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Pacifism & Belligerence: Examining Different Perspectives on the Use of Force
 Violence has existed since the beginning of history.  In the present day, our two countries have different stances on how force should be used, yet we remain strong allies.  Is pacifism feasible?  Is violence sometimes the only path to justice?  Realizing that violence applies to all of humanity, our roundtable discussed not only Japan and America, but also other nations, non-state actors, and international organizations.  Coming from our unique position as students in Japan and America, we examined what we can do as the goal of our discussion.
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Andrew Ruffin

To me, true peace is achieved when the human desire to fight is extinguished.  However, I do not believe this ideal is possible because it seems to me that violence often comes naturally to people.  Thus, my realistic vision of peace can be achieved when we are willing to intervene in conflict zones despite a lack of national interest.  This requires a sense of empathy for the safety of all people, not just the safety of those in one’s own country.  This itself sounds unrealistic, but I believe that the security of all nations should logically be an interest of each and every nation, not just those in the immediate region.  The stability of the international community leads to a more prosperous world, which greatly benefits individual prosperity.   

In order for the world to move closer to this goal, I believe strong leadership must promote a positive example. Specifically, the United States of America must reassert its willingness to cooperate in the international arena.  We cannot continue our current policy of unilateral intervention which bypasses our best allies while also magnifying our greatest threats. With this threat to our security coming from non-state actors, multilateral cooperation should be our utmost priority.  

When it comes to Japan and America, I believe that together, America can assert its practical leadership as the world’s most powerful nation while Japan can further promote its historical lessons and messages.  The combination of the two would create a powerful example in the international community but only if Japan is first able to reconcile its differences with its regional neighbors and America changes its foreign policy.  I believe both tasks, while difficult, are achievable.  

This combination is especially relevant to anti-proliferation, a movement heavily dependent on international trust.  The required trust can only be found if America decides on its own to quicken the reduction of its stockpiles and ratify the flawed by symbolically important CTBT.  At the same time, I hope Japan maintains its pacifist nature but decides to be more of a participant in international peacekeeping efforts.  Such a change in policy, if carefully considered, would strengthen Japan’s moral leadership.  If America also decides to participate fully in peacekeeping operations, I believe this can be a fruitful development in our already healthy relationship.  Overall, I think this is the most tangible way for Japan and America to advocate for global change.
Jessica Lee
Peace is very difficult to achieve because it goes against our basic instincts and human nature. We are taught to be selfish, possessive, and protective of our interests in order to get ahead. This is magnified in the global scale as nations try to secure their interests. Yet peace is not impossible to achieve. In fact, peace is everywhere if we look carefully. There is peace in a family home where parents do not argue and children are not fighting with each other. There is peace in the classroom where students are taught that war is never a solution. There is peace in Japan-America Student Conference where young adults from two countries come to understand one another and find commonalities.

Individually, we can all achieve peace. Here are some specific ways that I plan on achieving peace in my own ways:

1) Peace at home – I want to raise my children and grandchildren to be peaceful and tolerant people. Persecutions based on political, religious, ethnic or sexual identities should be replaced by openness and pluralism. Ignorance or the fear of the unknown has no place in the twenty-first century, where information is passed through transnational boundaries in matter of seconds. We have more ways to learn about each other than ever before.      

2) Peace at work – I want my professional work to reflect my belief in the importance of peace. I want to work in the Department of State or Department of Defense and be in a position of power where I can exert real influence in U.S. foreign policy and define our role in the international community. Currently, American policy toward the world is about spreading democracy when it is convenient for us and ignoring atrocities like Darfur because it is too costly to do otherwise. With the billions of dollars spent on the war in Iraq every month, we can spend that money instead on sending troops to Darfur to end the merciless killing and displacement of thousands of innocent people. Even if our daily job does not directly involve solving international crises, we can still be engaged in it by writing to our representatives, newspapers, joining advocacy groups on campus, and voting. 

3)  Peace inside – There are many ways that we can maintain internal peace and live a fulfilling life. We can write in journals, meditate, and volunteer in a orphanage or homeless shelter. All of these are ways that we can have a positive, direct impact in our communities and advocate peace and harmony.
Asako Kakuta
Since the start of man kind, eras that did not have any conflicts or war have almost never existed. The history of war is the history of man kind ever since Adam and Eve have gained knowledge and left Eden. And even from different reasons like religion, land and energy fracas violence has always had a place in human’s thinking circuit. On the other hand, peace or pacifism only exist under the basis that there is a giving mind that doesn’t seek for cost and thus it is completely discrete from violence that has the nature of depriving. So in order to construct peace, not only Japan and America but the world needs to realize and understand that “violence for peace” does not and cannot subsist. Armament as deterrent power, armament for defense and armament to balance power structure in the world are all based on the idea of coping with violence with violence. But peace cannot be achieved with the supporter of violence. In that case, how can we practically construct peace? I believe that trying to solve the proposition of how to create true reliance is connected to true peace. 

We cannot deny the fact that there are opposing countries and religions in the world, and it is hard to find solutions that both sides can satisfy for those conflictions. As a result, to build neutrality international organization that can not only see the need of the two countries but also how to make a peaceful future in the long run is wanted. The closest organization we have now to this idea is the United Nations. But since each member of the organization represents each country they tend to act upon the best interest for their own country. Consequently, to make and organize an institution which is represented by members who doesn’t work for a specific country which is trusted by the world is very much needed. And I think to uncover this issue earnestly is the most practical and a shortcut for peace.

“A piece of peace within our action”

James Pillar
I believe peaceful solutions to problems are more common than people think they are.  I think people do not see these solutions, or are unwilling to pursue them because war seems to be an easier option.  To me, war is a failure. War is a failure to negotiate with your adversary, and a failure to understand them.  It is a failure to find peaceful alternative to war that are so often overlooked.  It is a failure to understand the long-term consequences of violent action, and an oversimplification of a very difficult problem.  It is a failure by the aggressors to those who will have to die in a conflict that may have been avoidable.  War should always be the last rational option.  It should not be seen as a solution to the problem, but the failure to find a solution.  I think that true peace can be achieved, but not quickly.  War and the use of force, even for the cause of peace may some times seem necessary, but will only slow down the realization of a true, lasting peace.

Peaceful solutions to conflicts are more common than people think; resorting to war only delays the achievement of a lasting peace.
Kyohei Takano
I think that Peace is a state in which people would live every day feeling relieved. They have a family. They have friends. When they go back home they can have a meal. Some people will say I need music, others will say I want to read many books. Peace means that people can spend their time without worrying everyday about their survival, but just thinking about how to live their lives to the fullest. However, we live in an unequal world. In Japan after a meal, there is so much food left uneaten. In developing countries there are so many people who die by starvation. To achieve Peace, we have to recognize that there are rich people and poor people and that it is important for the rich to help the poor. We must consider the best ways for the poor get what they need, and try to make the world as fair as possible.

Joshua Schlachet
Does true peace come when every nation is secure or does it come when we depart from national security as our model for realizing global peace? The duality between idealism and realism, I believe, does not correspond to the issue of complete pacifism versus global security. There is nothing less concrete about—less practical or real—about searching for a new concept in which military intervention is not an option. The cycle of war and peace is not a natural one. Each new conflict is the product of human decisions in a time of tension. Thus because we always have the capacity to make better choices, war is never inevitable. True peace is inspired by genuine empathy, both for the citizens of today’s world and for the victims of the past. While it is the responsibility of governments and international organizations to respond to voices for peace, it is the responsibility of each of us to raise those voices. We have a moral obligation to every individual who suffered the consequences of war to prevent conflict and aggression from controlling our global way of life. 
Peace is simple. Conflict resides in complication. 
Ryosuke Ueno
Japan-America relation

Since World War Ⅱ, Japan’s security has been centered on the Japan-U.S. Security Arrangements. Security has been achieved by building stable relations with the U.S. and neighboring countries. The effectiveness of non-state actors and rogue nations has caused Japan and U.S. to rethink their security, therein broadening the relationship between the two nations.　For example, North Korea’s recent nuclear tests and abduction of Japanese citizens are security threats to Japan, and are critical issues that question Japan's raison d'etre as sovereign state. Through a multinational framework, Japan has raised its national security concerns to countries which regard them as "low-priority”. With the participation of the international community, national issues can be regarded as common threats to the international society, resulting in international cooperation to combat such threats. I believe it is critical to develop policies which address complex issues, irresolvable by an individual country. The new power gained through the internationalization of these issues can be described as “the power of sharing”.

From this viewpoint, the Japan-U.S. alliance is a great advantage for Japan.　Although the U.S. Middle East policy is failing, and its national power is declining, its position as a World superpower still remains.　America’s power is essential to the six-party talks, and to furthermore impose military, economic and financial sanctions against North Korea. While remembering this “power of sharing“, Japan should sustain and utilize relations with the U.S. to achieve security for Japan’s future.

Japan in the 21st century

Since 60 years ago Japan has been devoting its power towards economic development, and rigidly applied the Japanese constitution in order not to take part in disputes around the world and believed that this was the practice of pacifism. But turning away from the frequent cruel violence taken place in the world, and seeking safety and prosperity only for one’s own country by displaying “peace” constitution is not true pacifism. Thus, working and acting for world peace within the multinational framework based on the effectiveness of legal, moral and military approaches as a member of the international society, even if it includes the use of force, is the fulfillment of pacifism and will mean to be ranked in an honorable status in the world. We are not standing between dream and reality, but residing within the reality itself. The peace and stability of Japan in the 21st century lies within our hands.

Joshua Turner
I have to admit I understand very little about the true measure of peace.  I would like to believe in an idealistic view of peace, but my military experience keeps me grounded into the current situation of the world.  Under current conditions peace would be merely the lack of conflict.  Lack of conflict means no international conflicts, no wars internationally or domestic.  In this sense “lack of conflict” should define the world’s definition of peace.  When achieved it would be reasonable and expected that our definition of peace would change and evolve.  

To achieve what I call peace would involve the use of force to intervene in conflicts in order to facilitate dialogue.  The use of force would come in the form of a United Nations police force.  The force would be limited to around 25 to 50 thousand.  Anyone could enlist into this police force upon meeting specific training standards which would be intense and demanding.  I would recommend English as the official language and require a certain level of proficiency with the language.  I would make the minimum age of entry twenty-seven, which would allow the individuals to be mature and educated.  
Since the individuals would enlist into this police force they would become citizens of the world and drop all allegiances to their native country until their service is finished.  This would be a police force to intervene based on the need for help instead of based on national interests.

I would use the above force to facilitate dialogue and give timely intervention capabilities to those in need.  This force would also be under the direct control of the United Nations Secretary General.  

This would be the first step I would make towards my current ideal of peace.
Kyoko Watanabe

What is peace? Some people consider peace to be a situation with no war. However, now many people consider it to be a situation in which there are not only no wars, but where basic human rights are protected, various problems coming from poverty are resolved, the global environment is protected, and all people are allowed to live happy lives. I think that peace is when people can live without feeling that they are in danger of death. Even on the individual or community level, there are many ways to think about peace. The word “peace” itself seems very special, but peace exists in all aspects of our life. It might be described in terms of an emotion or feeling. For example, when I see the beautiful scenery of the Peace Memorial Park in Hiroshima, my mind can relax. When I eat dinner with my family or friends I feel happy. Just the meaning differs from country to country, or person to person because the word of “peace” itself has so many meanings. What is important is that we understand the pain of others, even if we are not experiencing their pain ourselves. What is important is that we can care about the happiness of others without thinking selfishly about what we can get in return. To achieve this situation, we need to have an attitude of empathy. Also, we need to know what other people feel about specific issues, so we can have the opportunity to better think about and exchange our opinions with people. By doing those things we can be aware that we are also people that can take action and contribute to the creation of peace. Although this is mostly a discussion of the individual or community level and might not necessarily seem to affect international relations on a large scale, when I think what we can do for peace, this is what I think of, and it is the way we can all play a part. Everyone in the world is a peacebuilder.
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