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priority, which is: economic relations. The USAs decision to uncouple
the most favoured nation clause from the human rights issue was an
excellent instance of this way of thinking. Substantive progress will
only be possible in the long run if Western negotiating partners
consistently endeavour to resolve the artificial distinction between
economic cooperation and a dialogue on hhuman rights. After all, you
can do once without ignoring the other.

All too often, Western negotiators forget that China, 100, is dependent
on trade with industrialized states. While they are jostling in the queuc
at the doors of Chinese- negotiators, Western delegations frequently
behave in a way that is a far cry from Chinese aspirations to "save face".
Some self-confidence and faith in the attractiveness of Western idcas
might not be out of placc here.

The "Market Group of Six" formed in February 1997, consisting of the
United States, Japan, China, Singapore, Australia and Hong Kong, is
one more important stage in developments to intcgrate China into the
international system. Its goal is to review overall economic policy,
developments in exchange rates and financial markets and their
monitoring in future. An important concomitant political eflect in this
respect is the fact that Hong Kong} tax authorities will be integrated in
the international body as an independent institution - cven after
reunification with China.

In an age of globalization, no state can escape the scrutiny of the
international community. The Chinese government’s attempt to confine
its adoption of Western models to the economic system, while leaving
the Communist political system unchanged, is doomed to failure in
the long run. Without political concessions to the people, without
allowing democratic reforms, and without granting individual and social
rights, the regime will not be able to hold its own. Following Deng
Xiaoping’s death, it will soon be seen which route the political leaders
intend to take. The alternatives are: cementing a dictatorship based on
ideological repression, on the one hand, and further opening and
liberalization of economic and political life, on the other.

Volker Stanzel

A World of Warring States '

China’s Perception and Possibilities of its
International Role

The Concept of the ”Warring States”

The forcign affairs of any country are determined not only by the
opportunities that spontaneously present themselves, but are also guided
by concepts and roles determined historically and culturally. In China’s
history of thought, we find one tradition which most strongly influenced
the formation of the Chinesc concept of the international rolé of a state:
the idea of the zhanguo—the "Warring Statcs.” Wafring States tmdi-.
tionally denotes the latter half of an era of power struggles withintthe
(;lninesc confederation of 771 to 221 BC - the age of Confucius and a
time when most major themes of Chinese thought were conceived

The historic experience of that formative period proved to be 2 guidc:
for the way in which historical, political and social developments would
be understood throughout Chinese history. It is therefore no coincidence

that the notion of states having foreign relations was then first coherentl
developed. ’

The major Chinesc states of the time surrounded a central territo

called the Country of the King—wangguo—or the Country in tPrx}é
Centre—zhongguo. They in turn were surrounded by so-called Quter
States waiguo—which, expanding outwards, becamé stronger over
the centuries until it was the outer statc of Qin which united all Chi-
nesc states into what was later 1o evolve into the Han Empire. For a
period of about 300 years, therefore, the Chincse experienced an era in
which their world consisted of cqual-ranking states (guo) vying with
cach other for supremacy. This struggle among individual staies of near}

equal military strength was characterised by the use of subterfu csy
s%rategic shifts, changing alliances, intrigues, trickery and treach%: ,
Sl'milar periods were often to repeat themselves throughout Chinc?;
history. Peoples from the border regions of China were in close contact
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with the empire during the long centuries that lay between the great
dynasties. At times, thesc peoples were sufficicntly strong to cven fight
for the empetor’s throne, or at least for supremacy over some part of
the Chinese territory, and the Chinese negotiated treaties with
representatives of other states on the basis of equality. Duc to its repetitive
nature, the historical experience of a world of equally strong states
contending with each other eventually took root as the formative force

in Chincsc political thought.

The well-known anecdote of "The Fall of Earl Chi" aptly illustrates this
perception of international relations. It concerns Chi, a militarily
successful head of state, not known for modesty, humility or the softer
sides of human nature, who "asks" a neighboring state {or some of its
land. It is given to him because, so the deliberation in the neighbor’s
capital, the "gift" will at least buy time before Earl Chi auacks. The
same happens in another state. It is only the third state at whose gatcs
Chi’s messenger knocks, the Earl of Wei, who declines to give in. Chi
then succeeds in persuading both his meek neighbors to join him in
fighting Wei, promising them a third of Wei’s land. After three years of
cruel war, shortly before Wei has to give up, Wei makes a convincing
point to Chis allies: They will be Chi’s next victims. They now agree 1o
join Wei against their dubious ally. Alliances are provisional instruments
serving to reach other goals, and all partners roughly of equal rank and
strength are suspected to think alike, that is, how 10 gain at the cost of

the others.

This concept may be casily mistaken for a "realistic" approach to forcign
relations. Observed over a short period of time, indeed it seems to be
formed and developed in adaptation to outer circumstances. Over a
longer period, however, it becomes clear that "realistic” traits are in fact
an indication that goals are put aside only as long as they cannot be
attained with the means available. This attitude is recognisable as soon
as seemingly forgotten goals reappear at a moment when they have

become attainable.

The attitude of the Peoplc’s Republic since 1949 in its characteristic
traits resembles that of the states we find described in ancient texts.

—~—

Each militflry conllict with a neighbor of China, regarded as such, seems
:‘? hz{ve' Z:II'ISEH f‘rom a certain political situation - seems to have ‘l een a
realistic" reaction. Regarded as a whole, all these incidents poiit to a
pal‘lcrn of opportunistic revisionisim. hfgcographicul order: In 1956
China conquered Tibet. This Icintegrated a country into Chi.na vwhich
had been under Manchy suzerainty during most of the Qing d "1ast
Tl1e surprise attack on India in 1962 pursucd a similar goal: tc% ccz;' ue);
(ux'%llcr parts of Tibet and areas on the Southern slopes of thé Hima !Z
which had been taken from the Manchu by the British. The Cl;'nyas
support (also in hardware) of Marxist gucrrillas in Indi'a Burm'xl ;5:13
other countrics of South East Asia al] the way (o the Phil‘ippinc; mle
have been explained ideologically. Yet it very much rescmbles th d
eslgblishmcm of historical Chinese spheres of influence Histoiirei
Ch.l nese influcnce is even an argument used by China itself ;o justifv(;il
claim over the whole of the South China Sea right up to the coasts ?
lhe Philippines, Malaysia, Brunei, Indonesia and Vietnam. The conE'o
with Tlaiwan has the characteristics of 2 prolonged civii war. At LLC[
same time, it is a matter of re-establishing sovereignty over ar.1 sl ;
which had been taken from the Chinese Empire by Japan in l‘%)HS
Occasional conflicts with Japan over small islands north of Taiwm:n .
have to do with fishing rights and the exploitation of natural res;urc .
Thcy also concern islands which once belonged to the Okj v
ar'chlpclago whose kings until the mid-nineteenth century used tmwa
tribute both to the court of China and the Emperor ofrj); an I0 P;:Y
case of Korea which until it was conquered by Japan in 189p5 h'adn t '5
tribute to Pcking, China, by entering into the Korean war mad .
that at least the Northern part of the country remained a élient elfxui:

- relationship with the Soviet Union, China in 1967 began provoking

minor armed contflicts 1o demand a revision of the "Uncqual Treatics”
by which the Czars had taken away Manchu territories f?om th; g’m
dynasty in the last century. Only with three of its neighbors did :2?
Peoples Republic not have any kind of conflict: Pakistan and Afgh )
stan, preciscly those two states with which therc were no open accg o l'-
from the old Empire days, and with Mongolia, which had been ao 11;2:1‘

of the former Manchu territory but which, after its independence, could
count on strong Soviel sunnart . '
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Even if it then is obvious that China is not :.:\cting “realistic'ally“ ttlxlxl 11tss
foreign affairs but according to grander designs, th.e qlfesuo.n.smsm,
whether the cases mentioned do not but represent simple 1evisio " .
Revisionism might be content after the status quo ante - here ec?ua: \ 3
(he time in which the Manchu gave lh-c (,hmc.sc Empirc ui ﬂ(; Sim
territory to date - is rega ned. A Warring States philosophy, on the
hand, would aim at more.

Itis a certain kind of activism, of taking the initiative . whic.h chalr:gazlger;fcsl
the foreign policy of the People’s Republic of China since b and
which helps discern the underlying philosophy. Begmnmg vlvl he
conquest of Tibet through to the support for. the Kbmer c;esgs ,Thc
People’s Republic has behaved aggressw'el'y with varying succes L.eml
rationale differed from case to case, but military means w'ere cqnsw Oh_Cy
employed when political means failed to fu.rth‘er Ch.mas f[orelgcglr.xni o [3;
objectives. Since then, China displays a suwlar kind o r[efx [11 -
take aggressive initiatives outside its aan.:m spherc ;). 1{13 " a
Whether China vehemently protests the visit pf the l?a al wa :
Western country - which is exactly the kind O.f " @lerfermg 1.nto 1r[1uarrrllce
affairs" it always protests if it feels to be the victim of suc.h_ inter erfduc
- or demands that the WTO bends its rules to allow Cbxn? cf{ury N
t;J its size", it continuously tries to widen the realm o'f its 1rt11 . u;:.rlllce. 4
major counterpart in this respect is the US{\, something whic . iscse
be described in greater detail later on. All in a‘ll, the relevant N mh o
foreign policy "vision" is predicated on an acivism only lh(r{oug v: et
first rank, or, in modern terminology, the rank of a world power, ¢

be mta'med.1

Chinese foreign policy not only accepts the possil?ility of{confhctzi V:;
considers them a tool to be actively app\iefl. China prefers Lg. st v
problems less by compromise than by carrying through a c;ort :;,;ued
arguments are based more on power and strenglh. than onTa; 1; el
considerations. China’s demand for membership in the W FO be ose
of its size is one example. Or, China refutes V\(esFem .cr1t1c1.sm c; i
human rights policy not on the basis of a cert‘am’ inter prjcmuorll3 e
policies, but because such criticism violates China’ sovercignty: By

L. . ilaterally.
Liran China <cts about solving its interational preblems umlratei\ Y -

o

Rarely do we observe it in coalitions with other states that might share
its interests. If it at all can be said that China maintains deeply rooted
relations, these are then with North Korea and Pakistan. But even there
we cannot speak of common values or interests as NATO or ASEAN
share. Chinese alliance policy locuses on isolated and short-term
congruencics of interest (as in the case of the Human Rights World
Conference). Just like in the age of the Warring States, China tends to
shy away [rom international discussions in cases where its own vital

interests are not directly involved. If they are, China prefers to represent
them unilaterally.

Another aspect, albeit more emotional in nature, serves to strengthen
this tendency to act in isolation. Chinese political memory of
humiliations suflered during the times of colonialism is quite alive.
This is illustrated by almost every, even minor, conflict with Western
statcs or Japan. The Opium War of 1844, the destruction of the Summer
Palace in 1861, or the Nanking massacre of 1937 are quickly recalled
and associated, for example, with the failure of China’s attempts to
sponsor the Olympic Games in the year 2000, or with conlflicts between
Chincse and Japanesc fishermen in the East China Sea.!>? Thus, the
paticnt attitude of someone waiting for a chance to repay humiliation
suffered exacerbates Chinas basic foreign policy philosophy of regarding
itself as one of several territorially unsaturated competing nations striving
on its own 1o attain the position of a superpower.

The common attribution of calm composure to China’ foreign policy,
that is perecived as arising out of a conviction of superiority, is errone-
ous. Thus, herc a word is in order about the way the West traditionally
undcrstands China’s foreign relations philosophy. It is cmbodied in the
idea of a China regarding itsclf as the "Middle Kingdom,” the civilised
centre in the midst of a barbarian world not knowing states of equal
rank. This notion has influenced over 200 years of Western policy vis-
a-vis China and does so even today. It is, however, the Western
perception of the Chinese world view. It caused and causes unfortunate

misunderstandings about the way in which China pursues foreign re-
lations!?>.
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The idea of a Chinese Empire whose civilisation is superior to that of
all other countries is indced one of the traditions of the Chinese history
of thought. It is a pre-historic theological concept, modernised by the
Confucianists of the Han-Era, which has rarely determined the way
foreign relations were handled. Of course, there occurred periods in
Chinese history when outside contact was restricted in a way that
allowed efforts by the state to translate the idea of the identity of empire
and world into reality. But by and large, a centralised empire was
regarded as a lofty ideal rather than the reality of imperial life. The

concept of a "Middle Kingdom” whose inherent superiority allowed it -

to remain socially immobile as the West found it in its first encounters
with Chinese culture, has been a stress reaction against the threat of
foreign conquerors or colonisers. That is to say, it had a social function,
a function of domestic, not foreign policy. The translation of the word
zhongguo (the geographical description transferred from the central
Warring State upon the whole of China) as "Middle Kingdom” is an
exotic-sounding, and therefore tempting, misintcrpretation. Today, as
in the past, all countries in the world are called guo in Chinese. Guo
have always been considered as originating from a basis of equal
ranking—the basis for the concept of the world of Warring States.

In the West, we tend to think in terms of spheres of culture and

expansion; there are proponents of Islam who divide and explain the

world according to religious orientation. In the case of China, the

competition—which might be called "imperialistic™—beciween state-
like and equal-ranking entitics [ighting [or by all mcans available has
been the profound historical cxpericnee which delines China’s
understanding of its role in the international context. Therefore, in its
justification of the inclusion of Tibet within its territory, China docs
not primarily employ arguments of cultural or religious allinity, but
rather, the “imperialistic” notion that ever since the submission of onc
of its kings, Tibet historically” belonged to China. Imperialistic
competition for supremacy is China’s philosophy of foreign relations,
with the ensuing implications of an assertive China articulating its
objectives in the international arcna. It is therelore no coincidence that
the idea of states of equal rank—the concept of a "multi-polar” world

Key Issues, Common Interests, Different Approaches

fraught with the possibility of war, 134
the actions of regional powers—cal’u be
as well as in official Statements. Acco
Ch.ina Is onc among many states of
objective is 1o gAin supremacy.

a "world of regions” defined by
found in foreign policy analyses
rding to this view of the world
equal status, among which its

Contingencies of the Chinesc Philosophy
of Foreign Relations

The o isti -
- n];psc;rttumsue approach to foreign affairs that accords with the
W ales conceept can be discerned { ime w.
. clearerata i hy
China has more ibiliti i enapsmmger
a hg possibilities to make itself heard i
: . 155
i e P it eard than in the past.
()C l‘L 1sc lln pomnt is China’s human rights policy. The Chinese govern
ments i < i -
White Book on Human Rights” of 1991 took a defensive posture

tha betont ot r: an mtcr(r;a;ionally recognised stronger position
, , presented the notion that h i
than . : uman rights
mternal affair gy i S oronsr
e 1.] alfair of Sovereign nations and not a legitimate basis for outside
9 ”mcncc.) This position was then strengthened in the White Book
on Hung; i :
ol um.lm lx.lghls ol 1995. Further examples of the "new” traditional
tse doreign policy are its ar i |
. g arms cxport policy, its attj
e fore - Y, 1ts attitude toward
e p(lssllll)lhly of North Korcan nuclear capabilities, and its polic;
ards tHong Kong. In cach i ’
i case, the i i
— basic loreign relations pattern
As China foreign policy, like that of
Orresist, expectations of other n
traits of the Warring States ¢

t ol any country, has to correspond to
ations, it should be of interest to discovcr,
i ring St oncept fn the bilateral relations China
ot i ol [cx“nrl.lmnls, and to find out what the conditions are
utly implemented. Co i 5 Chi
has to contend with striving {or the prime przgfxt;::; Eizt\;;)da'ys S
arena, arc Russia, India, Japan, and the United States g Staes

Currently, both Russia and China are u

¢ ! pgrading their relati i
constructive partnership” (Kosyrew . onship to.a

)'MBC’f,hﬁeek stability of their
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common border, both want to limit the influence of Islamic funda-
mentalism, and both realise that their border regions profit from cross-
border trade. Territorial questions have practically been solved. Thus,
the ties of convenience developed in recent years seem (0 offer scope
for enhanced co-operation. In the world of *Warring Statcs", Russia Lo
China is a neighbor sufficiently weak so as not 1o be a security threat.
This situation might change depending on several developments. The
sale of Russian goods below world market prices—such as high tech
arms—to China, or the immigration of more than a million Chinese
into Siberia, for example, might at some point antagonise Russia. The
meaning of rising Russian nationalism is not lost on China, and
conversely, Russia cannot disregard Chinas potential economic strength
and its great power ambitions. Then there are the present and volatile
developments in Central Asia. On one hand, fundamentalist islamic
thought trickles into Sinkiang and nurtures anti-Chinese sentiments of
the non-Chinese inhabitants. This need not necessarily, but may possibly,
develop into an explosive regional and internal problem. Sino-Russian
celations - at the time being stable - will be at risk the moment one of
the two "partners” perceives the other as gaining the upper hand in the
quest for world power.

Both India and China seem to have recognised the advantages of peaceful
bilateral relations and have made efforts to leave problem areas aside.
Rivalry is at best dormant, however - no more of the "Hindi Chini Bhai
Bhai" ("Indians and Chinese are blood brothers") sentiment of Nehru’s
days during president Jiang’s visit to India in 1996. China, parallel to
its course of rapprochement, €xploits its position at the cost ol Indian
regional influence. Supporting Pakistan in the West and Burma in the
East, China pursues a policy of containment vis-a-vis India. It is
supporting the missile development program of Pakistan and building
two naval bases for Burma which may be used by the Chinese Navy as
well.130 China is preparing for possible conflicts in South Asia, because
in its view it has to turn the rivalry with another rising, ambitious
contender for supremacy to its advantage. An Indian diplomat’s
comment, "The Chinese want peacc along their borders - they cannot
afford too many enemies when going against the US", not by chance

brings to mind the anecdote of the Earl of Chi.!%”

Japan and China seem to be ideal partners: Japan has the necessary
capital and technology, whereas China possesses the requisite labour
and provides access to its potentially enormous market. Still, the
rclationship is decidedly ambivalent. For one thing, emotions pﬁly an
cxuraordinary role. Historically, Japanese public opinion manifests strong
undercurrents of sympathy towards China. On the other hand, there is
a high degree of antipathy against Japan in China as a result of ,the war.
This allows Chinese leaders to mobilise anti-Japanese public sentimen.t
anytime it scems politically useful. Seeking Japanese trade and in-
vestment, China has up to this point refrained from all too openly
provoking Japan. Should it onc day fcel strong enough, though, any
conflict of interest - even over the Senkaku Islands (Chin. Diaoyu’tai) -
might threaten bilateral relations. China therefore employs a mixture
of accommodation and intimidation to make headway against the
country that, il only by the sheer strength of its economy, represents a
rival for a China striving to achicve pre-eminence. The tcsi of a Chinese
atomic device on the fiftieth anniversary of the bombing of Hiroshima
was perhaps the first signal of a more openly agg}essive attitude, 18
and the Chinese Foreign Ministers warning in March 1996 in Toi<yo
that President Clinton’s upcoming visit to Japan should not "cause new
problems" was another one. Japan has strengths that China cannot afford

o overlook. It possesses the enormous means that a highly efficient -

industrialised country has at hand, the use of which is steered more
rationally and in a more "modern” way than is the case in a China in
the midst of modemisation. These strengths lend Japan a greater margin
of sccurity - il need be also militarily. Here, Japan might be able to
count on the support of China’s neighbours who have more o fear
from an atavistic-cxpansionist Warring States-power than from the
cconomically expanding Japan. A look at South East Asia and Taiwan

" proves illustrative.

Towards South East Asia China displays the attitude of a contender for
supremacy versus rather minor players which should best be brought
under a benevolent control permitting them to reap the benefits of
submission. China’s expansion in the region is creeping and primarily
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China and the strengthening ofits ma.rkct wuhlq the cgﬂ e e
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larec-scale military manocuvies in the Taiwan Strait 1?0 ore WD

a 5 and the presidential €
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March 1996. While this simply may have been intended as a warning
signal, Chincse Icaders had clearly not taken into account the resulting
ground swell of alarm throughout the region and the sobering effect on

Japan at a time when the country was already exasperated over the test
of a Chinese atomic device.

Similarly, Japan must have been alarmed by the way China dealt with
the potential North Korcan nuclear weapons capability. China’s
relationship with South Koreais mainly deflined in cconomic terms.
North Korca, however, plays a different and more complex role. Parts
of China’s military still arc attached emotionally to North Korea, due to
their memorics of the Korean war, but consider Nbrth Korea more or
less a client state, a state that may be counted on to promote China’s
intcrests. Therelore, for a long time, China refused to budge from its
wait-and-sce-attitude and to take international responsibility by helping
to minimise the danger after the threat of North Korean nuclear
proliferation had been recognised. The role of protector, valuable in
the context of a Warring States strategy, proved to be more important

to the Chinesc leadership than the very tangible threat to regional and
world-wide sccurity.

Whatever the traditions and its inclinations in its relations with China
may be, Japan, in its understanding of its regional role and security
policy, might find itself drawn, pushed and pulled cver more into a
major adversarial role vis-a-vis China in the Western Pacific. A resulting
armed conflict in East and South East Asia would be the direct result of
China’s strategics based on the principles of a world of Warring States.

Most open 1o development and at the same time the most prone Lo

conflict in the long-term seem to be the Sino-American relations. Seen

from China’s perspective, the US, having inherited the regional role of

the former Western colonial powers, is the once true rival which stands
in its way. Alter the dissolution of the Soviet Union and the relative
~marginalisation of Russia, it is primarily the US that remains in a position
%‘ to circumscribe the implementation of Chinass foreign policy objectives.

And, from Chinak perspective, the US is by no means a passive rival
lccliﬁf&;g‘“ B =% cither. China regards the dissolution of the Sovict empire as a Western

¥
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victory against a socialist ally. It was the US which spearheaded the
policy of "peaceful change” and insured its success. As the statcments
of American political and economic leaders about how political change
necessarily {ollows cconomic development scem to prove, this policy,
be it called "containment” or "engagement", whether the American
president offers to exchange state visits or not, is understood as a tactical
mancuver, to be answered in kind. When this analysis is added to the
underlying postulate of one Warring Statc rising against the dominant
one, it becomes obvious, in Chinesc eyes, that the US will never permit
the People’s Republic to develop into a superpower in its own right. So.
- again in China’ eyes - the US deliberately undercuts China’s policy
towards Taiwan, undermines China’s position in Tibet, remoulds
"human rights” into an anti-Chinese weapon, hinders the export of
Chinese arms, stands in the way of China’s accession to WTO, and
generally tries to bind China’s strategic aims by incorporating it into
collective regional security arrangements. It is the classical Warring
States situation of a rising power being stymied by the power in being,
This perception well explains the continuing irritation in China’s
reactions towards the US. Therefore, the Chinese tendency to turn any
of a number of relatively small problems with the US into a greater
conflict cannot be expected to decrease. Rather, China, with its growing
economic strength, will consciously and increasingly try to measure its
own strength against that of the US in ever riskier matters. In the case
of the Chinese mancuvers before the Taiwanese presidential elections
in 1996, China put into operation a long-lerm strategy to make the
withdrawal of the US from East-/South East Asia a {act for all to see (it

turned out, however, a demonstration of the American willingness to
stay). It would behoove both the Chinese and the Americans to make

efforts to keep problems in proportion to their relative importance lest

tests of resolve escalate into armed conllict. Such efforts, however, caa .

hardly be expected [rom a rationally calculating state living by t
philosophy of Warring States. And, scn solely [rom the perspective of
one of these Warring States, a seeming disaster may be nothing but the
long-awaited natural turning point in the struggle between the twe,
major contenders.

214
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China’s International Role

to translate these demands into reality will transform it into an
incalculable player on the world stage. While its actions are hard to
foretell, China, due to its size and its increasing power to make its
influence felt, is potentially dangerous to peace. ’

Yet the rend towards multilateralism will tot remain without cffect
upon Chinesc forcign policy. As China obscrves and reflects on how its
partners co-operate on a long-term basis, it cannot but adapt its own
behaviour. This is particularly truc in the sphere of cconomics. As a
result of economic development, China’s economic clout increases. Its
production, consumption, and financial policy will have a greater impact
on the international community. At the same time, China’s vulnerability
will increase correspondingly to its interdependence with the world
market. It will take time for the effect of these processes to become
evident. Therefore, the Chinese willingness to enter into conlflicts,
together with an environment rich in conlflict potential, makes military
conflicts emanating from China more probable than continued peace
in East and South East Asia. For the most part, such conlflicts would
result from Chinese foreign policy strategies, and would take the form
not of spontaneous and uncontrollable armed forays, but rather of rela-
tively rational conflicts with weaker adversaries, undertaken with at
least the intention of keeping them limited in scope.

This danger will decrease the more China is integrated into international
dependencies and responsibilities. The understanding of its own role
will inevitably be modified the more China finds itself bound into the
web of international mechanisms. Furthering true multilateralism thus
means Chinese recognition of the fact that it is to its own advantage if
it bows to international rules and regulations.

A closed China lacking transparency has few chances to reconcile its
world view to reality. The concept of a world of Warring States isolates
China in the world. Yet even traditions rooting in early historic times
are no natural law. They can be modified. It is therefore up to China’s
international partners to try to involve China in the same continuous
process of learning they themselves share. This process evolves from
problems new to humanity and as a result of a devclopment which
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brings peoples who once were alien into ever closer dependency,upon
each other. By transferrin our

n other. By g the pattern of domestic behaviour typical
- modcern democracy ruled by law onto the level of international
relmmnshlps, an international climate of security and peace may b
p‘roAduccd. Through adaptation and a new delinition of its inu.:ri"slse
China might find its way from the predatory logic rooted in the worl l
of Warring States into the world of today. (




