
Between Balancing 
and Bandwagoning: 

South Korea’s Response to China

David C. Kang

Why has South Korea accommodated China, instead of fearing its growth and
balancing against it? This article makes two central arguments. First, concepts
of balancing and bandwagoning are fundamentally difficult to test, and to the
extent that the theory can be tested, it appears to be wrong in the case of South
Korea. In fact, we observe many cases in which rising powers are neither bal-
anced nor “bandwagoned” but are simply accommodated with no fundamental
change either way in military stance or alignment posture. Second, the factors
that explain South Korean foreign policy orientation toward China are as much
about interests as they are about material power. South Korea sees substantially
more economic opportunity than military threat associated with China’s rise;
but even more importantly, South Korea evaluates China’s goals as not directly
threatening.
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A central debate in the field of international relations concerns
the extent of balancing behavior. Kenneth Waltz’s (1993, 17)

confident assertion that “hegemony leads to balance” and that it has
done so “through all of the centuries we can contemplate” is perhaps
the default proposition in international relations. Yet in recent years, the
balancing proposition has come under increasing empirical and theo-
retical scrutiny. Empirically, the absence of obvious balancing against
the United States in the post–Cold War era led to a scholarly debate
about why that might be the case (Paul 2005; Pape 2005; Schweller
2004; Brooks and Wohlforth 2005; Wohlforth 1999; Ikenberry 2002;
Lieber and Alexander 2005). Theoretically, advances by scholars work-
ing in both the rationalist and constructivist traditions have pointed out
the myriad ways in which state strategies depend on more than just the
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The Changing Anatomy of 
Regional Trade Agreements 

in East Asia

Kati Suominen

The recent proliferation of regional trade agreements in the East Asian region
can be seen as the most notable development in the region’s trading panorama
in recent years. Yet, very little is as yet understood about the anatomy of these
agreements and, consequently, their full implications to the regional economy.
This article strives to fill this gap by analyzing the structure of some sixty
RTAs by their various key component parts, including tariff liberalization
schedules, rules of origin, and competition policy, customs, investment, and
services provisions. The results reveal that intra-Asian RTAs are generally
quite rapidly liberalizing, with the exception of agriculture, but they are also
quite thin in trade-related disciplines when compared with the more legalistic
US trans-Pacific RTAs and those of Mexico and Chile. The proposed Free
Trade Area of the Asia-Pacific would inherently be a construct of the political
economy interests of these various constituent RTAs.

KEYWORDS: regional trade agreements (RTAs), Free Trade Area of the Asia-
Pacific (FTAAP), Asia, United States, trade political economy, tariff liberal-
ization, rules of origin, competition policy, customs, investment, services
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Regional trade agreements (RTAs) have spread widely around
the world in the past twenty years. Today, some 200 RTAs have

been notified to the World Trade Organization (WTO), and the number
is expected to soar to 400 by 2010. Virtually all countries are member
to at least one RTA, and most countries belong to two or more RTAs at
once. RTAs have transformed the global economic landscape. Some
one-half of global trade is carried out among partners to a common
trade agreement; for some countries—such as Chile, Mexico, and
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The Transnational Protection Regime
and Taiwan’s Democratization

Su-Mei Ooi

On September 28, 1986, the Democratic Progressive Party was formed in de-
fiance of restrictions set by a decades-old authoritarian regime, heralding the
emergence of a fully competitive multiparty electoral system in Taiwan. Exist-
ing literature on Taiwan’s democratic breakthrough suggests that international
factors have played a significant role in bringing about democracy on the is-
land. But what exactly were these external factors and how have they effected
political change in Taiwan? A reexamination of the changing geopolitical and
normative environments surrounding Taiwan suggests that they were crucial in
shaping political development on the island in ways that have not been de-
scribed in the literature. This article examines how the geopolitical and inter-
national normative environment enabled myriad external substate and nonstate
actors to form a transnational “protection regime” around the political opposi-
tion, preserving the democratic movement and allowing it to reach its full mo-
bilizational potential in time.

KEYWORDS: Taiwan, democratization, human rights, transnational networks,
external pressure, political opposition

For almost four decades, the Guomindang (GMD) government on
Taiwan banned the organization of genuine political opposition

and suspended national-level elections under the Temporary Provisions
of 1948.1 But when, on September 28, 1986, the political opposition
took the highly symbolic act of ignoring the Temporary Provisions and
declaring the formation of the Democratic Progressive Party (DPP), it
forced upon the GMD a public acknowledgment of both the illegitimacy
of its authoritarian rule and the legitimacy of the opposition’s demand
for democratic reform. In conceding to the opposition, a new phase in
Taiwan’s democratization was inevitably opened up, ultimately leading
to a fully competitive multiparty electoral system in Taiwan.
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The 2008 Malaysian Elections: An
End to Ethnic Politics?

Thomas B. Pepinsky

Malaysia’s twelfth general elections, held on March 8, 2008, dealt a stunning
blow to the incumbent Barisan Nasional regime. For the first time since 1969,
the coalition did not receive its customary two-thirds majority in the lower
house of parliament. Moreover, the opposition was able to form governments
in five out of eleven peninsular Malaysian states. This article uses electoral,
economic, and demographic data to test a number of potential explanations for
these outcomes. Evidence indicates that the regime’s decreased majority is the
consequence of non-Malay voters rejecting the incumbent regime in favor of
secular opposition parties.

KEYWORDS: Malaysia, elections, authoritarianism, democratization, ethnic politics

The Malaysian general elections of March 8, 2008, were a land-
mark event in the country’s political history. For the first time

since 1969, the ruling coalition failed to gain more than a two-thirds ma-
jority of seats in the lower house of the Malaysian parliament. In five of
eleven state elections on the Malay peninsula, opposition parties denied
the incumbent coalition even a simple majority. These results stunned
international observers and many Malaysians alike. Foreign media
deemed the results a “political earthquake” (Agence France-Presse,
March 9, 2008; Wall Street Journal, March 9, 2008). Echoing the com-
ments of Democratic Action Party chairman Lim Kit Siang, opposition
politicians and bloggers have termed the results a “tsunami.” While the
Barisan Nasional (BN, National Front) has formed a government and its
simple majority in the parliament allows it to pass legislation, for the
first time in Malaysia’s history it will not able to change the Malaysian
constitution at will. These results are heartening for the prospect of elec-
toral democracy in Malaysia and a shock to its long-standing electoral
authoritarian regime.1 Furthermore, as Malaysia has recently played a
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Japanese Lower House 
Campaigns in Transition: 

Manifest Changes or Fleeting Fads?

Patrick Koellner

Electioneering for the Japanese Lower House has undergone significant
changes in recent years. While voter mobilization strategies still figure promi-
nently in the local-level campaigns of individual candidates, political parties
increasingly use voter-chasing strategies at the national level. Such chasing
strategies, whose manifestations in Japan have so far included the manifesto
and the media-spin approach, target in particular the growing number of inde-
pendent voters. The concurrence of elements of continuity and change in elec-
tioneering has led to a “hybridization” of Lower House election campaigns.
The article examines this phenomenon in the light of newer conceptual and
theoretical approaches to electoral politics in democratic settings.

KEYWORDS: election campaigning, mixed-member electoral system, voter tar-
geting, voter mobilization, voter chasing, manifestos, Japan

Election campaigns for the Lower House (LH), the more impor-
tant chamber of Japan’s bicameral parliament (the Diet), have

undergone significant changes in recent years. Well into the 1990s,
electioneering for the LH was characterized by a distinct emphasis on
voter mobilization. Campaigning was largely a local-level affair that
centered on individual candidates’ attempts to obtain a sufficient per-
centage of votes in their respective electoral districts. Candidates relied
on vote mobilization qua local networks and organizations and, espe-
cially in the case of government-linked candidates, on promises to de-
liver “pork” to constituencies. Individual candidates extensively used
personal support organizations for cultivating links with voters be-
tween elections. While the salience of national issues and party leaders
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