2019 4 No.4 2019

106 Journal of Jiangsu Administration Institute General No. 106
° °
(14 ) .
( 200030)
: D51 TA : 1009-8860( 2019) 04-0083-07
1995—1996

7 2008—2016

. 2016 . ( Rich—
1201940208
(1953— )

(€SC201706230196) .
83



1950
1954
)
1958
1982 «“

84

?
6 27
(
(1955
50 70
70
1972
. 1971 10

«

b

1979

4 (P9)

Lilley)

”»

20

”»

1993 ¢

90

113

1995—1996

[43

[43

80

o

”»

1972

”»

[13

43

6 (PP6678)

2 (P177; P11)
o

3 (PP37 41)
°
« ”
“ ”
°
”
( James
173 ”
°
°
«
» “©
°
1995



)

» 6 (PP66-78)
[o)

2008

. 72009

( Bill Owens)

11

(

(

Bergsten)

“« ”»

[13 »

)] N

9 ( PP44-60;80-91)

o

( Fred

o =

NSRS NN

“

11 ( PP180-181)

( strategic asset)

ity) ?

”»

( strategic liabil—

85



“
“

”

o

”»

“
13

°

“

86

B

i

113

)

12 ( PP154456)
o

[ »

N o 2016

»

“« ”

“ i 2017

43

”?

[3

» 16

29

113

» 14
o

2011

2014

( Peter Navarro

)



14.2

. 2017
€018

12
)

18 ( PP405-407)
o

(

)

28
(

113

[13

»
{
19 (P21; P47)
2018 2
\3
Do
21

”»

2 (PP27)
44%
7 15%
[ »

o

6%

TPP

( Raymond Burghardt)

o

2009—2014

24 (PS)

[13

«

35%

87



« » (43 »

Richard Bush “An open letter to Donald Trump on the
December 13 2016 https: //
www. brookings. edu/blog/orderHrom-chaos /2016 /12 /

One-China policy ”

13 /an-open-etter+o-donald4rump-on-the-one—china—
policy/ ( 12018 1 10 ),

Dennis V. Hickey “U.S. Policy Toward Taiwan: Time
For Change?” Asian Affairs; An American Review
No.40 (2013); Ching Cheong “US Taiwan Policy
Set 31 Years Ago ” December 20
2003 in Lexis/Nexis; Shirley Kan China/Taiwan: E-

Straits Times

88

10

11

12

13

14

volution of the ‘One China’ Policy—Key Statements
from Washington Beijing and Taipei CRS Report for
Congress ( Washington D. C.: CRS December 13

2007) CRS -33; Elaine Sciolino “Records Dispute
Kissinger on his ’ 71 Visit to China ” New York
Times February 29 2002.

The U. S. & Free China p. 109 quoted from Alan
Romberg Rein In at the Brink of the Precipice: Ameri—
can Policy toward Taiwan and U. S. PRC Relations
( Washington D. C.: The Henry L. Stimson Center

2003) .

Memorandum of Conversation May 21 1978 ( 4: 05
pm —6:30 pm) Carter Library.

Harvey Feldman ‘“President Reagan’s Six Assurances
to Taiwan and Their Meaning Today ” WebMemo the
Heritage Foundation October 2 2007.

2008 (3).

I 2012 (2).

Bill Owens “America must start treating China as a
friend ” Financial Times November 17 2009.
Bruce Gilley “Not So Dire Straits: How the Finlandi—
zation of Taiwan Benefits U. S. Security ” Foreign Af—
fairs 89. 1 ( January/February 2010) ; Charles Gla-
ser “Will China’ s Rise Lead to War? Why Realism
Does Not Mean Pessimism ~ Foreign Affairs 90. 2
( March/April 2011); John J. Mearsheimer “Say
Goodbye to Taiwan ” March/April 2014 http: //na—
org/article/say-goodbye-taiwan-9931
( 12018 2 4 ).

Fred Bergsten “We should listen to Beijing’ s Cur—
Financial Times April 8 2009 ht-
tps: //www. ft. com/content/7372bbd02470-1de—
9a01-00144feabdc0 ( 2018 6 24

).
Daniel Blumenthal “Rethinking U. S. Foreign Policy

tionalinterest.

. ”
rency idea

towards Taiwan ” Foreign Policy March 2 2011 ht-
tp: / /foreignpolicy. com/2011/03 /02 /rethinking.

M .

2014.

Gang Lin and Wenxing Zhou “Does Taiwan Matter to
the United States? Policy Debates on Taiwan Abandon—
ment and Beyond ” The China Review October 2018.
Danial Blumenthal “Rethinking U. S. Foreign Policy

towards Taiwan. ”



15 See for example Robert D. Blackwill and Ashley J. 1 2018.

Tellis Revising U. S. Grand Strategy Toward China 21 Joseph Yeh “Taiwan has role in Indo - Pacific Secu-
( Washington DC: Council on Foreign Relations rity Strategy: Ex — U. S. official 7 Focus Taiwan
March 2015) . March 11 2018 http: //focustaiwan. tw/news/aipl/
16 Peter Navarro “America Can’t Dump Taiwan ~ The 201803110009. aspx ( 12018 6 24
National Interest July 19 2016 http: //nationalinter— ).
est. org/feature/america — cant — dump — taiwan — 22 Walter Russell Mead “The Jacksonian Revolt: Amer—
17040 ( 12018 2 27 ). ican Populism and the Liberal Order ” Foreign Af-
17 Shelley Rigger “Donald Trump is No Friend of Tai- fairs Vol. 96 No.2 (2017) ; https: //www. politico.
wan ” E - Notes March 16 2017 https: //www. com/magazine/story /2018 /01 /22 /andrew — jackson
fpri. org/article /2017 /03 /donald — trump — is — no — — donald - trump - 216493 ( 12018 2
friend — of — taiwan/ ( 12018 2 27 28 ).
). 23 Michael Smith and Stafford Nichols “Mixed Reac—
18 U. S. House of Representatives National Defense Au— tions in Asia on Whether US Would Defend Them ”
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2018 ( Washington Gallup News December 19 2016 http: //news. gal—
DC: U. S. Government Publishing Office 2017) . lup. com/poll /200012 / mixed( 12017 10
19 The White House National Security Strategy of the 18 ).
United States of America ( Washington DC: The 24 Raymond Burghardt Cross-Strait Trilateral Meeting
White House December 2017) . Report ( New York: National Committee on American
20 Congress. gov H. R.535 — Taiwan Travel Act 115th Foreign Policy April 7 2016) .

Congress (2017 — 2018) https: //www. congress.
gov/bill/115th — congress/house — bill/535 March

“Taiwan Abandonment” and Its Critics: Debate over Interests

and Values in U. S. Taiwan Policies

LIN Gang & ZHOU Wen-ing

( School of International and Public Affairs Shanghai Jiao Tong University Shanghai 200030 China)

Abstract: The “Taiwan abandonment” argument proposed by U. S. scholars and former government officials in recent
years ago has been heavily criticized by “Taiwan-card players” and the “status-quo maintainers” highlighting different
conceptions of interests and values in U. S. Taiwan policy. The “Taiwan abandonment” proponents focus more on pragmatic
interests believing that the U. S. -China ties are more important than U. S. -Taiwan ties and viewing Taiwan as a “strategic
liability. ” Taking the perspective of interests as well however the “Taiwan-card players” regard Taiwan as a “strategic
asset” and argue for improving the substantial U. S. Taiwan relations. For the “status-quo maintainers” they base their
perceptions on both interests and values mainly asserting that America should simultaneously maintain a sound relationship
with the mainland and Taiwan and that U. S. -Taiwan relations cannot be enhanced at the expense of U. S. -China relations.
Historically speaking the U.S. government had considered abandoning Taiwan on several occasions but Washington never
put it into practice. Facts have shown that the degree of U.S. demand for strategic cooperation between the United States
and China determines the degree of U.S. consideration of the core interest of the Chinese mainland on the Taiwan issue. It
is not unlikely that the unpredictable Donald Trump administration might either simply abandon Taiwan or play the “Taiwan
card” wildly. What remains certain is that the Taiwan issue as the most crucial and most sensitive core issue will contin—
ue to play its role in U. S. -China relations in the future.

Key Words: Taiwan abandonment; Taiwan card; maintaining the status quo; U.S. Taiwan policy; U.S. Taiwan re—

lations
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