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Japan's alliance with the United States remains the cornerstone of the country's security policy. 
Indeed, the alliance has long delivered Japan considerable strategic advantages, such as greater 
deterrence of regional security threats. Yet the alliance has also come with costs. It has institu
tionalized Tokyo's dependence on Washington, thus limiting the country's strategic autonomy. 
This chapter examines how Japan has sought to manage the task of reconciling such tensions
between the often-conflicting goals of deterrence and autonomy. It argues that, while Japan 
has pursued autonomy where possible, it has repeatedly prioritized deterrence as the country's 
primary national security goal. 

Introduction 

No country in the world today is in a position to defend itself unaided against 
aggression. 

Yoshida Shigeru, 19611 

Japan's alliance with the United States remains the cornerstone of the country's defense sev
enty years after the original security treaty was signed by Prime Minister Yoshida Shigeru in 
September 1951. Why has Japan clung so close to the United States? The alliance has always 
delivered Japan considerable strategic advantages, notably a security guarantee and an oppor
tunity to "underproduce" on defense.2 But there have also been costs. It has left Japan with 
a perpetual fear of either abandonment by the US or entrapment in US policies and institu
tionalized in Tokyo a high level of strategic dependence on Washington. For international 
relations theory, Japan's partnership with the US therefore raises some fundamental questions 
of alliance management. When managing alliances, how do states weigh up different costs 
and benefits and reconcile competing and sometimes contradictory national objectives? 

In examining the history of Japan's alliance management, this chapter focuses on the 
challenges Japan has faced in reconciling in its commitment to two, at times competing, 
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national strategic objectives: the pursuit of autonomy and deterrence. Autonomy-the capac
ity to act freely in international affairs-is often viewed as a key national policy goal, along 
with status and prestige, and has been widely examined in relation to Japan.3 Deterrence is 
widely seen as a core justification for alliances. Where states seek to balance against or deter 
perceived threats, they have two choices: to do so internally (via military buildups) or exter
nally (by forming alliances).4 Once an alliance is formed, allies must continue to address an 
autonomy/deterrence dilemma. For a junior ally especially, pushing too hard for autonomy 
may risk abandonment by the senior partner to the threats posed by adversaries while push
ing too hard for deterrence may risk entrapment in the senior partner's separate disputes.5 

This chapter seeks to trace the evolution ofJapan's responses to the autonomy/deterrence 
dilemma over the history of the US-Japan alliance. This history is divided into four periods, 
each of which entailed various forms of the autonomy/ deterrence dilemma: from Occupation 
to the security treaty crisis; from the Nixon "shocks" to the end of the Cold War; from the 
Gulf War to the War on Terror; and since the rise of China. The chapter argues that, through 
the history of the US-Japan alliance, Japan has repeatedly forgone autonomy in order to 
fortify deterrence. That this has happened does not fit easily with many past understandings 
of Japanese policymaking-that it has been incoherent or absent.6 Japan's alliance history, 
however, supports those who argue that Japan has consistently been pragmatic in its strategic 
thinking, attuned to fluctuations in power and capable of fine calculations of its strategic 
interest? At the same time, it also raises questions about the direction of this pragmatism 
and attention to power, especially in terms of the view that Japan would increasingly prior
itize autonomy in the post-Cold War period. Samuels, for instance, has argued that Japan 
was moving toward a new "Goldilocks consensus'' on security where it would find a balance 
between autonomy and national strength or deterrence, and between the US and China.8 

This briefly appeared likely around 2009-2010. In the face of a more threatening region of 
the past decade, however, Japan has returned to its traditional prioritization of deterrence.9 

In this less secure environment, the appeal of increased autonomy (though not of increased 
capabilities) has shrunk significantly. 

Cold War compromise to treaty crisis 

Japan's strategic circumstances were fundamentally changed by the country's defeat in World 
War II. Occupation by the US and its allies meant that Tokyo could not immediately reestab
lish the nation as an independent player in world affairs. Though far from independent, Japan 
nonetheless faced a challenging strategic environment characterized by great power rivalry 
between the United States on the one hand and the Soviet Union and China on the other. In 
response to Japan's weak position, Yoshida adopted a strategy that would involve a "grand 
bargain'' with the US while also finding a balance in Japan's turbulent domestic politics of the 
time-between conservatives who pushed for greater autonomy through rearmament and 
progressives who sought autonomy through a policy of unarmed neutrality. Instead, Yoshida 
opted for deterrence with dependence. 10 In what eventually came to be known as the Yoshida 
Doctrine, Japan agreed to a subordinate position to the US in the new international order, 
and so traded greater autonomy in the Cold War for increased deterrence via an alliance 
with the US, the quid pro quo being that Japan would agree to host American military bases.n 
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The final major benefit of the alliance was the opportunity it provided to underproduce 
on defense. Yoshida used Article 9, the so-called "peace clause" in Japan's new constitution, 
to blunt requests from the US for a rapid rearmamentP As Yoshida later wrote, rearmament 
verged on "idiocy:' For a country in its economic situation, "to attempt anything which could 
be considered as rearmament" was "completely out of the question:'13 Accordingly, Japan 
rearmed only slowly over the next two decades. As a percentage of Gross Domestic Product, 
spending on defense fell from 1.78 percent in 1955 to below 1 percent by 1967.14 In 1976, Prime 
Minister Miki Takeo would announce that Japan's defense spending would be limited to this 

1 percent figure.15 

Yet, as noted, the costs to Japan's strategic autonomy were substantial. This new align-
ment with the US further complicated Japan's already messy relations with the region-a 
legacy of its prewar and wartime conduct around the region. It undermined Japan's diplo
matic relations with the Soviet Union and China during the 1950s. Indeed, Tokyds failure to 
negotiate a peace treaty with Moscow would undermine Soviet-Japanese relations for much 
of the Cold War.l6 Similarly, Tokyds autonomy when dealing with Beijing was also heavily 
constrainedP This was in fact well understood by Yoshida. He noted, for instance, that Japan 
would remain in a "state of weakness" if it continued depending on the American security 

guarantee for too long.18 

On the right of]apanese politics, the criticism of Yoshida was much stronger. Subsequent 
prime ministers such as Kishi Nobusuke and Hatoyama Ichin) saw this heavy dependence 
on America as humiliating and argued strongly for rearmament. Kishi had contended that 
"it is not the policy of an independent nation to have troops of a foreign country based on 
its soil;'19 while Hatoyama, upon becoming prime minister, talked of a major goal for Japan 
being "'to achieve complete independence' -in other words, the diplomatic and military in
dependence of Japan:'20 A key aim for the revisionists was to achieve a more "autonomous 

defense" (jishu boei) posture for Japan.21 

Yet the revisionists were to be frustrated in their attempts to achieve greater autonomy. 
On rearmament, their hands had already been tied by budget preparations in 1953-1954 
that reflected Yoshida's viewpoint. By the time Hatoyama gained power, Japan's military
industrial complex, the major potential driver of rearmament, had largely been hollowed 
out.n Planning for constitutional revision moved slowly; revision was, in any case, blocked 
by anti-revision opposition parties after 1955.23 This essentially left the US-Japan alliance as 
the major leftover area for change. When Kishi became prime minister in 1957, he argued 
that "it is now time to fundamentally review the security treatY:'24 However, Kishi's approach 
to the security treaty represents an important shift in how Japanese policymakers viewed 
the autonomy/ deterrence dilemma. The objective now was not greater autonomy but greater 

equality within the alliance framework. 
Bilateral negotiations over the new security treaty, which largely took place through 

1958-1959 were complex but mostly progressed smoothly. In January 1960, Kishi was able to 
visit Washington to sign the final document, with the trip receiving wide media coverage.

25 

Ratification, by contrast, would lead to a major crisis in Japanese politics and US-Japan rela
tions and cost Kishi his prime ministership. By the time of final ratification, Japan was beset 
by mass protests and violence. Finally, when the necessary legislation was passed and the 
instruments of ratification exchanged in late June 1960, Kishi resigned as prime minister.

26 

Japan had achieved greater equality in the alliance, but revisionist ambitions-on rearma
ment, constitutional revision and further autonomy-had been widely discredited. 
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After the Nixon "shocks" 

Japan's strategic circumstances began to move once again in the second half of the 1960s. 
The region became more threatening for Japan in 1964 when China tested its first nuclear 
weapon.27 Although Prime Minister Sato Eisaku had been open to Japan acquiring nuclear 
weapons, he eventually pushed Japan down the non-nuclear path, setting out Japan three 
non-nuc~ear princ~ples (prohibiting Japan from making nuclear weapons, possessing them 
?r allowmg them mto the country) in December 1967 and its Four Pillars Nuclear Policy 
m January 1968.28 By instituting these policies, Sato was effectively closing off the option 
of Japan becoming an autonomous nuclear actor. Instead, the country would again achieve 
deterrence at a reasonable cost by ceding nuclear autonomy to the US, even if this came at 
the expense of constant fears about the credibility of the American nuclear commitment. 

The more significant challenge for Japan on the autonomy/deterrence dilemma, however, 
was to come at the end of the decade with the strategic "shocks" (shokku) set off by US Presi
dent Richard Nixon. 29 There were three of these shokku. First, in July 1969, Nixon announced 
the broad parameters of what would become the Guam or Nixon Doctrine. While the US 
would maintain its treaty commitments and provide extended nuclear deterrence to allies 
and partners, it would look to these countries to take up "primary responsibility" for their 
own defense. Second, in July 1971, Nixon announced that he would visit China to meet with 
Mao Zedong ~d seek to normalize America's diplomatic relations with China.30 Finally, in 
Aug~st 197~, NIXon ru:nounced a new set of policies intended to boost the US economy. In
cludmg an. Im~ort tariff, wage and price controls and an end to the US dollar's convertibility 
to gold, this third shock had a significant impact on the Japanese economy.3I 
. For Japan, these shocks reset the dynamics of the autonomy/deterrence dilemma, offer
mg new opportunities for greater autonomy but also increased concerns around the deter
rence value of the alliance. Certainly, the shocks prompted Japanese revisionists to revisit the 
auto~~m~ issue. The new Director General of the Japan Defense Agency Nakasone Yasuhiro, 
a reVIswmst from the right of the LDP, sought to boost Japan's defense capabilities and give 
the country a more significant role in the alliance. 32 Nakasone's "autonomous defense" vision 
maintaine~ much o~ th,e status quo but put more responsibility on Japan to take up the pri _ 
mary role m the natiOns defense, thus pushing the alliance into a secondary role.33 It would, 
moreover, entail a doubling of defense spending.34 Nakasone's ideas, however, proved far too 
controversial. Domestically, they were not well supported within the LDP or key parts of the 
bureaucracy, let alo.ne Japan's opposition parties and the wider public.35 Internationally, Chi
na was opposed to mcreases in Japanese military spending, while the US was also concerned 
a~out the a~parent ~owngrading of the alliance to a secondary role. The normalization of 
Smo-Amencan relatiOns would also weaken the rationale for increased defense spending 
based on a "China threat:'36 

Instead, Japan gradually moved toward a more modest reform of defense strategy. This 
approach was exemplified by the "basic defense force concept" (kibanteki boeiryoku koso) 
devel.oped by JDA Vice Minister Kubo Takuya. Kubo's basic defense strategy was a recal
culatw~ of the post-Nixon autonomy/deterrence dilemma. Once again, however, Tokyo 
determmed that aut~nomy beyond basic self-defense added little to Japanese security, which 
could largely be achieved through the alliance. Indeed, rapid militarization could upset the 
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strategic balance and thus weaken Japanese security.37 The price of this moderation, however, 

would be continued dependence. 
But continued dependence did not mean that Japan would continue to play the same role 

in the alliance. The logic of the Guam Doctrine was still for Japan to do more. This remained 
an expectation of the US; it was also a Japanese goal, as a way to keep the US engaged in Asia. 
Indeed, growing regional threats, especially from the late 1970s, made Japanese policymakers 
more wary of abandonment than they were of entrapment, leading to a period of enhanced 
cooperation with a view to clarifying the alliance's "division of labor:'38 The result was the 
1978 Guidelines for Japan-US Defense Cooperation.39 Japan became gradually more capable 
but not necessarily more autonomous. As Satake argues, Tokyo was seeking to "tighten'' the 
alliance in order to boost its deterrence capacity by enmeshing the US more credibly in 
regional securitY:'40 Growing capabilities would also be a feature of Japan's alliance man
agement through the 1980s, especially when Nakasone became prime minister. His major 
goal now was to push Japan's defense spending above the 1 percent limit set in the 1970s, 
an objective he achieved, albeit only by a "symbolic" 0.004 percent.41 However, Nakasone's 
efforts were not especially addressed at achieving greater autonomy. Instead, he sought to 
give Japan a greater role within the alliance and on Western security debates more generally. 
Japan would be America's "unsinkable aircraft carrier" and its security interests would be 

"indivisible" from those of the US and Europe.42 

From Gulf War to War on Terror 

By the end of the Cold War, growing Japanese economic power, coupled with apparent 
American decline, meant that some saw the world as moving "towar<jl a Pax Nipponica:'

43 
In 

Japan, figures such as Ishihara Shintaro, a nationalist politician, talked ofJapan as a "high
tech superpower" and suggested the country now had the "power to say no'' to the US.

44 
Yet 

Japan's autonomy remained tightly constrained, a reality exposed by its response to the Gulf 
War in 1991 and key developments in Asian security through the 1990s. 

Concerning the Gulf War, Tokyo's failure to do much more beyond financial contribu
tions-although these were substantial, amounting to approximately US$14 billion-meant 
that it was criticized by the US for its "checkbook diplomacY:'45 The government of Kaifu 
Toshiki had, in fact, attempted to do much more in support of the war effort. But for a range 
of reasons, the government found itself unable to deliver on these promises.

46 
It was only 

in June 1992, well after the war, that it was able to pass new legislation to allow the Japan 
Self-Defense Forces (JSDF) to engage in limited peacekeeping activities.47 The peacekeeping 
initiative emerged from a debate that followed the Gulf War failure on how Japan might 
become a more "normal nation'' (jutsu no kuni) and play a more active role in international 
affairs. It was an example of this decade's liberal internationalism and the idea that Japan be 
more active through engagement with multilateral institutions, particularly the UN.

48 
This 

thinking was also prompted by moves in America to draw down US involvement in the 
Asia-Pacific and thus realize the "peace dividend" delivered by the end of the Cold War.

49 

Accordingly, the Japanese government established an Advisory Group on Defense Issues 
(The Higuchi Committee), which argued that Japan needed to "play an active role in shaping 
a new order:' 5° The committee emphasized multilateralism and non-military commitments 

as a means to boost Japan's prominence. 
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On Asian security in the 1990s, it soon became clear that there would be little in the way 
of a peace dividend and that any policy based on international institutions would also come 
with limitations. First, in Northeast Asia, even as the Soviet Union had collapsed, North Ko
rea became a clear security threat following the nuclear crisis of 1993-1994 and even more so 
after it launched a missile over Japanese territory in 1998.51 Similarly, the Taiwan Strait crisis 
in 1996 exposed the limitations of the alliance coordination as set up in the 1970s. Second, 
the alliance itself endured a period of crisis. The two sides were at odds over trade, and mu
tual confidence in the alliance itself was severely tested by the 1995 rape of a schoolgirl by US 
military personnel in Okinawa. 52 Rather than drift further apart, however, the two countries 
engaged in a period of reform from the mid-1990s leading to new Guidelines for Japan
US Defense Cooperation in 1997.53 Lastly, the limitations of Japan's multilateralism were 
revealed by the 1998 nuclear tests carried out by India and Pakistan. As a country devasted 
by the atomic bombings of World War II, Japan reacted negatively to these tests and pushed 
for a strong international response. Yet it received only lukewarm support in the UN Security 
Council, even from the United States. 54 The limitations of diplomatic autonomy based on 
liberal internationalism had been exposed by the new realities of post -Cold War Asia. 

The September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks on the US led to another reappraisal of Japan's 
security posture. In particular, the government led by Prime Minister Koizumi Jun' ichiro, 
one of Japan's most charismatic postwar leaders, reemphasized the alliance as the central 
pillar of Japan's security policy. 55 Koizumi's intention was to make sure that Japan responded 
to the War on Terror more effectively than it had to the Gulf War. There would be no repeat 
of "diplomatic shock" after the Gulf War. Koizumi passed two important pieces of legisla
tion which allowed Japan to support America's War on Terror-the Anti-Terrorism Special 
Measures Law of 2001 and the Iraq Special Measures Law of 2003.56 Accordingly, Koizumi 
had pushed Japan suddenly toward what has been called "de facto collective self-defense:' 57 

But Koizumi also saw the War on Terror as an opportunity to reshape Japan's own security 
posture to make the country, if not more autonomous, at least more capable. He initiated or 
oversaw a range of security-related reforms, such as giving more status to the Japan Defense 
Agency within the bureaucracy, marginalizing the Cabinet Legislation Bureau, which had 
historically interpreted Article 9 to constrain Japan's security role, and strengthening the role 
of the prime minister in foreign and security policy. 58 

The China challenge 

Following America's normalization of relations with China, Japan was able to engage more 
freely with China, and the relationship was largely positive for the remainder of the Cold War. 
But this slowly changed in the post-Cold War period, as various tensions, such as territorial 
disputes, began to disrupt the relationship.59 Perhaps counter-intuitively then, in 2009-2010, 
China became the focus of another effort by Tokyo to establish some autonomy from the US. 
A new government led by the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) sought to reposition Japan 
as a "bridge between China and the us:' 60 The logic, espoused most prominently by then 
Prime Minister Hatoyama Yukio, was that greater autonomy from the US could be achieved 
by reducing the role played by the US in Japan's international relations and instead deepen
ing the country's engagement with Asia, especially China. Although the US-Japan alliance 
would remain important, Japan would develop a new strategy following a philosophy of 
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"open regional cooperation'' and based on new regional institutions such as the proposed 
East Asian Community (EAC).61 

Hatoyama's vision for a more autonomous Japan soon fell apart, however. The DPJ 
mismanaged the relationship with the US, a major source of tension being US bases in 
Okinawa.62 But the DPJ also failed to explain its thinking on the EAC idea. America's role 
was poorly explained, leading to fears in Washington that it was being excluded. Beijing, 
meanwhile, viewed the proposal as an effort by Tokyo to set up a "Japan-led order" in the 
Asia-Pacific.63 Even as the DPJ was arguing for a distancing from the US, events in there
gion were pushing in the opposite direction. After a Chinese fishing vessel collided with 
a Japan Coast Guard ship in September 2010, Japan's relationship with China deteriorated 
significantly.64 Consequently, Hatoyama's successors in the DPJ soon returned Japan to the 
postwar orthodoxy of alliance centrality. The 2010 National Defense Program Guidelines 
strengthened alliance cooperation, reorganized the JSDF and set out a new "dynamic defense 
force concept" ( dOteki boeiryoku) to replace the "basic defense force concept" of the 1970s. 65 

By 2012 it was clear that the deterioration of Sino-Japanese relations would not be tran
sient. Rather, a longer term hardening of strategic interests and mutual threat perceptions 
was now underway, as illustrated by the new diplomatic furor which erupted in 2012 after 
the DPJ nationalized the Senkaku/Diaoyu islands.66 Japan's strategic vulnerability due to 
China's growing assertiveness, the threat posed by North Korea and the unpredictable nature 
of Asia's security flashpoints all highlight the continuing deterrence value of the alliance.67 

Accordingly, when the LDP returned to government in late 2012, it sought to boost Japan's 
military and diplomatic capabilities. But rather than a renewed attempt at autonomy this 
was, instead, aimed at buttressing the alliance and reducing the risk of abandonment. 

Led by Abe Shinzo, the government issued a National Security Strategy and set up a 
National Security Council. Henceforth, Japan would seek to make i "proactive contribution 
to peace" in the Asia-Pacific. 68 Restrictions on the country's right to collective self-defense 
were loosened: under a "reinterpreted" Article 9, Japan could now come to the defense of an 
ally.69 Tokyo also cooperated closely with Washington to develop new Guidelines for Japan
US Defense Cooperation in 2015, updating the 1997 Guidelines so that the alliance would 
be more flexible in responding to Asia's new security challenges.7° When the US Obama 
administration sought to "pivot" or "rebalance" to Asia, Abe ensured that Japan responded 
proactively.71 Indeed, Abe argued that Japan's own security reforms would "complement" the 
rebalance and that Japan would support US efforts "first, last, and throughout:' 72 

In fact, Abe also envisaged that Japan would play a much larger and more autonomous 
diplomatic role in the region. This process had begun in the mid-2000s as Japan began es
tablishing key strategic partnerships around Asia, notably with Australia and India. 73 From 
the mid-2010s, however, Abe began drawing together a more ambitious regional agenda 
under the banner of the "Free and Open Indo Pacific" (FOIP). The aim of FOIP has been 
to maintain and strengthen the regional order-now the "Indo-Pacific" connected through 
the "confluence of the two seas" (jutatsu no umi no majiwari)?4 Under FOIP, Japan has been 
seeking to uphold key principles of the "rules-based order;' build regional prosperity and 
make sure that the region remained peaceful and stable.75 But FOIP, too, has been aimed at 
maintaining key elements of the US-led regional order, keep the US engaged in the Indo
Pacific and substitute for American weaknesses in the region. Japan has thus been a major 
actor in the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue and the leading power pushing ahead with the 
Comprehensive and Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership after America's 
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withdrawal under President Donald Trump?6 FOIP thus represents Japan's most determined 
attempt since World War II to become more autonomous and more engaged in international 
affairs. Once again, however, the intention has not been to loosen Japan from the alliance but 
to tighten the alliance linkages and further enmesh the US in the region. 

Conclusion 

To argue that through alliance history Japan has repeatedly foregone autonomy to prioritize 
deterrence is not to suggest that this has been accepted universally in Japan. As this chap
ter has demonstrated, this consensus has been challenged repeatedly during the Cold War 
and since. It was attempted in the 1950s by revisionists such as Hatoyama Ichiro and Kishi 
Nobusuke and by Nakasone Yasuhiro in the early 1970s.77 But efforts to overturn the status 
quo also came from liberal internationalists and the political left. The push toward multilat
eralism after the Gulf War was intended to challenge the primacy of the alliance in Japanese 
policymaking, as was Hatoyama's vision of Japan balancing equidistantly between the US 
and China following the 2008 global financial crisis.78 

Nevertheless, prioritization of deterrence over autonomy has endured and, in fact, con
tinuously evolved. Alliance history also demonstrates how revisionists have been repeatedly 
coopted into this consensus. When negotiating security treaty revisions in the late 1950s, Ki
shi abandoned notions of drawing down the US military presence in Japan to focus instead 
on establishing a more equal partnership. Having pushed autonomous defense in the early 
1970s, Nakasone argued for a "tighter coupling" with the US in the 1980s?9 Abe Shinzo came 
to power (twice) as a nationalist and historical revisionist; but he too ultimately deepened 
Japan's alliance with America. The key plank of his security reforms, the loosening of restric
tions on collective self-defense, makes Japan substantially less autonomous from the US.80 

Clearly, different Japanese governments have pursued distinct policies, and the underly
ing rationale for these decisions has also changed. The Yoshida Doctrine came about when 
Japan faced significant external and internal challenges with limited capabilities. The alliance 
offered maximum deterrence at little cost relative to a strategy based on autonomy.81 Kubo's 
basic defense policy represented a judgement that potential threats were manageable via 
the deterrence offered by the alliance and that any significant push for autonomy would be 
counterproductiveP The Abe Doctrine, notwithstanding Abe's personal nationalism, flowed 
from an assessment that Japan's strategic environment was becoming substantially more 
threatening, meaning that Japan required a more robust level of deterrence. Having greater 
autonomy would not fundamentally address this problem.83 

This pattern reveals two striking features of Japan's alliance management. The first is the 
consistency in the process through which these decisions came about or what Pyle has called 
Japan's "pattern of extraordinary sensitivity to the workings of the international system:'84 

Japanese policymakers have demonstrated unwavering attention to a broadly similar array 
of factors: the intentions as well as capabilities of adversaries; Japan's own capabilities and 
the likely effects that changing these would have in terms of regional stability and domestic 
cohesion; the intentions and capabilities of the US; and the likelihood and risks of abandon
ment and entrapment in the alliance.85 The second feature, however, is that this consistent 
sensitivity appears to be leading not toward a balancing of autonomy and deterrence in Jap
anese policy, as might be expected of the "Goldilocks consensus" imagined by Samuels.86 
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Instead, the importance of deterrence to Japanese grand strategy, and thus the importance of 
the alliance, has steadily increased-initially after the Nixon "shocks" of the early 1970s and 
then again with the rise of China. On the flip side, autonomy has become less of a national 
strategic goal to be pursued and more a sign of strategic failure to be avoided. In the current 
environment, a sudden rush toward true autonomy would indicate that Japan had become 
isolated in the region, including from the US, and would need to take dramatic steps for 
national self-defense. Thus viewed, Yoshida's counsel-that no country can defend itself un
aided-is more relevant than ever for Japan. Deterrence is fundamental to Japanese security 
and thus so too is the US-Japan alliance. 
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