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The International Status of Taiwan’s Participation in WHO/ WHA: 
An Analysis of the “Accession Model” Perspective 

Chang Chi-hsiung* 
Marc Chia-ching Cheng** 

Abstract 

This article discusses the position taken by Taiwan and the principles 
behind Taiwan’s efforts to join the WHO from the “accession model” 
perspective. It reveals the value judgments and cultural implications behind 
Taiwan’s diplomacy.  Constrained by this model, Taipei’s policy goals 
remain unrealized as it swings between a “China status” and a “Taiwan 
status.”  In 2002, the Democratic Progressive Party government started to 
pursue “Taiwan status” instead of “China status,” which had formed the 
traditional thinking behind participation in the WHO.  In 2007, despite 
objections from U.S., Taiwan applied to accession to WHO under the name 
of “Taiwan” to emphasize the status of Taiwan as a sovereign state and gain 
the results of such a declaration in international law.  Then after the change 
of power to the Kuomintang, the Ma Ying-jeou administration publicly 
recognized the “1992 consensus.”  The international status of Taipei’s 
participation in the WHO has returned to a “China status.”  In short, Taipei’s 
international status must be “like China not China, like Taiwan not Taiwan” 
in order to be accepted by Beijing, the U.S., and international society. 
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A General Reply to Criticisms of Hong Taiyang (Red Sun) 

Gao Hua* 

Abstract 

This reply deals with three issues raised by critics in regard to my book: 
first, the charge of one-sidedness, or that I only discuss the power struggle 
among the Communist Party leaders trying to outwit each other and not the 
high degree of trust and openness among party leaders; second, that I should 
not be saying that the entire CCP completely lacked the values of democratic 
liberalism and humanism; and third, that there is a contradiction between my 
sympathy for the communist revolution and my rejection of it.  My reply 
considers each of these issues, particularly in regard to the points of the “old 
Yanan hand” He Fang.  I believe that contemporaries do not fully know 
what was happening at the time.  He Fang was led to misread my book due 
to his pride in being an old Yanan hand, but his fixed views did not allow 
him to accept different opinions.  Hong Taiyang was not allowed to be 
published in China, but pirated editions became very popular, showing that it 
could pass a certain kind of test; and indeed, newly discovered sources have 
supported its main arguments.  The second edition of Hong Taiyang will 
correct obvious mistakes but maintain its basic framework.  In particular, I 
emphasize the background of the Yanan “rectification movement” and how, 
after the victory 1949, “rectification” was made into a governing strategy.  
This led to disaster.  Coming to power, Deng Xiaoping proclaimed the need 
to keep pace with the times and abandoned rectification, but it was too late. 

Keywords: Hong Taiyang, Red Sun, the Rectification Movement, Yanan, 
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