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Ⅰ.Introduction

Few political entities, both in history, or today, have been simultaneously sovereign state and ”province”, and isolated and centers of attention. Few have been so much a part of the East-West struggle, or a changing international political system as has Taiwan.1 
Taiwan’s unique attributes include its uneasy status as a nation-state in international stage, its successful trade-oriented economy-despite a lack of natural resources, its rapid transition to democracy in the wake of economic development and its ambiguous trilateral relations with U.S. and China.

Freedom House: Taiwan ranks with U.S. and E.U. democracies 

According to the nonprofit organization Freedom House, Taiwan has consolidated its position as a democracy in which citizens enjoy a full range of political and civil rights. In its annual survey Freedom in the World, the U.S.-based NGO ranked Taiwan with the United States as “Free”. Taiwan was first ranked as “Free” in 1996, after Taiwan held its first-ever direct elections for president.

 In the area of political rights, Taiwan earned the top score of ”one” on the Freedom House survey. In the words of Freedom House, “The election of Chen [Shui-bian] of the DPP in the March 2000 presidential elections was a historic victory for democracy in Taiwan.” In the area of civil rights, Taiwan earned a “two,” the same score as France and Belgium.
 As Freedom House president Adrian Karatnycky says of the 2000-2001 survey, ”from the data, it appears that repressive countries with high sustained economic growth rates, such as China, are the exception rather than the rule.” Unfortunately, China has been classed among the “Not Free” states since Freedom House first began its survey in 1971. According to the Freedom House, the mainland remained “Not Free” in 2000-2001 with the worst possible score of 7 in political rights and a 6 in civil liberties.
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However we are to describe Taiwan’s status in the world today, and no matter how Taiwanese choose to describe themselves, the first descriptive adjective we will use is “democratic”, and when we describe modern China, even as it grows in strength and importance, we will use either “authoritarian” or “totalitarian.” These are facts.
This article begins by pointing out the major developments in Taiwan’s democratization from external and internal dimensions and hence adopting a comparative perspective from Taiwan’s experience to analyze the influences and implications to the democratization on China and the American “Democracy Diplomacy.”
As known, Taiwan’s international status is too unique to normally practice its diplomacy .The reason is clear enough, however, very limited choice set can be adopted to improve the situation Believed democracy is an important positive force in foreign affairs, section 3 considers how democracy, which serves as long-term core value of the U.S. foreign policy, could be an important positive force in driving one’s foreign affairs. And it also argues that the linkage between democracy and diplomacy can also be applied to Taiwan’s foreign policy and thus its undertaking with China’s democratization. The section follows to introduce the DPP government ‘s diplomacy concepts which suggested “soft power” as important resources and new institutions such as Taiwan Foundation for Democracy, serving as a new vehicle to help that way by consolidating democracy at home and to promote democracy abroad, especially in Asia.

Democratization in the PRC would not automatically remove cross-strait tension. It might, however, facilitate a process of reevaluation and conceptual reconstruction in the mainland’s attitude toward Taiwan. In section 4, this article touches upon the implication of China’s possible democratization for the cross strait relations and to global and American interest. More importantly, it broadly examined six paths that can be taken to help to reach the final goal of China’s democratization before entering into the conclusion that considers the 2008 Olympic game as a timetable for China’s democratization.
Over the past five months of research conducted, I have had the opportunity to monitor three separate phenomenon related to the research subject. First, the American presidential election. Second, the election in Hong Kong, in addition to the major leadership change in China. And finally, outside reaction to Taiwan’s presidential election this past March, and its upcoming legislative election in December.  

I have also been fortunate to be stationed in the Silicon Valley and the greater San Francisco region, which is host to the largest population of overseas Chinese and Taiwanese in the world. Being situated in this environment has allowed me to observe the possibilities for a democratic future for both sides of the Taiwan Strait by participating and studying related democratic activities hosted by related organization. 
Therefore, this paper will integrate aspects of the current affairs during the past five months that related to the development of democracy within the trilateral relationship.
Ⅱ. The Context of Taiwan’s Democratization 

1 External and Internal Dimension 
As Samuel P. Huntington has documented in his “The Third Wave: Democratization in the Late Twentieth Century” (University of Oklahoma Press, 1991), a powerful wave of democratic transitions began in April 1974, when the Portuguese dictatorship was overthrown in a military coup. It was far from clear then that Portugal would become a democracy and lead the trend. Since 1974, democracy – a system of government in which the people choose their leaders at regular intervals through free, fair, and competitive elections – has expanded dramatically in the world.3 
The disunion of Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in 1990 officially declares the end of the Cold War, which proclaims the coming of democracy era. It shows democracy prevailed over Communism and thus ended the intense struggle between liberty and totalitarianism that had shaped most of the twentieth century.4 
Taiwan’s democratization had began earlier and then to speed up to got on board what is known as the “Third Wave of Democratization.”
A Full-fledged Democracy: Major Developments in Taiwan’s Democratization
From an external perspective, how did the government and people on Taiwan survive the Chinese civil war, face international difficulties and build an exemplary democracy? From an internal perspective, it shows how Taiwan government was and is struggling to deal with the domestic power diffusion associated with democratization while simultaneously seeking to employ itself to persevere in the struggle with the People’s Republic of China. 
The dramatic reforms of the late 1980s and early 1990s that transformed the Republic of China on Taiwan from an authoritarian one-party state to a democratic polity almost certainly form the most important event in the island’s postwar history.5Since the late 1980’s, Taiwan began to undergo an unprecedented form of political transformation.          

On September 28, 1986, where at the Grand Hotel in Taipei, a group of political activists declared the illegal formation of the Democratic Progressive Party (DPP). Martial law was lifted in July 1987, yet the first multiparty national election did not take place until 1989.In 1989 both the DPP and the Kuomintang Party (KMT) registered as political parties, The KMT leadership’s tolerance and the opposition elite’s courage marked a new stage in Taiwan’s democratic transition.6 
The DPP came to serve an important function by creating checks and balances in the multiparty system and putting pressure on the ruling party to improve the situation. This dynamic has contributed greatly to the advance of democratization in Taiwan. As far as the process of democratization is concerned, the opposition’s increasing political power grants the post authoritarian system overall increased legitimacy. This situation demonstrates that in present day Taiwan political power can only be achieved by democratic means. Several years after the establishment of the DPP, the first comprehensive reelection of the Legislative Yuan occurred in 1992;and direct election of the president was introduced in 1996. 

Scholars have some evaluations on the overhauling of parliamentary representation and the direct popular election of the president in the 1990s. Most agree that Taiwan has engaged with pride and rigor as a full-fledged democracy, or believe that democratic transition was completed but not consolidated.7
In comparison with examples in Thailand, Nicaragua, Cambodia, Kuwait, Yemen, Jordan, and the Palestinians, all of which elected their first parliamentary bodies in 1996, Taiwan, only nine years after martial law was lifted, held successful national elections of leaders and national representatives. Also as Ramon Meyer puts it, “Unlike the prolonged bloody struggle between the people and the autocrats of imperial Russia, France, England, and other countries, Taiwan’s democratization had occurred rapidly and peacefully.”8
Chen Shui-bian’s election victory in 2000 not only marked the peaceful transition of
power in Taiwan’s new party politics, but also injected further momentum into the country’s democratic and human rights developments. The people of Taiwan have completed a historical alternation of political parties in power. “It is an epochal landmark for Chinese communities around the world. Taiwan has set a new model for the Asian experience of democracy.”9
Taiwan’s transition to democracy must also be analyzed in the context of other Chinese communities in Asia, specifically Singapore and China. “Political life in these three Chinese societies in the mid 1990s could not be more different…..In Singapore and the People’s Republic China, the state severely limits human liberty, sovereignty does not reside in the people, and information is controlled.”10
Figures also help to identify the truth. When Taiwan was in the mid 1970s, it was viewed as an authoritarian regime. Taiwan’s Freedom House democracy score was then equivalent to 25 (on a scale of 0 – 100). In 1980, Taiwan had its first national election, in which some competition was present. In 2000, it held a presidential election in which the Candidate of the KMT, the ruling party since 1949, was rejected. Its Freedom Rating in 2000 was 92. 
The DPP’s successes as ruling party launched Taiwan into the new century underscoring “the two main themes of Taiwan’s recent political history: democratization and the persistence of tensions with China.”11
In the new century, Taiwan’s democracy has also been tested. In conjunction with the important milestone of the 2004 presidential election in Taiwan‘s democratic development, the controversy over the narrow margin of victory for incumbent President Chen lingers.( Chen barely won the election, gaining only 50.11 percent of the vote , although this was an improvement over his 34 percent in 2000) 

 Like the case of Gore and Bush in Florida in 2000, many countries have been confronted with similar concerns. However, no one would like to relive such an experience. Taiwan responded by revising election laws and putting the recount under court supervision, not much difference with American’s. In Gore’s statement after the Supreme Court’s decision, he said ”Certainly neither of us wanted it to happen. Yet it came, and now it has ended, resolved, as it must be resolved, through the honored institutions of our democracy.” Indeed, only by trusting the democratic system can we transcend division and distrust. Gore concluded, after the dispute had been settled,”to our fellow members of the world community, let no one see this contest as a sign of American weakness. The strength of American democracy is shown most clearly through the difficulties it can overcome.” 
Every segment of society in Taiwan became involved in the democratic process as a result of the election controversy, mainly legislative, judicial and constitutional institutions. The outcome affords an opportunity to demonstrate the effectiveness of Taiwan’s democratic mechanisms to meet this challenge and thus provides an opportunity to further consolidate its democracy. 
Since the lifting of martial law in 1987, Taiwan has witnessed several fundamental developments relating to political participation, protection of individual rights, freedom of association, freedom of the press, development of civil society, development of political society, institution of competitive politics for the acquisition of state power, accountability of elected and appointed officials in the exercise of state power, and redistribution of power in favor of democratically constituted institutions.
As Meyer concluded the evolution of the first Chinese democracy, he believes “as long as Taiwan’s leaders, elites, and people can agree that democracy is the most suitable means to resolve disagreements, democracy can survive. Whether or not the ruling party shares more power with the opposition or is replaced by the opposition should not determine the fate of the first Chinese democracy. Democracy will survive only if the people of Taiwan continue to love their democracy, fight to preserve it, and practice its moral and legal precepts.” 12 Most agree that Taiwan performs a difficult balancing act: maintaining its authority and power while trying to nurture a democracy that would elicit popular support at home and respect and support from the international community, particularly the United States. 
Taiwan’s successful story proves not only that promoting democracy can well served the interests American foreign policy, but it also presents an example for China’s democratization.
2. Democracy in Taiwan: Inspiration for China’s Democratization and Implications for American Foreign Policy 
From the context of the model of Taiwan Democracy, Taiwan could be and should be participating in the global democratic network by demonstrating both the distinctiveness and the comparability of its model. Additionally, strategically and morally, it fits to inspire China in many ways. 
U.S. foreign policy has been one of the crucial external elements in the fostering of Taiwan’s governmental democracy and thus Taiwan’s story has its implications for American’s democracy diplomacy. 
As John Copper suggests, “After all Beijing has copied Taiwan’s economic development formula to a large extent. Taiwan is a model deserving of emulation;” Taiwan model ”can serve both as China’s formula for economic and political development.13 

Inspiration for China’s Democratization 
· The increase in social mobility and the emergence of a middle class is now becoming an integral part of the dynamics of economic modernization. The figure is likely to grow as China stays on its course of opening up, and that could lay the foundations for building civil society. 14 In the area of transformation and democratic governance in Taiwan, the role of civil society lies first in facilitating and promoting liberalization and later in strengthening and materializing democratic consolidation.15
· Taiwan’s political history offers a few suggestions to Chinese Communist. Taiwan’s experience suggests that the Chinese Communist Party will come under increasing pressures to politically liberalize, as did the KMT in the 1980s. In Taiwan’s case, economic development and minor political reforms by the state increased society’s demands for greater liberalization and empowerment. The eventual results were legalization of new opposition parties, greater tolerance of political discussion on previously forbidden topics, reform of governmental institutions, and transfer of political power from the party leadership and the military to the organs of government. 

Conditions in China today exhibit some similarities with the beginnings of democratization in Taiwan. Expectations among the Chinese public for transparency and responsiveness in their government are growing as living standards rise.
· Can Chinese government learn what would be required for Taiwan to identify with China? 

Taiwan officials and ordinary citizens have said that the PRC would have to become a democracy before Taiwan’s majority will choose pro-unification. This position is not simply rhetoric. Because people in Taiwan have experienced democracy, they are very unlikely to identify with an authoritarian regime. Based on their experience of democracy, Taiwanese are developing an identity closer to the U.S. or Japan than to China, in spite of sharing cultural heritage with China. Thus what can the PRC do? It appears that democratization along Taiwanese lines may indeed be possible for China and that could be the only way to get Taiwan closer.16 
Implications for the US and the World
Taiwan has not only achieved an economic miracle, but has also largely sustained a political miracle by having undergone a peaceful transition of its political system from developmental authoritarianism to representative democracy. From the standpoint of world history, the Taiwan experience is an exceptional case.
The United States assisted Taiwan’s economic and political liberalization through advice and education while protecting Taiwan from seizure by a menacing Communist power. Taiwan has been an example of American democracy diplomacy, and a test case affirming American hopes for China.17 

· International events that brought pressure to liberalize were implicit in Taiwan’s security dependence on the US, especially by the 1980s. 
The Republic of China lost its United States Nations seat and America’s renouncing ties with Taiwan and recognized the PRC. To former National Advisor Richard Alan’s thinking, it was these events that began the rapid changes that were to take place in Taiwan over the next few years. Worried by this very prospect, President
Chiang Ching-kuo had confided to Ronald Reagan in April 1978 that he would take steps to stimulate democracy in Taiwan.18
The historical lesson for the US is that important international events that can stimulate the thinking of leaderships and applied to help spur democracy may be successful if applied to the case of China; especially the timing of 2008 Olympic Game is close.
· Some observers have pointed out that Taiwan’s success in two or three decades has made it a model for Third World nations that do not have the time to modernize and democratize the slow way. In contrast, Taiwan was a colony, and its economic growth has been recent and restricted. Hence, its experience is more relevant than Japan’s for most Third World leaders.19 
· Lee Teng-hui, who was elected President of Taiwan in 1996 in the first free national election in Chinese community all over the world, also reproached Lee Kuan Yew for not understanding the humanistic origins of Confucianism. As Jose Ramos Horta, the foreign minister of East Timor, has said,”The thousands of Asians who died in the streets of Manila, Bangkok, Jakarta, Rangoon, Beijing did not die for so-called Asian values that deny the people of Asia the basic and fundamental freedoms enjoyed in Europe, Latin America, and in an increasing number of countries in Africa. Asian countries seek for democratic system today for good reason: democracy works and it works in several different dimensions.”
The political history of Taiwan and Hong Kong, two Chinese territories, suggest that Chinese are not only capable of democracy, but they prefer it.20 
· It is true that democracy failed in China during the 20th century but it is fallacious to attribute the failure to culture.21 Amnesty International recently issued a statement criticizing setbacks to China’s human rights situation and urging the European Union to maintain its ban on arms sales to China. In response to a question suggesting that human rights policy should vary in accordance with cultural and societal differences, AI responded that China’s human rights policy violates universal values such as freedom of speech and religion that transcend cultural differences.

Conclusion
China has repeatedly emphasized stability as a prerequisite for political development, and it uses this idea of stability as an excuse.  However, I would argue that it is not because China was poor that it needed economic reform, but rather that because there was no economic reform that the country was poor. In the near future, China should learn to know that it need to pursue political reform not because of potential instability, but rather its lack of political reform will cause instability.
In comparison to China, Taiwan faces the triangular problem of maintaining its own internal stability, in addition the external challenge it faces from China and international isolation.  However, Taiwan has continued to carry out firmly its democratic system, and thus serves as a model for the future of trilateral relations.

Recently, Hu Jintao gave a speech stating that history has demonstrated that Western Democracy is not compatible with China’s system, and that it is only the Chinese Communist Party that can act for the benefit of the Chinese people. Comparatively, however, I would argue that both Taiwan and the U.S.’s recently concluded presidential elections can actually serve as a historical example for China to learn that democracy is the only way to achieve long term prosperity.  
Ⅲ. Democracy as a New component of Foreign Policy
1. Democracy and US Foreign Policy
Historical Background

When that idea became the foundation of the American political system in 1776, democracy had been largely implemented for more than two millennia.

Almost ninety years ago in 1917, Woodrow Wilson proclaimed American entrance into World War one as a crusade to make the world “safe for democracy”. He called for democracy to play a key role in American foreign policy and world diplomacy. Today, the magazine which bears his name (The Wilson Quarterly, WQ) highlights in its Spring 2004 issue the topic “The Middle East: Ready for Democracy?.” The issue examines the possibility of the United States can “democratizing” the Middle East. In the latest campaign ads of the 2004 presidential election, the Bush team declared both Afghanistan and Iraq as the world’s newest democracies. Even though it is premature to make such a judgment, it does point out the fact that promoting democracy is still America’s ongoing core value for its foreign policy. 

As Zbigniew Brzezinski stresses in “The Choice” that “The freedom to choose one’s political leaders, the vote and to speak freely, equality before the law and the sub of everyone to the rule of law are sacred principles, central definition of American democracy.”22 Secretary Powell further suggests in the article of “A Strategy of Partnership”(Foreign Affairs, volume 83, No. 1) indicate that “the world continues to look to the United States for leadership not just because of our economic and military might, but also because we are at our best when promoting and defending the same political principles abroad that we live by at home.” Only in an increasingly democratic world will the American people feel themselves truly secure.
Beginning under Jimmy Carter, with his emphasis on human rights, and then, continuing with the new emphasis on democracy promotion under Ronald Reagan, U.S. presidential administrations became active in pressing for democratic change. New U.S. institutions, such as the National Endowment for Democracy, were created to provide practical assistance and encouragement to democratic movements, civic organizations by Congress’ endorsement. Belief in government forms through democracy and the ability to be reliable partners in trade and diplomacy. President Clinton has put that principle into practice by supporting democracy as a priority of his administration’s diplomacy. Even in strained times, he has “pressed Congress to fund foreign assistance programs that promote elections and the rule of law,” arguing that “relatively modest expenditures today area an investment in the long-term interests of the United States.”23 

Also, in the recent 2004 general election, both Republican and Democrat Party platforms emphasized the promotion of democracy as the core value of the American foreign policy, and the belief that it contributes to American peace and security. 

Democracy Diplomacy towards Two sides of Taiwan Strait

 Issue for American policy makers in the future will be the involvement of the United States in the democratization efforts of key to East Asian countries. In this regard, American policy makers would need to continue associating peace and security with democratization, and the United States will have to focus on priority of its involvement in two sides of Taiwan Strait to accomplish this end. 
In the 2004 Republican Platform stated its belief that“ America’s relationship with China is an important part of our strategy to promote a stable, peaceful, and prosperous Asia-Pacific region. And the democratic development of China is crucial to that future.” In National Security Strategic Report of September 2002, President Bush pointed out that if the Chinese really want to become a great nation in the world they must begin with a foundation of freedom and democracy, rather than focus on military expansion.

In this regard, the dilemma to temper the immediate quest to advance democracy with the realities of the “global appeal of democracy” would be with respect to deal with such issues as relations with China, terrorism, and nuclear proliferation.24 Though terrorism, at least, has been put under close observation by the US and other national governments and the situation in North Korea is being dealt through international cooperation, the problem of China’s failure to move towards democracy is not being adequately addressed, mainly because of its international need. 
Democracy is best common language. However, on October 26th, Secretary of State Colin Powell and the Chinese foreign minister announced the resumption of its human rights dialogue, which had been halted at the beginning of this year. Yet, it seems that the U.S. must still pay the price of addressing Taiwan as not an independent country to China’s satisfaction in order to promote that need. 
It seems Bush’s administration would not change much of its foreign policy goals and emphasis on values, but perhaps reconsider how they are propagated. Washington could urge Chinese leaders to carefully weight the benefits of practicing democracy and costs of failing to do that. Circumventing establishing the foundation of democracy will have long term consequences for the legitimacy and authority of China’s political institutions.

 However, to promote Taiwan’s partnership and collectively build up the democratic bridge would be effective.

Retooling Relationship to Promote a Partnership for Democracy 

It corresponds with American interest in collaboration with its democratic allies to work hard on helping authoritarian regime. In many of Asian countries, U.S. support is indispensable to the continuation of democratization.
While delivering a speech in National Endowment on Nov.6, 2003, President Bush tracing back and looking forward to the global democratization, praising free trend prevailing in East Asia including Taiwan. Also, predicting that Chinese people will eventually govern their own country.25 

 It would be inspiring that both Taiwan and the US can be cooperating to help building up the democratic foundation in China. It serves US interests to make Taiwan a good example of democracy a beacon to the Chinese people and thus in the best interest of the entire region. And thus Taiwan would also need to face its obligation and keep its relations in certain aspects with China. 
Speaking at the annual Asia Society dinner in New York City on June 10, 2002, Secretary Powell said, “People tend to refer to Taiwan as ‘the Taiwan Problem’. I call Taiwan not a problem, but a success story. Taiwan has become a resilient economy, a vibrant democracy and a generous contributor to the international community. Secretary Powell also expresses his reassuring position on the “differences between China and Taiwan are fundamentally political. They cannot be solved by military means.” “Whether China chooses peace or coercion to resolve its differences with Taiwan will tell us a great deal about the kind of relationship China seeks not only with its neighbors, but with us.” 

In 2000, the Republican Party Platform stated “our allies are crucial in building and expanding peace, security, democracy, and prosperity in East Asia joined by long-standing American friends like Singapore, Indonesia, Taiwan, and New Zealand.” After four years, platform of this year still stress to” deny the right of Beijing to impose its rule on the free Taiwanese people, a longstanding friend of the US and a genuine democracy. ”For its opponent ,Democrat Party look for better engage with China to “secure China adherence to human rights standards”, in its platform, also to support a peaceful resolution of cross-Strait issues that is consistent with the wishes and best interests of the Taiwanese people.”26  

  If American foreign policy would have been as successful elsewhere as it has been in assisting Taiwan to build a prosperous and democratic society. The United States’ long-standing ideal regarding democratic diplomacy can be used as a guideline for Taiwan’s foreign policy orientation.

2. Taiwan’s Democracy Diplomacy: From Policy Orientation to Strategic Implementation

(1) Forming Policy Orientation 

Changing International Norms
The world community is increasingly embracing a shared normative expectation that all states seeking international legitimacy should  “govern with the consent of a “right to democratic governance.” And that had been effectively implied by the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. 

This evolution has done two things. First, it has lowered the political threshold for intervention. Second, it has emboldened domestic advocates of democracy and human rights. No factor has been more important in driving and sustaining the third wave of democratization than this cluster of international normative and legal trends.27
The other thing worth noting is that the UN, its Human Rights Commission, and other organizations have long promoted human rights and the idea of the rule of law over the world. As the search for a new security system continues, we can see that fundamental change in the form of  Human rights, respect for minorities, and the rule of law are accepted (at least in principle) as the common values of the contemporary world order.28
In his statement to the Fifty-fifth Session of the UN Commission on Human Rights, UN Secretary Annan declared that rights are relative, or that whatever happens within borders shall be of concern to an organization of sovereign states? “No one that I know of today defend that position. Collectively, we should say no. We will not, and we cannot accept a situation where people are brutalized behind national boundaries.”29
Taiwan’s overall foreign policy should be realigned to sustain credibility in voicing those principles in the international community, and therefore the idea of “Soft Power” should be integrated into its foreign policy when facing political realities and security issue in the international community. 

And only by truly linking “Taiwan’s Road” with the universal mainstream values of the global community will Taiwan be able to break out of the deadlock in cross-strait relations, and will the triangle relations gain more substantial security guarantees.
From Pragmatic Diplomacy into “Democracy Diplomacy” after year 2000

In response to Beijing’s coercive diplomacy of isolation, the KMT government adopted the ambiguous formula of “one China, two political entities” to handle its bilateral interactions across the Taiwan Strait and pursued the strategy of “pragmatic diplomacy” to develop informal, substantive relationships with the world community. The usefulness and effectiveness of such an approach of “creative ambiguity” is challenged by the DPP. The DPP holds that China and Taiwan are two completely separate and independent states that maintain respective territories, peoples, and governments. Taiwan should be treated as such by the international community”
That situation of Beijing’s blockage cannot be expected to change with the presidency of Chen Sui-bian, which is even more offensive to Beijing than that of Lee Teng-hui. So, the DPP’s effort to conduct “democracy diplomacy” is, in a way, an attempt to make most use of Taiwan’s strengths of “soft powers.”
New DPP government’s democracy thinking as core value of foreign policy starting from President Chen inaugural speech of 2000,he advocates “we are also willing to promise a more active contribution in safeguarding international human rights. The Republic of China cannot and will not remain outside global human rights trends. We will abide by the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International Convention for Civil and Political Rights, and the Vienna Declaration and Program of Action. We will bring the Republic of China back into the international human rights system.”
The new government did then suggest the Legislative Yuan to pass and ratify the International Bill of Rights as a domestic law of Taiwan, so that it has formally become the "Taiwan Bill of Rights." Taiwan government also tried to set up an independent national human rights commission in Taiwan, thereby realizing an action long advocated by the United Nations.
After the DPP came to power in 2000, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs emphasized both continuity and creativity, focusing on the integration of democracy and human rights into Taiwan’s foreign policy. Serving as first Foreign Minister after the peaceful power change, Dr. Tien Hung Mao suggested three principle of conducting diplomacy, namely, democracy, civil society, and the people’s will, to introduce soft power of democracy into Taiwan’s international interaction for the first time. In following this mindset, the successor Foreign Minister Dr. Chien, suggested the following “three pillars”: first, “human rights and democracy,” second, “shared economic prosperity” and finally, “peace and security,” as the principle of Taiwan’s foreign policy.30 
This represents yet another new initiative by the DPP leadership to articulate and formulate an effective strategy for expanding Taiwan’s international participation, As the DPP continues to grow and expand in Taiwan, its aspirations and policy thinking deserve close examination.
However, Taiwan has determined and yet to succeed in linking its mainstream values, behavior and language with the mainstream of “universal values.”
Take German-Taiwan relation as an example, when celebrating the Day of German Unity on October 3rd, Ulrich Dreesen, Director General of the German Institute in Taiwan addressed, except expressing expectations on strong and growing economic ties, emphasizing that ”With our friends in Taiwan we share common values like democracy, rule of law, human rights, freedom of press and information. And our two countries are both culturally open societies.”31United Kingdom’s position on the status of Taiwan’ UN bib has not been changed to oppose it, however, it also expressed its continues to welcome the development of democracy in Taiwan and looks to the people on both sides of the Taiwan Strait to resolve their difference peacefully, while its representative addressing in the General Committee of 2002 and 2003.32  

The various pro-Taiwan resolutions passed in the US Congress in recent years; in supporting Taiwan’s security, and membership bids in international organizations, and resolutions passed through the European parliament, bear same witness to the new respect that Taiwan’s democratization has won.

Soft Power Integrated into Foreign Policy 

Foreign policy also produces soft power when they promote broadly shared values such as democracy and human rights. Central among these is the notion that foreign policy is intended to ensure that the country’s national interests – both domestic and international – are safeguarded in relations with other countries. 33 The most fundamental national interest for all governments is national security. For Taiwan, it could be protected by TMD, however, also democracy as soft power can be the best defense which could help a “diplomatic war without gunfire”
Joseph Nye contends in “the changing nature of power” as “Soft power” symbolizes the values a government champions in its behavior at home (for example, democracy), in international institutions (working with others), and in foreign policy (promoting peace and human rights) strongly affect the preferences of other countries. Governments can attract others by the influence of their example. 

 In his article of “Democracy and the National Interest” , former Deputy Secretary of State Strobe Talbott contends that when America promotes democracy, these values and interests reinforce each other.34 Thus, Taiwan learns to raise its political status in the international community through democratic diplomacy.  This democratic diplomacy has several implications. First, it allows Taiwan to maximize its global activities to form an international network.  Second, it allows Taiwan to take “multilateral common interests” to develop relations with developed western countries.  And finally, Taiwan can serve as an example for other developing countries.

 Most important though, Taiwan’s democratization can serve as a lighthouse effect for China. On the field of international participation, Taiwan can best outshine Beijing by making the distinctive contrast and affirmative commitment to peace in its persistence that the best road to peace is democracy. 

(2) Strategic Implementation: New vehicles of foreign policy related to China’s democratization.
The government’s acceptance of an increasingly democratic policy, which especially related to China’s democratization will have something to do with two institutions, namely the establishment of Taiwan Foundation for Democracy and the Commission for Oversea Chinese’s merge into Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
This section will focus on these newly intuitional innovations that have functions on helping to promote China’s democratization.
Taiwan Foundation for Democracy (TFD): A New Vehicle

As Larry Diamond concluded and in the section of “A FOURTH WAVE?”, universal norms of democracy and human rights will become embedded in the international dialogue and action. And many of the newly established democracies will become important sources of diffusion and promoters of democracy themselves. Also as pointed out in “The End of the Third Wave and the Start of the Fourth”, more democracies in the world are establishing with public funding this kind of semi-official organization.35
As is well known, the National Endowment for Democracy (NED) traces its roots to President Reagan's landmark Westminster Address, in which he described the crisis of totalitarianism and called for a new "campaign for democracy," one that would give momentum to the unfolding "democratic revolution" in the world and "leave Marxism-Leninism on the ash heap of history." The foundation was created to provide practical assistance and encouragement to democratic movements, civic organizations. 36 Just like President Bush addressed to firmly continue promoting democracy this January, mainly by raising the fund of NED to work on promoting democracy. That demonstrates the vehicle match well to serve the core value of its foreign policy in another way.
In accordance with this trend, Taiwan takes the lead to establish the Asia’s first national-level democracy assistance foundation-Taiwan Foundation for Democracy.
· Background of its Establishment

"President Chen Shui-bian declared his vision of creating a democracy assistance foundation in Taiwan at the Second Assembly of the World Movement for Democracy held in Sao Paolo, Brazil, 2000. On June 17, 2003, the Taiwan Foundation for Democracy was established as the first national democracy assistance foundation in Asia." As the above engraved memorial stature denotes, the origin of the TFD observes the year 2ooo, which marked a historical peaceful power transition in Chinese history.

After much research and careful evaluation, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs integrated the required resources from many sectors domestically and international.  In January 2003, the Ministry obtained the support of all political parties to in the Legislative Yuan and pass the budget for the Foundation. The TFD formally came into being on June 17, 2003, with its first meeting of the Board of Trustees and Supervisory Board which representing political parties, academia, Non-governmental Organization, and the business sector. Speaker of Legislative Yuan was elected its first Chairman.

· Its Function and ideal 

The ideals of establishing TFD follows as President Chen Shui-bian address at the opening ceremony of the International Inter-Parliamentary Conference on Asia-Pacific Security, 17 January 2003.“Taiwan’s democracy proves that the universal values of democracy and human rights are compatible with traditional Chinese culture. Like a lighthouse beacon, Taiwan’s democracy emboldens all hearts desirous of democracy in the Asia Pacific…… Through this foundation, we will cooperate with our allies and international friends to realize the goal of global democratization.”

Through a combination of government programs and cooperation with American and foreign nongovernmental organizations, the US administration has provided technical assistance on the conduct of elections and institution-building. It has worked especially closely with the Asia Foundation, which has been promoting democracy since 1956, and with the National Endowment for Democracy, which has been active around the world since 1984. 

To the same aim, the TFD functions as a “democracy assistance foundation.” Like its counterparts in established democracies, the TFD provides material and technical support for democratic initiatives both at home and abroad. Within this context, the Foundation offers grants to Taiwanese political parties. In addition, it provides funding for domestic and international projects that can help advance Taiwan’s democratic development as well as bolster democratization elsewhere, including China. 
· Mission in Asia and Related Initiatives

As Carl Gershman, President of the National Endowment for Democracy remarked at the first anniversary commemoration of the Taiwan Foundation for Democracy in Taipei on June 14, 2004 “As a new democracy, Taiwan has a distinctive role to play. There is great interest in Asia, Latin America and other regions in Taiwan's success in making the transition from authoritarianism to a democracy that is vibrant and economically vigorous. The influence of Taiwan does not depend upon its size but upon its status as a beacon of democracy in Asia and the first Chinese democracy. The significance of this fact cannot be over-estimated….. It would be natural if the new Taiwan foundation would have a special focus on the promotion of democracy in Asia. We look forward to working together in strengthening democratic institutions and networks of democracy practitioners in Asia.”

Indeed, TFD was established with an interrelated, two-tracked mission. Domestically, the TFD strives to play a positive role in consolidating Taiwan’s democracy and fortifying its commitment to human rights; internationally, the Foundation hopes to become a strong link in the world’s democratic network, joining forces with related organizations around the world. For its international mission, the first and most important task would be supporting democratization in Asia countries, including China, by establishing close relationships with leaders of the world’s democracies and cooperative partnerships.    

The followings have updated TFD its major initiatives with regard to Asian democratization (with expectation of including China in the future):

· The TFD has established the Asia-pacific Democratic Resource Center (APDRC) which is a unique compendium of knowledge and links, constructed to foster mutual understanding of the region’s democracy and addresses the pressing political and social questions arching over Asia today.

· The second new initiative is aimed at establishing an Initiative and Referendum Institute Asia (IRI-Asia), which seeks to promote proper understanding and practice of direct democracy in Asia. Working with IRI-Europe and IRI in the US, the two existing specialist organizations in direct democracy, the TFD will create a data center for referendum-related legislation and practices in Asia-Pacific countries and to support research and training programs to improve and promote I&R practices.

· Cooperation among the emerging regional democratic community is the key to expanding the process to include those societies still suffering under authoritarian rule. Establishing a mechanism will help promote the realization of the universal values of democracy and human rights. The TFD has recently launched The World Forum for Democratization in Asia (WFDA) which will be envisioned as a regional platform where democracy and human rights activists, policy makers, scholarly experts and foundations gather to address pressing issues concerning democratic developments, and to define common strategies to improve democracy and human rights situations in Asia.37
It is also highly desirable that these programs join together in an international association to coordinate their efforts and to become all effective lobbying groups with national governments and international organizations on behalf of democratic development.  
Democracy and human rights have not come easily for the people of Taiwan, and the TFD has been created with high hopes and expectations. As a new organization, the Foundation is facing both opportunities and challenges. It will both learn from and work together with its international counterparts, to play a meaningful role in safeguarding Taiwan’s march into democratic maturity and emergence as a leading model of democracy in Asia. 

Commission for Oversea Chinese Affairs merged into Ministry of Foreign Affairs

In President Chen’s National Day Message of this October, he conveyed the Taiwan government’s determination to promote major reforms concerning state institutions and the quality of the democratic system. He believed that such an accomplishment would create conditions conductive to Taiwan's sustainable prosperity, development, and progress.

· Functional Change

That major institutions reform including The Executive Yuan in drafting the Organic Law of the Executive Yuan the past September, to modify its own structure, reducing the number of its 36 subordinate ministries and commissions to thirteen ministries, four commissions and five independent agencies. This action symbolizes a major stride in the history of Taiwan's governmental reengineering. 

In the institutional reform, Commission for oversea Chinese Affairs which founded from the mid-1950s and set up as to serve its policies to take the overseas Chinese seriously as a potential source of political support will further merged into Ministry of Foreign Affairs once the bill is endorsed by the Legislator Yuan in year 2005.And the original Mainland Affairs Committee which is charge of mainland affairs will be merged as subordinate office under Executive Yuan. That would be a significant step, especially making MOFA as the major institution on conducting policy regarding China’s democratization.

· DPP Government and Oversea Strength
Being an important source of supporting strength, the contest for the support, loyalty and patriotism of Overseas Chinese became an essential park of the national policies of the two Chinese governments of two sides of Taiwan Straits; DPP government didn’t change that efforts to attract the oversea strength.

          Taiwan has also become a democracy. This achievement is also a credit to the sacrifice and determination of the people not only on Taiwan but also to those overseas, both as students and in organizations particularly in countries like the United States and Japan.
 

Up to today, American Chinese and Taiwanese still are and will be more important to play their role in promoting democracy between two sides of Taiwan Straits. As Bill Gertz concluded in his book “The China Threat”, “A key strength of America is its diversify, and Asian-Americans have played one of the most important roles in our society.  The Americans among the so-called overseas Chinese must take the lead in forming a new Pacific community that will promote American value of democracy and freedom. The ultimate goal would be to work together to bring about the peaceful replacement of the communist government in China with a democratic alternative.”
 

Recent years, Commission for oversea Chinese Affairs established the “Global Alliance for Democracy and Peace” in order to unite overseas Chinese/Taiwanese to Promote and supervise China’s democratization. Thus these tasks expect to be transfered while it was merged into MOFA and making MOFA as the major institution in dealing with China’s democratization. 
· Some Overseas Observations for Establishing Democratic Bridge
My observations and experiences during this research period is that there is no “Taiwan Strait” divide in Silicon Valley. People with Chinese background are from Hong Kong, Taiwan and China, and are able to live together without boundaries. One may interpret this as the economic and business opportunities of Silicon Valley transcending any boundaries, but I would argue its broadly implication which is American democracy that has built up the environment that forms such a melting pot. 

This observation has inspired me to view democracy as the bridge connecting the two sides of the Taiwan Strait, and to encourage overseas Chinese and Taiwanese build this bridge up as they did in Silicon Valley. It is hoped that that these overseas Chinese and Taiwanese supervise democratic implementation on both sides of the Taiwan Strait.  That is to say, to first consolidate Taiwan as the first Chinese democratic society, to second oversee democratic reform in China, and to do so in the name of American democracy.
My observation in Bay Area also goes to American Chinese’s enthusiastic concern to the promotion of democracy in China. Two long-term San Francisco-base foundations demonstrate this function, and they all win certain supports from American academic field. 
         Through my interviews and understanding, “The Chinese Democracy Educational Foundation” (CDEF) is a non-profit organization registered in California since November 1985. To promote democracy in China, CDEF has established three awards with a stipend of $2,000 per award to be given annually to outstanding individuals or organizations that have made great contributions to human rights and democracy in great China. Past CDEF award recipients and a panel of distinguished scholars, famous Chinese American academics and political commentators nominate the candidates and select the finalists. In the past June, it holds 2003 CDEF Human Rights and Democracy Award Recipient, including the followings:

· Hong Kong Article 23 Concern Group
They pointed out that Article 23 would take away many of the individual freedoms enjoyed by Hong Kong residents and would give the government unfettered power to prosecute persons not to its liking. Under leadership, the Article 23 Concern Group turned out more than half million protestors on July 1, 2003. Their persistence eventually forced Mr. Tung, Hong Kong’s chief executive, to withdraw Article 23 from legislation.

· Dr. Chiang Yenyong(China)
Time Magazine Asia chose Dr. Chiang to be the 2003 Person of the Year for exposing Beijing’s SARS epidemic while the government remained silent about it. He was an eyewitness to the 1989 Tiananmen Square Massacre while treating many of the victims, some of whom died before him. On February 24, 2004, in his letter to the Chinese leaders, he appealed to them to confess, to right the wrongs, and to respect human rights.

· Mr. Du Daobin(China)

In 2001, on the Internet he blasted Jiang’s “Three Representatives” edict as despotic and imperious. In 2002, he distributed a major essay, “The middle class, an instrument to the CCP,” which was widely circulated on the Internet.
Past CDEF award recipients including Taiwan political and social movement figures.

According to its information provided, The Foundation for China in the 21st Century was founded in 1990 with a number of American Chinese scholars and prominent human rights activists established this non-profit, academic educational and charitable organization. The Goal of the Foundation strives to study the experiences of the democratization and the democratic way of life in the western democracies, and more important that of East Asian countries, especially, Taiwan. It also tries to learn the lessons from Eastern Europe’s upsurge of liberation from Soviet Communist rule Hence, the Foundation is intent on establishing an ongoing, meaningful dialogue among Chinese elites, to prepare for the democratic transformation and to plan for a future democratic China in all respects.

 Through attending their seminar , I found that the Foundation did organize several symposiums to meet its goal. These symposiums made it possible for an in-depth dialog to take place and attracted participation of scholars and political activists from Taiwan, Hong Kong, China and American locals. They conducted all the activities with American academics, including the one “Ethnic Relations during the Information Age” which examined the Internet impact in China and was held in Trinity college, Connecticut this month. Also, in view of potential crises among various ethnic groups and across the Taiwan Strait, the Foundation has sponsored many programs with academic organizations such as the Yenching Institute of Harvard University and Tufts University, and with non-government organizations. 

These foundations have set good examples to serve and encourage China’s democracy in a manner that is both positive and politically neutral. Through their works they have demonstrated their commitment to the goal of a democratic China. By organizing annual conferences and cooperating with academic institutions, they have been very effective at studying issues related to China’s democratic future. 
Conclusion: Promoting Democracy Diplomacy at All Levels
If the political will exist at the top to back a unified, pro-democracy foreign policy is lacking, no amount of coordination can produce it. Technically, government needs to craft a pro-democracy policy that has the coherent backing of all foreign policy branches of the government and nonpartisan support that can be sustained across administrations. 

Except democracy as an issue in the setting of diplomatic agenda of professional practitioner, officials in all branches of Taiwan’s government that involving in the policy implementation vary and need to be educated by providing “unambiguous and consistent signals” about the high priority it attaches to the maintenance of democracy and human rights in new elements of Taiwan’s foreign policy and join in the effort to promote them.

While a new government introducing a new concept in its bureaucratic system, the above
Suggestion is important and worthwhile to be practiced.
Ⅳ. China’s Democratic Future
Within the same volume of the 1995 Journal of Democracy, articles by influential political leaders of three countries expressed their views on their respective nation’s then ongoing struggles towards democratization, namely Lee Teng-hui of Taiwan; (who was then elected one year later as the first democratically elected president in Chinese history), Vaclav Havel of the Czechoslovakia (which then separated peacefully and democratically into the Czech Republic and Slovakia), and Aung San Suu Kyi of Burma (whose military leader proclaimed that democracy is the only road that leads to peace and prosperity while visiting India this past October—though only time will tell the truth of this statement).41 In addition, another article entitled “Creeping Democratization in China” also caught my attention. Even the heavy price paid by the war in Afghanistan and Iraq has led to “rising democracies” which will have their own elections before and in January 2005.However, in regards to the democratization of China, an entire decade has passed and its democratization is still “creeping” while we are forced to be patient in expecting if economic development will eventually lead to political reform.

As one side of the Taiwan Strait is already democratized, the other side of the democratic bridge needs to be built up. The reengineering will be in the interest of all parties. But what should be done to help the Communist Party achieve this goal?

1. How can China’s democratization benefit all concerned?

From the Global Perspective: Is the Third Wave of Democratization Over? Time for a Fourth Wave?

Today, according to the count of Freedom House, 117 countries – more than 60 percent of all the independent states in the world – choose their governments through more or less free and fair elections in which multiple political parties compete and the ruling party faces that risk of defeat. The global expansion of democracy during the third wave has been breathtaking. In 1974, there were only 39 democracies, about 27 percent of all the world’s independent states.42
However, with many of the world’s most powerful and influential authoritarian states (China, Iran, and Saudi Arabia) showing little of no prospect of democratization in the near term, the question arises: Is the third wave over? More importantly, it is suggested that the possibility and challenge of “a fourth wave of democratization in the world rest most pivotally on the future of China’s democratization.”43 
 China’s democratization will probably transform global politics at every level. It will mean that roughly three quarters of the world’s population lives in democratic states, creating an historic opportunity to bring a truly democratic world into being.
It is by no means certain that the liberalizing trend will culminate in full democracy, but the prospects would be worse without active American engagement.
The U.S. Angle: what it stands to gain

As Secretary Powell also mentioned, “Promoting freedom in the Asia-Pacific region remains vital to American national interests.” It would be reasonable to say that it would be in America’s interests in democratic norms to ultimately see China become a stable power liberalized and democratized as is Taiwan. 
Taiwan has much experience as a democracy and has always been a loyal democratic ally.  There are two key benefits to U.S. cooperation with Taiwan in China’s democratization:  1) It is in its own best interest to promote its democratic values in its foreign policy, and 2) it will be in line with its own strategic interests.  

At this stage, although terrorism is an existential challenge that redefines traditional notions of security, and combating it must be at the top of the nation’s agenda and therefore at the core of a Republican foreign policy, China and the United States will continue to deepen their ties. China’s role and influence will be critical in helping contain the nuclear ambitions of North Korea. US we welcome a global role for China, so long as China assumes responsibilities commensurate with that role.44
 However, peaceful engagement with China, and separation of the issues of North Korea and terrorism from human rights and security concerns, does not require that the West abandon its principled commitments to human rights – and its steady work to get China to live up to its own commitments in this regard.
Taiwan’s Security vs. China’s Democratization

In the midst of its inability to come to a consensus amongst the political parties about virtually anything within the island nation, Taiwan is nevertheless completely united politically in its support for the democratization of China.

In the 2000 presidential elections, all three leading candidates—Chen Shui-bian (DPP), Lien Chan (KMT), and James Soong (Independent)—agreed that Taiwan is sovereign in practice and should help to promote China’s democratization. Presumably, believed that will thus promote the peace and prosperity of two sides of Taiwan Strait. 
Prior to the 2004 elections, the common White Paper between the KMT and the PFP regarding foreign policy positions used the slogan “Say yes to peace, say no to war” as its  platform. Their position towards China was to focus on the promotion of democracy, also viewing that as the guiding principle for establishing the common interests of both sides of Taiwan Straits.

Taiwan’s policy towards the mainland has always been characterized by two extremes:  When dealing with the issue of economic exchange the tendency has been towards favoring unification. When dealing with issues of national security, however, independence becomes paramount.  It becomes clear from this that it is nearly impossible to come to a consensus on many things except the fact that China must democratize. 

China has its own dilemma- need peace for its economic development, not military confrontation, but cannot tolerate Taiwan’s “separate identity”. So the problem goes to-how to harmonize Taiwan’s security which also applied to American interest with China’s maximize aim? One may find the answer from the core argument –to foster    China’s democratization and then build up the democratic bridge.
The Final Goal: In China’s Own Best Interest

China faces the most peaceful, unthreatening international environment it has enjoyed since its founding, with little prospect that it will be disrupted. Chinese leadership should take macro trends into account. It is therefore in its own best interest to take advantage of the excellent historical opportunity-catching the timing of leadership change and its hosting the 2008 Olympic Game.

2. What Paths Can We Take for China’s Democratization?

There are many paths toward China’s democracy. Just the political will is generated “from below, from within, and from outside.” 

(1)Economic Development “Spills over” into Democracy?
The idea that “development-help-democracy” has been the prevailing theory up until now as a precondition for discussing China’s democratization.  This view has been supported by many scholars and diplomats in the West.
In “The Tide Underneath The “Third Wave””, Henry Rowen projected increases in educational and income levels promise to have large political consequences, the most important among these being the spread and consolidation of democratic forms of government. Thus anything that increases income –whether it be education, advances n technology, physical investment, or exploitation of natural resources – will foster more education and, in turn, more democracy.45
Some scholars suggest a more promising response and contend that “the degree of investment in and access to capital markets, especially human-capital markets, will determine a country’s trade and growth prospects, and hence its chances for strengthening its democratic institutions.”46
Those are to say, ultimately, the steps that must be taken to gain economic success undermine authoritarian rule and encourage democracy.
And the MFN status can also prove that practice. U.S. policy toward the People’s Republic is predicated on the conviction that continued economic and cultural engagement is the best way to induce democratization. This position was at the heart of the  debate in the United States over extending most-favored-nation trade to China In that instance, what might be called the “development-will-help-democratic” position prevailed 47
In diplomatic practice, it also seems prevalent. French ambassador to the US, Jean-David Levitte, giving a speech in Washington on October fifth,when replying to a question whether the French government supported the need to promote democracy in China by supporting democracy in Taiwan or believes that commercial interests are paramount and that arms sales to China should be permitted. He replied, "you cannot have a strong market economy competing so well in this globalize world without democracy developing at the same time, even without knowing democratic values, because a market economy brings democracy," he said. And he adding that “if you compare the level of freedom, liberties and market economy in China in the days of the Cultural Revolution with that of today's China, you'll see it's a totally different world.”48
However, examining the updated situation, just In the next half of 2004 alone, the following notorious “achievements” have been noted:

· On June 4th the State Department expressed its concern about the fact that China arrested 16 people who were commemorating the 15th anniversary of the Tiananmen Square Incident and called for respect for freedom of speech.  Amnesty International also issued a statement calling for the Chinese government to release those who were arrested.  The Chinese government replied that had it not clamped down on the Tiananmen Square protestors the country would not have achieved the economic success it is experiencing today.

· DC based Worldrights issued a statement on July 21st , calling for releasing democracy activist Peng-ming who being arrested in Burma and sent back to China this may because of promoting political reforms.

· On 4 October 2004,the the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention of the United Nations Commission on Human Rights issued a statement on China’s human right conditions, stressing that” at this stage, the four recommendations formulated in its 1997 report have not yet been implemented……And no definition for the term in criminal law "endangering national security" has been given, hence the application of criminal law provisions using this unduly broad notion may invariably give rise to arbitrariness; no legislative measures have been taken to ensure a clear-cut exception from criminal responsibility for those peacefully exercising their rights under the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.”49
· Before Legco election of this September, “Human Right Watch” released “A Question of Patriotism: Human Rights and Democratization in Hong Kong” which conclude the past twelve months have seen some of the most worrying violations of human rights since the 1997 handover.

The views from the other side: some reservations 

Xu Wenli, Chairman of Chinese Democratic Party, who is serving as visiting scholar

in Brown University, interviewed by Brown Journal and expressed his experience ”Personally, I feel that economic changes have introduced elements of democracy in China. However, democracy is still not near…… Democracy in China will work only when an institutional change is combined with a change in the way of living. Thus, favorable economic circumstances and development of civil society will help, but ultimate political leadership, choice, and action at many levels will make the difference.50 
Through his personal observations and interviews in Suzhou (the city which attracts the most foreign investment) this August, the ”Best reporter” David Broder of Washington Post came to believe that open markets and controlled local elections won’t really make China develop as a responsible government.  Only through internal and external pressure is it possible to do so.  He concludes that “it is important for American foreign policy to promote democracy abroad.”51 
 Dean Orville Schell ,  School of Journalism in UC Berkeley comment on doctor Jiang Yanyong (who disclosed SARS’ truth in China and being arrested before this anniversary of the Tiananmen Square Incident )being detent in the news website of the school , thinking it reflect the uneven current situation between China’s fast economic growth and its slow pace in political reforms.
Also, as East Asian Strategic Review 2004 comment on the recent development,

“Policies of reform and opening-up to the outside world have taken hold, and the policy of assigning top priority to economic development and integrating China’s economy into the global economy is now firmly established.  There have been few signs of its introducing reforms that could lead to the expansion of individuals’ political rights or democratization.” 52
From the angle of Taiwan Strait, threats from Chinese leaders have not been helpful in binding the Taiwanese any closer to the mainland .Beijing has to realize the true limits of its economic policy of enticement hand policy of integration. Economic connection has been highly increased and many expectations go to this connection may pave the way for political links. I believe that the precondition of this possible peaceful connection can only be reached through establishing “democratic bridge” between two sides of Taiwan Straits.

Help from outside in the form of information or moral and political support can sometimes make an important difference for China’s uneven situation between economic development and political reforms.
(2) International Actions and Pressures as Side Driver

Only with a comprehensive, consistent “tough love” approaching from the international community is political will for governance reform likely to emerge.53Take U.S. Congress as an example, some resolutions passed the Senate and House, including its concerns on China’s pressing Falun Gong. Those send messages to Chinese government that the United States Congress is deeply disturbed by its human rights records. Passage of a bill in the United States cannot guarantee improved humanitarian condition ; however , it symbolizes international consistent concern over its democratic progress.
EU also expressed its concern on human right in different countries. Austrian Foreign Minister Benita Ferrero-Waldner represented to express EU’s close watch on Russia on October 5th  , viewing its recent development  as democratic backwards. For Burma, resolution was passed on September 13 to demand political reform and otherwise banning on its foreign trade. Asia-Europe Meeting (ASEM) summit gets underway in Hanoi on Oct.8, the Europeans are threatening the junta with plans to deny more Burmese officials travel visas coupled with a push to freeze international lending to the military dictatorship. To escape such punitive measures, Rangoon has to release from house arrest of the pro-democracy leader Aung San Suu Kyi.

Comparatively, EU’s role in cross-strait issues is too weak. The recent discussion for lifting arms sale was striking every Asia countries. Ironically, they are satisfied to China’s slow pace in democratization and would like to speed up its military power.  And this kind of apparent double standard may be sending wrong signals to Communist China for comparison.
These grave violations of human rights must be exposed and condemned. Moral and diplomatic pressure must be mounted through a variety of means and forums to persuade China to cease these abuses. International moral outrage will be the important element to change China. However, that outside efforts to promote Chinese liberalism, together with help establishing its domestic social forces, could be speed up or gain more possibility of success.
(3)Civil Society as an Instrument
 1991 book Pericles of Athens and the Birth of Democracy, Donald Kagan, a professor of classics at Yale, propounds a principle that… Democratic governance, relies on three conditions: “The first is to have a set of good institutions; the second is to have a body of citizens who possess a good understanding of the principles of democracy, who have developed a character consistent with the democratic way of life; and the third is to have a high quality of leadership.” Apparently, it refers to civil society that constitutes an important part in democratic system.

As far back as 1996, according to the World Bank, an increasing amount-about 14 percent in 1996-of global development aid had been channeled via civil society agents, which are perceived to be harbingers of democracy.(The World Bank, The World Bank Partnership with Non-Governmental Organizations, Washington D.C.: World Bank, 1996) 

Another statistics show that at the end of 2002, there were 135,000 officially registered “social groups,” in China. More than half were sub-national level groups, reflecting China’s size and diversity. Books about “civil society” (shimin shehui or gongmin shehui) and “civil organizations” (shetuan or minjian zuzi) now crowd the shelves in China. It symbolizes the growth of personal liberty following its economic development to a certain level. But the growth of associations representing political rights remains staging.
How Civil Society Promotes Democracy and should be accepted by government?
A vibrant Civil Society serves the development, deepening, and consolidation of democracy in many ways. After the transition, this involves checking, monitoring, and restraining the exercise of power by formally democratic states and holding them accountable to the law and public expectations of responsible government. Even to stimulate debate on and awareness of institutional alternatives is an important contribution to the promotion of democracy. 54
Civil society organizations are distinct from other groups in society in many respects. Second, civil society relates to the state in some way but does not seek to win control over or position within the state; it does not seek to “govern the polity as a whole.” That means it will not challenge Chinese government.55 
And civil society advances democracy in two generic ways: by helping to generate a transition from authoritarian rule to (at least) electoral democracy and by deepening and consolidating democracy once it is established. Developing Democracy P.233Civil Society and Democratic Transitions A vigorous Civil Society can strengthen the social foundations of democracy even when its activities focus on community development and have no explicit connection to or concern with political democracy . Effective grassroots development efforts may relieve the burden of expectations fixed on the state and so relieve the intensity of politics.56 
The increasing gaps between bureaucratic officials and the emergent social elites and demand from collective workers and peasants will lead to a fragile operating infrastructure for the regime even if it is still believed that the state maintains effective social-political control. The establishment of civil society evolves gradually and helps to release social tension facing state government, fits to China’s current social situation. Chinese government should take this into serious consideration, especially when facing more and more riots.
Civil Society: its Limitation

Even very courageous and wide civil society (and political ) mobilization does not always bring an end to authoritarian rule and a transition to democracy.57 Just as democracy requires time to consolidate, civil society requires time to take root and develop. In order for democratic institutions to become rooted they must first be adopted; people need experience with them.
(4)China.com : Internet Access to Promote Democracy
The activist Xu Wenli stressed for the tool on communication within their circle in China, the primary modes of communication were faxes and the telephone, but, when the internet was introduced into China in 1998, they began to use that. Although” we didn’t have a party, we had a network established throughout the entire nation. We began to do a lot of interviews, to write many articles, and, through these outlets, to influence Chinese society.”58
As statistics shows, over the past ten years, the number of Internet users in China has increased by between 200 to 300 percent. From the 1980s to the 1990s, there were only twenty to thirty million Internet users in China, but now there are as many as eighty million internet users in China—far more than the seventy-million membership of the Chinese Community Party that took more than half a century to build. Considering the prospect of the number of internet users reaching 100 million or even 150 million in the next few years, the strategic significance of the internet for China’s democratic future becomes self-evident. The compelling figures demonstrated the internet has already become a new arena where democracy and dictatorship confront each other and where forces for and against people’s rights are engaged. It has also become an effective tool for the powerless to monitor the use of power by their government.59 
As pointed out, issues such as local corruption now are widely discussed in Internet postings. Some optimists find encouragement in recent precedent-like the storm of text messaging that broke out when the government initially covered up this years SARS’ outbreak. It seems strong public opinions express through internet could work to draw attention of the Chinese government. However, opening up broadband services for anyone to challenge official views on national affairs or related to politics is something else again. After commemorating Tiananmen Square tragedy in a series of web postings ahead of its 15th anniversary, according to Hong Kong’s South China Morning Post, sixty-one mainlanders were in detention for Internet offenses as of early May.60
Drawing attention by the government also leads to everything on their sites is vetted by teams of monitors backed by search engines on the lookout for antigovernment references. That could make case like Sina, which prides itself as China’s premier online news source, was in an odd position: while subscribers of its messaging service were buy passing around updates, the portal itself was holding back the news: “We won’t report it until we get the green light from the government.”
As is concluded in the same article “China.com” of “Stanford Magazine”(September/October 2004, a publication of the Stanford Alumni Association), it refers to a UK-based law firm’s views of “The only certainty, it seems, is that the Central Government will eventually lost its battle to control the Internet” Why? “While the instruments of control continue to be firmly in place whether generated within China or outside, is now stretched to breaking point.”
In this day and age, using the internet is the most peaceful and cost effective way to promote civil liberties and democratization in China It thus helps to build access of outside world to China, however, further help to release the long-wall like blockage is deem to be the necessity for next step.
Though as described above that economic and social development will help to promote democracy in China, but ultimately political leadership, choice, and action at many levels will make the most difference.
(5) Generating Change at the Top: Raising Consciousness among the Leadership

In most countries where development has failed or stalled, the most important missing ingredient is the political will of the nation’s leaders to improve governance.61 
Fifteen Years Later
In the last fifteen years alone after Tiananmen Square tragedy, China has seemed to show some signs that democracy is possible and even imminent, and others that it is not possible or, at least, not likely. By and large, the reforms have been limited to the economic arena and allowed for a minimal increase in transparency within the Party.
This October witnessed the former head of the Chinese Communist Party, Zhao Ziyan’s 85th Birthday. It was reported that people at home and abroad called for his release. Zhao had been reportedly put it this way in a secret speech to the Party leadership in June 1989:
“I used to think that so long as we did well in reforming the economy and people’s living standards went up, then the people would be satisfied and society would be stable, but as I later discovered, this is not the way things are. After living standards and cultural levels have been raised, the people’s sense of democracy and sense of political participation will grow stronger. If the building of democracy and a legal system fails to keep up, then society will not be stable.”62
15 years have passed the prediction. Yes, the economy and the sense of modernization grow. However, a democratic system has still not emerged to meet the needs of the people.

President Jiang Zemin proclaimed at the Fifteenth Party Congress in September 1997 that his goal was to make China “democratic”, but his time frame was vague and distant.And most of the party’s actions since then have moved in the opposite direction.63 
“Three Representative” and Inner-party Democracy
A similar sequence of events occurred in the recent years. Jiang’s “Three Representative” shed some light once again.
The government has promoted  the “important thought of ‘Three Represents’” advanced by Jiang Zemin as the CPC’s guiding principle for the foreseeable future. The “Three Represents” thought of together with the name of their advocate Jiang Zemin, was written into the CPC Constitution at the sixteenth National Congress. The communiqué issued in October by the third plenary session of the sixteenth Central Committee of the CPC suggested that the “Three Represents” will be incorporated not only into the Constitution of the CPC but also the Constitution of the state.64
Behind “Three Represents” thought is the idea of attracting to the CPC the private entrepreneurs who have been the engine of the country’s economic growth. One might argue that this is a meaningful transformation to some kind of “capitalism-authoritarian party system”. However, it is still far away from being a democratic system.  
As East Asian Strategic Review 2004 observed its development, the reform being
 pursued by the Communist Party is not, at least for now, the type designed to expand the
 political freedom of individuals but rather an inner-party reform aimed at consolidating
its position as a leading party. In an article carried in the June 16, 2003, issue of Seeking
Truth (Qiushi), a theoretical journal sponsored by the CPC Central Committee, Vice 
President Zhen Xiaoying of the Central Institute of Socialism pointed out: “There is 
likewise no way out without reforming the political structure or practicing people’s de-
mocracy,” and concluded that promoting people’s democracy with inner-party democracy 
was a strategic option, thereby limiting the target of political reforms to inner-party de
mocracy. 

A Ray of Hope on New Leadership: Still Hollow

For the first time, the Chinese Communist Party’s top body, the Politburo, presented a report to the Communist Party’s Central meeting this September. It appears the Party is faced with the challenge of improving its image and legitimacy in the face of public discontent about official abuses of power. However, the meeting focused on improving the party’s competence in governing the country. That is to consolidate its power. The Chinese Politburo is just trying to polish its image.

What is more, the government has decided to hold a regular “group study” meeting immediately after Political Bureau meetings, presided over by Hu Jintao, where top leaders participate and build consensus on important issues discussed at the Political Bureau meetings. It has reported that on the group study occasion of the Political Bureau ,  scholars mastering on western democracy being invited to teach the democratic politics, including the learning of electoral system.65 Regretfully, it is proved just another high-sounding declaration. 

In recent speeches, Hu Jintao has scorned Western democracy as a “blind alley” that would lead China to a “dead end”. Even so, he evinces the fear of many Chinese leaders that the U.S. is forging an “arc of containment” around China.66
The national strategy of China has been to fulfill the economic needs of the people while suppressing political freedoms as much as possible. There is little sign of change in this strategy under President Hu Jintao.
Expectation

In terms of political timing and creating his legacy, Jiang will still have time left before next March when he resigns as Chairman of the Central Military Committee. With less political charisma than Deng or Mao, Jiang should think twice about his historical evaluation. For Hu, to get out from under Jiang’s shadow and establish his personal asset is the priority. Practicing democracy for this almost sixty years old communist regime would give both of them the answer.
(6)Hong Kong as a Testing Ground
As is the case elsewhere, domestic progress toward democracy and progress in international security tend to reinforce one another. We have much to look forward to this year on Asia’s democratic agenda. Presidential or parliamentary election, or both, will take place in Indonesia, the Republic of Korea, the Philippines, Mongolia Malaysia and both Taiwan and Hong Kong.
Two Elections Test the Chinese Political Atmosphere 

Although Chinese leaders do not face electoral challenges (though some village elections with low democratic elements have been organized in past years), Beijing faces two crucial electoral tests in the next half of this year, with possible critical consequences for its democratization. In September, Hong Kong elected its Legislative Council (or Legco), of which thirty seats are set aside for election through universal suffrage and the other thirty through functional representation (apparently to prevent pro-democracy candidates from winning a majority).67 In this coming December, Taiwanese go to the polls to choose their next new legislature, nine months after renewing the mandate of President Chen Shui-bian for a second term. One election is within China’s territory and the other is not. However, these two tests could be quite inspiring for China and its fourth generation leaders-the result could be important, but the process of a fair election to reflect the will of people could have more educating meanings.
From Hong Kong’s standpoint, it would be useful if Taiwan were to press China to keep its words regarding giving HK a high degree of autonomy and make it quite clear that if China doesn’t keep its word on HK, then Taiwan has no reason to be interested in this offer. Hong Kong residents and Taiwanese appear not to be drawn any closer to China, judging from latest indicators; economic enticements and integration may need to be drastically reconsidered by Beijing.

China will be able to enjoy stable political and economic development only when it truly moves toward democratization. Taiwan and Hong Kong will play special and critical roles in China’s democratic reforms, China can learn from Taiwan’s experience in democratic development while using Hong Kong as a testing ground for promoting democratization. 
The outside world can and should help democracy prevailing as the common value of Taiwan, Hong Kong and China. Crafting a “democracy timetable” rather than a “unification or independent timetable” should be the priority.

Ⅴ. CONCLUSION

The 2008 Olympics: A Turning Point for Chinese Democracy

Because democracy is possible, however, does not mean that it is inevitable, or that the outcome of the process will be the same in China as it is in the 118 other democracies in the world which will participate in the Olympics. Many people differ as to when it may become a reality, often noting that it may not happen until after 2015 or later.68 However, I would argue that 2008 should be the turning point in this regard. China is and will be looking forward to the games, just as the world looks forward to its democratic future. Why?
Despite great strides in bolstering its image and credibility in the region since the mid-1990s, China still struggles with a serious image and credibility problem . And for a long time, securing the 2008 Olympics was a major goal which required a huge investment of resources to achieve. There was a tremendous amount of publicity surrounding the bid and public expectations were high. The motivation and the strategy behind the 2008 Olympics was actually to bolster China’s post-June 4th image within the world community of nations and demonstrate its capacity as or to be a regional power or global superpower.
 It is in line with China’s efforts to be taken seriously on the global stage, as was seen by its presence in the World Trade Organization and its future role in hosting the 2008 Olympics. In order for China to realize power, it should be in agreement with responsibility. The world body of nations is also obligated to demand a certain level of change in the way things have been done until now and to democratize China’s political system. As Brad Adams, executive director of Human Rights Watch said “An embarrassing record of continuing human rights abuses is on its way to show to the world,” at least, some kind of ” responsibility should come with the international prestige China received by hosting the 2008 Olympic Games.”69 

Programs for Initiating Democratic Reforms
        Given outside expectations and feasibility, the following s should be seriously taken into account by the Chinese government to advocate before hosting the 2008 Olympic Games.  

· Partially ensure freedom of speech and assembly by ending media and internet censorship, especially since international and domestic journalists will be covering the Olympic games and other related news. As a result, rehabilitating the events of 1989 and the activities of Falun Gong.
· Raise elections from the village level to the provincial level, which will presumably legalize opposition parties. This will not provide an immediate threat to the communist government, but will offer an opportunity for the Communist Party to safely change its identity from dictatorship to ruling party through fair election 

A Race against Time 
Richard Nixon observed in 1994,”Today China’s economic power makes U.S. lectures about human rights imprudent. Within a decade it will make them irrelevant.” Western’s leverage over China’s democratization would be greatly reduced if the 2008 Olympic Games completely shaped its international image and its economic strength. 
UNCTAD 2003 report which was released on September the 22nd indicated China attract as much as $52 billions foreign direct investment (FDI) on 2002 and this grew to $535 billions on 2003. China has already surpassed America and become number one in the world for attracting FDI.70 The IMF semi-annual report of “The Prospect of World’s Economy” released on the 29th of September pointed out that this was mainly contributed by China’s rising economic growth rate from 8.5% to 9%, composing of the world’s 5 percent economic growth rate which is the strongest one in the past three decades.71 Although, the G8 Summit demanded the appreciation of the RMB recently, China is still reluctant to follow, and that has further proved the international body’s influence is becoming weaker.
Political democratization is an inevitable transition that China will have to go through. It is reasonable to be cautious to start the democratization because of the difficulties. It is nevertheless a mistake to evade it, as the delay will only bring to greater difficulties and risks for the eventually unavoidable democratization. So, must we wait until the forces are commensurate with each other and the risk so much greater to make such a counter threat? Or are we going to wait to make such a counter-threat until the forces are commensurate with each other and the risk is so much greater?
 On September 21st Beijing began its countdown to the 2008 Olympics.  Imagine that the race towards democracy was as important one of the actual Olympic Games.  China is the only competitor in this race against time for democracy. Just like in Greece’s Closing Ceremony, the little Chinese girl stood on the stage and issued the invitation to the world to come to Beijing in 2008. If China lives up to this task, it will be worthy of hosting the world in Beijing in 2008 and will be able to do so with justifiable pride.
 It is not naïf to view year 2008 as good timing for China to practice democracy in certain level. History tells the truth. For more than fifty years, the most powerful foreign idea that shaped China was Communism. The ideal was first developed by Carl Max, a German-Jewish scholar that would never have imagined his belief would have the greatest effects on China. Why don’t we have confidence on promoting democracy in a peaceful way and believe that it can prevent a war ?

As Secretary Powell has noted President Bush’s Asia strategy is one of liberty and of advancing democratic governments based on the aspirations of Asians themselves.  This applies to the case of China’s democratization as well. As he pointed out the attitude on this task, “ …There’s nothing subtle about our support for this. We don’t need to subtle. We’re proud of it.”72
One may ask the timetable for unification or independent from both sides and that won’t be as practical as setting a timetable for China’s important steps of democratization. .
Democracy and Trilateral Relations
The one conclusion is that China’s fate is not pre-determined; it is in its own hands. It is true that no hegemonic party wants to give up power, but it is also true that many already have. And thus only by promoting democracy is a richly beneficial expansion of trilateral interests.
To solve the cross-strait relations, the movements on both sides need legitimacy, stability, predictability, and rationality. Only democratization can guarantee on both sides of these qualifications. The results of democratization on two sides of Taiwan Straits have been dramatic on four levels. Domestically, Taiwan has remained secure and has prospered. It has also made the transition from an authoritarian form of government to a fully democratic one. Bilaterally, relations of every sort between Taiwan and the United States have flourished. At a trilateral level, the trend would has its way to allow Taipei and Beijing to at least begin a cross-strait dialogue and take the first steps toward building mutual trust under American’s favorable system which applied to its core value of foreign policy. And at a multilateral level, the security and the subsequent stability of Taiwan Strait will ensure regional stability and multilateral prosperity throughout the Asia-Pacific.
In closing, I would conclude that the best way to further the regional development goals that Taiwan shares with the U.S. would be to view the bilateral relationship more on its own merits, and less through the distorting prism of Beijing's views. Taiwan's promotion of democracy and human right, peace and prosperity at home and throughout Asia clearly and naturally coincides with U.S. goals and values, including collectively promoting China’s democratization. 

Taiwan has politically and economically developed in America's image and has become an American success story. I firmly believe that a stronger and closer U.S.-Taiwan partnership as democratic allies is in American interest and will make important contributions to China’s democratic future, thus a more democratic, peaceful, and prosperous East Asia at the dawn of this new century.
*This paper represents the views of author and not necessarily those of his home organization and APARC. 
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