
protector and the American Alliance the keystone of security and defence. The
dominant logic of the alliance strategy down the years has been that of the insurance
policy - the notion that if Australia faithfülly pays its dues to its great power ally - it

will someday reap the protective dividends. The strategic principle integral to this
logic has been 'forward defence' - the notion that Australian security and sovercignty
is best maintained by involving ourselves in offshore military conflict in order to
support the protector and/or prcempt direct attack on the Australian continent. In this
context the 'dues' have for the most part been paid by young Australians in far-off
wars as Australia has time after time leapt enthusiastically to the bugle call of its

proteCtor.40

The (ostensible) end of the traditional cra came in the wake of the Vietnam War as
Australia began to confront the implications of the US strategic withdrawal from the
SEAsian region. Importantly, this shift in orientation was flot prompted by a critical,
reassessment of Australian policy even aftcr the Vietnam debacle. Rather, the
decision was cffcctively forced upon Australan policy planners by changes ini US
policy attitudes outlined in the Guam Doctrine (1969). In this game of 'follow my
leader' changes were, ncvertheless, discernible by the late 1970s and early 1980s as
challenges to US global hegemony on the econoniic front, the British decision to turn
towards the EC and the emergence of new dynamic actors in Asia (c.g. Japan) acted
as further catalysts for foreign policy reasscssment.


