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Why EU wants to lift embargo and what may happen next
Wu Chih-chung (Assistant professor, department of political science, Soochow University, secretary-general, European Union Study Association – Taiwan (EUSA)): The well-known British political monthly magazine “The Economist” featured on the cover of its February 2 issue a smiling U.S. President Bush touring Europe. But the cove, nonetheless, had him say unhappily, “Merci, y’all, but why the heck are you selling arms to China?” This statement high-lighted the EU’s intention to lift its arms embargo against China, which is not only making Taiwan feel extremely insecure but has become an East Asian issue of international importance. The U.S. Japan Security Consultative Committee listed Taiwan among the two countries’ common strategic objectives in the region in its official joint statement for the first time ever. The committee is known as the “2+2 meeting” of the U.S. secretary of defense, the U.S. secretary of state, the director general of Japan’s Defense Agency, and the Japanese foreign minister.
In the new era of international relations in the 21st century, the major EU countries are no longer emphasizing the principles of democracy and human rights in their foreign relations. The major focus of their foreign policy is now geopolitics.

This has actually already harmed the development of human rights and democracy in East Asia, while at the same time possibly creating a new geopolitical dynamic. And just at a crucial juncture in this new dynamic, the EU is planning to lift the arms embargo against China.
Reasons for lifting the embargo 
At the end of the 20th century, the world’s communist counist countries one after the other tried out reforms in a bid to provide their people with a better living environment. China’s intellectuals were important participants in this wave. Moreover, the year 1989 was a decisive year for reforms in the communist world. The Czech Republic, Poland and Hungary each adopted multiparty political systems. The communist regime of East Germany collapsed in August 1989, while the Czech Republic ejected political dissident Vaclav Havel its president in December 29 of the same year. Only China’s reforms suffered a serious setback. On June 4, 1989, the Chinese government deployed People’s Liberation Army troops to the capital’s Tiananmen Square to suppress students who advocated reforms, sending military force to block China’s democratization. As a result, several thousand people were killed or injured, appalling the whole world. In order to demonstrate its opposition to the Chinese government’s brutality and disregard of human rights, the EU member governments decided to jointly impose an arms embargo against China.
By 2003, fourteen years later, China had failed to carry out political reforms, but successfully transformed its failed communist planned economy into a “capitalist economic system with socialist characteristics,” outstripping Russia to become a new world economic power. Therefore, the political leaders of some European countries began to reconsider the embargo policy, asking whether it was not already out of date. They also believed that it was necessary to reopen discussions on the arms embargo policy. Opinion leaders around French President Jacques Chirac, in particular, even felt that the EU needed to establish a comprehensive strategic partnership with China and that such strategic ties could not be built upon a so-called punitive mechanism.
In the latter half of 2004, the Netherlands took over the rotating EU presidency. At present, France and Germany are the most ardent advocates of lifting of the embargo, and the Netherlands and Denmark, which originally opposed the idea, have changed their stances and now agree with such a move. In 2005, the EU presidencies will shift to Luxembourg and then Britain, while in 2006 the EU presidency will go to Austria and Finland. In the first half of 2005, the U.S. and Japan also entered the battleground in an attempt to reverse the EU’s new strategic orientation of increasingly leaning toward China. With Luxembourg, Britain, Austria and Finland all European countries which are somewhat less anti-U.S. and do not share the same global geopolitical strategy with France, China will be less able to use the EU president’s advantage of setting the agenda to change the attitude of individual EU members.
China thinks that the arms embargo policy is a “legacy of the Cold War era” and that the policy of abolishing the embargo is more significant as a political pledge than militarily. Given that China has already become an important trade partner of the EU and given that the two sides share some common geopolitical values in international politics, the EU and China can only truly become strategic partners if the embargo policy is abolished, (China argues).
However, some EU countries definitely think that China’s suppression of human rights violates basic EU values. Lifting the embargo against China at this point of time would encourage China’s policies of threatening Taiwan with missiles, suppressing Hong Kong’s democracy, persecuting Tibet, and exterminating the Falun Gong movement. Moreover, it would hardly be helpful with regard to urging China to improve its domestic human rights policy. These developments moreover violate two basic principles of EU weapons export policy:

First, weapons from the EU may not be used to destroy regional stability and regional balance; 
Second, weapons from the EU may not be used to suppress dissenting forces inside a country. 
Furthermore, it is very clear that once the arms embargo policy is abolished, the main beneficiaries will be transnational groups from the arms industry that are able to supply both military use and civil use items such as France’s EADS, Thales, Eurocopter, and Dassault. Currently 90% of China’s weapons are based on Russian technology. If China can quickly obtain Europe’s latest technology, it would be a major boost for China’s military modernization.
Redeployment of U.S. forces around the would 
Again, the U.S. also understands that it cannot eternally prevent a change in the EU’s arms policy. Consequently it has also begun to take measures that include redeploying its military forces around the globe. The Bush administration officially announced on August 16, 2004 that it will with draw 70,000 troops from Europe and Asia, while continuing to strengthen U.S. troop deployments to Guam. 
· Strengthening of military capabilities under the U.S. – Japan Security Treaty 

Since the U.S. and Japan share common strategic interests in the Far East region, a simultaneous strengthening of military capabilities has become the current bilateral consensus. The U.S. has the world’s largest defense budget, while Japan ranks third.
· Gradual troop withdrawal form Europe to strengthen deployments to Asia 
· Dispatching one more aircraft carrier battle group to the Asia-Pacific region for permanent stationing 
· Increasing deployment of B-52 and B-1 heavy bombers to Guam 
· Increasing deployment of nuclear attack submarines to Guam 

In fact, a new bipolar geopolitical strategic balance is already gradually taking shape in the Far East region. The U.S., Japan and Taiwan form one pole as an alliance of democratic, free political systems, while the other pole is an alliance of France, Germany, China and Russia, which stresses global geopolitical multipolar international relations. The balance between the two sides is not at all a Cold War-style confrontation, since on both sides there are countries that share common political, economic, cultural, and social values. But the possibility of a war or conflict being triggered still exists. Such a conflict would, of course, not be a direct clash between the great powers, but would very likely involve small countries like in World War I, World War II, and the Cold War. The EU lifting its arms embargo against China would be an important indicator pointing toward intensifying rivalry between the two camps. In fact, (in that event) Taiwan would not necessarily be the loser as crisis often brings a turn for the better. If due to a lifting of the EU arms embargo against China strategic cooperation between Taiwan and the U.S. and Japan is strengthened both on the surface and in substance, this could mark the beginning of a diplomatic turning point for Taiwan.
A conflict of interests and values 
Maysing Yang (Chairperson, Research and Planning Committee, Ministry of Foreign Affairs): Due to the ( U.S.) war against Iraq, relations between the U.S. and France have gravely deteriorated. France has all along hoped to cooperate with China to counter the U.S. and to develop a multipolar world order through multilateral diplomatic consultations. But the U.S. has refuted this approach. It argues that France’s idea to team up with China and develop multilateral diplomacy could only exist because the U.S. for a long time has used its military strength, such as the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), to intervene in conflicts such as the ethnic clashes on the Balkan Peninsula. That has allowed EU countries not to have to worry about their military affairs.
U.S. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice has said that the multipolarity advocated by certain people is a theory of rivalry, of competing interests and of competing values. She said she would like to ask her counterparts where values are going to be placed in the pursuit of commercial interests. Rice has stressed that the U.S. and the European countries are free democratic countries that enjoy similar if not the same values and should therefore not engage in rivalry and also don’t need to strengthen power balances. If values are the same, then overall policy should also go in the same direction, she has said. 
From another perspective, however, China’s anti-secession law has reversed Europe’s stance on lifting the arms embargo. Not a single newspaper, the European media in particular, supported China’s enactment of the anti-secession law. Even some media from Arab countries have taken a stance. Actually our Ministry of National Defense has been very worried all along, since the EU last year began to plan for lifting the embargo. When we looked at newspapers or any other public discourse opposing a lifting of the embargo, we found that in discussing the consequences of a lifted embargo most only mentioned China’s human rights problem, while few mentioned security in the Taiwan Strait. 
At the beginning of this year, U.S. President Bush began to intensify his lobbying work. He has already clearly highlighted the problem of security in the Taiwan Strait. On top of that China passed the anti-secession law, (therefore the lifting of the embargo will probably be postponed). But in the U.S. many people still think that the EU will lift its arms embargo against China and that it is only a question of whether it will do so sooner or later.

