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Highlights of this month’s editioni 

 

 Bilateral trade: The U.S. June trade deficit in goods was the highest yet this year; 

although the U.S. surplus in services increased in the first quarter of 2014, the overall U.S. 

deficit is headed for another record. 

 Bilateral policy issues: Latest S&ED sets a timeline for BIT negotiations, few other 

outcomes; WTO issues a mixed ruling in China’s challenge to U.S. countervailing duties; 

Ralls wins a limited legal victory in battle with CFIUS; Chinese investment in U.S. real 

estate jumps; Microsoft under investigation by Chinese antitrust authorities.  

 Quarterly review of China’s economy: Momentum sustained despite housing slump; 

surge in exports and PMI; lack of rebalancing; corporate bond boom and new private 

banks; Beijing deepens ties with Latin America and co-establishes BRICS bank. 

 Sector spotlight China’s meat industry: U.S. companies under fire in meat safety 

scandal; questions about China’s food safety and discrimination against foreign companies. 

 

Bilateral Goods Trade 

 

The U.S. trade deficit in goods with China was $30.1 billion in June, the highest monthly 

deficit so far this year, and $3.4 billion higher than a year ago (see Table 1). The cumulative 

bilateral deficit through the first six months reached $155.3 billion, an increase of $7 billion 

over the same point last year. The bilateral trade deficit is on track for a new annual record.  

 

U.S. goods exports to China grew by 1.4 percent month-on-month, and 1.5 percent year-

on-year. Exports thus lost the momentum they gained in May. Worse still, U.S. goods 

imports from China outpaced exports substantially, expanding by 3.7 percent month-on-

month and 9 percent year-on-year. 

 

Table 1: U.S. Trade in Goods with China, January-June, 2014 

(US$ billions; growth %) 

 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, NAICS database (Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Commerce, Foreign Trade 
Division, August 2014). http://censtats.census.gov/cgi-bin/naic3_6/naicCty.pl. 

                                           
i Note: This bulletin was reposted on August 8. The original version contained incorrect growth figures in Table 2A.  
 

 
Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun 

US$ billions             

Exports 10.4 9.9 10.8 9 9.2 9.4 

Imports 38.2 30.7 31.2 36.3 38 39.4 

Balance (27.8) (20.9) (20.4) (27.3) (28.8) (30.1) 

Total 48.6 40.6 42.1 45.3 47.2 48.8 

Balance YTD (US $billions)             

2013 (27.8) (51.4) (69.2) (93.4) (121.2) (147.9) 

2014 (27.8) (48.7) (69.1) (96.4) (125.2) (155.3) 

yoy growth % 
      Exports 10.4% 8.2% 13.6% 0.9% 5.4% 1.4% 

Imports 2.7% -6.1% 14.4% 9.6% 3.7% 1.6% 
 

 

Monthly Analysis of U.S.-China Trade Data                                                                            August 6, 2014 
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Transport equipment led U.S. exports to China once again in June. At $2.2 billion, these 

shipments accounted for nearly one quarter of total exports, but declined by 2.8 percent 

year-on-year. Most other top exports to China remained fairly steady (see Table 2). The 

notable exception was exports of agricultural products, which were down 43.5 percent year-

on-year. That was attributable mainly to the unusually high volume of wheat exports to 

China in June 2013. 

 

Table 2A: Top U.S. Goods Exports to China in June, 2013-2014 

(US$ millions) 

 

  
Value (US$ mn) Yoy growth 

  
2014 2013 (%) 

 1 Transportation Equipment 2,167.9 2,230.7 -2.8% 
 

2 Computer and Electronic Products 1,501.7 1,561.7 -3.8% 
 3 Chemicals 1,286.8 1,244.3 3.3% 
 4 Machinery, Except Electrical 951.3 859.6 9.6% 
 5 Waste and Scrap 590.9 689.5 -14.3% 
 6 Food and Kindred Products 372.4 398.4 -6.5% 
 7 Agricultural Products 170.9 302.5 -43.5% 
  

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, NAICS database (Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Commerce, Foreign Trade 
Division, August 2014). http://censtats.census.gov/cgi-bin/naic3_6/naicCty.pl. 

 
 

The top categories of U.S. imports from China all grew, some by double digits.  

 

Table 2B: Top U.S. Goods Imports from China in June, 2013-2014 

(US$ millions) 

 

  
Value (US$mn) Yoy growth 

  
2014 2013 (%) 

 1 Computer and Electronic Products 14,069.6 13,386 5% 
 

2 Electronic Equipment, Appliances and Components 3,329.9 2,695.7 19.1% 
 3 Apparel & Accessories 2,794.1 2,633.1 5.8% 
 4 Miscellaneous Manufactured 2,588.5 2,376.8 8.2% 
 5 Machinery, Except Electrical 2,583.5 1,991.2 23% 
 6 Leather & Allied Products 2,143.2 2,133.2 0.5% 
 7 Fabricated Metal Products 1,778.8 1,576.6 11.4%  
  

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, NAICS database (Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Commerce, Foreign Trade 
Division, August 2014). http://censtats.census.gov/cgi-bin/naic3_6/naicCty.pl. 

 

Excluding information & communications products (ICT) and optoelectronics, U.S. advanced 

technology product trade with China continues to improve this year. While ICT products and 

optoelectronics have registered a combined deficit of $62.2 billion, all other advanced 

technology products achieved a $7.7 billion surplus, up from $6.7 billion at the same point 

last year. Aerospace alone accounts for more than half of all U.S. advanced technology 

product exports to China. 

 

http://censtats.census.gov/cgi-bin/naic3_6/naicCty.pl
http://censtats.census.gov/cgi-bin/naic3_6/naicCty.pl
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Trade in Services 

 

The U.S. trade surplus in services with China increased 40 percent year-on-year in the first 

quarter of 2014 (see Figure 1). The quarterly trade surplus was $7.7 billion, which 

combined with the previous three quarters, totaled $21.6 billion, an increase of 21 percent 

year-on-year. U.S. service exports, which increased 26 percent year-on-year in the first 

quarter, fueled the surplus expansion; while imports of Chinese services increased only five 

percent.  

 

Figure 1: U.S.-China Trade in Services 

(LHA in US$ billions) 

 

 
Source: U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis, International Transactions Data (U.S. Department of Commerce, August 
2014). http://www.bea.gov/iTable/index_ita.cfm. 
 

The biggest change in U.S. service exports was in travel-related services, which increased 

71 percent year-on-year. This large increase is likely due to a classification change by the 

U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA) that re-categorized health and education-related 

travel as “travel services.”1 However, the reclassification of health and education-related 

travel as “travel services” does not change the overall value of service exports and imports, 

and therefore, it does not explain the 40 percent year-on-year increase in the bilateral 

services surplus or the 26 percent year-on-year increase in U.S. service exports to China. 

Meanwhile, intellectual property imports from China (measured by royalties and license fees) 

dropped a sharp 68 percent in the first quarter of 2014. 

 

Bilateral Policy Issues 

 

Sixth Strategic and Economic Dialogue (S&ED) Talks Yield Little Progress  

 

The sixth round of the S&ED talks, held July 9–10, 2014, in Beijing, produced a timeline for 

conducting the Bilateral Investment Treaty (BIT) negotiations, but yielded few other 

concrete results. The two sides committed to reach agreement on the core text of the BIT 

by the end of 2014 and to start discussions on their respective negative listsii early in 2015.2 

After nine rounds of technical discussions, the United States and China announced 

“substantive” BIT negotiations at last year’s S&ED, but progress has been slow. Uncertainty 

remains about what China’s negative list for the BIT will look like. U.S.-China Business 

Council Vice President Erin Ennis said that getting China to commit to a “commercially 

significant negative list could be a battle,” citing Chinese government actions in the 

Shanghai Free Trade Zone (FTZ).3 

 

                                           
ii A negative list means all sectors are presumed open for investment unless specifically excluded.  

-15% 

-5% 

5% 

15% 

25% 

35% 

45% 

-$6 

-$4 

-$2 

$0 

$2 

$4 

$6 

$8 

$10 

$12 

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 

2013 2014 

Exports (LHA) Imports (LHA) Surplus (YoY, RHA) 

http://www.bea.gov/iTable/index_ita.cfm


4 

 

The Chinese government last year touted the Shanghai FTZ as a significant step toward a 

liberalized investment regime, and observers hoped it would open sectors in the Chinese 

economy to foreign investment that were previously off-limits—especially service 

industries—since the FTZ would use the negative list approach. However, the initial negative 

list covered so many industries, including finance and real estate, that even state media 

criticized the Shanghai government for being too conservative.4 The government published 

a new list—reducing the number of restricted sectors from 190 to 139—in July 2014, a week 

before the start of the S&ED talks. The change was largely cosmetic since it did not reduce 

major barriers.5 

 

The S&ED talks failed to yield a predicted breakthrough in the stalled efforts to conclude a 

revised Information Technology Agreement (ITA) in the World Trade Organization (WTO). 

U.S. Trade Representative Michael Froman stressed progress on the ITA talks as one of the 

priorities for this year’s S&ED in the run-up to the July meeting, but the published outcomes 

of the talks merely mentioned “constructive discussions,” with no concrete progress. 6  

Originally slated for conclusion last year, the ITA negotiations have stalled due to China’s 

unwillingness to include key products such as multicomponent integrated circuits (MCOs) 

and flat-panel displays. China insisted on lengthy tariff phase-out periods for other 

products.7 

 

WTO’s Muddled Decision in China’s Challenge of U.S. Countervailing Duties (CVD) 

 

On July 14, 2014, the WTO Dispute Settlement Panel issued a mixed ruling in China’s 

challenge of various aspects of 17 separate CVD investigations iii  conducted by the U.S. 

Department of Commerce (DoC) (DS437).8 In this case, China argued the United States 

acted inconsistently with the WTO Agreement on Subsidies and Countervailing Measures 

Agreement (SCM Agreement). The Chinese claims rejected by the Panel involved challenges 

to the use of facts available, the use of out-of-country benchmarks, and the analysis used to 

determine whether a subsidy is “specific.” China prevailed in claims that mostly involved 

issues on which the United States lost in earlier cases.9 Panel rulings on key claims are 

summarized below.  

 

 Facts available: The Panel rejected China’s challenge of DoC’s use of “adverse facts 

available” when making findings in cases of noncooperation by respondent 

companies or China. At issue is DoC’s practice of using or making adverse inferences 

to carry out investigations despite refusal of companies to supply data by replacing 

missing information with the facts available. This is a major win for the United States, 

as it enables DoC to conduct investigations if foreign companies or foreign 

governments refuse to cooperate. 

 

 Public bodies:  The Panel faulted the United States for a “rebuttable presumption” 

that a state-owned enterprise (SOE) is a public body if there is majority ownership 

by the government. Majority government ownership by itself, the Panel found, does 

not make an SOE a public body. Rather, the SOE must possess “government 

authority” and perform a “government function.” The WTO made a similar ruling in 

China’s earlier challenge of other U.S. CVD orders (DS379).10  

 

 Regional Specificity: China challenged seven CVD determinations that certain 

subsidies were regionally specific under the SCM Agreement. The Panel agreed on six 

of the investigations, finding that the presence of companies in an industrial park or 

economic development zone was not sufficient to prove they received specific 

                                           
iii The Chinese products affected by these investigations consist of solar panels, wind towers, thermal paper, coated 
paper, tow-behind lawn groomers, kitchen shelving, steel sinks, citric acid, magnesia carbon bricks, pressure pipe, 
line pipe, seamless pipe, steel cylinders, drill pipe, oil country tubular goods, wire strand, and aluminum extrusions. 
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subsidies. A very similar issue was considered by the Panel in DS379 (the Panel 

faulted the United States).11 

 

The United States and China have 60 days to appeal the Panel’s findings.  

 

 

Chinese Company Scores Limited Legal Victory in Battle with CFIUS 

 

Ralls Corporation, a U.S.-domiciled subsidiary of Chinese corporate giant Sany—made 

headlines in late 2012 when it mounted legal challenges to the United States’ national 

security review process for investments. On July 15, the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 

District of Columbia reversed a 2013 district court ruling and found that President Obama’s 

2012 executive order forcing Ralls to divest its interest in an Oregon wind farm had 

deprived the company of a constitutionally protected property interest without due process. 

The victory does not mean Ralls will be able to move forward with its investment, but it 

does have potential implications for foreign investors and the United States’ investment 

review process.  

 

In 2012, the Committee on Foreign Investment in the United States (CFIUS) determined 

that Ralls’ investment posed a potential national security risk, and issued temporary 

mitigation orders restricting the company’s access to an Oregon wind farm property, halting 

further construction there. CFIUS is an interagency executive branch committee established 

by section 721 of the Defense Production Act of 1950 to review the national security 

implications of transactions that could result in foreign control of a U.S. entity, and to make 

recommendations to the president based on its findings. In the case of Ralls’ Oregon project, 

proximity to sensitive U.S. Navy training sites is believed to have been a major factor in 

CFIUS’ determination that the investment posed a national security threat. In September 

2012, the president issued an executive order permanently prohibiting the Ralls investment 

and compelling Ralls to divest the wind farm assets it had already purchased. The order 

specified that Ralls remove equipment and assets from the business site, and it also barred 

Ralls’ operational access to the site while the divestiture proceeded. In October 2012, Ralls 

took the unusual step of challenging the divestiture order, arguing that the provisions were 

arbitrary, violated the equal protections afforded by the Constitution and amounted to an 

unconstitutional taking of property, violated Ralls’ constitutional rights under the due 

process clause of the Fifth Amendment, and overstepped CFIUS’ and the president’s legal 

authority.  

 

In April 2013, the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia dismissed Ralls’ arguments 

on the merits of the president’s order, noting that section 721 of the Defense Production Act 

of 1950, as amended, provides “[t]he actions of the President … and the finding of the 

President [as part of the CFIUS review process] …  shall not be subject to judicial 

review.”12 , 13  The court also dismissed the equal protection claim since it would require 

“determining whether the alleged differential treatment was rationally related to a 

legitimate government purpose,” which in turn would necessitate that the court review the 

particulars of the president’s actions, a review that the court held section 721 does not 

permit.14  Ralls also argued that the due process clause of the Constitution entitles the 

company to hear the reasons for the president’s executive order, and that the U.S. 

government provided neither this explanation nor sufficient notice and the opportunity for 

Ralls to be heard before the president’s decision was made.15 But again, the court dismissed 

Ralls’ claim. Ralls appealed this decision to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of 

Columbia.16,17 

 

In its July 2014 ruling, the Court of Appeals held that although section 721 prohibits judicial 

review of the president’s national security determinations, it does not prohibit the judiciary 

from reviewing the CFIUS process to ensure its legality and constitutionality. The court 
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further held that Ralls’ property interests were constitutionally protected, and that Ralls 

therefore had a due process right to adequate notice of CFIUS’ findings, as well as a right to 

access any unclassified information that had contributed to CFIUS’ determination and to 

rebut the evidence. Finally, the Court of Appeals remanded to the district court the question 

of CFIUS exceeding its authority by issuing an interim order. Whether or not CFIUS is found 

to have exceeded its authority, the Ralls legal battle may result in expanded due process for 

companies subject to CFIUS reviews.  

 

 

Chinese Are Biggest Foreign Buyers of U.S. Homes 

 

Chinese buyersiv now rank as the largest foreign purchasers of U.S. real estate by dollar 

value, according to the National Association of Realtors (NAR). 18  Chinese buyers also 

constitute the fastest growing segment of foreign buyers.19 In the first three months of 

2014, Chinese buyers spent $22 billion on U.S. homes (a 72 percent increase year-on-year), 

more than any other nationality.20 Over 75 percent of buyers from China pay cash for U.S. 

homes, and the median home price among Chinese buyers was $523,148, more than twice 

the median price of existing home sales.21 About half of Chinese buyers reported they plan 

to use their U.S. home for fewer than six months per year. 22 Canada remains the top 

foreign source of U.S. homebuyers by number of transactions, according to the NAR; but 

the median value of Canadian-bought U.S. homes is about half that of Chinese buyers.23 

 

California and New York are two of the top U.S. property markets for Chinese buyers. In 

California, Chinese bought 32 percent of the homes sold to foreign buyers. 24  In some 

suburbs of the Los Angeles area, prices have been increasing rapidly as wealthy Chinese 

purchase expensive homes with cash. For example, in Arcadia, a suburb in Southern 

California popular among Chinese buyers, prices increased 18.5 percent year-on-year in 

May as Chinese buyers dominated the local real estate market. 25  In New York City, 

according to a survey by Reuters, Chinese buyers ranked first in both volume and value of 

home purchases.26 One New York City real estate broker reported that her sales for Chinese 

buyers increased 28.5 percent year-on-year in the first quarter of 2014.27 

 

Chinese buyers have many reasons for purchasing U.S. real estate. Some real estate 

experts say that property market trends in China and the United States are leading factors. 

In major Chinese cities, property prices have skyrocketed, while housing costs in U.S. cities 

are considered to be relatively low.28 Chinese buyers also view purchasing U.S. homes as a 

cheap but reliable investment with strong rent potential.29 In addition, the U.S. property 

market is a convenient way for wealthy Chinese to store money overseas anonymously if 

the purchases are made as a limited liability corporation (LLC) or through other “creative 

corporate structuring.”30 Chinese buyers also purchase U.S. homes to be near their children, 

who study in the United States, or to establish local residency for easier admission to U.S. 

universities. One survey of wealthy Chinese shows that 85 percent want to send their 

children overseas for school. 31  Real estate brokers report that Chinese buyers prefer 

property near major educational institutions. One New York broker said that many Chinese 

clients purchase property in Manhattan in hopes of sending their children to Columbia or 

New York University.32 

 

Although their motivations for buying U.S. homes are largely innocuous, the methods 

Chinese buyers use to acquire property in the United States raise questions of legality and 

transparency. Because China imposes a per-person limit of $50,000 that can be taken out of 

China annually, Chinese buyers making all-cash offers on U.S. homes in excess of that 

amount must wire or physically carry the money into the country.33 University of California, 

                                           
iv The NAR includes buyers from Taiwan and Hong Kong in their classification of “Chinese.” However, the NAR 
confirmed that only about 1 percent of “Chinese buyers” surveyed were from Taiwan or Hong Kong, with the 
remaining 99 percent reportedly from mainland China. 
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Los Angeles, economist William Yu says that wealthy Chinese find creative ways to 

circumvent the restriction, including laundering money through Macau casinos and “cooking 

the books” of import-export firms.34  

 

The Chinese government’s anticorruption campaign has started to reveal the extent of 

corrupt officials’ investment in U.S. real estate.35 For example, the 2011 investigation of 

former Chinese Minister of Railways Zhang Shuguang revealed that he purchased an 

$860,000 home in a suburb of Los Angeles in 2002 while his government salary was less 

than $400 per month.36 Weeks prior to the start of the investigation, Zhang transferred full 

ownership of the property to his wife. The investigation is reportedly still ongoing, and some 

analysts predict that the property may be seized as President Xi Jinping’s anticorruption 

drive begins to target the overseas assets of corrupt officials.37 

 

 

Antitrust Complications Increase for Foreign Firms 

 

China continues to ramp up investigations of prominent foreign firms for violating its opaque 

antimonopoly laws. The latest salvo came on July 28, when Chinese regulators dispatched 

around 100 investigators to offices of Microsoft Corp. (Microsoft).38 According to China's 

State Administration for Industry and Commerce, Microsoft had not disclosed certain 

information about security features in its software products.39 Earlier this year, the Chinese 

government ordered government agencies, including SOEs, not to use Microsoft’s Windows 

8 operating system, citing “energy efficiency” concerns. The ban is seen as a response to 

Microsoft ending support for Windows XP (widely pirated in China), which would have forced 

SOEs to upgrade to legally purchased Windows 8 software.40 In November 2013, San Diego-

based chipmaker Qualcomm Inc. (Qualcomm) disclosed that it was under investigation for 

breaching China’s antimonopoly law, in regards to abuse of its market position in mobile 

phone chip pricing. That case is ongoing.41 These antitrust actions have occurred in the face 

of rising bilateral tensions regarding cyber theft and digital surveillance.  

 

China’s antitrust actions against foreign companies go beyond the tech industry. The auto 

industry has recently come under attack. The National Development and Reform 

Commission (NDRC), an agency with authority over industrial policy and price regulation, is 

investigating foreign premium carmakers for overcharging Chinese customers on products 

and spare parts. NDRC alleges these companies are abusing their dominant market 

positions to set prices.42 Offices of Daimler AG’s Mercedes-Benz were raided on August 4, 

and the German automaker confirmed they were “assisting the authorities” in the 

investigation, without specifying the details.43 Although no formal verdict has been issued, 

several foreign auto brands—including Volkswagen AG’s Audi, Jaguar’s Land Rover, and 

Daimler—have started cutting spare part and service charges by as much as 20 percent.44  

 

 

Quarterly Review of China’s Economy 

 

Manufacturing, Trade, and External Accounts 

 

In the second quarter of 2014, China’s economy grew by 7.5 percent, up from 7.4 percent 

in January to March. Despite weakness in some sectors of the economy, Beijing so far has 

been able to meet its targets and avoid a destabilizing slowdown. Exports were the highlight 

of China’s second-quarter growth, rebounding to 5 percent year-on-year, after contracting 

in the first quarter (see Figure 2). The purchasing managers’ index (PMI) for manufacturing, 

a gauge of business confidence, also surged in the second quarter according to data from 

official and private sources. New orders, including new export orders, are expanding as well 

(see Figure 3). 
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Figure 2: Growth in China’s Exports and Imports 

(quarterly, year-on-year, %) 

 

 
Source: China Administration of Customs, via CEIC data. 
 

Figure 3: Purchasing Managers’ Index 

(>50 = expansion; <50 = contraction) 

 
Manufacturing (CFLP* and HSBC data)         New orders (CFLP* data) 

 
*CFLP refers to the China Federation of Logistics and Purchasing. 
Source: China Federation of Logistics and Purchasing, via CEIC data; HSBC. 
 

China’s export statistics may be inflated, however. Chinese customs data do not match that 

of some trading partners. According to Bloomberg, “China recorded $1.31 of exports to 

Hong Kong in June for every $1 in imports Hong Kong tallied from China, for a $6.4 billion 

difference.” 45 This suggests Chinese businesses continue to over-invoice export receipts to 

evade capital controls and funnel money in and out of the country. The State Administration 

of Foreign Exchange repeatedly cracked down on these illicit activities last year, but appears 

to have had limited success.  

 

Reinforcing this suspicion is the anemic growth of China’s imports, which usually correlate 

with manufactures exports. China’s imports consist primarily of industrial inputs and 

commodities. Given the soft commodity prices on the world market (see Figure 4), the weak 

imports suggest a lack of underlying demand in Chinese factories.  
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Figure 4: Unit Value of China’s Key Commodity Imports 

(January 2004 = 100) 

 

 
 
Source: China Administration of Customs, via CEIC data. 
 

The combination of high exports and low imports also led China to register its highest 

current account surplus ($72 billion) since the third quarter of 2012. China’s total foreign 

exchange reserves are fast approaching $4 trillion, suggesting major external imbalances. 

Efforts to address this problem, such as loosening up currency controls earlier this year, 

have yet to alter the status quo.  

 

The only external rebalancing in the second quarter occurred in China’s capital accounts. 

According to preliminary data, net capital flows were around zero, and foreign direct 

investment inflows declined by 0.9 percent year-on-year.v Changes in U.S. monetary policy 

could shape this trend in the coming months. The U.S. economy registered 4 percent 

growth in real gross domestic product (GDP) in the second quarter, a strong turnaround 

from the negative 2.1 percent growth in the first quarter. The Federal Reserve responded by 

slightly scaling back its quantitative easing program.46 Faced with a higher cost of borrowing 

and improved business conditions in the world’s largest economy, some portfolio investors 

could lose appetite for assets in China, resulting in further outflows and divestments. 

 

Investment, Consumption, and Internal Rebalancing  

 

Fixed investment, the largest component of China’s economy, continued its slide from the 

end of last year. The slowing housing market appeared to contribute to this trend. 

Residential buildings accounted for 15.1 percent of China’s total fixed investment through 

June, the lowest level in over a decade. Building activity—both newly started and under 

construction—increased, but at a much slower rate than a year ago (see Figure 5).vi   

 

Despite a slowdown in investment, the domestic economy is not significantly rebalancing. 

China’s share of global consumption is certainly on the rise—retail sales, the best gauge of 

consumption, improved slightly in the second quarter—but consumption growth still lags 

well behind investment (see Figure 6).  

 

                                           
v  China publishes two separate sets of statistics on its external accounts: (1) balance of payments and (2) 
international investment position. The former is published faster but is less accurate than the latter. At the time of 
this publication, only balance of payments data were available for the second quarter of 2014.  
vi For more information on the housing sector, see the July 2014 edition of the USCC trade bulletin. 
http://origin.www.uscc.gov/sites/default/files/Research/July%202014%20Trade%20Bulletin.pdf.  
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Figure 5: Growth in China’s Building Activity, January–June 

(YTD, year-on-year, %) 

 

 
 
Source: National Bureau of Statistics, via CEIC data. 

 

 

Figure 6: Growth in Investment and Consumption 

(quarterly, year-on-year, %) 

 

 
 
Source: National Bureau of Statistics, via CEIC data. 
 

Stability and Reform in the Financial Sector 

 

In 2013, China’s financial sector was quite volatile, with spikes in interbank lending rates in 

June and December. This year has been comparatively stable. In the six months leading to 

June, the narrow money supply (M1) increased by 5.6 percent, less than half the rate 

during the same period in 2013. The broad money supply (M2) rose by 13.3 percent year-

on-year, the lowest rate since 2005. In theory, slower liquidity growth should discourage 

excessive lending. Indeed, short-term lending—the riskiest kind—expanded by 14.7 percent 

in the January–June period, nearly seven percentage points less than the year before (see 
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Figure 7). China’s official nonperforming loans, though rising since 2012, remain low as a 

share of outstanding credit. 

 

Figure 7: Growth in China’s Bank Loans, January–June  

(YTD, year-on-year, %) 

 

 
Source: The People’s Bank of China, via CEIC data. 

 

Nonetheless, many risks remain in China’s “shadow banking” sector, where the full extent of 

losses and mutual obligations is not well understood. “Total social financing,” which 

measures aggregate credit beyond traditional bank lending, increased by 23.7 percent year-

on-year in the second quarter of 2014, the highest increase since the first quarter of 2013. 

This credit expansion is occurring in the face of a downturn in the housing market, where a 

big chunk of shadow credit is invested. 

 

The government cannot realistically rein in shadow banking, since it provides an important 

outlet for borrowers and lenders who are frustrated with the state-controlled banking 

system. One of the partial solutions has been to develop the country’s bond markets. 

Between the fourth quarter of 2013 and the second quarter of this year, corporate bond 

financing rose from 8.4 percent to 18.4 percent of China’s aggregate credit. Over the same 

period, two of the riskiest shadow banking tools—trust loans and entrusted loans—declined 

from 30 percent to 16.4 percent of aggregate credit.  

 

Recent evidence suggests that developing the bond market will not be easy. As China’s 

economic growth slows, small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) are facing increased 

challenges. In March 2014, Shanghai Chaori Solar Energy Science & Technology Co. 

(Shanghai Chaori) registered China’s first corporate bond default.47 In April, construction 

materials manufacturer Xuzhou Zhongsen Tonghao New Board Company missed a $2.9 

million interest payment on its $29 million in bonds because of a “liquidity problem.”48  

 

Chinese regulators are struggling to balance the risk of letting weak companies fail—an 

imperative of corporate governance reform—with preserving the stability of the $4.2 trillion 

bond market. 49  On one hand, investors in privately held companies have grown more 

conscious of the risk that the government might remove its implicit bailout guarantee. Bond 

financing for riskier privately held corporate borrowers has become increasingly 

challenging.50 On the other hand, influential backers in the government can still prevent 

defaults on a whim. That was evident on June 16, when China’s interbank bond marketvii 

                                           
vii China’s interbank bond market represents 94 percent of its entire $4.2 trillion bond market. Wynne Wang, “China 
Traders Jittery Over Huatong Bond Default Warning,” Wall Street Journal, July 17, 2014. 
http://online.wsj.com/articles/chinese-construction-company-huatong-warns-on-bond-default-1405580900; David 
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nearly experienced its first public default. Shanxi-based construction company Huatong 

Road & Bridge Group Co., Ltd. (Huatong) announced that it might be unable to honor both 

the principal and interest payments on a $64.5 million bond.51 At the last minute, Huatong 

was reportedly able to avert default with the help of the Shanxi provincial government.52 

The company’s bailout is a blow to Beijing’s market-oriented financial reform agenda. Such 

near misses are not without impact, however. According to China Money, a bond market 

information website backed by China’s central bank, at least four companies either delayed 

or cancelled planned bond offerings in the wake of Huatong’s near default.53    

 

The government’s support of small private banks is a more encouraging sign of financial 

reform. On July 25, the China Banking Regulatory Commission approved the establishment 

of three private banks that are to provide local lending targeted at small firms and 

individuals. 54  One of these, Webank, is cofounded by Internet conglomerate Tencent 

Holdings Ltd. (Tencent), and will be based in Shenzhen; the other two will be based in 

Tianjin and Wenzhou.55 The private banks were chosen among several others that applied to 

participate in a private banking pilot program, including one bank jointly backed by the 

financial services affiliate of Alibaba Group Holding Ltd. (Alibaba) and partner Wanxiang 

Group, China’s largest auto parts company.56 The involvement of tech giants Tencent and 

Alibaba may reflect a growing commitment to opening the banking sector to competition.  

 

Still, the impact three private banks can make in China’s state-dominated financial sector 

may be limited. China’s major commercial banks, which comprise state-owned commercial 

banks and state-controlled joint stock commercial banks, hold 42.2 percent of the total 

assets of China’s banking institutions.57 The survival of private banks is also threatened by 

the delayed implementation of universal deposit insurance legislation, which would 

discourage banks from lending overwhelmingly to SOEs that seem certain to repay.58
  

 

China Strengthening Ties with Latin America 

 

In July, President Xi made his second trip to Latin America since assuming office. He 

traveled to Brazil to attend the 6th BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa) 

Summit, met with Community of American States and the Caribbean (CELAC) leaders,viii and 

paid state visits to Brazil, Argentina, Venezuela, and Cuba. 59  Along with the usual 

announcement of trade and infrastructure deals, this trip included the official launch of a 

new “BRICS bank,” and the establishment of the China-CELAC Forum. 

 

At the 6th BRICS Summit, Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa announced the 

creation of the New Development Bank (NDB). The bank will be headquartered in Shanghai 

with an initial subscribed capital of $50 billion, which will later be increased to $100 billion. 

The creation of the NDB elevates the BRICS meetings from a talk shop into actual 

coordinated policy. Notably, the summit also led to the creation of a $100 billion emergency 

swap fund. 

 

NDB funds are to be directed toward “infrastructure and sustainable development projects 

in BRICS and other emerging and developing countries.” As such, they could fill an 

estimated $1 trillion infrastructure gap in low- and middle-income countries.60 However, 

reactions from international observers have been mixed. Bhaskar Chakravorti, senior 

associate dean at The Fletcher School at Tufts University, questioned the credibility of the 

new bank as a globally responsible lender, and criticized the structural inequity of its 

members’ contributions, roles, and economic weight.61 In contrast, Raj M. Desai and James 

                                                                                                                                        
Yong et al., “China Averts Second Corporate Default as Huatong Pays Bonds,” Bloomberg, July 23, 2014. 
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-23/china-averts-second-corporate-default-as-huatong-pays-bonds-1-
.html. 
viii CELAC was created in December 2011 and consists of 33 countries in the Western Hemisphere, but excludes 

Canada and the United States. 
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Vreeland, associate professors at Georgetown University, welcomed the bank’s creation, 

arguing that the NDB will exert much-needed pressure on the World Bank and International 

Monetary Fund to reform their quota system and accord a larger role to emerging 

economies.62  

 

Following the BRICS summit, President Xi met with leaders of CELAC ix  to establish the 

China-CELAC Forum and prepare for the first summit meeting in the fall. At the meeting, 

President Xi proposed a $20 billion infrastructure development fund, a $10 billion credit line, 

and $5 billion in initial funding for the China-Latin America Cooperation Fund.63 Dr. Evan 

Ellis, a China-Latin American scholar at the Center for Hemispheric Defense Studies, argues 

that this forum accelerates China’s commercial presence in the region. It also demonstrates 

China’s new assertiveness in creating multilateral institutions that do not include the United 

States.64  

 

President Xi also paid visits to countries in the region that are of strategic importance to 

Beijing. The focus was on expanding infrastructure and energy development and deepening 

existing trade ties:65 

 

 Brazil: China and Brazil signed 59 cooperative agreements focused on energy, 

finance, and industry to include exploration of Brazil’s oil fields, the purchase of 60 

passenger jets from Brazilian airplane manufacturer Embraer, and cooperation on  

new railways from Brazilian agricultural and mining areas to the Atlantic coast, which 

would cut China’s shipping costs and time.66  

 

 Argentina: China and Argentina upgraded their bilateral relationship to 

“comprehensive strategic partnership” and signed 20 agreements to include an $11 

billion currency swap, a $1.2 billion loan for the purchase of railway equipment, and 

a $4.7 billion loan for the construction of hydroelectric dams in Argentina.67 

 

 Venezuela: China and Venezuela also upgraded their bilateral relationship to a 

“comprehensive strategic partnership” and signed 38 agreements focused on 

providing additional support for Venezuela’s mining and petroleum sector. That 

support includes $4 billion in oil-backed loans and $691 million for a gold and copper 

extraction project.68 This will add to the $50 billion in oil-backed loans from China 

that Venezuela accumulated since 2007.69   

 

 Cuba: China and Cuba signed 29 agreements to include loans to cover the 

construction of a port terminal, installation of digital television using Chinese 

technology, and contracts on the purchase of Cuban nickel and its derivatives.70 In 

addition, the two countries established cooperation development zones dedicated to 

agriculture, digital television, port development, and a special economic zone.71 

 

 

Sector Focus – China’s Meat Industry  

 

In July, a meat safety scandal hit several U.S. food companies in China. Shanghai Husi Food 

Co. (Shanghai Husi), the Shanghai-based subsidiary of Illinois-based OSI Group (OSI), was 

accused by the Chinese government of selling expired poultry and beef. Chinese officials 

announced on July 14 that they had suspended Shanghai Husi’s operations, detained five 

Husi employees, and launched a further investigation. OSI Group is a meat supplier to 

numerous U.S. fast food companies, notably Yum! Brands Inc. (Yum!), the owner of KFC 

and Pizza Hut, and McDonald’s Corp. (McDonald’s). These chains operate thousands of 

                                           
ix CELAC leaders at the meeting included representatives from Costa Rica, Cuba, Ecuador, and St. Vincent and the 

Grenadines. 
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outlets across China and, through OSI, source extensively from the Shanghai Husi 

facilities.72 

 

The scandal places U.S. food companies in a difficult bind. On one hand, Yum! and 

McDonald’s must mitigate damage to their brands. The safety lapses initially came to light 

on a Chinese national television program that featured lurid footage of shoddy conditions at 

Shanghai Husi’s facilities, including meat being picked up off the floor and reused.73 Yum! 

already saw its sales in China fall last year, when Chinese state media alleged that KFC’s 

smaller chicken suppliers used high levels of antibiotics. At McDonald’s, the scandal has also 

added to existing woes. The company is faring poorly in the U.S. market, and sales at its 

Chinese outlets (open 12 months or more) declined by 3.6 percent last year. The alleged 

“rotten meat” from Husi is estimated to affect about 500 out of 2,000 McDonald’s outlets in 

China, as well as outlets in Japan and Hong Kong. 74 

 

On the other hand, finding a supplier that can substitute for OSI in terms of production 

scale and quality is difficult. OSI has been a reliable partner for years, with state-of-the-art 

facilities that are superior to most Chinese meat processors. OSI opened its ninth and tenth 

plants in China in 2014—part of a $750 million investment to become one of China's biggest 

poultry producers—capable of processing more than 300 million chickens per year. Its 

integrated, “farm-to-plate” supply chain model is being adopted by other U.S. companies 

entering the Chinese meat industry, such as Tyson and Cargill. 75 

 

Yum! and McDonald’s are taking divergent approaches. Yum! announced on July 22 that it 

will drop OSI as a supplier not only in China, but also in the United States and Australia. 

McDonald’s has been much more lenient. On July 24, it stated that it would continue to work 

with OSI Group and, moreover, would continue to source from Shanghai Husi facilities 

located in other parts of China.76  

 

The Shanghai Husi scandal has broader implications both for product safety in China and for 

the treatment of foreign companies by the Chinese government. Food safety is a perpetual 

concern in China’s rapidly growing economy.x The U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA) 

has several times halted shipments of Chinese food products, including melamine-tainted 

pet food, into the United States. Unlike the United States, where the food industry is 

dominated by several large companies, food production in China is fragmented among 

thousands of small producers, both at the farm and the processing level. The imperative for 

local governments to secure rural livelihoods and create manufacturing jobs stands in the 

way of meaningful consolidation. In the meat sector, this problem is magnified by scale. 

China is the world’s largest pork producer and second-largest poultry producer, breeding 

vast amounts of livestock—often under unhygienic conditions. 

 

Vast and fragmented production is compounded by poor regulation. China’s food safety 

regulators primarily operate at the provincial and municipal level. They depend on local 

governments for funding, and the governments in turn often prioritize industrial output over 

product safety. Regulation is also fragmented across agencies. The government established 

a consolidated food and drug administration last year, but oversight of “primary” food 

production, including livestock slaughter, remains with the Ministry of Agriculture. Until 

recently, meat processing oversight was under the jurisdiction of a special quarantine 

agency and local bureaus of industry and commerce.77 

 

The Chinese government has worked with various stakeholders, including U.S. companies, 

industry associations, and officials, to improve its food safety controls. A new food safety 

law was issued in 2009, with significant input from the U.S. FDA. Ironically, Shanghai 

Municipality, the site of the current meat scandal, prides itself on having one of the best 

                                           
x  For more detailed analysis, see Chapter 1, Section 4 of the 2013 USCC Annual Report. 
http://www.uscc.gov/Annual_Reports/2013-annual-report-congress.  

http://www.uscc.gov/Annual_Reports/2013-annual-report-congress
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local food and drug regulators in the country. A positive interpretation of the recent scandal 

is that China’s media and officials are becoming more vigilant, and are therefore holding 

foreign companies like OSI to higher standards. 

 

However, there may also be ulterior motives behind the recent allegations against OSI. U.S. 

food companies have been repeatedly targeted by the state media, even though their 

operations tend to be superior to those of local firms. It appears that, as foreign companies 

push to enter China’s promising consumer markets, they are increasingly liable to being 

blamed by the government for poor service quality or legal infringements. This problem is 

not unique to the food industry. Pharmaceutical, software, and automotive companies, for 

example, have recently been accused of price fixing under China’s antitrust law. Foreign 

companies can serve as scapegoats for problems that have more to do with the Chinese 

market than the particular company in question. By weakening powerful foreign companies, 

the government may try to reserve the markets for China’s domestic firms, which have 

struggled to produce competitive, brand-name consumer goods.  

 

 

 

 

 

For inquiries, please contact a member of our economics and trade team (Iacob Koch-Weser, 

ikoch-weser@uscc.gov; Nargiza Salidjanova, nsalidjanova@uscc.gov; Kevin Rosier, 

krosier@uscc.gov; Anna Tucker, atucker@uscc.gov; or Katherine Koleski, 

kkoleski@uscc.gov). 
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However, it does not necessarily imply an endorsement by the Commission, any individual Commissioner, or 
the Commission’s other professional staff, of the views or conclusions expressed in this staff research report. 

 

                                           
1 U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis, “International Statistical Update: Health- and Education-Related 
Travel Now Part of Travel Services,” June 16, 2014, http://blog.bea.gov/2014/06/16/international-
statistical-update-health-and-education-related-travel-now-part-of-travel-services/. 
2 U.S. Department of the Treasury, “Sixth Meeting of the U.S.-China Strategic and Economic Dialogue 
U.S. Fact Sheet – Economic Track,” July 11, 2014. http://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-
releases/Pages/jl2563.aspx. 
3 “U.S.-China S&ED Produces BIT Timeline, Few Other Concrete Outcomes,” China Trade Extra, July 

11, 2014. 
4 Lu Jianxin and Pete Sweeney, “Shanghai Trade Zone Shortens FDI Restriction List without Significant 
Liberalization,” Reuters, July 1, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/01/china-ftz-
negativelist-idUSL4N0PC0GC20140701.  
5 Lu Jianxin and Pete Sweeney, “Shanghai Trade Zone Shortens FDI Restriction List without Significant 
Liberalization,” Reuters, July 1, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/01/china-ftz-
negativelist-idUSL4N0PC0GC20140701.  
6 U.S. Department of the Treasury, “Sixth Meeting of the U.S.-China Strategic and Economic Dialogue 
U.S. Fact Sheet – Economic Track,” July 11, 2014. http://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-
releases/Pages/jl2563.aspx. 
7 “S&ED Talks Fail to Yield ITA Breakthrough; USTR Says Talks ‘Intensifying’,” China Trade Extra, July 
11, 2014. 

mailto:ikoch-weser@uscc.gov
mailto:nsalidjanova@uscc.gov
mailto:krosier@uscc.gov
mailto:atucker@uscc.gov
mailto:kkoleski@uscc.gov
http://www.uscc.gov/
http://www.facebook.com/pages/edit/?id=128803570526092&sk=basic#!/pages/US-China-Economic-and-Security-Review-Commission/128803570526092
http://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-releases/Pages/jl2563.aspx
http://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-releases/Pages/jl2563.aspx
http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/01/china-ftz-negativelist-idUSL4N0PC0GC20140701
http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/01/china-ftz-negativelist-idUSL4N0PC0GC20140701
http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/01/china-ftz-negativelist-idUSL4N0PC0GC20140701
http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/01/china-ftz-negativelist-idUSL4N0PC0GC20140701
http://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-releases/Pages/jl2563.aspx
http://www.treasury.gov/press-center/press-releases/Pages/jl2563.aspx


16 

 

                                                                                                                                        
8 World Trade Organization, United States — Countervailing Duty Measures on Certain Products from 

China, Dispute DS437. http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/cases_e/ds437_e.htm.  
9 Office of the U.S. Trade Representative, “WTO Panel Issues a Mixed Result in China’s Challenge to 
U.S. Countervailing Duties,” July 14, 2014. http://www.ustr.gov/about-us/press-office/press-
releases/2014/JulyWTO-Panel-Issues-Mixed-Result-in-Chinas-Challenge-to-US-Countervailing-Duties.  
10 World Trade Organization, United States — Definitive Anti-Dumping and Countervailing Duties on 
Certain Products from China, DS379. 
http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/cases_e/ds379_e.htm.  
11 World Trade Organization, United States — Definitive Anti-Dumping and Countervailing Duties on 

Certain Products from China, DS379. 
http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/cases_e/ds379_e.htm.  
12 Edward J. Shapiro et al., “Federal Court Upholds Broad Authority to Unwind Foreign Investments in 
U.S. Businesses,” Latham & Watkins Client Alert, Number 1498, April 8, 2013. 
13 Ralls Corporation v. Committee on Foreign Investment in the United States, U.S. District Court for 
the District of Columbia, No. 12-01513. 
14 Edward J. Shapiro et al., “Federal Court Upholds Broad Authority to Unwind Foreign Investments in 
U.S. Businesses,” Latham & Watkins Client Alert, Number 1498, April 8, 2013.  
15 Shawn McCarthy, “China Turns to Courts in Business Disputes with Western Governments,” Globe 
and Mail, October 4, 2012. 
16 “Sany vs. Obama Court Date Postponed,” CNTV, May 29, 2013; Erin Geiger Smith, “U.S. Court 
Dismisses Chinese Firm’s Claims against Obama over Wind Farm,” Reuters, February 22, 2013. 
17 Erin Geiger Smith, “U.S. Court Dismisses Chinese firm’s Claims against Obama over Wind Farm,” 

Reuters, February 22, 2013.  
18 Nick Timiraos, “Foreigners Step Up U.S. Home Purchases,” Wall Street Journal, July 9, 2014. 
http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB40001424052702304642804580017490191373632. 
19 Nick Timiraos, “Foreigners Step Up U.S. Home Purchases,” Wall Street Journal, July 9, 2014. 
http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB40001424052702304642804580017490191373632.  
20 John Gittelsohn, “Chinese Cash-Bearing Buyers Drive U.S. Foreign Sales Jump,” Bloomberg, July 9, 
2014. http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-08/chinese-cash-bearing-buyers-drive-u-s-foreign-

sales-jump.html. 
21 Lawrence Yun, Jed Smith, and Gay Cororaton, “2014 Profile of International Home Buying Activity,” 
National Association of Realtors, June 2014. 

http://www.realtor.org/sites/default/files/2014%20Profile%20of%20International%20Home%20Buyin
g%20Activity.pdf. 
22 Lawrence Yun, Jed Smith, and Gay Cororaton, “2014 Profile of International Home Buying Activity,” 

National Association of Realtors, June 2014. 
http://www.realtor.org/sites/default/files/2014%20Profile%20of%20International%20Home%20Buyin
g%20Activity.pdf. 
23 John Gittelsohn, “Chinese Cash-Bearing Buyers Drive U.S. Foreign Sales Jump,” Bloomberg, July 9, 
2014. http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-08/chinese-cash-bearing-buyers-drive-u-s-foreign-
sales-jump.html. 
24 John Gittelsohn, “Chinese Cash-Bearing Buyers Drive U.S. Foreign Sales Jump,” Bloomberg, July 9, 

2014. http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-08/chinese-cash-bearing-buyers-drive-u-s-foreign-
sales-jump.html. 
25 John Gittelsohn, “Chinese Cash-Bearing Buyers Drive U.S. Foreign Sales Jump,” Bloomberg, July 9, 
2014. http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-08/chinese-cash-bearing-buyers-drive-u-s-foreign-
sales-jump.html. 
26 Michelle Conlin and Maggie Lu Yueyang, “The Chinese Take Manhattan: Replace Russians as Top 
Apartment Buyers,” Reuters, April 25, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/04/25/us-

realestate-china-manhattan-insight-idUSBREA3O0TL20140425. 
27 Michelle Conlin and Maggie Lu Yueyang, “The Chinese Take Manhattan: Replace Russians as Top 
Apartment Buyers,” Reuters, April 25, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/04/25/us-
realestate-china-manhattan-insight-idUSBREA3O0TL20140425. 
28 Michelle Conlin and Maggie Lu Yueyang, “The Chinese Take Manhattan: Replace Russians as Top 
Apartment Buyers,” Reuters, April 25, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/04/25/us-

realestate-china-manhattan-insight-idUSBREA3O0TL20140425. 
29 John Gittelsohn, “Chinese Cash-Bearing Buyers Drive U.S. Foreign Sales Jump,” Bloomberg, July 9, 
2014. http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-08/chinese-cash-bearing-buyers-drive-u-s-foreign-
sales-jump.html. 

http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/cases_e/ds437_e.htm
http://www.ustr.gov/about-us/press-office/press-releases/2014/JulyWTO-Panel-Issues-Mixed-Result-in-Chinas-Challenge-to-US-Countervailing-Duties
http://www.ustr.gov/about-us/press-office/press-releases/2014/JulyWTO-Panel-Issues-Mixed-Result-in-Chinas-Challenge-to-US-Countervailing-Duties
http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/cases_e/ds379_e.htm
http://www.wto.org/english/tratop_e/dispu_e/cases_e/ds379_e.htm


17 

 

                                                                                                                                        
30 Andrew Rice, “Stash Pad,” New York Magazine, June 29, 2014. 

http://nymag.com/news/features/foreigners-hiding-money-new-york-real-estate-2014-

6/?src=longreads. 
31 Juwai, “The Market,” July 22, 2014, Juwai.com. 
32 Michelle Conlin and Maggie Lu Yueyang, “The Chinese Take Manhattan: Replace Russians as Top 
Apartment Buyers,” Reuters, April 25, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/04/25/us-
realestate-china-manhattan-insight-idUSBREA3O0TL20140425. 
33 Andrew Rice, “Stash Pad,” New York Magazine, June 29, 2014. 
http://nymag.com/news/features/foreigners-hiding-money-new-york-real-estate-2014-

6/?src=longreads. 
34 John Gittelsohn, “Chinese Cash-Bearing Buyers Drive U.S. Foreign Sales Jump,” Bloomberg, July 9, 
2014. http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-08/chinese-cash-bearing-buyers-drive-u-s-foreign-
sales-jump.html; U.S.-China Economic and Security Review Commission, “China and the World: 
Macau and Hong Kong,” 2013 Annual Report to Congress, November 2013. 
http://origin.www.uscc.gov/sites/default/files/Annual_Report/Chapters/Chapter%203%3B%20Section

%203%20Macau%20and%20Hong%20Kong.pdf. 
35 Andrew Rice, “Stash Pad,” New York Magazine, June 29, 2014. 

http://nymag.com/news/features/foreigners-hiding-money-new-york-real-estate-2014-
6/?src=longreads. 
36 Gu Yongqiang and Zhang Tao, “Mysteries of a Railways Minister’s Confidant,” Caixin (English 
edition), December 23, 2011. http://english.caixin.com/2011-12-23/100341893.html. 
37 Heather Timmons, “Beijing Goes Hunting for Overseas Real Estate Bought with Dirty Money,” Quartz 

(QZ.com), November 5, 2013. http://qz.com/143017/beijing-goes-hunting-for-overseas-real-estate-
by-corrupt-officials/. 
38 Shira Ovide, “Microsoft Is Big Target in a 'Digital Cold War',” Wall Street Journal, July 30, 2014. 
http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB20001424052702304581004580058920331402074. 
39 Shira Ovide, “Microsoft Is Big Target in a 'Digital Cold War',” Wall Street Journal, July 30, 2014. 
http://online.wsj.com/news/articles/SB20001424052702304581004580058920331402074. 
40 Charles Clover, “Microsoft Raid Highlights U.S. Trade Troubles in China,” Financial Times, July 30, 

2014. http://www.ft.com/intl/cms/s/0/27f9eb7a-17df-11e4-b842-00144feabdc0.html#axzz399JFfnYh. 
41 Don Clark and Josh Beckerman, “Qualcomm Profit Rises; Company Notes 'Challenges' in China,” 
Wall Street Journal, July 23, 2014. http://online.wsj.com/articles/qualcomm-profit-rises-company-

notes-challenges-in-china-1406147672; Charles Clover, “China a Step Closer to Sanctioning 
Qualcomm,” Financial Times, July 24, 2014. http://www.ft.com/intl/cms/s/0/b9d09792-132a-11e4-
925a-00144feabdc0.html?siteedition=uk#axzz399JFfnYh. 
42 Samuel Shen and Megha Rajagopalan, “Audi Cuts Spare-Part Prices in China amid Anti-Monopoly 
Probe,” Reuters, July 27, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/27/us-china-autos-prices-
idUSKBN0FW07720140727. 
43 Norihiko Shirouzu and Samuel Shen, “Daimler Says Assisting Chinese Authorities in Investigation,” 
Reuters, August 5, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/08/05/us-china-daimler-
idUSKBN0G50M520140805.  
44 Samuel Shen and Megha Rajagopalan, “Audi Cuts Spare-Part Prices in China amid Anti-Monopoly 

Probe,” Reuters, July 27, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/27/us-china-autos-prices-
idUSKBN0FW07720140727. 
45 Xiaoqing Pi, “China Trade Numbers Still Don’t Add Up Post-Fake Exports,” Bloomberg, July 29, 
2014. http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-28/china-trade-numbers-still-don-t-add-up-post-
fake-exports.html. 
46 BBC News, “US Economy Grows by 4% as Fed Cuts Stimulus,” July 30, 2014. 
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-28567689. 
47 Wynne Wang, “China Traders Jittery Over Huatong Bond Default Warning,” Wall Street Journal, July 
17, 2014. http://online.wsj.com/articles/chinese-construction-company-huatong-warns-on-bond-
default-1405580900. 
48 “Xuzhou Zhongsen Bond Default an 'Individual Case',” Xinhua (English edition), April 5, 2014. 
http://usa.chinadaily.com.cn/business/2014-04/05/content_17410249.htm. 
49 Judy Chen and David Yong, “China’s Latest Default Dodge Helps Cut Borrowing Costs,” Bloomberg, 

July 24, 2014. http://www.businessweek.com/news/2014-07-24/china-s-latest-default-dodge-helps-
cut-borrowing-costs. 
50 Lianting Tu, “Default Scare for China Bonds,” IFR Asia, July 26, 2014. 
http://www.ifrasia.com/default-scare-for-china-bonds/21157153.article. 

http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-08/chinese-cash-bearing-buyers-drive-u-s-foreign-sales-jump.html
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2014-07-08/chinese-cash-bearing-buyers-drive-u-s-foreign-sales-jump.html
http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/08/05/us-china-daimler-idUSKBN0G50M520140805
http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/08/05/us-china-daimler-idUSKBN0G50M520140805


18 

 

                                                                                                                                        
51 Wynne Wang, “China Traders Jittery Over Huatong Bond Default Warning,” Wall Street Journal, July 

17, 2014. http://online.wsj.com/articles/chinese-construction-company-huatong-warns-on-bond-

default-1405580900. 
52 Yong Xu and Pete Sweeney, “Chinese Construction Firm Gets funds, avoids landmark bond default: 
sources,” Reuters, July 23, 2014. http://in.reuters.com/article/2014/07/23/us-china-bonds-huatong-
idINKBN0FS0JV20140723. 
53 Lianting Tu, “Default Scare for China Bonds,” IFR Asia, July 26, 2014. 
http://www.ifrasia.com/default-scare-for-china-bonds/21157153.article. 
54 Aileen Wang, “China Gives Green Light for Three Private Banks,” Reuters, July 25, 2014. 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/25/us-china-banking-idUSKBN0FU0UR20140725. 
55 Grace Zhu, “Tencent Holdings Gets Approval for Shenzhen Private Bank,” Wall Street Journal, July 
25, 2014. http://online.wsj.com/articles/tencent-holdings-gets-approval-for-shenzhen-private-bank-
1406271241. 
56 Samuel Shen and Brenda Goh, “Alibaba-Wanxiang, Fosun-Juneyao Partnerships Hope to Set Up 
Private Banks -Securities Times,” Reuters, July 30, 2014. 

http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/31/china-privatebanks-idUSL4N0Q60D920140731. 
57 China Banking Regulatory Commission, “Major Supervisory Indicators for Commercial Banks as of 

Q1-2014,” 2014. 
http://www.cbrc.gov.cn/EngdocView.do?docID=4A12ED81EB0F485E9684D32572A9D8AB; China 
Banking Regulatory Commission, “Total Assets & Total Liabilities of the Banking institutions as of Q1-
2014,” 2014. 
http://www.cbrc.gov.cn/EngdocView.do?docID=97AFBD4530CE44B7B97D13CF74D58C04. 
58 David Keohane, “Default Settings in China,” Financial Times – Alphaville Blog, July 29, 2014. 
http://ftalphaville.ft.com/2014/07/29/1911482/default-settings-in-china/; Keith Bradsher, “China 
Pushes Deposit Insurance in Bank Overhaul,” New York Times, December 13, 2012. 
http://www.nytimes.com/2012/12/14/business/global/china-is-said-to-consider-plan-to-deal-with-
failed-banks.html. 
59 Xinhua, “Chinese President’s Lat Am Tour ‘Highly Important’: ECLAC Chief,” August 5, 2014. Open 
Source Center transcription, ID: CHR2014080513889925. 
60 Government of India – Prime Minister’s Office, Sixth BRICS Summit – Fortaleza Declaration, July 16, 
2014. http://pib.nic.in/newsite/PrintRelease.aspx?relid=106712; World Bank, “Infrastructure: 
Overview,” http://go.worldbank.org/I3P7K0D7F0. 
61 Bhaskar Chakravorti, “A New Club for India,” Indian Express, August 4, 2014. 
http://indianexpress.com/article/opinion/columns/a-new-club-for-india/. 
62 Raj M. Desai and James Vreeland, “What the New Bank of BRICS Is All About,” Washington Post, 

July 17, 2014. http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/monkey-cage/wp/2014/07/17/what-the-new-
bank-of-brics-is-all-about/. 
63 Zhang Fan, “Leaders Establish China-CELAC Forum,” China Daily, July 18, 2014. 
http://usa.chinadaily.com.cn/epaper/2014-07/18/content_17839295.htm; Margaret Myers, “Xi’s Latin 
America Tour: An Overview from ifeng.com,” Inter-American Dialogue, July 29, 2014. 
http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/. 
64 Evan Ellis, “China’s Strategy in Latin America Demonstrates Boldness of President Xi,” Manzella 

Report, February 19, 2014. http://www.manzellareport.com/index.php/world/814-china-s-strategy-in-
latin-america-demonstrates-boldness-of-president-xi; Benjamin Creutzfeldt, “A New Model in Trans-
Pacific Relations: The China-CELAC Forum,” SinoLatam, May 16, 2014. 
http://www.sinolatamforum.com/opiniones_detalle/1-m177-269/a-new-model-in-trans-pacific-
relations-the-china-celac-forum. 
65 Margaret Myers, “Xi’s Latin America Tour: An Overview from ifeng.com.” Inter-American Dialogue, 
July 29, 2014. http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-

ifeng-com/. 
66 Anthony Boadle and Alonso Soto, “China, Brazil Close Plane, Finance, Infrastructure Deals,” Reuters, 
July 17, 2014. http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/17/us-brazil-china-idUSKBN0FM26S20140717. 
67 Ken Parks, “Argentina-China Deals Reflect Asian Country’s Growing Influence,” Wall Street Journal, 
July 20, 2014. http://online.wsj.com/articles/argentina-china-deals-reflect-asian-countrys-growing-
influence-1405719582; Margaret Myers, “Xi’s Latin America Tour: An Overview from ifeng.com.” 

Inter-American Dialogue, July 29, 2014. http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-
america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/. 

http://pib.nic.in/newsite/PrintRelease.aspx?relid=106712
http://go.worldbank.org/I3P7K0D7F0
http://indianexpress.com/article/opinion/columns/a-new-club-for-india/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/monkey-cage/wp/2014/07/17/what-the-new-bank-of-brics-is-all-about/
http://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/monkey-cage/wp/2014/07/17/what-the-new-bank-of-brics-is-all-about/
http://usa.chinadaily.com.cn/epaper/2014-07/18/content_17839295.htm
http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/
http://www.manzellareport.com/index.php/world/814-china-s-strategy-in-latin-america-demonstrates-boldness-of-president-xi
http://www.manzellareport.com/index.php/world/814-china-s-strategy-in-latin-america-demonstrates-boldness-of-president-xi
http://www.sinolatamforum.com/opiniones_detalle/1-m177-269/a-new-model-in-trans-pacific-relations-the-china-celac-forum
http://www.sinolatamforum.com/opiniones_detalle/1-m177-269/a-new-model-in-trans-pacific-relations-the-china-celac-forum
http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/
http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/
http://www.reuters.com/article/2014/07/17/us-brazil-china-idUSKBN0FM26S20140717
http://online.wsj.com/articles/argentina-china-deals-reflect-asian-countrys-growing-influence-1405719582
http://online.wsj.com/articles/argentina-china-deals-reflect-asian-countrys-growing-influence-1405719582
http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/
http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/


19 

 

                                                                                                                                        
68 Margaret Myers, “Xi’s Latin America Tour: An Overview from ifeng.com,” Inter-American Dialogue, 

July 29, 2014. http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-

ifeng-com/. 
69 John Paul Rathbone, “Xi Jinping’s Latin American Trip Places Trade Ahead of Ideology,” Financial 
Times, July 17, 2014. http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/7296f15c-0da6-11e4-815f-
00144feabdc0.html#axzz39Wpm7eQg. 
70 Havana Times, “China Grants Credit to Cuba to Build Port Terminal in Santiago,” July 23, 2014. 
http://www.havanatimes.org/?p=105054. 
71 Francisco Jara, “China’s Xi Ends Latin American Tour at Cuba Barracks,” Agence France-Presse 

(AFP), July 23, 2014. http://news.yahoo.com/chinas-xi-venezuela-seeking-trade-oil-deals-
111011539.html; Margaret Myers, “Xi’s Latin America Tour: An Overview from ifeng.com,” Inter-
American Dialogue, July 29, 2014. http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-
tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/. 
72 Laurie Burkitt, “Yum Brands, McDonald’s Suspend Meat Purchases from Supplier,” Wall Street 
Journal, July 20, 2014. http://online.wsj.com/articles/yum-brands-mcdonalds-suspend-china-meat-

purchases-from-supplier-1405913128. 
73 Laurie Burkitt, “Yum Brands, McDonald’s Suspend Meat Purchases from Supplier,” Wall Street 

Journal, July 20, 2014. http://online.wsj.com/articles/yum-brands-mcdonalds-suspend-china-meat-
purchases-from-supplier-1405913128. 
74 Laurie Burkitt, “Yum Brands, McDonald’s Suspend Meat Purchases from Supplier,” Wall Street 
Journal, July 20, 2014. http://online.wsj.com/articles/yum-brands-mcdonalds-suspend-china-meat-
purchases-from-supplier-1405913128; Laurie Burkitt, “McDonald’s Sticks with Chinese Meat Supplier,” 

Wall Street Journal, July 24, 2014. http://online.wsj.com/articles/mcdonalds-sticks-with-chinese-
meat-supplier-1406211178; and Malcolm Moore, “A Quarter of McDonald’s in China Affected by 
‘Rotten Meat’ Scandal,” Telegraph, July 22, 2014. http://www.telegraph.co.uk/finance/china-
business/10984403/A-quarter-of-McDonalds-in-China-affected-by-rotten-meat-scandal.html.  
75 Stephanie Strom, “Weak Links in China’s Food Chain,” New York Times, July 31, 2014. 
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/08/01/business/international/weak-links-in-chinas-food-chain.html; 
Malcolm Moore, “A Quarter of McDonald’s in China Affected by ‘Rotten Meat’ Scandal,” Telegraph, July 

22, 2014. http://www.telegraph.co.uk/finance/china-business/10984403/A-quarter-of-McDonalds-in-
China-affected-by-rotten-meat-scandal.html. 
76 Laurie Burkitt, “McDonald’s Sticks with Chinese Meat Supplier,” Wall Street Journal, July 24, 2014. 

http://online.wsj.com/articles/mcdonalds-sticks-with-chinese-meat-supplier-1406211178. 
77 U.S. food company in China, email interview with Commission staff, July 31, 2013. 

http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/
http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/7296f15c-0da6-11e4-815f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz39Wpm7eQg
http://www.ft.com/cms/s/0/7296f15c-0da6-11e4-815f-00144feabdc0.html#axzz39Wpm7eQg
http://www.havanatimes.org/?p=105054
http://news.yahoo.com/chinas-xi-venezuela-seeking-trade-oil-deals-111011539.html
http://news.yahoo.com/chinas-xi-venezuela-seeking-trade-oil-deals-111011539.html
http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/
http://chinaandlatinamerica.com/2014/07/29/xis-latin-america-tour-an-overview-from-ifeng-com/
http://online.wsj.com/articles/yum-brands-mcdonalds-suspend-china-meat-purchases-from-supplier-1405913128
http://online.wsj.com/articles/yum-brands-mcdonalds-suspend-china-meat-purchases-from-supplier-1405913128
http://online.wsj.com/articles/mcdonalds-sticks-with-chinese-meat-supplier-1406211178
http://online.wsj.com/articles/mcdonalds-sticks-with-chinese-meat-supplier-1406211178
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/08/01/business/international/weak-links-in-chinas-food-chain.html
http://online.wsj.com/articles/mcdonalds-sticks-with-chinese-meat-supplier-1406211178

