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o 1 2,
1. 2001 ~2002 China / &
F (¢) F(n ¢) MI 7
Xinjiang 87 13 9.91 35.05
Taiwan 142 18 9. 68 37.91
Hong Kong 179 14 8.98 26. 06
East Turkistan 83 6 8.77 15.79
Japan 682 30 8. 15 28. 16
India 779 30 7.96 26.21
Russia 2191 69 7.67 35.62
North Korea/South Korea 1270 25 6.99 16. 42
Pakistan 1801 10 5.16 4.32
Iran 1379 7 5.03 3.33
Asia 1195 5 4.76 2.32
United States 8938 34 4.40 4.49
2. 2009~2010 China /
F (¢) F(n ¢) MI 7
Taiwan 367 44 9.08 47.83
Tibet 170 18 8.90 28.68
Malaysia 154 15 8.78 25. 06
India 1735 119 8.27 58. 66
Japan 1416 68 7.76 36.57
Brazil 316 12 7.42 13. 49
France 797 26 7.20 18.21
Russia 6240 185 7.06 45.98
Australia 583 17 7.04 13. 80
Vietnam 400 10 6. 82 9. 67
North Korea/South Korea 2858 69 6.76 24.87
Saudi Arabia 371 8 6. 60 7.90
1 2001 ~2002
( Xinjiang. East Turkistan) . ( Taiwan) .
( India. Pakistan) . ( Japan. Russia. North Korea. South Korea) o
1 2 / (  Bra-

zil. France. Australia. Saudi Arabia)
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o ( Tibet)

o “The
U. S. will continue to contain China politically and militarily while using Taiwan to restrain China.”
“China annexed Tibet eight years after a 1951 invasion by the Peoples Liberation Army.”

4.2 N

200 o
China and (
“NC+and+China” “China+and+NC” NC ). ( “V+China”
“China+V”) ( iny tos from ) o

) ‘“‘NC+and+China” “China+and+NC”

o ( 2006) and

3 China - 2001 ~2002 China
( 1)

: 2009 ~2010 China
( 2) (14 31%)

o

3. “NC+and+China” “China+and+NC”

2001 ~2002 / 2009 ~2010 /
“NC+and+China” 25 (60%) 16 (36%)
“China+and+NC” 17 (40%) 29 (64%)

1. “NC+and+China”

“alignment” with the likes of =~ Russia and China in opposing the world court.
individual nations. ~ Russia the United States and China  have all expressed interest.
just as the leader of  Japan and China to exert pressure on
and this is where | see India and China can begin to think about
predominately the U. S. the ROK Japan and China to meet their food and fuel

2. “China+tand+NC”

weapons-producing states the USA Russia China and Israel refused to sign up
officers from  NATO the EU China Russia and India attended the SHADE
warfare preparations theoretically places like China and Russia. ~ But some experts weTe
nations including China Malaysia and the European Union are already patrolling

back and explain why China and India and Brazil arent also willing to
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) “V+China” “China+V”
China o “V+China”
o “China+V”
o 4) “China
+V7
4. “V+China” “China+V”
2001 ~2002 ( ) 2009~2010 ( )
V+China 11 (35%) 7 (18%)
China+V 20 (65%) 33 (82%)
5. “V+China” “China+V”
2001 ~2002 2009~2010
V+Ching accuse. contain. maintain. restrain. urge. accuse. balance. blame. press. make.
mna view. visit engage~ welcome
crack. suspend. violate.
. jail. execute. control. cause. curtail. froze. cooperate. provide. act
China+V detain. impose protest. consider. down-—
. claim. fear. express. say  play. pledge. demand. denounce. indi-
cate
( 5) o 2001 ~2002 “V+
China” “ . " ( ac—
cuse. contain. restrain) , China
should. must
113
7, 2009~2010 “V+China”
make. engage. welcome China “

”

13

“China+V” o

7 o 5 2001 ~2002

( jaily execute. cause. impose )

”
o

( “China jailed and executed a number of Uighurs’

age to Taiwan” )

[3 )

75 2009 ~2010

cooperate~ provide

global player.

community of nations

”

€« /

“China can cause a great deal of dam—

113

international task. assistance
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. 2001 ~2002 “ 7 “ /
2009~2010 “ i
3  “Prep+China”
“Prep+China” in Chi-
na ( 22 ) with China ( 30 ) .
in China human rights. sensitive region. Tibetans. crackdown. sup—

pression. discrimination. has failed
({3

o

¢ 2 ” (

. “in China”

3) -

reports of massive crackdowns on Tibetans in China.
in China.
in China

in China.

has failed to improve the lives of Tibetans
US Continues to Raise Human Rights Cases
face widespread suppression and discrimination

However he said there are

TRANSCRIPT: 12: 53 p. m.

Some information for this

The official Xinhua new

with China o
“relation /relationship with China” (

with China

relation /relationship

12 )

build. pursue. improve. promote. need

”

« ( )
( positive. friendlier. stronger. cooperative)
would like to be committed to. would. be wise to
( 4) o

4. “relation/relationship with China”

relation /relationship

relationships with China.

would like to build stronger
“relationship with China.”

committed to pursuing a positive
relations with China.

Question: There was a report [

And he has done that.

Security policy analyst

promise that he would improve

it is wise to promote friendlier

relations with China

because this will be beneficial

China

- 2001 ~2002

China o
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