


other countries in the region, to deal with
them. Ultimately, it is clear, their willing-
ness to cooperate hinges on their mentali-
ties, psychologies, and intellectual out-
looks, in short, on their cultural aptitudes.
Are these countries’ cultures such as to en-
able them to communicate and cooperate
cross nationally, or are they so particular-
istic that they cannot see beyond mutually
exclusive communities of local loyalties
and interests?

For a region like Asia and the Pacific,
embracing a variety of religions, languages,
and histories, such questions are of fun-
damental importance. It is often argued
that, unlike Europe, Asia and the Pacific
are so diverse ethnically and culturally that
no regional integration of the kind exem-
plified by the European Union can possi-
bly emerge here. It is too easily forgotten,
however, that it has taken the Western
European countries nearly five centuries
to achieve this degree of integration; Eu-
rope was fractured by the Reformation at
the beginning of the sixteenth century,
and few decades passed without their
internecine warfare during the subsequent
centuries. The Asia-Pacific community to-
day, in contrast, is at the most fifty years
old. As noted at the outset, not even an
idea of such a community existed at the
end of the Second World War. So, we
should be comparing this region today to
Europe fifty or sixty years after the Refor-
mation, or in the late sixteenth century.
Who is to say that there is not a greater
sense of shared regional interests and val-
ues in Asia and the Pacific today?

In such a perspective, Japan’s position
and role are clear. It does not need to “re-
turn to Asia,” as some insist, for it has al-
ways been in the region. Nor does it have
to turn its back on the West, giving up a
century-old experiment in Westernization;
other Asian countries are being Western-
ized in one way or the other, and, besides,
the Pacific area contains Western nations
such as the United States, Canada, Austra-
lia, and New Zealand. The Asia-Pacific re-
gion will remain both Asian and Western,
embracing different cultures and histori-
cal traditions. That will be its strength, not
weakness. Japan’s role is to identify with
the strength, meet the challenges, in co-
operation with other countries, and to
serve as a facilitator of communication
throughout the region. If the Japanese
people are not ready to take on these tasks,
others will do so, putting Japan back where
it was depicted to be, in a mid-sixteenth
century map of the Pacific Ocean: in the
middle of the ocean without any connec-
tion with its neighbors. m
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Japan’s International
Role

HAPR: What do you think Japan’s role in Asia
should be?

Owada: There are many roles that Japan
can play in East Asia. One important role
is to help people of other nations help
themselves. In Cambodia, for example,
Japan was instrumental in the peace pro-
cess even before the United Nations peace-
keeping forces were sent to the country.
As for the Korean Peninsula, the situation
is more difficult in the sense that thisisan
area in which Japan behaved poorly before
and during the second World War. The
memories still remain vivid in the minds
of the people there. Nevertheless, I believe
Japan has begun to come to terms with its
past and will in the future be able to play a
more active and constructive role in the
region.

HAPR: Turning to the issue of the United Na-
tions Security Council, do you think that Japan
should have a seat, and if so, how likely is it for
this change to happen?

Owada: Well, there are two different issues.
One is the question of the permanent seat
on the Security Council, and the other of
a non-permanent seat. Japan has been on
the Security Council on a non-permanent
basis already seven or eight times in the
past. And each time, Japan did contribute
to the process.

What is important about being on the
Security Council, either on a permanent
or non-permanent basis, is that it enables
Japan to contribute to the process by al-
lowing it to take a position on concrete
issues. It is not that it gives Japan status,
but that it gives Japan an opportunity to
offer the Japanese perspective on concrete
issues.

Now having said that, of course, the
question being debated in the UN at the
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moment, is the reform of the Security
Council. The impression is that there is a
near consensus for accepting Japan as a
permanent member of the Security Coun-
cil. That is not the whole problem; the re-
form of the Security Council is a much
broader, more complex issue. It also in-
volves such questions as who are the other
permanent members, who are the other
candidates to become permanent mem-
bers, and how the the work of the Security
Council can be made more transparent.
It’s a complicated process, as all these
other questions must be discussed together
with the question of Japan’s membership
in the Security Council. It’s very hard to
say when exactly we will conclude this dis-
cussion.

HAPR: What have your personal efforts been,
in terms of trying to increase Japan’s diplomatic
presence in the international arena?

Owada: Well, when I was Vice Minister of
the Foreign Ministry, I tried to promote
Japan’s sense of responsibility in a global
sense. Japan has been doing that on a
steady basis. Japan did contribute to the
peace process in Kempuchea; Japan did
participate in the peacekeeping operations
in the UN; Japan did help promote reform
efforts in Russia and other countries which
used to constitute the Soviet bloc. All these
things can be regarded as positive ele-
ments.

I think that there is a lot of misunder
standing about the role the bureaucracy
in Japan has been playing, and is playing.
Naturally, there are a lot of problems with
the bureaucracy in many countries, not
justin Japan. The role of the bureaucracy
is to offer viable policy options, which the
political process will decide upon, and in
that sense the Foreign Ministry has always
been playing that role. The only difference
that has come about is that for so many
years during the Cold War period, there
were not really many options for Japan’s



