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The analysis by the presenters have been quite comprehensive, noting the major internal and 
external factors that have and will continue to impinge on how the three countries, Korea 
(ROK), Japan and China, view their national interest and thereby conduct their international 
relations.

The one dimension that should elicit more analysis in depth is the Inter-Korean conflict 
resulting from the post WWII division of the peninsula. Perhaps the speakers simply assumed 
that it is unnecessary given that we are meeting in Korea.  Nevertheless, I would like to 
emphasize that our geopolitical analysis must not be limited to the DPRK’s nuclear program in 
the 6-Party Talks, important as it is.  There are several equally urgent issues that require our 
collective attention.

• The peace and prosperity of North East Asia will remain elusive as long as Korea remains 
divided.  Should there be any doubt let’s remind ourselves of the military tensions 
created by the sinking of the Choenan and the shelling of Yeongypong Island.  

• The division of Korea represents a dangerous tripwire for a major military conflagration. 
Political miscalculation, misperception of the other’s intentions, posturing or 
brinksmanship, however you call it, can easily ignite the peninsula with unimaginable 
consequences.  The world’s top four armies may be pulled in, unleashing fire power 
hitherto unseen in any war theatre.

• The instability of the peninsula will always be a deterrent to full blown economic and 
business investment or activity on either side of the DMZ.  I hope this assumption can 
be examined in full in the afternoon session and that a proper recommendation can be 
made for follow-up.

• N E Asia cannot be fully at peace or enjoy the fruits of hard work and prosperity as long 
as the DPRK languishes in poverty and isolation.  Having a pocket of instability 
surrounded by the world’s top economic and military powers is not a sustainable 
situation.

• Consequently, the agenda of the 6-Party talks should be expanded or amended to 
include all issues on the basis of mutual respect, mutual interest and in a spirit of 
international cooperation.  This should be feasible given the proper political leadership. 
Two sets of new actors should be invited to the table:  the EU and the UN.

• Reengagement with the DPRK is urgent for two reasons: in the DPRK, the humanitarian 
crisis is worsening with dire consequences for the most vulnerable: children and the 
elderly.  The second is that the peninsula cannot risk another skirmish between South 



and North. 

• Of course, a scenario of constructive engagement with the DPRK can be greatly 
facilitated by dynamic Inter-Korean cooperation.  After all, the future of the Korean 
peninsula should, first and foremost, be in the hands of Korean people.  The areas for 
cooperation are almost limitless.  

• Using the 1992 Basic Agreement can be a good start.  Some of the activities envisaged in 
that agreement have taken place at a modest level.  They can be expanded and 
expedited now that the initial modalities for exchanges have been set.  Indeed, since the 
2000 S/N summit, the exchanges bloomed like a thousand flowers when compared to 
the previous decade.  Expectations have been raised.  But there are also important 
lessons to be heeded should the political atmosphere is conducive again for robust 
exchanges. 

Let me now comment on other issues:

It is correct to point out that historical animosities permeate the NE Asia region.   These are 
often employed by the state too conveniently and too often as a political tool for both internal 
and external consumption.  

I don’t want to underplay their historical importance. However, I would contend that these 
animosities have to be dealt in depth otherwise they will continue to infect the body politic of 
N. E. Asia and fester like a cancerous tumor.  While courageous leadership is necessary to 
overcome these seemingly intractable inherited challenges, more confidence building measures 
and people to people relationship will go a long way to expunge this region of that unpleasant 
era and to confront them head-on so that healthy and mature relationships among nations can 
emerge.

The community of nations have learned that unless justice issues are resolved there will always 
be a crisis of order and harmony.  Seeds of discontent are sown by injustice.  For the three 
countries of North East Asia which place a high premium on harmony and prosperity, they must 
take care to address the grievances that they have with each other especially grievances arising 
from colonialism, war and territorial claims.  For example, in the past few months alone, the 
territorial disputes have turned deadly and have become major flashpoints of high sea drama 
and confrontation.  These occur with increasing frequency on both the East Sea and the Yellow 
Sea, not to mention the South China Sea.

However, there are also serious injustice issues within each country and these too must be 
addressed.  As it is often said, unless there is peace everywhere there can be no peace 
anywhere.  And during these days of much economic discontent, I will say that unless there is 
peace and prosperity everywhere there can be no peace and prosperity anywhere.  This may 
sound too pious or idealistic but there is a kernel of truth in the axiom which we shall do well to 
heed as we seek a NE architecture for peace and prosperity.  

I spoke about in passing the need for confidence building measures among nations.  While 
these are urgent for Inter-Korean relations they should become a corner-stone in the trilateral 



relationships among Japan, Korea and China.  

It is good that the three nations offer emergency relief assistance to each other whenever there 
is a major disaster.  

It is also commendable that there is exploration among the three to develop more stringent 
safety regulations for nuclear reactors.  

There are other areas of cooperation and exchanges to consider: 

• Environmental pollution and contamination both industrial and courtesy of mother 
nature;

• Regulations on ocean or seabed exploration and fishing;

• Regulations and cooperation in research using traditional and herbal medicine; 

• Exchange of information regarding diseases or epidemics;

• Human trafficking;

• Visa-waivers for travel;

• Hosting and treatment of migrant workers;

• Exchange students and professors; and

• Cooperation in fighting crime syndicates.

The dynamism of the three countries should be harnessed for constructive cooperation and 
positive development.  That is the purpose of our conference.  

But we must also take advantage of the genius of this region to confront the challenges and not 
consign them to the next generation.  We will not be forgiven by our progenies if we renege on 
our responsibility.  Let us welcome the fact that we are in a crisis.  While it is a danger for the 
next generation, it is a great opportunity for us to help each other to shape a better future and 
build a solid foundation for succeeding generations.


