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It is noted in the I Ching, or Book of Changes, a Chinese ancient classic, that “maintaining Taihe will 

help develop everything smoothly”. That said, Taihe stands for a supreme harmony. Such harmony can 

be achieved through coordination and collaboration among all things and the unity of their nature. Taihe 

symbolizes the ancient wisdom of life which guides people to rediscover the true meaning of their world. 

The purpose of Taihe is to obtain continuous wisdom and momentum through the creation of common 

values.

Nowadays, the lack of Taihe seriously challenges contemporary human civilizations. Rapid technological 

development, climate change and environmental degradation, uneven wealth distribution, and geopolitical 

tensions are some of the significant threats undermining our common values and civilizations. Human 

civilizations may fall into the abyss without gathering wisdoms and taking actions.

The Taihe Civilizations Forum (TCF) was initiated in 2017 to engage global leaders of all fields in 

supporting "the harmonious development of common values and the advancement of human civilization." 

The TCF is themed on “seeking common value across different civilizations”, and the next forum will 

center on “Science Culture, Future Ethic and Common Values”. TCF follows four principles “Impartiality, 

Globality, Foresight and Impact” to define the research agenda, guide its work and actions, and effectively 

contribute to the overall Forum objectives. TCF focuses on global and regional challenges, explores root 

causes, identifies and promotes possible solutions, as well as facilitates communication and impacts 

creation across borders. 

About Taihe Civilizations Forum

A
bout Taihe
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ivilizations Forum
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A
bout Taihe Institute

Founded in 2013 in Beijing, China, Taihe Institute is an international think tank which takes “collaborating of 

global elites, searching for common values” as its duty, and provides basis for the decision-making on the 

development of China and intelligent support for the communications of the world. 

Taihe focuses specifically in areas such as people-to-people exchange, international politics, religion, 

science and technology, education, culture, finance and economics, etc. Taihe has taken programs entrusted 

by the central government of China. Besides, the research products are distributed internationally, and the 

significant products are published in the form of book series of Taihe Institute. 

Taihe has built up close connections with nearly hundreds of both domestic and international organizations 

through academic exchange and non-official activities. Taihe is the member of the Belt and Road Studies 

Network and the Belt and Road Initiative International Green Development Coalition. Taihe also chairs the 

Sino-American Youth Makers Exchange Centers Expert Committee.

About Taihe Institute





Rashid Alimov
Distinguished Fellow of Taihe Institute

Secretary General of Shanghai 

Cooperation Organization (2016-2018)

S
peeches at the 

O
pening C

erem
ony 

Dear colleagues, dear friends, ladies and gentlemen, I am glad to 

welcome each of you from the capital of my homeland. During the 

Great Silk Road, caravans stopped here on Mondays. Hence the 

name of the city - Dushanbe, is translated as Monday. Around the city 

there are high Pamir mountains. From their sky-high peaks, you can 

look far beyond the horizon. Every day, mountain eagles, for hours, 

soar high above earth, touching the blue skies with their powerful 

wings.

The task of our Forum, like mountain eagles, is to rise above the 

current pressing problems facing the world and to try to open a wide 

window to tomorrow's world. To a world that has radically changed 

over the past six months, the expected economic growth has 

unexpectedly turned towards a deep global financial and economic 

crisis. In most countries, due to the crisis, the achievements of the 

last two decades have resulted in the appearance of tens of millions 

of unemployed. 

We are also witnessing how sanctions are increasingly becoming a 

power weapon in the geopolitical struggle. Rivalry is trying to destroy 

the well-established cooperation between countries. We watch with 

concern the development of U.S.-China relations; U.S. and Russia; 

U.S. and European Union. 

A Cold War, which seemed to have been forgotten, is re-emerging 

like an ice age. The world is going through a deep crisis in 

international relations. And unfortunately, that's a fact.

Speeches at the Opening Ceremony
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We are persistently told that - COVID-19 is to blame. Yes, of course, the coronavirus pandemic has changed 

the world and confronted humanity with a brutal new corona-reality. But, not everything is so simple. It would 

be more correct to say that the pandemic has become only an excuse for some powers to continue the 

destruction of the established architecture of international relations that they themselves had begun. We 

can recall how in the midst of the pandemic, the United States ended its membership in the World Health 

Organization.

And yet: there is always an alternative to confrontation- an equal dialogue, interaction and cooperation. 

This year, the world celebrates the 75th anniversary of the founding of the United Nations. The victory over 

fascism and militarism and the emergence of the World Organization are interrelated events. They testify to 

the fact that a common misfortune can unite humanity and unite it in the fight against challenges and threats.

Let us recall another example: in the fall of 2001, the entire international community supported the United 

States in the fight against terrorism. There is a real chance to create an effective global anti-terrorist front. 

Unfortunately, over time, this chance was lost. At the same time, over the past period, the situation in 

Afghanistan has not improved: it’s far from peace and stability. In addition, over the past two decades, new 

hotbeds of instability have emerged, and now suffering from international terrorism.

At the same time, a new chance has appeared again to unite the community of nations around a common 

goal - to jointly overcome the coronavirus crisis. After all, the threat to humanity does not stem from individual 

countries or people, but from a dangerous virus that knows no borders, has no color or racial difference. This 

new threat must only unite us. Once again, unite us. Let us remember that not only developed countries, but 

also poor states need antiviral vaccine. The vaccine must be available to everyone. We are in this together 

and in this crisis, we can observe how China is extending its hand to the developing world and helping to 

overcome this pandemic with financial, medical, educational and other available resources. 

Humanity needs to draw the right conclusions from the lessons of history, to act together; to mobilize the 

potential for cooperation in the field of health and education, food and biosafety. Taihe Civilizations Forum 

is an excellent platform for discussing the broad range of urgent problems. However, it is important not only 

to discuss acute topics of our time, but also to find common ground. It is not enough to adapt to the changed 

conditions, it is much more important to return to a civilized dialogue, to use common opportunities and build 

a better world, a sustainable future for all countries and all peoples.

Popular wisdom suggests: "In order to see further, you need to rise higher." Mountain eagles are farsighted 

birds. Our Forum has brought together leading experts from all over the world. There is no doubt that through 

joint efforts we will be able to look beyond the horizon and see the vector of human development. Thank you 

for your attention.
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Wu Hailong
Lead Research Fellow in International 

Relations of Taihe Institute

President of China Public Diplomacy 

Association

This is the fourth time I have had the honor to participate in the 

Taihe Civilizations Forum organized by Taihe Institute. I am both a 

participant and a promoter of this forum.

The forum has flourished since it was established four years ago. 

During this time the forum has remained true to the founding 

principles of the Taihe Institute: to keep up with the pace of the 

changing global environment; focus on global issues, cutting-

edge technology and cultural exchanges; and gather talents and 

people of insight from all over the world. Through this approach 

the Taihe Institute, together with the inspiring words and ideas 

of our honourable participants, has been able to seek truth from 

facts, remove bias, and acknowledge intellect with the aim of 

increasing the global body of knowledge for the betterment of all 

humanity. And this is what the Taihe Civilizations Forum role is and 

what makes the Taihe Institute unique. 

Every aspect of the Taihe Civilizations Forum leverages off the 

painstaking efforts and collective experiences of Taihe Institute 

staff built up over the past four years. The Forum is also enriched 

and improved by the collision of ideas and the collegiate approach 

of all participants. The success of the Taihe Civilizations Forum is 

based on the strong support, diligent preparation, and enthusiastic 

participation of people from all walks of life.

If one works hard, then there will be rewards. Over the past four 

years, the Taihe Civilizations Forum has taken its own path as a 

centre for advancing the global good. However these four years 

have witnessed turmoil and turbulence, cooperation and then 

competition, bullying and resistance, interconnection and then 

decoupling, and symbiotic coexistence and then xenophobia.

When confronting the COVID-19 pandemic, humanity knows that 

the best approach is to help each other in times of troubles, and we 

can embrace the saying “Lands apart, sky shared.” Unfortunately, 

during these challenging times there are some, including powerful 
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and influential people, who would rather see misery, hardship, and disaster. In particular, some nationalistic 

and xenophobic people in the U.S. agitate for confrontation with China; an economic, social and political 

decoupling; and a new “Cold War”. If the U.S. genuinely wants this, it will be painful not just for both countries 

but for the world. I do not believe that the people of both countries, and indeed the global community, want 

this. In such an event the pain and cost would be borne by those who desire it. This is the natural flow of 

consequence.

Success only comes through hard work. China will take its own peaceful path and ensure the safety and well-

being of its people. Now, the pandemic in China has been brought under control, the economy is recovering, 

and people are unified and positive. China will not be afraid of any power and has the ability and resolve to 

overcome all obstacles and continue the progress of its people. No force can stand in the way of China’s rise 

and revival.

The Taihe Institute and the Taihe Civilizations Forum will, as always, continue its unceasing efforts to 

clearly examine world events, adding to the world’s knowledge, working tirelessly to promote peace, 

stability, prosperity, and development the world over. Although confined to an online setting, I hope this 

forum continues the standard of debate, in-depth discussion, and insightful commentary that the Taihe 

Civilizations Forum has become known for. Thank you all.
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H.E.Vladimir Norov
Secretary General of Shanghai 

Cooperation Organization

Dear forum participants, ladies and gentlemen. It is a great honor for me to 

take part in the 4th Taihe Civilizations Forum, one of the leading discussion 

and analytical platforms whose high authority is recognized not only in 

China, but also among foreign experts. This forum is undoubtedly of a 

special nature, as it takes place in the context of the ongoing epidemiological 

and social economic crisis caused by the COVID-19 pandemic. 

At this difficult time, we have witnessed the unity and solidarity of the Asian 

family countries in the fight against the pandemic. We strengthened the 

Shanghai spirit in us and it brings us together in close cooperation. The 

trials that mankind has faced are increasingly relevant to their value of 

single world civilization. The COVID-19 pandemic has demonstrated that 

the world is interconnected. The consequences of the pandemic for further 

favorable world development are unpredictable and will probably cause 

fundamental changes in the modern world order. 

Old and new challenges to global and regional security are escalating, 

requiring an adequate and coordinated response from the entire world 

community. First, it is extremely worrying that the pandemic has not yet 

led to the appropriate integration of multilateral efforts on a platform of 

shared response to a new global challenge. On the contrary, today we 

are witnessing a growing mutual distrust when instead of consolidating 

the capacities of the leading states in the fight against pandemic, 

counterproductive attempts are being made to find those responsible for its 

spread. 

Such turbulence, in which China and the U.S., the two largest economies in 

the world have been drawn, risks having the most negative impact on the 

recovery of global production chains and favorable trade and investment 

climate. Moreover, it has the potential to undermine security and stability, 

not only in the Asia-Pacific region but also in other parts of the world. In 

this context, those models of development of international relations that are 

able to ensure reset on the basis of the principle of equality, consensus, the 

desire for joint development, mutual trust and benefit, peaceful settlement 

of disputes, renunciation from confrontation and block thinking will be of 

particular appeal and importance. 
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Over the first two decades of the 21st century, these approaches were most visibly reflected in the activities 

of the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, which covered sixty percent of the territory of Eurasia and almost 

half of the world's population, is consistently forming a prototype of the future collectively new architecture of 

the global world. 

The Asia has carefully responded to sudden risk related to bio-safety. We are encouraged by the success of 

our leading countries in developing a vaccine against coronavirus. We express our solidarity with the position 

of the World Health Organization that it should be given the widest possible access, regardless of political 

interests and national boundaries. During the upcoming Asia summit in St. Petersburg, we plan to approve 

a joint action plan to combat epidemics, which will reflect in terms of taking concrete measures to deepen 

cooperation in the field of epidemiological well-being and biological security. And a problem of preventing 

coronavirus strains, other biological agents and dangerous chemical substances and technologies for 

their production from falling into the hands of terrorists has become more acute. The Asian member states 

stressed the need for multilateral negotiations on the development of an international convention for the 

suppression of acts of chemical and biological terrorism. 

Dear participants of the forum, despite all the negative consequences, the coronavirus pandemic has 

brought new opportunities into our world. Above all, the pandemic crisis has accelerated the process of 

digital transformation in virtually all sectors of the economy and social life states. The modern world is on the 

verge of unprecedented revolutionary technological changes. The widespread use of digital technologies 

has contributed to economic growth in developed and developing countries and has become a key driver of 

growth in the dynamics and scope of the world trade and the world economy as a whole. It is clear that the 

digital economy will play an increasingly important role in rebuilding the world economy after COVID-19. 

In an increasingly complex world, a strategic task for any country in the world is to develop a system 

of continuous, innovative, high-tech education to meet the strategic objective of development needs of 

education system, the economy and society as a whole. The technological revolution taking place before our 

eyes in the work of young people has become a reality, thanks to their enthusiasm and inquisitive mind of 

young people of the 21st century. 

It is necessary to continue nurturing and cherishing young talents in order to improve their professional 

activity. More than eight hundred million young people live in the Asian region, which is almost half of all the 

world's youth. The leaders of the Asian countries attach great importance to working with young people to 

guide their energies into creative direction. First and foremost through accessible and high-quality education, 

to fully realize their potential of the individual. In conclusion, I wish the participants’ efforts will work through 

interesting dialogue on all aspects of the forum agenda. Thank you for your attention. 
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Irina Bokova
Distinguished Fellow of Taihe Institute

Secretary-General of UNESCO 

(2009-2017)

This year’s topic of Taihe Conference– “Science, Culture, and Future 

Ethics and Common Values” is extremely timely and relevant to 

the world today, and let me congratulate the institute for that. Taihe 

Institute proved once again that its activities in identifying world 

challenges and possible solutions are what the world needs today. 

And the challenges are indeed serious and multiplying. 

The world is confronted with the worst crisis since the Second World 

War with unprecedented political, economic, social and humanitarian 

consequences. The coronavirus pandemic has affected millions 

of people, and it’s still spreading around causing immense human 

suffering. 

Apart from these tragic human consequences of the COVID-19 

epidemic, the economic uncertainty it sparked will cost the global 

economy more than $1 trillion in 2020, according to some estimates of 

the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD). 

The International Labour Organization (ILO) estimates that 1.25 billion 

people will be either jobless or will see reduction of their income 

worldwide, and the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) is 

alerting on the need to ensure food supply chain and production and 

the threat to food security worldwide.

The devastating result is shrinking economies and job opportunities, 

the rising inequalities and surge in poverty, with a dangerous impact 

on efforts to fight climate change and ensure sustainable path for 

development. Decades of efforts to reach and implement important 

international agreements are under threat of being lost. And I’m 

talking about the Agenda for Sustainable Development 2030 and the 

Paris Climate Agreement. 

The worst hit will be on the developing countries and the most 

vulnerable among them, who do not have solid health systems 

and economic or financial capacity to respond to a crisis of such 

proportion. For the most vulnerable communities, it is a crisis within a 

crisis. They need special assistance and support.
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No doubt this is the greatest peacetime challenge that the United Nations and humanity as a whole has 

ever faced. The world is entering an extremely dangerous period with severe consequences for peace and 

security.

And what is very important is that the virus does not know geographical or political borders, political systems, 

or ethnic and religious divides. It hits everywhere and everyone. The threat is global and needs global 

response. In humanity’s recent history, there has never been a moment when global action and coordination 

are vital for lives of people and for peace. 

The role of the United Nations in this global response is unmatched. We need leadership. In the year of its 

75th anniversary, the United Nations should demonstrate unequivocally that multilateralism is relevant and 

it works. The pandemic and its consequences require more multilateralism and not less. It requires more 

sharing and cooperation among governments and not less. It requires more sharing and cooperation among 

scientists and universities and not less. It requires the world to invest more in people, in health, in science, 

research, in education and learning. 

At the same time, inequalities between countries and within societies are not only growing, but represent a 

real challenge to human dignity, social inclusion, sustainable development and peace. And within this debate, 

the questions of justice and ethics should take their proper place. Ethics of development, ethics of scientific 

research, ethics of climate change – the three issues that are very relevant to the debate at this conference.

When it comes to the ethics of development, there is hardly a more conspicuous example of a just and 

equitable approach than the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and its ultimate goal – “No-one must 

be left behind. People who are hardest to reach should be given priority”.

This is the underlying moral code of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and its profound 

ethical foundation. Its adoption unanimously by 193 Heads of State and Government at the United 

Nations Headquarters in September 2015 made clear for the first time in the history of humanity, that ethics 

is not a luxury that some cannot afford, but the foundation of development. 

As was discussed frequently in the formulation of these goals, leaving no one behind requires reducing first 

and foremost inequalities and creating the space for equality of opportunity. As Director General of UNESCO, 

member of the United Nations Development Group at those times, I remember how hard it was that issues 

of equal access to quality education, health care, energy, infrastructure, and others, were recognised as 

important aspects of opportunity that will allow all people to work towards fulfilling their potential. 
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But to succeed, and I think this pandemic shows it clearly, we need stronger scientific cooperation. We 

need more connected science. We need science that is more deeply integrated into policy-making. Science 

flourishes through dialogue, through the interaction of peoples and cultures, through the meeting of minds. 

We need ethical science as well. 

I believe we need a new paradigm for international cooperation in science, technology and innovation. We 

need international cooperation for science, for poverty alleviation, and for the protection of the environment. 

Progress has no meaning if it only benefits the few; if it doesn’t eliminate poverty, reduce inequalities, protect 

the world we live in.

This health crisis has in some ways acted as a weakening accelerator for an already ailing multilateral order. 

But at the same time, it highlighted that the way out of the current crisis will need a new commitment to 

multilateralism. In its own way, this pandemic reinforces the starting postulate on the essential character of 

international cooperation, which is stated in simple and clear terms: unilateralism cannot be the answer to the 

challenges of our time. 

Wherever we look, whether it is the multiplicity of actors who confront each other or the complexity of the 

crisis that develop, the withdrawal into oneself and the fragmentation of international society lead to dead 

ends. In the absence of internationally accepted international rules, everyone can see that the alternatives 

lead to fleeting results which leave the problems unresolved. The virus crisis illustrates vividly these problems 

with unprecedented acuteness.

And to end up, I am more than convinced that we need a renewed commitment to multilateralism and to 

the United Nations, we need a new global political, a social contract around the global public goods such 

as peace and human well-being, protection of the environment and reducing inequalities, embracing the 

ethics of scientific and technological advancement. I hope this Taihe Civilizations Forum will address these 

challenges and will contribute to the global search for responses.Thank you for your attention.
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Stephen Orlins
President of the National Committee 

on U.S.-China Relations

Hello everyone. This is the first time since the Taihe Civilizations Forum 

started years ago that I am not present at the opening. I miss my friends 

at Taihe and I miss what I always learn from all of you during these few 

days together. I especially miss Taihe Chairman Peng Binge. While we 

do not always agree on everything, our strong friendship always make 

our interactions wonderful and productive.

As you open this forum please remember that no matter what my 

government says and does, there are still many Americans that believe 

that constructive China-U.S. relations have brought peace, prosperity 

and stability to Asia for the last four decades. As you know from my 

previous speeches–I started to learn Chinese 50 years ago because 

I believed that having Americans who knew Chinese and understood 

China and having Chinese who knew English and understood America 

would lead to more productive and peaceful relations. I disagree with 

the narrative that engagement has failed and believe I was right 50 

years ago and am still right. I fight every day against policies in America 

that seek to decouple the U.S. and China because they are bad for 

the American people. Demonizing China, expelling state-run media, 

expanding the entity list without explanation, denying Chinese visas 

without explanation, closing the Houston Consulate, possibly banning 

WeChat and Tiktok, are actions that hurt both China and the U.S. 

But to successfully oppose these policies, I need your help. I need 

you to help me change the narrative in the U.S. Some in the U.S. are 

no longer convinced that constructive engagement between our two 

peoples has helped them. I need your help to win those people over. 

How to win them over? Among many actions, China can internationalize 

the South China Sea without impinging on its territorial sovereignty, 

open further to foreign investment and trade, invite back expelled U.S. 

journalists, unblock NYT, WSJ and other U.S. media in China, allow 

Facebook, YouTube, Google and Twitter to operate in China, and limit 

the extraterritorial application of the HK NSL. 

The next two plus months will be very very difficult but no matter who is 
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the next president of the United States I need your help. I know my friends at the Taihe Civilizations Forum 

share my view that constructive China-U.S. relations will determine the future for our children. So please help 

me, help me change the narrative in the U.S.

I miss you all and look forward to joining you next year. Wish the Taihe Civilizations Forum a great success. 

Thank you.

Rovshan Muradov
Founding Secretary General of the 

Nizami Ganjavi International Center

Excellencies. Distinguished participants. Ladies and Gentlemen. It 

gives me great pleasure to address this important event and I would 

like to thank the organizer, Taihe Civilizations Forum, for this timely 

initiative. I am confident that the web-conference will contribute to 

the ongoing global conversation on the world’s future and a better 

understanding of each other.

Reinforcing our commitment to multilateralism, we need to look jointly 

for global solutions not only to a pandemic but also to other serious 

challenges like climate change, inequalities, international terrorism, 

organized crime, etc. As we confront these challenges, we do need 

cooperation through shared universal platforms. The UN as the 

world’s largest international organization is the best fit to serve this 

goal.

Here, the commitment of China to multilateralism is making progress 

on each part of the SDG. Reducing poverty is a reality. China’s One 

Belt One Road Initiative (BRI) which brings nearly 70 countries, brings 

also a possibility for social and economic growth. I’m happy that my 

country Azerbaijan is one of the first countries to support the One Belt 

One Road Initiative (BRI).
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Much as the world continues to have conflicts of various sorts, we also are becoming increasingly aware that 

we are the fellow voyagers on this planet earth and that our future and the future of our species of humanity 

depends on social and economic opportunities and physical existence on earth. 

The COVID-19 crisis has brought in the weaknesses of our international solidarity and cooperation but it has 

also emphasized our sense for shared future responsibilities. On our part as Nizami Ganjavi International 

Center, we acted in recognition of our common humanity. 

Under the guidance and support of the Global Circle of Nizami Ganjavi International Center and Board 

Members, we provided medical support, different kinds of aids over 30 countries. And we hosted a number of 

conferences, online conferences, interviews, publications, and trying to make as much possible international 

awareness. 

We are also at the forefront of the rapidly developing events around the world. Members and Friends of 

NGIC played an important role in launching Open Letters to the UN, to the G-20, to the Security Council and 

the governments of the world, reminding them of the importance of the global ceasefire, agriculture for food 

and nutrition security, education, poverty, the vulnerability of children and calling for COVID-19 vaccine to be 

as a global common goods which will affect millions and millions of people.

To conclude, I would like to reconfirm NGIC’s commitment to its mission promoting and building bridges 

among cultures and nations, promoting peace, tolerance, and dialogue. We are strong only when we act 

together and when we share responsibility. Thank you for your attention!



17

K
eynote S

peeches
at the S

ub-sessions

Sub-session on International Relations

Central Asia is not a Field for a New 
“Great Game” that the United States is 

Trying to Impose on the Region, 
but a Broad Space for Cooperation

Rashid Alimov
Distinguished Fellow of Taihe Institute

Secretary General of Shanghai 

Cooperation Organization (2016-2018)

China and the U.S. are permanent members of the UN Security 

Council, which bears the primary responsibility for maintaining 

international peace and security. China and the U.S. are two leading 

world economies that have become closely intertwined over the 

past 40 years, interdependent and mutually complementary. Any 

complications or tensions between China and the U.S. negatively 

affect the global economy. The first concerns the recently presented 

new U.S. Strategy for Central Asia. As indicated in the document, 

the key political goal of the U.S. is to help the Central Asian states 

maintain their sovereignty and resist the dominion of other great 

powers, primarily Russia and China. 

Moreover, the Strategy does not indicate which governments of the 

Central Asian countries turned to the U.S. with a request to protect 

its sovereignty. In addition, it is said that the U.S. should become 

an alternative to the Belt and Road Initiative in the field of strategic 

development and to the Collective Security Treaty Organization in 

the field of security. The U.S., as follows from the comments to the 
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Strategy, can offer the countries of Central Asia military equipment and training of military personnel. Such 

an approach will allow these countries to weaken their dependence on Russia and China, and will open up 

markets for the American defense industry. Further, the build-up of American military aid will give the Central 

Asian countries incentives for close cooperation with the U.S. in the fight against regional extremist groups, 

which the U.S. is interested in from the point of view of its own security. Only in this way, according to the 

document, the U.S. will be able to prevent the actions of the Russians and Chinese in Central Asia. 

In essence, this is not a Cooperation Strategy, but a Competition Strategy, which may lead to an increase 

in the potential for conflict in Central Asia. Central Asia is not a field for a new “Great Game” that the U.S. is 

trying to impose on the region, but a broad space for cooperation. Each Central Asian country has its own 

national development strategy, but there are also common regional goals. First of all, we are talking about 

systemic security challenges that stem from the territory of Afghanistan. For 40 years, the Afghan “knot” 

has tightened so much that, despite the efforts of the UN, individual countries and organizations, it has not 

been possible to loosen it. It is clear that the Afghan conflict has only one way of settlement - political and 

diplomatic.

The U.S., Russia and China, together with the Central Asian states, could jointly make a decisive contribution 

to the return of peace and stability to Afghan land. A similar approach should be taken in the fight against the 

COVID-19 pandemic. The U.S. has not been the best example for the community of nations, leaving WHO 

in the midst of a pandemic. This step is deeply disappointing. In the face of a common threat to humanity, 

responsible powers should demonstrate leadership, interaction and cooperation, rather than create tensions. 

There is still hope in the world that a period of detente will begin in relations between China and the U.S. This 

is primarily in the interests of China and the U.S. and will serve to improve the environment in international 

relations as a whole.
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Recently, as the U.S. general containment and suppression of 

China have escalated, China-U.S. relations have been deteriorated 

dramatically. Under such circumstances, the China-U.S. military conflict 

has attracted worldwide attention and becomes an urgent topic of 

research and discussion. The overwhelming majority of studies have 

shown that the outcome of China-U.S. military conflict can only be a 

lose-lose situation or even worse. Therefore, although the probability 

that China-U.S. military conflict will occur is quite small in theory, its 

potential negative impact upon China and the U.S., and even the whole 

world could be so enormous that the two parties and other related 

countries are all trying to avoid this happening. So if we want to avoid 

it, we must first figure out where the risks and triggers in the China-U.S. 

military conflict come from. Only by identifying these, can we effectively 

avoid the possibility of armed clashes between China and the U.S.

To understand where the danger of the China-U.S. military conflict 

comes from, we should start by looking at the relationship between 

China and the U.S., because these are the two main parties to the 

conflicts. From China’s point of view, since the reform and opening 

up, for 40 years China has been working on adapting itself to existing 

international standards, and has explored and developed a set 

of methods for and approaches to realizing its development and 

improvement according to these principles. The achievements over the 

past 40 years are sufficient proofs of this. Though China today faces 

many internal and external difficulties, we believe that economic and 

technological development can solve these. So following this logic, 

China is an executor and defender of current international rules, and 

The China-U.S. Military Conflict and 
Where does the Threat Come from?

Chen Hu
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute

Editor-in-chief of World Military 
(2006-2019)
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there is no subjective motivation for China to resolve difficulties using military methods. Objectively, the 

goals of the leaders of China, its army and its citizens are highly consistent. Because of the discipline of the 

Chinese army and the principle of “the party ruling the army”, it is impossible that the Chinese army could 

deviate from the will of the state. Therefore, in terms of objective factors, it would be impossible to trigger a 

China-U.S. military conflict due to the malfunctioning of China’s executive leadership.

As for the U.S., due to its domestic problems, there have been many difficulties in attaining a steady rate 

of development, and this is the reason why the U.S. is extremely anxious about China’s rapid economic 

expansion. Because of this anxiety, some U.S. policymakers have begun to advocate replacing the policy of 

peaceful competition against China with that of hostile competition. As one kind of competition appears to 

be unfavorable to the U.S., these people are no longer satisfied with a limited adjustment and improvement 

of the existing rules, but advocate the re-establishment of new international rules based on the principle of 

priority for the U.S., thus leading to the potential for the motivation of using military force to solve problems. 

The report of the RAND Corporation in 2015 on the China-U.S. military conflict, after comparing and 

studying the various potential forms of China-U.S. military conflict, concluded that no matter which form 

the conflict took, the loss/profit ratio of China and the U.S. would exceed one. In other words, whatever the 

circumstances are, the damage caused by military conflicts will outweigh the benefits for either side. Given 

these premises, the RAND Corporation believed that China-U.S. military conflict was not a good option. Also, 

RAND’s research reported that though the loss/profit ratio of military conflicts to both China and the U.S. was 

more than one, in terms of unilateral losses, China’s losses would be more than those of the U.S. and it also 

concluded that in terms of conventional military conflicts, China had obvious shortcomings and weaknesses 

compared to the U.S. The U.S. could effectively launch attacks on mainland China, while China could barely 

launch an effective attack on the U.S. Therefore, these two conclusions imply the possibility that the U.S. 

could use military force against China. If the U.S. could bear its own losses while causing greater damage to 

China, the U.S. might resort to the option of military force. And because China, for geographical reasons, has 

disadvantages and shortcomings in launching conventional long-range strikes, as long as the intensity and 

scale are effectively controlled, the U.S. could benefit from such military conflicts.

Through the above analysis, we can see that there could actually be a hidden subjective motivation behind 

the strategic decisions of the U.S. to trigger China-U.S. military conflict by force.

In fact, when the U.S. politics enter certain periods such as the run-up to presidential elections, party 

interests prevail. Under such circumstances, policymakers might make unconventional moves based on their 

party’s interests, which adds unpredictable and uncontrollable risks to the China-U.S. military conflict. At the 

same time, the massive deployments of the U.S. military forces in reconnaissance, military exercises, patrols 

and other operations along the coast of China have in fact increased the chance of close contact and friction 

between the military forces of China and the U.S., which could become the main cause of emergencies.
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China and the U.S. are of course the main focuses of this research of studying the potential risks of China-U.S. 

military conflict, but the third parties cannot be ignored either. In its efforts to contain China, the U.S. would 

like to see and even actively provoke disputes and conflicts between China and its neighbors. At the same 

time, the possibility that some countries hope to use the China-U.S. conflict to maximize their own strategic 

interests cannot be ruled out, which may carry the risk of the U.S. encouraging and supporting disputes or 

even military conflicts between China and its neighbors during which the U.S. may be forced to become 

involved, eventually leading to the military conflicts between the U.S. and China.

Besides, in addition to China, the U.S. and its allies, there are also a large number of miscellaneous non-

state political forces, some of which are likely to take advantage of disputes and conflicts between major 

powers to make profits and grow stronger. For example, international terrorism has been on the decline due 

to the joint counter-terrorism efforts by countries all over the world. However, they will obviously be happy if 

there is a military conflict between major powers and the international anti-terrorist alliance completely falls 

apart.

In particular, the possibility that they would take advantage of the close contact and friction between the 

Chinese and U.S. military forces to create specific emergencies and cause accidental military conflicts 

cannot be ruled out. In addition, China is also facing a variety of extreme separatist forces which could also 

make troubles to cause contradictions and conflicts between China and the U.S. In extreme cases, these 

forces might deliberately attempt to trigger China-U.S. military conflict.

Although on the surface, a China-U.S. military conflict is unlikely to happen, the above analysis shows that it 

can be caused by many factors, so its possibility cannot be entirely ruled out.

To avoid the outbreak, expansion and escalation of China-U.S. military conflict, efforts must be made 

in at least three areas. First, China and the U.S. must reach a consensus and establish corresponding 

mechanisms to prevent third-party factors from triggering an outbreak and escalation of China-U.S. military 

conflict. Second, the two parties must establish multi-level information transmission and communication 

channels to avoid military conflicts being triggered by internal factors on one side. Third, and most 

importantly, China must make it clear to the U.S. that the U.S. would suffer unsustainable and unacceptable 

losses in any military conflict. Any idea of restricting the China-U.S. conflict to a lower intensity and more 

limited area is naive and unrealistic. Only in this way can the U.S. be persuaded to give up the idea of 

gaining the advantage through military conflicts, based on which it could be possible to provide the basis for 

the realization of the first two efforts. 
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Over the past 40 years since the establishment of diplomatic relations 

between China and the U.S., there have always been differences in 

political systems as well as ideologies between the two countries. 

Growth in both economies, but especially the phenomenal growth of 

the Chinese economy since 1979, has created contradictions between 

the two countries. Much has happened since last November – the 

completion of phase 1 of a U.S.-China trade agreement, (January 

2020), the COVID-19 pandemic, the closing of Consulates in Houston 

and Chengdu, and the increase in negative rhetoric from both 

Washington and Beijing.

The increased tensions and breakdown of relations between the U.S. 

and China will have a negative effect on not just countries in the Asia 

Pacific region, but around the world. It appears relations are moving 

in a “downward spiral” and we need to find a way to stop this negative 

trend because the outcomes will affect not just the U.S. and China, but 

all countries of the world. The U.S. and China represent 40 percent 

of global economic output. If the two countries are “feuding with one 

another” then the world will become very unstable place where it will 

be difficult for commerce and business to thrive.

Considering the current world economy, especially since the outbreak 

of the pandemic, the tension between the U.S. and China will cause 

difficulties and challenges for everyone. What can be done to stop this 

downward spiral in U.S.-China relations? I have a few suggestions:

First, we should stop the “blame game” on the COVID-19 pandemic. 

The U.S. and China should call a truce and work together through 
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diplomatic and private channels to develop effective COVID-19 diagnostics, treatments, and vaccines. When 

the pandemic is under control, both sides can look back and reflect on how to prevent pandemics in the 

future.

Second, we should resume trade/economic talks. While contentious at times, the dialogue and airing of 

problems/grievances on both sides is extremely important and needs to continue. Frank discussion on 

technology issues should be part of this. Rather than implementing unilateral actions like banning Chinese 

or U.S. companies activities in the respective countries, relevant parties from both capitals should engage in 

negotiations and constructive dialogue. The two largest world economies must work together. In my opinion, 

“decoupling” is not a viable option.

Third, we should de-escalate the increase of bans on student/official travel and limiting travel and expulsions 

of journalists. An important way to create mutual understanding between persons from different backgrounds 

is by the studying and visiting of each other’s countries. The U.S. look for “country neutral strategies based 

on risks and review the foreign government’s data practices, human rights record, and political institutions 

and legal environment.”  

Finally, it is time for China to engage with the international community and address these concerns rather 

than allowing the escalation of activities which violate human rights and democratic freedoms. These actions 

will be difficult to implement, but I believe that both sides must commit to trying to de-escalate this negative 

activity.

Both China and the U.S. should be working together to be leaders in the support of international norms and 

systems. Without this commitment on both sides, I fear this escalation will do irreparable damage to the 

peace, stability, and security of the global economy. 

Organizations like the Taihe Institute and the National Committee on American Foreign Policy play an 

important role in highlighting not only problems, but potential solutions to bilateral and multilateral issues. 

Both NCAFP and Taihe Institute are committed to building more platforms and channels of communication, 

enhancing exchanges and mutual learning between China and the U.S. in different fields, and contributing to 

the strength and stability of China-U.S. relations.
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We all know that since the beginning of this year, COVID-19 has 

raged around the world posing serious risks to human health and 

profoundly disrupting the normal economic and social life in all 

countries. Before the end of this crisis, many experts are having a 

serious debate to determine what kind of long-term impact this crisis 

will exert on human society and in particular to propose various kind 

of observations on the prospects for globalization.

According to some pessimistic scholars, globalization has already 

been under many forms of pressure of being dissociated. The 

COVID-19 outbreak has aggravated and deepened all the crises 

faced by globalization. Many countries have seen growing economic 

nationalism and xenophobia. Moreover, it has triggered a deeper 

understanding of the past risks that globalization has faced. Many 

countries have closed their borders, making it difficult to conduct 

regular exchanges and cooperation in the fields of the economy, 

culture, and science and technology. Therefore, many people have 

very pessimistic expectations. But in my opinion, if you see things 

in a bigger picture, you may find that although globalization is 

facing unprecedented new challenges and serious pressure posed 

by the pandemic, it has a powerful impetus towards progress. 

The economic dividends created by ethnic groups, countries and 

societies by globalization have not yet been fully realized. So I believe 

that globalization has a strong impetus for reintegration which will 

slowly emerge and it will be able to offset the disruptions which 

are hindering globalization. This is my overall observation.
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We all know that before the COVID-19 outbreak, globalization had already undergone many twists and 

turns and over the past few years, its progress has gradually slowed down and encountered many new and 

unprecedented obstacles. Many scholars believe that there are at least four types of impacts on the current 

crisis facing globalization. First, in many countries the foundation of social support on which globalization 

relies has been shaken, especially in the U.S. and developed countries in Europe. Over the past few years, 

we are well aware of all kinds of trade protectionism, xenophobia, anti-immigration isolationism that tends 

to close its door and try to solve problems on its own, and anti-globalization that promotes thinking of a self-

sufficient economy. We can find these have been overwhelmingly popular nowadays which has caused 

various kinds of anti-globalization movements, especially the Brexit and Trump’s election as the U.S. 

President remaining as the most significant events in this political trend.

The second crisis facing globalization is that many of the international rules as well as the multilateral 

system which used to support globalization are undergoing unprecedented shocks. Especially since Trump 

took office, the U.S. has turned to complete unilateralism and has abdicated its responsibility and role of 

being a leader in the international community. So we are worried about whether those basic rules that 

support economic cooperation and liberalization as well as important international organizations will work as 

they have since the end of the second world war, or whether they will be rendered inoperable.

The third crisis is that, after 35 years of high-speed global economic growth, globalization has encountered 

an unprecedented geopolitical conflict which is also related to Trump. After Trump came to power, he began 

to intensify the strategic confrontation with China and Russia, and some of his hawkish think tanks even 

attempted to move China-U.S. relations into a so-called new “Cold War”. They created trade tensions 

between the two countries and imposed a technological blockade on China. They also attempted to cut 

off the current exchange mechanisms between China and the U.S. in culture, technology, and education that 

have matured during the past years. That is to say, between China and the U.S., the two largest economies 

in the world we have seen a so-called “decoupling” or disintegration. This has put the global economy and 

globalization under heavy pressure.

The fourth challenge facing globalization is that over the past 30 years, globalization has developed rapidly 

mainly in the economic field. But in the political realm in another word global governance issue and in the 

social and cultural field, there is a stronger sense of a global community with a shared future or we can say 

there is a common vision in the international community. But the development of non-economic fields is not 

as advanced that is to say, economic globalization is more advanced while globalization in social cultural 

and political fields lags far behind. This has caused a severe imbalance which makes it difficult to effectively 

solve many of the social problems brought by globalization. At the same time, our planet is also facing 

various unprecedented dangers threatening human survival.
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In fact, the COVID-19 pandemic only represents one of the many risks. As we have seen this year there 

has been abnormal weather and various forms of huge natural disasters all over the world, which 

means global warming and ecological problems might be reaching unprecedented levels. When we 

still need to face the threats of the financial crisis, the clash of civilizations and the proliferation of 

weapons of mass destruction, stronger international cooperation and more effective global governance 

are all of great importance. However, progress in this regard has become stagnant and even 

retrogressive. Hence before the COVID-19 outbreak, we have already faced these serious crises. Therefore, 

the outbreak, from this perspective, has further worsened the prospect of globalization. 

But my assessment for the future is still comparatively positive, because we can say that the anti-

globalization social movements and political forces mainly come from developed countries. A lot of emerging 

markets and other developing countries and regions are longing for globalization and wish to participate in 

the global collaboration to exchange resources and help each other so as to enhance their own opportunities 

for development. From this perspective, globalization still has a lot of potential supporters and we should not 

be unduly worried about its momentum.

Besides, the rapid globalization over the past 35 years has in fact built a lot of robust and precise 

mechanisms to support various operations. These mechanisms are resilient. Though Trump represents the 

destructive force against globalization, he has not yet had the ability to completely destroy the foundation 

built and consolidation made over the decades. Of course, we know that in the post-pandemic world, the 

path of globalization will be adjusted in accordance with the lessons learned from the crisis. For example, we 

can clearly see the adjustment to the global supply chain from horizontal division of labor towards a vertical 

one. And this is a reasonable adjustment for the post-pandemic era. Of course, stronger health and security 

controls on the cross-border flow of people will become a new normal. But if a vaccine can be quickly 

developed, and marketed risks in this regard may be reduced to a controllable level.

At the same time, we can see that many new mechanisms will soon emerge due to the pandemic. We can 

see that in dealing with the pandemic crisis, a large number of offline business operations have transferred 

online with no limitations of national boundaries and no need for face-to-face contact. Various online 

exhibitions, entertainment, sports activities, education and even medical services have developed in full 

bloom during this period. And I think this trend will accelerate. Meanwhile, the technological innovation and 

breakthrough in many sectors will also be accelerated by the pandemic. In fact, these developments are 

conducive to the integration of the world economy and the deepening of international cooperation. New 

technologies, such as e-payment, micro-finance, internet, AI and digital currency are all new prospects we 

can see progressing. This crisis will also stimulate the development of 5G and the internet of things. Also a 
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large number of AI robots will enter the manufacturing and service industry. These are all essential driving 

forces for the next round of globalization.

So on the whole, I think the COVID-19 crisis will have specific impacts on the international order and have 

undermined the U.S.’ prestige of international leadership and put the once well-recognized liberal democratic 

political system under scrutiny. Meanwhile, we can see from the crisis that many people have come to 

realize the importance for a strong nation to utilize effective governance mechanism and cutting-edge digital 

technologies to effectively manage risk and promote social cohesion. In fact, national strength and the 

national governance capability are an important factor to combat the pandemic, especially during its 

peak. And we can see that although, in the short term, the pandemic has caused the outbreak of hidden 

problems within society fueled the rise of nationalism and encouraged the underlying position of the “every 

man for himself” mentality in some societies. 

I think it will, in the long term, stimulate stronger global consciousness, because the virus knows no 

boundary, no race, no religion or class. In fact, the only way to effectively combat the pandemic and 

overcome its political, economic, and social risks, is to promote international collaboration and exchange of 

resources. In particular, we should share our research outcomes in the field of public health and analyze how 

to make the vaccine a shared international product. I think these concepts are coming into being. Therefore, I 

believe in the future, the whole world will need global and regional interdependent emergency mechanisms 

for public health resources, because every country has its own limitations in emergency response. 

So on the whole, I think in the long term, no country can separate itself from the global economy and 

community, even the U.S. is incapable of being self-sufficient. The number of pro-globalization stakeholders 

are increasing, especially in the so called “Global South”, namely in developing countries. They have huge 

unrealized growth potential, and China is playing an essential role through the “Belt and Road Initiative” 

in promoting a large-scale Eurasian economic integration for an even more solid foundation for globalization 

in the future. The BRI has not only engaged in trade cooperation and liberalization, and convenient 

investment, but also expanded the foundation of globalization to cooperation in the financial sector, including 

infrastructure interconnection and the mutual learning of experiences in new energy, agricultural technology, 

networks, environmental protection, education and culture, and public governance. All of these are all in 

a more active transnational and multilateral cooperation. So on the whole, I think after the pandemic has 

subsided, the momentum of globalization for reintegration will be strong enough to overcome the crises and 

the subsequent destructive pressure facing it currently. 
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The relationship between the U.S. and China is at the center of most 

projections and worries about the international system. Decisions 

made in Washington and Beijing will have a major impact on the 

global system, but developments in that larger system will constrain 

and shape the options and actions of both the U.S. and P.R.C. Many 

countries see U.S.-P.R.C rivalry as inevitable and they welcome a 

degree of friction because it creates opportunities they can exploit. No 

country wants unmitigated hostility that would force it to choose sides 

in a bipolar world. Nor does any country want U.S.-China relations to 

become too close because a “G-2” would constrain its own freedom 

of action. Third country actions will shape the options of Washington 

and Beijing as they attempt to reset the international relationship. No 

outcome is inevitable or immutable.

Can Relationship Be Reset? Our relationship today is worse than 

it has been for a long time. Some insist further deterioration and 

greater hostility are inevitable. Others believe—and hope—that a 

reset and return to greater cooperation are possible. Both sides want 

a better relationship so a reset is likely to happen. But the nature of 

that reset and what follows thereafter are difficult to predict because 

what happens will be determined by the interplay of decisions made 

by multiple actors in both countries. Neither country acting alone can 

fix fundamental problems. Trump has demonized China to distract 

from the pandemic and other U.S. problems. Biden has rejected 

demonization but affirmed the need to address long-festering bilateral 

issues. But campaign rhetoric is a poor predictor of post-election 
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foreign policy. If Trump is re-elected, he would seek to reset the relationship. He is less anti-China than 

others in his administration but his approach would be very different than that of a Biden administration. Both 

would seek better relations but neither would seek to restore the highly asymmetric relationship that 

developed under conditions that no longer exist.

• Both would seek changes in Chinese behavior affecting U.S. interests;

• Both would demand greater reciprocity;

• Trump would act unilaterally; Biden would act multilaterally;

• Biden’s approach would be better for the U.S. and the international system.

Decoupling or Renewed Engagement? Decoupling is an unhelpful concept, undesirable goal, and unlikely 

policy outcome. Globalization creates interdependencies but the pandemic has underscored the perils of 

overconcentration and single-point-of-failure vulnerabilities. Every player that can do so will seek to limit 

risk through diversification. The transition to less dependence on China will be accelerated and shaped by 

changes that have occurred in the global system in the years since the PRC gained unique access to the “free 

world” system at the height of the Cold War. Dozens of countries now seek to follow China’s growth path 

by opening their markets in exchange for places in global production and supply chains. Companies and 

other international actors will respond to perceived opportunities in and beyond China. Economic and other 

calculations will be more important than political rhetoric about decoupling from China. What Beijing does 

to address the legitimate concerns of private actor participants will be a more important determinant of what 

happens than will decisions made in Washington.

Trump and Biden would adopt different approaches to what I will call Engagement 2.0. Biden would seek 

to reinvigorate and update traditional U.S. engagement policies designed to mitigate risk by reliance on 

a rules-based order that facilitates integration and interdependence. Trump, like China, would pursue 

greater economic nationalism. The approach adopted by the next U.S. administration will matter, but it 

will have less effect on the type and extent of engagement and/or decoupling than will decisions made in 

Beijing. China has done more to limit U.S. and other foreign influence, opportunities, and engagement than 

has Washington. If Beijing continues to do so, a Trump or a Biden administration would move toward the 

imposition of similar constraints.

What Type of Relationship Should we Anticipate? The U.S. has long been central to Chinese foreign policy 
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but, until very recently, China has seldom played a similar role in U.S. policymaking. Administrations from 

George H. W. Bush through Obama tried but failed to develop a workable replacement for the grand strategy 

developed to counter the Soviet Union. Trump has attacked key elements of the Cold War strategy even as 

he has attempted to substitute China for the Soviet Union as the central focus of American policy. Pieces 

of his back-to-the-future approach make sense, but many others are inappropriate and unworkable. Few 

want a Cold War 2.0 strategy, but designing an overarching framework has proven to be difficult. Challenges 

include:

• Building consensus on the proper U.S. role in maintaining the rules-based order;

• Adjusting burden-sharing responsibilities in alliances and partnerships;

• Modifying Cold War policies that granted greater access to U.S. markets and other resources than was 

demanded of allies and partners; 

• And restructuring domestic policies developed in the Cold War context. 

China will be a central but not the only consideration as the next administration grapples with these 

challenges.

Friction in U.S.-China relations will remain too important to ignore but is unlikely to dominate policymaking 

in either country because both face daunting domestic challenges. The foreign policies of both will be 

formulated to facilitate the achievement of domestic objectives. This reality will limit the rate and extent of 

disengagement and could contribute to a more positive relationship.
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China-U.S. relations have now entered an extraordinary period 

since the establishment of diplomatic ties between the two countries. 

Abnormality becomes normal, while optimism is in short supply. 

Many people have lost confidence in China-U.S. relations, believing 

that the darkest moments are coming. I still have confidence in 

China-U.S. relations and believe that we will not go all the way into 

the darkness. No matter how long the night is, tomorrow will come. 

Even if it’s cloudy, it’s better than darkness. Of course, there may be 

hail on a sunny day, but that doesn’t happen all the time.

I have a feeling that after the dust settles, following the U.S. election 

in early November, whether Republican President Trump is re-

elected or Joe Biden representing the Democratic Party wins the 

election to the White House, the “angry and fiery” tension between 

China and the U.S. will be relieved. We hope that the two sides will 

calm down and think seriously about how to proceed in the future. Of 

course, the ideal future would be to promote the “stability and long-

term development” of bilateral relations.

How will the relations between the two countries continue in the 

future? Can they “make steady progress and achieve long-term 

goals”? Some fundamental problems may be unavoidable, but we 

need to face up to the reality, go beyond fixed ideas and make right 

choices. I think our American friends may have read the speech 

delivered by Wang Yi, the State Councilor and Foreign Minister of 

China, on July 9 at the China-U.S. Think Tank Media Forum. I don’t 

need to stress the importance of this speech. My general feeling is 
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that Wang Yi, on behalf of the Chinese government, has said all that need to be said, and conveyed all the 

messages about the future China-U.S. relations that need to be conveyed. In particular, it is hoped that the 

Democratic and Republican campaigns will take this speech seriously.

As a scholar who has been following China-U.S. relations for a long time and has been working on the 

front line of research into China-U.S. relations for many years, I would like to raise three major issues in the 

relations and share my thoughts with my friends from China and the U.S.

First question: Can there be “strategic mutual trust” between the two major countries? In other words, is the 

goal of establishing “strategic mutual trust” between China and the U.S. out of reach?

The issue of “strategic mutual trust” has always existed between China and the U.S. It’s not a secret. If we 

start with the Clinton administration, we can see that at that time, China and the U.S. reached a consensus 

and promised to work together on a “constructive strategic partnership”. The tone was ambitious, but it did 

not bring the two countries “more trust and less trouble”.

The George Walker Bush administration pursued an “anything but Clinton” policy. Of course, they did not 

accept the status of China-U.S. relations during the Clinton period. However, due to the September 11 

attacks, the Bush administration adjusted its national security strategy with the overall aim of countering 

terrorism, thus shelving the idea of “strategic competition” with China. The two sides agreed to work together 

on a “constructive partnership” and started a strategic dialogue, from the Senior Dialogue level to the 

Strategic Economic Dialogue, and then to the Strategic and Economic Dialogue. None of these increased 

strategic trust between the two countries. In particular, Bush found that over the years, while the U.S. had 

been busy fighting terrorism, China had been “concentrating on construction and development”, and its 

overall national strength had significantly increased. He regretted that he did not anticipate China to develop 

so fast and to become a more powerful “strategic competitor”. 

During the Obama administration, the two countries agreed to “work together to build an active, cooperative 

and comprehensive relationship for the 21st century”, and the China-U.S. Strategic Dialogue was fully 

launched. At the same time, Chinese leaders repeatedly told senior officials of the Obama administration, 

both in public and in private, that China’s development would be peaceful, and would “adhere to the path of 

peaceful development”, ensuring that it would not pose a threat to the U.S., and had no intention or ability 

to challenge its leadership of the world. To convey this persuasive statement, we expended a great deal of 

energy and overcame many difficulties. But we found that they simply did not listen to our explanations and 

did not believe our “strategic intentions”. So, you make your statement, and I’ll carry on with my policies.

From the beginning of the Bush administration to the end of the Obama administration, China and the 

U.S. engaged in a 16-year strategic dialogue, but there was less and less strategic trust between the two 

countries. Even, as China’s ambassador to the U.S., Cui Tiankai has said, there was a “strategic mutual trust 
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deficit”. At that time, we were seriously discussing the following question: Is there any possibility of “strategic 

mutual trust” between China and the U.S.? If it is impossible to establish this between the two countries and 

it is not possible to view each other’s strategic intentions objectively and rationally, how can we manage our 

bilateral relations without “strategic misjudgment” in the future?

Our fears are now becoming a reality. According to Mr. Wang, the current U.S. policy toward China is based 

on a “strategic misjudgment”, which lacks factual basis. The unwarranted suspicion of China by the U.S. has 

reached the point where everything is interpreted in terms of conflict. It seems that every Chinese investment 

is suspected of having a political purpose; every overseas student has a spying background; and every 

cooperation initiative has a hidden purpose. As long as it is, or even if it is not related to China, it will rise 

to the level of national security. “National security” is a box, and everything is packed inside it. It is the new 

“political correctness” that everything about China must be opposed.

Second question: Is it possible for us to place a limit on the strategic competition between China and the U.S., 

so as to make it controllable and enable the two sides to “coexist”?

It has been 20 years since the China-U.S. relations began to evolve into a “strategically competitive 

relationship”. Early in 2000, the phrase “China is a strategic competitor of the U.S.” appeared for the first 

time in the U.S. The first to make such a point was George W. Bush, as a Republican presidential candidate. 

But shortly after he took office, the September 11 attack happened. It changed his strategic focus and Bush 

failed to pursue his vision of “strategic competition” with China.

Although the Obama administration did not regard China as a “strategic competitor” of the U.S., in fact it 

had begun to “compete strategically” with China in secret. The U.S. shifted its strategic focus from Europe to 

the Asia-Pacific region, strengthened its forward military deployment there, and formed cliques on China’s 

doorstep to challenge its core interests, regardless of whether these provoked China. The so-called “neutral” 

policy of the U.S. toward the South China Sea also underwent major changes. The U.S. began to challenge 

China there frequently. At that time, the strategic rivalry between the so-called emerging powers and the 

defensive powers was already evident, and Thucydides Trap had become a hot topic.

After President Trump took office in 2017, the National Security Council issued the National Security Strategy 

Report at an unexpected speed, officially identifying China as a “strategic competitor” of the U.S. and 

China-U.S. relations as strategically competitive. In May 2020, the National Security Council issued the U.S. 

Strategic Approach to the People’s Republic of China, clarifying how the Trump administration “will compete 

strategically with China”. By then, the strategic competition between China and the U.S. had been formally 

established. At the same time, there was also a tendency that the U.S. has no bottom line in its strategic 

competition with China.

One thing I would like to point out is that although the Democratic and the Republican parties have reached 
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consensus on the U.S. strategically competitive relations with China and on identifying China as a strategic 

competitor, they haven’t reached any agreement on the issues of “what to compete with”, “how to compete” 

and “what goals should be achieved”, that is, “how to achieve what”.

Some former administration officials have pointed out that the Trump administration is repeating the mistake 

that its engagement policy fails to change China, so attempt to force China to surrender and bring it down 

through the strategic competition. Many pro-establishment democrats and republicans do not agree with 

this “strategic competition” aimed at “forcing China to surrender and bring China down”, nor do they agree 

with the “strategic competition” with China that has no limit. They argue that a “bottom line” should be set for 

China-U.S. relations, including the strategic competition between both sides. On the whole, their opinions are 

as follows:

Firstly, strategic competition does not mean dire consequences, fighting, military conflict nor that the U.S. 

should disengage or decouple from China. Despite the competition, the U.S. should still cooperate when 

cooperation is needed, still co-exist with China and make mutual progress.

Secondly, the foreign policy adviser of Democratic presidential candidate Joe Biden also said in a recent 

interview with CNN that future strategic competition between the U.S. and China was inevitable. However, 

the two countries should “go high” rather than “go low” in terms of competition. When he said “high”, he 

meant the domestic strength of excelling in domestic matters. He disapproved the Trump administration’s 

“vulgar” approaches to compete strategically with China.

Strategic competition is, after all, still “competition”. Competition is a race. Whether boxing, or dueling, there 

are rules to be followed, and these rules are internationally recognized and should be applied to both sides. 

All men are equal before the rules and must not override them.

The last question: Can the two great world powers, China and the U.S. with different cultural backgrounds as 

well as political and economic systems, coexist peacefully? This is the fundamental choice that the U.S. must 

make, and this has a bearing not only on the future of China-U.S. relations, but also on world peace.

Here’s a quote from the Shanghai communiqué: The social systems and foreign policies of China and the U.S. 

are fundamentally different. However, it was agreed by both sides that, regardless of their social systems, 

relations between the two countries should be handled in accordance with the principles of respect for the 

sovereignty and territorial integrity of each side, non-aggression, non-interference in the internal affairs 

of either party, equality, mutual benefit, and peaceful coexistence. The U.S. and the People’s Republic of 

China are prepared to apply these principles to their relations. These are the Five Principles of Peaceful 

Coexistence, which were reaffirmed in the Joint communiqué on the Establishment of Diplomatic Relations 

Between the U.S. of America and the People’s Republic of China and the August 17th communiqué.
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Over the past few decades, China has not refrained from accusing the U.S. of “interfering in China’s internal 

affairs”. However, the two countries can basically “coexist peacefully”, principally by “seeking common 

ground while reserving differences”. The essential differences in social systems and foreign policies between 

the two countries have not affected their “peaceful coexistence”. Today, forty-eight years on, especially 40 

years after China’s reform and opening up, the U.S. has found that it is increasingly hard to accept China 

as a country with a different cultural background and political and economic system. It argues that “for the 

first time in U.S. history, a clash is taking place with a truly different civilization” and “a powerful non-white 

competitor”. It holds that China’s political and economic system poses a “realistic threat” to the national and 

economic security of the U.S. The “strategic competition” between China and the U.S. is “a competition 

between the two systems”, and the competition will be long-term. 

Now, the Trump administration, once referring to China, must call it “the Chinese Communist Party”. We 

note that the CCP was used 35 times in the NSC’s Strategic Approach to the People’s Republic of China 

report. This is, it seems, a strategic report aimed at “the Communist Party”. By replacing China with CCP it 

delivered a clear message: “in the future, the U.S. policy toward China will be focused more on the Chinese 

Communist Party”, and, of course, its “authoritarian system”. This is not only a strategic orientation of “anti-

communist ideology”, but also a kind of blatant “paranoid McCarthyite anti-communist movement”.

During the pandemic, the Trump administration has displayed a “deep hatred” of “the Communist Party and 

its authoritarian system”. They anathematized “the Communist Party”, just as some religions anathematize 

heretics. The New York Times even revealed that the U.S. government was negotiating a regulation banning 

all CCP members and their families from traveling to the U.S. Whether this can be put into practice, it shows 

that some members of the Trump administration have deep-rooted animosities towards “the Communist 

Party”.

How will China-U.S. relations evolve in the future? Can they be stable and far-reaching?The U.S. must think 

deeply, particularly about these three issues. The most important is to face reality and acknowledge it. It is 

internationally recognized that China is rising, that the U.S. and China have different social systems, that 

China cannot become another U.S. and that the U.S. cannot transform China.

We’ve all studied theories of international relations which advocate a pragmatic focus on interests rather than 

ideologies. The U.S. is a country that advocates pragmatism, and we hope that the future U.S. government 

will, based on international realities, re-evaluate China and formulate a pragmatic China policy. It is 

unrealistic for the U.S. to prevent China from developing.
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In the past few years, China-U.S. relations have been experiencing 

all-round, multi-dimensional, high-frequency, and intense disputes 

and conflicts, which have drawn widespread attention from the 

international community. Increasing international observers have 

begun to discuss the possibility of “decoupling” and entering a 

“new cold war” or “dark forest”. In November 2019, Henry Kissinger 

expressed his concern in an interview that China-U.S. relations are 

“at the beginning of a cold war”. Other experts believe that China-

U.S. relations have already entered into the state of a new cold war. 

I don’t think this is alarmism. China-U.S. relations are experiencing 

the most difficult, most unstable, most dangerous, and most 

unpredictable crisis since Nixon’s ice-breaking journey in 1972.

China-U.S. relations are generally considered to be the most 

important bilateral relations in the contemporary international 

system, which the evolution and fluctuation of the relations not 

only have a significant impact on the survival and development 

of the two countries, but also directly affect the prospects for 

international economics, politics and security. John Lipsky, the 

former vice president of the International Monetary Fund, believes 

that “the establishment of a productive and predictable U.S.-China 

relationship is a necessary requirement for the consolidation of 

global governance mechanisms”.

The current status of China-U.S. relations is without doubt closely 

and inextricably linked to the domestic politics of the U.S. The 

present situation is an extremely important historical node in the 

development process of China-U.S. relations, a painful period of 
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transition, and a critical period for setting the tone for the future trend of bilateral relations. How to correctly 

judge the historical position of bilateral relations, how to determine the direction of their future development, 

how to regulate, shape, and manage the developing trends in the relationship during the transition period, 

are the essential matters for preserving the core interests of China and the U.S., and even the peace, 

stability and prosperity of the international community.

Here, I would like to share some of my understandings about China-U.S. relations.

My first point is that China-U.S. relations need a “soft landing”.

The China-U.S. conflict is tending to escalate. By assuming a posture of resolution, the U.S. government 

seems to be determined to gamble for high stakes by adopting extreme pressure methods and trying to force 

China to make compromises. The relationship between the two countries is overshadowed by “approaching 

dark clouds”. The main manifestations of this are as follows:

First of all, the trend of economic “decoupling” has taken shape. In face of China’s rapid development, 

some extreme political forces in the U.S. have become so jealous that they have appealed for “decoupling” 

from China. One of their main arguments is that China has gained huge benefits from bilateral exchanges 

and cooperation, while the U.S. has suffered severe losses. In fact, the determining factor in the state of 

relations is the balance of interests, so common interests will drive cooperation, while conflicts will lead to 

confrontation. The same is true for the development of China-U.S. relations. Both sides can benefit from 

cooperation, while confrontation and conflict will harm both sides’ interests. I remember that when Nixon 

visited China in 1972, he said to Premier Zhou, “We have great differences today. What brings us together 

is that we have common interests which transcend those differences”. I personally think that “decoupling” 

is actually a foolish act that will eventually harm both sides. The American scholar Joseph Nye once said 

that the hasty and reckless decoupling between the two countries will lead to failed strategies. Judging from 

the situation in the past two years, the U.S. government seems to have adopted “decoupling” or “semi-

decoupling” as a policy. This is the first point.

Second, intensified political confrontation continues to reduce the strategic room for maneuver. The U.S. 

government has recently adopted a series of countermeasures, including new policy measures on Hong 

Kong-related and Xinjiang-related issues, and, among others, the closure of the Chinese Consulate General 

in Houston, and China has been forced to respond accordingly. The unpredictability of the U.S. government 

has pushed the Chinese government into a corner where it cannot retreat any further. This has shaken 

the political foundations of bilateral relations, and undermined the bilateral strategic mutual trust. The 

political relations between the two countries have seriously deteriorated and moved backward. Allowing this 

deterioration to continue may even jeopardize the preservation and continuation of their normal relations.
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Third, reoccurred security risks increase the risk of taking military actions. What causes great concern is that 

the relationship between the two countries is being pushed towards confrontation. The U.S. has deliberately 

stirred up trouble in major security issues related to China’s core interests, including repeatedly violating 

its commitments on the Taiwan issue, substantively upgrading U.S.-Taiwan relations, and strengthening its 

military presence and activities in the Taiwan Strait. And as for the South China Sea issue, it has changed its 

position of not choosing sides and is currently increasing dangerous military activities in this area. All of this 

may lead to an uncontrollable situation and even to an accidental exchange of fire.

The Chinese scholar Yu Hongjun commented that, “The current China-U.S. relations seem to have 

become a wild horse, completely running out of control, and the prospects could be very depressing and 

terrifying”. Without effective containment measures, the two countries are very likely to upgrade confrontation 

to a full stage which neither side could win.

Therefore, allowing a free fall in China-U.S. relations will lead to irreparable and irreversible consequences. 

At this critical moment, the two countries should display an attitude of responsibility towards the best 

interests of their people and the people of the world. From the perspective of conforming to historical trends, 

safeguarding common interests, and benefiting human society, both sides should carefully handle bilateral 

relations, reverse the deteriorating situation, and achieve a “soft landing”. The top priority is to exercise a 

policy of restraint, avoid confrontation and unpredictable strategic moves, and return to positive dialogue and 

communication.

This is my first point, that China-U.S. relations need a “soft landing”.

My second point is that China and the U.S. must avoid cognitive biases and stereotypes.

Throughout the historical development process of the past 50 years, the development of China-U.S. relations 

has not always been smooth. There have been twists and turns and even conflicts during this period, but 

the basic pattern is of cooperation rather than conflict. Since entering the second decade of this century, the 

relations between the two countries seem to have entered a vicious circle of increasing contradictions and 

escalating confrontation. There are many reasons for this: the balance of power between the two countries 

and geo-strategic factors caused a chain of reactions; the two sides have collided during the process of 

adjusting their relations in the interest of both parties, and a gradually increasing possibility of confrontation 

has arisen during interactions. At the level of subjective understanding, deviations and obsessions have also 

arisen. These factors interact with each other, leading to confrontation and conflict. And the negative aspects 

of bilateral relations are highlighted, while the positive aspects are eliminated.
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I think the state of China-U.S. relations depends on the relationship of bilateral interests, and to a large 

extent, is also directly related to the subjective identification of the two countries. There are many examples 

in history when misjudgment has caused conflicts or even wars between nations which could have been 

avoided. Thus for now, it is necessary to avoid subjective overreaction caused by overinterpretation 

regarding conflicts of interest in bilateral relations, and we should also avoid further reducing the room for 

policy manoeuvre and pushing the bilateral relations along an unintentional but irreversible track.

I think the following cognitive issues deserve everyone’s attention:

First of all, the U.S. “Superpower” status will continue to exist for a long time. “Single Superpower 

Domination” has been a prominent feature of the international strategic pattern since the end of the Cold 

War. Although there are many signs that the U.S. is in relative decline, it can be predicted that for a 

long period of time, the U.S. will still remain as an unmatchable superpower. If its domestic and foreign 

policies are appropriate, such advantageous status will maintain for a very long time. The misjudgment 

and overreaction displayed by the U.S. on this issue have suddenly caused strategic panic and a sense of 

crisis. On the other hand, the misjudgment of other major countries on the issue may bring impetuosity and 

impulsiveness in terms of the tendency to make wrong strategies and policies, and intensify confrontation 

and conflict with the “Single Superpower”.

Second, neither China nor the U.S. has the ability to shape each other based on its own wish. The U.S. 

policy towards China is undergoing a directional adjustment. One of the main reasons is its frustration due to 

the failure of previous policies to achieve the strategic goal of impelling China to develop in the direction that 

the U.S. expected. A report by the U.S. Foreign Policy Council stated that the West’s strategy of integrating 

China into the international system after the Cold War had gone bankrupt. In fact, choosing socialism with 

Chinese characteristics was the inevitable historical choice for China, and it has also proved to be the correct 

path, leading China to national prosperity and rejuvenation. I remember that the former Soviet Union also 

tried to shape China according to its own plan, which resulted in the deterioration of China-Soviet relations 

and a parting of the ways. If the U.S. continues to attempt to force China to develop on the track it has 

designed through subversive policy adjustments, it will not only fail, but also erase the positive outcomes 

of bilateral relations. The American scholar Hass believes that the U.S. has no right to determine China’s 

future, and China’s future can only be determined by the Chinese people and their leaders, and vice versa.

Third, many of the problems in the U.S. stem from its own mistakes. The U.S. is facing a difficult situation 

where problems in its economy, domestic politics, foreign relations, and pandemic control have emerged 

at the same time. Objectively speaking, these problems are connected to the evolution of the international 
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environment, but they are results of the U.S. own poor governance and its errors in decision-making. Under 

such circumstances, some U.S. politicians and experts not only refused to identify their own problems, but 

also habitually and irresponsibly blamed the problems on other countries’ policies and conspiracies. This 

approach may be of short-term domestic political benefit, but it does not help solve the problems, and will 

eventually intensify conflicts between the U.S. and other countries, which in turn will cause the situation to 

get out of control.

Fourth, China-U.S. relations cannot be seen as a simple version of U.S.-Soviet relations. If the most 

prominent feature of U.S.-Soviet relations is confrontation, that of China-U.S. relations is complexity. 

Economically, the U.S. and the Soviet Union were almost isolated from each other, so there was little 

mutual influence. However, China and the U.S. are economically interdependent and important trading 

and investment partners. In terms of security, the U.S. and the Soviet Union forged a hostile relationship 

and competed against each other across the world, while China and the U.S. are promoting cooperation 

amid disputes, and seeking dialogue over conflicts. In terms of their interaction mechanisms, China and the 

U.S. have established effective multi-level and multi-channel strategic dialogues and consultation platforms, 

which are helpful for the management of bilateral conflicts. It can be said that the inherent stability and 

quality of China-U.S. relations is much better than that of the U.S.-Soviet relations during the Cold War.

Fifth, the “zero-sum game” does not apply to the objective reality of China-U.S. relations. The two countries 

have formed a complex relationship of interests. It is in neither party’s interests to hastily conclude that 

China-U.S. bilateral relations can be oversimplified as being hostile or friendly, or to interpret their policies 

as confrontational or cooperative. In an era of increasing interdependence, the relations between major 

powers are always aligned on the basis of the principles of equality, mutual benefit, mutual understanding, 

and mutual accommodation, with the goal of mutual benefit and win-win cooperation. The “winner takes 

all” law of the jungle goes against the trends of the times, and will inevitably lead to fierce collisions and 

unbearable consequences for both parties in the realignment of great power relations. In fact, China-U.S. 

relations always evolve through cooperation and conflict in which both parties strive for their own benefits. It 

is fair to that the combination of conflict and cooperation is the norm in the development of bilateral relations. 

Cooperation and conflict may play different roles at different stages, but cooperation is the only way forward 

benefiting both parties. The former U.S. Deputy Secretary of State Zoellick once pointed out that “China-

U.S. relations cannot and must not be based on the confrontational or zero-sum view we are currently 

experiencing.”

This is my second viewpoint, that China-U.S. relations must avoid cognitive biases and stereotypes.

The third point I wish to address is that the strategic framework of China-U.S. relations must be 

reconstructed.
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It should be noted that the realization of a “soft landing” is only an aspiration so far, and whether it can 

be realized depends on the interaction between the two sides, and especially on U.S. policy orientation 

which plays a major role in the China-U.S. conflict. “Soft landing” refers to the adoption of sound measures 

to resolve the current crisis between the two countries, so that China-U.S. relations can evolve smoothly 

rather than falling back onto the old track. In fact, the strategic bases of China-U.S. relations have 

been undergoing major changes, so this crisis is the result of the long-term conflict of interests between the 

two countries, and there is almost no realistic basis upon which bilateral relations can return to the past. 

In order to secure long-term stable development of the bilateral relations, China and the U.S. must work 

together to reconstruct a strategic framework for bilateral relations that conforms to reality.

The first is to accurately define the nature of China-U.S. bilateral relations. An incorrect positioning of 

the nature of the bilateral relations will lead to self-fulfilling prophecies. The nature of bilateral relations 

depends on benefit-based relationships. Structurally, China-U.S. relations are extremely complicated in 

terms of economics, politics, and security, where both sides are competing while having common interests. 

Competing interests can lead to confrontation, while common interests promote cooperation. In recent years, 

ideological hysteria has caused some political forces in the U.S. to turn a blind eye to common interests 

and deliberately amplify bilateral contradictions and conflicts. Likewise, some experts in China have failed 

to see the whole picture and overemphasized competing interests while ignoring common ones. Moreover, 

competing interests can be divided into reconcilable and irreconcilable ones. Judging by the current situation, 

the conflict of interests between the two parties has not yet developed to be beyond irreconcilability, and the 

relations between the two countries are not the same as life-and-death hostile ones between the U.S. and 

the Soviet Union.

The second is to clarify the strategic limits of both parties for the sake of peaceful coexistence based on 

reality. The destructiveness of modern weaponry has created a precarious military balance among major 

powers. In the event of war or armed conflict, both China and the U.S. have the ability to inflict losses that 

the other side cannot sustain. Therefore, how to avoid head-on military confrontations leading to catastrophic 

wars is a major strategic issue that must be taken seriously by both sides. In this regard, reckless or even 

malicious crossing of the other party’s strategic bottom line and harming the core interests of the other party 

may lead to dire consequences. Experience has shown that neither China nor the U.S. can shape or change 

the other, and neither has the ability to take extreme measures to eliminate the other while staying intact. 

Therefore, both parties must adopt a policy of peaceful coexistence through mutual respect for each other’s 

core interests instead of the reckless testing of strategic limits and irresponsible strategic moves.

The third is to formulate rules and norms of behavior. Nothing can be accomplished without rules and 

standards, and the same is true for relations between countries. If there are no codes of conduct and norms 
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governing mutual relations, international relations will fall into a state of disorder defined by the law of the 

jungle. Since the end of the Cold War, great changes in China-U.S. relations have taken place in terms of 

international structure, geopolitics, balance of power and the nature of bilateral relations. Unless both or 

either of them is determined to fight it out regardless of peaceful coexistence, otherwise, it is necessary 

to develop codes of conduct and norms based on the international system and the reality of the relations 

between the two countries to guide bilateral relations along an orderly, stable and healthy path.

The fourth is to negotiate and jointly build a conflict management and control mechanism, especially in terms 

of military security. Compared with other fields, the conflicts in the field of military security are particularly 

sensitive, with the management being difficult and the consequences considerably serious. Recently, the 

U.S. has been pushing against the limits of China’s boundaries on a number of issues related to its core 

security interests, which has significantly increased the risks in the area of military security. Although the two 

sides have reached some agreements and taken measures to build mutual trust in this regard, there is still a 

long way to go with respect to effective management of possible crises and conflicts. This is a problem that 

needs immediate solution. Against the backdrop of frequent military confrontations, how to prevent accidents 

and the escalation of conflicts from happening is a major issue that both China and the U.S. must take 

seriously.

These are my perspectives on the said issues. In short, China-U.S. relations have reached a critical 

point that requires repositioning and reconstruction of their relations framework. How will the bilateral 

relations develop in future depends on the rationality, wisdom and strategic planning capabilities of both 

governments. 
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Both Chinese and U.S. representatives in recent weeks can be seen 

as undertaking a kind of “rival charm offense”. Neither can be really 

satisfied with the outcome of their efforts. Because Europe likes to 

represent its own interest, and not be of subsidiary or indeed in a 

confrontation mood with any other country. The Foreign Minister 

of Germany summed things up very clearly: Europe will not allow 

themselves to become a political football in the great-power rivalry 

between the U.S., Russia and China. U.S. Secretary of State Pompeo 

made it clear in his speech at the Nixon Center that he rather wants 

Europe to take sides in what he seems to see is a new Cold War. 

Europe was totally divided during the U.S.-Soviet Cold War and, 

therefore, nobody in Europe has the slightest appetite even to talk 

about a new Cold War, let alone to re-run that particular historical 

nightmare. Most of the dead were in Europe in first World War and the 

second World War. Europe not only has a great interest in reducing 

international tensions, but the history of the EU is precisely one of the 

learning lessons of these earlier catastrophes. It remains in alliance 

with the U.S. but unlike the pre-1989 Cold War era, it does not see 

itself in a supportive role in a bipolar confrontation. Europe is ready to 

engage constructively with China but without abandoning either its own 

interests or its core beliefs.

If we look at China-Europe relations, both have a great interest in 

advancing multilateralism. It was an important initiative by France 

and Germany at the United Unions last year, 2019, a calling for an 

alliance for multilateralism. The whole idea of multilateral cooperation 

is something that Europe is very much committed to in our genes. 

Europe is fully committed to the Transatlantic Alliance and is ready 

to continue working with the U.S. if it wants to cooperate with the 

EU on security issues. China has always supported the process of 
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European integration. It’s only in the Trump and Pompeo era that the impression has been given on that 

European integration is not a good idea, so it’s going to be more difficult to cooperate on some of these 

issues with our Transatlantic allies. You will never hear from European leaders the language of xenophobia 

or the politicization of the COVID-19 virus which was described provocatively as the “China Virus”. In a world 

of different values and interests, multilateralism and organized globalization require trust. That is what is 

missing nowadays and all concerned must act to reverse this tendency.

The EU High Representative Josep Borrell put it very clearly recently accepting that Europe is looking 

to adopt a more realistic approach in its relations with China. He has reiterated what has always been 

evident that China is a key economic partner, and it is also a “systemic rival that seeks to promote an 

alternative model of governance”. But he added, China and the EU are on the same side when it comes to 

the promotion of multilateralism. Europeans support effective multilateralism with the United Nations at the 

center. China, on the other hand, has a selective view of multilateralism, reflecting a different understanding 

of the international order. Europe rejects the U.S.-China blame game over the pandemic as firmly as it 

rejects the Trumpian “zero sum” transactional view of trade and international relations. If the world really did 

go down that path, we would, in my view, go from the potential of win-win multilateralism to the disaster of 

lose-lose confrontation. The pandemic is just the latest of many challenges for which all leading countries 

face together; growing inequality within and between countries is another issue where main economic power, 

including Europe and China and the U.S., must cooperate. The problem also includes the importance of 

developing countries and their place in the international system. Such problems are extremely complex and 

simplistic solutions do not exist. 

Europe’s basic approach is fairly clear: first, urgent need to avoid global recession and unemployment; 

second, stick to its own universal values and it will criticize China and the U.S. on some of the issues that 

are mentioned above; third, China and the EU will remain rivals, but they need to cooperate in the modern 

international system; fourth, avoid East-West decoupling; fifth, looking at the rivalry of China and the U.S., 

the basic goal of European leadership is strategic autonomy. Although I’m not a representative of the 

British government, I deeply regret the decision to leave the EU which I think quite frankly proves some 

of the lessons that interdependence actually is a better way of enhancing national interest and strategical 

autonomy which the EU is striving for. Brexit is a lesson which somehow shows the disintegration of the EU, 

the inequality and financing problem.  

China can play its part in rebuilding trust in the current global situation. The German Presidency of the EU 

is very keen to enhance understanding with China. On September 14, EU leaders and President Xi are 

expected to have a video-conference that would partially serve to replace the currently postponed in-person 

EU27-China summit in Leipzig. The priority of the special summit is going to be on concluding the EU-China 

Investment Agreement by the end of this year. If this can be achieved, China and Europe will then be able to 

move forward on the basis of greater trust.
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The COVID-19 pandemic is the biggest shock to the world system 

since World War II. The international system is quickly entering an 

emerging bipolarity, or we can call it, a new bipolar system.

Global distribution of power is set by the distribution of capabilities. The 

U.S. and China have emerged over the past decade as clear leaders 

and the most important indices of military and economic power. The 

gap between them and the No. 3 country is quite large on both military 

and economic power. If you look at the Organization for Economic 

Cooperation and Development numbers separately, it is quite clear. But 

the soft power has also affected outcomes and the U.S. had formed 

far more soft power before COVID-19. If you look at the quantitative 

ranking in soft power, like the USC ranking (an annual soft power index 

published by Portland Communications and the USC Center on Public 

Diplomacy) shows that the U.S. is at No. 5 and China is at No. 27. 

The emerging bipolarity has several key characteristics. One is that 

the balancing of the U.S. and China mostly is in the economic round. 

Also it’ll be less intense than the bipolar system during the Cold War. 

Besides, the emerging bipolar system tends to be much more stable 

than multipolar system.

Decoupling between the U.S. and China is intense, but certainly not 

complete. It will certainly get worse and will be driven mainly by ever-

expanding definitions by both countries of national security, among 

which high tech is considered as the most affected sector by the 

U.S. The U.S. actions against Huawei are the focus. These will likely 

become even more intense. But the COVID-19 has expanded and 
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deepened decoupling. The decoupling 2.0 or the second wave of decoupling is upon us right now. This will 

involve global trade, not just the U.S.-China trade. In the post-pandemic world, healthcare is a strategic 

sector. All nations will stockpile. Healthcare is a sector that will be in the forefront of decoupling 2.0. As we 

enter the COVID-19 and hopefully leave it, countries have turned more inward, depending more on security, 

looking more to the security of their domestic populations. The U.S.-China tensions will continue to deepen. 

The causes are very disparate, including trade policies, COVID-19, Hong Kong, Taiwan, South China Sea, 

nationalism, and classic great power dynamics. How bad the U.S.-China relations could lead depends on 

the outcome of the U.S. election. If President Trump is reelected, we’ll get more of what we see and what 

we know. There are two theories on the U.S. under Joe Biden. The first is that Biden is restrained by current 

trends in global politics in the U.S., which will lead the Democratic Party to choose a similar policy. The other 

is that he’ll make some improvement on China-U.S. relations.

The emerging bipolarity will add to the U.S.-China tensions, but might surprisingly create the chance for a 

more peaceful future. Unlike the U.S.-Soviet relations, the U.S.-China relations focus on economic balancing 

rather than military balancing. Also, the record of the Cold War shows that the superpowers can clearly 

cooperate even though they are strong adversaries. If there is a change in president, public health, climate, 

arms control and crisis management, all could be areas of fruitful cooperation.
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COVID-19 is clearly one of the biggest challenges that humanity has 

faced in a long time. If indeed, we, the human beings, represent the 

most intelligent species on planet earth, we should have all come 

together, unite and fight against this pandemic that has broken out, 

and also great powers, like the U.S. and China should have pressed 

the pause button on the geopolitical contest that has broken out 

between these two powers. That would have been a logical thing to 

happen, instead, sadly, the opposite happened and the geopolitical 

contest continued and indeed accelerated under COVID-19, and 

when this happened, sadly confirm the thesis of my latest book Has 
China Won? where I explained the deep structural forces that are 

driving this geopolitical contest. And indeed, if we want to manage it, 

we have to understand what these deep structural forces are.

Let me quickly mention three of them. The first deep structural force 

that driving it is, of course, there has been for over two thousand 

years, a kind of rule that says that whenever the world’s number 

one emerging power, which today is China, is about to overtake 

the world’s number one existing power, which today is the U.S. The 

world’s number one power tries to push down the world’s number 

one emerging power. And then you see what is happening, of 

course, today between the U.S. and China.

But the second structural force is one that nobody talks about, 

especially no one talks about in the U.S. and in the West, because it 

is an emotional force that is also driving this U.S.-China geopolitical 

contest. And what is this emotional force? It says it is something 
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that has been buried in the Western imagination, the Western psyche for a long time, and something which 

I called the fear of The Yellow Peril. And I surface this uncomfortable reality, because it is very clear that 

this U.S.-China geopolitical contest, for example, when it goes against a logical, rational behavior and 

continues despite COVID-19, this shows it’s been driven by emotional forces and the emotional forces 

surface in the form of The Yellow Peril that I have just mentioned. So we should talk about it and try to 

understand why it is so strong.

The third structural force that is driving the U.S.-China geopolitical contest is an expectation that has been 

there in the American body politic for decades now, an expectation that as the U.S. engages China it 

encourages China to open up its economy. China will then also open up its political system and become like 

the U.S., a liberal democracy. This expectation was real. And, of course, as we know, this hasn’t happened, 

and is perfectly understandable why this hasn’t happened, because China has its own political culture, its 

own tradition, and also I think it was somewhat naive. On the part of Americans believe that a young republic 

like the U.S. of America which is less than two hundred and fifty years old, with one quarter of the population 

of China, the Americans believed that they would transform China rather than China with four thousand 

years of history transform America. I again, have to surface this because this explains the misunderstandings 

that have developed between the U.S. and China, and also explains why this geopolitical contest is still 

gaining momentum despite COVID-19.

So where are we now? Where are we today? Is all hope lost or can we still hope to find ways and means of 

restraining this geopolitical contest and making sure that it does not get out of hand? I actually believe that 

we can work together to try to find ways and means of controlling this contest and ensuring that it doesn’t 

get out of hand. And a way to do that, I believe, is to bring up the arguments which explain why the U.S. and 

China should reconsider this geopolitical contest, and I would make three major arguments why they should 

do so. 

The first is this. If the primary goal of the American Government is to improve the wellbeing of its people, 

and it should be to improve the wellbeing of its people, because unfortunately, the American people have 

suffered a lot and in the last thirty years, the average income of the bottom fifty percent has gone down. This 

should be stopped, and America should focus on the wellbeing of its people, and China also would like to 

focus on the wellbeing of its people. If this is the primary goal of the U.S. and China, then the U.S. and China 

can work together.

But there is a second reason why they should work together, which is that increasingly what we are seeing 

in our world of today is that we live in a small and interdependent world, where the common challenges 
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are frankly far more important. COVID-19 is one big example, but there is also another big example which 

is global warming, and frankly no country can solve global warming. All of humanity has to come together, 

and certainly the two greatest powers in the world U.S. and China have to come together to also fight global 

warming. So this is the second reason why the U.S. and China should come together.

But the third reason is an equally important one, which is that in our world we have 7.5 billion people. And of 

course, 1.4 billion people live in China. Three hundred million people live in the U.S. There are still six billion 

people in the rest of the world, and if you ask the six billion people in the rest of the world, what would they 

like to see evolved in the relationship between the U.S. and China? I think most of the six billion people will 

say, right now we have to focus on the common challenges that we face. We have to focus on the immediate 

challenge from COVID-19, and if the six billion people could express their wish, their wish would be that the 

U.S. and China should stop this geopolitical contest. 

So I hope that this conference that is being organized will enable all of us to develop a deeper understanding 

of the forces driving the U.S.-China geopolitical contest, and also come up with a clear message that both 

countries should press the pause button on this contest, and focus on fighting the many common challenges 

that we face today. 
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Now there has been a heated discussion about China-U.S. 

relations and I would like to share with you my views on several 

issues of China-U.S. relations in a time of crisis. We all know that 

China-U.S. relations have been rapidly deteriorating since the 

beginning of this year, in particular the beginning of July, when 

the U.S. launched a so-called July offensive against China. The 

undermining actions of this offensive in terms of complexity, 

intensity and frequency have reached a level under the Trump 

administration not seen since the establishment of diplomatic ties 

between China and the U.S.

I think this is an inevitable action from the Trump campaign’s 

strategy for reelection by “making China a target”, and stocking 

the anti-China mentality of U.S. nationalists. With an advantage 

in its comprehensive national strength, the U.S. sought to test 

China’s bottom lines more frequently and force China to make 

mistakes under the extreme pressure from Washington, including 

the nationalist anti-China forces’ attempt to influence future U.S. 

policies toward China. It is now less than three months before the 

U.S. presidential election, and as the U.S. continues its extreme, 

risky, and irrational practices on China issues I believe the 

hostility between China and the U.S. will build up. The China-U.S. 

relationship is now at its most critical juncture since 1979. I think 

both China and the U.S., as well as any country that cherishes 

peace, upholds justice, and rejects the restart of a Cold War, should 

work together to help the U.S. become more understanding, abide 

by international law, and move towards a mutually beneficial path. 

In that way, we may avoid the “political tragedy of great powers” that 

has caused tremendous human suffering from happening again.



51

At present, there are all kinds of opinions that are being formed from a wide range of news, some of which 

are not accurate. I would like to take this opportunity to speak at the Taihe Civilizations Forum, an important 

and influential platform, to share some of my observations and views on recent China-U.S. relations.

First, China needs to identify the “real” and “unreal” parts of the escalation of the U.S. anti-China policies. 

After the high-level talks between China and the U.S. in Hawaii in June this year, the U.S. has known well 

China’s bottom lines, but now it is taking frequent and aggressive actions on issues that challenge these 

lines. I think there are two major reasons: the pandemic has rebounded and worsened in the U.S., which 

continues to affect its economic recovery; and the White House is facing mounting political pressure from a 

number of other issues, resulting in a continued decline in the popularity of the Trump administration, and 

more broadly the Republican Party.

For Trump, reelection is the top priority for it concerns the risk of he and his family members being purged. 

Therefore, the primary purpose of Trump’s current anti-China policy is to gain advantage over Biden. In 

fact, if you have a close look at the recent moves by the U.S., including the moves on Taiwan, Xinjiang, 

Hong Kong, and the pandemic, most of them use U.S. old tricks of manipulating public opinion. At the fourth 

anniversary of the “South China Sea Arbitration”, Trump attempted to stir up trouble in the South China Sea, 

and I think this move was nothing more than publicly abrogating its long-held pretended neutrality, and to 

give voice to the U.S.-led efforts to suppress China. However, it has hardly influenced the overall strategic 

competition between China and the U.S.

In contrast to U.S. political parties, I notice that the U.S. military has a rather strong will to “seek stability” 

in its relationship with the Chinese military, and advocates maintaining high-level military exchanges 

and establishing an emergency and conflict prevention mechanism. Recently Mark Esper, U.S. Defense 

Secretary, expressed, on his own initiative, a desire to visit China by the end of this year. He also had 

a phone call with Wei Fenghe, Chinese Defense Minister, expressing his willingness to strengthen risk 

management and control mechanisms to help prevent conflict between the Chinese and U.S. militaries. This, 

to a certain extent, shows that the U.S. military has not gone to extremes as many U.S. politicians have.

On the one hand, I think this is because a conflict between the two armies will bring a huge cost that 

is unbearable to the two countries. On the other hand, the U.S. has already had an extremely clear 

understanding of its military’s fighting capabilities in recent years. However, we should note that many of 

the U.S. measures reflect the interests of the political elite and numerous interest groups, who have vested 

interests in encouraging and facilitating long-term China-U.S. competition. Especially when it comes to high-

tech issues, what worries the U.S. most is not China’s economic strength surpassing the U.S., because the 

U. S. also believes that this momentum is unstoppable, but to slow this progress down as much as possible. 
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What can really shake or even end U.S. dominance is China’s investment and catch-up in the high-tech 

field. There is “a deep-rooted obsession” among developed countries to maintain a technology gap over 

developing countries in order to continue their competitive edge. Especially recently, we have seen the 

U.S. ban on TikTok and WeChat in the name of “national security”, targeting the most innovative high-tech 

Internet companies that have emerged in China in recent years. This is also another new “practical move” 

after the U.S. targeted and suppressed Chinese high-tech hardware companies represented by Huawei. 

Therefore, the U.S. will only intensify its blockade and control in the technical field in the future, and I think 

the decoupling trend of science and technology between China and the U.S. will continue.

This is my first point. My second point is that China needs to distinguish the “similarities” and “differences” in 

the attitudes of various U.S. factions towards China. As we all know, to contain and stem the development 

of China is a basic strategic consensus reached by the U.S. in recent years. On this issue, the aim of the 

Republicans, Democrats, the “nationalists” and the “rationalists” are basically the same. The only difference 

is their actual means. However, the recent rapid degradation of China-U.S. relations has triggered some 

subtle changes in the perception of China among U.S. elites.

In particular, it is found through observation that U.S. “rationalists” are now increasingly worried that the U.S. 

moves will not only intensify the confrontation between China and the U.S., but also arouse deeper hostility 

toward the U.S. in Chinese society, which may involve the U.S. into large-scale military conflicts in the 

future. At the same time, the U.S. “rationalists” have also noticed that China had no intention to escalate the 

China-U.S. confrontation and believed that the “three lists” proposed by China have practical significance for 

stabilizing China-U.S. economic and trade relations and global financial markets, as well as preventing the 

outbreak of military conflicts between China and the U.S.

The reasons behind it are quite simple: First, the U.S. nationalist anti-China and anti-communist forces must 

take increasingly extreme measures to see results before the presidential election in November. But such 

extreme measures are lose-lose actions and potentially risk very dangerous outcomes. And such irrational 

words and deeds with no bottom lines have aroused concerns among leaders in both China and the U.S.

Second, Trump’s Republican camp believes that “targeting China” will gain advantage over Biden, but the 

Democratic Party will not follow the political agenda set by Trump on this issue for their own sake of winning 

the election. Now the Democratic Party is leading in the polls, so it will be careful not to appear as weak 

on China while at the same time not burning bridges for future positive engagement. Objectively speaking, 

this will guide U.S. public opinion to reflect on the current situation and future development of China-U.S. 

relations. The rise of “rational voices” in the U.S. will not change the general situation of China-U.S. strategic 

competition, but it will help to prevent China-U.S. relations from totally breaking up, or leading to conflicts and 

wars.



53

Third, we must guard against the “changes” in the U.S. nationalist anti-China forces. These forces are 

currently in senior position in the U.S. political and departmental areas and have great influence on 

decision-making. These forces include the “nationalist hawks” which mainly target China in terms of their 

views on political correctness toward race and religion; “liberal hawks” which long disseminate propaganda 

against China’s “human rights”; and “traditional hawks” which exaggerate the challenges of China’s military 

developments. The “nationalist hawks” regard China as a “heretical civilization”, they only consider the U.S. 

national interest and not the feasibility of their policies toward China, and they never change their hostile 

actions toward and perceptions of China. 

With the goal of completely containing China’s development and overthrowing China’s system and regime, 

they attempt to promote a complete “decoupling” between China and the U.S. Since July, three important 

changes have taken place in this group of anti-China forces. First, I feel that their way of attack has changed 

from scattered raids to systematic combat. Second, their attacking target has changed from actual issues 

such as economy, trade, science and technology, and the pandemic to ideology, in an attempt to evoke 

memories of the Cold War among American people. That will cause an irreversible deterioration of China-

U.S. relations and made ideological battles the main focus of China-U.S. strategic competition.

Third, the pace of its attack has changed from constant escalation and drawn-out consumption to a kind of 

immediate extreme pressure, and they exaggerated the tension that a “final battle” will begin at any time. 

The anti-China camp is worried that Trump will fail to be reelected, so in the current critical period before 

the presidential election they are trying to make use of the U.S. advantages in science, technology, military, 

and finance, hoping China will be too busy to cope with their moves and, thus, fall into its trap by making 

mistakes.

Fourth, China needs to observe the “pros” and “cons” of the U.S. presidential election results that concern 

China-U.S. relations. Now, there are less than three months before the U.S. presidential election. Biden 

has led in almost all polls, with an increasing likelihood of ending up in the White House. However, it is also 

necessary to consider that the U.S. mainstream media had a long-standing “preference” and “favor” towards 

the Democratic Party, and the Trump camp may possibly create an “October miracle” to reverse the poll. So, 

I think it is still too early to say that Biden will win the election. The result remains to be seen. But China still 

needs to attach great importance to Biden’s strategy and policies during the campaign, his ruling philosophy, 

and especially the possible adjustments to the future U.S. foreign policies.

If Biden wins, it is possible that he adjusts Trump’s policies toward China and returns to the framework of 

the “Obama era”. He will be committed to repairing relations with its allies and rebuilding the international 

leadership and soft power of the U.S. The negative side is that the U.S. will more likely be able to build a 
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regional coalition against China. But on the positive side, Biden is not as virulent an anti-China and anti-

Communist politician, nor is he as unpredictable and radical as Trump. He will listen to the opinions of the 

pro-establishment, including his political strategists. I believe that the communication between China and the 

U.S. will improve under a Biden Presidency. This will bring some opportunities for China-U.S. cooperation 

on major international issues such as climate change and prevention and control of the pandemic, which will 

objectively avoid the accelerated degradation of China-U.S. relations. But China should know that even if 

Trump is reelected, it does not mean that there will be no chance of cooperation or improvement of bilateral 

relations between China and the U.S. I think this will particularly depend on Trump himself as well as his 

control over the nationalist anti-China forces after his potential reelection.

Fifth, China needs to look ahead to the “dangers” and “opportunities” in the future international environment. 

At the instigation of the U.S., the current international environment is unfavorable for China as a whole. 

Risks and challenges are increasing. Many long-standing loyal allies of the U.S. have responded actively 

to its anti-China moves; some neighboring countries of China such as India have provoked conflicts over 

territorial issues at this critical juncture; there is also a group of countries that flip-flop on China issues under 

great pressure from the U.S. But we should realize that nowadays ideology will not be the dominant factor 

in the development of international relations. Since the deterioration of China-U.S. relations, most countries 

actually do not want to involve themselves in the hostility between these two major powers, nor do they want 

to choose sides between China and the U.S. 

At the same time, Trump’s “America First” foreign policy not only fails to gain recognition in the international 

community but is also difficult to truly galvanize its allies against China. On July 27, Gallup released a 2020 

Global Leadership Ratings, from which we can see that only 33% of relevant countries and regions approve 

the global leadership of the Trump administration, which is the lowest rate among all U.S. presidents. Among 

all the figures, Europe’s disapproval rate has reached 61%, a record high. 

Since Trump came to power in 2017, we have seen that the relevant figures about China rebounded steadily 

in general. Considering the wave of U.S. smears against China in recent years and U.S. actions to cause 

trouble in both Taiwan and Hong Kong, which have soured China’s reputation in the court of international 

public opinion, we can say that China has basically withstood the slander of the U.S. and some of its allies. 

China’s stable international reputation can be attributed to its developments at home and its achievements 

in international diplomacy. China’s reputation is also enhanced when compared to the chaos of the Trump 

administration, particularly evident in the two countries’ approach in dealing with the pandemic. Therefore, 

I think there are still many opportunities for China to uphold multi-polarization and cooperate with more 

countries.
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In short, from the perspective of development trends, I think the most ideal development prospect for China-

U.S. relations should be that the two sides go through a “transformation period” over the next 10 or 20 years 

where they can control friction points and tensions. Then China-U.S. relations will remain stable, and end 

up in a pattern of mutual comfort, where contact and cooperation will once again dominate the bilateral 

relationship. If this pattern comes into being in the not-too-distant future, the advantages the U.S. enjoys will 

remain for a longer period of time, and China’s peaceful rise will also be able to continue.

Such an environment will contribute to a new type of major power relations of win-win cooperation. And I 

think it is possible to avoid the “Thucydides trap”. The “relaunch” of the competition among major powers is 

not the same as the “new cold war” or “hot war”. Both China and the U.S. need to be more rational and make 

greater efforts in the formulation and adjustment of their bilateral policies. 
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Recently, trends in the development of China-U.S. relations have 

attracted worldwide attention. As a historian, I want to talk about my 

views on this issue from a historical perspective, especially from the 

perspective of the origin of the Cold War.

The first point that everyone is talking about is whether China-U.

S. relations will develop in the direction of a New Cold War, and 

whether a New Cold War will break out. I think we should get one 

concept right first, and that is what is happening between China 

and the U.S. now. This problem is about the relations between 

two countries, while the Cold War was about the structure of the 

world, rather than relations between two countries. Although the 

Cold War was mainly struggle and confrontation between the U.S. 

and the Soviet Union, its manifestation in international relations 

was rivalry between two camps, thus the emergence of a bipolar 

world. So now we will see whether China-U.S. relations will develop 

into such a state. I don’t see this happening in future. In fact, more 

than two decades after the end of the Cold War, the Soviet Union 

has completely disintegrated, and most of its allies have become 

its enemies. Some who hate it so strongly have become hostile to 

their former allies. However, the U.S. camp has consolidated and 

expanded more and more. NATO’s eastward expansion and the 

expansion of the international economic and monetary organizations 

all manifest the development trend of the two decades following the 

end of the Cold War: the U.S., as a superpower, has become even 

more powerful.
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As for the current situation, there are indeed conflicts between China and the U.S. I personally think that it 

will not follow the bipolar pattern. Some countries now standing with the U.S. are hesitating. They may be 

dissatisfied with China, but they do not want to stand up to China due to their common interests. On China’s 

side, the original socialist camp no longer exists, so I think it is impossible that China can create its own 

camp and form a pole of the world community. Therefore, it is not appropriate to use the concept of Cold 

War or New Cold War to describe current China-U.S. relations. Such relations are only between these two 

countries. From the original cooperation and friendship to differences and conflicts, China-U.S. relations are 

heading toward confrontation. Our concern is whether there will be more intense conflicts and confrontations.

The second point is that history can often provide enlightenment. When I assessed the effect of the Cold War 

between the U.S. and the Soviet Union, I realized that economic factors were also an important aspect. Now 

I will put this into perspective.

Generally speaking, when the Second World War ended, the U.S. and the Soviet Union still cooperated with 

each other. The U.S. acceded to all the requirements of the Soviet Union in terms of geopolitics. That is, the 

U.S. met the Soviet Union’s requirements for the three Baltic countries, Finland, Poland and Romania before 

the war, and even later Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, and other Balkan countries in Eastern Europe.

The second is that the post-war economic organization designed by the U.S. did everything possible to 

bring the Soviet Union into the alliance. It was the Bretton Woods system that gave the Soviet Union various 

preferential conditions and met almost all its requirements. When Stalin was leading the Soviet Union, he 

wanted to cooperate with the U.S., because he also saw clearly that after World War II, the former world 

powers had collapsed. Both allied and the fascist countries such as Germany, Italy, Japan, Britain and 

France were in ruins. Survivors were the U.S. and the Soviet Union. The Soviet Union lagged far behind the 

U.S. then. For example, 70% to 80% of the gold reserves were in the U.S.; most of the aircraft carriers were 

in the U.S., not to mention the monopoly of the atomic bomb. The Soviet Union’s gross national product was 

less than a quarter of that of the U.S., just a little more than 20%. How could it confront the U.S. with such 

limited strength? Moreover, the Yalta system guaranteed all the interests of the Soviet Union. Why should 

it take this risk? Therefore, the Soviet Union disbanded the Communist International. Within the scope of 

Stalin’s power, the coalition government policy, multi-party system, among others, were all designed to 

appease the West and the U.S., declaring that he would not engage in international communist revolution in 

future. No more world revolution. You can rest assured. 

In this case, the two countries were supposed to coexist. They did coexist at the beginning of 1945. From 

1944 to 1945, the war was about to end and it went like that. But why in less than two years, had fierce 

conflict and confrontation broken out between the two sides?
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From a geopolitical perspective, there was no disagreement between the U.S. and the Soviet Union. The 

establishment of the United Nations was based on Roosevelt’s vision of Four Policemen: the U.S. being in 

charge of the Americas; China, Asia; the Soviet Union, Eastern Europe; and the United Kingdom, Western 

Europe. Each of the four managed one area. These countries had veto power, meaning that all substantive 

decisions of the United Nations Security Council must be made with “the concurring votes of the permanent 

members”. This mechanism was to ensure peace and security of the world after the war, and then the world 

economy integrated, starting with the founding of the International Monetary Fund and the World Bank. 

Although the World Trade Organization had not yet been established, the General Agreement on Tariffs 

and Trade was passed. There were rules for everyone to abide by. If going as designed, the world would 

be dominated by the U.S. and the Soviet Union, the world’s politics and economy would be integrated into a 

whole, and this conflict would not have occurred. Looking at it now, we can see that the major share of blame 

for the conflict lay with the U.S. The U.S had a pluralistic political system and Roosevelt belonged to the pro-

Soviet Democratic Party at that time. However, the Democratic Party has been in power for a long time. From 

the time he started the New Deal, Roosevelt added state intervention to the original liberal capitalism.

In fact, the world economic organization he started later, in the words of the U.S. opposition party, was an 

international version of New Deal. He intended to contain the Soviet Union rather than engage with it, but 

many people opposed him. In terms of Congress and bipartisan politics, the Americans could not tolerate that 

the Democratic Party had been in power for four terms, and was still so after the war. Both Winston Churchill 

and Charles de Gaulle stepped down after the victory of the Second World War. This was determined by 

Western politics, and Easterners didn’t understand it. Therefore, at that time in the U.S., an anti-Soviet body 

of public opinion began to rise. At the time, the Soviet Union was actually very cautious and careful not to 

leave itself exposed to criticism by anti-Communist and anti-Soviet political forces. But at the same time, the 

Soviet Union had a lot of things it needed to worry about, so it had to deal with many problems. Take, for 

example, the Warsaw Uprising. The Soviet Union did not provide timely assistance to the underground army 

and citizens during the Warsaw Uprising, because Stalin was worried what these people would do if they 

were not under his control when they rebelled. This incident caused a great uproar in the whole world, and 

then was followed by the manipulation of elections in Eastern Europe. After manipulating the elections, Stalin 

made some inappropriate remarks, especially during his speech on February 9, 1946.

In fact, what he said to the people was that everyone should not think that after the war is won, they were 

about to live a careless life, because circumstances were indeed very difficult for the country at that time. 

He said that the victory of the Second World War proved that the socialist system was superior, the most 

advanced and excellent. It turned out that what he said was effective among the people in the past, but 

after World War II, this situation changed. After U.S.-Soviet relations improved, American movies, novels, 

literature, and newspapers all arrived in the Soviet Union, and people began to know more about the West. 
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But Stalin still used the original ideological discourse to educate them. Not only did it not work at home, but 

provoked the U.S., as Stalin said that Soviet Union people could not lower their guard. Danger still existed. 

Why? Because according to Marxist-Leninist theory, imperialism is a synonym with war. So now that 

imperialism still existed, the danger of war had not been eliminated, and they must prepare for war. Then 

what do you think the Americans felt? The war had only been over for a few months, and people needed to 

prepare to fight. Who would they fight with? This speech infuriated American people. After this provocation, 

Stalin was very concerned. Should he join in the world economic integration? Should he join the International 

Trade Organization, the International Monetary Organization, and the World Bank? There could be great 

risks. In addition, economists in the Soviet Union did not know much about the market economy, nor has 

the country ever had a market economy, so Stalin hesitated a lot. In fact, the U.S. gave him the best deal. 

If it was based on other economic indicators, the Soviet Union would rank bottom, but Roosevelt forced it to 

be third, by using the capital of the IMF and the World Bank, on which he had the greatest sway. In the end 

Stalin gave up this deal. In this way, the Soviet Union took the first step, severing economic ties with the U.S. 

What was the result of this? The U.S. did not hurt itself by any means. Even after taking this step, in fact, the 

two sides were still not very willing to start a Cold War. But at the time, the Soviet Union engaged in the Iran 

crisis and the Turkish crisis.

By doing this the first result was to stimulate international public opinion, giving the anti-communist and anti-

Soviet political forces in the U.S. opportunities to justify the confrontation, so Trumanism emerged. After this, 

the Soviet Union was actually not vigilant. The country thought maybe the U.S. was just talking, because 

that was exactly what the Soviet Union did. The Soviet Union newspapers often criticized the U.S., but the 

country did not really want to make trouble with the U.S. They just wanted the criticism to be heard by people 

at home. In fact, the U.S. had already taken actions. At the same time, the Greek crisis occurred, which also 

put the Soviet Union in an awkward situation. In fact, the Soviet Union did not support the Communist Party 

of Greece in their guerilla war, or engage in any armed struggle.

But the burden on the Soviet Union was very heavy, because it was the leader of the Communist Parties of 

the world. Although it didn’t agree with launching this armed conflict, it couldn’t oppose it. Taking advantage 

of this, the West put this blame on the Soviet Union. Moreover, the British were the most cunning. At a 

critical time, the British withdrew their troops from Greece, saying that it had no money and could not support 

the army, inviting the Americans to come if they wanted to, and if they didn’t, they would give Greece to 

the Soviet Union. The U.S. could not stand by and allow this to happen. Once Greece surrendered, the 

Balkans would belong to the Soviet Union. After the Balkans were occupied by the Soviet Union, then all of 

Western Europe would fall. The economic collapse of Western Europe would cause social unrest. So the U.S. 

proposed the Marshall Plan. As you can see, the U.S. Marshall Plan did not include the Soviet Union, but 

the U.S. didn’t state the obvious. They agreed after internal discussions that it would be better to left things 



60

unspoken, but let the Soviet Union find out itself. The Soviet Union made a very bad judgment. It mistakenly 

believed that the Marshall Plan was an capital surplus-driven crisis in the U.S. and that there was a surplus of 

money that had to be loaned to Western Europe. So the Soviet Union thought it could get the money easily. 

Molotov was sent to Paris to negotiate, and after discussion, he found that it was not the case and the U.S. 

didn’t want to loan to his country. So he immediately withdrew completely and, not only did the Soviet Union 

not participate, but all the Eastern European countries it controlled were not allowed to participate.

As a result, once this trick had succeeded, it completely cut off the economic ties between the Soviet Union, 

the Eastern European countries controlled by the Soviet Union and the West. There was a worldwide belief 

including in Europe that it was the Soviet Union’s destruction of the Marshall Plan that led to the division of 

Europe, which is actually not the case. At each step, the U.S. adopted an obscure plan. In fact, the country 

that wanted to expand was the U.S., not the Soviet Union. The Yalta system ensured the security of the 

Soviet Union. It was very satisfied, and did not want to endanger its security by destroying the system via its 

diplomatic behavior. In contrast, the U.S. wanted to expand, because it wanted to impose a dollar standard 

globally. The U.S. was already confident at this time, that it has grown strong enough in terms of politics, 

economy, and military. Therefore, although there was still isolationist mentality within the country, the trend of 

expansionism emerged. And because the Americans never took the initiative to propose it, but waited for the 

Europeans to ask for it, the moral high ground was occupied by the Americans. Then as you can see, every 

action taken by the Soviet Union would cause the U.S. to move further into Europe and penetrate it.

For example, in February 1948, originally, compared with the U.S., Europe has more to fear from the 

Soviet Union. The European economy was paralyzed, but countries there didn’t want to stick together. One 

reason was internal conflicts, and the second was fear that this union would annoy the Soviet Union. In the 

Czechoslovak coup d'etat in February 1948, the Communist Party ousted all the former parties, and Europe 

had to unite. That’s when the Brussels Treaty came around. Just after the coup in May, the Brussels Treaty 

was signed. But this treaty was signed only within European countries, without the U.S.

Then in August the Soviet Union blockaded Berlin, soon after which NATO was established. Germany had to 

be brought in this organization, because without it, there could not be a strong European force. In addition, 

these European countries had to rely on the U.S. In this way, after the Berlin crisis, NATO was formed. But 

by this time, the U.S. did not want to engage itself in European affairs too deeply, so American troops were 

not sent, but U.S. dollar went first, followed by its political power. However, in terms of military power, the 

U.S. didn’t take the responsibility. Then came the Korean War. NATO militarized as soon as this war broke 

out. It happened within only a few months. It was the Soviet Union itself that took this approach, and in doing 

so, eliminated all contradictions and disagreements within its enemies and united them. Things went on step 

by step. 
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This gives us a great enlightenment that in the face of the provocation and coercion of a powerful country, 

the first thing is to analyze the situation in advance. I think that a fairly big problem for the Soviet Union was 

that it failed to see what was happening timely and believed that the U.S. was an ideological enemy. The 

Soviet Union had always believed that it did not provoke the U.S., and this is because it did not understand 

Western politics, or U.S. politics. It seemed to them that it did not provoke the U.S., but the U.S. was 

hostile nonetheless. The second is that in a relatively tense international situation, you must consider the 

consequences of every action you take and every statement you deliver, especially diplomatic speeches. In 

fact, let’s analyze this phenomenon step by step and examine the facts one by one. All the diplomatic actions 

and diplomatic speeches of the Soviet Union were counterproductive. They didn’t achieve the effects as 

intended, but quite the contrary. There were people in the U.S. Congress who spoke for the Soviet Union, 

but seeing what the country had done, they could no longer speak in favor of it. Two parties of the U.S. 

could then reach an agreement. The Berlin crisis and the Soviet Union’s move to alienate France unite the 

enemies step by step, and provided many pretexts for those who opposed it. So from the perspective of the 

origin of the Cold War, if we can learn something from it, that is how we should view the current situation and 

what kind of diplomatic decisions should be taken. This is what I have learned. 
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The 21st century promises to be a century like no other, with endless 

possibilities for development, technological progress and globalization. 

And that is what the world expects to see in the 21st century. We’ll 

have instantaneous communication, cures for devastating illnesses, 

and progress towards sustaining and renewing the planet. But of 

course, there are also a lot of unintended negative consequences of 

all of these technological progress and globalization, and we’re seeing 

the reactions to that already, things that affect labor markets and 

our country’s crime, terrorism, and people’s basic sense of security 

and livelihood. So, I think societies will be very unprepared for the 

wrenching changes the technology is going to bring, and they may find 

it hard to adjust.

In the 20th century, the U.S. and China worked together to overcome 

fascism in World War II. And after a period of estrangement, we 

worked together to thwart Soviet aggression. After another period of 

estrangement, we worked together to grow our economies, to fight 

weapons proliferation and terrorism, to stave off a global financial 

debacle, and to end fighting in Darfur, to stem the spread of Ebola, 

to curb Iran’s nuclear program, and to get agreement on global limits 

on greenhouse gas emissions in the Paris Climate Accord. This was 

all against a backdrop of prolonged peace and prosperity in east Asia 

with no major power military conflict over the last half century. Now 

there were ups and downs, but the record shows that the positive 

results of U.S.-China joint efforts are considerable.

Could more have been done? Of course. Did we make mistakes? 

Yes. Were there opportunities that were missed? Absolutely. Will we 

do better in the future? I don’t know. It looks pretty grim right now 
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from where we all sit, but I am still hopeful. The U.S. is a country based on an idea with missionary zeal 

and ambition. China is a country based on a longstanding prominent civilization and values, order and 

community. The U.S. wants everyone to be like U.S., while China believes no country could be like China. 

Yet here we are in the 21st century, and the U.S. and China must work together. They must devise harness, 

manage new technologies, and address natural and man-made disasters and conflicts.

System differences between the U.S. and China are the major obstacle to communication and cooperation. 

The two countries lack strategic trust, and each sees the other as a security threat. A drive towards strategic 

competition is sure to amplify this mistrust. But the U.S. and China are not destined for war. First of all, the 

international system has fundamentally changed since the last power contest. Major powers can be expected 

to take their commitments seriously. International institutions will help to regulate U.S.-China differences and 

lend some predictability. Many of these institutions need to be reformed. In some cases, they need to be 

improved. And in some cases, major powers need to commit to these institutions more seriously. Second, 

the major powers themselves have agency. Frankly, the U.S. has seen China’s rise coming since long 

before normalization, which is one reason why it was eager to have China participate fully in the international 

system. In 1958, report on U.S.-China relations that was commissioned by senator James Fulbright noted 

that China would very likely emerge as a major world power by the end of the 20th century. But the second 

part of the question is the one that lingers and one that is at issue still today. There’s been a lot of discussion 

on the Chinese side devoted to the wrong actions of the U.S., not just under Trump, but under previous 

administrations as well, that contributed to today’s U.S.-China problems. If China doesn’t want to end up in a 

Thucydides trap, then it should consider actions that will help the established power, i.e. the U.S. to make the 

transition just as U.S. took actions to facilitate China’s participation in the system.

The 21st century is going to call for new thinking. The problems of this century, terrorism, financial crisis, 

pandemic disease that we’ve already seen are not problems of great power conflict, but they are problems 

of globalization and they are causing people and countries to turn away from that globalization. For the 

U.S. and China to now retreat from globalization in the face of challenges is irresponsible, and will lead 

to regression in our own and global development and progress. We must find ways to open up more and 

together, effectively deal with and mitigate the problems that the opening brings. That is our responsibility. 

China can and will change, and the U.S. must also change. And we can coexist peacefully while competing if 

we both agree to make these needed changes.

I think that the U.S-China relations can be restarted, and we need to think about what that looks like. The 

Chinese say there is a misunderstanding of China’s strategic intentions. If that’s the case, then China should 

take action to change the misconception. There are many ways to change the narrative, but an easy way is 

to do something unilateral that makes people rethink their assumptions about China. The best thing would 

be a pleasant surprise, a “Jing Xi”, that creates space for a new path forward. I hope that we will see this 

opening soon. And I hope that both sides are wise enough to take the opportunity of the times. 
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As we know, since Donald Trump took office as the President of the 

U.S., and especially during this year, with the coronavirus raging 

around the world and the U.S. presidential election approaching, 

China-U.S. relations have been in full-fledged free fall. Relations 

between the two countries have fallen to the lowest point in 40 

years. In particular, the U.S. has recently, without reasonable cause, 

closed the Chinese Consulate General in Houston, once again 

stepping up its efforts in deteriorating the bilateral relations.

Currently, China-U.S. relations are in a downward spiral. The U.S. 

under Trump’s administration is principally culpable, and should 

be held accountable. We can see that there have been systematic 

changes in the U.S. policy toward China, the policy and philosophy 

of the U.S. elites toward China, and ordinary Americans’ perception 

of China affected by these two factors.

This shift in the U.S. policy toward China has caught the world by 

surprise. In China, people throughout society from government 

officials to ordinary citizens are infuriated, frustrated and somewhat 

panic-stricken. Still, there is a reassuring firmness about official 

policies. From China’s perspective, dealing with the systematic 

changes in U.S. policy is of vital importance to the future 

development of the relations between the two countries. After all, it 

takes two to tango.

I would like to make three points. To start with, the shift in the U.S. 

policy toward China is historic in three ways.
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First, this kind of shift has profound political, economic, cultural and social roots. Rome was not built in a day, 

and such a shift cannot occur overnight. As all of us have said, there is no turning back.

Second, the current U.S. policy toward China is only the prelude to a major historical shift whose climax is 

yet to come. Because its policy today is essentially the response to what it sees as a challenger. The powers 

of the two countries have not yet reached equilibrium. In 2013, I wrote a short article in which I predicted that 

U.S.-China relations would enter a high-risk period during the following ten years. I identified three indicators, 

however apparently, none of which have yet been reached. The first indicator was that China’s economic 

aggregate substantially approached or exceeded that of the U.S., which would be intolerable for Americans. 

The second was that the internationalization of the RMB posed a substantial challenge to the U.S. dollar’s 

world hegemony, which also would not readily be accepted by Americans. The third was that China’s 

modernized Navy and Air Force substantially challenged the U.S.’s military hegemony in the Western Pacific. 

If these three indicators appear, China-U.S. relations will enter a high-risk period. So far, this high-risk period 

has begun but not yet reached its climax.

Third, today’s China-U.S. strategic competition arises from a long-term rivalry. The two major powers’ 

prolonged competition, whose intensity, sensitivity and complexity are unprecedented, unpredictable and 

highly uncertain, will not end in one or two years. Even if Trump loses the presidential election and Biden 

may make adjustment on the U.S. policy toward China, the reality of the U.S. strategic competition against 

China will remain the same.

So my second point is that, given the fundamental changes I just mentioned, China needs to play a long 

game in handling its relations with the U.S. Why?

First, it takes time to realize the great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation. We have two Centenary Goals, and 

the first one has almost been completed. For the second goal, we still have 30 years to develop China into a 

great modern socialist country that is prosperous, strong, democratic, culturally advanced, harmonious, and 

beautiful. Thirty years is quite a long time.

Second, it will take time for the U.S. to accept the great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation. We have seen 

that there are three aspects of China the U.S. has not yet got used to. The first is China’s rapid rise as a 

major country. China is a large country with 1.4 billion people. Its economic strength and comprehensive 

national strength are rapidly approaching those of the U.S., surpassing any challenger that the U.S. has 

ever faced. Although at the end of World War II, the Soviet Union was a powerful challenger to the U.S., 

it cannot be compared with today’s China in a lot of aspects, from population to economic scope. China 

has already been an immovable giant facing the U.S.
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The second aspect that the U.S. finds itself uncomfortable about is China’s behavioral pattern. The U.S. was 

founded less than 250 years ago, with its politics, economy and culture being based on those of Europe, 

while China has adopted socialism with Chinese characteristics. Politically, China adheres to a system 

of multiparty cooperation, political consultation and people’s democracy led by the CPC. Economically, 

China upholds the dominant role of the state-owned economy and the common development of economic 

entities under diverse forms of ownership, and embraces a fully open market economy with technologically 

developed manufacturing industry. The U.S., in contrast, with a federal government, bipartisan political 

system, and the separation of powers, has enjoyed economic prosperity from private ownership, market 

economy, international trade, and the service sector. In terms of foreign relations, the U.S. has adopted the 

policy of equilibrium, geopolitics, deterrence, neo-intervention, color revolution, or the subversion of state 

power. Well, China has five to six thousand years of history and a profound cultural heritage. We have a 

philosophy of “upholding morality and attaching importance to benevolence”, as well as a diplomatic style 

that alternates kindness with severity. The U.S. has no experience of dealing with such a large country. The 

tricks it used against the Soviet Union cannot work this time.

The third aspect is its unsuitability for today’s international environment. During the Cold War between the 

U.S. and the Soviet Union, the U.S. was able to rally popular support in the Western world and in non-

socialist countries around the world. But today, we live in a globalized world that China and the majority of 

countries are interdependent to varying degrees. The U.S. has discovered that it is not so easy to persuade 

other countries to join in confronting today’s China.

Third, it will take time for the U.S. to reflect. As I mentioned earlier, China has risen steadily, so the U.S. 

needs time to accept the fact and reflect the situation. Since the founding of the U.S., Americans have 

believed that they are God’s only chosen people. It is politically correct throughout the country that the U.S. 

hegemony is irreplaceable and unchallengeable. This belief may have been justified during a certain 

historical period from a philosophical point of view, but it is anti-historical when seen in a wider perspective. 

It may require a long and painful process of reflection and self-adjustment for the Americans to truly realize 

that the great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation is a choice the world has made in the 21st century, and 

that the U.S. cannot remain as the top player in the world for all time, which is of no use for outsiders to be 

impatient. To facilitate this process, a comprehensive and profound debate within the U.S. is needed to form 

a new mainstream understanding, and constant policy adjustments are also required. By doing so, the U.S. 

can finally find a way to not only co-exist peacefully with China but also seek common development with the 

rest of the world.

Since we are going to play a long game, we have to go beyond previous diplomatic theories and practices, 

and be more mature in theory and strategy. Ideologically, we must overcome the “psychology of failure”. We 

need to be aware that China is no longer vulnerable and unable to bear pressure during a period of reform 
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and opening-up. Nowadays, thanks to the deepened reforms and increased opening-up, China is and will 

continue to be on an upward path. The great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation is close to completing its first 

phase, and its second might be even more marvelous. It can be stated that no force can stop the historical 

process of the great rejuvenation of the Chinese nation. It is a great, unstoppable historical trend.

Next, we have to avoid the “psychology of rapid victory”. We cannot imagine that China would transcend the 

U.S. rapidly and it’s impossible to achieve this overnight. Even if our comprehensive strength surpasses that 

of the U.S., we will not follow its steps. We do not regard the U.S. as an enemy, and our strategic goal is not 

to surpass it as the world hegemony.

Last, we need to establish the “psychology of assured victory”. China is home to 1.4 billion people. The total 

number of its middle-class population is equivalent to the total population of the U.S., and the number of its 

engineering graduates is 10 times more than that of the U.S. China now has the world’s second highest GDP 

and R&D investment. So, in the long run, I think, time is on our side. Culturally, China and the U.S. fit the 

world of the 21st century in varying degrees. China’s philosophy and strategic culture are highly consistent 

with the substantive characteristics of the contemporary world, while the ideas of American conservatives, 

especially that of the American elite are incompatible with the contemporary world.

Strategically, we must be prepared for playing a long game. Thus, we should not stir up trouble or challenge 

others, but should uphold the concept of a community with a shared future for mankind and pursue a 

peaceful development. With the goal of peaceful coexistence, we should aim for rational, constructive 

competition within a legal framework to promote common development.

Second, we need to resolutely defend China’s core interests. China today must not allow the U.S. to impinge 

upon these areas. For any action of the U.S. damaging China’s core interests, we should retaliate only after 

coming under attack, and exercise flexible countermeasures to prevent the U.S. from gaining the upper 

hand. Only in this way can we urge the U.S. to retreat from conflict, and adjust its policy after due reflection.

Third, we need to discourage the U.S. from acting recklessly. With the powers of China and the U.S. 

becoming increasingly balancing, extreme-conservatives and anti-China forces in the U.S. are likely to take 

risks driven by a sense of crisis. In fact, the U.S. government’s trade wars, technological wars, and so on, 

can only be seen as desperate measures. As the U.S. government fears that time is not on its side, it is 

desperate to contain China’s development. Steve Bannon, Trump’s former Chief Strategist, stated clearly 

that the U.S. has only five years to contain the development of China.

Fourth, we need to strengthen the measures for crisis management in order to prevent accidental difficulties 

from becoming systemic and generalized crises. 
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China-U.S. relations are now the focus of world attention. Future 

relations between our two countries are not only important to China and 

the U.S., but to the whole world as well. This relationship is currently 

so bad that words alone cannot describe it. It is so bad that people 

cannot even imagine or predict its future development. The two largest 

and most influential countries in the world are now faced with such 

tensions. It is a misfortune for our two countries’ people and the rest of 

the world. We cannot help but ask who is responsible for this tragedy. 

The answer is obvious. It is a group of politicians and elites in the U.S. 

who have ruined China-U.S. relations.

During the 40-odd years of reform and opening-up, China has 

always been committed to developing not only for its own benefit but 

also together with the rest of the world. China has never coveted U.S.’ 

global policeman role, damaged U.S. interests, stirred up trouble with 

the U.S., interfered in U.S. internal affairs, or tried to change its system 

and values. All China wants is mutual respect, equal treatment, to 

seek common ground while differences are reserved, and to maintain 

peaceful co-existence with the U.S. But what has the U.S. done to 

China? The U.S. attempted to transform China into its own image, and 

a subservient one at that. China implemented reforms and opening up 

in ways that the U.S. desired for over 40 years, but China’s prosperity 

was not something that the current U.S. elites want to see. Indeed 

some U.S. politicians and elites blame China’s rise on the U.S.’ own 

China policy. These politicians and elites have become hysterical and 

want to suppress China with all their might.

Led by these forces, the U.S. launched a trade war against China 

that continues to this day, unscrupulously suppressing China's high-
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tech industries, desperately blocking China’s cutting-edge 5G technology, in an attempt to decouple from 

China. The U.S. blatantly interferes in China’s internal affairs, including: Taiwan, Hong Kong, Xinjiang and 

other places. The U.S. challenges China’s maritime rights, infringes on China’s territorial integrity, and 

creates difficulties for China’s diplomatic agencies and media working in the U.S., and then shamelessly 

blames China for its own failure to respond to the coronavirus pandemic. The U.S. viciously attacks China’s 

leadership, and political and social systems, and tries desperately to form an anti-China alliance. The U.S. 

plots to start a new “Cold War” with China, in an attempt to isolate China from the rest of the world.

These facts have clearly shown that it is the U.S. that is to be blame for the deterioration in China-U.S. 

relations.If China is isolated, the rest of the world too will suffer. If China is suppressed, the rest of the world 

too will be damaged. These U.S. politicians and elites with no bottom lines will never be allowed to lead 

China-U.S. relations to a point of no return or witness what they dream of. We must not be deceived or fall 

into the new “Cold War” trap set by them.China remains prepared to work with the U.S. in the spirit of “no 

conflict or confrontation, mutual respect and win-win cooperation”. China is constantly showing its sincerity to 

improve bilateral relations and putting forward practical solutions.World history shows that different systems, 

religious beliefs, and civilizations can co-exist peacefully and develop together. Learning from each other 

and moving forward together is both reasonable and possible. Prosperity of one country does not require 

destruction of another – this is not a zero-sum game!

It has been over 40 years since China and the U.S. established diplomatic ties. While we may have different 

social systems and varying interests, we can still work together and cooperate in a mutually respectful 

and positive way. Striving for mutually beneficial outcomes, and seeking common ground while reserving 

differences, have long been the general trend of China-U.S. relations. No matter how big the differences 

are, no matter how serious the political or economic confrontations are between China and the U.S., we are 

willing to work with the U.S. to co-exist peacefully and to achieve win-win outcomes.

However, if the U.S. is bent on moving ahead with this aggressive and confrontational path, pushing China 

into a corner, then China will take countermeasures and fight back. China will never again allow foreign 

powers and influences to harm it. The U.S. will never win this offensive orchestrated by itself, and China has 

no intention of damaging the U.S. as it protects itself. In this sense, countries all over the world should act 

together to stop a new “Cold War” from breaking out in the first place. Otherwise, the whole world will suffer.

Though China-U.S. relations have deteriorating significantly, they can still recover. It is never too late to start. 

Leaders of the two countries can make a choice on the bilateral relationship, a choice that will profoundly 

shape future China-U.S. relations, the well-being of two countries’ people, and development path of the 

entire world.China has demonstrated its clear position, firm resolve, and its bottom lines. Now the freedom of 

choosing lies with the U.S. leaders, who should think carefully before they leap. 
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Since the COVID-19 outbreak, China-U.S. relations have been 

deteriorating rapidly, and recently this phenomenon has become 

more and more obvious. People may have different views about 

the future of China-U.S. relations, so today, I would like to take this 

opportunity to share three macroscopic perspectives on China-U.S. 

relations.

First, we should not jump to the conclusion that China and the U.S. 

have already been in a new Cold War. The China-U.S. relations 

have entered an unprecedented stage since the establishment of 

diplomatic ties between the two countries. By now, we have not 

encountered any unexpected incidents like the Taiwan Strait Crisis 

in 1996 or the Battleplane Crash Incident between China and the 

U.S. in 2001. However, the sharp downward trend of China-U.S. 

relations is accelerating rapidly, and shows no signs of bottoming out 

so far. As a result, many people in China and the U.S. have started 

to discuss the possibility of a new Cold War.

However, I personally think that using the term “New Cold War” to 

describe current China-U.S. relations is inappropriate, and even 

misleading. The Cold War between the USSR and the U.S. was a 

very special phenomenon or historical pattern with its own features, 

which does not apply to the China-U.S. relations.

First, China and the U.S. do have huge ideological differences, 

but the ideology is not the dominant factor in the disputes between 

China and the U.S. For the U.S., the key problem is the growth 

of China’s national strength. But during the Cold War, ideological 

conflict was the dominant factor.
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Second, there is no clear geopolitical confrontation between China and the U.S. Now, some western analysts 

have mistakenly claimed that extensive geopolitical confrontations exist between the two countries which 

extend to Africa, the South China Sea, the countries along the Belt and Road, and the Indian Ocean. During 

the Cold War, the geopolitical confrontation between the USSR and the U.S. was very obvious, with clear 

boundaries set by each country. Taking a look at the world map, you will easily find the specific confrontation 

frontiers. For example, Europe, especially Central Europe, was the focus of competition on the geopolitical 

confrontation between the U.S. and the USSR. And in Central Europe, the focus was on Germany, on Berlin, 

and on the Berlin Wall in particular.

Third, have China-U.S. disputes become as irreconcilable and vital in which only one country could survive 

as those in the Cold War? I don’t think so. For now, though the degree of interdependence between China 

and the U.S. has decreased due to the unilateral decoupling policy of the U.S., it is still very high in absolute 

terms. Moreover, in consideration of economy, politics and security, this unilateral decoupling policy by the 

U.S. is likely to change because of great pressure. So my point is that the current China-U.S. disputes are 

not of the same scale as those between the USSR and the U.S. during the Cold War. 

Fourth, military confrontations and arms races constituted the major part of the Cold War, but in the current 

situation, it’s impossible for China to fall into such a trap of involving in an arms race with the U.S.

So I think that using the term “New Cold War” to describe the China-U.S. relations diverges considerably 

from the truth. China-U.S. relations have shown no signs of improvement for the time being but have yet 

reached the point of no return. It differs fundamentally from the relations between the U.S. and the USSR. 

This is my first point about the China-U.S. relations. 

The second point is about the increasing importance of crisis management between China and the U.S. 

When I say that China-U.S. relations are not irreparable, I don’t mean that there are no risks involved. In 

fact, the biggest risk now is that the deterioration of the China-U.S. relations has created an atmosphere 

in which many things that could have been easily resolved through normal channels in the past are now 

difficult to resolve and even to negotiate about. What’s worse, sometimes the U.S. takes a lot of highly 

irritating extreme actions that can easily lead to negative public opinion. In this case, some small frictions 

may turn into major conflicts, and small events into major crises. This has brought greater pressure upon the 

management of emergencies and crises.

In fact, there has already been crisis management between the two countries. Since the signing of the two 

memoranda between China and the U.S. in 2014, both sides have begun to build a crisis management 

mechanism to prevent accidents, especially military conflicts. Over the past few years, there has been quite 

a lot of resistance in this regard, but the two sides have made some progress. Now, this mechanism is 

able to prevent general accidents from happening. Given the current situation, with the U.S. military taking 
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frequent action right in front of China, this mechanism, in fact still in its preliminary stage, is undergoing a 

very stressful test, which presents a big risk.

My third point is about the increasing influence of the “third party” factor in the game between China and 

the U.S. We cannot ignore the third-party factors when it comes to China-U.S. relations. In fact, the U.S. is 

still the most powerful country in the world nowadays, but it has become less and less like a superpower. 

Because of the relatively declining power of the U.S., a third party, a major power or a strategic force 

in the position of third-party will play an increasingly important role in the game between China and the 

U.S. For example, Europe and Japan are in an awkward position in the China-U.S. trade disputes and 

technology competition. On the one hand, they are allies with the U.S., but on the other hand, they have 

a lot of common interests with China. Under the current situation, the EU and Japan have been strongly 

motivated to take a relatively independent negotiating position to keep a certain distance from the U.S. 

Of course, it is difficult for these countries and organizations to make this happen, but this trend has 

already emerged, especially in the EU. The EU’s policy towards China is obviously different from that of 

the U.S. For example, after the China-EU Summit on June 22, the EU defined China-EU relations as a 

“complex and important partnership” in its official documents, whereas in the U.S., the term “partnership” 

is no longer used to describe its relationship with China. Instead, the terms that are often used when it 

comes to China-U.S. relations are “competition” or even “confrontation”. This distinction is very important, 

which shows that the influence of a third-party such as the EU and Russia, is becoming more and 

more important. From this perspective, we need to see from the bigger picture whether the China-U.S. 

relations can remain stable and continue to move forward in the future. From another perspective, China 

should make efforts to maintain good relations with Europe, Russia, and Japan, as this will be an optimal 

stimulus to the China-U.S. relations. We must bear in mind, especially in the current situation, that though 

the relationship between China and the U.S. is very important, it is not the only one that matters when it 

comes to the relationship of major powers.
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In 2007, in his speech at the Rhodes Forum, Immanuel Wallerstein, 

founder of world-systems theory, noted “We have moved into a truly 

multilateral world, in the sense that the real geopolitical power of 

relatively weaker states is suddenly much greater”. The new architecture 

of the multilateral world, which scientists predicted more than 10 years 

ago, has come into full force today.

There is a big disconnection between economic power and political 

power in today’s global political system. While emerging markets 

represent about 60% of the global economy, their “voice” is something 

closer to 30% in major international institutions. This is not sensible, and 

it is not sustainable. The basic concepts and institutions of international 

relations continue to follow outdated ideas about the processes that 

underlie global development. This is due to two factors. The first is the 

speed of ongoing processes driven by communication and information 

technology. Second, there is an ideological component based on 

the desire of individual countries and leaders to maintain a status of 

exclusivity and superiority in the face of changes in the geopolitical and 

geo-economic architecture of the world. Recently, U.S. Secretary of 

State Pompeo stated that China and the U.S. had been involved in a 

new “Cold War”. But the “Cold War” that he mentioned is fundamentally 

different from that between the U.S. and the Soviet Union in terms of 

the ideological system. As for the cause of the new “Cold War”, China 

has posed challenges to the dominant role of the U.S. in technology and 

economy, which greatly disturbed the U.S. 
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Over the past decades, the main driver of globalization and key participants in international processes have 

been the developed countries in the Western world. The social, economic and political structure of these 

countries was a model for the rest of the world. At the heart of the universal measurement of the well-being of 

countries was the economic indicator of GDP, which endorsed the advantages of the selected development 

models of Western countries relative to the rest of the world. As a result, the processes of globalization have 

been based on technologies, values and a way of life inherent in Western societies.

But for developing countries, the most important issues are their basic needs. Today, with the countries of 

Asia and Africa developing rapidly, we can observe the emergence of new leaders in the club of leading 

countries. This leads to a proportional decrease in Western representation among the leading countries. As a 

result, we can conclude that the current reality of international architecture is a transition from the dominance 

of a Western-centric model to a new model that should take into account the needs of the developing world 

and its cultural diversity. At the same time, an important element for the sustainable development of the 

new model is to ensure conditions for an equal dialogue between countries on key issues of international 

development, make concerted effort to overcome poverty and inequality, and master deep knowledge about 

the different cultures, mentalities and values that underlie the formation of state policies in different countries. 

It is a wrong and dangerous assumption to view the developing world through the standards of the Western 

world that was established during the Cold War. Incorrect views among political elites lead to dangerous 

and irreversible results, such as the dismantling of mechanisms for long-term cooperation, including the 

Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty. At the same time, restoring these tools and platforms or creating 

new ones will be much more difficult.

All civilizations should shoulder their own responsibilities. Western countries, in particular, must accept the 

reality that the world has entered a new era of modernized system of multilateral framework, and recognize 

the new paradigm of equality among civilizations. Ideal dialogues and cooperation should be based on 

equality, rather than turning every discussion of values into ideological disputes. The well-being of mankind 

depends on equal and extensive cooperation among civilizations, instead of treating countries differently 

according to their military or economic strength. To solve these problems, especially when it comes to 

China-U.S. and China-Europe relations, we must first pay attention to cultural relations between different 

parties, and hold more discussions at platforms such as the Taihe Civilizations Forum which strengthens the 

cooperation and development that help us to understand each other better. 

This year we are celebrating the 75th end of the World War II. We should be aware of our responsibilities and 

bear in mind the cost that we have paid for a new life. The UN was created as a result of the end of the World 

War based on a consensus among the victorious countries regarding its outcomes, with the aim of avoiding 

future global conflicts and fostering sustainable socio-economic development. 75 years ago, countries were 
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ready to put to the side any ideological differences for a higher purpose and jointly create a successful 

mechanism of global cooperation, as opposed to the highly ideologized approach to international relations 

that we see today. One of the most dangerous phenomena of our time is the global polarization of public and 

political views. International relations are viewed through a model of confrontation, with individual countries 

perceived as part of a game. In contrast to this bloc model, we must follow the principles of the paradigm of 

the dialogue of civilizations, which allows us to conduct an open dialogue and learn from each other. 

The Coronavirus doesn’t see borders, ethnicity or culture. There are also many other questions in which 

humanity needs solidary answers. We have been reminded once again that we are living in a disintegrated 

world and the world needs to address it with a matter of urgency. I would also observe that we have seen 

a real lack of international leadership. Some countries who were supposed to take the responsibility in the 

pandemic, however, only focused on their own interest, abandoned the international rules and principles 

and completely neglected the interest of emerging countries in Asia and Africa as well as global interest. 

Many years ago, I mentioned that China might face two traps in the future: First, the U.S. may intentionally 

encourage China to take over its leadership in global politics, economy, and finance to become the strongest 

political power in the world. Second, the U.S. will lead the public opinion by saying China is ready to become 

the world’s largest geopolitical power, historically and culturally. China should follow the new paradigm of 

world civilization development, and respond to various challenges facing global development with multilateral 

and win-win cooperation. Transcultural discussion and inter-civilizational communication is a possible and 

viable alternative to overcome contemporary tensions and discord.
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The theme of my speech today is “The Belt and Road Initiative Under 

COVID-19: Connectivity, Blockade and Resumption”. These three 

keywords relate to the impact of China-U.S. relations on the Belt and 

Road Initiative.

The global COVID-19 pandemic is changing the world, and will 

definitely affect the quality of the development of the “Belt and 

Road Initiative” (BRI). In the past seven years before the outbreak, 

the BRI had created connectivity both internally and externally, and 

its theme was “connectivity”; under the pandemic, the internal and 

external connectivity of the BRI was blocked, so the theme became 

“blockade”; in the process of pandemic control, this connectivity needs 

to be resumed in an appropriate way, so the theme changes into 

“resumption”. Throughout this whole process, the BRI and China-U.

S. relations are interrelated with one another.

Let’s come to the first question. How did the internal and external 

connectivity of the BRI come into being before the outbreak of the 

COVID-19? Since it was initially launched in the fall of 2013, the BRI has 

become a new phenomenon, a new term and a new understanding 

in defining China’s relations with the world in the new era. To use a 

modern phrase, it’s a new IP. More and more relevant books have 

been published, including a few of mine. The Five-Connectivity Index 

of the BRI proposed by the Taihe Institute has also drawn international 

attention. Some people will ask, if I want to know everything about 

the BRI, what books should I read? Here I’ll recommend two books 

to you that will tell you about the past, present and future of the BRI. 

One is called The Silk Roads: A New History of the World written by 
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a British author, and the subtitle is “The World’s Crossroads that have Dominated Human Civilization for 

2,000 Years”. This book explains the predecessor of the BRI: the “Silk Road”, the artery of cross-continental 

civilization which influenced the whole world. Another book is called Connectography: Mapping the Future 
of Global Civilization written by an American author. The subtitle of this book hints at the future of the BRI in 

three fields: global supply chains, megacities, and the rise of new business cultures. The book has been 

described as a global roadmap of the BRI, and a panoramic forecast of future national competitiveness. 

These two books depict the global vision and the globalization path of contemporary China, which extends 

from the Silk Road to the global landscape. I also regard the BRI as a continuation of China’s history of global 

connectivity, which cracks the code of national fortune that determines the rise and fall of the country. If we 

could sum up China’s development model over the past few thousand years in just one sentence or a single 

phrase, it would be internal and external connectivity. The ideal of China’s governance is long-term peace 

and stability. In order to achieve this goal, we must resolve problems at home and abroad, and take a holistic 

approach to both domestic and international situations. It has been a major lesson for Chinese leaders to 

learn and practice that knowledge and action should go hand in hand. If domestic and international issues 

are solved properly, China will bring prosperity to the nation and security to its people, and vice versa. 

When he returned from his journey to the Western Regions, Zhang Qian, the first explorer of the ancient Silk 

Road, was bestowed Marquis of Bowang by the Han dynasty emperor Wudi in recognition of his successful 

contribution to domestic and foreign affairs. Therefore, internal and external connectivity is China’s code of 

national fortune. Since the founding of the People’s Republic of China, all Chinese leaders have made great 

efforts to coordinate the overall internal and external development. 

Since President Xi Jinping proposed the BRI as a focal means and pragmatic platform for balancing the 

internal and external developments and boosting the common development of China and the world, so as 

to promote the building of a community with a shared future for mankind, it has become a Chinese solution 

for global governance. As the above-mentioned principle of the national prosperity code demonstrates, the 

success of the BRI will ensure that both China and the world thrive, and vice versa. The simplest way to 

find out about the development model of the internal and external connectivity of the BRI is to check out the 

“Belt and Road Forum for International Cooperation” held in Beijing in 2017 and 2019. These provide a great 

deal of information and enable a detailed understanding of how China’s reform and opening-up has been 

combined with the BRI. The topic of the BRI is also included in the Taihe Civilizations Forum every year, 

which is a brand new platform for strategic decision-making on the initiative.

So, how is the BRI driving China and the world to grow together? Where does its influence come from? At 

the First Belt and Road Forum for International Cooperation in 2017, President Xi Jinping used the phrase 

“opening up a main artery” to describe the construction of the BRI. Now, the development of the BRI artery 

has completely gone beyond our imagination and understanding, presenting landscape of interconnecting all 
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things and promoting a strive for freedom. In 2013, President Xi Jinping proposed the Silk Road Economic 

Belt in Kazakhstan, the largest country in Central Asia, extending the wings of China’s development to 

the Eurasian continent and further establishing six land-based economic corridors. He also proposed the 

21st Century Maritime Silk Road in Indonesia, the largest country in Southeast Asia, which extended China’s 

development wings to the sea, thus establishing three blue economic channels. That is what we call the 

wings of a major power. In addition, the “Polar Silk Road” which leads to the Arctic Ocean has expanded the 

span of the BRI to the polar regions. However, this is only the preliminary spatial layout of the BRI. Reality 

and imagination are meant to be challenged. Since then, China has creatively developed the “Air Silk Road”, 

the “Online Silk Road” and the “Digital Silk Road”. There are also some experts initiating the “Space Silk 

Road”, and the recent performance of Beidou-3 has given us the hope that this could be realized. In the new 

era when all things are interconnected, especially since the development of globalization and the Internet 

industry, the BRI will become a new artery in the newly formed space of land, sea, sky and internet. This has 

gone beyond the reality and the predicted future described in the two books that I have mentioned, and has 

become a new world of internal and external connectivity which China is committed to building.

The BRI artery has brought historic changes to China’s internal and external connectivity. Starting from 

the map of China, and taking Chongqing as the starting point, we can then look at the development of the 

BRI artery from east to west and from north to south. Let’s first have a look at the east-to-west direction: 

Chongqing has initiated the first China-Europe freight railway, the Chongqing-Xinjiang-Europe railway, 

and since then, China-Europe railway routes have rapidly spread across the country, and especially to the 

western coastal provinces such as Guangxi. The railways have opened up the Eurasian continent, linking to 

China’s hinterland, and extending to the coastal areas of China. That is how we are building the BRI artery 

of connectivity in order to link the east and west of China. Next let’s look in the north-south direction: here 

we also encounter Chongqing. In August 2019, the National Development and Reform Commission (NDRC) 

issued an overall plan for the country’s new western land-sea corridor. With Chongqing as a junction in 

the middle, the corridor stretched from Inner Mongolia to southern China. Here we can see a south-north 

artery that links up the central-eastern region of China with Yunnan and Guizhou province in the south of 

China. Adding this east-to-west artery, a cross-shaped railway network now extends all over the country. 

Intersecting with each other, these two arteries cover the whole country, and extend to the whole world, 

which has created the ideal conditions for China to bring about a new phase of two-way opening up with links 

connecting eastward and westward over land and sea. This phase is of historic significance, which means 

that the country needs to take the BRI into consideration when making its 14th Five-Year Plan and the local 

development and opening-up plans.

What is the mission of the BRI? We call it “the connection between hearts and hands”. “Hearts” refers to 

the original aspiration of building a community with a shared future for mankind, and “hands” indicate the 

framework for cooperation under the BRI, namely, “Fivefold Connectivity”, which I usually count on my five 
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fingers: policy, infrastructure, trade, financial, and people-to-people connectivity. The “Fivefold Connectivity” 

is the core of the BRI, like a clenched fist. If we see “Fivefold Connectivity” as an actual fist, then there is also 

an invisible hand, which is the market environment and international environment as envisaged by the BRI. 

The reason why we are discussing the development environment of the BRI today on this forum is to try to 

add a little certainty to the market and international environments, so as to make the BRI progress smoothly. 

This is the first part of my speech, in which I’ve given you a general outline of how a mature, stable and 

interconnected BRI has been developed over the past seven years. In the second part, I would like to talk 

about the BRI against the background of the pandemic. The BRI has already achieved internal and external 

connectivity over the past seven years, and we thought that the BRI might simply continue in the same way, 

a very linear way of thinking. But our best hopes have been disrupted by the pandemic. The spread of the 

coronavirus has blocked the connectivity of the BRI and worsened the internal and external development 

environment, posing three great challenges to the high-quality development of the BRI:

The first challenge is global disconnection. If we compare human society to a pyramid, then we can see that 

the pandemic has seriously distorted its basic shape, leading to the disconnection of the Belt and Road. Seen 

from the base of the pyramid, the pandemic has directly endangered individual security and caused global 

panic. The COVID-19 has already had a greater impact than SARS, giving rise to, among other problems, 

racial discrimination, nationalism, hostility to globalization, all of which have affected the formulation of 

national policies. Viewed from the body of the pyramid, we can see that the pandemic has dealt a blow to 

global development and aggravated global security issues. A global economic recession is now a foregone 

conclusion, as the economic engines have been stopped in the world’s three major economies, namely 

China, the U.S. and Europe, with G20 countries bearing the brunt. The COVID-19 has caused disruptions 

in the global industrial chain, and resulted in great volatility in the global stock, foreign exchange and oil 

markets. Ten of the world’s twelve major industries, including semiconductors, automobiles, and medical 

equipment, have undergone or are undergoing reconstruction of industrial chains. Last, from the perspective 

of the peak of the pyramid, the pandemic has tested the governance modes of different countries, including 

national systems, political systems, social development, ideology and comprehensive national strength. Few 

countries have passed this test under the impact of the pandemic.

The second challenge is the dispute between China and the U.S. The China-U.S. conflict has not been 

eased by the stagnation of the BRI, but intensified. Since the release of the new national security reported 

by the Trump administration, and especially since “Strategic Approach to the People’s Republic of China” 

launched by the U.S. on May 20 this year, the U.S. has targeted the BRI more than ever, and I would like 

to give you some examples of the major initiatives. First, the U.S. has identified its Indo-Pacific Strategy as 

a major means of combating the BRI, continuing to propel strategic plans in the region, and pushing forward 

the “Blue Dot Network” plan in order to challenge the construction standards of the BRI. Second, the U.S. 

has called the COVID-19 the “Chinese virus”, and the BRI the “Virus Silk Road”. Third, the U.S. has incited 
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countries along the Belt and Road to ask for debt exemption on the grounds that China should be held 

accountable for COVID-19. Many countries have requested such compensation. However, it seems that up 

to now it has been difficult to fulfill these requirements, and they are indeed unreasonable and groundless. 

Fourth, the U.S. has smeared China’s medical and health assistance for being “substandard” and introduced 

a very important strategy in April called the Digital Foreign Aid Strategy. Many countries have identified the 

development of the digital economy as the driving force for post-pandemic economic development, so the 

U.S. has taken the lead in coming out with a digital strategy to build its own digital ecosystem, the Digital 

Foreign Aid Strategy. Fifth, the U.S. has attempted to exclude China from the markets of countries along 

the Belt and Road through “decoupling”, “breaking the chain”, “breaking the network”, “quitting groups”, etc. 

Sixth, the U.S. has prevented China from promoting public health cooperation and humanitarian assistance 

under the BRI through its platforms in international organizations. In the future, if the strategic rivalry between 

China and the U.S. escalates, broadly, China can respond in two ways. On the one hand, the competition 

and confrontation between the two countries over the BRI will become a new norm. It is a developing trend 

that the BRI is interacting ever more closely with China-U.S. relations, and we should pay attention to this 

competition. On the other hand, we should also notice the scope for cooperation, as the essential attribute of 

the BRI is cooperation, and we should respond to the opposition through collaboration. Through this process, 

the geopolitical attributes that exist or are believed to exist in the BRI will be enhanced. The U.S., India, and 

the EU all regard it as China’s national strategy from a geopolitical point of view, but in fact, it is not. That is 

the fundamental problem that we need to avoid when promoting cooperation. Therefore, if we are to promote 

collaboration between China and the U.S. over the BRI, we need to avoid major disputes in order to maintain 

some opportunities for working together in fields that are less likely to lead to conflict. For example, China 

can further strengthen cooperation with Asia, Europe and Africa, and integrate the BRI into the Indo-Pacific 

strategy of the U.S., Japan, India and Australia, and ASEAN’s Indo-Pacific vision strategy. For example, 

China is going to promote increasingly high-quality development along the Belt and Road, and the U.S., 

Japan and the EU are also promoting this approach to development, so China can try to synergize with these 

countries, especially the U.S., and further strengthen third-party cooperation, let’s say, cooperation between 

U.S. and Chinese companies in Southeast Asia in the field of the digital economy. Now, ASEAN is building a 

smart city network, which needs help from both China and the U.S.

The third challenge is the rise of China. Does the BRI make the world better or worse? This is a very 

relevant question. The purpose of the BRI is to encourage the world to share China’s development benefits 

and resolve the problems arising from the process of China’s rise through internal and external development. 

But first we need to know what the difficulties brought about by the rise of China could be. On the one hand, 

China needs to maintain its own growth and development momentum, while on the other hand improving 

and optimizing the stability of other countries and solving the security problems brought by China’s rise. This 

will bring conflict, because China needs to optimize the security environment of other countries and continue 



81

its development at the same time. It’s quite simple to understand the fears over stability. When you are 

strong, it’s only natural for others to feel endangered. This concern applies to humans and it is the same with 

nations.

Before the outbreak of the pandemic, the BRI had brought public benefits to the common development of 

the world, which is a recognized achievement; however, it still faces great obstacles in solving the security 

concerns of different parties. From the perspective of ideology, values and geopolitical thinking, the Western 

countries have questioned the benefits of the community with a shared future for mankind under the BRI, 

suspecting that it is a Chinese hegemonic new order to replace the U.S. At the same time, they also criticized 

the BRI for lacking transparency and implementing “neo-colonialism”, resulting in debt traps, a lack of 

transparency, ecological and environmental damage, corruption, and so on. 

In general, China’s global recognition and soft power need to be enhanced. The building of the BRI still 

faces various risks such as geopolitics, regime changes, political conflicts, terrorism, poor laws, and natural 

and man-made disasters. At present, the pandemic is affecting China’s ability and plan to achieve its Two 

Centenary Goals, as well as its rate of progress towards them. The pandemic is happening in a world where 

Pandora’s box is open, which has stimulated and amplified all sorts of negative effects and exacerbated 

China’s predicament.

In the third part of my speech, I would like to introduce how China is resuming the BRI appropriately given 

the circumstances of the pandemic.

Given the above-mentioned difficulties, will the BRI still go ahead? This is a new question, and we have 

heard a variety of views from home and abroad. Some have suggested that whether China should give up 

the BRI and retreat into its own world? Of course it shouldn’t! We have already mentioned that “Internal and 

External Connectivity” is China’s national prosperity code, demonstrated in the current era by the BRI. It will 

not stop because of this blow but show strong willpower. The basic principle of the BRI is to pave the way 

for the common development of China and beyond. When a road is uneven, people can fix it; if the world is 

blocked, the BRI will fix it.

A global shutdown would inevitably bring about the shutdown of the BRI, but the pandemic has also brought 

benefits to China’s Belt and Road, in two main respects. On the one hand, it has given China the time 

to reflect on its original goals for the BRI in the light of the experience and lessons learned over the past 

seven years. We can redetermine the priorities of the Initiative in the new era, and make some strategic 

adjustments. For example, we can find other countries that are in a more urgent need to cooperate with 

us. On the other hand, China can spend time redesigning the plan for a sound resumption and restart the 
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journey. We should build a sound BRI and at the same time, ensure its sound development. The word “sound” 

here has two different meanings. Based on this, the BRI is endowed with the new meaning of international 

cooperation. I would like to emphasize that a sound BRI and ensuring a sound development of the Initiative 

are different. 

Since March, the CPC Central Committee has made the decision to further promote the BRI. For example, 

the Office of the Leading Group for Promoting the BRI held a meeting in March, and proposed that “we 

should maintain our strategic focus, respond actively to the impact of COVID-19, ensure stable progress, 

and concentrate our efforts on promoting high-quality development of the BRI to serve both domestic and 

foreign affairs”. This is what I mentioned before, the internal and external connectivity, from the perspective 

of the Central Committee. President Xi Jinping convened a meeting of the Political Bureau in April to discuss 

the prevention and control of the pandemic. He said that we should firmly expand opening up to the outside 

world, ensure smooth international logistics, strictly control the quality of exported pandemic-prevention 

materials, and promote the high-quality development of the BRI. That confirms what I meant when I 

mentioned that people should fill the uneven roads. 

In late May, we were all aware that there was a lot of discussion about the BRI at the two Sessions. Our 

Prime Minister’s report also proposed the sound resumption and high-quality development of the BRI. In 

June, Wang Yi, Foreign Minister and State Councilor of China, chaired a high-level video conference on 

international cooperation through the BRI at which President Xi Jinping delivered a speech. I would like to 

quote the late sentence of Wang Yi’s speech, in which he stressed that at present, it was a common and 

urgent task for all countries to overcome the pandemic and recover their economies.

China is willing to give priority to communication and coordination with partners along the Belt and Road, and 

to work side by side with international partners to build a BRI capable of producing cooperation, recovery 

and growth, and of ushering in a brighter future for international cooperation. His words have a new meaning 

in that he has clearly pointed out how China should push forward the BRI after the pandemic. In the past, 

we have proposed many goals of the Initiative, such as peace, prosperity, openness, innovation, civilization, 

environmental benefit, integrity and so on. In the post-pandemic era, Wang Yi has taken cooperation as the 

top priority, because after the pandemic, no country can survive without this, the second important goal that 

we all agree on is health, the third most important is the recovery of the world economy, and the fourth is 

growth after the recovery, which is also a major goal of the BRI after the pandemic. I have mentioned just 

now that we should give a new meaning to cooperation, and these are the new meanings of the BRI.
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Today I will focus on the collaboration between employment and 

educational services, and how to develop the implementation of the 

industry-education integration. Among all government ministries in 

China, the education and the human resources ministries are the 

most relevant to vocational education. They play the roles of making 

policy in education and employment services.

On September 8, 2020, the Chinese government held a ceremony 

to honor people who have performed phenomenally in the fight 

against COVID-19. This marks a milestone in the society and a 

signal to the public that China has entered a relatively stable phase 

in its fight against the pandemic, helping us to understand some of 

the changes we have been experiencing during this period. When 

the pandemic is over, we have a lot to learn from this experience. 

However, the pandemic is not over yet, and is still in the process 

of evolution. Workers in the fields of employment and education 

services, in particular, begin to think about how things have changed 

since the outbreak.

In my view, three key changes in the post-pandemic era are 
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reshaping the relationship between employment and education. First is the changes in the way of people’s 

life and the way of governance. Second is the changes in the way of working and learning brought about 

by the technological revolution. Third is the changes in the global supply chain caused by various conflicts 

arising from international trade. All these changes will be reflected in the employment field, and directly affect 

its size, quality, and structure of labor supply. On the one hand, there is a shortage of labor mobility due to 

the social traps and a decline in workers’ willingness to embrace mobility as a result of the pandemic (labor 

mobility has already decreased).

On the other hand, technological developments and revolutions are bringing significant changes in labor 

market including skill shortage and skill replacement. One reason is that with the continuous emergence 

of new skills, people who can master and apply them are still in the process of learning. Skill replacement 

means that new technologies are increasingly replacing regular labor and tasks. Such changes, to a great 

extent, have caused a structural shortage of labor.

During the eight months of the pandemic, we have witnessed the changes in the ways of training and supply 

in general education and vocational education, and the improvements in labor supply, which in particular, 

have made crucial contributions to the post-pandemic social lives and the rebound in general production. 

What we value more is that the interaction between education and industry in this process providing an 

important opportunity for cooperation. This generates some new ways of learning and working for common 

goals. Online vocational education and training stand out in this process.

Online education, which we are particularly concerned with, reinforces the degree of fragmentation in the 

acquisition of knowledge and skill. It allows us to realize the development of workers’ employability. With 

learning becoming increasingly fragmented, the demand of enterprises for labor lies more in the transferability 

and sharing of skills. Changes during the pandemic have made the labor markets more flexible and inclusive 

toward workers’ employability.

This creates a double-side relationship. On the one hand, the features online learning have developed 

by utilising Internet technology which makes the skill acquisition more fragmented. On the other hand, 

the demand for skilled personnel in different industries is more flexible and inclusive. In this context, 

learning resources, learning processes, learning evaluation need to navigate in a digital, procedural, and 

comprehensive direction. The direction of these changes calls for strengthening the interaction, in particular 

the synergy between the industrial sector, the employment sector and the education sector. In this sense, the 

relationship between these sectors may become increasingly vital.

It has been observed that there are some very critical ideas about the relationship to which attention needs to 

be drawn. First, equality in employment and in education are the two most important cornerstones of overall 

social equity.
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The Chinese government is a strong believer in the notion that employment is the foundation of 

people’s livelihood. With the development of society, our country’s employment goal has shifted from full 

employment and decent work to employment that has higher quality and is more satisfying. In the past two 

decades, China has begun to implement an active employment policy, along with fiscal, taxation and financial 

policies which are regarded as powerful tools of macroeconomic regulation and control. During the pandemic, 

in order to achieve social stability, the orderly resumption of work and production must be achieved on the 

foundation of the protection of national human health. 

Experience in the past six months indicates that the active employment policy and effective education and 

training measures have played an important supporting role in ensuring the orderly resumption of work 

and production after the outbreak of the pandemic. At the same time, the reform and improvement of the 

vocational education system of China has played a fundamental role in enhancing the lifelong training of 

workers, safeguarding their employment rights and, in particular, enhancing the competitiveness of the 

industry.

On this basis, it is equally important to understand education equality and employment equality. As can be 

seen from the pandemic, the strong cooperation between the two sectors is the most fundamental basis for 

the operation of society. Employment and education services are the most important basis for the integration 

of industry and education. For instance, China has been conducting economic reform for nearly 40 years, 

and has now entered a deep water zone where the optimization and upgrading of the industrial structure is 

an inevitable choice for China’s economic development. 

The development of vocational education and training in high-tech fields and the implementation of the 

national strategy of industry-education integration has become a crucial method of improving China’s 

labor supply capacity. The human resources and employment ministries have recently promoted broadly a 

program that will bring changes to both the industrial and educational sectors, called Skills Upgrading. The 

implementation of such programs has enabled more and more workers, both fresh graduates and employees 

inside the enterprises, to participate in this training program. Its core goal is to improve their skill structure to 

better meet the needs of enterprises in the process of applying new technology and industrial upgrading. To 

a large extent, the implementation of this plan marks the rapid arrival of an era of large-scale training. 

We have already seen some of the basic features of such an era. First, the lifelong training system is 

being popularized and becoming part of the country’s basic social policy. Second, the precision and 

flexibility of the mechanisms which link the training projects, the demand of enterprises and the industrial 

change are becoming one of the goals of all training projects and training policies. Third, the process of 

the development of workers’ skills and the tailored training-learning methods have increasingly impacted 

on the training practice. Fourth, to make training more effective, digital training evaluation and monitoring 

mechanisms have also been developed. The evaluation technology that Mr. Zhao mentioned just now has 

also begun to receive attention from relevant agencies in the field of training technology.
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It is now a basic principle of vocational education to achieve school-enterprise cooperation, knowledge-

practice connection, and working-learning integration throughout the reform. One important trend in 

vocational education reform is that enterprises are playing a greater role in training and educating personnel. 

This process reflects both the improvement of our national social policy and the integration between 

industry and education. Cooperation between the education and employment sectors is further pushing this 

coordination. How can this coordination be achieved? 

Currently, one major problem in the process that most people tend to focus on is the differences of opinion 

between these two fields in terms of educating and training, instead of how to enhance the integration of 

policy, standards and technologies. After all, employment services and educational services by employment 

sector and the education sector are always two sides of the same coin when it comes to the industrial 

demand. That is why policy coordination is so important. As China is about to enter the early stage of the 

Fourteenth Five Year Plan, coordination between employment strategy and education strategy is of great 

significance in social development, in particular the coordination between specific employment and education 

service policies. It is also important to maintain consistency in talent evaluation standards among these two 

kinds of services, including in the pilot work on academic certificates as well as the vocational skill level 

certification (1+X) system. 

Coordination among talent evaluation and educational evaluation standards is thus required. First, we need 

to ensure that the classification of our national occupations and the national professional development 

schemes are coordinated; second, we need to ensure that vocational standards and related education 

standards are linked and that vocation recognition standards adopted in the employment sector and 

academic evaluation standards used by the education sector are consistent. Now two different vocational 

skill level certificate systems have been adopted by the human resource ministry and the education ministry. 

Keeping a verifiable equivalence between these two systems is a challenging job for the future labor markets 

and employment services. Information, or more specifically, information of sharing and exchanges between 

these two systems is necessary to ensure consistency between standards. One simple example is that the 

HR ministry releases information regularly or irregularly on the labor markets while the education sector 

collects information about industries more broadly, including its internal information related to learning. 

How can information sharing be truly achieved in those areas, in particular, those concerning vocational 

education, learning resources for vocational training and the skill-training resources? One fundamental task 

for effective sharing of information now is to digitalize employment service and education service information 

while making sure the standards of digitalization are the same.

I hope that the employment and the education sectors can have a good start in policy coordination and jointly 

promote the transformation of China’s vocational education and the optimization and upgrading of China’s 

industrial structure. 
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New Zealand TVET Reforms and Micro-credentials

John Clayton
Mark Laws Endowed Chair in Tokorau: 

Institute of Indigenous Innovation, 

Te Whare Wānanga o Awanuiarangi

My topic today is New Zealand TVET (Technological, Vocational 

Education and Training) Reforms and Micro-credentials. The New 

Zealand current model provision starts when children are five years 

old what we call the primary sector. At thirteen or fourteen they move 

into the secondary education sector, at fifteen to eighteen they move 

into the senior secondary. In the senior secondary, they are exposed 

to technical and vocational education for the first time, and they can 

follow this pathway to institutes polytechnics, and private training 

enterprises and Wananga to do certificates to master’s degrees, they 

can also follow the traditional academic pathway from bachelors to 

doctoral degrees at universities.

New Zealand has a very rigorous quality assurance management 

system. First, all institutions need to be recognized by the New 

Zealand Qualifications Authority (NZQA), which ensures that all 

organizations provide a sound and stable learning environment. 

All the qualifications they offer must be formally approved and 

registered on the New Zealand Qualifications Framework (NZQF). 

And a third part of this is continuous External Evaluation and Review 

of the organizations.

As the heart of the system of New Zealanders and New Zealand 

Qualifications Framework, this was one of the first frameworks in 

the world. The New Zealand Qualifications Frameworks enables 

stakeholders to benchmark their level of achievement and make this 

easier for countries and regions to compare the qualifications offered 

by New Zealand with other qualifications around the world.
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The New Zealand Qualifications Framework is divided into ten levels and covers a range of qualifications 

from certificates to doctoral degrees. The levels are based on how complex the learning is, with a level 

one certificate the least complex and a level ten being the most complex. New Zealand Qualifications 

Frameworks describes the skills you will learn at each level of the frame.

New Zealand is a small geographically isolated nation that depends on international trade. This means that 

New Zealand needs to be prepared for an ever-changing future of training and re-training to remain competitive 

in a global economy. COVID-19 has had a significant impact on the economy, downsizing the tourism travel, 

accommodation, recreation and hospitality industries and elevating the agricultural sector. This means there 

is an increased demand for initial industry skill training and current employee upskilling in primary industries.

In this changing environment, industry is demanding that their existing workforce is able to be retrained 

to meet advanced production processes adding value to the products produced. They are demanding the 

educational institute produce work-capable employees who are able to contribute immediately to business 

growth and profitability. Individuals are demanding the opportunities to upskill to obtain qualifications relevant 

to industry, and remain employable. (Individuals are demanding) opportunities to gain competency and 

certification in industry required skills to gain employment.

Therefore, New Zealand needs a system of technical and vocational education that is simple to understand 

and navigate, responsive to the needs of learners and employers, and flexible enough to change as the 

future develops. So let’s take a close look at the reform of vocational education in New Zealand.

COVID-19 and the need to remain globally competitive have meant that the reform of vocational education 

aims to create a more sustainable TVET system for all New Zealanders. There are two focus theories. Focus 

one is industry and employers. Here, we need to create the right graduates with the skills needed, to provide 

more support for employers and employees to improve their training provision. We need greater national 

consistency in skills, programmes and qualifications offered, and we need to encourage more employers to 

be actively engaged in vocational education. Focus two is the learners. We need to provide more support to 

learners while they are training, training that is more relevant to the work they undertake, an easier pathway 

to continue learning if they need to move between regions or internationally.

There are six key changes proposed. First is the creation of a Central New Zealand Institute of Skills and 

Technology to make the operational activities more efficient. Second is the creation of workforce development 

councils to advise on future skill need. Third, regional skills leadership groups to advise on skills required 

for each region, there will be centers of vocational excellence, which will investigate trends in vocational 

education. There will be increased support for workplace learning, there’ll be unified system of funding and 

there will be recognition of Māori.
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A key change is a change to the naming of the New Zealand Qualifications Framework. It now becomes the 

New Zealand Qualifications and Credentials Framework, and the system Micro-credentials will be created, 

which are generally based on the directory of assessment standards that provides a framework to validate 

TVET qualifications and credentials awarded. They will still follow the traditional levels from one to ten.

A key change in the system is that industry employers become the focus of all activity. Workforce 

development councils will provide advice on workforce strategies and enable provision, and providers agree 

with training and services that they should provide to industry and employers.

The future provision of TVET sees a continuation of campus provision that is institutional provision, but 

there is a growing emphasis on workplace facilitation. There’ll be recognition of training with the traditional 

certificates and diplomas, but there will be the additional recognition through innovative approaches like 

Micro-credentials. Again, there is an increased focus on recognition of the credentialing of workplace 

learning.

So let’s take a further and deep look at Micro-credentials. Micro-credentials or One Plus X certificate in 

China have a very similar focus. A Micro-credential or One Plus X certificate recognizes the achievement 

of a specifically defined outcome that includes knowledge, skills and attitudes that are significant and stand 

alone. This independent acknowledgement of accomplishment through the award of a One Plus X certificate 

or a Micro-credential serves to enhance and extend the depth of existing qualifications and the professional 

standing of employees. 

Micro-credentials are based on outcomes and competency, this is often referred to as outcomes-based 

education. What basically based on the workplace task can be described in terms of outcomes that 

successful workers in the occupation can perform repeatedly. All outcomes are direct implications on the 

knowledge, skills and attitudes that workers and trainees must acquire in order to perform workplace tasks 

correctly.

The design of Micro-credentials is focused on three key questions. One, how will the employer know what the 

learners has learned and is able to do in employment? Two, what outcomes/competencies does the learner 

need to be able to demonstrate to be employed? And three, what other outcomes/competencies does the 

learner need to acquire to be effective in the workplace?

There are four key focus here for Micro-credential development, the first one is discipline specific 

competencies that a student must be able to complete, for example, the use of a particular piece of 

machinery. There are transferable competencies that they’ve learned elsewhere, for example, mathematics 

or using a tape measure. There are the work-ready technical competencies, such as being on time, being 
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able to follow health and safety procedures, and there are work-ready personal competencies, such as 

communication and teamwork. Each of these will allow us to develop a Micro-credential or a One Plus X 

certificate.

In essence Micro-credentials are value, they add value to the cultural aspects of a country with a shared 

experience, ways of knowing and building of relationships. The government has a highly skilled workforce 

that is able to increase gross domestic product (GDP). Individuals have greater chances of employment and 

recognition. Institutions have greater learner success and increase their institutional brand. And industry gets 

a greater return on investment, gets increase productive capacity, and there’s an increasing quality.

But for my credentials to be internationally recognised, we need to benchmark against international 

standards. This enables us to provide transparency in training provision that conforms with agreed 

international frameworks on learning outcomes, provide a common understanding of process and procedures 

of credit validation, accumulation and transfer, provide a detailed way we can describe the levels of 

credentials, and harmonizes the validation of credentials and certificates across the world.

Internationally, the United Nations have developed World Reference Levels. These World Reference 

Levels are based on the factors commonly found in the level descriptions qualifications frameworks, and 

other structures which define the levels of qualifications, credentials and competencies. By using these 

World Reference Levels we are able to internationalize any Micro-credential we offer. We use World 

Reference Levels which allows us to benchmark the NZ qualifications accreditation system with international 

competitors. We want to be assured that our system meets international systems. So we know that our 

students, when they graduate, are globally competitive, and this is some initial work we’ve been undertaken.

By using the World Reference Levels as a guide, we’re able to align 1+X Certificates and Micro-credentials, 

against the levels identified both within New Zealand Qualifications Framework, and also at the levels 

identified in the World Reference Levels from basic associated with basic studies and simple work roles to 

competent the capabilities to carry out relatively simple and attendant tasks, and then moves forward to the 

most complex tasks and responsibilities.

So let us look at Micro-credentials and the China-NZ strategic partnership. The “New Zealand Model 

Programme” was agreed to serve as a commitment in the Strategic Educational Partnership Agreement 

between New Zealand and China. It involves both the Chinese Ministry of Education and the New Zealand 

Ministry of Education. It wants to build capability and capacity of the TVET sectors with research and 

collaboration.

A key feature of this endeavor is what we call the credit accumulation and transfer systems, we need to 
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identify what is the training need for students and TVET system in China and New Zealand. We need to 

identify the knowledge, skills and attitudes that will make them globally competitive. We need to be able to 

ensure that the credits are awarded and certificates awarded are validated. Learners can store these in a 

transfer and accumulation system and use them to gain employment.

The key building block of credit accumulation and transfer systems is calculating the actual number of credits 

that should be awarded for an identified activity. Part of the initial research taken in this year was focused on 

parametric model and cognitive load theory. Basically, parametric modeling says we are able to identify key 

factors on the time that a learner will spend reading, writing, completing tasks. And from this we’re able to 

then generate what we call a cognitive load calculation. So if we know that the amount of time learners will 

spend input information into their sensory memory, we’re able to then calculate the amount of time working 

memory will rehearse and practice the activities given to them. They will then store successful strategies in 

their long term memory for future use. Each of these activities take time and through parametric modeling we 

are able to identify the amount of time that’s spent.

Let’s take an example of constructing an electrical circuit. For this process we are going to spend five hours 

giving lectures and we’re going to have five workshops. We can see that in parametric modeling, we know 

that the time factor that students need to prepare for a lecture, to engage in the lecture and then to reflect on 

the activities of the lecture as a time factor of three, for workshops the time factor is two.

In our particular task, we are going to get them to observe the construction of the electrical circuit, which will 

take thirty minutes and then we will ask them to perform their own construction of the electrical circuit, and 

this will take forty minutes. We are also going to get them to prepare for a test, and this preparation time will 

be approximately four hours. In summary, then, we can see that the total workload for this particular task is 

36.88 hours. In New Zealand terms this is the 3.6 credits.

To maintain quality and Micro-credentials, we need to ensure that there is a consistency in delivery. That 

there is a consistency in assessment and that evidence can be quickly compared to ensure that students in 

one area or one region or one country are the same quality as students at other areas.

Initial work in the digital delivery and assessment platforms have been focused on what we called certification 

sites where people can engage in upskilling, to make sure that they are continually competent in the tasks 

they are to perform. In this particular site, each professional is able to access a range of modules to bring 

them up to date with the latest information on forage crops of fundamentals irrigation. For example, let’s 

take this in a little bit more detail. If you look at the fundamentals of irrigation, we actually see that the 

students have to engage with materials, they have to input these materials, work through the materials to 

carry out understanding. We then ask them to perform particular tasks through an assessment to gauge 
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their competency. We were able to gauge the competency of each individual through a school that they are 

received for each question, but we’re also able to compare individuals to ensure that there is a consistency 

and delivery performance in this profession. At the end of the module, each person is granted a certificate of 

achievement that they can use for their professional advancement, and in this case the credit value as four 

hours.

We also need to have an elastic assessment approach which gathers the appropriate evidence of 

competency, and we know that this assessment approach must mission knowledge, their actual competence, 

their performance and their predictability of their performance. This is from novice to proficient.

Our initial work on analysis assessments and the gathering of evidence has been around the development of 

a system of worksheets and templates. These worksheets and templates will ensure the consistency of the 

assessments undertaken, and that we are able to gather the appropriate evidence to ensure the student has 

completed the tasks. Each template begins with a definition of how they should be used. We then provide 

a guard marking and report sheet for participants here. This ensures all participants receive the appropriate 

information on their performance.

We are now in the process of developing Micro-credentials for designers, teachers and evaluators. This 

will ensure consistency in design, consistency in assessment, consistency in the learner experience and 

consistency in the impact of the Micro-credential on changing workers’ attitude. This is the end of the 

presentation and I look forward to your comments and questions during the second phase of the conference.
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With the advent of digital technology education has undergone some 

great changes. It is no longer a unique feature of universities. Academic 

monopoly is moving towards knowledge distribution. Traditionally, the main 

distributor of knowledge has been universities. Universities and government 

would work together to fulfil this role, forming a dual structure.

Then, according to the triple helix theory universities, government, and 

enterprises begin to work together to distribute knowledge and develop a 

common social form. From this point of view, enterprises have become an 

important place for knowledge distribution. This change has been brought 

about by the era of digital technology. In times when digital technology was 

underdeveloped, the efficiency of enterprises in distributing knowledge was 

rather low. Traditionally, since universities engaged with some innovative 

elites in society, they became very powerful in terms of knowledge 

reproduction which led to a monopoly of knowledge.

This monopoly is then used by universities to distribute knowledge by 

means of awarding degrees. With the current digital technology, there are 

many ways for us to acquire knowledge. One can gain knowledge from 

universities from the internet, from work and through other ways. One can 

even learn a lot while communicating with others. Thus, a ternary structure 

has been formed. Governments, universities, or other institutions and 

enterprises now make joint efforts to distribute knowledge. This is the first 

change of knowledge innovation in the era of digital technology.

The second change is that technology has greatly changed the way people 

acquire knowledge. In the past, we would go to kindergartens and all 



94

the way through to universities to attend formal classes and then work in enterprises. When technology is 

underdeveloped, it’s more difficult for people to continue obtaining education after starting their career or we 

must pay a relatively high price for it. That is why some enterprises have launched training programs. These 

practical training programs are based on both the skills needed by employees and specific job requirements.

With today’s advanced digital technology including 5G and other Internet technologies in the future it 

becomes more convenient for us to learn new things and continue our education with universities no longer 

being the sole provider. So how will universities provide education services for people in the future? I think 

in the future more than seventy or eighty percent of university education, will be conducted in enterprises or 

other workplaces. In general, I think career-oriented education will to some degree replace academic 

discipline-oriented education. Of course, there will still be remains of substantial researchers across a broad 

range of academic disciplines for knowledge innovation in universities. This kind of education has been 

implemented in accordance with the structure of our rigorous, traditional knowledge system.

But in the future, a large part of vocational education should be implemented in workplaces especially in 

enterprises. This kind of knowledge distribution will be highly efficient in the future. This will facilitate the 

distribution of knowledge to enterprises in a timely manner via digital technology. In turn, enterprises will 

also become a place that produces original knowledge. While interacting with trainees in the teaching 

process enterprises can quickly record knowledge and provide feedback to universities. Therefore, they can 

modify or restructure courses or increase the body of knowledge.

In this case, the process of knowledge innovation and iteration will be more efficient. Second, we should then 

be able to keep pace with the society in cultivating talent and we can basically conduct training in 

workplaces. Also, this kind of knowledge distribution provides an opportunity for lifelong learning. Over the 

course of a lifetime, people will constantly encounter new things and may need to acquire new knowledge 

brought about by innovations and social changes which will contribute to various knowledge modules in our 

minds. Although enterprises did provide some trainings in the old education system, the trainings are neither 

systematic nor structured. Universities can provide systematic education for employees and enterprises 

to develop a knowledge structure as well as a knowledge system which can be maintained for decades. 

Knowledge in enterprises will constantly be updated and systematically developed. This ensures enterprises’ 

ability to innovate.

Last, there is a major drawback in the industry-university-research education process. That is, the wall 

between universities and enterprises has not yet been demolished. Thus, knowledge cannot be smoothly 

transferred from universities to enterprises and the knowledge innovation developed in enterprises cannot 

be quickly transferred to universities thus resulting in insufficient knowledge innovation. In this case, the 

industry-university-research education process has been stifled as there is a talent deficiency or a lack of 
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knowledge system in enterprises to absorb knowledge innovation into enterprises. Through such vocational 

education structure, university’s original knowledge can be input quickly into enterprises who can then use 

new knowledge to innovate. Through this approach, both enterprises and individuals can be increasingly 

competent. 

This is what we call the triple helix theory. It helps to facilitate the lifelong vocational education and 

accelerate the rapid integration of industry, university and research. What I have just mentioned is the system 

of collaborative knowledge circulation, which connects universities, government, enterprises, and individuals. 

It is also known as a learning area or regional learning theory. Changes brought about by technology 

constitute transformations in the ways and methods of social knowledge transmission.

This then leads to a second development. Changes in vocational education brought about by technology 

allow enterprises to deliver some of the functions of universities. Corporate universities provide the 

opportunity for all employees to have lifelong learning. Previously there were many drawbacks in running 

corporate universities because there existed many kinds of degree education and applied education. As 

universities and enterprises are two different entities they have not been fully integrated.

University degrees do not match enterprise positions and the kind of talent needed in specific positions may 

not be compatible with the current knowledge system. This gap has always existed. Since the development 

of digital technology, we are able to turn enterprises into universities (corporate universities). Universities 

require a certain degree of systematization. So how to turn a corporate university into a vocational 

education platform that enables life-long learning?

Our education system can be divided into two categories. One is academic, research-based 

education covering master’s, doctoral and post-doctoral levels. The other is applied education where 

bachelor’s, master’s, and doctoral level study would obtain professional degrees. Applied education focuses 

on applied development, research, and education. It has been set up to solve problems in enterprises. 

Its disciplines are designed according to real-world requirements. Educational methods can be used online 

and offline and through instructors’ training as well as the combination of internal and external training we can 

realize the internalization of educational knowledge. There is another problem that essentially, how can we 

build a knowledge circulation system in an enterprise that can be properly recorded and then be developed 

into a knowledge map that matches with the job requirements within the enterprise. 

This is the method we have been talking about. A change that has been brought about by digital technology 

and that records the changes in the way people learn. Previously we used diplomas to refer to someone’s 

academic level, namely Bachelor’s, Master’s and Ph.D. But now the diploma itself is made up of countless 



96

credits, and the credits are composed of several courses and ability modules. 

These credits can be further subdivided under digital technology and be called granular knowledge 

indicating that we acquire knowledge by learning detailed knowledge points. After learning these knowledge 

points, we would have a knowledge map which contains the knowledge and abilities needed by a specific 

position. Different job requirements form different knowledge maps. 

These kinds of knowledge maps can be formed at any time during one’s work. The driving force of this 

kind of learning is about interest and job requirements. In this case, employees are not being crammed but 

encouraged to learn. What the employee has learned can apply directly to their work and the outcomes will 

be more readily available. Meanwhile, in this process, granular knowledge can be easily recorded in the form 

of data. 

When the data has been recorded, it will then become part of the knowledge base in the 

enterprise. Knowledge is then able to be extracted from this database. This database constitutes the 

knowledge system of the enterprise and the system can interact with universities. Thus, through dismantling 

the systematic functions of the degree part in both degree education and vocational education, there will be 

countless knowledge maps. 

Every person, every position, every department, every enterprise will develop knowledge maps. Thus, 

we can easily track one’s way of learning. This is what we are emphasizing that in the future, vocational 

education and scenario education will occur in enterprises and universities will generate original knowledge. 

This is what we are talking about regarding the enterprise as a learning area and viewing the enterprise itself 

as a university. Employees are constantly making innovations in this process to create new ideas for the 

enterprise. They continuously learn, create and recreate during this process. It is a cycle that goes on and on 

within the enterprise.

With the knowledge base being developed the knowledge can spread throughout the enterprise and when 

combined with society and universities a circulation of knowledge outside the enterprise has been formed. 

This allows exchange of knowledge environment and capacities outside the enterprise which constitutes 

the enterprise’s ability to import original knowledge from the outside. We call this externally imported 

knowledge. These two parts make up the main method of knowledge innovation for enterprises. 

Through technical means as we just mentioned, the formation of data from granular knowledge is a 

highly effective method, and is called knowledge extraction. Previously, the biggest part of asset in our 

enterprise has been ignored by us. That is to say, apart from tangible assets we have some intangible 
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assets one of which is refined knowledge. This kind of knowledge may be presented by monographs, books, 

or courses but the other large part of knowledge is invisible and tacit that has not been used or extracted. 

Specifically, tacit knowledge may be composed of experiences, cultures and tacit rules within the industry or 

something within the enterprise that cannot be expressed. This knowledge plays a major role in an 

enterprise’s effort to remain innovative but enterprises do not know how to capture this knowledge and may 

not even know its existence.

Nowadays, digital technology can quickly extract tacit knowledge. After extraction, the tacit knowledge 

can be turned into explicit one which can be transmitted rapidly and create value through internal circulation 

contributing a great deal to the enterprise’s knowledge base. Therefore, there is a circulation between the 

knowledge extraction within enterprises and universities’ original knowledge which forms the third knowledge 

circulation system. 

Therefore, there is continuous innovation in the enterprise. The knowledge circulation among the enterprise 

society, and universities’ original knowledge forms corporate universities or in other words, the ability of 

continuous and lifelong education in the education scenario of the enterprise. These are the three aspects of 

technology-driven lifelong vocational education that I mentioned earlier. The first aspect is that technology 

drives the overall socialization of vocational education. For this reason, workplaces have become a major 

place of education and employees do not have to go to universities to receive education. There are many 

ways to realize this. Maybe it’s through a major learning body that is composed of industry academies or 

corporate universities.

The second aspect is how to use technologies within enterprises to help complete an internal learning 

system. Through the construction of an internal lifelong learning system and knowledge base and then 

the interaction with society and universities the enterprise would have a knowledge system that enables 

continuous innovation, so as to motivate employees. Meanwhile, the employee also creates an enterprise 

learning environment.

The third aspect is that based on the credit system the synergy of experience, skill, and knowledge together 

constitute a person’s knowledge system. Thus, the boring learning process in universities has 

turned into a need and learners can happily learn new things in the workplace and use what 

they have learned immediately. 

These are the three aspects of change that I introduced earlier. The key idea is that there will be a major 

change in the future that to learn is to connect, to connect is to distribute knowledge, and to distribute 

knowledge is to create knowledge. And knowledge could realize its re-creation in the process of learning.
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Professional Education by 
Corporate Collaboration and E-Learning

Yosuke Kato
Dean of Department of Planning 

and Promotion at Tokyo School of 

Music, Jikei Group

Jikei Group was established in 1976, we have 78 schools across the 

Japan. Our mission is contributing to society through practical professional 

education. Graduates can get diploma and advanced diploma as 

qualifications. The Jikei Group of Colleges is a system of professional 

training colleges and support companies located throughout Japan. 

Each and every school, company and organization within the Jikei Group 

is dedicated to providing professional education. Professional training 

colleges for mastering the practical skills and knowledge that will most 

benefit to society. We offer professional education in ten fields and five 

hundred careers, including health care, creative arts, performing arts, 

ecology, biotechnology and so on. So we are having approximately thirty-

two thousand students at the moment. 

Since its establishment, the Jikei Group is providing professional education 

according to the changing needs, and based on the three educational 

principles of practical education, human education and international 

education. The Jikei Group vocational education provides a combined 

practice of specialized education and career education to educate 

students. Also, through international education, we will train an international 

perspective and language skill and develop human resources, so students 

can play an active role globally. Vocational education is conducted in the 

three stages flow format, such as students before enrollment, attending 

school now, and after graduation. What do you want to aim for? It's a self-

discovery. What do you do for the purpose? Self-transformation. And what 

you want to do after shaping the goals? It’s self-actualization. At each 

stage, students will find their purpose and aim to acquire the skill and the 

knowledge necessary for themselves. 
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International network at the Jikei Group of Colleges. We have a global network and an action plan for 

developing international sensitivity. We can call it an active exchange of skills to help our students acquire 

globalization consciousness. The Jikei Group of Colleges is always looking forward our global network is 

what makes us unique. 

So now the flow of the Jikei Group education. Students’ interests are changing rapidly. We need to capture 

these changes and create educational opportunities and we will meet their learning needs. So first of all, we 

need to find interests of students. Secondly, we provide education not only at school, but also at companies, 

because the real field becomes a practical experience. Thirdly, through real work, students can find joy and 

reward in the work and students can think about: is it the right job for me? That's why they can judge whether 

it is the really suitable occupation or not. Fourth, match them with right occupation. We support each student 

to find a suitable and appropriate job. Students are often worried about their future, about their occupation. 

The teachers will continue to support them with encouragement, especially supporting the graduates. We 

have lifetime support system. We back-up students’ employment with the Jikei Group network. We give 

advice by facing each student's providing recruitment information, utilizing the network with the industry, 

holding practical lessons and audition to lead to employment. These backup systems can be used even after 

graduation. Jikei Group will support students so that they can continue to succeed as professionals in the 

future.

Our education is a very unique way we have that we call corporate collaboration. We work with companies 

from many industries and the industry is always looking for new talent. Therefore, the school and industry 

work together to provide practical education. From now on, we are looking for Chinese companies. Please be 

a partner with us. Educational collaboration is more than thirteen hundred companies. We carry out projects 

with companies that represent each industry. In the near future, I hope that the number of collaboration with 

global companies will increase. 

So let's have a look at cases of corporate collaboration. Our schools and industries are cooperating to 

educate students by providing the work experiences. So they can perform as dancer, singer, musician, 

composer, actor, voice actor for animation and so on. Students can write down their activities on their 

resume. That's why they can be employed quite easily and they can be offered some work or scouted by 

entertainment company. Students have a chance of performance at the famous TV program who have good 

resources. Red and White Song Battle is one of the nation's most popular shows on New Year's Eve. 

So now, look at evaluation of e-Learning system. So we are ready to defeat COVID-19. We don't stop 

educating. We can continue the education by using online technologies. First of all, students watch and 

participate educational contents. Second, submit report and online test. And thirdly, they can get feedback 
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from professionals. Fourth, students can modify and improve self-performances. 

Now we are having K-POP online dance workshop every Sunday from Korea, Seoul. Now K-POP is very 

popular in Japan. So we are using Zoom, then our students can participate online, which is very effective. 

Our students are very enjoyed. And also we have on demand educational short movie contents. We have 

been preparing videos for students to watch. Students can watch short movies at anywhere they want. And 

there are many angles of camera. They can see what they want to see.

So effects of cooperate corroboration. We think students need to get motivation for improving their self-

performances. And students can realize self-value in the market. And now the role of Jikei Group. We 

need to provide more opportunities to younger people through corporate collaboration and by using online 

technologies, and also we need aggregation and distribution of professional skills to next generation. This is 

our big role we think. 

And also Jikei Group is actively accepting international students with the aim of becoming a school that is 

open to the world. Currently, more than one thousand international students from thirty-four countries at forty-

two schools are studying with the aim of learning Japanese and specialized skills and finding employment 

and making debuts. Jikei Group welcomes many international students and support for living and learning in 

Japan.

So now we are looking forward to collaborating with you. 
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Establishing National Qualifications Frameworks 
to Advance Cooperation in Vocational Education 

between China and Other Countries

Liu Jinghui
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute

Secretary-General of China 

Scholarship Council (2008-2017)

I. Introduction to the establishment of qualifications frameworks in countries 

around the world

Since the beginning of the 21st century, many countries worldwide have 

developed qualifications frameworks for mutual recognition and coordination 

of education and training in order to meet the requirements of economic 

globalization, integration of regional economic development and to provide 

citizens with accessible lifelong learning opportunities for better employment 

and more cross-border movement. According to the Global Inventory of 

Regional and National Qualifications Frameworks, jointly published by 

UNESCO and other institutions in 2017, 154 countries around the world 

have built and implemented national qualifications frameworks (NQFs); 

7 regional qualifications reference frameworks have been established, 

providing transnational qualifications and credits transfer standards for 

126 countries (CEDEFOP, 2017a). Among the 65 countries involved in the 

Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), 58 countries have qualifications frameworks 

and over 50% of them are members of regional transnational qualification 

and credits mutual recognition systems. Ma Yansheng, Senior Fellow of 

Taihe Institute, recently spoke about the qualifications frameworks in the 

EU in detail. The EU qualifications frameworks were formulated in 2008 

and implemented in European countries in 2011. Currently, there are 39 

European countries having their own systems of national qualifications 

frameworks and transnational qualifications and mutual recognition of 

credits, based on the EU’s frameworks (CEDEFOP, 2018). In 2014, 

ASEAN established qualifications frameworks for its 10 countries. In 

recent years, Chinese experts and scholars have been introducing and 

studying the frameworks of some of the major countries mentioned 
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above, including those of the U.K., Australia, New Zealand, Germany, France and BRI participating 

countries. Their experiences are of great value for China in building its national qualifications frameworks. 

In general, most countries have adopted a government-lead model with full participation of all stakeholders 

in establishing qualifications frameworks for lifelong education. Building qualifications frameworks is a top-

down government project, including frameworks legislation, mechanisms for government management and 

stakeholder participation, and accreditation of informal education and learning by government departments.

II. Policy, practical foundations and difficulties in building China’s national qualifications frameworks, with 

vocational education as an example

In my view, building China’s NQFs requires a comprehensive reform, covering aspects including changes in 

policy, legal, personnel system and notions.

1. In terms of the policy, the two most influential documents containing the most detailed information in 

China on the preparation for building NQFs are the Outline of China’s National Plan for Medium and Long-

Term Education and Development (2010-2020) and Notice on Developing National Educational System Pilot 

Reform by the General Office of the State Council, both of which were promulgated separately in 2010. The 

Outline proposes “building a flexible, open system for lifelong education and constructing ‘bridge’ for lifelong 

learning. Horizontal and vertical connections between all kinds of education shall be promoted at all levels.” 

In July 2016, the Ministry of Education issued Education Action Plan for the Belt and Road Initiative, which 

makes clear the efforts “to expedite the development of the national qualifications framework”. It is thus 

clear that China has incorporated constructing NQFs into its strategic goals for education development, and 

expects that NQFs will play an important role in its construction of a lifelong learning system.

As early as 1985, the Decision of the CPC Central Committee on the Reform of the Education 

System proposed the establishment of a vocational education system that extends from the primary level 

to the senior level, with supporting industries, reasonable structures, and with a connection with general 

education. Promulgated in 2019, the Plan for National Vocational Education Reform stresses for the first time 

that vocational education is a specialized education, and emphasizes the cooperation between industry and 

education as well as the connection of general education and vocational education. It proposes to implement 

a system of “academic certificate + several vocational skill level certificates (1+X Certificate)”, “Credit Bank 

System” and so on. I believe that the policies and measures will lay a solid foundation for the establishment 

of the NQF.

2. In terms of practice, the Ministry of Education of China has combined the pilot scheme of “1+X Certificate” 

with the establishment of “Credit Bank System” and NQF. The recognition and accreditation of learning 

outcomes embodied in academic and vocational skill level certificates should be carried out in an orderly 
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manner as priorities. Up to now, the “1+X Certificate” has selected 73 training evaluation organizations 

(responsible for the development of relevant certificates, formulation of standards, examination, and 

certification) and issued 92 certificates. The Ministry of Human Resources and Social Security has been 

carrying out the work of vocational skill level identification for many years, providing an effective way for the 

majority of employees to achieve career development through vocational training.

3. The establishment of China’s NQF is a systematic project. I think there are several problems to be 

addressed in the field of vocational education. First is the lack of attractiveness of vocational education. Due 

to traditional ideas, particularly for students in rural and remote areas, receiving education from ordinary 

high schools and universities remains their first or even the only option. Second is the patchy institutional 

integration of vocational schools and enterprises. The role and responsibilities of enterprises in education 

needs to be clarified. The third is accessibility. The NQF can show the development levels of learners at 

each educational level, and connect not only education of all types and levels but also the knowledge, skills 

and qualities required by them. Currently, academic qualifications and vocational qualifications within China’s 

education system are not highly consistent.

III. Building the NQF to boost vocational education exchanges and cooperation between China and foreign 

countries

The 2020 International Forum on Trade in Education Services was held in Beijing on September 5, 2020. 

Addressing the Forum, the Director of the Ministry of Education said that at present, China has established 

cooperation and exchange with 188 countries and regions and 46 key international organizations, and 

signed mutual recognition agreements for higher education academic degrees and diplomas with 54 

countries. China is committed to improving the quality of two-way student exchanges. In recent years, 

exchanges and cooperation between China and foreign countries in the field of vocational education have 

become increasingly frequent. Many international students have come to China for further study or short-

term training in vocational colleges. Meanwhile, there are many Chinese students pursuing vocational and 

professional training programs and seeking jobs abroad. It is known that dozens of Chinese students, having 

received technical education and training in China, have passed examinations in Germany and obtained 

the technical certificate (a vocational qualification certificate) recognized by German industrial associations. 

They are now working in large or medium-sized German enterprises. In addition, some Chinese industries 

and enterprises are in need of large numbers of skilled workers and employees who have received quality 

vocational education and training for projects with local enterprises in the countries along the “Belt and 

Road”. According to Song Kai, deputy director of the China Nonferrous Metal Industry Human Resource 

Center (CNMIHR), their mining projects in the “Belt and Road” countries have employed nearly half a million 

local workers who have received vocational training. What is more, some vocational colleges in China are 

also cooperating with foreign educational institutions to set up vocational high schools and colleges in local 

countries.
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To sum up, education and training are important fields for cooperation with countries along the “Belt and 

Road” and other countries. Not only signed agreements with foreign countries on mutual recognition of 

academic degrees in higher education are needed, but standards for mutual recognition in the field of 

vocational education also need to be established.

The establishment of the NQF in China should consider the connection between the existing local 

qualifications framework and Chinese circumstances, and also its connection with international qualifications 

frameworks. This framework will facilitate cooperation in education and training with the countries along the 

“Belt and Road” and achieve mutual recognition and convertibility of educational and training qualifications 

and credits. In order to achieve greater transparency, the qualifications indicators and criteria in the National 

Qualifications Framework not only allow for a quality review of educational practices within China, but also 

quality monitoring of the input of educational practices from abroad.

The implementation of the ASEAN Qualifications Reference Framework (APF), the coordination of the 

Qualification Frameworks of the 10 ASEAN countries along the “Belt and Road”, and the EU Qualification 

Framework, have been completed, building the foundation for deepening cooperation in global education.

China will be committed to reform and opening-up and will draw on the educational ideas and practices 

of other countries, and experience in the establishment of its National Qualification Framework. In the 

post-epidemic era, we need to deepen educational exchanges and cooperation in the field of vocational 

education, and build more platforms, establish a National Qualification Framework to strengthen the training 

and qualification of skilled personnel, and continue to promote overseas study. The pattern of “mutual 

consultation, joint construction, and sharing” in Chinese and foreign vocational education will be built with our 

efforts.
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European Qualification Framework and
its Inspiration to China

Ma Yansheng
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute

Minister-Counselor for the 

Education at the Chinese 

Embassy in France (2013-2017)

With previous experience as the first Education and Culture Counselor of 

the Chinese Mission to the EU and Minister-Counselor for Education at the 

Chinese Embassy in France, I would like to take this opportunity to share 

with you the EQF and its inspiration for China.

There are two parts to my speech. In the first part, I will briefly introduce 

you to the EQF. What is it? When was it established? What is it about? 

What assistive tools and significance does it have? In the second part, I will 

talk about the enlightenment that the EQF brings to us and the direction we 

will be heading in.

Let us start with the first part.

Let me first introduce the background of the EQF. In 2000, the EU adopted 

the Lisbon Strategy, proposing to build Europe into the world’s “most 

competitive and dynamic knowledge economy”, which confirmed the 

importance of education and training in the EU’s economic and social 

development strategy in the new century. The EU believes that, with both 

social and economic responsibilities, its education and training system 

should be compatible with the requirements of economic globalization and 

the knowledge economy, and be able to face the social and economic 

challenges that arise from them.

In 2002, the EU’s Copenhagen Declaration identified four priorities for 

the development of vocational education: the first is to vigorously develop 

vocational education and training with European characteristics, making 

it a world-wide reference for vocational education; the second is to make 
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vocational education more transparent, information exchange more frequent, and vocational guidance 

more abundant, as well as supporting Europeans to find jobs among all EU countries; the third is to develop 

competence and qualification certification system, set standards and establish a credit system for vocational 

education and training; the fourth is to build an intensified quality assurance system for vocational education, 

and promote international exchanges on experience of setting quality standards.  

Since 2006, the European Commission has implemented a new vocational education program, and it has 

connected with the EQF. The EU requires its Member States to continue to increase public finance and 

social investments in vocational education, establish an open vocational education system, and improve 

the pertinence and quality of vocational education. The EU actively implemented the goals set in the 

Copenhagen Declaration, that is, to establish an open and flexible European vocational qualification system 

and a credit transfer system for vocational education and training, so as to improve the social status of 

vocational education, and build the European vocational education system into a world-wide reference for 

learners. This is quite ambitious.

Second, I will introduce the main content of the EQF. In April 2008, the European Parliament and the 

EU Council formally approved the establishment of the European Qualifications Framework, or EQF. 

In fact, its full name should be the European Qualifications Framework for lifelong learning, but people 

usually abbreviate it to the European Qualifications Framework or the EQF. The purpose of establishing 

such a framework is to build a common European reference framework with mutually recognized standards, 

and to improve the transparency, comparability and portability among the qualification frameworks of the 

EU Member States on the basis of respecting for their diversity. The EU encourages its Member States to 

voluntarily adopt the EQF, put emphasis on certification of formal, non-formal, and informal learning 

outcomes, and set up and issue qualification certificates to motivate its citizens to pursue lifelong learning 

and to promote mobility.

The core of the EQF lies in an innovative 8-level, learning outcomes-based framework. Each level is 

described by knowledge, skills, and autonomy-responsibility. Knowledge includes theoretical knowledge 

and factual knowledge. Skills include cognitive skills and operating skills. Autonomy-responsibility, just 

as its name implies, includes autonomy and responsibility. Now let us look at the form on the screen. 

The characters may be a little small and not easy to read. Each of the 8 levels I just mentioned has a 

corresponding educational level. For instance, Level 1 and Level 2 correspond to elementary education; 

Level 3 junior high school education; Level 4 high school education; Level 5 junior college; Level 6, Level 

7, and Level 8 correspondes to undergraduate, master, and doctorate, respectively. You can see from this 

table what kind of requirements each level has in terms of knowledge, what kind of requirements it has in 

terms of skills, and what kind of requirements it has in terms of autonomy-responsibility. You can look at it 

accordingly. Each level is described by knowledge, skills, and autonomy-responsibility.
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Third, the implementation and safeguard measures of the EQF. The EU has established a common quality 

assurance system. Let us first focus on the European vocational education quality and guarantee network. 

The credit-based certification depends on the mutual trust of countries’ vocational education quality. The 

prerequisite for transparency in qualifications and credits is transparency in the quality of education and 

training. To ensure the quality and transparency of vocational education in its Member States, the EU 

launched the ENQA-VET in October 2005. It aims to encourage the Member States to voluntarily establish 

a sustainable cooperation mechanism of quality assurance and build an information exchange platform in 

Europe for the Member States to learn from each other, so that they can trust each other.

Second, with a diversified vocational education development model, the Member States are in urgent need 

of a framework to set up common reference indexes. This gave birth to the European Quality Assurance 

Reference Framework, which helps the Member States support and monitor the development of their 

vocational education and training systems, maintain the continuity of vocational education policies formulated 

by each Member States, and increase its transparency. Each of the Member States can improve the quality 

and management of vocational education in accordance with the common goals and special indicators set 

within the Framework.

Thirdly, the EU has introduced some common assistive tools, namely, the Europass and ECVET. The 

Europass is a five-in-one format of education and vocational training file and resume. Its implementation 

is conducive to improving the mutual recognition of qualifications and diplomas in European countries 

and enhancing the competitiveness of education throughout Europe. European citizens can present it to 

employers to show their competences and qualifications. It includes: Europass CV, Europass Language 

Portfolio, Europass Mobility, Europass Certificate Supplement, Europass Diploma Supplement, etc. These 

are the five elements.

Fourthly, the EU has launched the European Credit System for Vocational Education and Training, ECVET 

for short. Drawing lessons from the renowned European Credit Transfer and Accumulation System, or ECTS, 

the EU has established a set of common standards for European vocational technology, and each learning 

outcome is given different ECVET credits. In doing so, it is easier to compare and recognize the learning 

outcomes under different credit systems, so that the European citizens are able to complete transnational 

training more conveniently, and the knowledge and skills acquired through education and training abroad 

can be officially recognized by the Member States. For European citizens, the Europass and ECVET, as their 

education and training archives, are also important tools for achieving their lifelong learning goals.

Fourth, let us take a look at the positive impact of adopting the EQF. The National Qualifications Framework 

(NQF) of European countries has basically been implemented, and has had an important impact on the 

education, training and employment policies and practices of various countries. As of February 2015, 34 
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European countries have established comprehensive NQFs covering all levels and types of qualifications; 

32 countries have proposed to establish or employed 8-level qualification frameworks; 24 countries 

have successfully linked its NQF to the EQF; 18 countries are fully implementing NQFs. Among them, 

42 NQFs (including comprehensive and non-comprehensive ones) have been established, and 29 NQFs 

have been formally adopted. The implementation of the EQF has had an incredibly positive impact on the 

reform of institutions, the development of non-formal education, and the matching of workers and skills. The 

EQF provides a platform for the comparison and mutual recognition of various qualifications at all levels. 

Therefore, the qualifications received from the non-formal education or granted by private school can be 

recognized the same as those granted by formal education and training institutions. This provides learners 

who participate in non-formal learning with more opportunities for transferring to other schools and going 

to a school of a higher grade, thereby increasing people’s willingness to receive non-formal education 

and training. In the meantime, it provides a platform for the exchange of vocational education and higher 

education, and for employers and institutions to communicate, exchange information and conduct 

cooperation.

We may take France as an example and see how France bridges its own national qualification framework 

with the EQF. We can see from the previous chart that France has added some new levels in its national 

qualification framework corresponding to the first and second level of the EQF. France had 5 qualification 

levels when it established the training qualification framework in 1969, and now, it has 8 levels. At the 

same time, the description of each level can fully reflect the learning results-oriented concept and is able 

to measure the quality of workers in three aspects: first, professional and theoretical knowledge; second, 

practical skills; and third, responsibility and autonomy at work.

I think this chart gives us a clear picture. We can see the grading of training levels in France in 1969, and 

the national qualification framework made in accordance with the EU standards after its reform and how it 

corresponds to the EQF. In fact, there are many similar cases like France in Europe. As far as I know, many 

countries have already implemented their own national qualification frameworks. The number of levels in 

these frameworks are not all the same, but most of countries have 8 levels, which have perfectly connected 

with the EU’s 8-level qualification framework. The national qualification framework has graded the certificates 

according to the indicators in the description of each level. All certificates included in the list of national 

vocational certificate must be graded, which will facilitate to remove the barriers and achieve equivalence 

among different certificates.

Since I have briefed you the general information of the EQF, now let us talk about what inspirations China 

can draw from it. I think the EQF has offered China three inspirations. First, it has put forward a “new 

concept” of respecting all forms of learning.
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The basic concept of the EQF is to recognize and rigorously evaluate the value of various forms of learning. 

It has changed the traditional way of evaluating qualifications from according to the input on learning 

to a whole new system based on the results of learning, and it is the first major innovation in education 

and training system in order to adapt the knowledge-based economic society. The EQF does not take 

the duration and form of learning as the only standard but focuses on the specific results of learning and 

the practical knowledge and ability. The concept of focusing on learning outcomes overturns the narrow 

understanding of learning forms by recognizing “unconventional” ways of learning. No matter through formal 

or informal education (such as training, further education, self-study, and social practice), people can get 

corresponding certificates as long as they achieve the same learning results. The EQF regards academic 

and vocational qualifications, formal and informal learning forms as equally important, which frees people’s 

minds towards education and helps to establish a good social environment of respecting for learning and 

arouse public’s enthusiasm of lifelong learning.

Second, the EQF has established a “new channel” for lifelong and cross-border learning. Europe has formed 

a miscellaneous and wide variety of education and training systems during its history. So, there is hardly 

any connection among general education, higher education and vocational education in different countries, 

regions, or industries. With the development of the knowledge-based economy and the EU integration, 

promoting free and lifelong learning of citizens has become an inevitable major subject for the EU in the 21st 

century as well as a strategic goal of developing education and training in the EU.

In this point, improving the transparency and comparability of qualifications is a prerequisite and an 

important approach to achieve the strategic goal of developing education and training in the EU. With 

the establishment of the EQF, the qualification systems of different forms of education and learning in 

different countries and industries have become more transparent and facilitated the recognition of different 

certificates. In this way, the EQF builds connections among qualification systems and removes the obstacles, 

which helps learners to learn skills in different educational systems with different forms of learning, and 

workers to find jobs freely in different countries and industries.

Third, the EQF has opened “new ideas” to build close links between the educational system and the job 

market. The EQF is supported by three major pillars: knowledge, skills, and abilities, and has detailed 

descriptions for each qualification level in three aspects. It conveys clear and important messages to the 

whole society, including the educational system and the job market. That is what kind of talents will Europe 

need in the future? What kind of knowledge, skills and abilities should be acquired by Europeans if they are 

to succeed in the knowledge-based economy? How should the European educational and training systems 

make adjustments to talent training? In these aspects, I believe that the EQF plays a guiding role as a 
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“beacon” in striking a balance between the demand in the job market and the supply in the educational and 

training systems. Meanwhile, the establishment of a systematic and standardized qualification framework 

has removed obstacles to the integration of the European job market, facilitated the transnational flow of 

labors, and played an important role in promoting employment.

Now, let us take a look at the situation in China. In January 2019, the State Council issued the 

Implementation Plan of Vocational Education Reform. According to the Plan, China aims to promote the 

establishment of its qualification framework, explore ways to align academic certificates with vocational skills 

certificates, and launch pilot programs in suitable regions and universities in order to develop a national 

qualification framework that conforms to its national conditions. Let me explain here, the words “qualification 

framework” in Chinese are not exactly the same with the words in the Plan. But both of them are translated 

into “qualification framework” in English, so they have the same meaning, and we don’t have to worry about 

these subtle differences.

In February 2019, China's Education Modernization 2035 plan proposed precisely to establish an institutional 

environment of lifelong learning for all people and establish a national qualification framework. Some regions 

have already made preliminary moves.

In my opinion, China can learn from the useful experience of Europe when building its own national 

qualification framework and make further efforts in the following aspects.

First, we should accelerate the establishment of a national qualification framework system. I think first, we 

can try to establish a vocational education qualification framework system with a clear structure, which 

covers an improved vocational education and training system, and facilitates the equivalence of academic 

and vocational certificates. Graduates from vocational colleges can obtain both diploma and equivalent 

vocational certificates, which enables them to find jobs directly in the labor market or continue to study and 

obtain a higher-level academic diploma or vocational certificate. Correspondingly, corporate employees and 

the unemployed can restart their study in vocational colleges according to their actual needs and obtain a 

higher-level academic diploma or vocational certificates through informal forms of learning.

Second, we should establish follow-up facilities to support the national qualification framework. In other 

words, we should establish and improve the credit system including the accumulation, recognition, and 

transfer of credits. The credit transfer system will remove the barriers between non-academic and academic 

education, as well as between vocational and academic education, helping people to learn skills in different 

educational institutions. In addition, we should establish an accreditation system of prior learning, and 

clearly define the applicability, standards, and principle of prior learning accreditation. We should identify 

the knowledge, skills and abilities acquired by learners of different ages through informal forms, and provide 

them with opportunities for further learning, so as to maximize their personal potential.
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At the same time, I think the recognition of knowledge, skills and abilities acquired through irregular and 

informal forms needs further improvement both in China and the rest of the world. I think we still have a lot 

of work to do at present, which is highly necessary. According to the statistics of Chinese overseas students 

released by the Ministry of Education in 2018, there is a total of 662,100 Chinese students studying abroad in 

2018, making China the largest home country of overseas students in the world. However, the vast majority 

of Chinese overseas students are studying for an undergraduate, master or PhD degree, and few of them 

take the initiative to study “skills” abroad. The reason is quite simple. Even if the students really want to learn 

“skills” abroad and to obtain qualification certificates, their certificates cannot be recognized when they come 

back to China at this point, and Chinese enterprises will also doubt the quality of these certificates achieved 

abroad. For example, according to Article 7 of the Measures for the Accreditation of Foreign (Overseas) 

Academic Certificate and Degree issued by the Chinese Service Center for Scholarly Exchange on January 

8, 2018, overseas vocational certificates are temporarily not available for accreditation. Therefore, I think 

we need to consider not only the accumulation, recognition, and transfer of domestic credits, but also the 

accreditation of knowledge, skills and abilities of learners of different ages acquired both at home and abroad 

through informal forms.

Third, we should establish a cross-department communication and coordination mechanism. Stakeholders 

of the national qualification framework encompass the government and relevant departments, 

educational institutions, enterprises, industrial organizations and even individuals, or every learner. All 

these stakeholders are key for the establishment of a national qualification framework. To establish a 

comprehensive national qualification framework and build a national platform that can compare, evaluate 

and accredit various types of qualification certificates at all levels, it is necessary to establish a mechanism 

for the communication among stakeholders, and to build a “platform” for all parties to fully express their 

opinions and suggestions. I think only in this way, can we gain support from the stakeholders and ensure the 

implementation of the qualification framework. I think it is also possible to establish a comprehensive national 

qualification management organization which is able to coordinate the Ministry of Education, the Ministry of 

Human Resources and Social Security, and other relevant ministries to build an effective policy coordination 

mechanism. Thereby, under the leadership of the management organization, we should establish an 

incentive and constraint mechanism as well as a cooperation and supervision mechanism for stakeholders, 

and clearly define the rights and responsibilities of each stakeholder to promote their active participation.
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The Cooperation on Vocational Education 
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the Construction of the BRI

Song Kai
Vice Director of  Nonferrous 

Metals Industry Talent Center

Secretary-general of National 
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In 2013, President Xi Jinping proposed “the Belt and Road Initiative” 

(BRI). Over the past six years, China has depended on the bilateral and 

multilateral mechanisms and regional cooperation platforms with related 

countries to build a community with shared interests, shared future and 

shared responsibility, which has made great progress.

I am in charge of human resources in the non-ferrous metal industry, and I 

have an in-depth understanding of the demand for talents required by the 

BRI. The non-ferrous metal industry is the first industry in China that initially 

sought comprehensive cooperation with the countries along the Belt and 

Road. China has financed and developed a large number of mining projects 

in Asia and Africa, especially in the countries along the Belt and Road. 

With products that consist of more than 40 types of non-ferrous metals 

and nearly 500,000 local staff, China carried out all-round international 

cooperation in all sectors. China has assisted Indonesia in establishing a 

metallurgical industry which laid a good foundation for the development of 

Indonesia’s automobile industry. China has also assisted Kazakhstan in 

establishing a sound non-ferrous metal industry, adding lasting impetus 

towards an all-round industrialization in Kazakhstan.

However, in the cooperation with many other countries, we found that 

many young people were still incapable of finding jobs, and the vocational 

education and training in their counties could not meet the needs of 

enterprises. It was difficult for enterprises to employ a large number of 

qualified technicians, so for a long time they had to hire employees from 

China at a high cost which placed a great burden on these enterprises and 

also affected the increase of local employment triggered by the cooperative 
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projects. With the continuous strengthening of international cooperation, more and more countries have 

joined the BRI which have made increasingly fruitful achievements. The BRI is transitioning from a concept 

into actions, from visions into realities, and from a general strategic blueprint into an elaborate and detailed 

plan. In the current post-pandemic period, many business models and cooperation patterns have changed. 

The need for technical and skilled personnel has become a major supply-side requirement for further 

development of the BRI. Therefore, to conduct multilateral cooperation and nurture high-quality professional 

technicians is an urgent need and important guarantee for the development of the BRI.

Since the dawn of the new century, China has established the world’s largest vocational education system, 

with more than 10 million students graduating from higher vocational colleges each year, which guarantees 

China’s ability to train technical and skilled personnel on a large scale. To promote the development of the 

BRI, countries along the Belt and Road are welcome to cooperate with China. They may make full use of 

China’s huge capacity of vocational education, and base on skills and the education of practical technology 

to facilitate local economic development and employment. Vocational education and training should also 

be carried out for local employees and residents of countries in capacity cooperation with China with the 

aim of providing qualified employees to support the development of the BRI. Here are some major ways of 

cooperation. Firstly, carry out diversified cooperative education in partner countries. Cooperative education is 

an important way to facilitate people-to-people exchanges and expand the training of talents. 

We should conduct a government-oriented cooperative education. Relevant government departments should 

take the lead in formulating appropriate plans and policies, and realized international cooperation in higher 

vocational education by assisting vocational education institutions or projects in other countries. We should 

harness the synergy of industry with education. With investment and production enterprises being the core 

entities in the cooperation, we should promote the integration of vocational colleges with corporate interests, 

systems, culture, technology, resources, and personnel and strengthened the training of BRI talents through 

the cooperation between schools and enterprises. 

In 2015, entrusted by the Ministry of Education, the non-ferrous metals industry organized 13 pilot colleges and 

universities in China to develop school-enterprise cooperative international education with the strong support 

of the Zambian government with China Nonferrous Metal Group being the first pilot enterprise. Through the 

training of local employees and community residents, we have effectively increased the employment of local 

youth, and ensured the development of enterprises and the local economy with sufficient talented people. 

We have carried out inter-school cooperation. Higher vocational colleges and universities in the countries 

along the Belt and Road can cooperate with one or more colleges and universities overseas in teaching, 

scientific research, and social services, and achieve the goals of talent training through joint investment and 

collaboration.
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Secondly, we should strengthen the cooperative training of local teachers. With the acceleration of 

cooperation in international production capacity, the teachers’ practical teaching ability in many countries 

along the Belt and Road cannot meet the demand for the rapid development of the industry. Therefore, in 

order to cultivate international talents for the construction of the BRI, we must first of all build a team of local 

teachers with systematic theoretical knowledge, practical skills and international education concepts. We 

could make use of the advantage in China’s vocational education, supporting local teachers from partner 

countries to study in and obtain training sessions from China by offering them scholarships of overseas 

students fund and training fund of the enterprises so as to nurture high-quality local teachers.

Thirdly, we should jointly formulate a development plan for vocational education. The BRI is an inclusive 

platform in which all parties can achieve shared growth through discussion and collaboration. The BRI is 

not only a global initiative that aims at building a new type of international relations with win-win cooperation 

at its core and establishing a community of common development, but also a development plan that meets 

the interests of many countries along the Belt and Road, including the Eurasian Economic Union proposed 

by Russia, the Master Plan on ASEAN Connectivity, the Bright Road Initiative of Kazakhstan, the Pakistan 

Vision 2025, the Middle Corridor initiative of Turkey, the Development Road Initiative of Mongolia, the 

Two Corridors and One Economic Circle initiative of Vietnam, etc. The BRI needs to synergize with these 

development plans of the countries along the Belt and Road in terms of talents training. Therefore, in order 

to implement the BRI and the national development strategies of other countries, it is necessary for related 

countries along the Belt and Road to jointly formulate development plans of vocational education, and jointly 

cultivate high-quality vocational and technical talents for regional economic development. 

Fourth, we should jointly implement “three reforms” in vocational education. The “three reforms” refer to 

the reform of teachers, teaching materials, and teaching methods. Among them, teachers remain as the 

fundamental part of vocational education development, teaching materials are the basis, and teaching 

methods are the approaches. This closed loop for vocational education development is the core of vocational 

education development. In skills training along the Belt and Road, the improvement of international teaching 

standards and resources is an important means of training talents. This needs us to focus on the actual 

needs of the economic development in cooperative countries and the overseas development of China-funded 

enterprises. We also need to develop relevant professional standards, establish databases of multilingual 

teaching resources and professional corpus, strengthen the integration of vocational education standards in 

various countries, and build an international system of professional teaching standard.

Lastly, we should create and organize a series of occupational skill competitions among the BRI countries. 

We should actively organize occupational skill competitions in countries along the Belt and Road as well as 
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in cooperative countries that enable capacity exchange among enterprises to build a cooperation platform for 

skill exchange among students from various countries. We should promote our vocational education through 

competitions to connect schools, enterprises, industries, and governments, explore ways of incorporating 

more international ideas, elements, standards and competition rules into professional teaching, and gradually 

promote the coupling of the development of teaching standards and similar international major competitions. 

Through occupational skill competition, education and training, skill promotion, career development and 

international cooperation, we are able to nurture many high-quality skilled talents with an international vision.

In today’s world, a new round of technological and industrial revolution are constantly releasing its energy, 

and new changes are about to emerge in the global economic and governance systems. The BRI has 

closely linked the future of countries along the Belt and Road, which forms a community with a shared future. 

Talents act as an important support for the development of the BRI, which requires the joint efforts of all 

countries to actively carry out personnel training exchanges and cooperation, improve educational concepts 

and professional skills, and provide talents for the development of the BRI.

Let’s forge ahead with the joint aspiration. I wish we could build a concrete bridge that facilitates cooperation 

and exchange of vocational education between China and beyond, and jointly promote the long-term 

development of the BRI. 
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I’m Dr Yok Sothy, the President of the National Technical Training Institute 

in Cambodia. NTTI offers technical vocational education and training and 

we also train future technical instructor in the field of TVET. 

Many instructors of more than 3000 joined the training course were all 

government-employed since the year 2000. Today, I have this great 

pleasure to share some thoughts and experiences on conceptual 

continuous professional development framework for TVET instructor 

educators with the following contents. As many of you may know and 

realize on your own perspective that we never stop learning until we still 

can breathe and this process never ends. It doesn’t stop when we graduate. 

This applies to both learner and instructor that they have to keep oneself 

informed of all time and update their knowledge and skills according to the 

current development of their surrounding environment. 

Being as a training provider, we are making sure that our graduates 

are ready for the future world of work or into specific profession. In that 

circumstance, we have to ensure that our instructors in producing best 

learning outcomes for the learners and the changes for themselves. In 

order to achieve this goal, they have to pursue professional development. 

This professional development brings not just better learning outcome 

for students but also transforms the instructors to be more effective and 

satisfied with their work. 

The above topic is linked to what are the responsibilities of our institute. 

The National Technical Training Institute makes sure that our instructors 

are remain qualified even years after their pre-service training. NTTI is 
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the public establishment which supports and designs framework to support instructor education under the 

supervision of Ministry of Labour and Vocational Training. 

In this next part of my presentation, I am going to talk about one element of the framework which is the 

pathway that an intellectual individual could become an instructor educator and what are their prospective 

career developments. The institute accepts candidate with higher diploma degree from any technical 

disciplines up to Doctorate degree with at least two years’ experience in the workplace. Successful 

candidates will undergo a pre-service training for one and a half year with teaching practicum included in 

the curriculum. The evaluation is made and performance appraisal is conducted before they graduate and 

receive a certification as technical/vocational instructor.

This is the first stage and they have to stay in probation in their teaching work for one year until they become 

a government-employed technical/vocational instructor. To become novice instructor, they need another 

two-years’ time with appropriate performance appraisal. At this stage, they could continue this profession for 

many years to come or they can make another step to become instructor educator or a TVET administrator. 

This step requires 3 years of experience in teaching and one-year training course to become instructor 

educator with minimum of Master Degree. In the case of TVET administrator, a longer experiences of 5 years 

and 1 year management training as TVET administrator course are needed. 

From this moment, I am presenting concept that we have for the framework. So I would like to discuss the 

process that an instructor educator undertakes in their entire profession. The first step is to gain knowledge 

and foundation of teaching skills which is usually through a pre-service training. This is to build the role of 

instructor educator. The second stage involves activities that acquire practical experience to learn during the 

profession and to develop skills and knowledge through teaching engagement. 

The third stage is when an instructor educator is achieving a high level of competence as instructor educator 

through many years of experiences and research. The fourth stage is when they become a point of reference 

in any questions and an expert when other instructors or educators require for source of opinion. Adding to 

the above process, there are several components to be considered in the framework which should include 

work practices and ethics in the profession as instructor educator. 

First, demonstrating proficiency in the subject by showing familiarity with resource subject reference 

materials, theory and applicability learning assessment and research issues within the subject. Second, 

ability and commitment into subject with their own research. Sometimes they get involved in sharing network 

of best teaching practices, professional association or being as member of an organism which promotes the 

quality of teacher education or educational values. Third, another ability is to be able to understand one’s 

own professional need being able to identify learning preference and career goal in short and long term plan. 
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And they could keep themselves up-to-date to the current teaching and learning development.

Fourth, ability to undertake a range of tools to monitor and evaluate teachers in order to make decisions 

to support teacher learning and to decide on pedagogical choices. Fifth, ability to apply instructional 

techniques into practices create and manage lesson plans, manage the classroom and the know-how to 

relate teaching behaviour which responds to certain learning behaviour of instructor learner. Sixth, ability to 

creatively use learning tools and demonstrate familiarity in theories and practice of learning resources use 

and development in order to make decisions about instructor learning. Seventh, ability to motivate and select 

most appropriate learning activity for the instructor learner by example choosing learning methods, such as 

brainstorming, group discussion, etc. Eighth, ability to use a range of sources, resources, opportunities and 

(online) platforms associated with adult learning/teacher education and theories of adult learning. Ninth, 

understanding the relevance to classroom practice of current national/regional/local educational policy reform 

and legislation, and institutional policy and practice.

Next component is about the contributors which create environment of best practices in instructor educator 

development such as: 

• Openness: an educator should be able to accept changes in attitudes and beliefs, examine situation or 

ideas, and cope with the situation in the teaching process. 

• Interactivity: engagement into exchange of ideas or activity with instructor learners and create 

opportunities for interaction.

• Empathy: creating positive learning environment and develop trusts among teacher learners and the 

instructor educator.

• Conscientiousness: having high commitment and judgement with professional teaching behaviour.

• Resilience: overcoming challenge or reacting in constructive way to criticism and conflict during process 

of teaching and learning.

The last component related to enabling skills which drive develope of competence:

• Teamwork skills – this includes working with instructor learners from diverse backgrounds on a 

collaborative activity or project.

• Critical thinking skills – this includes setting the right pedagogical choices and other decision makings 

during teaching. 
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• Leadership/supervisory skills – this helps instructor learner to set goals for instructor-in-training, 

encourage self-reflection and provide an overall vision for developing technical instructor competence. 

• Effective organizational skills – this covers planning an observation timetable autonomously, organizing 

micro-training and keeping records of teacher performance.

• Promoting motivation skills – this provides supports and encourage a struggling trainee by focusing on 

strengths and exploring resistance to change constructively.

• Effective communication skills – making and finding way to have the decision-making process 

pedagogical choices, learning outcomes and the relationship between theory and classroom practice.

All the above components are worth to be considered in developing Continuous Professional Development 

framework for TVET instructor educators. I strongly suggest the above concept based on my personal 

experience and what has been the most discoverable in managing TVET instructor education. 
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One of the themes of this year’s Education and Culture Sub-session 

focuses on multilateral cooperation, how to coordinate vocational education 

in different countries, and how China’s vocational education can better 

work with the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) participants. Today, I would 

like to share my opinions on China’s participation in multilateral vocational 

education based on the development of the national skills formation system.

First, multilateral cooperation between countries participating in the BRI 

requires supportive technical factors and systems. We need to be fully 

aware of differences in skills formation systems among BRI participants, 

identify challenges, and subsequently develop a cooperative approach. 

Cooperative strategies should be formulated according to each country’s 

own features.

The "National Vocational Education Reform Implementation Plan" 

promulgated by the State Council in 2019 proposes to further strengthen 

vocational education cooperation with countries participating in the BRI. In 

order to realize the cross-border flow of skilled professionals and the cross-

border cooperation of vocational education, both the support of technical 

conditions and the support of institutional conditions are needed. The 

technical conditions here refer to the establishment of vocational education 

standards including the national vocational qualification framework. These 

standards include specific rules for cooperation. The institutional conditions 

refer to a country’s national skills formation system and its supporting 

institutional arrangements, which can accelerate or hinder cooperation.
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The national skills formation system refers to a set of institutional arrangements for the formation of skills 

in a country. It involves training risk-taking, skill standardization and certification, the stratification and 

differentiation of the vocational degree system, the arrangement of the role of training subjects, and other 

social and economic issues related to systems. Existing studies on the history of advanced industrialized 

countries since the first industrial revolution have found that the vocational education and training systems of 

various countries are deeply embedded in collective wage negotiations, corporate governance and finance, 

labor markets and national welfare policies, and in the political and economic system network including labor 

relations.

It is precisely because of the different institutional arrangements in these areas in various countries that 

a distinctive national skill formation system has been formed. At present, the skills formation system of 

the developed industrialized countries in the world can be roughly divided into four categories: one is 

the collectivist skills formation system represented by Germany, which is characterized by a relatively 

high degree of involvement of the state and enterprises in vocational education, emphasizing state 

intervention and market autonomy; the second is a nationalist skills formation system represented by the 

Nordic countries, with direct investment and leading skills training by the state, the role of enterprises is 

marginalized, and skills development becomes an organic part of the national active labor market policy 

and social welfare policy component; the third is the liberal skill formation system represented by the United 

States, and the participation of the state and enterprises is relatively low; the fourth is the segmentation skill 

formation system represented by Japan, and the participation of enterprises is high, with state intervention 

low.

In addition to the traditional political, economic, and cultural differences, the differences in skills formation 

systems between countries will also constitute the institutional distance of transnational skills cooperation and 

affect the possibility of multilateral cooperation. Previous analysis of the migration of the dual apprenticeship 

training model of German multinational companies to China, the United States, Russia, China, India, Japan, 

Brazil and other countries, showed this system didn’t work as well as had been expected because of the 

diversity of environments in each country.

As an old Chinese saying goes, “Know your enemy and yourself, and you will never lose one battle.” 

Focusing on bridges for multilateral cooperation requires not only understanding the technical conditions 

of other countries, but also the institutional conditions of these countries, so that China can formulate and 

implement corresponding vocational education and training engagement strategies. An understanding of the 

technical and institutional conditions in the field of skills formation in countries participating in the BRI will 

help us overcome institutional distance and promote effective cross-border skills cooperation.
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Second, with a better understanding one’s own country’s national skills formation system, we can better refine 

our vocational education development experience, enhance the relevance of China’s vocational education 

experience with the development of other countries, and promote the development of human resources 

in countries participating in the “Belt and Road Initiative”. Since the founding of the People’s Republic of 

China in 1949, it has gradually transitioned from a planned economic system to a market economic system 

with Chinese characteristics. During this period, China also transitioned from a skill formation system with 

collectivist characteristics to a skill formation system with nationalism characteristics. During the planned 

economy period, China’s enterprises and government participated in the formation of skills to a high degree, 

and the country bore all training costs with public finances. At that time, the skill supply method combining 

the enterprise mentoring system and secondary professional education was generally adopted, focusing on 

the development of enterprise and industry-specific skills. At the same time, it also restricted the flow of labor 

between different enterprises and different education systems. These are some features of the collective skill 

formation system. This enterprise-based skills development system, like the unified wage system, planned 

employment system, and unit welfare system, was an important part of the “unit system” at that time, and the 

balance of skill supply and demand was achieved through national administrative coordination.

When China began to transform to the market economic system, we have gradually favored the nationalist 

skill formation system. Skills training within enterprises gradually gave way to a government-guided way. 

The restructuring of state-owned enterprises has reduced the level of involvement of enterprises in skilled 

vocational education. At this time, vocational education mainly focuses on cultivating general skills, and the 

mobility of labor between different enterprises and different education systems has increased. At this time, 

the market-oriented corporate governance mechanism and social protection system are complemented by 

the vocational education and training system.

Our national skills formation system is fundamental to these achievements in vocational education. In recent 

years, many adjustments were made to supply-side structural reform in vocation education. Our reform 

system involves the risk-taking system of vocational education and training, standardization and validation 

of skills, stratification and differentiation of professional degrees, and arrangements related to trainers and 

trainees. In fact, now the system is moving towards a collective skills formation one, emphasizing the shift 

from government monitoring to diversified operation, encouraging integration of social capital and enterprises 

with vocational schools and universities. 

China’s vocation system was formulated and developed in the process of its transition from a low-income 

country to a middle-income country. It is a product of industrialization, marketization, and urbanization. 

Achievements and problems of this system are both intricately linked to our entire skills formation system. 
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Therefore, a detailed analysis of China’s national skills formation system is helpful to countries participating 

in the BRI to better satisfying their skills demands during the period of accelerated industrialization and 

urbanization, thereby realizing the development of middle-income countries.

Third, BRI participating countries can draw from our experiences of regional innovation in skills formation to 

establish cross-border vocational education pilot zones. Weak industrial development or lack of influential 

organizations are common problems faced with countries along the BRI and a challenge to global vocational 

education cooperation and skill investment of multinational companies. During China’s socialist market 

economy transformation, we too failed to cultivate capable organizations which could coordinate functions 

of enterprises and the government. This is particularly true in vocational education. Transformation of local 

government functions more or less offsets the absence of the coordination system. Local governments can 

take part in local school-enterprise skills cooperation through more recognition and encouragement and thus 

protect the property rights of skill cooperation in this region. To a certain extent, this solves the problem of 

the lack of strong industry organizations to coordinate the relationship between enterprises, governments 

and vocational education institutions. Our practices in the development and reform of vocational education 

show that innovation by local governments is helpful in maintaining equilibrium in the skills formation system.

National skills formation system and vocational education standards adopted by countries participating in the 

BRI are tremendously different from those of China, and it will take some time to understand and address 

these disparities. In order to accelerate multilateral skills cooperation, we can first promote the government-

school-enterprise cooperation model which is already in use in China, start an investment model with the 

help of local governments, and build appealing experimental zones for cross-border vocational education.

Today, as part of the Education and Culture Sub-session, I shared three main points with you. First, 

supportive technical factors and systems are required for cooperation with countries along the BRI. Cross-

border skills collaboration will be more effective when we know ourselves and other countries better. 

Second, a better understanding of features and changes in China’s skills formation system can provide more 

experiences and contribute to the utilization of human resources. Third, BRI participants can establish vibrant 

cross-border vocational education zones by borrowing from China’s regional innovative experiences.
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In the National Vocational Education Reform Implementation 

Plan issued by the State Council, it is proposed that there will be 

established a “1+X Skill Level Certificate”. This new program will have 

a significant impact on China’s current, and quite possibly, future 

vocational education expansion, and it is also a systematic system 

construction effort. 

The construction of the “1+X” system has, as its core expectations, 

created an exciting new opportunity and ability to achieve specific 

policy goals. On a macro level, the Chinese government places 

its hopes in establishing vocational education as a “unique” type 

of knowledge through the construction of the “1+X” system and 

providing institutional guarantees for development. However, today 

I will be discussing not the construction of the macro system but the 

inter-relationship between the system and the talent training model 

and skill evaluation model.

As identified in the program, it is hoped that system construction 

and subsequent improvements will be able to provide support and 

assistance for the establishment of an exciting new model for the 

future maturing of professional talents, especially in the establishment 

of a new model for the cultivation of skilled compound talents and the 

establishment of evaluation models. This program continues to play 

a key vital role in the reform of vocational education and teaching. 

Before the implementation of the “1+X Skill Level Certificate”, China 

had previously implemented a “Dual Certificate System” which is 

a system of academic qualifications plus a system of professional 

qualification certificates. 
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Up to now, the “Dual Certificate System” has not quite achieved what one would consider a complete 

success. Among the many deficiencies, two key issues come to the forefront -  shortcomings in the program’s 

management as well as technical prowess.

The “Dual Certificate System” also raises the questions of the quality of the vocational qualification certificate 

examination. It is because the quality of the technical evaluation results has not been high (i.e. prediction 

validity) and it does not fully reflect the true demand for skilled talents. 

Therefore, people with such certificates are not fully acknowledged by Chinese society. If the certificate is 

not documented and accepted by the broader Chinese society at large, it is difficult to have concrete motives 

as to why the certificate should exist at all. This is one of the key structural reasons for the current “1+X 

Certificate” reform.

As the future development process continues to mature, in order to ensure the successful implementation 

of the “1 + X Certificate” system, we must ensure the “X” skills evaluation process remains faithful to its firm 

scientific foundations. 

The “1” in “1 + X” is traditional academic education, and the “X” is the certificate of skill level. It should be 

said that “1” is not a new subject, but “X” is a new skill level rating for us. 

High-quality evaluation involves quality standards (reliability, validity, differentiation, and objectivity) and 

should meet the technical evaluation and technical standards requirements.

Skills assessment remains a complex field. There are two methods of skills assessment: 

• One is the examination

• The other is ability assessment

Chief among them is that the test has both dual right and wrong distinction, although the ability does not 

distinguish between right and wrong, but only high and low characteristics.

For example, cooking abilities. Chefs who have mastered their own bedrock singular cooking abilities 

should not be distinguished by right and wrong but only be said if a chef’s cooking ability is high and low. 

A corresponding vocational skills exam reflects the validity of the curriculum and professional standards. No 

matter what the curriculum or professional standards are, you only need to meet the curriculum requirements 

to get full marks. 
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So if the curriculum standards do not meet the needs of Chinese society, it has nothing to do with the 

curriculum. Yet as the ability evaluation is in accordance with the requirements of real practice rather than 

the curriculum standards, so there can be no standard answer. These two methods of skill evaluation both 

have their own advantages and complement each other and cannot be replaced.

More discussions or studies should be centered around the traditional skills test. At present, the skills 

test has been divided into two parts:

• One is the knowledge test

• The other is the practical skills test 

The knowledge examination is conducted through written examination and the skill examination is scored 

from the actual operation process observation. In addition to skills tests, there are skills competitions 

and skills contests held by various countries and regions or schools. But there are limitations to the skills 

tests. The biggest limitation is that no large-scale skills test can be carried out. Assuming that a large-scale 

skills examination is to be held and that sufficient quality, reliability, and validity are to be achieved, we 

should anticipate that the cost would be extremely high. 

The Summer Olympic Games is the world’s biggest skills assessment. For example, during the Olympic 

Diving competition, more than a dozen judges score the competitors separately and an average score 

is taken. Thus, this indicates that, even in the highest level of skills assessments, a consensus judging 

criterion does not exist. 

In contrast, when we take a skills test, if fairness is to be reached, then multiple judges are then needed, but 

it cannot be achieved in the current situation. If different judges’ rate different people, the scores are simply 

not valid. 

As a result, it is difficult to set standards for large-scale skills tests. With the increase in the complexity of 

work, profound changes in skills have occurred. In addition to traditional practice skills, new skills have 

become dominant, which makes the assessment of ability increasingly challenging. 

Through surveys, we know that the traditional view holds that skills competitions work to foster skills and 

career development. But if the skills competition and skills test questions are problematic, there is no 

certainty of smooth career development for those who earn solid results. This condition is also an indicator of 

the fact that many of the current skills tests or skills competitions are not good enough to achieve the desired 

policy objectives.
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Academically speaking, traditional skills tests have many limitations. For example, it is almost impossible to 

determine whether knowledge can guide a person to act correctly. Current psychological research has not 

yet had the ability to diagnose how knowledge can guide or direct a person to perform professional work. 

Many countries are now actively integrating standardized tests as part of skills testing. In China, standardized 

tests are still in common use but they are not appropriate for or even detrimental to vocational education 

according to studies in many countries. The standardized tests simply tell basic “right from wrong” but in 

practice, there are barely any absolute right or wrong answers. The test therefore does not reflect the real-life 

job requirements at all.

In the Implementation Plan of the National Vocational Education Reform, “X” stands for the skill certificate, 

defined as a proof for vocational skill level, which reflects the comprehensive ability required for vocational 

activities and individual career development. 

It may sound logically flawed when skill certificates reflect comprehensive abilities, but I believe that the so-

called logical flaw can actually contribute to deeper and richer understanding.

Currently, we are collaborating with varied countries in the Integrated Competency Assessment Project, 

including:

• Germany

• South Africa

• Spain

• Switzerland, and 

• Poland 

This project evaluates functional competencies and the completion of occupational job functions as 

the first level of comprehensive competencies. Process competency (the economic efficiency, work 

process, and production process of the enterprise) as the second enterprise level and the holistic design 

competency, which places special emphasis on innovation, social responsibility, and social acceptability 

as the highest level. This not only satisfies functional, enterprise, and social level requirements but also 

incorporates personal development and innovation.
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Research has found that competency assessment can effectively predict job skills. Two years of on-the-job 

performance reveals that good performance on practice tests are not related to future advancement within 

a company, and the correlation coefficient is essentially negative. 

However, vocational competency assessment can effectively predict future job performance, which means 

that the accuracy of performance prediction varies according to different ways of assessment.

The “1+X” program is currently in the pilot phase, and several batches of results have been published, but at 

different levels. Since the Ministry of Education did not have a unified technical evaluation standard when the 

results were first announced, the standards of each certificate are different. 

However, I believe that when the technical standards are unified, the standards for each certificate will be 

raised. For example, there are many basic concepts in the competency assessment, which are in line with 

the “1+X” skills assessment, whose basic concept is the same as that of PISA that assesses students’ real-

life and lifelong learning, whereas vocational education assesses the knowledge and skills needed for a 

career, work-life development and the ability to apply them creatively in real work situations and to solve 

problems.

Modeling is first required for evaluating vocational competence. 

The first dimension of this 3-D model we build is competitive demand. Different jobs are fitful for people at 

different stages of learning, ranging from beginners, novices, the skilled, to masters and experts. With this 

dimension, we are able to decide what specific jobs people are best qualified for.

The second dimension is action as it is a practical job that skilled personnel need to finish. Competence can 

be evaluated through these two dimensions of competence demand and action. 

Let me offer this example: one question of competence evaluation in electricity-related majors is how to build 

photovoltaic power facilities. 

Actually, there is no standard answer to this open question. What are the features of open questions in 

competence evaluation? Their answers lie in working experiences in enterprises; their answers can be varied 

in depth and in breadth and these questions aim to test people’s practical experiences, rather than mere 

theoretical knowledge. 

Testing results, therefore, reflect not only students’ academic performance but an outline of their skills as 

well. Such an outline helps decide appropriate school types and even countries for students.
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Nursing competence tests were conducted at 11 Chinese higher vocational education schools, 12 secondary 

vocational education schools in Chongqing, China and 15 higher vocational education schools in Switzerland. 

Testing results clearly show the differences between Chinese higher vocational education and that 

of Switzerland. The latter is more comprehensive, with much higher K8 (innovation) and K6 (social 

responsibility) scores than Chinese students, while K1 (professional knowledge and skills) scores remain 

close among these two countries’ students. 

What does it mean that the skill outline of Chinese secondary and higher education school students 

is strikingly similar, regardless of school types? It means that Chinese students lag behind their Swiss 

counterparts out of systematic or structural deficiencies, instead of some occasional factors.

Then what are the causes of the deficiencies? It is our curriculum. Courses in our vocational education are 

all academic in nature, but what we truly need is teaching students how to work. We teach students courses 

covering math, drawing, theory, and skills, all of which are not connected. Work is not perceived as a whole 

in this way. 

Thus, our cognition cannot be complete or comprehensive nor can students’ comprehensive working abilities 

be cultivated.

With causes in mind, we can then reform our teaching system. What is the direction of our reform? It provids 

a holistic learning environment, covering every aspect of work, such as people students will work for, working 

tools, materials, and so on.

Students’ abilities can continue to improve through reforming teaching methods and challenging learning 

tasks, and those students currently in an agriculture-related studies program should be tasked with creating 

start-up businesses that produce environmentally sound “green” products. 

This school’s students tend to perform best in competence evaluation tests organized by the Ministry of 

Education. It turns out that agriculture-major students have more environmental awareness and innovation 

than any others. So clearly, due to different requirements of different areas, uniform teaching reforms are not 

the same.

The characteristics of high-quality skills assessment and the construction of the “1+X Skill Level Certificate” 

system provides us with a good opportunity, which is to be carried out through high-quality skills assessment. 

It is necessary to cultivate excellent skilled workers and it is hoped that competence assessment can give us 
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some inspiration for future vocational education personnel training. High-quality skills assessment should be 

conducted in an authentic way that focuses on cognitive and mental domains. 

The focus is on acting ability. The action should be a comprehensive and complete one, an action that 

requires careful planning and thinking. In the future skills assessment modeling is also needed. A simple 

exam is not enough for evaluating students’ abilities, the testing results of which are thus not convincing. 

Therefore, we need to build a skills testing model drawing on theories of skills assessment.

In conclusion, competence assessment is one that is a value-oriented one that needs understanding and 

reflection. If defined as comprehensive vocational competency, it will be of inspiration for future vocational 

education curriculum and teaching reform. 
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Distinguished guests, ladies and gentlemen, dear friends. It is a 

great pleasure for me to participate in the 2020 Taihe Civilizations 

Forum. On behalf of the China Association for Friendship, I would 

like to extend my warm welcome to everyone present, express my 

sincere gratitude for the invitation of the Taihe Institute, and send 

my heartfelt congratulations on the opening of the forum.

During last year’s Taihe Civilizations Forum, I shared some 

opinions on data ownership rights. In the big data era, data 

ownership belongs to people, countries have overall sovereignty 

and enterprises are the main users of big data. Current 

communication systems and technologies and the lack of relevant 

laws and regulations on data ownership are causing a greater 

gap between the rich and the poor and may eventually lead to 

data tycoons controlling human society. Therefore, philosophers, 

economists, socialists, and jurists need to pay more attention to 

emerging problems and recent development in this era of big data, 

especially in terms of economic, political, social, and international 

arenas in an effort to adapt to the ever-changing situation. 

In this year’s forum, I would like to dig further into the issue of 

data ownership. Ever since the outbreak of the coronavirus, more 

than 24.58 million people have been infected in more than 200 
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countries and regions and over 830,000 lives have been lost. What makes things worse is that the virus is 

still spreading and causing immense human suffering. We are now faced with some challenges. First, the 

origin of the virus is yet to be found. The U.S. blames China for the virus. It is true that this epidemic first 

broke out in China, but it does not necessarily mean that China is the origin. Actually, according to some 

Western media, as early as March 2019, the coronavirus was found in the sample of wastewater in Europe. 

Second, the transmission chains of the virus are still not clear. Third, vaccines and specific medicines are still 

under development and it will take some time to put them into large-scale use.

We are continuing the fight against the epidemic. This epidemic presents as a test for the whole world. It 

poses a severe challenge to the human immune system, the health systems, countries’ social governance, 

the global economy, international politics, current social order, and even how we conduct our daily lives. 

Up to now, a cumulative total of 85,013 confirmed cases had been reported on the Chinese mainland, of 

which 80,091 have been cured. A decisive victory was secured in the battle to defend Hubei Province and 

its capital city, Wuhan. China had not just kept the virus in check but provided the international community 

with genome sequence of the coronavirus, medical records of infected people, clinical therapeutic effects, 

transmission channels of the virus, and its experiences in this fight. China’s contributions are recognized by 

the international community. 

China’s success could not have been achieved without the calm and expeditious national leadership: 

President Xi Jinping’s clear directions from the beginning of the crisis. A Leading Group for COVID-19 

Prevention and Control was formed and dispatched to Hubei Province. China coordinated all efforts 

across the country and made best use of its advantages. China upholds the primacy of the people and 

treats people’s lives as its top priority. We did not give up on any patient and did our utmost to save infected 

people. We mobilized a national effort to overcome the virus.

At the same time, the information provided by big data played an indispensable role in this battle. Thanks 

to China’s efforts over the years, big data can be applied widely now. By the end of June 2020, there 

has been a total of 8.77 million telecommunication base stations, among which, 5.6 million were 4G stations. 

Optical fiber cable has reached a length of 48.9 million kilometers, and the number of internet broadband 

access ports has reached 931 million at that point, which has laid a very important foundation. 

I will summarize the application of big data into seven aspects during the epidemic. First, big data 

facilitated the prevention and control measures of the virus. With information provided by big data, we 

identified the source of infection more quickly. Take the breakout of Xinfadi market in June as an example. 

After analyzing the information, we soon found out that the source was Xinfadi market and the virus came 
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from Europe. It was discovered that the spread of the virus was through material to people, and then from 

person to person. With this in mind, Beijing implemented more targeted measures, namely, classifying 

places into low, medium, and high-risk regions with Xinfadi market as the center. In this way, the virus 

was able to be brought under control in a short period of time. The second thing that big data did was to 

identify infected people and their contacts according to the places they had gone and through their mobile 

payment records. We therefore could get the access to real-time information and then prevent the virus from 

further spreading through collective quarantining and increased nucleic acid tests. The third thing is that 

the community-based epidemic prevention and control could become possible with big data, enabling the 

community to act as a security fortress. In addition, thanks to the analysis of big data, more targeted nucleic 

acid tests were conducted, leading to the high testing efficiency. The final point is that big data allowed for 

the normal social mobility of healthy people.

Second, big data helped ensure that people’s daily lives could continue. Social distancing and self-distancing 

were effective measures to control the spread of the virus in Wuhan. But how can people there get their daily 

supplies during the lockdown? They shopped online, ordered food and purchased needed medical supplies 

with the perfect combination of online personal information utilized by food delivery and logistics services. 

People’s daily lives were then kept more normal in this way and daily necessities were more targeted. 

According to statistics, during the lockdown in Wuhan, food delivers had three times more orders than usual.

Third, big data played an important role in maintaining social order. For instance, health kit and health 

codes have helped maintain the connection between cities, units, communities, and departments, and 

secure necessary social mobility of healthy people under epidemic conditions. Communities were kept safe 

with the aid of facial-recognition technology and big data. Governments at all levels were able to better 

perform their functions and maintain the social order and stability with the help of big data.

Fourth, big data has played a special role in promoting work resumption. It has been vital in ensuring only the 

healthy people come to work, and in ensuring the materials of production can be ordered and sold. Affected 

by the epidemic, online office, online ordering, and online sales have developed rapidly. However, during the 

first quarter of 2020, China’s GDP declined by 6.8%, while it enjoyed a growth of 3.2% during the second 

quarter of this year. Big data was central in achieving this success.

Fifth, big data helped online education. There are altogether about 282 million students and 17.32 million 

teachers in China. Students could continue their study online while schools were not opened. Students and 

teachers were kept safe in this way and educational resources were made available to more people. This 

provided a new perspective on promoting education equality.
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Sixth, big data made people’s life at home more convenient and entertaining. While staying at home during 

the epidemic, many people, with online entertaining programs, online exercises, cooked courses, and 

enjoyed more fun and less stress. Some friends of mine learned how to cook during their social distancing.

Seventh, big data is indispensable in epidemic prevention and control and sharing of experiences within the 

international community. Confirmed cases and death tolls in each country have been provided to the World 

Health Organization each day, so that the WHO can identify the current global situation, take measures 

accordingly and give special support and aid to countries that are hit hardest. At the same time, big data 

is able to ensure the effective exchange of personnel between the international community and between 

countries and to secure the prevention and control of the epidemic. Also, big data made bilateral and 

multilateral international exchanges and cooperation possible, and also convened some major international 

conferences, including summits.

This first large-scale effective application of big data in the prevention and control of the COVID-19 promotes 

its future applications. It is fair to say that big data exists everywhere and has great potential to help 

humanity. In practice, we can see that in terms of our economic and social activities, utilizing some personal 

data is fundamental to these positive developments. People’s basic information including such things as 

name, birth date, ID number, phone number, Wechat ID and various app accounts is the origin of personal 

data. Cyber data refers to the records we leave behind on the Internet. Our personal data is the basis of 

cyber data.   

Humans are the source for cyber data. Therefore, in the era of big data, citizens’ personal data rights are 

inherent. The main body of data ownership in the era of big data is the people. This is the embodiment of 

President Xi Jinping’s people-centered thinking in the era of big data. For personal data to become useful, 

Internet companies need to collect, sort, analyze, and dig further into data, so that these scattered, isolated, 

and unrelated things can become of greater use. Corporate activities guarantee and support the effective 

collection of data, thus generating potential data value. So enterprises can possess, use, benefit from the 

data generated by individuals. Data held by the state is important for effective governance. While countries 

have sovereignty over their big data, they can maintain the normal exchanges in the international community, 

guaranteeing its own and international security. The fact that data sovereignty lies with the country is the 

core manifestation of national sovereignty in cyberspace. Countries have the right to manage, develop, 

control, and protect data, and respond to cyber wars within their jurisdiction.

The fight against the epidemic once again proves the rationality of these basic principles: data ownership 

resides in the people, sovereignty in the country, and right to use in enterprises. The significance of these 
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principles is that in the digital economy, the public ownership of the means of production can be better 

adhered to, the people-centered approach can be better adhered to, and the wealth created by data can 

be shared by the people. People's innate data property can assist in national wealth distribution, ensuring 

fairness and justice. At the same time, it also ensures the effective control, management, service, and 

protection of important strategic resources in the era of big data by the country, thereby protecting data 

security, Internet security and national security. Also, during data utilization, the laws of China’s market 

economy and the principle of equivalent exchange are reflected to guarantee the fairness and justice of data 

transactions, the normal development of the data stock market, the healthy competition between enterprises 

and the fluent flow of data in the international community. We can therefore prevent some enterprises and 

individuals from data monopolization. However, data ownership can only be truly reflected in social and 

economic activities and legal systems when people are more aware of their rights, when countries formulate 

more relevant laws and regulations and when enterprises practice accordingly. Rules are also needed in the 

combination of these three parties’ efforts.

One more question is worth considering here. As the most important means of production in the digital 

economy era, data has both use value and exchange value. It can generate economic benefits, and 

continuously increase in value during its repeated use. Therefore, data and social wealth generated during 

its operation should be included when we calculate GNP and total social wealth. At the same time, it is 

people’s inherent data that is the basis for creating social wealth by the digital economy and data activities, 

and it should therefore be included in the distribution and redistribution of social wealth. In-depth studies are 

needed on these issues. These issues are significant as they provide a theoretical basis for social wealth 

distribution in the digital economy era, offer ways to create jobs, suggest a new direction on economic 

restructuring and industrial model innovation and give us a new concept for social wealth sharing.

I noticed that similar questions have been raised by domestic and international experts before. For example, 

at the 6th Wuzhen World Internet Conference, Nobel Prize winner for Economics A. Michael Spence 

proposed that many social values generated in the current digital economy are not included in GDP and the 

digital economy should be taken as an important indicator of economic development as soon as possible. In-

depth studies of these issues are all based on data ownership, which undeniably becomes the fundamental 

thing in our digital economy society. Therefore, at this forum, I once again call on experts and scholars for 

your attention to and research of related issues. China Association for Friendship is more than willing to 

strengthen cooperation with you in the field of cyber security and jointly promote the healthy and sustainable 

development of the digital economy.

Finally, I wish the 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum a complete success! Thank you for your attention.



136

Humanity Must Establish Postmodern 
Ecological Civilization

John B. Cobb Jr.
Academician of the American Academy 

of Arts and Sciences

Founding Dean of the Institute for 

Postmodern Development of China 

Environmentalist Specializing in Ecology 

and Economics

Many thanks for this opportunity to talk with you. I am an American, 

and my country is determined to treat your country as an enemy. Both 

political parties work to generate an anti-Chinese feeling in the American 

public, like the political parties are presses controlled by China’s 

enemies. Even so, this far they have not been very successful. I am 

deeply grateful that the Chinese Government shows such wisdom and 

patience in the face of vicious propaganda and shameful provocations. 

It is equally important that China shows strength as well. You are 

fortunate to live in a country that is thoughtfully concerned about the 

future and takes actions to minimize the now inevitable disasters. I hope 

that this conference will continue this process. The Chinese Communist 

Party has been dedicated to building an ecological civilization. A 

civilization that is different from all past civilizations in understanding 

humanity as fully included within a healthy nature. The ecological 

civilization we construct must be postmodern, whereas all civilizations 

have exploited nature in unsustainable ways, the new civilization must 

find ways of locating human society within an overarching ecological 

system. 

This new civilization has been challenging modernity for some time 

in various sectors of society. Today, it is clear that modern industrial 

agriculture is unsustainable. Much of it is dependent on glacier melt that 

will be ending and aquifers that are nearly exhausted. It contributes to 

the global warming that will require changes in where crops are grown 

and make it more difficult to produce sufficient yields. Some of the 

topsoil so important for farming is lost each year to erosion and carried 

off by rivers to be deposited in very productive deltas.
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Now, rising temperatures to which modern food production contributes is raising ocean levels. Saltwater will 

end farming in these wonderfully productive deltas. Forty million Bangladeshi will have to abandon their farms 

in the Ganges Delta. Insecticides are essential to modern agriculture, but they are also wiping out pollinators. 

Insects may evolve more rapidly to adapt to our poisons and our technicians can produce still more potent 

poisons. Poisons ultimately enter the food and human bodies. 

There are several ways in which our transportation system can be disrupted. One is financial disaster. Strong 

winds and heavy rains can cause landslides and floods. As ocean levels rise, coastal cities will be particularly 

vulnerable. Anger about the system can lead to protracted strikes. Food security requires a profound reversal 

of priorities. Thousands of people are already practicing ecological food production, their products are more 

helpful. They do not need insecticides, the land that is farmed in postmodern ways increases in topsoil, which 

reduces the need for water. These ecological farmers cannot compete with industrial farming and price, since 

industries are not required to pay for all the damage that they do. 

The modern way of measuring progress still limits postmodern food production, but we already know how 

an ecological civilization will produce food. Much the same can be said about the economy. Today in most 

of the world, this is controlled by financial capitalism. This capitalism vastly increases the wealth of a tiny 

percentage of the population. However, it does not increase the productive capacity of the countries and 

governments. It simply concentrates the hands of the few what wealth existing in the other places. Even 

the very misleading way of measuring economic success, the gross domestic product shows that financial 

capitalism is a failure.

The global financial institutes survive only because they get huge bailouts from the government to cover their 

losses. This acme of modern civilization is emphatically unsustainable. However, the teaching of economics 

in modern universities still supports the overall assumptions that favorite. Fortunately, there are economists 

to recognize that aiming at no other goal than the increase of GDP is unjustified. Alternative measures of 

economic well-being have been developed. There is a whole community of ecological economists who are 

ready to take over the teaching of economics from those committed to the dying modernity. Whereas the 

modern economic order encourages large scale production in a few places, the new economy will encourage 

local communities to produce as much as possible nearby.

Despite its current dominance, however, finance is little understood. Today, the Western world has shifted 

from industrial capitalism to financial capitalism. Industrial capitalism, with all of its problems, did create real 

goods and services. Financial capitalism makes money by manipulating existing world central to its interest 

on that. Money makes money, debts grow and grow. It is particularly important that we pay attention to this 

situation in the West. In order that debt to be repaid with interest, the amount of money in circulation must be 

increasing. In an industrializing society, this increase is typically sufficient. But when the only growth is the 
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stock market, the masses of people who do not own stocks, do not have the extra money to pay their debts. 

They can only borrow more. This system is unsustainable. Wall Street would already have collapsed if it had 

not been repeatedly bailed out by congressional cooperation with the Federal Reserve.

A financial collapse is likely perhaps inevitable. As local communities become the fundamental economic 

units of ecological civilization, local public banks and currencies are likely to grow in importance. You in 

China are in a position of great challenge and opportunity. You will of course be affected by the collapse of 

the financial institutions, because China is somewhat enmeshed in the global system. But in the way that we 

Americans cannot. You can also be observers of the collapse of this global financial system without being 

deeply involved yourselves. The world's great hope is that you Chinese can help to build, out of the chaos, 

confusion and suffering that financial collapse will bring too much of the world, a system that serves people 

instead of exploiting them. 

There is even the possibility that you can move the world toward ecological civilization. That would include 

new patterns of relationships between communities at every level. We, who are committed to ecological 

civilization, like to think of communities of communities of communities culminating in the global community 

of communities. There are some tendencies in this direction in recent history. France and Germany decided 

that to avoid future wars, they would jointly lead Europe into a European Community. There was a real 

reduction of national sovereignty, with considerable power being given to the European Union. It’s difficult to 

imagine a war between nations that are in the Union. Given European history, this by itself is an enormous 

achievement. If other groups of nations joined other unions, and these communities of nations became 

parts of a global community of communities of nations. We would have the sort of world order needed in an 

ecological civilization. 

The European Union is a great experiment pointing in the direction of ecological civilization. We need to 

learn from its successes and its failures. In my view, destroying national currencies in favor of a continental 

one disempowered nations too much and concentrated too much power in the European banks. In ecological 

civilization, nations will also respect and empower the communities of which they are composed, and those 

communities will respect those small communities of which they consist. While we work at all these levels, 

currently the most important task is to strengthen local communities that are relatively self-sufficient in 

necessities.

If these cooperate among themselves, they will become communities of communities, that can survive the 

crises that lie before us. A world of modern competitive individuals will not. My purpose in this lecture is to 

assure you that you already know what an ecological civilization would be like. It can survive in circumstances 

that will destroy modern civilization and its people. Meanwhile, wherever nations are committed to an 

ecological civilization, most of us will enjoy life more. To realize these anticipations of ecological civilization 

will take a lot of work. That work is our calling and it is eminently worthwhile. Thank you. 
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China is Confident about Controlling the 
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The COVID-19 pandemic occurred at the beginning of 2020. After 

March, it swept across the world. Now, more than 200,000 cases 

worldwide are reported every day. China has known about the 

COVID-19 pandemic for only six months. To thoroughly prevent and 

control it, China still needs to explore many unknowns. Today, I will talk 

about the COVID-19 pandemic and its prevention and control strategies.

First, let us look back at specific events in the first three weeks of the 

outbreak. On December 27, 2019, Doctor Zhang Jixian from Hubei 

Provincial Hospital of Integrated Traditional Chinese and Western 

Medicine reported a few special cases of pneumonia. These cases 

attracted great attention from the Wuhan Municipal Health Commission. 

On December 30, 2019, Wuhan Municipal Health Commission issued 

an Urgent Notice on Treatment of Patients with Pneumonia of Unknown 

Cause. This notice aroused widespread public concern. On December 

31, the National Health Commission of the People’s Republic of 

China and the China CDC sent a working group and an expert group 

to Wuhan to assist in the investigation. Early investigations showed 

that most of the cases had a common exposure history. Namely, 

patients had all been to the Huanan Seafood Market in Wuhan. This 

indicated that the Huanan Seafood Market may be a source of infection. 

The two groups decided to immediately close the market. On January 

1, 2020, the Huanan Seafood Market was closed. On January 3, China 

notified the WHO and the related countries about the situation and 

provided information about the pandemic, although at that time the 

pathogen of this pneumonia of unknown cause remained unclear. The 

related countries were, among others, the U.S., Japan, South Korea, 

the U.K., and the EU.
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On January 7, the China CDC and other institutions isolated novel coronavirus strains and identified them 

as the pathogen of the pneumonia of unknown cause. On January 9, the Chinese government informed the 

WHO of the initial progress that had been made in determining the cause of the viral pneumonia. On January 

10, China developed diagnostic reagents and sent them to Wuhan for clinical diagnosis. On January 11, the 

Chinese government began to notify the WHO of the developments of the pandemic. On January 12, China 

submitted to the WHO the genome sequence of the novel coronavirus. The genome sequence was then 

published by the Global Initiative on Sharing All Influenza Data, which allows all countries to have access to 

it and develop diagnostic reagents based on it. On January 20, the COVID-19 was included in the national 

statutory report of infectious diseases. On January 23, Wuhan was put on lockdown. In the following days, 

15 other cities in Hubei Province were also locked down.

Reviewing China’s response in the first three weeks, four important findings have been identified. It took 

only seven days from identifying an existed pandemic to isolating the virus strain. It took only two days 

from isolating the virus strain to developing diagnostic reagents and sending them to Wuhan for clinical 

diagnosis. Recognizing a new infectious disease in such a short time is unprecedented in the human history. 

In addition, China also confirmed that the average incubation period, which commonly ranges from 3 to 7 

days, could stretch to as long as 14 days. This is why the 14-day period is recommended to quarantine close 

contacts. China has also identified the main mode of transmission. These four findings, namely, isolating 

the virus strain and identifying the genome sequences, developing diagnostic reagents, confirming the 

incubation period, and identifying the mode of transmission, are the scientific basis for China and the rest 

of the world to formulate prevention and control strategies. Also, these four findings are the most significant 

scientific contributions made by Chinese scientists in the global battle against the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Looking back at the early stages of the pandemic, we can identify two main bottlenecks in the efforts to 

control the pandemic. One is that there were not enough beds to deal with such a large influx of patients in 

such a short period of time. There were not enough beds for infectious diseases patients, resulting in many 

patients staying with their families or in outpatient clinics. These patients were unable to be hospitalized 

and quarantined in time. They spread the virus at home and in outpatient clinics, causing more people to be 

infected.

The other is insufficient diagnostic capabilities. Nucleic acid testing was adopted in the early stages of 

the COVID-19 pandemic, and this testing must be conducted in laboratories with a certain level of bio-

safety guarantee. Due to insufficient diagnostic capabilities, there were a large number of patients in Wuhan 

waiting for their diagnosis. These were the two key bottlenecks that hampered China’s early control of the 

pandemic. Subsequently, China has built Huoshenshan Hospital and Leishenshan Hospital as well as cabin 

hospitals by utilizing existing constructs in Wuhan. These were the measures that allowed China to solve the 

problem of insufficient hospital beds.
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The cabin hospital that I just mentioned, is actually another major contribution made by China to the world’s 

control of the pandemic. As most of the COVID-19 patients were mild cases, accounting for nearly 80% of 

the total cases, they did not need special medical care. By accommodating them in cabin hospitals, we were 

able to deploy a smaller number of medical staff to take care of hundreds or even thousands of patients with 

mild symptoms in a shorter time. So the role that cabin hospitals played, was not primarily about treatment, 

but more importantly about separating these patients from the outside world. The cabin hospital allowed for 

a greater number of patients to be quarantined from their families and the broader community. In this 

way, the source of infection was cut off. Therefore, the essential function of cabin hospital was to isolate 

patients and cut off the source of infection. In dealing with the pandemic, China has adopted a series of 

creative measures, with cabin hospitals being one of them. China has also initiated many other public health 

measures. The comprehensive application of these measures has enabled China to successfully control the 

COVID-19 pandemic in a short period of time. These include common public health measures like wearing 

masks, washing hands frequently, keeping social distance, and maintaining ventilation. These measures 

may seem low-tech. As long as they are implemented properly, the pandemic will be effectively controlled.

The pandemic in China can be roughly divided into four stages. In the first stage, the pandemic spread 

across China from Wuhan, and was under control in March. In the second stage, the pandemic was 

dominated by the imported cases, which triggered the second wave of local transmission around areas 

where imported cases had gathered. For instance, the local transmission in northeastern China, such as 

Suifenhe, Shulan, Jilin and others identified in April and May. The third wave of the pandemic occurred in 

Beijing. Starting at the Xinfadi wholesale market from June 11, the pandemic lasted a month and eventually 

infected 400 people. In the fourth stage, the pandemic occurred in Dalian and Urumqi of Xinjiang province in 

July also pertained to localized clusters of outbreaks. The four stages of the pandemic illustrate that the 

COVID-19 has no obvious seasonality. It can occur in every season. If the prevention and control measures 

are not in place or lax, the pandemic will reappear. If China had not acted early in controlling and then 

preventing the spread of the pandemic, the scale of the pandemic may have been far more severe. People 

are particularly concerned about whether the pandemic will make a comeback in the future, especially in 

autumn and winter. Let us first look at the global pandemic situation. Since March, the number of global 

cases has been rising.

By the end of May, the number of daily COVID-19 cases reported globally had exceeded 100,000. Since 

the beginning of July, the number of the COVID-19 cases worldwide has exceeded 200,000 every day, 

causing thousands of people die of it each day. In other words, since March, the global pandemic has been 

spreading at an alarming rate. With the advent of winter in the northern hemisphere, the situation of the 

global spread of the virus will be even more severe. China is currently facing two pressures. On the one 

hand, there may be more sudden clusters of outbreaks similar to those in Beijing, Dalian, and Xinjiang. 
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It highlights a new phenomenon that contaminated seafood and outer packaging can bring the virus into 

China and cause local outbreaks. On the other hand, as long as the pandemic is not under control beyond 

China, it will still cause potential resurgence of the pandemic in China. Therefore, to prevent a rebound of the 

pandemic in autumn and winter, it is of paramount significance for China to precaution the input of the virus 

from the outside world. There are two crucial focuses here. One is to prevent infected people from bringing 

the virus into China. The other is to prevent contaminated frozen food and outer packaging from bringing 

the virus into China. People are worried that the pandemic may rebound in autumn and winter. In fact, the 

COVID-19 is not influenced by seasonal changes. As long as the prevention and control measures are not 

fully implemented, the virus will come back at any time. Of course, other respiratory infections are more 

common to happen in autumn and winter, adding difficulties to the diagnosis and prevention of the 

COVID-19 pandemic. But China has the confidence and the ability to believe that even if the risk of the 

spread of the virus increases in autumn and winter, China will be able to control it, and there will be no more 

severe pandemic situation similar to that happened in Wuhan in the early stages.

This statement is based on two facts. First, during the first 5 months of this year, many people in Wuhan, 

where the pandemic originated from, returned to their home provinces to celebrate the Spring Festival. 

30 provinces across China were affected by this. However, all of these provinces had taken timely and 

effective prevention and control measures, with no province reporting cases over 2,000. In fact, out of the 

30 provinces, only 4 provinces reported over 1,000 cases. This happened in a cold winter when respiratory 

infections are of high frequency to happen. So this is a fact. Second, in May when local transmission 

happened after being caused by imported cases whether it occurred in Beijing, Dalian, or Xinjiang, China 

was able to detect the cases in time and successfully control the situation in a short time. Currently, the 

cases in China, especially cases caused by local transmission, have returned to zero. These facts reflect that 

China has the leadership of the Central Committee of the CPC as well as the State Council and has the 

determination to control the pandemic. With the joint efforts of 1.4 billion Chinese people, China is quiet 

confident that even when the pandemic returns in winter, it will be able to detect and control the pandemic 

in a timely manner. To better deal with the possible resurgence of the pandemic in Autumn and Winter, 

China still needs to focus on a couple of aspects. First, China needs to strengthen monitoring. A sensitive 

monitoring system is required to detect the pandemic in time. In such a system, ordinary people play an 

important role, especially when symptoms such as headaches and fever occur. Should this happen they 

must seek medical treatment immediately.

It is of the utmost importance in controlling the pandemic that anyone displaying symptoms seek medical 

treatment immediately. Moreover, primary-level medical institutions like community healthcare centers 

should be able to diagnose patients as soon as they arrive, and report cases right away. Besides, when 

the pandemic occurs, disease control departments should be able to trace its source in a timely manner, 
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determine its scale, and propose effective tactics to control the spread. If these three measures can be 

properly implemented, China will be well prepared to detect potential outbreaks and respond without 

delay. Second, China must use the latest diagnostic technology, in particular the nucleic acid testing, to 

detect the virus as early as possible, get to know its scale, and provide new technologies to detect more 

early infections. Third, China must utilize vaccines in the prevention and control process. Two kinds of 

vaccines are mentioned here. One type is the vaccines that have already been used to prevent other 

respiratory infections, including pneumonia and influenza. The other is the COVID-19 vaccine that everyone 

is particularly concerned about. It is a specific vaccine to prevent the COVID-19. At present, China has 

promoted vaccine research and development in an orderly manner through five technical routes. It is 

expected that the COVID-19 vaccine will be available before the end of this year, providing new technical 

means for preventing the pandemic. I believe that the application of these new technologies has added 

practical and implementable means to control the pandemic. China has the confidence and the ability to 

control the possible pandemic within a short time. 
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Zhang Jianwei
Professor and Director of Technical 

Aspects of Multimodal Systems (TAMS) 

of the Department of Informatics at 

University of Hamburg, Germany

Ladies and gentlemen. I’m Jianwei Zhang from the University of 

Hamburg. I am very glad to be participating in the 2020 Taihe 

Civilizations Forum. My topic today is AIoT and Robotics for 

Biosecurity. In the last forum, we discussed the ethics of AI. This time, 

let’s focus on a social issue, biosecurity. Hamburg is a high-tech hub 

in Germany, boasting high-tech companies like Eppendorf AG. The 

Medical School of the University of Hamburg carries out cutting-edge, 

interdisciplinary research. On the upper-right of the screen is a picture 

of Professor Klaus Puschel. As Professor of Pathology at this medical 

school, he dissected the first one hundred or so patients in Hamburg 

who had died from COVID-19, and found the connection between 

the mechanism of their deaths and COVID-19. The one in the middle 

is Professor Johannes Knobloch. He is in charge of virus treatment 

in the university. He also cooperates closely with us in Robotics 

Automation. At the bottom of the screen is an interdisciplinary project 

we conducted with the Medical School of the University of Hamburg 

on AI and brain mechanisms.

In last year’s forum, we discussed the key driving forces of the 

new round of socio-economic changes. Following digitization and 

networking, intelligence has become a key factor for obtaining 

dividends of value and intelligence after the demographic and traffic 

dividends have passed. How will AI be commercialized, and how 

future theoretical practices can be best performed in terms of 

thinking and acting requires us to expand from deep learning to more 

extensive mechanical learning, and then to the intensive study of so-

called strong AI. AI robots have been a focus of public attention. How 

to apply these mature AI technologies to biosecurity is a topic of 

paramount importance.

In the Annual Conference of the Chinese Robotics Society last year, 
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I organized a robot show, presenting robots ranging from biomimetic robotic fish, a quadruped robotic dog, 

a crawling robotic gecko, a flying robotic dragonfly, to an autonomous bicycle controlled by brain chips. 

All of these display the achievements of robotics. In the 2020 International Competition of Autonomous 

Walking Intelligent Robots held in Beijing, we demonstrated modern humanoid robots. We showed some 

modern humanoid robot technologies, with vision and decision-making ability, and their capabilities in 

complex terrain competitions. Here are my students, two German undergraduates, in a competition. AI 

automation has extended from production to daily use, playing an increasingly important role in advanced 

manufacturing, health care, transportation and logistics, intelligent agriculture, overhaul and maintenance, as 

well as housekeeping services. Today let’s focus on its application to health care. Currently, the Internet of 

Things (IoT) has become a major enabling technology which includes traditional data networks and service 

networks. What we are facing today is a virus that does not know national boundaries, and is a global 

challenge to us. We faced the Spanish flu epidemic at the beginning of the last century, AIDS and SARS a 

couple of years ago, and the emerging COVID-19. Thus, how to use AI, IoT and robotics to model the spread 

and prevent viruses has become an important research topic for us today.

This is a location-based interactive communication model we conducted in the macro field. On the right of 

the screen is the interaction data collected among taxi drivers in Hangzhou. Using IoT and map matching, 

we can increase the traditional GPS positioning accuracy to within one meter, so that location information 

about one person could enable interpersonal interactions. We can also build models of individualized virus 

infection. When a new case is confirmed, we can use the interaction model during the incubation period, 

to learn and infer the probability of infection of the people around the infected person. In doing so, we can 

infer the probability of infection of those around the infected person by adopting AI learning and inference, 

and determine the exact probability of infection for people between the yellow code and the red code. In 

the case of limited testing resources, we can select those with the highest probability of infection for testing, 

so that testing resources can be greatly conserved. At the beginning of the global combat against the 

COVID-19 pandemic, Professor Yu Xiaohua of the University of Gottingen and I put forward four proposals 

for effectively combating the pandemic while ensuring steady economic development. Among them, 

technological enhancement is a major topic, which focuses on advancing the application of AI and robotics to 

serious diseases in areas including sampling, analysis, diagnosis, treatment, service and distribution. In the 

meantime, we will make full use of the resources of the supercomputing center and leverage big data and AI 

robots to carry out more accurate quantitative analysis and provide references for making scientific decisions 

during emergency management. This “An Jie” collaborative robot developed by us has the best force control 

performance in the world, and will play an important role in the automation of virus testing. Here is a drug-

dispensing robot developed by my students and me at Broadcare Robot Co., Ltd. in Shenzhen. It can reduce 

nurses and healthcare workers’ workload, thereby lowering the possibility of infection. Moreover, while I was 

an assistant professor twenty years ago, I developed a mobile manipulator for the purpose of saving labor 

and conducting sampling tests at night. This autonomous robot was developed for Bayer Pharmaceuticals 
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AG and plays a key role in virus analysis labs today.

Ten years ago, with funding from the Fifth Framework Programme of the EU, we and the U.K. Health 

and Safety Executive (HSE) developed a virus-testing robot based on dexterous hands and dexterous 

operation. It is now ready for use. In the early days of the pandemic, together with the leaders of the National 

Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC), I devised the supplementary project guidelines for the 2020 

Major Research Plan for the Basic Theory and Key Technology of Coexisting-Cooperative-Cognitive Robots 

(Tri-Co Robots), including the operation of intelligent robots for emergency consultation and quarantine. For 

major pandemics, the design method, sampling tools, physical interaction and man-machine interaction of 

these robots are studied for emergency treatment without infection in the stages of diagnosis/preliminary 

screening, sampling, testing and analysis, so as to achieve integrated and unmanned operation. In addition, 

we will study the requirements of unmanned operations such as health monitoring, drug delivery and daily 

nursing of patients with major diseases, and focus on their mobile operation, perception and interaction in 

the operation of multi-modal patient-care robots in infectious disease wards. The Universities of Hamburg 

and Shanghai are making joint efforts to develop an accurate and reliable robotic system for automatic 

sampling. Through the integration of multiple high-end vision systems and the “An Jie” collaborative robot, 

automatic positioning and force control can be realized, and thereby efficient, safe, accurate and standard 

oral and nasal virus sampling can be conducted. If a second or third wave of COVID-19 appears in China, 

one doctor can manage multiple automatic sampling robots at the same time to achieve high-channel 

sampling requirements. In this case, the great sampling demand can be satisfied. In the application scenario 

in Germany, we imagined installing these unmanned automatic sampling systems at airports and major 

stations, so that international traveller could quickly get the test results when they come back from abroad 

and decide whether to put themselves under self-quarantine.

As well as automatic virus sampling by robots, there is also a huge demand for high-efficiency, high-

precision, and automated virus detection. It takes hours and even days to determine the results with the 

current nucleic acid PCR detection methods. Thus, how to quickly realize detection of high-efficiency and 

detect as many people as possible throughout the world is an important research topic. In Germany, we are 

working closely with the PixelBiotech. Under the guidance of high-probe and dyeing technology, we can use 

a high-efficiency, high-precision and automated optical detection method with the help of AI. Here, on the left 

is a normal healthy cell, and on the right are cells infected by COVID-19. We use artificial intelligence’s new 

hierarchical abstraction and merging algorithms to more accurately discover the shape of viruses and their 

numbers. Using AI algorithms, the classification results of image processing can be greatly improved. The 

above row shows four raw segmentation results, and the bottom row shows the clear classification results 

measured by AI. This new algorithm is also used to conduct feature quantification and abnormal detection 

on cervical squamous epithelial cells. On the screen, A shows normal cells; B low-grade lesion cells; C high-

grade lesion cells, and D cancer cells. Through the deep combination of AI and optical testing methods, we 
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are able to reach a higher level of biosecurity.

We also work to integrate global test data and resources to prevent and fight the pandemic. China and 

Germany have been joining hands to fight the pandemic, and at the Sino-Germany Center, a new set of 

guidelines has been implemented. We have set new guidelines on novel coronavirus structures, key targets 

of infection, its history of transmission, possibility of transmission among animals and in the environment, 

management of hospitals, treatment of infection, protection of health care workers and scientific ethics. We 

have worked closely with Chinese and German hospitals, including the University Medical Center Hamburg-

Eppendorf (UKE) and the RenMin Hospital of Wuhan University, which was the first to deal with the virus in 

Wuhan. These guidelines allow them to have in-depth discussions and collaboration on the whole process 

including virus detection, processing, automation, standardization, experience sharing and overall platform 

sharing. To realize automatic and unmanned prevention, detection and treatment of the virus, in-depth 

discussion and research in theory and technology are also required. I have led the biggest cross-modal 

learning AI research program in the history of China and Germany, based on the development of Human 

2.0 and Robot 2.0. This continues both countries’ cooperation and exploration, trying to understand the 

cognitive, computational and neural mechanisms in cross-modal learning and using knowledge and model 

to improve the efficiency of humans and AI. In the first four years of our collaboration, we have achieved 

some remarkable results, including brain-heuristic deep learning. The design of AI models is mostly inspired 

by the study of basic neural learning mechanisms, so as to better identify patterns and viruses. We also 

use multimodal processing, advanced neuroimaging and electrophysiological techniques, to explore the 

processing of cross-modal information in the brain under various conditions.

We have achieved mutual transformation between different modalities, using deep neural networks to 

integrate visual and linguistic information, and realize semantic understanding of original input information. 

Look at the images at bottom right. If you give the machine an image, it can automatically generate semantic 

descriptions. For instance, “a baby brushing its teeth” “a giraffe eating grass” “a moving train”, etc. Some 

important advances have also been made in cross-modal perception and learning in human-machine 

interaction. Through visual adjustment of vision, posture training in virtual reality can be realized. Combining 

software and hardware, we have demonstrated some typical scenarios in the first phase, including multi-

modal robot grasping, interaction, tactile remote sensing, and online robotic services, etc. In future cross-

modal learning, we will pay more attention to knowledge reuse, semantic understanding, multi-sensory data 

processing, representation and memory, to develop the next generation of strong AI technology. We will 

closely combine theory and practice to acquire more application scenarios in human-computer interaction, 

rehabilitation, virus processing and human-computer collaboration, etc. A high degree of convergence, 

intersection and collaboration among Information Communication Technology (ICT), AI and robotics will be 

realized to fulfill our responsibility for biosecurity. Let us work together to build a harmonious society and a 

better life. 
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Cheng Yiheng
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Today I would like to talk about what youth leaders can do to confront the 

climate change. First, from an industrial aspect, we can improve production 

processes. Here I am referring to reducing carbon emissions. This is, in 

fact, a common task for traditional engineers, as they focus on improving 

the resource efficiency while the production process remains unchanged. 

That is called optimization. It is even fair to say that the main difference 

between developed and developing countries is that the former enjoys 

much higher resource efficiency. Developing countries still have lots of 

work regarding this aspect. We passionately believe that in the next 30 

years (till 2050, carbon emission needs to become 0) the new generation 

of engineers can make a lot of advancements in optimization. This is the 

first aspect.

Second, recycling and converting carbon dioxide. By converting, I mean 

hydrogenation, synthesis, or carbon capture and storage (CCS). CCS is 

quite controversial, as it requires appropriate geological formations that will 

not change over time. Globally, including China, countries mainly rely on 

fossil fuels for power generation and heat supply. Currently, the recycling 

and purification of carbon dioxide is yet to be commercially viable, with 

initial trials only being conducted in laboratories or pilot plants. Therefore, 

over the next 30 years, there is no doubt that the development, application, 

and commercialization of carbon dioxide resourcing will become one of 

the most important industries. In terms of resourcing, methanol is of key 

Un-Limiting: Climate Change to Youth Leaders
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significance, so I am certain that the “Methanol Economy” has already been on the way. As we all know, 

carbon dioxide hydrogenation produces methanol and methanol is used to produce derivatives of various 

chemical products. 

Third, the first two aspects are both about end-of-pipe treatment, with carbon dioxide already being 

produced. But to address the root problem, we need to replace the original carbon-based technologies with 

non-carbon-based ones. What are they? That is to say, we have to use non-carbon-based technologies 

from the beginning. For instance, applying Hydrogen-based technologies to replace usually carbon-based 

ones in Steel-making. In fact, Hydrogen-based steel-making has already been demonstrated in Germany. 

China has also begun to test hydrogen as an energy source in some steel mills. Of course, hydrogen will be 

applied in many other areas, such as hydrogen-based power stations, hydrogen fuel cell, hydrogen-based 

communities, and so on.

Recently, China has paid more attention to building up a hydrogen-based community, with applications such 

as Hydrogen fuel cell for cars. It’s gradually been implemented, and will become a main stream in future. 

This brings us to another problem. That is non-carbon technology is novel. We are now quite familiar with 

carbon technology, which has completely immerged into society. To implement a new technology such as 

hydrogen to a society, safety issues and related consequences are more critical. The resilience of society 

is also of concern. Therefore, the focus of the adoption of a new technology should be on, among others, 

its acceptance, transformation, learning, and evolution. I believe that as youth leaders, you will get more 

involved in the social innovation projects of this kind.

In other words, after the introduction of a new technology, various changes and demands will emerge among 

different societal levels. As youth leaders, you are the main force to solve these problems or adapt to these 

changes. I also believe that you can all find the ways and means to fully express your talents. We are more 

familiar with solar energy among all non-carbon energy sources. So far, solar energy accounts for less 

than 3% (1.3% in 2018) of China’s power generation in general, with wind power also providing around 3% 

(4.7% in 2018). Besides, there is a great portion considered as wasted and unused. The utilization rate of 

hydropower is relatively high, around 10% to 12% (16.2% in 2018). These are the most recognized carbon-

free renewable energy sources.

But each of the energy source we have just mentioned has its own shortcomings. For example, as I 

mentioned, solar and wind energy has a portion unused and wasted, and hydropower depends on the 

operation of dams. The respective shortcomings may be gradually reduced in the next 30 years, or (the 

energy source) even be smartly used. This is an area where youth leaders can play an important role. Then, 

there is one energy source that everyone is reluctant to talk about, namely nuclear power, that currently 
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accounts for less than 5% (4.3% in 2018) of China’s power generation. But it is carbon-free. We will further 

ensure its safety and improve the treatment and utilization of its fuel waste. It will be more appropriate and 

smarter to use and apply all the renewable energy at the same time. Of course, there is one critical industry. 

That is energy storage equipment, which is bound to be one of the main industries in the next 30 years.

Finally, I would like to talk about the trading platform for carbon emissions rights, and the other is the 

financing platform, the so-called “green finance”. Let us look at today’s carbon emissions trading. The price in 

Europe is about 25 euros per tonne, and it is estimated to rise to 65 euros, which will be increased by steps. 

The price in China is about 25 RMB per tonne. The world’s total carbon dioxide emissions, at its peak, can 

reach 42 billion tonnes a year, among which China accounts for 12 billion. However, China’s carbon trading 

volume was only about 200 million tonnes in 2019. 200 million versus 12 billion. It is just a tiny portion.

If we want to reduce carbon emissions to zero by 2050 based on the 50:30:20 ratio, approximately 6 billion 

tonnes need to be reduced in the next decade. Such a volume requires a control on total quantity. Up to now 

China is using quota allocation, but now we need to cut the total quantity. The second thing is that carbon 

emissions tax should be implemented stepwise. Only when the tax increases, will the price of carbon follow, 

then the recycling will be more financially viable and profitable. We just talked about the trading platform. 

The current market price of carbon dioxide is about 600 RMB per tonne. If the carbon dioxide that can be 

recycled could also be sold at this price, it may not reach 600 RMB at one goal, but somewhere between 65 

RMB to 600 RMB, perhaps in average at the price of 300 RMB. In other words, over the next ten years, 6 

billion tonnes of carbon dioxide will be available for financing, worth 1.8 trillion RMB. That is to say, there is 

no doubt that this total amount can be used as financing for carbon trading or carbon technology financing, 

given its large scale.  

In the end, it remains the job of State Reform Committee and banks without any difficulties. For youth 

leaders, there are so much work for you to do. The above mentioned is from the perspective of industries. 

However, from an individual perspective, circular economy demands a complete cycle, rather than a partial 

one. The blue economy demands a fully utilization of local resources. A new paradigm of the sharing 

economy, especially after the COVID-19 pandemic, will see more innovations. Green products can influence 

or even change people’s consumption habits. This is something everyone can do. Find out what you are best 

at, and then you can fully display your expertise and skills. Climate change and even climate crisis, while 

indeed bring dangerous challenges, present us with new opportunities for development. I believe the youth 

leaders of today, will seize this opportunity and give full play to your talents. Thank you for your attention.
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My name is Odil Gafarov, I’m from Uzbekistan, I graduated from 

the Yenching Academy of Peking University, and I am a founder 

and the Head of the project “Model SCO” Youth Conference at 

the SCOLAR Network. Affiliated with the Shanghai Cooperation 

Organization’s Secretariat in Beijing, the SCOLAR Network is a 

youth platform that unites young leaders from 18 SCO countries to 

develop new ideas and projects. 

The “Model SCO” or MSCO is a youth conference that simulates 

the meetings and the summits of the Shanghai Cooperation 

Organization and gives the opportunity for young leaders to study 

their work and operation of the SCO agencies, to work on the 

current regional issues and develop fresh solutions to the problems 

that the regional states are facing today. The MSCO spreads the 

essence of the "Shanghai spirit", teaches the basics of consensus-

based solutions, and became a symbolic “bridge” between the 

young people and the political leadership of the region. 

Today’s Youth Session of the Taihe Civilizations Forum have 

gathered the most active part of young people that are making 

the impact on our societies. Each of you know that true impact 

demands great efforts and time. I would love to share with you my 

own experience and three important things that I have learned and 

were essential in building the project that make impact. 

Well, the first thing I have obtained was persistence. “Never give 

up” is a very difficult thing to learn, that is not taught even in the 

military. That is something that I had to learn in a hard way during 

my experience. Later, this persistence played an important role in 

MSCO's success, when we were all about to lose but turned our 

challenges into our opportunities.     

Un-Limiting: Climate Change to Youth Leaders
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The second important thing I’ve learned – aim high. That's why when I arrived in Beijing, I put a very high 

goal to myself – to build a network of future leaders by learning how to achieve win-win results. In the 

last decades, we've seen China's peaceful rise and economic achievements. I knew there were so many 

things we could learn from our Chinese friends. In this regard, the MSCO was a perfect option. Indeed, 

the Shanghai Cooperation Organization is the only structure that unites China, Russia, Central Asia, India, 

Pakistan and is the only platform for regional initiatives. 

The third, and probably the most important thing, is to work hard. One of the important features of our team 

is that we gathered very hard-working and disciplined people. I remember those sleepless nights before the 

First MSCO conference and during the Assembly of Youth Representatives of SCO Countries in Hainan 

Province, and many many other sleepless workdays before each organized event. Without hard work to 

achieve the impact is not possible. As once Albert Einstein said, “One who wants to see immediate results 

from his works should become a shoemaker”. To make an impact takes hard work and some time.

Indeed, in recent years these three things let the “Model SCO” to grow from a simple interactive game to the 

prestigious youth-initiated project that has a certain impact on the young people of the region. Covered by 

the major mass media, the project was included in the Joint Statements of the SCO Heads of Government 

Summits in Dushanbe and Tashkent in 2018-2019, as a perspective direction in developing the youth 

activity in the region. So far our team has completed the organization of the five highly-competitive regional 

conferences that gathered more than 100 great minds from the SCO member and observer states, several 

universities, and regional youth organizations. Never before a student-run project has achieved so much 

attention from the leaders of our states.  

The impact is the work of a group, not one man. Only by bringing a group of inspired people around the table, 

it is possible to achieve the desired results. In this regard, the role of NGOs and volunteering organizations is 

essential. They help to get together people with different skills and backgrounds but with common ideas and 

beliefs. Today, the think tanks are also playing a similar role by binding and funding young researchers to 

work on the perspective projects. One of the best examples is the Taihe Young International Scholar Alliance 

that gathers young researchers to exchange their research outcomes and communicate with the senior 

experts. I believe we need to develop such projects and alliances. I believe the initiatives that do not have 

a proper research background will not achieve success. Thus, in future youth projects, the role of the think 

tanks will only increase. 

In the end, I want to conclude my speech with the quote of Mark Twain that brought me to China and to 

start the MSCO project: “Twenty years from now you will be more disappointed by the things that you didn't 

do than by the ones you did do. So throw off the bowlines. Sail away from the safe harbor. Catch the trade 

winds in your sails. Explore. Dream. Discover.”, Thank you very much! 
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Summary of Significant 
Viewpoints at the Sub-sessions

Sub-session on International Relations

China and the U.S. are permanent members of the UN 
Security Council, which makes them primarily responsible for 
maintaining international peace and security. China and the 
U.S. are the two leading world economies and have become 
closely intertwined over the past 40 years, independent and 
mutually complementary. Any complications or tensions 
between China and the U.S. negatively affect the global 
economy.

On September 6 and 7, 2020, the Sub-session on International Relations of the 
2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum was held online due to the COVID-19 outbreak. 
Over the two days, more than 200 guests from home and abroad conducted 
comprehensive and meaningful exchanges and discussions on the theme 
“China-U.S. relations and their impact on the world”. The following are the main 

points guests from home and abroad made while discussing these issues.
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Japan will continue to maintain and strengthen its alliance with 

the U.S, but at the same time, carefully handle its relations with 

neighboring countries. Despite the Donald Trump administration’s 

efforts to “decouple” from the Chinese economy, many foreign 

companies, especially Asian ones, have achieved remarkable 

expansion in China.

A realistic strategic competition between China and the U.S. 

relies on both parties’ proper understanding and management of 

the competition in the new context and establishing a framework 

of stable relations, the purpose of which is to realize the strategic 

re-balance between the two countries according to the changing 

situation.Cui Liru
President of China Institutes of Contemporary 

International Relations (2005-2013)

Susan Elliott
President and CEO of NCAFP

China and the U.S. should try not to bring others into the discussion 

by asking them to take sides, but rather find multilateral ways to 

address problems. The two largest economies in the world, in 

my opinion, need to work together. I think we are coupled and to 

me decoupling is not a viable option. I also think that we should 

deescalate the increased bans on student and official travel and 

limiting travel and expulsions of journalists. I’ve always found in 

my diplomatic career that the most important way to create mutual 

understanding between persons from different backgrounds is to 

visit and study each other’s countries.
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Many Chinese are more anxious than the Americans about the 

deterioration of China-U.S. relations, and blame the Donald Trump 

administration for exacerbating it, but this is an issue that should be 

resolved through consultation between both sides, and not by simply 

relying on the U.S.

China is still one of the many poles, not one single pole of a bipolar 

world. To say that China and the U.S. are bipolar is not quite in line 

with the current international reality, which may still be multi-polar, 

and yet the U.S. is still the sole superpower. Based on the current 

trend of developments, bipolar may not be a particularly stable 

pattern for the globe.Guo Changlin
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute

Well-known Expert on International Issues

Geoffrey Harris
Former Official of the European Parliament 

(1976-2016)

China and the European Union will remain rivals but they need to 

cooperate. That’s the nature of the modern international system. 

Avoiding a decoupling is absolutely essential. It would be unwise 

to be too optimistic by just assuming that this nightmare scenario 

cannot happen. Some of the actions taken might lead in this 

direction so we need to be careful. China and the EU are on the 

same side when it comes to the promotion of multilateralism.
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Cliff Kupchan
Chairman of Eurasia Group

The future bipolar system will be more secure for two reasons. 

First, this new “bipolar” is more stable than that of the U.S. and the 

former Soviet Union, as the former focuses on economic balance 

rather than military balance. Second, military management and 

public health, among others, are areas that China and the U.S. could 

work on together. This new “bipolar system” may increase tensions 

between the two countries, but it will create chances of a more 

peaceful future.

The enemy of my enemy is my friend. The coronavirus pandemic is 

not only the enemy of China but also that of the U.S. The pandemic 

is the shared enemy of both countries. Therefore, both sides should 

work together to terminate competition and jointly respond to the 

pandemic. Kishore Mahbubani
Distinguished Fellow at the Asia Research 

Institute of the National University of 
Singapore 

Evan Medeiros
Penner Family Chair in Asia Studies in the 

School of Foreign Service 
Cling Family Distinguished Fellow in U.S.-

China Studies

Trump’s China policy is increasingly disconnected from the 

mainstream policy community in the U.S. In particular, the Secretary 

of State Pompeo’s speech at the Nixon Library several weeks 

ago does not have widespread support in either Democratic 

or Republican party circles. But Trump’s China policy is also 

disconnected from the business community, who focus much more 

on risk mitigation than decoupling and they don’t want confrontations 

in the economic relationship.
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Men Jing
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute 

China and the EU have wide scope for cooperation in areas such 

as trade, economy and climate change. Compared with the U.S., 

the EU’s policy towards China is based on the development of 

partnerships, rather than seeing China as a strategic competitor. 

There is a fundamental difference between China-U.S. relations and 

China-EU relations.

China does not pose an existential threat to Americans, our country, 

or our way of life. Characterizing the relations as a strategic 

competition lessens both countries’ ability to cooperate on issues 

on which we disagree. The leadership from both sides should 

reconsider the bilateral relations and reversing the trend of strategic 

competition will also benefit our two peoples.
Stephen Orlins

President of the National Committee on US-
China Relations

Qian Feng
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute

Director of Research Department of National 
Strategy Institute at Tsinghua University

As India’s foreign policy shifts, sometimes closer to the U.S. and at 

other times closer to China, maintaining an independent strategy, 

leaning on but not relying on the U.S. and being pragmatic but 

unfriendly towards China will be one tendency of its foreign policy 

for some time into the future.
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Pravin Sawhney
Editor-in-chief of FORCE Magazine

My worry is the coming Fourth Industrial Revolution, which is 

software-driven and would not be very reliable. Because it has a 

lot of capabilities that can be transferred to the military, which can 

transform the character of war. Is there a possibility of decoupling of 

the internet? This will divide the world into two and that is something 

which is not good for the prosperity of the world. 

The actions of the U.S. contribute to today’s U.S.-China problems. 

But it is imperative that the Chinese side take a hard look at its own 

policies and behaviors. I think if China doesn’t want to end up in the 

“Thucydides Trap”, then it should consider actions that will help the 

established power, i.e., the U.S. to make the transition, just as U.S. 

take actions to facilitate China’s participation in the system. The 21st 

century is gonna call for new thinking and both countries need to 

change and facilitate peaceful co-existence.
Susan Thornton

Project Director of Forum on Asia-Pacific 
Security of NCAFP

Wang Wen
Executive Dean of Chongyang Institute for 
Financial Studies and Vice President of Silk 
Road School at Renmin University of China

Both China and the U.S. may have to cope for a relatively long 

period in the future to form a new attitude of bilateral relations. 

During the process of mutual adaptation, a Fourth or even the Fifth 

Joint Communique of the United States of America and the People’s 

Republic of China should be established. The Communique should 

at least include one guideline: establishing the bottom line for 

China-U.S. relations. That is, no war should occur between the 

countries to avoid the human catastrophe that is inevitable if a war 

breaks out.
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Wang Xiangsui
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute

Deputy Secretary-General of CITIC 
Foundation for Reform and Development 

Studies

Admittedly, strategic competition exists now between the U.S. and 

China, but it does not mean a “Cold War”. For the term “Cold War” is 

too exclusive to conform to the characters of China-U.S. competition. 

The “Cold War” is a term used by some hawkish politicians, a word 

trap aimed at recalling memories of the “Cold War” and establishing 

an anti-China alliance in the West. Therefore, red lines should be 

drawn for competitive co-existence for the two countries.

The world is not entirely a matter of the balance of power. The 

U.S. and China are indeed two superpowers economically, but 

whether the world is bipolar or multi-polar cannot be decided 

simply from the perspective of the balance of military force, but also 

depends on the state of mutual relations between various parties. 

The world today cannot be seen as bipolar as it was in the past. 

There could still be a composite multi-polar system.
Wang Zaibang

Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute
Well-known Expert on International Issues and 

World Economic Issues

Vladimir Yakunin
Chairman of the Supervisory Board of 

Dialogue of Civilizations Research Institute
President of Russian Railways (2005-2015)

China and the EU have wide scope for cooperation in areas such 

as trade, economy and climate change. Compared with the U.S., 

the EU’s policy towards China is based on the development of 

partnerships, rather than seeing China as a strategic competitor. 

There is a fundamental difference between China-U.S. relations and 

China-EU relations.
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Zou Ming
Vice President and Chief Editor of 

Phoenix New Media

There is a political “war of words” between China and the U.S., 

but the two militaries are doing their utmost to keep a low-profile. 

Political leverages continue to emerge within both countries, with 

the U.S. presidential election being around the corner and China 

facing the problem of post-pandemic economic recovery. There is 

little possibility for an outbreak of war, for the two countries are still 

maintaining their strategic willpower to a certain extent.
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Sub-session on Education and Culture

Chen Lixiang
Vice President of the Chinese Society for 

Technical and Vocational Education

Throughout the whole process of reform, the integration of industry 

and education, school-enterprise cooperation, the combination 

of knowledge and practice, and the integration of work and study 

have become basic principles of vocational education. The policy of 

encouraging the participation of enterprises in vocational education 

and training is becoming an important trend in the reform of 

vocational education.

From September 8 to 9, 2020, the Sub-session on Education and Culture of 
the 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum was successfully held online. Vocational 
education experts and scholars, representatives of higher-education institutions 
and business community from China, Australia, New Zealand, Japan, Cambodia 
and other countries, worked around the theme of “Building a career map for 
future talents”. Topics like vocational qualification frameworks, the reform 
of vocational education in the post-pandemic era, vocational education and 
specialist certification, vocational education policy coordination and transnational 
cooperation were discussed in detail.
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Gao Yang
Dean of Department of Finance and Art, 

TianJin City Vocational College
Fellow of Sino-New Zealand Model 

Programme

In future the quality of online education, which involves resetting 

the entire education and teaching philosophy, should be paid 

more attention to. We have expanded and extended the concept 

of learning. Previously, only the process of students acquiring 

information from teachers or in other forms was considered 

learning. In fact, this concept of learning can be redefined. For 

any kind of learning that interests students including the selection 

of reading materials or working from home, can all be treated as 

learning, as long as it stands in line with the goal of teaching & 

learning.

I have worked in various places in Yunnan Province for quite a long 

time, and have deeply felt the importance and urgency of vocational 

training for the socio-economic development of the vast rural areas, 

ethnic group areas, border areas and poverty-stricken areas, and for 

the realization of general public’s own interests. The Taihe Institute, 

who closely follows the pulse times and works in accordance with 

the needs of current economic and social development, will focus 

its attention on the reform and development of vocational education 

and promote international cooperation in this field, which is the most 

urgent and effective work of the educational and cultural exchanges 

between China and beyond.

Gu Boping
Chief Cultural Scholar of Taihe Institute

Member of  the CPPCC National 
Committee (2013-2015)

John Clayton
Mark Laws Endowed Chair in 

Tokorau: Institute of Indigenous Innovation, 
Te Whare Wānanga o Awanuiarangi

For domestic credentials to be internationally recognised, we need 

to create a benchmark corresponding to international standards and 

to ensure the transparency of training. Besides, we should bring 

vocational training in line with learning outcomes in an international 

framework, provide a common understanding of the processes and 

procedures of credit validation, accumulation and transfer, and also 

provide a detailed description of the levels of credentials, in order 

to harmonize the validation of qualifications and credentials around 

the world.
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Liu Jinghui
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute

Secretary-General of China Scholarship 
Council (2008-2017)

Yosuke Kato 
Dean of Department of Planning and 
Promotion at Tokyo School of Music, 

Jikei Group

A national qualification framework can clearly show the level of 

development of learners receiving different levels of education. It 

not only connects different types and levels of education in form, 

but also connects the required knowledge, capacity and quality 

in content. At present, China’s education system still lacks strong 

consistency and compatibility between different academic, and 

vocational qualifications.

Teachers need to continue to improve their teaching skills, so 

that their teaching can continue to arouse students’ interest and 

attention. Teachers should learn to allocate class time better, so the 

advantage of online teaching should be better leveraged.

Countries, industries, education systems, and learning pathways 

of qualification systems should become more transparent and 

interchangeable in order to achieve convergence and remove 

barriers, which ultimately can help learners and workers move freely 

between these different countries, industries, education systems, 

and learning pathways.Ma Yansheng
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute

Minister-Counselor for the Education at the 
Chinese Embassy in France (2013-2017)
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In the post-pandemic era, various changes have taken place in 

business and cooperation models, and technical and skilled talents 

have been in great demand in the construction of the Belt and Road 

Initiative (BRI). Therefore, conducting multilateral cooperation and 

cultivating high-quality skilled personnel are both urgent needs and 

important guarantees for the further development of the BRI.

Song Kai
Vice-Director of the Nonferrous Metals 

Industry Talent Center
Secretary-General of the National Nonferrous 

Metals Vocational Education and Teaching 
Guidance Committee

Yok Sothy
Director of National Training Institute, 

Cambodia

The evaluation framework for vocational education instructors 

of Cambodia, encompasses professional ability, learning ability, 

research ability, teaching practical ability and teaching management 

ability. In addition, team cooperation, critical thinking, and 

communication skills are also necessary conditions for teachers to 

cooperate within the team. The development of teacher needs an 

open, interactive, mutual trust and flexible external environment.

Craig Robertson
Chair of the World Federation of Colleges and 

Polytechnics 
CEO of TAFE Directors Australia (TDA)

If there is a time for high-quality vocational education and training, 

now is the time. The impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on vocational 

education, the changes brought about by new technologies, and 

the intrinsic problems of vocational education require us to find 

solutions. In Australia, we attach great importance to competency-

based vocational education and training, rather than simply 

emphasizing the learning process. This is the key to cultivating 

talents.
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Yang Hao
Executive Director of Taihe Institute

VP of Perfect World Education Investment 
Co., Ltd

The COVID-19 pandemic is reshaping the distribution of the global 

industrial chain, regional industrial structures and ways of producing 

and manufacturing within industries. Even though digital technology 

has promoted such changes in recent years, this pandemic 

accelerated this process greatly. In terms of vocational education, 

teaching methods, technology and assessment are changing faster 

because of the pandemic. Online education was indispensable 

during that time and a new type of class based on digital technology 

became the mainstream of teaching. However, it is obvious we are 

not fully prepared for this change.

In order to speed up multilateral skills cooperation, we should 

consider taking the lead in promoting the diverse government-

school-enterprise cooperation models developed in China, and try to 

establish a skill investment model coordinated by local governments 

in the host country to form an attractive experimental zone for cross-

border vocational education.
Yang Po

Associate Professor and Director of the 
Department of Educational Economics and 

Administration, Graduate School of Education, 
Peking University

Wang Dongjiang
Director of the Office of Vocational and Adult 

Education of Beijing Municipal Education 
Commission  

The talent structure must adapt to the needs of industries, and 

the adjustment of professions must adapt to the needs of regions 

and industries. Changes of plans are required in cultivating talent. 

The new plans should meet the standards of national vocational 

education courses and the future vocational qualification framework. 

Schools and enterprises can work together to devise plans for 

talent-nurturing, representing a shift from schools alone to schools 

and businesses jointly making decisions. We need to work towards 

a more qualified and developed education framework.
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Knowledge and skills can be evaluated through examination. But the 

standard for evaluating abilities, which comprises the actual 

requirements for people in job positions, is different from curriculum 

standard, so there are no specific criteria. These two evaluation 

methods have their own advantages respectively and could 

supplement rather than replacing one another.
Zhao Zhiqun

Professor of the Department of Education, 
Beijing Normal University  

Dean of the Institute of Vocational and Adult 
Education (2009-2018)

Yu Yougen
Deputy Secretary of the Department of 
Vocation Education and Training, China 
Education Association for International 

Exchange (CEAIE)

China’s Ministry of Education has launched a national cloud learning 

platform for primary and secondary schools with the involvement of 

530,000 schools of all types and levels, 280 million students, and 

17.32 million full-time teachers. This platform is open to colleges 

and universities free of charge. With 1291 national courses and 

over 30,000 online courses, learning and education has continued 

despite the suspension of classes. As an unprecedented online social 

practice, it has promoted the informationization of the education. 
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Sub-session on Advanced Technology

Modern medicine in the West relies too much on high technologies, 

without giving patients enough care and attention. On the contrary, 

Traditional Chinese Medicine (TCM), in a more holistic and 

comprehensive way, focuses more on patients’ feelings.Arran Gare
Professor of Philosophy and Cultural 
Inquiry at the Swinburne University of 

Technology, Australia 
Chief Editor of the Journal of Natural 

and Social Philosophy

From September 10 to 11, the Sub-session on Advanced Technology of the 2020 

Taihe Civilizations Forum was held online. Focusing on the theme of “Maintaining 

Global Biosecurity with Emerging Technologies and Innovative Mechanisms”, 

experts and representatives of enterprises working in the fields of biomedicine and 

biosecurity, digital and information technology, and ethics and governance from 

China, the U.S., Germany, Australia and other countries gathered to take part in 

in-depth discussions and exchanges on how to deal with biosecurity threats in the 

global context, and the implications of the COVID-19 pandemic for biosecurity and 

social governance.
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Gu Boping
Chief Cultural Scholar of Taihe Institute

Member of the CPPCC National Committee 
(2013-2015)

If we are to solve the problems we are facing and truly improve 

the governance capacity of biosecurity in the global context, we 

must adopt a positive, proactive and scientific attitude and leverage 

effective methods. 

Susan Pertel Jain
Director of Global Relations Center for 
MEMES, UCLA Anderson School of 

Management

If we are to take on these existential challenges facing us, including 

environmental destruction, we need to change people’s way of life 

and thinking, as well as behaviors on a global scale. 

There are big differences between the U.S. and China, and 

between the Western world and China. But we cannot focus on the 

strategic competition as a way forward. Instead, we must focus on 

cooperation as the basis. But the whole policy debate has moved 

from cooperation to competition and confrontation, which is pretty 

dangerous. Thorsten Jelinek 
Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute

Director of Taihe Institute Europe Center
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The COVID-19 pandemic and climate change have destabilized our 

lives and led to precarious imbalances. Accelerated development 

destroys natural habitat, and also upsets the natural balance of 

species, which endangers human life as a whole.

Europe is trying to assert a bigger role and establish ethical 

standards for the emerging technologies and my hope is that 

China could become a much more active player in that area, 

particularly given the fact that China leads the development of digital 

technologies and biotechnologies. 

David A. Schwerin
President of the Institute for Ethical 

Awareness, USA
Honorary Director of the Corporate Social 

Responsibility Research Center, USA

Wendell Wallach 
Emeritus Chair of Technology and Ethics 
Studies at Yale University Interdisciplinary 

Center for Bioethics
Senior Advisory to The Hastings Center

Andrew Schwartz 
Executive Vice President of the Institute for 

Ecological Civilization, USA
Executive Director of the Center for 

Process Studies, USA
Assistant Professor at Willamette University

The COVID-19 pandemic has gone beyond a health issue to a 

civilizational crisis. If we only rely on a vaccine or some advanced 

technological solutions that protect us, but don’t understand the 

deeper causes, we are going to continue to struggle with the issues 

of biosecurity. 
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Science is to blame for today’s ecological crisis. Modern Western 

science pursues instrumental rationality. It is the product of a 

particularly Western culture but is only one of the forms of science 

with drawbacks. Modern science serves industrial civilization, whose 

decline will cause the decay of modern science.Wang Zhihe
Executive Vice President of the Institute for 

the Postmodern Development of China, USA
Co-director of the China Project, Center for 

Process Studies, USA

Yu Yang
Fellow of Taihe Institute 

CEO of Global Tone Communication 
Technology Co., Ltd.

We need to utilize big data to establish strict management measures 

and regulations to guarantee the security and privacy of biomedical 

big data. 

Intelligent transportation systems have played an active and 

important supporting role in the fight against the COVID-19 

pandemic. First, they have helped to reduce interpersonal contact; 

second, they have brought about greater efficiency; third, they have 

lowered costs. Therefore, these systems are believed to have richer 

application scenarios in the future. 
Zhang Zhuting

Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute
Director of the Development Research Center 
of the Transport Management Institute of the 

Ministry of Transport of the PRC
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Sub-session on Youth Dialogue

The pandemic-related drop in carbon dioxide emissions does not 

change the overall picture of the climate crisis. It is obvious that 

without structural changes to global industry, current emissions are 

unlikely sustainable over the longer term.

Jovid Aminov 
Senior Researcher at the Academy of 
Sciences of the Republic of Tajikistan

The long-term threat of climate change has become more intense and the 

human living environment continues to deteriorate, while the sudden COVID-19 

crisis has brought a huge challenge to global public health security, and will 

also profoundly change humanity’s way of life. Young people are a new force in 

promoting the development of digital technology and also an important influence 

on coping with global challenges. How to give full play to their creativity and 

vitality, and how to work together to deal with the problems facing mankind while 

abandoning prejudice are important issues at the moment. 

On September 12, 2020, the Youth Dialogue Sub-session of the 2020 Taihe 

Civilizations Forum was hosted online by the Taihe Institute and supported 

by SCOLAR Network as a partner. Distinguished young leaders worldwide 

from academia and business communities gathered together in a webinar to 

discuss the educational reforms and global public health and environmental issues 

in the context of the COVID-19 pandemic.

Climate Change
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Chen Yiheng
Member of the Club of Rome
Professor at Tongji University

May Mei
Founder & Executive Director of GoalBlue

Olga Krylova
Sustainability and Marketing Manager at Rusal

When we talk about new technologies and their consequences, 

we must also consider their impacts on society. People need to 

consider how they will deal with the changes that new technologies 

bring us.

The service industry should educate consumers and seek 

their support in reducing plastic usage. We also hope take-out 

packaging can support and encourage these approaches. We want 

to encourage restaurants to offer more environmentally friendly 

packaging, or even provide financial incentives to encourage and 

support consumers to adopt a greener life. 

COVID-19 reminds us that climate change has not caused 

irreversible environmental damage. We need to find smarter ways to 

solve the challenges of climate change. 
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Heïdi Sevestre
Director of Science Communications at the 
International Cryosphere Climate Initiative

Glaciologist

Max Song
Founder of Blockdynamics

At the moment, we do not have any miracle solutions to get out of 

it. Only miracle solutions would be actually to fight the use of fossil 

fuels. We should distance ourselves to fossil fuels as quickly as 

possible. It is the only way to preserve the glaciers and ice-sheets, 

slow down the sea-level rise, and avoid the irreversible changes.

The next ten years 2020 to 2030 is actually going to be the most 

defensive years of the next one hundred to two hundred years. And 

how interesting is it, as we enter this new decade, we spent the 

majority of the first year in a period of forced reflection.
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Ekaterina Kologrivaya
Master's student at Yenching Academy of 

Peking University 

Gu Xi 
Chief Marketing Officer, Higgz Technology

We need to combine online education with offline classroom 

education, but at the same time we not only need to educate in the 

classroom, but also need to consider going out of the classroom to 

carry out some practical education.

Technology should not be limited by geography or distance. During 

our visits, we found that the role of technology was not fully utilized 

in some rural areas. So, what we are doing now is to educate rural 

areas that a better understanding of technology will contribute to 

students development, so it is vital for students to have access to 

it. Only when they are aware of this problem will they be motivated 

to find a solution and to work with local governments to improve the 

status quo. It’s not just about teaching students how to use a tool or 

a product, but a change in the way education is done. It’s promoting 

equality in education.

Sub-session on Youth Dialogue

Education
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Lin Ting
Chief Strategy Officer of CheChe Technology

Allen Tian
Founder of Xedventure

Leonie Nagarajan
Director of Education Department,
Asia-Europe Foundation (ASEF)

The COVID-19 pandemic has prompted us to explore a wider range 

of digital learning platforms and teaching technologies, such as 

online language teaching and hands-on practice. This is the current 

development trend of education in China. But we also need to pay 

attention to the education of interpersonal communication, to ensure 

that parents and children maintain communication, and children also 

have their own social life.

More attention needs to be paid to the education of students in 

remote areas during a pandemic. Educational departments have 

classes for television, so although putting resources on television 

sounds traditional, it will help many children with limited resources. 

The digital divide is our next priority. We need to ensure that all 

students can access basic education through online learning.

Education is not any more a linear trajectory, but is in fact a lifelong 

and flexible learning path. Education underpins social mobility 

and social cohesion. We need education systems built on and for 

values, which enable learners to emerge and change our societies 

for the better: with the navigation tools of empathy, compassion and 

creativity. 
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Enoch Wong
Senior Manager, Tsinghua University Office of 

Lifelong Education Administration
 (Online Education Office)

Online education needs to consider hardware and infrastructure 

issues, as well as considering teaching students in accordance 

with their aptitude. Everyone’s points of interest and characteristics 

are different. It is necessary to develop individual learner profiles. 

We need to understand the strengths, challenges, background and 

preferences of students.
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Media Coverage

The Taihe Institute’s 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum was held online from September 

6th to 12th. To ensure more discussion room for all of the participating guests and to 

maximize the engagement of the target audiences, the forum held an online warm-up 

activity from August 18th to September 5th, publishing the keynote speeches and related 

content from each sub-session in various forms such as videos, pictures, and texts on 

social media platforms in China and overseas like Topbuzz, Tiktok, Weibo, LinkedIn, 

Facebook, and Twitter. According to incomplete statistics, the official account of Taihe 

Institute has generated 12,000 more followers, and play volumes on all platforms have 

exceeded 2,623 million with more than 18,000 likes and 851 comments.

The media home and abroad paid close attention to and conducted full coverage of the 

2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum. Cumulatively, a total of 72 articles have been released on 

influential media, including Xinhuanet, People.cn, National Business Daily, IFENG.COM, 

Huanqiu.com, Sina.com.cn, China.com.cn, JRJ.com, China Review News, Ta Kung Pao, 

Ming Pao, Russia Today, Sputnik and many others.

Promotion Keynote Speech Videos
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[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Highlights from the 2020 Taihe Civilizations 

Forum

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Wu Hailong: China will follow its own path in its 

own time and handle its affairs wisely

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Ma Yansheng: European qualifications 

framework and its inspiration to China

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Susan Elliott: China and the U.S. need to 

restart their trade and economic dialogue

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Zhang Zhuting: Intelligent transport in the fight 

against the COVID-19 pandemic

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Craig Robertson: It is well-timed to discuss 

high-quality vocational education

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Liu Jinghui: Establish national qualifications 

framework and strengthen international cooperation in vocational education

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Professor John Clayton: The focuses of the 

New Zealand Micro-Credentials and those of the Chinese “1+X” Certificate are similar

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Wu Zunyou: The COVID-19 pandemic and its 

prevention and control measures

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Chen Zhimin: Citizens should have data 

ownership

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Peng Bo: Guidance for online public opinions 

during national emergencies

Media: china.org.cn

Media Coverage
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[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Kishore Mahbubani: China and the U.S. should 

tackle challenges together

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Rashid Alimov: China-U.S. relations impact 

everyone

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Overcome current difficulties and move 

forward together——written at the conclusion of the 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn—29th China Round Table] Vladimir Norov: Our world is now on the edge 

of an unprecedented technological revolution

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum will launch online on September 6

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn] Taihe Institute: China-U.S. confrontation is a disaster to both countries 

and rest of the world

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn] Cui Liru: China and the U.S. need to establish a stable bilateral 

relationship framework

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn] To gather profound insights and reach consensus; 2020 Taihe 

Civilizations Forum opens

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn] Taihe Institute: Differences of countries should be considered in China’s 

promoting of vocational education cooperation

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum: To gather profound insights and reach 

consensus, with a bright new era being opened up

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn] Sub-session on Education and Culture: Establishing a vocational 

qualifications framework is an important direction of China’s vocational education reform

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn] Sub-session on Advanced Technology: Deal with biosecurity issues in a 

systematic way

[china.org.cn—think.china.com.cn] Sub-session on International Relations: Dialogue is a wise option for 

resolving China-U.S. differences

[china.org.cn—Opinion] The Pandemic highlights biosecurity threats and challenges facing mankind
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Media: National Business Daily

[National Business Daily Home—New Culture Hotspot] Craig Robertson, Chair of the World Federation of 

Colleges and Polytechnic and CEO of TAFE Directors Australia: Technology and automation will continuously 

change people’s way of working

[National Business Daily Home—New Culture Hotspot] Two-thirds of schools switch to online classes; online 

education breaks new ground for international education 

[National Business Daily Home—New Culture Hotspot] Zhao Zhiqun, Professor of the Department of 

Education, Beijing Normal University: Unlike exams, the ability cannot be counted as right or wrong

[National Business Daily Home—New Culture Hotspot] Digital technology breaks previous knowledge 

monopoly; concepts of vocational education change fundamentally in the post-pandemic era

[National Business Daily Home—New Culture Hotspot] She encourages people in over 50 countries to “draw 

their lives”, being invited to cooperate with the UN and Facebook 

[National Business Daily Home—Important News] China’s online education market is expected to exceed 

400 billion yuan; 1.2 billion students in 180 countries worldwide have the demand to study online

[National Business Daily Home—Important News] Leonie, Director of Education Department, Asia-Europe 

Foundation (ASEF): Education becomes a global product; disruptive driving forces are needed in the post-

pandemic era

[National Business Daily Home—Important News] Mankind has not missed the turning point of climate 

change! The use of carbon capture and carbon storage technologies to increase the proportion of renewable 

energy is critical

[National Business Daily Home—Important News] Does the pandemic have an unexpected impact on global 

climate change? Experts estimate: global carbon dioxide emission will decrease 17% in the first quarter of 

2020

[National Business Daily Home—World] Ding Yifan, Senior Fellow of Taihe Institute: Competition should 

become the driving force rather than the impediment to the development of China-U.S. relations
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Media: people.cn

[people.cn—International] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum will be held from September 6 to 12

[people.cn—International] To gather profound insights and reach consensus; 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum 

opens

[people.cn—International] China and the U.S. are deeply integrated in many fields; “decoupling” is hardly 

possible

[National Business Daily Home—World] Cui Liru, former President of China Institutes of Contemporary 

International Relations: China and the U.S. need to establish a stable bilateral relationship framework

[National Business Daily Home—World] Cliff Kupchan, Chairman of Eurasia Group: A stable bipolar system is 

taking shape. There are more possibilities for China-U.S. cooperation

[National Business Daily Home—World] Are China-U.S. relations experiencing a spiral downturn? International 

scholars meet at the 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum to discuss ways for cooperation and development

[National Business Daily Home—Industrial Trend] Yu Yang, CEO of Global Tone Communication Technology 

Co, Ltd: The ability to analyze integrated public data needs improving

[National Business Daily Home—Industrial Trend] Zhang Zhuting, Director of Development Research Center 

of Transport Management Institute of Ministry of Transport of the People’s Republic of China: Intelligent 

transport plays an important supporting role in the fight against the pandemic

[National Business Daily Home—Recommend] Yin Ye, CEO of BGI Genomics: Conducting nucleic acid tests 

on large scale is proved to be useful in China’s fight against the pandemic

[National Business Daily Home—Recommend] Li Xingwang, Chief Expert at Beijing Ditan Hospital: Early 

warnings of public health crisis are of great significance
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Media: Rossiya Segodnya

Эксперт рассказал, как Китаю и США наладить отношения

Эксперт оценил вероятность военного столкновения США и Китая

Шанс на улучшение отношений США и КНР есть только после выборов – эксперт

Конфронтация КНР и США усложнит решение конфликта Китая и Индии—эксперт

Китай должен приложить все силы, чтобы ЕС не встал на сторону США—эксперт

[people.cn—International] Cultivating high-quality skilled professionals is an urgent need for the Belt and 

Road Initiative

[people.cn—International] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum focuses on four themes for the harmonious and 

healthy development of the world

[people.cn—International] Global youth should actively embrace the digital era and firmly promote the health 

of mankind

[people.cn—International] Who will benefit or suffer from the “decoupling” from China?

[people.cn—English] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum launches online, focusing on opening up a bright new 

era

[people.cn—English] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum concludes, calling for joint efforts to overcome 

difficulties
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Media: China Review News, Hong Kong

[China Review News, Hong Kong—Journalist Column] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum opens; leading 

international experts discuss changes in the world

[China Review News, Hong Kong—Journalist Column] An interview with Cui Liru’s: the U.S. has adjusted its 

Taiwan policy dramatically

[China Review News—Think Tank Focus] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum discusses the reform of vocational 

education in the post-pandemic era

[China Review News—Think Tank Focus] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum: emerging technologies and 

biosecurity during the pandemic

Media: ifeng.com

[ifeng.com—Mainland] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum opens, focusing on China-U.S. relations, advanced 

technology, and youth development

[ifeng.com—International] Taihe Institute: China-U.S. confrontation is a disaster to both countries and the 

rest of the world; cooperation can be realized in three aspects

[ifeng.com—International] Former Deputy Assistant Secretary of State: China should help stubborn major 

countries to transform to avoid the Thucydide’s trap

Media: huanqiu.com
[huanqiu.com—International News] To gather profound insights and reach consensus; 2020 Taihe 

Civilizations Forum opens

[huanqiu.com—Viewing China Overseas—Rolling News] Americans: Trump’s China policy runs counter to 

the views of the American business community
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Media: news.sina.com.cn

Media: xinhuanet.com

Media: takungpao.com

Media: mingpao.com

Media: jrj.com.cn

Media: yunnan.cn

[news.sina.com.cn—Current Events] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum will launch online on September 6

[news.sina.com.cn—Current Events] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum will be held from September 6 to 12

[xinhuanet.com—Main body] Experts call for joint efforts between China and the U.S. to deal with challenges

[takungpao.com—Instant—Cross Strait] Mutual deterrence between Chinese and the U.S. militaries; Cui Liru 

talks about China-U.S. strategic competition management

[mingpao.com—China] Chinese and American scholars discuss future bilateral relations: boundaries are 

needed for competition

[jrj.com.cn—Home—Business—World News] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum will be held from September 6 

to 12

[yunnan.cn—News—International] 2020 Taihe Civilizations Forum focuses on four themes for the 

harmonious and healthy development of the world
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