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[M].

Analytical Framework of “Sovereignty-Jurisdiction” and

Alternative Solution in the Cross-Strait Relations Research

WANG Ying-jin

(School of International Studies, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract; Reflecting on the analytical framework of “sovereignty-jurisdiction” and relevant political discus-
sion, we may find that this framework has many problems because jurisdiction is not an academically norm-
ative concept. Besides, China’s Taiwan and China’s mainland have different understanding on this con-
cept. Furthermore, the analytical framework is illogical and its interpretation about the disunity of China’
s Taiwan and China’s mainland is not convincing. In order to solve these problems, this article puts for-

wards an alternative analytical framework of “sovereignty proprietary—executive power of sovereignty—

jurisdiction”. The core of the new analytical framework is that it divides the state power into three parts,

which is more precise and scientific than “dichotomy” in terms of logic. Moreover, it can help us describe
and define the current cross-strait relations more specifically, safeguard the political framework of “one

China” more powerfully and find a breakthrough to the reunification of China’s Taiwan and China’s main-

land.

Key words: cross-strait relations; sovereignty proprietary; executive power of sovereignty; jurisdiction
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