
that factor will count far less for justifying their future military buildups
along the Taiwan Strait. Just as negotiations are taking place between
nations involved in the divided Korea issue, so should negotiations
between Taiwan and mainland China help to normalize their relations.

Our history of the Taiwan–mainland China regime rivalry reveals
that political negotiations are possible. Beijing’s new one-China prin-
ciple provides the only basis for nurturing a cooperative framework
between the two regimes. The U.S. government and Congress should
insist that this principle serve as the basis for negotiating a common-
wealth federation formula by which both sides can cooperate as one
China and yet be independent. U.S. interests will be best served by
cross-strait negotiations rather than by encouraging a military buildup
along the Taiwan Strait and committing to defend Taiwan under any
circumstances.

Twentieth-century history has brought enormous tragedy to the
Chinese people. Taiwan’s people were spared some of that suffering
because, as a colony for a half century, they were isolated from the
turmoil on the China mainland. But Japanese colonialism and many
decades of Nationalist government rule created a complex society with
ethnic tensions. Expanding cooperation between the ROC and PRC
regimes can heal ethnic rivalry in Taiwan and improve their economic
and social integration, helping to preserve regional peace and prosperity.
Despite the differences that now characterize these two Chinese soci-
eties, they share much in common. Prolonged and creative negotiations
are the only way both regimes can build a cooperative framework to
peacefully coexist in the future as equal partners of one China.
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