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It has already been thirty years since the June 4, 1989 “incident” in Tiananmen Square. The young generation in China has almost no knowledge that this massacre occurred, while the rest of the world has almost forgotten the profound influence that the “Beijing incident” has had on the structure of the world today, with only a small number of survivors still holding annual memorials and reflections on the event. But it was exactly this event and others like it that have given today’s China its political configuration, and fundamentally changed the world’s political and economic structure. Following June 4, the West has developed a tendency to make a series of misjudgments towards China, allowing it to replace the Soviet Union and Russia as the free world’s most powerful economic and political rival. Meanwhile, reformers and dissidents within China, because of limited and shrinking international support, have no power to redirect the course of Chinese history.

1. How June 4 Created Today’s China
Before June 4, 1989, there were in fact three political forces in China, locked in a contest with each other. The first, represented by Zhao Ziyang, was a reform faction that tended towards democracy; the second, represented by Chen Yun, was a conservative faction that adhered to the autocratic system (Chen at that time was China’s “elder statesmen” as the leader of the Central Advisory Commission); the third, represented by Deng Xiaoping, was a limited reformist faction that wanted to reform the economic system while holding on to the political system. Throughout the 1980s, because he supported Zhao, Deng backed economic reform while promoting political “reform” (this was not systematic reform, but instead repairing the original socialist system). But, at the same time, he supported the so-called Four Cardinal Principles (upholding Marxist-Leninist-Mao Zedong Thought, the socialist system, the leadership of the Communist Party, and proletarian dictatorship). When the people and students raised demands for further political reforms and received support from Zhao, Deng joined with the more conservative Chen faction to implement repression and a coup, overthrow Zhao and put him under house arrest until his death in 2005. It could be said that June 4 was the result of a nearly decade-long game of chess by conservatives to block reform. Ultimately, the demonstrations in 1989 aroused Deng’s conservative tendencies, which won out over reform. At the same time, Deng also changed himself from the chief architect of reform and China’s opening up to the culprit of the massacre.
The June 4 massacre brought about the following consequences for Chinese politics: First, the Communist Party (CCP) once again ended the process of the Chinese people’s century-long pursuit of democracy (the first time was when Mao Zedong ended the Republic of China) and returned to autocratic dictatorship. Second, the ultimate succession of the “bloodline second red generation” was ensured (not necessarily Xi Jinping, but definitely someone who was a child of one of party leaders in the early People’s Republic era). This had always been advocated by Chen Yun, and, after the transition period of Jiang Zemin and Hu Jintao, power finally fell into the hands of the second red generation with Xi Jinping. Third, the suppression of the democracy movement set the course for unbridled plunder and corruption through officials’ crony capitalism (Deng emphasized the market economy and respect for economic equality after June 4, but because the conservatives won in 1989, they once again took advantage of the market opportunities provided by Deng and successfully plundered wealth into their own hands). Fourth, the voices of all of the factions that advocated democracy and freedom were suppressed, leaving no room for criticism and opposition. Finally, Mao Zedong’s extreme leftist socialist system for the poor was officially transformed into right-wing plutocrat capitalist bureaucratic domination under the banner of socialism. Today's China is no longer in any sense a socialist country, but a right-wing red empire that domestically implements the oppression of crony capitalism, and externally strives for hegemony. I coined the term “red empire” in 2013 because, although he is not an emperor, Xi Jinping had already by that time established a “Führer system” similar to the Third Reich of the 1930s. If we say that Mao established the first red empire in China, then Xi has established the second red empire; from Deng Xiaoping to Hu Jintao was only a transitional period between the two.

2. America’s Major Strategic Mistakes Following June 4, 1989
Following the events of June 4, the international community as a whole implemented sanctions on China, but the United States government worried that China would fall back into the Soviet Union’s orbit. Therefore, just after June 4, on July 1, 1989, President Bush sent a special envoy on a secret visit to Beijing to explain that the US government’s sanctions were imposed as a result of the US political system and congressional pressure. The special envoy expressed hope that Beijing would treat those arrested with leniency, in order to help the US government persuade the public to mitigate sanctions. Deng Xiaoping strongly rejected this request.
This attitude on the part of the US government, from this point forwards for many years, convinced China that the West needs China: it needs China's geopolitical strategic cooperation and China’s huge market; regardless of how terrible human rights issues are in China, the West will not make things too difficult for us, since they tolerated the June 4 massacre. Therefore, China also wanted, as quickly as possible, to hitch a ride on the globalization bandwagon, and use market economy mechanisms to improve people's lives, and thereby make the people quickly leave behind their anger about the June 4 suppression and gradually forget this incident, and use economic success to suppress all political opposition.	Comment by Author: Do you mean “it,” meaning China?
The subsequent evolution has been seen by everyone. The US gave the green light for China’s WTO accession and abolished the link between trade and human rights. This has quickly transformed China into the world’s number two economic power, second only to the US, and has formed a huge trade surplus with the US. Looking at the present day, there is already a situation of total economic, scientific, technological, and military competition with the US on a global scale, and this has caused deep panic and division in the West. At the same time, the domestic human rights situation is worsening by the day, while autocracy is further strengthened and no interest is shown in the West’s criticisms.
The US and the West originally intended and wanted to use the power of the market and openness to promote the growth of the Chinese middle class, and thereby create an endogenous democratic force that would make China peacefully evolve into a democratic country. This idea ignored the CCP’s high level of vigilance against peaceful evolution after the June 4 Movement. They have strangled in the cradle all the factors that may lead to a change in the Chinese people's thinking, including firmly controlling the economic lifeline of the middle class, so that they have no means to truly become the main part of the market, and instead are from beginning to end always attached to the government and the party.
It could be said that the history of the past thirty years following June 4 is the history of the failure of the West to peacefully evolve China, and is also the history of the CCP’s transformation of China into a new red empire. Earnestly summarizing the lessons of this failed history and seeing what is wrong with China’s thinking is vital to how the West will deal with China in the future.

3. What Sort of Red Empire Does the World Face Now?
After enduring the short-term sanctions resulting from the June 4 massacre, the Chinese government quickly transformed the nature of society. It now is only draped in a cloak of socialism, using the slogans of communism to “rectify” party members, and has essentially become a predatory state capitalist country dominated by bigwigs. At the same time, the party-state declares itself to be the successor of a 5,000-year-old nation-state and culture, and in global affairs has styled itself an emerging market power without many values ​​that actively participates in globalization. It says that there is no fundamental conflict of interest with the traditional Western powers, and that any contradictions that arise are only a result of unfamiliarity with or being unaccustomed to market rules, and because the rule of law is not yet perfect; China needs Western tolerance and accommodation, waiting for its system to mature. 	Comment by Author: This translation is a bit colloquial. Does it reflect your intention?	Comment by Author: Might a translation “nonideological” be accurate here?


In the 23 years of Jiang Zemin’s and Hu Jintao’s leadership in the post-June 4 period, China hid its own abilities and quickly integrated into the world, making the West happily see it as a progressively responsible emerging market country living in peaceful coexistence. If it had not been for Xi Jinping’s assumption of power, this facade could have continued for a long time. 
However, Xi’s rise to power was the original contingency plan of the group of elder statesmen who had implemented the June 4 crackdown (if not Xi, it would have been another member of the red second generation, such as Bo Xilai). They hope that their descendants will be able to inherit the ideal and keep party rule over the country forever, and one day be confront the West head-to-head, which would both lead the Communist Party out of its dilemma and achieve national rejuvenation. It is precisely this ideal that had made Xi Jinping ascend to such a powerful position.
After undertaking a strong anti-corruption campaign and suppressing dissent in order to firm up his power, Xi Jinping quickly built his red empire and embarked on the same path of catching up and expanding as Germany and Japan did in the 1930s, publicly changing Deng’s policy of forbearance and starting to take the initiative around the globe. Attack. The Chinese model Xi adopted has caused the West to encounter huge challenges with respect to trade, the Internet, intellectual property, technology, and globalization. The new US administration has particularly ignored the institutions and values behind China’s obtainment of these “achievements” and only thinks about China in terms of geopolitics and profits and losses. In fact, this gives China further opportunities. If it is only a contest of who is savvier in business, China believes that Trump is not a rival.	Comment by Author: Would “expansion” be a suitable translation?
This type of new red empire looks almost invincible. It has only two opponents. One is internal: a Mao-style lifelong dictatorship system greatly increases the risk of its own mistakes and internal dissatisfaction. The second is the West’s alliance of states endorsing universal values; if the US itself destroys the alliance, then the red empire’s opponent will only be that of its own making.	Comment by Author: Do you mean Xi’s? or the system’s as a whole?

4. Where is the Red Empire heading? Towards what Conclusion?
China is now using the Belt and Road Initiative strategy to comprehensively enter South Asia, Africa, and Europe, and is also using investment, cooperation, and other methods to penetrate deeply into South and Central America and Eastern Europe. China is currently forming alliances with Russia and the countries of Central Asia, and has great influence in the Middle East, and also has a major trading relationship with the US that is difficult to reverse.
It is becoming inseparable from the West and even the entire world. Unlike the Soviet Union during the Cold War period, China is not isolated from the world, but integrated with the world and has opened up a contest with the West in all areas. When the West abandoned the Cold War mentality and welcomed China’s entry into the club of major powers, China kept in mind the humiliation it had suffered over the past two hundred years and tried to win one round in the boxing ring; they called it national rejuvenation. This rejuvenation not only aims to turn poor China into the world’s nouveau riche, but also to reclaim territory (Taiwan) and expand maritime boundaries (South China Sea), and to undertake active military preparations for these goals. This rejuvenation has a further ambition to compete for global hegemony with the US.
China and the US are currently engaged in a new imperial test of strength. China’s One Belt and One Road strategy, as well as a series of economic and cultural activities in Central Europe and the Americas, including the US, have shown this ambition. Although China is not prepared to pursue its communist values and change its governmental system, the export of its “Chinese model” (that is, authoritarianism plus the market) also indirectly changes the system of partner countries, allowing them to maintain or strengthen authoritarianism, or to have no choice but to counter authoritarianism (for example, the US).
Behind all this is the Communist Party’s intention to continue its totalitarian rule. That is to say, the West believes that history is over and that the Cold War has ended, but China has never given up the Cold War mentality. China has always dealt with the West with the values of the Communist Party. Now China is showing its true strength, constituting a greater challenge to the US position as leader of the free world than the Soviet Union.
So, how does the West see and respond to this challenge?
China has the right to a peaceful rise and rejuvenation. China’s 1.4 billion people want modernization and want to realize it as soon as possible, within two or three generations. There is no means of stopping this momentum, and it has indeed given the entire world tremendous business opportunities and changed the impact of the rules.	Comment by Author: Would a translation “changed the rules of engagement” be suitable here?
China actually has already completed the millennial turn of events and, after the Tang Dynasty, once again stands as one of the three pillars of the world. As far as the world is concerned, it is directly facing the greatest change in the six hundred years since the great voyages of exploration: for the first time an Eastern power is no longer treated as a virgin land to be discovered and conquered, but a difficult strategic opponent.
When we ridiculed Xi Jinping’s dream of governing the country six years ago, we did not think that the slogan of “the Chinese dream” might cater to the national expectations of China’s rise over the past century, and that the CCP would shrewdly use nationalism to rebuild its legitimacy and successfully rid itself of the nightmare of June 4. Of course, the wound of June 4 was only temporarily hidden; it could still, sooner or later, become a new nightmare for the CCP at the level of institutions and values.
However, from the new alignment of the world, continuing to suppress China geopolitically is unnecessary and also unlikely to succeed, and take the initiative to cater to the prophecy of Thucydides. Geopolitical conflicts ultimately could touch off a hot war.	Comment by Author: I am not sure of this translation. Was this your intention?
What China needs to change is its totalitarian political system. This system and the political party that upholds it cause the suffocation of the Chinese people and obstacles to economic development, and also poses a threat to the world. Therefore, from the general trend, the West should reconcile economically with China and negotiate new rules to induce China’s compliance with global norms. The alternative path for rapprochement is to demand that China end the domination of one-party dictatorship as soon as possible and to democratize at an early date.	Comment by Author: Added for clarity.
If the West cannot form a firm alliance on the basis of universal values, and accept the economic rise of China while also limiting the harm done by its system and values— completing a once-in-a-millennium reconciliation negotiation between East and West, using Western markets to replace China’s totalitarian system, stopping China before it goes too far, taking the initiative to change direction, and integrating China into civilized rules and value systems—then the West will face its greatest crisis in the past six hundred years.
Some might ask: China is so powerful now that it can gradually force the West to change the rules according to its own will; how could China be willing to give up one-party dictatorship and change course? I can only give a philosophical and psychological answer: the need for respect and fear are the two great weaknesses of the CCP. If the West gives the CCP the recognition and the respect it seeks for its national rejuvenation, it would also allow it to peacefully take a bow without having its historical evils be exposed and criticized (thus removing the fear of being criticized), the CCP will show the savviness of a Chinese-style businessmen and recognize its own historical ending. It will also make itself a historical hero of peaceful transition.	Comment by Author: Does this translation reflect your intention?
The red empire should be proactively terminated by the West’s demands for comprehensive economic reconciliation and the resolution of historical grievances.
If the West is unable to do this, it can only wait for the red empire to collapse on itself, after having caused tremendous damage. That may take a very long time.



