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TaAtwaN 2022: CROSS-STRAIT SECURITY SPIRALS FURTHER DOWN”
Auvrelio Insisa

The University of Hong Kong
insisa@hku.hk

Tensions between Betjing and Tuipei in 2022 reached their heights since the 1995-
1996 Third Strait Crisis. The decision by the outgoing Speaker of the US House
of Representatives Nancy Pelost to visit Tatwan in August, few months prior to the
momentous 20" Congress of the Chinese Communist Party, was immediately followed
by an unprecedented display of military capabilities by the People’s Liberation Army
n the waters and airspace surrounding Taiwan. Forceful assertions of sovereignty
over the island by Beijing, and explicit declarations of support in case of a Chinese
attempt at a military takeover by President Biden preceded and followed the events
that occurred in August, only to partially wane by the end of the year following the Xi-
Biden G20 meeting in Bali. With no open route to improve cross-Strait relations, the
Tar administration further deepened relations with the US and expanded unofficial
engagement with Washington’s East Asian allies and the European Union and its
member states. Shared support for Ukraine against Russia’s aggression and growing
synergies in industrial policy related to the semiconductor sector drove this engage-
ment, without however producing meaningful results in trade policy. In November,
the Kuomintang obtained a sweeping victory in the local «nine-in-one» elections. The
result showed the party’s continwing competitiveness in local elections, but the slow-
down of the Taiwanese economy, rising inflationary trends, and declining popular
support for the Tsar administration complicated the ruling Democratic Progressive
Party’s prospects for the 2024 general elections.

Keyworps — Taiwan; China; Cross-Strait relations; geo-economics.

1. Introduction

This study reviews the major political and economic events occurring in Tai-
wan in 2022 by exploring developments in the field of cross-Strait relations,
international politics, and domestic politics and economics. The essay con-
sists of six sections in addition to this introduction. The first section covers
the most relevant events that occurred during the year in review: the visit

* Given the lack of a standardised system for the Romanisation of proper nouns
in Taiwan, people’s names and place names are transliterated either in Wade-Giles or
Gwoyeu Romatzyh, following their most common usage. Proper nouns from China
are Romanized in Hanyu Pinyin.
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by then-U.S. House of Representatives Speaker Nancy Pelosi to Taiwan, the
military response to this visit by the People’s Liberation Army (PLA), and
Taiwan’s countermeasures to Beijing’s actions. The second section examines,
from a broader perspective, the issue of Taiwan’s security through the prism
of the Beijing-Taipei-Washington triangular relation. The third section as-
sesses the impact and implications of the Russian aggression of Ukraine for
Taiwan. The fourth section further investigates Taiwan’s position in global
politics through the lenses of geo-economics, with a focus on the impact of
U.S. industrial policy. The fifth section, instead, covers domestic politics and
economics. The first segment discusses the results of the local elections held
in November 2022, while the second segment provides an overview of the
performance of the Taiwanese economy throughout the year in exam. The
essay ends with conclusions summing up the main findings.

2. A dangerous August: The Pelosi visit, Betjing’s response, and Taipei’s coun-
termeasures

Between 2 and 3 August 2022, the then-US House of Representatives Nancy
Pelosi’s decided to lead a Congress delegation visit to Taipei, notwithstand-
ing warnings by Beijing, concerns by the Biden administration, and - at least
according to pro-China Taiwanese media — an attempt by the Tsai admin-
istration to withdraw the invitation [Zhou, Wang and Wu 2022]. The visit
resulted in a critical deterioration of the security environment in the Taiwan
Strait. Pelosi became the first House Speaker to visit the island following
Newt Gingrich, who visited Taipei for a few hours in April 1997. During her
stay, Pelosi visited the Legislative Yuan (LY) and met with the Republic of
China (ROC) President Tsai Ing-wen (%43:32). On the same day of Pelosi’s
arrival, the Eastern Theatre Command of the PLA issued a statement an-
nouncing «a series of joint operations» to be conducted «on the periphery
of the island of Taiwan» from that day to 10 August. The PLA statement
presented the operation as a «stern deterrence» against Washington and a
«serious warning» against the Tsai administration [‘Dongbu zhanqu’ 2022].
A separate official Chinese statement, also issued on 2 August, announced
the establishment of six «closure areas» for live drills surrounding Taiwan’s
territorial sea [PRC MND 2022], leading to a virtual blockade of the island.
Two of these closure areas overlapped with Japan’s Exclusive Economic Zone
(EEZ) [Yu, Wang & Lin 2022]. On 4 August, the day after Pelosi’s departure,
the PLA Rocket Force (PLARF) launched from the Mainland 11 ballistic mis-
siles in four of the six closure areas. Four missiles reportedly crossed the
island of Taiwan at an exoatmospheric altitude, thus without technically en-
tering its airspace. Five missiles landed in Japan’s EEZ [Shu 2022].

Starting on 2 August, aircrafts from the PLA Air Force (PLAAF) and
the PLA Navy (PLAN) conducted sorties within Taiwan’s Air Defense Identi-
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fication Zone (ADIZ) at an unprecedented scale and tempo, well beyond the
supposed end of the «joint operations» on 10 August. Between 2 August and
2 September, PLAAF and PLAN aircrafts totalled 458 sorties, compared
to the 625 sorties conducted between 1 January and 1 August 2022, and
the 972 sorties conducted throughout 2021. By the end of 2022, the total
number amounted to 1737, in contrast with the 1382 that occurred between
2019 and 2021 [Brown & Lewis]. Moreover, starting on 3 August, PLAAF
and PLAN aircrafts began to systematically cross the so-called «<median line»
of the Taiwan Strait.! Previously, the median line had been crossed only on
five occasions: in 1999, 2011, 2019, 2020 [Pedrozo 2020], and in May 2022.
Following the beginning of the joint operations, 302 crossings occurred only
in August. By the end of 2022, the total number of crossings was 564 [Brown
& Lewis]. Conversely, the information provided by the ROC Ministry of Na-
tional Defense (MND) on the activities of PLAN vessels in the waters of Tai-
wan’s «surrounding region» were much less detailed. The number of vessels
identified oscillated between 10 and 14 in the period from 5 August to 10
August. PLAN vessels, however, continued to maintain a constant presence
in the «surrounding region» even after the official end of the joint opera-
tions [MND]. The two PLAN air carriers, however, were not deployed dur-
ing the joint operations. Similarly, no meaningful activities from the PLA
ground forces were reported — most likely a way to allay potential concerns
over an actual amphibious invasion of Taiwan.

Well into late August, Beijing also used civilian unmanned aerial
vehicles (UAVs, «drones») to enter the airspace of the ROC-controlled
Kinmen Islands facing the shores of Fujian. The repeated incursions and
the harassment of ROC Armed Forces troops stationed there were system-
atically disseminated on Chinese social media. President Tsai eventual-
ly issued a presidential order calling for the adoption of «necessary and
strong countermeasures» [ROCOP 2022b], and the troops reportedly shot
down a Chinese UAV for the first time in late August [Yeh 2022]. These
actions led Fujian authorities to strictly regulate the use of UAVs [Feng
2022].2 In the wake of these developments, the ROC Ministry of Defense
Chiu Kuo-cheng (Bf[#1F) announced that any Chinese incursion in the
Taiwanese airspace or in the territorial waters would be now considered a
«first strike» [Hung 2022].

1. The «median line» of the Taiwan Strait is «a line of demarcation with five
coordinates stretching from North Latitude 23’ to 27’ and East Longitude from 119’
to 123’» established in 1955 by US military officers in 1955. Beijing had implicitly
acknowledged its existence in the past by signing air transport agreements with the
Ma administration in Taiwan [Lin 2022]. Weeks before Pelosi’s arrival to Taipei,
however, a Taiwan Affairs Office spokesperson publicly stated that the median line
does not exist [TAO 2022].

2. All UAVs entering Kinmen County’s airspace were civilian. This allowed
Beijing to preserve a modicum of plausible deniability.
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The PLA demonstrated its ability to impose a potentially devastating
blockade over Taiwan, highlighting the stark shift in the regional military
balance in the region that occurred since the 1995-1996 Third Strait Crisis.
Chinese external and internal propaganda focused on this point, present-
ing the PLA’s operations as acts of «encirclement» and «blockade and con-
trol» of the island [Liu 2022; Fan & Chen 2022]. The response to Pelosi’s
visit paved the way then for a dangerous «new normal» in the Taiwan Strait
security environment, featuring a sustained increase in the number of PLA
aircrafts and vessels in Taiwan’s ADIZ and surrounding waters, and the ef-
fective erasure of the «<median line».

Against this backdrop, it is difficult to paint Pelosi’s visit in a posi-
tive light. Pelosi arguably prioritised her legacy and political calculations
related to the U.S. midterm elections in November over Washington’s and
Taipei’s long-term security interests. Her supporters may point to a couple
of welcomed developments. First, an increased awareness of the existential
threat that Taiwanese liberal democratic institutions face among the global
and in particular Western public opinion. Second, the statements issued by
G7 Foreign Ministers on 3 August, which called on «the PRC not to unilater-
ally change the status quo by force in the region, and to resolve cross-Strait
differences by peaceful means» [U.S. Department of State 2022a], as well as
those by the European Union (EU) High Representative for Foreign Affairs
and Security Policy Josep Borrell [EETOT 2022]. These statements were
demonstrations of unity among major liberal democracies over the Taiwan
issue hard to fathom during the Trump presidency. Third, the resilience of
the Taiwanese economy, which was barely affected by the events surround-
ing Pelosi’s visit [Blanchette et al. 2022]. Yet, these developments hardly
balanced the deterioration of the security environment, because Beijing’s
reaction has substantially eroded its room for future escalation if a new flash-
point emerges. In addition, with the exception of Japan and Australia, the
reactions of regional state actors, while not overly sympathetic to Beijing,
remained generally frosty to Washington [Zheng & Heijmans 2022; Kim
2022]. Arguably, the visit bolstered Beijing’s narratives about the origins of
current tensions on the Strait, which present Washington and Taipei as the
two sides actually responsible for the disruption of Asia-Pacific’s stability.

3. The Beijing-Washington relation and Taiwan: Trapped in an action-reaction
dynamic

Notwithstanding Pelosi’s direct responsibilities, the deterioration of cross-
Strait security should be seen as a new stage within an action-reaction cycle
that has been characterising the relation between Beijing, Washington and
Taipei since the second half of the 2010s. The origins of this dynamic trace
back to: (1) China’s decision, matured between 2014 and 2017, to abandon
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its previous «strategic patience» over the Taiwan issue; (2) the emergence of
full-fledged Sino-American competition under the Trump administration
in 2018 — and the fundamental continuity (notwithstanding glaring differ-
ences in style) in the China policy of the Biden administration; and (3) the
Tsai’s administration eagerness to internationalise cross-Strait tensions and
to deepen relations with Washington, and other major liberal democracies,
in response to Beijing’s actions [Insisa 2021].

In the months prior to the August crisis, Beijing’s messaging — am-
plified by continuing presence in Taiwan’s ADIZ and surrounding waters
— insisted in condemning «foreign forces’ interference and «“Taiwan-inde-
pendence’ splittists’ plots», while attempting to project a cognitive climate
of inevitability over unification [‘2022 nian dui Tai’ 2022]. A key component
of Chinese messaging in this stage was the focus of domestic propagan-
da and propaganda targeting Taiwan on the «Party’s Comprehensive Plan
for Resolving the Taiwan Issue in the New Era», originally introduced in
the Communist Party of China’s (CPC) 2021 Third Historical Resolution
[Zhonggong zhongyang’ 2021; ‘2022 nian dui Tai’ 2022]. In line with past
analyses of the nexus between propaganda and policy-making in the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China (PRC) [Ohlberg 2013], the «Comprehensive Plan»
was at the same time ubiquitous in official statements over the island and
never clearly articulated, if not as a vague summation of Xi Jinping’s (it
~F) previous statements on Taiwan. Given the black-box nature of China’s
Leninist politics, it is possible that the Comprehensive Plan is an actual
roadmap for unification, but its ubiquity may have simply reflected two ne-
cessities for the Party-centre. First, to present Xi as the actor in the con-
trolling seat in the period leading up to the CPC 20th Congress eventually
held in October. Second, the need to mask the atrophy of Beijing’s Taiwan
policy, which is stuck to a narrow interpretation of the «one country, two
systems» framework, notwithstanding its rejection by the Taiwanese people.

The Biden administration, in turn, framed Beijing’s message as evi-
dence of an escalation geared toward a military invasion of the island, rath-
er than as a Chinese attempt to signal concern over Washington’s efforts to
deepen cooperation with Taipei and internationalise cross-Strait tensions.
Answering a reporter’s question during his visit in Tokyo for the Quad Sum-
mit in May, Biden stated that the U.S. had to honour its «commitment»
made to Taiwan to use military force if China invades [Sevastopulo, Inagaki
& Hille 2022]. His answer provided further clarity to the President’s posi-
tion, after in 2021 he had first mentioned an unspecified «agreement» over
Taiwan with Beijing, then mentioned American «commitment» to the de-
fence of the island, and finally stated that Taiwan «is independent, it makes
its own decisions» [Insisa 2022, p. 133]. Exemplifying the action-reaction
dynamic sketched above, China not only used extremely assertive language
to defend its sovereignty claims at the Shangri-La Dialogue held in June
[TISS Shangri-La 2022], but it also launched an external propaganda cam-

135



AURELIO INSISA

paign using state officials and state media to deny the status of the Taiwan
Strait as «international waters» [MFA 2022a; Kong 2022], pushing both
Washington and Taipei to forcefully reject these claims [MOFA 2022a].
The rhetorical escalation continued after Pelosi’s visit. On 10 August,
Beijing issued the first white paper on the Taiwan issue under Xi’s leader-
ship. This document provided no new insights, but attempted to project a
climate of inevitability over unification [SCIO 2022a]. A month later, Bid-
en reiterated its administration’s commitment to defend Taiwan in case of
an «unprecedented military attack» [‘Biden tells 60 Minutes’ 2022]. The
next week, the then-Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs Wang Yi (£%%)
warned that «any move to obstruct China’s cause of unification is bound
to be crushed by the wheels of history» [MFA 2022b]. The same metaphor
appeared also in the report delivered by Xi during the CPC’s 20th Congress
in October, together with customary vows to «never promise to renounce the
use of military force» to achieve unification [SCIO 2022a]. Days later, both
U.S. and ROC officials sounded the alarm of a potential use of military force
by Beijing to change the status quo as soon as 2023-2024 [Marlow 2022;
Chau 2022], in contrast with the previous forecast suggested identifying
2027 as the most likely period of «<maximum danger» for the island, a talk-
ing point introduced by the then-exiting Commander of the U.S. Armed
Forces Indo-Pacific Command, Philip Davidson, in 2021 [Sugeno & Naga-
sawa 2022]. Secretary of State Antony Blinken would further argue that Bei-
jing decided that the «status quo was no longer acceptable ... they wanted
to speed up the process by which they would pursue reunification» [Pamuk,
Martina & Lewis 2022], forcing Chinese officials to deny such a shift [Zheng
2022]. Arguably, these statements are not realistic, because there is no indi-
cation of an imminent Chinese invasion. The composition of the new CPC
Central Military Commission that emerged from the 20th Congress features
neither officials possessing deep operational expertise on Taiwan, nor the
composite configuration between PLA branches that would reflect the re-
quirements of a massive joint operation such a military invasion [Wuthnow
2022]. Furthermore, any attempt at a military takeover of the island would
require logistic, financial, and social preparations to such a scale that main-
taining an element of surprise would be simply impossible [Culver 2002].
After the meeting held in November between Biden and Xi at the
G20 Summit in Bali, widely seen as a joint attempt to establish a «floor» to
a bilateral relation in free fall [Bose & Widianto 2022], the rhetorical esca-
lation between China and the U.S. relatively waned. Indeed, immediately
after the meeting with Xi, Biden himself declared «I do not think there’s
any imminent attempt on the part of China to invade Taiwan» [Moriyasu
2022]. Yet, the same action-reaction dynamic remained at play. President
Biden’s signature of the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for
the fiscal year 2023, which included in the new Taiwan Enhanced Resil-
ience Act (TERA) US$ 2 billion in financing of military sales for Taiwan and
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up to US$2 billion a year in grant assistance for the island through 2027
[U.S. Congress 2022], was followed two days later, on Christmas day, by the
second largest display of aircrafts and vessels into a single day join patrol
operation [Everington 2022].

The account provided above highlights one issue that deserves fur-
ther examination: the significance of Biden’s statements over an American
«commitment» to defend Taiwan. Arguably, the statements in May and Sep-
tember are based on the U.S. President’s interpretation of the 1979 Taiwan
Relations Act as a legal tool committing the U.S. to defend the island in
case of a Chinese military takeover. Furthermore, this interpretation is not
seen in contradiction with Washington’s own «one China policy», according
to which — contra Beijing’s interpretation — the U.S. recognises the PRC as
the legitimate government of China but, crucially, stays mum over its sover-
eignty claims over Taiwan [Bush 2017].° This position, in turn, explains the
efforts by White House officials and by Blinken to reassure Beijing — and the
other actors in the Asia-Pacific — that the President’s words do not affect the
country’s «one China policy» [White House 2022a; U.S. Department of State
2022b]. This approach, however, can be criticised as a convoluted attempt
to deter Beijing that could in fact lead to the very same scenario that it tries
to avoid — especially if the Xi administration misperceives its design and
concludes that all remaining avenues for unification are closed.

The last segment of this section concerns defence cooperation be-
tween Washington and Taipei, and the Tsai administration’s defence policy.
The year in review saw one meaningful development in security coopera-
tion: the announcement of cooperation between the ROC armed forces and
the U.S. National Guard announced by President Tsai in May. It also saw
the continuing routinisation of U.S. sales of weapons systems to Taiwan.
Yet tensions between Washington and Taipei over the strategy underlying
the ROC Armed Forces’ military build-up continued. Both sides share a
rhetorical commitment to a concept of asymmetrical defence that aims at
leveraging Taiwan’s advantages against a PLA amphibious invasion [U.S.
DoD 2022a, p. 17]. Yet, the U.S. politico-military establishment continues to
perceive Taiwanese resistance to this qualitative transformation of the ROC
Armed Forces, given their continuing request for «expensive legacy systems»
to counter the PLA in the air and sea domains [Timbie & Ellis, Jr. 2021].
Thus, the Pentagon blocked the sale of anti-submarine helicopters and tacti-
cal airborne early warning aircrafts, in the attempt to nudge Taipei toward
its preferred acquisitions [Hille & Sevastopulo 2022]. Further tension over
defence cooperation with Taiwan also emerged within the U.S. Congress.
The TERA introduced in the 2023 NDAA, in fact, saw a drastic reduction
of proposed American support for the Taiwanese military build-up, as the

3. Authoritative scholarship in international law has pointed out that
Washington’s normalisation of relations with Beijing in 1979 implies, in fact, the US
recognition of Beijing’s sovereignty over Taiwan [Crawford, 2006, pp. 206-221].
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US$ 10 bn, 5-year package built around grants originally proposed in the
Senate was reduced to a US$ 2 bn loan for one fiscal year — as discussed
above [Wise & Hutzler 2022]. Concerns among the most vocal supporters
of Taiwan in the U.S. policy environments were amplified by the reduction
of naval activity across the Taiwan Strait throughout 2022 to nine transits,
in contrast with the 10, 13, and 12 transits performed in the previous three
years [Lindberg 2022].

In regard to Taiwan’s defence policy, the MND proposed a record US$
18.3 bn defence budget for 2023 (13.9% higher than the 2022 budget), pri-
marily focused on personnel and logistics and maintenance, with only about
US$ 0.8 billion destined to the purchase of new weapon systems [Hung &
Yeh 2022]. Moreover, on 27 December President Tsai announced the ex-
tension of conscription, from the current four months to one year, starting
from 2024. The reform aims at better addressing the threat of a Chinese
invasion by improving the quality of training, preparedness, and size of
troops. TVBS polls stated that 71% of Taiwanese people endorsed these
changes [‘Bingyi yanchang’ 2023].

4. Tarwan and the war in Ukraine: Sanctioning Moscow, supporting Kyiv,
engaging EU countries

The Russian full-scale invasion of Ukraine that started on 24 February 2022
showed Taiwan’s increasingly relevant role in international politics, as well
as the width and scope of its expanding ties with EU member states. Dur-
ing a public event in Tainan on 25 February, President Tsai argued against
comparisons between Ukraine and Taiwan, implicitly reflecting the then
widely shared belief of Kyiv’s rapid capitulation. She emphasised the Taiwan
Strait’s function as a natural barrier, the geostrategic position of the island,
the resolve of the ROC armed forces, and the international (another word
for «American») support that it enjoyed [ROCOP 2022a]. Following the suc-
cess of the Ukrainian resistance and its international resonance, the Tsai ad-
ministration’s messaging over the war pivoted toward that very same com-
parison that it had initially avoided. The ideational contours of the conflict
in Ukraine, in particular, enabled Taipei to further lean into the strategic
narrative of a global confrontation between democracies and autocracies — a
mainstay of Taiwanese political communication in the Tsai era [Insisa 2021].

Thus, Taipei firmly supported Ukraine via official statements from
the Ministry of Foreign Affairs [MOFA 2022b], from the TECRO represent-
ative in Washington Hsiao Bi-Khim (#f3%%) [Hsiao 2022], and from the
President herself [ROCOP 2022c]. The support for Kyiv was not only rhe-
torical. Taipei immediately joined the U.S., the majority of American allies
within and without NATO, and the member states of the EU in imposing
sanctions against Moscow. By blocking the near totality of exports of semi-
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conductors produced on the island towards the Russian Federation [MOEA
2022a; MOEA 2022b],* the Tsai administration provided a concrete con-
tribution to the international efforts to hit the Russian domestic economy
[Sonnenfeld et al. 2022, p. 49; Kofman et al. 2022, p. 5], even though by the
end of 2022 the country’s industrial military complex had secured access to
chips via Turkey, the UAE and China [Nardelli 2023; Taplin 2023]. Sanc-
tions against Russia were also coupled with the delivery of material support
for Ukraine, an effort primarily driven in the first months of the conflict by
Taiwanese private businesses and citizens. Drones, ammunition, and sani-
tary equipment worth US$ 45 million reached Ukraine from Taiwan in the
first months of the conflict [‘A kindred spirit” 2022]. Additional funding for
US$ 56 million were promised by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs Joseph Wu
Jaushieh (5:$1%#) at the end of October [MOFA 2022c].

Given the minimal scope of bilateral relations between Moscow and
Taipei, the Kremlin’s response was limited to the inclusion of Taiwan in its
list of «hostile countries». This was in fact a diplomatic faux pas, given Mos-
cow’s strict adherence to Beijing’s «One China policy». Yet, as in the case
of other countries aligning with the U.S.-led regime sanctions, Taiwan too
saw, counterintuitively, a significant increase in imports of energy resources
from Russia. Even before the beginning of the conflict, Russia played an
important role in energy imports, being the third provider of both liquefied
natural gas (LNG) (9.7% of the total) and coal (14.6%) to Taiwan [Myllyvirta
et al. 2022]. The first five months of the war saw a significant increase in
imports of energy resources from Russia, as Taiwan became the fifth coal-
importer and the eighth LNG-importer in absolute terms [Myllyvirta et al.
2022]. The war, however, also established a new baseline for unofficial rela-
tions with Ukraine.” The «no-limit partnership» signed between Moscow
and Beijing twenty days before the beginning of the invasion, and the con-
sequent pro-Russian neutrality showed by the Xi administration [Chestnut
Greitens 2022], damaged China’s standing in Ukraine and sparked a new
interest for Taiwan. In late August, a pro-Taiwan caucus was established in
the Verkhovna Rada [Yang 2022], with a delegation eventually visiting Tai-
pei and meeting with President Tsai in October [‘President Tsai Receives’
2022]. Yet these developments did not signal a «pivot to Taipei» by the Ze-
lensky administration. Kyiv instead repeatedly appealed to China to play a
role in negotiations to end the conflict, without addressing Beijing’s pro-
Russian neutrality [Chew 2022]. President Volodymyr Zelensky himself re-

4. Only semiconductors whose technological standards date back to the
period prior to the signature of the Wassenaar Agreement on Export Controls for
Conventional Arms and Dual-Use Goods and Technologies in 1996 have been left out
from ROC Ministry of Economic Affairs’ export control list for Strategic High-Tech
Commodities.

5. On the history of unofficial relations between independent Ukraine and
Taiwan, see: Tubilewicz 2007, pp. 41-42; 156-158.
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fused to explicitly criticise Beijing when asked about cross-Strait tensions by
a reporter after his remotely-delivered speech at the Shangri-La Dialogue in
June [Harrison 2022]. Arguably, more than fear of Chinese military support
to the Kremlin, an unlikely scenario given Beijing’s need to avoid secondary
sanctions, the real constraints against an actual Ukrainian pivot to Taipei
along the lines established by Lithuania rest upon Beijing’s votes in future
resolutions on the end of the conflict in the United Nations, and, above all,
on the hopes of Chinese investments in the future reconstruction of the
country after the war.

Against the backdrop of the Chinese refusal to press Russia to end its
invasion, Taiwan’s support to Ukraine also facilitated its engagement with
EU countries, especially with those member states in Central and Eastern
Europe who have strongly supported Ukraine and had already experienced
a profound re-evaluation of their relations with China [Insisa 2022]. Evi-
dence of this linkage is the fact that the Ukrainian parliamentary delegation
that visited Taipei did so together with a counterpart from Lithuania, the
Baltic country embroiled in a trade dispute with China due to its decision
to deepen unofficial relations with Taiwan. Other parliamentary delegations
to Taiwan arrived from Poland, Slovakia, Czechia, France, Germany, the
European Parliament (headed by Vice-President Nicola Beer), and the in-
ternational Inter-Parliamentary Alliance on China.

Did the conflict in Europe, and Ukrainian resistance to Russia, impact
the resolve of the Taiwanese population? A TVBS poll conducted in March
showed that 52% of Taiwanese were favourable to sanctions against Russia,
while 27% opposed them. Furthermore, 57% did not consider a Chinese in-
vasion of the island to be more likely because of the war, against a 37% who
believed so; 44% were confident that the ROC Armed Forces can defend
Taiwan from a Chinese invasion, against an opposing 48%; 62% stated to
be ready to defend the island, while 26% were opposed to armed resistance.
Yet, at the same time, only 30% believed in an American military interven-
tion in support of the island in case of a Chinese invasion, against 55% who
were sceptical. This data point is particularly relevant, as in 2011, the per-
centages were almost perfectly inverted: 57% trusted an American interven-
tion, while 27% were dubious about it ['E-Wu zhanzheng’ 2022]. This shows
how Washington’s tacit acknowledgement of Putin’s nuclear blackmail at the
beginning of the invasion [Lewis 2022] has affected American credibility on
the island, at least in the short term.

Even though the Taiwanese public showed a relative nonchalance, the
war in Ukraine arguably also had an impact on the prospects for a conflict
with China. As Saunders and Wuthnow argue, rather than dissuading Bei-
jing, «[t]he operational challenges the Russian military encountered in its
invasion of Ukraine and the political and economic sanctions imposed on
Moscow ... will likely cause Chinese leaders to increase their estimates of the
possible costs and risks of taking military action against Taiwan» [2022, p.

140



TarwaN 2022

24]. In particular, Russia’s litany of failures on the battlegrounds of Ukraine
likely pushed the PLA to (1) re-evaluate plans for joint operations across the
Strait; (2) re-consider the efficacy of both made-in-Russia weapons systems
and of indigenous weapon-systems based on Russian models at its disposal;
(3) re-examine those elements of the Russian military reforms that the PLA
embraced in the past decade [Sacks 2022]. A far more consequential effect
of the war in Ukraine for Taiwan in the short-term was the considerable de-
lay in the delivery of US weapon systems redirected to the Eastern European
country. By late 2022, the delay in deliveries resulted in a US$ 19 billion-
worth backlog [Lubold, Cameron & Youssef 2022].

5. Taiwan’s external relations and the geo-economic arena: The opportunities
and challenges of other developed economies’ «reshoring»

Throughout 2022, the assertive industrial policy of the Biden administra-
tion reshaped the landscape of a global economy facing the challenges of a
major war in Europe — with its impact on energy and food markets, climate
change and energy transition, and the long aftershock of the COVID-19
pandemic. It did so primarily via two legal tools focusing on the critical
semiconductors industry. First, the CHIPS and Science Act signed in Au-
gust, which provided US$ 52.7 bn in subsidies for «reshoring» semiconduc-
tor manufacturing in the country. Second, the U.S. Department of Com-
merce’s export controls targeting the Chinese semiconductors industry, and
thus PLA modernization, imposed in October. While trade data continue to
contradict predictions of a Sino-American economic «decoupling» [Flatley
2022], Washington’s re-orientation toward industrial reshoring has spurred
similar adjustments among other critical actors in the global economy with
complex relations with China: the two US allies in East Asia, Japan and the
Republic of Korea (ROK), and the European Union (EU) and its member
states, with the G7 and to a lesser extent NATO functioning as connect-
ing tissues between these multiple actors [U.S. DoS 2022a; Terry & Orta
2022; Ozawa 2022]. The result has been the proliferation of multiple geo-
economic dynamics across Eurasia and the Indo-Pacific that imbue trade
relations with hard security.® Taiwan has played an increasingly relevant role
in these dynamics, given the devastating consequences for the global econ-
omy of a «Taiwan contingency» caused by a Chinese attempt to coercively
change the status quo, especially in light of the Taiwanese companies’ domi-
nance in the most critical sector of the contemporary global economy, the
semiconductor industry. For this reason, this section examines U.S.-Taiwan

6. Geo-economics is «[t]he use of economic instruments to promote and defend
national interests, and to produce beneficial geopolitical results; and the effects of
other nations’ economic actions on a country’s geopolitical goals » [Blackwill & Harris

2016, p. 20].
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relations, U.S.-ROK-Japan-Taiwan relations, and Taiwan-EU-U.S. relations
from a geo-economic perspective.

In regards to the U.S.-Taiwan relation, both the CHIPS and Science
Act and the export controls targeting China directly impacted the Taiwan-
ese semiconductor industry because of its dominant position in the global
foundry market; its reliance on US companies’ semiconductor-design; and
the diminished but still relevant role of the Chinese market for its industry
[Kamasa 2021]. Taiwanese officials rapidly signalled the island’s company
compliance to the new US export controls [Blanchard 2022]. The critical ac-
tor in this shifting geo-economic context was Taiwan Semiconductor Manu-
facturing Company (TSMC), the public company (of which the National
Development Fund controls 6%) that exercises a near-monopoly on logic
semiconductors below 10 nanometres (nm). TSMC inaugurated the estab-
lishment of its first plant in the U.S., in Phoenix, Arizona, in December, and
announced the establishment of a second plant in the same state to produce
3 nm chips in the wake of the new American subsidies — as it did another
Taiwanese major player in the industry, Global Wafer, which announced
the establishment of a new plant in Sherman, Texas. TSMC also obtained
a waiver to keep ordering American equipment for the production of 16
nm chips in its Nanjing plant that opened in 2021 [Cheng 2022a]. The
company appeared however committed to maintaining its most cutting-
edge foundries within Taiwan, given the announcement of a new plant for
1 nm chips within the Hsinchu Science Park on the island [Chang, Cheng
& Huang 2022].

Yet, the vocal criticism by TSMC founder, Morris Chang (7R/4EE),
against the economic logic of American reshoring and the «death» of glo-
balisation [Magnier 2022; Cheng 2022b] reveals the company’s discomfort
for the erosion of Asia-Pacific-centred global supply chains that had been
crucial to its rise. The political aftershocks of American reshoring on Taiwan
were also evident in the Kuomintang’s (KM'T, [# [X#) willingness to attack
the Tsai administration, accusing it of «gifting» the company to Washington
and of hollowing out the core sector of Taiwan’s national economy [Pan
2022]. The Tsai administration in fact responded by introducing a new tax
incentive bill to boost research and development on semiconductors on the
island. The Democratic Progressive Party (DPP, [GifE#) majority in the LY
consequently approved the bill on 3 January 2023 [Yang 2023]. Under-
lying tensions between Washington and Taipei were in fact discernible in
the trade relations. Notwithstanding a public appeal by the Ministry-with-
out-Portfolio John Deng Chen-chung (8#zH) [Tai-Mei’ 2022], Taiwan was
in fact excluded from the launching of the U.S.-led Indo-Pacific Econom-
ic Framework (IPEF) in Tokyo in May. This decision was likely influenced
by the looming spectre of Chinese reactions targeting the other members
of this new — and vaguely defined — multilateral architecture. Washington
steered Taipei toward a separate framework, the U.S.-Taiwan 21st-Century
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Trade Initiative (USTTI), with the first round of consultations concluded
in November [U.S. EOP 2022]. Broadly mirroring the IPEF agenda, the
USTTT appears also to overlap another bilateral platform, the Technology
Trade and Investment Collaboration framework launched in 2021, which
delivered new agreements spanning the renewable energy, 5G, and health-
care sectors between American and Taiwanese companies [U.S. Department
of Commerce 2022]. These developments, however, only partially masked
the lack of progress in the Trade and Investment Framework Agreement
(TTFA) talks officially resumed in 2021, a stalling that reflects the protec-
tionist headwinds in force both in Washington and Taipei.

The launching of another «minilateral» platform, the so-called «Chips
4» working group including Japan and South Korea, is further evidence of
the Biden administration’s geo-economic designs. The new working group,
inaugurated in Taipei in September, nominally aims at strengthening semi-
conductor supply chain resiliency and cooperation. Yet, it is clear how the
«techno-democratic» alignment targets China and, at the same time, aspires
at integrating Taiwan, as a de facto state, within a U.S.-led geo-economic
order — exactly the type of moves that Beijing frames as a hollowing out
of its «one China policy». It is unsurprising then that Seoul, the American
ally traditionally most wary of Beijing in the Asia-Pacific, has raised doubts
on this platform [Davis et al. 2022], even as the newly elected conservative
Yoon cabinet signalled a renewed willingness to engage Washington and
Tokyo. The Biden administration’s aspirations to integrate Taiwan through
trade and security can be evinced also from the Joint Press Statement issued
after the U.S.-Japan-ROK Trilateral Ministerial Meeting in June, which em-
phasised «the importance of peace and stability in the Taiwan Strait» and
«shared concerns on activities that are inconsistent with the international
rules-based order and stressed the importance of freedom of navigation
and overflight» [U.S. DoD 2022b]. The statement, in fact, was later echoed
in the first ROK Indo-Pacific Strategy issued in November [Government of
ROK 2022, p. 28].

Much more than Seoul’s timid re-assessment of its China policy, how-
ever, it was Japan’s momentous shift in defence posture that dramatically
changed the broader Asia-Pacific security environment. Spearheaded by
the release of three critical documents in December, the National Securi-
ty Strategy (NSS), the National Defense Strategy (NDS), and the Defense
Buildup Program - Tokyo’s new approach aims at raising defence spending
to NATO-level, acquire counterstrike missile capabilities, and overcome the
civil-military divide in defence matters [Koshino 2022]. As Pugliese argues
in this volume, the Kishida administration capitalised on the Russian inva-
sion of Ukraine and on Beijing’s response to the Pelosi visit in order to
implement a Zeitenwende that was long in the making and that traces back
to the transformational premiership of the late Abe Shinzo [Pugliese 2023].
Indeed, both the NSS and the NDS directly mentioned China’s launch-
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ing of ballistic missiles that landed in the Japanese EEZ during the August
events [Cabinet Secretariat of Japan 2022, p.8; Japan MOD 2022, p. 6].
Immediate decisions following this shift involved the decision to install a
surface-to-air guided missile unit and an electronic warfare unit on Yona-
guni island, Japan’s closest territory to Taiwan as part of a wider expansion
of missile deployments across the Ryukyu Arc [‘Japan to deploy’ 2022], as
well as the announcement of an upgrade of the military capabilities of the
Marine Corp unit based in Okinawa, which will eventually be provided with
anti-ship missiles by 2025 [U.S. DoD 2023].

Tokyo’s new posture will obviously affect Beijing’s calculus over a
potential attempt at a military takeover of Taiwan. Furthermore, Japan’s
emphasis on economic and technological «capabilities» as «main elements»
of the wider strategic toolkit to guarantee national security and regional
stability [Cabinet Secretariat of Japan 2022, p.12] has the potential to cre-
ate broader geo-economic synergies between Tokyo and Taipei — a devel-
opment that was not unnoticed by President Tsai, who called for deepen-
ing ties in trade, tourism and security immediately after the release of the
three strategic documents [ROCOP 2022d]. Yet, throughout 2022, Taipei
and Tokyo failed to achieve any meaningful progress on the most pressing
file, Taiwan’s access to the Japan-led Comprehensive and Progressive Trans-
Pacific Partnership (CPTPP) free trade agreement (FTA). As in the cases
of the stalling TIFA talks with the US and of the failed access to the IPEF,
this phase of stalling reflects both major challenges in further liberalising
the Taiwanese economy against the desires of the local public opinion, and
China’s capabilities to obstruct Taipei’s agency in trade policy [Walsh 2022].

The layered nature of such geo-economic dynamics is evident also in
the triangular relation between Taiwan, the U.S. and the EU. Brussels has
stepped up its political, military, and economic presence in the Indo-Pacific
in recent years [Pugliese 2022]. At the same time, it has also moved toward
industrial reshoring in the semiconductor sector, introducing its own Chips
Act [European Commission 2022a]. A consequence of this shift has been the
EU’s need to engage Taipei in order to achieve «technological sovereignty»,
while balancing opposed pressures from both Beijing and Washington. On
the one hand, the Von der Leyen Commission decided to shelve plans to
establish a trade- and technology-focused framework with Taiwan due to
concerns over China’s reaction in 2021 [Bermingham 2021]. On the other
hand, the National Security Strategy issued by the Biden administration in
October 2022 stated that «U.S. interests are best served when our European
allies and partners play an active role in the Indo-Pacific, including in sup-
porting freedom of navigation and maintaining peace and stability across
the Taiwan Strait» [White House 2022b, p. 17].

Within the complex institutional architecture of the EU, the most vo-
cal actor pushing the envelope of politico-economic engagement with Tai-
wan was the European Parliament (EP). The EP adopted multiple reports
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favouring closer relations and cooperation with Taiwan and supporting its
participation in international organisations. In particular, the EP adopted
reports condemning Chinese military activities on the Strait — recognised as
violations of the Taiwanese ADIZ [EP 2022a], and calling for the establish-
ment of a bilateral investment agreement ["'MOFA welcomes’ 2022]. More
in detail, the EP’s Indo-Pacific Strategy in the Area of Investment and Trade
adopted in July urged the EU «to launch a structured dialogue with Taiwan
on cooperating in green technology and the digital economy, including the
semiconductor industry, with a view to signing a memorandum of under-
standing that benefits both the EU and Taiwan» [EP 2022b]. The Von der
Leyen Commission eventually received these inputs, as it greenlighted the
ministerial upgrade of trade talks with Taipei, which were held for the first
time in Geneva [TW WTO 2022]. Both the launching of the EU Anti-Co-
ercion Instrument [Duchatel 2022], and the request of establishing a WT'O
panel to resolve the dispute with China over Beijing’s economic coercion
against Lithuania [European Commission 2022b] are also welcomed devel-
opments for the Tsai administration’s aspirations to expand engagement
with Europe.

Against the backdrop of engagement with Brussels, Taipei’s relations
with Europe also developed through relations with EU member states, and
through relations between Taiwanese and European tech companies. As in
2021, Lithuania played a critical role in expanding the space of Taiwan’s
diplomatic engagement, given Vilnius’ decision to open mutual representa-
tive offices notwithstanding Beijing’s economic reprisal [Insisa 2022, pp.
145-146]. After rumours of a delay in promised investments from Taiwan,
the Lithuanian Trade Investment Office, the counterpart of the Taiwan
Representative Office established in 2021, was officially opened in Novem-
ber. The event followed multiple talks conducted in both polities, the open-
ing of the Taiwan and Lithuania Center for Semiconductors and Materials
Science in Vilnius, and the launching of the Central and Eastern European
Investment Fund (CEEIF), sustained by the Taiwanese government-partic-
ipated venture capital firm Taiwania and also involving Czechia and Slo-
vakia. Moreover, after having repeatedly denied plans to establish a chip
plant in Europe, it was reported that TSMC had begun negotiations for
the opening of its first plant in the EU in Dresden, Germany [Li and Fang
2022]. The plant would focus on chips in the 22 nm 28 nm nodes and open
in 2024 ["TSMC-Pline’ 2022]. At the same time, another major player in the
industry, the Dutch company ASML, the monopolist in EUV lithography
machines critical for chip-making, announced its largest ever investment in
Taiwan with the construction, planned to start in July 2023, of a new factory
in the Linkou Industrial Park of New Taipei [‘Aisimo’er’ 2022].

Two related developments that emerged by the end of 2022, however,
could create obstacles to the best scenario for Taipei, which is the emer-
gence of a wider front including both European and Asia-Pacific’s allies of
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the U.S., that is willing to support Taiwan, to deepen its integration in a
techno-democratic, geo-economic order, and to deter Beijing from using
military force to change the status quo. The first development was the re-
emergence of trans-Atlantic tensions, after the show of unity over Ukraine,
on the impact of US subsidies on European business following the US Infla-
tion Reduction Act. The second development was China’s tactical charm
offensive toward Europe which coincided with the country’s reopening after
the hasty abandonment of COVID-zero policies.

6. Domestic politics and economics: The KMT sweeps the field in the «nine-in-
one» elections, the economy slows down

The most important event in Taiwanese domestic politics in 2022 was the
so-called «nine-in-one» elections held on 26 November concerning mayors,
councillors, and chiefs-of-villages across 6 first-level administrative divisions
and 16 second-level administrative divisions. The elections saw a resound-
ing victory of the KMT against the DPP, as in the previous electoral round
held in 2018. The major opposition party in the LY won 14 local govern-
ment seats. It held 11 seats, gained 3 seats — including for the first time since
2010 the mayoralty of Taipei with the victory of Wayne Chiang Wan-an (%
H42) — and lost 3 seats. Conversely the DPP held 4 seats, won 1, and lost 3,
namely the mayoralties of Taoyuan, Keelung and Hsinchu. The personalist
populist Taiwan People’s Party of the outgoing Taipei mayor Ko Wen-je (i
L), instead, solidified its position as third party in the domestic electoral
landscape, gaining the Hsinchu mayoralty from the DPP [CEC]. On the
same day of this electoral round, a constitutional referendum regarding a
proposed amendment to the Additional Articles of the Constitution to lower
voting age from 20 to 18 and minimum age for candidacy from 23 to 18 was
held. The votes in favour were 5.6 million, well below the 9.6 million votes
threshold required to pass the amendment [CEC].

The KMT’s victory strengthened the party leadership of the Chair-
person and former Presidential candidate Eric Chu Li-lun (%R3Zffi7), who
had been challenged by the «deep-blue», pro-unification wing of the party
at the beginning of the year [‘Zhang Yazhong’ 2022]. Conversely, the DPP’s
defeat resulted in Tsai Ing-wen’s resignation from the Chairpersonship of
the party. Yet the electoral result does not provide decisive indications for
the next presidential and legislative elections to be held in January 2024.
The KMT’s victory reflects the party’s staying power in local elections, which
traces back to the construction of effective patron-client relations on the is-
land throughout its decades of authoritarian rule. and their survival after
democratisation [Fell 2018, pp. 132-149]. Notwithstanding a history of elec-
toral competitiveness at the local level, the KMT has not appeared in fact
capable of overcoming the «China cleavage» in Taiwanese politics, namely
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the salience that the issues of Taiwanese identity, of political autonomy from
Beijing, and of opposition to Chinese unification maintain in presidential
and legislative elections [Batto 2018]. Polls from the authoritative Election
Study Center of the National Chengchi University showed that only 14.4%
of the Taiwanese identify in the KMT, the lowest data ever recorded, against
the 30.8% of the DPP and the 8.4% of a surging TPP [ESC 2023]. Given the
45.6% of independent and undecided recorded on the poll [ESC 2023], it is
possible to see a path for the KMT’s return to power if it could engage swing
voters. Yet the party — first under the short-tenured chairmanship of Johnny
Chiang Chi-chen (YL#{F), and then under Chu’s leadership — has failed to
design a vision of the future of cross-Strait relations that is appealing to the
Taiwanese electorate. Rocked by factional divisions and an electoral base de-
tached from mainstream public opinion, the KMT has remained anchored
to its «<one China, multiple interpretations» version of the so-called 1992
Consensus.” Insisting on such formula, successful under the presidency of
Ma Ying-jeou (F53¢ /L) between 2008 and 2016, fails however to recognise
the gradual glissement of its meaning for Beijing that has occurred in Tsai
era, as the Xi administration came to equate endorsement of the «Consen-
sus» with bilateral commitment to unification under the «one country, two
systems» framework [Insisa 2021].

This essay concludes with a brief outline of the major economic indi-
cators during the year in review and its impact on the prospects of the ma-
jor parties gearing toward the 2024 elections. Taiwan’s GDP growth slowed
down to 2.43% GDP compared to 6.53% the year prior, reflecting the island
economy’s dependence on the export sector as the global economy experi-
ences profound uncertainty. In particular, in the fourth quarter of 2022 the
economy shrank by 0.86% [ROCNS]. This was the first time that the econo-
my shrank on a quarterly basis since 2016 and the worst data recorded since
the Great Financial Crisis [Hou & Yung 2023]. By November 2022, industri-
al production, which had risen 9.98% in 2021, shrunk by 4.9% on a yearly
basis, with manufacturing declining 5.3% [ROCNS]. Total exports reached
however a new historical high, totalling US$ 479 bn, growing 7.4 % on a
yearly basis, but imports totalled US$ 427 bn, growing 11.8% compared to
2021. As a result, the trade balance recorded a US$ 12.3 bn surplus, a minus
19% compared to the trade surplus of the previous year. Exports to Main-
land China and Hong Kong counted for 38.7%, compared to the 42.3% of
the total in 2021, reaching US$ 185.9 bn, while combined imports from
the same two areas stood at 19.9% of the total, compared with 21.1 the year
prior and amounting to US$ 85.4 bn. By comparison, exports to the U.S.
and Japan counted for 15.6% and 7% of the total, namely US$ 75 bn and
US$ 33.6 bn, while imports from these two countries amounted to 10.6%

7. The KMT’s version of the 1992 Consensus is an agreement with Beijing over
the fact that Taiwan and Mainland China belong to «one China», but considers the
ROC as the legitimate Chinese state [Insisa 2021].
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(US$ 45.4 bn) and 12.7% (US$ 54.5 bn) [BFT]. Foreign direct investments
(FDI) to Taiwan between January and November 2022 reached US$ 12.4
bn for 2307 cases, a decrease of 5.7% decrease in the number of cases, but
an increase of 84.7% in FDI amount compared to the same period of 2021
[MOEA 2022c]. Unemployment rate stood at 3.51% at the end of 2022, the
lowest recorded since January 2001 [ROCNS]. Yet, increases in the prices of
food, rent and fuel — caused by the long aftershock of pandemic-era fiscal
policies, cost of energy transition in developed economies, and the war in
Ukraine — led to a comprehensive 2.95% rise of the consumer price index
on a yearly basis, the highest since 2008 [ROCNS].

While consistently low when compared to other developed econo-
mies, the rise of the consumer price index, occurring against the backdrop
of historically depressed wages, has resulted in a perceived cost of living
crisis. A slowing economy and continuing concerns over cost of living, in
turn, constitute the main hope for the KMT to regain the presidency and
the majority in the LY, because these trends have the potential to de-em-
phasise concerns toward Beijing’s plans for unification and the polity’s se-
curity. Against this backdrop, initial speculations over the next presidential
elections sketched on an uncertain three-side race involving the new DPP
Chairman and ROC Vice-President William Lai Ching-te (f87#1£), the new-
ly re-elected mayor of New Taipei Hou Yu-ih (B& 4 E) for the KMT, and the
TPP’s Ko Wen-je [2024 zongtong’ 2023].

7. Conclusions

Nancy Pelosi’s decision to visit Taiwan in August 2022 severely affected Tai-
wanese and regional security. The PLA’s effective erasure of the so-called
median line of the Taiwan Strait as an «unspoken» buffer zone between Bei-
jing and Taipei, in particular, in particular, raises the risk of incidents and
reduces room for further escalatory manoeuvres by China. This deterio-
ration of cross-Strait security, however, was ultimately the result of deeply
ingrained dynamics in the triangular relation between Beijing, Washington
and Taipei. In detail, the two superpowers remain locked into an action-
reaction pattern.; the tenets of Beijing’s Taiwan policy remain unacceptable
to the great majority of the Taiwanese electorate; and Taipei remains de-
termined to shore up its fledgling security by further deepening relations
with the U.S. and other major liberal democratic actors — an engagement
facilitated by the support for the Western response to the war in Ukraine.
This growing alignment with other liberal democracies, in turn, has been
particularly visible in tech policy and growing coordination with Western
and Japanese plans for industrial reshoring focusing on the semiconductor
sector, but it failed to translate into concrete deliverables over access to new
FTAs, a critical issue in Taiwan-EU engagement. The long-term viability of
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this approach, centred on building-up resilience vis-a-vis Chinese plans for
unification while aligning with Western and regional liberal democracies,
will be tested in the January 2024 general elections. In fact, at a domestic
level, the year in review also saw a relative weakening of the outgoing Tsai
administration and of the DPP ruling DPP majority in the LY. More than
the KMT’s sweeping victory in the «nine-in-one» elections in the November
2022 — which was the result of deeply rooted local electoral dynamics —a de-
cline of support for the DPP is rooted in the stuttering performance of the
island’s economy after the extraordinary results achieved during the high
tide of the COVID-19 pandemic era, and in the persistence of structural
socio-economic woes on the island.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[2022 nian dui Tai® 2022] 202244 & TAESWAER HIT EFHMIFIHE (The
2022 Taiwan Work Conference opened in Beijing, Wang Yang attended it
and delivered a speech), Xinhua, 25 January (http://www.news.cn/politics/lead-
ers/2022-01/25/c_1128299769.htm).

[2024 zongtong’ 2023] ‘2024 44% 1] i \3% 32 ##/% KGH (Opinion poll on the support
for possible candidates for the 2024 presidential elections), TVBS Poll Center,
16 January (https:/cc.tvbs.com.tw/portal/file/poll_center/2023/20230117/8e-
4be1105ab9f8817bba7535abcc8522.pdf).

‘A kindred spirit: Taiwan’s aid to war-Torn Ukraine’, 2022, Oryx, 10 August.

[Aisimo’er’ 2022] 3 E BERA AR VEAHE: BN L EREEESE & &1 (ASML will
not just build a new plant. Shen Jong-chin: European supply chains plan to
land in Taiwan), F9EFHAE (CNA), 16 November (https:/www.cna.com.tw/
news/dfe/20221206009o aspx).

Batto, Natan F.,, 2019, ‘Cleavage Structure and the Demise of a Dominant Party: The
Role of National Identity in the Fall of the KMT in Taiwan’, Asian Journal of
Comparative Politics, 4(1): 81-101.

Bermingham, Finbarr, 2021, ‘EU shelves Taiwan trade upgrade amid high-wire bal-
ancing act on China’, South China Morning Post, 17 November.

[BFT] Republic of China (Taiwan), Ministry of Economic Affairs, Bureau of Foreign
Trade, Trade Statistics (https://cuswebo.trade.gov.tw/FSCE010F/FSCE010F/).

‘Biden tells 60 Minutes U.S. troops would defend Taiwan, but White House says this
is not official U.S. poliLy 2022, CBS News, 19 September.

[‘Bingyi yanchang’ 2023] ‘Jefi € = BLER 9L S 48400 & B G (Opinion poll on ap-
proval for the extension of conscription and President Tsai Ing-wen), TVBS Poll
Center,4 January (https://cc.tvbs.com.tw/portal/file/poll_center/2023/20230106/
e6f12f98adebbbfe4e808f3559053369.pdf).

Blackwill, Robert D., & Jennifer M. Harris, 2016, War by Other Means: Geoeconomics
and Statecraft, Cambridge, MA and London: The Belknap Press of Harvard
University Press.

Blanchard, Ben, 2022, “Taiwan signals its chip firms will follow new U.S. rules on
China’, Reulers, 8 October.

149



AURELIO INSISA

Blanchette, Jude, et al., 2022, ‘Speaker Pelosi’s Taiwan visit: Implications for the In-
do-Pacific’, CSIS, 15 August.

Bose, Nandita & Stanley Widianto, 2022, ‘Biden and Xi clash over Taiwan in Bali but
Cold War fears cool’, Reuters, 15 November.

Brown, Gerald C., & Ben Lewis, “Taiwan ADIZ violations’ (https://docs.google.com/
spreadsheets/d/1gbfYFOVgDBJoFZN5elpZwNTiKZ4nvCUcsba7oYwmb2g/ht-
mlview#). Database compiled from official sources issued by the ROC Ministry
of National and Japan Ministry of Defense.

Bush, Richard C., 2017, A One-China Policy Primer, Center East Asia Policy Studies at
Brookings.

Cabinet Secretariat of Japan, 2022, National Security Strategy of Japan, December
(https://www.cas.go.jp/jp/siryou/221216anzenhoshou/nss-e.pdf).

[CEC] Republic of China, Central Electoral Commission, 5 & A G RLE (Elections
and Referenda Database) (https://db.cec.gov.tw/ElecTable/Election?type=Mayor).

Chang, Chien-chung, Cheng Hung-ta & Frances Huang, 2022, “TSMC to build Inm
fab in Longtan: Hsinchu Science Park Bureau’, Focus Taiwan, 6 December.

Chau, Thompson, 2022, ‘China could threaten war in 2023 to force talks: Taiwan of-
ficial’, Nikkei Asia, 20 October.

Cheng, Ting-fang, 2022a, “TSMC gets 1-year U.S. license for China chip expansion’,
Nikkei Asia, 13 October.

Cheng, Ting-fang, 2022b, “TSMC founder Morris Chang says globalization «almost
dead»’, Nikkei Asia, 7 December.

Chestnut Greitens, Sheena, 2022, ‘China’s Response to the War in Ukraine’, Asian
Survey, 62(4-5): 751-781.

Chew, Amy, 2022, ‘Exclusive: Volodymyr Zelensky seeking «direct talks» with China’s
Xi Jinping to help end Russia’s invasion of Ukraine’, South China Morning Post,
4 August.

Crawford, James R., 2006, The Creation of States in International Law, New York: Ox-
ford University Press.

Culver, John, 2022, ‘How we would know when China is preparing to invade Taiwan’,
Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 3 October.

Davis, Christian, Song Jung-a, Kana Inagaki & Richard Waters, 2022, ‘US struggles
to mobilise its East Asian «Chips 4» alliance’, Financial Times, 12 September.

[‘Dongbu zhanqu’ 2022] ‘A& X KAE & 15 JIAH E— RANKA FF4T8) (The East-
ern Theatre Command will launch a series of joint military operations at the
periphery of the island of Taiwan), Xinhua, 2 August 2022 (http://www.news.
cn/2022-08/02/c_1128885615.htm).

Duchatel, Mathieu, 2022, ‘Effective deterrence? The coming European Anti-Coer-
cion Instrument’, Institut Montaigne, 2 December.

[‘EWu zhanzheng’ 2022] ‘M 5k T Bl F - R (Opinion poll on the Rus-
so-Ukrainian War and cross-Strait issues), TVBS Poll Center, 17 March 2022
(https://cc.tvbs.com.tw/portal/file/poll_center/2022/20220323/5bd86644d5f54
0d742fd0f0a580d3c0d.pdf).

[EETOT 2022] European Economic and Trade Office in Taiwan, Taiwan: Remarks
by High Representative/Vice-President Josep Borrell at the EP Debate on the Recent
Developments, 13 September 2022.

[EP 2022a] European Parliament, The EU and the Security Challenges in the Indo-Pacific,
7 June (https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-9-2022-0224
EN.html).

150



TarwaN 2022

[EP 2022b] —, Indo-Pacific Strategy in the Area of Trade and Investment, 5 July (https://
www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-9-2022-0276_EN.html).

[ESC 2023] Election Study Center, National Chengchi University, “Irends of
core political attitudes’, 13 January (https://esc.nccu.edu.tw/eng/PageDoc?-
fid=7424).

European Commission, 2022, A Chips Act for Europe, 8 February (https://eur-lex.euro-
pa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52022DC0045&from=EN).

European Commission, 2022, EU Requests Two WTO Panels against China: Trade Re-
strictions on Lithuania and High-Tech Patents, 7 December (https://ec.europa.cu/
commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_22_7528).

Everington, Keoni, 2022, ‘Video shows China’s «strike drills» around Taiwan on
Christmas Day’, 26 December.

Fan, Bin, & Chen Li, 2022, /R {BAR X 4RSETF RISl ik T1iig 200 & B e e /0
(The Eastern Theatre continues to conduct the joint operations, refines and
improves blockade and control capabilities), 1 E %M (China Military), 8 Au-
gust (http://www.81.cn/yw/2022-08/10/content_10177138.htm).

Fell, Dafydd, 2018, Government and Politics in Taiwan, Abingdon and New York: Rout-
ledge.

Feng, John, 2022, ‘China clamps down on civilian drones near Taiwan’s islands’,
Newsweek, 22 September.

Flatley, Daniel, 2022, “US-China trade is close to a record, defying talk of decoupling’,
Bloomberg, 17 January.

Gady, Franz-Stefan, 2022, ‘6 wrong lessons for Taiwan from the war in Ukraine’, For-
eign Policy, 2 November.

Government of the Republic of Korea, 2022, Strategy for a Free, Peaceful, and Prosperous
Indo-Pacific, 28 December.

Harrison, Mark, 2022, “Taiwan a major topic of discussion at Shangri-La security
summit’, ASPI — The Strategist, 17 June.

Hille, Kathrin, & Demetri Sevastopulo, 2022a, ‘US accused of undermining Taiwan
defences by focusing on «D-day» scenario’, Financial Times, 17 May.

Hou, Betty, & Chester Yung, “Taiwan’s economy shrinks by most since global financial
crisis’, Bloomberg, 18 January 2023.

Hsiao, Bi-Khim, 2022, ‘Ukraine has inspired Taiwan. We must stand against authori-
tarianism’, The Washington Post, 24 March.

Huang, Novia, & Joseph Yeh, 2022, ‘In Taiwan’s 2023 defense budget, biggest chunk
to go to personnel’, Focus Taiwan, 17 October.

Hung, Tsi-cheng, 2022, ‘Bj&ESEIEHARRERC MIAE B SEEE 8%
(The Ministry of National Defense Chiu Kuo-cheng admitted that the cross-
Strait status quo has collapsed, the ROC Army changed the definition of first
strike), BiABE4H (United Daily News), 5 October (https://udn.com/news/sto-
ry/10930/6663118)

‘IISS Shangri-La Dialogue 2022: China’s vision for regional order’, /ISS (https://www.
youtube.com/watch?v=91m{XWBgKIL4).

Insisa, Aurelio, 2021, ‘No Consensus across the Strait: Chinese and Taiwanese Strate-
gic Communications in a Contested Regional Order’, Asian Perspective, 45(3):
503-531.

Insisa, Aurelio, 2022, “Taiwan 2021: Heightened Geo-Economic Relevance Amid Ris-
ing Cross-Strait Tensions’, Asia Maior, XXXII: 125-151.

[Japan MOD 2022] Japan Ministry of Defense, National Defense Strategy, 16 December.

151



AURELIO INSISA

‘Japan to deploy missile unit on island near Taiwan’, The Japan Times, 27 December.

Kamasa, Julian, 2021, ‘Microchips: Small and in Demand’, CSS Analyses in Security
Policy 295.

Kim, Arin, 2022, ‘Was Pelosi «<snubbed» in South Korea?’, The Korea Herald, 8 August.

Kofman, Michael, Richard Connolly, Jeffrey Edmonds, Andrea Kendall-Taylor, &
Samuel Bendett, 2022, Assessing Russia State Capacity to Develop and Deploy Ad-
vanced Military Technology. CNAS.

Kong, Qingjiang, 2022, ‘Why is the Taiwan Straits not «international waters»?’,
CGTN, 17 June.

Koshino, Yuka, 2022, ‘Japan’s transformational national-security documents’, /1SS,
21 December.

Lewis, Patricia, 2022, ‘How likely is the use of nuclear weapons by Russia?’, Chatham
House, 23 September.

Li, Lauly, & Cheng-Ting Fang, 2022, “T'SMC in talks to build first Europe chip plant
in Germany’, Nikkei Asia, 23 December.

Lin, Cheng-yi. 2022, “The Principle of «Estoppel» and Beijing’s Sovereignty Claims
over the Taiwan Strait’, Global Tuiwan Brief, 7(14): 7-10.

Lindberg, Kari Soo, 2023, ‘US cuts Taiwan transits even as China steps up military
pressure’, Bloomberg, 9 January.

Liu, Xuanzun, 2022, ‘PLA extends «Taiwan encirclement» exercises with anti-subma-
rine warfare, showcases unrivaled area denial capability; «drills will not stop
until reunification»’, Global Times, 8 August.

Lubold, Gordon, Doug Cameron & Nancy A. Youssef, 2022, ‘U.S. effort to arm Tai-
wan faces new challenge with Ukraine conflict’, The Wall Street Journal, 27 No-
vember.

Marlow, Ian, 2022, ‘Blinken says China wants to seize Taiwan on «much faster time-
line»’, Bloomberg, 17 October.

[MFA 2022a] People’s Republic of China, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Foreign Ministry
Spokesperson Wang Wenbin’s Regular Press Conference on June 13, 2022, 13 June.

[MFA 2022b] —, F5&: AR BHES A FE 48— Kok AT AR 495 7 52 R 5 R (Wang Yi:
Any Move to Obstruct China’s Cause of Unification Is Bound to Be Crushed by the
Wheels of History) 25 September (https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/web/wjbzhd/202209/
t20220925_10771180.shtml ).

[MND] Republic of China (Taiwan), Ministry of National Defense (https://twitter.com/
MoNDefense).

[MOEA 2022a] Republic of China (Taiwan), Ministry of Economic Affairs,
MOEA Reminds Exporters to Beware of the Russia-Ukraine Conflict and Busi-
ness Risk, 1 March (https://www.trade.gov.tw/english/Pages/Detail.aspx?no-
deID=86&pid=740252&dl_DateRange=all&txt_SD=&txt_ED=_&txt_Key-
word=&pageindex=17&history=).

[MOEA 2022b] —, High-Tech Commodities List for Exportation to Russia and Belarus Ta-
ble of Contents, 1 June (https://www.trade.gov.tw/Files/PageFile/742117/High-
Tech%20Commodities%20List%20for%20Exportation%20to%20Russia%20
and%20Belarus.pdf).

[MOEA 2022c] —, Taiwan FDI Statistics Summary Analysis November 2022), 20 Decem-
ber.

[MOFA 2022a] Republic of China (Taiwan), Ministry of Foreign Affairs, MOFA Sol-
emnly Reiterates That the Taiwan Strait Constitutes International Waters, Refuting
False Claims Made by Chinese Officials during Recent Meetings with the US, 14 June.

152



TarwaN 2022

[MOFA 2022b] —, The Republic of China (laiwan) Government Strongly Condemns Rus-
sia’s Invasion of Ukraine in Violation of the UN Charter; Joins International Sanctions
against Russia, 25 February.

[MOFA 2022c] —, Remarks by Minister Jaushieh Joseph Wu at the 26th Forum 2000 Confer-
ence — Defending Tatwan afler the Invasion of Ukraine, 22 September.

‘MOFA welcomes EP policy reports supporting Taiwan’, 2022, Taiwan Today, 18 Feb-
ruary.

Moriyasu, Ken, 2022, ‘Biden, Xi lay out red lines on Taiwan to avoid misunderstand-
ing’, Nikkei Asia, 14 November.

Myllyvirta, Lauri, Hubert Thieriot, Ronja Borgmastars, Vera Tattari, & Andrei Ilas,
2022, ‘Fossil fuel imports from Russia to South Korea, Japan, and Taiwan in
the first five months of the invasion of Ukraine’, Center for Research on Energy
and Clean Air, 18 August.

Nardelli, Alberto, 2023, ‘Russia is getting around sanctions to secure supply of key
chips for war’, Bloomberg, 4 March.

Ohlberg, Mareike, 2013, Creating a Favorable International Public Opinion Environment:
External Propaganda (Duiwai Xuanchuan) as a Global Concept with Chinese Char-
acteristics, PhD diss., Ruprecht-Karls-Universitit Heidelberg, 2013.

Ozawa, Marc, 2022, “Toward a Deeper NATO-Japan Cooperation’, NDC Policy Brief
2022/19.

Pamuk, Humeyra, Michael Martina & Simon Lewis, 2022, ‘Blinken says China rejects
status quo of Taiwan situation’, Reuters, 27 October.

Pan, Jason, 2022, ‘KMT accuses government of «gifting» TSMC to US, warns of eco-
nomic doom’, Taipei Times, 28 December.

Pedrozo, Raul, 2020, ‘China’s threat of force in the Taiwan Strait’, Lawfare, 29 Sep-
tember.

‘President Tsai receives Lithuanian, Ukrainian parliamentarians’, 2022, Taiwan Today,
28 October.

Pugliese, Giulio, 2022, “The European Union’s Security Intervention in the Indo-Pa-
cific: Between Multilateralism and Mercantile Interests’, Journal of Intervention
and Statebuilding, https://doi.org/10.1080/17502977.2022.2118425.

Pugliese, Giulio, 2023, ‘Japan 2022°, Asia Maior, XXXIII.

[ROCNS] Republic of China (Taiwan), National Statistics, Key Economic and Social In-
dicators (https://eng.dgbas.gov.tw/cl.aspx?n=4149).

[ROCOP 2022a] Republic of China (Taiwan), Office of the President, 48#%: S 451
T J s R IR 1 R A AN DR 2 IR ) RN TR 4 (President: Tuiwan Is
Determined to Defend Its Sovereignty and Protect Its Democracy, It Will Never Shrink
Back Because of Pressure and Intimidations), 8 August (https://www.president.gov.
tw/News/26925).

[ROCOP 2022b] —, President Tsai Responds to Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine, Attends
Groundbreaking of Expanded Shipbuilding Facility, 25 February.

[ROCOP 2022c] —, President Tsar Responds to Russia’s Invasion of Ukraine, 25 February
2022.

[ROCOP 2022d] —, President T3ai meets delegation led by Japanese House of Councillors
member Seko Hiroshige, 28 December.

Sacks, David, 2022, “‘What is China learning from Russia’s War in Ukraine?’, Foreign
Affairs, 16 May.

Saunders, Phillip C., & Joel Wuthnow, 2022, ‘Crossing the Strait: PLA Modernization
and Taiwan’, in Joel Wuthnow, Derek Grossman, Phillip C. Saunders, Andrew

153



AURELIO INSISA

Scobell, & Andrew N.D. Yang (eds.), Crossing the Strait: China’s Military Prepares
Jfor War with Taiwan, Washington, D.C.: NDU Press, pp. 1-31.

[SCIO 2022a] People’s Republic of China, State Council Information Office, &% 7]
AR E S — 30 (The Taiwan Question and China’s Reunification in the New
Era), 10 August (http://www.gov.cn/zhengce/2022-08/10/content_5704839.
htm).

[SCIO 2022b] —, I+ 28 AR th k2 2 SCRE R BB Dy 4z g ept 22 12 SUIAR
R i AT A B 5 R A R R & BRI (Xi Jin-
ping: Hold High the Great Banner of Socialism with Chinese Characteristics, Strive
in Unity to Build a Modern Socialist Country in All Respects - Report to the 20th
National Congress of the Chinese Communist Party), 16 October (http://www.gov.cn/
xinwen/2022-10/25/content_5721685.htm).

Sevastopulo, Demetri, Kana Inagaki & Kathrin Hille, 2022, ‘Joe Biden pledges to
defend Taiwan militarily if China invades’, Financial Times, 23 May.

Shu, Shiaw-Hwang, 2022, ‘i3t s i HR#ITEAE /) (Examining China’s
strike capabilities on the basis of its military exercises), BB % 4 7t b (Insti-
tute for National Defence and Security), 18 August (https:/indsr.org.tw/focus?-
typeid=25&uid=11&pid=427).

Sonnenfeld, Jeffrey, Steven Tian, Franek Sokolowski, Michal Wyrebkowski, & Mateusz
Kasprowicz, 2022, ‘Business Retreats and Sanctions Are Crippling the Russian
Economy’, Preprint available at SSRN (https:/papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.
cfmP?abstract_id=4167193).

Sugeno, Mikio, & Tsuyoshi Nagasawa, 2021, ‘Xi’s potential 2027 transition poses
threat to Taiwan: Davidson’, Nikkei Asia, 18 September.

[‘Tai-Mei’ 2022] ‘& FEAH EL 77 B BRI Ay & 78 0\ 3% 3 B R &S5 28 (Taiwan and the
US need each other, John Deng hopes that Taiwan will join the US IPEF),
2022, CNA, 9 March (https://www.cna.com.tw/news/aipl/202203090434.aspx).

Taplin, Nathaniel, 2023, ‘How Russia supplies its war machine’, The Wall Street Jour-
nal, 10 March.

[TAO 2022] People’s Republic of China, Taiwan Affairs Office, ‘«#Fi&06->5%1% H
B MR B LA KSR (The TAO Advises DPP Authorities To Stop
Making a Fuss over the Patrols of the Haixun 06), 13 July (http://www.gwytb.gov.
cn/m/fyrbt/202207/t20220713_12452044.htm).

Terry, Sue Mi, & Kayla Orta, 2022, ‘South Korea’s Important Achievement at the
NATO Summit’, Wilson Center, 30 June.

Timbie, James & James O. Ellis, Jr., 2021, ‘A Large Number of Small Things: A Porcu-
pine Strategy for Taiwan’, Texas National Security Review 5(1): 84-93.

“TSMC-Pline fiir Fabrik in Dresden werden konkreter’ (TSMC plans for a fabric in
Dresden become more concrete), 2022, Der Spiegel, 23 December.

Tubilewicz, Czeslaw, 2007, Taiwan and Post-Communist Europe: Shopping for Allies,
Abingdon: Routledge.

[TW WTO 2022] Permanent Mission of the Separate Customs Territory of Taiwan,
Penghu, Kinmen and Matsu to the World Trade Organization, Trade Minister
John C.C. Deng Met with the EP Delegation and Discussed the Potential Cooperation,
14 June.

U.S. Congress, 2022, H.R.7776 - James M. Inhofe National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2023, 23 December.

U.S. Department of Commerce, 2022, Commerce Official Celebrates U.S.-Taiwan Trade at
Signing Event, 14 October.

154



TarwaN 2022

[U.S. DoD 2022a] U.S. Department of Defense, 2022 National Defense Strategy of the
United States of America, 27 October.

[U.S. DoD 2022b] —, United States-Japan-Republic of Korea Trilateral Ministerial Meeting
(TMM) Joint Press Statement, 11 June.

[U.S. DoD 2023] —, U.S. and Japanese Leaders Chart Path to Strengthen ‘Cornerstone’ Al-
liance, 11 January.

[U.S. DoS 2022a] U.S. Department of State, G7 Foreign Ministers’ Statement on Preserv-
ing Peace and Stability Across the Taiwan Strait, 3 August.

[U.S. DoS 2022b] —, The Administration’s Approach to the People’s Republic of China, 26
May.

[U.S. EOP 2022] United States, Executive Office of the President, Office of the Unit-
ed States Trade Representative, United States and Taiwan Conclude Two Days of
Productive Meetings Under the U.S.-Taiwan Initiative on 21st-Century Trade, 9 No-
vember.

Walsh, Henry, 2022, “Taiwan’s Dual Challenges in Joining the CPTPP’ Global Taiwan
Brief, 7(2): 12-15.

White House, 2022a, Press Briefing by Press Secretary Karine Jean-Pierre and National
Security Advisor Jake Sullivan, 20 September.

White House, 2022b, National Security Strategy, 12 October 2022.

Wise, Lindsay, & Charles Hutzler, 2022, “Taiwan, trying to fend off China, to get
loans, not grants, to buy U.S. weapons’, The Wall Street Journal, 23 December.

Wuthnow, Joel, 2022, ‘Xi’s New Central Military Commission: A War Council for
Taiwan?’, China Leadership Monitor 74.

Yang, William, 2022, ‘Defying China, Ukraine and Taiwan build ties’, Deutsche Welle,
30 September.

Yang, Sophia, 2023, ‘Bill for Taiwan’s largest R&D tax break passes 3rd reading’,
Taiwan News, 7 January.

Yeh, Joseph, 2022, “Taiwan troops on Kinmen shoot down Chinese drone for first
time’, Focus Taiwan, 1 September 2022.

Yu, Matt, Novia Huang & Sean Lin, 2022, “Taiwan’s silence on China missile paths
draws mixed views’, Focus Taiwan, 5 August.

[‘Zhang Yazhong' 2022] ‘JRuidr: BRI RIS KRETI6HARLMET S
(Chang Ya-chung: Eric Chu should step down if the KMT fails to win 16 seats
in the county-level and mayoral elections), [ IR (Liberty Times), 29 April
(https://news.Itn.com.tw/news/politics/breakingnews/3909494).

Zheng, Sarah, 2022, ‘China envoy denies US claim of faster timeline for taking Tai-
wan’, Bloomberg, 3 November.

Zheng, Sarah, & Philip Heijmans, 2022, ‘Pelosi trip sets back Biden'’s effort to woo
Asia against China’, Bloomberg, 9 August.

[Zhonggong zhongyang 2021] 3k rfy o T3 (1 15 4 47 2 B K B A B S 2256 g v
P (Third Resolution of the CPC Central Committee on the Major Achieve-
ments and Historical Experience of the Party over the Past Century), ARMN
(People’s Daily.com), 16 November (http://politics.people.com.cn/n1/2021/1116/
c1001-32284163.html).

[Zhou, Wang & Wu 2022] Zhou Zhihao, Wang Jiayuan & Wu Hongxun, 2022, ‘3%
VORI V1B FFR & (Pelosi called into question the withdrawal of her
invitation to Taiwan, decided to visit anyway), 1 BIK#R (China Times), 2 August
(https://www.chinatimes.com/newspapers/20220802000337-2601192chdtv).

155






