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the Pacific Islands (also shown as “Oceania’ in some data presentations).
The term “Asia-Pacific region” as used here is distinct from the term
“Pacific Rim”. The latter refers to the whole Pacific basin, including the
littoral states of the Western hemisphere, but not necessarily all of Asia,
i.e. the “Pacific Rim’’ does not customarily include South Asia (the Indian
subcontinent).

2. For an example of this line of analysis, see Mike Mansfield, “The U.S. and
Japan: Sharing Our Destinies”, Foreign Affairs, Spring 1989, pp. 3-15.
Likewise, a planning document for FY 1988-92 adopted by the Japanese
Cabinet in May 1988 emphasizes both the growth of Japan’s economic
power and its continued need for “conditions of international peace and
a sound relational climate with sustained and stable growth in the world
economy”’, in “Economic Management Within a Global Context”” (Govern-
ment of Japan, Economic Planning Agency), p. 1.

3. Poll data cited in “America and Japan: How We See Each Other. A Report
Prepared for the Commission on U.S-Japan Relations for the Twenty-First
Century”. Summary Overview reproduced in Bulletin of the Japan-America
Soctery of Washington (Summer 1990); 2.

4. Steven R. Weisman, “Japanese Coin a Word for Feeling About U.S”’, New
York Times, 16 October 1991, p. Al4.

5. Asahi Shimbun, 29 May 1990. Also cited in Reuters report in the Srraits
Times, 31 May 1990, p. 4.
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