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Technology Industry to Enhance the 
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Limitations 

 
Hui-Ming Tung 

Assistant Professor, Department of Political Science, 
Fu Hsing Kang College, NDU 

 
Abstract 

 
The CPC tries to make effective policies to achieve the goals of “strong 

military and a rich country”. In this study, we focus on the policy 
interactions about civil-military integration strategy, national defense 
technology industry, and strategic emerging industry. We found the PRC’s 
national defense technology industry to enhance the strategic emerging 
industry not only as a major policy tool, but also an emphasis of “13th 
Five-Year Plan”. However, The CPC still faces many challenges such as 
coordination management, technology quality, laws and regulations, 
civil-military common standards and need to be sustained observation and 
estimation. 
 
Keywords: national defense technology; civil-military integration; strategic 
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East Asian Regional Integration under the 

Structure of Sino-American Competition and 

Cooperation 

 

Hsin-Yi Chang 

Associate Professor and Chairperson 

Department of International Affairs and Business, Nanhua University 

 

Abstract 

 

Following the Asian Financial Crisis of 1997-8, free trade agreements 
(FTAs) are increasingly being used by East Asian countries in prompting the 
liberalization of trade and investment in the region. This process of regional 
economic integration gradually spilled over into the political and security 
areas and facilitated the construction of an East Asia-based identity and 
consciousness in both North-east and South-east Asia countries. East Asia 
has thus become the most dynamic economic zone in terms of integration 
activity. However, the emphasis on diplomatic, economic and military 
agendas in the Obama administration’s “Rebalance to Asia” has complicated 
and weakened the momentum in East Asian regional cooperaton. This 
article seeks to understand the implications of Obama administration’s 
“Rebalance to Asia” for East Asian regional cooperation. The first part of 
this article explains how and why this regional integration process has 
happened after the 1997-8 Asian Financial Crisis. The second part looks at 
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the US “Rebalance to Asia” strategy and explores the strategic motivations 
behind. The third part analyzes how East Asian integration be affected by 
this “Rebalance toward Asia” strategy and concludes with the long-term 
prospects for Taiwan’s joining in the TPP, RCEP and the Government’s New 
South-Forward Policy. 

 

Keywords: East Asia, regional integration, Sino-American relations, 
Competition and Cooperation 
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China Sea 

 

Yeh-Chung Lu 

Associate Professor in Diplomacy  

Director of the International Master’s Program of International Studies,  
National Chengchi University 

 

Abstract 

In IR scholarship, analysts tended to see the financial crisis of 2008 as 
a watershed between US decline and China’s rise. However, the South 
China Sea issue has become another critical point of conteneion between the 
two since 2010. The U.S. continuously expresses it takes no position on the 
issue of socereignty, but argues that freedom of navigation in the South 
China Sea is vitally important to the U.S. and that all claimants should 
resolve the disputes peacefully. In the meantime, the U.S. strongly opposes 
any reclamation conducted by China and others in this disputed area. 

    This paper argues that the U.S. is and will continue to be a global 
hegemon despite economic downturns, and to uphold freedom of navigation 
as a principle to guard its national interests. As opposed to a rule-based 
order propagated by the U.S., China constantly seeks a sense of security by 
the concept of geopolitics, which makes the dispute over the South China 
Sea difficult to resolve. The ruling by the arbitral tribunal on July 12, 2016 
will further complicate the situation, but may strengthen the legitimacy of 
U.S. Freedom of Navigation Operations. 

Keywords: South China Sea, the United States, China, Freedom of 
Navigation Operations
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Abstract 

In general, the Sino-Indian strategic partnership between Beijing and 
New Delhi is viewed as balance of power between these two powers and 
another state. In other words, China seeks its alignment with India to avoid 
New Delhi’s move toward Washington; India strengthens its cooperation 
with China to prevent Beijing’s shift to Islamabad. Their strategies are 
considered as a “binding” policy restricting each other of partners. Based on 
this policy, strategic partners will be able to promote their common security 
by check-and-balance against each other. Therefore, the Sino-Indian 
strategic partnership is both engagement and balancing in their relationship. 
On the other hand, however, as the United States is returning to Asia-Pacific, 
Washington and New Delhi are also working on their strategic cooperation. 
In fact, the main purpose of the U.S.-Indian strategic partnership is to 
against the emergence of China and its potential threat to the area. 
Paradoxically, while the U.S.-Indian strategic partnership is strengthened at 
this moment, the Sino-Indian strategic cooperation is also improved at the 
same time. The situation implies two points as follows: First, Beijing reacts 
to Washington’s return to Asia very quickly by making a friend with New 
Delhi. Second, New Delhi sails very carefully and smartly between two 
great powers, Washington and Beijing. On the one hand, it tries to use 
Washington’s force to counter Beijing’s influence in South Asia. On the 



 
 
 
 

 

                                             89

other hand, it seeks strategic cooperation with Beijing to avoid its 
overdependence on Washington. Indeed, there is a distance between theory 
and practice in U.S.-Indian strategic relationship. 

Keywords: strategic partnership, the Sino-Indian strategic partnership, the 
U.S.-Indian strategic relationship, China’s rise, U.S. returns to 
Asia 
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