intends to become a top tier fighting force with 

global reach.  And it has announced its ambition to create a sphere of influence in the Indo-Pacific 

and to become the world’s leading power. 

China’s transformation is due to the talent, the ingenuity, the hard work of the Chinese people.  It 

was also made possible by the stability and opportunity that the international order 

provides.  Arguably, no country on Earth has benefited more from that than China. 

But rather than using its power to reinforce and revitalize the laws, the agreements, the principles, 

the institutions that enabled its success so that other countries can benefit from them, too, Beijing 

is undermining them.  Under President Xi, the ruling Chinese Communist Party has become more 

repressive at home and more aggressive abroad. 

We see that in how Beijing has perfected mass surveillance within China and exported that 

technology to more than 80 countries; how its advancing unlawful maritime claims in the South 

China Sea, undermining peace and security, freedom of navigation, and commerce; how it’s 

circumventing or breaking trade rules, harming workers and companies in the United States but 

also around the world; and how it purports to champion sovereignty and territorial integrity while 

standing with governments that brazenly violate them. 

Even while Russia was clearly mobilizing to invade Ukraine, President Xi and President Putin 

declared that the friendship between their countries was – and I quote – “without limits.”  Just this 

week, as President Biden was visiting Japan, China and Russia conducted a strategic bomber patrol 

together in the region. 
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Beijing’s defense of President Putin’s war to erase Ukraine’s sovereignty and secure a sphere of 

influence in Europe should raise alarm bells for all of us who call the Indo-Pacific region home. 

For these reasons and more, this is a charged moment for the world.  And at times like these, 

diplomacy is vital.  It’s how we make clear our profound concerns, better understand each other’s 

perspective, and have no doubt about each other’s intentions.  We stand ready to increase our 

direct communication with Beijing across a full range of issues.  And we hope that that can happen. 

But we cannot rely on Beijing to change its trajectory.  So we will shape the strategic environment 

around Beijing to advance our vision for an open, inclusive international system. 

President Biden believes this decade will be decisive.  The actions that we take at home and with 

countries worldwide will determine whether our shared vision of the future will be realized. 

To succeed in this decisive decade, the Biden administration’s strategy can be summed up in three 

words – “invest, align, compete.” 

We will invest in the foundations of our strength here at home – our competitiveness, our 

innovation, our democracy. 

We will align our efforts with our network of allies and partners, acting with common purpose and 

in common cause. 

And harnessing these two key assets, we’ll compete with China to defend our interests and build 

our vision for the future. 

We take on this challenge with confidence.  Our country is endowed with many strengths.  We 

have peaceful neighbors, a diverse and growing population, abundant resources, the world’s 

reserve currency, the most powerful military on Earth, and a thriving culture of innovation and 

entrepreneurship that, for example, produced multiple effective vaccines now protecting people 

worldwide from COVID-19. 

And our open society, at its best, attracts flows of talent and investment and has a time-tested 

capacity for reinvention, rooted in our democracy, empowering us to meet whatever challenges 

we face. 

First, on investing in our strength. 
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After the Second World War, as we and our partners were building the rules-based order, our 

federal government was also making strategic investments in scientific research, education, 

infrastructure, our workforce, creating millions of middle-class jobs and decades of prosperity and 

technology leadership.  But we took those foundations for granted.  And so it’s time to get back to 

basics. 

The Biden administration is making far-reaching investments in our core sources of national 

strength – starting with a modern industrial strategy to sustain and expand our economic and 

technological influence, make our economy and supply chains more resilient, sharpen our 

competitive edge. 

Last year, President Biden signed into law the largest infrastructure investment in our history: to 

modernize our highways, our ports, airports, rail, and bridges; to move goods to market faster, to 

boost our productivity; to expand high-speed internet to every corner of the country; to draw more 

businesses and more jobs to more parts of America. 

We’re making strategic investments in education and worker training, so that American workers – 

the best in the world – can design, build, and operate the technologies of the future. 

Because our industrial strategy centers on technology, we want to invest in research, development, 

advanced manufacturing.  Sixty years ago, our government spent more than twice as much on 

research as a percentage of our economy as we do now – investments that, in turn, catalyzed 

private-sector innovation.  It’s how we won the space race, invented the semiconductor, built the 

internet.  We used to rank first in the world in R&D as a proportion of our GDP – now we’re 

ninth.  Meanwhile, China has risen from eighth place to second. 

With bipartisan congressional support, we’ll reverse these trends and make historic investments 

in research and innovation, including in fields like artificial intelligence, biotechnology, quantum 

computing.  These are areas that Beijing is determined to lead – but given America’s advantages, 

the competition is ours to lose, not only in terms of developing new technologies but also in 

shaping how they’re used around the world, so that they’re rooted in democratic values, not 

authoritarian ones. 

The leadership – Senator Romney and others – the House and Senate have passed bills to support 

this agenda, including billions to produce semiconductors here and to strengthen other critical 

supply chains.  Now we need Congress to send the legislation to the President for his signature. 
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We can get this done, and it can’t wait – supply chains are moving now, and if we don’t draw them 

here, they’ll be established somewhere else.  As President Biden has said, the Chinese Communist 

Party is lobbying against this legislation – because there’s no better way to enhance our global 

standing and influence than to deliver on our domestic renewal.  These investments will not only 

make America stronger; they’ll make us a stronger partner and ally as well. 

One of the most powerful, even magical things about the United States is that we have long been 

a destination for talented, driven people from every part of the planet.  That includes millions of 

students from China, who have enriched our communities and forged lifelong bonds with 

Americans.  Last year, despite the pandemic, we issued more than 100,000 visas to Chinese 

students in just four months – our highest rate ever.  We’re thrilled that they’ve chosen to study in 

the United States – we’re lucky to have them. 

And we’re lucky when the best global talent not only studies here but stays here – as more than 80 

percent of Chinese students who pursue science and technology PhDs in the United States have 

done in recent years.  They help drive innovation here at home, and that benefits all of us.  We can 

stay vigilant about our national security without closing our doors. 

We also know from our history that when we’re managing a challenging relationship with another 

government, people from that country or with that heritage can be made to feel that they don’t 

belong here – or that they’re our adversaries.  Nothing could be further from the truth.  Chinese 

Americans made invaluable contributions to our country; they’ve done so for 

generations.  Mistreating someone of Chinese descent goes against everything we stand for as a 

country – whether a Chinese national visiting or living here, or a Chinese American, or any other 

Asian American whose claim to this country is equal to anyone else’s.  Racism and hate have no 

place in a nation built by generations of immigrants to fulfill the promise of opportunity for all. 

We have profound differences with the Chinese Communist Party and the Chinese 

Government.  But those differences are between governments and systems – not between our 

people.  The American people have great respect for the Chinese people.  We respect their 

achievements, their history, their culture.  We deeply value the ties of family and friendship that 

connect us.  And we sincerely wish for our governments to work together on issues that matter to 

their lives and to the lives of Americans, and for that matter the lives of people around the world. 

There’s another core source of national strength that we’ll be relying on in this decisive decade: 

our democracy. 
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A hundred years ago, if asked what constitutes the wealth of a nation, we might list the expanse 

of our land, the size of our population, the strength of our military, the abundance of our natural 

resources.  And thankfully, we’re still wealthy in all of those attributes.  But more than ever, in this 

21st century, the true wealth of a nation is found in our people – our human resources – and our 

ability to unleash their full potential. 

We do that with our democratic system.  We debate, we argue, we disagree, we challenge each 

other, including our elected leaders.  We deal with our deficiencies openly; we don’t pretend they 

don’t exist or sweep them under the rug.  And though progress can feel painfully slow, can be 

difficult and ugly, by and large we consistently work toward a society where people from all 

backgrounds can flourish, guided by national values that unite, motivate, and uplift us. 

We are not perfect.  But at our best, we always strive to be – in the words of our Constitution – a 

more perfect union.  Our democracy is designed to make that happen. 

That’s what the American people and the American model offer, and it’s one of the most powerful 

assets in this contest. 

Now, Beijing believes that its model is the better one; that a party-led centralized system is more 

efficient, less messy, ultimately superior to democracy.  We do not seek to transform China’s 

political system.  Our task is to prove once again that democracy can meet urgent challenges, 

create opportunity, advance human dignity; that the future belongs to those who believe in 

freedom and that all countries will be free to chart their own paths without coercion. 

The second piece of our strategy is aligning with our allies and partners to advance a shared vision 

for the future. 

From day one, the Biden administration has worked to re-energize America’s unmatched network 

of alliances and partnerships and to re-engage in international institutions.  We’re encouraging 

partners to work with each other, and through regional and global organizations.  And we’re 

standing up new coalitions to deliver for our people and meet the tests of the century ahead. 

Nowhere is this more true than in the Indo-Pacific region, where our relationships, including our 

treaty alliances, are among our strongest in the world. 
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The United States shares the vision that countries and people across the region hold:  one of a free 

and open Indo-Pacific where rules are developed transparently and applied fairly; where countries 

are free to make their own sovereign decisions; where goods, ideas, and people flow freely across 

land, sky, cyberspace, the open seas, and governance is responsive to the people. 

President Biden reinforced these priorities this week with his trip to the region, where he 

reaffirmed our vital security alliances with South Korea and Japan, and deepened our economic 

and technology cooperation with both countries. 

He launched the Indo-Pacific Economic Framework for Prosperity, a first-of-its-kind initiative for 

the region.  It will, in the President’s words, “help all our countries’ economies grow faster and 

fairer.”  IPEF, as we call it, renews American economic leadership but adapts it for the 21st century 

by addressing cutting-edge issues like the digital economy, supply chains, clean energy, 

infrastructure, and corruption.  A dozen countries, including India, have already joined.  Together, 

IPEF members make up more than a third of the global economy. 

The President also took part in the leaders’ summit of the Quad countries – Australia, Japan, India, 

the United States.  The Quad never met at the leader level before President Biden took 

office.  Since he convened the first leaders’ meeting last year, the Quad has held four summits.  It’s 

become a leading regional team.  This week, it launched a new Indo-Pacific Partnership for 

Maritime Domain Awareness, so our partners across the region can better monitor the waters 

near their shores to address illegal fishing and protect their maritime rights and their sovereignty. 

We’re reinvigorating our partnership with ASEAN.  Earlier this month, we hosted the U.S.-ASEAN 

Summit to take on urgent issues like public health and the climate crisis together.  This week, seven 

ASEAN countries became founding members of the Indo-Pacific Economic Framework.  And we’re 

building bridges among our Indo-Pacific and European partners, including by inviting Asian allies 

to the NATO summit in Madrid next month. 

We’re enhancing peace and stability in the Indo-Pacific; for example, with the new security 

partnership between Australia, the United Kingdom, and the United States, known as AUKUS. 

And we’re helping countries in the region and around the world defeat COVID-19.  To date, the 

United States has provided nearly $20 billion to the global pandemic response.  That includes more 

than 540 million doses of safe and effective vaccines donated – not sold – with no political strings 
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attached, on our way to 1.2 billion doses worldwide.  And we’re coordinating with a group of 19 

countries in a global action plan to get shots into arms. 

As a result of all of this diplomacy, we are more aligned with partners across the Indo-Pacific, and 

we’re working in a more coordinated way toward our shared goals. 

We’ve also deepened our alignment across the Atlantic.  We launched the U.S.-EU Trade and 

Technology Council last year, marshaling the combined weight of nearly 50 percent of the world’s 

GDP.  Last week, I joined Secretary Raimondo, Ambassador Tai, and our European Commission 

counterparts for our second meeting to work together on new technology standards, coordinate 

on investment screening and export controls, strengthen supply chains, boost green tech, and 

improve food security and digital infrastructure in developing countries. 

Meanwhile, we and our European partners set aside 17 years of litigation about aircraft; now, 

instead of arguing with each other, we’re working to secure a level playing field for our companies 

and workers in that sector. 

Similarly, we worked with the European Union and others to resolve a dispute on steel and 

aluminum imports, and now we’re coming together around a shared vision on higher climate 

standards and protecting our workers and industries from Beijing’s deliberate efforts to distort the 

market to its advantage. 

We’re partnering with the European Union to protect our citizens’ privacy while strengthening a 

shared digital economy that depends on vast flows of data. 

With the G20, we reached a landmark deal on a global minimum tax to halt the race to the bottom, 

make sure that big corporations pay their fair share, and give countries even more resources to 

invest in their people.  More than 130 countries have signed on so far. 

We and our G7 partners are pursuing a coordinated, high-standard, and transparent approach to 

meet the enormous infrastructure needs in developing countries. 

We’ve convened global summits on defeating COVID-19 and renewing global democracy, and 

rejoined the UN Human Rights Council and the WHO, the World Health Organization. 
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And at a moment of great testing, we and our allies have re-energized NATO, which is now as 

strong as ever. 

These actions are all aimed at defending and, as necessary, reforming the rules-based order that 

should benefit all nations. We want to lead a race to the top on tech, on climate, infrastructure, 

global health, and inclusive economic growth.  And we want to strengthen a system in which as 

many countries as possible can come together to cooperate effectively, resolve differences 

peacefully, write their own futures as sovereign equals. 

Our diplomacy is based on partnership and respect for each other’s interests.  We don’t expect 

every country to have the exact same assessment of China as we do.  We know that many 

countries – including the United States – have vital economic or people-to-people ties with China 

that they want to preserve.  This is not about forcing countries to choose.  It’s about giving them a 

choice, so that, for example, the only option isn’t an opaque investment that leaves countries in 

debt, stokes corruption, harms the environment, fails to create local jobs or growth, and 

compromises countries’ exercise of their sovereignty.  We’ve heard firsthand about buyer’s 

remorse that these deals can leave behind. 

At every step, we’re consulting with our partners, listening to them, taking their concerns to heart, 

building solutions that address their unique challenges and priorities. 

There is growing convergence about the need to approach relations with Beijing with more 

realism.  Many of our partners already know from painful experience how Beijing can come down 

hard when they make choices that it dislikes.  Like last spring, when Beijing cut off Chinese students 

and tourists from traveling to Australia and imposed an 80 percent tariff on Australian barley 

exports, because Australia’s Government called for an independent inquiry into COVID’s origin.  Or 

last November, when Chinese Coast Guard vessels used water cannons to stop a resupply of a 

Philippine navy ship in the South China Sea.  Actions like these remind the world of how Beijing 

can retaliate against perceived opposition. 

There’s another area of alignment we share with our allies and partners: human rights. 

The United States stands with countries and people around the world against the genocide and 

crimes against humanity happening in the Xinjiang region, where more than a million people have 

been placed in detention camps because of their ethnic and religious identity. 
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We stand together on Tibet, where the authorities continue to wage a brutal campaign against 

Tibetans and their culture, language, and religious traditions, and in Hong Kong, where the Chinese 

Communist Party has imposed harsh anti-democratic measures under the guise of national 

security. 

Now, Beijing insists that these are somehow internal matters that others have no right to 

raise.  That is wrong.  Its treatment of ethnic and religious minorities in Xinjiang and Tibet, along 

with many other actions, go against the core tenets of the UN Charter that Beijing constantly cites 

and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights that all countries are meant to adhere to. 

Beijing’s quashing of freedom in Hong Kong violates its handover commitments, enshrined in a 

treaty deposited at the United Nations. 

We’ll continue to raise these issues and call for change – not to stand against China, but to stand 

up for peace, security, and human dignity. 

That brings us to the third element of our strategy.  Thanks to increased investments at home and 

greater alignment with allies and partners, we are well-positioned to outcompete China in key 

areas. 

For example, Beijing wants to put itself at the center of global innovation and manufacturing, 

increase other countries’ technological dependence, and then use that dependence to impose its 

foreign policy preferences.  And Beijing is going to great lengths to win this contest – for example, 

taking advantage of the openness of our economies to spy, to hack, to steal technology and know-

how to advance its military innovation and entrench its surveillance state. 

So as we make sure the next wave of innovation is unleashed by the United States and our allies 

and partners, we’ll also protect ourselves against efforts to siphon off our ingenuity or imperil our 

security. 

We’re sharpening our tools to safeguard our technological competitiveness.  That includes new 

and stronger export controls to make sure our critical innovations don’t end up in the wrong 

hands; greater protections for academic research, to create an open, secure, and supportive 

environment for science; better cyber defenses; stronger security for sensitive data; and sharper 

investment screening measures to defend companies and countries against Beijing’s efforts to 
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gain access to sensitive technologies, data, or critical infrastructure; compromise our supply 

chains; or dominate key strategic sectors. 

We believe – and we expect the business community to understand – that the price of admission 

to China’s market must not be the sacrifice of our core values or long-term competitive and 

technological advantages.  We’re counting on businesses to pursue growth responsibly, assess risk 

soberly, and work with us not only to protect but to strengthen our national security. 

For too long, Chinese companies have enjoyed far greater access to our markets than our 

companies have in China.  For example, Americans who want to read the China Daily or 

communicate via WeChat are free to do so, but The New York Times and Twitter are prohibited for 

the Chinese people, except those working for the government who use these platforms to spread 

propaganda and disinformation.  American companies operating in China have been subject to 

systematic forced technology transfer, while Chinese companies in America have been protected 

by our rule of law.  Chinese filmmakers can freely market their movies to American theater owners 

without any censorship by the U.S. Government, but Beijing strictly limits the number of foreign 

movies allowed in the Chinese market, and those that are allowed are subjected to heavy-handed 

political censorship.  China’s businesses in the United States don’t fear using our impartial legal 

system to defend their rights – in fact, they’re frequently in court asserting claims against the 

United States Government.  The same isn’t true for foreign firms in China. 

This lack of reciprocity is unacceptable and it’s unsustainable. 

Or consider what happened in the steel market.  Beijing directed massive over-investment by 

Chinese companies, which then flooded the global market with cheap steel.  Unlike U.S. companies 

and other market-oriented firms, Chinese companies don’t need to make a profit – they just get 

another injection of state-owned bank credit when funds are running low.  Plus, they do little to 

control pollution or protect the rights of their workers, which also keeps costs down.  As a 

consequence, China now accounts for more than half of global steel production, driving U.S. 

companies – as well as factories in India, Mexico, Indonesia, Europe, and elsewhere – out of the 

market. 

We’ve seen this same model when it comes to solar panels, electric car batteries – key sectors of 

the 21st century economy that we cannot allow to become completely dependent on China. 
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Economic manipulations like these have cost American workers millions of jobs.  And they’ve 

harmed the workers and firms of countries around the world.  We will push back on market-

distorting policies and practices, like subsidies and market access barriers, which China’s 

government has used for years to gain competitive advantage.  We’ll boost supply chain security 

and resilience by reshoring production or sourcing materials from other countries in sensitive 

sectors like pharmaceuticals and critical minerals, so that we’re not dependent on any one 

supplier.  We’ll stand together with others against economic coercion and intimidation.  And we 

will work to ensure that U.S. companies don’t engage in commerce that facilitates or benefits from 

human rights abuses, including forced labor. 

In short, we’ll fight for American workers and industry with every tool we have – just as we know 

that our partners will fight for their workers. 

The United States does not want to sever China’s economy from ours or from the global economy 

– though Beijing, despite its rhetoric, is pursuing asymmetric decoupling, seeking to make China 

less dependent on the world and the world more dependent on China.  For our part, we want 

trade and investment as long as they’re fair and don’t jeopardize our national security.  China has 

formidable economic resources, including a highly capable workforce.  We’re confident that our 

workers, our companies will compete successfully – and we welcome that competition – on a level 

playing field. 

So as we push back responsibly on unfair technology and economic practices, we’ll work to 

maintain economic and people-to-people ties connecting the United States and China, consistent 

with our interests and our values.  Beijing may not be willing to change its behavior.  But if it takes 

concrete action to address the concerns that we and many other countries have voiced, we will 

respond positively. 

Competition need not lead to conflict.  We do not seek it.  We will work to avoid it.  But we will 

defend our interests against any threat. 

To that end, President Biden has instructed the Department of Defense to hold China as its pacing 

challenge, to ensure that our military stays ahead.  We’ll seek to preserve peace through a new 

approach that we call “integrated deterrence” – bringing in allies and partners; working across the 

conventional, the nuclear, space, and informational domains; drawing on our reinforcing strengths 

in economics, in technology, and in diplomacy. 
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The administration is shifting our military investments away from platforms that were designed 

for the conflicts of the 20th century toward asymmetric systems that are longer-range, harder to 

find, easier to move.  We’re developing new concepts to guide how we conduct military 

operations.  And we’re diversifying our force posture and global footprint, fortifying our networks, 

critical civilian infrastructure, and space-based capabilities.  We’ll help our allies and partners in the 

region with their own asymmetric capabilities, too. 

We’ll continue to oppose Beijing’s aggressive and unlawful activities in the South and East China 

Seas.  Nearly six years ago, an international tribunal found that Beijing’s claims in the South China 

Sea have no basis in international law.  We’ll support the region’s coastal states in upholding their 

maritime rights.  We’ll work with allies and partners to uphold freedom of navigation and 

overflight, which has enabled the region’s prosperity for decades.  And we’ll continue to fly and sail 

wherever international law allows. 

On Taiwan, our approach has been consistent across decades and administrations.  As the 

President has said, our policy has not changed. The United States remains committed to our “one 

China” policy, which is guided by the Taiwan Relations Act, the three Joint Communiques, the Six 

Assurances.  We oppose any unilateral changes to the status quo from either side; we do not 

support Taiwan independence; and we expect cross-strait differences to be resolved by peaceful 

means. 

We continue to have an abiding interest in peace and stability across the Taiwan Strait.  We’ll 

continue to uphold our commitments under the Taiwan Relations Act to assist Taiwan in 

maintaining a sufficient self-defense capability – and, as indicated in the TRA, to “maintain our 

capacity to resist any resort to force or other forms of coercion that would jeopardize the security 

or the social or economic system, of Taiwan.”  We enjoy a strong unofficial relationship with 

Taiwan, a vibrant democracy and leading economy in the region.  We’ll continue to expand our 

cooperation with Taiwan on our many shared interests and values, support Taiwan’s meaningful 

participation in the international community, deepen our economic ties, consistent with our “one 

China” policy. 

While our policy has not changed, what has changed is Beijing’s growing coercion – like trying to 

cut off Taiwan’s relations with countries around the world and blocking it from participating in 

international organizations.  And Beijing has engaged in increasingly provocative rhetoric and 

activity, like flying PLA aircraft near Taiwan on an almost daily basis.  These words and actions are 

deeply destabilizing; they risk miscalculation and threaten the peace and stability of the Taiwan 
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Strait.  As we saw from the President’s discussions with allies and partners in the Indo-Pacific, 

maintaining peace and stability across the strait is not just a U.S. interest; it is a matter of 

international concern, critical to regional and global security and prosperity. 

As President Biden likes to say, the only conflict worse than an intended one is an unintended 

one.  We’ll manage this relationship responsibly to prevent that from happening.  We’ve prioritized 

crisis communications and risk reduction measures with Beijing.  And on this issue – and every 

other – we remain committed to intense diplomacy alongside intense competition. 

Even as we invest, align, and compete, we’ll work together with Beijing where our interests come 

together.  We can’t let the disagreements that divide us stop us from moving forward on the 

priorities that demand that we work together, for the good of our people and for the good of the 

world. 

That starts with climate.  China and the United States had years of stalemate on climate, which 

gridlocked the world – but also periods of progress, which galvanized the world.  The climate 

diplomacy channel launched in 2013 between China and the United States unleashed global 

momentum that produced the Paris Agreement.  Last year at COP26, the world’s hopes were 

buoyed when the United States and China issued our Glasgow Joint Declaration to work together 

to address emissions from methane to coal. 

Climate is not about ideology.  It’s about math.  There’s simply no way to solve climate change 

without China’s leadership, the country that produces 28 percent of global emissions.  The 

International Energy Agency has made clear that if China sticks with its current plan and does not 

peak its emissions until 2030, then the rest of the world must go to zero by 2035.  And that’s simply 

not possible. 

Today about 20 nations are responsible for 80 percent of emissions.  China is number one.  The 

United States is number two.  Unless we all do much more, much faster, the financial and human 

cost will be catastrophic.  Plus, competing on clean energy and climate policy can produce results 

that benefit everyone. 

The progress that the United States and China make together – including through the working 

group established by the Glasgow Declaration – is vital to our success in avoiding the worst 

consequences of this crisis.  I urge China to join us in accelerating the pace of these shared efforts. 
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Likewise, on the COVID-19 pandemic, our fates are linked.  And our hearts go out to the Chinese 

people as they deal with this latest wave.  We’ve been through our own deeply painful ordeal with 

COVID.  That’s why we’re so convinced that all countries need to work together to vaccinate the 

world – not in exchange for favors or political concessions, but for the simple reason that no 

country will be safe until all are safe.  And all nations must transparently share data and samples 

– and provide access to experts – for new variants and emerging and re-emerging pathogens, to 

prevent the next pandemic even as we fight the current one. 

On nonproliferation and arms control, it’s in all of our interests to uphold the rules, the norms, the 

treaties that have reduced the spread of weapons of mass destruction.  China and the United 

States must keep working together, and with other countries, to address Iran and North Korea’s 

nuclear programs.  And we remain ready to discuss directly with Beijing our respective 

responsibilities as nuclear powers. 

To counter illegal and illicit narcotics, especially synthetic opioids like fentanyl that killed more than 

100,000 Americans last year, we want to work with China to stop international drug trafficking 

organizations from getting precursor chemicals, many of which originate in China. 

As a global food crisis threatens people worldwide, we look to China – a country that’s achieved 

great things in agriculture – to help with a global response.  Last week at the United Nations, the 

United States convened a meeting of foreign ministers to strengthen global food security.  We 

extended an invitation to China to join.  We’ll continue to do so. 

And as the world’s economy recovers from the devastation of the pandemic, global 

macroeconomic coordination between the United States and China is key – through the G20, the 

IMF, other venues, and of course, bilaterally.  That comes with the territory of being the world’s 

two largest economies. 

In short, we’ll engage constructively with China wherever we can, not as a favor to us or anyone 

else, and never in exchange for walking away from our principles, but because working together 

to solve great challenges is what the world expects from great powers, and because it’s directly in 

our interest.  No country should withhold progress on existential transnational issues because of 

bilateral differences. 

The scale and the scope of the challenge posed by the People’s Republic of China will test American 

diplomacy like nothing we’ve seen before.  I’m determined to give the State Department and our 
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diplomats the tools that they need to meet this challenge head on as part of my modernization 

agenda.  This includes building a China House – a department-wide integrated team that will 

coordinate and implement our policy across issues and regions, working with Congress as 

needed.  And here, I must mention an outstanding team at our embassy in Beijing and our 

consulates across China, led by Ambassador Nick Burns.  They do exceptional work every day, and 

many have been doing their jobs in recent weeks through these intense COVID 

lockdowns.  Despite extreme conditions, they’ve persisted.  We’re grateful for this terrific team. 

I’ve never been more convinced about the power and the purpose of American diplomacy or sure 

about our capacity to meet the challenges of this decisive decade.  To the American people: let’s 

recommit to investing in our core strengths, in our people, in our democracy, in our innovative 

spirit.  As President Biden often says, it’s never a good bet to bet against America.  But let’s bet on 

ourselves and win the competition for the future. 

To countries around the world committed to building an open, secure, and prosperous future, let’s 

work in common cause to uphold the principles that make our shared progress possible and stand 

up for the right of every nation to write its own future.  And to the people of China:  we’ll compete 

with confidence; we’ll cooperate wherever we can; we’ll contest where we must.  We do not see 

conflict. 

There’s no reason why our great nations cannot coexist peacefully, and share in and contribute to 

human progress together.  That’s what everything I’ve said today boils down to: advancing human 

progress, leaving to our children a world that’s more peaceful, more prosperous, and more free. 

Thank you very much for listening.  
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FBI and MI5's warning of Chinese spying in and against the 
West 

Joint address by MI5 and FBI Heads to business leaders and academics in London, 6 July 
2022 
 
MI51 Director General Ken McCallum and FBI Director Chris Wray have warned of the growing 
threat posed by the Chinese Communist Party to UK and US interests. The two spoke to an 
audience of business and academic leaders at an unprecedented joint address at Thames House 
today. 
 
The MI5 Director General 
Ken McCallum: Welcome 
Good afternoon, everyone. 
Thank you for coming. It’s 
a pleasure to welcome you 
all. I’m Ken McCallum, 
Director General of MI5; 
this is my friend and 
colleague Chris Wray, 
Director of the FBI. 
 
Our two organisations, 
born within a year of each 
other more than a century 
ago, have long been 
closely partnered. The FBI 
office in London opened in 
1942 and our teams work 
tirelessly together every 
day to keep our two 
nations, and our allies, safe.  
 
But today is the first time the Heads of the FBI and MI5 have shared a public platform.  
 
We’re doing so to send the clearest signal we can on a massive shared challenge: China. 
 
We’ll describe the challenge.  
 
We’ll talk about the whole-of-system response that we need: partnership not just between us, but 
with all of you, if we’re to protect our economies, our institutions, our democratic values.   
 
And we’ll say what you can do, starting today, to protect yourselves. 
 
I’ll lead off; then hand over to Director Wray; then after a brief pause, we’ll take questions together. 
 
Introduction 
In 2022, MI5 is having to stretch itself as never before – in multiple different directions. Front and 
centre of our minds, is of course Ukraine where the human costs are horrifying. The long-term 
implications of Putin’s actions are a subject for another day.  But while our countries strain every 

 
1 5EYES = The Five Eyes is an intelligence alliance comprising Australia, Canada, New Zealand, the United 

Kingdom, and the United States. These countries are parties to the multilateral UKUSA - HBH 
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sinew to support Ukraine in resisting appalling overt aggression, we’re also working to safeguard 
our homelands from covert threats from the Kremlin.   
Meanwhile, MI5’s counter-terrorist work remains intense. Syria, Somalia and Afghanistan continue 
to generate threats. Our most immediate UK challenge is lone terrorists – Islamist extremist and 
right-wing extremist – radicalised online, acting at pace, in unpredictable ways. 
 
Our subject for today lies right at the opposite end of the spectrum. Rather than lone actors, a 
coordinated campaign on a grand scale. Rather than lightning pace, a strategic contest across 
decades. Rather than the actions of volatile individuals, we see planned, professional activity: 
 
The most game-changing challenge we face comes from the Chinese Communist Party. It’s covertly 
applying pressure across the globe. This might feel abstract.  But it’s real and it’s pressing. We need 
to talk about it. We need to act. 
 
I want to be really clear up front on a couple of points: 

• First, the aim here is not to cut off from China – one fifth of humanity, with immense talent. 
China is central to global issues: economic growth, public health, climate change. Having, for 
example, almost 150,000 Chinese students in the UK’s universities is, in almost all cases, 
good for them and good for us. The UK wants to engage with China wherever it’s consistent 
with our national security and our values. There are situations where the risks are sharper – 
and you’d expect the head of MI5 to focus on those. But even then, our aim is to make 
conscious choices on issues that are rarely binary. We want a UK which is both connected 
and resilient. 

• My second point is we’re talking today about the activities of the Chinese Communist Party 
and certain parts of the Chinese State [I’ll mostly use the shorthand ‘CCP’]. We’re not talking 
about Chinese people – in whom there is so much to admire. We wholeheartedly welcome 
the Chinese diaspora’s hugely positive contribution to UK life. Responding confidently to 
specific covert activities is just us doing our job. If my remarks today elicit accusations of 
Sinophobia, from an authoritarian CCP, I trust you’ll see the irony. 

My main messages to you today are: 
I.    By volume, most of what is at risk from Chinese Communist Party aggression is not, so to speak, 
my stuff. It’s yours. The world-leading expertise, technology, research and commercial advantage 
developed and held by people in this room, and others like you. 
II.    There is plenty you can do to protect yourself. Proportionately. Without making your 
organisation, your start-up or your university a fortress; while still engaging with the world, including 
China. 
III.    We’re stronger together. The CCP adopts a whole-of-state approach in which businesses and 
individuals are forced by law to co-operate with the Party. In our free societies, we can do better. By 
building trusted partnerships – across our national systems, and, as symbolised today, 
internationally. 
 
Risks To Your Business, Your Research, Your Future 
 
Acquiring Advantage 
Early in his time as leader, President Xi said that in areas of core technology where it would 
otherwise be impossible for China to catch up with the West by 2050, they “must research 
asymmetrical steps to catch up and overtake”. The scale of ambition is huge. And it’s not really a 
secret.  Any number of public strategic plans, such as Made in China 2025, show the intent plainly. 
 
This means standing on your shoulders to get ahead of you.  It means that if you are involved in 
cutting-edge tech, AI, advanced research or product development, the chances are your know-how 
is of material interest to the CCP. And if you have, or are trying for, a presence in the Chinese 
market, you’ll be subject to more attention than you might think. It’s been described as “the biggest 
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wealth transfer in human history”. MI5 teams see the CCP working to extract UK advantage in 
multiple ways. To list a few: 
- Covert Theft. Late last year Chinese intelligence officer SHU Yenjoon was convicted in a US court 
on charges of economic espionage and theft of trade secrets from the US aviation sector. SHU was 
active in Europe too: he’d been part of a prolific Ministry of State Security network targeting the 
aerospace sector. MI5 worked with those being targeted in the UK to mitigate the risks until the FBI 
action could solve the problem for both of us. 
- Then there is Tech Transfer. Clandestine espionage methodology isn’t always necessary. Take 
the tale of Smith’s Harlow, a UK-based precision engineering firm. In 2017 Smith’s Harlow entered 
into a deal with a Chinese firm, Futures Aerospace. The first of three agreed technology transfers 
saw Futures pay £3m for quality control procedures and training courses.  You know how this ends: 
after further sharing of valuable IP, Futures abandoned the deal. Smith’s Harlow went into 
administration in 2020. As their Chairman put it: “They’ve taken what they wanted and now they’ve 
got it, they didn’t need the shell of Smith’s”. 
- Next, Exploiting Research. Both our countries have had to take action to stem CCP acquisition 
of cutting-edge national security advantage. In 2020 the US stopped issuing new visas in certain 
fields to researchers from People’s Liberation Army universities. In the UK we’ve reformed the 
Academic Technology Approval Scheme to harden our defences, and we’ve seen over 50 PLA-
linked students leave.  
- Information Advantage. The CCP doesn’t just use intelligence officers posing as diplomats in the 
classic fashion. Privileged information is gathered on multiple channels, in what is sometimes 
referred to as the ‘thousand grains of sand’ strategy. In Germany a retired political scientist and his 
wife who together ran a foreign policy think tank passed information to the Chinese intelligence 
services for almost ten years. In Estonia a NATO maritime scientist was convicted for passing 
information to his Chinese handlers, who claimed to be working for a think tank. We issued a UK 
espionage alert on an individual working in think tanks and academia who was in regular contact 
with Chinese intelligence officers.  
- Cultivating New Contacts. The deceptive use of professional networking sites is well known. 
Seemingly flattering approaches turn into something more insidious – and damaging.  
In one example a British aviation expert received an approach online, ostensibly went through a 
recruitment process, and was offered an attractive employment opportunity. He travelled twice to 
China where he was wined and dined. He was then asked – and paid – for detailed technical 
information on military aircraft. The ‘company’ was actually run by Chinese intelligence 
officers.  That’s where we stepped in. 
- And then there’s Cyber. A wide range of government and commercial targets were attacked by 
the three so-called 'Advanced Persistent Threat’ groups which the UK government has attributed to 
China’s Ministry of State Security.  
 
Over the last year the UK has shared intelligence with 37 countries to help defend against such 
espionage. In May we disrupted a sophisticated threat targeting critical aerospace companies.  
I’ll leave Chris to say more on cyber; his teams have led the way in taking the fight to those behind 
the keyboards. 
 
These examples, from a far larger set, show some of how the CCP uses UK expertise to boost its 
success – at your cost.  Security messages probably do seem repetitive, but we aren’t crying 
wolf.   We are seeing, cumulatively, the damage we had feared. And much of it is preventable 
damage.  
 
Interference 
Running alongside all this acquisition of advantage are sophisticated interference efforts. 
Normalising mass theft as “the cost of doing business these days”.  Seeking to bend our economy, 
our society, our attitudes to suit the Chinese Communist Party’s interests. To set standards and 
norms that would enable it to dominate the international order.  This should make us sit up and 
notice.   
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The widespread Western assumption that growing prosperity within China and increasing 
connectivity with the West would automatically lead to greater political freedom has, I’m afraid, been 
shown to be plain wrong. But the Chinese Communist Party is interested in our democratic, media 
and legal systems. Not to emulate them, sadly, but to use them for its gain. 
 
Obviously, much influencing activity is wholly legitimate: every country, every organisation, every 
business, wants to put its best face forward. The overt diplomatic activities of the Chinese Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs and attempts to grow China’s ‘soft power’ are not where MI5 is focused.  
 
Where we come in is unearthing, and seeking to neutralise, what we call interference activity – 
influencing that is clandestine, coercive or corruptive. Where the Chinese intelligence services, or 
bodies within the CCP itself – such as its United Front Work Department (UFWD) – are mounting 
patient, well-funded, deceptive campaigns to buy and exert influence.  
 
Some of you will recall the Interference Alert issued earlier this year by MI5 to Parliament.  This 
highlighted the risk posed by an individual connected to the UFWD, who had developed extensive 
links within Parliament. Through networks of this sort, the UFWD – described by Mao as one of the 
CCP’s “magic weapons” – aims to amplify pro-CCP voices – and silence those that question the 
CCP’s legitimacy or authority.  This has very real consequences in communities here in the UK.  It 
needs to be challenged. 
 
We and our partners see growing indicators of the threat. In Australia, Senator Sam Dastyari 
resigned his position following allegations that he had taken money from a Chinese benefactor 
connected to the UFWD in return for advocating positions favourable to the CCP. Other 5EYES 
partners and European colleagues share concern about such interference.  This requires a 
concerted response. 
 
To quote some MI5 protective security advice: 
“The motive behind Chinese intelligence service cultivation of Westerners is primarily to make 
“friends”: once a “friendship” is formed [they] will use the relationship to obtain information which is 
not legally or commercially available to China and to promote China’s interest.  
 
Cultivation of a contact of interest is likely to develop slowly: [they] are very patient. … The aim of 
these tactics is to create a debt of obligation on the part of the target, who will eventually find it 
difficult to refuse inevitable requests for favours in return”. 
 
That advice was produced in 1990. Three decades on, the internet allows for much greater scale – 
but the tactics are identical. One consequence of this subtle, patient approach is that many of those 
considered by the CCP to be helpful agents of influence in the West, are Westerners who may have 
no idea that that is how they are viewed.  
 
The UK is a free country and people are free to hold whatever opinions they choose. But if their 
advocacy of CCP positions is a consequence of hidden manipulation, I would prefer for them – and 
us – to be conscious of that. And I would urge them to hold in mind that their reputations and 
advocacy are used by the CCP to whitewash its more egregious activities.  A CCP repressing 
Uyghur Muslims in Xinjiang and pro-democracy protesters in Hong Kong.  A CCP which recently 
declared a “friendship without limits” with Putin’s Kremlin.  And, as Director Wray will describe, a 
CCP that seeks to stifle criticism by coercing and repatriating Chinese nationals under what is known 
as Operation Foxhunt. 
 
Building Our National Resilience, Together 
One element is a stepped-up operational response from the security and intelligence Agencies, 
backed by government investment. MI5 has already more than doubled our previously-constrained 
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effort against Chinese activity of concern. Today we’re running seven times as many investigations 
as we were in 2018.  We plan to grow as much again, while also maintaining significant effort against 
Russian and Iranian covert threats.  
 
And it’s not just about scale, it’s about reach. Working hand-in-glove with international partners, 
sharing data in new ways and mounting joint operations make us much more than the sum of our 
parts. China is top of the 5EYES Heads’ agenda, and our teams are working together closely on our 
shared priorities. We’re doing likewise with our close European partners. These alliances will remain 
at the heart of our response. 
But countering State Threats, whether from the CCP, Putin’s Russia or Iran, also needs a profound 
whole-of-system response. Bringing together not just the national security community but 
counterparts in economic and social policy, in industry, in academia. Just as we learned at pace 
how to join up across domains to contend with mass-casualty terrorist tactics, we’re now 
progressively stepping up against State Threats:  
- Since January the National Security & Investment Act has enhanced the government’s powers to 
scrutinise investments and acquisitions, drawing on US experience across many years. We’re 
already seeing a steady flow of cases where critical national interests are engaged – whether that’s 
technologies with military applications; advanced materials; or data and AI. These require nuanced 
judgements that rely on expertise held in different places. It’s not about choosing either prosperity 
or security, but instead focusing collectively on how they combine. 
- The National Security Bill currently before Parliament will if passed be a long-needed and essential 
shift in powers to combat State threats. Threats not just to national secrets but to your intellectual 
property, your commercial edge, your unique research. It’s right that Parliament draws new lines for 
the 21st century.  
 
As well as updating the core espionage offences, the Bill seeks to tackle covert influencing in our 
democracy, and other forms of hidden interference. We and our policing colleagues badly need a 
full set of tools to protect the UK effectively against these very real threats. The Bill provides those 
tools. But the right model can’t be to scale the operational agencies to somehow take on all of this 
activity. As well as being unaffordable, that would be wildly disproportionate in a country where – 
unlike the CCP – we’re here to protect democratic values and freedoms. In our view the most crucial 
improvement is to make the UK a harder target.  We need to play the long game too.  
 
What You Can Do To Protect Yourself 
Since its earliest days, alongside MI5’s secret responsibilities has sat a parallel responsibility for 
helping the UK reduce its vulnerability to attack – whether from sabotage in naval dockyards during 
World War I, or from hostile Foreign Direct Investment today. That protective responsibility sits with 
the Centre for the Protection of National Infrastructure, CPNI, accountable to me as Director 
General.  Working in close partnership with the National Cyber Security Centre.  
 
Over the last two decades, CPNI has played a central role as the UK has learned to protect itself 
from new forms of terrorism – responding resolutely, but not over-responding in ways which would 
do the terrorists’ work for them.  
 
Those same principles apply to the still-broader teamwork we now need to build resilience to State 
Threats. As today’s session hopefully makes clear, critical national infrastructure is only one part of 
the picture: the contest now is much broader. 
 
And so is our protective security response.  Examples of CPNI campaigns, such as Trusted 
Research, Secure Innovation, and Protected Procurement are available here today and online.  In 
May we released the Think Before You Link app – to help protect against the widespread deceptive 
exploitation of professional networking platforms.  User reports from the app have already generated 
more than 100 new intelligence leads; a good example of the feedback loops we need.   
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Please take advantage of the advice that’s available. No set of guidance can cater with precision for 
each and every situation: I’m afraid I can’t make this simple for you. The answers have to lie in 
combining our unique knowledge of the threats, with your unique knowledge of your business.  
 
So, reach out to our advisers – through established channels if you have them, or through LinkedIn 
or the CPNI website. The teams are there to give you expert insights into the risks you face, and to 
work with you to make your organisation a hard nut to crack.  
If you are worried about something that’s happened, report it. Anything you tell us will be handled 
with discretion. Even better, of course, is to engage before you have a problem – mend the roof 
when the sun is shining, not when it’s raining hard. 
 
There’s much more to do. CPNI’s ambition is to reach ten times more organisations. As it grows its 
reach, it’ll probably need a new name. More on that another day.  But I want you to think about MI5 
in 2022 as an organisation focussed as much on countering State Threats as on our still-vital role in 
countering terrorism.  And an MI5 that’s not just about running intelligence operations, but is working 
with you to help strengthen UK resilience in an increasingly contested world.  
 
We see many examples of good practice.  But as I wrap up, I’ll leave you with some questions that 
I think deserve careful thought in every company; research institution; or venture: 
- Do you have a strategic approach to managing the risks I’ve described, and discuss those risks 
round your Board table?  Or is it the subject you never quite get to?  
- Do you have a thoughtful security culture at all levels in your organisation?  Or does everyone 
leave it to a Security Department that’s off to one side, only to be contacted in an emergency?   
- Does your organisation know what its crown jewels are, which if stolen would compromise your 
future? 
- Have you put in place the right controls to assess the risks attached to your funding sources and 
partnerships, and to protect your supply chain? 
 
We know how hard you work to generate financial and intellectual capital. We want to help you to 
protect it, and to seize – safely – the many opportunities that are opening up.  To be both connected 
and resilient.   
I said that today was about sending the clearest signal yet about the risks posed by Chinese State 
action. Hostile activity is happening on UK soil right now. We don't need to build walls to shut 
ourselves off from the rest of the world. We do need to build our awareness - and make conscious 
choices to grow our resilience. 
 
You - the UK's innovators and technologists, our researchers and scientists, our businesspeople - 
are one of the UK's greatest strengths. That's why you're being targeted. Let's not let your success 
be China's competitive advantage. Let's take on this challenge together. Thank you. 
06 July 2022 
 

*** 
 
Christopher Wray, Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, London said: 
Director's Remarks to Business Leaders in London - Remarks prepared for delivery. 
 
Thank you, Ken.  
 
It’s an honor to be here this week, talking about common threats our nations face, and the superb 
cooperation between our two agencies. 
 
The FBI has no closer partner than MI5. We work together on almost every mission our agencies 
confront—from countering terrorism to cybertheft and transnational repression to espionage. 
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Now, you’ll notice that there’s a common thread running through all the challenges we tackle 
together, which is that they’re all hard. 
 
Our world is certainly filled with enduring, difficult challenges. Not least, Russia’s invasion of Ukraine 
and their ruthless killing of civilians and destruction of homes and infrastructure. 
 
As laser-focused as both our agencies are on the Russia threat, though, I want to talk today about 
another complex, enduring, and pervasive danger to the kinds of innovative businesses we have 
here in the audience. 
We consistently see that it’s the Chinese government that poses the biggest long-term threat to our 
economic and national security, and by “our,” I mean both of our nations, along with our allies in 
Europe and elsewhere. 
 
And I want to be clear that it’s the Chinese government and the Chinese Communist Party that pose 
the threat we’re focused on countering. Not the Chinese people, and certainly not Chinese 
immigrants in our countries—who are themselves frequently victims of the Chinese government’s 
lawless aggression. 
 
Now, we understand the appeal of doing business in and with China. Before returning to public 
service, I spent 12 years in the private sector, advising and representing some of the world’s leading 
companies. And at the FBI, we’re engaged with businesses of all sizes and stripes every day, so we 
understand the perspective of firms looking to the China market, as they try to find and keep a 
competitive edge. 
 
But the point I want to leave you with today is that the Chinese government poses an even more 
serious threat to Western businesses than even many sophisticated businesspeople realize. So, I 
want to encourage you to take the long view as you gauge that threat and as you plan to meet it. 
 
I’ll start with what this danger looks like. The Chinese government is set on stealing your 
technology—whatever it is that makes your industry tick—and using it to undercut your business 
and dominate your market. And they’re set on using every tool at their disposal to do it. 
 
For one, they use intelligence officers to target valuable private sector information—multiplying their 
efforts by working extensively through scores of “co-optees,” people who aren’t technically Chinese 
government officials but assist in intelligence operations, spotting and assessing sources to recruit, 
providing cover and communications, and helping steal secrets in other ways. 
 
We’ve seen the regional bureaus of China’s MSS—their Ministry of State Security—key in 
specifically on the innovation of certain Western companies it wants to ransack. And I’m talking 
about companies everywhere from big cities to small towns—from Fortune 100s to start-ups, folks 
that focus on everything from aviation, to AI, to pharma. We’ve even caught people affiliated with 
Chinese companies out in the U.S. heartland, sneaking into fields to dig up proprietary, genetically 
modified seeds, which would have cost them nearly a decade and billions in research to develop 
themselves. 
 
And those efforts pale in comparison to their lavishly resourced hacking program that’s bigger than 
that of every other major country combined. 
 
The Chinese Government sees cyber as the pathway to cheat and steal on a massive scale.  
 
Last spring, for instance, Microsoft disclosed some previously unknown vulnerabilities targeting 
Microsoft Exchange Server software. Chinese hackers had leveraged these vulnerabilities to install 
more than 10,000 webshells, or backdoors, on U.S. networks, giving them persistent access to data 



33 
NONGQAI Vol 13 No 9D – CCP Main Threat to West 

on those systems. That’s just one example of the Chinese government finding and exploiting 
vulnerabilities, albeit a big one. 
 
But over the last few years, we’ve seen Chinese state-sponsored hackers relentlessly looking for 
ways to compromise unpatched network devices and infrastructure. And Chinese hackers are 
consistently evolving and adapting their tactics to bypass defenses. They even monitor network 
defender accounts and then modify their campaign as needed to remain undetected. They merge 
their customized hacking toolset with publicly available tools native to the network environment—to 
obscure their activity by blending into the “noise” and normal activity of a network. 
 
The point being, they’re not just big. They’re also effective. 
 
But in addition to traditional and cyber-enabled thievery, there are even more insidious tactics they’ll 
use to essentially walk through your front door—and then rob you. The Chinese government likes 
to do this by making investments and creating partnerships that position their proxies to steal 
valuable technology. 
To start with, a whole lot of Chinese companies are owned by the Chinese government—effectively 
the Chinese Communist Party. And often that ownership is indirect and not advertised. And those 
that aren’t owned outright are effectively beholden to the government all the same, as Chinese 
companies of any size are required to host a Communist Party cell to keep them in line. 
 
So, when you deal with a Chinese company, know you’re also dealing with the Chinese 
government—that is, the MSS and the PLA—too, almost like silent partners. 
 
But the problem is bigger than that China often disguises its hand in order to obtain influence and 
access where companies don’t suspect it.  
 
Outside of China, their government uses elaborate shell games to disguise its efforts from foreign 
companies and from government investment-screening programs like CFIUS, America’s Committee 
on Foreign Investment in the U.S. 
 
For example, they’re taking advantage of unusual corporate forms like SPACs, or Special Purpose 
Acquisition Companies, and buying corporate shares with overweight voting rights that let their 
owners exert control over a company out of proportion with the actual size of their stake in it. 
 
The Chinese government has also shut off much of the data that used to enable effective due 
diligence, making it much harder for a non-Chinese company to discern if the company it’s dealing 
with is, say, a subsidiary of a Chinese state-owned enterprise. 
 
We’re working with MI5 and other partners to identify these types of hidden investments. In the U.S., 
we’ve identified and pulled into our CFIUS screening hundreds of concerning transactions that 
participants failed to notify us about. Within China, you’ve got all those same problems—and then 
some. 
 
You probably all know that the Chinese government requires U.S. and U.K. companies to partner 
with Chinese businesses, partners that often turn into competitors. But they’re also legislating and 
regulating their way into your IP and your data. 
 
Since 2015, they have passed a series of laws that eat away at the rights and security of companies 
operating in China. For example, a 2017 law requires that if the Chinese government designates a 
company as “critical infrastructure,” that company must store its data in China—where, of course, 
their government has easier access to it. 
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Another 2017 law would allow them to force Chinese employees in China to assist in Chinese 
intelligence operations. And a series of laws passed in 2021 centralizes control of data collected in 
China and gives their government access to and control of that data. 
 
Other new laws give the Chinese government the ability to punish companies operating in China 
that assist in implementing international sanctions, putting those businesses between a rock and 
hard place. And one requires companies with China-based equities to report cyber vulnerabilities in 
their systems, giving Chinese authorities the opportunity to exploit those vulnerabilities before 
they’re publicly known. 
 
If their government could be trusted with that kind of information, that’d be one thing, but we’ve seen 
the Chinese government take advantage of its laws and regulations to steal intellectual property and 
data. 
 
In 2020, for example, we learned that a number of U.S. companies operating in China were being 
targeted through Chinese government- mandated tax software. To comply with Chinese law, these 
businesses had to use certain government-sanctioned software. The U.S. companies then 
discovered that malware was delivered into their networks through this same software. So, by 
complying with Chinese laws for conducting business in China, they ended up unwittingly installing 
backdoors into their systems that enabled hackers’ access into what should have been private 
networks. 
 
This is all just a small sampling, and I could go on. 
 
What makes the Chinese government’s strategy so insidious is the way it exploits multiple avenues 
at once: They identify key technologies needed to dominate markets, like the ones they highlight in 
their “Made in China 2025” plan. Then, they throw every tool in their arsenal at stealing those 
technologies—causing deep, job-destroying damage across a wide range of industries, like when 
they tried to steal cutting edge jet engine technology, recruiting an insider at GE’s joint venture 
partner to enable access by hackers back in China. 
 
Or in another example, combining human spying with hacking in a joint effort to try to steal COVID 
research from one of our universities. 
 
So, it’s long been clear that the danger China poses to businesses is complex and challenging. 
 
Where we see some companies stumble is in thinking that by attending to one, or a couple, of these 
dangers, they’ve got the whole Chinese government danger covered—when really, China just pivots 
to the remaining door left unattended. 
 
But the danger China poses to companies isn’t just complex. It’s also getting worse. 
 
That’s in part because, as you all know, there’s been a lot of discussion about the potential that 
China may try to forcibly takeover Taiwan. Were that to happen, it would represent one of the most 
horrific business disruptions the world has ever seen. More on that in a minute. 
 
But it’s also because the Chinese government is using intimidation and repression to shape the 
world to be more accommodating to China’s campaign of theft. 
 
Examples of the intimidation the Chinese government wields to bend people, companies, and 
governments to its will could keep us here all day. 
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But to take just one example, this spring, the Chinese government went so far as directly interfering 
in a Congressional election in New York, because they did not want the candidate—a Tiananmen 
Square protester and critic of the Chinese government—to be elected. 
 
A former Chinese intelligence officer hired a private investigator to dig up derogatory information 
and derail the candidate’s campaign. When they couldn’t find anything, they decided to manufacture 
a controversy using a sex worker. And when that didn’t work out, they even suggested using 
violence, such as arranging for the candidate to be struck by a vehicle and making it look like an 
accident. 
 
The Chinese government’s crackdown on dissidents’ crosses borders all over the world, including 
here in the U.K. In the U.S., they’ve gone after Chinese-national college students for participating in 
pro-democracy rallies at U.S. universities or even just for expressing themselves in class. 
 
The FBI battles the Chinese government’s transnational repression because it’s an evil in its own 
right and an assault on the freedoms of an open society. 
 
The FBI and MI5 are united in this fight—from our leadership teams down to our case agents and 
officers. But this audience should bear in mind that China’s repression is also a means to an end—
and we counter it for that reason, too. 
Repression is part of how the Chinese government tries to shape the world in its favor, making the 
world more pliable and susceptible to its nefarious campaign to steal our data and innovation. That 
connection—between the Chinese government’s ugly repression and its strategic economic goals—
is too little recognized.  
 
So, I want to take a few minutes to focus on it. 
 
The Chinese government is trying to shape the world by interfering in our politics (and those of our 
allies, I should add), like the Congressional example I just mentioned. In other instances, using GPS 
trackers and other technical surveillance against activists inside the U.S. speaking out against the 
Chinese government. Even covertly and deceptively running a purported pro-democracy 
organization to collect information on Americans opposed to them. 
 
But they try to shape the world by going after companies, too—sometimes just for being associated 
with people Beijing wants to silence. 
 
Like when, after one U.S.-based employee of a major hotel chain “liked” a social media post by a 
Tibetan separatist group, the Chinese government made that U.S. hotel chain shut down all of its 
Chinese websites and applications for a solid week. 
 
Or when an executive with one NBA basketball team appeared to tweet in support of Hong Kong 
democracy protests, the Chinese government banned all NBA broadcasts in China for an entire 
year. 
 
Part of that effort is strong-arming companies to do Beijing’s bidding and actually help it undermine 
our political and judicial processes. 
 
Like last November, when the Chinese Embassy warned U.S. companies that, if they want to keep 
doing business in China, they need to fight bills in our Congress that China doesn’t like. That’s not 
something listed in the brochure when you sign up to work with China. And you won’t find those 
types of requirements—or a warning that you’re about to lose your I.P.—in any contract you might 
sign. 
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But if you’re considering partnering with a Chinese-owned company, you should ask their Ministry 
of Commerce: Can they assure you that your employees won’t be dragooned into working for their 
Ministry of State Security and against you? That you won’t have to load their tax software or any 
other state-sanctioned software onto your systems? That your company won’t be punished because 
of one of your employees’ tweets? 
 
Their ministry’s not going to give you a satisfactory answer—at least not one that’s not belied by the 
text of the laws on their books or by the way they’ve actually been treating foreign companies 
operating there. 
All of that is to say—China poses a far more complex and pervasive threat to businesses than even 
most sophisticated company leaders realize. 
 
But as I said earlier, I’m not here to tell you to avoid doing business in or with China altogether. Of 
course, sophisticated Western businesses have long found ways to succeed in tough 
environments. It’s risk versus reward, with a premium on accurately assessing that risk. 
 
But I do have just a few suggestions for those who do plow ahead, because we’re not in the business 
of just articulating problems. We’re doing something about them, together—with MI5, with the 
private sector itself, with other government partners.  
 
First, I would encourage everyone to work with the two agencies up here. We can arm you with 
intelligence that bears on just what it is you’re facing. 
 
For example, when it comes to the cyber threat, everything from details about how Chinese 
government hackers are operating to what they’re targeting. And when incidents do occur, we can 
work together—our agencies and you—to degrade the threat. 
 
Our folks will race out to give you technical details that will help you lessen the effects of an 
attack. Together, we can also run joint, sequenced operations that disrupt Chinese government 
cyber-attacks, like we did in that Microsoft Exchange example I noted earlier, working with the 
private sector, including Microsoft itself, and our government partners to slam shut those backdoors 
the Chinese government had installed on corporate networks across the U.S. 
 
And we can also help you to ascertain whether the cyber problem you’ve encountered is actually 
part of a larger intelligence operation, whether the hackers you do see may be working with insiders, 
or in concert with other corporate threats, that you don’t see. 
 
Finally, I’d ask you to take the long view. 
 
I’m thinking of the view that high-performing boards of directors bring to a company. Looking past 
the nearest earnings report, to maximizing the value of the company over the course of years, long 
after today’s management team may have moved on. Consider that it may be a lot cheaper to 
preserve your intellectual property now than to lose your competitive advantage and have to build a 
new one down the road. 
 
I’d encourage you to keep in mind the complexity of that threat to your innovation I just talked 
about—how hard it is to recognize and close every avenue. Maintaining a technological edge may 
do more to increase a company’s value than would partnering with a Chinese company to sell into 
that huge Chinese market, only to find the Chinese government, and your “partner,” stealing and 
copying your innovation, setting up a Chinese competitor, backed by its government, that is soon 
undercutting you—not just in China, but everywhere. 
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Now, when it comes to the threat against Taiwan I mentioned a minute ago, I’m confident in saying 
that China is drawing all sorts of lessons from what’s happening with Russia and its invasion of 
Ukraine—and you should, too. 
 
We’ve seen China looking for ways to insulate their economy against potential sanctions, trying to 
cushion themselves from harm if they do anything to draw the ire of the international community. In 
our world, we call that kind of behaviour a clue. 
 
But it’s not just Russia that’s hurt by what’s happened to their economy today as a result of sanctions 
and disruptions. There were a lot of Western companies that had their fingers still in that door when 
it slammed shut.  
 
Even a few weeks ago, a Yale study reported in the Wall Street Journal assessed that Western 
businesses had already lost $59 billion in Russia because of the conflict. The losses grow every 
day. 
 
And if China does invade Taiwan, we could see the same thing again, at a much larger scale.  
 
Just as in Russia, Western investments built over years could become hostages, capital stranded, 
supply chains and relationships disrupted. Companies are caught between sanctions and Chinese 
law forbidding compliance with them. 
 
That’s not just geopolitics. It’s business forecasting. 
 
As I’ve heard one business leader put it recently, companies need to be wrestling with the strategic 
risks China poses to their growth in the long-term—and thinking about what actions they can and 
should be taking now, to prevent catastrophe later. 
 
I know this all sounds alarming. But while the threat is immense, that doesn’t mean harm is 
inevitable. 
 
Because while the private sector can’t stand alone against the danger—you’re not alone. The FBI 
and MI5 share a relentless focus on a common mission: protect our countries and keep our people 
safe. 
 
I spend a lot of my time talking with other leaders focused on national security, both at home in the 
U.S. and abroad. I know Ken does too. And I’ll say the frequency with which this threat dominates 
the discussion is striking. Because our counterparts say they’re fighting to protect their students 
from intimidation, too. That Chinese officials are targeting their policies and candidates with malign 
influence, too. 
 
That hackers in China are carrying their companies’ innovation off. That Chinese companies or 
proxies are using quasi-legal investments to undermine their economies, too. 
 
But the lesson the Chinese government has been unable to learn is that by targeting countries 
around the world that value the rule of law, they band us even closer together. 
 
Beijing may think our adherence to the rule of law is a weakness. But they’re wrong. 
 
As rule-of-law agencies in rule-of-law nations with rule-of-law partners, we see how our democratic 
and legal processes arm us. 
 
We’re confronting this threat and winning important battles, not just while adhering to our values—
but by adhering to our values and by continuing to foster close partnerships with all of you. 
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In the process, we’re showing why the Chinese government needs to change course—for all our 
sakes. 
All of us in America, in the U.K., and across the free world, are in this together—and together, we’re 
an awfully formidable team. 
 
Sources: www.fbi.gov and www.mi5.gov.uk 
 
https://www.politicsweb.co.za/documents/fbi-and-mi5s-warning-of-chinese-spying-in-and-
agai?utm_source=Politicsweb+Daily+Headlines&utm_campaign=aa49bb1c1e-
EMAIL_CAMPAIGN_2022_07_07_07_54&utm_medium=email&utm_term=0_a86f25db99-
aa49bb1c1e-130042309 
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Western companies face ‘existential crisis’ as fears 
grow of Chinese invasion of Taiwan 
A standoff over Taiwan threatens far more collateral damage than the conflict in Ukraine 
By Matt Oliver 16 July 2022 • 6:00am 
 
Days after the Ukraine conflict 
erupted, Apple, BMW, McDonald's 
and other Western giants lined up to 
announce they were quitting Russia in 
protest. 

“This moment calls for unity, it calls 
for courage,” declared Tim Cook, 
Apple’s chief executive.  

That it only caused a relatively small 
financial hit must also have helped. 
The decision reportedly cost the 
iPhone maker less than 1pc of its 
global sales, while some foreign businesses, including France’s Renault, chose to sell off their 
Russian operations for a symbolic one rouble. Oil giant Shell, which made almost $300bn (£254bn) 
in sales last year, said its losses would not top $5bn.  

Yet experts fear another diplomatic crisis will soon be looming where the calculation will not be so 
simple: a forced Chinese subjugation of Taiwan. 

The independent island state of 23 million people is considered a breakaway province by Beijing, 
with President Xi Jinping having vowed to bring it under communist control no later than 2050. 
Whether attempted with military force or other means, this would pose a nightmare scenario for 
boardrooms who have spent years - and vast sums - trying to woo the dragon.  

Many of the West’s biggest businesses take a huge chunk of their profits from China, dwarfing what 
was at stake in Russia, and will be far more reluctant to give them up. 

Apple made $68bn or 19pc of its revenues in Greater China last year, while one in three German cars 
are reportedly sold in the mainland. AstraZeneca, the British drugs giant, now relies on China for 
16pc or $6bn of its annual sales.  

Taiwan itself has also become a lynchpin of global supply chains, particularly in digital technologies, 
with the island’s foundries producing half of the microchips used in everything from smartphones 
to washing machines and cars.  

It means that a standoff over Taiwan between the West and Beijing threatens far more collateral 
damage than the confrontation with Russia.  

https://www.telegraph.co.uk/authors/m/ma-me/matt-oliver/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/world-news/2022/07/09/us-urges-uk-step-efforts-defend-taiwan-amid-growing-threat-chinese/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/world-news/2022/02/23/safe-invasion-china-tells-taiwan/
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Charles Parton, a former British diplomat, believes this is just one reason why communist 
apparatchiks in Beijing, taking note of the fierce backlash against Moscow, will not risk a full-blown 
invasion. 

“The interdependencies and the depths of involvement, in both directions, between China and the 
rest of the world is so much deeper than it is with Russia,” adds Parton. 

“There is so much more to lose on all sides.” 

Yet he still believes a large amount of “decoupling” between the West and China is inevitable in the 
years to come, and that future tensions over Taiwan will force businesses to choose sides. 

This was the risk recently highlighted by two of Britain and America’s top spy masters, during a joint 
appearance in London.  

In a speech with MI5 chief Ken McCallum earlier this month, FBI director Christopher Wray warned 
that many Western companies operating in Russia had been left with “their fingers still in that door 
when it slammed shut”.  

“If China does invade Taiwan, we could see the same thing again, at a much larger scale,” Wray told 
journalists in London.  
“Just as in Russia, Western investments built over years could become hostages.” 

 

https://www.telegraph.co.uk/world-news/2022/06/14/xi-jinpings-approval-non-war-military-use-raises-fears-taiwan/
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Dr Michael Reilly, a senior fellow and China expert at the University of Nottingham, who was 
Britain’s de facto ambassador to Taiwan from 2005 to 2009, says this was a “warning shot” to firms. 

“Most companies that have been doing business in Russia have been able to take the hit, write off 
their investments and walk out of Russia,” he adds. 

“To write off their investments in China would have a much, much bigger impact.” 

It is not for nothing that China is known as the workshop of the world, with many foreign businesses 
relying on the factories in the country for part of their production process.  

A sprawling complex run by Foxconn in Zhengzhou, dubbed “iPhone city”, employs more than 
300,000 people and produces half of the world’s iPhones on behalf of Apple. 

Pegatron, a Taiwanese company with operations in Shanghai and nearby Kunshan, separately 
assembles around one quarter of the handsets.  

Apple also relies on a long list of China-based suppliers for components - as do other tech giants 
such as Microsoft, Google and Intel. 

Meanwhile, a host of fashion retailers, including H&M, Zara, Gap and Calvin Klein, rely on a string 
of material suppliers in the country, which is the largest producer of cotton in the world. 

Many Western companies have gone even further and invested in having their own operations in 
China, or created joint ventures with a domestic company - long a condition for entry into some 
industries.  

Nike has 102 factories in China, employing more than 123,000 workers, while JCB, the British 
manufacturer of tractors, diggers and other machines, operates a plant in Pudong, near Shanghai. 

German car makers including BMW, Volkswagen and Mercedes-Benz all have joint ventures that 
produce and sell millions of cars each year. 

VW, by far the biggest and the first foreign manufacturer to set up shop in China four decades ago, 
sells a car in China every 10 seconds and reportedly relies on the country for around half of its profits. 
It has 33 Chinese plants spread across the country, employing more than 100,000 workers and 
producing five million vehicles per year. VW sells a car in China every 10 seconds  

The amount of business German car makers now do in China prompted researchers at the French 
Institute of International Relations to warn last year that they had become an “Achilles heel” for 
Berlin. This dependency could reduce the EU’s “room for manoeuvre” during a diplomatic crisis, 
they warned.  

At the same time, trouble between China and Taiwan threatens the global supply of what some now 
call the “new oil”: microchips.  
From humble beginnings in the 1970s, and with state help, Taiwan has turned itself into the chip 
making capital of the world, with Taiwan Semiconductor Manufacturing Company (TSMC) and 
United Microelectronics Corporation (UMC) now the two largest such contractors in the world.  

https://www.telegraph.co.uk/business/2022/03/27/taiwan-holds-breath-china-takes-us-global-arms-race/
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Yet markets had a chastening preview of the chaos wrought by disruption to this industry when the 
Covid pandemic shut down factories on the island, snarling up global supply chains and bringing 
production lines for vehicles, “smart” fridges, televisions and video game consoles shuddering to a 
halt.  

All this has prompted some companies to begin quietly offshoring some production from China and 
Taiwan, to countries including Vietnam and Malaysia. They have been hastened by other US-China 
disputes over the theft of intellectual property, trade imbalances, the crackdown on Hong Kong and 
the persecution of Uyghur Muslims in the Xinjiang regions.  

The University of Nottingham's Reilly, who at one stage represented defence giant BAE Systems in 
China after retiring from diplomacy, says this in some ways represents an unwinding of previous 
decades, when Western governments and companies judged that doing business with China was too 
good an opportunity to pass up.  

“Lots of companies have done very well indeed in China," he says. "But recent events have 
concentrated minds and they are looking much more critically now at their exposure. 

“There's not been so much disinvestment, because China remains a very important market for 
everybody.  

“But new investment that might have gone there 10 years ago is increasingly going to other countries 
now instead. Whereas before they might have invested in China to supply the rest of the world, not 
a few are now using that investment only to supply the Chinese market.” 

Still, the amount of Western capital tied up there remains enormous - and for some companies there 
is simply too much at stake. 

A crisis over Taiwan akin to Ukraine would cause an “existential crisis” for German car makers, an 
adviser to the firms told the Financial Times earlier this year.  

Former diplomat Parton says this will complicate the response taken by the West, particularly if 
China’s actions cannot be easily categorised. 

Instead of invading or blockading the island, he believes Beijing will use “smarter” tactics that blur 
the lines of acceptability - making it harder to establish whether red lines have been crossed.  

“And so there will be foreign companies putting a lot of pressure on their home governments, saying 
‘Are you really going to make a stand here, with all the losses it will entail?',” he adds. 

Beijing may also “overplay its hand” and force Western firms to choose sides, perhaps by telling 
them they must invest in the mainland rather than the island, or demanding that other countries 
stop recognising Taiwanese passports, restricting the ability of employees to travel.  

“If you're not going to invade, you've got to start thinking of other ways of putting pressure on the 
Taiwanese and the world,” says Parton. “Get ready for it.” 
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Tony Blair's Speech: After Ukraine, What Lessons Now for 
Western Leadership? 

Tony Blair’s Speech at the Ditchley Annual Lecture, Saturday 16 July 2022 (from: Website, Institute for Global Change) 

Former Prime Minister of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Executive Chairman of the 
Tony Blair Institute for Global Change 
Like 1945 or 1980, the West is at an inflection point. In 1945, the West had to create new institutions 
of international governance, of defence, and of European cooperation in place of not one but two world 
wars caused by conflict between European nations. 

In 1980, after years of nuclear 
proliferation, we sought the 
final collapse of the Soviet 
Union and the triumph of 
liberal democratic values. 

In each case, the objective of 
Western foreign policy was 
accompanied by an objective 
of domestic policy. 

In 1945, in Europe, in the UK 
under the Attlee government 
and in the USA, it was the 
building of a welfare state, 
modern infrastructure, health 
and education services to make available to the broad mass of the people what had hitherto been 
restricted to a privileged few. 

In 1980, it was the Reagan/Thatcher revolution in favour of markets and private enterprise and in 
reaction against a burgeoning state power which seemed to hold back the enterprise of the people, not 
nurture it. 

Agreeing or disagreeing with either inflection point is not what is material. What matters is that there 
was a governing project, a plan, a way of looking at the world which sought to make sense of it and 
provide for the advancement of the people. 

In both cases, in their own terms at least, the project succeeded. Europe became at peace. The Soviet 
Union collapsed. Up until the early part of this century, the people saw rises in living standards and real 
wages. Things got better. The West was strong. 

In 2022, we can reasonably say the following. For a large part of the Western population, living 
standards are stagnating, millions are struggling with basic necessities, and inflation is set to cause real 
wages to fall. If we take Britain, we will soon be taxed more than at any time since the 1940s, spending 
more than ever and yet our public services are creaking at the joints. The NHS, despite now accounting 
for 44 per cent of day-to-day public-service spending, is pretty much on its knees. 

To varying degrees, we could go round the Western world and see the same pattern. 

Covid has taken its toll. And now the Ukraine conflict. 
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Following the financial crisis, we staved off a depression through unconventional monetary policy and 
bank recapitalisation. There was no realistic alternative, but the policy distorted our economies, 
rewarding those with assets, penalising those without and was combined with austerity, cutting 
services upon which the poorest in society depended. 

The political consequence over the past 15 years has been rampant populism. Traditional parties have 
seen a new generation of activists take them over, roiling conventional politics and laying blame for the 
condition of the people at the door of “elites”. The right has gone nationalist, placing as much emphasis 
on cultural as economic issues; the left to a mix of old-style state power as the answer to inequality and 
identity politics as the new radicalism. But there have also sprung up new parties, some green, some 
centrist, some to the far extremes of left and right. 

Western politics is in turmoil – more partisan, ugly, unproductive; and fuelled by social media. 

This has had its foreign-policy consequence. Recently a leader described to me their despair at trying 
to work out any consistency to American engagement in the world. Characterising the Bush, Obama, 
Trump and now Biden administrations, he said: “too much; too little; too weird; too weak”. I pushed 
back. I think the characterisation genuinely unfair. In the case of each president, there were significant 
achievements, most recently in President Biden’s rallying of support for Ukraine. But what he really 
meant, I think, is that those dealing with America today feel American internal politics dominate 
external policy in a way destructive of policy coherence, an analysis unfortunately shared by those who 
are not our friends. 

The effect of all this is that, to our own people, domestic politics appear dysfunctional; and to the outside 
world, foreign policy looks unpredictable. Neither helps the cause of Western democracy. 

After ten years of being British PM, and now 15 years of experience working with governments around 
the world, I have learnt one thing. It’s all about delivery. Whether in a democracy or not. That is what 
sustains leaders and systems or undermines them. 

The challenge of democracy is efficacy. The political discourse often makes it all about transparency, 
honesty, authenticity. These things are important. But they don't beat delivery. In the end, the reason 
Boris Johnson fell was not simply the outrage around “partygate” but the absence of a plan for Britain’s 
future. When the authenticity crumbled, there was nothing of substance left to fight for. 

Today, Western democracy needs a new project. Something which gives direction, inspires hope, is a 
credible explanation of the way the world is changing and how we succeed within it. 

In domestic policy, my view is that it is all about harnessing the technology revolution. That is the single 
biggest real-world change which is happening. It will disrupt everything. It should disrupt the way 
government works. It is the 21st-century equivalent of the 19th-century industrial revolution. It is the 
only solution I see to poor growth and productivity and therefore to raising living standards; the only 
way to improve services whilst reducing costs, for example in health care; the only answer to climate 
change if we want to maintain development at the same time as cutting emissions. 

The problem is 20th-century politics of right and left don't really fit with it; and politicians, now 
habitually more familiar with the politics of grievance, find it too “technocratic” and in any event too 
hard to understand. 

But if we're searching for the overarching project for modern domestic governance, I believe 
understanding the technology revolution, accessing its vast opportunities and mitigating its undoubted 
risks, is it. 
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Fortunately, in technology, Britain is well placed. But it requires politics to put it centre stage. And the 
current Conservative leadership debate revolving around “tax cuts”, presumably to be set against 
Labour as the “tax and spend” party, has a depressingly 1980’s feel to it. 

For foreign policy, Ukraine should become a pivot point reviving our sense of mission. 

Not only because of Russia but because of what it means in respect of China. 

The conflict in Ukraine, where a peaceful democratic European nation has been subject to a brutal and 
unjustified act of aggression, with the explicit purpose of suppressing its freedom to choose its own 
path, on the absurd pretext that it somehow threatened the aggressor, whose leader believes in an 
eccentric interpretation of Russian history delegitimising Ukrainian nationhood has, for the Western 
foreign-policy cognoscenti, been like a very cold bucket of water thrown over the head of someone 
sitting in a café quietly reading their newspaper. 

The first reaction to the Ukraine invasion is shock: at the horrible, unnecessary death and destruction. 

But after the shock comes the realisation: this is the upending of our belief in big-nation rationality. Yes, 
terrorists behave like this. Occasionally far-off nations in far-off places fight each other. But this is a 
permanent member of the United Nations Security Council. The nation with the largest land mass in the 
world. Whose leader mixes with the other leaders of major countries on roughly equal terms. 

We can point to Crimea in 2014 or Georgia in 2008 and say we were warned. But the truth is that this – 
a full scale war waged to subjugate an entire democratic European nation – was unexpected because it 
is of a nature that we thought inconceivable. 

Six months ago, the idea that Putin could invade the Baltic states or Sweden or Finland would have been 
dismissed as fantastical. Now, for good reason, the leaders of those countries know they need NATO. 

At the beginning of the conflict, I argued for a dual strategy for Ukraine: as much military support as we 
could give short of joining the fight directly plus the toughest sanctions; but so that the military strategy 
could create the leverage for a negotiated solution, of course on terms acceptable to Ukraine and its 
people. I still advocate that approach. 

The question is what Ukraine means for wider Western foreign policy. A few years back, many people 
in the West even queried the need for something called “Western policy”. It sounded to some 
provocative, even aggressive, especially after the fall of the Berlin Wall and post 9/11. Ukraine largely 
removed that query. 

However, the biggest geopolitical change of this century will come from China not Russia. We are 
coming to the end of Western political and economic dominance. The world is going to be at least bi-
polar and possibly multi-polar. 

China is already the world’s second superpower. Russia has significant military might though, as 
Ukraine has exposed, also some military weakness. But its economy is 70 per cent the size of Italy’s. 

The power of China is on a wholly different level. It has over 1.3 billion people: many more than the 
combined population of Europe and North America. Its economy is close to parity with that of the USA. 
Over the past two decades, it has pursued an active and successful engagement with the world, building 
connections in respect of which, as I can witness, there is deep reluctance, even on the part of traditional 
American allies, to yield up. 

It has an ancient civilisation, one of the pre-eminent cultures, and a people increasingly well-educated 
and prosperous. 
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So, China’s place as a superpower is natural and justified. It is not the Soviet Union. 

However, in recent times, President Xi has re-established the supreme power of the Communist party, 
has made no secret of his disdain for Western “decadence”, or his personal admiration for President 
Putin and his genre of leadership. He intends to remain in power for at least another decade and his 
clear, unconcealed ambition is to return Taiwan to Beijing control. Hong Kong is proof of what that 
means. It is therefore virtually impossible to think Taiwan will return voluntarily, hence the fear that 
China will use force rather than persuasion. 

Plus, China has now caught up America in many fields of technology and could surpass it in others. 

This new inflection point is qualitatively different from 1945 or 1980. It is the first time in modern 
history that the East can be on equal terms with the West. And at both other inflection points, Western 
democracy was essentially in the ascendant. 

That is not true of 2022. Or at least not clear. 

The importance of Ukraine is that it clarifies. As a result of the actions of Putin, we cannot rely on the 
Chinese leadership to behave in the way we would consider rational. 

Don't misunderstand me. I am not saying in the near term that China would attempt to take Taiwan by 
force. 

But we can't base our policy on the certainty that it wouldn't. And even leaving to the side Taiwan, the 
reality is China under Xi’s leadership is competing for influence and doing so aggressively. 

China will not be alone. It will have allies. Russia now for sure. Possibly Iran. But the world over, it will 
pull nations towards it as the divisions evidenced in the G20 over Ukraine should instruct us. Sometimes 
out of interests. Sometimes out of dislike of the West. Sometimes because leaders share the propensity 
for the undemocratic model. Sometimes the nations will be pulled only part of the way. But China will 
compete not just for power but against our system, our way of governing and living. 

At least for now. And that is a crucial qualification. 

I favour a policy towards China which is what I call “strength plus engagement”. We should be strong 
enough to deal with whatever China’s future disposition brings us, so that we maintain our system and 
its values. But we should not seek comprehensive “decoupling” or shut down lines of interaction or 
cooperation. We are clear-eyed but not hostile. 

We should show that with different Chinese attitudes to us, come different attitudes from us; that we 
accept China’s status as a world power; that we respect Chinese culture and its people. 

China should always be given plenty to reflect upon. It does not have a monolithic political system in 
the same way as Russia. Xi will get his renewed mandate. But he is not invincible. And as his Covid policy 
has shown, strongman leadership carries inherent weakness when people fear to challenge what should 
be challenged. 

We need to be open to the possibility China changes. But strong enough to withstand it if it doesn't. 

For this, the West needs strategy. No project succeeds without it. Pursued with coordination, 
commitment and competence. 

The transatlantic partnership between Europe and America is at the crux. But it needs content and 
vigour. With our key allies amongst developed nations like Japan, Canada and Australia, and those in 
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the developing world, particularly in the Middle and Far East, we need to agree our objectives. And stick 
to them. The USA will lead but must involve allies in the formulation and execution of policy. 

We need political leaders prepared to stand up to domestic political pressures. 

Frequently there is a crude delineation made between “realpolitik” foreign policy – basically 
unprincipled, and “values-driven” foreign policy – that pursued by the decent people. 

But values can't be protected unless we are strong enough to overcome those who oppose them. 
Strength doesn't come from wishful thinking but from hard-headed appreciation of reality. 

Governments aren't NGOs. Leaders aren't writing commentaries; they're making policy. 

What does this mean in practical terms? 

We should increase defence spending and maintain military superiority. The USA has still far and away 
the world’s largest and best-equipped military. But it, and we, should be superior enough to cater for 
any eventuality or type of conflict and in all areas. The Americans are catching up fast in hypersonic-
missile capability; but the fact that they need to should teach us a lesson. 

Cybersecurity is the new defence frontier. It demands a globally coordinated response. 

Second, the West has been lamentable in the “soft power” space in these last years, though thankfully, 
there are indications that the Biden administration is correcting course. I see this continually with my 
Institute working all over Africa and in South-East Asia. Not only China but Russia, Turkey, even Iran 
have been pouring resources into the developing world and putting down thick roots in the defence and 
political spheres. Meanwhile the West and the international institutions it controls have been 
bureaucratic, unimaginative and often politically intrusive without being politically effective. 

Yet we have a great opportunity. Developing countries prefer Western business. They're much more 
sceptical now of Chinese contracting than a decade ago. They admire the Western system more than we 
realise. 

But we need to make our institutions and governments more agile, more responsive to countries’ real 
needs, and coordinate together. Just one example: in the SAHEL region, there awaits the next explosion 
of immigration and extremism. We should be gearing up now to prevent it. 

Africa’s population will double in the next 30 years as China’s declines. We should be helping the new 
generation of African leaders to grow sustainably, to reform agriculture so that countries with masses 
of arable land aren't food insecure, to process and add value to the commodities they possess in 
abundance. 

The G7 announcement of a $600 billion “Partnership for Global Infrastructure and Investment” is a 
welcome but overdue response to China’s OBOR. 

Covid-19 has spurred huge advances in medical science. There will shortly be launched the “One Shot” 
campaign to ensure that the new generation of vaccines and injectables for diseases like malaria, TB, 
dengue and even HIV/AIDS be made available to the developing world and elsewhere. Millions of lives 
could be saved. The West should lead it. 

We must not relinquish leadership in the Middle East. This has nothing to do with oil. Or even security 
in the narrow sense of working with allies to thwart planned acts of terror. The modernisation 
movement sweeping the region – whose broad regional support is amply demonstrated by my 
Institute’s poll published earlier in the week – is massively important for our long-term security. The 
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Abraham Accords with which I was involved, are proof the Middle East is changing. It is literally the last 
moment to give up on it. 

The West has some great institutions of cultural soft power, like the British Council and the BBC. We 
should support them. 

We should continue to lead in the climate debate. 

And, as you would expect me to say, we must be leaders in technology. The US-EU Trade and Technology 
Council could be made into an effective piece of collective policymaking machinery. 

We should ensure that legitimate concerns around data privacy and technology abuses do not shackle 
innovation or lose us competitive advantage. A common approach to regulation would help. 

There are good policy reasons for countries near shoring, reshoring and even friend shoring, for 
security of supply chains. But if we let this turn into a general thrust against globalisation, in favour of 
protectionism, it will do us harm. 

We must show staying power – commitment – even when it is tough. Even when it is not popular. This 
is one lesson of the Afghanistan withdrawal and, to a degree, also reduced engagement with Iraq and 
Libya. 

This commitment must embrace our allies. If we have disagreements over human rights we should say 
so, but that shouldn't prevent us supporting them when they're faced with threats common to all of us. 

India – which could and should achieve superpower status and is the world’s largest democracy – must 
be kept onside and inside our prioritisation and thinking. Building strong relations with emerging 
nations such as Indonesia is critical. 

People round the world need to see we know what we're doing. That we have a strategy. That we 
operate according to a plan fashioned not by the latest Twitter feed, but by deep policy grip. 

Even if led by America, we all have our part to play. I won't induce agony by talking about Brexit, but it 
is urgent the UK rebuild a sensible relationship with Europe, which allows us to work together in our 
mutual interest with the other nations of the continent to which we belong and in harmony with 
American leadership. 

This is the foreign-policy project of Western democracy in the third decade of the 21st century: to 
protect our values and way of life in the era of China not rising but risen. 

Like 1945 or 1980, we can succeed. One of the lessons from my time spent out in the world since leaving 
office, is that in the end the human spirit wants to be free – and that spirit is uncrushable. 

After all, that is what is motivating the brave people of Ukraine to suffer such heartbreak. They do it 
because they know freedom is worth fighting for. Their peril should awaken us to ours. The old 
assumptions have disintegrated. The world is moving at its own pace and it won't wait for us. 

This inflection point is, in some respects, more grave than those of 1945 or 1980. We require 
organisation, intellectual heft, sustained focus, a sense of common purpose and a shared strategy to 
achieve it. 

My final point: this won't happen unless we heal our own politics. How did Britain ever reach a point 
where Nigel Farage and Jeremy Corbyn came for a short but consequential time to shape our politics? 
Or America to a place where whether you got vaccinated denoted political allegiance? 
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The craziness in our own politics has to stop. We can't afford the luxury of indulging fantasy. We need 
to put reason and strategy back in the saddle. And we need to do so with urgency. 
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China is a more dangerous foe than Russia, warns 
First Sea Lord 
 

Admiral Sir Ben Key says 'focusing solely on the bear risks missing the tiger' and 
that China would have been emboldened by the Ukraine war 
By Danielle Sheridan, DEFENCE EDITOR19 July 2022 • 7:48pm 
 
Beijing blasted Britain for sending HMS Queen Elizabeth through the South China Sea on her 
maiden voyage in 2021 CREDIT: Jay Allen/MoD/Crown/PA 
China poses a greater long-term danger than Russia, the First Sea Lord has warned.  

Admiral Sir Ben Key used a speech to the Council on Geostrategy to stress how the war in Ukraine 
will have emboldened China.  

“Focusing solely on the Russian bear risks missing the tiger,” he said on Tuesday at the Naval and 
Military Club in London.  
“We must take care to scan our binoculars across the whole horizon,” he added. “The risk of focusing 
solely on Russia is that you miss the long-term strategic challenge posed by China.” 
Sir Ben said that while the world considers Russia “as the clear and present danger”, it is in fact 
China which is “posing the long-term challenge”. 

He cited the World Bank which puts China’s GDP at 10 times that of Russia’s and how last year 
China spent $293 billion (£244 billion) on defence. This saw their defence budget grow for the 27th 
consecutive year, in comparison to Russia, which he said spent less than a quarter at $66 billion(£55 
million).  

Buy oil on cheap 

“Let’s not forget Russian defence investment is only predicted to drop, as the Western market for its 
oil dries up and China buys it on the cheap,” he added. 

“So I would posit that China is indeed one of the great beneficiaries of this conflict: if the West is 
learning lessons from Ukraine, we should be in no doubt - so is the Chinese Communist Party.” 

Sir Ben also warned that with the West having “potentially overestimated some of Moscow’s military 
capabilities, we must be wary of underestimating those of Beijing”. 

“All of us recognise China is a nation with big ambitions,” he said. “From the Belt and Road initiative 
to the String of Pearls, from ‘island building’ in the South China Sea to designs on Taiwan.” 
It comes after Beijing deployed a sea rescue team to the Nansha Islands, also known as the Spratly 
Islands, a disputed area in the South China Sea.  

https://www.telegraph.co.uk/authors/d/da-de/danielle-sheridan/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/business/2022/05/01/west-got-china-catastrophically-wrong/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/business/2022/04/19/world-economy-risks-fragmenting-wake-russia-ukraine-war-imf/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2021/01/02/will-2021-year-west-finally-manages-stand-china/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/world-news/2021/10/05/china-threatening-island-taiwan-nuclear-bombers-worried-should/
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China has continued to maintain that its military profile in the region is defensive and that it is there 
to protect what it claims is its sovereign rights. In a report about the move it said it was a “public 
service” to the region in order to support local maritime emergency and rescue missions, and 
supervise maritime traffic safety and ship pollution in the region. 

'Remain restrained' 

When HMS Queen Elizabeth sailed through the South China Sea on its maiden voyage in 
2021 Beijing blasted Britain for sending the carrier strike group through the waters and threatened 
action if it did not "remain restrained and obey the rules". 
It used an editorial in state newspaper the Global Times to make clear that Beijing wouldn’t hesitate 
to make an example out of Britain “to execute one as a warning to a hundred”. 

It said at the time: “China is likely to escalate its attempts to expel the warships at any time. In the 
future, stopping such intrusive behaviour that violates China’s territorial waters is a struggle China 
is destined to intensify.” 

Sir Ben added that China was developing “perhaps the world’s largest navy in terms of pure hull 
numbers, coupled with a massive coastguard and maritime militia”, as he stressed how “recognising 
maritime security is a global responsibility”. 
“Our Chinese friends might argue that alliances, that coupling is something that weak countries do, 
but history shows that such thinking is flawed,” he said.  

“The evidence shows it is those states who don’t build alliances which are the ones which ultimately 
fail.” 

 
 

 
  

https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2021/04/14/hms-queen-elizabeth-will-steer-clear-provoking-china-first-major/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2021/10/15/china-launching-equivalent-royal-navy-every-four-years/
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ASSOCIATED PRESS 
Milley: China more aggressive, dangerous to US, allies 
By LOLITA C. BALDORJuly 24, 2022 
 

JAKARTA, Indonesia (AP) — The Chinese military has become significantly more aggressive and 
dangerous over the past five years, the top U.S. military officer said during a trip to the Indo-
Pacific that included a stop Sunday in Indonesia. 

U.S. Gen. Mark Milley, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, said the number of intercepts by 
Chinese aircraft and ships in the Pacific region with U.S. and other partner forces has increased 
significantly over that time, and the number of unsafe interactions has risen by similar 
proportions. 

“The message is the Chinese military, in the air and at sea, have become significantly more and 
noticeably more aggressive in this particular region,” said Milley, who recently asked his staff to 
compile details about interactions between China and the U.S. and others in the region. 

His comments came as the U.S. redoubles efforts to strengthen its relationships with Pacific 
nations as a counterbalance to China, which is trying to expand its presence and influence in the 
region. The Biden administration considers China its “pacing threat” and America’s primary long-
term security challenge. 

Milley’s trip to the region is sharply focused on the China threat. He will attend a 
meeting of Indo-Pacific chiefs of defense this coming week in Australia, where key 
topics will be China’s escalating military growth and the need to maintain a free, open 
and peaceful Pacific. 

U.S. military officials have also raised alarms about the possibility that China could invade Taiwan, 
the democratic, self-ruled island that Beijing views as a breakaway province. China has stepped up 
its military provocations against Taiwan as it looks to intimidate it into unifying with the 
communist mainland. 

U.S. military officials have said Beijing wants to be ready to make a move on the island by 2027. 
The U.S. remains Taiwan’s chief ally and supplier of defense weapons. U.S. law requires the 
government to treat all threats to the island as matters of “grave concern,” but remains ambiguous 
on whether the U.S. military would defend Taiwan if it were attacked by China. 

China’s joint chiefs of staff chairman, Gen. Li Zuocheng, told Milley in a call earlier this month that 
Beijing had “no room for compromise” on issues such as Taiwan. He said he told Milley that the 
U.S. must “cease U.S.-Taiwan military collusion and avoid impacting China-U.S. ties and stability 
in the Taiwan Strait.” 

The U.S. and others are also worried that a recent security agreement that Beijing signed in April 
with the Solomon Islands could lead to the establishment of a Chinese naval base in the South 
Pacific. The U.S. and Australia have told the Solomon Islands that hosting a Chinese military base 
would not be tolerated. 

“This is an area in which China is trying to do outreach for their own purposes. And again, this is 
concerning because China is not doing it just for benign reasons,” Milley told reporters traveling 

https://apnews.com/article/religion-government-and-politics-china-california-dadf001a4bf302b2b7bc82717aaa9af1
https://apnews.com/article/biden-china-united-states-government-and-politics-d4d09deac1527f34efebef5729cbfa58
https://apnews.com/article/china-beijing-taiwan-joint-chiefs-of-staff-c65148f1ebccf639f3db91cd359086c5
https://apnews.com/article/china-australia-united-states-solomon-islands-honiara-0fc2ce7a1cbbf784907c8f92312841c7
https://apnews.com/article/china-australia-united-states-solomon-islands-honiara-0fc2ce7a1cbbf784907c8f92312841c7
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with him. “They’re trying to expand their influence throughout the region. And that has potential 
consequences that are not necessarily favorable to our allies and partners in the region.” 

Milley’s visit to Indonesia is the first by a U.S. joint chiefs chairman since Adm. Mike Mullen in 
2008. But U.S. leaders have crisscrossed the Asia-Pacific in recent months, including high-profile 
visits by Defense Secretary Lloyd Austin and Secretary of State Antony Blinken. 

The Biden administration has been taking steps to expand its military and security relationship 
with Indo-Pacific nations as part of a campaign to build a stronger network of alliances in China’s 
backyard and counter China’s growing influence. 

Milley declined to provide specific numbers of unsafe Chinese interactions with U.S. and allied 
aircraft and ships. But Austin, in a speech in Singapore last month, referred to an “alarming 
increase” in the number of unsafe intercepts by People’s Liberation Army aircraft and vessels. 

Austin specifically pointed to a February incident where a PLA navy ship directed a laser at an 
Australian P-8 maritime patrol aircraft. But there have been a number of others. A surveillance 
aircraft controlled by Canada was recently intercepted by a Chinese fighter in international 
airspace. Also, U.S. ships are routinely dogged by Chinese aircraft and vessels during transits, 
particularly around manmade islands claimed by Beijing in the South China Sea. 

Milley said there have been Chinese intercepts with Japan, Canada, Australia, Philippines and 
Vietnam. They all, he said, have seen a “statistically significant” increase in intercepts, and the 
number of unsafe incidents has increased by an “equal proportion.” 

Milley, who met on Sunday with Gen. Andika Perkasa, chief of the Indonesian National Defence 
Forces, said Pacific nations like Indonesia want the U.S. military involved and engaged in the 
region. 

“We want to work with them to develop interoperability and modernize our militaries collectively,” 
Milley said, in order to ensure they can “meet whatever challenge that China poses.” 

He said Indonesia is strategically critical to the region, and has long been a key U.S. partner. 

Milley, who spent the afternoon at Andika’s military headquarters, was greeted with a massive 
billboard bearing his photo and name, a military parade and a large television screen that showed 
a video of his career. 

At the end of the visit, Andika told reporters that Indonesia has found China to be more assertive 
and “a little bit aggressive” with naval vessels in connection with terrirotiral disputes with his 
country. 

Earlier this year, the U.S approved a $13.9 billion sale of advanced fighter jets to Indonesia. And in 
Jakarta last December, Blinken signed agreements for enhanced joint naval exercises between the 
U.S. and Indonesia. 

China has condemned U.S. efforts to expand its outreach in the region, accusing America of trying 
to build an “Asian NATO.” During a speech in Singapore, Austin rejected that claim. “We do not 
seek a new Cold War, an Asian NATO or a region split into hostile blocs,” he said. 
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