淡江大學98學年度第2學期課程教學計畫表
	課程名稱
	（中）台海安全專題研究
	授課教師
	李大中

	
	（英）

THE SECURITY SITUATION IN THE TAIWAN STRAIT
	
	

	開課系級
	（中）戰略二碩專班Ａ　
	開課資料
	□必修
◎選修
	◎0（單學期）
□1（上學期）   □2（下學期） □3（第3學期）
	3  學分
	先修科目
	（中）無

	
	（英）TITXJ2A
	
	
	
	
	
	（英）NONE

	系所教育目標
	學生核心能力

	1、 瞭解國際關係之理論與實務
2、 瞭解主要中西戰略思想與實務
3、 瞭解當前國際與兩岸情勢之發展
4、 基本學術論文與政策分析之撰寫與報告

	A國際情勢分析與研判能力
B國際戰略情勢分析與研判能力
C主要國家國防政策與軍事戰略分析能力
D主要國家對外政策分析能力
E主要國家之安全戰略與政策分析
F戰略理論與實務之分析能力
G國際經濟態勢分析能力

	 課程簡介 （限50~100字）
	（中）本課程的目的是讓修課同學對於台海和平與安全的議題，擁有基本的理解，主要課程內容包括安全的理論概念、美國的亞太安全戰略、美中台三邊關係、美日聯盟、中國軍力現代化、美國於台海危機中所扮演的角色以及美台安全關係等。

	
	（英）The goal of the course is to provide students with an understanding of the subject of security and peace in the Taiwan Strait. The contents of the course include the theoretical concept of security, U.S. East Asian security strategy, US-China-Taiwan trilateral relationship, U.S.-Japan Alliance, military modernization of China, the role of the US in the Taiwan Strait crises, and U.S.-Taiwan Security ties.

	本課程教學目標與學生核心能力相關性
一、目標層次（選填）：1記憶、2瞭解、3應用、4分析、5評鑑、6創造。
二、單項教學目標分別對應「目標層次」有多項時，僅填列最高層次項即可（例如：「目標層次」可對應2、3項時，僅取3；對應3、5、6項時僅取6）。惟各項課程教學目標對應該系「學生基本能力」時，則可填列多項「學生基本能力」（例如：A、AD、BEF）。

	中文
	英文
	相關性

	
	
	目標層次
	學生核心能力

	1.理解安全概念之演進
	1. Students will be able to understand the evolution of theoretical concept of security. 
	4
	ABCDE

	2. 探討與分析影響台海安全的主要因素與議題
	2. Students will be able to analyze and explore primary factors and issues for security across the Taiwan Strait. 
	4
	ABCDE

	3. 根據過去經驗前瞻台海安全之未來
	3. Students will be able to predict the prospect for security in the Taiwan Strait base on lessons from the past. 
	4
	ABCDE


	課程目標之教學策略與評量方法

	課程目標
	教學策略（課堂講授、分組討論、參觀實習、其他）
	評量方法（出席率、報告、討論、小考、期中考、期末考、其他）

	1. 理解安全概念之演進
	課堂講授、課堂討論、課堂報告
	出席率、討論、期中課堂報告、期末課堂與書面報告

	2. 探討與分析影響台海安全的主要因素與議題
	課堂講授、課堂討論、課堂報告
	出席率、討論、期中課堂報告、期末課堂與書面報告

	3. 根據過去經驗前瞻台海安全之未來
	課堂講授、課堂討論、課堂報告
	出席率、討論、期中課堂報告、期末課堂與書面報告

	授 課 進 度 表

	週次
	內容（Subject/Topics）
	備註

	1
	課程說明
	

	2
	安全概論：理論與實務(I)
	

	3
	安全概論：理論與實務(II)
	

	4
	美國的全球安全戰略
	

	5
	美國的亞太安全戰略
	

	6
	美中關係與美國的兩岸政策
	

	7
	日本與美日同盟
	

	8
	亞太安全架構與機制
	

	9
	中國國防現代化
	

	10
	期中課堂報告
	

	11
	新形勢下的兩岸互動：政治與外交層面
	

	12
	台灣的國防安全戰略
	

	13
	台美安全關係：軍售關係、安全承諾與政治支持
	

	14
	牽一髮而動全身：美國在台海衝突中的角色
	

	15
	牽一髮而動全身：國際社會與台海衝突
	

	16
	期末課堂報告(I)
	

	17
	期末課堂報告(II)
	

	18
	期末課堂報告(III)
	

	教學設備
	◎電腦   ◎投影機   □其他（　　　　　　　　）

	參考資料
	LeRoy Bennett and James Oliver (2002), International Organizations: Principles and Issues, Upper Saddle River, NJ: Pearson Education, 7th ed. Ch. 7 (pp. 145-177).
Kelly-Kate S Pease (2000), International Organizations: Perspectives on Governance in the Twenty-First Century, Upper Saddle River, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc. Ch. 5 (pp. 99-122).

David A. Baldwin (1997), “The Concept of Security,” Review of International Studies, No. 23, pp. 5-26.

Tobias Debiel (2004), “Extended v.s. Human Security: the Need 

for an Integrated Security Concept for Development, Foreign, and Security Policy,” paper presented at the 3rd AFES-Press Gmoss Workshop Re-conceptualizing Security in an Era of Globalization during the 5th Pan European Conference, The Hague, Netherlands, September 9-11. (http://www.afes-press.de/pdf/Hague/Debiel_Extended_Human_Security.pdf)   

Ramesh Thakur (2006), The United Nations, Peace and  

    Security. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press. Ch. 3 (pp. 71-92). 

Karen A. Mingst and Margaret P. Karns (2007), The United   

    Nations in the 21st Century, 3rd edition, Boulder, CO:  

    Westview Press. Ch. 7. (pp. 211-238).
Barak Obama (2007), “Renewing American Leadership,” Foreign Affairs, (July/August). (http://www.foreignaffairs.org/20070701faessay86401/barack-obama/renewing-american-leadership.html)

Stephen J. Randall (2008/9), “The American Foreign Policy Transition: Barack Obama in Power,” Journal of Military and Strategic Studies, Vol. 11, Issues 1 and 2, pp. 1-24. 

(http://www.jmss.org/2009/winter/articles/randall-us-2009.pdf)

Hillary Rodham Clinton (2007) ,” Security and Opportunity for   

    the Twenty-first Century,” Foreign Affairs 

    (November/December).

(http://www.foreignaffairs.org/20071101faessay86601/hillary-rodham-clinton/security-and-opportunity-for-the-twenty-first-century.html)

Hillary Rodham Clinton (2009), “Nomination Hearing To Be A 

Secretary of State: Statement Before the Senate Foreign 

Relations Committee”

(http://www.state.gov/secretary/rm/2009a/01/115196.ht)
Morton Abramowitz and Stephen Bosworth (2003), “Adjusting to the New Asia,” Foreign Affairs, Vol. 82, No. 4 (July/August), pp. 119-131.  

    (http://www.tcf.org/Publications/NC/126-abramowitz.pdf)

Thomas Christensen (2006), “Fostering Stability or Creating A Monster? The Rise of China and US Policy Toward East Asia,” International Security, Vol. 31, No. 1, pp. 81-126. 

Hillary Rodham Clinton (2009), “U.S. and Asia: Two Transatlantic and Transpacific Powers,” Remark at the Asia Society (New York, NY), February 13.     (http://www.state.gov/secretary/rm/2009a/02/117333.htm)  
Edward Friedman (1996), “Why China Matters?” Journal of International Affairs, Vol. 49, No.2, (Winter), pp. 302-308.

Gerald Segal (1999), “Does China Matter?” Foreign Affairs, Vol.78, No.5, (September/October), pp. 24-36.
Robert Sutter (2003/2004), “Why Does China Matter?” The Washington Quarterly, Vol.27, No.1 (Winter), 

pp. 75-89. (http://www.twq.com/04winter/docs/04winter_sutter.pdf)

Thomas Christensen (2007), “A Strong and Moderate Taiwan,” Speech to U.S.-Taiwan Business Council
Defense Industry Conference, Annapolis, Maryland
September 11, 2007.     (http://www.usa-roc.org/reports/2007_sept11_thomas_christensen_speech.pdf)

	參考資料
	James L. Schoff (2007), “Transformation of the U.S.-Japan Alliance,” The Fletcher Forum of World Affairs, Vol. 31, No. 1 (Winter), pp. 85-100. (http://fletcher.tufts.edu/forum/archives/pdfs/31-1pdfs/Schoff.pdf)

The National Institute for Defense Studies (2008), East Asian Strategic Review 2008, Tokyo: the Japan Times. Chapter 7(Japan-Aiming for Broader, Deeper Regional Security Cooperation) (http://www.nids.go.jp/english/dissemination/east-asian/e2008.html) 

Japan Ministry of Defense (2008), Defense of Japan 2008. PART III, Ch. 2. (http://www.mod.go.jp/e/publ/w_paper/2008.html)
Annual Report to Congress : Military Power of the People’s  

    Republic of China (2008), Office of the Secretary of 

    Defense, the United States.       

(http://www.defenselink.mil/pubs/pdfs/China_Military_Report_08.pdf)

Dennis, J. Blasko (2006), The Chinese Army Today: Tradition and Transformation for the 21st Century, London: Routledge.

Ka Po Ng (2005), Interpreting China’s Military Power: Doctrine Makes Readiness, London: Routledge.
Alan D. Romberg (2009), “Cross-Strait Relations: "Ascend the Heights and Take a Long-term Perspective,” China Leadership Monitor, No. 27, pp. 1-46. (http://media.hoover.org/documents/CLM27AR.pdf) 

Alan D. Romberg (2008), “Cross-Strait Relations: Fisrt the Easy Steps, Then the Difficult Ones,” China Leadership Monitor, No. 26, pp. 1-31. (http://media.hoover.org/documents/CLM26AR.pdf)
William S. Murray (2008), “Revisiting Taiwan’s Defense 

Strategy,” Naval War College Review (July), pp. 13-38.

(https://portal.nwc.navy.mil/press/Naval%20War%20College%20Review/2008/Murray%20NWCR%20Summer08WEB.pdf)
Michael D. Swaine (1999), Taiwan’s National Security, Defense 

Policy, and Weapons Procurement Processes, Santa 

Monica, CA: RAND. 
Bruce Gilley (2009), “Not So Dire Straits: How the Finlandization of Taiwan Benefits U.S. Security,” Foreign Affairs, Vol.89, No. 1, pp. 46-60.

John W. Garver (1997), Face Off: China, the United States, and Taiwan's Democratization, Seattle: University of Washington Press.
David A. Shlapak, David T. Orletsky, and Barry A. Wilson, Dire 

Strait (2000), Santa Monica, CA: RAND.

Roger Cliff, Mark Burles, Michael S. Chase, Derek Eaton, and 

Kevin Pollpeter (2007), Entering the Dragon’s Lair: 

Chinese Anti-access Strategies and Their Implications for 

the United States, Santa Monica, CA: RAND.

(http://www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/2007/RAND_MG524.pdf)

Roger Cliff and David A. Shlapak (2007), U.S.-China Relations 

After Resolution of Taiwan’s Status, Santa Monica, CA: 

    RAND. (http://www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/2007/RAND_MG567.pdf)

	批改作業篇數
	篇（本欄位僅適用於所授課程需批改作業之課程教師填寫）

	學期成績計算方式
	◎平時成績(出席率與課堂參與)：25％   ◎期中課堂報告：25％   ◎期末課堂與書面報告：50％


	備考
	教學計畫表上傳步驟：教務處首頁點選「教務資訊」→「教學計畫表上傳」；網址：http://ap09.emis.tku.edu.tw/。
※非法影印是違法的行為。請使用正版教科書，勿非法影印他人著作，以免觸法。
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