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AHAJIU3 NPUYUH U NOCNEACTBUIA TOPTOBOM BOWHbI MEXAY KUTAEM U CLLA

AHHOmMayusa. B cTaTbe paccMaTpuBaeTCA pPa3BUTME TOProBbIX OTHOLLEHUN
mexgy CLUA n Kutaem ¢ 1949 no 2025 roa. Kawo4yeBbim 3TanoOM CTaso BCTyNAeHue
Kutas B8 BTO B 2001 roay, nocne yero o6bEmbl TOProBaM pes3ko Bblipocan. OaHako
y*Ke nNpu aaMUHUCTPaumn bapaka Obambl HaYaIMCb OrPAHUYEHMA HA KUTANCKME NHBE-
CTMUMWN M IKCNOPT. Pe3Kaa acKkasnayma NnpousoLuia B nepruos nepsoro npe3naeHTCKoro
cpoka [loHanbaga Tpamna, Korga 6b11n BBeAEeHbl MaclITabHble MOLW/INMHBbI HAa KUTaUCKMe
ToBapbl. B 2025 rogy Hayanacb «BTOpas TOProBasi BOMHA», CONPOBOXKAAaeMan HOBbIMM
Tapudamu n oTBeTHbIMM Mepamn Kutasa. Ocoboe BHUMaAHUE yaeNnaeTca TEXHONOrnYe-
CKOMY NPOTUBOCTOAHMUIO: OFPAHNUYEHMAM HA IKCMOPT BbICOKUX TEXHONOIMMI, Bopbbe 3a
KOHTPO/Ib HaA, pefKo3eMenbHbIMU MeTanfiamm n TpaHchopmaumm obpasa Kutaa ms
9KOHOMMYECKOro napTHEpa B CTpaTernyeckoro npotmsHmKa CLUA.

Knrouesbie cnoea: Kuntann, CLUA, Toproas BoMHa, BTO, nownuHbl, JoHanba,
Tpamn, bapak Obama, TexHOoNOrMYecKana BOMHA

Ana yumuposaHusa: tOcynosa P.P., UbaTtynnmnHa H.C. Kak ncnamckune Kommep-
YecKMe KOHTPaAKTbl MPMBHOCAT UCNAaM B MEXKAYHapoAHOe WUHBECTUUMOHHOE npaso? /
P.P. KOcynosa, H.C. U6aTtynanHa. — DOl 10.33184/vest-law-bsu-2025.28.22 // Becr-
HUK WHCTUTYTa npaBa balWKMPCKOro rocyaapCTBeHHOro yHusepcuteTta. — 2025. —
Ne 4. —C. 246-252.

Introduction. In 1949, after the Communist government came to power in
China, trade with the United States was halted for almost 30 years. The key moment
was China’s accession to the World Trade Organization (WTO) in 2001. Since then,
trade volumes have significantly increased, with Chinese imports to the United
States increasing from $100 billion in 2001 to $400 billion by 2023.

Under Barack Obama, several measures were taken against Chinese goods
from 2009 to 2017. In 2012, his administration blocked Chinese businessmen from
purchasing the energy company Ralls, citing threats to national security. According
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to Peterson Institute to International Economics, in 2016, «anti-dumping duties»
were imposed on Chinese steel products.!

The First Trade War

Donald Trump’s first presidential term marked a turning point in the trade con-
frontation between the two countries. Immediately after his inauguration, Trump with-
drew from the Trans-Pacific Partnership, which intensified the trade conflict. In March
2018, he imposed tariffs on Steel imports fell by 25% and aluminum imports fell by
10%. In June 2018, tariffs were imposed on Chinese goods worth over $50 billion, which
increased to over $200 billion in September of the same year, Reuters reported.?

Donald Trump’s Second Trade War

In 2025, Donald Trump returned to the White House, leading to a new escala-
tion of the trade war. The US President once again took action against China and
other countries imposing additional tariffs and strengthening measures to protect
American manufacturers. As a result, new tariffs were imposed on Chinese goods.

On February 2, 2025, Donald Trump signed a decree imposing high tariffs on
goods from China, Canada, and Mexico, citing the need to combat illegal migration
and the smuggling of fentanyl.

In early April 2025, the administration of the US President Donald Trump an-
nounced the imposition of large-scale trade tariffs on imports into the United States.
The list of countries and territories with the highest additional tariffs included China
(34%). In response to the US actions, the Chinese government announced the impo-
sition of retaliatory tariffs of 34% on all goods imported from the United States.

In May 2025, a «truce» was reached in Geneva to mitigate the situation. Ac-
cording to the deal, the total US tariffs on Chinese goods (with some exceptions)
were reduced to 30%, while China, in turn, reduced its tariffs to 10% and agreed to
suspend its export controls on rare-earth metals (for 90 days).3

Technological aspect and the image of the enemy

The emergence of nuclear weapons made direct conflict between geopolitical
blocs (superpowers) virtually impossible, but the contradictions between the powers
did not disappear [1]. However, it is noted that American actors have changed their
perception of China: from a partner to a rival or an adversary. The perlocutionary ef-

1 Well Kenton. Understanding Anti-Dumping Duty: Definition, Process, and Examples. In-
vestopedia. [Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.investopedia.com/terms/a/anti-dumping-
duty.asp (accessed: November 10, 2025).

2 VineetSachdev, AnuragRao. Whathappened the lasttime Trump imposed tariffs
on steel and aluminum. Reuters. [Electronic resource]. URL:
https://www.reuters.com/graphics/TRUMP-TARIFFS/STEEL/gdpznwgdzpw/ (accessed:
November 10, 2025).

3 Lewis Jackson. What’s in China-US trade deal? Tariff cuts and key details. Reuters.
[Electronic resource]. URL: https://www.reuters.com/world/what-have-china-united-
states-agreed-geneva-2025-05-12/(accessed: November 10, 2025).


https://www.reuters.com/authors/vineet-sachdev/
https://www.reuters.com/authors/anurag-rao/

249

fect is achieved through distorting facts and truth in the political sphere. The manip-
ulative technology, the main media tool, has largerly become false information as a
means of aggression, propaganda, suggestion [1].

The analysis shows that within the strategic rhetoric, China has been por-
trayed as a threat to the US identity: a «battle for the soul of the world», where the
US is presented as a defender of « Western values» [2].

Media and research show that the image of the Chinese competitor is formed
through the prism: technological backwardness of the US, security threats, violations
of trade rules, control over the supply of rare earth elements, etc.

The Technology War

China has become the target of the US restrictions: technology exports, chip
bans, investment bans on China through the Committee on Foreign Investment in
the United States (CFIUS)*.

China has responded by tightening control over exports of rare earth metals
and technologies essential for electronics and defense, giving it a «weapon» in the
technology standoff®.

Aristotle devised three means of persuasion. Among them were Ethos, Pathos,
Logos®. We’ve analysed the articles for the means of persuasion used and found out
the examples of Logos (logical arguments):

1. US Economic Arguments: «The annual US trade deficit with China exceeded
$300 billion by the 2020s»”.

2. Accusations of «unfair practices»:

e subsidies to exporters,

e forced technology transfer,

e closed Chinese markets.

3. National security argument:

e control over chips,

e Huawei, ZTE,

4 Steve Holland. Trumpordersuse of CFIUS to restrict Chineseinvestments in stra-
tegic areas. Reuters. [Electronicresource]. URL: https://www.reuters.com/world/trump-
use-cfius-restrict-chinese-investments-strategic-areas-white-house-2025-02-21/ (accessed:
November 10, 2025).

> Peter Hoskins, Business reporter and Laura Bicker BBC. China tightens export rules
for crucial rare earths. BBC. [Electronic resource]. URL:
https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/ckgzlOnwvd7o (accessed: November 10, 2025).

® Aristotle rhetoric. Standford Encyclopedia at Philosophy. [Electronic resource].
URL: https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/aristotle-rhetoric/#ThreMeanPers(accessed: No-
vember 3, 2025).

” Chinamade $1 trillion off trade with the United States. [Electronicresource]. Polit-
fact. URL: https://www.politifact.com/factchecks/2025/apr/11/donald-trump/donald-
trump-wrong-china-1-trillion-trade-deficit/ (accessed: November 10, 2025).


https://www.politifact.com/factchecks/2025/apr/11/donald-trump/donald-trump-wrong-china-1-trillion-trade-deficit/
https://www.politifact.com/factchecks/2025/apr/11/donald-trump/donald-trump-wrong-china-1-trillion-trade-deficit/
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e blocking transactions through CFIUS.

The United States calls all this «critical infrastructure protection»®,

We have identified the examples of the PATHOS in the studied newspaper articles:

The pathos of the USA:

The United States presents the trade war as a struggle for justice and security.
Trump called China an «unfair trading partner» accusing it of stealing technology,
manipulating markets, and threatening national security.

The pathos of China:

China’s pathos is built around the ideas of sovereignty, dignity and historical
rise. Examples are the following:

e «We will never accept pressure and coercion».

e «China stands for peace, but is not afraid to fight» (the official formula of
the Chinese Foreign Ministry).

* «China’s development is a right, not a privilege»®.

Conclusion. Trade war between China and the USA has led to negative eco-
nomic effects for both countries as well as for the world economy including slow-
down in GTP growth, consumer prices increase, global supply chain disruption and
increased markets volatility. The main consequences for China and the USA are eco-
nomic damage, chain supply disruption, markets volatility. The experts estimate that
the trade war could reduce the US output by 1.6%%°. Although trade between coun-
tries remains significant in absolute terms, the imposition of reciprocal duties has made
imported goods more expensive, puttinga burden on consumers and businesses. Com-
panies had to adapt by diversifying suppliers and reconsidering production centers to
manage the tariff risks. All this has led to costs escalation and strategic changesininter-
national trade. Uncertainty caused by constant changes in trade policy and the intro-
duction of new tariffs has led to increased volatility in stock markets.

A full-scale trade war is likely to have a serious negative effect on the global
economic growth. The World Trade Organization (WTO) estimates that the division
of the world into two economic blocs could, in the long run, reduce global GDP by
almost 7%!. The imposition of duties and trade restrictions have led not only to in-
crease in the goods cost in the countries affected by the conflict, but it also affects

8China made $1 trillion off trade with the United States. Politfact.
[Electronicresource]. URL: https://www.politifact.com/factchecks/2025/apr/11/donald-
trump/donald-trump-wrong-china-1-trillion-trade-deficit/ (accessed: November 10, 2025).

9 Wang Yi. China’s Position is Objective and Fair, and on the Right Side of History. [Elec-
tronic resource]. URL: https://ee.china-
embassy.gov.cn/eng/zgyw/202203/t20220320 10653564.htm (accessed: November 10, 2025).

10 Leigh Thomas. OECD lowers global outlook as Trump trade war hits US growth. Reu-
ters. [Electronic resource]. URL:  https://www.reuters.com/world/china/oecd-trims-global-
outlook-trump-trade-war-hits-us-growth-2025-06-03/ (accessed: November 10, 2025).

1 Leigh Thomas. OECD lowers global outlook as Trump trade war hits US growth. Reu-
ters. [Electronic resource]. URL:  https://www.reuters.com/world/china/oecd-trims-global-
outlook-trump-trade-war-hits-us-growth-2025-06-03/ (accessed: November 10, 2025).
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the whole world. Other countries have had to rethink their trade strategies, balanc-
ing between protecting their own industries and the need to choose sides in a con-
flict between the world’s two largest economies.

In general, the trade war has become a serious destabilizing factor for the world
economy, contributing to trends towards deglobalization and creating recessionary risks.
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