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GRZEGORZ W. KOLODKO

BRIdging a divide
Instead of taking sides in the conflict between 
China and the US or engaging in a trade war, 

Poland should try and mediate between the West and the East

economic considerations.
Undoubtedly, there is competition 

between the BRI and other projects. This 
competition is a beneficial side effect. It 
has already occurred, is ongoing, and will 
likely continue in the future. In my view, 
this is a positive development, as it fosters 
progress in lagging countries and helps 

many people escape poverty.
To some extent, EU leaders and Brussels’ 

bureaucrats lack a deep understanding of 
the true nature of the BRI. Rather than fos-
tering Sino-skepticism or discouraging 
Eastern European countries from accepting 
Chinese loans and investments, the EU and 
Beijing should consider establishing a joint 

working commission. This body could inte-
grate potential Chinese investments under 
the BRI framework with EU co-financed 
infrastructure projects. Instead of making 
hostile competitions, I would suggest prag-
matic cooperation: you are from Beijing, we 
are from the EU, let us discuss what we can 
do together for the sake of infrastructure 

development. China says, I would like to 
build this railroad. The EU says OK, but do 
not touch this airport, because that is what 
we want to invest in. Such an approach will 
result in two investments instead of one. 
Currently, there is a lack of such coordina-
tion, which is an area where the BRI should 
strive to improve in the future.

Therefore, the next step of the BRI 
should involve coordinating with other ini-
tiatives, such as those of the United States, 
the EU and smaller programs of countries 
such as Japan or Australia. This marks a 
new chapter for the BRI, where competi-
tion and cooperation intersect. Under-
standing the intentions of other initiatives 
and striving for compatibility rather than 
competition is crucial, with a focus on ben-
efiting the people in the countries 
involved.

Another aspect of improving the BRI can 
be in the arena of social and environmen-
tal by-effects of the Chinese co-financed 
projects. This includes considerations such 
as inclusivity, addressing income inequali-
ty, and protecting the natural environ-
ment. China should not provide lending 
for any projects if there is no sound guar-
antee that the countries will be able to 
serve the debt in a sensible, sustainable 
way. 

Poland should play a bigger role in medi-
ating between the West and the East. Rath-
er than viewing the world as being divided 
between opposing factions led by the US 
and China/Russia, I believe in a more 
nuanced perspective. I see the world as 
consisting of two interconnected parts: the 
Euro-Atlantic and Eurasian regions, with 
the EU belonging to both. Poland, as a 
member of the EU and NATO, with its rich 
culture, history, and security concerns, is an 
integral part of the Euro-Atlantic commu-
nity. Simultaneously, Poland also shares ties 
with Eurasia.

Hence, Poland should refrain from tak-
ing sides in the conflict between China and 
the US or engaging in the trade war. 
Instead, Poland should adopt a more pro-
active approach diplomatically and politi-
cally to foster moderation and pragmatism 
in relations between the West and the East.

The author is a director of Transformation, 
Integration and Globalization Economic 
Research (TIGER) at Kozminski University 
in Warsaw, former deputy prime minister 
and minister of finance of Poland and dis-
tinguished professor of the Belt and Road 
School of Beijing Normal University. The 
author contributed this article to China 
Watch, a think tank powered by China Dai-
ly. The views do not necessarily reflect those 
of China Daily.
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Best foot forward
Stabilization of Australia-China relations has 
already shown its resilience and latent strength 

The Chinese government sharply reject-
ed these comments, warning Canberra 
against making “rude and irresponsible 
accusations”. 

Yet beyond plainly stating their differing 
positions, in none of these incidents have 
Canberra or Beijing sought to escalate their 
responses or use them to prosecute a 
domestic political agenda.

Following confirmation that Premier Li 
would have stops in Canberra, Adelaide 
and Perth, Prime Minister Albanese 
described the visit as “another important 
step in stabilizing our relationship with 
China”. 

Defence Minister Richard Marles said 
that Premier Li’s visit was “very much wel-
come”. 

Peter Dutton, the leader of the Opposi-
tion, remarked that he, too, would “very 
much welcome” Premier Li’s visit, adding 
that his intention was to “build the rela-
tionship with China” and that this would be 
“a very important part of the manifesto that 
we (the Opposition) will take to the next 
election”. 

Asked whether he was “pro-panda” like 
Albanese, Dutton responded that he was 
“pro-China and the relationship that we 
have with them”. 

All of this is not to say, of course, that a 
new rupture in the relationship is impossi-
ble, or that Australia’s elites and general 
public are unswervingly upbeat about ties 
with China. 

With the two countries’ militaries regu-
larly rubbing up against each other, it is not 
difficult to imagine a scenario, perhaps 
sparked by an accidental incident, that 
might quickly become difficult to contain. 

Still, what the balance of evidence points 
to is that the “new normal” both sides are 
settling into is not, in fact, without some 
resilience. 

Looking ahead, Canberra and Beijing will 
have their own challenges to manage. 

The Albanese government faces domestic 
interest groups opposed to its current poli-
cy course. 

Since winning the May 2022 election, a 
coalition of “national security cowboys” 
have become increasingly vocal, berating 
the government’s goal of “stabilization” as a 
“fraud or at least a furphy” and of being 
“deeply damaging to our national inter-
ests”. 

The key political point for the govern-
ment to grasp is that, while noisy, the views 
of Australia’s China hawks do not represent 
the mainstream of public opinion.

Polling released last week by the Austra-
lia-China Relations Institute at the Univer-
sity of Technology Sydney shows that 
nearly two-thirds of Australians express 
concerns about the relationship with Chi-
na. But nearly the same proportion contend 
that Australia should try to build strong ties 
with China, assessing that the relationship 
also delivers significant benefits and that 
areas of differences are best managed 
through deepening engagement. 

Only a small minority (12 percent) 
believed that Australia could not enjoy a 
good relationship with both China and the 
United States at the same time. 

The Albanese government also received a 
net positive approval rating for its manage-
ment of China relations, a reversal of the 
Morrison government’s performance in 
2021 and 2022. 

Beijing can play a constructive role, too. 
The more consistently restrained its foreign 
policy behavior, and the quicker that all the 
trade restrictions imposed in 2020 are 
removed, the more inclined the Australian 
public will be to look positively on bilateral 
ties.

And both sides have an ongoing respon-
sibility to rebut lazy analysis, or at the very 
least not promote it.

It would be useful, for example, if Beijing 
made clear to the Chinese public that Can-
berra does not always just follow Washing-
ton in its foreign policy decisions. 

For example, when the Donald Trump 
administration unilaterally imposed addi-
tional tariffs on Chinese goods in 2018, Aus-
tralia’s then Trade Minister Simon 

Birmingham immediately put on the 
record that Canberra did not support the 
move.

In a similar vein, when the Joe Biden 
administration imposed export controls 
restricting China’s access to advanced semi-
conductors in 2022, Trade Minister Don 
Farrell described them as “draconian”. 

Meanwhile, over the past year Australia 
and China have resolved three of their 
trade disputes under the auspices of the 
World Trade Organization. 

The Albanese government has also reiter-
ated that it has no plans to follow the US in 
forcing the sale of TikTok, owned by Chi-
nese software company Bytedance. 

The second half of 2024 contains two 

important 10-year anniversaries: the sign-
ing of the China-Australia Comprehensive 
Strategic Partnership and the successful 
conclusion of negotiations for the China-
Australia Free Trade Agreement. 

If the diplomatic approach of the past 
two years is maintained, there is no reason 
why these anniversaries cannot be celebrat-
ed, and the bilateral relationship put on an 
even firmer footing than it is today. 

The author is director of the Australia-Chi-
na Relations Institute at the University of 
Technology Sydney. The author contributed 
this article to China Watch, a think tank 
powered by China Daily. The views do not 
necessarily reflect those of China Daily. 
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T here is a prominent view in the 
Australian commentariat that 
bilateral ties between Australia 
and China are fragile. Or put more 

dimly, the differences in political systems 
and strategic preferences between Canber-
ra and Beijing mean that “stabilization” is 
simply “not possible”. 

According to this view, 
the bilateral relation-
ship’s dysfunction of 
2020-22 was not an aber-
ration. Rather, it is now 
the “new normal”. 

Yet it’s worth remem-
bering that while the 

state of official ties has experienced ups and 
downs since the diplomatic relationship 
was established in 1972, never had it sank 
as low as it did during the last two years of 
the Scott Morrison government. 

Under the Anthony Albanese govern-
ment, Australia-China relations have been 
on a positive trajectory, albeit a cautious 
one, for more than two years now. 

On Sunday, Chinese Premier Li Qiang 
arrived in Australia. His visit is a reciprocal 
one, following Prime Minister Albanese’s 
trip to China last November. 

Both are the first leaders to visit in more 
than seven years. 

These visits point to a future in which 
both sides continue to recognize their dif-
ferences but agree to manage them with 
calm and professional diplomacy so that 
the benefits from cooperation in areas of 
mutual interest can continue. 

Since Prime Minister Albanese extended 
an invitation for a Chinese leadership visit, 
neither side would pretend that bilateral 
relations have been smooth sailing. 

Last November, for example, the Austra-
lian government described actions by the 
Chinese People’s Liberation Army Navy in 
the East China Sea as “unsafe and unpro-
fessional”. The same words were used after 
an Australian Navy helicopter encounter 
with a PLA Air Force fighter plane over the 
Yellow Sea last month. 

T he China-Europe freight rail ser-
vice, backed by the Belt and Road 
Initiative, recently reached a sig-
nificant milestone by completing 

its 90,000th trip. This accomplishment 
highlights its vital role in stabilizing global 
supply chains and promoting economic 
growth along its route.

Over the past decade, the BRI has gone 
beyond expectations. It 
has attracted participa-
tion from more than 150 
countries and over 30 
international organiza-
tions. The initiative has 
driven nearly 1 trillion 
dollars in investments, 

led to cooperative projects, created job 
opportunities in partner countries, and sig-
nificantly contributed to lifting thousands 
of people out of poverty.

Now, the BRI is not only the largest infra-
structure investment project in the world, 
but also a tool for enhancing China’s inter-
national standing and influence, particu-
larly in the Global South.

I have always believed that the BRI is 
never purely an act of charity. However, it 
often aids development in the countries 
where China invests by offering soft loans. 
There are elements of China’s development 
assistance that support countries that are 
lagging behind, such as Bangladesh and 
Tanzania.

Notably, the BRI, with its emphasis on 
connectivity, poverty reduction and job cre-
ation, has been contributing significantly to 
several United Nations Sustainable Devel-
opment Goals.

The BRI and other global initiatives such 
as the Global Development Initiative, Glob-
al Security Initiative and Global Civilization 
Initiative should be recognized as China’s 
contributions toward meeting global devel-
opment goals. If all nations were as respon-
sible and accountable as China, we could 
have achieved the SDGs set by the United 
Nations from 2015 onward. Unfortunately, 
none of the 17 UN goals have been fully 
met. For example, one goal is to eradicate 
extreme poverty, which China has already 
achieved.

Some Western countries are becoming 
increasingly nervous about China’s expand-
ing influence, prompting them to compete 
more aggressively. This competition has led 
to initiatives such as the Biden administra-
tion’s infrastructure development projects 
under the framework of the Partnership for 
Global Infrastructure and Investment and 
the European Union’s “Global Gateway” 
project. These efforts are not acts of charity, 
nor are they forms of imperialistic exploita-
tion; rather, they are driven by political and 
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