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Four (uuestions have becn put to me, each ot bhew oponiig
up a vast area of problems of great magnitude and epth.
Let me state the questions: Pirst, is America listenir
; iR J i & 5
enough to Asia? And 't 1s poin!<d out -how asymmetric.. the

communications flow 1s bctwoen Asia and the Uhgted States.

Second, how can Asia make itself better heard and under-
stood in the United States. Third, what kind of exchanges
between countries should be striven for?: And Pourth, how

can modern communities foster troditional cultures instead

of diminishing their diversity?

It is cbvious that these questions cannot be de 1t with
adequately in twenty minutes, but they help to bring out
one thing: 1t is senseless to talk about incremental improve-
ments in programs, unless we are aware of the changing
setting in which these questicons are posed, and in which we
have to review the programs that have been in existence so
far. For in the final analysis, cultural relations do not
operate in a vaccunm. Tﬂey operate within a very clear

political and historical setting, and that setting has now
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in a very fundamental fashion changed. I believe we are

witnessing and experiencing the beginning of some very funda-

‘v/"‘

mental changes, not only political, but also cultural
‘changes. They have to do with how man positions himself
towards questions of survival and the state of the world.. Tas

consequences of these changes we are only barely beginning
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to see, and the process is still going on. Now 1its very easy
to tick off some of thesc .changes: there has been a sgift
_in the major power configuration that hés 1ed'to‘detente
and to relations between the United Stgtes and China; there
has been a shift in the relations betwcén,the industrial

-
countries and the Third World; interdependence ﬁés now
become a fact of life; there is also a new awarenecss of
resource scarcities and of course, the recession. But also,
Asian countries now have developed and are developing their
own perceptions of their problems and their own perceptions

of the future. And at the same time, and here I am deviating

J
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a little bit from the points John Richardson has just made,
the United States is going through a deep cultural crisis
that has to do with the Americans' sense of themselves, their
sense of identity. There is a very fundamental shift in
values taking place--slowly, incoherently, often not

sufficiently articulated because of a failure of the American
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inteliigentsia to lock at their own problems i
fashion rather than through the eyes of their particular
scholarly discipline. It touches on problems of identity,
on the myths of the American nation that have guided America
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the city on the hill--later on vulgarized and made a little
nore arrogant--to Theodore Roosevelt's conception of America's
manifest destiny, and now there is a search for redefinition

of the myth that now can and should hold together—-and give

renewed purpose to-—a very fragmented Amcrican society.
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Hegd Cleater Pergeptions of Baeh s Intercsts

These processes of search and Yedefinition thiough . hic

the Unitcd States now i:. going, have become, because of

T hmerica's power, because of its predominant positions,
major fact of global 1ife anrd intgrna{ioﬁél politicsz, OW
in a situation likce that, it 1s obvious ﬁhat fép cultura
dimension of international rclations is of very’crucial
importance. T 1tiig becqming increcsingly clear that we have to
break out Of the traditiona. concepts of international good-
will, of inﬁernational relations, of the study of inter-
national reiations, and of cultural understanding. Theso
terms on the whole have come to stand for rather superficial
types and levels of contact; and these simply won't be adequate

to enable us together to come to grips with some of the

problems that we now share, but on which we may have different

it

erspectives. We therefore will have to reach into deepe

el

levels of cultﬁral understanding and intercultural inter-
action. It becomes all the more necessary because we are
witnessing now the end of what one might call the period of
coercive dirplomnay, or if ome wants to be more friendly, of
hierarchical diplomacy that was part and parcel of the
hierarchical relationships within bqth of the two blocs
during the cold war. Now we are in a situation in which no
major power, and no conbination of major powers, is able to
-give direction and shape to international events, or to the

search for a viable international order. And so for all the

little wavs that may happen and are already happening--this
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period is going to be characterized diplomatically not by

the application of power, buf by negotiations, by baréaining.
This points up the need for clearer percéptions of eéch other's
‘interests, the need also for a greater capacity to convey

and articulate one's own interests to those with whom one

is engaged in dialogue--a dialogue on interests; on aspira-
L3

tions, on the perceptions of threat, and on fears. I think
that in the coming decade fear may be one of the most
important and dangerousgcompanions that we will have on the
road towards a more viable world. And the management of
fear is going to 5ecome a real problem--one that in the

final analysis, can only be effectively addressed by programs

of cultural relations and interactions.

But it is not only through the thorough analysis of the
traditional elements in international politics that we can
gain a perspective on the problems that will face us in the
coming 10 or 20 years because new aspirations are developing,
new goals and new fears. It is not only the United States
which will emerge from its period of painful self-examination
.with a new sense of its goals and its role; it is also
happening in the Third World; it is also happening in Asia
where most countries have outgrown the original concepts of
development and nationhood that have guided them through
the 50's and 60's. There are now new perceptions. And so
our problem is very much going to be how to develop an

understanding of the commorness, of the ccmmonality that
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we silare in the problems of curvival and stability; ¢ iSC
we have a common futuro{ whether we like it or not;: Jhore
is not .going to be one separate future for rich countries

and anothcr one for the ,ocr. This suggests in part o new

relations will have to

<

set of problems that cultural
address, because now we arc really in a situatfon tha: no
nation, nowever powerful, no country however weak, can work
out its destiny, its survival and its salvation, in isolation.
Nor can 1it do so on the basis of its own values alone,

because we‘will,,all of us, have Lo work out our salvation

in terms that enconmpass the whole world in a global, moral
context. The moment one speaks ahout these problems . one

i§ involved in the deepest layers of sclf-awareness of nations
and of group-identity. One gets involved in the myths of
civilizations that provide their continuity, purpose and
notivation and in the perceived meanings ar” purpose of

whole societies and nations. These are all argument:s to

show the importance of cultural relations, especially in the

light of the future.

At the same time, we should be aware of the limited
immediate wtility of cultural progrdms. Cultural programé
by themselves are not capable of solving political problems.
They may, in the long run however, generate forces that will
change the shape of political problems and that may change

the terms in which those problems are perceived and solved.

So when we speak about cultural programs, we should be aware
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that we are spcaking about things that require time, .that
require patience and perseverance; that-we are speaking
about a series of problems and programs which 'will always

)

remain véry politically vulnerable in our own nations.
Now ﬁhis is too long -an introduction to the “first

qﬁeétionﬂ The answer to this first question, is America

stening enough, is no. It is now listening e?en less
than before. Why? There are good reason§ for this. The
almost tot“% self-absorption that now occurs as é result
of the self-examination in the United States, has in é
sense, increased the U.S. insensitivity to the world. There
'is a tendency to concentrate on stabilizing the relatibnships
betweeﬁ the super powers and between the major powers in
general, with the hope that throughvmanipulation of those
relationships, the rest of the world can be put into place.
Portugal, Iﬁaly and Angola now show the very limited capacity
of the Supex powers to control fundamental processes of
change that have taken and are taking place in the world
today. There is another reason why in the Ddlteé States

there is less interest--and why in Asia there is a reduced

—

United States. Until recently, it
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seemed that beth in the United States and Asia, many people
believed that all the answers wereé to be found in the United
States. Either in terms of theoretical or developmental

P

concepts, or in terms of financing or of technology. This
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L4

has been--apart from scme other reasons—--a major source o
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the asymmetry in communi~ation

in one. of the questions Chat

longer:the_case. Many ot
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so to speak, of American ideology, in addressi ng many

problems in Asia.

The Shift-in U.S. Foreign-Aid Policies

Another understandable reason why people are listening

less in the United States is

the disiilusibnment
with foreign aid because it was so over sold ané:becauSe
the problems of foreign aid seened to be so intréctiblé.
There is now a new foreign aid philosophy in t“J UulLAA

States which is apparently more acceptable, more in line

"H

with tﬁe present shift in American ethics. But what ié'not
‘sufficiently recognized, I think, is that once you take that
route--which is a good one--you are face to face with the
most untractable p oblems of development: structural
change, administ:ative incompetence, corruption and the

need for shifts in the structure of power. This new fofeign
aid philosophy must be coupled with and sus stained by a new
element: by patience, by the courage of the long breath,

by faithfulness in sticking with
chosen to help it, because many of these problems can not
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We are involved with some very basic structural pr

£

of change in these countries, very painful and very giffi~
cult ones. One really is engaged in a relationship that
one has to have the willingness to carxry through for at

least a decade 1£ this new foreign aid program is not going

to be a "dep-out" with a moral varuish.
‘ [ i



Turning now to the "infrastructure

United States: there

2l 5t

of Asian area

3,

the easy problems, the »roblems o/ technology, the problems

. 5 -~
of agricultural developmen £ and research, the problems of
communications. So there is 2 flight into the tbc}nological

fix, which éan of"ceursé be verv useful. But 4 means

intellecturally a narrowing of the horizon of plobl‘;s with

which the United States is willing to inter-relate with Asia.
And a mistake. The ’ast-West Center is now

I think it is

almost entirely technical. I have & great deal of respect
for what is happening there, and I am glad in a way that one

institution is going that route; but it is meaningful

(4]
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if there are other institutions dealing with the

5

the whole range is inecluding those that the

g

so that

Bast-West Center has decided deal with. There is

a program on devel theory’

Boston University which opment

o
i

devel ODlnf' countries

and in training of civil servants of :
and there are of course the agricultural schools. But all
that is only a very minor part of the range of develcpmental

problems for which many people c“131 hope that the United

States intellectual community will be able to help in finding

solutions.
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Need Deeper Understandinc

The @roblem has not been helped by the so~qalle& radical
9;0?0118?5,‘Wh0 - understandable though they are‘as a
phenomﬁnom within the American se+ting¢i‘in talking about
ceve‘opmertuL problems, pose the problems in vexny simnlified:
terms of;an attack on the incapacity of the capi alis t: system
and of ah ideological preference for communist mocvla._ In
the areajof political science; one éncounters a sort of

resignation to what seems to be the historical inevitability:
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ly has to go through totalitarianism

economic dorv$opment, I can assure you that there are many

«]

-in the Third World who are not willing to accept as their

only choice that between chaotic capitalist development with
its great inequities and the Chinese model. In most cases

nt and not feasible. Cne would

f

either model is totally irrelev
like to see a willingness on the part of the radical economists

in the United States to help as many people in the Third

o

World to develcop the options, alternative lutions that we
are all crying for. But this is not taking pla@p, in part
because the aim of the radical economist is really to attack
the problems of the

the capitalist system as such, using

Third World only as a tool in this attack. That too I see

as part of the withdrawal, of the total self-absorptiocn in
the United States What is really needed are studies by

centers in the acadenic community that deal with the very.
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basic macro-social problems of the socleties of . the Tha -4
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lorld. These¢ countries are all voing 1rouon a tremendous

crisis after the collapzs in moct of

themn of,the first
generaticn of political struchtures, after thelr illusions

about: the development rocnss icself had created situatiors

‘entirely different from those they first had énvisaged.

. They are in the grip of great hislori ical forces that are

only partially understocd. and this holds for. the whole
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world in general as well. When ones 100ks
U.S., or elsewhere, for centers of learnirg that are also

engaged in these problems, we onr2 could find intellectual

it must develop the capability to address these problems,
because at the heart of the American repositioning in t
world lies the gquestion of how the United States will
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late to the processes of basic social change that are
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lace everywhere. There is therefore a need for an-.
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taking

undcrstanding of the deeper historical processes of change
/""_““"‘ cachs e bl -

~n over and heyond immediate policy needs.
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They involve great social issues, and we should know more
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about them and have a better understanding of their political
implivations.

This leads us to the third question: What kind of
programs are necessary? What is needed are more area
studie but area studies of a different tvpe, area studies
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that gé far beyond the ﬁraditional dlsplpAlnC or rented
type, if wé are to come to grips in a ﬁransdiséipliﬁéry
fashioﬁ with the basic problems of the varioﬁs regions in
the wotld. We all need studiesvwhichﬂreCognizé and bring
cut thé great diversity that exists both in thé North and

in the?South. And that is not happ 1¢1g We should go

beyond ‘the comfortable, academic traditions in disciplined-

oriented studies of Asia on linguistics,ion anthropoiogy
and so forth, and try to relate those diéciplines to the
‘really burning i$sues that thése nations face, and which
are often not only political but also moral and ethical.
But there is very little of that in any university in the
United States, CGreat Britain, or Holland. Early in ﬁhe

ed about the Fulbright

n

discussion a question was rai
progra am. I do agree that in developing cultural relations
we should not look at only what happens in academia.

Eecause we. are entering into another dimension, I thin
is of the greatest importance that Asians be involved in
the sea lch that is now taking place in the United States,
finition of their national self, hut
also ih the search for new lifestyles in response to the

=T B 7N 7\,\'-, AT AV Y
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lifestyles are also a real problem for the Third World.

Asians might benefit a great deal from participating in ti

American search, taking home ideas that vou’d fertilize

own awarenecss of their problems in their own context. It

2 e & - -~ YTy s T ey
ig therefore not enough b speak about ilmproving existing

b

e




_,1 Vs

wograms. I think it s impotrtant to examine. how i,

res

United States the "infrastructure For listening"” .to Asia

could be iwmproved. Ari nis vaises the problem of funding.

Funding in the past bas beaon very -wch the result of
j 3 i :

strategilc consideraticus. %hat won't be enough. Other
: : . ;

“approaches will have to be developed in the United States.

11 problem. . There should be

And of course that is a politice
a restructuring in the reward system so that people within

academia and the research institutions will find it.

profiﬁable to deal with t“és$ naw problems. rhere i
1éed for developing a new, common .anguage to deal wit:n
the new problems of the world in which the U.S. and all
of ‘us-are engaged. 1In Asia, too, maybe less artlculately
and less colorfully. I think it's obvious tha+ however

inarticulate, there is validity as weéll to their percep-

tiens of the future. And we should help develop a common

language so that at least our differences can be articulated
and understcod.
Very briefly, the second guestion: what can Asian

countries do to make themselves better heard in the United
States? Ideally, they could do a lot. But.r:alistically,
I don't think much of that can be done ﬁow. It's easy to
state: the nead for interaction. and dialbgue that goes
beyond the bargaining from fixed positions that one sees in
Paris, in the United Nations and in bilateral negotiations.

That simply won't do, it's not enough. . We

PSR x e e e T oo it A A R S S R

s Rt e . L R

B o A



each oth fears and aspirations ‘in a new context.
However in Asia there is very little awareneés;of the
importénce of knowing the U.S. We hdve Eeen on the
receiving end so long that we are Lgklng Ame Sa for;
grahted. And as long as we know a little bit - how
£he Président is»beiuq hampered by Congress and s8O

=

forth - people think that's enough to know about the-

'HnJLba Sta+p . Now, much more detailed knowledge of

the United;States is imperative, but the impérative is
not felt yet. It is important for ‘instance, for Asia
to help maintain a level of knowledgeability and

interest about Asia within the United States. That is

however for the moment an illusion, but one that’s

important to keep in mind, because I am sure that

. . -

within a few years, Asian governments will come to

-ealize this and maybe, in a modest way, they will

23
N

help iﬁ funding programs and centers in the U.S5. that
could ﬁelf sustain American exper
We might want to move grad jually not just to more of the

binational commissions that we have, but to develop inter-

national foundations that are not U.S.-dominated, which

involve more than two countries, that are Asia-based, that

‘could help develop these relationships, not xclusively

with the United States, but more generally. I think

there are some moves in that direction already. So where



docs that leave us? Boith in the United States and Lheothe s
t favorable for better zach

‘the trénds are no

listening to

Oth@f} S5till the need is there, and maybe we;shouid S1mpLy ) g
try hérder and not give up. e
ool

A Comﬁunity of Intergst dn-Spite of Shovt"Teﬁm Problems Ea:

ﬁow about exchange programs: exchange programé E
shoula no longer be only bilatersgl. in the Eilatﬁzal %
programs, depth and diversity is important. But thére
is a whole range of mutual preoblems to which exchange ‘
programs should latch on, because there is where the %ﬁ
real intellectual interest lies. There is a 5

r

the United States about environmental problems, about
probléms of the future, about lifestyles, energy-
conserving lifestyles, about their implicaticns and SO

forth. There ic such a search in Asia too. think if :
opportuniiiés were open for a dialogue on those problems, - ff
the bilateral benefits could be very great without these kL
being their main purpose. As I said, we have to develcop F;

a new langwage, new ideas and new perceptions‘that we ;
could  share about the future, because that future is ;
going te be a common future. And we need not everytime ?;
1S Or seminars abouﬁ that future as such. éi
i

have seminars

about the whole range of new

problems that deal with survival in its various forms, :
that will automatically bring in or lead to an articulation a
.



of perceptions about the future that we could gradually

come to share. And that is why it is important for

i
i ixd

Asians fo have an opportunity to be exposed to énd : : : ?
to participate actively in the frontiexslof'American

thought and science, and to create such Qpportgpitieg

not only in the United States but also in Asia; I

think it is possible to do that. And this will lead

to a growi ng awareness of a community of interest
in the future that will »e capable of maintaining

itself whatever short—run political problems our

countries may have with each other.

Concerning the last question of safeguarding and
nurturing cultural pluralism: the importance I don't
have to discuss, the whys everyone understands. The

~ced for cultural diversity in the world into which we

will grow is like the genetic stocks that we must keep :
. { e

: Z

in the.world in order to maintain diversity and hence ks
; -
stability and good health. The same holds true for our -

cultures. But there are no easy answers here, in part

because the communications field is. developing so rapidly.

to
l

Even in the United Stateés, you are wrestling daily with . :

what might be the social impact of the new communications :
L

technology that will make lifesize, three-dimensional -

pictures which can be linked up and iInteract with

; _ -
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within the United State

ways Americans will gooor

to & 1argo extent by nouw

going to be developo” and
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;the Anternational field

course are on a much larc

provides the funds, where
technblogy, and so forth.
situation iﬁ which all cu.
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cultures will die, therxe
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living museums. That is inhuman and I don't think will
solve dny problem.  So the problem in the cultural

field, -in maintaining diversity, is to dea Top the

necessary instruments for multiple co-ex 1stencm cuLturalIyL

ﬁere again, no final answars, although cértain*things.
can be said: democratic control of the internétional
network, decentralization'of programs, resmect;for the
foha lVdC” of nations, and understanding ofvthe cycles of

inwardness and outwardness that all nations have, and

that the United States is now going through until it

has sorted itse out turning once again towards the:

—ct

worlid. The new technology ou the one hand will make

po 4

the privacy problem a very difficult one to solve; at

narrow casting to special audiences, may on the other

everywhere there is this search for alternative lifestyles,

I have inflicted myself on you so long because I
feel there is a danger in speaking solely about the

improvement of programs, &bout increasing their efficiency

withouvt looking into the problemz or into the characteristic
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of the present situation of an America that is less cap
ble of influencing the outside worid, of an America that
is very much searching for its own redefinition .in a p ur-

alistic world, with new problems of interdependence and

a common future. ;
Thank you.
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