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The US Fuzzy and Clear Policy toward Taiwanese Strait and 

New Thinking of Security about Taiwan 

 

Gwo-Hua Chu *, Chun-Chig Chang ** 

Abstract 

The policy of Taiwanese Strait in America not only express upon the fuzzy 
One-China with vacillating but also it contact with Taiwan and China by the way of 
oscillating. This paper study it with “strategic obscurity ” and “strategic lucidness”. 
Next, in the beginning of 21 century, the international community discoursed the 
theme of American-hegemony-decline after the 911- incident. Thus, this paper intend 
to research the period of Clinton to Bush which are a crucial time from a global 
superpower down to the sign of downfall in coming of the Soviet collapsed. Under 
this international circumstance, the states behaves along the principle of rationality 
and maximum interest that the Taiwan must change the traditional security concept of 
the Cold-War as to adopt the new security concept of 21 century that will be the most 
protection to maintain the security itself. 
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