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1041715 71382 silk roadol] o3t §& &5ptho] HIREZ A=
WA vtk QIR 4] e 9ol S8 FFs 7R = 847t =it tist
A9 o7t =AW mitt L AA7F QA FQ Aol HHA ek vintd
O] Ho = =7ke] AEx jdol Athet dake vIXA =]t 214]7] S01A] HE
+« LEEY T84 ZAEA QAF7E o8 4= Sle AHHY mhA]df RaEy
1 ofm7t 3k SHEAAL o]F fIRt oJdiEA=Tt HEE o RS X[ HsA 7t
AL glom olof BlEo] Ztxo] sty S E EE HAE Hef 71l le A7 o]
o}, ole} ddste] 2 = o] FXA -840l diste] L ofn|E oA &
W Sufel] Baxpgtel| 1 HAs F3inh
S-S B gt 7154 (inherent mobility), A2 S (tactical flexibility),
HAIAA A2 (worldwide geographic reach) 0.2 AA= S8, BAE
|35 =719 A4t (useful instrument of policy)o|th, x-S AAlof| =719
tfefol| wet siFEAlet A FARE e SERske 83 STl
= Agstn, HA| o] opd AAE FAlEAHAl site] ¢ =7t 8]
F-5oto] A, LAl TS Rt of2fet st JEL g wES
Sfto) - ATl 204171 SHF WA o] WA Hho] 4=giEof gha1 21
Al71el 0l e5d JA 183t it 553t 7]ed A HEglel f&
o #nt ofle}t 23] B TSRl
dl & Eo] Y23 o|{r(the south china sea issue)2} A3} 2010
69 =y} WEW/7FE o} 7F "Pacific Partnership 2010" ¢1%=% Z#Ho|u}
20109 89 8Y wl=9] MFH Wl George Washington T2 HEW
Danang® "+, "dE=tle S0l AT 4= e AXH AAY o8 =7k
T FYUgh Mg Z=t}'V(China has a right to operate here, as do we
and as does every other country of the world)xl AASHHA w]=+o] o]x] A
53921 USS John S, McCain®to] Danang®ol U&= s = =53]

%
ol izt =] A alA]l o] oF Ao, olof His) T
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1) The Japan Times East Asian Strategic Review 2011, "China and Southeast Asia — The
South China Sea Issues Reignites’, The National Institute for Defense Studies Japan,
Tokyo, Japan, pp. 156—165,
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Al dlete o8t AR CE digeigith ml =R deP(Hillary
Clinton)= st=oloA A 20109 ARF3|9] & 74 23Y%} 7|2 2|04 "v]
=8 3k ARGl ek 7} o|Qla} ofrjo} Ffjoko] st EAFAQl AL W
Faaola] Aol 2FE|S St GEEAo] eto] ohd AT
oAl Axalol eJsto] FAE7|E FJYsIct'2(the United States... has a
national interest in freedom of navigation, open access to Asia's
maritime commons, and respect for international law in the South
China sea" and that it "supports a collaborative diplomatic process by
all claimants for resolving the wvarious territorial disputes without
coercion’)al G}t F-& HEmolol A el sft-EHd R oo tf-g3
g Zlojoh,
o|e} Zro] A HA KoM EAE Wk} Hmrp pS A EYS Holal
el éil FolA A= ALE Aol Al 8A sk W F
2lof| ofgh el W A5 BAke AR g HehHQl WHel = 7=
Hek 4= ol IRy ke P SR Rl oy gl divkE AR s
Gl Al ¢h=(short of war) W] WollA #Juz2l A5 ¢
SHAl HRIaL oF Sshs oA ditEo] £ HUA™ Flojoh
AR o2 Hithe olfrEo] A Soj7kal qlth Ald 3¥ 169 =
G0l ofojof gt AdHS —?—X*o}‘l‘/ﬂ A71Hor SAE HyZlctal st
of gh-F7k 1ol SHEAL, FE=dfolli= S0l A= Aol et H
B AAlras dialer —?—25}04 HIEH, e, 2R o], W|olAlof, 1’41“}
| A Bhslr]e shgiey, witho A o] oj2jgt o} thES 2
e A7 Het 58] S 20069 s /ﬂod
ot = AAY= 71‘12& sftEle 953 SAsHHA =71 g de s
Stal Qleh 1980de] ARt Ui Lruet-dvt-deds ddskes Al=d
(first island chain)3} Ei 27}/\}3}3} AE—G-AZYAo}E HEs= A%
H(second island chain)& 7|&02 3lo] HrojsfodS sl ¢ SN
o st lﬂ@,—}(anti—access)/ oﬁﬂ—r(area denial)®& ARSI it} o9

<
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2) Thid, p. 159,

3) o] &ol= F=ol A e AR YujoflA] BAA(RAMA) ofehs A 231
ovt o] Fto] olgfdl AL anti—access/area denial® s HiRtoA=
anti—accessE WY LO R, area deniald FYZH(GHEIHM = HHsHC]



-g-oto] wl=rw Ak 1ef gt Al =H=EA R (sustaining U.S. global
leadership: priorities for 21st century defense)ol|A] oFA|o} A Z A M

g uh olch

1. sze) 3AH g 78

o] &of Ao gt el F=2] AolE(James Cable)> 1919WFH 1993
15177}?(] oF 70¥ =<t Zhto] AlASE EZ3F W (Gunboat Diplomacy)?] HlES
RIS A} 1919WRE S| Z7]7|7ko|u 70 o] At AE Ao QlojAfut Zh=t
o] ZQJuE =7 HAH o e ANGShE RlEo| loja 2 Aol7} glrt
AE ST & AlelEY Ae 2wt dpAERE ofye} o5
oI F71e) HAH FRo WNE ASEHE 487 FUolE AUS
Sl Flet0) 1 st o] BRI AM-S 2R AAF o o7
A AT A, e Fe Yuet JA, A A9 @ FEERIAAE
ekeh ZFrew o] ©AI7E Qlokar Argict, ey AlolE o] gt %74]*‘;: A
HA SAE e 594—:*2'— |t ELEHﬁ‘Q“—J ﬁ‘ﬂi ”EH o] Hk
. -

)

>.

oL rlr W 2 rfr

nE T5e ¢ Qe vxE 7\1]%?‘1‘:}.
nj=t H2E7)A A4 (The Brookings Institution)®] &3t} 7FEhe-
m]2o] 1946WE 19757H4] 304 Hob FAES FAA EHoz AT &

4) “Sustaining U.S. Global Leadership: Priorities For 21st Century Defense', The U.S.
military will continue to contribute to security globally, we will of necessity
rebalance toward the Asia—Pacific region, Our relationships with Asian allies and
key partners are critical to the future stability and growth of the region, We will
also expand our networks of cooperation with emerging partners throughout the
Asia—Pacific to ensure collective capability and capacity for securing common
interests,, The Security of defense 1000 Defense Pentagon Washington, DC
20301-1000, January 5, 2012,

5) James Cable, Gunboat Diplomacy, 1919-1991 (London: Macmillan Press, 1994), pp.4.
158-213,
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215319] Al FoA 1773101 82%0) A9o] ShEeS AAgstAon, ol 24t
2 FollA] aj2elo] Zb WSl AXH BAS 9jstel ALGEIHE S
BojFglrk BARTHS)

@ -1 IH2YAl oz J7t 25

o

et ulako] Wel(Robert Mandel)o] ofat BAlo] w2l AR A
2R 8T A97h ARee ARSI akd A9o] glold urk BAH &
e G 5 Gk THsdel BT ATATE WEYTED ol she]

6) Edlav 7REo] At vlato] FARE HA|H BAS Qlste] ARSSINH - Sl4= 263
3lofut 24z 0] oful} whiEe]l 483)= FAS AAISHA] gl 2153]9) A ARE-2] AlElo] Hi3)
et 248 AAEHEeE B, M. Blechman and S. S. Kaplan, Force Without War. US
Armed Forces as a Political Instrument, (Washington D.C : Brookings Institution,
1978), p. 40,
wiEle] o] Wl ojso] 2ARS A BHE gielo] 83T 19634 o]e] 2ol
o 2ARRle] AR A1) A 31%9] ookt Ak 25%9] AshE PRSIl 19624 o}
A5l lolA= 29%9] AF, 4T%S] ofuigt Aat, 24%9] AwfE 71Tt Qi EZFe] w9
7490l lojA= 19639 o] BA oA vl 68%2] A4, 21%2] ofufgl At 11%2] Ao
& 7HHAL 19621 o] %-0] FAolM= 53%<) %, 12%2] A, 35%2] AWE 7Hn Ik A
A 7=l ztelu IS B HE 196349 o Hele 61%2] ¥, 18%2] ofFigt A,
21%0] Aok 71 196241 olFol 47960) AF, 35%e) ool 2, 18%0) AN 71
t}. Robert Mandel, "The Effectiveness of Gunboat Diplomacy’, International Studies
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2y 719 At ul=e] S tiWsks AoRA vl A9 Y] B4
o thAl%olut BjHE AUelA] o]FoiHirth= SHA & of JAgt Aupeiar
o 4 Qioh

sfte] o] Aol tigt E thE ARl F=9] Alze] d(Geoffrey Till)
St A S, suERe T, sk FAR} o] B EE
sl g T3t AdSol Friste]l esdolle siUdAkde e, st
i, AZEA oA 2 2L AR} Adto] FastoiFlkal Azt it 9
E3F F=9] FA(Ken Booth)= a9 A&k FAH &, ud A 4]
CHFAI Agt® Rkl e, 9) T 2] M EA| A Z(Sergei Gorshikov) A]
fito] HA] A&l ol of ATHOERR B PR, fleet to fleet) 2M4 S of S
(fleet to ashore) 28wt ofu2t B3} A 835 &ud A%k S35t qlrt
I sl itk 10) & it HAof s FEAEe] FRE Foto] AsS
ot o] Frtste] HAlof| QuAd HAS sty Qg XA sHom
A dqeke 3tk Aol

St XA ARGl HIF E Y AR AR v st
(Naval War College)?] FE2HEdward Luttwak)2 12| A4 MsfjoFz o] A%
A AR (The Political Uses of Sea Power) o)A dlotelS HAE0 tog H

AH;H;'L_ 7%0? o%;q] ;q 0_] Hs:l S HB‘]— H]—J;] oiyﬂ A g-zj?_ /\-LE__L]. XPZHﬂ

ol AEor FHEsto] st FAA AMS AWkl itk okd e gl
o] Hea Zfol whet Adii=at oAl A=re] AR QARE FAISHL 4
=2} ¥kg- ofstol whet siatelo] Y4 ARgavtel| tigt Axprt vehdtia
TGl 19 2 siiEe ASolghe Soldt =gE st A9
2A g9 AolE(James Cable)o] F43t 32| w(Gunboat Diplomacy)2]
ofg 7HA] 43} vluEh, £ =72 FEY ASolg e I HHo=E
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Quarterly, vol,7, No.30 (1986), pp. 59—76.

8) Geoffrey Till, Maritime Strategy and the Nuclear Age, (London: The Macmillan Press,
1984), pp. 203—225.

9) Ken Booth, Navies and Foreign Policy, (New York: Holmes & Meier Publishers,
1979), p. 16.

10) S. G. Gorshkov, 7he Sea Power of the State, (New York: Pergamon Press, 1976),
pp. 213-222, 245-253,
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gitt,

|59 22 (Robert Ross)= 19 +=122111995-96 theteld =4 Al 734k,
A W FAEO] ARE (The 1995-96 Taiwan Strait Confrontation:
Coercion, Credibility, and the Use of Force) /& E3j4 tigtsid 24 A| &
=3} v] Sl ARG ARGl TeE Ay Qw2 ArshEAl :rL/\}
go] %719] QA ey} Wyasto] AMg-E o T By} Uehu, of7]ofl
7be] Bkt o] gtk o4, ol iRk A=Y, Aol ek % "J«]
I FollA B E2AAo] EART L A5 = Sk,

R

oo

(High)

S N|(presence)  PEACETIME

24 Q|1 (diplomacy)

HhAY

7E| ; ‘:'EMITI(shovv of force) CRISIS
(Chance EM(imited conflict)

of Bt (imited war) LIMITED WAR
Occuring)

X2 & (conventional war)  GENERAL WAR
Mat M(theater nuclear war)

2t ™ (unlimited nuclear war)

& 29 A =)
(Low) (Intensity of Conflict) (High)

Z4] ! Harold J, Kearsley, Maritime Power and the Twenty—tirst Century, p.23.
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1. THE4at s=E

SARRACNA A A Thsde el (THM- 1) 2o %%91 et
HHE B v, IYoM BolF= JAY 249 Bt e A

o] S wizo] B4 WA 7hs A2 Rkl & 4= Sk BA|(peace time), 9]
7| A(crisis), ASFAA](limited war) 18] AW (general war)A|2 FHE=
47};{1 3. %‘ég E/K]—Z-] og H Eﬂ}; ‘:'ZH :[L‘]{?:QJ _Zr__g_‘é‘]— 6]—.‘51.—‘50]1‘4— 11)
AR s Al 53] sitE o] FX A Agel FESioF & o]f= st
qto] 71R| = AMAAl(symbolism), H7FsA(accessibility), 71543 (mobility),
EARs¥(projection ability), W4 (endurance), tHAthsAl(versatility), A
%4 F994 (tactical flexibility), 4173 (controllability) w&2ld] Zzke] E4
_4 H O]—EH 9} 71—1‘4‘ 12)
A, 4374/3(Symbolism) otk B2 El=oll Ao FHE $A & 4 9
= gt 2ol st A=e] 1715 Agste] Aol 2415 Eeyiil(show
f flag), $rjQ) &L IHA5HH(fleet presence), $H o] 91& (demonstration)
= oAl At oAl W el e AlHeh F4ds SRAE 4 Qi
S5, A2715A (accessibility) o]t} iR &) gha] elato] A
o =S| )7kt F7HAQl 2A7F BaskA] gt &-3Y] B dEY o
o= "ol FUE =l o|5d A 53| sFd=9] 57k oo st 3

QAR 29 3 e =A FElE Fokol Bagt Al7]o] Hast s

o
ru* J

S, 7154 mobility) oIk, e AAsA S Shitel ARAAL]
wfol w7 ol A o) el Eulk A ek geky oA, ofclehs
2 FEH] Qe ST 5 Urk

JA]|, FARsE (projection ability) ©]tt, 8t EF3HAo]al theFst F7|A|

11) L. W, Martine, "The Use of Naval Force in Peacetime," Naval War College Review,
Jan/Feb, 1985. p.4.
12) Ken Booth, Navies and Foreign Policy (London: Cromhelm, 1977), pp.33—36.
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7] o] A=o] A dl Aot AR
9] A YF F shut

E}*ﬂﬂﬁ, W4 (endurance) ©lt}, stdtAgL Lr|AA0A}, AREE7Io|H
AGAES = Q= AR 7ho)7] w2 A7|7E 2= A glo] diitel| ANst
of ExF oz 7|7k s 4 Qlek, Ao} sfjof ubAE FERojesto] ¥
N 2 # U= Ho] £ o},

ANA, thAthsAd (versatility) o|t}, st SEAA7F 2 HEFA
3 uEAoZ A=) 5 W 4 Qi ok&# Mo F7HAHQl 24
glo] A& Fdsh= F8 oz A3d 4= ot

AFA|, A2 G4 (tactical flexibility) o]t} dfatS oA TH=o &2
T &30ty ohorst s AL o 4 9l ot k] e e o
Atk

oAgA], FAA(controllability) olct, dtdA2 stte] AFAAZA &
Aof|A] o] A% Hltho A ZPAEORA AR M| wet 3 AT} FEE 8ol

EA 4 glov]

S 4= QAL AFE S ke EAl BAID o qlof A= s USolAl =7k fAl
7 %\ Hx]x] oLot::]/q }\]'EHE 1_9_3] OH7:]‘6]— 2 o]r,}

Ak 50417E B2k HA] 2] Aol qm XVM otlcts el
FES gk, o] AAEC dFie] % = AL 9

& HEolc), ¥ sjorels} welsl A9l S0l Aol 2o Aulel Aol
L Ao oR B SE AR olRe A #HEe] JHHew deln
FAH R A R Helstel wele] Aeel ARolet W 4
et

sforelo] diet AAEE ol5S Fa SAshs TRt olEukaolut Tt
B50R S0 o ANES 7 BANSRRE WA, S o=t
A IR ol AH BEEo] Glrt. o5 o2 S Abgol T Tiak
o Hpe Zasha gt

o o] & HAZNE AAA o] Aol ol2r ] FAANN =
elib mE Fpiow shbEo] Mg v, ojd ol2e BA sho A
o, 2 QuUsPl el HAle] WEH LR H2eS gk W Lo o
3 Hofollat 215 o] g AL gtk olof B AHES] F5 Folow BT

skal “SoFdERe]l 1HA"el dxy = ulgk(Alfred Mahan)¥} 2| 29
(Jullian Corbett)9] jFdzF o]Zo] AAIEAH 19473} 204]7]22] Aol
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Alo]E(Cable, James)> A=4¢] 23Fe|aetal sh= sfteol o3t 9wy
ogto] thjste] st oM, = AAA FE(definitive force), HHH FE
(purposeful force), ‘Zmj& F&H(catalytic force), ‘THZA F & (expressive
force)14) Fo& AJdi=ol tigt QAtEAl AEE Y| 7HA] dAE FHEste] AT
sttt sl AHAAREL Ak dfliteS Are] vhgojttol TA
o] 7|YAIZE ok AL EA AFAQ] 23kl Fejo|n H2A AR
S ES ARGt} A= % —‘T'—E skl ol Y& 7Faskal X3

U EE F

ANZNAY E= 7] AZE Pes JAEIEA 2 Hes Holx] Sl 2
e fEsh] A HAoR s Y AR f5S FekAl e d-felH,
S AR Srfieke XWV} °Ho}ﬂ A= HRek o] g2 ot &
o3t 719 AlE 5L ARl 2o S ARl EAlske AEE Clst

7] $lete] 5% = 01 ‘”01 sddiE Aeks B2A ofHdt A= =
3| ARk sfteE dAshes ) vl AR AdRoltt, divFsty Hao et o
ol A 713t Fgeiet7E ARl whet AUsiAY Ee ARt Sollete dart
golah] mZolct, st A AR Al AR HhE Hitks E5ted
59 YAE el B8 4 ke #Mle THAA] SEkesE =7 )
& Aol digt A& BAJBl7] Hlote] WEE F2 o] me 5244 AR
3ok o] 58] e FoHA| dou JAE Edske Ales Hulnh
to]o](M MecGwire)= HIS Alo|E(James Cable)?] o]&2 H-83I31A]
T st e] o] 24 ARE E2# (purposive) I "o (preventive) ARG
< 7 7P HFE Al e A4 Adjte] sigeld Aol s g

= =

13) B. M, Gough, "Maritime Strategy: The Legacies of Mahan and Corbett as
Philosophers of Seapower', RWSI Journal, Winter 1988, p.55.

14) James Cable, Gunboat Diplomacy 1919—1979 (London : Chatto and Windus, 1971) &
Diplomacy at Sea (London : Macmillan Press, 1985), P.18,

15) Ibid., pp. 41-86; Eric Grove, The Future of Sea Power (London : Richard Gray,
1990), p.195.
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O ARE-Q1 WHA, oA ZFeke sljfo] Ao Al Folefo] &

St Y= Ao® sk Qe 16 W ARES o]

12 sfekoll st FAIA 9 ol wifoleh= WA stolA B

313 Qb 1D St ol tis] EE38t A|ZRS AR|EHAL QlE o}E(Art Robert)
%_

L Ao]59] o2 ) 2l ‘HHA S YEH(swaggering) 02 WS}
A71e Az ZAAe st 19 AP dtus FEshs =7k ¢
S o] = ERoA AIREQIEY, 271 AAgSe] I Pe B3 5|7}

s
whg- ofelemele) BiEe] S ARl Rejo] BAu Fejo) Ahgolehs
‘ = goli ulg Btk Aol olejd
o] A ARgo] Alrje] whg
5 F43) EofslojAo} & HAjet

Aol E(Cable, James)? ‘E3FJW’ 7fHS FE(Edward Luttwak)2]
ol ot A=9] H I} wEste] AuE off Alo]EY o]2o] sty 9
B2 gl digh HdS o & olafd 4= SIA Fet 19

Sl AR Tt ASolths E7|EFE o] U Z47HY] THX|RA
olgfst7| ik thy (1 M- AY =7 7+ E49] k=9 @A) 2y
of weh Aei=tellAl Fadat A5 - (bargaining and signaling), 7342l
Qa2 AR (coercive diplomacy/deterrence), BHTHAIS (show of force)
2 ‘Z39| (gunboat diplomacy)$} Zo] st Q] AMAESl AR
Eoi7h= AT o] sitel o] AAA ARl tigt dE A olsiE 4 9l
5 3

16) M. MccGwire, "The Horizontal Proliferation of Maritime Weapon Systems', Navies
and Arms Control, Quester, G. H. (editor) (New York : Praeger, 1980), p.166.

17) B. M, Gough. op. cit., p.58.

18) Art, R, J., "To What Ends Military Power?", International Security, Vol. 4, No, 4,
Spring 1980, p.13.

19) R. Mandel, "The Effectiveness of Gunboat Diplomacy', International Studies
Quarterly, Vol 30, No.1, 1986, p.61.



ANt NS
(Bargaining and Signaling)
pARIES ] IRl imyieaps|
(Coercive Diplomacy/Deterrence)

N = EPN L
(Show of force)

gl gelim]
Gunboat Diplomacy,

* Z2] . J. Cable, Gunboat Diplomacy, p.18.

Qg -2y Zgteuol S

Aolgo] ofeigh SAe] o5t Ao mao] HjFolis wokito] AL
oL, <oFete] WiFols 7HEa v AR} Qleke Zlo] el o) 3l

wo) B3} Fejst Bk AYS Tt

1 9lek.20)

FHRS 6 HFHOE Usum, 7 $HUY ozl MY FAHO=
28T 7 ek A o wsel) M) ek 2 Sl 4 ek, AP
2o A P 479 Y= AToIN & 5 YEE ATE Bt Ao &
A% 3 WA AR, @4 AM 150 RS A 91 BAE 1
S i A3t 7178 olgee, ook 94U e =

o,

o]
]
)

=

o
D

2} o]me} o4 HEo| A Rt A Wio] S
= ol olsfabAz B Sfa FEO A N Mo

%

g}
olo} T WS ofAE AMgHE Wl o] SEolAE Gt Ul
FohE @ 4 ik sz Agre] s o

20) Martin, L, W., "The Use of Naval Forces in Peacetime"', Naval War College Review,
Jan/Feb, 1985, p.10.
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IMESS{1y Xt K| gt
(Diplomatic role) (Policing role)

Y 0|2
(Use of the Sea)

AR A
(Military role)

*Z2] . Ken Booth, Navies and Foreign Policy, p.16.

g II-3) Al si22 ArE0]| st Azt 0|2

#2:(Ken Booth)= BA| dfate] A& 9] (Od M-3)9 o] 443
= ARgste] ATkt

L FRto] odake Az WASH WA} 9 Akzkal o] Awinl ke Aow
HT, ﬂﬂﬂ ’%J} A B w1 ok ol ofg] o]Ese} njzs
ATt of7]of|A k] F8 HThe QQuIAREC] AR Q]

Asfg 7H
3 vl 3}01 S BolWES ok o vk 28 o] B TS
HAAZIAL Aol disf 91Ee 7k 4= QA Ak, o2t SHoll= 9uAgl
AT FAAR Az HRdste] 915 Exolis ot FElo] LFtEE=T A
OJE oA FdH ofaeta il

AEAor oj3te] BA A= 9w 3 (diplomatic role), |%H4 g

(policing role), A 8Hmilitary role)= J-&8F 4= glom AR 32
Al dltE o] Algole} 3R AHE(suasion)T} 72 (coercive) I @A (deterrenct)
£ &l =71 fJal Al Adi=o] AlEstal Sl ARKS: BHA] EsHA| A5s)
At ARt} 3 X}%«] o5 Fu} oA A=ollA s Hdvte s
A (signaling)?) JEE Exoli] Ao R stoig A=) Qate] Folat=
5 7¥Ssts Aoletar @ 4= Qi o] of st FXA avk= EAY {30
uha} AolstA UEbdtt,

Flo _1.9,

21) Charles D, Allen Jr, The Uses of Navies in Peace Time (Washington D.C . American
Enterprise Institute for Public Policy Research, 1980), pp. 22—25.
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sfisto]l AMNEezmA dojA= HAA J—]‘g A5 flelixle 2 7HA
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29) Ibid., pp.8-9.
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Abstract

A Study of Political Use of Naval Power in
Solving International Conflicts

Yang Jung-Seung”

Morgenthau claims that in international relations, there are the
economic, political, and military powers that enable a nation to achieve
its political and diplomatic goals, This paper explores the possibility of
resolving international conflicts with naval power, First, the theoretical
and historical perspective, naval power was used as a final resort to
force a nation's political or diplomatic objective on an enemy nation
when negotiations failed, and this was done through the physical and
psychological destruction of the enemy by naval power, But as the use
of military power has decreased because of the invention of the nuclear
weapon, the existence of a large and capable navy deterrent has
become one of the most useful military options among a nation's
diplomatic measures, In other words, he focused on the political
usefulness of naval power as a deterrent and coercive diplomatic tool
for persuading other nations to acquiesce, rather than using naval

power and actual military action as a final resort,

The reason for this is that compared to army and air force, navy's
flexibility, continuity, and the ability to deter are greater. The navy
provides excellent accessibility through its wide mobility on the sea,
and it has been shown through research that the navy possesses a
political usefulness that facilitates the solution of conflicts through

presence, naval intervention, and naval blockade, On the other hand,

* Secretary General & Senior Research Fellow, KIMS
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among the factors that could improve the influence of the navy are
alliance relations, a reliable and powerful navy, carrots and sticks that
it would have to deal with in the case of successful or unsuccessful

negotiations, and support from international opinion,

On this paper I introduce E.N Luttwak's naval suasion theory. By
the his theory, there are two mode of naval suasion, One is latent
naval suasion the other is active suasion, Latent suasion there are
deterrent mode and supportive mode, Active naval suasion there are
coercive mode and supportive mode, Coercive mode has positive and

negative,

The limitations of naval suasion have been identified as follows.
First, because the objective of the use of naval power is persuading
enemy nations, the results are unpredictable, Second, the leaders of all
countries possess limited understanding on the complexities of naval
power and therefore lack understanding of the usefulness of naval
power when choosing options, Third, in case of failure through naval

suasion, prestige and reputation of a nation can be damaged,

Finally, the following are additional possible research topic, First, a
research on the decision making process of choosing naval power as a
measure to resolve conflicts is needed, Lastly, research on the size of
the navy and types of ships required for efficient naval suasion is
needed., Today's world requires cooperative security regime so that
middle class navy also requires political use of naval power in solving
international conflicts, Therefore, additional research on this topic is

needed.



