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1. U.S. Alliances — Hub and Spokes

= U.S.-Japan Alliance
=U.S.-Korea Alliance
= U.S.-Philippines Mutual Defense Treaty
(Visiting Forces Agreement: VFA from 1999)
>> U.S. alliances were formed to counter the Soviet/communist threats during the Cold War.
>> After the Cold War, the alliances were redefined as an instrument to ensure regional
stability,
>>The United States seeks to deter emergence of aggressive power (hegemon) in Eurasia.
>> Promotion of free market economy and liberal democratic values

(2) ARF — The ASEAN Way

>> Consensus rule

>> Non-intervention in internal affairs

>> Emphasis on norms and principles

>> Three stage process
Stage I: Promotion of Confidence-Building Measures
Stage II: Development of Preventive Diplomacy Mechanisms
Stage III; Development of Conflict-Resolution Mechanisms

>>> Security order based on U.S. hegemony and liberal values
vs. Chinese security order: Multi polar with China as one of the big powers
vs. ASEAN security order with emphasis on norms and principles (and little power)

(3) Search and Rescue Exercises i _t 48 22 S 51 i

Western Pacific Submarine Rescue Exercises (Pacific Reach) 78 -AcSE3 i 7k A il sk
Singapore, Japan, South Korea, USA,

(4) Natural Disaster Relief

= International Strategy for Disaster Reduction

= World Conference on Disaster Reduction (2005 @ Kobe, Japan)
= Asian Disaster Reduction Center,

(5) Informal Network
= CSCAP (Council for Security Cooperation in Asia Pacific): 2nd Track Meetings
Australia, Cambodia, Canada, European CSCAP, India, Indonesia, Japan, Malaysia
Mongolia, New Zealand, North Korea, Papua New Guinea, China, Philippines, Russia
Singapore, Thailand, USA, Vietnam, and Pacific Islands Forum (Observer),
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TVPT7REEOLE2FEEHMS  Security Framework in Asia-Pacific

ARF (25 +EU)
e e T T Ty ppp—— EAS (East Asian Summit) ---4
: ASEAN PMC (Post Ministerial Conference) :
I 1
1
| ASEAN +3 i
1 1
i _ I ASEAN 10 Chinas _ :
: Brunei Malaysia ndonesia o . |
: Thailand  Singapore**  Vietnam L :
' Philippi . o I i
: Cambodia Myanmar rippIes S RO a'-. I
| |
I ]
I I
I 1
I 1
I i
I 1
1 1
1

PNG Mongolia Pakistan  East Timor Bangladesh ~ DPRK* -7

<

B1. 737 RKEFEOESRERAH
(8L : ABEE DR —A_—T L | EEETF (HIRELRE) [7 7 v AL fuE] 5 b
A« B PER)

* Japan, South Korea, China, the United States, Russia and DPRK are members of the Six-Party
Talks.

*#* Malaysia, Singapore, Australia and New Zealand have joint exercises together with the

UK as members of the Five Powers Defence Agreement (FPDA: 1971).
ASEAN PMC = ASEAN LR E<

EAS = W7 V7 HiHE%
ANZUS = Security Treaty between Australia, New Zealand and the United States (1951).

China and DPRK: Treaty of Friendship, Cooperation and Mutual Assistance between the PRC
and the DPRK (1961).
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2. BREIZHT A=D1 Countering Threats
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(1) A% (Alliances) : % 3 EOHBEICHH L. EVORSERED DIzl AT 5

States cooperate to increase security against a third party.

(2) BB —77 15w b (Strategic Safety-Net) :

BEME—77 0y M, XEX Y EOEBIZE LT LANE L %845, X
EHA A EOLZ2ENEEZ Y EITEFEL T ANt — 7T s %y FX&ELS, X E
RY OEFICKLTITET5 &, BEIOAFOFAREEEZRHLEEIZ Lichs, —7
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EH) iz 3888 Tha, XL YR, EVWOXBIEFET S, ABOBRIZL->TX
EYBREWMIELE>TOFRITR RN L 2EET S,

A stralegic safety-net is a guarantee that a certain state (X) will not act against the national
security interest of another state (Y). A strategic safety-net emerges when the national security
of state X is dependent on state Y. State X cannot act against the interest of state Y because

doing so would reduce its own chances of survival,

The pacifying effect of the safety-net is

expected to be greatest when the two states oppose the same adversary in a coalition. This is a
situation where the states depend on each other for assistance against a third party. Threat
posed by the common adversary ensures that the two states it threatens will not threaten each

other.
_ Strategic Safety-net
P
G hed M
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ieure 1. Conceptu Safety-MNet fi and Y in the presence of a

common adversary (threat) A,
Note: [ p | denotes existing problem that is suppressed within the safety-net.

States X and Y try to suppress [ p | as much as possible. They will refrain from self-interest seeking
behavior to maximize the power of the coalition vis-a-vis A (adversary).
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(8) ZZE{EM Reciprocity
A DIBIZIE, ZEEAEM (reciprocity) 7:EEE
SREERABEZTND T=HIT 8 -
(a) YD FEDOFREE  Players can identify defectors —AAFOEG Y & FHemniciEmnTsE 5
£ 5. AR PRINAE A3 04 B
(b) B0 FITE R ESDOETHEHE Players can focus retaliation on defectors
—HE D ELS A BET AL BAEBA L0 LY - REE2ZADL— L EE3
(c) U1V EZFTBICR D RIMA2THENRS S, Players have sufficient long-term incentives
to punish defectors. —ED VAT MMZRYIMIZED 271200 0Bt FIER b5,

3. KEIT LB A{EH#  The Power of Trade

o HEICTL5FE > Beicl-oTHOA DRI
& D AFIZ Lo TEL D5 Vulnerability of dependency
= EZFILMIEIEM TS States seek to maintain independence
= HWREHRLLED T35 =42 States may seek to seize resources —Conflict?

w A(EBICL B0 + (FEEBICL->THLNIRN)) > B L - TR 6h5H4E
SFHEHB Lo THBOND THS S FIRRBEOERES F T2 Expectations for future
trade reduces the likelihood of conflict.

STEDHEFREIFT 5 &V O REE  The puarantee of future dependence ensures peace

4. BIBEEIZ X 577181 The Power of Institutions
(1) WMBIBRADHIM Transaction cost
(2) HEOHEER « 8%  Shared culture and norms

T RERBADRAENF—N—BREHI0H 7
COFFRFRENEDIE, WThREERBHEES OS2 HEA LD, 2
RAENF—NR—EEPEI SN T EIEL AR TEAE N
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5. YT VAATHEIT S  Realist argument for cooperation
¥ Strategic safety-net = Cooperation to counter a common threat

II. %2R EiH 75 Security Cooperation
1. ZRMRELOMAMT  Interdependence in security
(1) FHEMFERE (Mutually Assured Destruction: MAD) : it 72 EZMoMEEE,
DEF O BTENC R 24 KTF LT B4R, 01 212 MEREERED & 5 RPBTHE,
KY DREEIFEBEOBERLER SO0 LIk Y ToTnk,
Interdependence among hostile states. For example, interdependence between the United States
and the Soviet Union rested upon the capability to annihilate the other with nuclear weapons.
This is a situation where the states depend on the good behavior for security from each other
(Keohane and Nye, Power and Interdependence, 2001).
(2) WAL EMRHEE (cooperative sccurity) : FERAREM - FREEED L, BEVOBTE
RIREBE BT B ezl ht 5,
Countries cooperate to reduce potential threats they themselves can incur.
ORMHER - Tfy OMRZEA L (de-targeting)
OFTE R fENE E OFy b4
OfsHBERERE (CBM)
* RERLOFS, FES?



GIARI Friday Seminar Series REMEXERPRT ST7AFERARH
R () FaF

FOTICBITARERER HOTEENE

|
o BADFHREEEREL & !
o BHERTAFNEFRTHOL !
w EFEOSZWSEANTLEEICONT |
BLERITMT. EAZHTLOEEN |

SR R RS S e e e R e o e e M M M M e M M e S S R S S e o e e e o

o LTEEEBLOHHIEETEEN?

o BORHFMNSD THEHME (spill-over effect)] [XH B 7

L 7VT7BT58BH
T RGBS HEDHE 5
w I BAET VT TReRER DA AERAE S, NEE
* MUK SRR O 7 7 o—7  OBLEIR, OFIE, Qs w7 ITIcFRn?

IL BAREENS A H =42 Theories of Cooperation
1. 77 —%—®OTFDW#S Cooperation Under Anarchy
(1) EEREEIRIBWTHAIEE LYY Cooperation is difficult in world politics.
N L Z SR A BAF O ATE  No government to enforce rules.
ER% 085 &  International institutions are weak.
= BRFEk LB LIZ B E  Cheating and deception are endemic.
(2) 171 Cooperation # #F1 Harmony
WAk, XL DR & TR 2 FIREDR C - I RIE TR Y St
Cooperation takes place where a mixture of conflicting and complementary interests exists.
(3) L L, EEFEATIHIZLEHD, MAZFRIZTDI b OATN?
But sometimes states do cooperate. 'What makes cooperation possible?
SBWAPBES 2D L RREENL. BHERES

If a situation that facilitates cooperation can be created, cooperation will be enhanced.

2. HAHELELHLTVWIEE  Structure that promotes cooperation
(1) RIEYHIEE Payoff structure
ROEY HkE W (LS D) 2L, WAL
FIFEORUBRKEWVIEE, B DI LD
(a) Deadlock: Mutual cooperation is worse than mutual defection.
DC>DD>CC>CD ... ZRAEF—bE LTHMAZEEN RN
(b) Prisoner’s Dilemma: Unilateral defection is preferred if the other cooperates.
DC>CC>DD>CD ... £ 5 Aatdidh 5 L B A FHEMAMEL 22 5
(c) Stag Hunt: Mutual cooperation is preferred to unilateral defection.
CC>DC>DD=>CD

(2) #HIeof# The Shadow of the Future

BWADY =it FRORIEY ZRIEDQ LR ITHEARTEHLS FiThiiT a1 L,

BRsa CRULFRBWD TS5 GREF R CHEYIN ITHEF Y 5 w840 ©)
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