2007 1
95

TAIWAN RESEARCH OQUARTERLY

No.l 2007

General No.95

op
m

A
FH

Xof 42 B 5R AR BY 7R E IR

( 200030 )

M=

1995-1996

K52

2003-2004

RESES: D837.12  XEkIRIZEG: A XEHS: 1002-1590(2007)01-0045-06

(dilemma)

, 1998
2003

(aggressive diplomacy)

T EEEN

““985

1979

strategic ambiguity

strategic clarity

””(acknowledge)

e 45 .



(dual track) 1979

< 7 status quo
[2] cc »> cc »3 [3]
(open-ended) ,
[4]
evenhanded 20 90
80
perception
GATT 150 F-16
1994 “ 77 “
i 11995
90 1995-1996
(continuing centrality) 1°!
comprehensive engagement

1997 9

(Stanley
Roth) 1995 g

« 46



21

would occur by peaceful means

to the United States)

80

2001

““9T117”

(5] 1998

1994 “c ”?(Taiwan Policy Review)
1994

6 29
€ “The reunification
and we have encouraged the cross-Strait dialogue to achieve that”?)

(a policy option open
9]

1995-96
[10]
Kenneth Lieberthal 1998
(Darryl Johnson) Richard Bush
1]
(Tommy Thompson)
“ - ””(congagement) “ ””(engagement)

2001 10 2002

e 47 e



10

2001
21 , 20
2002 “ i “e 72
2003 11
11212005
Powell 2003
2004
90 90
[13]
2003 “ 7z
e i 1995

(pushing the envelop)

e 48 o



2001

operational ambiguity
[14]

[18]

(1712006

72 conditional commitment

> policy clarity

Harry Harding

(Richard Armitage)

, 20056 6 8

[15]

20

50

(Nancy Tucker)
[16]

(Robert Zoellick)

2005

60

e 40 «



1997

, 2005
(learning process)

1995-96 2003-04 “ i
e E
[1] » ce . ce »s e >s
[2] (Craig Thomas)2000 5 9 «“ ”
[3] 2000
[4] Journal of Contemporary China 1999 11
[5] (Adjustments to U.S. Policy toward Taiwan Explained), (Background

Briefing), 1994 9 7
[6] (Chas W .Freeman), (Preventing War in the Taiwan Strait), (Foreign Affairs), Vol.77,
No.4, July/August 1998, p..6
[7] 1997 8 2
[8] , (The Taiwan Issue in U.S.-China Relations),
(Association of Chinese Political Studies & Center for Strategic and International Studies) «“
”(U.S.-China Relations at the Turn of the Century) 1998 5 2122
[9] ,1998 7 10
[10] 1996 4 24
[11] ; , & )
, 2000
[12] (Susan Lawrence) (United States-Taiwan: Diplomatic But Triumphal
Progress) (Far Eastern Economicfd111 Review) 2003 11 13

[13][14] 2005 8
[15] 2005 6 10
[16] Nancy Bernkopf Tucker Dangerous Strait: The U.S.-Taiwan-China Crisis, Columbia University Press, 2005.
[17] 2006 3 28

[18] Kenneth Lieberthal, “Preventing a War Over Taiwan,” Foreign Affairs, March/April, 2005.

(R ETEE 6550

e 50 -



1991 6

[22] 1991 6 8
[23] “ 7 “ 7
1993 133139
[24] 1991
1992 47
[25][261[271[28] 1995 752 777 811
815

“Constitutional One China” and the Mainland Policy of Taiwan Kuomintang Party
DU Li-fu

Abstract “Constitutional One China” according to ROC Constitution 1947 refers to only one China in the world, i.e. the

Republic of China (ROC). The Kuomintang (KMT) Party has been sticking to the stand of “Constitutional One China” since its
retreat to Taiwan. After 4-time revisions of the “Temporary Provisions” and 7-time revisions and additions to ROC Constitution,
the main standpoint as defined by the “Constitutional One China” remains unchanged, except for the addition of “One Country
Two Areas” and some other elements.

Key Words Taiwan ““constitutional one China”” mainland policy, one country two areas
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The Taiwan Dilemma in U.S. China Policy

LIN Gang

Abstract: The Taiwan issue is a dilemma confronting Sino-U.S. relations. Based on its strategic preference to a status quo
(neither unification nor independence and neither war nor peace) across the Taiwan Strait, the United States attempts to maintain
an evenhanded “dual track” policy toward Beijing and Taipei. This policy, however, entails periodical adjustments, due to
American domestic interest conflict and electoral campaign, international strategic reconfiguration, as well as the two sides’
competition over their influences on Washington. The changing equilibrium of U.S. policy favoring one side as opposed to the
other over times has helped to produce an unstable cross-Taiwan Strait relationship. The 1995-96 strait crises, and the 2003-04
turmoil around the issues of public referenda, constitutional engineering and “name rectification” were to a great degree
attributable to the U.S. mismanagement of the Taiwan dilemma by sending wrong massages to the island.

Key Words: U.S. China policy, cross-Taiwan strait relations, sino-U.S. relations, the Taiwan dilemma, strategic ambiguity,

strategic clarity, interim agreement
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