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ARTICLES:





(1)  Will the constitutional debate lead to political realignment?; Jiyuto, Yamasaki faction launches group to think of Article 9 of the Constitution, a move for rallying conservatives





[Column:  Tide]





SANKEI  (Page 1)  (Excerpt)


March 26, 2000





	Tempted by Jiyuto (Liberal Party) head Ichiro Ozawa bottoming up his glass of hot Japanese sake with globefish finlets in, the Liberal Democratic Party's (LDP) Yamasaki faction head Taku Yamasaki also went on emptying his glass and drank more than before.  The two were at a globefish restaurant, which is remembered in connection with the late deputy prime minister Shin Kanemaru, Ozawa's mentor.  Their conversation then went on to the fall 1991 LDP presidential election.  In the presidential race, the late Michio Watanabe, Yamasaki's one-time boss, was defeated by Kiichi Miyazawa even thought he was about to capture the presidency.  "At that time, I and Mr. Takeshita supported Mr. Watanabe.  But Mr. Kanemaru switched his position in one night to support Mr. Miyazawa," Ozawa recalled the former Takeshita faction leadership's decision.





	Influential political leaders could not remain indifferent to the meeting of Ozawa and Yamasaki that took place on the night of the 16th this month.  The two agreed to establish a "Group to Think of Article 9 of the Constitution" (tentative name) aiming at amending Article 9, as well as to look into ways to cooperate in campaigning for the next lower-house election.  Deputy LDP Secretary General Nonaka did not lose time, however, in checking on their move, noting, "If a faction and another party carry out electoral cooperation, there is no need for our party to work hard to do it.  I think it is alright to let the faction do what it likes."





	Ozawa and Yamasaki were with the former Tanaka faction and later with the former Takeshita faction.  Ozawa was regarded as the successor to the largest LDP faction, while Yamasaki formed the YKK trio with former secretary general Koichi Kato [and Jun'ichiro Koizumi], with the hope of overthrowing the Takeshita faction's control.  Ever since Ozawa left the LDP, Yamasaki has consistently taken the anti-Ozawa position as he opposed the idea of allying with the Jiyuto (Liberal Party).





	However, the two share visions and principles on the Constitution and national security.  Both have advocated that Japan should positively contribute to the international community.  They have posed questions about the right of collective self-defense.  Based on such a perception, they have reached an agreement to establish the group to think of Article 9.





	Yamasaki has already asked Secretary General Takeo Hiranuma of the Eto-Kamei faction to join the group.  He also intends to call on ruling and opposition lawmakers, including Minshuto (Democratic Party of Japan) President Yukio Hatoyama, to participate in it.  When Masakuni Murakami, an upper-house member of the LDP, who is on good terms with both Ozawa and Yamasaki, notified former prime minister Yasuhiro Nakasone of the notion, Nakasone reportedly gave his assurance, saying, "It is a good idea because I have the same goal, too."





	There is also a cool atmosphere in the LDP leadership toward the formation of the group out of concern that it might hinder the stability of the three-party coalition government.  It is true, therefore, that the political environment surrounding Ozawa and Yamasaki has become severe.  LDP policy chief Kamei was asked by Yamasaki to let Hiranuma join the group.  Kamei's political standpoint should be close to Yamasaki's.  But Kamei only said:  "It's a matter of personal freedom.  So, go ahead."  Aides to Nonaka, who is close to the New Komeito, have raised the view:  "There may be common ground regarding Article 9 of the Constitution.  But the LDP will keep calm."





	Yamasaki has to give consideration to relations with Kato, who is cautious about amending Article 9 of the Constitution, until a collective security organization is established in Northeast Asia.





	Constitutional research commissions have now been set up in both houses of the Diet.  Constitutional consciousness has grown among in Dietmembers and the people.  Will political realignment occur?  Will the constitutional debate become the axis?





	The LDP has given preference to keeping its coalition governments with the Social Democratic Party (SDP) and the Sakigake Party and now with the Jiyuto and the New Komeito.  One former LDP secretary general laments:  "Good parts of the conservative LDP politics are gradually disappearing."  Under such circumstances, it was unveiled on the 24th that Ozawa had sought Prime Minister Obuchi's decision on his proposal of a merger between the LDP and the Jiyuto, while expressing his eagerness for gathering of sound conservative forces early this month.





	Minshuto head Hatoyama expressed his determination in a speech delivered on the 24th that went:  "We must amend Article 9, too.  Our party plans to compile party principles in two years and to realize amendments to Article 9 in five years."  Kunio Hatoyama, the younger brother of Yukio Hatoyama, who has served secretary general of a parliamentary league, a driving force for the establishment of the constitutional panels in both chambers of the Diet, rushed to a party hosted by a Jiyuto member on the evening of the 24th.  It seems that the constitution debate seems to shake political circles.





[Tadashisa Okawa]
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(2)  Japan's international contribution:  "Japan's role" should be discussed from long-term viewpoint





ASAHI  (Page 4)  (Excerpt)


March 31, 2000





Japan has been "easily excited but quick to cool down" in dealing with scores of regional conflicts in the post-Cold War period.  Japanese politicians tend to focus on how to demonstrate Japan's presence overseas most effectively in a short period of time.  They should go back to the starting point and discuss Japan's role in the international community from a long-term viewpoint.





(  PKO Law as barrier





	The Peacekeeping Operations (PKO) Cooperation Law prohibits sending Japanese personnel to areas of intense conflicts that might involve armed clashes.  The reason is simple.  There are five principles, shown below, that need to be met in carrying out overseas dispatch.





(	A cease-fire agreement has been reached.


(	Accord has been reached with receiving countries and other parties concerned.


(	Keep neutrality in taking action.


(	Suspend operations temporarily in case any of the above three conditions are violated; terminate dispatch if the condition does not recover in a short period of time.


(	Weapons use is allowed at a minimum level, such as for protecting one's life or lives of others.





	Unlike many major powers and Asian countries, Japan was not able to join international forces in regional conflicts in recent years.





	Instead, Japan made massive financial contributions.  In dealing with East Timor and Kosovo, for instance, Japan contributed than 200 million dollars each.   Still, Japanese politicians have a strong sense of shame for not being able to send troops under the PKO Law.





	Last fall, turmoil in East Timor shed new light on Japan's role in the international community.  A Diet debate fueled lawmakers' inferiority complex that has been lingering on since the Gulf War and a view calling for "personnel contribution in addition to money" surfaced.  Further, in launching the current coalition, the three parties -- Liberal Democratic Party, Jiyuto (Liberal Party) and New Komeito – reached accord to remove a freeze on the following duties of a peacekeeping force (PKF):





Monitoring cease-fires, demilitarization and other activities.


Sending troops to and patrolling buffer zones.


Inspecting and confirming arms carried in/out.


Collecting, keeping and disposing of abandoned weapons.


Assisting parties concerned in setting a cease-fire line.


Assisting parties concerned in exchanging prisoners.





	At one point, making amendments to the PKO Law seemed inevitable.





	The passion, however, has cooled down over time.  Earlier this month, the coalition's project team on security put together a list of what was agreed upon.  Although removal of a freeze on PKF was confirmed, the list lacked freshness.





	The slogan "making contributions in a way to show Japan's true colors" alone has gone ahead of specific discussions.





	The Foreign Ministry is taking pains to distant itself from a review of the five PKO principles, a matter that is closely related to the Constitution that prohibits the use of force.





	Meanwhile, the conflict between the Albanian and Serbian groups in Kosovo is intensifying and frustration is growing among jobless people in East Timor.





	In East Timor, where an administrative system needs to be built from scratch, civilian police officers are increasingly required to serve as law-enforcement officers.  Demand is increasing for "armed policemen" between military personnel and civilian police officers.





	All those developments indicate the arrival of time where Japan has to mull over a new organization – not the Self-Defense Forces – purely responsible for international contribution.





(  Close teamwork with NGOs





	Recovery and sustenance of public peace is not the only thing Japan can contribute by sending personnel.  Japan's technology can be utilized in restoring the life foundation, such as repairing roads and waterworks.  The Government opened an office in East Timor's capital of Dili in March and has been working closely with international non-government organizations (NGOs).





	Toshihiro Shimizu of the Japan International Volunteer Center offers this advice:  "Assistance should not be forced on anyone or any country.  In extending assistance, it is important to pace it to the side that receives aid."  What kind of role should Japan play?  People are showing increasing interest in international contribution.  This must be a good time for Japan to review how it should make international contribution.





[Tsutae Furukawa, Political News Department]
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(3)  Highly effective clean energy with no CO2 emissions:  Atomic power generation the best, realistic option for Japan in trilemma





NIHON KOGYO SHIMBUN  (Page 30)  (Excerpt)


March 28, 2000





	Today, on the threshold of the new century, the economy needs to grow at a rate sufficient to sustain and improve the living standard of the global population that has been exploding centering on developing countries.  Food and energy need to be secured without depleting resources in achieving economic growth.  In addition, development of resources, consumption, and economic activities need to be carried out within the limits of the global environment.  In other words, the world needs to accomplish three contradictory goals -- "economic development," "securing resources," and "environmental protection" -- simultaneously in dealing with the growing population.  Sustainable growth cannot be accomplished without overcoming this trilemma.





	Simultaneous accomplishment of three energy-related goals -- energy security, economic growth, environmental protection -- is also discussed in Trilemma Problems published by the Central Research Institute of Electric Power Industry.





	What is particularly drawing international attention in recent years is global warming, a phenomenon believed to be caused by such gases as carbon dioxide, methane and fleon.  Furthermore, it is widely believed that carbon dioxide produced in burning fossil fuels is responsible for over 60 percent of the greenhouse effect.  The Kyoto Conference held in December 1997 adopted a protocol to reduce CO2 emissions.  Japan is required to reduce greenhouse gases by an average six percent between 2008 and 2012 from 1990 levels.





	Atomic power generation, on the other hand, is free from CO2, as well as from nitrogen oxide and sulfur oxide that could result in acid rain.  Finding a best mix of power sources centering on nuclear power is extremely important in constraining the greenhouse effect.





	Petroleum and gases are expected to run out in 100 years or so, coal in 200 years, and uranium – the fuel required in nuclear power generation – in some 70 years.





	The good news is, we will be able to obtain a large quantity of plutonium fuel by feeding fast breeder reactors (FBRs) with plutonium, an "artificial fuel" obtained in the process of reprocessing spent nuclear fuel.





	In addition, being extremely efficient in generating power, uranium is easy to transport and store.  For instance, running a 1-million-kilowatt power plant for a year takes 1.4 million tons of petroleum, 1.1 million tons of LNG, or 2.2 million tons of coal.  This requires a 200,000-ton tanker to make many trips to and from the Middle East or Indonesia.  On the other hand, in the case of a nuclear power generation, it takes a mere 30 tons of uranium.








Interview with Yoichi Kaya, professor, Keio University





-- Faced with trilemma, the country will have to rely on nuclear power generation for the time being, won't it?





"I generally agree with your opinion.  Physically speaking, we can fully deal with high levels of radioactive wastes that are produced in running nuclear power plants.  But our society has yet to accept such a view fully.  So the country will have to keep down diffusion of nuclear power generation to a certain extent until a national consensus is built.  Nuclear power accounts for about 35 percent of power supply.  It would be more economical to raise the ratio to 60 percent or so.  Even if that is not possible, I think nearly 50 percent of power supply could be covered by nuclear power."





-- But people are still very much worried about safety.





"That's why we have to go 'slowly but steadily.'  Then again, there hasn't been any trouble about nuclear power plants being unsafe.  Chances are small that power plants will cause major trouble in the future.  Equipped with the multiple safeguard system, Japan's power plants are unlikely to cause serious trouble in the future.  Greater use of fossil fuels runs the risk of global warming.  In my view, nuclear power generation is necessary to a certain extent.





-- Sunlight and cyclic natural energy are gaining popularity.





"New energy can never replace nuclear power generation.  Quantity is the primary reason.  The figure, tens of millions of kilowatts, is often mentioned as the physical potential of solar energy.  It means that 50 percent of all the roofs can be covered with that much energy."





-- Sunlight and wind power are unstable.





"Capacity utilization of sunlight is 10 percent and that of wind power is 15 percent.  In the case of commercial electricity, the ratio is over 50 percent on the average.  Actual output would be one-tenth of tens of millions of kilowatts.  Japan's electric facilities are capable of producing up to 200 million kilowatts of electricity.  There is no way [solar power] can produce that much energy."





-- There is a need for a regular backup, isn't there?





"Because such energy fluctuates violently, we need a greater backup in order to keep supply and demand in balance.  At this point, systematic electricity is the only option.  In other words, new energy can be utilized fully simply because there is a strong backup, namely, systematic power.  If new energy becomes the main source, the quality of power will deteriorate terribly.  Basically, new energy is complementary to electricity and is far from being alternative energy."
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(4)  Keizai Kyoshitsu (economics classroom) column:  The Far Eastern situation and Japan -- Japan should grow into a political power like China, Russia while keeping in place the Japan-U.S. alliance; Positive dismissal of military independence option





[By Matake Kamiya, assistant professor at National Defense Academy]





NIHON KEIZAI  (Page 31)  (Excerpts)


March 17, 2000





Northeast Asia is now in the midst of the season of political changes with a host of elections planned to occur this year.  On the security front, Japan's influence, compared to that of the United States, China and Russia, is surprisingly small.


What is vitally needed is for Japan to define its position of being "pro-U.S and independent" so as to grow into a major political power but to keep the Japan-U.S. alliance at the center of its defense policy.  To that end, it may be effective for Japan to positively dismiss the option of becoming independent in military terms, considering the interests of the entire world, and then to check other countries by asserting:  "If this self-imposed restriction serves as a factor to keep Japan in a politically lower status, Japan might stop depending on the U.S. [in military terms] sometime in the future."





	Except for the economic area, Japan is left far behind the U.S., China and Russia as a political player in international politics.  One proof of this is found in the actual state of Japan's policy toward Northeast Asia.  Looking at ties with the Democratic People's Republic of Korea (North Korea), for example, Japan catches on the hip, in terms of comprehensive national strength, North Korea, a country that is desperate in retaining its national polity.  But in actuality, Japan is moving around in dismay with "bluff diplomacy by a coward country" that plays its nuclear or missile card, or with its brinkmanship diplomacy.





	The North hopes to have talks only with the U.S. on the nuclear and missile issues; as a result, Japan has been left in the dark so far.  Even in the case of the four-way talks among South and North Korea, and the U.S. and China, there is no likelihood of Japan joining in such talks.  That is because the North has refused to allow Japan's participation and also because China has been negative about Japan's participation.  Japan thus has hardly any opportunities to speak its mind nor to exercise influence over various issues concerning the Korean Peninsula.





	On the China-Taiwan issue, too, Japan has little influence.  Since Taiwan is Japan's neighbor, the Taiwan Strait issue has to do directly with Japan's security.  It is thus only natural Japan harbor a grave concern for it.  The Chinese Government perhaps can understand that point.  Nevertheless, at the time of the 1996 Taiwanese presidential election, China test-fired missiles over waters close to Taiwan.  In the Taiwanese presidential election this time, as if to be timed with it, China released Taiwan White Paper, in which it hinted at a possibility of resorting to armed force against Taiwan. these movements of China ignoring Japan's concerns prove well that it does not view Japan as a polity standing on an equal footing in the scene of international politics.





	In relations with Russia, Japan appears not to know what to do with Russia's shrewd diplomacy.  Although the 1997 Krasnoyarsk agreement states, "The two countries will put forth every effort to conclude a peace treaty in 2000 in accordance with the 1993 Tokyo Declaration," later Russia made a faithless proposal "to conclude the first treaty (peace pact) by the end of 2000 but on the territorial issue, to bring it to a settlement in the second treaty."  At that time Russia even blamed Japan for reluctance to make concessions on the territorial issue.





	To such a maneuverer of Russia, all the Japanese Government has done so far is that it has simply reiterated the hope that a peace treaty will be concluded by 2000.  It has never taken any effective action.  Even right after President Yeltsin announced his intention to resign all of sudden at the end of last year, Prime Minister Keizo Obuchi expressed a similar hope, only to be seen as a joker.





	Northeast Asia will see elections take place here and there this year.  In a month from now, there are the presidential elections each in Taiwan and Russia and the general election in the Republic of Korea (ROK).  In the fall, the U.S. presidential race will take place.  Japan, too, will see its general election occur shortly.  With the season of political changes coming in, feeble Japanese diplomacy is looming heavily over us.





Becoming a large power in military terms is not practical





	The U.S., China and Russia have been recognized internationally as major players in deciding on the order of international politics, whereas Japan has not been given such a status.  The security policy Japan has adopted since the end of World War II has been for defense purposes only.  To make up for it, Japan has relied on the alliance with the U.S.  The Japan-U.S. alliance is, however, different from other alliances.  For one thing, under the alliance, the U.S. is obliged to defend Japan, but Japan has no such obligation because Japan is not allowed constitutionally to exercise the right of collective self-defense.  Instead Japan provides the U.S. with the sites for its base facilities and pays a portion of the costs for the U.S. forces stationed in Japan.





	Because of this anomaly, Japan has been far from being free to say something to the U.S.   Consequently Japan is not regarded as a fully independent nation by other countries in political terms.  Japan always considers the wishes of America in handling major political issues, so it is widely thought that it is rare for Japan to act on its own judgment.





	The U.S., China and Russia accordingly never see Japan as an equal player in political terms.  The Japanese people need to face up to these realities and to think about how to get the status equal to those of the U.S., China and Russia.





	What should we do for that?  Frankly speaking, the key is how to enhance Japan's independence.  Theoretically, it is easy to do so.  The first thing to do is to stop relying on the alliance with the U.S., then become independent in military terms and grow into "an ordinary major power."  If such happens, other countries cannot help recognizing Japan as a major player.  But this option is not desirable for Japan to choose.  For one thing, at present, the Japanese people do not desire Japan's independence in military terms.  To add to that, there is a more essential problem as described below.





	International politics is not a computer game.  Making a fresh start from scratch is not possible in international politics like a computer game in which one can do so by pushing the reset button to cancel the game to start it again.  In other words, history cannot be erased.  The position Japan has assumed over 30 or so years ever since it became an economic giant has not matched the conventional wisdom of international politics.





	Once a country grows into an economic giant, it is only natural for it to seek a status of a great power by being independent in both military and political terms, as is often mentioned by former U.S. state secretary Kissinger and other experts.  But unlike other countries, Japan has been reluctant to follow such a path to date.  Japan should take responsibility for the results of its having followed such a unique course to date.





Sending of a message to gain an equal status





	Japan's continued dependence on the U.S. in the security area has contributed to keeping a power balance among Japan, the U.S., China and Russia in Northeast Asia at present.  Should Japan move to become militarily independent, that will be certain to bring about a drastic change in the power balance.  History tells us that such will easily add fuel to international tensions and bring about a war.  The option for Japan to choose is therefore not one to impetuously aim at becoming independent in military terms but instead to gradually do so, taking a long period of time.





	This implies Japan has two goals to attain at the same time:  one is to firmly uphold the Japan-U.S. alliance as the core of the Japanese defense policy and the other is to gain an equal status to those of the U.S., China and Russia in political terms.  Put another way, Japan will remain as a mid-ranking state in military terms but in political terms, Japan has to endeavor to be recognized as a major nation.  How to give shape to this idea of a militarily medium but politically major power Japan is a great challenge for Japanese diplomacy to address in the early 21st century.  It will then become one of the key steps to helping stabilize Northeast Asia as well as the world.





	In order to realize a militarily medium but politically major power Japan, the first thing to do is for the Japanese to have the perception that Japan's independence in military terms is theoretically possible.  And then the Japanese people, on their own initiative, will choose to keep in place the Japan-U.S. alliance like today.  Additionally, Japan needs to review as many anomalies existing in the current Japan-U.S. alliance as possible, including building a national consensus on the issue of whether to exercise the right of collective self-defense, thereby broadening its voice toward the U.S.  And Japan has to clarify its new position of being "pro-America but independent."





	Under the new pro-America but independent line, Japan will positively renounce the option of being independent in military terms – which Japan can bring to fruition – out of consideration not only for Japan's national interests but also for the interests of the U.S., China and Russia.  Japan then will send this message to these three countries and the rest of the world:





"Japan's counting on the U.S. should never be interpreted as indicating Japan's negligence and powerlessness.  Japan, from the point of view of the interests of itself and those of the region and other countries, refuses to choose the path for itself to become independent in military terms.  However, if Japan, because of this self-imposed restraint on its becoming independent in military terms, continues to be placed in a politically lower status than those of the U.S., China and Russia, Japan, though reluctantly, may mull over a possibility of moving away from its dependence on the U.S."





	If all these matters were to be done, Japan could have an opportunity to open the door for itself to be on an equality with the U.S., China and Russia in political terms.
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