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Abstract 

Advocated by Mainland China’s new leader, Xi Jinping, Beijing is 
using “a new model of relations between great powers” as a new term and 
concept to build a new framework for future U.S.-China engagement. In 
fact, since the end of the Cold War, “strategic partnership” has been the 
major model for coalition and alignment between states across the world. A 
number of strategic partnerships, such as U.S.-China, China-Russia, and 
U.S.-India strategic partnerships, were built based on the model. On the 
other hand, “military alliance” is an enduring model for states to cooperate 
in international relations and politics. What is the similarity or difference 
between “a new model of relations between great powers” and “strategic 
partnership”? Is the new model an upgraded version from the traditional 
one? If so, does it imply that the U.S.-China relationship will advance 
toward a “U.S.-China military alliance”? This article reviews the two 
powers’ strategic partnership and discusses its prospect in the coming years. 
It also compares and contrasts “strategic partnership” and “new model of 
relations between great powers”. 

Keywords: strategic partnership; military alliance; new model of relations 
between great powers; U.S.-China strategic partnership; 
dominant power, rising power 
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The Challenges of the ROC’s South China Sea 
Claim and the ROC’s Responses 

Po-Chou Lin 

Associate Research Fellow 

Office of Defense Studies, MND 

Abstract 

This article explores the legal challenges faced by ROC's South China 

Sea (SCS) claim. It discusses this particular topic from four aspects. First, it 

introduces the origin and development of the U-Line as a traditional 

maritime boundary line established by the ROC government in the SCS. 

Second, it analyzes possible obstacles the U-Line may face in international 

law. Third, it examines the challenges stemming from international 

community, including whether or not Mainland China will further clarify 

through either rhetoric or actions its SCS claim over historic rights, 

sovereignty rights, and jurisdiction; the development of the arbitral 

proceedings initiated by the Philippines against Mainland China’s nine-dash 

line claim; mounting international doubts about the nine-dash line claim; 

and the unclear negotiation process regarding the Code of Conduct in SCS 

between Mainland China and the ASEAN. Finally, this article suggests the 

ROC government insist in its sovereignty over SCS islands and their 

surrounding waters, strengthen cooperation between the Coast Guard and 

the Armed Forces on fishing boat escort missions, and urge international 

support of ROC’s participation in COC negotiation. 

Keywords: Historic waters; sovereign rights; U-Line; UNCLOS; South 
China Sea; COC 
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Abstract 

The strategic orientations of Japan’s National Defense Program 
Outlines/Guidelines (NDPO or NDPG) have shifted from the concept of 
“Basic Defense” in the 1976 NDPO to deepening U.S.-Japan alliance in the 
1995 NDPO in the post-Cold War era, the joint development and production 
of Ballistic Missile Defense (BMD) in the 2004 NDPG in the post-911 era, 
the concept of “Dynamic Defense” in the 2010 NDPG under the threats 
from North Korea and Mainland China, and the “Dynamic Joint Defense 
Force” in the 2013 NDPG in collaboration with U.S. “rebalancing” policy. 
Japan’s role in the alliance has also changed from a free rider to follower 
and supporter. The responsibilities that Japan shares in the alliance have also 
transformed from self-defense in the Cold War era, to the supply of 
facilities, logistics, finance, technology, and human resources, and to the 
concrete military functions such as intelligence, conflict buffering, BMD, 
and anti-submarine warfare in order to secure the sea lane and safe passage 
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of U.S. military forces to the Asia-Pacific region. Under the development, 
the U.S.-Japan alliance has been developing into a Bigemony with very high 
degree of collaboration for the best interests of both nations. 

Keywords: Japan’s Defense Policy; National Defense Program 
Outline/Guidelines; U.S.-Japan alliance; Bigemony 
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Abstract 

Since he officially seized military power in November, 2012, Xi 
Jinping, bears in mind of Hu Jintao’s warning that corruption would result in 
the fall of the party and the nation as well as the Bo Xilai incident, has 
started a rectification movement in the name of anti-corruption. Due to the 
scandals of Wang Shaoyet and Ku Jen-shan, two high-ranking PLA 
generals, as well as the escalating disputes over maritime territories and 
sovereignty between Mainland China and neighboring countries, ensuring 
that the PLA is capable of fighting and winning a war becomes an important 
task for Xi’s party and military rectification. Xi’s predecessors regarded 
securing military power as a basis for a stable authority. Therefore, they 
usually assigned major positions to people they trusted or from the same 
factions. Previous studies use theories or models like party control approach 
or faction pattern to explore elite interaction and power struggle among 
leaders in Mainland China. This article reviews theories and analytical 
frameworks concerning Mainland Chinese leaders’ grasping of military 
power to analyze the intention, procedure, and challenges of Xi’s military 
rectification. 
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Faced with the complex traditional and non-traditional security factors 
both internally and externally, Mainland China is consciously shifting its 
attention to a diversified employment of its armed forces. Mainland China 
has realized that security complex is both a new threat and an opportunity 
for the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) to expand their influence. 
Therefore, it is now utilizing argumentation and innovative policies 
concerning a diversified employment of armed forces to improve the status 
of the PLA in the domestic society and to gain space for the PLA in the 
international community. Such utilization is a combination of culture, 
power, and knowledge and reflects the process of social formation of 
military leading power/ hegemony in political struggle. Moreover, it can 
serve as a means to reshape Mainland China’s ranking in collective 
recognition in the world. However, subjective and objective limitation 
should also be examined when assessing the implementation of diversified 
employment of Mainland China’s armed forces. 
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