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tegic ambiguity” as the guiding thought and hedges between Beijing and
Taipei through the implefmentation of its “one China policy ” with the
aim of maintaining the status quo and stability across the Taiwan Strait.
By emphasizing “peaceful resolution ” the U.S. puts its strategic focus
of cross-Strait relations on the “process” rather than the “outcome. ”
The pursuit of the status quo and stability in cross-Strait relations remains
the core goal of U. S. strategy toward Taiwan and the trend of peaceful
development in cross-Strait relations is in accordance of overall U. S.
strategic interests.

The Construction of the Taiwan Model of “One Country Two
Systems 2 e e, Sun Daiyao

The Taiwan model of “One Country Two Systems” is a type of theoreti—
cally constructed model encompassing both a static model and a dynam—
ic structure. According to its inherent logic the dynamic Taiwan model
can be divided into the “Model for Unification” and the “Model for
Practice. ” The former is the way for the two sides of the Strait to move
towards unification a step-by-step and organizational approach that can
go through the peaceful development stage the political negotiations
stage and the pre-unification transitional stage. The latter is a summary
of the method status and experience of the implementation of the “One
Country Two Systems” model in post-unification Taiwan. Fundamental—
ly the Taiwan Model of “One Country Two Systems” is a unification
and development model constructed together by the two sides.

ARTICLES

The Reconstruction of the “Intermediate Zone”: The Origins of

China’s Asia Policy( 1949—1955) -eeeerevviniiniinnnns Niu Jun
From the summer of 1954 to the spring of 1955 China’s Asia policy un—
derwent an important transformation. After the formation of the Sino-So—
viet alliance and a series of major incidents Mao Zedong brought back
the idea of the “intermediate zone.” He defined the “intermediate
zone  in particular the Asian region within it as an important strategic
space to change the world’s political map which had special significance
for Chinas geopolitical security. Later developments revealed that Chi-
nese leaders actually regarded the “intermdiate zone” as a more perma-
nent “foothold” and “starting point” than the Sino-Soviet alliance. It
was also one of the main stages on which China launched a new strategic
competition outside the two camps of the United States and the Soviet U-
nion. The shift in Chinas Asian policy occurred at the beginning of
China’s efforts to build an “intermediate zone. ” These efforts opened up
a unique course that had a tremendous impact on the reshaping of the
Cold War and promotion the globalization of the Cold War.



