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In the book There Are Al ternat ives ! l  a general  theory is pre-

sented wiLh qui te connrete pol i r :y suqgest ions in the f ie" ld pf

al ternat ive secur i ty pol in ies" The basir- :  idea is tn con{: :e ive r : f

the secur i ty of  a nountry in te: :ms of  a r :ombinat ion of  h iqh

capaci ty f  or  c lef  ensive rJef  ense (  as oppnserJ to nf  f 'ensive def ens u2 o,

no def ense at  a l l ) ,  anr l  a high Level  of  invulnerabi l i ty ,  Then,

def"ensive defense is seen in terms of  two dimensions: the

autonomous, nat ional ly based capabi l i t -y of  defendinq the nat ional

terr i tory Dn the soi l  of  that  t -err i t r : ry (and in terr i tor ia l  waters

and terr i tor ia l  a i r :  spane) wi th any r . :ombinat inn of 'nonvent ional

mi l i tary defense, para-rni l i tary def 'ense and nonrni l i tary delense

and: on the other hand, the lpvel  of  decnr-rpl inq f l rom mi l i tary

al l iances with cor. lntr ies that  base their  defense on hiqhly

of fensive doctr : ines-- ,  in part i r :L.r  lar  super-powers,  In ptact ice

the lat ter  means leaninq t-owards, or achievingo non.^al iqnrrrent,  but

cer: ta in ly not neut: :a l ism in any ideoloqinal .  sense"

Correspondinqly,  invulnerabi  I  i ty  a lso div ides int-o two di-

mensions; the inner strenqth of ' the count.ry in ternr s of  economir:

sel f - re l iance (meaning capaci ty f r : r  sel f -suf f ic ienr:y in basics even

in t imes of  war,  and trade on an eqr.r i t .able basis beyonrJ that) ,

balance j .n the cnrrntry as f ln ecr-r*systenr ,  social  cohesion and

pol i l - ica.1 autonomy, Alrd,  on Lop of  that ;  the type of  invrr lner*

abi l i ty  that ,  does nr: t  der ive f rom the i r rner st . renqth just  desnr ibed

brr t  f rom the outer r . rsefulnesg to brr t .h or aI l  s ides in conf l i r : ts bv

havinq reasonab le relat ions wi  th everybody,



/-

In TabIe I  the . reader wi  11 f  ind an ef  f  or t  to assess the

si tuat ion of  the Par i f ic  Theater,  f rom the point  of  v iew of

twel"ve actors or qroups of  actors lor :ated on the l i toral  oI  in the

Par: i f ic  i tsel f .  The numbers given,0,  l  and 2.  are "qrades":  0

being the lowest meaning no useful  deve-[opment a]onq this r l imension,

2 meaning "very sat isfar: tory" and I  beinq in-between" Needless

to sBl ,  these judgments are vetV sub, ject ive and should not be taken

too ser iousJ.y;  they serve as a backqround for hiqhl iqht ing snme

issues in the PaciFic Theater.  (See Table I  on next page" )

The si tuat ion is very bleak, pdrt i ru lar ly as cornpar:ed wit .h

the si tuat inn in the At lant ic Theater where in f r . r rcrpe there are

a number of  countr ies that  score high in th is type of  exercise.

Thus, Switzer land gets a fu l i -hor.rse,  B,  then fr : l low Yuqoslavia

and Albania wi th 5 each. and then Finland and Aust"r ia both wi th 5

and Sweden and Malta wi th 4" That gives a total  of  7 countr ies,

out of  which I  no! . ,ntr ies nan serve as reaf models--conservat ive

SwitzetLand, radical  Albania and in-between Yuqoslavia,  " indinat inq

by this pol i t ical  character izat ion that the al ternat ive secur i ty

opt. ion is open f 'or  rorJntr ies of  a l l  colors.

An outstandinq charanter ist ic of  t "he Paci  l i "c Theater is

preeisely t -h. is;  t -here is no model country "  The hiqhest snore in

this presentat ion is qiven to 0ceania where whatever r lefense ther:e

is cannot-  possibly be seen as of fensive or provocat ive,  br . l t  per-

haps by def ar,r l t  rather t .han by desiqn. There is al  so some



TABLE 1 Alternat ive Secur i t Pol ic ies in the Paci f ic  Theater
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vaque al ignment,  bLrt  by impl icat ion some weak non-al iqnnrent.  There

is some inner strenqt-h,  there is-*part icuJ,ar ly re(--ent" l -y in con-

nect ion wi th t .he f  isher ies--some symmetry in outer Ll  sef  u ln*"=.  
J

But 0ceania consist-s of  rnany ve ry sma.I  l  is lenr js,  amonq t .hem

some very smal l  cotrnt t i "" .4 They are exposed to t remenrJous pressure

from the dominant eountry in t -he region: the tJni ted states,  of

course. Thenn one outside power,  France. shor^{.E iLs cont.empt f  or  smal l  cor. ln-

t ry indiqenotrs poptr lat ion by cont inued atomin test ing in the area

as wel l  as denial  of  independence to one of  t -he biqqer is lanrJs

And then, on top of  th is also t -he Soviet  t ln ion,  a l thouqh sn far:  in a

modest role.  In short ,  whatever peace pol  icy they miqht engaqe j  n

these courntr ies are hiqhly vurnerable-- the rr5,  might so easi ly

change downwards to considerabl  y lower qrades.

Next in l ine is china. [ ]er ta in ly not ent i re ly defensive

qiven i t .s nuclear arms, blr t  on the other hand thnse weapDns seem

to he deployed inside a doctr ine that is more rJef 'ensive" L 'h ina is

certainly not ent i re ly decoupled today, leaninq more to t"he UniterJ

Stat-es;  no lonqer wi th the same inner strenqth as befr : re as t lh ina

is becoming increasinqly t rade-dependent;  and china st i l l  has a

qood distance to qo in order to make the economir:  re lat  j  r :ns and

other relat ions more syrnmetr ic (but that  may chanqe qrr icklv)?

Hr:wever,  there is somethinq ppnu, l iar  about t :h ina:  the larqest

nor:ntry populat ion-wise in the wor ld,  and yet sornet imes as i f

the country were not in th is wnr ld at  a l l * - in a sense not stranqe gi-



ven i i . . :  sel f  -pernept ion 3. ; , -  t "he country located between heaven and

earth,  t racJi  t ional ly.  6

Third in l ine j  s New Zealand under the present stewardship

of Pr ime Minister David l -ange, whD seerns to operate wi th in a

mi l i ta ly doctr ine of  defensive defense, and t-o a larqe extent,

thror-rqh nunlear non-a l iqnment.  o decoupJ ed f  rom the super ' -powers

(how much st i l1 remains to be u""n)7.  But the country is heavi ly

trade dependent and far f  rom symmetr ic in i  ts re l  at ions .  Also,

some of the comments that  apply to 0ceania wor"r ld also apply here:

the posture is vulnerable,  subject  to nhanqe "

Thus, the total  s i tuat ion,  as ment ioned, is rather bl  eak.

Perhaps we see i t  part icr"r lar ly c lear ly by lookinq at  the bot- tom l ine

of t -he table.  The total  sr . rm is only 26, ideal ly i t .  shor,r ld have been

96; a "peace ful l f i11ment" acGordinq to th is index of  only 27ie,

There is sDme incl inat ion towards defensive defense. BuL uiven the

1ow level  of  decoupl ing and the low Ievel  of  inner strenqth and out-

er usefulness the comment above appl ies:  by defaul  t ,  rather than

by desiqn. Weak actors,  a l l  of l  t .hern--w j  th the except ion Monqolta/

North Korea/Vietnam + and Lhe Soviet  tJnion of  course one way or

the other under t -he dominion of  t -he Uni ted States.  Except-- l lh ina?

Soo let  us specr: ]at-e a l i t t le about"  a mn.re desirable s i t r . la-

t ion.  Let us assume that the t .wo $rrper-powers wi l l  not  nhange

for t .he foreseeable f r - r t -ure al thorrqh they may r t  evelop more symmetr ic



t rade relat ions (as indicated wit .h the hopefuJ.  * t '  in the tabte).

But let  us inragine t-hat China came out in the openr as the biqqest

actor populat ion-wise in the theater wi th a completely defensive

mi l i tary docLr ine,  a st  rong pol iny of  non.-al  iqnmFnt in theory as

wel l  as in pratr t ice.  and f  r iendly relat ions wi t"h br: t -h super-powers

al  the same t ime, not some type of  balance over t ime, beinq

fr iendly to only one of  them or none of  them at.  the same t ime.

Let us fur ther imagine that the " t rade fr ict- ion" between Japan and

the United St-ates leads Japan in the direct ion of  decoupl ing f rom

the tJni ted States,  morB sel f -suf f ic iency and more abi t i ty  to

trade with br: th s ides in the Cold War,  And let  us then imaqine,

on top of  a l l  th is,  that-  a course of  act- ion of  that  type is

fol lowed by the mini*Japanas./Uhinas and the mini-Soviet  l . ln ions

of Mongol ia,  North Korea and VieLnam + ' Moreover,  t .hat ,  0ceania

and New Lea\and manage to keep the posi t ion they have achieved,

and also to get Ar-rstral ia wi t -h them, up from "-1 "  to at  " l "east .  "J"

or "4" "  In that  case the whole pinture would certai  n ly look

di f  f  erent.  Bet-ween the two srrper-poweus there would be a vast

cushion of  i :ountr ies wi th an array of  d i f ' f  erent pol  i  e ies,  able to

absnrb in a nreat ive manner a numb.er of  d" i f  ferent-  conf l l ints wi thoLrt

gett inq r- :1oser to a war- l ike s i t r rat . ion" More "messy" f r : r  f iqht ing a war,

cDnsiderably beLter for  brr i ld ing a peace precisely because i t -  is  messy. -

Jn saying t .h is nothing part i ,cul"ar is expect"ed f l rom South

America;  these regimes are rJeeply engol fed in their  own domest ic

problems, seeing internat innal  re lat ions almost uniqrrely in t"erms

of r :e l -at ion t -o t .he tJni ted States" not yet  having discnvered in any



signi f icant sense the rest  of  the Paci f ic  TheaLer,  And Canada

is a minor actor in th is ronnent ion,  part ie ipat inq in mi l i tary

exercises but not pro ject ing any independent-  t -h inkinq or in i t^ iat- ive "

In short ,  the hope wnuld nome fr"om t .he western,  Asian, s i rJe of  the

Paci f ic  or f rom the Paci f in cotrnt : : ies themselves, inclurJing New

Zealand and Austral ia.  And at  th is point"  a major di f f icul t -y

immediately benomes apparent:  the count-r ies are so disparate,  so

far away from each ot-her physical ly,  cr"r lLr . l ra l ly ,  snr: ia l ly ,  econ-

omical ly,  pol i t ical Iy.  I f  I  should make a highly personal  con-

jectr"rre I  wnuld not expect too much from Aust-ral ia or New Zealand

beyond what the lat t -er  has already done, nor f rom 0ceania because

of i ts vulnerabi l i ty .  This means that-  I  wr:r . r ld pin my hopes on

t-he lower halF cr f  t -he table rather than the upper hal f .  ASTAN

is t -oday a very important eommunity of  nat ions,  ?7O mi l l ion strong,

and might one day diseover the advant"aqe of  a l .so having t-he

Second World as a t rade partnet,  part icular ly when the tJni ted States

becomes less able t .o ahsr:rb goods prorJueed elsewher.e.  The same

would apply to t -he mini . -Japans and? as ment ioned already. to Japon anr j  Uhina.

In ot .her words,  the key to the relat_ir :nship l ies in

East Asia,  nnt"  in the Par, . i f , ic  Theater as surch, An East Asia

less mesmerized by t -he lJni ted States wi th a less paranoid and less

domjneer inq 5oviet  [ . ln ion tn the north might develop new relat ion-

ships that  wr:u1d provide t-he whnle Pani f" ic Theat-er wi th a new r
q

more interest inq conf iqurat ion. '  RnrJ ; ibove al l  a conf iqurat ion yr i th

a much higher peare potent ia l  than the dangers we aTre cr :nfront inq at  the

present wi th submarines l r r :m both s ides i r rcreasingly gett inq en-

tangled with each other.



NOTES

i l l  Spokesman, Nott ingham, I9B4; Westdeutscher VerIag, Wiesbaden,
i9B4; Edi tor ia l  Tecnos, Madrid,  1984; de Horst ink,  Amersfoort ,
1984; Gidlunds, Stockholm, 1985, '  FMK-PAX, Oslo,  I9B5; Abe1e,
Tor ino,  7985 and Kelso Shobo, Tokyo, 79Bl .
i7 l  Ib id. ,  ch.  5.2 for  a discussion of  the dist inct ion beLween
defensive and of fensive weapons systems, based on the range of
C=l ivery and the area of  destruct ion.  The dist inct ion is certainly
not sharp,  but sharper than the dist i -nct ion between of fensive
weapons svstems for f i rst  or  second str ike.
I3 l  Part icular ly s igni f lcant in th is connect ion has been
f  i  sher i  es '  Aor^ + r^^+"^^"r  F i - i  i  ancj  f  he Soviet  Union.LrJl lE!rEJ qV! l -Ul tLUl lL lJeLWEclr  LrJr  a l tu LrrC

t4 l  Terr i tor ia l ly  sma-Ll  in terms of  s ize,  demographical ly smal]  - in
: : - r rms of  populat ion,  pol i t i  caLly smaf I  in terms of  autonomy
often al1 three combined. An example is Palau/Be1au -  see From
Trusteeship to -  ? Micronesia and f ts Future,  Paci f ic  Concerns
Resource Center,  July L982.
t5l  f  am thinking of  what may happen in the wake of  the
reor ientat ion of  Soviet  pol icy in the "Far East"  af ter  Gorbachev's
v ' l -adivostok speech in JuIy 1986.
i6 l  For a country wi th a sef f - image of  that  k ind to insert  i tsel f
in the wor ld of  b i lateral  and muft i lateral  lnteract i -on must be
qui te problemat ic.
t7 l  US pressure seems so far (1986) to have been more rhetor ical
f ,han real  *  except for  the tension in ANZUS, of  course. As late as
D=cember 1986 ( the ban of  US nuclear-capable ships f rom New
Zealand's ports dates f rom February 1985) US Navy Secretary John
iehman cal led for  US economic sanct ions against  New Zealand (Japan
Times, 11 December 1986).  "New Zealand wi l l -  remain 1n the Five-
Power Defense Arrangemenl (FPDA) involv ing Br i ta in,  Austral ia,  New
Zealand, Mdlaysia and Singapore."  (Jqpen I lmee, 24 December 1986).
iBl  See my "Peace Theory:  An fntroduct ion,  "  World Encvclopedia of
Peace, Pergamon, Oxford,  I9Bl  .
i  9 l  For a good example of  sober analysis of  the Soviet  Union, see

ir iohamed Noordin Sopiee, The Russian Threat:  Between Alarm and
C_ompl-acencv, ISfS, Malaysia,  1985. The opening words are:

"We used to be told by many Americans that China was a grave
threat.  Now we are being tol-d by as many Americans that the
Soviet  Union is a qrave threat and that China is no threat at
- l  
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Also see his "Approaches to peace and economic
Southeast Asia r  "  in Matsumoto, H. and Sopl  ee, N.
Paci f ic  Era,  Southeast Asia and I ts Place in the
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