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According to Emilio Casseti, “In the long run, the power capabilities of countries large and small are a function of level of development and population size.”
 If this is the case, then China has enormous power capabilities. With a population of 1,262,000,000 and a Gross Domestic Product growth rate of 7%
 to a possible 9%
, the Chinese are showing that, as somewhat of a communist country, they may become the next superpower. This is, however, not the first time the US has looked in the mirror and seen a communist power coming up as the next superpower. The situation was the same with Russia during the Cold War. However, the USSR burned itself out and collapsed in the late 1980s and is now working on the road to democracy. So, what makes China so different? Why does this Chinese country fare better in the international community than the country responsible for an eighty year reign of a “red scare” over America? These questions, I believe can be answered by looking at the liberalization and cooperation of the Chinese communist system in comparison to that of the USSR. China has, since the 1970s, continually looked to interact in the global marketplace, something that the USSR has failed to do. In fact, the Chinese signed into the World Trade Organization (WTO) in 2001, after 15 years of negotiation.
 Further, the USSR never looked to such outlets and locked itself into a heated arms race with the West and bankrupted itself in the late 1980s. It is because of this that China poses more of a threat to the Western way of life than the USSR ever did. It is entirely possible that a country that violates human rights and supports a communist ideology could be the next superpower, without significant reform, although little is certain at this point, as China could swing one way or the other. However, it seems that economic reform in China will allow the West to work with China to remove the political threat that its government poses, although it looks that little can be done to stop the economic power of the country without massive changes to the international marketplace that would be bad for Western business.

The communist party in China took control of the entire country, with the exception of Taiwan, in 1949.
 This forced the nationalist party of China, known as the GMD, to flee to the island, where they remain today.
 One misconception is that the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) gained victory with the aid of the Soviet Union. In reality, the Soviet Union supported the GMD, believing that they would defeat the CCP and that a centralized government would form out of the nationalist party.


One of the leaders of the CCP was Mao Zedong. Zedong became leader of China at the inception of the People’s Republic of China. The country, which embraced communism, was rejected by the West. Therefore, it turned to the USSR for support. Stalin’s support of the country was fickle in the 1930s and 40s, forcing Zedong and the Chinese to look at another model in the 1950s. This model is commonly called the “Maoist Model,” and is the first clear rift from Soviet economic policy.
 While Soviet policy, as described by Jonathan J. Bean, assistant professor of history at Southern Illinois University at Carbondale, was a system of “hypercentralization” that argued and balked between the left and the right wings of the communist party as to the speed at which to industrialize
, China changed the system to better meet the needs of the Chinese situation and rapidly industrialized to attempt to catch up with the states of the West.
 This occurred at the behest of Mao Zedong and happened in 1958 as a portion of the “Great Leap Forward.”
 The entire idea was a rejection of the Soviet model, which Mao felt kept the Chinese from greater industrialization.


Furthermore, the People’s Republic of China (PRC) has done more to help liberalize the economic system of China since the death of Mao. In 1976, the government radically reformed and moved away from the “Cultural Revolution” of Zedong’s waning years. Such reforms included a return to “expert” leadership over “Red” leadership in the economy.
 The reforms were led by Deng Xiaoping. The policies that he instituted were far more pragmatic than the ones instituted by Mao and led to the opening up of the economy of China.
 Furthermore, Dwight H. Perkins of Harvard contends that over the past two decades, the Chinese economy has moved to becoming a far more market based structure, saying that reforms in the 1970s were “A series of pragmatic steps beginning with agriculture and spreading to services and then to industry, however, [that] led China further and further away from an economy run by central planners in Beijing.”
 



However, Perkins explains that these reforms were simply to reform what had become, under Mao, much like the command system of the Soviet Union.
 By the 1990s, the Chinese government, according to Perkins had adopted the slogan of “socialist market economy,” although it is not a really strong socialist system, saying that rural affairs are almost completely handled by market forces.
 Perkins says that China is not up to the standards of the US yet, but that they are more in the area of Japan and South Korea which have some state control, although that is not a perfect comparison.
 Furthermore, Qingjiang Kong says that the Fifteenth Congress of the CCP has initiated a large scale privatization of state owned businesses under the name of “common ownership.”
 In fact, China was, according to Perkins, in the late 1990s interfering in price setting and governmental economic manipulation very little. In fact, Perkins said that the amount that China was interfering was less than the amount used by the Japanese, South Koreans, and Taiwanese at different points in their history.
 Yongjin Zhang says that the Chinese have moved toward internationalism since the 1970s. This then led to the eventual signing in of China into the WTO on November 11, 2001.
 However, Zhang is quick to point out that China remained largely isolated until the 1970s, leaving the country’s development inadequate to this point.
 However, in the end, all reforms of such a nature show that China has made vast strides in their movement toward a more international government. It has, as of November 2003, more Foreign Direct Investment than Japan, South Korea, or Taiwan, much of it coming from the fact that countries that left to Mexico with NAFTA have moved on to China to pay workers even less for the same work.


Also, in a non economic standpoint, China was, during the Cold War, what Chin Chuan Lee of the University of Minnesota calls part of a “strategic alliance with the US against the Soviet Union.”
  In fact, Lee states that President Reagan called the Chinese “good communists” and the Russians “bad communists” in the 1980s.
 This obviously stands in sharp contrast with the Role of the USSR in the Cold War, which stood in stark opposition to the West and was involved in technological races with them. The lack of a need for China to participate as fully as China did in the arms races of the Cold War further strengthened its economy. However, since the end of the Cold War, China, according to Lee, has stepped up and filled the role as the communist country in opposition to the US.
 Apparently, this still has not affected the ability of the Chinese to internationalize, as they have joined the WTO as stated above.
 The internationalization of the Chinese economy and the privatization discussed earlier has worked to offset the views that Americans have of China. In fact, due to the economic liberalizing of China in the 1980s, Chinese reform was viewed as a victory for capitalism. However, the Tiananmen Square incident was seen as the brutality of communism.
 Such conflicting views from the US, arguably the most powerful country in the West, probably led to China’s ability to reform slowly and not be pitted against the West like the Soviet Union, while not being pushed along to completely economically redevelop. Such antagonistic relations most likely isolated the Soviet Union further and forced their collapse, not allowing them to make slow reforms, although Gorbachev was attempting changes with Perostroika, according to Jonathan Bean, even though many of these policies were basic take offs of the Soviet “New Economic Policy” or NEP.
 The ability of China to slowly reform and decentralize some of its industries while Russia was isolated and collapsed in the late 1980s has led to a change in the ratio of the economic size of the two countries. If you were to look at the ratio in the 1970s, Russia would hold a 4 to 1 ratio over China, according to Erich Weede. However, looking at the ratio now, China holds more than a 4 or 5 to 1 margin on the Russians, depending on whether Hong Kong is taken into account.
 Weede explains this by saying:
Although the collapse and dissolution of the Soviet Union contributed to this profound reversal of economic strength, domestic factors have been more important: decollectivization of Chinese agriculture versus an unwillingness to reform in Russia, the establishment of township village enterprises in China versus an extremely weak small and medium enterprise sector in Russia, economic openness and market-preserving federalism in China versus limited participation in globalization and confused federalism in Russia. Although Russia was faster than China in privatizing state-owned enterprises, the preferential treatment of insiders and the weakness of the rule of law or functional substitutes for it neutralized this potential Russian advantage.


Such opinions show that China’s ability to work internationally and effectively grasp a reformed and more liberal government, combined with the collapse of the Soviet Union, have moved it past Russia as a world power. Furthermore, the moves of China may actually lead to China becoming democratic and prosperous, although the future is uncertain. Weede says, “By trade China might become prosperous and, ultimately, even democratic.”
 


When it comes to the foreign policy of China, it seems that the CCP and the PRC change with the decade. In fact, in the article “China’s ‘omni-directional diplomacy:’ Cooperation with all; Emphasis on Major Powers,” Tomoyuki Kojima said:

“Ever since its foundation in October 1949, the People’s Republic of China (PRC) has consistently followed an “independent, self-reliant, peace diplomacy.” At least, that has been the official line of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP). In fact, China’s foreign policy has not been as consistent as the CCP would like to believe and in reality has changed numerous times. The change in direction depended on the perception of friend and foe at the time. Initially, the PRC followed the lead set by the Soviet Union, its main source of support. As internal and external circumstances changed, however, China changed its foreign policy goals from: “peaceful coexistence” in the late 1950s; to “revolutionary diplomacy” during the Cultural Revolution of the late 1960s; to the theory of “Third Worlds” in the 1970s; to the “anti-Soviet hegemony” in the late 1970s.”


Kojima contends that the ensuing isolation of the Chinese after the collapse of the Cold War led to a pulling back from such “omni-directional diplomacy.”
 However, Kojima insists that it was needed to continue reforms within the Chinese system. At that point, the Chinese then rehabilitated relations with Asian countries Indonesia and South Korea, but also with the US as well.
 This led to an economic boom in the late 1990s. Kojima then states:
Supported by rapid economic growth in the latter half of the 1990s, China grew confident enough to demand a place among the major powers that would exert the most influence on the post-Cold War world, along with the US, Russia, the European Union (EU), and Japan. As a result, China shifted the focus of its omnidirectional diplomacy to the strategic relationship with the major powers.


With all of the development and privatization of the Chinese economy and the changes from a Soviet command style to a more moderate capitalist/communist system of government, it could be easy to forget that China still has its flaws. As it was mentioned earlier, China does still interact in trying governmentally to influence prices and even has practiced some price setting, although the amount to which this takes place is down.
 According to Dwight Perkins, roughly 1/4th of all of the industry in China is still state owned.
 However, the biggest single issue in China that should worry the world has little to do with their economic system. The biggest threat that China poses to the Western way of life involves their stance on human rights.

Many of the abuses of human rights come from the lack of credence given to Tibet. Tibet, according to an article by Sanal Singh in the Lancet, Tibet has very little medical infrastructure given to it by the Chinese government. In fact, Singh says that the entire region has only one CT scanner!
 Also, many of the medical facilities have little to no infrastructure and the region where 80% of Tibetans live, the hinterlands is staffed with people who have little to no medical experience.
 Yet, the Chinese government has continued to try and paint a bright picture of the outlook for Tibet. They consistently talk about increased literacy and about new infrastructure in the region.
 However, according to Singh:

Infant mortality rates at 92 per 1000 livebirths and maternal mortality rates at 20 per 10 000 in the TAR were nearly three times those in the Chinese population in the 1990s. Upper respiratory infections, diarrhoeal diseases, hepatitis, and tuberculosis are all serious health problems for Tibetan children.


Also, Singh points out that Tibetan children are stunted at a rate that is more than double that of what Chinese children are. The experiments controlled for varying altitudes and found that the stunting came from malnutrition.
 Singh does allow for the fact that certain barriers pertaining to where Tibetans live and how they live assist in the outcome of poor health care. However, Singh also says, “In addition to these difficulties, however, language barriers, persecution, and torture contribute to the poor health of Tibetans.”
 Furthermore, Singh says that torture is prevalent in Tibet with about twenty percent of Tibetan refugees in India testing positive for post-traumatic stress disorder.
 Singh continues by saying that the methods of torture include, “electric shock and suspension in painful positions, beating with iron bars, and setting dogs on prisoners.
 This poses a threat because it runs perpendicular and contradictory to international conventions that are universally held, though not always accepted by the West, against such practices. Many such conventions would lose their credibility if a major power was doing activities that would violate them. Furthermore, it runs perpendicular to the beliefs of democracy that all people have inalienable rights (in America, one is against cruel and unusual punishment.
) If China was to overtake America economically, it would be fundamentally harder to expand the tenants of democracy and make it difficult for Americans to maintain freedom, as democracies do not fight other democracies.
 


One way human rights violations, as well as the violations of the Chinese government in an economic sense, can be quelled is by the continued creation of a middle class, which generally, according to Elizabeth Economy, speak up about such matters.
 Economic liberalization in the country has begun the process of creating a middle class. However, according to Economy’s “Don’t Break the Engagement,” the middle class has not yet spoken up about some of the issues and has instead chosen to react to some of the negative affects of the economic changes in China.
 Furthermore, Economy says that even though China has liberalized as an economy that many of those reforms have not yet led to reforms in the political sector.
 Economy also says that Chinese officials have hoped that the success of the economic reforms in China would give credibility to their system, thus ignoring the political and social reforms needed in the country.
 Furthermore, by ignoring such reforms, Chinese politicians have increased corruption in the economy and decreased the social welfare system of the country by not allowing business to be fully transparent with such reforms.
 

Such problems may have a two fold affect. They could not affect business and allow China to surpass Russia and the United States and still have a political system that tortures Tibetans and a progressive, function, productive economy. However, they could also turn into a more democratic government, with political and social reform being spurred on by the further creation of a middle class that would push for such practices. However, that is a question that will have to be answered in the future. Seymour Itzkoff, in his essay, “China-Emerging Hegemony: A Speculative Essay,” believes that China will become the major power of the 21st century.
 The remaining question is how this change will occur. It is clear that the Chinese economy will provide a clear danger to the economic supremacy of the United States and that it has a clear shot at being the next superpower. It got to be this way, as we have discussed, by becoming more international and liberalizing its communism, while the USSR collapsed. Furthermore, Itzkoff puts much of this off on the fact that the Chinese are a large and very intelligent society that is very easy to educate that has control of the waters in South and East Asia.
 The remaining question is will the government in China continue the negative policies that it conducts, including violations of human rights and some communist like activities? However, China has spent more than 20 years revitalizing and revamping its economic system, all the while liberalizing it and making it more and more like capitalism. Yet it has done little to change the way that it runs its political system, holding on to a system that clearly ignores human rights and many times interferes in expression, therefore they may have little reason to stop now unless pressured by other countries. This is shown by the comments of Economy, who says that while Chinese leaders now want to politically reform in a manner much like how they began to reform politically, they need not a policy of containment, but a continued policy of engagement to further the development of the middle class, which will lead to political reform.
 Such a strategy makes sense, as economic and political internationalism clearly benefits the Chinese, looking back at their increased development in the past 20 plus years.


In the end, the future of China is still a question of how the world will interact with it. Clearly, its ability to work internationally and reform its economy helped to make it a more powerful country than the USSR, which was preoccupied with arms races and the tenets of communism to open up to the world. China has made large strides in the last 20 plus years and now presents a threat to the economic superiority of the US. The question of whether it will pose a political problem for the United States and the rest of the Western world depends on how it is viewed and accepted, and thus, how reform continues within the country on both an economic and a political level. If engagement of the country is pursued and the Western world actively quests for a reformed and democratic China, then political reform could take over in the country and turn it away from its current state, in which the country violates human rights and the state still controls about 25% of the country’s industry. However, if a policy of containment and isolation is actively pursued by the West, China could continue to grow and would not only pose a economic problem for the West, but it would also pose a political problem as a major player that is actively pursuing tenets that run perpendicular to the pillars of democratic society as it is known in the vast majority of the Western world. It is highly unlikely that containment and isolation would slow the economy of the Chinese, not without removing them from the international economy with high priced sanctions and actions that would cost the American and European businesses that are in China as part of its foreign direct investment vast quantities of money. That makes political action against the country somewhat hard. Therefore, it would be better to slowly encourage such reforms through policies that encourage more slow development and reform in China. While this will still make China an economic threat to the West, it will make it less of a political threat and will increase the chances that China will become an ally. This is an opportunity that was not had with the Soviet Union, as the USSR stayed isolated and burned itself out. Due to the nature of the Chinese economy, not only has China become stronger and more of an economic threat to the United States and the West, but it has also allowed for the West to neutralize the amount to which China can be a political threat to the West.
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