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Dear E;iéﬁﬂs,

After nearly eight years in graduate studies at Harvard, I am
pleased to annoimce that T am finally entering the Real World. Before
making a complete transition, however, I will spend the 1982-83 academic
year as 2 Fulbright Fellow at the Faculty of Law, University of Tokyo
finishing up my doctoral dissertation on Japanese antitrust policy.

Upon returning to the United States next year, ! plan to work
in Los Angeles and Washington, D.C. in a position that will allow me
to draw on my graduate training in East Asian affairs, sociology, busi-
ness administration, and law. Sakie also intends to pursue a career
drawing on her five years of teaching at Harvard, her graduate studies
here, and her recent experience working at a Boston-based international
consulting firm.

We plan to stay in Cambridge through next month. By the fall of
1983 we should have a permanent address, but in the meantime we can be
reached at the following:

August 1982 September 1982-July 1983

c/o Mr. Fred Fukushima ¢/o Professor Makoto Tachibana

Please be sure to keep in touch and to let us know in particular
if you have a chance to get together with us in Los Angeles, Washington,
or Tokyo. We look forward to seeing you again.

With best regards,

G

Glen S. Fukushima
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The Rearmament of Japan

Could Backfire on America

By GLEN S. FUKUSHIMA

During the past decade, the American
public has been preoccupied with U.S.-

. Japanese economic frictions at the expense

of the political and social dimensions of the
relationship. As a resuit, little attention has
been focused on the Reagan Administra-
tion’s attempts to put pressure on Japan to
build up its miliary capability.

Defense Secretary Caspar W. Weinberger
recently proposed that Japan increase its
defense spending by 8% every year from
now until 1989 in order to assume responsi-
bility by the end of the decade for defending
sea lanes up to 1,000 miles from its principal
cities. Japan's 1982 budget contains only a
4.6% increase in military spending.

Many Americans see the military issue in
purely economic terms. Thus, businessmen
complain that Japan's postwar growth re-
sulted from a “free ride” on U.S. military
expenditures. Congressmen denounce Ja-
pan’'s unwillingness to spend more on de-
fense and thus presumably ease the burden
on American taxpayers. Even sophisticated
observers such as MIT's Lester Thurow
argue that U.S. economic productivity will
continue to lag until Japan is forced to
divert some of its technological resources to
military use.

These economic arguments are not en-
tirely groundless; Japan needs to do more to
open its domestic market and to help rectfy
its trade imbalance with the United States.
Overlooked, however, is the more fun-
damental question: What are the broader
implications of a militarily powerful Japan?

Such a development would symbolize a
profound transformation in the ethos of the
average Japanese citizen. It would mean the
nullification of Article 9 of Japan's constitu-
tion, with its renunciation of war and prohi-
bition of armed forces—a document that has
served for nearly 40 years as a constructive
reminder of the horrors of World War Il and
as the cornerstone of the postwar commit-
ment to national economic welfare.

True, some Japanese have long called for
the repeal of Article 9 and for the establish-
ment of a strong military—to replace what
they perceive as U.S. unreliability in de-
fending Japan and to counter what they see
as a potential Soviet threat. Some have even
advocated a Gaullist stance, including the
deployment of nuclear weapons. Whether
motivated by nationalistic fervor or eco-
nomic greed, these advocates of a strong
military no doubt welcome Weinberger's
exhortation that Japan rearm. But these
voices constitute a minority of the Japanese
citizenry; most take enormous pride in the
non-bellingerency embodied in their peace
constitution.

A militarily powerful Japan would signal
a fundamental change in its relationship
with the United States. Despite the criticism

heard in Japan of America’s declining econ-
omy, most Japanese remain firmly con-
vinced that politically, economically and
militarily this country is Japan's best friend.
Forcing Japan to remilitarize would only
provoke anti-American resentment in some
circles and bolster a “go-it-alone” attitude
among neo-nationalists. The United States,
which already has enough trouble coordi-
nating policies among its allies, is apt to find
that a militarily self-sufficient Japan is a
less cooperative Japan.

In addition, a significant Japanese milita-
ry buildup is certain to engender Soviet
hostility and fuel the claim that Japan is
merely a “puppet” of U.S. imperialism. Ever
since their defeat by the Japanese navy in
1904-5, the Russian people have been ex-
tremely sensitive to any hint of Japanese
militarism. Japan’s aggression in the 1930s
and '40s, coupled with its role in aiding the
United States during the conflicts in Korea
and Indochina, did little to allay these fears.
Even if a remilitarized Japan did not adhere
strictly to the American line, it would pro-
vide an easy excuse for the Soviet Union to
increase i1ts own military buildup.

Finally, rearmament would cause serious
problems for Japan’s relationship with its
East Asian neighbors. Certain anti-Soviet
governments may welcome a greater Japa-
nese military presence in the region, but
most Asian countries that suffered at the
hands of Japanese colonialism less than four
decades ago are not likely to forget so easily.
For them, economic aid and technological
cooperation are what Japan can best offer—
not military personnel, hardware or adven-
turism.

The extent to which these possibie conse-

quences are realized will of course depend
on the nature and degree of Japanese remil-
itarization. And, like it or not, Japan must
make more concessions on the economic
front to defuse the “free-rider” argument.
But one thing remains clear: All Americans
concerned with the future of international
peace should seriously question the wisdom
of forcing Japan to rearm.

Despite hard feelings about the inequities
in “burden-sharing” between the two coun-
tries, we should not allow this Administra-
tion to take a heavy-handed approach to-
ward Japan that underestimates the adverse
consequences of such pressure. A Japan de-
voted primarily to economic prosperity is
far more likely to contribute to world peace,
stability and cocperation than a Japan bent
on full-scale remilitarization.

Glen 8. Fukushima, a Japanese American,
is former director of the Japan Forum at Har-
vard University's Japan Institute. He will be
graduated from Harvard Law School next
month.
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