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I. Introduction2 
After decades of separation and warfare, both ideological and actual, between Taiwan 

and Mainland China, Republic of China President Chiang Ching-kuo’s 1987 decision to lift 
the ban on travel to the Mainland initiated a rapid expansion of interaction across the Tai-
wan Strait. Investors from Taiwan poured into China, jumping at the chance to do business 
in the opening economy. Between 1987 and 1995, the total value of trade between Taiwan 
and Mainland China grew more than ten times, from $1.7 billion to more than $20 billion; 
by 2013, it had grown to nearly $200 billion. The volume of Taiwanese visiting the Main-
land tells a similar story: in 2013, more than 5 million Taiwanese visited the Mainland for 
tourism (Taiwan Affairs Office). Given that both Beijing and Taipei profess to have national 
unification as their goal, scholars have sought to understand the role that might be played 
in potential political unification by the complex economic and social linkages that have 
developed between the two sides of the Taiwan Strait in the years since Chiang Ching-kuo’s 
decision. 

Starting with a review of the literature on interdependence and political integration, this 
paper will examine the conditions necessary to precipitate political unification across the 
Taiwan Strait. Using the linkage community framework developed by Yung Wei and refined 
by Keng Shu, this paper examines the argument that a “linkage community”—a group of 
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people with significant economic, social, and cultural ties to the opposite side of the Strait 
who have the ability to influence policymakers—is a prerequisite to realizing political unifi-
cation. Section three provides background information on Taisheng (Taiwanese students at 
Mainland Chinese universities), while section four outlines the methodology used. Section 
five presents research findings and analysis demonstrating that while Taisheng do constitute 
a linkage community, their specific concerns are primarily immediate interests, and they 
have minimal ability to facilitate increased political integration or unification. The paper 
ends with brief concluding remarks.

II. Literature Review
Modern liberal theories of international relations are founded upon the works of clas-

sical thinkers such as Immanuel Kant, who argued in his 1795 treatise Perpetual Peace that 
three separate but complementary factors were the cause of peace between democratic 
nations (Oneal et al. 1996). Kant argued that republican constitutions limit the power of 
autocratic leaders, eliminating their ability to wage war on a whim; that democracy fosters 
a moral foundation for the establishment of international institutions; and that economic 
interdependence creates “transnational ties that encourage accommodation rather than con-
flict [such that] material incentives add their force to law and morality” (Oneal et al. 1996, 
12). 

These three pillars form the basis of modern liberal theory. The importance and attrac-
tion of Kant’s final thesis, that rising interdependence leads to a decrease in conflict, has 
increased in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries as net global interdependence has 
risen. The escalation and deepening of interdependence has stimulated a lively debate 
among scholars of international relations, who have sought to understand the relationship 
between economics, power, and conflict.

Robert Keohane and Joseph Nye see interdependence as more than simple intercon-
nectedness of nations. Transactions between nations must have “reciprocal costs” and make 
both nations dependent on their counterpart to be considered interdependence (Keohane 
and Nye 2011, 8). Keohane and Nye argue that interdependence restricts nations’ autonomy 
by creating a situation of mutual dependence. Rosencrance et al. posit that interdependence 
is the “direct and positive linkage of the interests of states such that when the position of 
one state changes, the position of others is affected, and in the same direction” (Rosencrance 
et al. 1977, 427, emphasis in original). David A. Baldwin, reviewing a broad cross-disciplin-
ary swath of earlier works, refines the definition of interdependence to mutual opportunity 
costs, or “international relationships that would be costly to break” (Baldwin 1980, 484). 

Expanding on these definitions, Mark J. Gasiorowski argues that interdependence 
involves interactions that can be both costly and beneficial to nations (Gasiorowski 1986, 
24). If there was not some benefit to interdependence, Gasiorowski argues, “countries 
would simply forgo these interactions to avoid paying the costs they entail” (24), a point 
implied but understated in earlier literature (Baldwin 1980, 482). Benefits of interdepen-
dence include the greater efficiency that results from trade as nations specialize, while costs 
are related to the dependency that arises from such trade, making nations vulnerable to 
economic policy decisions in counterpart nations (Gasiorowski 1986, 24; Hirschman 1945). 

Keohane and Nye, responding to the realist worldview—in which the state is preemi-
nent, force is the primary instrument of foreign policy, and states’ primary objective is 
maximizing security—propose a radical alternative for the international system in which 
none of these conditions exist. This ideal situation, which they term “complex interdepen-
dence,” is typified by an absence of issue hierarchy (in which military security is not neces-
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sarily favored over economic and social issues), non-use of military force as a policy tool, 
and sub-state transnational relations between countries (Keohane and Nye 2011, 19-31). 
Because of the extreme differences between the realist worldview and complex interdepen-
dence, the political processes that the latter engenders are also unique. Decline in the utility 
of force and equalization of military and nonmilitary issues makes maintaining a diverse 
power base important while simultaneously driving countries to set agendas based on their 
relative strengths.

Keohane and Nye’s third condition of complex interdependence, multiple substate 
channels of contact between societies, is, perhaps, the most radically different from the 
conditions of the realist ideal world. Where realists envision billiard ball states ricochet-
ing off each other as they roll across a smooth, flat world, Keohane and Nye see a complex 
web of linkages between actors of different societies, state actors, and actors in the inter-
national space between states. Domestic groups, multinational corporations, and govern-
mental bureaucracies are increasingly connected to their counterparts in other societies. 
Transnational relations have the potential to drastically alter rational actors’ perceptions of 
self-interest. “The nearer a situation is to complex interdependence, the more we expect the 
outcomes of political bargaining to be affected by transnational relations” (Keohane and 
Nye 2011, 28).

An alternative response to the appearance of international interdependence is proposed 
by the “integration theories” of Karl W. Deutsch and Ernst B. Haas (Deutsch et al. 1957; 
Haas 1958; Haas 1970; O’Neill 1996; Rosamond 2000). In the wake of the Second World 
War, many academics and policymakers in Europe began to question the efficacy of the 
nation state for preventing conflict and solving international problems in an increasingly 
globalized world (O’Neill 1996). Haas, whose work represents the neofunctionalist model of 
integration theory, claims integration can explain “how and why [states] voluntarily mingle, 
merge and mix with their neighbours so as to lose the factual attributes of sovereignty while 
acquiring new techniques for resolving conflict themselves” (Haas 1970, 610).

To answer these questions, Deutsch and his colleagues examine historical cases of 
political integration and disintegration in the North Atlantic region. Deutsch et al. define 
integration as the realization within a region of a “sense of community” that fosters an 
expectation of nonviolent resolution of social problems (Deutsch et al. 1957, 5). Deutsch et 
al. argue that the conditions necessary to facilitate integration are the development of gov-
ernment capabilities; increase in the “range and volume” of transnational interaction and 
social communication; “strengthening of the social groups, institutions, and organizations 
that function as unbroken links of social communication” between societies; expansion of 
the “influence and popularity” of these actors within each society; and escalation of “the 
mobility of persons throughout the area” (Deutsch et al. 1957, 5). Substate actors are central 
to this “communications theory”; the optimal method for achieving political integration, 
Deutsch et al. argue, is through “more and better communication,” e.g. increasing the flow 
of goods, people, and information between countries.3

Haas’s neofunctionalist approach to political integration is based on premises similar to 
those of Deutsch’s communications theory, but is somewhat more state-centric in empha-
sizing the role of technocratic elites in driving integration.4 Neofunctionalists envision 
nations establishing a supranational bureaucracy to promote integration between them of a 
given economic sector, a process sought by self-interested societal actors who see economic 
benefits in integration of the sector (Rosamond 2000, 50-73). Integration in one sector 
would “spillover” into benefits in other sectors, creating incentives for integration of those 
sectors, and that integration would in turn reinforce and deepen integration in the origi-
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nal economic sector. Increased economic integration would necessitate some power being 
redirected from the member states to supranational regulatory bodies. As the authority of 
the state gradually shifted up, society would increasingly look to the organs above the state, 
eventually resulting in political integration, with a new government centered above the pre-
existing nation states.5 

Assumptions about the impact of economic interdependence and societal interactions 
rooted in integration theory are implicit in examinations of the impact of renewed cross-
Strait contacts (Chan and Clark 1995; Wang 2000; Dent 2001; Clark 2002; Chao 2003; Clark 
2003). In an early review of “the people-to-people form of track-two diplomacy” between 
Taiwan and the Mainland, Ralph Clough asserts that societal interactions are “the most 
important factor promoting a peaceful climate between the two sides of the Strait” (Clough 
1993, 169). Clough suggests that PRC policies promoting cross-Strait interaction are based 
on a belief that close contact will put popular pressure on the ROC government for further 
opening to the Mainland, although he argues that there is little evidence for the belief that 
interaction is affecting Taiwanese support for unification (Clough 1993, 168-69). 

Steve Chan and Cal Clark argue that research on the Mainland China–Taiwan relation-
ship has overemphasized high political (e.g. ideology, diplomatic maneuvering) and struc-
tural (e.g. military capability, population, and territory size) factors at the cost of ignoring 
the “unfolding processes” of informal interaction, such as trade, investment, and tourism 
(Chan and Clark 1995). The rapid growth in the late 1980s and early 1990s of “nonoffi-
cial” economic and cultural interaction alongside increasing “quasi-official” inter-regime 
bargaining suggests, according to Chan and Clark, that interdependence now ties the two 
sides of the Taiwan Strait to one another, and that interdependence is the cause of the shift 
in Taiwan’s Mainland policy from the Three Nos in the 1980s to “pragmatic diplomacy” in 
the late 1980s and early 1990s.

Using Albert O. Hirschman’s theory of international bargaining, Chan and Clark argue 
that reunification can be considered a good that Beijing has a high demand for and Taipei 
controls absolutely. Beijing’s demand for reunification is inelastic because of the importance 
the issue carries for regime legitimacy. Taipei’s control has become monopolistic as alter-
native potential suppliers of reunification (Hong Kong and Macau) have been sucked dry. 
Taipei’s monopoly position improves its bargaining position significantly. Simultaneously, 
reunification is a good which native Taiwanese political leaders also require for political 
legitimacy and to separate themselves from the pro-independence faction. This creates a 
situation of interdependence highlighted by a “growing parallel between the positions on 
reunification by the old enemies at the top of the CCP and the KMT” (Chan and Clark 
1995, 53). Interdependence has leveled the playing field, eliminating asymmetries in the 
Taiwan-Mainland China relationship. This shift from confrontation to interdependence 
changes the relationship from a zero-sum to a non-zero-sum game.

Chan and Clark conclude that non-official interactions across the Taiwan Strait could 
form the foundation for official contact, but that time “can expand as well as constrict the 
menu of policy choices” (Chan and Clark 1995, 59). Finally, the example of German unifica-
tion suggests that a “significant amount of gradual cumulative integration” may be neces-
sary to catalyze political relations, but it is important to avoid historical determinism as a 
predictive strategy. Integration is necessary as a prerequisite to unification, but it may not be 
sufficient per se.

Responding to the interdependent situation in the Taiwan Strait, Yung Wei looks opti-
mistically on the unification of East and West Germany as an example of how a long period 
of people, goods, and information flowing between two sides of a “multi-system nation” 
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precedes political unification.6 Wei argues that in the German case, economic and cultural 
integration preceded political unification and that “formal-structural arrangements are not 
as effective as informal and interpersonal contracts [sic] and interactions” (Wei 1997, 6). To 
understand how these “informal but functional” contacts might precipitate eventual politi-
cal unification, Wei proposes the concept of “linkage communities,” “group[s] of people 
who have had such extensive social, cultural, commercial, or other types of contacts with 
the people and society of the opposite system that they have developed an understanding, 
sensitivity, and empathy with the people and society across system boundaries” (Wei 1997, 
7). Linkage community members are connected both to the society on the opposite side of 
the political divide and “people of similar orientations and experiences within their own 
political system” (Wei 1997, 7). Wei argues that by measuring the size (both in absolute 
terms and relative to the total population) of the linkage community—the number of people 
who have substantial contacts with individuals and groups on the opposite side—it is pos-
sible to determine the potential for political unification.

The linkage community conceptual framework has been further developed by Keng 
Shu, who argues that the PRC’s Taiwan policy under Hu’s leadership was focused on direct 
appeals to the people of Taiwan as a response to the situation of “political separation with 
economic integration” that has developed since the mid-1990s (Keng 2011).7 Given this 
situation, Keng argues that integration theory falls short of the mark by failing to establish a 
link between societal actors with an interest in cross-Strait transactions and governmental 
policy outcomes. A model of state-society relations that links pro-integration interests to 
policies is necessary to fully understand the potential cross-Strait interdependence needed 
to precipitate political integration. This shortcoming is also apparent in Wei’s linkage com-
munity framework. Keng enhances the analytical utility of the linkage community frame-
work by proposing three distinct levels of variables. 

The first, or “group,” level is concerned with the capacity of linkage communities; it 
measures the size, resources, and organizational effectiveness of a linkage community. Size 
(membership) of a linkage community is divided between “core” and “peripheral” mem-
bers. Core members are those whose identities and interests have been “reshaped through 
cross-Strait contacts/exchanges” to the point that they can be considered “pro-integration 
interests” who “advocate the political agenda for unification” (Keng 2011, 165). Peripheral 
members have less contact with people on the other side of the Taiwan Strait and make up 
the larger portion of any linkage community. However, as they can be rapidly transformed 
into core members, their potential for driving integration is still significant. Resources of a 
linkage community include financial, political, and symbolic assets collectively owned by 
the community’s members. Organizational effectiveness is a measure of how “consolidated” 
the group identity is within a linkage community and the ability of the community to bring 
about collective action to express shared concerns and defend communal interests. While 
the size and resources of linkage communities have increased in recent years, “there are still 
formidable limitations to the organizational strength” of linkage communities (Keng 2011, 
166).

The second, “state-society,” level variables include the structure of access to the state’s 
decision-making processes, the relative power of allied and rival social groups, and the 
interests of the state itself (Keng 2011, 167). The first variable is related to the nature of the 
political system and state-society relations in general. In the case of Taiwan, the state has 
little insulation from the interests of the business community, which Keng argues has made 
it easy for the “pro-integration community” to achieve its policy objectives. However, as no 
single actor has been able to dominate the making of Mainland policy in Taiwan, the rela-
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tive power of allied and rival social groups is also important, as are the interests of the state 
itself.

The final variable is the “international” level, which measures systemic influences on the 
cross-Strait relationship. This includes security and economic concerns. Keng notes that in 
the security realm the post-Cold War context has driven the pace of integration; competi-
tion and cooperation between the United States and China “sets limits on how far cross-
Strait integration can go” (Keng 2011, 168). Economics are also a double-edged sword for 
cross-Strait integration: 

Group level (people 
with shared identity and 
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Scale of linkage 
communities

Resources of linkage 
communites

Organization of linkage 
communities
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while globalization pushes the two sides together, economic downturns can put pressure on 
the Taiwanese government to pull back from economic integration.

While Wei and Keng seem to intend that the linkage community framework be used to 
analyze business communities engaging in economic transactions across the Taiwan Strait, 
there are other social groups coming in contact with the other side of the strait that could be 
considered part of new and developing linkage communities. Students constitute one group 
that is increasingly coming into contact with its counterpart in the opposite society.

Integration theory suggests that high levels of interdependence between parts of a 
divided nation will facilitate political integration and, ultimately, unification. Despite more 
than twenty-five years of advanced economic integration across the Taiwan Strait, Taiwan 
and Mainland China remain highly isolated politically. To better understand the poten-
tial of economic interdependence and societal links across the Taiwan Strait to precipitate 
political unification, we need to analyze the identity and interests of people with significant 
economic, social, and cultural ties to the opposite side of the strait and measure the extent 
to which this group is able to influence policymakers on both sides. The linkage community 
framework is a potential model for such analysis. In this paper I examine the community 
of Taiwanese students attending university in Mainland China to determine whether or 
not Taiwanese students are a driver of political unification between Taiwan and Mainland 
China, and evaluate the effectiveness of the linkage community framework generally.

III. Background
Mainland authorities first officially announced their intentions to recruit Taiwanese stu-

dents (台灣學生 Taiwan xuesheng, commonly abbreviated to 台生 Taisheng) to Mainland 
universities in 1979, but it was not until the resumption of nongovernmental exchanges 
between the two sides of the Taiwan Strait in 1987 that young Taiwanese began to cross 
the strait seeking educational opportunities (Lin 2012). Between 1987 and 2000, 3,759 
Taiwanese pursued degrees (either graduate or undergraduate) at Mainland universities 
(Cai 2002). This number climbed rapidly from 2001 to 2004, during which time there were 
5,641 Taiwanese students pursuing degrees at Mainland institutions. In 2005, the Mainland 
authorities standardized the tuition rate of Taiwanese students so that it was level with local 
students, making university in the Mainland a more affordable option than ever before. At 

Key variables in the “linkage 

communities” framework.
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the same time, they opened positions in the public sector for Taiwanese graduates from 
Mainland universities. As a result of these changes, by 2006 there were nearly 6,000 Tai-
wanese studying at Mainland universities (Lin 2012). The application process for Taiwanese 
students was simplified significantly in 2009, when the Mainland Ministry of Education 
announced that Taiwanese students would now be able to use their General Scholastic Abil-
ity Test (GSAT, the Taiwanese college entrance examination) scores to apply to Mainland 
universities (Taiwan Today 2009). Prior to this change, Taiwanese students had to either 
take part in the Mainland college entrance examination or take a separate test for Hong 
Kong, Macao, and Taiwan students. In September 2010, the Taiwan authorities announced 
that they would recognize degrees from forty-one Mainland universities (although medi-
cal degrees were not included in this blanket recognition for political reasons) (Lin 2012). 
The number of Taiwanese students entering Mainland universities grew from 1,058 in 2010 
to 1,433 in 2011 and 1,714 in 2012 (Statistics and Postgraduation Measures of Lusheng 
Coming to Taiwan and Taisheng Going to the Mainland 2013). In 2012, there were a total 
of 8,316 Taiwanese students studying at Mainland universities (Cao 2013). An official at the 
Taiwanese Ministry of Education said that the ministry believes that growth would be even 
steeper if not for the sharp decrease in applicants interested in studying medicine in recent 
years.8

Throughout this period, PRC authorities have actively developed policies promoting 
greater cross-Strait interaction among students. One notable policy has involved recruiting 
Taiwanese youth to visit the Mainland for short-term exchanges during summer and winter 
vacation. Keng Shu and Jean Yu-chen Tseng found that while these interactions have had 
a notable impact on the stereotypes of Mainland China and the CCP held by Taiwanese 
youths, it is not clear that they have caused any transformation in political identity (Keng 
and Tseng 2010). However, these students’ contact with Mainland society is minimal; 
longer-term stays in the Mainland, living and studying alongside Mainland peers, have even 
greater potential to impact the identities and interests of students.

Description of Taishenghui
Taiwanese Student Associations (台灣學生會 Taiwan xueshenghui, commonly abbre-

viated as 台生會 Taishenghui or TSA in English) is the collective name for a number of 
student organizations founded by Taisheng in the last decade to represent the collective 
interests of Taiwanese university students in Mainland China. The earliest Taishenghui rep-
resented only the Taisheng of a given university, but the organizations have grown rapidly in 
recent years, starting up affiliated clubs at neighboring universities and establishing regional 
“governing body” organizations that claim to represent Taisheng across wide geographic 
regions. While these organizations were originally founded as social clubs for Taisheng, 
as they have grown in membership and capacity alongside the growth of the community 
of Taisheng and Taisheng alumni, they have taken on a number of roles, including provid-
ing information to Taiwanese youth interested in attending university in Mainland China, 
helping Taisheng network with alumni and the larger community of Taiwanese in Mainland 
China, and representing Taisheng interests in lobbying the Taiwanese government.

While there are numerous Taishenghui, this paper focuses on the two primary Taisheng 
organizations: the Taiwan Students Society (中華兩岸教育曁就業發展協會 Zhonghua 
Liang’an Jiaoyu ji Jiuye Fazhan Xiehui or TSS) based in Shanghai and the Taiwan Students 
Union (台灣留學大陸青年發展協會 Taiwan Liuxue Dalu Qingnian Fazhan Xiehui or 
TWSU) based in Beijing/Taipei. It is safe to call these two organizations the “primary” 
Taishenghui, as they have the largest memberships among Taishenghui, claim to represent 
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Taisheng residing in large geographic areas, and have been active in both Taiwan and Main-
land China. Both organizations are officially registered with the Taiwanese Ministry of the 
Interior.

The Taiwan Students Society was established in October 2010 by the then-president 
of the Fudan University Taiwanese Student Association, a Fudan doctoral student named 
Lonely Chiu, with the objective of facilitating cooperation and communication between 
Taisheng at universities in Shanghai. While it is officially registered with the Taiwanese Min-
istry of the Interior as the “Chinese Cross-Strait Education and Employment Development 
Association,” it is commonly referred to by members as the “general organization” (short for 
Taiwanese Student Fellowship General Organization 台灣學生聯誼總會 Taiwan Xuesheng 
Lianyi Zonghui). At the time of its founding, Fudan was the only university in the Shanghai 
area with an organized Taishenghui; in subsequent years, the TSS has assisted students at 
several other universities to establish school-level Taishenghui. It now has a membership of 
around seven hundred Taisheng and claims to represent the two to three thousand Taisheng 
in Eastern China. As its official name suggests, the TSS is interested not only in the educa-
tional development of Taisheng, but also in their employment prospects after graduation.

The Taiwan Students Union was officially established in 2004, although its roots run 
back to informal Taisheng organizations at universities in the Beijing area and a small online 
forum created by a small group of Taisheng in 1997. The original purpose of this forum 
was to provide information on the process Taiwanese students must go through to apply 
to Mainland Chinese universities. In 2001, the scope of the forum was expanded to be a 
general online community for Taisheng. Members of this community were concerned about 
the Chen Shui-bian administration’s opposition to official recognition of degrees earned 
from Mainland Chinese universities, and registered the TWSU with the Taiwanese Minis-
try of the Interior in 2004 as the “Taiwanese Studying in the Mainland Youth Development 
Association” (台灣留學大陸青年發展協會 Taiwan Liuxue Dalu Qingnian Fazhan Xiehui) 
in response. Since then, their activities have been divided between “online operations”—
providing an online community for Taisheng and information for Taiwanese interested in 
attending university in the Mainland—and “social operations”—organizing social activities 
for Taisheng and advocating Taisheng interests to authorities on both sides of the Taiwan 
Strait. While the TWSU only has around one hundred formal members, it has a network 
of connections at dozens of schools throughout China and hosts regular events that have 
an average turnout of between one and two hundred. Its online forum has around three 
hundred regular users and more than five thousand registered users.

IV. Methodology
Qualitative data for this paper was gathered between September 2012 and June 2013. 

During this time period, the author conducted semistructured interviews with Taisheng, 
both those enrolled full-time at Mainland universities and exchange students attending a 
Mainland university for one or two semesters, as well as graduated Taisheng still involved 
in the Taisheng community. The primary source of data for this paper is interviews with 
37 Taisheng (ten of whom were exchange students and four of whom have already gradu-
ated but remain connected to the Taisheng community) attending Fudan University, the 
University of Shanghai for Science and Technology, Peking University, Renmin University, 
Tsinghua University, Beijing University of Chinese Medicine, and Communication Uni-
versity of China. Interviews were conducted primarily in coffee shops; despite the public 
nature of the interview space, informants chose the locations themselves and did not appear 
to be uncomfortable talking about sensitive issues in these locations. The language used for 
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conducting interviews was primarily Mandarin, with the exception of one informant, who 
had studied as an undergraduate student in the United States and chose to speak English. 
Several interviews were conducted in a group setting, as informants often brought fellow 
Taisheng to accompany them to our meetings.

Discussions usually lasted one to two hours and covered a wide range of topics, includ-
ing the informants’ reasons for coming to the Mainland to study, perceptions of the Main-
land prior to and after attending university there, relationships with Mainland classmates, 
perceived differences between Taiwan and Mainland China, informants’ political identity, 
the degree to which informants felt they had assimilated into Mainland society, the amount 
of assistance provided to Taisheng by the university, and informants’ participation in Tai-
wanese Student Associations.

A second important source of data for this paper is participant observation by the 
author of the activities and procedures of Taishenghui, bolstered by interviews and email 
correspondence with association leaders as well as review of Taishenghui publications and 
websites.

The final source of data for this paper consists of semistructured interviews with officials 
at the Straits Exchange Foundation and Taiwanese Ministry of Education whose work pri-
marily deals with educational and cultural exchanges across the Taiwan Strait, and a KMT 
member of the Legislative Yuan interested in educational exchanges across the Strait.9 These 
interviews dealt with the informants’ understanding of the status of Taisheng in Mainland 
China and their connections to and past dealings with Taishenghui.

V. Research Findings

Do Taisheng  constitute a linkage community?
According to Keng, a linkage community is comprised of individuals with “shared iden-

tity and interests” that have been “reshaped through cross-Strait contacts/exchanges” (Keng 
2011, 165). The stated objectives and past collective action of the Taishenghui suggest that 
they represent shared interests that can be operationalized and that are shaped particularly 
through cross-Strait contact. Shared identity is harder to determine, but conversations with 
Taisheng suggest that there is a cohesive Taisheng identity that is shared by both those affili-
ated with and independent from the Taishenghui.

About half of the students I interviewed expressed either an inability or a lack of desire 
to integrate into Mainland society. According to these students, the upbringing, economic 
background, and education of their Mainland peers is so radically different from their own 
that it is difficult to relate. Furthermore, these students generally have a very negative view 
of the Mainland and Mainlanders, using terms like “backwards” (落後) and “low-quality”   
(素質低) in their descriptions. As a result, when initial attempts to connect with Mainland 
peers fail, these students socialize almost solely with other Taiwanese and have little contact 
with Mainlanders outside of the classroom.

F002: When I first came [to the Mainland], I’d frequently ask Mainland classmates 
if they wanted to go out to eat, or to sing [KTV], or to get a drink, but they’d always 
say no. As a result, I feel like I can’t assimilate … Mainlanders’ quality (素質), edu-
cation, and judgment are all different. 

R006: One time, some Mainland classmates asked me, “Well, if being in love isn’t 
for getting married, what’s it for?” For me, this is a really surprising question. It’s 
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just to feel good, just for being in love! Why would it have to be to get married? 
Here, they start thinking about marriage much earlier. I think a huge part of this is 
family planning and the One Child Policy. It’s led to this focus on reproduction and 
the expectations of the parents for their children, an expectation that they’ll have a 
good future.

R001: Taiwanese college students are really free. They decide if they want to go to 
class or not, and their life outside the classroom is really enriched (豐富). But my 
Mainland classmates… the entire atmosphere requires them to compete, so they 
have to work really hard if they want good grades. Only if they get good grades will 
their resume look good. And what they do outside the classroom is just to make 
their resume look good. They’re very goal-oriented (有目的性).

F008: When you’re chatting [with Mainland classmates] a lot of things aren’t the 
same, so you can’t become friends with them through [shared] interests. Their point 
of view is also different, and they have different habits (生活習慣) from Taiwanese.

L001: [Before I came] I thought I’d meet lots of new friends, but my friends here are 
all internationals (國際部的). It’s very hard to be good friends with [Mainlanders]. 
We all just know Taiwanese and international students (留學生).

F005: I mainly spend time with other Taiwanese, but I don’t think this is strange, it’s 
just because we all come from the same place. We don’t need to explain a lot about 
our background, things from our childhood, TV shows, people, etc. We have shared 
experiences.

Some students I spoke with do not feel as alienated from Mainland society. According to 
these students, similarities in language and culture make it easy to integrate into Mainland 
society and build relationships with Mainland classmates. These students often said that 
the Mainland is much better (more developed, cleaner, etc.) than they had expected, and 
that they feel stereotypes of the Mainland are driven by the mass media in Taiwan. These 
students occasionally criticized their fellow Taisheng for not trying hard enough to make 
friends with Mainlanders.

P001: I’ve already been here for two years; I think I’ve assimilated. In my doc-
toral program there aren’t any other Taiwanese, so I spend a lot of my time with 
Mainlanders … about half and half. … There’s cultural difference, but it’s not too big 
and it can be easily overcome.

R003: The main difference between Mainlanders and Taiwanese is habits (生活習

慣), the things we say and the things we eat. We’re more like Southerners (南方人), 
quite similar in fact. It’s only in the North that we feel there’s a difference.

R002: Taiwanese media isn’t that great, it doesn’t have much objective information, 
or much information at all, to allow us to understand the real situation here. So 
what they always tell us, it’s just a secondhand fragment, telling you, “Oh, it’s like 
this over there, it’s like that over there, and they’re different from us in this way and 
that way.” It’s a single source of information telling us what this place is.
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R001: A lot of Taiwanese go to the Mainland and make friends, but they don’t 
understand Mainlanders. If you want to really understand them, though, you don’t 
need to change your own identity. If you go to really understand them, this is inte-
gration (融入). If you don’t really want to understand them, you’re just going to 
window shop (逛一逛).

The claim that “Mainlanders don’t understand Taiwan and Taiwanese don’t understand 
the Mainland” was repeated by several informants, with the most frequent explanation for 
this phenomenon being the limited contact each side has with the other. In my conversa-
tions, students frequently differentiated themselves from Mainlanders and other Taiwanese 
because of their dual understanding of both sides of the Taiwan Strait. Additionally, several 
students explained how coming to the Mainland had caused them to reflect on their own 
identity:

R006: When I came here, I had to be able to introduce to Mainlanders what life in 
Taiwan is like, which is good because it has caused me to reflect on Taiwanese life, 
and think about how things really are and what it really means to be Taiwanese. 
And being here has caused me to want to think through exactly what history means 
for me, and it’s made me want to look through all this information, and go and find 
different people to have conversations with. In this process, I’m simultaneously 
introducing Taiwan to people and trying to understand why the situation is the way 
it is. And I think that it has strengthened how I feel about my home.

With few exceptions, the students I spoke with uniformly expressed a strong Taiwanese 
identity, although they were split almost evenly between those “for” and “against” Mainland 
China: on the one side, there are those who feel that Mainlanders are very different from 
Taiwanese, spend most of their time in the Mainland with other Taisheng, and have gener-
ally negative views of the Mainland; on the other side, there are those who say that Main-
landers are not very different from Taiwanese, spend most of their time with Mainlanders 
or split between Mainlanders and Taisheng, and have generally positive views of Mainland 
China. Regardless of their perceptions of and feelings towards the Mainland, however, 
informants all strongly identified as Taisheng, with the specific interests that identity entails. 
As Taisheng, the informants seem to feel differentiated from other Taiwanese as a result of 
their new understanding of the “real situation” in the Mainland, but simultaneously alien-
ated from Mainlanders because of their distinct identity and way of life. Caught between 
Mainland China and Taiwan, Taisheng identity is clearly distinct from both. Taishenghui are 
formed not only as the result of shared educational, occupational, and economic interests, 
but also out of the cohesive group identity of Taisheng.10 

Group level analysis
On the group level, we must determine the scale, resources, and organizational effective-

ness of the Taisheng linkage community. At this level, Taishenghui are relatively limited in 
scope. In November 2012, there were 8,316 Taisheng enrolled in Mainland Chinese univer-
sities (Cao 2013), a very small number in the context of Mainland Chinese or Taiwanese 
society. Even in relation to the estimated one to three million Taiwanese living and working 
in Mainland China, Taisheng constitute a very small population. Furthermore, as students, 
the resources of Taishenghui officers and members are limited. Both organizations have sub-
stantial social capital, however. Many Taisheng are the children of Taiwanese entrepreneurs, 
and both Taishenghui have built on existing relationships with the Taiwanese business com-
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munity in Mainland China by helping staff events hosted by Taiwanese Business Associa-
tions (TBAs). In the past, the Taishenghui have leveraged these relationships to acquire 
financial support from TBAs and allow members to network with Taiwanese entrepreneurs 
to find employment opportunities after graduation.11 

Taishenghui demonstrate a relatively high level of organizational effectiveness. The Taish-
eng I spoke with who were less active with Taishenghui tended to be those at universities 
without a school-level Taishenghui or with a less active school-level Taishenghui, and they 
generally cited this fact as the reason for their inactivity, rather than a disconnect between 
their personal identity and interests and those of the Taishenghui. From my observations, 
inactivity or nonexistence of a Taishenghui at a university is correlated with the size of the 
Taisheng community at a school; schools with fewer Taisheng had less active Taishenghui 
or no Taishenghui. For those Taisheng at universities with active Taishenghui, participation 
in the organization was often explained in instrumental terms, with informants citing the 
experience of helping run an organization or the connections with the Taiwanese business 
community developed in the process as their reasons for involvement. This suggests that 
Taisheng identity is highly consolidated; there are no differences of identity or interests that 
would be barriers to nonmembers, and inactive members rapidly become highly active 
“core” members as the opportunity presents itself.

State-society level analysis
According to the linkage community framework, a linkage community must have access 

to the state and be able to influence policymakers’ decisions. The extent to which this is pos-
sible is measured by the structure of access to the state, the influence of rival and affiliated 
social groups, and the interests of the state itself.

As a pluralist democracy, the Taiwanese state has little insulation from societal interests, 
and social groups have a high degree of freedom to organize and lobby the government. 
Political mobilization of Taisheng in Taiwan is primarily accomplished through the formal 
organization of Taishenghui. Likewise, the structure of Taisheng access to policymakers in 
Taiwan is chiefly predicated on a formal relationship between government agencies and 
Taishenghui as officially registered civil society organizations. In interviews, leaders of the 
TWSU and TSS said one of their primary reasons for registering their organization with the 
Taiwanese Ministry of the Interior was a desire for legitimacy and access to the state. The 
legitimacy earned by official registration has allowed Taisheng to garner significant media 
attention in the past decade. In particular, public statements by the TWSU and its leaders 
are frequently cited by online media in both Taiwan and Mainland China.

Officers of both the TWSU and TSS participate in a two-day “Taisheng orientation 
camp” hosted annually in Taipei by the Straits Exchange Foundation (SEF), a semiofficial 
organization established by the Taiwanese authorities to oversee the day-to-day matters 
of cross-Strait relations. The purpose of the camp is to provide Taiwanese youth and their 
families with information about the situation of Taisheng life in Mainland China (Ni 2013). 
At past camps, officials from the Ministry of Education, Ministry of National Defense, and 
Executive Yuan have provided information about degree recognition, military conscription, 
and various other topics of concern to Taisheng, and representatives of the Taishenghui have 
shared their experiences of living, studying, and working in Mainland China.

Through this event, leaders of the Taishenghui have developed personal relationships 
with officials at the SEF and Ministry of Education. When the Ministry of Education holds 
talks on issues of concern to Taisheng, it typically invites the leadership of the TWSU 
to attend as representatives of Taisheng interests.12 One SEF official told me he regularly 
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refers Taiwanese youth interested in studying in Mainland China and their families to the 
Taishenghui for detailed information about the application process and daily life at Main-
land universities. The SEF also depends on the communication channels of the Taishenghui 
to contact the broader Taisheng community. Because the support the SEF can provide to 
Taisheng while they are in the Mainland is limited, the same official said that Taisheng have 
to rely on the Taishenghui to provide such services.13 

While the TSS has not engaged in political activity and has avoided making public state-
ments of support or opposition to governmental policies affecting Taisheng, the TWSU is 
highly active politically. In the 2008 presidential election, the TWSU mobilized members in 
support of Ma Ying-jeou. Prior to the 2012 presidential election, the group released public 
statements opposing Democratic Progressive Party candidate Tsai Ing-wen, claiming her 
election would hurt cross-Strait relations (“Vice-president of Taishenghui: Tsai Ing-wen’s 
election will set back cross-Strait relations” 2011). Members of the TWSU established a 
political party in 2011—the Taiwan Youth Union Party (台灣青年聯合黨 Taiwan Qingnian 
Lianhe Dang)—headed by TWSU vice-chairman Chen Cheng-teng (Taiwan Youth Union 
Party).

Since 1999, the TWSU has actively lobbied the Taiwanese government for recognition of 
Mainland degrees, releasing numerous public statements, organizing protests of Ministry of 
Education events, and mobilizing members to support the political campaigns of Kuomin-
tang legislators who support degree recognition.14 Many Taisheng of voting age claim to 
have supported Ma Ying-jeou in the 2008 election because of his campaign promise to 
recognize Mainland degrees, going so far as to fly back to Taiwan just to vote in the election; 
when complete degree recognition failed to materialize, they felt betrayed.15 In subsequent 
years, as recognition has gradually expanded to include 121 schools, the TWSU has publicly 
called the Taiwanese Ministry of Education’s degree recognition policy “unjust” and “a form 
of discrimination.”16 

The partial success of TWSU advocacy of Mainland degree recognition is undoubt-
edly also due to the connections both the TWSU and the TSS have established with the 
Kuomintang (KMT). At least two former TWSU leaders have served on the KMT Central 
Committee,17 and a current TSS leader is a member of the KMT Youth League Commit-
tee. While government officials have stated that “public health is the main consideration” 
at stake in the decision to not recognize Mainland medical degrees (Wang 2009), conversa-
tions with officials at the SEF and Ministry of Education have revealed that Taiwan’s strong 
medical lobby is actually the primary factor.18 Furthermore, the most important element of 
the degree recognition policy’s failure is likely the opposition of the Democratic Progres-
sive Party (DPP), which has argued that such a policy would only encourage more Tai-
wanese youth to attend Mainland universities, leading to brain drain in Taiwan (Wang and 
Ko 2010). It is probable that the DPP would oppose other measures that Taisheng might 
advocate. In any case, Taisheng represent only one small group of the many thousands of 
interests clamoring for the attention of the Taiwanese government.

In Mainland China during the postreform era, state-society relations have traditionally 
been understood as a zero-sum relationship; where the state is strong, civil society is weak, 
and vice versa (Gu 2010). In recent years, however, a corporatist model—an “institutional 
arrangement for linking the associationally organized interests of civil society with the 
decisional structures of the state”—has become the predominant method for analyzing 
state-society relations in China.19 The corporatist state-society relationship is character-
ized by one state-recognized/licensed organization with a representational monopoly for a 
given social group, membership of which is typically compulsory and over which the state 
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exercises control of select internal affairs.
Within this framework, there is little room for Taishenghui to access the state. School-

level Taishenghui are not formally recognized by university administrators because of a 
national regulation forbidding any kind of regional student organization. As a result, these 
organizations are unable to access university resources: for example, reserving space for 
club meetings must be done by a member of the organization as an individual student 
rather than as a representative of a student group, with the frequent result that venues must 
be changed and events cancelled when the university overrules the individual’s request at 
the last minute.20 Furthermore, as the university does not provide the Taishenghui with a list 
of Taiwanese students enrolled in the university, they are often unaware of all the Taiwanese 
on campus.21 

Some universities have established official “Hong Kong-Macao-Taiwan Student Associa-
tions” administered by the university’s Hong Kong-Macao-Taiwan Affairs Office and led by 
Mainland students. These organizations are focused on assisting Taisheng (as well as stu-
dents from Macao and Hong Kong) and promoting exchange and understanding between 
Mainland and Taiwanese students. The university provides these organizations with a list of 
enrolled Taisheng and assists them in registering space for events and procuring transporta-
tion for outings. Existence of such organizations obviously precludes the development of a 
school-level Taishenghui run by and for Taisheng. It is possible that this kind of top-down 
organization may become more prevalent at universities throughout Mainland China in 
coming years as the State Council Taiwan Affairs Office becomes aware of the “problem” of 
autonomous school-level Taishenghui.22 

Although they lack official recognition, Taishenghui have had some dealings with local 
officials in the PRC. While most school-level Taishenghui are not provided with a list of 
enrolled Taisheng, the Hong Kong-Macao-Taiwan Affairs Office of Fudan University annu-
ally provides the Fudan Taishenghui with such a list. Furthermore, after officers of the club 
dispatched a formal account of their situation to the State Council Taiwan Affairs Office 
in December 2012, administrators in charge of student organizations at Fudan University 
called a meeting to address the concerns of foreign students and students from Hong Kong, 
Macao, and Taiwan; officers of the Fudan Taishenghui were invited as representatives of the 
school’s Taiwanese students. At the meeting, the university committed to being more active 
in attending to Taisheng.23 In July 2013, the TSS worked with the Taiwan Affairs Office of 
Shanghai to welcome and assist Taiwanese youth visiting the city for a state-sponsored short 
summer exchange. The TWSU is likewise in contact with local officials in Beijing: last year, 
city education officials invited officers of the group to a meeting to discuss the status of 
Taisheng and potential services that universities could provide them. The TWSU requested 
that Taisheng be able to access state medical insurance. This request was largely met: many 
universities have begun helping Taisheng access state medical insurance in the past year.24 

Largely barred from political mobilization in Mainland China, Taishenghui have pri-
marily focused on providing assistance to Taisheng in nonpolitical ways. The TWSU and 
TSS both collaborate with local Taiwanese Business Associations in Beijing and Shanghai, 
respectively, to host annual job fairs for graduating Taisheng to network with Taiwanese 
entrepreneurs and learn about career opportunities at Taiwanese enterprises in the Main-
land. The head of the TSS told me that, apart from organizing social events for Taisheng, 
aiding Taisheng in career development is his primary activity.25 Similarly, conversations with 
Taisheng revealed that postgraduation employment was a much larger concern for most 
students than political activism. Almost all informants said that the rapid development and 
large size of the Mainland economy was an important factor in their decision to come to 
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the Mainland. Approximately a third of informants said their primary reason for attending 
university in the Mainland is to build connections with Mainlanders and Taiwanese entre-
preneurs and gain a better understanding of the Mainland so that they can do business or 
seek employment there after graduation. 

VI. Conclusion
While their perceptions of the Mainland vary, Taiwanese students at Mainland Chinese 

universities have shared interests and a cohesive group identity. To represent these interests 
and identity, Taisheng have collectively organized into Taiwanese Student Associations, or 
Taishenghui. With one foot planted in Taiwan and one resting in Mainland China, I argue 
that Taisheng constitute a “linkage community” of people with significant economic, social, 
and cultural ties to both sides of the Taiwan Strait. 

At the group level, the Taisheng linkage community has a high degree of organizational 
effectiveness, but is small in number and has minimal resources. At the state-society level, 
while it can use political means to pursue its collective interests, it has a limited ability to 
achieve its goals, particularly as its interests run counter to more powerful societal groups 
in Taiwan. This is doubly true in Mainland China, where its ability to interact with and 
influence the state is almost nonexistent. Perhaps more importantly, the Taisheng linkage 
community is not interested in pushing a pro-unification agenda. The past political and 
nonpolitical activities of the Taishenghui and the statements of Taisheng paint a picture of 
interests similar to those of university students around the world: indifferent to politics and 
focused on social life, school, and postgraduation employment. 

Disinterested in unification and unable to effectively advocate for pro-integration poli-
cies even if they were concerned about them, Taisheng are not currently drivers of unifica-
tion across the Taiwan Strait. While the Taisheng community continues to grow, both in 
absolute numbers and group resources, it is unlikely that even with additional resources it 
will promote a pro-unification agenda, as members remain conflicted in their opinions of 
the Mainland and primarily focused on their immediate self-interests.

What does this tell us about the value of the linkage community framework as an evalua-
tive method? The framework assumes that identity and interests shared by members of the 
linkage community are necessarily bent towards a pro-unification stance by individual eco-
nomic interests and through interaction with Mainland China. My findings suggest that this 
is only half of the picture. Better understanding of how identity and interests are created 
and shaped is necessary in the cross-Strait context for the linkage community framework 
to be an effective method for analyzing the potential unification of Taiwan and Mainland 
China. Furthermore, these findings raise questions about the way in which scholars of 
cross-Strait relations approach the issue of unification. While unification has tradition-
ally been viewed as a predetermined conclusion, my findings suggest that the actors most 
closely involved in functional cross-Strait interactions do not approach the issue from this 
perspective. Formulating models for understanding cross-Strait relations that approach 
such interactions from the perspective of actors “on the ground” may enable scholars to be 
less often surprised by the way their theories diverge from data on the cross-Strait situation.

rEFERENCES
Baldwin, David A. 1980. “Interdependence and power: a conceptual analysis.” International Organization 34, no. 4: 

471-506.
Cai Zhenxiang 蔡振翔. 2002. “Analysis of Taiwanese Students Studying at Mainland Chinese Universities, 1987-

2000” 1987－2000中國大陸高校就讀的台灣學生狀況分析. Jimei daxue xuebao 集美大學學報 3, no. 2 
(Jun.): 42-46.



17 | L inked Withou t L inking

ASIANetwork Exchange | Spring 2015 | volume 22 | 2 

Cao Guihua曹桂花. 2013. “8000 duo taisheng dalu du daxue” 多台生大陆读大学. Haixia jiaoyu wang 海峡教育
网, Oct. 28.

Chan, Steve and Cal Clark. 1995. “The Mainland China-Taiwan Relationship: From Confrontation to Interdepen-
dence.” In Inherited Rivalry: Conflict Across the Taiwan Straits, Edited by Tun-jen Cheng, Chi Huang and 
Samuel S. G. Wu, 47-62. Boulder, CO: Lynne Rienner.

Chao, Chien-Min. 2003. “Will Economic Integration Between Mainland China and Taiwan Lead to a Congenial 
Political Culture?” Asian Survey 43: 280-304.

Chen Minfeng 陳民峰. 2010. “Taiwan xiufa chengren dalu xueli du paichu yishi kexi minjian fantan”台灣修法承
認大陸學歷獨排除醫事科系民間反彈. Radio France Internationale Chinese, Aug. 19.

Chen Kengren 陳鏗任 and Wu Jianhua 吳建華. 2006. “Shi guxiang, haishi yixiang? Cong dongguan taixiao xuesh-
eng de xuexi jingyan kan taishang zinǚ de shenfen renting yixiang” 是故鄉，還是異鄉？從東莞台校學
生的學習經驗看台商子女的身份認同意象. Shida xuebao 師大學報 51, no. 2: 173-193.

Clark, Cal. 2002. “The China-Taiwan Relationship: Growing Cross-Strait Economic Integration.” Orbis: 753-766.
Clark, Cal. 2003. “Does European Integration Provide a Model for Moderating Cross-Strait Relations?” Asian Af-

fairs 29: 195-215.
Clough, Ralph N. 1993. Reaching Across the Taiwan Strait: People-to-People Diplomacy. Boulder, CO: Westview 

Press.
Dent, Christopher M. 2001. “Being Pulled into China’s Orbit? Navigating Taiwan’s Foreign Economic Policy.” Issues 

& Studies 37, no. 5: 1-34.
Deutsch, Karl W. et al. 1957. Political Community and the North Atlantic Area: International Organization in the 

Light of Historical Experience. 1st paperback edition, Princeton: Princeton University Press.
Gelpi, Christopher and Joseph M. Grieco. 2006. “Economic Interdependence, the Democratic State, and the Liber-

al Peace.” In Economic Interdependence and International Conflict: New Perspectives on an Enduring Debate, 
Edited by Edward D. Mansfield and Brian M. Pollins, 44-59. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press.

Gu, Edward. 2010. “Towards a Corporatist Development of Civil Society in China: Enabling State and Mutual Em-
powerment between State and Society.” In State and Civil Society: The Chinese Perspective, Edited by Deng, 
Zhenglai, 385-403. River Edge, NJ: World Scientific Publishing.

Haas, Ernst B. 1958. The Uniting of Europe: Political, Social, and Economic Forces 1950-1957. Stanford: Stanford 
University Press.

Haas, Ernst B. 1970. “The Study of Regional Integration: Reflections on the Joy and Anguish of Pre-theorising.” 
International Organization 24, no. 4: 607-646.

Hirschman, Albert O. 1945. National Power and the Structure of Foreign Trade. Berkeley: University of California 
Press.

Huang Huiwen 黃惠玟. 2010. “Chen zhengteng: liang wan taisheng you beiren beipan de ganjue” 陳正騰：兩萬
台生有被人背叛的感覺. Zhongguo pinglun xinwen wang 中國評論新聞網, Mar. 17.

Keng, Shu. 2011. “Understanding integration and ‘spillover’ across the Taiwan Strait: Towards an analytical frame-
work.” in Taiwanese Identity in the Twenty-first Century: Domestic, Regional and Global Perspectives, edited 
by Schubert, Gunther and Jens Damm, 155-175. New York: Routledge.

Keng Shu 耿曙 and Ceng Yuchen 曾于蓁. 2010. “Zhonggong yaofang taiwan qingnian zhengce de zhengzhi yingx-
iang” 中共邀訪台灣青年政策的政治影響. Issues and Studies 問題與研究 49, no. 3 (Sep.): 29-70.

Keng Shu 耿曙, Shu Gengde 舒耕德, and Lin Ruihua 林瑞華. 2012. Taishang yanjiu 台商研究. Taipei: NCCU 
Center for China Studies.

Keohane, Robert O. and Joseph S. Nye. 2011. Power and Interdependence. 4th ed., Boston: Little, Brown and Co.
Lin Ping. 2012. “Xiangxiang de jieceng liudong: zhongguo dalu taiwan xuesheng de jiuxue jiuye fenxi”想像的階層

流動：中國大陸台灣學生的就學就業分析. Zhongguo dalu yanjiu 中國大陸研究 55, no. 3 (Sep.): 57-83.
----. 2012. “Cong xuni dao xianshi de shenfen renting: yi Dongguan yu huadong taishang xuexiao de biyesheng 

weili” 從虛擬到現實的身份認同：以東莞與華東台商學校的畢業生為例. Renkou xuekan 人口學刊.
Lin, Ruihua, Shu Keng, and Richard Weixing Hu. 2014. “Class or Identity Matters? The Social Assimilation of 

Taiwanese Sojourners in China.” In Border Crossing in Greater China: Production, and Identity, edited by 
Jenn-hwan Wang. New York: Routledge.

Ni Hongxiang 倪鴻祥. 2013. “Haijihui jin ban taisheng yanxiying, fenxiang dalu qiuxue jingyan” 海基會今辦台生
研習營, 分享大陸求學經驗. Zhongguo pinglun xinwen wang 中國評論新聞網 Zhongguo Pinglun Xinwen 
Wang, Aug. 23.

Oneal, John R., Frances H. Oneal, Zeev Maoz, and Bruce Russett. 1996. “The Liberal Peace: Interdependence, 
Democracy, and International Conflict, 1950-85.” Journal of Peace Research 33, no. 11: 11-28.

O’Neill, Michael. 1996. The Politics of European Integration: A Reader. New York: Routledge.
Rosamond, Ben. 2000. Theories of European Integration. New York: St. Martin’s Press.
Rosencrance, R., A. Alexandroff, W. Koehler, J. Kroll, S. Laqueur, and J. Stocker. 1977. “Whither Interdependence?” 

International Organization 31, no. 3: 425-471.
“Statistics and Postgraduation Measures of Lusheng Coming to Taiwan and Taisheng Going to the Mainland” 陸生

來台與台生赴陸人數統計與畢業後相關措施. 2013. Ministry of Education, Taipei.
“Taishenghui vice-president: Tsai Ing-wen’s election will set back cross-Strait relations” 2011. 台生會副會長：蔡

英文當選 兩岸肯定倒退. Hello Taiwan, Oct. 14.
Taiwan Affairs Office. 2014. “Lǚyou ju: 2013 nian taiwan tongbao rujing lǚyou renshu gong 516.25 wan” 旅游

局：2013年台湾同胞入境旅游人数共516.25万. State Council 国务院台湾事务办公室.
Taiwan Today. 2009. “GSAT scores to be recognized on Mainland.” Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
Taiwan Youth Union Party. http://www.tyup.org.tw/.

http://www.tyup.org.tw/


18 | L inked Withou t L inking

ASIANetwork Exchange | Spring 2015 | volume 22 | 2 

Wang Caili 王彩鸝. 2009. “Will medical degrees be opened or not? Medical students struggle” 醫事學歷開不開放 
醫學生角力戰. Lianhe xinwen wang 聯合新聞網, Dec. 23.

Wang, Flora. 2010. “Ministry’s PRC credentials plan angers students.” Taipei Times, Feb. 10. 
Wang, Flora and Ko Shu-ling. 2010. “Students warned against going to study in China.” Taipei Times, Apr. 16.
Wang, Qingxin Ken. 2000. “Taiwanese NGOs and the Prospect of National Reunification in the Taiwan Strait.” 

Australian Journal of International Affairs 54, no. 1: 111-124.
Wei, Yung. 1997. “From ‘Multi-System Nations’ to ‘Linkage Communities’: A New Conceptual Scheme for the 

Integration of Divided Nations.” Issues & Studies 33, no. 10.
Williamson, Peter J. 1989. Corporatism in Perspective. London: Sage.
Xue Heyu 薛荷玉. 2009. “Beida deng taisheng kangyi xueli bu bei chengren” 北大等台生 抗議學歷不被承認. 

Lianhe xinwen wang 聯合新聞網, May 28.
Zhao, Suisheng. 1989. “Economic Interdependence and Political Divergence: A Background Analysis of the Taiwan 

Strait Crisis.” In Across the Taiwan Strait: Mainland China, Taiwan, and the 1995-1996 Crisis, 21-40. Edited 
by Suisheng Zhao. New York: Routledge.

Notes
1. Opinions expressed in this paper are solely those of the author, not of the Council on Foreign Relations, 

which takes no institutional positions.
2. The author would like to thank Shelley Rigger (Davidson College) for her continued support, mentor-

ship, encouragement, and criticism; Edward Friedman (University of Wisconsin-Madison) and Wei-der 
Shu (National Chiao Tung University) for their insightful comments at the 2014 NATSA conference at 
UW-Madison; Keng Shu and Lin Rui-hwa (Shanghai University of Finance and Economics) for advice that 
helped shape the early stages of this research project; and the officers of the Taiwan Students Society and 
Taiwan Students Union for their assistance in arranging interviews.

3. Ibid., 200-201. Deutsch et al. also suggest establishing more institutions for promoting government-to-
government contact, but communications theory is society-centric, on the whole. 

4. O’Neill 1996, 41-42. Note that the primary neofunctionalist critique of functionalism is its overemphasis on 
the role played by governing elites (at the cost of ignoring other elites with political power, such as leaders 
of transnational businesses, trade groups, unions, etc.); despite this, elites are still more important to neo-
functionalism than to communications theory: O’Neill points out that neofunctionalists acknowledge “the 
stark fact that political elites determined the outcomes of international integration” (38).

5. Haas 1958. An example of functional spillovers in the cross-Strait context can be found in the education 
sector. Following the opening of Mainland universities to Taiwanese students, there has been a gradual 
process of expanding educational integration across the Taiwan Strait. As the number of Taiwanese students 
in Mainland China increased, the number of schools open to Taiwanese students were expanded, applica-
tions and tuition were standardized with Mainland applicants, schools on both sides increased interschool 
cooperation and programming with the opposite side, and an increasing number of Mainland degrees were 
recognized in Taiwan.

6. It is important to note that the linkage community framework for understanding how integration might 
lead to unification rests on the assumption of shared nationhood between the two sides.

7. For discussion of the situation of “political separation with economic integration,” see Zhao, Suisheng. 
“Economic Interdependence and Political Divergence: A Background Analysis of the Taiwan Strait Crisis.” 
In Zhao, Suisheng, ed. Across the Taiwan Strait: Mainland China, Taiwan, and the 1995-1996 Crisis. Rout-
ledge. 1999.

8. Interview with an MOE official conducted by the author. Taipei, Aug. 12, 2013.
9. Hsu, Lijen. Interview by author. Taipei, July 22, 2013.; Chen, Apollo. Interview by author. Taipei, Aug. 12, 

2013.
10. For more research on the identity of Taiwanese in Mainland China, see 耿曙, 舒耕德, 林瑞華, eds. 2012. 台

商研究. Taipei: Center for China Studies, NCCU.; Lin, Ruihua, Shu Keng, and Richard Weixing Hu. 2014. 
“Class or Identity Matters? The Social Assimilation of Taiwanese Sojourners in China.” In Border Crossing 
in Greater China: Production, and Identity, edited by Jenn-hwan Wang. Routledge. Forthcoming.; 林平. 
2012. “從虛擬到現實的身份認同：以東莞與華東台商學校的畢業生為例.” 人口學刊.; 陳鏗任, 吳建
華. 2006. “是故鄉，還是異鄉？從東莞台校學生的學習經驗看台商子女的身份認同意象.” 師大學報 
51(2): 173-193.

11. Chiu, Lonely. Interview by author. Shanghai, June 5, 2013.
12. Chen, Cheng-teng. Interview by author. Taipei, July 23, 2013. Interview with MOE official conducted by the 

author. Taipei, Aug. 12, 2013.
13. Hsu, Lijen. Interview by author. Taipei, July 22, 2013.
14. Chen, Cheng-teng. Interview by author. Taipei, July 23, 2013.; 王, 彩鸝. “醫事學歷開不開放 醫學生角力

戰 [Will medical degrees be opened or not? Medical students struggle].” 聯合新聞網 Lianhe Xinwen Wang. 
Last modified December 23, 2009. http://bit.ly/J9zeS0.; 薛荷玉. “北大等台生 抗議學歷不被承認.” 聯合新
聞網. Last modified May 28, 2009. http://bit.ly/1btHa9Y.

15. 陳民峰. “台灣修法承認大陸學歷獨排除醫事科系民間反彈.” Radio France Internationale Chinese. Last 
modified August 19, 2010. http://rfi.my/1bsogwF.; 黃惠玟. “陳正騰：兩萬台生有被人背叛的感覺.”中國
評論新聞網. Last modified March 17, 2010. http://bit.ly/1d662nt.; Chen, Cheng-teng. Interview by author. 
Taipei, July 23, 2013.



19 | L inked Withou t L inking

ASIANetwork Exchange | Spring 2015 | volume 22 | 2 

16. Chen, Cheng-teng. Interview by author. Taipei, July 23, 2013.; Wang, Flora. “Ministry’s PRC credentials 
plan angers students.” Taipei Times. Last modified February 10, 2010. http://bit.ly/18jAoWb.

17. Including cofounder Zhu Rongbin (朱荣彬) and honorary chairman Zhao Shicong (趙世聰).
18. Hsu, Lijen. Interview by author. Taipei, July 22, 2013.; Chen, Apollo. Interview by author. Taipei, Aug. 12, 

2013.
19. Williamson, Peter J. 1989. Corporatism in Perspective. London: Sage. 9. Quoted in Gu 2010.
20. Wu, Xiangxian. Email correspondence with author. October 30, 2012.
21. In interviews, a handful of students spoke about meeting a classmate during their third or fourth year for 

the first time and finding out by chance that they were both from Taiwan.
22. Lu, Mingxuan. Interview by author. Beijing, July 23, 2013. Lu Mingxuan is a Mainlander graduate student at 

Renmin University. At the time of our conversation he was the head of the Renmin University Hong Kong-
Macao-Taiwan Student Association.

23. Wu, Xiangxian. Email correspondence with author. February 4, 2013.
24. Chen, Cheng-teng. Interview by author. Taipei, July 23, 2013.
25. Chiu, Lonely. Interview by author. Shanghai, June 5, 2013.


