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			From the Councillors









		Each week, some of our Councillors and interns share a selection of articles, analytical pieces, videos and podcasts about what is happening in the world of international affairs. This week, our Councillors examine the upcoming COP26 in Glasgow, the history of Taiwan and nuclear powered subs.

Disclaimer: The views expressed below by Councillors and interns are their own. The Australian Institute of International Affairs New South Wales does not take policy positions.
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	The Paris Agreement Faces Its Biggest Test Yet
In November 2015 over 190 countries signed on to the Paris agreement, a multilateral climate agreement under which parties undertook to limit global warming to 2 degrees above pre-industrial levels, but preferably to 1.5 degrees. Every five years there is a global ‘stocktake’ of commitments made under the Paris framework to see if we are on track to avoid 1.5 degrees warming. Countries are meant to bring along revised commitments to close the gap between their ambition and what the planet needs. The first stocktake (delayed a year because of COVID-19) will take place this month in Glasgow at COP26 and the commitments countries take to this conference will determine the global trajectory for the first half of what the IPCC is calling the ‘crucial decade’ for climate action. Next week Professor Susan Park will address AIIA NSW on the strengths and weakness of international climate agreements, but for those looking to get a head-start on the talk and understand what all the fuss is about, former UK Climate Change Secretary Ed Miliband and radio personality Geoff Lloyd have prepared a four part podcast series on COP26. Part one looks at the history of the COPs and how we got to where we are. Part two sets out the science of climate change and the stakes for the conference. Part three dives into the politics of the COP and part four shines a light on some of the activists shaping outcomes in Glasgow. It provides the ideal summary for those looking to brush up ahead of one of the biggest global events of the year.
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		This article was contributed by Alex McManis. Alex holds a Bachelor of Arts with First Class Honours in Government and International Relations from the University of Sydney and was previously the Climate and Energy Security Fellow at Young Australians in International Affairs. Alex has served on the Council since 2019.
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	Is Taiwan Chinese? 

Historically, the answer is complex. A highly readable article in History Today starts the Taiwan story with its indigenous population of Austro-Polynesian peoples. In the 1620s, the Dutch established a base at Fort Zeelandia to seek trade with China. They established sugar plantations and imported Chinese labourers. Following the 1644 Qing dynasty takeover of China, Ming supporters retreated southwards and finally established themselves in Taiwan, usurping the Dutch in 1662. The Qing largely ignored the island for the next 200 years; it was loosely administered from Fujian province, itself an isolated backwater, with which it shared a common language. Sporadic settlement from Fujian resulted in conflict with the indigenous peoples. 

Britain established a consulate in 1861 to assist trade access.  In 1874 Japan occupied part of the south; in 1884 the French bombarded Keelung in northeast Taiwan. Beijing’s response was to make Taiwan a province in its own right rather than an adjunct of Fujian. But in 1894 Japan, following its success in a brief war with China, gained control of Taiwan. Japanese colonisation led to economic development and modernisation. 

In Beijing, the Qing dynasty was succeeded in 1911 by the Kuomintang which faced growing conflict with the communist party under Mao Zedong. Japan’s 1932 invasion of Manchuria led to an uneasy alliance between Chiang and Mao, but they held opposing views on Taiwan: Chiang argued that it was Chinese territory, while Mao told the American author Edgar Snow that Taiwan should be independent. Following Japan’s defeat in 1945, the allies agreed with Chiang’s position, and he sent troops to take Taiwan over – dashing Taiwanese hopes of independence following liberation from Japan’s rule. 

Mao’s eventual success in the civil war with the Kuomintang and the establishment of the People’s Republic of China in 1949 led Chiang - along with one million mainland Chinese - to flee to Taiwan. This large-scale influx created deep divisions. Taiwan had become the last holdout of the defeated Kuomintang, whose continued existence challenged the communist party’s claim to be the legitimate rulers of all China. The rest is history.
Image credit: Rovin Ferrer






		






		This article was selected by Ian Lincoln, President of AIIA NSW since 2017. Ian was in the Department of Foreign Affairs for 33 years including postings in Asia, Africa, Europe and the Pacific. He was later an appellate member of the Refugee Review Tribunal and has worked in a number of community organisations.
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	SNN vs SSK

Are nuclear-powered submarines better – more cost-effective – for Australia’s operational needs than conventionally-powered ones? Writing in the Interpreter, Hugh White, Professor of Strategic Studies at ANU, argues the answer is not so clear, and depends on four related questions: first, whether the subs are intended to defend Australia at home, or support allied efforts farther afield; second, whether the submarines would be used for ‘sea control’ or ‘sea denial’; third, the number of submarines Australia can actually manage to keep on station in key areas of operations; and fourth, whether nuclear-powered submarines would actually be more effective once within their area of operations. In conclusion, Professor White cautions against assuming one type of sub is necessarily better operationally than the other.
Image credit: Royal Collection of the UK






		






			From the Interns









		In addition to our Councillors, we invite our interns to share with you what they have found insightful or interesting in the world of international affairs over the past week. This week, our interns Cameron Smith and Isabel Freudenstein discuss what history can teach us about the US-China rivalry and the potential impact of AUKUS in Europe.

Disclaimer: The views expressed below by our interns are their own. The Australian Institute of International Affairs New South Wales does not take policy positions.
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	Europe's Time to find its Superpower
The new AUKUS partnership has acted as yet another reminder that European leaders need to break from their reliance on US security on the continent. In this article for The Interpreter, Emilian Kavalski and Nicholas Ross Smith explore what the new anglophone defence pact might mean for Europe. They contend that the fallout from the agreement has contributed to the growing suspicion in the continent about Washington’s commitment to European security, already tested by US withdrawal from Afghanistan and Washington’s apparent disregard for its European allies. This they argue is leading to growing voices of dissent, such as from the French President Macron, who has become a major advocate of Europe taking a greater role in its own security and establishing a standing EU army. In this setting, the authors contend that AUKUS might drive more Europeans to heed Macron’s calls, rather than maintain faith in a fragile transatlantic security partnership. Kavalski and Smith argue this should be seen as a golden opportunity by European leaders, as pursuing more strategic autonomy could help Europe avoid being sucked into a potential Sino-American Cold War.
Image Credit: Markus Spiske






		






		This article was selected by Cameron Smith. Cameron is a recent Bachelor of Arts (Honours) graduate majoring in History and International Relations at the University of Wollongong. Currently, he is working as an Electorate Officer at the Parliament of Australia and is the Co-Founder and Chief Operations Officer of the Australia-Pacific Youth Dialogue. He has a particular interest in US foreign policy, international security, and grey-zone operations in the Indo-Pacific.
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	The New Cold War: America, China, and the Echoes of History
Parallels between the Cold War and today are easy to make when considering the growing bipolarity, inflammatory rhetoric  and sharpening distinctions between autocracies and democracies, but the context remains very different. According to Hal Brands and John Lewis Gaddis in this article for Foreign Affairs, the answer to whether we are entering a new cold war is not a simple yes or no. Looking to history for a clearer understanding of the uncertainties in the rivalry between China and the US, Brands and Gaddis compare Xi’s break from the tradition of post-Cold War Chinese leadership, contemplating the vision of world order Xi sees with authoritarianism at its core.  The issue of nuclear capability may encourage a ‘long peace’, but Brands and Gaddis suggest that American unipolarity may not end with a precarious Sino-American bipolarity but with a multipolarity that constrains Beijing’s influence. The test for the US will be in managing internal threats to democracy, as well as tolerating geopolitical contradictions. Ultimately, they conclude, history remains the best compass for navigating the future of this protracted international rivalry between China and the US. 
Image credit: DCMA






		






			This article was selected by Isabel Freudenstein. Isabel is a student of the University of Sydney, where she is currently writing her honours thesis on the changing nature of humanitarian intervention, examining the Responsibility to Protect doctrine. Isabel's interests lie in the changing dynamics of the international system, gender, norms of behaviour and migration









		






			What else we're reading









		· Peter Jennings joins the Center for Strategic and International Studies podcast, Asia Chessboard, to discuss the 70th anniversary of ANZUS in a historical perspective.
· In The Interpreter, Professor Hugh White grapples with the question of whether nuclear-powered submarines are better - more cost effective - for Australia's operational needs than conventionally powered submarines. 
· The United States Study Centre and the Pacific Forum launched Jane Hardy's policy brief, 'integrated deterrence in the Indo-Pacific: Advancing the Australia-United States alliance'. 
· Richard Haas examines the need for the US to adjust to a more assertive China in order to maintain peace in the Taiwan strait for the Council of Foreign Relations. 
· Geneva Palais from UNICEF presents a briefing note on the 'shameful milestone' of 10,000 children killed in Yemen since the conflict began.
· In the Eurasia Review, Dr. Azeem Ibrahim explains how the Quad can 'flex' its geopolitical muscles in order to help stabilise Myanmar by supporting the pro-democracy government. 






		






			Letters to the Editor









		






		Get involved!

We're committed to keeping conversations about international affairs going, so get involved in our Letters to the Editor section!

Each week, we publish letters from our subscribers about what they think of the issues we’re discussing.

You can take part in the conversation by emailing us with your comments on each edition's articles. There are just a few simple guidelines: letters should be no more than 100 words in length, and should only be about the previous edition's articles. Please include your name and affiliation, and a mobile number (which won't be published). If you are a university student, please include your university and current degree.

Send all letters to the editors at aiianswletters@gmail.com by Wednesday at 5pm Sydney time for the chance to be published in the following fortnight's newsletter.
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