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Defining Security Architecture

“When historians look back on this day, they will 
probably conclude that the unraveling of the U.S.-
centric defense and security architecture in 
Northeast Asia began with this Korean decision”
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What is security architecture to you?

A. A large multilateral alliance (NATO) 
or many inter-connected alliances

B. A large institution or many inter-
connected institutions that deal with 
security (among other things)

C. A “security community” that sees 
states working together on security 
issues

D. Processes or norms that groups of  
states adopt to resolve security issues



“Architecture”

• Order?

• Framework?

• Mechanism?

• Structure?

• System?

• Institution?

Architecture as order: 

the ‘Pax Americana’; architecture as a defence

system that promotes outcomes – such as

conflict management and avoidance – as well

as a rules-based, maritime-based, trading order

which broadly favors US norms and standards,

while also enriching key regional stakeholders.



Architecture as ‘community-integration’:

the ‘ASEAN Way’, where process and

community-integration are more important

than outcomes or policy and where hierarchy

is avoided in favour of consensus in

institutions, such as ASEAN Regional

Forum, ADMM+, and ASEAN+3.

“Architecture”

• Order?

• Framework?

• Mechanism?

• Structure?

• System?

• Institution?



“Architecture”

• Order?

• Framework?

• Mechanism?

• Structure?

• System?

• Institution?

Architecture as community-building: 

The South Asian Association for Regional

Cooperation and the Bay of Bengal Initiative

for Multi-Sectoral Technical and Economic

Cooperation (BIMSTEC) are both large

aspirational bodies, working across a range of

issues.



“Architecture”

Architecture as integration: 

The ‘China Dream’, a new type of tributary

system, in which deference to the PRC’s security

preferences are instilled into regional countries as

they become increasingly integrated with the

PRC’s economy and its sphere of influence.

• Order?

• Framework?

• Mechanism?

• Structure?

• System?

• Institution?
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-Pax Americana: the San Francisco System

• 1. A dense network of  formal security alliances

• 2. A ‘hub-and-spokes’ - mostly bilateral - network radiating from 

Washington to allies.

• 3. An asymmetrical deal, military access for defence and 

economic access.

• 4. Special precedence for Japan in the system.

• 5. Maritime-focused; Mahanian in geopolitical scope.

6. Evolving in terms of  partnerships (trilaterals and the quad)

K. E. Calder: “Securing security through prosperity” (2004) The Pacific Review



NEW TYPES OF ALIGNMENT IN THE SAN 
FRANCISCO SYSTEM

• US-Japan-ROK Trilateral (1994)  

• US-Japan-Australia Trilateral (2002)

• US-Japan-Australia-India Core Group (2004/5)

• US-Japan-India Trilateral (2005)

• US-Japan-India-Australia Quad (2008/2017)

• US-Japan-UK Maritime Trilateral (2016)
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ASEAN: Association of  Southeast

Asian Nations (1967 -- )
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China’s new regional security architecture 
(expounded at 2016 Xiangshan Forum by Vice Minister Liu Zhenmin)

• 1) China’s new security concept – which advocates common, comprehensive, 
cooperative and sustainable security; 

• 2) regional and international norms, including the Five Principles of  Peaceful 
Coexistence and the ASEAN Way; 

• 3) partnerships rather than Cold War-era alliances; 

• 4) a comprehensive and multi-layered network of  bodies, with a focus on improving 
existing institutions rather than creating new ones; 

• 5) the promotion of  common development and prosperity.







Discussion and Questions

• 1. What are some of  the structural challenges to Asian security architecture?

• 2. Should Asia’s security architecture be built for and by Asians? Does this include 
South Asia as well as East and Southeast Asia?

• 3. What role should external powers – like the United States – play in building Asia’s 
security architecture?

• 4. Are alliances really “cold war mentality” or merely a symptom of  state insecurity 
and a traditional manner for gaining security?

• 5. Why is there no “NATO-in-Asia”? 

• 6. Does Asia need a NATO-like organization? Who should be in it?
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What is the best security architecture for Asia?

A. A comprehensive system including 
external powers like the US

B. “Asia for Asians”; whatever is built 
should be by the regional states

C. A network that recognizes an equal 
role between China and India

D. A system that prioritizes security 
for lesser and mid-level powers



Yes, I agree
strongly

Yes, I agree Maybe No, I
disagree

No, I
disagree
strongly

20% 20% 20% 20% 20%

Is a NATO-like organization in Asia needed?

A. Yes, I agree strongly

B. Yes, I agree

C. Maybe

D. No, I disagree

E. No, I disagree strongly
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