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he essays in this volume analyze

what is arguably the single most

important aspect of cultural and
political change in Taiwan over the past
quarter-century: the trend toward “indigeniza-
tion” (bentuhua). Focusing on the indigeniza-
tion of politics and culture and its close connec-
tion with the identity politics of ethnicity and
nationalism, Cultural, Ethnic, and Political
Nationalism in Contemporary Taiwan is
an attempt to map prominent contours of
the indigenization paradigm as it has unfolded
in Taiwan. The opening chapters concern
the origin and nature of the trend toward
indigenization with its roots in the unique
historical trajectory of politics and culture in
Taiwan. Subsequent chapters deal with
responses and reactions to indigenization in a
variety of social, cultural, and intellectual

domains.
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Epilogue: Bentuhua—An Endeavor
for Normalizing a Would-Be
Nation-State!?

A-chin Hsiau

In Taiwan’s closely fought presidential election held in March 2004,
incumbent President Chen Shuibian F7Kf§ and his running-mate
Lii Xiulian (Annette Lu) Z553#E of the Democratic Progressive Party
defeated their rivals, Chinese Nationalist Party Chairman Lian Zhan
& and his vice presidential candidate People First Party (Qinmin
dang #l R &) Chairman Song Chuyu (James Soong) 7K4&%i . This result
represents a further consolidation of the indigenization of Taiwan’s
politics. As many commentators have stated, the reelection of President
Chen confirmed the continued ascendancy of Taiwan-centered con-
sciousness,! or the Taiwanese people’s sense of national identity, and
this will lead to Taiwan’s moving further away from China. As stated
in the introduction, the purpose of this book is to make a timely con-
tribution to analyzing what is arguably the single most important
aspect of cultural and political change in Taiwan over the past quarter-
century: the trend toward indigenization. This epilogue discusses in
more detail several issues raised in individual chapters. These issues
include the significance of Taiwan’s unique historical trajectory as a
driving force for indigenization; the relationship between globalization
and the trend toward indigenization; the reactions and discontent
caused by this trend; and the future of indigenization.

The Driving Force for Indigenization and
Taiwan’s Unique Historical Trajectory

Viewed retrospectively, the main force driving the indigenization of
Taiwan’s politics has been the internal dynamics of ethnic (zugun)

U
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relations, especially the uneven distribution of political and cultural
power between “mainlanders” (waishengren) and local Taiwanese
(benshengren) that characterized postwar Taiwanese society. Dramatic
political and cultural change, however, did not begin to occur until the
1970s. In the wake of rapid economic development, by the end of
the 1960s Taiwan encountered problems of rural deterioration, labor
disputes, and uneven distribution of wealth. The next decade began
with major diplomatic setbacks that crippled the Chinese Nationalist
Party (GMD)-controlled government. These changes forced the
GMD to initiate limited political reform when President Jiang Jieshi
handed over the power to his son Jiang Jingguo. The indigenization
trend started with these rapid socioeconomic and dramatic political
changes and gained increasing momentum over the following quarter-
century.

The early 1970s witnessed a political response by the postwar gen-
eration to the country’s diplomatic failures, authoritarian rule, and
economic inequalities. Throughout the 1970s dangwai dissidents led
by Huang Xinjie #{5/> and Kang Ningxiang FFEEji} played the key
role in this postwar generation’s response, calling for sociopolitical
reforms based on a realistic recognition that the Republic of China
(Zhonghua minguo FHERE]) did not control the Chinese mainland
but only Taiwan. Key to this demand was the proposition that Taiwan
should establish a true democracy and adopt entirely new measures to
secure international recognition as a sovereign state. Since then, indig-
enization in the political domain has demanded that benshengren be
granted full civil rights and equal political rights with those afforded
to the waishengren elite; that the benshengren political elite gain more
power through democratic elections; and that Taiwan should seek
independent national identity through domestic negotiation and inter-
national recognition.

The cultural elite of the postwar generation in 1970s Taiwan
devoted itself to promoting Xiangtu (Nativist) Literature #1305 as a
genre responsive to local sociocultural realities and to discovering
Taiwanese literature written under Japanese colonialism.? Similarly,
dangwai dissidents drew on the history of Taiwanese resistance to
Japanese colonialism to facilitate political mobilization.> A unique
form of Taiwanese collective memory and identity fed on this cultural
and historical construction, paving the way for the post-1980s
Taiwanese nationalistic historical narrative. Since the 1970s, in the
cultural domain, the general idea that the uniqueness of Taiwanese
society/culture/history must be appreciated and interpreted from
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the viewpoint of the Taiwanese people per se has been increasingly
adopted as a paradigmatic principle for knowledge construction and
cultural representation. The development of this cultural trend was
subsequently incorporated into the political pursuit of an independent
national identity.

Over the past two centuries, conceptions of nationalism and the
nation-state have constituted a dominant ideology adopted by politi-
cal communities throughout the world. Since the latter half of the
twentieth century many theorists have argued that these ideologies
have been unable to withstand postmodernist challenges to various
meta-discourses (among which nationalism is regarded as a prominent
example); the development of deconstructionist approaches to culture
and identity; and the formidable process of globalization.* In different
parts of the world, however, many people are still committed to estab-
lishing distinct national identities and nation-states even though their
respective efforts involve different historical dynamics and secure
differing degrees of domestic and international support.

Situated in the postmodern context, Taiwanese nationalism is an
historical “latecomer” when viewed from the perspective of the global
spread of nationalism.’ In order to understand the forces motivating
latecomers to join the nationalist club, one has to grasp the particular-
ities of their respective historical trajectories. Focusing on the indige-
nization of politics and culture and its close connection with the
identity politics of ethnicity and nationalism, this volume has sought
to map prominent contours of the indigenization paradigm as it has
unfolded over the past quarter-century in Taiwan. In its early phase,
the principal driving force behind the indigenization of Taiwan’s poli-
tics and culture was the internal dynamics of ethnic inequality between
waishengren and benshengren. Since the 1990s, however, the call for
indigenization has been closely connected to the rise of the People’s
Republic of China (PRC) in the international arena. Thus, indigeniza-
tion has become increasingly involved in resisting the escalating chal-
lenge of the PRC’s claim to sovereignty over Taiwan.

Globalization and the Trend
toward Indigenization

At a time when the issue of globalization arouses considerable attention
and debate, it may be asked: Is Taiwan’s trend toward indigenization,
especially in the cultural sphere, an expression of “localization” in

-
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reaction to globalization? Globalization may be characterized as a set
of mutually reinforcing transformations that have occurred over the
last decades of the twentieth century. Such transformations include
changing concepts of space and time, an increasing volume of cultural
interactions, a common stock of problems facing the world’s inhabi-
tants, growing interconnections and interdependencies, as well as a
network of increasingly powerful transnational actors and organiza-
tions.® Thus understood, globalization bears only a remote relation-
ship to the sort of political and cultural indigenization that has
occurred in Taiwan since the 1970s. By and large, these changes have
gained momentum primarily through the internal historical reality of
politics and culture, rather than as a reaction to globalization. As
Maukuei Chang explains in his chapter, the one partial exception to
this is in the social sciences, where the term indigenization has been
employed as a reaction to “Westernization.”

This is not to say that globalization had no influence on the indige-
nization trend discussed in this book, although that influence has not
been our primary focus. Indeed, it is not difficult to find evidence of
the impact of globalization (especially global capitalism) on the
“by-products” of political and cultural indigenization, even though
this may be regarded as a superficial observation of the most obvious
effects of globalization. For example, Taiwan has felt pressure to
establish its own political and cultural identity vis-a-vis China because
of increasing international exchanges and cultural interactions. In
order to attract international tourists, Taiwan has had to think about
what its unique cultural legacy is. According to the directors of two
leading travel agencies in Taiwan, “there are attractions in Taiwan,
but these need to be marketed better and the concept of a distinct iden-
tity from China had to be made.” They mention that they have been
trying to promote “the concept of small and beautiful, compared with
the big mountains and water attractions of China.”” The government
recently allocated NT $200 million (about US $6 million) to promote
“2004: Visit Taiwan Year.”® Promotional events held overseas and
advertisements placed in major international media (e.g., CNN,
National Geographic Channel, Knowledge Channel, Time magazine,
and so on) emphasized aboriginal dancing, the Mazu Pilgrimage
(Mazu jinxiang §5iH#EF ), the Yanshui rocket festival (Yanshui feng-
pao E/KIEM]), Taiwanese ghost festivals (gi yue guijie + 5 5LE), the
Eight Generals (ba jia jiang J\%%), glove puppet performances,
Tainan noodles, pearl milk-tea (zhenzhu naicha ¥E¥KHZ5), and the
like, in addition to the Taipei 101 building and the Taroko Gorge.?
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As John Tomlinson argues, globalization should not be supposed
simply to bring about cultural homogenization. The general effects
of the trend toward the compression of the world into a single place
is not a simplistic uniformity, but “a context which increasingly deter-
mines social relations” and simultaneously “a frame of reference
within which social agents increasingly figure their existence, identities
and actions.”!? Nevertheless, the act of highlighting those local cul-
tural resources within the reference frame of global tourism is a made
possible by political and cultural indigenization. It is hardly imagina-
ble that aboriginal dancing, Taiwanese ghost festivals, glove puppet
performances, Tainan noodles, pearl milk-tea, and so on would be
presented as the symbols of the Republic of China (ROC) and pro-
moted internationally, if Taiwanese language, culture, and history
remained marginalized and repressed in a public sphere dominated by
Chinese nationalism. Moreover, it is arguable that Taiwan is a
counter-example to the claim that nationalism and nation-states are
losing their significance due to the impact of globalization. In a sense,
the case of Taiwan shows that globalization can fuel aspirations for
national identity and nation-state identity instead of dwarfing them.!!
Viewed retrospectively, however, it is the particular internal dynamics
of ethnic relations and the ongoing confrontation across the Taiwan
Strait that have formed the essential driving force for the pursuit of
indigenization.

Responses to Indigenization

The first two chapters (chapter 1 and chapter 2), by J. Bruce Jacobs
and Fu-chang Wang, analyzed the political and sociocultural contexts
in which the trend toward indigenization emerged, the nature of GMD
rule, the development of the Taiwanese opposition movement, and the
relationship of these issues to the identity politics of ethnicity and
] nationalism. This examination of the sources of the trend toward indi-
genization also provided a background for discussions in the later
chapters. The part of Wang’s chapter (chapter 2) that deals with the
1997 textbook controversy and Rosemary Haddon’s chapter (chapter 3)
on Zhu Tianxin’s novel Gudu (Ancient Capital; 1997) examined
: reactions to, and discontent about, the trend toward indigenization
; expressed primarily by waishengren. These studies reveal the anxiety
and alienation experienced by many waishengren as the indigenization
trend threatened to marginalize their own political position, cultural
symbolism, and collective memories. The chapters by A-chin Hsiau,
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Jeremy Taylor, John Makeham, and Maukeui Chang (chapters 4, §, 6,
and 7 respectively) examined how the idea of indigenization has
impacted on various fields of knowledge construction and cultural
representation. In the areas of literature, preservation and restoration
of the built environment, Confucian revivalism, and sociology, the
indigenization idea has been variously manifested, creating different
effects and problems within these areas.

Although this volume focuses on the unique historical dynamics of
politics and culture in Taiwan, its findings also contribute to under-
standing more general issues. For example, the problems encountered
in the trend toward indigenization in Taiwan are typical of those
encountered by other “postcolonial” societies when those societies
attempt to rediscover and reconstruct their political and cultural iden-
tity. It should be noted that colonialism is not necessarily imposed
from outside a country or a people but can also be replicated and
imposed from within.'? In many formally decolonialized societies,
inequalities cannot be easily eradicated due to deep-seated divisions
based on class, ethnicity, gender, region, and so on. Therefore, it has
been argued, “it is more helpful to think of post-colonialism not just
as coming literally after colonialism and signifying its demise, but
more flexibly as the contestation of colonial domination and the lega-
cies of colonialism.”?® As J. Jorge Klor de Alva proposes, postcolo-
niality should denote “not so much subjectivity ‘after’ the colonial
experience as a subjectivity of oppositionality to imperializing/
colonizing (read: subordinating/subjectivizing} discourse and prac-
tices.”* As a result of GMD rule, new political and cultural inequalities
were established in prewar Taiwan in the wake of the collapse of
Japanese colonialism. The institutionalization of the benshengren—
waishengren ethnic distinction (created by the GMD) promoted and
protected political and cultural inequalities. Postcoloniality in Taiwan
consists in challenging those imperializing/colonizing discourses and
practices based on the ROC system—and more recently, the PRC
system—and in attempting to establish a form of subjectivity for a
would-be nation.

The reactions and discontent that were engendered when the
process of political and cultural indigenization in Taiwan became suf-
ficiently developed in the 1990s (and discussed in chapters 2 and 3 by
Wang and Haddon) resemble the major integrative problem experi-
enced by those new states that won independence from colonialism
after World War II: the conflict between primordial sentiments and
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civil order. As Clifford Geertz insightfully points out, the very process
of political modernization in these new countries—the formation of a
sovereign civil state and the imposition of a modern political con-
sciousness upon the population—tends not to soften primordial senti-
ments. Rather, it stimulates people’s obsessive concern with their
primordial connections such as assumed blood, race, language, region,
religion, custom, and the like, and thus results in a common problem:
the “political normalization of primordial discontent.”?S Geertz also
characterizes this problem as a clash between two opposed motives:
“the desire to be recognized as responsible agents whose wishes, acts,
hopes, and opinions ‘matter,” and the desire to build an efficient,
dynamic modern state.”!¢ Of course, the historical process of pursuing
an independent national identity in which the trend toward indige-
nization is integral, differs from the process experienced by those
newly emergent states more than half a century ago. In addition,
the historical dynamics that brought about the creation of categories
of identification in Taiwan—widely assumed to be primordial—are
unique. Nevertheless, the source of the problems that the trend toward
indigenization engendered is similar to a problem experienced by the
states that emerged in the postwar period, that is, a form of “longing
not to belong to any other group” that undermines civil sentiments.!”
As the reactions and discontent brought about by the trend toward
indigenization evidence, the difficulties presented by “integrative rev-
olution” in Taiwan are no less complex than those experienced by the
states that emerged in the postwar period.

Reactions and discontent caused by the accelerating process of
political and cultural indigenization in Taiwan have also been
expressed in China. Before the 1990s, the attacks made by the PRC
against the indigenization process (including the development of
Taiwanese nationalism) were limited to “political” (in the narrow
sense of the word) figures, activities, and affairs. It was not until the
late 1990s that the PRC began to pay attention to indigenized knowl-
edge construction and cultural representation in Taiwan, especially
when these activities were used to support the claim that Taiwan has a
distinct national identity.!® Since then the PRC has grown increasingly
critical of the way in which the period of Japanese colonization has
been portrayed in the indigenization process (Wang’s, Hsiau’s, and
Taylor’s chapters each examined different dimensions of this por-
trayal). In fact, more than three decades ago, in his pioneering study
on Taiwanese nationalism, Douglas Mendel dealt with the fact that
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just several years after the GMD controlled the island, the Taiwanese
began to cherish the colonial past. He points out that,

[I}f however [Japanese] “influence” is defined as Japanese education of
the Formosans [Taiwanese] in efficient government, honest police, and
orderly economic development, the charge is valid. Educated Formosans
who compared the rule of the prewar Japanese “dogs” with the postwar
Chinese “pigs” found the latter definitely inferior. Fifty years of Japanese
influence in Formosa [Taiwan] did not make the natives pro-Japanese,
but they did provide a standard to which the postwar Chinese Nationalists
failed to measure up.'’

After the February 28 Incident of 1947, memories—if not all positive
and pleasant—of Japanese colonialism were one of the chief elements
that contributed to the formation and maintenance of a particular
Taiwanese identity. This is especially true of members of the gener-
ations who had lived under the Japanese. Under the GMD, for a long
time the colonial experience of the Taiwanese people was stigmatized
and forbidden from public discussion. However, after the Kaohsiung
Incident of 1979, Taiwanese nationalists, especially those humanist
intellectuals in the fields of literature, history, and language move-
ments, began openly to destigmatize the colonial experience of the
Taiwanese people and to construct a positive historical memory of the
colonial period with a view to discrediting the GMD rule. It has not
been unusual for the period of Japanese colonial rule to have attracted
undisguised—if limited—admiration. That is, colonial history
becomes “more of an asset than a liability.”?® When the remarkable
development of political and cultural indigenization ensured, those
who are nostalgic about the Japanese colonial legacy are not limited to
the “colonial” or prewar generations. Over the past two decades, as
members of the prewar generations have passed away, growing num-
bers of the postwar generations have been variously mobilized to join
the uncoordinated project of reconstructing a collective memory of the
Taiwanese past, in which the Japanese colonial period forms the main
part. The unexpected increasing interest in, and reconstruction of]
colonial history by the younger generations bear witness to the con-
solidation of the indigenization of the Taiwanese national imagina-
tion, though at first glance, the kind of interest and reconstruction
may appear to have little relationship to the idea of Taiwanese politi-
cal independence.

Taiwanese nostalgia for the colonial period can be contrasted with
popular anti-Japanese resentment in China during the postwar period.
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From the disputes about the description of Japan’s military invasion of
China in the twentieth century in Japanese school textbooks to the
popular anger caused by Japan’s soccer team beating China in the
Asian Cup Final in August of 2004, show that anti-Japanese sentiment
in China, as Edward Friedman describes it, has been “popular, spon-
taneous, and rooted in history.”?! It seems that this anti-Japanese sen-
timent has not attenuated as a result of the normalized relations
between China and Japan in 1972. Even though the economic rela-
tions and cultural exchange between Japan and China have been
improving, a Chinese scholar recently expressed his worry that in spite
of the close relationship, the images of each country in the other coun-
try seem to have been increasingly unfavorable. “The problem in the
relationship between the two countries is like an active volcano that
often erupts.”??

Situated in this context of ongoing popular anti-Japanese feeling,
the PRC’s attacks on the nostalgic reinterpretation of the Japanese
colonial past are not surprising. Since the late 1990s, when the PRC
began to pay attention to indigenized knowledge construction and
cultural representation in Taiwan, there have been few official attacks
in China on the positive reinterpretation of the period of Japan’s colo-
nial rule there. Nevertheless, harsh criticisms by PRC scholars have
been increasing. For these critics, those Taiwanese who claim a partic-
ular Taiwanese national identity embrace a sort of “Japanophilia.”
They argue that almost all Taiwanese political leaders, including
Li Denghui, who challenge the PRC’s claim to sovereignty over Taiwan
and pursue the goal of statehood for the island, have an abnormal
“Japanophilic complex” (gin Ri qingjie ¥ H1545).2> They emphasize
that, under colonial rule, in general the Taiwanese people were “anti-
Japanese” (kang Ri de $HHJ). They strongly condemn the way a
reconstructed collective memory of Japanese colonialism has domi-
nated the indigenization process, maintaining that it praises Japanese
imperialism and promotes anti-Chinese separatism.** Obviously,
the purpose of such an act of stigmatizing this reconstructed collective
memory is to de-legitimate the claim that a particular Taiwanese
national identity deserves an independent state.

Moreover, situated in the context of international politics, Taiwan’s
colonial past and the development of Taiwanese nationalism have
played a definite role in the postwar relationship between China and
Japan. It is rather common for Chinese scholars and political writers
to regard Taiwan as Japan’s (and also the United States’) tool for
carrying forward her long-standing scheme of “using the Chinese to
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counteract the Chinese” ( DIFEHZE). Japan has been seen as a key base
for overseas Taiwanese nationalists, especially after the rise of the
political right in 1980s Japanese domestic politics. A Chinese scholar
thus writes: “The Taiwan issue has become the most provocative and
complex problem involved in the China-Japan relationship”; “As far
as the Taiwan issue is concerned, although the USA is a troublemaker,
in reality it is Japan that is the villain.”?’

Collective Memory and Intellectuals

Taiwan’s trend toward indigenization has brought to the surface such
complex issues such as postcoloniality, ethnicity, citizenship, and
national identity because indigenization challenges a collective mem-
ory of an old Chinese polity that maintained time-honored cultural
and linguistic traditions. The troubles are compounded by the fact that
the geographic dimension of this collective memory sustains the per-
ception of a close relationship with a rising power hostile to Taiwan,
the PRC. As a consequence, the tensions caused by domestic ethnic
divisions—which presumably could be relaxed through patient nego-
tiations within the framework of a sovereign country—have become
enmeshed in the complex international confrontation across the
Taiwan Strait (this view is expressed by Wang in chapter 2).

This kind of lingering collective memory constitutes another project
of indigenization. This project is different from that which aims to
establish a distinct Taiwanese national identity, having emerged earlier
and coexisted with it despite the development of Taiwanese national-
ism. John Makeham’s chapter on a group of Confucian revivalists
and Maukeui Chang’s chapter on sociology address a version of
indigenization based on a “China-centered” collective memory. The
Confucian revivalists’ notion of indigenization—in which they
attempt to reconcile the notion of Taiwanese cultural identity with
the claim that “Taiwanese culture” is a part of “Chinese culture”—is
a response to the trend toward “Taiwan-centered” indigenization. The
dynamics of the project of indigenization in the social sciences is, how-
ever, very different. The indigenization project championed by social
scientists since the 1970s continues to concern itself with the notion of
a modern Chinese nation that prevailed among intellectuals in late
imperial and early Republican China. They also reproduce the “meta-
anxiety” widely shared by intellectuals of that time about foreign
(especially Western) domination. This meta-anxiety led them to dwell
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on possible strategies to achieve China’s revival, prevalent amongst
which was the idea that traditional Chinese culture should somehow
be integrated with Western modernity. This idea has obviously been
accepted by those who pursue the indigenization of the social sciences
in Taiwan. Situated in this context, the movement in Taiwan over the
last two decades to “Sinicize” or “indigenize” the social sciences con-
stitutes one of the cultural reactions developed by intellectuals in the
third world in response to the impact of Western modernity over the
past century. A similar meta-anxiety and related actions can be found
among intellectuals in other areas impacted by the rising West, such as
Iran and Africa.?® Such responses, in different areas of the world, bear
witnesses to the important role played by intellectuals in the articula-
tion of nationalism and nation-building. This is also evident in the
process of “Taiwan-centered” indigenization (Hsiau and Taylor touch
on this aspect in chapters 4 and 5).

The Future of the Trend toward
Indigenization: A “Latecomer”
Coming too Late!?

What is the future of the trend toward political and cultural
indigenization in Taiwan? Three factors among many are vital. The
first is ethnic politics: Can ethnic politics in Taiwan sever its connec-
tion with the complicating factor of nationalistic politics? The pursuit
of equal ethnic rights in political and cultural activities needs to be
conducted in a climate free of the tensions caused by debates about an
alternative politically imagined community, such as the PRC. Only
then will it increasingly be recognized that ethnic equality is funda-
mentally a domestic issue that calls for patient internal negotiations
within the framework of a single sovereignty. Second, the future of the
trend toward political and cultural indigenization also depends on
whether it can move toward a more “civic nationalism.” The “inte-
grative revolution” that Geertz referred to in discussing the experience
of the newly independent states after World War II has only just begun
in Taiwan. Ideally, the indigenization trend will promote the develop-
ment of a “normal” country espousing an inclusive citizenship based
on civic nationalism. Taiwan is not, however, a normal country at all.
Its national sovereignty is recognized by only a few other countries
and too often its domestic political conflicts become enmeshed with a
concept of cultural tradition and a form of historical memory that is
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being increasingly appropriated by the PRC. Modern concepts of
citizenship are premised on the concept of sovereignty. As far as the
issue of national identity is concerned, Taiwan lacks the framework
that would enable its citizens to reconcile themselves to one another as
members of a “community of fate.” The essential condition for estab-
lishing a more “civil” society—in which internal issues such as ethnic
equality can be patiently addressed—is lacking. This is a major prob-
lem that Taiwan has encountered in the past and remains a key imped-
iment if the process of indigenization in politics and culture is to
continue.

It follows that the third factor affecting the future of the indige-
nization trend is the attitude that the PRC and other powers adopt in
regard to Taiwanese nationalism. The grim reality of international
politics constitutes a strong factor determining whether the project of
indigenization can achieve its ultimate goal: Taiwan’s becoming a
“normal” country. Therefore, the core issue facing the indigenization
project is not whether it can overcome the potential parochialism
of nationalism or survive the challenge of globalization but whether it
can create a “normal” political community that functions as a frame-
work within which people of different ethnic identities, political posi-
tions, and “nation-views” can recognize the importance of peaceful
coexistence and patient negotiation, when local life is still “the vast
order of human social existence which continues, because of the con-
straints of physical embodiment, to dominate even in a globalized
world.”?” Although the trend toward indigenization has caused dis-
content and faced challenges, it represents the ideal of emphasizing the
importance of thinking and practicing “actually within localities”—to
borrow John Tomlinson’s term?**—and of establishing national politi-
cal institutions that are informed by such a form of thinking and prac-
ticing. Only peace—both domestic and in cross=Strait relations—can
make it possible for people to develop their own identities freely and
learn to respect the identities of others.

The three factors affecting the future of the indigenization process
constitute the knotty problems that have been encountered as indige-
nization has developed. These problems derive in part from the fact
that Taiwanese nationalism is a historical latecomer in terms of the
global spread of nationalism. A latecomer who strives for statehood at
the turn of the twenty-first century has to meet the challenges of grow-
ing antiessentialist and deconstructionist discourse on collective identity
and of the calls for the end of the nation-state, regional integration,
and globalization. Collectively, these popular discourses share an
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underlying view that may be put in this way—the nationalist club is
not worth joining because the game they play is no fun at all. For
Taiwanese nationalists who seek to establish Taiwan’s distinct
national identity via cultural and political indigenization, however, the
kernel of the issue is that the island country has been excluded from
playing the game, rather than that the club or the game is no fun and
not worth joining. Obviously, China is the single power that has tried
everything to maintain Taiwan’s exclusion from the world community.
Struggling forward within the long-established global framework of
nation-states and with the fact that Chinese nationhood has been con-
solidated over the past century, as a historical latecomer to the nation-
alist club, Taiwan has to struggle to demonstrate her particularity so
as to legitimate the claim of political independence. The latent or
obvious ironies involved in the process of cultural and political indig-
enization (Haddon, Hsiau, and Taylor discuss some of these ironies in
chapters 3, 4, and 35), which its critics have been eager to point out,
derive partially from the belatedness and postmodernity of Taiwanese
nationalism. If Japanese colonialism formed the first denial of
Taiwanese national identity and the GMD rule the second, the task of
meeting the third challenge—that posed by the PRC as a rising power—
is no less difficult.

Last but not least, we remind readers that we are unable to
avoid using binaries of identity categorization in this book. The use of
such binaries as waishengren and benshengren, however, does not
necessarily suggest that the authors are blind to the complexities—if
not falsities—these identity categories create and of Taiwan’s identity
politics in general. First, in spite of such complexities, it is hardly
practical to avoid using these terms in discussing the politics of ethnic-
ity and nationalism in Taiwan. Second, most chapters in this volume
are devoted to analyzing the relationship between the process of indi-
genization and ethnic identity politics in which several binaries of
identity categorization prevail. However, an author’s analysis of the
politics of such identity categorizations does not necessarily suggest
that he or she agrees with their popular use. The prevalence of these
identity categories is part of Taiwan’s social reality. An author’s analy-
sis of an “is” problem should not be confused with his or her practical
position on this problem. The is—ought distinction should be made.
Third, at a time when the deconstructionist critique of master narra-
tives of identity has become popular, understandably, any specific
category of collective identity is liable to be criticized as “false.”
Nevertheless, as Benedict Anderson notes, “all communities larger
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than primordial villages of face-to-face contact (and perhaps even
these) are imagined. Communities are to be distinguished, not by their
falsity/genuineness, but by the style in which they are imagined.”? It
follows that the main thrust of study on collective identities lies not so
much in distinguishing their falsity/genuineness as in examining their
social effects. However “false” the identity dichotomies we use in this
book are, they have created significant social effects. One of the tasks
we set for this book was to clarify the origins of these identity
dichotomies and to analyze their social effects.
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