
from this neo-neo linkage. The third, its value in highlighting, in these terms, the
inherent limitations of the Australian debate set, as it undoubtedly is, within the

narrow confines of neo-realist and neo-liberal images of the world. 9

These limitations have been usefully analysed by Steve Smith wbo bas confirmec
'neo-neo' debate as an updated variation on a Westphalian state-centred theme bt
with two more important contemporary characteristics. Ilc fist, the tendency 44,

restrict debate to the prosperous nations of the West and take for granted... many

fuatures of this globalised world"'. The second, the tendency to "support US
interests".' 0 These are traits traditionally very evident within the Australian foreil
policy perspective. They remain very evident in the 1990s at a time when, as

Austraia's future if their utility is not criticaily reN
Westphalian model which, for ail its silenced dime
"4simple, arresting and elegant" image of the world
policymnakers"."

The flrst section of this paper is concerned to provi
review by acknowledging, at least briefly, the inflij


