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The Reversion of Okinawa was really a
nule.tone In lhe I  S.-Japan relatronshrp. as r l
enabled the two coutries lo move ftom one
relationship to another. The U.S.,Japan Security
Treary. the basic instrument of rhe pannershrp.
was signed in 1951, and was rcvised in 1980, bur
it was siill on a iiagile basis in the middle of lhe
lq60s Ir had a fundarnenral wealness rn rhe lacr
that it was an alliance betwe€n the victor and thc
vanquished. Though the alliance was mutually
beneficial objectively, not a few Japanese were
unhappy with it. Huge demonstrations in 1960,
when rhe rreary was rer i(ed in a iorm more
f a r o r a b l e  r o  J a p a n .  w e r e  r h e  m o s r  e l o q u e n r
expression of such a feeling.

The causes of the opposiiion ro the Treary
we.e many and diverse. and should not be
simplified, but the nain reason of the strength of
$e opposilron can be lourld rn the slogao. Idi-
bei jyuzoku" (Japan is in a subordinate position
relat i !e lo rhe U.S ,  whether this qa\ t rue or nol
\ as debatable. atul many Americans. especial,r
diplomats and foreign policy-makers. tried hard
lo erare thrs memor). Bur lhe facl wa lhar rLar.j
felr  so and Olrnawa rymhol iTed rhe unequal
aspects of the relat ionship between the two

The abole ddnger was recoeni/ed b) rome.
the mosr pronunenr among whom was Proresso'
Reischauer. who wrote an article for Fdrs;g,
Arfur l ,  in 1060. and \a. appornred ro be rhe
Ambac,rdor r. Iapm He pornted our rhe grp 'n
percepl iun bet$een Japane.e and Ame (anr.
Afrer he came to Japan, Ambassador Reischauer

made strenuoos efforts lo have dialogues by
visiting rnany places in Japan to talk and began
to worl for the reversion of Okinawa earlier than
any Japanese. Caretul handling of the malter by
Pnme Minr.ter Saro and goodjudgmenr by U.S.
policy rnalers abour milirary strareg' made rhc
reversion possible. The general election in the
end of 1960 after the agreement to return
Okinawa wilhin lwo to three yea$ resulted in a
land-slide victory for the goveming pany and
1970 did not repeat I960. though many had beer
ali.aid of this occurring.

Ir was a remailable achrelemenr in view of
the Vietnarn War, which made the United States
unpopular among rhe Japane"e and made l i fc
di f f icul t  for Japanese pol icy-makers. The
preqriSe of lhe Unrted States had ne!er been
r a r n i s h e d  s o  m u c h  T h e  q a r  m a d e  l h e  U  S
govemment unpopular among the Ameircans
The govemment of the two countries had to act
ftom weak positions at home. Therefore il was
praisesonhy rhar the rwo goremmenb lool bold
action Prime Minisrer Sato decided to work for
I h e  r e \ e r ' i o n  o l  O k i n a w a  l i  t b e  U . S .
go!emmenr hal iailed ro 'espond lavorabl). $e
Sato govemment would have had to resign in a
dishonorable way, and the United States would
ha\e become so unpopular among the Japanesi
rhat lhe U S -Japan al l iance mrghl have been
i e o p a r d i / e d  T h e  I e " s o n  i s  r h a r  o n e  m u s r
sometimes Iale a bold Inrtrdr ive. especral ly In
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and, if not taken care oi may have damaged ihe
U.S.-Japan relar ionship. The reversion of
Okinawa removed rhe thorn and generated
goodwill. without which U.S.-Japan relarions
might not have endured rhe storm iater. In l97t
rh€ Japanese had ro experience two shocks: the
dol lar war made inconve ible in JL' l )  dnd jn
August the Sino-U.S. rapp.ochement was
achieved with the announcement of rhe comitrg
visi t  of  President Nixon to Bei j ing. The rwo
shocks were preceded by trade conflict: rhe
Nixon administrat ion asked rhe Japanese
govemment to votuntarily restrict ih export of
artificial fiber to the U.S. Compromise was slow

All these developments were inevitable, as
the U.S. ceased to be as sroog as it had been. In
the middle of ihe 1960s some people ialked
about one and a half polar world. instead of a
bipolar world. Bul the Vieham War changed the
srtuat ion drama.ical ly.  The leadership was
weakened at home. the presrige of rhe U.S. was
tamiihed abroad and irs econom) was weal,ened
a5 society losr irs formef srability. The relaiive
posit ion of rhe U.S. economy was bound to
d€cline as it had been roo high in the 1950s. bur
the Vietnam Wat quickened ihe proces..
Therefore the United Srates had to reduce ils
commitments and to act more vigorously to
serve rts particular inrerests. The wortd beranE
more multi-polar-

Adaptation 1o new realily is always djmcutt
and conflicts of interesr and views rend lo appear
in the Eansilion. For example, rhe normalizarion
of the relaiionship between Washington and
Beijiog could have caused bitter fe€lings among
the Japanese, for they had been wi l l ing to
normalize Japanese relations with China, and
had b€€n prevented fiom doing so by rhe U.S. In
fact, it had been a nightmare among rhe Japanese
foreign policy establishment rhal the U.S. shou,o
establi,h drplonuric relarions sirh Cluna berore
Japan did. Their nightmare virrually became
reality. bur the resentmenr was not widespread.
Prime Minister Sato should be given credit for
his clemeanor $hen he $as rnrormed of the U S
China rapprochemeni over Japanese heads. Also
the rapprochement itself was a necessary and
i n e v i t a h l e  d r p l o m a  c  a c t .  B u r  w r r h o u t  t h e

poodsill generaled by rhe rete^ron of Okrnawd,
Saro mighr have acred differenrty, or his position
m i t s h r  h a \ e  b e e n  u n t e n d b l e  a l  h o m e  t r  w a s
f^nunare lhal Japan and the I nrred Srate, could
enter lhe rurbulenr $aters or the lg?0s dfier trK
Okinawa problem had been solved.

Since then we have come a very long way.
Japan wrs ahle loJoin rhe Inlernational enofls ro
overcome ihe oil shocks and stagflation. China
$as peaceful ly brought inro rhe inrernarional
c o m m u n i t y .  J a p a n  a n d  t h e  U n  e d  S t a l e r
cooperared to cope wirh rhe increased threar
from the Soviel Union after rhe Sovier invasion
of Afghanistan. The two counlries have €om€
lhr.ugh a di f f iculr  adiusrmenl proce'q as lhe
bala.nce ofeLonomic power chanSed. In $e cutf
War, the two counEies cooperared.

In all Lhe\e diere qere d,lterences ot vie$s
and lnlerests. and cooperation was far from
.ausfddo^ Some sere trusLrared rnd unhapp,.
3nd became cn0cal sirh rhe others. Bul rhis is
o n l y  n d t u r a l  b e r w e e n  n a t i o n s .  W h a l  r s
r e m a r k a b l e  r s  t h a t  l h e  U . S . - J a p a n  a l l r a D c e
$ealhered all these shrmr and is now consder@
to be the most imponant bilateral retation in the

Y e l  w e  m u \ r  l e a r n  f r o r n  l r i c I | o n s  a n o
conf l icts.  as they d€monstrate di f f icul t ies
Inlolled In Eansitron liom one t!?e of retarion
to an^ther Though the alhance wa rrandonneo
into an alliance ofequals. old habils persisGd.

It mar be peninenr here to huch upon rhe
t jresome process in which the derai ls of rhe
reversion were worked our in rhe two countries.
In Japan the governmenl was surpr ised to
experience considerable di f f iculr ies in rhc
rdr i f ical ion ol  rhe agreement In lhe Diet.  Ihe
opposition aiiacked rhe govemment for pledging
'uppon to the U.S. mrhlar) lorce' In case ot d
war on the Korean Peninsula. It was necessary
and iu 'r '6ed rhar rhe go\ernmenl rhoutd give
such a pledge, because the U.S. milibry facitities
in Okinawa were no longer given a spe€ial
status. Before the reversion U.S. military forces
were equipped with nuclear weapons, and were
nor ohlrged to conqull pnor to major chanSes In
d e p l o l m e n l .  b u t  d l t e r  t h e  r e v e r s i o n  r h e  t  . S .
military lost such prerogarives. As it was unwise
ro &ploy racrcall) nuclear weapons on or neat
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the froni  l ine, denucleaf izat ion caused no
problem. Bur pene'al  u.e of rhe bd,ec rn Japan
s3: a diiferenl mallcr One tmpon]nt lunclion ol
lhem qa. lo.upporr Ll  S mi lr lary aclron. In
Asia, on the Korean Peninsula in pari icular.
Therefore rhe U.S. qas jusr'fied lo demand lhal
Japan would cooperate willingly in the case of a
war on rhe Korean Penrn'ula. and Saru ua. right
lo respond positively. Ii was a necessary act of
.ooperarion berween rhe U S and Japan. But rhe
Japanese go\ernmenr drd nor male 15 differenl
stance clear. A good opportunity to have serious
aod open discussions on securi ty pol icy was

The process qas drsrurbeJ b) rhe trade
i s s u e \ .  i . e .  U . S  d e m a n d  o f  \ o l u n r d r y  e x p o r l
.estr ict ions of art i6cial  f iber.  l t  was
understandable from the U.S. domesrrc
perspedi!e rhat the Ni\on adnunrsrmtion shoutJ
so demand. Bui it was dubious whelher it was
the right poli€y. lt was true that some of rhe
industries concerned were having hard times.
BUI srao\lics rhowed Lhar the Japanese erpons
were still snall and were not an jmporlant cause
of rhe hardshrp of rhe U S rndusrf le\ .  Iheir
posirion could have been improved by elfon, ro
modemize and increase competitiveness. VER
can sometimes give breathing space in which
one can modemize. Bur in more cases rhan nol it
becomes a hindrance ds rt maler one laz). lr r.
nece\sa4 ro point oul his small rainr rn $e grand
act of lhe reversion of Okinaw4 since VER was
repealedly ured in lhe la70s ro the delrimenr ol
true U.S. economic interests.  The s(rong
,omeinles forger rhe ne€d for refonns ar hom. .

III

Old habits die slowly in any case. But rn
U.S.-Japan relations, the narure of rhe alliance
r e i n f o r c e d  r h e  o l d  h a b i t s .  F o r  w h i l e  i r  i ,
beneficial to both, the U.S.-Japan alliance is of
the most imbalanced kind. To put i t  more
\ o t r e c r l y .  i l  i \  b e n e h L r a l  b e L a u s e  r l  i (
i m b a l a n c e d  T h e  c l e a r e s r  i m b a l a n c e  l r e ,  r n
military and security policies.

Under the U.S.-Japan Securi ty Treaty,
Japan has enjoyed security at nominal cost. The

U.S .Jpab'lit) of nucleai dererrence constrluled
lhe ba-sis of the Japanese natronal secuity policy,
and lhe presence of the powerful American navy
in the Western Pacific served as an effective
c o u n r e r f o r . e  a g a i n s r  r h e  S o \ i e r  U n i . n  T h e
military capabjlities of the United Stales alone
assured Japan's nat ional securi ty,  and their
eftectiveness remained unchallenged until the
beginning of the 1970s. This was lhe major
reason why Japan could keep i ts defense
speoding low. During the 1950s. when Japan's
gross national product was still small. military
spending occasionally exceeded 2% of the GNP.
b u l  l a r e r  i r  d e c r e a \ e d  g r a d u a l l y .  a n d  h a s
remaioed below or around lE since the mid-
1960s.

On rhe other hand. the U S spent about
l0% of its GNP for military purposes uniil the
lare la60s. Mililary spending ooce declined ro d
l i t t le below 69. in lhe mid-19?0s, but again
increaed ro o\er 7" due to Presidenl Reagan s
military expansion policy. U.S. military spending
has been abour 5-9% higher than $at of Japan in
perlenrage of GNP Ir  must be pornred our.
however.  that the above imbalance is both
natural and beneficial. It is naaural given the
geopoliti€al location of the Japanese archipelago.
The Japan archipelago is located at ihe edge of
the Western Pa€ific and occupies a stategic
p o i n t .  b l o c l r n g  e n r r y  f r o m  t u r a s r a  r n r o  r h e
Pacific basin. U.S. confol over the Pacific has
been mlcle armosr perrecl JUsr because |ne u.!
which ha( rhe world s strongesl navy. has an
alliance sith Japan. which is 'n a geopolitically
advanbgeous posirion. Whether olher counlries
a r o u n d  I h e  $ o r l d  l r l e d  ' l  o r  n o r ,  t h i s  f a c l
constituGd the basic framework of ihe world's
political structure after the war. One must also
remember rhar rhis facr made i t  po(( ible for
Japan to maintain a limited defense capacity

Thus, the U.S.-Japan Securi ty Treaty
brought benefils to Japan. Simultaneously, it was
also benel ic ial  for the U.S. as i t  al lowed
Americans io procure coop€ralion fiom Japan, a
country iocaled in a geopolitically advantageous
positron. In a word, the Treaty offered colnnon
interest to both countries. In oiher words, a
hea!y defenre capacrty of Iapan is superfluous.
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Mil i tary capabi i i ly which is superf luous can
ol len cauqe concem. and jn rhe case of lapd,.
even natural and necessary detence capaciry can
make fte other Asian countries uneasy because
of lhe memory ol lhe Pacrnc WaJ Theretore, $e
U S.-Japan ailiance connibure\ lo rbe pea( e and
rlabrliry of rhe A\ia-Pacific retsion as  

 

has tepr
Japan s military power at a limit€d levet. Ir has
nade the Japanese safe ard secure and hence rhe
Asians safe. The so-called "capping' theory is an
unlof luoarely vulgar de.Lr ipt ion ot rhe abo\.
i n p o r t a D t  t u n c r i o n s .  l n  r i e $  o l  a l l  r h r . ,  i r  i s
easily predictable that any change that may occur
in the U.S.-Japanese relat ion would cause a
d'a.t ic chanpe in lhe pol i t ical  and econom'c
shcture of ihe world.

Unfonunately, the first imbalance has been
noi an unrmportant reason of the second
imbalance, namely ihe trade imbalance. The
trade imbalance is caused by several faclors. the
most imponant one being Americans propensiiy
to speod excessively. Bur milirary €xpendirures
is one important way of spending. The great gap
in military spending may have had negligible
mpact when the U.S. boasted of overwhelming
national power. which has ceased ro be lhe case
since lhe beginning ofthe 1970s.

T h i s  l a r g e  m i l i r a r y  s p e n d i n g  h a .  p u r  d
b u r d e n  . n  r h e  L S  T h e  U . S  i n d u s l n a l
)nvestment has been about 10% lower ihan in
Japan. This is because Americans are more
orienred loward consumpfion lhan rhe Japaneir.
and also because the U.S. is compelled to spend
a lot  for mi l i tary expendirure. The cosi of
maintaining a rnassive military capability is nor
limiled ro rhe economic.phere There is a gredl
requirement for human resources. as evidenced
by the fact thal  nea. ly 40% of American
university graduales iiom the faculties of science
and engineering become employed by the war
industry. On the other hand. in Japan. where the
ral io of universi ty students special iz ing in
science and engineering is high and the number
of such graduates almost equals rhat of lhe U.S
such outllux" is rare. By this comparison, one
can easily understand the weighr of this burden
on lhe U.S. In other words. Japan is allowed ro
m d k e  h e a \ i ( '  i n \ e . t m e n t s  r n  p l a n r  a n d
equipmeot and utilize humm resources in privare

rndustries. jusr because it is noi required to bear
r h e  h e a \ )  m r l r t a r y  b u r d e n .  H e r e  a g a r n .  r r  i s
possible to argue that the lrade imbalance made a
nor unrmpo anl conrr ibut ion ro lhe peace and
stability of the world. The most imporlant case
was the Japanese financing in rhe first half of the
I080s. when the tenc'on berwern the Commurusr
camp and lhe ftee world was heighrened.

Japan supporied rhe dollar sysrem. As is
$el l  known. the I  nireJ Srares, af f l icted si th i r :
o $ n  f i < c a l  d e l i c i l  a n d  t h e  d e r e r i o r a r e d
irternational balance of payments. has been
operating iis economy with borrowings from
abroad. A large propoaion of these borrowings
comes fiom Japan. lf there had not been for the
i n f l u \  o f  f u n d .  t r o m  J a p a n .  r h e  R e a g a n
adrmni(Ealion could nor hare adopted rhe polic)
lo mainrarn a mi lr tar)  baidce with rhe So! ier
Union. or even predominance over the Soviets,
whi le derelopinp irr  oqn domeslL economy
Here, one musl be reminded that Japan sends
about 40% of its expons to rhe Unired States,
and lhat, based on this trade wirh rhe U.S., Japan
has beeo able ro con(inue rr .
l5owth. Alihough these .elations have somewhat
unhealthy elements and seem unsustainable in
the long run. rhe relar ion bet$een the United
States, having the largest economy in the world,
and Japan. shrch i \  no\r  the $odd i  largesr
creditor nation. will become a major factor
determining the liture of the doltar sysrem,

The above lwo imbalances can be faced and
d i . c u s s e d  q i r h o u r  r a i s i n g  e m o | | o n ,  r o  a  h ' g h
l e v e l  B u l  r h e  l h r r d  r m b a l a n c e ,  L e .  r h a r  o l
slructure and basic working pr inciples
complicare. the , i ruar ion The l i r . l  rs thar thr
U . S  i .  f u n d a m e n r a l l y  a n  o p e n  ( . c i e l ) .  q h i l e
Japan is basically a closed one Wirh respecr 1()
t h c  I r d J e  . y s t e m  i n  r h e  n a r r o $
people may assen that the American syslem is
not ertremely open in compari\on wrth lhose of
orher (ounrie.  I f  VfR is raken !nr.  acrounr,  lh(
tJ.S. is more proleciive lhan Japan, which is very
^pen J. far as tant l .  are concemed. l l  t .  l rue
huse\er. rhar American socieD ha5 unpdJalleled
openness. This is panicularly rrue of American
universi t ics One md) al .o nore rhe e\ i \ tence ol
l o b b ! r , ' s  q h o  p u b l i c l y  d c r  l o '  t h e  i n r e r e { l  o l
lsrael or Japan in American politics. These seem
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ne\er to happen in Japan or France. or in anr
other Westero European counaries. An open
society which permits the free aclivity of f'eople
has a gear imponance for naders, on the other
hand, Japan is a difficulr country to approach and
under.rand. reCardler\  ol  the inrenrion o, rh\
Japanese ll one rhinl, ot rhe lanSuage barrie'.
ooe can understand it. Japanese is a slrange
l a n g u a g e .  a l b e i r  a  $ e l l  d e ! e l o p e d  o n e .  d n d
rherelore rs dir fcul l  ro learo And rt  rs verJ
d i f f i c u l r  t o  u n d e r s t a n d  a n )  I o r e i g n  c o u n t r j
qilhour leaming rrs language. In a word. de U.S.
is a unilersal country dnd Japan pafliculans .
Perhaps the difference is due ro the facr rhat rh€
U.S. is a muliiracial and heterogeneous sociery,
trhi le Iapan do€q nol ha!e rmportanr mrnori tJ
races and in thrs sense is a homogeneous rocrery.

The above brings up anorher imbalance. i e
tbe srucrure and power of the go\emmenls The
U.S. govemment has power where the Japanese
golemment doeq nor.  and \ ice rer\a. Tbe U:
president is infinitely slronger in foreign and
securiry polic) thd fie Japane€ pnme mini$er
But the Japanele eovernment rs srronger In rJ)e
m a n a g e m e n r  o l  i t s  e c o n o m )  r h a n  l h e  U  S .
administradon The.a(e in pornt war rhe Gu| l
\ 4 a r .  w h i l e  P r e s r d e n r  B u , h  r o o k  a  b o l d  a n d
deci5r!e leadersh'p role. Pr ime Mini ,rer Ka' t .
remained timid. But the Japanese govemment
did rarse tale\ ro make a finncial conniburior.,
which the U.S. adminisrralion could not afford ru

O n e  c d n  f i n d  t h e  c d u r e  i n  d r  e r e n r
constitutional arangemenN, for one. But the
basrc qorL'nts pr inciple( roored in hi \r^ ' rcal
exp€nence are as imporranr. In rhe Unrred Slare.
individual iniriative is appreciated. while in
Iapan consensus dnd fiaditron r\ re(pe.ed. tdo
not agiee with the argument thar Japan is an
al ien country.  The United Sraies i tsetf  was
considered to be such by rnany Europeans less
than a century dgo. Bul se mu{t rdkly adrrul
the differences. And it is noi a bad thing, for
h e t e r o g e n e i r )  I n  l h e  \ r o r l d  c r e a t e r  n e s
p o " i b r l r l | e .  A n d  ) e t .  , u c h  d r r t e r e n ( e .  a r e
perplexing and initaling.

IV

On€ ol rhe tundamental questions lor the
world ro consider is whelher lapan and lhe
U n i r e d  S r d r e <  c a n  m a i n t a i n  i m b a l a n c e d  b u r
b€neficial relations in lhe different sening of tbe
post-Cold wd sorld Hrsror) i5 lull ot unhapp)
col l isrons. Bul lheoredcal ly there rs no reason
why lhe two countries cannot rnaintain friendly
relation( There are nany faclo's. favorable and

Fr.r of ail. human psychology is iratronal
bul strong. And imbalanced reiations €an be
tormented by psychological problens, however
benef ic ial  rhe) are Man) qmencaos seem to
think ihat Japan has gained unreasonable profit
f rom the U.S.-Japan relat ion, part icular ly
because rherc is an established facr ihat Japan
has achieved its remarkable economic success
primarily by depending on the United States in
double ways. lt is undersrandable, but it is not a
constructive judgment. Indeed it is an error offen
commilted by the Number One narion, which
tends to take for granted rhat other countries will
accepr erer) demand it rnake". and to feel thar tl
can maintain it(, .upreme po\i!ion wirhout effon.

The f i rst  American atr i tude can be
e x e m p l ' l i e d  b y  s e \ e r a l  U  S .  a c t i o n s .  F o r
erdmple. i r  demanded rhal Japan and Wesl
Germany lower their interesr raGs without the
U S nu]|ing a notceable eifon ro rcduce,ls own
huJget dehcrr. ci\en fie detefloraled balailce ol
ir. inlemalional palmenri. it is onl) naturai thar
ihe Ljnited Slates ne€d an inffux of funds ftom
dbr.ad and. lor d1i( puryo.e. the intererl rales of
foreign countries must be lower rhan (hat of rhe
I:  S. l  i r  :el f i (h.  howe\er,  tor rhe I  nired Slates
ro demdnLi fa\ors of forergn cnunrr ies. wrrhoul
matinS an effort to eliminale the fundamental
cause of the lrade deficit.

The second is the psychology of Arn€ricans
in general to believe thai the U.S. economy can
be revilalized withoul increasing consumprion
and savrngs. If any country is to acquire new
indurtr ial  capahrl i l ier.  Inveslmenr In plants and
equipmenl is essential. which in turn requires
investment funds from some sorr of savings.
Ameriran. do nor \eem ro Iully understdnd rhis
\jmple arirhmerl. prohabl) be(au.e the] do nor
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fe€l the urgent need to tighten their belts and
double their efforls 1o tide over the existing
difficulties. The same mistake can be found in
their attitude of criticizing the closed nature of
rhe maJlers and untair commercrdl prac[ce. of
their trading partners, forgetting their lazin€ss ro
lry to expo(. Yel, this American attitude does
nor ref lect perfecr conf idenLe. paf l l '  becau,(
'he) are afra'd fial rhe) mr) be losrnr rhe ba l..
Americans are ambivalent and are nol satisfied.

The Japanese are also ambivalent
Generally speaking. they iend 1o underesdmate
t h e  r e a l  . t r e n g t h  o f  r h e  r o p  c o u n r r y  R a p r d
d e \ e l o p m e n l  a n d . u c c e s .  b f l n g s  e u p h o  r i d .
Furthermore, they tend to underestimate the
imporlance of lhe function of the Number One
c o u n t r y  a \  $ e l l  a s  r h e  d r 1 6 c u l t i e s  a n d  c o . r
involved. The best example €ould b€ found in
the reaction of a considerable number of the
Japanese ro lhe Culf war The Japane.e musr ar
least recognize that Japan is a beneficiary of the
inrernalional order, which the United States
mainlains through their efforts. The Japanese
should also recognize the cost of these Arnerican

Unforlunalely. lhe Iapanese do nor acr thal
q a !  \ e \ e r r b e l e s . .  r h e  J a p a n e s e  a r e  n o r
confidenr as they are aware ot fierr oqo liagrlit).
which is covered by the United Stat€s. Therefore
the Japanese are both resentful of and graretul to
lhe Ameri \ans In rhe pa\r.  lhe lhreal ol  lhe
Soviet Union served as d glue ro male lhe t$o
c o o p e r a r e  a n d  o \ e t c o m e  r h e  p r y c h o l o g i c L .
difficulties. Bul the Soviet threar has vanished

Moreover, there emerged a mistaken idea
that the coming world is that of geo-economics
in which economic misht will be decisive, and
that Japan and the United States are rivals in this
newly emerging f ie ld.  But the idea is
theoretically mistaken and it will not catch the
minds of many. Economic relations are basically
non ad\ersarial. Both can gain from rl. and can
l o ' e .  o n \ e  r h e )  d r e  o t e r l y  c o n ( \  i o u (  o f  i r <

Moreover, the Americans are becoming
more \eriou. aboul lherr econom). as rhe Cold
war rs over.  The) have begun ro realr le rhat

revitalization is long overdue, for which self-

AIso, there is some possibi l i ty of
cnnvereence Huee mrhrary expenditures have
begrn to decrease and will turther decrease. The
burden on rhe U S may cedse to b€ rntolerably
larger than that on Japan. Surely the U.S. must
perlom rhc enual 'o le in providing the $orld
wiih peace and slabiliry, while the Japanese role
wi l l  remain thai  of  a supporter.  But such a
supportive role will be more imponant and will
be easier for Japan to perform. For, wilh the
disappearance of the Soviet threat, U.S. action
wi l l  become l€ss adversarial .  and more l ike
police action. Moreover such acts will be done
under the m$dates grven b) the United Nalions
and,/or according ro a consensu. of inFrnational
society. There is no reason why Japan cannot

J o ' n  I n  p e d c e - k e e p i n g  o p e r a r o n .  T h o u g h
Japan s record in the Gulf War was far from
'dri.lacrory. rhe tnal came roo abrup ' for lhe
Japanese. Atso. Japanese pol i t ics is slow-
movrnp. rnd Ihe srmulus gr!en b) the Gulf  War
hd'  had negl igible impacr on lhe Japanese. I l  rs
r r u e  r h a r  r m b a l a n . e , n  r h e  s e c u r i t )  r o l e  c a n
decrease to a tolerable degree.

In the realm of intemational economy, the
Japanese are now con(crour of $e fact $ar they
cannor mainrain rherr prosperity unlesr the $orld
ar large is prosperou(.  Indeed rhe success ol
Japan in irs economy is nol very special. One
imponant reason has been that Japan has been
able to continue the policies of the small and
weak after its economy became powerful. In
orher sord,.'securir) renr" has been cheap until
recen y. But, such is no longerpossible.

I f  the U.S. economy becomes more
commercial ly-or iented and the Japanese
govemmenl more responsrble rn the managemenl
of the world,  i ts imbalance wi l l  become an
,ccelrahle  ̂ne to borh. Perhap. pat ience and
bold inrr iarr !e are required pat ience. because
necessary changes cannot take place soon and
take t ime: bold ini t iat ive, because only by
cooperdrion for common good is mutual 'e(pecl
and conhdence bom, as sa'  lhe ca$ si th rhe
reversion of Okinawa.


