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Preface

I used to enjoy my political intuition  with a relaxed and comfortable feeling. This made political science my hobby rather than my burden. Political prediction does nothing with my career and my survival. This kind of easy manner keeps me sensitive on political events. This is why I often made judges and forecasts far away from mainstream but be verified true frequently.  I rely entirely on my intuition and rational analysis when making political predictions. I had never worried about the side effects on my political talks. When I never treat my political sensitivities seriously, nobody needs to be serious on my political talks.

Everything changed by the outbreak of the 2022 war. War, chaos and killing emerged in a way beyond my political rationality. My judge on the cause of this war is mainly European politicians who are shirking their responsibilities. Others, who have the power to make decisions, harm their own countries and people. These concerns forced me to take on the responsibility of political science myself. Because when an East Asian war breaks out in 2026, Europe will be the biggest victim related. If European politicians react wrongly, the overall damage to the world will be far greater than that caused by 2022 European war.

Following my intuition, the war of 2022 is to divide and weaken the whole of Europe. Escalating , expanding and prolonging this war, that will definitely damage and weaken Europe on overall political, economic and geopolitical strength. That must result in Europe gradually moving away from the centre of world power. Prolonging this war will not only cause greater damage to Ukraine, but also bring greater uncertainty and more serious risks to Europe, even over whole of world.

If under the public opinion from ordinary European,  supporting this war seems rational as they don't like the Russians. But it must be ridiculous when European politicians as a whole  supporting a war that would weaken themselves. This flies in the face of the scientific logic of political science. In general, the damage caused by the wrong reaction of European politicians on 2022 European war will be limited to the European region only. However, if European politicians follow the current path of thinking and decision-making to respond to the coming East Asian war in 2026, it will not only cause huge damage to Europe, but also bring greater danger to the whole world.

In fact, Europe has been plunged into risks of uncertainty since the war started in 2022. These risks include at least the following.

1. The weight of European political power has declined and may continue to decline. This downward trend may make it difficult to determine where the bottom line lies.

2. Europe's geopolitical weight has been seriously reduced. The main result of the European war in 2022 is the formation of the "Ukrainian divide". This political dividing line divides Europe into the "European part" and the "Russian part". This political isolation will last for at least 50 years. The division of Europe will reduce the geopolitical depth of both parties, thereby reducing their geopolitical power.

3. The weight of Europe's economic power will continue to decline. The mutual hostility between Europe and Russia has increased the economic costs of both parties, thereby reducing their overall competitiveness in the unified economic market. Mutual hostility further increases the economic investment and costs of gradually increasing hostility.

4. Europe has resumed (or is about to resume) a new round of the "European Border Movement Process".

5. China will definitely change (or has already changed) its basic policy towards Europe. A shift from supporting a strong united Europe to weakening it.

6. 2022 European war  weaken Europe's options on East Asian war in 2026.

Europe's overall mistake in responding to the 2022 war can be limited to the European region. These negative consequences do not radiate far outwards. At least the extent of their spillover is limited and controllable. But there will be another major political crisis fast approaching. This is the unification of China. According to Ye QiQuan's prediction in his paper of 23 May 2022, this will happen between April and September 2026.

If Europe fails to respond adequately to the East Asian war of 2026, it will not only bring great uncertainty to Europe's prospects, but also great uncertainty to the chaos in East Asia. There is another possibility.  Europe as a whole will fall into chaos for a long time, triggering the deconstruction and reshaping of the existing European power order. And it could lead to a realignment of global geopolitical power. The deconstruction of the European power order could be followed by a new world order.

The starting point of this book is China's unification campaign, but the focus is on uncertainty in Europe. Europe has been plunged into real uncertainty. Europe will also face uncertainty about an East Asian war in 2026. Europe will also face uncertainty about the movement of the European border. There will also be uncertainty about the European power structure. Uncertainty in Europe may even affect the path of interaction chosen by China and the United States in the event of a military conflict. And it will affect a number of things after the East Asian War of 2026.

Politicians in China, the United States and Europe must remain rational enough to face a major political crisis. They may need time to do so.

Ye QiQuan

Saturday, 27 January 2024



Introduction

China's move to unify Taiwan in 2026 will officially launch the G2 order.

China's unification action is a small campaign militarily, but a decisive step politically since the Second World War. This action will declare that the world operates under a G2 order.

The elements that make up the G2 power order are already in place before 2026. 2026 is the right time for China to make a formal political statement. It requires other political forces to recognise this political fact both substantively and formally.

It is not easy to acknowledge an existing truth, even if it has been a political fact for a long time. China's unifying action still has a huge impact on the world. The current major powers also face a major political challenge. Responses will conduct complex consequences not only for each of them, but also for other parties involved.

The United States and its allies are virtually powerless to prevent, delay or reverse China's efforts to unify Taiwan. But the West must respond to this action. Failure to respond would be political suicide. The wrong response can also have suicidal consequences.

The US response plan theoretically consists of two sets, a pre-event plan and a post-event plan, with a total of 6 toolkits. These include pre-peace negotiation plans; pre-emptive containment plans; post-event comprehensive political sanctions; comprehensive political sanctions plus economic sanctions; political sanctions plus military appeasement plans; and comprehensive total war plans.

In general, it is difficult to see how the United States can benefit from its reactions against China. The goal of the United States' responses is only to stop losses by preventing China from rapidly expanding its political, geopolitical and economic gains. But the most ideal plan to the American group often has no chance of being implemented.

Plans that are easier to implement belong to post-response group. Comprehensive political sanctions should be the basic configuration of any response plan. Economic sanctions programmes are less risky than military programmes, and it is easier to test the limits of sanctions. However, any plan that does not include military action will be difficult to appease public opinion within the Western bloc, to deter other insurgent forces, and to slow down China's expansion.

A military response may score political points, but the risks are clear. Politicians on both sides of the Sino-American divide hope to hold the military response in their hands as part of a programme of 'military appeasement'. By keeping military confrontation at a manageable level, Western public opinion can be made aware of a fact. That is "the enemy cannot be defeated by military means". Once public opinion clearly understands the political and military realities, comprehensive negotiations will be conducted and achieved more easily.

However, military operations have their own internal rules. There is a high probability that a military campaign will slip from a low level of interaction to high intensity. Military conflict slipping out of political control and into full-scale war is common and frequent. The more complex the military response, the greater the risk of losing control.

Once the United States enters a war with a medium to high level of response, the probability of withdrawal from East Asia is quite high. A higher level of war response could involve more variables. These variables include the initiation, acceleration and intensification of the process of comprehensive border movements in Europe; Russia's push to the L1 line; the deconstruction and reorganisation of the current European power order; the great chaos involving the European core area and surrounding areas; the choice between G2 and G3 after the war or the uncertainty of the G4 system, etc.

In the face of China's "defensively offensive strategy", the chances of the American group defeating China (group) are quite small. However, although China (group) has the potential to deconstruct the European order and the US-led imperial order, it does not have the ability and opportunity to defeat the United States at the national level. China may not have the initiative to exploit its potentials fully.

This does not mean that the United States has no chance of defeating China. Breaking the ground rules of the imperial order and successfully implementing a pre-emptive containment plan is one of them. However, the uncontrollable endpoint is a greater obstacle to the implementation of this plan.

The early and rapid initiation of nuclear war, and the initiation of nuclear war after the failure of total war, will increase the possibility of military victory for the American group. Once Western public opinion believes that nuclear war can increase the possibility of victory, it will be extremely difficult for Western politicians to stop the nuclear option. This fact places the primary responsibility for preventing nuclear war on China. Building a comprehensive nuclear deterrent against the West is a nuclear responsibility that China must shoulder.

In the complex response process, Europe's participation in the Sino-US military conflict will put tremendous pressure on China. At the same time, it will create enormous uncertainty for the prospects of Europe as a whole. European politicians need to spend more time considering European options.

The complexity of the US plan to deal with China will add to the uncertainty of the world situation. Japan, South Korea and the Philippines will play different roles and have different consequences at different stages of the military conflict between China and the United States.

China's philosophical logic will influence China's military response plan as well. It will also affect the tendency to form a G2, G3 or G4 system after a full-scale war between China and the United States.

Taiwan is the most powerless participant in this series of events. India does not have the capacity to mobilise China's political and military resources. Vietnam has the capacity to mobilise China's political and military resources. Vietnam may also demonstrate this capability, but there is a high probability that Vietnam will not intervene in the military conflict between China and the United States. Once the Sino-US military conflict reaches the medium response level and above, the probability of South Korea and Japan withdrawing from the US alliance is very high. The likelihood of US power withdrawing from East Asia is also quite high. The Philippines may become another realistic option for the United States. It will be inevitable for the United States to invest a lot of political resources in the Philippines. This will not only allow the United States to maintain a military presence close to China's front lines, but also allow the Philippines to perform the functions of maintaining the US imperial order that South Korea and Japan have performed in the past.

G2 is already an existential political fact. China's unifying actions in 2026 will inaugurate the formal operation of the G2 order. If the United States is unwilling to choose the G3 or G4 power system, the chances of reaching a compromise with China are quite high.

China's post-unification system of governance in Taiwan is another complex and sensitive issue. It may take more effort to discuss it separately. But there is a political law that says what can be done cannot always be said. So a solution that is truly close to the truth may never emerge.
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Abstract:

There is no known date for the completion of China's reunification plan, but there are many indications that it may have been in place by 2012. In 2013, the Chinese president publicly and formally pledged that Taiwan's reunification would be completed during his term. In 2019, Chinese state media vaguely but firmly pointed to Taiwan's deep involvement in the anti-return riots in Hong Kong. Mainland people's opposition to the Taiwan authorities' "betrayal of the country" has reached its peak. This is the main reason why some observers predict that China will withdraw its political favour from Taiwan under the "two-system" proposal. On 1 July 2021, for the first time at a major event, mainland China referred only to "one country" and did not mention Taiwan's "two systems". On 10 August 2022, the Chinese central government officially announced that Taiwan had essentially lost the political benefits of the "one country, two systems" solution. In other words, the Taiwan authorities have no military control and no diplomatic power. Senior administrative officials must assist the mainland and be supervised by the central government. The central government still has room to negotiate government structures, economic systems and tax incentives. Many factors will close the window for peace negotiations in 2026, leaving Taiwan with a buffer of about three years. If reunification is initiated later than 15 September 2026, Xi Jinping runs the risk of his great achievements being shared, misinterpreted, misrepresented, distorted and downgraded.

Keywords:

Reunification; Cross-Strait; One Country, Two Systems; 2026; Sino-US Conflict; Land-based Weapon; Sea-based Weapon; Weapon Effective Range; Anti-ship Missile. Europe; Uncertainty. 

Subdirectory:

1. In 2012, the plan for the reunification of Taiwan had taken full shape.

2. In 2013, the plan for the reunification of Taiwan was officially announced.

3. In 2019, mainland public opinion was against peaceful reunification.

4. In 2019, civilian found signs that the mainland was withdrawing politics favor of "two systems".

5. On 1 July 2021, mainland officials released signs that "two systems" is getting away from Taiwan.

6. On 10 August 2022, Taiwan lost the essence of "two systems" favor.

7. Future, Taiwan will have no motivation to initiate peace talks.


7.1. Taiwan has erected a strong anti-unification barrier.

7.2. Taiwan loses its rationality to judge the international situation


8. Future, Mainland China will have no motivation to initiate peace talks.


8.1. In the scenario of a Sino-US conflict in 2026, the United States faces major shortcomings.

8.2. The advantage of land-based weapons is returning or has returned to the central stage of war.

8.3. Peaceful unification can severely limit China's geopolitical gains.

8.4. Peaceful operations will seriously consume China's governance costs.

8.5. Peaceful unification will seriously slow China's historical pace down.


9.  In 2026, the unification and two driving factors.


9.1. The United States cannot calm the chaos in Europe.

9.2. Many countries are ready to join the process of dismantling European power.

9.3. Russia has targeted the L1 line as its new national security frontier

9.4. New needs will actively seek their leaders and windows to embody their needs.

9.5. The rise of land power needs a window to show off. 

9.6. China's real needs

9.7. China's historical needs


10. Probability of lead or lag

I.  2012, Unifying Taiwan Plan Shaped

When Looking back at Xi Jinping's political experience from 2010 to 2012, it can be seen that the  plan to unify Taiwan helped him escape the political quagmire.It was Xi Jinping who found this force powerful enough to defeat his political enemies. He discovered this resource and took advantage of it. Under the banner of reunifying Taiwan, he collected other scattered political resources in China to form his own political force. It was Xi Jinping who, for the first time, put forward a complete and systematic plan to regain Taiwan. It was this plan that gave Xi Jinping greatest political appeal. With the banner of China’s unification, Xi formed the most powerful political power group at that time. All of these supported Xi to gain the initiative in the political struggle against the Jiang Zemin clique and the Hu Jintao clique. The following points can support this hypothesis.

1.1  Xi Jinping once fell into political trouble.

Table 1 below briefly outlines the process by which Xi Jinping had traped into political crisis and eventually reversed the unfavourable situation. Launching a complete plan to unify Taiwan (including an forced reunification plan) is Xi Jinping's ultimate weapon to win the political struggle.

	Table 1: Important political resume of Xi Jinping (by 2012)


	Military background

	1979 to 1982, he worked in the Central Military Commission of the Communist Party of China, serving as assistant secretary to Geng Biao, Secretary-General of the Military Commission. He is intimately familiar with the operation procedures of China's military command system.



	Senior cadre of the Communist Party of China

	2000 to 2002, he was the Deputy Secretary of the Fujian Provincial Party Committee and the Governor of the Fujian Province; the Deputy Secretary of the Zhejiang Provincial Party Committee and the Acting Governor of Zhejiang Province. A period of rapid political development for him.



	Important member of Jiang Zemin Group

	2002 to 2007, he was the Secretary of the Zhejiang Provincial Party Committee. Just two years after becoming a governor, he was promoted to a Party Secretary of a major province. An extremely rare case of rapid advancement for any Chinese officer.



	Core member of Jiang Zemin Group

	In 2007, he was appointed the Secretary of the Shanghai Municipal Party Committee. After five years as the Secretary of the Zhejiang Provincial Party Committee, he was promoted to the Secretary of the Shanghai Municipal Party Committee, proving that Xi Jinping had officially become a core member of the next generation leaders selected by the Jiang Zemin group.



	Officially became “Crown Prince”

	From 2007 to 2012, he became a member of the Standing Committee of the Political Bureau of the CPC Central Committee. He skipped the rank of Politburo member and jumped directly from a member of the Central Committee to a member of the Standing Committee of the Political Bureau of the CPC Central Committee. This fact officially confirms that Xi Jinping will be the next General Secretary of CPC and the President-in-waiting.



	Postponing his appointment as Vice Chairman of the Central Military Commission

	In 2009, there were online rumor that Xi Jinping himself had asked to postpone to appoint him as Vice Chairman of the Central Military Commission of CPC. The official explanation was that 'there is no discussion on the appointment of a vice chairman of the military commission at present'.


	Rumors of coup d'état

	Throughout 2010 and 2011, rumours circulated online that Xi Jinping was facing a political crisis and had been abandoned by Jiang Zemin's clique. He might be replaced by another political star, Bao Xilai.

In 2014 and 2015, semi-official sources confirmed that Xi Jinping had indeed traped in a political crisis.




In 2002, Xi Jinping and Bo Xilai were elected to the CPC Central Committee at the same time that means both of they were at same political level in CPC ranking system. In 2007, Bo Xilai was promoted to a member of the Political Bureau of the CPC Central Committee. Xi Jinping skipped this level and was promoted directly to the Standing Committee of the Political Bureau of the CPC Central Committee. He was recognised as the President-in-waiting. At this stage, Xi Jinping is considered a core member of Jiang Zemin's political group and the core of the next generation leaders.

In 2009, following the normal trajectory of Chinese politics, Xi Jinping was expected to take over as Vice Chairman of the Central Military Commission this year or earlier. However, there was online rumor that "Xi Jinping initiatively wrote a letter requesting a delay for this appointment”. The official response to this online rumour was that "there is currently no discussion on the appointment of the Vice Chairman of the Military Commission". The popular interpretation of this incident is that Xi Jinping has been banned. Opposition could come from Hu Jintao's clique, Jiang Zemin's clique, or from both.

From 2007 to 2011, Bo Xilai, another political star in Jiang Zemin's group, had a more prominent position in the political arena than Xi Jinping. From 2010 to 2011, there were online rumours that Xi Jinping might be abandoned by Jiang Zemin's clique. Bo Xilai could replace him politically.

In several official propaganda campaigns in 2014 and 2015, some senior CCP officials publicly confirmed that a "coup plot" had taken place but failed. It confirmed that Xi Jinping had been traped into a dark period, and been blocked by both Jiang Zemin's clique and Hu Jintao's clique.

1.2  Xi Jinping suddenly shows strength and powerful offensive power

As the Wen Jiabao Group joined the melee, Xi Jinping began a series of firm and tough counterattacks.

	Critical Moment

	On 14 March 2012, Xi's political opponents were besieged by the Wen Jiabao group.



	A sudden display of powerful power

	On 27 March 2012, the People's Daily published an editorial entitled "Don't leave difficulties to next shift".

1. As Secretary-General-in-Waiting, publicly demand that the current Secretary-General "get the job done".

2. Shows that Xi Jinping has formed an independent political force that can simultaneously challenge the two major political forces composed of the "current General Secretary Group" and the "former General Secretary Group".

3. Directly shows that Xi Jinping has taken over China's most powerful propaganda machine in advance.



	Showing Strength Again

	On 2 May 2012, the "People's Daily" published an editorial entitled "Don't back down before leaving office". Publicly demanded current General Secretary Hu Jintao deal with the "Bo Xilai case" before the end of his term.



	Repeatedly Demonstrating Power

	On 18 May 2012, the People's Daily published an editorial entitled "Finish the paving way before leaving office". For the third time, it publicly put pressure on the Hu Jintao clique and also launched a challenge to the Jiang Zemin clique.



	Strong pressure on the Hu and Jiang groups

	In June and July 2012, many provincial Party newspapers across the country printed an interview report on their front pages. The title is "Finish tasks in the current term. Never leave jobs to successor ".

1. A decisive struggle, a comprehensive and open challenge to the two major political power groups.

2. A clear indication that Xi Jinping has taken over China's powerful propaganda machine in advance.

3. This means that Xi Jinping has not only formed an independent political force, but also shows that this group has the strength and courage to openly challenge two powerful political factions at the same time.



[image: image][image: image]
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From being a passive state facing deposition, Xi Jinping suddenly became a strong offensive state. This transformation is huge and risky.

Another unusual background is that Xi Jinping was an assistant to the then president Hu Jintao. Challenging your superior when you position as an assistant, that never has been the default state of East Asian culture. When Xi Jinping continuously made public accusations against his superiors through the public media, the situation is contrary to China's cultural traditions. Such anti-tranditional behaviour typically weakens attacker politically and morally. In other words, without much enough power,no body attacks the opponent through a way of anti-cultural traditions.

It is an obvious fact that Xi Jinping not only did this, but also took an extremely tough stance. Dare to challenge two top political power groups at the same time. It proves that Xi Jinping had concentrated China's powerful political resources in his hands at that time.

	Decisive Victory

	22 September 2012, Bo Xilai was sentenced to life imprisonment. The Xi Jinping clique won the battle to challenge the two most powerful political blocs at the time.



	Strong Announcement 1:

	15 November 2012, the collective leadership of the 18th Central Committee of the CPC made its first public appearance. After Xi Jinping appeared alone on the side screen for five seconds, the other members of the team appeared one by one. Before taking the podium, the other members always kept a distance of about 2 metres from Xi Jinping.

(It is a very clear statement. This leadership collective is not a republican mechanism, but a relationship between the central leader and his assistants).



	Strong announcement 2: 

	The vice-president elected at the National People's Congress after Xi Jinping took office who does not have the status as a member of the Politburo Standing Committee, which clearly shows that this leadership team has no designated candidate for the crown prince.



	Tabulation: by Ye QiQuan (PPNet www.pppnet.net)
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In the Jiang Zemin and Hu Jintao periods, leaders maintained the same spatial distance when they appeared together.  Xi Jinping has changed this paradigm.

1.3  Xi Jinping has finally won this arduous political struggle. 

On the table, the dispute appears to be between current officials and his successor over a job transition. But the truth beneath the surface is a Shakespearean drama.

Shakespeare's play is simulated as follows:

Protagonists: Regent Prince: Jiang Zemin; Current King: Hu Jintao; Crown Prince: Xi Jinping; Premier-in-waiting: Li Keqiang; Coup Prince: Bo Xilai.

The current King, Hu Jintao, hoped that Li Keqiang become Crown Prince, but he failed, because he was weaker than the Regent Prince Jiang. In the end, Xi Jinping becames Crown Prince with the support from the Regent Jiang. Li Keqiang, a figure recommended by the current King Hu, took over as Premier-in-waiting. Of course, both of the King, Hu Jintao, and the Primer-in-waiting, Li Keqiang, were not happy with Xi Jinping and would do their best to stop Xi.

One day, the Regent Prince Jiang decides to abandon Xi Jinping and promote another star general, Bo Xilai, to replace Xi as the new Crown Prince.

Faced with the crisis, Crown Prince Xi Jinping quickly rallied his political group and army and captured star general Bo Xilai on the battlefield.

After capturing Bo Xilai, Xi Jinping threw him at the feet of the current King, Hu Jintao. He prayed: "Your Majesty, please kill this criminal. He has committed treason.”

Hu Jintao did not want to help Xi Jinping kill Bo Xilai, and he either did not want to offend the Regent Prince Jiang by killing Bo Xilai. He replied: "OK, no problem, we will try him in procedure." But this procedure couldn't be any slower.

On 27 March 2012, Xi Jinping could no longer stand the slow trial process. He galloped up to the King, Hu Jintao. Xi asked for instructions: "Please announce Bo Xilai's crimes and then kill him. Not wanting to get involved in the grudge between them, Hu Jintao said: "No problem. No problem. As soon as we clearly investigate his crimes, I will kill him for you."

On 2 May 2012, Xi Jinping was very concerned about the progress of the trial. He rode up to the King, Hu Jintao, and asked: "Please, Your Majesty, seek justice and kill those who rebelled." Hu Jintao replied: "Absolutely, absolutely. It's just that some crimes have not been clearly investigated. Once all the crimes are found out, the criminals will be executed immediately.”

On 18 May 2012, Xi Jinping could no longer contain his anger. He rode up to the King, Hu Jintao, and pleaded: "This man committed a crime during your reign. It is up to you to stand up and kill him" . Hu Jintao smiled: "You will be the king immediately. Then you can kill him. Even you will have no problem cutting him into 100 pieces. Xi Jinping replied: "No way, you cannot leave the work to me while you are in power."

From June to July 2012, Xi Jinping never came to plead with Hu Jintao again. He was on horseback, standing in front of his army. He asked loudly: "Should the rebels be killed?" His troops were in an uproar, shouting "be killed, be killed"! The situation was chaotic.

Xi Jinping kept shouting to his troops. His troops chanted in unison, "Kill him! Kill him! Kill him!” Hu Jintao could no longer hold back. Regent Jiang Zemin had no choice either. So he told Hu Jintao: "Forget it! Kill him, kill him”.

On 22 September 2012, Hu Jintao announced to the army: "Bo Xilai has committed rebellion, killed!”

On 15 November 2012, Xi Jinping ascended to the throne and Hu Jintao abdicated.

1.4  Decisive victory, not small victory

In the process of reversing the unfavourable situation, Xi Jinping has achieved not only a protective victory but also a comprehensive and overwhelming victory. There are three important signs.


(1) The political convention of the current president and the president-in-waiting being in office at the same time has been abandoned by Xi Jinping.;

(2) The number of members of the Standing Committee of the Political Bureau has been reduced from 9 to 7;

(3) The national decision-making system has changed from the co-governance system of the Politburo Standing Committee during the Hu Jintao era to a centralised leadership system.


1.5  What helped Xi is the public opinion to unify Taiwan only

Even during Hu Jintao's 10 years in power, Jiang Zemin's political clique still dominated China's political direction. Experts and scholars who follow China's political situation all recognise this fact.

Hu Jintao had been China's president for 10 years, but it had been difficult to weaken the power of Jiang Zemin's clique. As a figure who was abandoned by the original political group, Xi Jinping had great difficulties and risks in challenging the two most powerful political groups at the time.

China's other major political forces have different identities, backgrounds, positions and interests. To unite these political forces (groups) in China, Xi Jinping must be able to discover or find common aspirations or common ideas that is strong enough to unite these scattered political forces in fist. Under the circumstances at that time, the most powerful public opinion and strongest political demand in China was the unification of Taiwan. This was the only power strong enough to survive Xi, to collect scattered political sources, to overcome the complex situation, and to defeat Jiang Group and Hu Group.

1.6  Proved the Unifying Taiwan Plan was formed in 2012

According to China's political decision-making process, major decisions take at least 8 to 10 months or even longer. Eleven months after Xi Jinping came to power, he has formally made a political commitment to the Chinese people. He will complete the historic task of unifying Taiwan in the near future. It can be inferred that the political decision to unify Taiwan was proposed and initially formed in 2012. It may even have been made before Xi Jinping officially came to power. 

A post-hoc analysis can safely conclude that China's unification plan was formed in 2012. Xi Jinping emphasized that the unification of Taiwan will be completed during his tenure. This assessment is also the consensus view of current political science.

II.  2013, Unifying Taiwan Plan Announced Officially

2.1 First publicly announced at a foreign policy event.

When Chinese President Xi Jinping met with Taiwanese figure Vincent Siew (Xiao Wanchang, 蕭萬長, 萧万长), in Indonesia on 6 October 2013, he publicly stated that "the Taiwan issue cannot be handed down from generation to generation"[1].

2.2 Making formal public commitments to domestic audiences

Since the statement within diplomatic background issued on 6 October 2013, mainland China has confirmed it many times in the following four months. These repetitions and statements were released through authoritative channels, including state television broadcasts, Taiwan Affairs Office spokespersons and State Council spokespersons. Through these channels, Xi Jinping confirmed his  commitment publicly. In China's historical and political logic, formal political commitments are extremely serious historical events. When Chinese historians evaluate the status of a historical figure, they will mainly refer to the extent to which the historical figure fulfils his commitment. This big and serious commitment by Xi Jinping not only consolidates the foundation of his rule, but also brings enormous political pressure to bear on his rule.

[image: image]
III.  2019, Mainland Public Calls Forced  Reunification

3.1.  Called Peaceful Unification Before 2016

Figure 5: Mainland Chinese once enthusiastically followed everything in Taiwan

(This section does not discuss public opinion in Taiwan against One Country, Two Systems.)

Before 2016, the majority of public opinion on the mainland was to be friendly towards Taiwan. Although this general good intention has been one-sidedly opposed and negatively interpreted by Taiwan, the fact is that the military reunification of Taiwan is not supported by mainland public opinion.

1. On 30 September 1981, Ye Jianying published "Ye’s Nine Points". It promised that Taiwan would keep its military troops; keep its political and economical system; maintain a high degree of autonomy; the central government would not interfere in Taiwan's affairs at all; maintain "foreign economic and cultural relations" with other countries; Taiwanese would have exclusive seats in the central government; the central government could subsidise Taiwan;

2. On 25 June 1983, Deng Xiaoping elaborated on "Deng's Six Points". Taiwan can have an army; the mainland will not send anyone to Taiwan (military personnel will not go, nor will administrative personnel); the party, government, and military systems will be run by Taiwanese themselves; the central government will reserve exclusive leader seats for Taiwanese; administrative independence, judicial independence, and final decision-making will not have to go to Beijing.

3. Former Chinese Presidents Jiang Zemin and Hu Jintao have not made any change on Taiwan affairs. It can be assumed that they will stick to the promises of "Ye's Nine Points" and "Deng's Six Points".

4. Mainland public opinion was friendly to Taiwan. The long-term influence and education of the "treasure island" concept, the popular praise that "Taiwan's most beautiful scenery is Taiwanese", the long-term existence of the "One Country, Two Systems" concept; these concepts and propositions have long supported the mainland people's support for the "peaceful reunification of Taiwan" plan. "Opposition to the military reunification of Taiwan" has a deep basis in mainland public opinion.

3.2. 2016-2019 Public Calls Forced Reunification

1. No matter how many layers of veils there are, the anti-extradition turmoil that occurred in 2019 can be traced back to the roots of the United States and Taiwan through political science analysis.

2. In the official media of mainland China, although the wording is very vague, the attitude is very clear that Taiwan is a major participant in the anti-extradition turmoil.

[image: image][image: image]
3. On 3 September 2019, Xi Jinping delivered a speech at the Central Party School of China[2] on the theme of "struggle". This incident very bluntly conveyed the political tone of Xi Jinping's tough stance against the US and Taiwan to China's senior leadership.
4. On China's social media, the attitude of mainland Chinese people is very clear. Mainland people believed that the Taiwan authorities are involved in the crime of "selling out national interests" and "betraying the country". They also believed that Taiwan people as a whole is "betraying the country". This is the exact opposite of what public opinion was before the anti-extradition riots.

5. Although mainland officials have tried their best to suppress civilian voices, mainland public opinion has expressed its opposition to peaceful reunification through various means. Mainland people strongly calls for forced reunification of Taiwan. The argument that "peaceful reunification are tantamount to betrayal of the country" is even popular on various social media platforms. Occasionally, anti-war blog posts were wiped out from all of simplified Chinese social media quickly because they were opposed and complained strongly. 

IV.  2019, Signs on Withdrawing Two-System Favor.

[image: image][image: image]
In October 2019, Ye QiQuan predicted on Dwnews blog,  that Mainland was withdrawing its preference on"One Country, Two Systems” to Taiwan [3]. And he forwarded this blog to some of popular political commentators in Taiwan via Facebook. Mr. Ye tried his best to remind Taiwan people to take their initiative to pursue "One Country, Two Systems" before it disappears.
V.  2021, Official Signal on None of Two-System 

In Mainland China's political operation process, there is a very important routine programme. That is, on every important festival and anniversary, the top national leaders must come forward to make a comprehensive speech. The mainland's working policies towards Hong Kong, Macau and Taiwan must be spoke and repeated out in every such regular event. In terms of expressions about Taiwan, "One Country, Two Systems" is a phrase that must be mentioned ever in every speech.

On 1 July 2021, Xi Jinping's spoke at the conference celebrating the 100th anniversary of the founding of the Communist Party of China as a convention. What’s unusual is that he emphasised only the content of “one country” and ignored the "two systems" part [4]. This is the first time since 1997 that the discussion of "two systems" has been deliberately ignored on such an occasion at the highest political level. This is another serious warning that Taiwan is about to lose “One Country, Two Systems” promotion after Ye QiQuan warned so in 2019.

VI. 2022, Essence of Two-System Deprived

On 10 August 2022, the mainland central government officially released a white paper [5] on its Taiwan policy, clearly announcing that "Taiwan has lost the substantial favors of One Country, Two Systems".

The relevant discussion is copied below, along with a vernacular translation. Although the vernacular translation is superfluous and unnecessary, it may help some people who are not familiar with the political language of the mainland to understand the mainland's stance.

6.1. General Description:

(1) Taiwan has no diplomatic rights;

(2) No authority to command troops;

(3) Senior administrative officials must support the central government and be supervised.

(4) Regarding the people's livelihood structure, the mainland central government has also left a window for negotiation. The central government has clearly stated that the following privileges can be obtained through peaceful negotiations, including no taxation from Taiwan; no major changes in the administrative structure; and no major changes in the economic structure.

(5) The structure of the Taiwan Special Administrative Region is optional, not mandatory.

The following is copied from the fourth and fifth sections of "The Taiwan Question and the Cause of Chinese Reunification in the New Era".

6.2. Window of Peaceful Talks Reserved

[Content in Second Paragraph of Section IV.]

National reunification by peaceful means is the first choice of the CPC and the Chinese government in resolving the Taiwan question, as it best serves the interests of the Chinese nation as a whole, including our compatriots in Taiwan, and it works best for the long-term stability and development of China. We have worked hard to overcome hardships and obstacles to peaceful reunification over the past decades, showing that we cherish and safeguard the greater good of the nation, the wellbeing of our compatriots in Taiwan, and peace on both sides.

Translation: Chinese central government still maintains a window for peaceful negotiations. It is up to Taiwan to decide whether it is willing to negotiate or not.

Vernacular: The ball is in Taiwan's court. Don’t blame the mainland for not fulfilling its notification obligations.

6.3. One country takes precedence over two systems

[Third Paragraph of Section IV.]

The One Country, Two Systems principle is an important institutional instrument created by the CPC and the Chinese government to enable peaceful reunification. It represents a great achievement of Chinese socialism. Peaceful reunification and One Country, Two Systems are our basic principles for resolving the Taiwan question and the best approach to realizing national reunification. Embodying the Chinese wisdom – we thrive by embracing each other – they take full account of Taiwan’s realities and are conducive to long-term stability in Taiwan after reunification. We maintain that after peaceful reunification, Taiwan may continue its current social system and enjoy a high degree of autonomy in accordance with the law. The two social systems will develop side by side for a long time to come. One Country is the precondition and foundation of Two Systems; Two Systems is subordinate to and derives from One Country; and the two are integrated under the one-China principle. We will continue working with our compatriots in Taiwan to explore a Two Systems solution to the Taiwan question and increase our efforts towards peaceful reunification. In designing the specifics for implementing One Country, Two Systems, we will give full consideration to the realities in Taiwan and the views and proposals from all walks of life on both sides, and fully accommodate the interests and sentiments of our compatriots in Taiwan.

Translation: : One country takes precedence over two systems. All the details about “Two-system” need to be discussed again.

Vernacular: The promises made by Ye Jianying and Deng Xiaoping have expired. Negotiations focus on mainland public opinion now.

6.4. Granted Preference to Taiwan Cannot Exceed Hong Kong Has

[Fourth Paragraph of Section IV.]

Ever since the One Country, Two Systems principle was proposed, certain political forces have been misrepresenting and distorting its objectives. The DPP and the authorities under its leadership have done everything possible to target the principle with baseless criticisms, and this has led to misunderstandings about its aims in some quarters of Taiwan. It is a fact that since Hong Kong and Macao returned to the motherland and were reincorporated into national governance, they have embarked on a broad path of shared development together with the mainland, and each complements the others’ strengths. The practice of One Country, Two Systems has been a resounding success. For a time, Hong Kong faced a period of damaging social unrest caused by anti-China agitators both inside and outside the region. Based on a clear understanding of the situation there, the CPC and the Chinese government upheld the One Country, Two Systems principle, made some appropriate improvements, and took a series of measures that addressed both the symptoms and root causes of the unrest. Order was restored and prosperity returned to Hong Kong. This has laid a solid foundation for the law-based governance of Hong Kong and Macao and the long-term continuation of One Country, Two Systems.

Interpretation: The two systems are not static. Modification, improvement and perfection are the essential attributes of Two-system.

(Vernacular: Don't forget what you did to make trouble in Hong Kong. The rebates given to Taiwan cannot exceed those given to Hong Kong)

6.5. Taiwan SAR Uncertainly. Senior officials supervised.

[Fourth Paragraph of Section V.]

Provided that China’s sovereignty, security and development interests are guaranteed, after reunification Taiwan will enjoy a high degree of autonomy as a special administrative region. Taiwan’s social system and its way of life will be fully respected, and the private property, religious beliefs, and lawful rights and interests of the people in Taiwan will be fully protected. All Taiwan compatriots who support reunification of the country and rejuvenation of the nation will be the masters of the region, contributing to and benefitting from China’s development. With a powerful motherland in support, the people of Taiwan will enjoy greater security and dignity and stand upright and rock-solid in the international community.

(Interpretation: Taiwan Special Administrative Region is an option. Senior officials must support reunification)

(Vernacular: Taiwan's government officials must support the central government and be supervised)

6.6. No power to command troops

[Sixth Paragraph of Section V.]

The people separated by the Taiwan Straits share the same blood and a common destiny. After reunification, China will have greater international influence and appeal, and a stronger ability to shape international public opinion, and the Chinese people will enjoy greater self-esteem, self-confidence and national pride. In Taiwan and on the mainland the people will share the dignity and triumph of a united China and be proud of being Chinese. We will work together to refine and implement the Two Systems solution to the Taiwan question, to improve the institutional arrangements for implementing the One Country, Two Systems policy, and to ensure lasting peace and stability in Taiwan.

(Interpretation: Now the two sides of the Taiwan Strait are jointly deciding on the two-system plan to ensure that Taiwan will not rebel again)

(Vernacular: Taiwan has no military control, and military power belongs to the central government. The central government must intervene in Taiwan's government)

6.7. All diplomatic powers are vested in the central government.

[Eighth Paragraph of Section V.]

After reunification, foreign countries can continue to develop economic and cultural relations with Taiwan. With the approval of the central government of China, they may set up consulates or other official and quasi-official institutions in Taiwan, international organizations and agencies may establish offices, relevant international conventions can be applied, and relevant international conferences can be held there.

(Vernacular: Taiwan has no diplomatic powers. All foreign-related powers are vested in the central government.)

VII. Future, No Peace Talks initiated from Taiwan.

7.1. Taiwan has erected a strong barrier against reunification.

7.1.1 Strong Anti-mainland Atmosphere
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In the process to pursue Taiwan’s independence, the barriers against “One Country, Two Systems” have been gradually raised and thickened. From 1992 to 2023, the proportion of people who identify as both Taiwanese and Chinese has continued to decline, falling from 46.4% to 30.5%. Over the same period, the proportion of people who identified only as Chinese declined steadily from 25.5% to 2.5%. And the proportion of self-identified Taiwanese rose steadily from 17.6% to 62.8%.
7.1.2. Manipulated Anti-mainland environment

In a wide range of English-language databases and even various Chinese databases outsides mainland China, majority of historical data is added with the perspective and background of the political stance supporting Taiwan's independence. When accusing China's missile test in 1996, Lee Teng-hui's visit to the United States during his "presidential term" was deliberately defused. 

When all Western public opinion strongly criticised China's anti-secession law, they forgot that Lee Teng-hui had ended the operation of the Taiwan Provincial Government on the island of Taiwan. Lee Teng-hui's "two-nation theory" caused conflicts across the Taiwan Strait



7.1.3 Political situation unfavourable to mainland China.




7.2. Irrational Judgements on International Politics

7.2.1 Unable to assess China's power in the international system.










7.2.2 Lack of mature political judgement










7.3 Nobody can change Taiwan’s current political stance.





	No longer political favors from Mainland






VIII. Future, No Proactive Peaceful Talks from Mainland









8.1. USA faces major shortcomings In Sino-U.S. conflict scenario 


8.1.1 US troops cannot land China


8.1.2 The higher cost of combat-level weapon in USA



8.1.3 The higher cost of strategic weapons in USA



cost of the US aircraft carrier fleet


	


	
	
	
	


	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	

	


The cost of China's intermediate-range missiles




Exchangable Ratio

	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	






8.1.4 Extremely difficult political process




8.2 China has better weapons effective range


8.2.1 Range (Killing Distance)
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8.22 Issue about Lethality (Damage Effect) 





8.2.3 Significance on Land-based Weapon taking power superiority

Temptation



Significance





8.3. Peaceful unification will severely limit China's geopolitical gains

8.3.1 Peaceful unification Limit China's Geopolitical Potential in Northern Sea of Japan


8.3.2 Peaceful unification will limit China's ability to exploit Taiwan's geographical advantages







8.4. Peaceful unification costs China



8.5.  Peaceful unification slows down China


8.5.1 Peaceful unification will lose or delay the possibility of establishing an East Asian Cooperation Zone.







8.5.2 Peaceful unification Will Increase China's Historical Difficulties




IX. 2026, Opportunity and Driving Forces 





9.1 The United States cannot quell chaos in Europe.





9.2 Lots of Countries are ready to join the process of deconstructing European power.




9.3 Russia has set its sights on the L1 line.



9.4 New needs will actively seek leaders and windows






9.5 The rise of land power requires a window to show off



9.6 China's practical needs

9.6.1  Consoling China's historical pain



9.6.2  Appease Chinese Public Anger



9.7 China's historical needs

9.7.1  Philosophical needs:



9.7.2  Character Window:


9.7.3  Power windows:


9.7.4  History record window:






X. Probability on advance or delay





Summary


Reference:
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