The Old KMT'sNew Taiwan History

LinpA GaiL ARRIGO

Denny Roy's Preface tells us that "while many books on Taiwanese
politics are clearly biased either for or againgt the Kuomintang or Taiwan
independence, | am beholdento noparticular organizationin Taiwan... My
hope is that the people of Tawan choose their own destiny for them-
slves...." He further dates that, though he was funded by the Chiang
Ching-kuo Foundation for I nternational Scholarly Exchange (

), the Foundation never attempted to influence him. Other
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than this Preface, we have noindication of his own experience, or why he
chose to write this book.

But thisgenerally competent book isbased primarily on secondary so-
urces in English, which itself imparts a bias towards the scholarship of the
padt, heavily shaped by Taiwan government sources and academic fund-
ing (e.g., the writings of Ramon Myers and others). Thus the "economic
miracle" appears to be preordained by the application of Sun Yat-sen's (

) Three People's Principles ( ) in Taiwan, and democracy
emerged due to thelate largess of President Chiang Ching-kuo; in my view,
both these premises are patently fase. Roy, like many academic scholars
viewing events at a distance and through the lens of officia pronounce-
ments, must rely largely on written sources, and writes higtory asif from a
card file collection. Especialy for the early history, some of the details
seem misplaced in context. Overall, he has been assiduous in catal oging
these items and has a grasp of the main outlines of the political devel op-
ments, especidly therecent ones, but haslimited insght into thelong-term
dynamic, interaction, and continuity of the socia and political forces.

Thisis not of course hisparticular failing, but is largely dueto the na-
ture of the availableliterature, especially the English literature, at thistime.
It isonly inthe lagt five years or s0 that Taiwan scholars have been able to
receive stipends and recognition for study of Taiwan history; before the
early 1990s their work was more likely to be suppressed. Although there
are numerous memoirs of former politica prisoners and now even several
volumes of oral history and personal accounts of the Formosa Magazine
( ) movement and trials (1978-80) in Chinese,* very little of the
White Terror period through to the beginnings of real democratic procedure
in 1992 has been examined in depth. Only in thelast year has the National

IMeilidao Oral History Project of the New Taiwan Foundation, comp., Zhencang Meilidao
—Taiwan minzhu licheng zhenjilu. Koushu shi ( —

, Treasure the Beautiful Idand (M eilidao)—The true record of Taiwan's democratic
milestones. Oral history), 4 volumes—vol. 1: Zouxi ang Meilidao: Zhanhou fandui yishi de

mingya ( , Walk toward M eilidao: The sprouts of post-
war opposition consciousness); vol. 2: Meiyou dangming de dang: Meilidao zhengtuan de
fazhan ( , A political party without the name: The
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Archives Adminigtration ( ) begun to function and gather of-
ficial documents from military and courts; the functioning of the intelli-
gence and Kuomintang (KMT, ) party agenciesis still opague.

Giventhat asit may be, Roy hasnot digested the Englishmaterials on
widely-known events of the opposition movement that led up to the present
Democratic Progressive Party (DPP, ) presdency; heis un-
familiar with the figures and their roles. Some examples areillugtrative.
Su Tung-chi ( ), whose case is now knownto be related to the sup-
pression of Lei Chen's ( ) attempt to form an opposition party, was not
executed in 1962 (p. 88); he was sentenced to life but released after fifteen
years. Professor Peng Ming-min ( ) was arrested for issuing a call
for Taiwan independence in 1964, and escaped—from house arrest under
24-hour surveillance—abroad in 1970 on a forged Japanese passport,
giving great encouragement to the movement; Peng was not released and
exiled by the government (p. 92). HisEnglishbiography isA Taste of Free-
dom. LiaoWen-yi ( ), head of the Taiwan Provisona Government
( ) in Japan, was forced into apparent reconciliation with
the KMT through threatened execution of his relaives (p. 93). If Chiang
Ching-kuo proclaimed a "human rights year" in December 1976 (p. 157),
it certainly never came to the attention and assistance of myself and others
doing human rights reporting in Taiwan at the time; we were hounded by
the security agencies and several of us were deported. Professor Chen
Wen-cheng ( ) of Carnegie Mellon University was not found dead
in his officein July 1981 (p. 163) after interrogation on his Taiwan inde-
pendence activities in the United States; his body was found apparently
thrown off the roof of National Taiwan University's ( ) re-
search library, but according to the secret autopsy ordered by hiswife, he
was dead beforethat.

development of the Me| lidao group); vol. 3: Badli yu shige: Gaoxiong shijian yu Meilidao

dashun ( , Violence and poetry: The Kaohsiung inci-
dent and the Mei Ildao trial); and val. 4: Lishi de ningjie: 1977-79 Taiwan minzhu yundong
yingxiang shi ( 1977-79 , Theformati on of history: Im-

ages of the 1977-79 democratic movement) (Tai pei: China Times Cultural Publishing Com-
pany, November 1999). 1SBN 957-13-3031-0.
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These errors are indicative of a general bent in Roy's presentation;
more importantly he seems to miss the sgnificance of Taiwan's mass
movements againg martial law, and he buries the events, as well as the
continuity of the groups and theideol ogical advances involved, in chrono-
logically scattered reports organized by abstract categories. The mile-
stones of the emerging opposition were: the Diaoyutai ( ) movement
of 1970/71 that turned alarge number of intellectuas supporting Chinese
nationalism in the direction of the PRC; theisland-wide organization of na
tive Taiwan opposition politicians and dissident intellectuas, a movement
that began with the publishing of Taiwan Political Review ( )
in 1975, was stimulated by the Chungli Incident ( ) of November
1977, and culminated in the Formosa Magazine organization and Kao-
hsiung Incident ( . ) trials, 1979/80; the regrouping of
the same organization in the founding of the DPP in September 1986 when
oppostion parties were gill illegal under martial law; and the sudent and
professors movement beginning March 1990 that demanded complete re-
moval of the structuresof the oldregime. Especialy inthe 1978/79 period,
the urgency for a public breakthrough in freedom of speech, no matter
the consequences, was founded in U.S. normalization with Ching; i.e., if
Taiwanese did not speak now, they would again be handed over to Chinese
tyrants without their own choice or knowledge.

When Roy says, "Most of the public preferred keeping martial law
and cared less about seeking independence than about other matters such
as crime, pollution, and the cost of living" (p. 162), is he reporting a mis-
conceived poll without attribution, or repeating KMT apologetics, or ex-
hibiting his own perspectives as apolitica scientiss? With only superficial
understanding of the concerted and continuing mass mobilization of the
opposition, despite persecution that chilled much public expression (indeed
Roy doesrelate a long list of such persecutions, he just does not draw the
logica political inferences), it is no wonder that, to Roy, Chiang Ching-
kuo's pronouncements appear as the vanguard of democratization for an
apathetic population. This treatment substantially misses the historical
irony, hypocrisy, and prevarication in the clash of politica positions, how-
ever, especially one as laden with contradictions as that of "Free China."
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Itisonly late in Roy's account, with hisdiatribe against President Lee
Teng-hui ( ), that we can clearly get the sense that he veers towards
the New Party ( , a.k.a theold KMT) position of Chinese nationalism,
abeit one melded with the current pragmatism of economic success in
Taiwan, abandoning the KMT's early anti-communism to welcome eco-
nomic integration with China. We wonder how he knows that following
Lee Teng-hui's 1996 election with 54 percent of the popular vote in de-
fiance of Beijing'smissilethreats, " Sill, most Asanswished Taiwan would
stop resisting and accept unification with the PRC under the 'one country,
two systems formula' (p. 202). Similarly, he continually depictsthe DPP
as backtracking on or even being embarrassed by its own issue of Taiwan
independence; yes, the DPP has backtracked inrhetoric asit has advanced
in substance, but not to the degree or in the manner depicted by Roy.

Roy assimilates the New Party position, which decries KMT corrup-
tion and legalization of presidential power under Lee Teng-hui but, if the
occason arises, speaks with nostalgia of the dictatorships of Chiang Kai-
shek ( ) and Chiang Ching-kuo that flouted congtitutional and lega
process. This stanceisobvious in Roy'squote that "the single most impor-
tant reason for Lee'sdeclineinpopul arity wasthat many of Taiwan's people
came to believe he was more interested in revising the congitution to
enlarge his presidential powers than in tackling ... crime and corruption”
(p. 204), and "as more Taiwanese joined the KMT, their cooperative and
sometimes corrupt relationships with various local constituents became a
prominent party characterigtic.... Gift-giving and clientelism were aspects
of Taiwan culture that predated the Japanese occupation” (pp. 205-6; see
alsop. 162,top). That is, the M ainlander supportersof the old regimewant
to portray corruption asbeing caused by the coming to power of native Tai-
wanese. Thisignores the other possible explanation that such malfeasance
derived from the structural operation of the KMT. This operation habit-
ually favored and snecured the party's minions, originaly mostly Main-
landers, but was increasingly compelled to co-opt the local Taiwanese
factionswith illegitimate patronage, asits ability to rule by fiat and martial
law weakened in the late 1980s. True to this portrayal, Roy says twice
that Soong Chu-yu (James Soong , Mainlander, head of the Govern-
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ment I nformation Office ] during the Formosa Maga-
zine crackdown) had a reputation for integrity, and fails to mention either
Soong's largess to local factions and contractors during his eight years as
provincial governor that left him poised for his presdentia bid in 2000, or
Soong's five houses in San Francisco.

Once the reader has factored in this bias, however, Roy's Chapters
Seven and Eight on devel opments since the mid-1990s are the best part of
the book, and at least these two chapters describe the most relevant issues
and eventsof the period with asense that the author has been on the scene.

It also warrants mention that his Chapter Fiveon Taiwan'srole inthe
U.S. Cold War seems comprehensive and rich in concrete detail—such as
the ROC's meddling role in Tibetan resstance factions (pp. 125-26). He
givesfull voicetotheold KMT cry that Hurley and Marshall "made" them
lose China (p. 107). Slipping into the KMT's paranoid outlook, Roy does
not, however, draw the conclusion that Taiwan's present " one China"' quan-
dary isthe result of the Chiang regime's rationa e for domination of native
Taiwanese, extended to absurdity by the United Statesin its own campaign
to isolate the PRC long past the CCP's 1949 victory in the Chinese civil
war. Taiwan's roles in the World A nti-Communist League as well as in
Ronald Reagan's Central American private wars circa 1980 and training
death squad personnel and subsidizing El Salvador are also missing. Inall
this, Roy's is the conventional right-leaning history of the Republic of
China, and not fully the history of the people of Taiwan.

I hope the author is not too stung by these criticisms to work on a
revision of thisbook, which certainly shows a great deal of ambition and
effort in encompassing such a large sweep of history, up to the present
unfolding events. | think that with further immersion in Taiwan society,
especialy persona contact with the dark side of this history (eg., inter-
viewing former political prisoners or reading Tehpen Tsai's Elegy of Sveet
Potatoes: Storiesof Taiwan'sWhite Terror, 2002), and as Taiwan historical
sudies unfold over the next few years, the author can produce an analytic
narrative that is much closer to the center of balance.
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