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Abstract 

Interactions of the leaders of India, Japan and mainland China 
could be seen as an objective to catch up dynamics of balance of power 
in the Asia-Pacific region. The article studies trends of trilateral relations 
throughout reviewing interactions of three leaders in the year of 2014, 
First, India Prime Minister Modi try to balance the relations with Japan 
and mainland China, it expand economic tie with mainland China and 
deepen security and economic partnership simultaneously with Japan. It 
shows that Japan and India have common strategic interests. Secondly, 
Japan Prime Minister Abe continue to consolidate relations, not just 
security sector but economic sector, with India. Particularly, they could 
be enhance collaborate in civil nuclear, US-2 amphibious plane and high 
speed railway projects. Thirdly, mainland Chinese President Xi exercises 
“one belt one road” and “BCIM Economic Corridor” initiatives to 
integrate regional countries and stabilize regional environment. 
Moreover, mainland China expand bilateral economic tie with India to 
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preventing it from moving too close toward U.S.-Japan Alliance. Finally, 
it suggests ROC should promote bilateral strategic and economic 
relations with India to cope with the changing environment of balance of 
power in Asia Pacific. 

Keywords: Narendra Modi; Shinzo Abe; India-China Relation; 
Japan-India Relation; One Belt One Road 
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The Influence of Mainland China’s Maritime 
Law Enforcement During the Dispute Period 

of the “Nationalization” of the Diaoyutai 
Islands 

 
Chieh Chung 

 
Doctoral Candidate of  

Graduate Institute of International Affairs and Strategic Studies 
Tamkang University 

 
Abstract 

When Japan declared the “nationalization” of the Diaoyutai Islands on 
10 September 2012, Mainland China immediately employed its “coercive 
diplomacy” combing force threatening and diplomatic negotiations to 
request Japan to terminate its “de facto ruling” measure and acknowledge 
the sovereignty disputes over the-mentioned islands. 

The most important thing is, Mainland China’s maritime law 
enforcement of “normalization of patrols” at the disputed sea and its 
navigation into the “territorial waters of the Diaoyutai Islands”, effectively 
challenges Japan’s control over the Diaoyutai Islands, as these measures 
create a “new accomplished fact” in favor of the Mainland China and bring 
bargaining chips to the upcoming diplomatic negotiations. 

Keywords: the Diaoyutai Islands, coercive diplomacy, China Coast 
Guard(CCG), Japan Coast Guard(JCG)
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Abstract 

Due to the sovereignty disputes of South China Sea for years, it fell 
into an unsolvable dilemma for South China Sea neighboring claimer 
countries. Although each country's focus was different, island’s sovereignty 
disputes should be the key issue of these claimer countries. For instance, the 
Philippines often occupied islands and reefs in the South China Sea by the 
reason of preempting or terra nullius that it has increased the outbreak of 
conflict with China's sovereignty for many times.  The main reasons 
because China and the Philippines do not recognize each other's sovereignty 
in the South China Sea. 

In terms of ambition and strength, China seems to have more 
advantages than the Philippines. In practical terms, the Philippines seems to 
have more chips off than China. It is true that armed struggle or mutual 
sanctions is definitely not the preferred strategy of bilateral confrontation. 
However, what strategies China should take to cope with the challenges of 
the Philippines become important.  If not handling well, it may lead to 
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confrontation from extra-regional powers (such as the United States) 
intervention. Therefore, China is bound to pay more attention on this issue 
as well as try hard to prevent a “China threat” stigma in the region. 

Based on the above, this article adopts the perspective of “economic 
profit sharing,” in order to analyze and compare advantages and 
disadvantages on the structure of political, economic and social 
development between China and the Philippines. Furthermore, it will also 
take a view on how to choose the best coping strategies for bilateral disputes 
between China and the Philippines. 

Keywords: China, the Philippines, the island’s sovereignty of South China 
Sea Dispute, China Threat, Economic Profit Sharing 
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National Chengchi University 

 
Abstract 

The crisis in Ukraine began in November, 2013 when pro-Moscow 
President Viktor Yanukovich abandoned a deal with the EU in favor of 
stronger ties with Russia. Protests erupted in the capital Kiev and quickly 
escalated as government buildings were seized in cities across the western 
regions of Ukraine. On 20 February, 2014 several people were killed in 
demonstrations in Kiev. Parliament voted to dismiss Viktor Yanukovich and 
sets early election for May 25. Parliament of Crimea region voted to join 
Russia and called a referendum. On 16 march, 96.77% of voters backed the 
proposal to join Russia. On 21 March, 2014, Crimea became part of Russia. 
Pro-Russian sentiment is strong in eastern regions such as Donetsk and 
Luhansk. The EU condemned the annexation of Crimea and imposed 
sanctions on Russia. This paper analyzes views on Ukraine crisis and 
actions among EU, US and China. Due to geopolitical factors such as close 
geographic proximity and the transition route of natural gas pipeline, EU 
pays close attention to what’s appened in Ukraine. When viewed from a 
geopolitical perspective, Moscow’s opposition to the Ukraine’s entry into 
NATO can be readily explained. Besides, United States plays the most 
important role in NATO. Therefore, American perspective on the crisis in 
Ukraine is discussed in the article. China is a rising power in the 
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international arena. This paper attempts to examine China’s view on conflict 
over Ukraine. 

Keywords: Crimea, Ukraine Crisis, Russia and Ukraine, EU and Ukraine, 
Russia and China. 
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