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We highly appreciate the numerous comments that we received from our cherished readers since the 
publication of the Taiwan Brain Trust (TBT) Newsletter. Your valuable opinions motivate us to make 
even greater efforts in compiling this newsletter. We would like to thank you all for your suggestions and 
encouragement. This month we invited experts from various fields to share their views and observations 
on major current domestic and international issues such as the meeting between Eric Chu, chairman of 
Taiwan's ruling Kuomintang (KMT), and Chinese President Xi Jinping, the launch of the Asian Infrastructure 
Investment Bank (AIIB) and Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe's visit to the United States.

The latest TBT opinion poll conducted in April drew attention because it highlighted the influence of 
external factors on Taiwan’s presidential and legislative elections in early 2016. Hsu Yung-ming, director 
of the TBT Survey Center, discusses the survey outcome in “International Factors Affecting 2016 Taiwan 
Presidential Election.” The article also underlines the strategic importance of Taiwan in the triangular 
relationship with the United States and China.

The closely watched Chu-Xi meeting took place in Beijing on May 4. In " ‘Chu-Xi Meeting: Gaining 
Nothing But Problems “ Tung Li-wen, member of TBT advisory committee points out the meeting between 
the two party leaders fell short of KMT expectations. On top of that, Chu's statement that “the two sides of 
the Taiwan Strait belong to one China" will negatively affect the KMT’s election prospects in 2016 and will 
make Taiwan’s future political road even more arduous.

The year 2015 marks the 70th anniversary of the end of World War II, during which Japan was the major 
enemy of the United States in the war’s Pacific theater. Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe made it a point 
to visit the former enemy nation precisely in this year of commemorative events. During his trip, the two 
nations reached consensus on major strategic issues such as the Trans-Pacific Partnership Agreement, AIIB 
participation and the revision of the Guidelines for U.S.-Japan Defense Cooperation. Liu Shih-chung, the 
previous TBT president, thoroughly analyzes Abe’s U.S. trip from various angles in “Dissecting Shinzo�� 
Abe’s U.S. Trip.”

At the same time, China made certain breakthroughs in 2015 in its efforts to launch the AIIB. To date the 
Japanese government has been reiterating its “cautious” stance on the country’s possible participation in the 
bank. In "Japan's Stance on the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank” TBT Research Department Director 
Li Ming-juinn looks into the political and economic aspects of the AIIB issue from Japanese perspective. 

This April, China released a Blue Book of Public Diplomacy. In “A Review of China’s Public Diplomacy 
“ Sun Guo-xiang, associate professor at the Department of International Affairs and Business of Nanhua 
University, gives an overview of China's image among the other BRICS nations, Beijing’s high-speed railway 
diplomacy and the rise of Chinese enterprises. He draws the conclusion that China’s public diplomacy has 
achieved some partial results in Africa but still faces certain challenges in the surrounding areas. 

Our last article is about the Democratic Progressive Party (DPP) officially nominating DPP Chairperson 
Tsai Ing-wen as its presidential candidate in mid-April. Germany’s international broadcaster Deutsche Welle 
(DW) interviewed TBT vice president Lin Ting-hui on the implications of Tsai’s nomination. In the interview 
Lin shared his views on various issues of public concern such as cross-strait relations, Tsai’s statement on 
maintaining the status quo and the American factor [in Taiwanese elections].

As an island nation Taiwan must adopt a macroscopic view in our globalized 21st century. The TBT 
Newsletter aspires to provide our Taiwanese readers with in-depth analysis of major events at home and 
abroad and our international readers with the Taiwanese perspective on recent events. Since its resumption 
in May this year, the “TBT ePaper” has mainly carried articles penned by our researchers. If you have any 
suggestions or comments please drop us a line at info@braintrust.tw or post a message on our Facebook 
page. Thank you.

Editor's Note
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International Factors Affecting the 2016 Taiwan 
Presidential Elections

A Taiwan Brain Trust survey carried out 
in April 2015 asked which country, the 

US, Japan, or China, has the most influence on 
Taiwan’s presidential elections. Almost 50% of 
respondents indicated the US, 36% said China, 
and only about 1% pointed to Japan, underscoring 
changes in the international balance of power. 
The US still plays the most important role in East 
Asia with the influence of other countries now 
paling in comparison. In addition, since Taiwan 
began holding direct presidential elections, its 
voters have grown accustomed to major powers 
employing a variety of methods, such as the 1996 
Taiwan Strait Missile Crisis, the 2000 Zhu Rongji 
interview, the first Lien Hu meetings of 2005, 
letters to the editor in the Financial Times from 
high-level individuals in the US National Security 
Agency in 2011, and Xi Jinping’s comment about 
the “earth shaking” earlier this year, to influence 
elections. The US and China have continued to 
direct political rhetoric at Taiwan, and despite 
its close relationship with Taiwan, Japan has 
remained relatively silent on the issue of Taiwan 
elections.

Worth noting is the surprising fact that when 
comparing the US and the PRC, almost half 
of Taiwanese voters, regardless of political 
background, believe that the US’ attitude has 
the greatest impact on Taiwan elections. This 
is even true among pan-blue voters, 37% of 
which believe that China has the greatest impact, 
while 55% feel that the US does. Young voters 

(20~29), however, believe that China and the US 
command about the same influence, about 45% 
on each side.

When asked the question: “If China announces 
a position and supports a given candidate, would 
that influence who you vote for?” 84% responded 
“No.” Almost 80% of pan-blue voters indicated 
that outside pressure on Taiwan’s elections 
backfires as is evidenced in the election victories 
of Lee Teng-hui in 1996 and Chen Shui-bian 
in 2000. In contrast, China’s pick, Ma Ying-
jeou, won in 2008 and 2012. The survey figures 
above cannot directly explain the changes in 
the international atmosphere for this election, 
possibly because China’s influence on Taiwan 
has declined or it might simply be a response of 
voters who do not like this particular topic.

The decline in China’s influence is suggested 
by the major issues for this election. When asked 
“What issue does the new president in 2016 need 
to tackle first?”, 56.7% of respondents indicated 
the economy, 15.2% improving government 
efficiency, 12.6% social equality and justice, 
and, coming in last with only 3.9% of the vote, 
was cross-strait relations. This suggests that the 
current administration’s stress on the economy in 
recent years has been ineffective. What’s more, 
the public has expressed strong dissatisfaction 
with the fact the lion’s share of the “cross-strait 
dividend” resulting from improvements in cross-
strait relations has been enjoyed by specific 
groups and has resulted in the formation of a “new 
cross-strait privileged class”. 

Hsu Yung-ming
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Public sentiment suggests that the 2016 
presidential election will shift to form an election 
tone characterized by introverted thinking and 
emphasis on governing capacity.

As to election issues, in contrast to a March 
opinion poll that showed that Eric Chu enjoyed 
more support than Wang Jing-ping, the Taiwan 
Brain Trust’s most recent survey indicates that 
Wang now enjoys greater support than Chu for 
the first time within the KMT (39% vs. 36%). As 
to why, in addition to Chu’s continued insistence 
that he will not run in the upcoming election, 
because he is going to finish his term as New 
Taipei City mayor, the support Chu is receiving 
is also related to some degree to the holding of 
the Chu/Xi meeting during the KMT-CCP Forum 
which recently came to a close. Wang enjoys 
higher support than Chu within the party, but it’s 
a good idea to keep an eye on comparative public 
opinion polls that include Tsai Ing-wen, the 
DPP’s confirmed candidate. There are large gaps 
in the support received by Chu, Wang, and Tsai, 
but at 15.7%, the gap between Chu and Tsai is 
smaller than the 17.1% between Wang and Tsai. 
When compared with polls taken last month, 
however, we note that the gap between Chu and 
Tsai has shrunk from 20.9% to 15.2%, while 
that between Wang and Tsai has increased from 
16.4% to 17.1%.

Looking at the opinion polls results as a 
whole, we note that although the public is highly 
dissatisfied with the current authority and party 
in power, the conspicuous decline in support for 
the DDP, the largest opposition party, should 
also raise concern among relevant individuals. 
Looking to the 2016 election, expectations of 
a transfer of power still runs at 75%. With the 
difficulties the KMT is experiencing in deciding 

on a presidential candidate, we need to continue 
watching the political and sociological landscape 
of Taiwan, the power balance of which could 
shift at the drop of a hat.

(Hsu Yung-ming is director of TBT survey center)
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 Chu-Xi Meeting: Gaining Nothing But Problems

Th e  n e w l y  m i n t e d  c h a i r m a n  o f  t h e 
Kuomintang (KMT), Eric Chu, not only 

walked away empty-handed from May fourth’s 
KMT-Chinese Communist Party (CCP) Forum 
and Chu-Xi Meeting, but also stirred discussion 
within Taiwan and the international community 
with his statement that “both sides of the Taiwan 
Strait belong to one China.” The Associated Press 
(AP) interpreted Chu’s remarks as support for 
“eventual unification with the Mainland China,” 
forcing Eric Chu to publicly clarify that his 
assertion that both sides belong to “one China” 
was made “in accordance with the Republic of 
China’s Constitution.” Chu further admonished 
the media not to take statements out of context 
or maliciously misrepresent them. It is readily 
apparent that the Chu-Xi meeting not only failed 
to achieve expected results, but has in fact set 
Eric Chu down an even more difficult political 
path.

Eric Chu’s trip to Beijing revealed a want of 
prior preparation and an inability to cope with 
the aftermath. Whether stemming from a lack 
of professionalism or from a disregard for the 
import of the meeting, Eric Chu’s aides arrived-
under-prepared and, in the wake of the meeting, 
were unable to produce an appropriate response. 
As a consequence, Chu has seen his presidential 
aspirations falter, leaving him no choice but to 
reiterate his resolve to successfully complete his 
term as New Taipei City mayor.

First, the KMT-CCP Forum is an aberration, a 
product born of developing cross-strait relations. 

This has led to incessant questioning of the 
forum’s legitimacy and appropriateness by the 
Democratic Progressive Party (DPP). Even Ma 
Ying-jeou himself has expressed disapproval of 
the KMT-CCP Forum’s transformation into an 
uncontrolled unit outside government purview; it 
was for this reason that Ma worked to weaken the 
influence of the forum during his time as KMT 
chairman.

Prior to Eric Chu’s departure, the Ma 
administration and the DPP had already set 
several tripwires for Chu as obstacles to his 
participation in the KMT-CCP Forum, including 
Mainland Affairs Council Minister Andrew 
Hsia’s promise before the Legislative Yuan that 
any outcome of the Chu-Xi meeting would not 
constrain the current government. This has not, 
however, stopped the DPP from taking issue with 
the capacity in which Chu attended the forum, 
the procedure of the forum, and the forum’s 
opaque and elitist nature. More importantly, the 
DPP put forward “Four Don’ts”: (1) Don’t talk 
of “one China, respective interpretations” only 
behind China’s back; (2) Don’t use the name 
Republic of China only in from of Dr. Sun Yat-
sen Memorial Hall at the Fragrant Hill in Beijing 
(3) Don’t leave Taiwan’s “three middles and one 
young” (i.e., the grassroots in Taiwan, including 
small and medium enterprises, the middle and 
lower classes, the common people in central and 
southern Taiwan, and the youth) issue to China to 
resolve; (4) Don’t state in Taiwan that you have 
no intention to run for president and then say on 
your return that you do in fact intend to run. Each 

Tung Li-wen
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of these four “Don’ts” represented a tremendous 
challenge to Eric Chu.

Second, Xi Jinping’s hard-nosed attitude and 
flexible strategy left Eric Chu unable to cope 
effectively. It is common knowledge that China’s 
current approach to the KMT is to compel it 
to complete a framework for institutionalizing 
the principle of “two sides of the Taiwan Strait 
belonging to one China” in order to prevent the 
DPP, should it assume power, from taking cross-
Strait relations back to the drawing board. In 
terms of China’s strategy, it no longer seeks to 
bestow gifts on Taiwan through the KMT, but 
rather is searching for new proxies to cultivate 
red power (i.e., communist influence) within 
Taiwan. As a result, Eric Chu found himself not 
to be a beneficiary of any gift from Xi. Given the 
situation, it is equally unlikely that he would have 
been able to accept any gift had one been offered.

Even more embarrassing is that in their 
interpretations of the Chu-Xi meeting, both 
Taiwan’s pro-unification media and many KMT 
members have said that Xi Jinping’s words were 
meant for the ears of DPP chairperson Tsai Ing-
wen. This sort of interpretation has the effect of 
placing the absent Tsai in the leading role while 
leaving the present Eric Chu out in the cold.

Once again, standing before Xi Jinping, 
Eric Chu offered his interpretation of the ’92 
Consensus. According to Chu, the ’92 Consensus 
represents a consensus reached after diligent 
and difficult work by predecessors in the Straits 
Exchange Foundation (SEF) and the Association 
for Relations Across the Taiwan Straits (ARATS), 
whereby both parties agreed that “both sides 
of the Taiwan Strait belong to one China, but 
with each side ascribing different contents and 

definitions to the concept of ‘one China.” Chu’s 
interpretation differs from past attempts to reach 
consensus through the KMT-CCP Forum and 
summits; Chu’s approach is unprecedented, with 
the emphasis placed on each side “ascribing 
different connotations and definitions.” Chu also 
pointed out that more progress should be made 
in moving from the past’s principle of “agree to 
disagree” toward the present’s “seeking common 
ground and respecting differences.”

In response, Xi Jinping noted that the Lien-
Hu meeting further established and adhered to 
the ’92 Consensus. He stated his opposition to 
Taiwan independence, and pointed out that cross-
strait relations have been moving in the right 
direction. In addition to “agreeing to differ,” Xi 
noted the need to expend more effort to “build 
up common ground and minimize differences.” 
He also indicated that the “two sides can consult 
with each other on an equal basis under the 
principle of One China, and reach a reasonable 
arrangement.”

In short, the Chu-Xi meeting and its primary 
content demonstrate not consensus, but rather 
KMT-CCP division. From this perspective, China 
is likely to continue to exert even more pressure 
on Eric Chu; Taiwan cannot afford to slacken its 
oversight of the KMT.

(Tung Li-wen is the member of TBT advisory 
committee)



8

Dissecting Shinzo Abe’s U.S. Trip

Before we examine whether Japanese Prime 
Minister Shinzo Abe's visit to the United 

States in late April was success, we must first 
understand the changes that Japan and the United 
States faced ahead of Abe’s visit in the political 
situation at home and abroad. First, this would be 
Abe’s first U.S. trip after he led his ruling Liberal 
Democratic Party (LDP) to a landslide victory in 
general elections in December last year. It would 
also coincide with the 70th anniversary of the end 
of World War II this year. During his trip Abe was 
to address a joint meeting of the U.S. Congress as 
the first Japanese prime minister ever to speak on 
Capitol Hill. Abe wanted to take advantage of this 
trip and this historic moment by stating Japan’s 
goal to promote “active pacifism" worldwide and 
by taking a humble, remorseful attitude toward 
what other nations regard as Japanese wartime 
crimes. The revision of the Guidelines for U.S.-
Japan Defense Cooperation would also help Abe 
continue to push for ending the ban on collective 
self-defense and the subsequent amendment 
of Japanese legislation to expand the scope of 
overseas missions by the Japanese Self-Defense 
Forces.

U.S. President Barack Obama, for his part, 
was under pressure as his term in office nears its 
end and Republican politicians were lambasting 
his foreign policy. He needed to exploit the 
strengthening of the U.S.-Japan Security Alliance 
to highlight the achievements of his “Rebalancing 
to the Asia-Pacific” strategy. Much worse, the 
launch of the Asian Infrastructure Investment 
Bank (AIIB) in March was a slap in the face of 
Washington and Tokyo. On top of that, Beijing 
has caused heightened tension with countries 

in the region due to its recent expansionist 
military moves in the South China Sea, such 
as continued land reclamation from the sea. 
Washington and Tokyo would take advantage 
of Abe’s visit to deepen security guarantees, 
hoping at the same time to reach a breakthrough 
in bilateral negotiations on the Trans-Pacific 
Partnership Agreement (TPP). They also felt the 
urgent strategic need to mutually counterbalance 
China’s rising political and economic influence in 
the Asia-Pacific region. 

Against the backdrop of these internal and 
external factors, Abe generally reached the 
following three major, preset goals: First, he 
confirmed another revision of the Guidelines 
for U.S.-Japan Defense Cooperation with 
Washington, which had been last revised 18 years 
ago. This endows the Japanese Self-Defense 
Forces with greater responsibility to participate 
in regional and global missions including joint 
patrol of the South China Sea with the U.S. 
military. Obama furthermore gave strong backing 
to Japan’s stance that Article 5 of the U.S.-Japan 
Security Treaty also covers the disputed Senkaku/
Diaoyutai Islands. Pointing to Chinese land 
reclamation and related construction activity in 
the South China Sea, Obama accused China of 
“flexing its muscles” and stated that, in response 
to these developments, the United States and 
Japan would jointly guard the freedom of the 
seas, the respect of international law and the 
peaceful resolution of conflicts.

Boosted by the red-carpet treatment and 
backing from Washington, Abe called an 
extraordinary Cabinet meeting on May 14 

Liu Shih-chung
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shortly after returning to Tokyo, which approved 
a set of 11 security-related draft bills that 
will provide the legal basis for the Japanese 
military’s participation in collective defense. Abe 
emphasized that Japan would honor its pledge not 
to wage war and would not be dragged into a war 
by the United States. The entire set of security 
bills have been submitted to the Diet, Japan’s 
parliament, on May 15 for review in the hope that 
it can be adopted before the end of the summer. 

The Obama administration hopes that 
following the revision of the Guidelines Japan 
will shoulder a greater share of U.S. security 
responsibilities in the Asia-Pacific region and 
around the globe. The Abe government also uses 
its incumbency advantage to gradually establish 
its new foreign and security policy. Although 
Washington and Tokyo unanimously stress that 
this move is not directed against any specific 
country, both sides clearly understand their 
ulterior motive.

The second goal is the TPP. The completion of 
TPP negotiations between Japan and the United 
States has become more urgent given the most 
recent boost for the AIIB. Now that the ball is 
in Obama’s court, the greatest challenge comes 
from anti-free trade lawmakers in Obama’s own 
Democratic Party. The question is whether the 
U.S. Congress will be able to swiftly pass a bill 
to renew the president’s fast-track negotiating 
authority for trade agreements, also known as 
trade promotion authority (TPA).

Obama has tried to exert pressure toward 
that aim through public opinion, stressing that 
if the United States does not write the rules 
for international trade, China will write those 
rules "in a way that gives Chinese workers and 
Chinese businesses the upper hand." After Obama 

bluntly criticized the TPA opponents within his 
Democratic Party, an overwhelming majority of 
Democratic senators blocked a vote in the U.S. 
Senate on May 12 to begin considering TPA 
legislation. Following the Senate debacle, Obama 
hastily lobbied for support among certain senior 
Democrats. However, even if the TPA bill were to 
pass the Senate it must still take another hurdle in 
the House of Representatives. Should Congress 
demand additional rules on the protection of 
worker rights or exchange rate manipulation, this 
would not go down well with other TPP members 
and even jeopardize the successful conclusion of 
the first round of TPP negotiations by year-end. 
Should this really happen, the completion of the 
TPP will become even more difficult next year 
once the U.S. presidential campaign enters the 
final red-hot stage. This would not only affect 
Obama’s place in history but also U.S. leadership 
and credibility in the Asia-Pacific region. 

As for speculation whether Abe would quote 
the words of apology by past Japanese prime 
ministers Tomiichi Murayama and Junichiro 
Koizumi, [when speaking before Congress] 
70 years after the end of World War II, Abe 
had repeatedly stated early on that he would 
uphold the Murayama and Koizumi statements 
but was not willing to personally use the word 
“apology.” Abe’s move triggered, of course, 
Chinese and South Korean resentment. However, 
in comparison to the first two goals, [pleasing 
China and South Korea] seems to no longer count 
among Abe’s top priority goals.

(Liu Shih-chung is former president of TBT)
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Japan’s Stance on the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank

To date the government of Japanese Prime 
Minister Shinzo Abe continues to take a 

cautious stance toward the nation’s participation 
in the Chinese-led Asian Infrastructure 
Investment Bank (AIIB). In the wake of World 
War II, the international financial system centered 
on Europe and the United States. For many 
years, Japan has therefore worked in tandem 
with the United States in international finance. 
While the United States spearheaded the World 
Bank, Japan led the Asian Development Bank 
(ADB) and Europe steered the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF). However, with the rise 
of China, the international economic regime is 
now seeing dramatic changes. The launch of the 
Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB) 
forces Japan to think over its own position for the 
future.

China is a major AIIB capital provider, the 
bank will be headquartered in Beijing and the 
first president of the AIIB is expected to be Jin 
Liqun, a Chinese national. Some Japanese are 
concerned that the AIIB could provide loans to 
some countries that are unable to service their 
debt, because China regards such lending as 
politically or diplomatically necessary. They 
therefore demand that China explain how 
transparency of the AIIB’s operations and its 
loan review mechanism can be ensured. At the 
same time, China’s intention to unilaterally 
change the status quo in the East China Sea and 
other disputed waters makes a strengthening 
of the U.S.-Japan security alliance even more 
imperative. As a result, Japan and the United 

States hope to continue to act in unison regarding 
the AIIB issue. Against this backdrop, it is only 
natural that Japan maintains a cautious stance on 
the AIIB.

However, since Britain announced in March, 
2015 that it will join the AIIB, other developed 
nation such as France, Germany and Italy have 
followed suit. When U.S. Treasury Secretary Jack 
Lew visited China in late March, speculation was 
rife that the United States is preparing to join 
the AIIB, too. Subsequently, voices advocating 
Japan’s accession to the AIIB quickly grew 
louder in the Japanese business world. The main 
argument cited by these AIIB advocates is: 
Should Tokyo refuse to join, Japan would lose 
the giant Asian market for basic infrastructure 
projects and miss business opportunities overseas. 

Most of those approving of Japan’s AIIB 
participation do not negate the risks involved 
with regard to the bank’s operations and loan 
approval process. They argue that Japan could 
push for the establishment of transparent and 
open operations and review systems at the AIIB 
if it were a member of the bank. These supporters 
of Japanese AIIB participation reason along 
the following line: Japan ought to adjust its 
national policy given that U.S. economic power 
and influence are on the decline, whereas the 
Chinese economy is rising quickly. Some people 
even think, “While Japan should still rely on the 
United States in the future for its security, it must 
rely on China for its economy.”

Li Ming-juinn
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Those who oppose Japanese AIIB involvement 
acknowledge that should Japan stay outside the 
bank, there is reason for concern that Japanese 
enterprises might loose business opportunities 
in Asian infrastructure development. However, 
they point out that it is hard to trust China’s 
“rule of men” regime and that Chinese economic 
development is about to hit bottlenecks. They 
argue China's motive behind the launch of the 
AIIB is not really to consider the economic 
needs on the Eurasian continent. Instead, China 
“economically wants to export overseas materials 
for infrastructure projects, for which domestic 
sales have been sluggish. Geo-strategically, 
it wants to ensure the safety of sea-lanes for 
the transport of natural resources. Politically, 
it wants to counter the existing international 
financial organizations and challenge the current 
international financial order.”

 At the same time, those who oppose Japan’s 
participation now believe that, as the leader 
of the ADB Japan should not support an AIIB 
whose clear intention is to work against the ADB. 
Moreover, the AIIB’s international prestige will 
suffer as long as Japan and the United States as 
two major economic powers do not join so that it 
will be difficult for the AIIB member countries to 
reach an A quality credit rating for the bonds they 
issue to contribute to the bank’s working capital. 
This means the cost of working capital would be 
very high which is why China is actually very 
worried that Japan and the United States will not 
join. Against this backdrop, Japan and the United 
States should join hands and cooperate based on 
their own superiority. They should negotiate with 
China to see to it that the AIIB operates in line 
with international standards for transparency and 
fairness. 

Furthermore, a recent opinion poll by 
Japanese national daily Sankei Shimbun and 
the Fuji Television Network showed that 20.1 
percent of the respondents support Japanese 
AIIB participation whereas 53.5 percent of the 
respondents oppose it. The opponents among the 
Japanese public are aware that staying outside the 
AIIB means missing business opportunities in the 
Asian market. However, since China has created 
a deeply belligerent and hegemonic image among 
the Japanese with its hardline stance on [territorial 
and maritime disputes in] the East China and 
South China Seas in recent years, the Japanese 
do not approve of their country’s accession to the 
China-led AIIB. Of course, such strong public 
sentiment is a huge shot in the arm for Abe’s 
decision not to join the AIIB for the time being.

(Li Ming-juinn is director of TBT research 
department)
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A Review of China’s Public Diplomacy

Sun Guo-xiang

Produced under the aegis of the Public 
Diplomacy Institute of Renmin University, 

and in cooperation with the Central Party 
School, China Foreign Affairs University, 
Communication University of China, Beijing 
Foreign Studies University, and experts in public 
diplomacy from the Journalism Institute of the 
Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, the Blue 
Book on Public Diplomacy was released in April, 
2015.

The blue book notes that since the beginning 
of the 21st century, the trend of economic 
globalization has increased mutual influence 
and deepened interdependence between states. 
Taken together with the current world situation 
(such as the rise of BRICS nations, the European 
debt crisis, and the U.S. Pivot to Asia) and recent 
changes in a number of international affairs 
(such as the American withdraw of troops from 
Iraq and the worsening situation in the Diaoyu-
-known in Japan as the Senkaku--Islands) have 
led to a sudden rise in the importance of public 
diplomacy. Many states have already taken the 
step of incorporating public diplomacy into 
their respective overall global strategies. China, 
therefore, cannot do otherwise. However, the 
blue book also calls attention to the negative 
implications of China’s public diplomacy.

China’s  Image among Brics  Partners 
Disappointing

According to the blue book, China’s national 
image among respondents in brics nations shows 
vast room for improvement. Repondents in India 
and China score their own countries highest 
(Chinese give China a score of 7.88 points out 
of 10 points while Indians award India a score 

of 7.82 / 10 points) while each reserving the 
lowest marks for the other (Chinese give India 
a score of 5.13 / 10 points while Indians score 
China 5.84 / 10 points). This situation relates 
directly to the two nations’ outstanding border 
dispute, as well as to additional important factors 
such as the lack of opportunity for direct contact 
and understanding, existing stereotypes, and 
economic competition.

Chinese and South Africans each rank the 
other country 4th. Points awarded by Chinese to 
South Africa (6.05 / 10 points) far outstrip the 
5.13 points / 10 points given to the country in 5th 
place. On the South African side, however, the 
5.51 / 10 points awarded to China are essentially 
equal to the 5.46 points / 10 points given to the 
country ranked 5th. China established diplomatic 
relations with South Africa in 1998, and the short 
16-year history of official contact between the 
two nations has meant. a persisting dearth of 
civilian exchanges and understanding. In terms 
of economics, China is South Africa’s largest 
trading partner, and South Africa is China’s 
largest trading partner in Africa. Perceptions 
of Chinese “resource exploitation” and “new 
colonialism” have profoundly affected South 
African people’s impression of China.

Between China and Russia, there is a marked 
discrepancy in each one’s view of the other’s 
national image.While Chinese rank Russia 2nd 
(7.09 points ot of 10 points), Russians’ low 
scoring of China place it in 4th place (5.66 points 
/ 10 points), revealing an “impression deficit.” 
As to China and Brazil, respondents from each 
country rank the other country comparably, with 
each state ranked 3rd by the other.
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China’s High-Speed Rail Exports as a Source of 
Foreign-Aid Issues 

China’s high-speed rail is no longer a simple 
construction project, but is viewed by locals as a 
symbol of the Chinese government’s development 
designs, and carries with it the possibility of 
resource exploitation, environmental damage, 
and perhaps even potential forcible seizure 
of territory. On the one hand, the high-speed 
rail brings with it an expectation of definite 
advantages and benefits for the local people 
and for economic development. However, on 
the other hand, construction of the railway is 
also perceived as a Chinese grab for resources 
in Asia, particularly in Southeast Asia and 
Central Asia, and as a component of Chinese 
regional governments’ strategies. The states 
involved are primed to serve as springboards to 
China’s realization of Southeast Asian benefits. 
Domestically, high-speed rail construction has 
led to the expropriation of arable farm land and 
to environmental destruction. At present, China’s 
high-speed rail is bringing similar circumstances 
to bear on other developing countries in Southeast 
Asia. 

Rising Chinese Enterprise as Catalyst for 
Negative Foreign Media Attention

In step with China’s rising comprehensive 
national power,  Chinese enterprises are 
penetrating ever deeper into the international 
market. As these businesses gradually shift 
from traditional manufacturing to the emergent 
technology industry, products “Made in China” 
are permeating markets in other nations. At the 
same time that Chinese enterprises are spreading 
abroad however, the development of foreign 
enterprises within China is shrinking. Facing 
increasingly strong Chinese enterprises, a fear 
of damages to the interests of foreign companies 
has led the international community to become 
less “tolerant” toward Chinese enterprises than 
had previously been the case. Negative views 
and public opinion of Chinese enterprises abroad 

has placed tremendous pressure on the overseas 
development of Chinese enterprises. In addition 
to the threats posed by foreign enterprises, 
Chinese enterprises have also found themselves 
bruised in international competition due to their 
late start, backwards management, and low level 
of modernization. They have found themselves 
targets of critical reporting by the foreign media, 
which have provided an endless stream of reports 
on the substandard quality of Chinese products, 
the opaque management practices of Chinese 
enterprises, and the like.

Conclusion: International Survey Shows 
Chinese Public Diplomacy Effective in Africa, 
Challenged along China’s Periphery

In Gallup’s Rating World Leaders: What 
People Worldwide Think of the U.S., China, 
Russia, the EU and Germany, results related 
to China show that, by country, the top ten 
nations with a positive view of China are all 
African, including the Republic of Mali (86%), 
Burkina Faso (77%), Ivory Coast (76%), etc. 
Conversely, those countries where people most 
often professed a negative view of China include 
Germany, Norway, and Switzerland, and other 
western countries. The 2015 annual report by the 
Pew Research Center on U.S.-Japan relations 
shows a general distrust of both Americans and 
Japanese for China, with only 30% of Americans 
professing trust in China, and only a meager 
7% of Japanese believing China can be trusted. 
However, among American youth, there are more 
who believe that establishing strong economic 
ties with China is increasingly important. The 
focal point of Chinese public diplomacy should 
be on achieving substantive results rather than 
mere public relations measures.

(Sun Guo-xiang is associate professor of 
Department of International Affairs and Business, 
Nanhua University, Taiwan)
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Excerpts from Deutsche Welle’s Interview with Taiwan 
Brain Trust’s Vice President Lin Ting-hui

Edited by TBT

On April 15, 2015, Democratic Progressive 
Party (DPP) chairperson, Tsai Ing-wen 

officially won her party’s nomination for the 2016 
presidential election. In the 2012 presidential 
election, Tsai Ing-wen garnered just 45% of the 
vote, losing to the incumbent, President Ma Ying-
jeou, and prematurely ending the so-called “Final 
Mile” of her presidential quest. To find out more 
about the state of Tsai’s comeback and to answer 
the question of whether she can finish the “Final 
Mile” of her presidential race, Deutsche Welle 
(DW) conducted a special interview with Taiwan 
Brain Trust’s (TBT) Vice President Lin Ting-hui.

DW: In 2011, that is, prior to Taiwan’s last 
presidential election, many American scholars 
and think tanks expressed doubt that Tsai Ing-
wen had the necessary ability to handle cross-
strait relations. This had a tremendous effect on 
Tsai Ing-wen’s presidential campaign. What is 
the greatest obstacle on Tsai Ing-wen’s path to the 
presidency this time around? Is it still the cross-
strait relations issue?

Lin Ting-hui: I believe the greatest challenge 
[to Tsai Ing-wen’s presidential campaign] 
likely isn’t cross-strait relations, Taiwan-U.S. 
relations, or relations with neighboring states, 
but is Taiwan’s economic problems, for example, 
industrial transformation, youth employment, 
the wealth gap, etc. In the past, Ma Ying-
jeou’s economic policies have depended on the 
[Chinese] mainland’s industrial economy abroad. 
But now, the [Chinese] mainland’s economic 
growth has slowed, labor costs are rising [there], 

and [their] traditional manufacturing is moving 
abroad. Now Taiwan can no longer look solely 
to cross-strait [business] to yield benefits, but 
should rather attempt to achieve some kind of 
breakthrough on the international scene. 

DW: Not long ago, the American Institute 
in Taiwan’s (AIT) former managing director, 
Barbara Schrage, publicly stated that Tsai Ing-
wen’s 2011/12 cross-strait policy was hollow and 
disappointing. The Taiwanese people have the 
right to know the DPP’s mainland policy before 
next year’s presidential election, and one day ago, 
Tsai Ing-wen proposed “maintaining the status 
quo” as the new mainland [China] policy. Do you 
believe all sides will be able to accept this new 
policy?

Lin Ting-hui: Like the “92 consensus,” 
“maintaining the status quo” is actually a vague 
term. As to what exactly the “status quo” is, Tsai 
Ing-wen hasn’t offered a clear explanation. But 
Beijing, Washington, Taipei, Blue (Kuomintang, 
KMT), and Green (DPP) can all offer their own 
interpretation. For the deep-Green, the Taiwan 
independence fundamentalists, the status quo 
is Taiwan as an independent sovereign nation. 
For Beijing, the status quo is maintaining cross-
strait exchanges after eight years under Ma 
Ying-jeou’s administration on the basis of the 
92 consensus. For the United States, the status 
quo is the preservation of peace in the strait and 
in the Asia-Pacific region as a whole, so that the 
United States use what strength it has to deal 
with Iran, the Middle East, the Islamic State, 
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and other matters. The Unite States doesn’t 
want the Taiwan issue become another point of 
international focus. Each side can offer its own 
explanation of the so-called status quo.

In response to Tsai Ing-wen’s maintaining of 
the status quo, the mainland’s Taiwan Affairs 
Office offered a scripted reply, reasserting the 
“92 consensus” and the “one China principle” 
as fundamentals. But in terms of tone, I believe 
[the response] was comparatively mild and not so 
severe. As I see it, maintaining the status quo, is 
by and large acceptable to everyone.

DW: Do you believe “maintaining the cross-
strait status quo” will be more widely accepted 
than the “Taiwan Consensus” Tsai Ing-wen 
put forward in 2012? Former vice-president 
Annette Lu once said that Taiwan’s 2012 
presidential election was the result of votes cast 
by three sides: Washington, Beijing, and the 
Taiwanese people. This time, what do you think 
Washington’s attitude will be?

Lin Ting-hui: It takes a great deal of time to 
reach a consensus. Maintaining the status quo is 
[a] relatively simple [concept], and it allows each 
side to get out of it what it needs and to offer its 
own explanation. Of course, as to what exactly 
the content of Tsai Ing-wen’s maintaining the 
status quo is, she has only proffered a partial 
explanation. This is certainly the political 
language of a politician, particularly vague but 
still capable of meeting the demands of all sides. 
The U.S. State Department quickly expressed 
approval for Tsai Ing-wen’s concept of peace and 
stability and a status quo of peace [in cross-strait 
relations]. From this it looks as though American 
officials will take a more neutral stance in this 
Taiwan presidential election.

DW: Where do Tsai’s advantages lie?

Lin Ting-hui: I think they lie in her courage 
in tackling tasks and in her leadership ability. 
Many people criticize her as “kong xin cai,” but 
in contrast to whatever politician the Blue [KMT] 
camp may select, she seems more likely to have 
the capability to handle some affairs. From her 
performance since becoming DPP chairperson 
alone--her capacity to handle the DDP’s debt 
problem--her abilities are evident. Whether a 
politician possesses the ability to lead an entire 
nation forward is the issue people care most 
about.

DW: Can Taiwan society accept a female 
president and make Tsai Ing-wen Taiwan’s first 
female president?

Lin Ting-hui: I think that current Taiwan 
society should be able to accept a female 
president. Most Taiwanese men very much 
respect women, and many of Taiwan’s companies 
have more than a few women in leadership.

Currently, the KMT isn’t performing well. The 
people want change; they could very possibly 
give the other political party a chance, and 
allow it to try its hand. From the 9-in-1 [local] 
elections, this change in circumstances is evident. 
It certainly wasn’t a matter of everyone liking the 
DPP; many people still harbor suspicions when it 
comes to the DPP. But because they disliked the 
KMT, they cast their votes for the other camp. 
The people’s disappointment in this political 
party, led to a shift in mood toward the other 
party.
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