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Taiwan's Roles in Regional Economic
Integration and the Implications for
Multi-National Corporations:
an APEC Perspective*
Dr. Mingonne Man-Jung Chan（詹滿容）**

Regional Economic Integration: Competitive Liberalization in Sight
In the Asia-Paciﬁc region, there are basically two paralleled competing
approaches to economic integration (see Chart 1). One track stems from
ASEAN-centered schemes originated with "Asia Only" members, but then
given the geopolitical importance of other players, especially with the recent
Korea Peninsula tension, and the perceived "overly assertive" China in the
region, there seems to be an inclination, though an immature consensus, to
break away the originated "Asia Only" insistence. This track includes AFTA
(ASEAN Free Trade Agreement), "ASEAN + 3" (ASEAN plus China, Japan,
and Korea), "ASEAN + 6" (ASEAN plus 3 plus Australia, New Zealand,
and India), and East Asia Summit (also known as "ASEAN + 8"; ASEAN
+ 6 + the United States and Russia). Another track is trans-Pacific based,
high-quality claimed, and yet-to-expand for signiﬁcance TPP (Trans Paciﬁc
Partnership). So far, the Pacific 9 members include the original Pacific
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T his article was based on a presentation at the "Taiwan Business Leaders' Forum"
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Executive Director, Chinese Taipei APEC Study Center.

4 (Brunei, Chile, New Zealand and Singapore) plus Australia, the U.S.,
Peru, Viet Nam and Malaysia. TPP proclaims that it will expand to APEC
membership later and beyond, and is expected to deliver meaningful outcome
by November this year when the U.S. hosts the APEC Informal Leaders
Meeting in Honolulu. The strategic posture of competitive liberalization is at
play with these two tracks of FTA in the making. As the bicycle theory has it,
the paddles ought to be strived forward lest the momentum of liberalization
drive vanishes as the bicycle falls without paddling.

Chart 1: Regional Integration: Competitive Liberalization in Asia

Sino-U.S. Relations: Geopolitical Dynamics and Key Determinant
for Future Prospect for Regional Economic Integration
Despite the fact that no major powers seem to be happy over the term
of "G2" in highlighting the importance of the United States and the People's


Republic of China in world stage, we are witnessing an era where the
Sino-U.S. relations take the central stage in any international negotiations
and consensus-building efforts. Obama has announced that the Sino-U.S.
relationship is the world's most important bilateral relations. No doubt, the
twice-a-year bilateral Strategic and Economic Dialogues (S&ED) earmarked
the pre-stage for further multilateral negotiations, be it the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), the G20, or the
IMF, etc. The issues of concern at the S&ED include, among others, energy
security, climate change, global economy, the U.S. deficit and the weak
dollars, the Reminbi under-valuation, and military cooperation, etc.
The seemingly China-preferred and China-centered, "ASEAN + X"
stands contrasts first, then complements now, to the U.S.-led TPP. Hilary
Clinton announced during this year's ﬁrst APEC Senior Ofﬁcial Meeting in
that the U.S. is not only to engage in Asia, but also to lead Asia. Ideally, the
competitive schemes will serve as catalysts for further trade and investment
liberalization in the region and in the World Trade Organization sooner
than later. In the meantime, the balance of power and influence between
the U.S. and the PRC should be an added value towards regional economic
integration.
Could China eventually rise with peaceful development in the long
run? Should China shy away from a prominent position（韜光養晦）to
avoid China-bashing of sort? Should China come out from the nutshell of
reluctance and play the role of a stake-holder（有所作為）in world affairs?
Given the financial crisis starting from the last quarter of 2008, regional


emerging economies have experienced the "decoupling" effects and shifted

away from reliance on the U.S. and E.U. markets, and tilted their dependency
towards China among others. It is clear that the power shifts are at play,
and constant spates persist between the U.S. and the PRC over unfair trade,
currency manipulation, outward movements of sovereign wealth funds, cyber
security, quantitative easing monetary policy, external-induced inflations,
core interests in South China Sea, and navy exercises, etc.
Whether the U.S. and the PRC could exercise both hard power（霸
道） and soft power（王道）would determine the future shape of regional
integration (see Chart 2).

Chart 2: Sino-U.S. Approaches in the Regional Regimes

Taiwan's Role in the Regional Economic Integration
Taiwan, with the leadership of President Ma Ying-Chiou, has made
unilateral commitment to peace and prosperity since Ma's declaration on



"Three Nos-No Unification, No Independence, No Use of Force" policy.
The bilateral cross-strait economic agreement, Economic Cooperation
Framework Agreement (ECFA), has served as a catalyst to regional
integration and a model for conﬂict resolution. KIEP, a South Korean think
tank, proposed that ROK quickly negotiate with China on an FTA in its postECFA evaluation. ECFA will bring along more opportunities for Taiwan to
be linked to regional integration schemes, including the yet-another-step of
the Agreement of Singapore and Taiwan Economic Partnership (ASTEP),
a possible revitalization of U.S.-Taiwan Trade and Investment Framework
Agreement (TIFA), and many other possibilities in the making.
On the multilateral front, Taiwan cherishes Asia-Pacific Economic
Cooperation (APEC) and World Trade Organization (WTO) memberships.
In APEC, "Chinese Taipei" has made and promoted several initiatives,
including APEC Digital Opportunity Centers, One Village One Product,
SME Risk Management Center, and APEC Typhoon Center, etc. This year,
Taipei will continue to collaborate with like-minded partners, and support the
host, the U.S., for some initiatives, including Emergency Preparedness and
Nuclear Safety, etc.

Implications for MNCs
The three pillars of APEC are liberalization, facilitation, and economic
and technical cooperation (see Chart 3). APEC would be of limited utility
if it could not facilitate and promote regional commerce activities. The


value supply chains are essential for business linkage. Barriers to trade and

investment should be reduced and eradicated in due course so as to render
regional economic integration feasible. Business sectors could identify
barriers at the border, behind the border, and cross the border via various
channels of APEC fora of working groups and task forces, APEC Business
Advisory Council, Peer Review on Individual Action Plans, and APEC CEO
Summits, etc.

Chart 3: APEC Goals: 2010/2020

Multinational corporations could play key roles as field observer,
initiative advocate, market stakeholder, brand promoter, and responsibility
sharer. They, as business operators, could provide realistic recommendations
with front-line ﬁeld observations, and earmark corporate responsibility with
beneﬁts to all stakeholders for all APEC member economies.



Essential Issues for
the Year of the Rabbit
Dr. Darson Chiu（邱達生）*

In Asian tradition, the year of 2011 is the year of rabbit. As a rabbit is
generally considered as the emblem of intelligence and quick in actions,
we ought to be prepared ourselves and try to better manage those issues,
which might be even more dynamic than we thought. Besides the not quite
adequate metaphor, it is politically correct and legitimate to be cautious after
experiencing such an ordeal of crisis.

Economic Issues
The global economy experienced a tremendous downturn in 2008 and
2009. The recovery started more signiﬁcantly last year, whereas the region of
Asia outperformed other areas. It is very important for the region to continue
the momentum and keep on the recovery process, since the whole world will
be depending further on the economic potential and strength of this region
from now on. Taiwan actually did well last year. The main growth driver
of the 4th quarter of 2010 would be net exports making that quarter with a
6.5% year-on-year growth. Consequently, a solid 4th quarter has boosted the
*
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annual growth of 2010 to an impressive 10.47%, the best performance in the
recent 23 years.
Like Taiwan, most Asia economies had a good comeback in 2010 with
leading indices started to soar even in 2009. However, 2009 was the year
that the leading indices did better than lagged indicators, such as GDP
growths and unemployment rates. Thanks to all expansionary ﬁscal stimulus
measures plus extremely loose monetary operations, the readings of GDP
were gorgeous in 2010. Nevertheless, the job markets still failed to recover
in the same year. Therefore, the recovery last year was actually in a really
bad shape. The story of this year is expected to be different. It is forecasted
by many that the constant increasing new orders will eventually force ﬁrms
and companies to demand more manpower. With mounting corporate
proﬁts, most ﬁrms are also capable of doing that. The economic growth in
2011 may not be as strong as that in 2010, but it can be growth with lower
unemployment rates meaning growth in a better quality.
However, the earthquake and tsunami happened in Japan on March 11,
2011 brought about an uncertainty to the trend of recovery. As Japan has
long been standing on a key position of the global value and supply chain, the
impacts would be inevitable. Furthermore, inﬂation triggered by geopolitical
matters in the North Africa and Middle East could also be a serious threat to
the world economy of this year.

APEC Issues
The most important intergovernmental forum for Taiwan is APEC, and
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APEC has been widely expected to play a more inﬂuential role in directing
a new economic order and promoting regional cooperation. It is again for
the United States of America, the world economic super power, to host the
annual APEC events in 2011. APEC member economies are anticipating for
a strong and effective leadership in charting APEC agendas and optimizing
APEC's functions as the US is taking the helm.
Last APEC leaders' meeting was held in Yokohama, Japan. In
Yokohama, leaders from other APEC economies were not so pleased with the
QE2 measure adopted by the Federal Reserve. Before the announcement of
QE2, the inﬂexible exchange rate of RMB seemed to be the main target to
be criticized by China's trading partners. However, the Fed's second QE that
very likely triggered the currency war overshadowed the RMB issue. It is
without a doubt that the US would like to give a new lease of life this year.
The 2011 APEC leaders' gathering will be in Hawaii, and the US will fully
utilize this event to regain the glory. After all, it is happening on the US soil.
On the other hand, China, Japan, Russia, ASEAN and the Asian Four Tigers
will be observing and awaiting movements made by the US. It is true that
APEC is supposed to be a channel for regional cooperation; it could also be a
stage for competition, competing for national interests.

REI issues
The crisis happened in 2008 and 2009 caused serious impacts on the
world economy through the channel of international trade. Protectionism
12

was then revived during the crisis, and transaction costs hindering the

development of healthy business environment were enhanced. The regional
economic integration (REI) aiming at reducing or eliminating unnecessary
economic barriers has been proposed, such as the Free Trade Area of AsiaPaciﬁc (FTAAP) and Trans Paciﬁc Economic Partnership Agreement (TPP).
It is believed that REI with freer trade would be a feasible solution for the
crisis. However, there still exist many political and economic challenges
holding back the progress of REI. We need to cope with challenges and
search for potential opportunities.
Furthermore, there exists another integration process known as the
ASEAN plus N. Identified very often in the APEC and Pacific Economic
Cooperation Council (PECC) meetings that ASEAN plus N and TPP are two
possible pathways leading to the completion of FTAAP. For the time being,
the US has expressed a strong interest in the TPP. Although the US is not the
original founding member of TPP, it should be no surprise that US will soon
be leading and even charting the agendas of TPP negotiation. Regarding
the ASEAN plus N process, China and Japan are both considered dominant
players. China could try to be in command of ASEAN plus 3 ﬁrst, and then
use this process to block any aggressive movement of the US towards Asia.
Japan is also long for the leadership role in East Asia; the concept of ASEAN
plus 6 can as a result be brought up again.
The Taiwanese have placed high hope on the cross-Strait ECFA
agreement. In the year of rabbit, should Taiwanese think further to optimize
the functions of ECFA? Which sides should the Taiwan's government
officials plan to take part in beyond ECFA, the TPP or ASEAN plus N?
What's the odd? It could be time to rabbit on the best interest of Taiwan.
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The Politics of Global Economic Cooperation:
From G-20, G-7, G-2, to G-Zero
Dr. Eric Chiou（邱奕宏）

The world has experienced a series of turbulences since the beginning
of this millennium. As the September 11 terrorist attack signifies a whole
new epoch of warfare direction, the 2008 financial crisis indicates another
significant turning point of global economy, declaring the end of global
financial liberalization which had vigorously proceeded since the 1980s.
After the outbreak of the global financial crisis, the initial solidarity and
collaboration among the members of the Group of Twenty (G-20) have
gradually waned two years later. The failure of solving many thorny issues,
such as global economic imbalance and looming currency war, in the G-20
Seoul meeting last year reflects the frailty and difficulties of international
ﬁnancial cooperation, which is particularly salient when divergent interests
between states are too significant to be glossed over by diplomatic efforts
and verbal rhetoric. Nevertheless, in the aftermath of Japan's devastating
earthquake and tsunami, the members of the Group of Seven (G-7) decided
to take joint intervention to sell Japan's currency in order to weaken the yen's
unprecedented appreciation since the World War Two, which sheds some
light on the possibility of international cooperation.
Compared with the world economic environment in the 20th century, the
14

global economy has become a much more complex place nowadays. The

deepening economic interdependence around the world and the re-alignment
of economic powers caused by the surge of emerging markets have made
the existing rules of games in the world economy, which prevailed in the
last century, not only lose their previous glory, but also encounter some
significant challenges. One remarkable example is that the direction of
global economy is no longer hinged on the prudent discretion of the G-7.
In contrast, given the rapid economic growth of many emerging markets,
the G-20 becomes a more legitimate body to have the final say on global
economic issues and its consensus is likely to form a justiﬁed guidance to the
world economy.
Against this backdrop, the new reality reveals not just the increasing
economic clout of emerging markets in the global economy, but also the
noteworthy decline of advanced industrialized countries. Of course, an
intriguing comparison between a fast-growing rise of China and a sluggish
recovery of the United States has drew many scholarly attention to the
consequences and implications of this meaningful change in the global
economic landscape. Some scholars and commentators even place their hopes
of future global economy on the cooperation between the two and suggest
that "G-2" will be the key to solve economic problems of the world. Despite
the close Sino-U.S. economic interdependence, it is undeniable that in recent
years the U.S. and China have encountered some intense confrontations with
one another on numerous occasions and various issues, such as long-lasting
U.S.-China trade imbalance and China's undervalued currency. Those tricky
problems have made it much difﬁcult for the two to reach an agreement on
how to lead the world economy in one direction.
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As a result, some hold rather pessimistic views and argue that we are
actually living in a world of "G-Zero," implying that the current world
economy is functioning without the presence of a strong leadership. Since
U.S. legitimacy and its economy power to lead the global economy have
been significantly undermined during the financial crisis, and there is no
candidate capable of fully replacing U.S. role in the near future, the order of
global economy is unlikely to be settled and restored back to the one before
the crisis in a short period of time. In addition, since major economic powers
from advanced countries and emerging markets are likely to hold divergent
visions about the future of global economy, it becomes extremely difficult
for them to reconcile their differences. Hence, a world without a leadership
to take charge of directing the global economy becomes one of the most
remarkable feature of the G-Zero. In the G-Zero world, each nation looks
out for itself and international cooperation on cross-border economic issues
is not only time-consuming and testing, but also likely to become fruitless in
the end.
So, what on earth do we stand at this stage of global economy? Is it the
more representative but ineffective G-20? Or the more united but declining
G-7? Or the ambiguous partnership of G-2? Or the messy and chaotic
G-Zero? In fact, the preceding descriptions all capture some important parts
of the reality, but similarly miss other delicate parts of our world. First,
international economic cooperation has never been an effortless task. The
successful examples in the past, such as the Plaza Accord in 1985 and the
Louvre Accord in 1987, were the historical products of U.S. dominance in the
16

Cold War period. The solidarity and the shared values of a liberal economy

world between U.S. allies were robust and solid. Even so, the U.S. had to
work arduously to compel its allies to take joint actions by using threats of
economic protectionism and military leverages. Given that U.S. advantages
as the major engine of world economy and a global military superpower
have gradually weakened in the post-Cold War period, the odds of recurring
the previous successful cases of international economic coordination seem
distant, if not infeasible.
Second, even though the recent accordance of G-7 in the case of Japan's
yen indicates a feasibility of interstate cooperation in a small group, it seems
unlikely to see that this type of policy coordination can go beyond its existing
members or extend to other non-Western countries. After all, the collective
policy action of G-7 has lasted for decades. The recent case of G-7's joint
policy coordination to assist Japan only highlights its long-lasting allegiance
to a member in trouble. It should not be over-interpreted that G-7 is united
and always can take decisive action on many issues as it freqnentlydid in the
last century. If so, we should not see disputes between the U.S. and Germany
over the cap of trade balance issue in the last G-20 meeting.
Third, the pessimistic views of G-Zero reveal the bias of pathdependence on the existing dominant discourse regarding the importance of
hegemon to the global economy. It is deterministic to assume that the global
economy without a strong leadership deﬁnitely falls into pieces. Many have
questioned the credibility of the hegemonic stability theory by pointing
out its theoretical flaws and weak historical evidence. More importantly,
the G-Zero argument emphasizing on a strong leadership to maintain the
order of global economy ignores other alternatives and exaggerates the
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negative outcomes of the world without unique leadership. As an American
scholar, Robert Keohane, pointed out in the 1980s, with many established
international regimes in various fields, the world after hegemony would
not necessarily end the continuing operations of international cooperation.
Indeed, it may take longer for consensus to be achieved in the G-Zero world,
but it is not an impossible mission to come to an agreement between nations.
The global economy we face is a much more complex place than the one
we experienced in the last century. The old modes of decision-making and
dated regulations to govern the world economy have encountered several
critical challenges. The increased number of influential economic players
from G-7 to G-20 implies a wide spread of economic welfare to be shared
by more people in different areas and more voices from various nations to be
heard. From a political perspective, the trend of increasing participants in the
decision-making process of world economy means a growing development
of democratization in the global economy. Essentially, democracy is hard
and taking enormous time to reach a decision, because everyone's opinion is
counted and valued. In terms of international economic cooperation, the same
logic works as well when more and more equal players take part in deciding
the direction of global economy. If the above argument is reasonable, we
may have to discard a dated mindset of viewing global economic cooperation,
as a game of the few and get accustomed to the new reality of this political
development in the global economy.
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An Introduction to the New APEC
Multi-Year Projects
Dr. Chen Ho（何振生）

The development and implementation of APEC projects have been
a vital part of APEC's work. The projects assist with APEC's efforts to
generate economic growth and prosperity in the Asia-Pacific region. The
objectives of APEC are to achieve a dynamic and harmonious Asia-Paciﬁc
community through the advancement of free and open trade and investment,
promotion of regional economic integration, encouragement of economic and
technical cooperation, enhancement of human security and facilitation of a
favorable business environment.
Most importantly, the purpose of the projects is to strengthen capacity
building among APEC members. In APEC, members can be categorized into
two groups consisting of developed and developing economies. Furthermore,
APEC members have diverse levels of economic development. Generally,
APEC developed economies are more interested in issues relating to trade
and investment liberalization and facilitation (TILF). On the other hand,
developing economies seek to enhance economic and technical cooperation,
which is called ECOTECH in APEC. APEC developed economies are
cognizant of the fact that developing members may need assistance to
undertake work relating to TILF, so that trade-related capacity building
projects must be implemented. Furthermore, developing economies favor
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ECOTECH projects. Therefore, in order to accomplish the APEC objectives,
developing members may need to strengthen their capacity building.
The APEC projects seek to provide capacity building to the APEC
developing economies. Even though it is not presently of significance, the
idea that developed economies may also need capacity building in certain
areas should be considered. The rationale is that no APEC economy is
perfect. Developed economies not only assist developing economies but
can also support other developed economies. On some issues, developing
economies can lend a hand to other developing economies and also to
developed economies. The advent of the multi-year projects is a good start
to think about various ways that APEC economies can cooperate with each
other. In the long run, the result is that APEC members will become more
integrated.
In APEC, there are three choices for project funding: 1) Operational
Account; 2) APEC Support Fund; and 3) TILF Special Account. The
Operational Account's funds come from APEC members' yearly contributions
and sponsor the ECOTECH work of APEC. The TILF Special Account
supports projects relating to TILF. The APEC Support Fund assists projects
that enhance the capacity building needs of APEC developing economies
and focuses in the following areas: human security, avian influenza and
pandemics, technology, energy efficiency and APEC's Second Trade
Facilitation Action Plan.
For the most part, APEC projects are of the short-term duration that
consist of one-off seminars, research, and database development, even
20

though the aforementioned APEC objectives may take several years to

achieve. Therefore, APEC has recently become cognizant of the necessity to
implement longer-term strategic projects, so as to advance capacity building
of APEC economies to a greater extent and also to share ideas. Before 2011,
APEC project management procedures did not cover multi-year projects. In
2010, APEC hired an independent consultant to produce a report on the issue.
Finally, APEC's Budget and Management Committee (BMC) approved the
multi-year project procedures and forms during SOM1 2011 in Washington,
D.C., USA. It is anticipated that a few multi-year projects that focus on
major APEC issues will be approved in 2011.
The most important development of the new multi-year project
procedures is that a set of criteria has now been ofﬁcially created. First, a
multi-year project will be considered as an initiative that has several phases
or elements. The initiative should build the capacity of APEC members to
achieve strategic goals. Second, APEC will provide funding for each multiyear project to a maximum of US$500,000. Third, the fund will be given
out over a maximum of ﬁve years. Fourth, it is only the SOM, Committees
or SFOM that can propose multi-year projects. APEC sub-fora, working
groups and task forces must apply through their relevant committees. Fifth,
a proposing economy will lead the multi-year project and will nominate a
project overseer, as well as will report to the relevant APEC fora.
In addition, the sixth criterion is that a multi-year project must receive
co-sponsorship from at least half of APEC members. A co-sponsor could
assist with completing the Quality Assessment Framework, participating in
the project Steering Committee, undertaking parts of the project, contributing
staff or other resources, and providing contributions in the form of funding
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or in kind. The seventh criterion is that the project overseer will be from
the proposing economy. Another important criterion is the necessity of cofunding in which developed economies must provide a minimum co-funding
level of 50% and developing economies must offer 20% for all Operational
Account and APEC Support Fund projects. The ninth criterion is that a
multi-year project must be a clear priority of APEC. The tenth criterion is
that a minimum of two APEC fora must cooperate together in developing
and implementing a multi-year project. Finally, a multi-year project should
involve relevant stakeholders, such as ABAC and others.
In order to ensure a systematic implementation of multi-year projects,
APEC has created several forms beginning with the Concept Note Template
and Proposal Template. Furthermore, once a multi-year project is being
executed, it will be necessary to complete the August Monitoring Report.
This report will be utilized to determine the availability of next year's
funding. A Completion Report Template has also been generated for
submission within two months of project completion.
From examining the efforts that APEC has exerted for ensuring the
realization of multi-year projects, we can infer that APEC has sought to
develop a systematic method for implementing multi-year projects. The
outcome is that APEC resources will certainly be utilized in an efﬁcient and
effective manner. Furthermore, the multi-year projects that will be instigated
in the immediate future will surely be able to advance capacity building of
APEC economies and APEC objectives to a great extent.
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Why do International Students
choose to study in Taiwan?
Flora Menjivar*

"I am going to Taiwan!" When you tell your family and friends
about the decision of coming to Taiwan, sometimes it comes across
people as a misinterpretation of the Kingdom of Thailand; or that it is
just simply a small region, which belongs to the Republic of China.
The metaphorical phrase: "Don't judge a book by its cover" comes to
mind as you should never
mak es as s u mp tio n s an d
prejudge the worth or
value of something, by its
outward appearance alone.
As not knowing much about
t h e Ta i w a n e x p e r i e n c e

* Flora Menjivar, coming from El Salvador is an exchange student in Taiwan. She is
currently a 4th year student pursuing an International Business major in Tamkang
University.
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people tend to quickly loose their main target and undertake a wrong
perception.
However, after International Students have experience this study
exchange here, it is more than that just an experience. It becomes a
learning place; you learn to adapt; and you learn to be complete away
from your safe zone. Taiwan becomes a part of you; it becomes your

second home. Formosa, as it was once called, is an island with so
much to offer to International students; not just in the sense of cultural
diversity, but also in other wider ﬁelds like economical and political,
moral and ethical, cultural and educational, amongst others.
As an outsider, before coming to Taiwan, you tend to question
yourself weather it is a good idea or not, or if you should just choose
another, more popular and typical country where to enjoy your last
student years. But then there is the question of challenging yourself
to a new adventure, to a
new defiant city. As many
International Students
have come to answer the
question: Why did you
choose to study in Taiwan?
Most of them usually
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reply how it is for them a new challenge of exposing themselves to
a new place and culture; but most importantly, there is also a big
motivational aspect of getting to know more about the greatness of
Taiwan's strong economy. Taiwan, being part of the Four Asian Tigers,
having highly developed economy and being one of the first newly
industrialized countries, with exceptionally high growth rates and rapid
industrialization has greatly incentive International students to come.
As students, you always want to learn from the best, and Taiwan's
economy is one of them. With a great capacity of development and
investment only motivates even more International Students to come
and learn how this economy works and specialize in the learning of
Taiwanese economic skills.
Moreover, the diplomatic relations that Taiwan has with different
countries around the world has also encouraged foreign students.
Thanks to the opportunities that MOFA has planned on helping other
countries with scholarships or financial aid assistance has given the
opportunity to worldwide students to know more about Taiwan and
its educational programs. This also builds a strong positive image
about the Taiwanese government as when these students return to their
countries, they express how grateful they are of this chance of studying
abroad, sharing their own experiences of how lucky they were spending
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time there. This only transmits the optimistic spreading word of mouth
of how Taiwan is such a great experience for anyone.
As International Students living in this fabulous island, the
experiences and learning opportunities are numerous, yet the simplest
way to summarize this involvement is in three phases: The ﬁrst is that
of the cultural shock. The ﬁrst time you are in Taiwan you just cannot
imagine of it is possible that everything functions so different than
what you are accustomed to in the western world. For example, how
everything on the streets have so much lights, how the stores, the ads
are so full of color and
brightness. Everywhere
you go there are Chinese
characters with variety of
sizes, fonts and styles, it is
so extravagant but at the
same time shocking to see
so much variety of these.
Also, how some shops and
stores are opened 24 hours a day. It is those little things such as it is 2:00
am in the morning and you are craving for some Taiwanese food and
you ﬁnd one of those small stores 小吃店 where they serve soy milk,
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dumplings and sweet and sour soup. This kind of things could never
happen in some other countries, as during night time it may be too
dangerous to go outside or basically it is not in their culture to be out so
late in the evening.
Secondly, there is the feeling phase of how you cannot imagine
how all this "new world" truly exists and you did not know about it.
The acceptance and understanding of all your new surroundings: new
people, new culture, and new way of behaving, because in other western
countries people do not have the habit of lining up while waiting for the
MRT to arrive, they just rush into the train doors, pushing each other,
without caring about the person besides them. This makes foreign
students reason how Taiwanese culture is more civilized and organized
just by simply observing how people are patient while waiting in line.
It brings you a sense of admiration and appreciation towards them and
you learn from their culture, understanding how things work from a
different angle.
Thirdly, but not least, there is the integration period. This is
when as an overseas student you adapt your own attitudes and conduct
to what you have learned from your current environment. This is a
gratifying feeling as you face a changing period when it comes to
culture, traditions and beliefs. It is a changing period for people to
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relate with, as you learn more about the strong moral values, of the
Taiwanese. When you tell a Taiwanese: "Wow! You are so smart!" they
tend to avoid this type of complement and say they are less than what
you claim them to be. This is a clear act of humbleness. Asian people
are very discrete and modest when it comes to sharing with others their
educational achievements or economic wealth. They don't just jump
into arrogantly showing off on their triumphs and successes; instead,
they discreetly share
them with you. This
concept of Asian
humility is something
that International
Students respect a
lot. Learning from
Taiwanese people's
humbleness, teaches foreign students the importance of moral values,
and encourages them to put them into practice more often.
This impression of the importance that the Taiwanese give to
moral values is seen everyday. You see 12 years old teenagers listening
to their parents' advices, carefully paying attention to their elders'
instructions, helping those in need like for foreigner students when
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they are in trouble due to language barriers. This acts of obedience
and respect for others is something that many countries have lost and
one recommendation that International students give to Taiwanese
community in general is not to change the signiﬁcance that they give
to moral values. Continue doing what you are doing and stay strong,
firmly believing in the moral and ethical values. As human beings
develop, the values and precise difference between good and bad held
in a conservative community like this greatly influence the social
behavior of people. It helps you to be more considerate of others and to
reason differently, more traditional, but ethically correct.
To sum up, Formosa Taiwan has become a meaningful place for
International Students. It has helped to grow positively and become
more mature while taking decisions and accepting life duties. It has
opened the eyes of many to envision more things in life, to expand
expectations towards the
future by understanding
that there's more in life
than just living in a
safe zone. You have to
expose yourself to the
unexpected. New risks.

30

New challenges. New goals. Nothing in this life is impossible once
you challenge yourself to achieve it. It is just a matter of commitment
and adapting. This has indeed been an unforgettable ride for overseas
students and we are very Thankful for that.
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Memo
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