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InLroduct ion:  a plca for
' r  t  ^  wtral 's*ha"s1^1:l&*-

l r lost  Elrr-opcans, I iast  and lJest  ,  but  probably not most North

Americans, seem to be of  the opinion that the coJd war is

sorncLlr ing *4Jb4* f  ound in Ll ie ALI-anLrc arecr,  between Lhe

United States and lJestern Europe on the one hand, and the

Soviet  Union and Eastern Europe on the other,O with some neutral

countr ies interspersed. Of course, th is is +l ie eurocentr ic

vi-s i -ono-eu=n*i f -  k lu.n of  the C.old War,  i f  not  considerabJ-y more,

js found in rhe paci f ic  area,Dojgfg an. uni ted srates and i ts art- ies

crrr  the one hand and the Soviet  Unj .on and i ts former and present

al l ies on the other,  wrth some neutral  countr ies interspersed.

I  repeat,  even more so, Af ler  a l l ,  j - t  is  in th i -s part  of  the

wor1d, far  away from Europeans, that  two major wars af ter  the
I

Secopd V{or ld l lar  have been f  ought:  the Korean !^/ar,  I950-53, &Y1c(-
{n^l *ry0 _
ant*++e Indochina wars,  L945-15. This is the region where

a Cold War became 
-!" . t  

qF:d I"  the complex tangle of  reasons why,

per-haps one stands out:  the temperature of  the war was mainly

a probleur for  "Asiat ics",  a l though qui te a lot  of  U.S. sol-diers

also lost  their  l ives (one major reason why the Uni. ted f+-ates L

cannot be accused, of ,  eurocT:[ , f*  
" .  

at ] -antocentr ism)
$cu,,c..r 

,Jn\c.\, -J<,r {0.q,/ i.nn.qdto;:if* "t 
atlan-tocentrism) ' 'U*t 

-|fu-'

in a s imi-J-ar vein,  very many people tend to look at  "peacd'

and"development"as two separate issues, the former being "east-west"

and the Iat ter  "north-south".  L ike the separat ion between the

At lant ic and the Paci f ic ,  which is not only conceptual  but  a lso

geographic,  th is dist inct i -on is not only geographic but also

conceptual  and serves some purpose: direct ing our at tent ion to

the danger of  a major war in the f i rst  case, and to the ever-present

misery and i ts reproduct ion in the second. And yet the conceptual

separat ion may be dr iven too far.  Interconnect ions may be Iost .

And simi lar ly,  for  the At lant ic/Paci f ic  d ist inct ion:  not only

interrelat ionq but ar so obvious sin-r i lar i t ies and dj-ssimi lar i t ies

between what wi l l  no w be referred to as the two theatres of  the

CoId lJar may easi ly be ]ost  s ight  of  .

, eto\J.;,.nf,.* r
Hence, th is art ic l -e:  an exerci=" F€I-a6v4:ro r ist ic approach,

t ry i -ng to see t l re At lant ic and paci f ic  theatres f rom a common
. find.

vantage poinqtry ing to explore how peace and development , 'Jo

hand in hand in a structure that  essent iaLly was the product of

the Second Worf  d Viar.



'2 .  A c;cncral  thcory of  t l ic  Cold War

LeL us start  srmply ask rng Ltrc quest ron: phat.  does rL _

take ro make a Cold war,  wl th i ts t r :ernenclo.r=4{S$lJ '  anct  U:H{t ,

cover ing so much of  the wor ld,  cven wrth the possible ext tnct ion

of major parts of  the wor ld as a consequence? I{ow dtd one

ever get t -nto that  k i -nd of  structure/process, evolv ing every

duy, spreading in c iomain and deepening in scope, and usual ly

in a way which seems to make a rr ' lockery of  both peace and

development,  a l though there are also some setbacks to th is negat ive

proce s s ?

Let us t ry to reason at  the general  1evel ,  yet  keeping

elcmentary history of  post-Seccrrd WorId War relat ions present

in our mind. What do we see, for ty years in retrospect?

Of course, back in Spr ing and Summer 1945, f rom May t i l l  August,

we see the victors and the defeated, in pr inciple the al l ies

and the axis powers.  However,  among the axis powers,

I ta ly vr i th character ist ic sense of  the dialect ics of  h istory

managed to get r id of  what seems to be an indel ib le stamp

as grf  axis power,  and emerged almost a€ an al ly.  And

on the other s ide,  a l though there were many victors,  t ,here was

no doubt rn anybody's mj-nd that the Uni ted States of  America

and the Union of  Soviet  Social ist  Republ ics were in a c l -ass aI I

by themselves -  the f  ormer havrng coni-r ibuted rnater ia l ly  in an

absolutely ma. jor  sense, the lat- ter  wr- th 2O mi l l ion Soviet  l - ives,

and wi, th,1o 
-p11] ion, .of  F\e i3 .  6,rmi11ro4 Gggman sordiers *q!-7o d.  WhC*

$f?.fe s^ {r{ &q,o{f,hn "f fo\* r}e'k.Ff.^{}tt il\ircr6,rt.*,rtfiJqJ",{r} 
f or rhe iKlueo furlng rne vJar'rarren trt?F;trTff

victory,  including rruman sacr i  f  ice ;  the other c,ne paid wi th

human sacrr f rce and mater ia l  destrucLion on a scal-e almost
_ r ; \

unheard of  .  \ -LJ

Of course, there were al-so Great Br i tarn who had managed

to stave of f  the enemy, and France and China who had not managed

to do so. They had been part ly,  even wtrol ly,  occupied by the

Germans and the Japanese respect ively,  but  managed to put up a

resistance creci ib le enough to be present amcng the Potsdam

powers,  a l though in the case of  China only by cable .  lJ)



l i l lc l t  1 now

ncd as srr I )a l -

counL on1y t . l rc two powcrs

no\ 'e ' ' . ,  as 1jJ v i  c t  or-s ,

subscclucnt- ly Lo bc

t  r  s csscnt ia l  ly

t

1clcf  i

for four reasons.

First ,  they enLered the war wi th a basic t  rarr .mat i .

experrence: the Operat ion Barbarossa, 22 June 194I for

the Soviei  Unron; PearI  Harbour,  7 December l94l  for  t i te

United States.  Srrpr ise atLacks thaL shaped the image

of wor ld even\ s,  f  <- t r  ycars ,  cJencrat  i -orrs,  maybe centurres

bt floti rLnl 'f*,'^ Lv:ih a sit*,'l ruF#1ituofts ;/Ac4gJ .
J' l -  , j  )

SeconC, both superD'o\ ,^/ers cdlrrc ouL of  che war wi th

a very high leveI of  sel f  - r i  oht-eoUlness .  Th r1z bot-h reqarded

therr  own contr ibut ion to the defeat of  the axis as not only

necessary,  but  to a large extent suf f ic ient .  The abysmal-

moral  qual i ty of  the enemy made the victors look perfecg

the sel f - r ighteousness stemming not only f rom the magnitude

of the ef for t  to defeat him, but al-so f rom the depravi ty of

the defeated part) / .  ' lhe feel ing of  having ,done away, wrth t
vermin-withnpqrq.r^ 'Aq,." I i ' ' l ra l ;af f i f iec{vvr. , i , , ,  wrLrr  pes ts,  was strolg- arrcf  fo a i f { ,1{  &fr i

',1 '

Third,  both powers r{ere new on the worfd scene, €ssent ia l ly

creat ions of  the First  l lor ld lVar.  Both of  them were strongly

ideclogical  in their  r ror ld out looks,  l iberal /conservat ive/capi ta l is t

versus marxist /social ist .  I rp -s l7org,  bpth of ,  the,m,had proql :anmesi
1 tr]- h \ .i ar tl.,t."n^ gg ivra bvt

both of  them knew vrhat woul-d be (r ' iod^f  o l ' the'wor lo--n

And fourthly,  whereas the precedrng three points make

them l-ook slmi lar ,  th i -s Jast  point  locks them in wi th each other:

they both knew perfect ly wel l  that  t_neir  iAeotoqies

lncompat ib le;  their  models for  socio-economic (re-)construct i .on

were also incompat ib le,  and that therr  interests to a large

extent-  might be incompat ibre -  for  instance the u.s.  interest

in market penetrat ion and the Soviet  interest  in a geo-pol i+- ical

buffer zone around soviet  terr i tory.  But incompat jb i l i ty  of

values or:  interests already spel-J-s conf l ic t ;  incomparr-bi l i ty  of

values and 
. interests 

may even spel l  oeep conf l ic t .  And the1,

knew perfect ly wer l  that  they had been at  logger-heads betore

the l {ar ,  that  they had been brought together in an uneasy



However,  there rs a di f ference between Germany and Japan in

thrs regard,  in both countr ies almost the whole populatron

was mobi l ised and cont inued f j -ght ing to the very end; opposi t ron

was smalI ,  insigni f icanl .  And yet the Naz:-s were more di f ferent

from the ordinary German than the Japanese leadership f rom the

Japanese people.  One can to some extent drarv a l ine around the

Nazi  Ieadershin,  count them, arraign them i*8ou.t  and even

1>unist i  t -hem. A simi lar  exercise for  Lhe Japancse woul-d almost

have to be fut i le,  g lven the col lect iv ist  nature of  thqcountry

tr.r_Jand the anount of  consensus between el i te and people. '

; t  I  I  r .u lctr ,  boLl t  oI  t  l tc tn s;u: i l ) ( ' t ' t  i t l t l  t  l l i r l  t  l t t '  of  hcr wott ld

nakc seJraratc peace with n tz i  Germany and that a f r ienoshrp

based on . l - r t tLe more Lfran "Lhc eneny ol  lny € ' l lc lny -LS nry l r iend"

f  actor might j re of  short  ourat ion.  A sel f  - f  u l f  i1 l ing prof ihecy.

So, what did the def eatecl  countr ies look 1i-ke? They

1eft theV, jar@,Cert-ainIynotseIf-r ighteous}y.

o course they also lef t  the l r lar  deeply wounoed, the defeat

being a major ! f4qrnl t - !c ev.per ience, the sequel  of  which we do

not as yet  knor ' r .  r 'he destruct ion of  BerI in,  the dismemberment

of  Germany and the plunder af  ter  the ! ' lar  may be seen as revenge

for Opera! ion Barbarossa; the nuclear genocide commit ted against
t l  I

lhe populat ions,  of  Hiroshima and Naqasaki  as revenqe f  or  Pear l  Fl-ar bcr.
r"rrW. ov. \hr\[.r-r t,,\€ ffVrvrge i6..' l\ b{ w.ve-n"F { We d..o 4rri; 

-{n0r^, *C4"r4J _
lgratever damage tne nazr powers nao-rntLlcted on

_J
the al l ies on the Western s ide $.  

.vas ampJ-y revenged rn saturat :_on/

carpet bornbing, even to excess.But the wounds inf l ic ted on the

Soviet  Union rr 'er€ of  such a depth and magnitude that no commensurat-e

revenge coul-d be found,given the short  durat ion of  the f ight  on

German soi l r  E<cept,  and this is important:  the dismernberment

of  the Gerrnan Rejch in the East into three parrs,  some of  i - t

absorbed into t r re Soviet  Unlon, some of i t  into PoL;tnd and some

of i t  eonst i tut ing what today is l inorvn as the DDR, Ard then there is BRD.

rrnd the si tuat ion of  West Ber l in.

Dic l  the defeated countr les emerge wrth a programme? Of

course: af t .er  such a tota]  vJar and such a total  defeat they

omaraoA r^, i  + h the programs of  t_heir  v ictors.  l lhat  e l -se coulC they

dn? Thor,  ^^Uld not COnt inUe, at  leaStnOt Overt ly,  wj th their

f

a



old programmes. Therr  "cr i -mes

d f i r r t (Jrr i  L udcr Llr , - r I  l  l l r :  1-r . rst  l l . r t - l

I 'he IJar,  havrng been at  leasL

i ts wake an ideological  peace

to confess their  s ins,  re ject

against  humanity"had been of  such

Io bt '  t l  t : ; lvr t lc t i ,  . r l  ]c . . - tst  f t r r  sLxur ' t jn l : .

part- ly ideological ,  carr ied in

where the def eated countr i .es had

their  pasL, including their  i_nl : :unran

ideologies,  atone and decl-are thqr,rselvgs-oe l ing
u'\r i.tn d,i $, pa*..t ;^,si'tv.vtd.Af'
re ther i lselves on I  ine wi th Lhe vicLors .
u'\r i.rn di fi, trr"r...t ;,si'tv.vtd.Af'

The victors wanted not onlv but also total

f^  l . r r r f
LVTVULdefeat;  a prostrate,  defeated country,  not  only wi l l ing

\ ,
asking i -o receive the Word, the imprint  of  the v ictor.

In so doing conf l ic t  was courted. The conf l ic t  between

t-he super-powers wi th Lheir  sLrper- ideology was t-ransrni t ted to the

defeated countr ies who then learned to express their  wor l -o v iews, seconrt

in l - ine only to the super powers.  Some l<ind of  peace with the

victor was gained at  the expense of  ever-deepening conf l ic t  v; i th

the other v ictor and def eated country.  The relat ion wa.c,

and ls,a t ight  one: the major character ist ics of  the s i tuat ion

of the v ictors vJoul  d necessar i  ly  have t .o be ref  lected in the

si tuat ion of  the def eated countr ies;  a l - l  , four of  them.

l iowever,  rnuch more is needed for a group of  v ictor ious

and def eated courr t r ies to rnake that sol id struct .urer/process

known as the Cold VJar today. The last  tvJo elernenls ment ioned, thre rni : -

Sionary cal l ingd che programmerald the emcrging confI ic.- ,would

have to l :e i ;h ipped into shape as an ic leology. Th,at  ideoJ-ogy

tool t  both posi t ive and negat ive forms. XTn. posi t ive aspecr

t i rcre was-a*ts€crd{ .  :  I iberaL/capi ta l i -st

versus marx j -st , /social ist ;  the model.s of  the supel :  poivers

The defeated countr ies had a vested interest  in qood relat ions

with rhe victarsrand the victors l rere ever present as

occupat ion armies,  busi ly ' . "ork ing to implement t l rc i r  progr:anmes

at any poirr t ,  implant ing their  (Jenet ic code wherever they could

rn sui table carryrng mechanisms: mult i -party versus single-party

sysbens; market economies versus central ly planned econornl .es.

The defeated countr ies sta: : ted increasingly to come out l ike

clones, leaning over backw.rrds to perf  orm thejr , :oJ_es; the

distance between cloning and clowning being a short  one, not

onfv phonet ical lv.



But the i -deology had also a neqat ive component;  one side

bcrng anLr.-comrnurr . r ,sL r .n c- ;cncr- . r l  ar td . rn L r-  -SovrcL Un i .orr  and,/or ant i -

I4oscow, in part icular;  t ,he other s ide being ant i - imper j  a l is t

and ant i -Unl ted States or perhaps rather ant i - tJashington, in

p.rrLrcul-ar.  Pre-V' /ar  rncrdenLs and aLLiLuclcs wcre rnvokecl  ,  a

short  term rrar al l iance gradual ly suppressed or even successful ly

f  orgotten, new post- t 'Jar incidents and at t i tudes being sedimented

on top of  o ld ideological  baggage. At th is point  i t  should

not be forgotten how the 19I7 revolut j -on was a major t rauma

f or the west,  vrr t l i  the k i l l i r rg of  the Tsar l i icolai  I I  in

Yekater inburg (Sver l lovsk) as the major event,  just  as the

rntervent ionist  rvars 19IB-22 const- i tnted a major t raurna f  or

the new Soviei  Republ ic/  r r -K€ the uni ted Statepone and a hal f

centur ies ear l ierrbui , l - :  on a considerable bas- i  "  of  e l i - te and

popular ictealisny {and also suffering jnterventionist warsf.

And yet,  ideology alone would never have been suff ic ient .

Somcthing more \das neededi  a part icular ly nasty conrponent * t*at*

r+*e brought into the recipe f  or  the Cold i^Jar.  I  am thinl<ing

of the dr-v iaer- '  nr t - ions ,  noL only the i ,dea of  drawing a l rne

on somebody else's terr i tory,  but  of  enrol- I ing one part  of  the

nat ion in one camp and the other part  in the other.

Pe rple in the tvro partc of  d iv ided countr ies take opposrte s ides, and

the conf l ic t  is  fanned by the emot lonal ,  t ,o the pornt  of  .ber*g;

f ratr ic idal ,  energies associated vr i th internal  Jad opposed to

ordinary external f  wars.  Two such countr ies becarne

part icular ly important:  d iv ided Germany vr i th div ided Eer l in

in i ts mi-dst ;  d j -v ided l (crea. Of course these were the places

where the Cold War became extremely tcnse (Ber l in 1943/49) and

6\ '6n \ /6rr ,  f ra+ (Korea 19 50- 53 ) f  because of  bui l t - in conf l lc t  product ion.vur l '  \ r \vreq 

\  
UUII_L-I I I  U\Jl l I I f (

*nother,  of  course, Vietnam (f945-75);  th is incredible country

: : : :  : : : . : : ' : " : : :^" : : : : : . " ' " ""u '  
the uni ted states and -  

' " r r ]

**.d these \ ,vere the two clecis ive .events that  served Lo
take one more step: t . | *c l in ing up.cf  Lrke-minded and f  j , .^ . - interestec.

countr ies in al l : -ances. obviously,  for  a country to enter into
al l iance with a super-power r t  is  not  nece,ssary to i late the
olner super-power$. I t  is  not  even neccssary to be antr . -communist

^r :nr i - i -^a- iar ist .  Al l  that  is  needecl  r -s to assuI:re t . r rat  the

@eqd-ls-mv-enem-v and f  cr  sclme rrra qnn nr nf  har



accept-  a super 'power as f r iend The lat ter  may be done on

Lhe basrs of  idcologrcal  sr-rni1a.r i - ty or interest ,  1 i tera11y

r ;1,( ' i t f i  in( t ,  i  n t  hc '  [ ) rc)( l l - ,1 ntnl( '  [ ) t - ( ' t ic . r r t  <.<l  { -or  c l r .Vr-1<t1,p11.;1 1 .  l r - [ r . r - t -

peace,/war rssues end and developmcnL /mal-devef opment l_ssues

begin in th is extremely complcx web of  values and interests*_

I  S l ra i )ot i : j , t  oIe t_O SLate l r I  ( jCna.r-c{1 l r t r  nr , ;  nof  i  S t t  VCry inportant.

A goocl e:<aln"r.l-c is che Spanislr eliec i:cxiay, bcj:rq Laught U'rai: S;:ail is tJueat(:lteci
i  r '  ' - : :a Cnrr ' i  r !  i l r11 ui.U Jr,,,VJ.-js u:l l-Cl. 

,,s.. '  | |
The process rnayr/ i  un\ai t {counter to what was j  us t  said:'!" \.*/

, i - i "on l - r r r  in+onca :nt_ . i - imng; ia l iSm 
Of ant i -COfnmgniSmr.g.ne--e*f_i . r r leS.' ' r  

i : ' " ' -
:€ 1- i ie corrc lusionrrchat ene

an al l iance wrth the *earsst  superE0Vrre/ ' ig
coq\i+iVc ' J

Theitr iangle involved rs c- .ctual ly the sarne, Lhe logic

; , ; , ; l ,  the conclusion is Lhe same only the premisses

are organised a Iit-t_f_e f.if fe"Jen".!U_:-3 4€.b*i*l+y*r**i"t..*"s"bouJ"c1*a-Iae

@-t-na{ f t  is  enougl t  for  the el i te to thrnl< in the way
' r l la l - mentioned; they v; i1I  probably be rn coinmand of  for-

eigu-r  :oI icy anyhow. The people may be of  the same opinion. The people

may be margirral  i  seo, al ienated, apathet ic,  Ieav:-ng the whole

f  oreign pol icy ganre to the c lasse pol i - t - i  c lue But they may also be

Cead againsi ,  having just  the opposrte v i -ews. In that  case people

wi l l  draw the concf usion that +-he, othei  supet:  -pov/er,  ! :e ing the

enemy of  Ihe superTovJer that  is iselected by thei-r  own hatecl

ef iLer cannot possibly be ahp: bacl :  "Lhe enemy of  the f r iend
,--t

of rny enemy is my fr ieno." tUgutr  dS can be noted: the chains

are now becoming sornewhat iong and unrvieldy.  They might easi ly

break i f  one of  the l inks in lhe chain i .s e: lposed as v/eak, even

blatant ly wrong .  And i  sn '  t  that  exact ly what rr toS i  of  Cold

War propaganda f  rom al l  s ides t r ies t -o show?
r-7

'cLet

rec]-pe:

us novr add to th is one part i -cular elernent in the tota]

t (-- mall . : ,  l l - i :  defeated cor ' .ntry the r lost  far thful  a l lv .

I t  rs not an unprobl-enat ic pol icy.  On the or)e | tand, the 'def  eaied

country is e.s i ly  b lackmai led into postruing ts the best pupi l

in the c lags; th is rnay set a modeL for others to fo l lov,r .  But
haP?{{) 

'i t -  may afso'Uaion the other hand, that  others do not l ike to

fol low bhp q model set  by the former enemy, On the ccrr t rary,

thel  may have t-he suspic ion that some l<ind of  cof  l -us.ron betvreen

i l re v ictor ious super- ;ower:  anc the f  ormerJ-y hated, c lef  eated

country is gorng of  r  thab thr l l /  have bccomc too cobi  c- ] rd that

l"€.



th is is aI l  d. i rec Led against  the rest  of  the a. l l iance. ! .ence,
Soft€ .

l - l r t , 'sul)Ll ] : - l )owcr has Lo cx()rc isc4tolrLrcal  laI<: t r l ,  rn t . l rc cf forL

to nal<e use of  the defeated country as most fa i thtul  a l ly .

The U.S. has probably been more f  or tunate wi th the Fecleral-

Rc[]Lrbl i "c of  Gcrmany Lhan wrth Japan in t ] t rs regard,  part ly for

Lhe reason nent ioned above that - rapan changed l"ess,  or  less

in depl-11, ds a resul- t  af  defeac, and part ly because of  Less

sensi t iv i ty to East Asian than to European af fa i rs anci  re lat ions.

Howeverr  r ro sysLem can rernajn perf  ect .  ] f  there is a most

f  err thf  r : I  a l Iy there is also @ the al ly that

opts out of  the sys' tem. Theoret i -caI Iy,  he has trvo poss j -b i l i t ies:

to lo in thc other el l l iance, or to become non-aI i -gned,/neutral .

lJhatever he does, he,may remain in that  posi t ion or change again,

rn which case he wi l I  probabJ-y be classi f ied as "r i laver icJ ' , " ,  not

merely as unf ai thf  u l .  There is also the poss:.bi - l i ry of  the

"unfai thful  of  a1I  camps, ui l i te" ,  const i tut i -ng a new al l iance

but that  seerns to be a more theoret ical-  outcorne.

Let us at what has been said and try to put r t

vr i th *h,e crrc les represenLing countr ies,

super povrers on top, a div ided one in the middle and other al l ies

at the bottom; each country being

div ided in[o el i tes and people,  centre and per iphcr y t f , "  dWc

thi-ck b; :oken l ines s 'carrdf .  for  the basic negaLivc . .efacions, the

thic l< unbrol(el ' r  l - ines f  or  the basic posi t ive relat ions in the

game; the other f in" tptr i f t  around this nucleus (See l ig.  1)

Fi$rre L A Cold V,lar
System

Super-
pOirerS

Divided
countries

down as a

-  
t - - - a--  o-

SmalI
pcrrers

now look
i.g:I'

,Srl."' Artfr f  ul



The nucleus, as nlent ioned, consist  s of  super -powers,

div ided countr ies and mosL fai thful  countr ies,  based on very

solrd sent inenis .  l r leedle ss t -o sdy,  the f  igure ! :ecornes much

more cor,rpl icated i f  the people do not agree with the el_rte;
jn other words i f  t t rere are -rot  only drssidents,  but  d issident
h^"^h^h+^ -  Cissident people,  evcry tg.* tho nninr r^,ho-?_t.hq_l r rvvElrrEl lLSr ct  t

^ l i+^ - ;^I- !  
l -urr Lc ,,,rr i ,r.- rrdVC prererred .; '"; ; . ;  

" '  ' -FJog.t$*t j"f}.F$J' i l"-$."ro.hr)., toia,{ r
ISut t t tc lconsLrucLion is bascd on cl i tc al lcAiance, r"r thcr than

count ry al legiancc, sEs. , , r , "  e l  rLcs arc suf  f  ic icnLly in

^^h+v^r !^ -"arantee lhe super-pot/ers mi l i tary access: bases,vvlrL!vf  LU Yu(

nuclcar t -asks,  cornr i ; rnd of  ' r l - rc ' rn i l i tary forccs in caso of  \ . /ar

(  and f  or  r . iano Lrvi-(- is,  etcEi ln in peace tr-me )  .

There seem to be two dl f lerent super-power strategfes.

The f irst woul-d be to bulra#r$Hfteg t^ba+--*F€ really
crrnnnr lor ]  Lrrr  their  pol tg lat iOny*b' t t { .@ i_f  LheJu,,rJv!  Lss ur their  porruruaronfu i - f

two together,  the country as a whole,  is  : -n f .avour of  the super-

power,  1s not both ant i - l lashrngton 
.and 

ant i - l '1oscow. The second

strategy woul-d bc l ' .e hrr : ] i  or)  jn_Rgg9_k:*.**SgF, guaranteeing

thern against  popularvtrathi  even to the point  of  coming to their

rescue in case of  revolcs/revolut ions,  in return for  complete

loyal ty according to the usual  conf l ic t  polar isat ion schene.

In Europe, the Uni ted States has been using sirategy r . lo I  and

the Soviet  Union strategy No 2 ,  qrosso - . r : ,do,  perhqps not so strange

sfnce the uni ted states l iberatec'  nazi-occupied coun,;r ies in

I lestern Suropc,as opposed to the Soviet  Union that oefeated axis

*,SlS i - . ,  Eastern Europe (wi- th the except ion of  Polano, of  course)

Fror the Soyiet j lJniOn, b-ot-Jt  types are probl-ematic.  In countr ies where

"h'ffi#A4tgT|$lfi#tHfior" pepglgtion may turn asainst the
soviet  union (YugosIavia,  arn-nY$io '{"  a country where co.mmunism

J

is  unpopular the people may turn against  both el i tes and the Soviet

fur1-
ii'-'

So much for the general  theory of

turn to the two epp{.ie$"ire*e, the
ftr't.4rr 1 "iea i4iie ni,

the CoIo Wari  let  us now

two theatres.



' l ' l ic  ALlanLic . rnd [ ) . rcr- l  tc Ll ic. . tL€di  c<-r t t t1; . t rcc1

on tho n{6r. i -  nage t f te reader wi l l  f ind,  in Table 1,  a Systernat ict-

comparrson between t f re At lar-r t ic  and Paci f ic  theatres t -n the

Cold War.  Verv of  ten thrs is ref  erred 1-o as the East-  lJest-

^^^C l  l  ^+ , , ;  +LLrrrr  r rL L,  *r  'h the understandrng t-hat j 'Eagt-"  - l .s  the Soviet
i h"lTot

Union and the Warsaw Treaty Organisat i -on --and " l lest"  is  the
4

United States and NATO. This,  however,  is  eurocentr ic/aLlantocentr ic:

in the Paci f  ic /East Asian theatre '* '&* i* ,  the Uni ted States - . l ,ac.e$

is to the East and the Soviet  Union to the VJest.  Hence, i " ts-"uray

te better t*o '  use ideol ' .q ical  terms and refer to the conf l ic t  as

a confr ict  between capi t  r ism and social ism, in other *orof inqatuf  j
( in the v iew of  the pres; , - , - .nt  author)  a-s a conf l ic t  between [wonUa(tJQ$,

rather than between two parts of  g lobal  geography.

Ler ublrffi:fiak
I

t$r
- -_. .4 '  

d l '

:E the I  I  ines in Lhe tablet  they

the same order as in the presentat ion of  the general

of  the Cold l "Jar in the preceding sect ion,  e**1,  wi th

The victors are very c lear,  but  they have been equipped with

some numerals in the table , to indicate wl{p6. was Lt}g-mAtof €*€r

and wf4).pi .""-Jk" =..onu|$fi. the two th:a.e*= tbffit 
addgd I

under the . iJni ted States,  Great Br i tatn and France f  or  the

At lant ic theatre and China (both nat ional ist  and communist ,

they.werer f lqht ing together against  Japan) for  thq Paci f ic  theatre.'* \ rL\  do
But i#6*6t*-  not  add anything to the analysis s ince a bas c point

here is that  the Cold l {ar  conf l ic t  i -s pr imari ly a SUp€r- power

ic  t  r  ,  OnIy Lhe super-  L)owerq h arro
,  ; ; {  t  d"- '  -  L"-  "* ' i , i
b}+.i*rk*-r+e+*&* f it the whole worldr*<

of vror ld-systelg;,  and are €,rers holders of Q.Up€,k1ignpggF, weapons
ffi*i,J*_*Qt4a

so strong that their  use can only be just i f ied against  €3-R?r-
glggr*e€. In addi t ion,  they saw themselves

as the not only necessary but suf f ic ient  causes for the defeat

of  the nazi  powers.  Other countr ies may sat isfy some of these

condi t ions but not al l  of  them; that  is the pr iv i lege of  the

United States and the Soviet  Union.

are ln

theory

examples

Then, in the second l ine,  are the defeated countr ies,  the
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Dirrensions

ATLANTIC

Capital ist  ( tVest) Social ist  (East)

PACIFIC

Capitalist (East) Socialist (I,Jest)

Victorious
-countrres

us (2)

(GB, F)

SU (T) US (I)

(Ch, ina)

sU (2)

2 Defeated
countrres

l{est Germany
(r /

East Germanv
(rr, R, BGJrs)yuJ

Japan

fdeoloqy Li-beralismr/
Conservatrsm
Anti-conrnunisrn
Developnent

I'4arxism
1-Antr-inperialidil'
'Development

Liberalism,/
Conservatisrl
Anti-conrnunism
Developnent

M:rwi qm

Anti-rrperial-ism
Developnent

Divided
-coLrntrt-es

tjest Germany
(Austr ia)

South Korea
Japan (Okinawa)

North Korea
Four islands

IJorth Vietnam

East Germany
+ Polish terr. + Soviet
terr .
(A,  SF, PI,  dS, H, R)

Taiwan (Hong i(.on9r lvlacao)CItina
Solrth Vi-etnam
South Vietnam

n I  ' l  i  
- -^^aurrolLc

w9r9
NAT'O v,tTo US - Japan

US - South Korea
US - Taiwan
US - South Vietnam

l4ongolia
North Korea
China
North Vietnam

bu-
cI l  -

SU-

ibst faithful

countrv

BRD
( r )

DDR
(BG)

T-^-^
uqPdr

*{95*t--'"

u.Ig]g.lgf
colnlry
( Protest
^^rrFlr i^^\VVIJILI  IEJ, '

France

(GR? IJL? B? dc)
Yugoslavia, Albania

Rrnnnrl,
(PI,  H, CS)

China

(Neur Zealand in ANZUS)

Tndonpndon+

countrv /
{  t i tarror i  c l r  carrnf  r r r ' lrv l \  vvs:Ll-) ,  /

Yugoslavia
(Albania)

China
(North Korea?)

France



axrs countr i -es,  wi th some Jesser members underneath.  r t

may be noted that whereas the uni ted states have powerful

alJ- ies,  they actual ly only def eated l r lest  Germany and ro some

extent r ta ly i  the Soviet  union was f  ight ing alone l rut  
i

def  cated ?qt qnly .East .Ger-mapy 4bql  q lsg the oLher axis.  coUn{t i t+ I
I ' t ' . jn*a,rr f"g/  : l<.Bf i ' \qt i l |T,  11 , , i r :qr ia, .  , f  +etfr . ' i . .  t - . - , : {r=}rdi t .e" 'qUi? e.r ,d f i i^ .6{ i  .av, i rr .

p€+rerFe--+R-"Ba+Eern-€tr l .opa-" rn the pacif  ic theatre r '6owever,
no country can real

Soviet  Union which

}y be said to have capi tu lated to the

u oParl

Tl-' s__l g= o!gg.y_ i s c 1 e ar,p r;b*,*€.*a.l-E€-ad,V w r i t t e n i rte t ii 
"

headings of  the table,  l t  var j .es in meaning aI I  the t ime,

but both in terms of  a l l j -esr errd i -n terms of  interests of
l l

eJ i tep and ,people, . . , the di f  f  ere;rceg are very rea1. F.uc'L.S. l  ' ; ' i ' i . :  r ' : .< '

SGn dJ n*q\*  n.  i l - r i ;e,*dl l ' ; '  ; ,J=' .  l - l ; . ' , r r , i  t i i ; . i ,11t f"rn: ' .

was o V€f r  ID agreeme

pact)  .

entered the war only 
""" , :nyF€h,fefore 

i r
nL wirh Yal ta-Potsdam (but, .nor t t re 

fovtet  

U"t""e

Then, \ ,Je Lurn to

numerous than people

the div ided countr ies

are usual ly aware of

They are more

On the European

srde there i r ,  pf  
-g-opr?g Germany,-  d iv ided into four parts as

f iit \c 'i 
sJ \ 't.l! i:

menrroned Jarl .kn€.- l i€, .rra#y tocus€€ on the Federal  Republ ic

of Gernany and the German Democrat ic Republ ic on1y. However,  AusLr ia,
Finrand, Poland, czechoslovakia,  Hungary and Runiania were arso
div ided as a resul t  of  the l {ar  and sent j -ments in that  connect ion
cont inue i ia inq high, meani-ng that there are emot ions that can be
played upon in var ious ways.

r r r  the Paci f ic  theatre one is usual ly th inklng of  Korea

as the div ided country i - .and--*+-- is of  ten,  unf arr ly,  compared

lv i th Germany. Korea rvas t reated by the v ictors as a narr  of
t - ' --i{rred'n-

Japan*" qz$. the Japanese war ef  f  or t  and isEc -  to a large ?xcenr.
heroi-c -  resistance f  ight  v las not recognised as such. Korea. was

div ided probably because giv ing the Soviet  Union control  over a
part of Korea was found to be preferable to givilg what the Soviet

Union might have l iked: Hokkai-do. The. Uni  ted a.uaTn,\u,_anted
Japan for hersel f ,  but  the Soviet  Union was'  q j

Sakhal in.  Thus, Japan was al-so a div ided country as a resul- t

of  the war,  and so t{as,  }ater orr ,  China with the people 's

Republ ic on the one hand, and the Republ ic of  China (Taiwan)

:i- -
. l  . rna *' l

io  r i



on t  hc ot  her,  I  eav

addi t ton Lo this,

{.r+++€.{b*rrr.6 al-so div

:  mr inr r . rav

rng out Hong

-or l  
r  i  n I  r r  nnf

rded in Lhe af

Kong and Macao. And in

to be forgotten: Vietnam

Lermath of  the t lar  and in

V{hen we

are very vJef

and WTO.

now curn

I-known in

In

to .he al l iances, their  names and shapes

the At lant ic theatre because of  } {ATO

the Paci f ic  theatre they are less c l -ear

secur i ty t reat ies wi th Japan (AMPO), South Kprea and Taiwan

(and at  some t ime with Vietnam); the Sovi-et  Union has her

arrangements wi th MongoJ- ia,  North Korea and Vietnam (and at

some t ime with the People 's Republ ic of  China).  Further south

the United SLates has var ious arrangements wi th the ASEAN countr j -es

( i . rases;SEATO)and ANZUS; the Soviet  Union nothing.

There is no doubt as to who are the most fa j - thful  a l l ies,

by def in i t ion the defeated countr ies,  BRD and DDR in the

At l -ant ic theatre,  Japan in the Pacrf ic theatre -  again leaving

the Soviet  Union out in the cold wi th no f  a i t .hf  u l  a l j ,y .  I  have

added I taIy in parenthesis for  the western super-power and

Bulgar ia in parenthesis for  the eastern one: both of  them

reere axis.  countr ies,  both of  them have repented, and jo ined

cut,  consist ing-^q1 a number of  b i lateral ,  perhaps to some.n 
fOff 

a numbe
extent t r i lateraY-construct ions.  The United States has her

Then, the unf ai thf  u l  a11ies.  There i . -s no doubt which

the !9I<L. $ut they were nol-  the .Ta;o.r  axi ,s t r - -ount,  r . . ;  . I ih/ .* , t  WsLr

f,ttp i,\ q lti ;:;?",:$i11,#i:'..;.,,lli'"ri:f*; \' :; ;.i;/'ri,:!> i J*"*"rtfu "Lk i}t,$iJ" g$tr|'i,,H:''. ;; *;?'"r{ffi ;':;;*i#
.but  thev were nol  the mai

fr itl ;:;,t"':$i1l,,.hj'..;
tne unra]- tnful  a111es

the major ones are:  France, yugoslavia,  china. But we have also

added sone Lesser ones in parenthesis,  the rpst recent_eSrgry into this

f  ietd beins New zearand with rhe ." f f f i%iT." t l l i : :?; t  us warshi-ps
1,,  f

that  may (but also may not)  have nuclear €€{s*ote. t+en"s"-  d[g;r i t : . t ] .

And, at  the bottom, the independent act  have, lbeen addedl
-r. ntd.

phere are not many of  them and for the t igre being,rronly one

maver j -ck country:  Af  bania,  (a i th the possibi l i ty  that  North Korea

may play a s imi]ar role in East asia).  One may of  course also

discuss how independent te independent actors are.  Discipl ine is

the rulet ltaverick countries are tlere to be rejected on both sides, like

Die Griinen in Gerrnany rejected by blue and red alike as a "maverick party".



These are the major poi-nts,  us:-ng the genera

War as dcvclopcd in Lhe preceding scct ion.

I  recipe for a Cold

ffi\n T" order to

gain more depth in th:-s presentat ion,  Iet  us t ry to point  out

some major di f ferences between the At lant ic and Paci f ic  theat€fs;

the s imi- larr t ies being only too c lear f rom the table.  And let

us take as point  of  departure the At lant i .c s i tuat ioru and

show how the Paci f ic  s i tuat ion di f fers,  proceeding 1:-ne by l ine.

First ,  to the extent that  the Second World t {ar  determines

the logic of  thg scheme: ther"  %between the two
tn "-  u=,

super-powers #-€t} i }#. .  The United States i . /as
. W Sht.t1 f.ff\efS€{t -ti 'd,w,9hc war.

so much more important.  -That i  of  course, changed four years af ter

t -he War,  I  October L949, wi th the 'z ictory of  the communist

revolut ion in China and the Soviet-China Treaty based on the

idea of  "eLernal  f r iendship".  And i t  changed again,  egual ly

dramat ical ly,  about ten years fater when the r i f t  between the

two :ommunist  powers,  the largest country in the wor ld and

the most populous country in the worId,  became increasingly

,ann:renf avnl6f l jng in open host i l i - ty st i l l  ten years Iater,  in 1969

(Ussur i  River incident ) .  In other words,  the logic of  the

po\Aier balance is.more determined by the internaf dynamj-sm, the

"development" of  the countr ies,  t -han by the 4aqsive bel l igerent

interact ion known as the Second VJorId War.  U,

Second, very much related to th is:  the Soviet  Union had

nobody capi tu lat i -ng eo them in the Paci f  ic  theat€F, North

Korea being an ar lef  act.  This.  is imoortant l  beeatrse-*S'may.*haree*.

sorc^e.r;h.ia.9*t"o'-a**W 
yt*t.. 

union was treating ch ina .

Maybe China was regarded as " theirs",  in the same eray as the

United States regarded Japan. To the Soviet  Union the Nat ional ist

Government had been an enemy; crr : . r io4q lhe war they were f  ight ing
flrr rr. tnt rt,

on the same side against  the axi i l *x*t"  four years af ter  the

wart that  government was defeated, i ts enmiqy being cont inued from

Tarwan (and vice versa).  So maybe there was,an eimbigui ty in

the Soviet  at t i tude to China: on the one hand Ll^e Communist

party had come into powerr of l  the other hand, China as a country

had been defeated. Such at t i tudes may take the form of sel f -

fu l f i l l ing prophecies turning fr iends into enemies, thereby



conf rrming to Lhe Soviet  Union thaL they rvere r i -ght  rn

China as a defeated enemy. However,  r€gardless of  how

might have beenl  the s l ,ot  is  empty as far  as the Second

War is concernedr fn" capi tu lat ion was to the U.S.,  not

Un- ion.

see I  n9

that

Worl-d

to the Soviet

Third,  the ideology. There is a di f ference i  in the Paci f ic

theatG,S^ the ideology is much more

internal  enemies; Lhe internal  contradict ions,

usual ly related to c lass one way or the.  other.  being much
f'c o'Ur4 C'

stronger,  much more pronounced. A eethbrf  is  threatened by

i ts internal-  opposi t ion,  the (ol igarchic)  e l i tes turn against

the opposi t ion,  wel}  knowing that they can get support  f rom

a super-power by cast ing the opposi t ion in the rofe of  subversive

forces for the other super-po\rer.  Plots and spies and agents

everywhere. The picture is certainly not unknown in the At lant i t , l

theatre,  but  there is an asymmetry in quant i ty i - f  not  in qual i tV. l j

Fourth, the di-v i -ded countr ies.  There are two major

di f fer :ences: in the At lant ic theatQfr  the defeated country

was the drvided country,  in the Paci f ic  theatre,  a colony of  
r

Japan was f  orced i -nto that  ro le .  The immedi.4te.  Fssumpt ion would

be rhar rhi-s creares even more emotionar i lJftr l . f*fr*J#eiee:-r-ns
of being total ly unjust ly t reated by historyr The Germans hec{t

=*av- ingy af ter  a l l ,  a sense that horrendous cr imes were commit ted, that

div isron is the punishment,  too l ight  or  too hearry dependlng on A
how rhe matter is evaluated, but perhaps usefur tg{ . fX$gf in ' rnJ '
atonement.  The Kore?.t l .s have no such sense at  a l l ,  nor any reason

why :h:y should have.{and this is where the Col,d War became hotr

atready in 1950. ' f i ; ; i r  th i  p{ .y years af  ter  the armist ice in 1953

nothing basic has changedl .  The Koreans may r ight ly draw tbe

concl-usion that their  obl iqatron 1s to stav div ided toP*3IH;* f$l,t Wqt

conf 1j-ct  energy anf l  n-qt  rock the boatf  t f rat  the present abnormal

si tuat i .on is :1H*S5i&tn.  normar s i tuatron and that nobody cares

much, essent ia l ly  f  o.  racist  reasons. tutu 'ch of  the same att i tude

\ r /as under l ined in the s i tuat ion in Vietnun,T' f t&&un extremely 
a

bloody war took place and the resul t  was uni f icat ion.  Japan oA)g

got Okinawa back, China wi l l  u l t i -mately get Hong Kong and Macaoo

But when or whether Japan wi l l  get  the four is lands to the north

back again,and Taiwan wi l l  jo in China as province No 30, is st i I l

for  the future tp see; as is also the case for the tyo KoFeitL.

D gue55 anfr,.i'tit*"vr : f9 .t"r y*. lsact {lug aYc aI)" /hi-Ied'. |.f{



f

*One. JOntthing is relat ively c l -ear i  there has been more dynamism

in connect ion wrth the div ided counLr ies in East As:"a,  and
-/--" -' 

* ^" \ .
/probably\ t :*_*y- l ] . l "  cont inue that way, than with the di-v ided countr ies

in Europe. The big except ion is,  of  course, Austr ia in 1955-

cxch.rnging uni f  icat ion f  or  neuLral  j . ty .  I f  that  f  ormula were

to be appl ied to al l  the div ided countr ies in East Asia j . t  is

easi ly seen that the U.S. would lose more than the Soviet  Union:

i t  would lose Japan, South Korea and Taiwan, the Sovret  Unron

only North Korea -  China already hav\ng been lost  and Vietnam

already having been gained (a1tnough Lf t  could be adjusted,

retroact i -vely )  .  As to the other div ided countr ies in Europe :

for  the countr ies border ing on the Sovi-et  Union, i t  looks as i f

the borders are permanenl ( the Flna] Act of  Hels inki) ,  but  some

formula for  the two Germanies might st i I I  be found rn exchange for

neutral i ty,  dt  least  nuclear neutral i ty.  The Soviet  Unj-on would

then probably have to throw more countr ies into the bargarn

(Rapacki  PIan).

r.\1 €+ l-1
!  ! !qt , when one looks at  the al l iance svstems there is

a remarkable di f ference: rnuft i lateral- ism in the At lant ic theat€€,

bi latera] ism in the Paci f  j -c theatf , . f .  There may be many reasons

16; $$f1a[1. i [ ' .  p6 doubt l  one is that  the countr ies related to the

United States are not cont iguoug and the countr ies rel-ated to

+-he Soviet  Union only cont iguous as long as China was included,

ts ' r t  a l l  three of  them had problemat j ,c.  re lat ions tO China;

the al  l les of  the u.  S.  were rupur.JJ 'h]  o,  ocean, the al l ies of
/ \

the Sovi-et  Union by China. Second, there is Less of  a cul tural /

h istor ical  bondl  the relat ionships are recent an- i  Lrsual ly negat ive.

Third,  and that may be the most important factor:  the countr ies

are Iess streaml- ined ideological lyr  possibly becausq Asians and

part j -cularIy Asi-ans inf l -uenced by Chinese cul turermay have a more

ambiguous, highly dialect ical  approach to conf l ic t .  China had every

reason to be ant i - imper ia l i=#l$S,f  one hundred years of  h istoryy

from the opium Wars of  the 1840's t i l l  the f ight  against  the

Nat ional ist  forces,  supported by Western powers,  came to an end.

And yet,  where is China today? More ant i -communist  in the sense

of ant i -Moscow, than ant i - imper ia l  j -st  in the sense of  ant i -Washingt_on,

f  or  sure .  r  f  t l r - i '€ has happened once, i t  can happen twrce t  I  f  1
the ambigurty may be resolved in another c1 i rect  ion,  once more . t '  

'J



1L nusl-  be very drf{rcuIL

count r ies.  P:rhaps better

-rn a svstem of ,b i laLeral-r
w'hrr^.t {1''* rr rtr.* lr t f I i ii +.1 fi.-bl

for-  a super power to presrde over such

){  dcal  wi th them one at .  a t  ime,

srr , ,  than in a mul- t i lateral  t reatv orqanisat ion,
ilbf rtq olaa,1 be c,l-;o"'n"J arcr;'n5; ,J\c i"f"fpg+:.i.

And yet,  i t  is  not  d i f f icul- t  to imagine how messy this

must look,  part icular ly in the eyes of  Washington -  less so

in the eyes of  Moscow, i tsel f  not  a l ien to more or ienta]

perspect ives in pol i t ics.  Washington must be i tching for some

kinr l  of  PATO - Paci f ic  Area Trcaty organisat ion,  paral lc l ing N*Td;
r l  L

lpTgh somewhere in the Eastern part  of  East Asia paral le l ing

Brussels; , ( ro ' i rv+orgj ' { 'V wi th Hawai i  p laying a role s imi lar  to the Carnr ies; .
) ' -  ano

Azores{;  maVbe even with a jo int  NATO/PATO secretar iat  in Washington.

I  would doubt that  Moscow tching 
:?i ' . ] .n.  

sarne thing, being

more geared to bi lateral ism in general  f '

Six th,  in the Paci f ic  the Soviet  Union has no most fa i thful

country generated by the Second WorId War for  the reason that

there is no defeated country that  capi tu l -ated to the Soviet  Union.

Mongol ia is of  ear l ier  v intdg€, crea!qd under qui te di f ferent

condi t rons af ter  the First  World wur?i l  rn Europe the two super-

powers have their  Germanies and in addi t ion one axis power

each as somebody to be counted upon: I ta ly on the ol .e hand,

Bulgar ia op the other.  The Unj- ted States has Japan,playing i ts

rol-e wi th di l  j -gence but possi-bly also wi th a subt lety that  one

day may come as a surpr ise for  the U.S. (  v ic ie the remark about

trauma from the nucLear on; laughtt  above).

Seventh,  there is afso a remarkabl-e di f ference when i t  comes

to unfai thful  countr ies.  In East Asia not only does the Soviet

Union have no "most fa i thfuI  country";  they certainly have

al-so had an "unfai thful  country":  China, leaving the bi late ' raI

relat ionship.  The United States suf fered no simi lar  ignominy

in the,Baci f  ic .  theatre;^ ! t  is ,onl-u most.recent lv that  a prot€st
e 9rvrtr.i ' s\\,t, b,ri- *ste/hJ.{tE; Vantaftarr;n,r ie. ilrd'fo"{ ti^'/. R&?b: q*\}*'r.rl
country has 'appeared: New Zed}and. 

n 
} t r  'Europe t .he Soviet  Union

has also suf fered more losses than the other super-power :  Yugoslavia

lef t  in 1948, Albania in 1961 and around that t ime Rumania

became considerably less integrated in the mi l i tary aspect of  the

l{arsaw Treaty Organisat ion,  in a posi t ion not too di f ferent f rom



the posi t ion of  France af ter  1965-1966. Both have their  share

of protest  countr ies.Eut the di f ferences are t remenddus: Hungary

was even taken out of  WTO in 1956 for a very short  per iod,

sent iments in Poland and Czechoslovakia have def i -n i te ly been

in the same direct . ion and have been one element in the revol ts

and intervent j -ons (count ing the Sovrp, \  intervent ion in Poland

as structural  rather than dialect i "  )U.t  ,n" protests and hesi tat ions

against  nuclear armament by the governments of  Greece, Nether lands,

I3c:J g ium and Dcnmark havc'  nol  (  1,r . t  )  lcc j  t  cr  : ;uc--h dr-ar i r ; r t  ic  rcact  ions.

The pressure has been brought to bear orr New Zealand jn the !f.1ZUS systelin,

the t r i lateral  organisat ion of  the Uni . ted States wi th New Zealand

and Austral ia.  .As a warning to other protest  countr ies? No

doubt r  poss j -b ly qlS O because New Zealand is more isolated F.- \

in i ts set t inq than the Eurepean protest  countrr"es in thear,rs.Ll lJ
a*d q,tylrt rt"igg {,"t',h "to'try f.,ff y&ti',eL7 be..r,ty,k,{r 5ay'i;rr,i ,j
fnd.q it i\cderai i..fr.;'.; f. -"'u !'',5.r-,2,f.; dn re uf,ov1 , t hor.g h.i .

Eighth,  the Soviet  camp has produced two 'c lear ly independent

actors,  Yugosl-avia and China; the U.S. camp produced one for a

short  per iod,  France under de GauI le,  today5. 'ab*rnoc\ a somewhat

i r regular member of  the system. The Soviet  camp may have been

said to produce two "maver ick" countr iesfeeu.r*b* i .eq that do not

jo in the internatronal  system, keeping asidq being isolated rnd

f or that  reason "unpredictable" ,  Albania and l r lor th Korea. On

the other hand, i t  is  a lso c lear f ront  what has been said that  as

a matter of  faet  i t  has been easier,  in the sense of  more frequenr- ,

to Leave the Soviet  camp than the U.S. 
"Anp. 

Yugoslavia,

camp the process is i r reversible.  Looking at  the evidence* the

opposi te hypothesis might have more plausibi l i ty :  counLr ies are

free to jo in the v lestern arr iance but not f ree to reave.[ 'Uonu

:i : 1 : i :, : ;' : : il : : : : :, : " il : : :::: " : 1 i: : i'";. l'd$"*l'shdr 5 d ci*{r {

maybe that is the point :  countrres were not f ree to jo in the

Eastern al l iance, they were enrol l -ed -  no doubt creat ing tensions

which makes i t  more t ikely t$at  they wi lJo leqve

, heotrt *i',J- fi ;;[i*r.'. ",t;o tltr. ]];i-

This,  of  course, does not mean that i t  was easy for them to

l-eave. The.gT*j l* t* i*q"tg,S*L f  or  
Tfr tn""  

and China were rather s imi l -ar :

"an independent nuclear force"I-As big powers they wanted big

weaponsr they aLso wanted to mal<e i t  absolutely c l -ear that  they



could hold their  own against  their  €r f i . -€{  f  ormer super-power ,

not  only against  the one on the other s ide.  For lesser

powers the exi t  t ickets may be Less dranat ic .  yugosl_avia

has paid wi th a high level  of  convent ional  mi l i tary readinessf

s#{r{ ' ! t  A}bania vrh- ieh in addi t ion n 'a.s--p.r id wi th isolat ion,
€^^' t  . . i  *^ + t -  ^+!cEr--Lrr9 LrrcrL nel ther a f  ormer enemy (  the capi ta l is t  powers )

nor the new enemy ( the social ist  powers),  nor the newest enemy

(China) and indeed not the age-oId enemy (yugoslavia) meri t
@ -.Xi5{g},r(0.Llrcrr  act-rvc 1r*e, : r { }"ar;c--  And AusLrr . t  paid l rcr  pr ice,  neuLraJ_iLy.

Which pr ice Rumania is paying is unclear but i t  may have something

to do with the economical ly catastrophic condi t ion of  that

countty.hD For al l ,gf  these non-nuclear protest  countr ies,  however,

rhe pr ice nra- j /  be uUHi=S*e- i . ,  d isgui-se;  a higher level-  of

secur i ty by. ' . ]e i r :o,  non-nuclear,  having t i t t le in terms of  of  f  ensive

arms and a high Level  of  defensive readiness, at  the same t ime

as they are decoupled from the super-power.  other countr ies

might l ike to do the same, Hungary in 1956 was no doubt inspired

by the o1d partner i -n the Austro-Hungar ian double monarchyl  the

yeaf befgre; ,  a l l  the other protest  countr ies,  East and West,- \"- rtr C-aarr-toP ,
may hEveysrmit€r v is ions r t  is  not  that  easy to be a super-

powerr presidi-ng over large port ions of  human*kind according

to the t r ip le doctr ine of  being in favo/r  of  themselves, against

the othersuper--power and al l  i t  s tanCs for,  and wi l l ing to

express th is in act ion, up to and including nuclea6r lo iocaust

I f  I  now should t ry to summarise the whole argument,  i t

mrght read something l ike th is:

(1) The second world war had two theatf$g, the At lant ic and the

Paci-  f  rc,reaving out only sour l r  Amer t"#3,tr ica except for  Lhe

Northern r im, south Asia.  The cold war has two theatgqs that

are pref igured by the Second World War:  the At lant ic and Paci f ic

theatg,€s. Much of  the rest  of  the

world is organised in the same wdy, but less.  c lear ly so.  The
paci f ic  theatgd is also somewhat less crystal l ised than the

At l -ant ic theatr i€,  part ly because of  the asymmetry in the rol-es

played by the two super -powers,  part ly because dorqeptrg,  rssues

are more sar ient ,  part ly because or j .entar rogic 
^$' l*ror.  

.*nigudb.

i.ea,
@jc-o.



to*

Soviet  camp, but did not.  I f  i t  hac."  the

have mobi l ised aI I  surroundins countr ies

(2) The leading non-al igned country in the wor ld,  India,  I I IaY

serve as an example 
?J+. ln l f i "epposi te 

type of  pol icy.  The countrv

was div ided in Ig41 inLo^Moslem Pakist  ann ancl  rc l  ig iously highf V{tg/ 'au} i  aui

mixed India (al though with a c l"ear Hindu major i ty) .  Pakistan

ldas enrol led in the wesl-ern 
""*S*(t f ; ;  &?H $?€:"" .  

cE\ITo system)

together wi th Turkey and rran{ j  
" . {  

India 'could have jo ined the

United States wopld
?". \ 'e! \  _rgo r_r 'g,?.a9?fSf, f

epqession.! f  ,oJ democrecy against .part i /  diclotgr_shr-p, *-Jno*ever
C^{. hrfifta*r l ' i$4fr. ,A^qct' +ql-. .f r*a-vlOfi}1 ti {XSCgf.4frt4,'\a.!\:Vv4xrqoCEatle-.-t*t**rjrafrv*-rrarr'be.-*or.'&rle- mmDeEg* -rn*-sed6*ceun.ir*ie.s .

creat ing European and East Asian condi t ions also in South Asia.

As i t  stands now the relat ionships to the ASEAN countr ies have

strong mi l i tary connotat ions,  d i rect ly or indirectJ.y,  but  less

so than j -n the two major arenas. GJ-ory to Indi-a!

(3) Peacel-essness and mal-development go together,  hand in hand.

There is a two-track programne- everywhere! host i l i - ty and

mrl l tary mgbj l isat ion wi thout and within,  even with highty of  f  ensive q, f rvrrs
r ln tine h-a'' 'ts {ljg"rq;
' ; -+f f i *  " i f i i taef l5n- of  speci f  ic  aspects of  the model,s set  by the
l

super-powers in the name of "development".  But the mi l i tar isat ion

resul t ing f rom the f  r rst  
&Xru!" '9 i r* : I .1:  

programn'e puts i ts stamp

on t he 
t ' 

deve I opme n J' 
" 

t f o r t ; 'b". ;;K;'s"'cL n t r a I i s e d, bu r e auc r a t i c,

and i f  not  in al l  detai ls i -mitat ive,  at  least  not cr i t ical  of  the

protect ive super-power.  And th"=y:bBtterns of  "develop*"r , / ' ,

r r*- f f i *  g iVrng power and pr iv i - lege lo capi ta l is t  entrepreneur i .a l
1 

- l€ *-r-

el i tes and"Eocial ist  party el i tes,  increases the tensions further,

t ightening the al l iance between non-mi l i tary and mi l i tary el i tes,

wi th the c iv i l ians working for the mi l i tary ef for t  and the

mrlr tEIJ prgmlsing to protect  them against  the anger of  the PaPvi^ts*t  '

. f -r-n sbo.t
nO"p+fgt{dh--"-  'QrossIy def ormed societ ies in both camps, in

. , . -* ._,  I  J

t ioth-theatge's -  a heavy pr ice to be paid not only by th is 
I r

generat ion but by generat . i .gns to come. In Western Europe d*dg . l . r \c1Q"^
0ri,r.{-,tv*t't"'l.*f nt

takes the form'of  t 'he.  struggle against  the nuclear holocaust.

In Eastern Europe j" t  takes the form of the struggle against

rn capi taf f i l . 'East Asia i t  takes the f  orm of struggle against  r rpf  55ir^ra11iJ

mlsery,  struggle to survj .ve in the face of  f lagrant inequal i ty,

blatant exploi tat ion.  In socj-al ist  East Asia i t  takes the form

of struggle against  repression, against  the monotony and lack

of dynamismoftre social ist  system after the basic needs have

been satisfied. The basic question: where does all thls !g,aQ.us-?



4. On the future of  the Cold War

The basrc conclusions from the Figrre and the Table given

in the preceding sect ion are that  the structure is extremelv
strong, w,eJl  ,woven together,  and..  there is a general ised Corcl

ffftqi+ i'LtPLhiq
tJar .rn*t€r l -*b]"+€, j t rag- i tsel f  in two basic theat€€s of the worrd. They

are,  at  the same t lme , the points of  gravi- ty of  the wor ld

economlc system, another reason for the strong j -nter-connect ion

between the issues of  peace and war and the issues of  development

and mal--development.  By and large the actors are doing their
jobs,  issuing the appropr iate ideorogical-  s ignals,  fo l rowing the

organrsat i .onal  b luepr ints for  capi tat ist  and social- ist ,  devel-opment,

respect ively,  inside the countr j -es,  and for polar ised conf l ic t

behav;ofr  wi thout.

('o"di{r /
The srtuat ion is even worse: more of  the wor ld is J*v"e-trrcd- in

the sLructr t re.  The general  i -  sed CoId War also has a South American

theat€€f-  wi th such heavy components as the Rio de Janeiro t reaty

system, Cuba and Nicaragua, the t remendous ef foEt-g to t ra in the

South American mrlr tary al l  over the cont in"n9luna so on.

Afr ica is also part ly being enrol led,  in th is case perhaps more

due to SoViet  ef for ts,  assisted by Cuba (al though also for  special

Cuban reasons: a sense of  mrssionary zeal  and responsibi l i ty  bel-ng

the f  i rst  l>cruth Aner icancountry to go social ist  and for that  reason

making i t  more di- f f icul t  for  others to do soi  in addi t ion,  much

of the Cuban populat ion comes from Afr ica,  and part ly f rom the

South l 'Jestern coast) .  VJest Asia has been crystal l ised for a long

t ime by -  as is also the case for Afr ica -  two part icular ly mal ignant

tumors lef t  behind b 'z the col lapsing Br i t ish Empire:  South Afr ica

and Israe! contr ibut i .ng to the CoId War wi th their  own conf Lict
prrerai  ac r , i  t -. -*- t ing races and ethnic groups against  each other.

-*sgl'*e*;
at al l -? Are these

scr ipt  a l ready been

rol-es,  more or less

scrrpt?

can thrs structure/procAss be counteracted

actors wrr t ing the future scr ipt  t  ot  has the

wri t ten and they are merely playing their

wel l? In the lat ter  case, who wrote the



wi I  I  e lso be A. react io . to,  a l  l  t . \ is .  The points of  at tack are
qlf"3 o-3o.n l lor: ionr. ' i  S* )c"'uie :

,Jair*
( t  ) J11_*Ul.e,_.Vl-c_!-o.,{ iog.F. q_o_\l.A-!.r.}e5: thelr-gighteousness,

The way that scr ipt  has been interpreted in the present

paper is rel ,at ively global  and ref  atrvely fhol ist ic.  That has

the advantage of  making inter-connect ions across geographical

borders,  and also across drscr,pl ines ("peace studies" and "developrnen

studies")  more transparent.  But i t  has t .he disadvantage of

making everything hang afmost too wel l -  togethep with seaml-ess

vrebs so that the obvious concl-usion, a major wor ld nuclear war,

releasing aI I  thal  emot ional  and organisatronal  energy pi- I ing up

on both s ides, seems inescapable.

We certainly do not rvant that  conclusion even i f  i t  is

rat ional ,  d ictated by reasoni  and even i f dr i f t inq towards

such a war seems conf i rmed by newspaper headl ines pract ical ly

speaking every day. And yet,  noL only the fear of  that

war but a]so human reason leads to the obvrous concl-usion that

there wi I I  be counter- forces. Precisely because there is a

process of  such grandiose dimensj-ons in the wronS direct ion there

obviousr-'

by point ing to less than ideal ist ic mot ivat ions in connect ion wi th

the Second World t {ar ;  their  t raumas, l :y t ry ing to cure them

(not easy") ;  their  devefopment programmes,by point ing out al l  the

f  laws, pJ-ant ing seeds of  o.oubt;  their  conf l ic t ,  by making i t  rook

not only dangerous but also ludicrous

(2\  In the def"gate-d. .g.A.U-n_t[ ] ,9.g:  absolv$11 therLr of  rheir  humi l iar ionl

insist ing that the Second VJor ld Viar is long past;  t rVinl  io

cure them of their  t raumas (again,  not  so easy);  cr i t ic isr [hq
J

their  c l ient  behaviour in imitat ing super-power development

programmes! st imulat ing more autonomous forces; making the

conf l ic t  look not onry dangerous and r i  d iculous but their  own

behaviour in that  conf l ic t  an act  of  ut ter  submi-ssion and servi | - : - ty{

( 3 ) fus*go**llg- "-l*4S-glg-g-1-ga : crit ic r s\ them .as neithe r exc Iuding
..i

each other (  social  democracy )  nor spanning dne ideological  universe
!ntrl(  green wave ideologies )1 vr  t ry\ ' - to escape f  rom the l iberar t  sm/

marxtsm false dichotomy, f rom thq neqat iv ism of ant i -communism
"{t1and ant i - imper ia l ismi cr i t rc isb' ' the "enemy of  my fr iend is my

cncmy" and "  the encmy of  my ct lcmy is my fr icnd" logic by pornt Ing

to the ambigui t ies,  the complexi t ies of  the real  wor ld defying



such simpl ist ic conf l ic t  Iogi" ,  hu\  more inac; i -nat ive in
. .)

connect ion wi th development programmes -

(4) 1!- l -g- :1 l ru-c l* i l *e-93-5l-L1.*Lcls; ,  . l i r? ' t . ' r -yr l r i t r<1 l r ( )ss; ib l t .  io bt ' int-1

them cl-oser together,  i f  not  necessar i ly  in the form of

complete reuni f icat ioni  i l t ina wi l l ing to pay the e><it  pr ice
r i -

in terms of  decoupl ing f roni 'super-powers,  even to.  the point
dl6,cq

of neutraJ- i ty,  get t ing r id of  of fensive arms.. ;a$ei-{ 'e in for  defensive

mi l i tary preparedness - f tn.r"  rs-e+&y secur i ty to be gained
,4

f rom such arrangements1- Ndwi l l ingness to pay for the 
;x i t  

r i th_-, l l

nucl-ear prol i f  erat iont  (  a l though i t  may be said that  th is was,,  
;os.sr ! ! ,

the pr ice India also paid for  her remarkable stance ment ioned

above -  the glorY has sPots )  .

(5) As to the-."e"1_..} j9.!*c_g.,""S"yat-erng; the problem is probabl.y more

what k ind of  mi l i tary doctr i -ne they have, than their  existence.

Change that mi l i tary doctr ine f rom offensive to defensj-ve,  let

the al l ianges be exercj-ses in peace-making, not in preparat ion

f  or  war. [zr l
(  6 )  T he most f  a i thf  uI  coun.t-gies-;  that  they gradual ly disappear,

that  they recognise that the Second Ir lor ld l r lar  is  over,  that

v ictor ious and defeated countr ies,  both of  tn"rn\s imply give up this

idea. For the defeated countr ies:  th is means re-emergence in

ful l  autonomy without invoking the ghost of  the past,  meaning

mil i tar ism; for  both Germany and Japan. NrJi  io Q r ' i 'a '

(7&g!*l.*, i_!"!.-f l l- q9-un.t,L}.e5,a.pro.!.-gs-t qoynlIi-gsi that more of them

emerge, ds many as podble.  On the other hand, the quest i -on is

how to do this wi thout invoking not only the anger of  the super-

powers ( th is is automat ic)  but  their  fea+ to the point  that  they

str ike out,  not  only against  the protest  countr ies,  but  a lso

against  the other s ide wi th the hope that conf l ic t  wi thout might

br ing in i ts wake sol idar i ty,  loyal ty wi th in.  I t  should be

remembered that both super-powers have an image of  what a normal

cLrent country ise S no.*- I  country is wi l l ing to be sut iservient
nni-  an]rr  i tr r t . - l  L urr  ry r  t ' l terms of  fo l lovr ing super-power (mi l i tary)

conmand and imitat ing i ts prograrnme, but al-so to the po:-nt  of  being at

i ts Cisposal  as a " theatd. .p" for  nuclear holodaust in the name of

the struggleof Good against  Evi l .  This is the sol id basis on

which popuJar movements can bui1d, gradual ly eroding the t ie

between their  e l i tes and the super-powers -  a process which

probably has al-ready gone a. Iong ',,ray throughout tf,e syste*, 
,r,I}til*f$ry.,

in both-- t { reatgfsr  only that  the erosion process rs not letnvisrble
LzrJ

enouqn.



(B) 
f:Q"S:Sff]C.n_t*'Aegl. ' .- t_r*l ,q9.; that morc are produced, rhar they

al ign themselves as non-alrgned countr ies in order to become
morc vrsrblc,  rcAardlgss ef  l tow corrLraclrcLot-y suclr  for-rnulas nrclV

so.und. W'il\ fo'et'* 2eer{ru,.ri le,:dn^*r u,t.1 .I) ' 'r.,rgh *; fr.u,i t,r ' ! ir,cl .oti
r"  l r  n|  ' .  .  Lt  r .  . :  '4 '  . r - ; l  * / -  1.1 .E- ' r

- faj i (Cwr.d b'J H i*-sv* ' .  r ' r  tL r  h.c. i ; "r t  ry. '  ' iAe f)* f ,aa]r ' ,  {a. t* 'x{  r t : .

Rcading through this I isL i t  looks l - ike a relat iveJ-y

systemat lc catalogue of  the nightmares of  super powers and

cl ient  country el- i tes at  the sane t ine as the hopes of  the movements

working against  the Cold war structure/process^ and that

rmmediately raises the problem: is there one pornr on the

l ist ,  or  under lyrng this 1is!  that  is  more important than

al l  the others? An Archimedean point  on which the Cold war

system rnay be al_tered?

r doubt that  very much. r  th ink they are al1 important,

al though not necessar i ly  equarry important.  The advantage

of al f tor ist ic analysis is precisely that  i t  makes one see the

rnterconnect j -on between so many issues that are t reated in a
iIf.SW. 4{gt"r;5{ic.

more separate manner in a less--hxt}" idt" i .e- approach. And the

concrusion in terms of  act io i l  is  obvious: mi l l ions of  human

beings act ing 91. urr  ar , f ro ints at  the same t ime, pararre1," i1.1i i ihrrrn,r .
fashion, in both camps, in both theat€ds so that the total

energy becomes considerable even i f  the react io rooks very

modest . t  any s ingLe point ,  and at  any s ingre point  in t ime.

of  course, one might develop the theory that  i t  a l l  comes

f rom the super powers,  and that two popurar revol ts,  o i - te i -n both

countr j ,es.rand sirnul taneously, ,mrghb change them. This rrrd!  be the

case.B;-r t  the counter-arguments against  th is type of  reasoning

are rather heavy: the processes would have to be very s imultaneous

which is highly unl ikely,  ot  her\ ' ' i ,se one rrouLrt  r -ake advantage of

the weakening of  the other.  l t te system irught +-hen be cont inued

by other powers.  Consequent l l r ,  the case f  or  paral le1 act ' ionlever lmherf . ,

which means that the peace/development forces have to be at

least  as wef l  coordinated as the peacelessness/mal*development

forces.

However,  there

for excessive opt imi

ant i - - f r rocesses, anLi

in turn,  in terms of

1s no ground in what has just  been said

sm. Just  as the CoId War process engenders

-processes wi l f  a lso lead to their  react io,

ef for ts to sol- id i fy,  re inforce, the Cotd



War process. I<leological  consensus in al l iances may be threatened

ancl  that  may scrve as a st imulus for  thc sLlpcr-power t -o reinforce

their  command, v;hipping dissidents into l ine.  The career patterns

of countr ies f rom fai thful ,  v ia unfai thful  to independent,  may

be reverscd, . rnd nol  only due Lo supcr-power pressure buL f  or '

purely internal  reasons. The peace movement in one theat{d

may f ind sources of  inspirat ion ln the other theatgfs because

they are so structural ly s imi lar ;  th is structural-  s i -mi lar i ty

may then become a caugal  factor.  But that  a lso wor lcs for  the

peacefessness *o,r"rnunPF =.- ,u* issiveness in one theatre may Iead to

submissiveness in the other,  " there you see, i t  does not work,

we can just  as wef l  g ive in".  And one or both of  the leaders

or the leading countr ies may at  some point  come to the concfusion

that now is Lhe t ime to str ike,  to get r id of  a l ]  th is i r r i tat ing

subverslveness by launchlng the Big War.  .z ' ,  f  actor that  might make

for some caut ion in the peace movement:  do not act  tcoqui ,ckly,

do not dernand too much.

And yet the peace forces are there,  l ike bj- l l ions of  ants,

even termites,  gnawing at  somethrng that looks very impressl-ve,

very sol j -d.  So, maybe one day the tenants of  that  structure

wi l l  decide to vacate i t ,  move out before i t  a l l  crumbles,  fa l ls

on their  heads and ki l ]s them, creaLi-ng a structure/process for

peace and development instead. Things running the way they are

that day should come sooner rather than later



fv or FJLecture given at CIBUA, Benidorm, Spa.in" where'I benefitted greatly
frorn discussions with Sr:ng Jo Par\ ad Cheng-lieh S and Fwniko Nishirnr:ra,
in tl€ course on peace and war. I am also grateful for discussions of thb
paper iq.cogFction with presentations for the TApBI conference at Siuntio,
Finland;;Septenrber L984, at Chuo {Jniversity, Tokyo and t}re fujarat Vidyapit}r,
Amdavat Decernlcer 1984..* tlre Universit6 NouvelLe Ttansnationale, Paris,
Januarlz Lessaa( N lr,AF W* Servur\af, Univerr\ rl (Jqwai,, Plg 11t6,

1. ' Ihere is a pecul iar  symmetry in the wor ld.  There are two major

oceans def in ing the At l  ant ic and Paci f ic  theaters,  separated by the

Americas on bhe orre hand, and by an enormous land-mass Lhat can be

deescr ibed as t .he Soviet  Unic in ()n Lop, then Europe (west and EasL.)

and Asia (West, ,  SouLlr ,  Southeast and EasL),  anr i  aL t -he bottom Afr ica.

I ror  a number of  reasons the North became stronqer and more expansjonist

(c l imate,  missionary Chr ist iani ty wi th i ts secu] iar  of fspr, i -ngs in l iberal

rsntr 'conservat ism-capiLal  ism anci  marxism-social  i  sm) .  f jn Ly the United

States and Lhe Soviet  Union, t ;he two fuperpo\,rers,  border on both oceans

and can engage thc-:  two theaLers -  jn Lhat sense they are both global

powers albhorrgir  the IJS depioyrnent and networks in general  are more

far-reaching. Geo-pol i t ical  l -v the Amerjcas "belong to" the US and

Eur-Asia to Lhe Sovieb Union (and nobociy bothers much about nfr ic)

cer posi t ion contes; ted by the US br idgeheads in WesLern Elu 'ope and South-

east- /East Asia and bhe Soviet  br idqehead in Cuba (not,  to ment ion the

i ls fear of  mcOre hr idgeheads).  i luL t - .h is is a "qeo-pol ib j -cal"  v is ion

- a perspect ive that  can best be ident i f ied as some kjncl  of  g lohal

fascis in,  that  geo, the wor ld,  is  up for biddjnq ancl  belonqs to Lhe

stronger,  s ingly or jn concert .

2.  The Br i t ish i i is tor ian A J P Taylor puLs i t  as fo l lows: "As SLaI in

said later,  accurai .e ly summinq up t ,he record of  war,  'Great Br i ta in

provjded Lime; the Uni ted St-aces provided money and Soviet  Russia provi-

ded blood" '  t t t=""v" i "  E" 11= ,  Pengiuj-n,  London, L9'76, p.  298).

The f igure-* are of f ic ia i  Soviet  f igures,  guoted by SLephen Cohen in

severai  ar t ic les f  such as The Nat ion.  )avrucrr  q 76, 1?f l r  
0. ] '2JI
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4,v th For Eqtt
Tribunai .vercl ict  j -s more problemaf ic

f  ;  I t  is  har-d f ,o imagine a dissent

s()  l= i rndamerrr-al  as Lhat of  the tg$ia1, ju.{oe la l  ( ( ) r  per l rapq even of
T\t culpnib sha/ out da cfear- lu. 

--"
the Dutch Judge Rdl inq) in the t t i r rnbei-q case. 

nBul-  
then theie is certain-

ly also the problem o1'using Law reLroact ively,  ancl  of  the mor-al  status

of the v icLors -  the laLbei '  part i .cr-r lar l  y in a Far EasL contexb aga.Lnst

a backqround of  h iqhly v io lent I .JS, Br i t is t r ,  French {and Dutch ior  that

matter)  colonial ism For an e,-<cel lent  descr. ipt ion both of  the degree

of consensus and of  t l ie l j  Lt Ie Lhere was of  resistance rn Japan, see

Ienaga Saburo, The Paci f  i  c  \^ lar  L 931-1945, Pantheon Books, New yclrk,

1"9'18, part icular l  y chapter 10, "Dissent and Re si  stance" .

5-  How does one extr>lain th is/  I [ .  def les the explanatory power ot-  any

social  sciertce I  kno'nr of ' ,  at  ieast .  On t-he other hanc1, aiLhough the

Uniten Stat-es h; :d Lo wit l lc i raw they ief t  behjno. r : r .11el  ly ,  two t ime-bombs

w j  t l t  a devas[at ing impact on Vi  r : t  nam: an ecocidr--  r i l  th grenociCal  consequen-

( ies and mr LiLar izat ior i  of  Lne counLr.y .30,  W\O Wrn1.

6. See my,.r.t- icte ' tGoeh dqc(. Pro6zsg.^ i"r Spa^;5ln P[t l(r^' .  lMrE*-
t^co*f o'nozfi-r ot Oubnon^3', C\.tZ ;n {r i .  looV."

7 -  nndthe corresponding ;dea, f rc;q,-1sn5ly hel<i  by

that-  t .he people on l -he oi .her-  s lc le is Ooor i l  for  Lhey

of the enemy of '  my- f r ienci  I  T 'h i rs,  the governments

I,b.n,.i{'ona{
4. A basjc re. lson why the^l i . '  l r . j

than that of  the i t i i i rnberq , l r ibuna

countr ies seen f i rmly convinced that people in Fiasl-ern

with them raLher t . l ' rarn r^r: .  th their  own qovernments where

3. i .n Jul ly i945 there were ol- i rer

v ictor: 'y  of  Mao Zeciong's forces, as

more than four years away -  China

than Europe todny.

concL.rns in Chin.r j  af ter"  a l l  -uhe

we i<now in r-etrospect,  was I ict le

t-omorrow beinq considerably c loser

the el iLe,  wouid be

must be Lhe enemy

of l^ lestern European

Eur-ope agree

foreign a1-{ 'a i rs
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re concerned. i { r twer",er,  pub I  i  c ;  crpin i .ctn resea,rch may revea I  someth i  19

e Lse: the rz ier^d of  f  ureign af  i -a rrs are raLher i  n l  rne r , { iLh oi ' f  ic i  a l  p,r i  i .  -
r+

cres in generai  ter-ms;,  
^not.  

necessar i iy  on very speciL ic evenbs. see

Ornauer,  Sic i  nski  ,  i , . i iberrg,  Gal tune] eds. ,  Images oi  t l te World in t ,he

Vear 2000, Ylouton, The Hagrue, L976. col tc lusjon.

9- Thus. RimPac exercises invol  ved US, Ausbral ia,  | ' levr Zealai id -  in

other words ANZUS - an<l  Canada from Lg' lL,  and Japan was reqt iested t ,ct

part ic ipa[e by the Carter adminj  strat ion and dic i  so- "For Japan to

take part  in the exercise aiongside nat j ,ons wi th vrhich J; lpan had r) .o

seci : r i ty  t reaty was deemed bv manyto be i l legal"  -  as pointecl  out  by

' faki ta Ken j i ,  "The Emerging Geopol i t jcal  Si tuat ion and Changing Patte:rn

ot React ions to i t  in t i re Asia-Paci f ic  Region",  ]?axrer presented at  the

27Ltt  Annual  Meet i r tg of  the Internat ional  SL,udies Associat ion,  Anaheim,

iv larch ?,5-2,9 l9B6-

AMPO, incidental l ,y,-s 'ca4ds i -o i '  l t l ichihei  Arrzen Hoshi  Jolaku,
Jrgrn - US 5e euri f5 lt"*t'

10. That qives us a bobai  of  three analyt- i  cal  perspect ives:  the predeter i

minat ion of  the conf ig iurat , ion by the Second worlc i  war, '  internal  develop-

ment inside the al  l iancesT and the erct io-r 'eact iq:  system between t ,he

tvro al  I  i -ances -

I  t .  To i l lustrate th is the th ick broken l ines in I isure I  urr :u ld be

wit t r in t ,he c i . rc les, /counfr ies,  between el i tes and people and par l ; icular ly

in the per iphery rather than between count,r ies.  One could then imagine

aI l  k inds of  shades in-between intra-counlry and inter-cctuntry dr- i rn inatec

conf l  ic t -  f  ormat ions.

12- For
"No*v)4gf fr o*u i fr;']=",c1,1,"7 iilLT' fl'JA :,tr|;fr F:::,{X;ffi "f; ;f,:ii;.ln P a i q e'
);*. "t ifiil;rJ se'to*<cQ, unlwo,{4 V"r,

, (
u+
.'t
tre

ionai  shi f t  is  needed in both Koreas,
four is lands may be a part  of  a

ra
Ttr

-L

w

y own po

nd Lhat

M

a

he t- t ra l  a qer le

n the 1990s-

ld*+om

wou

co

nc
i t l

ar l

major economic deal  between Japan and the Sorziet-  union over Siber ia-
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i . j .  h-or an e*f t r rL to t iselL:hinese scnse r : f  c l ia lect tcs as an expl , t rn.r tor-y
A,- \

" C tn \ose- Sln..,^6 q\ "'l- [,e,,*,(rp
,o*" M Jrn.-)o P;;K Tv.Zt^l- t

14. On t l re ot t rer  hand, Lhe Western tendency to empl iasize the i : j  la lerai

nai- .ure of  Soviet  re lat ' - ior is t t  i lastern l luropean colrnt-r ies as opposc;d

to the mult . i  lat .erai isn of  Lhe I ' lest  may be.r  a carr 'y-over f rom Lhe Si ;a i  jn

per iod i t r  t l - re FlersL and Ll ' re hlest .  lv lor .e Lrr :obai : ty 'vJTO has; a moder-at ing

lnf luence on Lhe Soviet  Ltrr i .ot" l .

1 i r .  Tir is was t f ie "social  i  s i  wor l  d" when Hi t . ler  at .Larckecl  in June I  94 L :

t f  ier  Sovi<+t Unr ' . . ,n an<l  t i r l lp i  ra.  ' I 'etr  years later i t  was a good thirc l  of
)

humanrLy, f rom t-he l l lbe to t i te Japan/Ctr ina sea -  sr+i1-h hroth Eatst  and

l . iest .  r lxpectrnE thaL sor i j . i . r l ism woi l ld extend furLher,  in al  I  c l i rect ; i<;nsr.

St i l  i  i - .went.y '  yea,rs i -aL"er:  Lhe sr:c ia l is t  wor ' ld was in t l isarray wj  ELr

Lhe; Sor. ; iet  Union fai  I  inq Lo keep the f  lock t .oqether -  and t .hat  has beerr

t .hr : ,  s iLuabion ever s ince.

16. But was iL an i .ntervent lon or an ei forh to st .ave r l f f  an interr" ,ent ior t

i ry i r  nat jc nai ist .  Poi lstr  general? In Lt t ; t l - .  case' ,  wh;r t - .  js  t l le di f ference.,

i f  Lhe thre at  of  i r r i ; r :venl ; i r :n is so creci ib le that  a mi } i tary coup is

t , i re response?

17. l ' {o doubL Fr ime Pl in jste; :  i ,anqe, who is also minister in Lhe sense

of being a lay lv lebfrodjsc preaclrer,  w-Ll  I  sLi  nd in hisLor:y as t f ie f  i r l ;b

sLaLesmarr i  n one of  Lhe al l  i  ance syst-e;ms wi Lh sutf  ic  i  enL couraqe t ,o

r , 'haL J enge nr:c lear isrn.

iB.  Thi  s was t .he l<-rqic;  in whir :n

*,hat.  j<.r ined the al l iance at td the

- I  prrrsume -  or- ig jnal ly had t .hc

1y coni :est ; ing t i re rnernhrership.

Spain \ ,vas caugtr t  by the UCD gcrvernment

PSOLI qovernment under Gonzalez that

i r r tent ion c l f  leavinq or at  least  ser i  ous

I t -  Ac{ain,  Spain may be an example:  the mi l j ,Lary may have been;rble
t .o put- the prbbiSrnat j -que in te lms of  " less nuclear i  sf l ,  but  then member-

ship, 'versus "ncl  memllerstr- |1 ' r ,  l :gt  t .hen nuclear ism - r- rnder France i f  not

under bhel  i iS""  Gonzalez , ' ; teered Lhe, '  r 'eferendurn oi :  March 1986 towar"ds



V

the Iormer,

t

?'o -  Rumani41p nat i  onal  ly  in<lependen b. .  mi i  i ' t - ia type, def ense

for<;es are" of  course, see4by t ,he Soviet  Union as ; r  vote of  d istrust ; ,

as being a defensive capahi i l ty  to c leter Soviet  rather than " imperial ist"

or "revanc.:hist"  atback- i f  the t - ln i ted StaLes threatens not t -o l :uy butter

from a reca- l .c i t rant  New Zealand would i t ;  not  stand to reason bhat t .he

Soviet  Union miqht f r : rce Runania to pay an economic pr ice for  their

acts of  def iance, inspired, or igrrral , ly ,  by the Soviet .  int-ervent- . ion rn

Hungary?

2T- And Lhey wour.d,  of  corJrse. be very sensi t ive t .o the expressj-ons

of protest :  not .  scl  much cloubls about weapons of  nnass destruct ion s ' r rch

as nuc].ear sysLems, krut  pr :oposals to bui ld jndependent defense systems,

be that wiLh of fensive ar l r ; r  includinq inciependent nuclear forces {France,

i : lngl . rnd) or wi th defensive arnns now beinq contempiated by Lhe nuciear

t in j -  later:al ists bobh in SPD j-n Germany, the l ,abour Party in Flngiand

and to s$r i ro extenb by the PCI in l ta ly.

2 '2.  I  mean by "Sotr th Anter jca" ai l  countr ies to the souLh qrf  Nort l r

Amer j -ca,  start  j  nq wl  th lv lexico-

2'3.  F 'or '  ; rn ear l -1/  publ  ic : . r t ion in t -he f  ieLd of  re laLionship beLween in

provis ion cf  Lrainin<J and actv ice in the nr i - i  iLary sector and demand for

; r r 'ms see Geoffrey Kr+mp, Some l te laLionshi i :s B

1n Lat j -n Ameri  c:a an<l  I^ , 'eapons Acquis i t  j  on P.r l - .Lerns:  i959-1969, Cent.er

for  InLern;r t iona. l  Studies.  Pl IT,  Cambric lge,  lv lass, ,  l9 '70.  For a much

more anaiyt ica- l  e><pl-orai ion,  see FIalvern L,Llmst len,  ' I 'he Roig oi :  t i ie iv l i  I  j  Lary,

in the tJo ect ives fo i t  Peace ancl  Developrnent

n U.S. Mi l i tarv Traini

I lesearch. l ievenLh Nordic Peace Research conference, s i  ikebr* 'g,  L9,r6
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24. ' l 'h is i -s d b: i : ; ic  t .hclst-s of  rny boot< j j iere Are A1f.c:rnat, i . . res,  Sp,:ke:sm;ln,

NoCl- inqhani .  i ! )B, i  -  in Norr , ;g[an, -c\n]eL{ jsh,  Dutch, Germarn, I t .a i ian,  l ipanis}r

ernr l ,Japanese ediLions-

25. T'htrs,  som(jrbir . tes i l r le may wonder whettrer i \AT'O anci I^JTO irral ,  l ) ,  exi :st

or ai re ju: ;L r : r -eat l r : r rs in Lhe minds oi  some ski I fu l  pubi . jc  rc, ; lat i_ons

man;]qers.  l lhus.  <iur:s l '  j t  re, : l l  Ly : ; t .and Lo re.rson th;r l ,  Lhe ' , rL i tes 
jn these

counLrj .es wi. i  ;  fo l  lc;w t l - re, i  r  superpord€ri-s int ,c i  m:-I  iL i t ry . . idr, ,err t , r i res that

( : ; ln l lot  ut ta.mbigttously be sc)en as caused by i tn unpt: 'o. ,roked aLt.ack fronr

bhe other s lde? And is j - i - .  ever i  ikely-  t i iat-  ant '  s; i t -uert- , iorr  wi I1 bel  t . i iat

un:rmbiguous?

)6. I  th I  nk Ltr is tL 'Trrr i  r^/aS f  i rst  rrsei  i :y i l ' re j  i iLc Sr-rq,: l t - .a_ i jasgupLa I  t l

hrr  s papor at .  t tLe Sec*;- ld 1i 'RA Conf c--r 'er ice,  ' f  a l  i  berq,  i - iwedelr .  iu i le 19t;7 .

l -c<rebhel '  wi l , . i t  the i - r : r 'nt  ma. i r ievel ,opmenL -  l - .c l  arLr cul  ar ."e-:  t l - re I ,o in l .  t l raL

; . reacelessness ts soirne i ' . . tnr l  of  peace. iL is I lot  r . iar ' ,o f inci  f t ; , . r iCievel ,orrmeni, .

is  ; r lso s{)m* i - i .  j  nci  o1 dt :V€ic l l rment,  i  t ,  is  nr . ; t .  sLaius { i i . l :o.


