
In the final section of the paper I want to touch briefly on what this can mnean, in
practice, and what its implications might be for Australia in the medium to long term.
Her, ini particular, 1 return to an carlier theme, concerning the questions and issues
left out of Australia's 'open regionalisin' policy. Here, more specifically, 1 touclion
what I consider to be perhaps the most dangerous and most silenced aspect of the
Westphalian model in its Antipodean representation - its intrinsic connection to global
and regional forces engaged in precisely the kcind of authoritarian, anti-liberal and
anti-dmcai processes Australian foitign policy ostensibly seeks to couniter.

The Westphalian Model and Australoa (3) Towards 'OQn Rgional*sm' oR

My argument in this section of the paper is that Austraia's 'cooperative security' and
'Opel) regionalism' policy perspectives are neither cocpull 83mirclya

adequate as they might be because of at least three asptions they malce i relation
te an enacdengagement with the AsaPcfcregion. The flrst, that an adequate

undrstndig of the strategic and/or polUtical culture of the peoples of the.
Asi/Pciicregion can be gained by ageti the views of the upper echelons of

thei miitar an Govmmetaisec<tors. The second that, i the post-Col4 War ea,
notions of a global movement twrsliberal-eorc and cultural hmgnsation
cali be evaluated via theç perspectives 0f state-spnoe psei omnte
and/or the narrowly conceived institutionas of regional 'scaie' eUtes. The
third, that patterns of global life embedded for three centuries or more in Western

Any doubt that these are the prevailing ass ptons,


