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National Identity: The Nucleus Question in the Debate
on Unification/Independence

Po-tung Lin

Lecturer, Center for Liberal Arts and Science Education National llan Institute of
Technology

Abstract

In this paper, we examine the question of whether Taiwan and China should be unified
or not. We have tried to study the unification/independence question from all sides. First, we
review studies on the identity of a nation and discuss whether or not morality should be
involved. Second, we discuss what the most appropriate national identity should be for the
people in Taiwan. Finally, we question the wisdom of constant debate on the
unification/independence question and suggest that focus of the debate should be on people’s
needs instead. The author bases his arguments on Ernest Gellner, Eric Hobsbawm and
Miroslav Hrochs’ theory on nationalism.
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“ William Ewart Gladstone 1809-1898 “ Great
Britain hasno permanent enemies nor permanent friends but hasonly permanent interests. ”  Quoted from
James Chace, A World Elsewhere  The New American Foreign Policy. New York Seribner’ s,1973 p.86.
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