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Abstract
The threat of Taiwan – China frictions ‘spilling over’ into a kinetic exchange—of becoming a
‘shooting’ or ‘hot’ war—is the premise of this analysis. Within the parameters of this
happening other contributing factors such as politics, the current politico-situation, broader
concepts, the explanation of what a war consists ‘of,’ and what it will ‘bring’ should a war
break out. Domestic issues in Taiwan and in China that would contribute to, or disallow for
an outbreak of hostilities to happen, and other pertinent factors that influence Realpolitik and
war-making are also analysed. Other considerations are also taken into account and within
the constraints of the mini-thesis a narrative that deals with what is in the public sphere and
the Asia-Pacific in general, as well as broader international components have been taken
into account and applied where relevant. In keeping with the intent of this thesis a
conclusion and forecast is offered in order to ground the evidence-base of the thesis in the
‘real world’ outcomes of how a kinetic exchange will manifest; the impact on Taiwan and the
Asia-Pacific generally and crucially, when it will take place.

Key words and concepts: Asia-Pacific, Politico, Limited War, Total War, Independence,
Sovereignty, Globalisation.
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Introduction
In contemporary times Taiwan, Republic of China (ROC)1 is a robust independent country of
approximately 23 million people, which comprise a mix of Taiwanese, Chinese, and
Indigenous peoples—estimated at 2018 to comprise 23.69 million people.2 The voting
schematic comprises a liberal-democratic, one-person, one-vote method of political
representation. Voting in Taiwan is compulsory; and all citizens over 20 years of age must
vote in an election, although there is no facility for an absentee-vote. Taiwan is an island
nation and its geographic location 25°03'N latitude and 121°30'W longitude.
Like many island nations, Taiwan has historically experienced visitations from sea-faring
peoples, and therefore varying degrees of colonisation and influences from cultures has
taken place—the Dutch, Japanese and (mainland) China, is to name only several cultures
that have impacted on Taiwan.3 For the purposes of clarity and for relevance, this study will
only encompass the defeat of the Chinese Nationalist—the Kuomintang (KMT) and the
ructions that its exit to Taiwan caused in terms of, in the first instance the establishment of a
government separate to mainland China; and the continuum of government, governance and
thus, independence this has produced. Upon the brief establishment of what transpired as
the power of the KMT took hold, this thesis will advance beyond the aforementioned
disturbances. It will firmly be ensconced in the late twentieth and twenty-first century issues
that have come to the fore in the process of what is now termed the ‘rise of China’; the
political-, regional- and geo-strategic-machinations that exist. Including where necessary
applicable references to other influences such as the Australia, Indonesia, Philippines,
United States of America (US), and numerous other countries that manoeuvre within the
power-stakes of the region; draw together the dynamics of what is happening as interstate
and international relationships evolve or stagnate; and offer an analysis within the realm of
the nascent stage of these machinations. The overarching construct will fall within the
1

Taiwan has been known as Formosa due to the Spanish and Portuguese influence and mainland
China governments refer (and continue) to Taiwan as a ‘Province of China,’ however and for ease of
understanding, the common term ‘Taiwan’ will be used in this analysis; and when referring to the
country in the context of an international sphere, or in a broader regional sense the term ‘Taiwan
ROC’ will be used.
2 According to the Taiwanese Ministry of the Interior, ’The vast majority (98%) of people living on
Taiwan are Han Chinese, including around 12% of the population who are classified as Waishengren
– people who fled from mainland China after the Chinese Civil War (and their descendants). The
remaining two percent are Taiwanese Aborigines, descendants of the Austronesian peoples who
dominated Taiwan until the 17th century.’ See: World Population Review.
http://worldpopulationreview.com/countries/taiwan-population/
3 A brief, yet concise history of Taiwan is able to be accessed. See: ‘Taiwan profile - Timeline.’
BBCNews. 9 Jan, 2018. http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-16178545
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framework and understanding that the ‘rise of China’—and the concomitant ‘era of paxSino’4—has begun, albeit in its nascent phase, is what underpins the following analyses.

Taiwan: Independent and prosperous
In order to establish that Taiwan has had a vibrant economic base and with the
abovementioned in mind, the island needs to be focussed upon in order to give it context
and to posit it in contemporary times. Taiwan (and the P’eng-hu Islands), was ceded to
Japan due to the upheavals associated with the Treaty of Shimonoseki5 which was
developed and instated when Japan won the conflict over China, and included Japan’s
ongoing hostilities associated with Korea. The political position the populace of Taiwan
contained within this paradigm is a moot point and need not be debated here, as what is of
interest is the process the populace went through in order to become the society it is in the
late-twentieth and early-twenty-first centuries.
With regard to Japan ruling the island there were advantages and disadvantages for its
peoples and this is summed up
Japan ruled Taiwan strictly, using harsh punishment to enforce the law. Tokyo, initially
at least, showed no interest in making Taiwan a democracy. Moreover, in governing
Taiwan, Japan experienced a dilemma over whether to make the colony part of Japan
or to allow it to be administratively separate and to some degree self-governing.
Ultimately, Tokyo resisted assimilating Taiwan, although it did force the population
there to learn Japanese and absorb Japanese culture. That strategy had advantages
for the people of Taiwan, as it gained for them access to science and technology, but
such advantages came at the cost of suppressing local culture and the Chinese
language.6

Taiwan would continue under Japanese rule and it should be noted that Wold War One
(WWI) (1914 - 1918) contributed to an economic advantage for Taiwan, as would World War
This study will when and where appropriate refer to the ‘rise of China’ in the more immediate tense
of China gaining incremental and then exponential influence within the region. However, it is
important to note that the era of ‘pax-Sino’ refers to a long-term expansionist elements within the ‘rise’
referred to and therefore, when the term is used it will embrace the connotations of acknowledging the
historical elements of the Latin term ‘pax,’ which refers to ‘a period in history marked by the absence
of major wars usually imposed by a predominant nation.’ See: dictionary.com ‘Pax.’
http://www.dictionary.com/browse/pax?s=t In general terms and placing the term in context the
meaning of the word usually implies ‘peace through force,’ with minor forces remaining peaceful due
to the inherent kinetic repercussions a major force would impose on a conflict.
5 The Treaty of Shimonoseki ‘concluded the first Sino-Japanese War (1894 – 95) which ended in
China’s defeat … [forcing China to] cede Taiwan [to Japan].’ See: ‘Treaty of Shimonoseki. 1895.
China - Japan.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica. The Editors of the Encyclopæ dia Britannica.
https://www.britannica.com/event/Treaty-of-Shimonoseki
6 ‘Taiwan. Self-governing island, Asia.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica. The Editors of the Encyclopæ dia
Britannica. https://www.britannica.com/place/Taiwan/Cultural-life Emphasis added.
4
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Two (WWII) (1939 -1945), and it is here that the first notable Asia-Pacific (A-P) strategic
‘footprint’ was formulated by the Japanese. Taiwan would become Japan’s ‘unsinkable
aircraft carrier,’7 and a location from which invasions of Southeast Asia could be launched.8
This state-of-affairs would last several decades until the populace of Taiwan would be
relieved of Japanese rule in 1948, due to the unconditional surrender of Japan and the
formal ending of the Pacific phase of WWII in 1945.
Although the war had ended for the US and its allies and Japan, a peripheral WWII conflict
continued in China between Chiang Kai-shek’s Chinese Nationalists regime—the KMT—and
Mao Zedong’s communist rebels. As the advance of the Maoist rebels continued it would
eventually involve a mass exodus to Taiwan—then known as Formosa. The Maoist rebels
would achieve ultimate victory in 1949 which would result in domestic pressures as a
desperate government-in-waiting came to terms with a fractious and fragile domestic
environment caused by the said mass exodus. The influx alluded to, whilst it was ongoing
gained momentum as Chiang’s forces continued to lose ground to Communist forces in
mainland China and would inevitably result in a 1.5 million person exodus from the mainland
to Taiwan which in turn, created another monumental upheaval to its established indigenous
population and other incumbents that had for many reasons, chosen to make Taiwan their
home. Due to the tense domestic environment and the desire of the KMT to establish its
authority over its burgeoning population situations would inevitably expand beyond the
control of government authorities, as is the wont when a populace is undergoing drastic
change. Frictions ‘boiled over’ on numerous occasions and whilst there are too many to list
here a cathartic happening did take place which resulted in a subversive reaction by the
population of Taipei city and moreover, it offers evidence that the population at this time was
heavily controlled and at a ‘breaking point.’ The incident is referred to as the February 1947,
‘2-28 Incident’ (Er-er ba).9 Civil disobedience peaked and many Taiwanese and Chinese
civilians were killed; including Chiang’s security forces incurring casualties. Order was finally
restored by Chiang’s forces and there were numerous mechanisms put into place to
ameliorate further unrest, however this only happened after Chiang’s forces had created
havoc and killed thousands of people. Taiwan remained under martial law, although
eventually stability was restored.
With the aforementioned events understood it is pertinent to mention that it was a high
priority for the KMT to retain stability, as that the retreat to Taiwan was only intended to be a

Taiwan. Self-governing island, Asia.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica
Taiwan. Self-governing island, Asia.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica.
9 Tomas Shattuck. ‘Taiwan’s White Terror: Remembering the 228 Incident.’ 27 Feb, 2017.
https://www.fpri.org/article/2017/02/taiwans-white-terror-remembering-228-incident/
7
8
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temporary move. A place from which the retaking of the mainland could be planned and
launched in a timely manner through the astute application of assets; and a reforming of
strategy.10 The importance of this element in the overall understanding of political- and
regional-thinking cannot be over emphasised as it would shape Taiwanese government
regional- and geo-strategic-thinking and formulate policies of defence for decades beyond
1949. These have remained steadfast.

Sovereignty: As ascribed by the West and the United Nations
As an independent country Taiwan would exercise its rights to influence and promote the
notion (and reality) that it remained an independent politico-entity although through various
mechanisms of influence and would seek to elevate this more broadly to that of a ‘sovereign
nation-state.’ The maintaining of such would incrementally ‘establish’ Taiwan as separate
from mainland China legally and politically—this remains the status quo. From Taiwan’s
perspective through to contemporary times it is a stance that has been maintained,
regardless of what the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) considers to be accurate or correct.
Since 1949, respective Taiwanese governments would attempt to gain sovereign-statehood
which according to the West exists through the auspices of the Treaty of Westphalia11
(1648)12—hereafter referred to as the ‘Treaty’—and its acceptance by all nation-states as the
legal framework of existence, which is interconnected to the unambiguous legalities and
dyad of
External sovereignty relates to a state’s place in the international order and its capacity
to act as an autonomous entity … [and] Internal sovereignty is the notion of a supreme
10

For a comprehensive and succinct explanation of the Nationalist and guerrilla civil war on mainland
China and the political happenings, see: ‘The Chinese Revolution of 1949.’ United States of
America. Office of the Historian. https://history.state.gov/milestones/1945-1952/chinese-rev
11 The Treaty of Westphalia is widely recognized as the cornerstone of sovereign statehood and the
legal framework therein. For the sake of understanding the Treaty is historically referred to as the
Peace Treaty of Westphalia, the Settlement of Westphalia, the Peace Settlement of Westphalia, and
the Peace Treaties of Westphalia. The Treaty of Westphalia was not borne of a single document as
each, to some extent consisted of, and constituted, a ‘treaty’ of sorts. The most pertinent ones were
of Franco-German intercession: the Treaty of Münster, and the Treaty of Osnabrück respectively.
See: Leo Gross. ‘The Peace Treaty of Westphalia.’ The American Journal of International Law, 42, 1,
January, 1948, 20-41. http://www.jstor.org/view/00029300
12
First and foremost the Treaty of Westphalia is a document designed to benefit the elites of
Europa/Europe and its paradigms were imposed unilaterally on other rulers and their populations.
Nevertheless, it is important to offer an historical perspective in order to understand its ramifications
per se; and to come to terms with the ‘rise of China’ in the main body of the text and which will be
explored later in this thesis. The Treaty of Westphalia is also referred to as the Peace Treaty of
Westphalia, the Settlement of Westphalia, the Peace Settlement of Westphalia, and the Peace
Treaties of Westphalia. The Treaty of Westphalia was not borne of a single document as each, to
some extent consisted of, and constituted, a ‘treaty’ of sorts. The most pertinent ones were of
Franco-German intercession: the Treaty of Münster, and the Treaty of Osnabrück respectively. See:
Leo Gross. ‘The Peace Treaty of Westphalia.’ The American Journal of International Law, 42, 1,
January, 1948, 20-41. http://www.jstor.org/view/00029300
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power/authority within the state. Located in the body that makes decisions that are
binding on all citizens, groups, and institutions within the state’s territorial boundaries.13

With regard to the security of the territorial boundaries alluded to and confirmed by the
Treaty, since time-in-memoriam and whether consisting of the group being monarchist,
absolutist, dictatorial or democratic—which is to name only some examples of societal
groupings—there has required a society to strategically plan its survival. Part of this
exemplar of this state-of-affairs has required in the first instance a ‘defence force,’ and in the
second, an ‘offense force.’ This remains true of all nation-states in contemporary times,
regardless of their political suasion. The military force however, must remain under the
direction of a recognised nation-state. Whilst this nation-state cum independence frictions
will be dealt with later in this thesis it is enough to introduce the components of sovereignty
and independence at this point. To be sure, what is of interest here is the abilities of
successive Taiwan ROC governments to sustain Taiwan’s through the mechanisms of
astutely applying politico-suasion, diplomacy and soft power; and of being for a time able to
side-step the norms of United Nations (UN)14 protocols without repercussions. This aspect
can now be discussed further.
Whilst the abovementioned is a complex environment per se, sovereignty largely consists of
a recognized territory and a Eurocentric/Western model of government within that
geographical space. What sovereignty allows for and what Taiwan has—as an independent
country with an independent government—is to defend its citizens. In broad terms, this
consists of a commonplace military triad: a standing army; a navy and an air force. It is a
germane yet necessary point for clarity to state that these assets vary and sometimes
overlap; and are dependent upon many elements. For nation-states without a coastline a
navy is redundant and moreover, there are often fiscal, political and competency constraints
within governments that impinge on their abilities to organize and develop adequate
mechanisms of defence and offense. Notwithstanding these aspects, a declaration of

13

See: Andrew Heywood. Key Concepts in Politics. Houndsmills: Palgrave, 2000, 29. Key Concepts
in Politics, 37. Emphasis in original.
14 The merits or shortcomings of the UN as a body-politic—and its forerunner the League of Nations—
need not be debated here, as an acknowledgement of the UN’ power need be acknowledged and the
UN as a body-politic, explained. Jentleson succinctly sums up the specific function of the UN, in
terms of its place in the international arena since its immediate post-WWII inception and of it
constituting, ‘the world’s only multilaterally universal political [representative] body … [which]
possesses a unique role in providing collective [nation-state] legitimization. No other body or
international actor can claim comparable legitimacy for establishing global norms and for the
authorizing of action in its name.’ See: Bruce Jentleson. ‘Preventative Statecraft: A Realist Strategy
for the Post-Cold War Era.’ Turbulent Peace. The Challenge of Managing International Peace.
Edited by Chester Crocker, Fen Hampsen and Pamela Aall. Washington: United States Institute of
Peace Press, 2001, 259.
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independence is able to be made by an actor, however whether the action leads to
‘sovereignty’ is also dependent upon other factors in a post-WWII political environment is the
UN—it is only the UN that is able to extend the legalities and formalities associated with the
granting of sovereignty. Returning to the matter-at-hand, Taiwan ROC for all intent and
purpose has all of the ‘requirements of sovereignty,’ such as an independent government; a
civil and orderly society; rule-of-law; and a disciplined defence force comprising an army,
navy and air force. There has been no attempt on the part of other nation-states to withdraw
the right of Taiwan to build upon its society (including organizing its military} and therefore, it
has gained the status of being independent. Taiwan therefore, has many of the benefits of
‘sovereignty’ without the legal status of actually being a sovereign nation-state per se. It is
here that an, albeit brief, initial understanding of the Taiwan - China state-of-affairs and the
nuances therein, are able to be given an interpretation albeit from a Western cum
Eurocentric, UN-driven perspective.
Notwithstanding this non-recognition by the UN and the politico-vulnerabilities this state-ofaffairs consigns to Taiwan it has built a strong defence force with robust capabilities—albeit
with some limitations. Taiwan has very limited offensive capabilities beyond the kinetic
phase of mounting a defence platform, and due to its current asset mix and its small
population it is safe to argue, its capabilities (without the support of allies) would disallow it to
invade another country beyond gaining a limited military foothold. Hence, Taiwan’s defence
force it can be further argued, remains strictly within this strategic proficiency and
competency of defence. Whether Taiwanese forces would be able to sustain an invasion of
another regional nation-state with the help of a powerful ally (or allies) is a moot point and
need not be debated here. The primary concern at this point is to establish Taiwan’s
regional, international geo-political and geo-strategic status; reflect on its immediate strategic
capabilities; and assemble an overall understanding of its domestic proficiencies, regional-,
geo-strategic-, and politico-capabilities.
The history alluded to in the abovementioned proffers the following: Taiwan is a vibrant and
independent, recognized ‘quasi-state’ by numerous other nation-states; is a liberaldemocracy that has a sophisticated defence force; and has a cosmopolitan international
presence (despite its limitations). Nevertheless, since the 1950s successive governments of
Taiwan ROC—although only having been a liberal-democracy since 1986 and of having its
first independent and free elections in 1996—has sought and continued to influence and
exert regional and international politico-pressure. Consecutive governments have utilized
their aforesaid qualities and largely, given the constraints mentioned (although they are only
some of the impediments), succeeded in establishing a strong regional and international
presence which can now be examined further.
11

Taiwan ROC: A forthright political and economic actor
Concomitant to all of the abovementioned, successive Taiwanese governments steered the
country toward an ongoing prosperity and this includes
Taiwan’s economy took off in the mid-1960s and grew rapidly in the following decades,
causing Taiwan to become known as an “economic miracle.” Chiang and his team of
economic planners, including Lee Kuo-ting (Li Guoding), got the credit, as they
engineered growth from which everyone benefited.15

Economic growth therefore created a burgeoning middle-class—which is an aspect that will
be dealt with in more detail in this thesis—in Taiwan, and this as well as the trajectory
alluded to, moved Taiwan ever-closer to being a democracy in the true sense of the term.
These societal and economic elements are further emphasised thus
During the 1960s and 1970s, real GDP[16] grew about 10% [percent] (7% per capita)
each year. Most of this growth can be explained by increases in factors of production.
Savings rates began rising after the currency was stabilized and reached almost 30%
by 1970. Meanwhile, primary education, in which 70% of Taiwanese children had
participated under the Japanese, became universal, and students in higher education
increased many-fold. Although recent research has emphasized the importance of
factor growth in the Asian “miracle economies,” studies show that productivity also
grew substantially in Taiwan.17

What the above emphasises is Taiwan, approximately three decades after its inception as a
Western-centric nation and through the colonisation of the KMT it is able to be argued
successfully implemented a domestic Industrial Revolution,18 with the continuum of
developing into a Technology Revolution19 (1980s – ongoing). Both have contributed to
allowing for ongoing economic growth to take place. It is relevant to observe that nationstates historically, have achieved success and status as per the Westphalian model alluded
to when embarking upon successful industrial revolutions—the British during the Eighteenth
See: Taiwan. Self-governing island, Asia.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica.
https://www.britannica.com/place/Taiwan/Cultural-life
16 GDP is discussed more fully on page 14.
17 Kelly Olds. ‘The Economic History of Taiwan.’ Economic History Association. EH.net.
https://eh.net/encyclopedia/the-economic-history-of-taiwan/
18 The term ‘Industrial Revolution’ from an historical perspective refers to the ‘totality of the changes in
economic and social organization that began about 1760 in Englandand later in other countries, chara
cterized chiefly by the replacementof hand tools with powerdriven machines, as the power loom and t
he steam engine, and the concentration of industry in large establishments.’ See: Dictionary.com.
http://www.dictionary.com/browse/industrial-revolution?s=t Taiwan’s success would also be due to it
during the 1950s-1960s having, ‘Rapid industrial development stimulated by export-oriented policy
and US economic aid.’ See: ‘Taiwan profile - Timeline.’ BBCNews. 9 Jan, 2018.
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-16178545
19 For evidence of the continuum referred to in this study see: Lauly Li. ‘Hon Hai to invest
NT$10 billion in AI.’ Taipei Times. 3 Feb, 2018, 1.
15
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Century, Western Europe during the nineteenth century, Japan after the Meiji Restoration
through to 1945, and again 1970s – circa-1990s, and the US post-WWII is to name only
several examples. When viewed through the prism of progress, what an industrial revolution
effectively announces is a country is able to establish a more robust political and military
presence in the world; and maintain a more forthright presence in terms of becoming a
cosmopolitan-, economic-, military-, and political-actor. This would happen to Taiwan. In
part it would be due to the conditions the abovementioned had instilled in the population;
and the focus of successive governments placed on establishing Taiwan as a more vigorous
regional and international actor—separate and differentiated in status to mainland China.
Successive Taiwanese governments having sought to establish recognition through
economic- and aid-based programmes. In more precise terms, Taiwanese governments
focussed on the financial rewards their industrial- and hi-tech-revolutions had brought about,
and using these platforms sought influence through these mechanisms. To be sure, this
would prove successful with many regions—especially Micronesia, Oceania, the Central
America and the South Americas—in gaining Taiwan’s acceptance and recognition as an
independent country cum ‘nation-state,’ and moreover it would continue to raise its profile in
the international arena per se.
The measure of progress for countries in general terms falls within the following tenets:
stable government, prosperity through economic- and social-wellbeing which encompasses
lifespan and personal safety, environment, good governance, an ordered society and the
rule-of-law. There are many other issues that comprise wellbeing however, and whilst the
aforementioned are definitive though subjective signallers of a country’s overall success it is
and remains a moot point of what order and whether other factors are of equal or of more
importance. The intersection of these factors are at times, random rather than the implied
linearity and moreover, beyond this acknowledgement do not require further debate here.
The factors are however, exemplars and drivers of personal and societal attainment which
help create further progress; and the concomitant germane loyalties it brings to a
government is and remains implicit. The pivotal issue is centred upon what ‘developed’
represents and Taiwan has at its core the advent of an ‘industrial revolution,’ which is
defined as the ‘rapid industrial growth … [and the] concentration of industry in large
establishments’20 and according to Western cum Eurocentric tenets an improvement in the
wealth, lifestyle and wellbeing for the populace in general, is thus generated. Broadly
speaking, this leads to the building and maintaining of infrastructure; a more robust domestic
and international mercantilism; a higher educated population; a capable military; societal
See: ‘Industrial Revolution.’ Dictionary.com http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/industrialrevolution?s=t
20
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improvements; a more cosmopolitan society; stronger cultural ties; and crucially an
enhanced ‘nationalism.’21
Within the abovementioned paradigm and as has been stipulated, Taiwan began its
economic ascent as it embraced industrialisation in the 1970s, followed by a technology
(high-tech) revolution in the mid -, late-1980s which has continued through to contemporary
times. Both revolutions have allowed Taiwan to maintain its high economic status in the
international community and gain the subsequent fiscal and societal benefits—a strong
gross domestic product (GDP);22 and a highly-educated population is to name only two
elements of its progress. As Taiwan prospered, the requirement was to become
cosmopolitan and extend influence—as is the wont of all countries seeking recognition—and
it has accomplished this through numerous ties: political, educational, cultural, economic and
military is to name only some. In order to contextualize the aforementioned ties it is
however, necessary to briefly (and broadly) define the ‘type’ of power that is able to be
accessed when a country has a strong and ongoing robust GDP; and the related valueadded elements such as a strong fiscal- and monetary-base. Taiwan having gained the
status of a robust and wealthy nation-state and having been able to establish close geopolitical ties with other nation-states and which has been formulated and focussed on one
steadfast domestic issue: independence.
From the perspective of Taiwan, embarking upon the pathway of an insistence of
independence strengthened a possibility that had been set in place since colonisation by the
KMT circa-1945 – 1949. The outcome of this state-of-affairs is Taiwan since circa-1950

There are common features in what Calhoun describes as the ‘rhetoric of nations’ and within this
construct nationalism is formed. Whilst nationalism is a multifaceted and complex issue some
aspects of its makeup include: ‘… sovereignty, legitimacy, participation in collective affairs, direct
membership, culture, temporal depth, common characteristics and special histories.’ See: Craig
Calhoun. Nationalism. Buckingham: Open University Press, 1997, 4 -5. Expanding on this further is
necessary at this point as it is a contentious issue at the time of writing for Taiwan as China seeks to
ingratiate Taiwanese citizens living in China, and Taiwan seeks to confirm its uniqueness. To wit,
‘Nationalism can be defined as an ideology that demanding that an ethnic group or groups should
establish and support their own state. Nationalism transforms an ethnic group or groups into a
nation … Similarly a nation can be composed of different ethnic groups, given that these ethnic
groups deem it necessary to establish, support or view a state as their own.’ And, ‘identity can be
defined as ‘an actor’s experience of a category, tie, role, network, group or organization, coupled with
a public representation of that experience; the public experience often takes the form of a shared
story or narrative.’ Charles Tilly. ‘Citizenship, Identity and Social History.’ Citizenship, Identity and
Social History. Edited by Charles Tilly. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996, 1 – 17.
21

22

Gross Domestic Product (GDP) is the broadest quantitative measure of a nation's total economic
activity. More specifically, GDP represents the monetary value of all goods and services produced
within a nation's geographic borders over a specified period of time … The equation used to calculate
GDP is as follows: GDP = Consumption + Government Expenditures + Investment + Exports –
Imports. See: ‘Gross Domestic Product (GDP). Investing Answers Financial Dictionary.
https://investinganswers.com/financial-dictionary/economics/gross-domestic-product-gdp-1223
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onwards, has sought to extend its notable independent-status through to attempting to
become a legal sovereign-state. Achieving this would dispense with any and all notions of
its suzerainty to and of, mainland China.23 To date, this has not succeeded due to the
implementation of UN Resolution 2758 in 1971.24 For the sake of clarity, this thesis rests on
this understanding that its outcome will remain in place beyond 2018. Relevant to the
aforementioned debate and pertinent to the argument, the necessity for a country to achieve
legal nation-state status cannot be underestimated in terms of ongoing politico-development
and the actions therein. The inherent advantages that a country immediately gains through
UN recognition is inestimable and allows for immediate entry into the UN General Assembly
(UNGA) and other legal and recognized forums of the UN per se. The debate around
Taiwan’s status and its abilities acknowledged, it is nonetheless, important to address a
criterion that affects, and will continue to affect Taiwan in the twenty-first century. The speed
of change and the impact of change, which has differed from any previous centuries is what
will become an omnipresent part of the political landscape for Taiwan, as it will for others.
The aforementioned firmly in place it is also pertinent to introduce China and its politico-,
regional-, geo-political and geo-strategic-trajectory and the reconfiguration of its approach to
Taiwan. Currently, it may best be described as ranging from rhetoric-driven to assertive
preponderance. What is of most importance is the problems which this new approach throws
up for Taiwan. First however, the trajectory of China must be mentioned.

The dawn of pax-Sino: From cataclysms to cosmopolitanism
As a country united under one rule due to the success of the Maoist communists, China
would have its share of internal issues—as is the wont of every nation-state in a trajectory to
independence—during and the post-Mao era. Within the aforementioned timeline dissenting
political matters would disrupt a smooth transition of China becoming a prominent and
established power. For all intent and purposes, some happenings would severely retard the
ability of the CCP to grow the country and whilst the disputes are too numerous to mention
23

Whilst the actual number of debates Taiwan and its extended presence in the political sphere and
with regard to the UN and China are far too many to be debated in this thesis. The international
standing of Taiwan and its status is able to be summed up as, James Huang impugned the UN
secretary general, Ban Ki-moon for his rejection of ‘president’ Chen Shui-bian’s application for Taiwan
to be admitted to the United Nations … In 1971 the UN decided ‘to restore all rights to the People’s
Republic of China and to recognise the representatives of its government as the only legitimate
representatives of its government as the only legitimate representatives of China, the United Nations,
and to expel forthwith the representatives of Chiang Kai-shek [Chen Shui-bian’s predecessor] from
the place which they unlawfully occupy at the United Nations and in all the organisations related to it.
“ This [UN] resolution, 2758 resolved the issue of China’s legal representation in the UN once and
for all.” See: Pan Hejun. ‘Taiwan is not, nor has it ever been, an independent country.’ The Guardian,
7 Sep, 2007. https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2007/sep/07/comment.china
24 ‘Taiwan is not, nor has it ever been, an independent country.’ The Guardian, 7 Sep, 2007.
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suffice to state that the following domestic difficulties had to be surmounted by the CCP: the
Hundred Flowers Campaign (1956),25 the Gang of Four debacle (1965),26 and more recently
the Tiananmen Square incident (1989).27 This is to name only several major events that
created significant domestic turmoil and whilst the aforementioned events comprise a
several decade-long process of happenstance it is important to mention China at this stage
was a largely politically-, economically-, and militarily-isolated nation-state and therefore, the
political machinations did not extend beyond its borders.
By the time of the last major disturbance—the Tiananmen Square incident—the
demographic of China had changed considerably and subsequently, had evolved in all three
of the abovementioned categories. Although Chinese society was in a transitional state—
from that of an agrarian to a more urban-centred society or at the very least, it was the
nascent stages of this transformation. The rancour for change it can be safely argued, came
from the educated middle-class students and whilst it was summarily crushed by the
People’s Liberation Army (PLA), the major underlying structural problem for the National
People’s Congress (NPC)—the ruling body of the CCP— remained omnipresent: poverty.
The major underlying issue for the CCP was a significant portion of the Chinese population
had not been extricated from endemic poverty which denied a transition to a more dynamic
and thus, successful nation-state. It was well understood within the upper-echelons of the
NPC that China could not gain new ‘political ground’ domestically or internationally, while
such a large portion of the population languished in said circumstance. Measures to temper
the intractability of the problem however, were being considered by the CCP during the
Deng Xiao Ping era (1978 – 1994) and regardless of the domestic upheavals new and
different policies were implemented. These policies, it was hoped, would incrementally
improve the outcome of the Chinese people and gradually shift their ingrained povertyparadigm to one of prosperity overall; create financial independence for many Chinese; and
develop prosperity overall.
Whilst the political suasions of the Deng era are far too numerous to mention here it is
suffice to state that after the ‘disastrous excesses of the Cultural Revolution [of the Mao
(1948 – 1976) era] Deng restored China to domestic stability and economic growth.’28 Deng

See: ‘Hundred Flowers Campaign.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica . .
https://www.britannica.com/event/Hundred-Flowers-Campaign
26 ‘Gang of Four.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica. . https://www.britannica.com/topic/Gang-of-Four
27 Adam Lusher. ‘At least 10,000 people died in the Tiananmen Square massacre, secret British cable
from the time alleged.’ The Independent. 23 Dec, 2017.
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/asia/tiananmen-square-massacre-death-toll-secret-cablebritish-ambassador-1989-alan-donald-a8126461.html
28 ‘Deng Xiaoping. Chinese Leader.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica. The Editors of the Encyclopæ dia
Britannica. https://www.britannica.com/biography/Deng-Xiaoping
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envisaged a China that would be regionally and internationally cosmopolitan, stable, and he
sought to do this through the mechanism of keeping ‘military spending low and concentrate
on peaceful economic developments.’29 Deng also embarked upon an international drive to
bring China out of its self-imposed isolationism and domestically, would continue with
reforms, gradually opening trading markets in the countryside, followed by the cities. He
continued government planning and state enterprises, opened more markets as he felt the
political situation permitted and opened doors to foreign study.30 As the reforms progressed
and the population became familiar with the new policies, Deng would evolve policies to
being iconoclastic to the old ways, and more far reaching in terms overall prosperity. Deng’s
policy of ‘One country, Two systems’ (1C2S)31 was essentially, leveraged and then imposed
upon the Chinese people by the NPC as a grand plan. This was done in order to bring about
liberating and positive domestic change and it was summarily (and incrementally) applied to
the populace. Ostensibly, the paradigm Deng introduced was one of the CCP releasing its
‘iron grip’ of direct-economic restrictions domestically and crucially, internationally. Whilst
the ‘1C’ component of the plan was that communism as the sole political structure would
remain omnipresent and unchanged part of the system of government; and governance.
Communism as an ideology would remain and retain political control of the populace and
there would be no deviation from this pre-set political norm. The ‘2S’ component would
loosen the ties of economic strictures and create the possibility of genuine fiscal prosperity
and commensurate with the fiscal structural change was the substitution of the classic CCP
line of calling for ‘protracted class struggle,’32 to one of implementing an efficiency
programme: the ‘‘Four Modernizations’ of industry, agriculture, defense, and science and
technology.’33 This programme it is safe to argue would begin and then go on to produce
rapid change in the subsequent months and years that a nation-state would require in its
trajectory to prosperity. With 1C2S reforms in place the population would begin to develop in
a way which had not previously been experienced.
From the mid-1990s the CCP began their structural changes in earnest, and the Chinese
people began to experience a phenomenal macro-change in their fiscal-, economic-,
technological-, military-, and cosmopolitan-footprint. The aforementioned changes

Ezra Vogel. ‘China under Deng Xiaoping’s Leadership.’ EastAsiaForum. 27 Sept, 2011.
http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2011/09/27/china-under-deng-xiaopings-leadership/
30 EastAsiaForum, http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2011/09/27/china-under-deng-xiaopings-leadership/
31 Ministry of Foreign Affairs, People’s Republic of China.
https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/mfa_eng/ziliao_665539/3602_665543/3604_665547/t18027.shtml
32 Katherine Keyser. ‘Three Chinese Leaders. Mao Zedong, Zhou Enlai, and Deng Xiaoping.’ Asia
for Educators. Columbia University, 2009.
http://afe.easia.columbia.edu/special/china_1950_leaders.htm
33 ‘Three Chinese Leaders. Mao Zedong, Zhou Enlai, and Deng Xiaoping.’
29
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implemented by Deng and his political allies—in particular, Zhou Enlai and Hua Guofeng—
had swept in a new era for China. The significant changes had by the mid-1990s produced
a deeper malaise by the CCP toward Taiwan. A more robust CCP’s vigorous retrocession of
its lands that had been for many reasons usurped by others—‘Hong Kong (1997);34 and
Macao [Macau] (1999)’35 would, it can be safely argued embolden its goals and aims. The
retrocession of Hong Kong and Macau would drive a continuum that would initiate a new set
of politico- and strategic-awareness’s; and generate new challenges in the region and
internationally. Thus, it would shift Taiwan from being a static, rhetoric-based, historical
claim which was previously a somewhat peripheral issue associated with Chinese
‘irredentism,’36 to a central component of the CCP’s regional ambitions.
The above factors acknowledged, it is now appropriate to shift the focus of this thesis in
order to understand what transpired in the world from the mid-1970s. A phenomenon began
to gain momentum and it was one which had offered Taiwan prosperity, gave it power and
triggered its initial trajectory of success—as it had others in the A-P. The phenomenon
would persist and eventually offer China a newfound dynamic and allow it to become a
robust regional and international actor; and allow it to reiterate its claims. The claims would
encompass the Taiwan Strait37 and would be backed by preponderance and more
importantly through the process of the Deng era and the ongoing machinations of the postDeng era the phenomenon would dictate the way in which preponderance was pursued and
it can now be explored in order to consider future ramifications for Taiwan. The
phenomenon would come to be known as ‘globalisation.’

‘Hong Kong’s handover: how the UK returned it to China.’ BBCNews.29 Jun, 2017.
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-china-40426827
35 Shaocheng Tang. ‘EU’S Taiwan policy in the light of its China policy.’ Asia Europe Journal.
Stuttgart: Springer-Verlag, 2003, 511.
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs10308-003-0053-9
36 ‘Irredentism,’ or ‘irredentist policies’ comprise, ‘a party in any country advocating the acquisition of
some region included in another country by reason of cultural, historical, ethnic, racial, or other ties.’
See: ‘irredentism,’ Dictionary.com. Collins English Dictionary - Complete & Unabridged 10th Edition,.
HarperCollins Publishers. 2018. http://www.dictionary.com/browse/irredentism
37 The ‘Taiwan Strait’ has also been historically referred to as the ‘Formosa Strait,’ and comprises the
body of water between Taiwan and Fujian Province, China, joining the East and South China seas;
and is 161 kilometres wide. See: Collins English Dictionary. HarperCollins Publishers.
https://www.collinsdictionary.com/dictionary/english/taiwan-strait For ease of understanding this
thesis will adhere to the common usage of ‘Taiwan Strait,’ and when dealing with political-, economicand strategic-determinants, will revert to the term ‘cross-Strait.’
34
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Globalisation and its impacts and ramifications: A brief deliberation
Having positioned China and Taiwan as being robust countries—one being a legitimate
nation-state and the other being a self-proclaimed independent country—there is a need to
link the endeavours of both. The abovementioned rapidity the heretofore never-experienced
concept and reality, one that prompted a newfound determination by both belligerents:
‘globalisation.’38 Taiwan has been through a high degree of industrialisation and
mechanisation. It has a definitive military presence in terms of capabilities; of having been
and continuously developing meaningful diplomatic positions and ties; and is able to uphold
domestic governance which afforded the continuum of prosperity, cosmopolitanism and the
mechanisms of positive diplomatic and societal implications. In simpler terms Taiwan has
essentially excelled at being a prosperous, free market, liberal-democratic cosmopolitan
country. China it is fair to argue, and as has been stipulated is the newcomer to the
cosmopolitanism that Taiwan has been able to access since the 1970s. Notwithstanding the
comparative ‘late start’ China remains a communist country, has a (fiscal) capitalist-driven
domestic base, has exponentially extended its political and strategic stretch regionally and
globally and has reinforced its irredentist policies. China’s proficiencies alluded to offer a
perspective on government, governance and the corresponding forthrightness that evolved
throughout the later-twentieth century; and remains as a continuum in the twenty-first
century. It is here that another critical input into globalisation can now be given prominence
and clarity: influence through power.
From the first late-twentieth to contemporary times a parallel can be drawn in terms of what
globalisation will bring to the A-P region and the newfound ‘place’ Taiwan will hold as China
rises and why Taiwan will be at the centre of actions within the A-P as globalisation
increases. Whilst the critical time that will come for Taiwan will be specified in the
‘Conclusion’ chapter the important issue at this point is to clarify the role of globalisation and
to understand politico- and preponderance-ramifications. As stipulated, and for many
38

Whilst globalization as a concept does have numerous nuanced elements for the purpose of this
study the following definition will apply: ‘[T]he inexorable integration of markets, nation-states, and
technologies to a degree never witnessed before, in a way that is enabling individuals, corporations
and nation-states to reach around the world farther, faster, deeper and cheaper than ever before . . .
the spread of free-market capitalism to virtually every country in the world.‘ See: Thomas L.
Friedman, The Lexus and the Olive Tree, New York: Picador, 1999, 7- 8. Emphasis added. And
further to the aforementioned, ‘Globalisation describes a process by which national and regional
economies, societies, and cultures have become integrated through the global network of trade,
communication, immigration and transportation. In the more recent past, globalisation was often
primarily focussed on the economic side of the world, such as trade, foreign direct investment and
international capital flows, more recently the term has been expanded to include a broader range of
area and activities such as culture, media, technology, socio-cultural, political and even biological
factors, e.g. climate change. See: ‘Definition of Globalisation.’ Financial Times, ft.com/lexicon.
http://lexicon.ft.com./Term?term=globalisation
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reasons Taiwan and its embracing of change coupled to globalisation triggered its prosperity
as a technologically-developed country. To be sure, globalisation would be played out within
the A-P by the ‘Asian tigers’39: Hong Kong: Singapore; South Korea; and Taiwan. It can be
further argued that Taiwan entered the newfound era of non-Western dominance in the
industrial sphere with the intent of domestic prosperity as well as utilizing the geopolitical
exposure to dislodge China’s irredentist claims. This paradigm would bode well for Taiwan
as its GDP increased and its concomitant abilities to finance a strong defence force
summarily improved, as did its regional-, and international-geo-political profiles.
Whilst the ‘Asian tigers’ represent a positive economic element for countries including
Taiwan there is a need to observe the phenomenon of globalisation in action in a negative
sense, in order for a balance to be comprehended; and to observe how the knock-on effects
can create unforeseen problems. The reason for this is to bring to the fore that any
developments of the already tenuous and fractious Taiwan – China relationship deteriorates
further, a conflict will be fought in the A-P region although in a concomitant globalised media
environment. The news press media and interventions such as television and in
contemporary times, Google, Twitter and Youtube is to name only several platforms that
are exemplars of rapid information dispersal. The attempt that is being made here is to
recognise that from the latter-twentieth century, from geo-political and geo-strategic
perspectives became so integrated into societies that cathartic awareness of events was
created and they impacted on societies that were directly and indirectly involved. The
twenty-first century will not be inoculated from this environment and the concomitant realities
therein.
Notwithstanding the acknowledgment of information dispersal and its knock-on effect it is
what happened to the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR) in the late 1980s when the
intermingling of globalisation; fighting in a long and burdensome conflict; and domestic
politics came together is what is of interest here. As war with the Taliban evolved into a slogof-attrition in which many Soviet troops were being killed and maimed and as the reports of
the war filtered back to Soviet society by 1986 it began to have a major impact on domestic
politics and became a unifying symbol for groups against rule from Moscow.40 This state-of
affairs and the Afghanistan war would be pivotal in the disintegration of the Soviet Union
several years later.41 The USSR essentially entered into a war of which the events impacted
For a concise examination of the ‘Asian Tigers’ see: ‘Asian Tigers’ Choices: An Overview.’ Hwee
Chow. Asian Development Bank Institute. Aug, 2010.
https://www.adb.org/sites/default/files/publication/156093/adbi-wp238.pdf
40
Rafael Reuveny and Aseem Prakash. ‘The Afghanistan war and the breakdown of the Soviet
Union.’ Review of International Studies. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999, 698.
41
‘The Afghanistan war and the breakdown of the Soviet Union,’ 696.
39
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on it in a much more rapid and cataclysmic way than the world had experienced in previous
times. Whilst this happened when globalisation was in its nascent phase it nonetheless,
offers an example of the extremes associated with war in a globalised world, the iconoclastic
components that are generated, and is a salient reminder of the costs of a war-of-attrition.
The combined political domestic implications and transactions the war projected into the
public sphere also showed what a persistent and focussed enemy is able to absorb, and the
political, strategic and tactical ramifications it generates. This is something that the CCP
would be acutely aware of having watched the USSR disintegrate due to the mishandling of
a war and why a war with Taiwan, handled ineptly could produce a downfall of the NPC.
Whilst the phenomena existed in the later-twentieth century, it would be a continuum and
effected international politics heretofore never experienced. The need to mention this
phenomenon is attributed to the iconoclastic components within the happening and the fact
that prior to the late-twentieth there had been no similar event that would generate such
drastic change in countries, especially in such a chronologically short time—approximately
10 years from entering a war in Central Asia to the implosion of the USSR. Anecdotal
information therefore, reflects the spread of globalisation—which had once been so
beneficial for Taiwan—would begin to diminish its prospects as the ‘knock-on’ effects of the
phenomenon came into play. China would embrace the opportunism that globalisation
offered and whilst the implosion of the USSR reflected the cathartic elements of the
phenomenon. China however, would not approach situations with the same modus
operandi.

Taiwan and China: The way it might have been
As alluded to in the abovementioned, the issue of Taiwan as a wholly independent and
therefore, separate entity to China has been fraught with tensions, missteps and overt
antagonism. There is a need however, to compartmentalize the actions of both Taiwan and
China in order to gain an insight into the way in which the Taiwanese government as a
claimant of independence and as a political actor, has dealt with the issues-at-hand; and the
CCP as a claimant, unification determinant and corresponding political actor, has dealt with
their single issue-at-hand. It should be noted that the correlation of the ‘issues’ for Taiwan
and the ‘issue’ for China comprises a deliberate dyad and therefore, is not an argument of
semantics. The issues for Taiwan are complex interactions which involve but are not limited
to, recognition by others, constant questioning regarding independence, UN associations
being fluid; and a myriad of other politico-components. In contrast, China has an overriding
single issue: reunification. Whilst it is not pertinent to comment on all of the later-twentieth
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century interactions as they are far too numerous in both intent and manoeuvrings there is
nevertheless, a requirement to monitor the respective power-plays in order to observe the
determination of the two actors.
During the late-1970s—before the reunification of Taiwan became more sclerotic on the part
of the CCP—the NPC in 1981 announced and submitted A Message to Compatriots in
Taiwan.42 This was an offering to the government of Taiwan and it was designed to resolve
tensions and whether the autonomous components of the message would have come to
fruition for Taiwan is a moot point and need not be debated here. Within the manifest
Taiwan was offered a high degree of autonomy upon its agreeing to be a part of the
mainland and a dialogue did develop which eventuated in
[A] thaw in cross-[S]trait relations … which developed in mainly one-way unofficial
economic relations: tens of thousands of Taiwanese businessmen went to invest in
and trade with the mainland, but not the reverse, because of the ban by the Taiwan
government on investment and goods from mainland China … the two sides also took
steps to increase their overall contacts … on reunification. Taiwan also agreed to
negotiate cross-[S]trait affairs involving what it called “common power” (gong quan
li) … [through] the Strait Exchange Foundation … established in February 1991.
Beijing accepted this informal arrangement and set up its own counterpart, the
Association for Relations across the Taiwan Strait (ARATS), in the hopes that it would
lead to reunification.43

The cross-Strait dialogue continued and whilst no resolution would take place, tensions
eased and a conclusion-of-sorts in the form of an agreement was anticipated from the
dialogue which would be a continuum. Ultimately, the dialogue failed and this would be due
to the admission by President Lee Teng-hui whose tenure as president had encompassed
12 years (1988 – 2000) when in 1999 he ventured relations between mainland China and
Taiwan were ‘between two countries (guojia), at least special relations between two
countries … [and] there was no need to declare independence again since it (ROC) had
always been an independent country since 1912.’44 The commentary that followed such a
declaration revolved around what the statement meant and whilst the commentary needs no
further analysis here, suffice to state that the intent Lee expressed reflected Taiwanese
government policy. China reacted with the statement that the suggestion was a ‘dangerous
step he has taken down the separatist road,’45 and that China had ‘never renounced the use
The Standing Committee of the National People’s Congress of the PRC. ‘A Message to
Compatriots in Taiwan.’ Beijing Review. 1, 22, Jan 1979, 17.
43 Sheng Lijun. China and Taiwan. Cross-strait Relations Under Chen Shui-Bian. London: Zed
Books, 2002, 6 – 8.
44 China and Taiwan. Cross-strait Relations Under Chen Shui-Bian, 11. Emphasis added.
45 ‘Spokesman on Lee Teng-Hui’s separatist malice.’ Embassy of the People’s Republic of China in
the United States of America. 23 Oct, 2003.
42
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of force to prevent Taiwan’s independence, and warned Taiwan not to underestimate
Beijing’s determination and capability to uphold the nation’s sovereignty, dignity and
territorial integrity.’46
Lee’s opinion presented a mandate to China and it is safe to argue that 1999 confirmed to
the CCP that Taiwan intended to remain an independent country and no amount of political
dialogue would result in an irenic politico-transfer of the country. The politico-, regional- and
geo-strategic-machinations had been set in place and from this point in time. To be sure,
the peaceful retrocession of Hong Kong in place the CCP would launch threat-of-force and
use-of-force monologues due to the ‘dangerous step’ that had been taken and under the
pretext of ‘China’s sovereignty and territorial integrity are indivisible.’ 47 Whilst it would seem
that 1999 was a cornerstone year in Taiwan retaining its stance and China establishing its
pathway for the future, there is a long history to this moment in time that is relevant to
mention. The relationship between the CCP government since the retreat of the KMT to
Taiwan and the unification of the mainland under Mao Zedong (December 1949), has always
been a contentious one. The recognition of Taiwan as a quasi-nation-state by the US—
which had gained the status of superpower after the European and Pacific phases of
WWII—caused the suspension of diplomatic relations by the CCP which in part, was due to
the continuing unease between the two unequivocally opposed political ideologies:
communism and liberal-democracy. The number of countries that have diplomatic ties with
China are too numerous to list here, and it is suffice to state the world’s nation-state’s
recognize China as a sovereign nation-state; and subsequently, the CCP as the legitimate
government is a germane, yet necessary statement. It is the suzerainty of Taiwan that
divides opinions in the diplomatic arena however, and not the sovereignty of China and this
is what adds to A-P tensions. The CCP would continue the momentum of striving for
recognition of being the legitimate government of all of China—the Middle Kingdom (Zhong
Guo)—and it would continually advance this political state-of-affairs. The US would have its
own issues with China and they would be exacerbated by Chinese support of North Vietnam
in the Vietnam War.48 The inherent tensions of the Vietnam War and the subsequent
involvement of China beyond said acknowledgement need not be debated here suffice to
state that the visit of (US) President Richard Nixon in 1972 would ease tensions and whilst
the visit had many peripheral elements beyond statesmanship, it was nonetheless a

http://www.china-embassy.org/eng/zt/twwt/t36718.htm
46 China and Taiwan. Cross-strait Relations Under Chen Shui-Bian, 13.
47 Embassy of the People’s Republic of China in the United States of America. 23 Oct, 2003.
48 The Vietnam War is ‘known as the “American War” in Vietnam.’ See: British Broadcasting
Corporation. Timeline: Vietnam. http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/asia-pacific/country_profiles/1243686.stm
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significant step in the decreasing of overtly hostile US-China relations.49 This step it can be
argued would inevitably lead to a geo-political change in the US’ approach to Taiwan of
unwavering explicit politico- and military-support, to a more fluid ‘wait and see’ approach.
The Chinese Communists had gained much during their ‘long march’ (1934 – 1935),50 and
the subsequent establishment of Mao’s power over the following decade and this would
include the total route of the Chinese Nationalists in 1949.51 The visit by Nixon would prompt
the beginning of incremental though ever-closer ties with the CCP.
Regardless of the domestic issues the CCP faced, there would be, throughout the years
significant milestones for China with respect to gaining international status. After diplomatic
ties were re-stablished (primarily with the US as per the abovementioned, although
Australian prime minister Gough Whitlam would be the first Western leader to visit China),
the pathway to full recognition of the CCP as the bona-fide and legal government of
mainland China would slowly but surely, take hold. As China has grown in terms of
diplomatic- economic- and military-power it has commensurately applied pressures within
the A-P region; and in the broader international sphere; and in doing so and in particular
since 1999, has progressively attempted to shut down Taiwan’s international dialogues.
With the aforementioned in mind China has, in no uncertain terms, begun its rise and it is
important to determine what the term ‘nascent’ encompasses, including in contemporary
times globalisation, preponderance and war.

International Relations and War
Globalisation as a continuum: Politico-power and preponderance
China incrementally began to embrace the ever-increasing and omnipresent advent of
globalisation. The Deng era, as has been stipulated triggered a trajectory of progress
however it is necessary to convey that as greater prosperity took hold, so too did its
commitment to geo-politics—eventually, this would not augur well for Taiwan. It can be
safely argued that China became a more emboldened actor in the international sphere post1997—the retrocession of Hong Kong being a major and successful undertaking. This did
49

For a succinct analysis of the visit by President Nixon and the major as well as peripheral reasons
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not however, happen in isolation. To emphasise the point perhaps the most ardent aspect of
change that China encountered and which definitively and inexorably changed its outlook
toward its ‘place’ in the world and one which impacted on their domestic environment—
essentially with the ‘knock-on’ effect alluded to intact—and of globalisation writ large was the
1999 bombing of the Chinese Embassy in Belgrade by the US. Certainly, ‘after the 1999
Chinese embassy bombing incident in Belgrade, [which the was the outcome of US
targeting52] Jiang Zemin, in certain pronouncements for the domestic audience, transformed
the lesson of being humbled by the USA into a call for China’s further economic reform,
strengthening China’s economic position in the world, embracing globalisation and catching
up with the advanced countries.’53 Thus, a single event signalled to China that it needed to
completely reassess its role in the A-P region; and the international arena. Whilst it can also
be argued the CCP’s newfound attitude was spurred on at this time by its success in the
retrocession of Hong Kong, the consequence of the happening moved its determination to
be regional- and global-actor to an elevated level. Within the formulaic of power-stakes
there resides a greater understanding and reasoning of the PRC’s intent, and this will be
dealt with later in this thesis. To wit, the problem for Taiwan is that China from this point on,
China would begin to benefit from the phenomenon of globalisation and it would prompt the
CCP through the aforementioned doctrines of economic-, military- and nationalisticproclivities to intensify its irredentist demands; and stimulate its politico-intensity in general.
Taiwan’s retrocession would now become a core component of the CCP’s demands.
Henceforth, Taiwan would have its political gains made from the 1950s though to the mid1990s shifted to a more problematic platform, that of encountering a more focussed,
demanding and determined China—beginning circa-1995 and continuing to 2018 (and
beyond). From an historical perspective it is well-known that Mao had always claimed
Taiwan to be manifestly interconnected to China however, it is the pace of change that the
impact of globalisation represents that is of interest here. Notwithstanding the
aforementioned, China in its climb to new regional and international status and Taiwan
having established and sustaining its independence polity would bring about new
challenges. Globalisation would reinvigorate a strategy to the fore that had been a mainstay

Kyle Mizokami. ‘In 1999, America Destroyed the Chinese Embassy in Belgrade (And Many
Chinese Think It Was on Purpose).’ The National Interest.21 Jan, 2017.
https://nationalinterest.org/blog/the-buzz/1999-america-destroyed-chinas-embassy-belgrade-manychinese-19124
53 William Callahan Contingent States: Greater China and Transnational Relations. Minnesota:
Minnesota University Press, 2004, 52. Italics mine.
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of the Cold War (1948 – 1989): ‘brinkmanship.’54
In addition to and emphasising the fundamental issue associated with the political
repercussions of globalisation, the rapid unravelling of the Soviet Union at the end of the
Cold War the (new) Russian Federation resulted in Taiwan having its previous status of
pseudo-independence being rescinded in 1992.55 The dyad of the rapidity of change
combined with the Russian Federation completely embracing sovereignty even though it was
still in a state of flux. The accepted sovereign statehood of China and its claims on Taiwan
remained applicable and as globalisation took hold in a much more substantial and
cognizant way and as a happening proved deeply troubling for Taiwan—and moreover both
Cold War superpowers had withdrawn support. Globalisation and its repercussions would
show that major actors would exert policies that were ever-more rigid in their politico- and
strategic-influences and as a result Taiwan and China would increase their attempts at
influence.
To be sure, both Taiwan and China have sought to extend their influence through numerous
aspects of globalisation. China it is fair to argue had managed to spread at an exponential
level from the early twenty-first century. Nonetheless, Taiwan too sought to maintain its
influence through the redundancy of independent politico-imagery and its associated
dialogue. There has been and continues to be, within the power-paradigm that globalisation
demands a triad of ways in which to exert influence. The triad consists of ‘soft power,’
economic (through utilitarian aid programmes), education, cultural and passive political
support56; ‘hard power’ which consists of a deliberately focussed military and the
concomitant economic ties, which often entail an agreement of protection or direct support57;
and ‘sharp power’ which extends to military ties (such as a host country allowing a military
base to be built and operated by a foreign actor) and the subsequent economic ties that

According to Gochman brinkmanship becomes part of political manoeuvrings when, ‘decision
makers perceive a dramatic impending shift in the balance of power in favour of an adversary and/or
a substantial internal challenge to their own political position at home.’ See: The Process Of War.
Advancing the Scientific Study of War. Edited by Stuart Bremer and Thomas Cusack. Australia:
Gordon and Breach, 1995, 97. There are common features in what Calhoun describes as the ‘rhetoric
of nations’ and though they do not completely define what a nation comprises they include but are not
limited to, boundaries of territory, indivisibility, sovereignty, legitimacy, participation in collective
affairs, direct membership, culture, temporal depth, common characteristics and special histories.
See: Craig Calhoun. Nationalism. Buckingham: Open University Press, 1997, 4 -5.
55 Shaohua Hu. ‘Russia and Cross-Strait Relations.’ Department of Government and Politics,
Wagner College, 5. https://www.soas.ac.uk/taiwanstudies/eats/eats2008/file43181.pdf
56 ‘[S]oft power’ ‘arises from the attractiveness of a country’s values, political ideals, and policies.
See: Joseph Nye. ‘Soft Power and European-American Economic Affairs.’ Hard Power, Soft Power
and the Future of Transatlantic Relations. Edited by Thomas Ilgen. Aldershot: Ashgate Publishing
Limited, 2006, 26.
57 ‘Hard power’ centres on military and economic power … .’ Hard Power, Soft Power and the Future
of Transatlantic Relations, 26.
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enable the power projection to be carried out—road-, port-access and overfly rights is to
name only several. As part of the globalisation matrix, the types of power in order to extend
influence may merge and overlap, although all have the propensity (and do) facilitate and
improve preponderance capabilities. Taiwan has been able to access both soft and hard
power, while China has been able to access all three. Within the structure of confirming or
striving for superiority the elements of control alluded to are diminished if all three are not
able to be accessed. What is of interest here is the application of sharp power. The extent of
sharp power comprises but is not limited to the enlargement of patrolling range through
littoral or ocean-going/blue water assets; improving territorial access through infrastructure;
continuing to establish zones-of-control; the availability of deterrent or blockading
mechanisms; utilizing threat-of-force through standoff actions; extend littoral zones through
static territorial-, air-, and nautical-placements; an increased ability to protect the homeland’s
domestic environment through force dispersion; asset utilization to test responses of other
allied and non-allied actors; and where necessary apply direct kinetic applications—no-flyzones and (the option for) invasion.58 China is particularly adept at sharp power—as have
previous imperial powers such as Britain, France, Russia and the US have been. The
ongoing issue for Taiwan and its independence and it is fair to argue, is a problem made
worse by the increasing globalisation of the world.
Due to the domestic, regional, international and cosmopolitan perspectives that have been
summed up (albeit briefly), the relevant cross-Strait machinations—including the
retrocession components of China’s ascendant irredentist attitudes and the ubiquitous
independence stance and position of Taiwan, there is a need to observe the fulcrum of other
issues. What can now be addressed is the geo-strategic, geo-political avenues that must be
encountered and navigated through will comprise, though not be limited to the following: the
necessary relevant chronological (historical) perspectives; present influencing factors, nearfuture outcomes; and forecasting.

With this in mind and for the sake of clarity it must be

assumed the CCP will be astute in its control of China and that its tenure as a ruling power

Protecting a powerful actors’ domestic environment through the use-of-force is not new and is able
to be observed in an article by Frankell: ‘U.S. Mulled Seizing Oil Fields In '73. British Memo Cites
Notion of Sending Airborne [Troops] to Mideast.’ WashingtonPost.com
http://www.washingtonpost.com/ac2/wp-dyn?pagename=A46321-2003Dec31 The plan is also
referred to as Dhahran Option Four, as articulated by Shenkman in Saudi Arabia’s Doomsday Plan,
which states, ‘In 1973 the British were told by American Defense Secretary James Schlesinger that
the United States might use force to maintain open access to the key oil fields of Saudi Arabia, Kuwait
and Abu Dhabi. Two years later, in 1975, the Sunday Times of London published an account of a
classified American plan, "Dhahran Option Four," which provided for an American invasion to seize
the oil wells of Saudi Arabia. In an interview with the media in 1975, Henry Kissinger publicly
acknowledged that the United States might use force to free up oil supplies in the Middle East to save
the West from strangulation.’ See: Rick Shenkman. ‘Saudi Arabia’s Doomsday Plan.’ See: Rick
Shenkman. ‘Saudi Arabia’s Doomsday Plan.’ HistoryNewsNetwork, http//hnn.us.articles/11802.html
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will remain steadfast. From the perspective of Taiwan however, it must also be stated up
front that it is a liberal-democracy and it must be acknowledged that like every democracy it
is prone to the vagaries and impulses of voting blocs per se.59 China does not have this
problem and to give this context, whilst there are voting blocs within the NPC,60 which affects
policy outcomes and polity overall, it is a moot point and need not be entered into here, as it
is these stark political difference that only needs mentioning.
In conclusion to the above structural underpinnings, the governments of both countries are
aware of, and deal with numerous politico- and strategic-elements external to their domestic
environments demanding issues of cross-Strait relations and the associated regional- and
political-machinations. And whilst it may be the case that liberal-democracies are definitively
beholden to the vagaries of specific voting-blocs in the public sphere-of-influence—a point
which will be drawn upon later in this thesis—Taiwan and China are nonetheless, committed
to diplomatic suasion and the building of favourable polity to progress their specific needs;
and advantage. To wit, the aforementioned falls in the realm of gaining politico- and militaryadvantage regionally, internationally and indubitably, in competition to dominate cross-Strait
relations. However, this has not always been the case and in order to balance the current
state-of-affairs it is appropriate to reflect on less-confrontational times and observe there has
existed more harmonious elements.
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This concept of voting-blocs and the way in which a war encourages them is expanded upon in the
heading under ‘Taiwan and the realities of a war with China’: A brief deliberation,’ 59.
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International Relations and the term ‘nascent’: A brief deliberation
First and foremost ‘nascent’ is a subjective term as its definition is indeterminate and prone
to opinion and debate, from which each person or actor will take into account their own
notions and configuration of what the term means. To be sure, it is impossible to determine
a political actor’s ‘rise’ through the prism of a single term as the chronology and
machinations associated with a rise is largely indeterminate. Furthermore, and there are
inherent tensions within the argument—how much progress is a ‘rise,’ and how should it be
measured? Notwithstanding these factors, there is a need to come to term with the tensions
within what the term ‘nascent’ throws up. For instance, in feudal societies the rise of a clan
or group may impact upon a region yet in the grand scheme of cause and effect of the rise, if
there is not a ‘spill over’ beyond localised boundaries should it be designated a ‘rise’ or is it
merely a coalescing of violent opportunism to undermine and defeat another actor?
Extending upon this, if the initial success of an actor is not developed further through the
continued conquering of additional groups is the term ‘rise’ applicable? From this broadbase, an understanding can be achieved. Beyond the triumvirates’ of the Roman Empire61
and from which constituted the rise of organized, disciplined and focussed power came
about, and is to some degree the mechanism through which imperialism62 is measured what
constitutes a ‘rise’ can now be addressed.
A rise when viewed through a Western/Eurocentric framework of sovereignty affords a
systemic application of sovereign power—through the prism of the Treaty—which assists
expansionism through the lens of recognition. Beyond the Roman Empire the ‘rise of
England’63 is perhaps the most iconic and long-lasting example of power-stakes. For the
purpose of clarity this is arguably is the model China is intending to emulate albeit through
the prism of expansionism although at this stage, without the overall violence attributed to
conquest and colonisation. Returning to what a rise comprises of, England from circa-1700
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Nicolson, 2014, 512.
62
Imperialism is the ‘state policy, practice, or advocacy of extending power and dominion, especially
by direct territorial acquisition or by gaining political and economic control of other areas. Because it
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onwards would, through the mechanisms of efficient tax collection, advances in science and
technology through the auspices of education and apprenticeship; fiscal tenacity; inculcated
nationalism; fear of being a penultimate power to France; sovereign aggrandisement;
‘impressment;’64 a disciplined and loyal military; the practice of colonialism which was driven
by a desire to ‘civilise’65 the known world to a ‘standard’ beyond ‘savagery.’ Implicit in the
understanding of conquering is the use of the dyad threat-of-force and direct force and are
two of the major components of a sustained rise. Europe too, would be involved in a rise
which throws up a point of when does an actor begin a trajectory to power, at what point
should it be determined the rise began and moreover, at what point does a rise move
beyond its nascent phase?
Within the paradigm of a rise, the complexities therein and the subjectivity of the matter it is
pertinent to enquire if the trajectory stalls and a recovery period is required has the
trajectory gone beyond its nascent phase and simply continues its political-, economic- and
strategic ascent, or does the actor begin another nascent phase? These are questions and
facets which are in need of recognition although do not need further explanation as the
political philosophy associated with the ascribed subjectivity is not required here and
moreover, the debate is beyond the realm of geo-strategic necessities in this thesis. The
complexities within the subjectivity of the term ‘nascent’ and what it represents are however,
able to be lessened somewhat by simply understanding that a rise is viewed through a
Western cum Eurocentric prism in which lands are absorbed as protectorates and suzerainstates and therefore have a direct attachment to the conqueror. Other examples are
necessary to elaborate on the points made.
Germany is a good example of the aforementioned enquiry, as prior to WWI it pursued
expansionist polices under the guidance of Otto von Bismarck and Kaiser Wilhelm Weimar.
The republic began to rise and it would continue until its defeat in WWI. Through 1918 –
1929 a period of enforced stabilisation would take place as Germany struggled with the
ramifications of the Treaty of Versailles after its defeat. Germany would rise again under the
dictator Adolf Hitler and it would undergo another nascent phase of a military build-up which
would trigger WWII. The upsurge in power would only be reduced when unconditional
surrender took place and the European phase of WWII ended. Germany through the
‘Impressment is ‘recruitment by force’ and was used extensively by the British Navy in the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. See: ‘British Navy Impressment. The History Detectives.
PBS.org . http://www.pbs.org/opb/historydetectives/feature/british-navy-impressment/
65 The French embarked upon a colonialist mission, the mission civilisatrice or ‘civilising mission,’
(1895 – 1914) as it was ‘their duty as an enlightened race to elevate the ignorant masses of the nonWestern world.’ See: ‘Mission Civilisatrice.’
https://www.encyclopedia.com/humanities/encyclopedias-almanacs-transcripts-and-maps/missioncivilisatrice
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auspices of the Marshall Plan66 would surge again and sustain its position as a powerful
international economic actor throughout the 1980s; gain a commanding political status in
Western Europe in part due to the successful merging of East and West Germany in the
early-1990s; and become high-level European geo-strategic actor with a global presence. In
the 1990s it would extend this to being a high-level economic actor through in the first
instance the European Economic Community; and the European Union (EU) in the second.
The example of Germany does supply the gravitas albeit briefly, of the way in which nationstates rise, fall and rise and in doing so supplies a ‘measurement’ of what the West purports
to deem responsible government and governance—fiscal responsibility, personal wellbeing,
safety, high education standards, good government and governance; and rule-of-law.
Germany falls neatly within this measurement and offers examples one nascent phase of
rising after another. Both England and Germany for all intent and purpose associated with
this analysis have had a ‘rise’ happen several times under different circumstances and for
different lengths of time.
Notwithstanding the above, there is a necessity to widen the focus of nation-states that
experience a rise beyond England and Europe as the state-of-affairs alluded to is beyond
Western influences, and to observe it is a robust practice is reflected in

Regional hegemony and the striving for it is not new. In 1948 it [‘Western
hemisphere’ governments] created the Organization of American States [OAS] … to
promote regional security and cooperation. American influence ensured that the
OAS remained silent on, or even legitimized various U.S military and political
interventions in Latin America. … Another regional hegemon. Japan pursued similar
strategies in the empire that dominated the region in the early twentieth century. … it
reformed and managed local economies in a regional network, standardizing the
region’s currency in a “yen bloc” and despatching Japanese banks throughout the
area so that they controlled the majority of the region’s bank deposits. Tokyo also
created the Southern Development Bank, which provided financial services and
printed currency in occupied territories.67

Japan, particularly after the Meiji Restoration (1895) developed into a successful trading
nation and whilst it had been efficacious at mercantilism in both the pre-Meiji era and postunification Japan would exponentially increase the rapidity of its rise. Japan, like countries
such as Spain and France in previous centuries would utilize preponderance as an effective
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expansionist policy, and it would be a mainstay of power. Post-unification Japan would
commence a war with Tsarist Russia (1904 – 1905)—a war the European elite expected
Japan to lose—and would attain a victory that would place it on a trajectory of regional
dominance. This is exemplified in its political manoeuvrings of attempting to become a
member of the League of Nations (LN)—a forerunner to the UN. After its rejection by the LN
it would nonetheless, maintain its regional dominance and invade Manchuria, control
continue to control and the Korean Peninsula, and Formosa; and eventually attack Pearl
Harbor (which initiated the Pacific phase of WWII). The short-term dominance of Southeast
Asia would eventually, reach as far east as Micronesia. After the unconditional surrender of
the emperor in 1945 Japan would undergo occupation and reconstruction by the victorious
Allied forces and its subsequent fiscal, industrial and societal successes would come to
fruition in the early-1970s and allow for another nascent economic and political rise to take
place. To be sure, Japan would develop post-WWII into a strong international politico- and
economic-actor; and from a military perspective it would become an A-P regional middlepower.
The examples provided are evidence that nation-states are able to undergo several ‘nascent
phases’ when numerous programmes and strengths combine; and these components are
able to be interconnected and interweaved successfully. For the purpose of this thesis the
term ‘rise’ therefore remains grounded in the determined and focussed elevation of political-,
economic- and military-power and if there are interruptions to the elevation or if one aspect
overrides another which are not cathartically disruptive—such as a revolution, a significant
terrorist attack, or invasion by another actor—the rise will be deemed to be ongoing.
Establishing whether China has begun its ‘nascent phase’—particularly in relation to the
military facets alluded to, or has extended its power-base beyond ‘nascent’—can now be
addressed. Within these paradigms Taiwan will be also assessed and be allocated the
status of the least-powerful of the two actors and therefore, any determinations will be
announced with this factor firmly embedded in the analysis. Within the constraints of the
aforementioned it is assumed that the rise of China and the power-stakes therein will involve
hostilities which for all intent and purpose, will evolve into a kinetic exchange. Based on this
assumption, it is pertinent to address the underpinnings of war that must impact on said
exchange.

War as it ‘is’: A conceptual underpinning
The fact that wars exist in contemporary times is an obvious statement and one need only
access the news media via its many platforms to observe that sovereign nation-states utilize
32

war as a means-to-an-end; and where necessary advance this form of suasion as an
autocatalytic process. This germane understanding however, does not analyse war, nor
does it offer an explanation of the ‘how and why’ of war—and in some cases ‘warfare,’ or the
way in which a war is fought—and this requisite needs to be established. War is the most
substantial exploitative element of suasion and one which it must be assumed Taiwan will
have to confront in its A-P machinations.
First and foremost war and its inherent aggression components is deemed by a belligerent to
be politico- and military-necessity and therefore, has a meaningfulness ascribed to it. In
order to understand this more fully is to exclude moral, ethical and other existential
parameters and observe it in the clinical reality of what it represents. Vasquez succinctly
states, war comprises
[C]ontention over something and that while war differs from other contentions in that it
employs a special means, namely force, we should not lose sight of the fact that war
is a form of contention … From this perspective, war may be considered a violent way
of getting objects of value.68

In the post-WWII realm and in the process of gaining the ‘objects of value’ alluded to by
Vasquez, ‘war’ as an act must be a legally recognized occurrence and whilst this will be of
particular relevance to Taiwan in the future and which will be addressed later in this thesis, it
is pertinent at this time to only reflect on what war ‘is.’ The way in which the recognition
happens is for a ‘war’ is for it to be recognized and approved of (read: given a legal status) is
within the UN Security Council (UNSC) and by the UNSC Permanent Five (P5) members:
China, France, United Kingdom, the US and Russia.69 In accordance with the post-WWII
legitimacies there are also ten non-permanent members70 of the UNSC which influence,
develop and offer opinions regarding a given crisis or crises. To be sure, there are many
conflicts around the world in 2018, and whilst there are often more than two belligerents
involved in order to emphasise the point of war per se, are Syria and the Islamic State of
Iraq71; the US and its allies contesting the Taliban in Afghanistan72; and the Saudi – Yemeni
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John Vasquez. The War Puzzle. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993, 30. Emphasis in
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69 United Nations Security Council. ‘Current Members. Permanent and Non-Permanent Members.’
See: http://www.un.org/en/sc/members/
70 The ten non-permanent members of the UNSC 2018 (at the time of writing): Bolivia; Côte d’Iivoire;
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border conflict.73 The three conflicts are ongoing and have long-term histories although they
are not ‘legally-recognized’ wars. The UNSCP5 must issue the legitimacy for a war (or
conflict) to become a legal occurrence and when this paradigm is met the UN is able to put
into place whatever mechanisms its members deem appropriate to bring about an irenic
agreement; or enforce UN-approved conditions upon the belligerents.
The success or otherwise of the UNSC and the UNSCP5 is a moot point and need not be
debated here beyond a simple explanation of the UNSC’s role. The only extension that
need be offered for clarity is in there is much debate in the UNSC when making and issuing
of resolutions. The UNSCP5 however, has the legal power to veto any or all issues
associated with the making of a resolution. The ultimate point is and remains: the UNSC
must be the arbiter and decider of whether a war is legal; and whether it should be accorded
due status. To date the conflicts mentioned—along with many others—have not been
issued the aforementioned legal status. Understanding ‘war’ as a concept is to go beyond
whether an action or actions is legal or otherwise and is beyond the remit of this thesis
although it is safe to argue the public-at-large observe conflicts as ‘wars’ and do not expand
on this understanding. It is with this in mind that a ‘type’ of war can now be explored and
moreover, can be used as evidence and further extrapolated upon—including a direct
relevance to Taiwan through the auspices of the UNSCP5 later in this thesis.
In keeping with refining and understanding the Taiwan-China frictions and whether there will
be a war, it is a germane yet pertinent point to make that this thesis excludes the advent of a
thermonuclear kinetic exchange should the ructions in the A-P escalate and any belligerents
that are capable of utilizing nuclear ordnance, should they choose to do so, would
completely change all other possible outcomes. Resorting to this type of war—commonly
referred to as mutually-assured-destruction74—would create a situation in which the
consequences of such an action would be so dire as to plunge the world into a situation of
which the A-P would only be a small part of the problems facing humanity. With this in mind

‘Key facts about the war in Yemen.’ Al-Jazeera.com 26 Mar, 2018.
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2016/06/key-facts-war-yemen-160607112342462.html
74 The relevant aspects of mutually-assured-destruction (MAD) are complex and dependent on modeldriven analysis as it never eventuated in a real world event. Mutually-assured-destruction is a
singular hypothetical event and is dependent upon a multitude of factors associated with missile
warfare—as advanced upon after WWII—and there are definitive and specific actions needed in order
to support the hypothetical. To wit, ‘underlying technical and timing factors in a simulated missile
war…[and] the Richardson Model is one of the first analytical approaches to an arms race between
two countries…This model has been applied in modern treatments to arms races in the missile age.’
See: Michael Intriligator. ‘Strategic Considerations in the Richardson Model of Arms Races.’ The
Journal of Political Economy. Vol. 83, 2, 339.
http://www.jstor.org/view/00223808/di950967/95p0006w/0
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the two types of war that are relevant to the A-P, and the Taiwan-China milieu are ‘total’ and
‘limited.’

Total war
Acknowledging that total war and limited war are complex happenings is a germane, yet
necessary point to make, however there are some overarching elements within the
definitions which are able to be used as guidelines to the politico- and kinetic-actions.
Notwithstanding, the possibility of kinetic action a critical input into the power stakes is an
escalation in friction, in which a dominant power seeks to minimise its own losses rather than
maximise its gains, and in having this mindset often launches a pre-emptive attack. Such a
course of action signals events escaping human control.75 Human control, can be taken as
a failure in negotiations, or in the recognition that war does not necessarily have to be a
course of action. An overt kinetic action therefore signals that the ‘talking is over,’ and a new
outcome must be established, There is however, a striking paradox in the act of using total
war as a strategy. The reason is that a belligerent wants a definitive outcome and the use of
total war and why it is ‘preferred’ in a broad sense is regardless of its cost the political
enticement to generate a war of this ‘type’ and at this extreme level, is that total or
‘hegemonic’ war has, a ‘benefit’—‘victory and defeat re-establish an unambiguous hierarchy
of prestige congruent with the new distribution of power within the [political] system.’76
External to the psychological and strategic machinations of striking first in order to establish
advantage, is any kinetic actions there is inevitably a requirement beyond the initial strike.
This can be summed up as
Total wars involve a high mobilization of society … Because total wars take on the
characteristics of a fight for survival, they tend to mobilize resources and means to
wage battle with few restraints … The goals in total wars are much more open-ended
and often expand as the war progresses. Total wars often demand the complete
overthrow of the leadership of the other side whether through demand of unconditional
surrender as in World War II, or complete annihilation [of the enemy]… .77

And further underpinning the severity of this ‘type’ of war and its significant implications is
[C]haracterised by the unlimited means employed and by the general scope of the
warfare. Because all parties are drawn into the war and the stakes involved are high,
few limitations if any, on violence are observed with respect to the means employed;

75

Robert Gilpin .War and Change in World Politics. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1981,
200-202.
76 War and Change in World Politics, 200.
77 The War Puzzle, 67. Emphasis added.
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the limitations in violence and treachery tend to be only those necessarily imposed by
the state of technology, of available resources, and the fear of retaliation.78

In contemporary times, and although total war is a possibility in the Taiwan-China frictions it
is safe to argue the escalations and outcomes of WWI and WWII—especially the
thermonuclear end to the Pacific phase of WWII—the devastation of both altered the way in
which wars would be fought. Based on this understanding, ‘limited war’ is able to be
introduced and albeit briefly analysed.

Limited war
The quest for power and power-stakes as general political machinations would not, and did
not end with the cessation of hostilities in the human catastrophe that was WWII. Sovereign
nation-states and other actors remained vying for an elevation of their status, and this
continued to be sought through violent kinetic actions, or war. The recognition that another
thermonuclear exchange needed to be avoided introduced a unique form of (internationally
recognized) violent interaction: limited war. To wit
Modern limited war required a nation-state to place artificial restraints in the conduct
of war to preclude it from escalating into more total war … Artificial limited war required
nations to place limitations on the objectives sought; weapons and manpower
employed; the time, terrain, and geographic area of hostilities; and the emotions,
passions, and energy, and intellect committed by a nation.79
As difficult as this is in times of tension a ‘balancing act’ in limited war is required—the
application of the correct amount of force at the correct time in order that set parameters are
set and only limited means are applied. This is summed up
[A] strategy [utilizing limited war] would harness the nation’s military power
more closely to the attainment of its political objectives. A variety of military
instruments, including conventional forces, would be readied to respond to
different threats at different levels. The amount of force employed in any
situation would be limited to that necessary to achieve political aims. The
objective would be not to destroy the opponents but to persuade to break off
the conflict short of achieving their goals … Limited war must be directed by
the civilian leadership … [and] the military must be a controllable instrument
of national policy.80
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War and Change in World Politics, 200. Emphasis added.
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There is an overriding complexity within limited war however, and it is summed up ‘[t]he
problematics of limited war are that it has within it conceptual tensions: how much of a
commitment is ‘limited,’ and by what ‘means’ should they be measured?’81 The complexity
resides in ‘at what point does a belligerent consider a war to be limited’? As this is a
concept rather than a strict definition it is exactly that it is ‘limited’ that (theoretically) it is able
to be escalated or retarded at any time. The inherent tension in the concept however, is
expressed in a ‘war may be limited from the perspective of one belligerent, yet virtually
unlimited in the eyes of another.’82 An example of the aforementioned is the Second IndoChina War—commonly referred to as the Vietnam War83—involved the Army of the Republic
of Vietnam (ARVN), the US and its allies is a case in point. For the US and its allies, the war
consisted of stopping the encroachment of North Vietnamese (NV) forces into the south; the
establishment of a stable (and favourable) government; and stalling the enemy advance
beyond the 17th parallel. In simpler terms it was a regional limited war that was being fought
by the ARVN and its allies in the south of the country only. Alternately, the NV forces both in
the north and south of the country were fighting a total war. The different approaches to a
war further signals the distinctly different military outcome required by the belligerents. For
the government of North Vietnam the only effective and acceptable outcome that would be
consistent within the schema of their ‘fight for survival’ was the crushing of the ARVN; the
complete expulsion of the US and its allies; and absolute unification of the north and south of
their country.
Having briefly examined war and its definitions allows for a nuanced analysis of the milieu
that is facing Taiwan which can now be focussed on with the aforementioned as a guide to
the politico-, military- and geo-strategic-position that Taiwan has been placed, in the early
twenty-first century.
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The Asia-Pacific - 2018
The Taiwan Strait
The Taiwan Strait is the main body of water that separates Taiwan from mainland China,
and as a result of enormous importance as per strategic positioning and moreover, it must
be physically crossed in order for a decisive military incursion to take place, or be politically
cum symbolically overcome in terms of establishing ownership. To be sure, Taiwan
consists of a main island and a series of smaller islands, all however, constitute Taiwan
ROC’s territories.84 It is the capture of the main island that presents the singular importance
to the retrocession by the CCP and extending on this parameter, it is from both a semiotic
and physical perspectives that the main island must be gained passively or aggressively by
China if the unification it desires is to take place. From fiscal and economic perspectives—
with investments by Taiwanese in China and the resultant nautical- and air-traffic associated
with trade and tourism—the Strait is not problematic as there is abundant mercantile activity
which poses only isolated problems.85 From a military-, strategic- and tactical-perspective
however, the Taiwan Strait must be acknowledged as a definitive signaller of intent—to all
nautical- and air-traffic whether allied to Taiwan, China, multi-allied or neutral—and
moreover, the semiotics of robust involvement in the Strait, as in the A-P, should not be
underestimated.
The Strait as a strategic locale has a turgid history beginning in 1954 -1955 when Chinese
mainland forces bombed the islands controlled by Taiwan and again in 1958 which in the
latter occurrence involved the US, which actively intervened on behalf of ROC forces. The
initial frictions are summed up
The importance of the islands in the Taiwan Strait was rooted in their geographic
proximity to China and Taiwan and their role in the Chinese Civil War. Jinmen
(Quemoy), two miles from the mainland Chinese city of Xiamen, and Mazu, ten miles
from the city of Fuzhou, are located approximately one hundred miles west of Taiwan.
When the Nationalist Government of the ROC under Chiang Kai-shek recognized that
it had lost control of mainland China during the Chinese Civil War, the officials and part
84

The ROC government has jurisdiction over 22 islands in the Taiwan group and 64 islands to the
west in the P’eng-hu (Pescadores) archipelago. Two island groups controlled by the ROC
government, Matsu and Quemoy, lie just off the coast of China’s Fujian (Fukien) province. In the East
China Sea, the ROC claims the group of islands it calls Diaoyutai, which also are claimed by Japan as
Senkaku and by the People’s Republic of China as Diaoyu.’ See: John Cooper. ‘Taiwan, Selfgoverning Island, Asia.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica. The Editors of the Encyclopæ dia Britannica
https://www.britannica.com/place/Taiwan
85 A recent problem has been the rearranging of air-corridors over the Taiwan Strait by China which
Taiwan viewed with some consternation. See: Michael Cole. ‘Analysis: China’ new air routes Near
Taiwan. Why Now? To what End?’ Taiwan Sentinel. 11 Jan, 2018. https://sentinel.tw/analysis-chinanew-air-routes-tw/
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of the Nationalist Army fled to the island of Taiwan, establishing troops on these two
islands and the Dachen Islands further north. In the early 1950s, Chiang’s forces
launched minor attacks from Jinmen and Mazu against the coast of mainland China.
Leadership on both sides of the strait continued to view the islands as a potential
launching pad for an ROC invasion to retake the Chinese mainland and had an interest
in controlling the islands.86

In the early phases of Taiwan’s independence and for many reasons, it could rely on the
political and military input of allies. This would result in two issues coming to the fore:
Taiwan would stiffen its resolve in the quest for independence; and China would do the
same in its quest for unification. In the 1950s however, China would not have the
capabilities to engage in progress toward unification other than a UN presence, and its
accompanying Maoist repetitive monologue.
The manner in which the Taiwan Strait is viewed comprises a regional geo-strategic element
that must come to the fore in terms of dealing with the Taiwan – China impasse. For Taiwan
however, the Strait inevitably takes on disproportionate levels of strategic importance and
this remains true for China. Notwithstanding the strategic component alluded to, a single
element of the Taiwan Strait, aside from the geo-strategic remains omnipresent: symbolism.
The Strait encompasses and signals immediate tactical rationale and future intent. For
Taiwan it represents a bulwark to China’s expansionism, for China it represents a link to the
terra firma of its ‘rightful claim’ and the trajectory therein. There have been throughout
history numerous locales that have symbolically represented more than the geo-physical or
nautical ‘space’ they represented. The Pacific islands leading to Okinawa in the Pacific
phase of WWII were required to be conquered. In the island-hopping push toward Japan
they were symbolic as well as tactical and strategic necessities and thus, the occupation of
them was required for the ‘punishment phase’87 of the bombing of Japan to take place. The
taking of the islands was as much a symbol of American power as was the actuality. Other
islands during WWII were also of prime importance, Malta had to be taken by German
forces, and then fought over by Allied forces due to its strategic value in the Mediterranean
theatre of operations. The disproportionateness that is alluded to is able to be observed in
compared to the English Channel during WWII; and the Gulf of Mexico for the US after its
entry into the war. For the island nation-state of England the English Channel had a long
history of enabling it to mount meaningful littoral naval challenges towards its enemies and
‘The Taiwan Strat Crises: 1954 – 55 and 1958.’ Office of the Historian.
https://history.state.gov/milestones/1953-1960/taiwan-strait-crises
87 The punishment phase of aerial bombardment is designed to ‘inflict enough pain on enemy civilians
to overwhelm their territorial interests’ and in doing so induce surrender, or hasten total defeat.’ See:
Robert Pape. Bombing To Win. Air Power and Coercion in War. New York: Cornell University Press,
1996, 59.
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of protection by the placement of naval forces.88 This would prove to be the case once again,
in WWII and the Gulf of Mexico would provide advantage for Nazi Germany’s U-boats and
the American admiralty after entry into WWII (1941), would make a point of breaking the
German stranglehold on the Atlantic by harassing German submarines in the Gulf. The
usage of refined tactics and the overall geo-strategic kinetic- and politico-advantages that
control (or near-control) of waterways brings cannot be underestimated from the
perspectives of both symbolic and physical cum kinetic manoeuvrings and should be
predominant in understanding the way in which Taiwan – China relations will evolve.
In contemporary times and as China increases its littoral and blue-water activities this should
be a pivot in coming to terms with the Taiwan Strait; and the cross-Strait machinations
therein. This stated, said machinations do not begin and end with kinetic actions upon and
under the water; nor in the air-corridors above it. With the aforementioned acknowledged
and an exploration of the nascent phase of pax-Sino in place, an interlinking of A-P
machinations can now be addressed.

Taiwan as the epicentre of an Asia-Pacific war
As this thesis is predicated on the evidence-base of there (eventually) being an A-P war, it
is important to come to terms with numerous broad-based issues to draw out a more
nuanced and developed argument. The following are significant elements and though they
only comprise a snapshot of issues within the current state-of-affairs, they nonetheless offer
pivotal points which are able to lead to deeper analysis and are labelled ‘points of relevance.’

Taiwan: points of relevance


Taiwan is, and remains in permanent politico- and military-defence mode;



Taiwan can only defend and repel, it cannot gain and maintain a strategic foothold on
the Chinese mainland;



The defence of Taiwan is a dynamic and dependent upon many issues within and
extramural to its territorial and regional boundaries;



Taiwan has inherent freedoms and constraints within its political system;

88
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Taiwan has a fluidity within its (domestic) foreign policy toward China;



Taiwan has no legal recognition in the UN General Assembly (UNGA) and more
importantly, the UNSC;



Taiwan is an import-dependent country;



China has a focussed and unambiguous foreign policy towards Taiwan;



China is currently in the nascent phase of its elevation as a politico-, military-,
regional- and global-hegemon;



China is a legal sovereign nation-state and is a member of the UNGA and is a
UNSCP5 member;



Hong Kong and Macau have been peacefully retroceded to China; and



China is an ongoing, determined and forthright military actor in the region and will
ultimately act violently on its irredentist policies of historical ownership and
retrocession of Taiwan.

In the post-WWII era and due in part to the process of globalisation—and its codicils of
sciences and technologies—and the implementation of UN policies through which the
international order and Realpolitik89 operates, the rapidity of change in terms of politico- and
military-intensity has been ongoing and shows no signs of retardation. Whilst it is true that
territorial ambition has always existed—long before the Treaty brought about ‘international
order’—it is safe to argue, that the twentieth century introduced a rapidity in outcomes.
However, to venture into other historical avenues and whether those territorial gains are
warranted remains beyond the remit as what is of interest here is the quick evolvement of a
direct kinetic phase of action—colloquially known as a ‘shooting war.’ What is important
from a regional and international perspective is what and how other actors will respond and
how other UN members will react and what will unfold as the regional tensions are
incrementally; and exponentially elevated through the trajectory of an the announcement of
war.
Throughout 2018 the political and military actions of both actors90 have persisted in their proactive regional- and international-suasions. There has been a litany of politico- and military‘Realpolitik’ is posited in the notion of power and the desire and to a certain extent the ability to use
it in a forum of sophisticated peers and recognized institutions. Realpolitik is summed up as
‘traditional power politics ... Realpolitik is a ‘jungle’, so to speak, where dangerous beasts roam and
the strong and cunning rule, whereas under the League of Nations [now the UN] the beasts are put
into cages reinforced by the restraints of international organization … .’ See: Robert Jackson and
Georg Sorensen. Introduction to International Relations. Theories and approaches. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2003, 38.
90 Military kinetic actions it must be stated, in the instances and at the time of writing have not involved
the use of live munitions specifically directed at each other, on the part of either actor, and have not
89
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responses to numerous situations in the public arena and whilst it is difficult to estimate how
many incidences will happen in the future at some point, and because of the increasing
tenseness an exchange will take place. The intensity of the situation is ongoing and the
following, have been listed from the pages of the Taipei Times (an English broadsheet
masthead daily newspaper) and represent information that is in the public sphere. In date
order only, they comprise


Threats from China are intensifying;



Taiwan confronts its darkest hour;



A role for Taiwan in the Indo-Pacific;



Trade War looming over Taiwan;



[President] Tsai lauds military after joint exercise;



Chance of Chinese Invasion slim: poll;



Taiwan happy with US response to PRC;



Taiwan boosting domestic defense industry abilities;



‘First Taiwan-US defense forum held;



US recognition of Taiwan possible.



Toward a new UK-PRC ‘golden age;



More uncertainties for US, China;



CCP striving to lure Taiwanese;



China blocking Taiwan from the WHO: ministry;



PLAAF conducting drills skirting Taiwan’s space;



China lures Dominican Republic; and



Asia sees China and US as threats to rules-based order.91

consisted of deliberate flights by the Republic of China Air Force (RCAF) through the Strait and
similar flights by the People’s Liberation Army Air Force (PLAAF). Both sides are robust in their
activities although it is safe to argue, the RCAF Force does not indulge in provocation exercises and
the role of the RCAF is restricted to responses to PLAAF actions.
91
Military kinetic actions it must be stated, in the instances and at the time of writing have not involved
the use of live munitions specifically directed at each other, on the part of either actor, and have not
consisted of deliberate flights by the Republic of China Air Force (RCAF) through the Strait and
similar flights by the People’s Liberation Army Air Force (PLAAF). Both sides are robust in their
activities although it is safe to argue, the RCAF Force does not indulge in provocation exercises and
the role of the RCAF is restricted to responses to PLAAF actions.
91 In ascending order the authors’ where relevant are, Chang Yan-Ting, 31 Mar, 8; Tu Ho-Ting, 7 Feb,
8, 2 April, 2018 Abraham Denmark, 2 Apr, 1; Parris Chang 16 Mar, 8; Staff Writer,14 Apr, 1; Staff
Writer, 24 April,1, 7 May, 2018, Nadia Tsao and Sherry Hsiao, 7 May,1; Ralph Jennings, 11 May, 7,1;
Jonathan Chin, 4Jul,1. Staff Writer 4 Jul, 8. 3; Andrew Hammond, 31 Jan, 8; Joseph Lee,10 Apr, 8;
Masao Sun, 11 Apr, 8; Staff Writer, 27 Apr, 3; Jonathan Chin; 20 Apr, 3; Stacy Hsu, 2 May, 1; Mark
Champion, 9 Jun, 9. See: Taipei Times, 2018.
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Overt actions such as these whilst they do not reflect the certainty of a kinetic exchange do
reveal a germane and consistent state-of-affairs and shows China is in a determined mode
of consistently pressuring—Taiwan politically in the first instance, and militarily in the
second.
Scrutiny of cross-Strait machinations during and pre-2018, and especially since the timeline
of 1995, as has been alluded to, is to observe that China has consistently built up its military
presence; and continued its ‘ownership’ rhetoric. Whether China has a legal right to claim
Taiwan is an arid argument and will not be entered into further, as the current state-of-affairs
consists of China claiming Taiwan. Whilst this situation remains robust and Taiwan
maintains its independence stance and its non-China suzerainty must elicit a reaction.
Indubitably, and due to the evidence-base of history the only outcome of this standoff is war.
Notwithstanding this state-of-affairs and in order to argue for balance the munificence of
what Taiwan and China as benevolent neighbours show to each other in their cross-Strait
relations does at times react against the possibility of a war. Areas such as tourism, search
and rescue, quasi-residency, education opportunities and numerous other relevant civil
actions do exist they will however, not stop a hostile exchange. Acknowledging that some
cooperation exists is all that is needed here. With this in mind the happening of a war can
now be explored.

Having established that Taiwan’s relationship with China is fraught with tensions on many
levels and moreover, that there are domestic issues within the government of Taiwan about
the ways in which to best approach China, it is also necessary to state forthwith, that there is
no disagreement regarding said retrocession of Taiwan within the CCP. The CCP has made
continuous and straightforward statements that the retrocession of Taiwan is a priority;92 and
will remain on its politico- and military-agenda until this has been achieved. The Taiwanese
government has adopted a continuous politico-campaign to maintain a robust diplomaticstatus; and altered its defence posture from ‘defeating’ an invasion by Chinese military
forces to that of ‘effective deterrence, [and] resolute defense.‘93 The change in tactical and
strategic approach effectively means that the fighting will be at such a great cost to China

A relevant argument to the current state-of-affairs is that China’s success within the politico-realm
of retrocession and therefore, is not disinclined to threaten force. An example of the belief in hard
power is the discussions between Britain and China with regard to Hong Kong. It has been stipulated
that Deng suggested to (then) Prime Minister Thatcher that China could ‘seize Hong Kong later
today.’ See: Danny Gittings. ‘Thatcher reveals Deng’s threat to seize Hong Kong in a day.’ South
China Morning Post. 17 Oct, 1993. https://www.scmp.com/article/48108/thatcher-reveals-dengsthreat-seize-hong-kong-day
93 See: Ministry of Defense. R.O.C https://www.mnd.gov.tw/english/
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that if it succeeds it will comprise a ‘pyrrhic victory.’94 With the aforementioned in mind it is
pertinent to now examine what a war comprises ‘of’ in terms of action; what ‘type’ of war can
take place specifically between the belligerents; and the politico- and military-complexities.
After its successes in the Pacific phase of WWII the US went on to dominate the A-P.
England was finally exhausted from WWI and WWII, Europe was essentially in ruins, and it
was the US and the United Soviet Socialist Republic (USSR) became the hegemons. The
US was robust in its claims in the A-P whereas it is safe to argue the Soviets remained
without a significant geo-strategic presence in the A-P; although they did, through the
auspices of the UNSC, maintain a political interest in the region. The question that the
circumstances throws up is to what extent the political cum geo-strategic value of Taiwan
changed, due to the rise China? To assess this spectrum, a brief historical analysis is
needed.
Taiwan did not need to be ‘grabbed’ by the US95 as part of its hegemonic acquirements as it
was a robust independent country—progressing toward a liberal-democracy—with a
sympathetic view of the West and the values therein. Including within its immediate postChinese mainland history of having a staunch anti-communist stance. Therefore, Taiwan
posed no threat to the West per se and moreover, although it was a dictatorship it was
capitalist and ‘Westernised’ and along with Japan and South Korea a bastion of the West in
a geographic area fraught with Cold War tensions. During the mid- to late-twentieth century it
also retained strong political ties to other nation-states and had many political allies—until
1998 Taiwan had 27 political allies.96 From this political stance and even though the UN
rejected Taiwan’s independence from mainland China in 1971—which excluded the ROC
from sitting on UN intergovernmental agencies—the sheer number of countries that tolerated
Taiwan’s presence as has been alluded to, offered it a quasi-sovereign nation-state status.
There were many reasons Taiwan was tolerated throughout the mid- to latter-twentieth
century. Notwithstanding this factor, it was the threats the Cold War posed to the West and

The term ‘pyrrhic victory’ derives from King Phyrrus the ruler of Epirus who led several (Greek)
campaigns against the Romans—finally defeating them in 279 B.C.E. In doing so, he sustained such
heavy casualties his power was severely compromised, the ‘victory [was] achieved at great or
excessive cost; a ruinous victory.’ See: Random House Dictionary. Dictionary.comUnabridged.
1998. http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/pyrrhic
95 The US, as with many Western European countries, employed subjugation and colonisation as a
modus operandi to enhance regional and international ambitions. Nevertheless, what is of
importance here is the US had become the post-WWII A-P regional hegemon and it had a long history
of taking control of other nation-states. To wit, the US ‘grabbed’ ‘the Hawaiian islands, Guam and
part of Samoa, and it took over Puerto Rico, Cuba and the Philippines after defeating Spain.’ See:
Stanley Karnow. Vietnam A History. The First Complete Account of Vietnam at War. New York:
Penguin Books, 1983, 12.
96 ‘Taiwan braces for prospect of zero diplomatic allies.’ The Mainichi. 24 Aug, 2018.
https://mainichi.jp/english/articles/20180824/p2g/00m/0in/073000c
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Taiwan’s geographic location positioned it as beneficial to any geo-strategic machinations
the West may need should a kinetic exchange with the Soviet Union take place; the geostrategic placement of the ROC (which had proved worthwhile for the US in the Vietnam
War); and the economic benefits it provided to the West, especially in the military matériel
realm garnered support either directly, or in a byproxy manner.
Placing a perspective on the immediate history of Taiwan-US relations is nevertheless, to
state categorically that the US remains Taiwan’s closest ally in 2018. There is near-daily
commentary in the popular press, which has been alluded to in the aforementioned
paragraphs with regard to the current situation of Taiwan-China frictions; and more broadly
Taiwan-US-Japan-China relations. Whilst the government of Taiwan remains deeply
concerned about China’s plans to place its geo-strategic footprint on the region it still
maintains viable and productive economic-, military-, societal- and governance-components.
The South China Sea and the East China Sea as geographic locales also demand
considerable debate in the popular press and it is through this prism too, that it must
categorically acknowledged, the US remains Taiwan’s closest ally. The level of evincing,
focussed and forthright dictum toward it however, compared to that of 2001—a matter which
will be discussed later in the thesis—is no longer as focussed. To wit, Taiwan has been and
is dealt with in a much more broad-spectrum way by the US. The question is what has
contributed to the state-of-affairs?
The considerable amount of reasons this situation has arisen is far too vast for this thesis,
suffice to state that the US Congress—encouraged by the ‘America First’ stance of the
Trump administration—is showing signs of returning to the Congress of the 1930s which was
‘isolationist’97 and if it continues it must have an impact on Taiwan; and the A-P region in
general. The Trump administration is reflecting a core belief within the American people.
Simply put, the US has ‘done enough’ in the global arena, and it is strategically
unaccompanied in its attempts to bring order to an increasingly fractious world; and
moreover, the US has ‘shouldered’ an unfair burden and responsibility for too long; and is
unappreciated for its efforts. Some of the ongoing and therefore, increasingly problematic
issues that are worth mentioning in order to highlight the point are, the US’ and the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization’s (NATO) inconclusiveness in Afghanistan; ongoing
recalcitrance in Iraq; an inability to stymie Pakistan’s tolerance of the Taliban; disagreements
with NATO’s forces in Europe; the continuing obduracy of China as an aggregate economic-,
politico- and military-power; the Russian Federation’s unilateral actions in the Middle East,
and its ongoing presence in the A-P; and the EU developing its politico-input into the A-P
‘American Isolationism in the 1930s.’ Department of State. Office of the Historian.
https://history.state.gov/milestones/1937-1945/american-isolationism
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region. All instances have had considerable impacts on the way in which the Trump
administration views the world. The globalisation of geo-strategic world events and the
multi-polarity that has been introduced, due to powerful actors reconfiguring their
international and regional spheres-of-influence in the twenty-first century, has been so vast
in momentum that it has caused a backlash in previously dominant Western societies98—and
the US is no different.
As a result of globalisation and in particular its impacts on China has meant the A-P region
in 2018 has become increasingly fractious and one of the main reasons for this state-ofaffairs hinges on the US attempting to hold onto its A-P hegemonic history, and of China as
a nascent hegemon attempting to dislodge American primacy.99 The complex dichotomy of
the US attempting to maintain military supremacy and its subsequent withdrawal from its
responsibilities as a global actor aside, and whilst it must be noted that other Western
countries have gone down this path, the situation remains it does have a presence in the
A-P region. Albeit this analysis has only dealt with some of the major issues and as the
thesis is predicated on a ‘shooting war’ taking place it is timely to introduce how it will
‘happen’ and deliver a quantifiable evidence-based approach to the ascribed state-of-affairs.
The evidence-base will be viewed through the prisms of history, politico-actions and kinetic
actions from which, and upon this premise and the transformations therein, will also
incorporate probabilities in the first instance and possibilities in the second. From these
precepts, a forecast will be made in the ‘conclusion’ chapter.

A forthcoming war: The evidence-base and narrative
Before the complexities of a kinetic phase of actions is introduced an overarching basis of
understanding within the political realm needs to be expanded upon, in order for the politicofreedom of actions toward Taiwan to be enmeshed in the coming war, as well as the
politico-constraints Taiwan will face. Based on history, a cathartic violent event or series of
events have long-term sovereign and rhetoric-driven irredentist policies attached and a
concomitant nationalism. All assist in initiating kinetic actions by an actor (or actors). These
factors, combined with the axiom that all countries that have undergone an ‘industrial
revolution’ have sought to extend power extramural to a pre-industrial revolution border/s100
98

The changes that are inferred by the statement include, Brexit, immigration reforms, the rise of far
right groups, physical infrastructure to keep immigrants from boarders and waves of immigrants from
countries that have not been encountered since the end of WWII.
99 For a complete and thorough account of this happenstance and its possible consequences see:
Hugh White. The China Choice: Why America should share power, Black Inc, 2012.
100 For a brief and comprehensive understanding of the way in which an industrial revolution or
industrial revolutions affect countries and the expansionism that is created see: Strobe Driver. ‘The
Impact of Industrial Revolutions: China’s Rise and the Decline of Japan.’ E-International Relations.
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and the use-of-force is the common occurrence. China will be no different. To be sure, not
all acts of preponderance are violent acts—Taiwan is an exemplar of such an actor as it has
only sought politico-determinants after its industrial revolution—circa-1970s onward.
Notwithstanding these factors, many countries have incorporated military actions in their
extramural ambitions. There is a clarification needed at this point to extend upon the actions
and counter-actions that prompt a conflict to be termed a legal and definable ‘war,’101 or any
long-term action which for all intent and purpose is observed as representing a war. It is
here that the politico-elements of the UNSC are able to be introduced as they directly
allocate what constitutes a ‘war’ as a ‘legal happening.’ For instance, the Vietnam War for
all intent and purpose would be described as a ‘war’ in the popular press of Western
populations per se, however it would not achieve a legal status in the UNSC and therefore,
would remain a ‘conflict.’ The UNSC would persistently debate the ‘war’ although it would
not, for many reasons, allocate the legal status to it.
China will exploit the abovementioned avenues in the twenty-first century and it should be
noted and acknowledged upfront that whatever military actions China takes in order to
conquer Taiwan, if there is any objection within the UNSC China will, due to its standing and
status as a UNSCP5 member. As a result it will exercise its inherent ‘right of veto’ of any
and all nominations for actions against Taiwan to be declared a ‘war’—as did the US during
the ‘Vietnam War.’ Therefore, the ‘war’ remained a conflict. Whilst the action would be
legally acceptable (and deeply symbolic), it would subsequently have the effect of reducing
and possibly stymieing further deliberation of nuanced argument regarding overt military
actions; impede progress toward resolutions; and encumber UN assemblies in decisionmaking. The ineffectiveness of the UN and its inherent inabilities to accomplish any
progress toward an irenic solution beyond China’s demands will mirror its maladroit handling
of numerous conflicts: the Algerian War; the Malayan Conflict/War of the Running Dogs;
First Indo-China War; Second Indo-China War (Vietnam War); Israel-Palestine Conflict;
Russia-Afghanistan War; Second Persian Gulf War; the Syrian Conflict; and the ongoing USNATO-Afghanistan Conflict. These comprise only some of the clashes the UN has made
little or no politico-progress. Therefore, and based on systemic practices Taiwan should not
view the UN as a body-politic that will confront and then disassemble the CCP’s intrinsic and

13 Dec, 2015. https://www.e-ir.info/2015/12/13/the-impact-of-industrial-revolutions-chinas-rise-andthe-decline-of-japan/
101 For ease of understanding, the first ‘legal war’—which requires the legitimacy and recognition of
the UNSC in the post-WWII twentieth century—the Korean War (1950- 1953) in which UN, US and
Republic of Korea forces fought the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea Army and the Chinese
People’s Volunteer Army. See: ‘Invasion And Counterinvasion 1950 – 51.’ Encyclopæ dia Britannica.
The Editors of the Encyclopæ dia Britannica.
https://www.britannica.com/event/Korean-War/Invasion-and-counterinvasion-1950-51
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focussed application of power; nor will it be able to retard China’s politico- and military-intent.
Notwithstanding the obvious shortcomings of the UN, war does not happen ‘in a vacuum’
and requires a set of circumstances to take place in order for kinetic action to commence.
And furthermore, war requires linkages to other components for it to be sustained and these
‘components,’ specific to a Taiwan-China war, can now be addressed.

How a war will ‘happen’ and the interdependencies therein
It is a germane yet necessary point to make that war will happen due to the government of
Taiwan persisting with its monologue of independence; of its right to declare independence
at any time; and in the process gain (or have the perception of gaining politico-traction) a
sympathetic cum willingness from other actors. The CCP will react to any politico-movement
by Taiwan if it undertakes the tangible practice of gaining independence. Regardless of
whether successive Taiwanese governments move toward greater independence or direct
independence the politico-stance of the CCP will over time become more sclerotic. From
this standpoint, military action will have to be taken. The state-of-affairs between the two
main actors will therefore, remain consistent with past practices; and generate future
dialogue based on the past—principled, virtuous and irreproachable on the part of Taiwan;
magniloquent, magnanimous and unambiguous on the part of China. Therein lies an
impending kinetic collision and it is with this in mind, that the most likely scenarios can be
brought to the fore, and a concomitant evidence-base be offered.
To be sure, it is unlikely that the Taiwanese government will moderate its stance regarding
its independence claim as the KMT and the (current) government (the Democratic
Progressive Party) face an ‘independence demographic’ of voters102 that favour an
independent country—with the view to establishing complete sovereignty. Notwithstanding
these factors, and attempting to understand the milieu the politico-situation presents, the
focussed persistence of Taiwan—including its ongoing alliance with the US—will prompt
China to become more forceful in its irredentism; unification intent; and power-projection into
the A-P region. The intensity with which China applies pressure is multi-faceted and

‘Three quarters [75%] of Taiwanese people think Taiwan and China are two separate countries,
while only about 14 per cent believe they are both part of one nation, according to the results of a
survey released on Tuesday. The poll, commissioned by the pro-government Ketagalan Foundation
and the Taiwan Brain Trust, also showed that about 54 per cent of those polled prefer independence
for the self-ruled island if the status quo across the Taiwan Strait cannot be maintained. About 24 per
cent prefer unification and the rest revealed no preference.’ See: ‘Most Taiwanese consider Taiwan,
China separate countries, poll suggests.’ South China Morning Post. 21 Jun, 2017.
https://www.scmp.com/news/china/policies-politics/article/2099286/most-taiwanese-consider-taiwanchina-separate-countries
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complex per se. Major influencing components however, will consist of although not
necessarily be limited to whether


Taiwan declares independence outright;



Whether the US directly stipulates it will come to Taiwan’s aid should there be an
attack;



How many direct allies Taiwan will be able to depend upon; the asset base and
capabilities of Taiwan’s armed forces at the time;



what proportion of the domestic populace that would create a backlash in Taiwan
and favour China;



The support for direct kinetic action within the mainland Chinese population;



The level of domestic harmony within the Chinese mainland;



The active status of the Chinese military; and



The anticipated level of opposition cum hostility from the UNSC and the UNSCP5;
and the chronological timeframe that the Chinese people will allow for the
subjugation of Taiwan.

Whilst all of the aforementioned are, to a certain extent subjective, and would not
necessarily happen in the ascribed linear way they nonetheless, contain fundamental
underpinnings that either encourage or discourage direct action. All of these factors
considered, how will a war happen?

China: A cautious approach toward retrocession
China will incrementally approach the retrocession of Taiwan with a pre-set determination
from which a definitive set of parameters will be absolutely and overtly stated. The
parameters alluded to will be immersed in history and reflect why no direct force has been
applied in the past—the twentieth century to be precise. As unprecedented as it may be—at
least in the twenty-first century—China, due to its increased cosmopolitanism and in an
attempt to show magnanimousness and to offer non-malice (read: the non-application of a
pre-emptive or ‘surprise attack’) will revert to the history lesson of what other countries have
provided in the subjugation of others and mask its future intent in similar prosaicisms. There
are strong reasons for not applying direct force too quickly as the failures of the US in Iraq;
and the USSR and the West in Afghanistan; and the Syrian military and its allies in Syria
have proven. China will apply a more steady focus of force at least in the first instance, and
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it will be because of the manifest failures that a ‘steel-to-target’103 (also referred to as ‘shock
and awe’) delivery of munitions creates and the unnecessary destruction it causes. More
importantly, it will be because the first priority will be not to be immersed in a war of attrition.
The way in which retrocession through force will be afforded can now be examined.
Paradoxically, the answer to China’s problem and the action it will take is reflected in the
actions of the US in its determination to circumvent communism and the lesson that it
contained. Certainly China has already progressed down a similar path although some
clarification is needed here. China will utilize the actions of, and by President Kennedy in
1961 which cobbled together the somewhat nebulous mantra of the West’s ‘values’ being
threatened and constructed a ‘security dilemma’104 in order to justify and launch an incursion
into Vietnam. The CCP will take its lead from the West and cite the perils of non-unification
that will actively create a regional security dilemma and in doing so it will also cite the ‘values’
mantra. This has been done before and has a blighted history. To be certain, the issue of
‘values’ and what they mean to a country has been oft-repeated throughout the latter-part of
the twentieth century by numerous nation-states: the British military’s taking of the Falkland
103

A steel-to-target modus operandi consists of a combination-package or singular unit massive
delivery of high-explosive munitions via seaborne, airborne, and/or ground methods on a designated
and (relatively) immobile target. From a tactical perspective, the operation and subsequent
suppression offers an all-pervading short-term means-of-control, from which a follow-up strategy is
given a launch window. The concept deserves a further brief historical analysis in order to
contextualize it within the parameters that had been set, and to ground the strategies used in Vietnam
in history. One of the main tactical objectives when utilizing a steel-to-target pre-invasion barrage is
to, in the first instance clear a path for ground troops, and to provide a window of opportunity for the
ground forces to establish a foothold in the second instance. See: Why winning a war is no longer
necessary: Modern Warfare and the United States of America through the prism of the wars of
Vietnam and Iraq, 27. And, William Lind. ‘Understanding Fourth Generation War.’ Military Review. 84,
July 2005, 12 – 13. http://search.epnet.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=aph&an=14796704
104 The ‘security dilemma’ that was constructed by the US in Southeast Asia demanded a response
and the level of concern becomes evident in the words of President Kennedy in his postulation that if
Laos, Cambodia, and Vietnam fell to the communists, this would result in the gates of defeat for
liberal-democracy being ‘open wide.’ The ‘security dilemma’ was therefore, one that the West ‘faced’
and it was America’s duty to retard the advance of communism on behalf of the West. See: John
Newman. JFK and Vietnam: Deception, Intrigue and the Struggle for Power. New York: Warner
Books, 1992, 323. For an interpretation of the reason why a speech would be given in terms of
cultural relevance see: ‘Kennedy suggested that if Vietnam fell to the communists, the doors of
communism would be “open wide” and the defeat of all of Southeast Asia would follow. As
communism made its way throughout Southeast Asia, it would be blindly and humbly accepted by
each Asian nation-state—each of which would be too stupid to respond in a proactive or articulate
way due to its dire political consequences. Once again, the question is: Why would a US president
think and say such a thing? The answer lies in the homogenization of the Asian population — the
assumption that all Asians’ are the “same.” For a privileged, xenophobic, culturally isolated, Godfearing, Eurocentric, “civilized” and wealthy white, elite male — and his advisory group — he had
absolutely no understanding of Asia. That an Indonesian could possibly be culturally, religiously and
politically different from a person born in the Philippines was simply beyond Kennedy’s and his
advisers’ thinking. All these people were simply a “bunch of Asians.” That the Vietnamese fought
against the French, that Malaysians defied the English and that Indonesians reacted violently to the
Dutch had no place in their understanding of the East.’ Strobe Driver. ‘The vagaries of US
‘commitment.’ Taipei Times. 5 Aug, 2018, 3.
http://www.taipeitimes.com/News/editorials/archives/2018/08/05/2003697989/3
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Islands/Islas Malvinas from the Argentinian military; the Russian Federation’s commitment to
subjugating Chechnya, France in Mali; Saudi Arabia in Yemen; the evolving tenets of the
PNAC and the US’ actions on the ‘War on Terror’ in Iraq, Pakistan and the Horn of Africa is to
name only several examples of ‘value-laden’ engagements. Furthermore, these examples
represent preponderance in the twentieth century which it should be noted, have been unable
to be stopped through diplomacy and sufficient gains by the most powerful belligerent have
been made. The CCP will apply power in this way in order to increase domestic support;
retard any capabilities the UNSC may have; and deter overt actions on the part of other
powerful actors. This is how a war will happen. The move toward war will be an incremental
advance upon the ‘war of rivalry’105 that is already in place between Taiwan and China (circa1995 – ongoing). The push toward unification at first in a cautious way—the non-application
of military force—will be couched in Taiwan being, ‘the ultimate test for China’s sovereignty
and territorial integrity,’106 and as the push continues will be an advance on the so-called antisecession law that have been enacted within China. The security dilemma the war of rivalry
provides for China and the legal (domestic) underpinnings that it has in place will also provide
an impetus to use ‘military force against Taiwan… .’107 as per its ‘entitlement.’ Notwithstanding
all of the aforementioned, China will take a different path—at least initially.
China’s right to use force in the taking Taiwan will be construed through an idealist prism
(unification and reclamation); with the tenets of ‘structural realism’108 intact; and the morality
of righteousness and veracity of claim therein. The taking of Taiwan and its necessity will be
premised upon what has gone before as other global powers have sought to establish their
‘rightful claims’ and as alluded to, France and its presence in Africa and Oceania; the United
Kingdom in Northern Ireland; the US presence in Diego Garcia and Hawaii; Japan and its
claim on Okinawa; Russia and Chechnya; Israel and the West Bank/East Jerusalem; and
Indonesia in West Papua/Irian Jaya. All, in varying degrees display a way in which
conquering and annexation is able to take place and thus, offer China examples of what

A war of rivalry is a particular type of war. According to Goertz and Diehl ‘rivalry’ broadly refers to
‘repeated, militarized conflict between two states: rivalry is a relationship in which both sides deal with
issues using the military tools of foreign policy … [and] signifies a hostile relationship, in which
competition is conducted militarily … [the expectation is] to have future conflict.’ See: Gary Goertz and
Paul Diehl. ‘(Enduring) Rivalries.’ Handbook of War Studies II. Edited by Manus Midlarsky. Ann
Arbor: The University of Michigan Press, 2000, 223-226.
106 Aleš Karmazin ‘China’s Nationalist Discourse and Taiwan.’ China Report, Nov 2017, 53, 4, 430.
107
‘China’s Nationalist Discourse and Taiwan,’ 440.
108 According to Buzan, ‘structural realism’ is an advancement on the concept of realism which
‘emphasises the competitive and conflictual side of international relations…and the security dilemma,’
whereas ‘structural realism’ defends the ‘centrality of the state, and especially the great powers,
exposing the partiality of some interdependence views of international relations, and reaffirming the
power … in the international system.’ See: Barry Buzan. ‘The timeless wisdom of realism?’
International theory: positivism & beyond. Edited by Steve Smith, Ken Booth and Marysia Zalewski.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996, 49-51.
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cosmopolitan sophistication and an adroit use of politico- and military-might can achieve.
These examples also illustrate the UN’ long-standing ineptitude of confronting the issues-athand. The examples offered it is fair to argue, have strengthened China’s resolve and
offered the CCP a way in which to allow a war to take place on its terms; and with control
largely maintained within parameters that it has constructed. A further analysis of why China
will not immediately apply direct force can now take place.

The surprise of no ‘surprise attack’
Crucially and as stipulated, China is unlikely to mount a surprise attack as this would give
other actors an overt reason to react to China; unite countries against it; and crucially, cause
reactions against its broader A-P policies. With this in mind and regardless of the pretence
of why a war will take place it is necessary to observe that the CCP will need to be
discerning in its politico-manoeuvrings as missteps could enliven or actually initiate an
overwhelming politico- and possibly kinetic-response from other actors, or draw in would-be
actors. The situation that the US invoked and how it gained UN-sponsorship in the (1991)
First Persian Gulf War109 which brought in allies through the prism of a security dilemma,
allowed for a renewed dominance of the Middle East and in time the placement of a ‘new
world order.’110 China will want to avoid an intervention of this magnitude at all cost.
Therefore, the CCP will do all in its power to keep Taiwan separate from the intent of other
nation-states. The way in which it will accomplish this is to offer Taiwan a ‘window-ofopportunity’ for unification—which will be a period of years. The CCP will then stipulate that it
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There were several resolutions passed by the UNSC demanding Iraq withdraw from Kuwait,
however it was Resolution 686 that demanded Iraq withdraw from Kuwait by 15 January, 1991 and
authorized the use of force if Iraq failed to comply. See: Charles Tripp. A History of Iraq. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2000, 253-254. For the resolution see: ‘UNSC Resolution 686,’ March
1991. Vote: 11 for, 1 against (Cuba), 3 abstentions (Yemen, China, and India). See: United Nations
Security Council. http://www.un.org/Depts/unmovic/new/documents/resolutions/s-res-1284.pdf
110 President Bush stated in an address to Congress (1991), “I thank the Members of this Congress—
support here for our troops in battle was overwhelming. And above all, I thank those whose unfailing
love and support sustained our courageous men and women: I thank the American people. …
Tonight, I come to this House to speak about the world—the world after war. The recent challenge
could not have been clearer. Saddam Hussein was the villain; Kuwait, the victim. To the aid of this
small country came nations from North America and Europe, from Asia and South America, from
Africa and the Arab world, all united against aggression. Our uncommon coalition must now work in
common purpose: to forge a future that should never again be held hostage to the darker side of
human nature…Now, we can see a new world coming into view. A world in which there is the very
real prospect of a new world order. In the words of Winston Churchill, a world order in which “the
principles of justice and fair play protect the weak against the strong. … ” A world where the United
Nations, freed from cold war stalemate, is poised to fulfill the historic vision of its founders. A world in
which freedom and respect for human rights find a home among all nations. The Gulf war [sic] put this
new world to its first test. And my fellow Americans, we passed that test.” See: ‘Address Before a
Joint Session of the Congress on the Cessation of the Persian Gulf Conflict 1991-03-06.’ Bush
Library. Public Papers-1991-March.
http://bushlibrary.tamu.edu/research/public_papers.php?id=2767&year=1991&month=3
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will have the legal right to forcefully impose its claim—essentially, the right to declare war—
in order to bring the situation to an unambiguous ending. From the point of non-settlement—
Taiwan not agreeing to negotiate a ceding timeline with Taiwan—China will reserve the right
to attack at any time beyond the end of the ‘window-of-opportunity’ that has been stipulated,
in order to bring a long and arduous timeline to a close—as per its unification and integrity
paradigm.
The reason China will take this trajectory is it will want to be observed as a ‘reasonable
actor’ in the UNGA, the UNSC, the UNSCP5 and the international arena in general. The
predication that will be set up in the process is the offering of a timeline will create an
advantage: when a war happens it will be on China’s terms. This said, China will not
necessarily revert to the kinetic phase of operations upon the termination of the window-ofopportunity for Taiwan to be peacefully ceded. The CCP will simply announce that because
the ceding has not happened it now has the right to enforce kinetic action (read: invade,
annexe or blockade) at the time of its choosing. An approach of this type will diminish the
chances of direct action—political or otherwise—on the part of NATO, EU, US, the
Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) and other concerned parties. Because
China will not have directly invaded Taiwan at the time of declaration of the ‘right.’ A
peripheral yet advantageous component will be having succeeded in raising the status of
alert for the Taiwanese military; create panic in Taiwan’s domestic environment; and
motivate political comment in the UNSC (of which China will have an inordinate advantage).
Crucially, China will also have created a timeframe for China, from which it will be able to
assess and continually position its position of power. The aforementioned understood there
is a peripheral issue that also needs to be addressed to offer some clarity to the kinetic
phase of a war happening and that is and for obvious reasons, the fear of what the term
‘invasion’ implies.

Why a ‘traditional’ invasion of Taiwan will not occur
From the abovementioned perspective and the issues that it throws up, no conversation
about the Taiwan-China debate can be addressed without observing that there is an
overriding belief that Taiwan will be invaded. As unlikely as this is, it must be addressed
through the prism of history and the concomitant elements. The historic ‘baggage’ of the
concept within the ‘invasion paradigm’ is premised upon and posited in, the ‘model’ of the DDay invasion111 of WWII (June 1944). The largely sea-borne landings consisted of large-

111

The commentary on the D-Day event of WWII is immense, however in order to reflect the direction
of this thesis see: Omaha Beach: A Flawed Victory. Adrian Lewis, Tempus Publishing, 2001.
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scale formations of Allied troops clashing with fortified positions on exposed beaches, in an
attempt to break through and establish a beachhead (a strategic ‘footprint’), from which
further operations could be launched. The result, although successful was mass casualties
on the part of the invader. To be sure, this model of invasion has taken place in the postWWII era and therefore has gained further comment in the annals of history. Whilst the
invasions alluded to have involved smaller force-on-force collisions the concept—as militarily
redundant as it is in terms of accomplishment—has retained some acceptance. Certainly,
this is because it has the popularity of opportunistic results which have within them some
political advantageous on the part of the invader. Whilst it is not assured that an attack of
this type cannot be completely ruled out it is nonetheless, highly unlikely. Therefore, it is the
contention of this thesis that an invasion of this ‘type’ will not take place. Some further clarity
is needed here and that is to stress that if an invasion did take place it would not be in the
formulaic of large-scale beachfront troops amassing against a fortified adversary, followed
by the establishment of beachheads, followed by an expansion from these strongholds into
broader territorial acquisition. The mainstay of this argument is premised on the evidence
that it has failed in the post-WWII era as the populations and militias that the invasion has
been utilized for and to ‘bring under control’ has merely succeeded in dispersing the militias
in the face of overwhelming odds; and then reformed to counter-strike in either an ad-hoc or
through cell-organized militias. The incursion into Iraq and Afghanistan are prime examples
of the West utilizing redundant strategies and of being ‘immediately victorious’ and of then
having to face ongoing violent repercussions from the ‘subdued’ populace. It can be
construed therefore, that warfare is obviously not a static event and adversaries ‘learn’ how
to fight in the face of oppression, and this is due to ‘low-intensity warfare’112 being enabled
and maintained as per the aforementioned countries. This aspect however, needs no further
explanation as returning to a D-Day tactical landing is of most relevance here.
The PLA attempting to mount a campaign which involved large-scale landings would be
tactically suicidal and without value strategically, as Taiwanese forces would be able to
exploit ‘choke points,’ and apply steel-to-target barrages. The PLA would become involved
in persistent defensive manoeuvres rather than being able to exploit the attack, with strategic
‘footholds’ followed by an advance. As unlikely as it is to happen the fact remains it is a
According to Thompsen, ‘low-intensity’ conflict is associated with a ‘diverse range of politicomilitary activities less intense than modern conventional warfare. The types of conflict most frequently
associated with the concept are insurgency and counterinsurgency and terrorism and
counterterrorism.’ See: Loren Thompsen. Low-Intensity Conflict. The Pattern of Warfare in the
Modern World. Massachusetts: Lorington Books, 1989, 2. Furthermore, and in a more practical
military sense, the ‘essential features of [low-intensity] guerrilla warfare are avoiding the enemy’s
strength—his main fighting forces—whilst striking at outposts and logistical support from unexpected
directions.’ See: John Nagl. Counterinsurgency Lessons From Malaya And Vietnam. Learning to Eat
Soup with a Knife. Westport: Praeger, 2002, 15.
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possibility and therefore, an assumption that the PLA moved inland from beachheads and
Taiwanese defence forces the worst case scenario for the PLA would extend beyond the
landings. A war of a ‘third kind’113 or a modified version of the strategy might develop and
from the ‘ashes’ of a Taiwan military counterattack and an ‘asymmetrical’114 tactical
nightmare for the PLA would evolve. The PLA would not want the population at large
becoming belligerent and defensive and one which countered PLA at every stage of
advance. Should street-fighting ensue and whilst it would be horrendous for the population
of the cities, it would require years to defeat (if at all)—as per Fallujah, in the Iraq conflict for
the US.115 Moreover, it would plunge the PLA into a slog-of-attrition from which others could
take a politico- and military-advantage of, which would in turn assist in others exploiting any
weaknesses in China’s status in the A-P region per se. Hence, a broad-front collision will
not take place as it presents too much of a risk. The PLA, the PLA Navy (PLAN) and the
PLA Air Force (PLAAF) if involved in a strategy of this ‘type’ would also see it in a contained
territorial space (beachheads) which would favour fortified Taiwanese forces; reduce any
effective countermeasures should the initial landings fail; and as has been alluded to would
involve mass PLA casualties in what would quickly evolve from a series of skirmishes to a
mid-intensity conflict. This would undoubtedly cause unrest in China’s domestic
population—as per the US and its allies in Afghanistan; and the (then) USSR in Afghanistan.
A war-of-attrition would not be a part of the PLA’s tactical planning or the CCP’s grand
strategy, as the risk outweighs any advantages and to be sure, whilst war always has a
component of risk, defeat is unintended.116

A war of the ‘third kind’ is a complex event and has a multitude of factors involved. In relation to
the Vietnam War and the resistance displayed by the North, the notion of ‘third way’ warfare is
eminently traceable and involved the guerrillas being ‘indistinguishable from the general population
[and] engagements must be sporadic and their perpetrators unobserved and unidentifiable … The
deadly game [of direct combat and psycho-political interplays] is played in every home, church,
government office, school, highway, and village.’ See: Kalevi Holsti. The State, War, and the State of
War, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996, 36-39. Expanding on this description, is to note
the following: ‘in wars of the third kind there are no fronts, no campaigns, no bases, no uniforms, no
publicly displayed honors, no points d’appui [pressure points], and no respect for the territorial limits
of states.’ See: Martin Van Creveld. The Transformation of War. New York: Free Press, 1991, 206.
Emphasis in original.
114 Asymmetrical conflict has within it similar intangible components as limited war. For example, in
order to fight a conflict in an asymmetrical way some aspects of a conventional symmetrical force-onfore conflict may need to take place. Asymmetrical war in contemporary times however, has the
traditional aspects of allowing a situation to be developed where ‘an adversary, is able to take
advantage of its strengths and an opponents’ weakness.’ This stated, a microcosm of this in
contemporary times is that of terrorism which acts ‘outside the limits imposed on the use of force’
which is the use of asymmetry in conflict. See: Roger Barnett. Asymmetrical Warfare. Today’s
Challenge to US Military Power. Washington: Brassey’s Inc, 2003, 53. Emphasis in original.
115 Jeremy Shapiro. ‘The latest battle for Fallujah is a symbol of the futility of US efforts in Iraq.’ Vox.
25 May, 2016. https://www.vox.com/2016/5/25/11750054/battle-fallujah-iraq
116 Geoffrey Blainey. The Causes of War. London: Macmillan, 1973, 249.
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Upon the rarity of a shock-and-awe, high-intensity attack taking place, as highly unlikely as it
is, and to offer a perspective on an invasion following, in the interests of a balanced
argument and because this thesis rests on a kinetic exchange it must be examined,
regardless of the minimal chance of it happening. In the Taiwan-China case it would consist
of one or more chronologically short-distance munitions exchanges. A significant part of the
reason this type of exchange is highly unlikely is because it would immediately demand an
instantaneous decision-making process and responses on the part of other A-P nations; and
cause ASEAN and the UN to mandate for cease-and-desist dialogues. This is not what
China wants to happen. The more the UN is involved and regardless of its past inabilities it
does maintain a level of involvement in international frictions and it does bring actors to
negotiation points. Any nuanced involvement beyond the UNSCP5 is not what China wants,
as it reduces the level of control over the circumstances of the conflict; has the propensity to
draw in many other A-P (and non-A-P actors) immediately; increases the potential of the
situation rapidly escalating beyond a regional mid-intensity conflict; and crucially has the
potential for the conflict to spiral out of control and evolve external to the A-P region and into
a broader limited war. In the worst case scenario, if a large amount of actors entered the
fray too quickly and haphazardly the limited war could escalate to a total war with a collective
of military united against it. China, due to its inabilities to manage in the nascent phase of its
elevation would not want this to happen, if only that anything beyond a medium intensity
conflict in the next decade (to 2028) would stretch its forces to breaking point.
Notwithstanding the aforementioned, the chance of a sudden and cathartic war taking place
is minor as it is more likely that the build-up and initiation of hostilities which would be
premised on a Kennedy-esq oration rather than the immediacy of a George W. Bush
fallacious ‘with us, or against us’117 mantra.
To be sure, the CCP is by definition, aware of the frictions that were caused through this
style of call-to-arms. Hence, the taking of Taiwan will be enmeshed in broader legends and
be concomitant to the ‘integrity’ factors that been stipulated and are resplendent with but not
limited to, Chinese homogeneity; cultural veracity; territorial unity; traditional reinstatement;
and crucially, the final affirmation of the historic bequeathing that would no longer subjugate
future Chinese generations to the imposed fragmentations of their history. A myriad of other
nuanced foundations are able to be applied to this formulaic, however China’s approach to
war will be modelled on the Kennedy politico-model of the (somewhat subjective) ‘greater
good.’ The advent of any call-to-arms will also have the addendum and trajectory of

‘Text of George Bush’s speech.’ The Guardian. 21 Sep, 2001.
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2001/sep/21/september11.usa13https://www.theguardian.com/wo
rld/2001/sep/21/september11.usa13
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launching the possibility of, or actual conflict of it being a ‘just war’—jus ad bellum118 which
will offer a greater advantage to China.
The way in which China will most likely approach the capitulation of Taiwan is through the
prism of the UNSC and due to its power in the UNSCP5 it will offer Taiwan a ‘window-ofopportunity’ to peacefully retrocede to China. Should the opportunity not be ‘committed to’
by Taiwan and the mantle of independence—through the prism of a defence-imperative—
remain steadfast on the part of the Taiwanese government, China will then issue an imposed
deadline. This will be accompanied by rhetoric of China having given Taiwan the opportunity
to cede peacefully. A significant reason for this approach will be the ‘shock and awe’
component of the US ‘war on terror’ (the Second Gulf War, 2003) which prompted contempt
by many nation-states—especially France and Germany. Effectively, this meant that the
aforementioned governments of countries were unable to join the war due to the rage of their
constituents, much to the chagrin of the US which would eventually see them being derided
as ‘old Europe.’119 China will not want this level of debate to be enacted, nor will it want
repercussions from other powerful actors. The issue for China is it will want to be seen of as
tolerant, magnanimous and beneficent. This method toward war can be deemed to be a
‘pause-and-effect’ approach as it implies a moderation to hostile intent and a willingness, on
the part of the most powerful actor, to forgo hostile action which, as history has proven to be
immediate, deliberate and overwhelmingly destructive.
The CCP has learned. Due to its post-Deng cosmopolitanism and understanding of social
networking in a globalised world and of the populaces of liberal-democracies being globallyaware and truculent, launching an immediate high-intensity attack on Taiwan would invite a
severe reaction in the UNGA—as per Saudi Arabian forces in Yemen and Syrian forces in
Syria. As such, it will seek a more moderate line. The CCP will adhere to the path of the
1991 First Gulf War/Persian Gulf War and remain within the remit of how the US garnered
support for its ‘reasonable and assiduous’ approach to Iraqi forces exiting Kuwait. This
could safely be argued as the first time the pause-and-effect approach to a war was utilized.
This is what China will aim for as it offers the opportunity of less derision of its actions within
the UNGA, and through the guise of a ‘reasoning,’ it will henceforth commit to its ‘right’ to
What comprises a ‘just war—jus ad bellum—is subjective as the term has within it interpretations in
its action, and is in the ‘eye of the beholder.’ For the purposes of this thesis and because it is not
rooted in philosophical cum religious interpretations, China will exert pressures associated with its
right to take Taiwan as has already been explained. Therefore its application will be appropriate and
therefore the action will have ensconced within it a ‘manifest right intention,’ and thus, will be deemed
a ‘just war’ by China. For an interpretation of what is ‘just’ in war see: James Johnson. ‘Just War, As
It Was And Is.’ First Things: A Monthly Journal of Religion & Public Life. 139, 2005, 14.
http://search.epnet.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=aph&an=15375754
119 Mark Baker. ‘US: Rumsfeld’s ‘Old’ And ‘New’ Europe Touches On An Uneasy Divide.’
RadioFreeEurope/ RadioLiberty. 24 Jan, 2003. https://www.rferl.org/a/1102012.html
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take Taiwan. The application at this point in time will be, by ‘any and all means possible’
which offers the prospect of utilizing military action which will be further examined in the
‘conclusion.’ The ongoing cosmopolitanism of both belligerents will without doubt continue
and the associated assertive actions will involve independence cum defence on the part of
Taiwan; and retrocession cum offense on the part of China. The politico-bulwarks set in
place by both actors will (and must), involve an adversarial outcome that involves a kinetic
exchange. Thus, the interdependencies and conflictual components in place it is now
appropriate to examine what war will ‘bring.’

What a war involves: A brief deliberation
What a war ‘involves’ does not need a great deal of nuanced explanation as there is ample
historical evidence to the severity that war, as a happening, causes. Nevertheless, the level
of destruction and disruption depends upon the degree of the ‘punishment phase’ of
operations, the types of munitions used, whether a slog-of-attrition is employed, how
chronologically long the conflict is, how many actors are involved, and whether the conflict
spirals out of control of the belligerents. These are the simple avenues with which a conflict
or war takes and with this in mind some applicability to Taiwan can be made. The Third
Taiwan Strait Crisis120 is able to be used as a guide to what a war would bring and although
this crisis did not evolve further than a show of strength on the part of China through a live
fire exercise, it nevertheless ‘disrupted naval shipping and air commercial air traffic, causing
harm to Taiwan’s economy … [and] Taiwanese scrambled to reserve seats on flights to
North America.’121 The evidence suggests that those able to exit Taiwan as a crisis evolves
do so. And moreover, it can be safely assumed the number is prone to the level of threat
and the concomitant resources some members of the populace have to act upon their desire
to exit—in this case, air travel being the best option. For those that are compelled to stay for
whatever reason, there are also threats which impact upon their, and the society’s function.
Resource management, especially for an island is optimum, as it requires the allocation of
resources beyond the actual daily requirements of the populace and the ability for the
resources to be delivered to the populace—including the sick and infirmed. To be sure,
distribution of services by civilians and military logistic personnel is dependent upon the
amount of exploding ordnance delivered, the rate of firings, severity of the attacks
encountered; and the terror induced by the operation of low-platform, non-fixed-wing and

Michael Cole. ‘The Third Taiwan Strait Crisis. The Forgotten Showdown between China and
America.’ The National Interest. 10 Mar, 2017. https://nationalinterest.org/feature/the-third-taiwanstrait-crisis-the-forgotten-showdown-19742
121 ‘The Third Taiwan Strait Crisis. The Forgotten Showdown between China and America.’
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fixed-wing aircraft. In the punishment phase of bombing or strike allocation, delivery and
distribution resources are required and this entails personnel external to a country’s defence
capabilities—in this case, Taiwan. Beyond the basic needs of a populace there is also the
broader fiscal issues associated with the wellbeing of a country. A stable currency is
required in order to service debt, allocate future proclivities and ensure present and future
investors remain engaged. Beyond the milieu of day-to-day encumbrances for a populace
there is also societal components that intrude, as has been alluded to in the USSRAfghanistan Conflict. Taiwan is especially vulnerable due to its geographic isolation and
thus, it can be assumed that persistent strikes and the non-engagement of defending actors
and allies, would evolve into a significant depreciation of living standards, quality of life and
infrastructure destruction, regardless of Taiwan’s ability to strike back at China.

Taiwan and the realities of a war with China: A brief deliberation
Taiwan as a liberal-democracy is therefore prone to the amalgamation and dissemination of
ideas and ideals and the percolation of those within a society. A war tends to expose
political fissures in a society, and therefore any expression of hostility by China—that
involved direct action—would produce ‘small groups’ able to express their recalcitrance to
the ‘model-of-governance’ under which they live. The critical issue for Taiwan, as it is a
liberal-democracy and due to the freedoms therein, those that favour China unification will
actively and legally exercise their right to disrupt formative action against the ‘enemy.’ The
factors alluded to, whilst integrated in the Afghanistan-USSR Conflict present an
understanding that unless there is a total and focussed cause and effect edict in place—the
defeating an adversary as per the North Vietnam compulsion toward the South Vietnamese
and their allies—a war presents and then produces animosities that fester in a society. In
simpler terms there would be a reaction by some members of Taiwanese society which
favoured China’s unification intent and would cause domestic disruptions. The event of a
major war with China must, for Taiwan, produce elements of the following accounts as per
Russia and its incursion into Afghanistan. As alluded to in the milieu of globalisation, the
knock-on effects can be substantial; and unnerving to a government. A summary of the
phenomenon is
Major wars critically impact domestic politics by producing durable social changes
and by redistributing political power amongst groups … wars may make as well as
break states … By late 1986 [after approximately four years of fighting] the
Afghanistan war had significantly impacted on Soviet domestic politics Anti-
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militarism became strong in the non-Russian Soviet republics … For non-Russians
the war became a unifying symbol to their opposition of Moscow’s rule.122

In tandem with the issues, the notion of a war being able to take place, as opposed to one
actually happening, by necessity promotes and often produces political disharmony in a
liberal-democracy. In simpler terms the populace will exercise a right to express support for
the government policies; or to change the government. The knock-on effects alluded to
would for Taiwan impact upon immediate and future business investment confidence; elicit a
drastic downturn in an immediate (and the perception of a future) standard of living; generate
a downturn in the normative standard of living and wellbeing that has been part of the
Taiwanese community for decades; engage the populace about whether conscription should
be introduced; and cause the Taiwanese military to be on constant alert. There would
indubitably be more issues that come to the fore than the aforementioned and as orderly and
of good governance that Taiwanese society is, the problematics for the government would
be overwhelming based on the understanding that only ‘most’ Taiwanese consider the two
countries to be separate.123 The fractiousness that would be produced in Taiwan, especially
if China did not actually cause massive asset destruction and deaths by introducing and then
moderating a punishment phase of operations, would be enough to completely disrupt and
possibly retard meaningful dialogues between Taiwan and other governments. The position
of China would be most likely deemed perspicacious by others—‘of having given Taiwan a
chance’—and therefore, China would be elevated in its machinations of unification. The
dangers of this approach and what it would create as per the abovementioned (and more) in
Taiwan cannot, and should not, be underestimated.

Taiwan-China and a high-intensity munitions exchange: A brief deliberation
Having dealt with numerous scenarios and the possibility of the actions, another possibility
must be examined—the action of an unmitigated kinetic exchange that involves mass
destruction and high casualties. As unlikely as it is to happen does however, require a brief
‘The Afghanistan war and the breakdown of the Soviet Union,’ 696 – 698. Emphasis added. The
evidence-base cited and to which the article refers can be found in the following references and as
ascribed by the authors: Jack Goldstone, ‘Theories of Revolution: The Third Generation’, World
Politics, 32, 1980,. 425–53; Robert Higgs, Crisis and Leviathan: Critical Episodes in the Growth of
American Government. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1987; Theda Skocpol, Protecting Soldiers
and Mothers: The Political Origins of Social Policy in the United States, Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 1992; William R. Thompson, ‘The Consequences of War’, International Interactions,
19, 1993, 125–47; and Bueno De Mesquita and D. Lalman, War and Reason, New Haven, CT: Yale
University Press, 1992.
123
‘Most Taiwanese consider Taiwan, China separate countries, poll suggests.’ South China Morning
Post.
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examination. Should China launch a high-intensity distance-exchange the challenges for
Taiwan’s forces would be immense and it is fair to argue, be overwhelmed unless aid was
immediate and continuous. This would have to happen in the form of naval- and air-assets
immediately being available, with a follow-up of boots-on-the-ground with additional armour
assets implemented by its allies not long after the initial strike. A strike of this magnitude
would incur a high level of destruction and it would have to be momentous in the first waves
of attack. Major infrastructure—ports, airports, bridges, infrastructure and lines-ofcommunication—would have to be destroyed in order to enforce parallel-disablements and
‘bullseye’ targeting124 which involves decapitation of the government followed by ‘parallelwarfare’125 infrastructure disablement, which would diffuse a coordinated defensive attack.
The use of inhabited and uninhabited low-platform aircraft would also have to be utilized as
both psychological- and practical-warfare components; and a naval blockade of all
Taiwanese vessels would take place in the Strait; as well as the seizing of all Taiwanese
physical assets on mainland Chinese territory—civilian aircraft and shipping. Retaliation
would be only available to Taiwan via air- and nautical-assets, as the use of the PLA would
be restricted to the formation of specialist strike forces, although there may be some
territorial infiltration of its Special Forces units in order to engage in sabotage and searchand-destroy missions; and to disperse Taiwanese army personnel and equipment. Whilst
the aforementioned is possible it should not be given overt credence as a strike of this
immensity would assist in galvanizing the population (which is something China would not
want) and moreover, it would encourage possible allies to become certain allies; prompt
immediate political reaction from other powerful actors; and encourage said actors to employ
a military presence in the Taiwan Strait.
The components of both low-and high-intensity strikes extended beyond the political
environments and the realities with which Taiwan would be confronted aside, it is
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For a definitive understanding of the tactic and strategy of the focussed application of airpower
see: Colonel John Warden’s Five Strategic Rings and although is not the result of a single document.
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The Desert. Looking Back on U.S. Involvement in the Persian Gulf War. Edited by William Head and
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appropriate to engage in the direction a war may ‘take’ and the complexities which will come
to the fore in the A-P region; and in a globalised world.

The direction a war will ‘take’
War, from an historical perspective tend to expand beyond the parameters of those that
were set by those that become involved. This often is beyond the estimated cost in
personnel as it also involves chronological length; asset destruction; politico-complexities;
commitment factors; what victory comprises ‘of’; and an acceptable exit strategy. All are
dependent on the domestic capabilities of a country, its ability to be unwavering in its
commitment of its own people to the underlying cause; and the concomitant ability to absorb
casualties. One of the main issues with conflict is it comprises a dynamic which in turn,
requires different levels of input at different times and this is often dependent upon domestic
political input and rhetoric which includes altering the war for politico-gain. These exigencies
will not change if Taiwan and China go to war. Hence, the direction a war takes is
dependent upon political commitment that is backed up by assets. The way in which
governments prefer a war to ‘go’ is however, along the lines of a Eurocentric ‘model’ of war
as per the model of WWII, albeit obviously on a smaller scale. The advantage of this model
of war is there are defined parameters (frontlines) in which to monitor the perceived or actual
gains of an enemy (whether it is a militia or a more conventional military force), to define
where the enemy ‘is,’ to understand when countermeasures are needed and crucially, to
have the knowledge of territory should political argument be required, or a ceasefire be
implemented. China will want a war to take this direction due to the inherent advantages.
For Taiwan (as at 2018), when a war happens the most productive outcome in terms of
politico-gain for it is to have it escalate from a limited war to a total war as quickly as
possible and is fundamentally, the opposite of what China wants in terms of ‘direction.’ A
quick escalation for Taiwan would effectively draw in other actors that could apply a threatof-force, or if things escalated rapidly direct opposing force, which would in turn, downwardly
moderate actions by China. And such a state-of-affairs would further impact on its ‘Belt and
Road Initiative’126 (BRI), and erode the prominence of the ‘Nine-Dash Line.’ Both are
126

‘The Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) is an ambitious effort to improve regional cooperation and
connectivity on a trans-continental scale. The initiative aims to strengthen infrastructure, trade, and
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percent of global GDP, 62 percent of population, and 75 percent of known energy reserves. The BRI
consists primarily of the Silk Road Economic Belt, linking China to Central and South Asia and
onward to Europe, and the New Maritime Silk Road, linking China to the nations of South East Asia,
the Gulf Countries, North Africa, and on to Europe. Six other economic corridors have been identified
to link other countries to the Belt and the Road. The scope of the initiative is still taking shape—more
recently the initiative has been interpreted to be open to all countries as well as international and
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enormous politico-initiatives which require focussed effort and the non-intervention of other
actors; and the resources of the PLA, PLAN and PLAAF. Therefore, it is prescient to
convene the best strategic move for China is to use threat-of-force initiatives after a specific
date, whilst keeping the ‘one China’ mantra in the forefront of political machinations with all
of its irredentist perspectives steadfast, whilst always emphasising its desire not to go to war
being paramount—whether the conviction would be completely transparent and honest is a
moot point and need not be debated here as it is the strategy over substance of the
message that is relevant.
Returning to the aspect of where a war would take the best strategic outcome for CCP after
the ‘approved date’ of use-of-force would be to not execute what it would be ‘entitled to do.’
This would keep Taiwanese forces in a heightened (and exhausting) state-of-readiness and
would allow China to be on alert without having the burden of having to execute a plan.
Should a clash take place however, the best plan for China would be to destroy several
major installations without placing the population-at-large in absolute danger. The aim being
to retard actions beyond an initial attack which would accomplish two objectives: to make
China look ‘reasonable’; and allow for the possibility of mediation. Whether other actors
would be involved in mediations is a moot point and need not be introduced here, as it is the
recourse to force and the tactics therein that are being debated. Thus, China would not want
the pseudo-conflict to develop into a limited war as this would have the potential to draw in
other actors and the direction China wants any outbreak of hostilities to take is to insist the
conflict is between two adversaries only—one legal entity attempting to rein in a non-legal
cum seditious non-state actor.
Extrapolating upon the reason why China would not want a clash to be elevated is to discern
that it would want to contain the crisis to the regional level and not have other actors—
particularly the US—become involved in a regional ‘mid-intensity clash.’127 As an
evolvement of this ‘type’ would engage other actors in the region beyond China’s nascent
resolve and would potentially involve other military forces from beyond the A-P region which
would involve China’s allies in a war they may deem unnecessary. Regional conflicts are
highly complex128 and the less involvement by other actors beyond the initial adversaries
regional organizations.’ See: ‘Belt and Road Initiative.’ The World Bank 28 Mar, 2018.

https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/regional-integration/brief/belt-and-road-initiative
According to Klare ‘regional clashes’ are in general deemed to be, from a strategic perspective,
‘mid-intensity’ conflicts, of which the US and other developed nations have been drawn into in the
post-WWII era. See: Michael Klare. ‘The Pentagon’s New Paradigm.’ The Gulf War Reader, History,
Documents, Opinions. Edited by Micah Sifry and Christopher Cerf. New York: Times Books, 1991,
466.
128 What is meant by regional mid-intensity conflicts being complex resides in the Balkans Crisis of the
mid-1990s. The sheer number of actors and the input from each revolved around power-plays,
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favours the most powerful actor. China therefore, would not want an A-P skirmish advanced
upon by the West and its A-P allies to become a security dilemma as this would have the
potential to immerse other actors—including non-A-P actors—into a situation which they
would fundamentally believe was necessary. Having such input would invariably be to the
detriment of the CCP’’s ‘management’ of a conflict and diminish the conflict being viewed
through the prism of reason. The way in which China will approach the tenuousness of the
situation will be unprecedented in contemporary times in its option of choice for Taiwan so
that China has paramount control over the direction the war will ‘take.’
China will therefore, not want to dislodge its ‘rightful claim’ and will seek to reinforce at every
opportunity of it simply being a nation-state claiming an independent country (cum suzerainstate) that it has ‘given the opportunity’ to peacefully cede and whilst the outbreak of
hostilities will cause consternation within the UNGA, UNSC and the UNSCP5 per se, it
nonetheless will be treated no differently than other conflicts. China will do all it can to gain
its entitlement and will aim for moral leverage and legal recognition over and above other
conflicts and not wishing for the situation to mirror the Israel-Palestine (nation-state against
non-recognised populace), Russia-Ukraine (nation-state against nation-state); NATO and
the US against the Taliban (Alliance versus non-State actor); and Syria and its allies fighting
the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria (nation-state versus exogenous militia). Although there
will be shades of previous ‘historiography’129 in its inculcation and representations within the
UN forums, they will be positively exploited by China. Thus, Taiwan will have to assess its
options based on this taking place As many avenues as possible having been covered an
erudite final analysis of the kinetic phase of operations beginning and progressing through
various phases, the complexities within and the way in which Taiwan and China will
approach the coming dilemma of war.

Sovereignty and war: The waiting and the reasons
To be sure, and to be straightforward in an analysis, all positions whether beneficial or
detrimental to Taiwan must be viewed through the prism of China being in its ‘nascent
phase’ of preponderance. In simpler terms the timeframe in this thesis circa-1995 – 2018,
coordination, involvement and authority. This is not a scenario China would want, nor would it be the
direction it would want a kinetic action to ‘go,’ as stipulated in the main body of text. For the array of
actors and the complexity of the Balkans Conflict see: Joyce Kaufman. ‘NATO and the Former
Yugoslavia: Crisis, Conflict and the Atlantic Alliance.’ The Journal of Conflict Studies. XIX, 2, Fall,
1999. https://journals.lib.unb.ca/index.php/jcs/article/view/4355/5009
129 Historiography is the way in which history is written in terms of being able to withstand scholarly
investigation and is the ‘writing of history through narrative’ and later as writing became more erudite,
through perspective. See: ‘Historiography.’ Oxford Dictionaries.
https://en.oxforddictionaries.com/definition/historiography
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represents only the beginning of China’s ‘rise’—the era of pax-Sino and therefore, this
summation must examine and then extrapolate on the current evidence-base of the previous
23 years.
The machinations encountered by Taiwan to date consist of but are not limited to a
persistent show of military force through which the war of rivalry alluded to is
comprehensively and consistently undertaken; and a concomitant politico-repercussions that
it can be argued, have increased since the BRI which is effectively a sign of China’s
continuing preponderance, prosperity and cosmopolitanism. Alternatively, Taiwan has
maintained its status as an independent country and attempted to be as cosmopolitan as
circumstances allow and maintained an international profile however, it continues to lose
vital allies in the literal sense of the term—El Salvador was the latest at the time of writing to
remove its diplomatic recognition of Taiwan.130 With each loss Taiwan’s cosmopolitanism
loses momentum. Inherent within the loss of politico-momentum from this standpoint several
predispositions are able to be observed: Taiwan retains its determination to protect and
prosper; the challenge to China from a military perspective has not waned; and it holds on to
any comment other countries offer of security—especially the US—is eagerly sought out and
whenever necessary, expanded upon. Considering the intensity of claim and counterclaim
in the machinations that take place in the war of rivalry, there are some issues that need
observing and a corresponding analysis.
First and foremost the ‘model’ of sovereignty, the sovereign-state that has been firmly
ensconced in the international system and is an imperative and continuum of countries
actively apply and undertake mechanisms to be part of the UN system. This does not bode
well for Taiwan as it has been unable to access the sovereignty alluded to, which it must be
acknowledged puts it in a place of weakness. To be sure, any attempt by it to access the
appropriate mechanisms would be actively circumvented by China in the UNGA and this will
not change; and moreover as China continues its upward trajectory the stymieing of
Taiwan’s status will continue—and be more robust on the part of China as its tenacity
develops further. The key issue to note at this point is to observe that China is ‘rising’ and
whilst it is in the nascent stages of the process it will, like those before it and have been
mentioned, require a period of stability in the domestic environment before exercising its
irredentist claims. Within this paradigm observing other geo-strategic and domestic
environments which could prove advantageous when enacting a programme of

Nelson Renteria. ‘El Salvador says economy prompted switch to China from Taiwan.’ Reuters.
22 Aug, 2018. https://www.reuters.com/article/us-el-salvador-china-taiwan/el-salvador-sayseconomy-prompted-diplomatic-switch-to-china-from-taiwan-idUSKCN1L62AA
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preponderance is needed. As has been stipulated, harmony as a factor is vital in a
globalised world, lest a knock-on effect become an impediment to progress.
An advantage for Taiwan in 2018, is that China is not an established geo-strategic power
and whilst this will change in the future, at this point in time China remains in the process of
developing its preponderance-trajectory. To be certain, it has not reached a point where it
would be able to endure a mid-intensity conflict with Taiwan. This is especially relevant if a
major geo-strategic competitor such as the US entered with a view to defending Taiwan’s
interests which is possible, although not at this point in time, probable. For China there is
also the issue of Russia which has a relatively neutral attitude to the one-China policy
although it engages a relationship with Taiwan on many levels.131 China will need a more
focussed policy in the region towards Russia before any significant move concerning Taiwan
is able to be made, and it will have to be combined with a high level of certainty. Hence,
there are too many other competing aspects in its politico- and strategic-sphere of the A-P
which need time and effort to disassemble and realign. Globalisation and the associated
problematics it throws up, for China resides in many areas—which is not uncommon for a
nation-state striving for politico- and geo-strategic-aggrandisement. Notwithstanding this
acknowledgement and because the problems are so numerous and complex there is a
requirement to highlight those that have a major influence. For China, they comprise but are
not limited to the following which have been labelled as ‘waiting.’

China: Why waiting is important


Within its domestic political environment the potential for conflict in its northwest
province remains acute;



Energy security through Russia and Central Asia has not been achieved to date;



Establishing future food security is an ongoing issue;



A dependable official relationship and understanding with Russia with regard to
Taiwan has not been established;



The BRI is, for all intent and purpose an emerging programme;



Progress in Oceania and Micronesia remains a ‘work in progress’ and thus, are in the
developmental stages;



Political aspects of a change in US preponderance toward the A-P which will be
triggered by cathartic domestic politics have not fully eventuated to date;

For a succinct and erudite analysis of Taiwan-Russia relations. See: Sergey Vradiy. ‘Russia’s
Unofficial Relations with Taiwan.’ http://srch.slav.hokudai.ac.jp/coe21/publish/no16_2_ses/10_vradiy.pdf
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The level of fragility the US relationship with the EU and NATO is not yet realized;



The impending isolationist policies of the US have not come to fruition;



The EU has not evolved to a full potential and its politico-impact on China has not
been firmly established;



Britain’s post-EU role and any role it will play in the A-P has not formed; and



The regional problematics of the South and Central Americas have not developed to
a full extent and therefore, the policies and voting–blocs that will be expressed
through this prism have not evolved to a full extent.

The abovementioned facets of international and the domestic problems for China as at 2018
are of some benefit to Taiwan, as they inhibit China’s abilities to act upon its irredentist
intent. To place this in perspective, nation-states that have focussed preponderance
advance and falter on the pathway to expansionism, however China will remain true to its
cause, and evolve plans accordingly.

War as a dynamic and preparation: Learning from history
Whilst the factors mentioned will not always be in place with the same stringency as
currently and it is presupposed that the CCP will actively address and moderate the
problems that are thrown up by its transition and ongoing utilization of globalisation as a tour
de force in the twenty-first century. The CCP will become more adept over time per se and
therefore, become more inclined to actually reinforce its preponderance with threat-of-force
and direct force when and where necessary. Within the paradigm ascribed, it will
subsequently be able to adequately handle domestic ructions should they occur, and
(eventually) be able to accommodate more than one mid-intensity conflict in terms of
capabilities. The question that is thrown up by this acknowledgment is how will Taiwan be
impacted? The CCP will, after issuing a decree and through the auspices of the duty of all
Chinese ‘to accept that the welfare of the motherland comes above all other concerns ’132—
which is an edict that has been in place since the 1980s—and it will be at the core of
creating an outright conflict with Taiwan with the backing of the Chinese people. The war of
rivalry that is in place will extend to a kinetic war or as specified, a ‘shooting war.’ China
however, will not confront Taiwanese forces directly as the CCP remains interested in
expansionism and empire-building whilst it has declared war on Taiwan—one is not
therefore, mutually exclusive of the other. As stipulated there may be some war-at-adistance exchanges (missile attacks) and without doubt vastly increased air- and nautical132
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placements which will involve losses on both sides. China however, will deliberately step
back from significant and ongoing confrontations and revert to what the British accomplished
in their quest to rule the world as Taiwan represents a target that is incredibly vulnerable to
this tactic and strategy. An historical perspective of what China will attempt to utilize is
summed up in the British ‘model’ of using an ‘indirect strategy,’133 followed by a ‘limited war
exhaustion strategy.’134 Thus
The British practice of warfare from the sixteenth century to World War 1 was to
employ … [a] way of war [which] de-emphasized direct confrontation, concentration,
mass, and battle and emphasized surprise, mobility, manoeuvre, peripheral attacks
on the enemy weaknesses, dispersion, conversion of resources, and negotiated
settlements. War was to be conducted in a “businesslike” manner and was to be
profitable. The British used sea power primarily to achieve their limited strategic
objectives. They traditionally fought low-expenditure, high-gain wars that took
advantage of Britain’s geographic circumstances that exploited those of its enemy.
The British way of war was to destroy when possible the enemy’s fleet; attack enemy
trade; block the enemy’s coast and conduct raids on the enemy’s ports, coastal
towns and colonies; seize, when possible, the enemy’s colonies; subsidize allies on
the Continent; wait for the attacks on the enemy’s economy and peripheral areas to
erode its capacity to resist; exploit opportunities through the use of surprise made
possible by the superior mobility of the fleet; deploy limited expeditionary forces on
the Continent to fight alongside the larger forces of the allies; and finally, to
manoeuvre the enemy into an untenable position in which it had no other option but
to conclude a peace agreement on terms set by the British and their allies.135
,
With the aforementioned in place the deterrent for China is ensconced within the Taiwanese
population. To date, an unmovable cultural inculcation of being an independent country—
regardless of the Treaty parameters—is one that will be defended by the Taiwanese people;
and will at some point in the future have to be confronted by threat-of-force followed by direct
force should the threat not decrease the independence stance. China will have to come to
terms with this and employ a war with the strictures mentioned intact, and allow the timeline
to be exploited. It is within this time—possibly over a year in duration—that principal- and
peripheral-allies will be exposed. It is at this point that the US can be reintroduced into the
milieu of the A-P. There is within the argument of allies that offers a minor advantage for
Taiwan—whether the overt support that was granted by Bush in 2001 remains robust, or has
been downgraded. To understand why Taiwan was given such momentous support during
this time needs a brief analysis in order to extrapolate upon the current and future dilemma
for Taiwan
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The strategic place that Taiwan held in the early-twenty-first century and the reason
President George W. Bush exclaimed the US would do ‘whatever it took’ to help defend
Taiwan136 was for several poignant reasons above and beyond the regional strategic ‘worth’
of Taiwan per se. The relevant reasons comprise although are not limited to an
understanding that China had begun to build up its military; stymieing the Russian
Federation’s newfound A-P ambitions in the post-Cold War environment; the US’ recent
failings in Somalia attempting to retard the warlord Aideed’s137 activities; an inability to
disentangle from the Balkans Conflict; and of critical importance, an attempt to purge the
Clinton administration’s failings and of reinvigorating US posturing through the praxis of The
Project for a New American Century (PNAC).138 These are some of the major reasons for
the US focussing on Taiwan; and its relevance to US-Taiwan relations.

The discontent of others and the impact on the Asia-Pacific
Since 2001 however, there has not been the same level of commitment as other politicoissues have begun to percolate through the US’ view of the world and its commitments
toward Taiwan began to falter. For a myriad of reasons, trade wars, Afghanistan,
immigration and NATO disputes, and fragile EU-US relations—the US domestic population
began to embrace ‘Americanism not Globalism’139 which is most vibrant in the current Trump
administration. The ‘Americanism’ referred to, which is essentially ‘isolationism’ has its roots
in US history and especially when international ventures receive military or economic
‘pushback’ from other actors—and this should be duly noted; and taken into account in
Taiwan-China relations as the previously stipulated ‘knock-on’ effect does not augur well for
Taiwan per se. There is an historical precedence for this actuality and because it has
relevance in contemporary times it needs mentioning in order to align the argument. The
David Sanger. ‘U.S. Would Defend Taiwan, Bush Says.’ The New York Times. 26 Apr, 2001.
https://www.nytimes.com/2001/04/26/world/us-would-defend-taiwan-bush-says.html
137 For a succinct explanation of the situation in Somalia. See: ‘Blackhawk Down: The Somalis battle
that changed US Policy in Africa.’ BBCNews. 1 Feb, 2017. https://www.bbc.com/news/av/magazine38808175/black-hawk-down-the-somali-battle-that-changed-us-policy-in-africa
138 The Project for the New American Century (PNAC) centres on American foreign policy being
‘adrift,’ and that America’s ‘place in the world,’ that of being a forthright, and if need be intrusive actor,
in order to reinstate US authority then so be it. The PNAC has many contributors although the
directors are William Kristol, Robert Kagan, Bruce Jackson, Mark Gerson, and Randy Scheunemann.
The project was established in Spring,1997 and is an initiative of the New Citizenship Project. See:
Project for the New American Century. http://www.newamericancentury.org/.htm.
139 The possible outcomes of the ‘America First’ mantra of the Trump administration are complex and
due to many ongoing reasons, including the problematics deep within the US voting system and the
representations of States in Congress. This stipulated, a succinct explanation of the polity of the
Trump administration see: James Curran. ‘“Americanism not Globalism.” President Trump and the
American Mission.’ Lowy Institute. 3 Jul, 2018.
https://www.lowyinstitute.org/publications/americanism-not-globalism-president-trump-and-americanmission-0#_edn1
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evidence for a reverting to isolationism resides in what was and the power of the US’
transition
[The US’] [e]xceptional geographic bounty enabled, even mandated, a grand strategy
of isolationism from other quarters. The United States did experiment with a broader
imperialism in 1898, colonizing the Philippines and taking hold of Hawaii and a
number of other Pacific islands, and it intervened in Europe in World War 1. But
these episodes provoked a sharp backlash and consolidated the stubborn
isolationism of the interwar decades.140

The immediate effects of the policies alluded to should they continue down the current
pathway must result in a downgrading of support for Taiwan. There is a strong possibility of
the continued support of its independence status, becoming more neutral as US xenophobia
increases; and this will be made worse should the US have to contend with Central and
South American disputes141 which will invariably have an impact on domestic voting blocs
and drive a stronger move toward isolationism. The US focus on the A-P must diminish if
the immense issues collide and cause internal frictions (as has been the case in Europe142),
albeit Europe in general not having the option of single border closure as a reaction. To be
sure, Taiwan should not expect a forthright announcement of complete and absolute
support—there will be no ‘whatever it takes’ pledge in the globalised twenty-first century.
Future attempts associated with US’ support will be veiled in more general terms, which has
been proffered recently as
“The aim of U.S. policy is to ensure that Taiwan’s people can continue along their
chosen path, free from coercion,” the official, Deputy Assistant Secretary of State Alex
Wong, said at the banquet in Taipei, Taiwan’s capital, as President Tsai Ing-wen looked
on. Speaking to 700 people, including representatives of top American companies and
senior Taiwanese officials, at an American Chamber of Commerce function, Mr. Wong
said the United States wanted “to strengthen our ties with the Taiwan people and to
bolster Taiwan’s ability to defend its democracy.”143

Herein there is an adjustment of policy which any liberal-democratic nation-state is free to
undertake as sovereignty allows for the populace’s freedom of opinion. From the

Charles Kupchan, ‘The Future of American Exceptionalism.’ Foreign Affairs. Edited by Gideon
Rose. Vol 7, 92, March/April 2018, 140.
141 For a brief though succinct analysis of immigration and the similarities and reasons of migration as
a problem. See: Ananda Taub and Max Fisher. ‘The U.S and Europe, Migration Conflict Points to
Deeper Political Problems.’ The New York Times. 29 Aug, 2018.
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/06/29/world/europe/us-migrant-crisis.html
142
The U.S and Europe, Migration Conflict Points to Deeper Political Problems.’ The New York
Times. 29 Aug, 2018.
143 Chris Horton. ‘In Taiwan, U.S. Official Says Commitment ‘Has Never Been Stronger/’ New York
Times. 21 Mar, 2018. https://www.. .com/2018/03/21/world/asia/taiwan-china-alex-wong.html
Emphasis added.
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perspective of the US the key is in the wording which essentially prescribes increasing
‘Taiwan’s ability to protect its country.’ This statement effectively excludes US’ involvement
beyond the parameters it sets, and can be further interpreted as a pending quasi-isolationist
pronouncement—one that does not mirror the ‘pivot to Asia’ of the Obama administration
and reflects the ‘Americanism’ alluded to, and that it has ‘done enough’ for an
‘unappreciative world.’ What Taiwan faces from 2018 onwards is a complex triad: the rise
of China, a withdrawing cum isolationist US; and a paradoxical situation of losing allies which
makes it more reliant on the US.144 Acknowledging this will be a process dependent upon
the subsequent rate of the ‘rise’ of China, and the rate of disinclination to be involved in A-P
machinations between Taiwan-China relations however it will become more critical for
Taiwan as the twenty-first century enters the third decade. Where should Taiwan focus its
efforts to reflect the peoples autonomy; prevent a war happening and should kinetic action
take place how to moderate that action? As has been stipulated, this thesis is predicated on
a war taking place and therefore assumes that a war will be declared by China in order to
regain its territory. In the build up to war it will be critical for Taiwan to exercise its gains and
temper the coming encounters. How should this be accomplished?
Other countries in the A-P do not have the capacity to be involved in a shooting war beyond
patrolling their littoral-waters, air-space and territories, although they will form politico-blocs
that will indulge in commentaries on China; and make observations within the UN. Beyond
this, the portent will be one of reacting to rather than making demands on China—as per the
US in post-WWII, and Britain and France in the two centuries prior. Australia and Japan do
not have independent foreign policy objectives toward Taiwan and a war with China would
not extend to unilateral or bilateral actions of these two actors. Australia and Japan,
although both are regional middle powers it is safe to argue, have unsophisticated and
parochial foreign policies in the A-P and do not (to date) express exigencies beyond the
remit of US foreign policy prerequisites. Thus, Taiwan should not rely on Australian and
Japanese assets—unless the US enters the conflict and demands support. The Taiwanese
government and the Taiwanese people need recognize a salient, observable and pivotal
fact—as should other A-P actors—that the only country the US is completely and utterly
committed to militarily and to a considerable extent economically—the legal commitments to
NATO as per 2018 notwithstanding—is, and remains, Israel. The reasons the US adopts
this stance toward Israel are moot and need not be entered into here, suffice to state that it

Ralph Jennings. ‘Taiwan Relies More On US After the Loss of Diplomatic Allies.’ Voice of
America. 4 May, 2018. https://www.voanews.com/a/taiwan-relies-us-after-loss-of-diplomaticallies/4377282.html
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has been standard US post-1948 practice and remains vibrant.145 Thus, Taiwan is of
peripheral concern regardless of machinations within the US Congress146 and the US’ direct
involvement will be dependent upon, and as has been stipulated, numerous globalised and
historical happenings and dictums. With the aforementioned in mind and based on the
predication that a war is inevitable it is now appropriate to forecast a Taiwan-China war; and
offer a continuum of evidence; and observations.

China and its approach to war: Why waiting is necessary
There is always an approval factor in engaging in war, although it is often within a timeframe,
and within this is the element of waiting and a specific approach to war being able to be
acted upon. Taiwan is a vibrant, fiscally-wealthy, independent, liberal-democratic self-ruled
country with free and fair elections. These are the realities that need be expressed and with
an astute level of management will be introduced to other actors with the merit of keeping
other components as a bulwark against the CCP’s ambition. Persistent advocating of these
components will impact upon the EU and NATO and inevitably force a response, and if it
happens there will be some activity within the UN that China will not be able to ignore. The
EU and NATO will invariably not go to war with China over the retrocession of Taiwan
however, they are the best chance of a war not escalating to involve an immense death toll
of the population; and a wholesale destruction of civilian and military assets. Based on this
principle another decade will generate a more robust and cohesive EU, and it will as an
organization, have been involved in many politico- and strategic-machinations and
moreover, will be concerned to elevate its presence in a globalised world, or in simpler
terms, to be of greater relevance. This factor will be of more trenchant concern to the EU if
(as alluded to) the US has become exponentially absorbed in isolationist cum latentxenophobic policies; or is suffering exponentially from migration and immigrant issues.
There is also a likelihood that NATO will be creating opportunities to become a force for the
growth of good governance rather than being a singular-oriented ‘defence of Europe’
platform that it currently holds. As Russia is unlikely to go to war with Europe as that will
decrease in part due to a decrease in its chances of monitoring China’s ascending power;
and of having a regional preponderance and presence in the A-P. Taiwan could advocate

For an example of US commitment to Israel. See: Whitney Webb. ‘US Military Aid to Israel Set To
Exceed $3.8B, Or $23,000 Per Year For Every Jewish Family Living In Israel.’ MPNNews. 3 Aug,
2018. https://www.mintpressnews.com/us-military-aid-to-israel-set-to-exceed-3-8b-or-23000-peryear-for-every-jewish-family-living-in-israel/246996/
146 Patricia Zengerle. ‘U.S. senator plans measure to help Taiwan keep its allies.’ Reuters. 24 Aug,
2018.
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-taiwan-china-usa/us-senator-plans-measure-to-help-taiwan-keepits-allies-idUSKCN1L82HA
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for the presence of NATO forces in the Taiwan Strait and then eventually in Taiwan proper,
as a moderating and transitioning force (with some EU input also), and this would relieve
China-US frictions; and reduce the chance of a China-US war—a war which has a high
chance of becoming a total war.
As can be observed in numerous ongoing conflicts about territory and territories there are
points which the war of rivalry involves an extant of military force: India - Pakistan (Jammu
and Kashmir), China - India (Arunachal Prudesh), China – Japan (the Senkaku/Diaoyu
Islands), Russia – Ukraine (Crimea), England –Spain (Gibraltar), Israel –Syria (Golan
Heights) the list is long and borne of historic disputes. China will reach a breaking point in its
claims as there is no evidence-base to suggest that this will not happen unless the war of
rivalry is moderated—as per Gibraltar. Peaceful restitution without a level of military
intervention is an aberration, not the norm. China therefore, has to play a ‘waiting game’
which has been addressed to some considerable extent although it must have the Taiwan
issue settled by 2049. This is due to cultural Inculcations associated with the hundred year
anniversary of the revolution coming ‘full circle.’ China at the present time and as has been
alluded to, does not have the military capacity to extend its preponderance beyond an
immediate action. The problem for China’s military strategists is that a single action will not
overwhelm Taiwan’s military forces and moreover, Taiwan is currently able to adequately
defend its territories with its military resources for months. There has to be other strategies
implemented and a significant and one of most value is chronological. China must wait. It is
the contention of this thesis that China will in the twenty-first century, wait until 2031. At this
point in time it will set in place a decree: China has the right to forcefully retrocede Taiwan.
The declaration will be however, at the behest and outcome of the following major
happenings which are labelled ‘necessities and placement.’

China: Geo-Strategic necessities and placement


Its military will be highly-disciplined and -professional and able to undertake two midintensity conflicts simultaneously if needed;



The nine-digit line will be firmly geo-strategically understood and more established;



US isolationism will have increased;



For the US, Mexico, and the Central and South Americas will have overtaken or be a
more dominant focal point of foreign policy;



Russia’s navy will be stronger in the A-P and will have the propensity to act as a
bulwark to the US in the region;
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India will be a mid-level power in the region and will be forcing it’s A-P economic-and
strategic-policies which will act as another deterrent to the US;



Japan will have been threatened with annexation by China and Russia;



The US presence in Okinawa will have diminished considerably;



The US will have established it will not come to Taiwan’s aid with a naval presence in
the Taiwan Strait, or a boots-on-the-ground presence on Taiwan; and



Taiwan’s military will have less personnel per capita than 2018.

To be sure, the above reasons are tenuous when taken literally and as linear events.
Nonetheless, there is an evidence-base for these reasons to be given and whilst admitting
there are many more interweaving and intermingling factors they throw up the enormity of
the challenges with which Taiwan will have to come to terms with.
Broadly speaking China’s military is building up its professionalism and its regional intent is
reflected in the nine-digit line and moreover, the bombastic irredentist claim it represents has
not been disrupted in the region. Furthermore and as has been alluded to, China and
Russia have an active friendship and unique suspicion of Japan and thus, are essentially
enemies of Japan. Russia continues to build its naval forces and have a sustained presence
in the A-P and it is continuing to challenge the US with brinkmanship. Both countries
understand the domestic and military challenges Japan will have to come to terms with in the
third decade of the twenty-first century—an ageing population, lack of immigration, a
shrinking military and the recalcitrance of Okinawans regarding the US presence on their
home-island. Focussing on the core of the issue for Taiwan is to state that its ties to the US
cannot be ignored and moreover, the central issue of the US having been ‘bled dry’ fighting
wars of other people’s making and the South Americas and Mexico at the time of writing is
much more of a dynamic and problematic for the US. Should ‘Americanism not Globalism’
take hold the non-entry of a war with China looms large and the probability will expand. To
wit, as US foreign policy objectives are changed to those of non-sacrifice toward and for
others will translate to, unless China directly threatens the US there will be no direct support
for Taiwan. Notwithstanding this, the matérial support will remain strong. An extrapolation
of the abovementioned can now be made.

China and war: From waiting to when
The timeline of 2031 being the disruptor will be used by China as a stimulus to Taiwan’s
2032 elections, which will allow it to monitor the status of the ‘independence vote’ through
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the prism of the possibility of a war having manifested into a reality. And moreover, it will
create division in Taiwanese society; force politicians’ to declare their position and standing
about the China threat; and generate the concerns of allies and potential allies.
Notwithstanding these factors, it remains unlikely that the stance regarding independence
will remain relatively strong due to the sociological underpinnings of the voting-blocs that
wield power and which will in 2032 still have considerable influence—which in a liberaldemocracy demands recognition. To be sure, a ten years beyond the 2032 Taiwan elections
would probably yield a different result as per the voting-bloc as many would be deceased,
and from this perspective it is safe to argue, the younger demographic would have a lessstrong independence stance when faced with such the consequences of it producing a war.
Therein lies a problem for Taiwan as paradoxically even though the politico-momentum
would change in a decade there is within this construct a problem for China that must be
confronted: China cannot wait too long in its retrocession and unification ambitions and
therefore deferring beyond the early 2030s would mean that it could be at war in the lead up
to its 2049 anniversary—this is not a position the CCP would be able to tolerate as all of
China must be unified by this time. Based on these principles—albeit, having some
prediction elements within them—the CCP must act upon its irredentist policies and its
unification intent and bring them to fruition; and within this process it will attempt to establish
its future through increasingly focussed anti-independence policies toward Taiwan. China
will therefore, reserve the right at any time from the declaration in 2031 to sink any
Taiwanese vessel in the Strait; will demand that all ROC Navy vessels be restricted to
harbour and that any and all ROC Air Force aircraft be confined to only overfly its terrestrial
territory; will adopt a ‘shoot first’ policy for all aircraft that stray beyond said boundaries; and
will reserve the right to seize any and all Taiwanese fiscal, and physical assets on its
mainland territories.
These abovementioned will offer China a ‘space’ to observe how Taiwan will react to the
intimidation it delivers and as the catastrophic changes in the political arena come into play it
will involve other nation-states which will in turn bring pressure to bear on Taiwan—in order
to avoid a war breaking out. Paradoxically, and as has been used in other instances such as
the Democratic Republic of Korea (North Korea) and the Republic of Korea (South Korea)
one belligerents hostile overtones are needed to be diminished by potential adversary. In
simpler terms Taiwan will be expected to deter war by succumbing to China’s mantra. An
end result of this type of quasi-gunboat diplomacy is Taiwan will be pushed by others to
cede to China’s demands and in turn the CCP will be commended for not resorting to war, of
respecting the Treaty of Westphalia, and of ‘giving Taiwan a chance.’ Whilst China’s
presence in the Taiwan Strait and its activities will become more numerous and while a
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shoot-down accident that engulfs each country in an immediate kinetic and tumultuous
exchange cannot be ruled out, the aforementioned actions will nonetheless be designed to
exhaust ROC forces—the first phase of a limited-war-of-exhaustion taking place.
To be sure, the PLAN and the PLAAF will attempt to avoid war until a breaking point is
reached and should none of the abovementioned machination achieve the desired
retrocession China will be compelled to initiate a kinetic phase of operations—which will take
place after the 2032 elections and before the 2036 elections. The breaking point established
and announced in the UNGA, China will then embark upon its ‘indirect strategy’ of having the
permission to command a ‘shooting war’ although it will not attack immediately. The threatof-force will be enough to cause politico-pandemonium in the UNGA and the UNSC as the
probability of a limited war—which will have the potential to spiral into a total war—begins to
be treated as a certainty in UN forums. Taiwan will, by this time be in a complete and utter
panic as the second phase of the strategy evolves as per the ‘attacks on the enemy’s
economy and peripheral areas to erode its capacity to resist,’147 and aside from a mass
exodus of the elite and the upper-middle classes which will have diminished its population
somewhat, China will remain present, unrepentant and will consistently retain the unification
mantra whilst which will incrementally be backed by increasing threat.
Should Taiwan not put into place a forum that will discuss ceding to China, whether it be
through the auspices of the UN or another setting such as ASEAN or the EU, an attack will
take place before the 2036 elections. China will not tolerate another election with the
possibility of more independence dialogue and unification to keep being stalled. The initial
attack will be a shock and awe attack which will destroy vital infrastructure, many bridges
and some places of symbolic ‘independence-driven’ importance, such as the presidential
palace and the Chiang Kai-shek memorial. The PLAN and the PLAAF will take up a
blockading presence in the Taiwan Strait and cut off sea-lane trade routes. Ships of
innocent passage will be permitted which will be in keeping with China’s tolerance-driven
dialogues however, few will take up the opportunity and very few will access the Strait and in
keeping with previous positions all ships will have to agree to being inspected by the PLAN
should it so desire. A blockade will ensue accompanied by more, although intermittent
strikes which will be designed to subjugate the population and allow for elections to take
place, in the possibility candidates will establish platforms of negotiation with China. To be
sure and a position that should not be overlooked is that China wants Taiwan intact (as it did
Hong Kong) due to its tax-raising and other beneficial fiscal elements it possesses; and as
many Taiwanese live on mainland China, the CCP is mindful of the ‘ex-pat’ population
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becoming belligerent. The aforementioned firmly in place and understood the overall
parameters of Taiwan-China cross-Strait machinations can now be addressed in a direct
manner.

Conclusion
Notwithstanding all of the aforementioned factors, it should be assumed that China that
China will revert to the use of maximum force and the complete subjugation of Taiwan—
beyond the war of rivalry that is already taking place—should its resistance to the unification
process be seen as taking ‘too long.’ Conclusively and from an historical perspective, there
is no evidence-base within this thesis that a nation-state which has undergone an industrial
revolution, has a (relatively) harmonious domestic populace, has sought peace in the pursuit
of their irredentist policies. All have expanded beyond their borders and used violence when
and where necessary. China is currently displaying normative behaviours and strategies
from those that have gone before and moreover, Taiwan needs to accept the historical
reality of hostile actions being part of irredentist policies with the intention of follow up kinetic
action being a common occurrence. The evidence on which this is historically premised and
with the absolute power in the first instance being followed by the subjugated in the second
(and in no particular order) is inherent in the following examples of conquest through
violence,


Japan – China, Korea and Southeast Asia;



Spain – South Americas;



Portugal – West Africa and Timor-Leste;



England – Africa, Afghanistan, Australia, China, Ireland and India;



France – Indochina and Oceania;



Germany – Western Europe, Russia and the Mediterranean region;



US – Philippines, Central Americas, Diego Garcia, Hawaii, Indochina, Japan;



Netherlands – Indonesia; and



USSR – East Berlin, Hungary and Yugoslavia.148
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The countries mentioned are by no means a comprehensive list of the aggressor and the subdued
and are only used in order to highlight the point of expansionism and of directly linking the concept to
the reality of violent actions extramural to the dominant entity (cum monarchy, dictator or nationstate). A more extensive extrapolation could include the micro-states of Italy, the Crusades, Roman
Empire and numerous other republics, institutions and feudal estates. It should be understood that
the industrial revolution referred to is driven by inventiveness and science and technology, particularly
those of war-making—the manufacture and distribution of weapons and the support infrastructure.
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The qualified danger and from a war-making perspective it should be noted and
comprehensively understood by the Taiwanese government that throughout the build-up
and eventual use of deliberate violent actions China will consider its engagement against
Taiwan to comprise a regional mid-intensity conflict, although it will have a ‘total war attitude’
to the outcome. This attitude and military stance will be due to the aforementioned
commitments to a total war and are present in the evidence and reality that as the war ‘drags
on’ the stakes for the CCP will become higher. This perspective should be emphatically
understood. For Taiwan, a war of this type will comprise a slog-of-attrition in a fortress
environment. The destruction that will be wrought will be dependent upon whether China
upgrades or retards its steel-to-target consistencies and over time whether there is
dedicated and persistent politico- or military-interventions of others and moreover, the level
of destruction will also remain dependent upon the politico-parameters—to what extent they
will get involved and the subsequent ceasefire demands—of others. In simpler terms, as
the kinetic actions of the war continue any diminishing of ferocity will have to involve other
actors or institutional representatives. This may include but not be limited to the presence of
a navy (or navies) under ASEAN, EU, NATO, or UN guidance—there will be some US
presence although the evidence that has been presented suggests that it will not be a major
actor as increasing isolationism will become a mainstay of US foreign policy.
Whilst the engagement of other actors will temper China’s ambition to take Taiwan they will
not deter China and only be instrumental in moderating the ferocity of the war. China will
‘stay the course.’ Although the presence of another capable force or forces will cause
friction with China, as it will observe the presence of other actors as tantamount to deterring
its inherent Treaty rights and responsibilities, it will however, only be through such a prism
that a ‘shooting war’ will be moderated. The problem for Taiwan will be that upon an act of
war taking place there will not be immediate intervention on the part of other actors. It is a
germane yet necessary point to make that in a globalised world nation-states must take all
other relevant actors and their concomitant power-stakes into account, and in a much more
substantive way as the competitive environment is much more robust and potentially
conflictual than when a single hegemon ruled.149
To be certain, Taiwan will not be able to sustain the high-functioning and robust country that
it is in 2018, under the constraints of a blockade; or when faced with the reality and actuality

Other factors that may be included in the peripheral though necessary part of advancement should be
the allegiance components of organized militias and other loyal forces.
149 What is meant by this statement for instance is, Vietnam, Malaysia and Japan and Russia, (to
mention only four) have to take into account the strategic positions of each other as part of the A-P
region in a more nuanced way, whereas in the 1990s – (early) twenty-first century, a US-focus would
have been paramount as it was the hegemon.
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of intermittent high-intensity raids—Japan during WWII is testament to this practice and its
dire outcomes, as is the Palestinian territories under Israeli dominance in the post-WWII era,
and in more contemporary times Syria in its war against the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria
exogenous militia. Whilst the intensity and magnitude of any kinetic action may ebb and flow
depending on politico-negotiations and military ramifications, the persistence and necessity
to take Taiwan by China will remain omnipresent, and will not diminish over time. Should the
situation drag out until the end of the third decade of the twenty-first century the CCP will
without doubt, exercise a tactical invasion by the PLA; as at this point in time the politicoirenic solutions will have been removed; Taiwan will have the majority of its infrastructure
disabled; and the ROC military will be exhausted. Albeit this scenario is unlikely to
eventuate as there would be pressures from within ASEAN, EU, the NATO and the UNSC
which would instigate a renewed negotiations the part of the CCP. There would, if the notion
of an invasion were to become truly manifest be a last-resort compulsions to bring the kinetic
phase of a Taiwan-China war to an end. The possibility of an invasion would become
dominant in the UNGA as the escalation of a broader regional conflict would have become a
near-happening reality.
Notwithstanding the abovementioned, and due to the structure of Taiwanese society there
would also have been political ramifications in its domestic environment. An end to the war
would be sought from within. The end to a war would have evolved and as the society is
highly-educated and cosmopolitan, and as this status is a comprehensive inculcation, an end
to the war would have become paramount as it took its collective toll on Taiwanese society.
Ultimately it is a germane yet necessary point to make that due to the political structural
functionalism of Taiwan—that of being a liberal-democracy—it is dependent upon each
voting individual and the collectives therein. The normative assembly of voters’ would, as
time went on, either expand upon or diminish its independence-orientation and as the war
continued the dedication to independence would be at the behest of the voting public.
Notwithstanding, this factor small groups are generated in societies that go to war—as per
the Russian example—and Taiwan would be no different, although such an occurrence
would be magnified in their liberal-democracy. In simpler terms, there would be societal
disruption as those that did not want the war would form protest movements which would
have to be contended with by the government. Nevertheless, China is unwavering in its
determination to unify its territories and this should be thoroughly understood by Taiwan. To
wit, the notion that for the CCP the bringing of Taiwan into the fold of rejuvenating the Middle
Kingdom to its former grand status is the ultimate aim and moreover, it is the generational
and doctrinal veracity that drives the motivation. To be sure, this thesis is premised on the
‘nascent phase’ of pax-Sino and within the normative structures of ‘rising’ which have been
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alluded to, the premise of the China as a nation-state continually partaking in the process will
remain a continuum. In simpler term, China will persist with unification to whatever point that
mainstay requires, up to, and including the destruction of Taiwan.
Therefore, China will continue its ascendancy as those before it have done and whilst there
may be degrees of plateauing in the process, they will eventually be usurped by further
growth. This is the very ‘nature’ of ascendancy and the underpinning of ‘pax.’ Thus,
whether it be series of skirmishes, a conflict, a limited war or a total war in China’s pursuant
retrocession of Taiwan, and although problems will be posed for China in the process of
launching and sustaining a war, China will remain from the outset determined the process
will take place as a pivotal point in its movement toward pax-Sino. If it takes a war for China
to retake Taiwan, the Taiwanese people should be under no illusion that war will become a
reality through the prism of the ‘pause an effect’ programme and strategy that has been
alluded to in the thesis. The war, this thesis argues and the ‘pause’ phases will be launched
in 2031 as all of the aforementioned necessary categories will be in place, and should
Taiwan show no sign of engaging in a unification-driven dialogue, a kinetic ‘shooting war’
exchange will commence at the latest chronological point of 2035. This will be due to the
approaching of another election phase in Taiwan; of 2049 being chronologically closer; and
of the window of opportunity offered having stalled or been ignored.
There have been many nuanced applications reviewed and examined in this thesis and
whilst the numerous cogent arguments have been analysed, the fact remains in the inexact
science of preponderance-forecasting in contemporary times—the twentieth century and
beyond—there is approximately 25 years before a nation-state extends beyond its ‘nascent
phase’150 of preponderance. The end result is the placement of irredentism comes to the
fore; and the nation-state acts upon its historic antecedents and thus, exercises its claims
with more vigorous politico-platforms which are inevitably linked to suasion-through-force.
As stipulated, by 2031 China will have been in its ‘nascent phase’ for approximately 35 years
and will be about to enter a greater sphere-of-influence and extend its preponderance
tendencies from that of incremental to exponential. Taiwan should not be distracted by any
pretence that it will not be at the forefront of China’s politico-aggrandisement; and military
forthrightness. Due to these two factors the government of Taiwan should, by 2031, adjust

150

Nation-states reverting to war in order to apply their irredentist policies through war can be loosely
traced to approximately 25 – 30 years after an industrial revolution. Japan after winning the JapanRusso War would invade Manchuria approximately 30 years later, the US after the winning of the
Korean War would venture in earnest into Vietnam 20 – through 25 years later, France after being
decimated in WWI would venture into Indochina 30 years later. There are many more examples that
can be attributed and measured in this way. This thesis merely recognises a loose pattern and the
evidence has been used to supplement the argument, and acknowledges only that whilst a pattern
does exist much more erudite analysis is needed.
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its policies accordingly and align its parameters to advantageous negotiations, or prepare for
a long-term war-of-attrition, and a blockade that is accompanied by a punishment phase
strategy of operations. The prescribed action of the window of opportunity will be delivered
on or about 2031, and whilst there is a chance that it will be elevated into a series of kinetic
actions immediately, or after only a chronologically short phase, it remains the contention of
this thesis that it is unlikely as China will want the ‘window’ to produce favourable results
toward peaceful reunification. This stipulated, between 2031 and 2035, China’s attitude to
unification will become progressively more sclerotic. Should there be no progress toward
unification having been made, the ‘pause’ factor in the ascribed ‘pause and effect’ analogy
will be discarded, and according to the evidence-base presented a kinetic exchange cum
shooting war will take place at the latest date of 2035.
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