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SŁOWO WSTĘPNE 

 

         P      , 

 

O           rą  C   e     e    C   e          er K  r        p ś  ę      e         znej 

mierze sytuacji na Bliskim W       e. W e   r   e p  r że     eg   e p ł          

   ż    ł      r      ę  e             ę     r       ,    re p       ą nam na 

   g ę   e  e          gr          gł           e  r     e   e    e. Z pr     ś   

profesora Malika Dahlana i dr Uki Maroshek-K  r       p    e e      ę        g    

      ą       e  e   r   e              B       W       e.  

 

M    r    eż pr   e   ść  p        ć  e    czlonka R              P  ł  Be re    ,    r  

     e     e p     e: C           pre        ą      ,   ł       T     ,   że     r  ć 

azjatycki odpowiednik NATO? Serdecznie zapraszamy do lektury tej analizy! 

 

 

Je     eś  e r             e     ł                P     e ,           g      e       e 

Ne   e  er  pr       e pr e      eg    p łpr       a Wiktora Nycza. Zapraszamy do 

  p         ę        e       e-mail.  

 

 

Przyjemnej lektury! 

Ze p ł           B     
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This letter has been included into our Voices From Asia series, as we consider it a significant 

addition to the ongoing discussion surrounding the ongoing conflict in the Middle East. The 

content of the letter is mirrored in an article co-authored by Malik Dahlan with Professor Marc 

Weller, which was featured in the New Law Journal on October 27, 2023, pp. 6-8. 

  p’ e           -olam, President Herzog 

Isaac Herzog 

President of Israel 

  

Dear Mr. Herzog, 

  

16th October 2023 

War may well be another means of politics, as Carl von Clausewitz famously found. But like 

Machiavelli, who had similar thoughts, Clausewitz is not an appealing character in the history of 

political philosophy. His views on the primacy of the national interest over ethics have remained 

as controversial as they were when he first set pen to paper. Indeed, some may regard the denial 

of war as an option of policy as enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations as the principal 

achievement of civilization since that time. 

Of course, a defensive war remains legitimate, provided the strict conditions of self-defence 

enunciated in the UN Charter are met. An on-going or imminent armed attack may be answered 

with the use of force necessary to defeat or forestall it, provided that use of force is proportionate 

and respects humanitarian law in all its aspects. 

Since 9/11 it is clear that self-defence can be applied to non-state actors, in that case the al-Qaida 

terrorist movement and perhaps also the Taliban government hosting the movement in 



7 

 

Afghanistan. Clearly, the attack on Israeli civilians by Hamas is no less dramatic and severe for 

Israel than the attack on the twin towers was for the US. 

In the Advisory Opinion rendered by the International Court of Justice on the illegality of the 

Wall constructed by Israel along the border with Palestinian territories, the Court suggested that 

self-defence cannot be invoked in relation to threats or attacks from the occupied territories, as 

these are already under an element of control exercised by Israel. Yet, since the Israeli 

withdrawal from Gaza and the West Bank, few lawyers can seriously doubt that Israel is entitled 

to respond in self-defence to armed attacks mounted from those areas. 

Hamas cannot argue that it enjoys a positive right to wage war, as anti-colonial, national 

liberation movements argued in the 1970s. In fact, international law has to some extent accepted 

the special status of genuine movements of that kind. However, no national liberation movement 

is entitled to wage an armed campaign against civilians. 

Indeed, recognition of a right to struggle against foreign oppression was constructed in a way 

that was meant to enhance humanity in such armed campaigns. The status of a national liberation 

movement implies the right to be treated as an international combatant in the confrontation with 

the colonial power refusing to activate the right to self-determination. That means that the law of 

international armed conflict applies, which contains far more detailed provisions and limitations 

on the conduct of those fighting in the conflict than the more modestly established law on 

internal armed conflicts. 

In any event, Hamas is not recognized as the national liberation movement of the Palestinian 

people. Even if it was, there would be no right to use force while international attempts to 

achieve a settlement of the Palestinian issue may still be resumed, and while the West Bank and 

Gaza have obtained an element of self-government, although not full self-determination for the 

people of Palestine. 

Even if there was a right to wage an armed struggle, that right would be constrained by the 

requirement of compliance with international humanitarian law. Clearly, Hamas does not meet 

this requirement by any stretch of the imagination. 
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Of course, Hamas has not launched its assault on Israeli and other civilians in order to exhibit its 

status in international law. Rather, the opposite is the case. Hamas might argue that the case of 

Palestine has remained unaddressed three quarters of a century. Israel continues to reach into 

Gaza and the West Bank at will, killing alleged militants or destroying homes and infrastructure 

in retaliation for suspected acts of violence perpetrated by Palestinians. The occupied territories 

remain economically isolated and dependent on Israel in terms of food, energy and even water, 

and access by individuals is strictly regulated by Israel. 

Meanwhile, international efforts to bring about a final status settlement have not borne fruit over 

many decades. The Oslo Accords are seen by many as   r     .   r e ’    r        e r g    ee   

to rule out a two-state solution, as does the fact that one half of the occupied territories, Gaza, 

has now been run by Hamas for a considerable period—a group dedicated to the destruction of 

Israel and evidently not interested in a search for peace. 

If the international system does not offer a solution for the Palestinians, Hamas seems to 

calculate, then action outside of the system, and outside of the rules of the system, remains the 

only option. If playing by the rules does not bring about results, then there is no point to 

complying with the rules. Hence, the spectacular and horrifying display of unrestrained and 

unlawful violence in the coordinated attack early this month. 

Israel has drawn its lesson from this episode. Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu has 

announced that Israel is now at war with Hamas. There will be no more tit-for-tat responses to 

violence from Hamas, such as the endless series of rocket attacks mounted from Gaza and 

elsewhere. This war will, Netanyahu asserts, fundamentally change the face of the Middle East. 

  r e ’  We  er      e    ve r   e      ff r    e r g       e f-defence, adding now with a 

somewhat softer voice that humanitarian law should of course be respected. In the meantime, US 

Secretary of State gives the appearance of seeking to clear the field for the massive war of 

retaliation that is expected by persuading actors in the region (and outside) not to intervene in a 

way which would transform this into a global crisis. The presence of two aircraft carrier task 

groups in the Mediterranean is undoubtedly meant to reinforce this message. 
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At the same time, the West is emphasizing that democracies must live by a higher standard than 

others. Hence, Israel should respect humanitarian law, even if Hamas evidently does not. 

This argument is rather a dangerous one. It seems to imply that Israel has the option to comply or 

not to comply, in the face of the atrocity committed by Hamas. But the application of 

humanitarian law by one side is not dependent on compliance by the other side. If the enemy 

executes prisoners of war, it is not lawful for the opposing side to execute captured combatants 

in response. If the enemy attacks civilian targets, it is not lawful to launch wholesale attacks 

against civilian concentrations in return. 

Civilians must not be attacked, starved or deprived of medical support in retaliation to terrorist 

       .  er    ’  p       f     e   ve p      e    f p   e   f re       e        p        r  g 

World War II was rightly pursued in the reckoning administered by the criminal tribunals that 

followed. 

Israel now argues that it is moving civilians out of harms way in Northern Gaza. This would 

allow it to concentrate its fight on Hamas in that area, minimizing the risk to civilians. 

Otherwise, it would be impossible to engage an enemy that does not hesitate to hide amongst the 

civilian infrastructure. 

True, urban warfare of this kind does pose difficult challenges. It is dangerous and costly for the 

attacking force. Yet, it is not legitimate to transfer the cost of waging such a war from ones own 

combatants to a civilian population caught in the middle. The forced displacement of a million 

civilians within a matter of one or two days cannot possibly be justified as a humanitarian 

measure intended for the benefit of that population. Rather, the responsibility to minimize 

casualties among the civilians must remain with those waging the armed campaign, rather than 

the helpless civilians. 

If the plan for that campaign includes the wholesale destruction of the entire civilian 

  fr   r    re    N r  er      ,    ‘f           e  err r    ’     e v  g   e        e       

wasteland of rubble, this would simply be an inadmissible form of warfare. 
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Moreover, even if the North of Gaza could be declared free of Hamas in this way, how would 

Israel address the South? Presumably Hamas would retreat there. Would two million civilians 

then be carefully filtered and screened for terrorists and be herded into the destroyed North, 

while what remains of Gaza is subjected to similar treatment? 

Per  p    r e f r   e    p   e  P  e        ,   ere      e fe r      Pr  e M     er Ne       ’  

promised reordering of the Middle East means that they will be permanently moved out of Gaza. 

The pressure on Egypt to open its borders and accommodate them in tents in the naked desert of 

  e         g   p               re     . T         e    e  e     ex er     e   e ‘P  e        

pr   e ’  g   ,          re        rre     re            e P  e             e  e         fe in 

dreadful refugee camps in Jordan and Lebanon, literally for generations. 

But such a purported solution would not be a solution. It would politically isolate Israel and 

make her allies regret having offered such strong support on this occasion. The tender flower of 

rapprochement with Arab states, in particular Saudi Arabia, would be entirely destroyed. And as 

the past 70 plus years have shown, pushing the Palestinians out into neighbouring states does not 

extinguish their zeal for achieving their own state, by peaceful or by other means. 

At present, Israel is in a position of significant strength, on the verge of unleashing its vast 

military potential. However, as the principal victim of such a massive display of power will be a 

defenceless civilian population in danger of destruction or displacement, this strength and 

sympathy will dissipate rapidly and turn into opposition and international opprobrium, despite 

the efforts of the US and other allies. 

It is sadly unlikely that Israel as a nation in mourning, and its ideologically committed 

leadership, can muster the grand and incredible courage to use this moment of great moral and 

military strength in order to achieve a real reordering of the Middle East. Instead of 

administering yet another humiliating defeat over the people of Palestine, and with them the 

Arab world, which just breeds the next round of even greater violence, this may be the moment 

when a true settlement could be achieved. 

In contrast to previous instances, this chance is quite unique, given the acceptance of the fact, 

finally, by much of the Arab world that Israel is a legitimate state in the region and merits 
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  p        re  g      .   r e ’           ver   e  ex  fe            ee         e er   e 

whether that position can be maintained. The states in the region will face tremendous public 

pressure to act in solidarity with the people of Palestine if they are indeed subjected to the 

treatment that is widely expected. The conflict may well spread, involving Lebanon, Jordan and 

potentially Iran. Indeed, all Arab treaties with Israel will be rendered null and void under Islamic 

Legitimate Public Policy. 

C    e    ’               r      e               f p                er  e            re    e  

unopposed, or at least unqualified. Since the dawn of time, all political philosophers and wise 

men and women have argued that war, if sometimes necessary, can only be legitimate if it is 

waged in order to achieve peace at the end of it. Whatever policy Israel now choses to pursue, 

admittedly at a moment of great provocation, its government cannot escape that responsibility: It 

needs to be able to explain how its actions will contribute to lasting peace, rather than destroying 

any prospect for it. 

Tikkun Olam Mr President- Yours faithfully, 

Malik bin Rabea    D      

Al-Hassani Al-Hashemi Al-Qurashi Al-Makki 
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This letter has been included into our Voices From Asia series, as we consider it a significant 

addition to the ongoing discussion surrounding the ongoing conflict in the Middle East. The 

content of the letter is mirrored in an article co-authored by Malik Dahlan with Professor Marc 

Weller, which was featured in the New Law Journal on October 27, 2023, pp. 6-8. 

这封信已经被纳入我们的“亚洲之声”系列，因为我们认为它是对围绕中东持续冲突的讨论

的重要补充。这封信的内容在由 Malik Dahlan与 Marc Weller教授合著的一篇文章中有所

体现，该文章发表在 2023年 10月 27日的《新法律杂志》第 6至 8 页。 

  p’ e           -olam, President Herzog 

Isaac Herzog 

艾萨克·赫尔佐格 

President of Israel 

以色列总统 

  

Dear Mr. Herzog, 

尊敬的赫尔佐格先生, 

  

16th October 2023 

2023 年 10 月 16 日 

War may well be another means of politics, as Carl von Clausewitz famously found. But like 

Machiavelli, who had similar thoughts, Clausewitz is not an appealing character in the history of 

political philosophy. His views on the primacy of the national interest over ethics have remained 
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as controversial as they were when he first set pen to paper. Indeed, some may regard the denial 

of war as an option of policy as enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations as the principal 

achievement of civilization since that time. 

战争很可能是政治的另一种手段，正如卡尔·冯·克劳塞维茨（Carl von Clausewitz）著名地

发现的。但像马基雅维利一样，他持有类似的观点，克劳塞维茨在政治哲学史上并不是一

个吸引人的人物。他对国家利益凌驾于伦理的看法一直像他第一次动笔时一样具有争议。

事实上，一些人可能认为联合国宪章中确立的政策选项中排除战争的观点，是自那时以来

文明的主要成就。 

Of course, a defensive war remains legitimate, provided the strict conditions of self-defence 

enunciated in the UN Charter are met. An on-going or imminent armed attack may be answered 

with the use of force necessary to defeat or forestall it, provided that use of force is proportionate 

and respects humanitarian law in all its aspects. 

当然，防御性战争仍然合法，前提是符合联合国宪章中所阐明的自卫的严格条件。正在进

行或即将发生的武装袭击可以用必要的武力来回应，以击败或阻止它，前提是使用武力是

成比例的，并在各个方面尊重人道法。 

Since 9/11 it is clear that self-defence can be applied to non-state actors, in that case the al-Qaida 

terrorist movement and perhaps also the Taliban government hosting the movement in 

Afghanistan. Clearly, the attack on Israeli civilians by Hamas is no less dramatic and severe for 

Israel than the attack on the twin towers was for the US. 

自 2001 年 9/11 事件以来，可以明确自卫原则可以适用于非国家行为者，例如基地组织恐

怖分子运动，以及可能还包括主持该运动的塔利班政府在阿富汗。显然，哈马斯对以色列

平民的袭击对以色列来说与针对美国双子塔的袭击一样引人注目和严重。 

In the Advisory Opinion rendered by the International Court of Justice on the illegality of the 

Wall constructed by Israel along the border with Palestinian territories, the Court suggested that 

self-defence cannot be invoked in relation to threats or attacks from the occupied territories, as 

these are already under an element of control exercised by Israel. Yet, since the Israeli 



15 

 

withdrawal from Gaza and the West Bank, few lawyers can seriously doubt that Israel is entitled 

to respond in self-defence to armed attacks mounted from those areas. 

在国际法院关于以色列沿巴勒斯坦领土边境修建的墙壁非法性的咨询意见中，法院提出，

不可以以自卫为由来应对来自被占领领土的威胁或袭击，因为这些领土已经受到以色列的

一定程度的控制。然而，自以色列从加沙地带和约旦河西岸撤回以来，很少有律师能认真

怀疑以色列有权对从这些地区发动的武装袭击进行自卫回应。 

Hamas cannot argue that it enjoys a positive right to wage war, as anti-colonial, national 

liberation movements argued in the 1970s. In fact, international law has to some extent accepted 

the special status of genuine movements of that kind. However, no national liberation movement 

is entitled to wage an armed campaign against civilians. 

哈马斯不能主张享有积极的战争权利，正如反殖民主义和民族解放运动在 20世纪 70年代

所主张的那样。事实上，国际法在某种程度上已经接受了这类真正运动的特殊地位。然而

没有任何民族解放运动有权对平民发动武装行动。 

Indeed, recognition of a right to struggle against foreign oppression was constructed in a way 

that was meant to enhance humanity in such armed campaigns. The status of a national liberation 

movement implies the right to be treated as an international combatant in the confrontation with 

the colonial power refusing to activate the right to self-determination. That means that the law of 

international armed conflict applies, which contains far more detailed provisions and limitations 

on the conduct of those fighting in the conflict than the more modestly established law on 

internal armed conflicts. 

确实，对抗外来压迫的权利的承认是以一种旨在增进人类在这些武装行动中的地位而构建

的。民族解放运动的地位意味着在与拒绝激活自决权的殖民强权对抗中被视为国际战斗者

的权利。这意味着国际武装冲突法适用，其中包含了比更为谨慎建立的内部武装冲突法更

为详细的关于参与冲突的各方行为的规定和限制。” 

In any event, Hamas is not recognized as the national liberation movement of the Palestinian 

people. 
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Even if it was, there would be no right to use force while international attempts to achieve a 

settlement of the Palestinian issue may still be resumed, and while the West Bank and Gaza have 

obtained an element of self-government, although not full self-determination for the people of 

Palestine. 

哈马斯不管怎样，都不被承认为巴勒斯坦人民的民族解放运动。即使它是，也没有权利在

国际尝试解决巴勒斯坦问题的同时使用武力，而且西岸和加沙已经获得了一定程度的自治

尽管巴勒斯坦人民并未完全实现自决。 

Even if there was a right to wage an armed struggle, that right would be constrained by the 

requirement of compliance with international humanitarian law. Clearly, Hamas does not meet 

this requirement by any stretch of the imagination. 

即使存在进行武装斗争的权利，这个权利也受到必须遵守国际人道法的限制。显然，哈马

斯无论如何都不符合这一要求。 

Of course, Hamas has not launched its assault on Israeli and other civilians in order to exhibit its 

status in international law. Rather, the opposite is the case. Hamas might argue that the case of 

Palestine has remained unaddressed three quarters of a century. Israel continues to reach into 

Gaza and the West Bank at will, killing alleged militants or destroying homes and infrastructure 

in retaliation for suspected acts of violence perpetrated by Palestinians. The occupied territories 

remain economically isolated and dependent on Israel in terms of food, energy and even water, 

and access by individuals is strictly regulated by Israel. 

当然，哈马斯发动袭击以色列和其他平民，并不是为了展示其在国际法上的地位。相反的

情况更为合理。哈马斯或许会主张巴勒斯坦问题已经悬而未决了七十五年。以色列继续随

心所欲地进入加沙和约旦河西岸，以针对疑似巴勒斯坦人的暴力行为报复而杀害所谓的激

进分子，或者摧毁房屋和基础设施。被占领的领土在经济上依然孤立，食物、能源甚至水

资源都依赖以色列，个人出入都受以色列的严格监管。 

Meanwhile, international efforts to bring about a final status settlement have not borne fruit over 

many decades. The Oslo Accords are seen by many as morib   .   r e ’    r        e r g    ee   
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to rule out a two-state solution, as does the fact that one half of the occupied territories, Gaza, 

has now been run by Hamas for a considerable period—a group dedicated to the destruction of 

Israel and evidently not interested in a search for peace. 

同时，多年来国际努力推动达成最终地位解决方案未能取得成果。奥斯陆协定被许多人视

为已经停滞不前。以色列向右倾斜似乎排除了两国解决方案的可能性，加之被占领领土中

的一半，加沙，现在已经由哈马斯管理了相当长的时间，这是一个致力于摧毁以色列的组

织，显然对寻求和平不感兴趣。 

If the international system does not offer a solution for the Palestinians, Hamas seems to 

calculate, then action outside of the system, and outside of the rules of the system, remains the 

only option. If playing by the rules does not bring about results, then there is no point to 

complying with the rules. Hence, the spectacular and horrifying display of unrestrained and 

unlawful violence in the coordinated attack early this month. 

如果国际体系无法为巴勒斯坦人提供解决方案，哈马斯似乎在计算，那么超越国际体系和

其规则之外的行动似乎是唯一的选择。如果按规则行事不能产生结果，那么遵守规则就没

有意义。因此，在本月初协调的袭击中出现了令人震惊和可怕的不受约束和非法的暴力表

现。 

Israel has drawn its lesson from this episode. Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu has 

announced that Israel is now at war with Hamas. There will be no more tit-for-tat responses to 

violence from Hamas, such as the endless series of rocket attacks mounted from Gaza and 

elsewhere. This war will, Netanyahu asserts, fundamentally change the face of the Middle East. 

以色列已经从这一事件中吸取了教训。总理本雅明·内塔尼亚胡宣布以色列现在与哈马斯

开战。不会再对哈马斯的暴力行为采取以牙还牙的回应，如来自加沙和其他地方的无休止

的火箭袭击。内塔尼亚胡声称，这场战争将从根本上改变中东的面貌。 

  r e ’  We  er      e    ve r   e      ff r    e r g       e f-defence, adding now with a 

somewhat softer voice that humanitarian law should of course be respected. In the meantime, US 

Secretary of State gives the appearance of seeking to clear the field for the massive war of 
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retaliation that is expected by persuading actors in the region (and outside) not to intervene in a 

way which would transform this into a global crisis. The presence of two aircraft carrier task 

groups in the Mediterranean is undoubtedly meant to reinforce this message. 

以色列的西方盟友匆忙确认了自卫的权利，现在以略微柔和的语气补充说，当然应该尊重

人道法。与此同时，美国国务卿似乎试图通过说服该地区（以及其他地方）的行动者不以

一种会将这一事件演变成全球危机的方式干预，来为预期中的大规模报复战争腾出空间。

地中海上有两个航母战斗群的存在无疑旨在加强这一信息的传达。 

At the same time, the West is emphasizing that democracies must live by a higher standard than 

others. Hence, Israel should respect humanitarian law, even if Hamas evidently does not. 

同时，西方强调，民主国家必须遵循比其他国家更高的标准。因此，以色列应该尊重人道

法，即使哈马斯显然不遵守。 

This argument is rather a dangerous one. It seems to imply that Israel has the option to comply or 

not to comply, in the face of the atrocity committed by Hamas. But the application of 

humanitarian law by one side is not dependent on compliance by the other side. If the enemy 

executes prisoners of war, it is not lawful for the opposing side to execute captured combatants 

in response. If the enemy attacks civilian targets, it is not lawful to launch wholesale attacks 

against civilian concentrations in return. 

这一论点相当危险。它似乎意味着以色列可以选择是否遵守，在面对哈马斯所犯的暴行时

。然而，一方遵守人道法并不依赖于另一方是否遵守。如果敌人处决战俘，对方不得合法

地以处决俘虏作为回应。如果敌人袭击平民目标，以发起全面袭击平民集中区也是不合法

的。 

Civilians must not be attacked, starved or deprived of medical support in retaliation to terrorist 

       .  er    ’  p       f     e   ve p      e    f p   e   f re       e        p        r  g 

World War II was rightly pursued in the reckoning administered by the criminal tribunals that 

followed. 
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平民不得在对恐怖袭击的报复中受到袭击、饥饿或被剥夺医疗支援。德国在第二次世界大

战期间对抵抗占领的地区实行的集体惩罚政策是被随后的刑事法庭所追究的正确行为。 

Israel now argues that it is moving civilians out of harms way in Northern Gaza. This would 

allow it to concentrate its fight on Hamas in that area, minimizing the risk to civilians. 

Otherwise, it would be impossible to engage an enemy that does not hesitate to hide amongst the 

civilian infrastructure. 

以色列现在主张，它正在将北加沙的平民转移到安全区域，以便将战斗重点集中在该地区

的哈马斯，从而最小化对平民的风险。否则，要应对那些毫不犹豫地藏匿在平民基础设施

中的敌人将是不可能的。 

True, urban warfare of this kind does pose difficult challenges. It is dangerous and costly for the 

attacking force. Yet, it is not legitimate to transfer the cost of waging such a war from ones own 

combatants to a civilian population caught in the middle. The forced displacement of a million 

civilians within a matter of one or two days cannot possibly be justified as a humanitarian 

measure intended for the benefit of that population. Rather, the responsibility to minimize 

casualties among the civilians must remain with those waging the armed campaign, rather than 

the helpless civilians. 

的确，这种类型的城市战争确实带来了困难的挑战。对进攻部队而言，它既危险又昂贵。

然而，将发动这场战争的代价从自己的战斗人员转嫁给身处其中的平民人口是不合法的。

在一两天内强行转移百万平民无法被正当化为旨在造福该人口的人道主义措施。相反，减

少平民伤亡的责任必须由发动武装行动的人承担，而不是无助的平民。 

If the plan for that campaign includes the wholesale destruction of the entire civilian 

  fr   r    re    N r  er      ,    ‘f           e  err r    ’     e v  g   e        e       

wasteland of rubble, this would simply be an inadmissible form of warfare. 

如果该战役的计划包括彻底摧毁北加沙的全部民用基础设施，以便通过将他们留在一片废

墟的孤立之地来“清除恐怖分子”，那将仅仅是一种不可接受的战争形式。 
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Moreover, even if the North of Gaza could be declared free of Hamas in this way, how would 

Israel address the South? Presumably Hamas would retreat there. Would two million civilians 

then be carefully filtered and screened for terrorists and be herded into the destroyed North, 

while what remains of Gaza is subjected to similar treatment? 

此外，即使北加沙可以通过这种方式宣布摆脱哈马斯，以色列如何处理南部呢？据推测哈

马斯可能会撤到那里。那么，两百万平民会被仔细筛选和审查以寻找恐怖分子，然后被赶

到被摧毁的北部，而加沙剩余部分会受到类似待遇吗？ 

Perhaps worse for the displaced Palestinians, there is the fear that Pr  e M     er Ne       ’  

promised reordering of the Middle East means that they will be permanently moved out of Gaza. 

The pressure on Egypt to open its borders and accommodate them in tents in the naked desert of 

the Sinai might point in that direction. T         e    e  e     ex er     e   e ‘P  e        

pr   e ’  g   ,          re        rre     re            e P  e             e  e         fe    

dreadful refugee camps in Jordan and Lebanon, literally for generations. 

或许,对那些被迫撤离的巴勒斯坦人而言，更糟糕的是，他们担心内塔尼亚胡总理承诺的

中东重新排序意味着他们将永久地搬离加沙。向埃及施加的压力，要求打开边界并在西奈

沙漠的荒原上为他们提供帐篷，可能就指向了这个方向。这可能意味着再次将’巴勒斯坦

问题’外部化，就像已经发生在被困在约旦和黎巴嫩可怕难民营中的巴勒斯坦人身上，实

际上已经持续了几代人。 

But such a purported solution would not be a solution. It would politically isolate Israel and 

make her allies regret having offered such strong support on this occasion. The tender flower of 

rapprochement with Arab states, in particular Saudi Arabia, would be entirely destroyed. And as 

the past 70 plus years have shown, pushing the Palestinians out into neighbouring states does not 

extinguish their zeal for achieving their own state, by peaceful or by other means. 

但这样所谓的解决方案并不是一个解决方案。它将使以色列在政治上孤立，并使她的盟友

后悔在这个场合提供如此强大的支持。与阿拉伯国家，尤其是沙特阿拉伯，修复关系的嫩
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芽将会完全毁灭。而且，正如过去的 70 多年所显示的那样，将巴勒斯坦人赶到邻国并不

能扑灭他们实现自己国家的热情，无论是通过和平手段还是其他手段。 

At present, Israel is in a position of significant strength, on the verge of unleashing its vast 

military potential. However, as the principal victim of such a massive display of power will be a 

defenceless civilian population in danger of destruction or displacement, this strength and 

sympathy will dissipate rapidly and turn into opposition and international opprobrium, despite 

the efforts of the US and other allies. 

目前，以色列处于极为强大的地位，即将释放其庞大的军事潜力。然而，由于如此大规模

的权力展示的主要受害者将是一个无法自卫的平民群体，面临着被摧毁或流离失所的危险

，这种强大和同情将迅速消散，变成反对和国际指责，尽管美国和其他盟友的努力。 

It is sadly unlikely that Israel as a nation in mourning, and its ideologically committed 

leadership, can muster the grand and incredible courage to use this moment of great moral and 

military strength in order to achieve a real reordering of the Middle East. Instead of 

administering yet another humiliating defeat over the people of Palestine, and with them the 

Arab world, which just breeds the next round of even greater violence, this may be the moment 

when a true settlement could be achieved. 

令人遗憾的是，以色列作为一个悲痛的国家，以及其在意识形态上承诺的领导层，可能鼓

起伟大和令人难以置信的勇气，利用这个道德和军事实力的巅峰时刻，以实现对中东的真

正重新排序。与其再次对巴勒斯坦人及整个阿拉伯世界进行羞辱性的打击，从而滋生下一

轮更大规模的暴力，也许现在是可以实现真正解决的时刻。 

In contrast to previous instances, this chance is quite unique, given the acceptance of the fact, 

finally, by much of the Arab world that Israel is a legitimate state in the region and merits 

  p        re  g      .   r e ’           ver   e  ex  fe            ee         e er   e 

whether that position can be maintained. The states in the region will face tremendous public 

pressure to act in solidarity with the people of Palestine if they are indeed subjected to the 

treatment that is widely expected. The conflict may well spread, involving Lebanon, Jordan and 



22 

 

potentially Iran. Indeed, all Arab treaties with Israel will be rendered null and void under Islamic 

Legitimate Public Policy. 

与以前的情况不同，这次机会非常独特，因为阿拉伯世界的大部分终于接受了以色列是该

地区的合法国家并值得外交承认的事实。以色列在接下来的几天和几周内的行为将决定是

否能够保持这一立场。如果巴勒斯坦人确实遭受了广泛预期的待遇，该地区的国家将面临

巨大的公众压力，以与巴勒斯坦人民团结行动。冲突很可能会扩大，涉及黎巴嫩、约旦，

可能还有伊朗。实际上，根据伊斯兰合法公共政策，所有与以色列签订的阿拉伯条约都将

被宣布无效。 

C    e    ’               r      e               f p                er  e            re    e  

unopposed, or at least unqualified. Since the dawn of time, all political philosophers and wise 

men and women have argued that war, if sometimes necessary, can only be legitimate if it is 

waged in order to achieve peace at the end of it. Whatever policy Israel now choses to pursue, 

admittedly at a moment of great provocation, its government cannot escape that responsibility: It 

needs to be able to explain how its actions will contribute to lasting peace, rather than destroying 

any prospect for it. 

克劳塞维茨的格言，即战争是政治的另一种延续，并没有保持无异议，或至少没有未经修

饰。自时间的开始以来，所有政治哲学家和智者都主张，即使战争有时是必要的，也只有

在为了实现和平而进行的情况下才能合法。无论以色列现在选择追求什么政策，尽管承认

这是在一个极具挑衅性的时刻，它的政府都无法逃脱这一责任：它需要能够解释其行动将

如何有助于实现持久和平，而不是摧毁任何可能的前景。 

Tikkun Olam Mr President- Yours faithfully, 

Tikkun Olam 总统先生- 顺祝商祺, 

M         R  e     D      

Al-Hassani Al-Hashemi Al-Qurashi Al-Makki 
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The translation was carried out by Patrycja Pendrakowska. If you have any feedback or questions 

regarding the translation, please feel free to get in touch with her. 

这个翻译是由 Patrycja Pendrakowska完成的。如果您对翻译有任何反馈或疑问，请随时与

她联系 
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             p’ e           -olam, Prezydencie Herzog 

Isaac Herzog 

Prezydent Izraela 

 

Szanowny Panie Herzog, 

16 p ź   er     2023 r    

 

W      e                   ą p               śr       –      r     ł   e     er  e  e C r   

v   C    e     . Je    że C    e    , p      e     M     ve       ż      ą     ę   

podobnymi do C    e      p g ą    ,   e  e       ep e    p   ę   ą p      ą        r   f     f   

p        e . Jeg  p g ą       e     p er   e      interesu narodowego nad kwestiami 

etycznymi    ąż p       ą r    e     r  er    e            , g   p  r   p er     C    ewitz 

  ęg ął p  p  r      e  p   ć. W r e       e ,   e   r     gą p   r eg ć p    r      e   ę    

     , p      e             ł            e   K r  e N r     Z e          ,    

     ż  e   e    ąg  ę  e                    e  p r . 

O     ś  e,               r   e    ąż p       e  eg    ,     e  peł    e  ą re  r      e 

  r           r      r ż  e   K r  e N r     Z e          . Tr   ą               ą   

       r       że      ć p    r       pr    ż       ł ,   e  ę  e      eg    p r   ,     e 

 ż   e   ł   e   proporcjonalne i respektuje prawo humanitarne we wszystkich aspektach. 

O  11  r eś    2001 r       ł    ę     e, że pr             r      że   ć         e   

    e  e       p         p   p          ,          pr  p        e  r     

terrorystycznego al-Kaida  r   r ą          ,    r      e  ł    r   e     e   rg           

 fg        e. Be  p r  e      H           r e                 e  e      e   r              

   e                r e     ż            ź     e   eże   ł    e               Z e          . 
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W opin     r    e       e  pr e  M ę     r      Tr     ł  pr   e     ś      pr   e 

  e eg    ś     r           eg  pr e    r e     ł ż gr         er   r     p  e          

Tr     ł     ger   ł,  ż       r      e   że   ć                   e  e         gr że      

              r      p       , p   e  ż  e      r    ż  er    ą p       r  ą   r e  . 

Je    że               f       ę   r e         ł         r     Z       eg  Br eg ,   e  e   

pr           ąż   że p    ż ć pr      r e            r           p   e        taki 

  r   e       e             r  . 

H       e   że    er   ć, że    pr    pr      ć     ę      f r ę r                  eg  

    r           e   eg  – jak argumentowano w latach 70. Wprawdzie, prawo 

  ę     r    e   pe        p        ł   pe              r       eg  r      ,  e    że 

ż  e  r          e       e    pr    pr      ć    p       r   e  pr e           ś   

cywilnej. 

W        e       e pr             pr e         e   pre      ł       r     e         p    , 

      ł    ę p    eść       r          r  mu w takich kampaniach zbrojnych. Status ruchu 

      e   eg    p     e pr        r          g         ę     r    e                   ą 

p  ęgą         ą ą pr                  e   . O         , że            e       pr  p     

   pr      ę     r    eg     f        r   eg ,    re   p r              e  

r         eg  pr     e  ę r         f         r           er        e        e   r   e  

    eg ł  e pr ep     r    gr     e          ą e               ą       r  . 

N e   eż  e     eg , H             e  e               r          e       r    

p  e       eg .      e  g       ł,    ąż   e   pr   e      ł        ż       ł            , g   

p  p er   e   p         e pr       ąg  ę    p r     e        e     P  e         ąż   gą 

  ć p  e      e,   p   r g e g   Z        Br eg  r     ref         ż       ł  pe  e  

   p e    e   eż  ś   –    ć  pr     e   e  e      peł e            e  e. 

N  e   eś           ł  pr       pr     e            r   e ,     e     pr          ąż   ł    

 gr       e     g e   g    ś       ę     r       prawem humanitarnym. W oczywisty 

 p     H       e  peł     eg      g              e     p   . 
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W            p    , H       e      ął p ź   er     eg           e   p    er  e        eg  

          pr   e   ę     r      . Wrę   pr e     e –       ł      ,          ę 

pr e         ć.. H        ąż p    r  , że   e     P  e      p       e   er    ą        

trzech czwartych wieku. Izrael nadal interweniuje w Gazie oraz na Zachodnim Brzegu wedle 

 ł   eg         ,        ą  pr       r e                 ,       ą       oraz 

  fr   r    rę      e  e    p  e r   e      pr e     p peł    e pr e  P  e          . 

O  p    e  er   r   p       ą e          e           e      eż e      r e   p     g ę e  

       ż    ś  , e erg  ,      e      , p           ęp  e     e           er   r     e   ś  ś e 

regulowany przez Izrael. 

T      e    ę     r    e pr       ąg  ę         e   eg  p r     e         e   

   e  ę    e     e pr      ą efe    . P r     e      O          e        ł    ę  e      e. 

Ponadto, polityczna prawicowa tendencja w   r e        e   ę         ć r    ą    e 

   p       e, p      e     f   , że  e              ęś      p         er   r   ,   .     , 

    ł ż  eg         e       r        pr e  H     – gr pę    re   e e   e          e  e   r e  , 

i     r          e    e  e        ere       p          e  p          r    ą   . 

Jeś       e    ę     r        e  fer  e r    ą          P  e           –          e   ę 

         ć H     –        ł   e p        e e ,    e     eś  e p              eg      e  , 

p       e  e   ą  p  ą. Jeże   pr e  r eg   e         e pr       re        ,      e     e    

       ć   ę        że      .   ą                pr er ż  ą   p       e   eł    e   r   

  e eg   e  pr e    ,    r    e  ę r   ł    ę       r                  p   ą     eg  

  e  ą  . 

Izrael     ąg ął            eg  ep     . Pre  er Be       Ne         gł   ł, że   r e   e   

  e   e        e         H    e . N e     ą     ę                r   e               „    

      ”         r            e         e   ę e e e  e  pr e  ł ś  . We ł g Ne   yahu, ta 

wojna zasadniczo odmieni oblicze Bliskiego Wschodu. 

Z                     r e  ,    r      p er  śp e    e p    er       eg  pr             r   , 

     ą  er   (   ć   ż   e   ł g    e         e ), że    e           pr            r e    ąż 

powinno   ć re pe      e. W   ę        e  e re  r        U       e   ę  ąż ć    
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pr  g         gr     p        ą     ę    e   ą. Je     eś  e pr e     e     r     

reg    e (  p       ),       e   ger         p    ,    r    gł   e       ć        ę    

globalnego kryz   . O e   ść       gr p                         e  e M r    r    e  eg  

     e ą p    e     e          e  e  reś    eg  pr e    . 

T      e  Z      p   reś  , że  e   r   e     ą f          ć  e ł g   ż  eg        r   

  ż p         e e   r      e.   ą   eż          ę      e ,  ż   r e     że p     e  

pr e  r eg ć pr            r eg ,    e   eś   H     e   e    e  eg    e r   . 

T  pr e      e  e     ść   e e p e   e. W    e   ę       ger   ć, że   r e       ż    ść 

przestrzegania lub nieprzestrzegania prawa         r eg ,             r   e     H     . 

Je              e pr            r eg  pr e   e  ą   r  ę   e    eż      eg ,      r g    r    

   że      ę p  p r ą      e. Jeś    r g        e eg e       e        e     ,           e 

cele cywilne, to wcale nie  p   ż         r    pr e    e        ź     e    p   e    – takie 

    ł       e   ł     g   e   pr  e      e   ł              e. 

C    e   e   gą        ć  e       ,   e   gą   ć gł   e  ,     p      e     p r    

medycznego jako rodzaj odwetu za ataki terrorystyczne. Istotnie, polityka stosowania kary 

    r  e     e       ś          ą e   p r p                ś   towej wykorzystana przez 

Niemcy      ł   ł     e p  ęp       r  pr        r    ,    re    ł    e   e p         e    

wojny. 

Izrael obecnie twierdzi, że pr e  e           ść       ą   p ł    e    ref          e   

                 r                , g  ż       reg    e    ą      e  r   ć     ę pr e      

  ł   H     . W pr e       r   e   ł      e  ż   e     e   e pr e       ł   e        

 r g ,    r    e      r p ł   pr e    r     e    ę  śr         e       ś       fr   r    r . 

Faktycznie, tego rodzaju miejska wojna stanowi trudne wyzwanie. Jest nie tylko niebezpieczna, 

  e                   r          ą e . N e   e   e       e                    e        

pr er                pr     e        eg     f          ł  ł               ść       ą 

   ę    ą    e  r       ł      e     . Pr       e pr e  e  e                        ąg  

 e  eg               ,    re r e        ł        e      r  e        e  p p      ,   e   że 

     ć      e    pr    ł  e          e pr            r eg . O p   e       ść    
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            ę   r    śr        ś         e  p        eżeć r   e  p    r   e     ,    r   

pr     ą    p   ę   r   ą,     e p    r   e  e  r             . 

T    ł      e  p        e,  eś   p       p        ł       e        ą  e  r    ę   łe  

infrastruktury cy    e    p ł    e    ref e      tylko po to,         p    e     ł    ę 

„pr eg   ć  err r     ”    eg       r    p        ć         odizolowanym i spustoszonym 

terenie. 

P      ,    e   eś   p ł           ż          ć      refę           ą   H            ąż 

p       e p     e         p       r e     ł     ę p  e     ąć reg   e  p ł        ? Z   ż   

pr    p     e    e      ł ś  e     H          ę     f ł. C             , że p            

„        e   ” p ł       r e      ęp  e pr    ąp        r   ego przebadania i zinfiltrowania 

                         p ł     ,       p        p  e   e    e   g   ł       p  r  e     

 er   r             e  P ł    ? 

M ż   e, że g r  e   e  r    e  ą  p  ą     pr e  e        P  e          , p   e  ż      e e 

     , że    e   e pr e  pre  er  Ne        pr e     ł e  e B     eg  W                   

 r  łe      ę  e       . N         Eg p ,         r  ł     e gr    e   p   eś  ł       

              e     e  p             ,   że         ć         er    . T    że   ć pr    

p     eg  e  p r   „pr   e   p  e       eg ”,            ł       e   e   pr  p     

P  e                        ż   e pr e     ł    e p    e        e                     

     ź      J r       r   L     e. 

T   e r e   e r    ą    e   e   ł     e     ż      r    ą    e . P         e          ł    

      r e     pr   ł   , że                p ż ł            e e               eg    p r   . 

N eś   ł  r        ą   pą  e  p  e         p          r       ,   ł        r   ą         ą, 

  e     e  ł         . J   p      e            e 70          r       e  e  e P  e              

 ą  e      p        e  e   r          e     g   e  e        p ł        ąg  ę    

  ep   egł ś   –        r     p         ,              śr      . 

W          e  e    r e    e      ę      ą ą pr e  gą –        ą    ę     r  ę       r         

 e   eg  p  ęż eg  p  e    ł        r eg . N e   e   e    , gł        f  r        eg  

     eg  p       ż       ł         e  e  r          ść        ,   gr ż           ł        
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       e  e       pr e  e  e  e . W          p   ą      pr e  g ,      że    p        e  

  r e  ,           p  e e   pr er       ę    p r  r     ę     r    e p  ęp e  e,      

   e         r    e   r           Z e            r                     . 

N e  e  ,   ł  pr    p         e  ,      r e         r   p grąż      ż ł   e,    eg  

  e er            e   g       pr        e , p  r f ł        ć   ę          e  ą   

  e   r g   ą     gę,        r     ć  e       moment wielkiej przewagi  –   r     

moralnej jak i militarnej – w celu rzeczywistego pr e     ł e    B     eg  W      . Z       

      ć    e  e  p   r   ą e   ę           P  e         r           łe   ś       r     e   – 

    e    e pr             e     ,  e    e   r   e   r               pr e     –   r e    gł   

      ć  e     e        ą       ąg  ę    pr      eg  p r     e   . 

W pr e    e     e    p pr e      pr   p         ,            e     ść    ą     ,     

  r   e     rą  p      gę f   , że   r e    e      ę    ep    ą       e    ę    ś   ś      

 r     eg     e   pr e    ą             p si    ą e  eg       ę p      ,    re    ł g  e    

      e   p         e. P   ęp     e   r e       ąg        ż           r     g        e     e, 

       p              e   r      . P       reg      ę ą      ł    ę    er  ć    gr   ą pre  ą 

 p łe   ą,    r   ę   e     g ł    ę,        ł ć       r  e        ś  ą P  e     ,  eś   

f        e        e           r    p  r                  ę pr e     e. P          f      e     

     ę   ę r  pr e  r e  ć,   e    ą            ęg e  L    , J r    ę   p  e       e    e  

 r  . W               e  r     e  r           r e e        ą    e  ż    e  g    e          ą 

Leg       ą P        P       e . 

D      C    e                          ł            ę p               śr      ,   e 

pozostaje bez sprzeciwu, a przynajmniej nie be  pe          r eże . O    r        e    

        f     f   e p       ,  ą r    r    ą re               rg  e       , że      , 

   e   eś                 e   ę         e    ś  ą                 , g   pr              

   ąg  ę    p             e      r  r       . Be    g ę        ,    ą p      ę   r e   er   

   er e       eż       ż ć, że    e e   ę           fer e p  ęż e  pr        . Je    że r ą  

  r e     e   że      ąć   p   e       ś          e      :        ć        e     ś  ć,        

 p      eg      ł        ą pr       ć   ę       ąg  ę     r  łeg  p     ,               e    

           e       e      eg     ąg  ę  e. 
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Tikkun Olam, Panie Prezydencie –   p   ż   e , 

Tikkun Olam, 

M         R  e     D      

Al-Hassani Al-Hashemi Al-Qurashi Al-Makki 

 

N   e      e         ł pr e ł            ę       g e    eg  pr e     ż    ę           B     

   że   ę  er    ę p    p e ą P  r     Pe  r       e . W  e   e    g      ł     e      r    

pr      pr e  ł ć      re    f @             . rg 
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Dear All, 

M     f       ve re   e           e           ee      ’      g,      e’re     g. 

Thank you for your concern and caring. It means a great deal to me, to us. 

      e  e  e,  e’re   fe,  e   e r  r  e . We’re f  e,             . 

Israeli society is enduring very difficult times since the brutal attack on the communities near the 

Gazan border and other cities throughout Israel. The level of cruelty carried out against children, 

elderly, young people and security personnel has left those of us who believe in human goodness 

    e , p   e        gr . We’re gr ve       er e          e 230      ge          g     e , 

elderly and peace activists with whom we have had long-standing relations for many years. Our 

hearts are broken for the 1400 who were killed and the hundreds who were injured. The personal 

and collective trauma is great.   r ex  p e, K       Be’er      107 re   e        e   r 

lost/kidnapped –     ’         10%  f   e r            . T       pr p r       to New York City 

losing 800,000 people. (The numbers may have gone up –   ’       r      eep  r     f       .) 

Some of you have asked about how you can help. What particular projects can you support to 

have an impact and foster wellbeing? 

As many of you know, our nonprofit has been working in the field for more than thirty years, 

including extensive educational programs in southern Israel. In addition to general digital 

pr gr     g       e’re      r  g f r     e   ,  e   er      p re                     ress these 

e pe            e g  g    e ,  e’re f      g                 e             e   ve   

longstanding relationship and where we can have a valuable and direct impact. 

1. TEEN LEADERS IN OFAKIM– We have a particularly warm, strong relationship with the 

H  e  Re    e  e Ce  er’  De   r     Y     Le  er     Of    ,      -income city on the 

Gazan border. Ofakim suffered 50 casualties in this horrific war, and many residents were 

injured (Population 33,519). 

The Democratic Youth Leadership group is an amazing cross-generational multi-ethnic group 

comprising Ashkenazim, Mizrachim, Ethiopian Israelis, neurotypical participants with an older 
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p r    p                   e ,   ffere        e            gr          f       e     e . We’ve r   

seminars on democratic principles, conflict resolution/mediation, and the connection between 

 e   r        e v r   e  .   ’  f              r  f r  ee         ve      r e ’  ge gr p   , 

economic and social periphery, disadvantaged in several realms. These acute disparities shape 

social status, income, access to education and social services. We wanted to equip young people 

                   er   e r e              ff r    e        f r            ge.   ’   ee    gre   

success. 

Now we seek to give them a calm, peaceful place to heal. They love coming to the soothing 

p    r   Jer    e    re  ,   ere   r  ff  e   re      e .   ’   e r Y   V   e ,      e    f 

gree er      q  e  e  e. We’     e    r   e    e  f r    e   e  g  e    r  f er   e   r      

will allow them healing togetherness time in familiar surroundings. A one-night seminar 

including accommodations costs $5000. If we raise more, we can extend it to two nights or do a 

second seminar. If the spirit moves you, you can support these programs via this link or share 

          e e  e    ’     e         . 

Here’    p      f   e  ee        e   ve   f re     r  g  r g  er            re pe  ef      e . 

 

https://www.adaminstitute.org.il/language/en/donations/
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I also want to share some video links that the teens prepared from previous seminars: 

this uplifting video preceded a seminar; this video captured the environmental seminar, and 

this link captured a previous seminar Ofakim. 

2. BEDOUIN YOUNG LEADERSOur eyes and hearts are also with the Bedouin villages, 

recognized and unrecognized, in the Southern Negev  e er ,   ere  e’ve r   e           

programming and have many colleagues and friends.  The victims of the October 7th attack by 

Hamas include 19 members of the Negev Bedouin Arab community and 7 hostages. Many live 

below the poverty line, and about half live outdoors. They lack proper protective structures, and 

Bedouin children were also killed. Some 60 percent of the community is under 18. 

In the past two years, the Adam Institute has run educational programs for the student leadership 

program of Desert Stars Institute, which brings together mission-driven young people to realize 

their individual and collective potential as change-making leaders. The programs are especially 

important because the economic, social and civic disparities are even more amplified among the 

Bedouin population, with its patriarchal tradition and complexity of its socio-demographic 

structure. 

About 130 Bedouin young leaders were given democratic tools for social change, using 

“Betzavta-              e’  f             e    “.   r     ,            e f r      e    exp  re   e 

r g      eq      ,       g,   v   r g   ,    e ’  r g   , e  … T e  req e  e             

pr gr    f r       e r,      e          e       e e      req e  . Here’    p     fr     prev     

seminar: 

 

https://magis.to/v/bkMDYwAWBm4hBUJpYw?l=vsm&amp;o=i&amp;c=w
https://www.facebook.com/watch/?v=3304933113056049&amp%3Baggr_v_ids%5b0%5d=3304933113056049&amp%3Bnotif_id=1670274138249681&amp%3Bnotif_t=watch_follower_video&amp%3Bref=notif
https://www.facebook.com/yahaloma.zchut/posts/1125872641411581/
https://www.adaminstitute.org.il/language/en/home_en/
https://www.adaminstitute.org.il/language/en/betzavta_method-2/


36 

 

Learning happens through discovery – strengthening identity and granting legitimacy to all kinds 

of feelings/perspectives. Drawing on decades of experience, the Adam Institute is creating 

educational materials for students nationwide. That includes children. 

3. CHILDREN’S LEARNING IN WARTIME: T e              e’  pr gr     g f r  ge  5-

8 comprises stories, songs, art and play to facilitate emotional expression, bolster a sense of 

belonging and validate difference in response to extreme situations. The program for ages 9-12, 

based on an experiential interactive exhibit, comprises games and educational tasks that teach 

discrimination, scapegoating, tolerance, diversity, and bullying. Participants learn equality, 

   ep   g   ffere  e,       e r g        g    ;   e ’re encouraged to draw on personal 

experience. Both programs are suited to learning at home, in the classroom, or on Zoom. 

 

Investing in youth is investing in our future. In the aforementioned examples, the youth 

leadership share lessons learned in Adam Institute seminars with peers in their programs, 

classrooms and communities, adding resonance and value. Children are given tools to process 

complicated events and their feelings in creative and constructive ways, with the support of their 

teachers and parents. 
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In times of war and distress, communal resilience provides a vital source of strength. We are a 

part of that right now. The young democratic leaders tell us that programs like ours helped foster 

solidarity and bolstes their ability to withstand extreme           ,    e  e’re f    g      . 

Initiating these projects is an attempt to do good for some young people who are going to need it. 

T e ’ve   re                   . He p  g      re  pr  e     e e ver   r   g    e             

overriding goal of ours. 

Gre   e           re p           re         r       er . We’re        e         g   . We’   

vigorously continue our work to promote Israeli democracy, shared living between Israeli Jews 

and Arab citizens of the state, and peace with the countries of the region. 

It may sound lofty, but we know that there is no other way forward. 

     ’    e. T e e  re p   f          r     e . 

We’  gre      e    e    r p r  er   p       pp r . This link takes you to our donation page, 

with various currency options available. Every sum will be allocated towards healing and 

building our future. 

Please feel free to share this email with friends and individuals for whom our message might 

resonate. You may sign up for your mailing list via this link. 

May we know better days. 

 

In gratitude, 

Uki 

https://www.adaminstitute.org.il/language/en/donations/
http://eepurl.com/hPdIdP
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Moi Drodzy, 

W e     W   p   ęł  pr  ę                  ę  e   ą,    ą   pr     ć,        e            ę 

    e r  ę –     r   e            e       e r  ę. 

D  ę   ę    W   e      ere      e  r    r   ę. N e   er  e   e e           e        – dla 

mnie oraz dla nas wszystkich. 

U    ą      e e    e    e           ,   ż   p   e   eć, że    ć  e  eś    e p e    ,    

    e     ę  ł     . Te re      e  e  eś         ,    e      e  eś   r      . 

  r e    e  p łe  e      pr e         e   e   e     e  r       re . Z    ł      p   ą        

pr e   r              e           p łe    ś       e     ą e pr   gr           ą,   e    że    

   e            rę  e   łeg    r e  . P        r   e         e     e  ,         r     , 

 ł    eż   r    ł ż   e p e  e     , p             ,               r     er ą        ą    r ć, 

       e   ł     eg       e   ,    eś    r     g  e     . P      ,  e  eś   głę     

    ep    e          230    ł        –         e    ą ,         r                   

pokojowych –      r      r        ś     e   e   ą   p łpr  ę. N   e  er    r    ą     1400 

zabitych oraz setek rannyc . Tr       r                        r     e    gr    . N  pr   ł   

  K      Be’er              pr          ż 107   e         –    pr   e 10% p p       Be’er . 

C     pr p r        e          N    J r    r   ł   g e 800 000   e         (          ąż 

  gą   ec zmianie –  r      e     ć      eżą    e                  ). 

N e   r     W   p         e         p       że  e      er   p    . J   e     re  e pr  e    

  że  e  e pr eć,       eć  pł              ę    e e         p er ć    r     ? 

Jak wielu z Was wie, n      rg         p   r ą         ł    ż    p      r     e          

pr       r   egłe pr gr    e        e    p ł        r e  . W       r               

   p   ś     ę na prowadzeniu w trybie online  r        pr gr                ,         e   

 r   r       . W r           ć, że gł    e   p łpr    e            p łe    ś     . 

U r     e           ł g  r  łe re    e,     e   g  r    ą  eg ,  ż f        e   że     eć     

  r  ś         e p śre     pł  . 
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1. MŁODZI LIDERZY W OFAKIM – J     rg           że     ę p        ć p        e  

    eg    e    r    re        H  e  Re    e  e Ce  er’  De   r     Y     Le  er    Of     – 

        że        eś  e pr   gr           ą. P        e    r p e        Ofr       r   ł  50 

  e        ,   p         e     e              ł  r   ych (populacja Ofrakim to 33 519 

  e        ). 

De   r     Y     Le  er   p           e       ą,   e  p    e    ą  r     e  e      ą 

gr pę. W  e    ł         ą   ł      e p      e        e        eg ,    r        eg , 

etiopskiego, ponadto osoby z zaburzenia    e r   p       r            r  e   r    ą e   ę   

  epeł   pr    ś     . W r       ć, że gr p  łą          r ż  ą e   ę   e             e  

 p łe     ,   e    że        e . W  e   ręg  pr epr        ś    e    r       e          

 e   r    , r    ą           f      /pr     e     e        r       e       ą      ę    

 e   r   ą,   śr        e . E                 re  e           e   ę f     e     ą    rą  

p      gę        ę            ,    r     e           e     ą   r e    e per fer   ge gr f    e, 

  e    że  ą e         e  r    p łe   e    rg           . W   e     e                     e 

 ą p  r     e  .        e   er    ś        ł   ą         p łe    ,        ,     ęp    e        

    ł g  p łe      . C   e  ś     p   ż ć       ł                r ę    ,    re        ą 

         e     ep  ą e      ę  r     ż    ś       pr     e  e        p łe      . B ł       

  e    łe    ąg  ę  e. 

O e   e pr g  e     pe   ć     p     e   e   e,      r     g             ć   ł . 

Mł    eż   r      ę   e     e    L   Jer            p    ż     reg         ą   ę     e    r . 

Z      e   ę              Y   V   e . Te     ą   p   er     ere   e     e  e    e       

  e e  ,   e    że      . N       e e   e       r   f       ,    re p   gą      f        ć 

seminarium po wojnie, to z kolei d   ł    eż       ę     pę  e  e                    e     

     p   e  „rege er    ”. Ce    e    r     r                    er           e  ą     

       5000     r  . Jeś      ł      ę      e r ć   ę e  śr     ,  ę   e     e     ż    ść 

pr e ł że     e    r                 eg          e    rg              e  eg   e    r   . 

Jeś   p     e  e    ą p  r e ę,   że  e  e pr eć  e pr gr       p śre      e   eg  linku, 

  że  e    że p    e  ć   ę         ż   ,       gł       f          e pr eć. 

O      ę  e               p ę      e  e,            ż    ś  e          p      e      . 

https://www.adaminstitute.org.il/language/en/donations/


42 

 

 

Pr g ę r    eż p    e  ć   ę                    f     ,    re  ł    eż pr  g     ł  p       

p pr e       e    r   :  en p      ą            f    p pr e   ł     e  e    r   , ten 

  re e  r   ł seminarium ekologiczne, a pod tym linkiem jest przedstawione poprzednie 

seminarium Ofakim. 

2. BEDOUIN YOUNG LEADERS 

N   e       r    er    p g ą   ą    że     r  ę           ,   e               e  

 e                 ą       ę    p ł      p       Nege . Nasza organizacja prowadzi tam 

pr gr    e        e, p       p               e      eg     pr       ł. Of  r        H      

  7 p ź   er       e    ą 19   ł       e   p łe    ś    r     e        ł       . W e   

  ł       e       e   p łe    ś   p       Nege    e     p   że  gr             ,           

   ł  p ł     e   p łe    ś     e      e            gł  ą. Br    e   p   e        r    r 

 e p e  e     . C    ę e   e       e    e   r    eż p  ł   f  rą       H     . W r   

  p    eć, że    ł  60%  e   p łe    ś    e   p   że  18 r    ż    . 

https://www.magisto.com/video/bkMDYwAWBm4hBUJpYw?l=vsm&amp;o=i&amp;c=w
https://www.facebook.com/watch/?v=3304933113056049&amp%3Baggr_v_ids%5b0%5d=3304933113056049&amp%3Bnotif_id=1670274138249681&amp%3Bnotif_t=watch_follower_video&amp%3Bref=notif
https://www.facebook.com/yahaloma.zchut/posts/1125872641411581/
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W   ąg                      Adam Institute pr epr      ł         e    eg  pr gr    

liderskiego – Desert Stars Institute – programy edukacyjne. Desert Stars         e łą     ł      

            ą     p   g     ,      g     peł   re       ć                    r       r    

p  e    ł         er        ą        ę. Pr gr     e  ą     eg    e       e  e   g ę      

  r      er    ś   e            ,  p łe               e        śr   p p        e       e  – 

   e  p  r  r     ą  r     ą    ł ż  ą   r    rą  p łe    - e  gr f    ą. 

O  ł  130  ł         er     gr p   e       e     ęł       ł                e     ,          

   r       p         ę  .  .   „ e   ą Be   v                  ”,    rą   gą     r     ć    

  p er            p łe      . D     e            ł     p er   e  p      e          

  g    e          pr       r    ś  , pr       p      nia mieszkania, prawa obywatelskie, 

pr        e    p. N   e  r      eś   pr ś ę   pr epr     e  e                  e . O   

   ę  e   p pr e   eg   e    r   : 

 

N     p  eg        r      ,               ż    ś    r              eg         r ż    

uczuciom i per pe      . N      e    e  ę    e     ś      e ,                 opracowuje 

   er  ł  e        e pr e       e                 łeg   r   ,  łą    ą          że    e  . 

3.NAUKA DLA DZIECI W CZASIE WOJNY: Programy Instytutu Adama dla dzieci w 

wieku 5-8 lat    p   ą   ę     p   eś     , p   e     ,      e  r         e;            ,     

 ł    ć   r ż   e e     ,        ć p      e pr     eż  ś    r   p        r     e    r ż    

https://www.adaminstitute.org.il/language/en/home_en/
https://www.adaminstitute.org.il/language/en/betzavta_method-2/
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w odpowiedzi na sytuacje ekstremalne. Natomiast program dla dzieci w wieku 9-12 lat,    r  

 p er    ę       er      e         e   ś         e ,   e    e gr   r           e        e, 

   re e     ą            g    e              r        ,           e    ł    f  r    , 

   er     , r ż  r    ść, pr e    U  e               ą   e  ę     e    r    ś  ,    ep      

r ż     r   pr       g    ś  ,      że  ą     ę           e e      ę  ł         ś      e     . 

O   pr gr      gą   ć re        e   r           ,        e,          p    ą p   f r   

Zoom. 

 

   e       e    ł    eż            e       e       ą pr    ł ść. W pr            

pr   ł       ł        er      e ą   ę   e  ą,    rą            r    e  e    r    

pr epr           pr e                ,   r   eś        e            ,  p łe    ś  ,        

pr gr     –      ą     e   p        ą   r  ść  r    pr       ą  re      . 

W                          p           e   ę   ż    źr  łe    ł . O e   e  e  eś     ęś  ą 

tego procesu.  Mł    ,  e   r           er      er  ą, że pr gr   ,     e         e, p   g  ą 
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       ć       r  ść      e ę   ść pr e r        e   re                  ,             e,    re 

        e            ą. 

R  p   ę  e      pr  e              pr    p       ł            ,    r     e   e  eg  

  p r    p  r e   ą –        ż        p   e   e  . P   g   e    e       pr e r           

niezwykle  r                         r ę     e . 

N e  e     e    ą  gr   ą   p   e       ść e        ą,   e  e  eś     e         p   eść  ę 

  p   e       ść. Z   p łe   ę   e             ć     ą pr  ę    r e   pr         

izraelskiej demokracji, budowania pokojowych re        ę      r e       Ż              e     

 r        p       r     p er     pr  e   p      eg    reg    e. 

T    że  r   eć   ełp    e,   e   e  , że   e       e   r g    pr   . 

N e   r    , że   e   e pr eż       r   e   pr er ż  ą e      e. 

Bardzo mi e        e  ę   e W   e   p r  e   p r  er    . Te  link przekieruje Was do naszej 

  r       p                    r ż             . K ż                e pr e            

  pr  ę        ę     e  pr    ł ś  . 

Pr   ę ś   ł       ęp   ć  e  e-                     r         ,    re   gą     ć     ą 

       ść          ą. M że  e    że   p   ć   ę        e              g  e     p    ą  eg  

linku. 

O  ś       e      ep            . 

  

Z     ę    ś  ą, 

Uki 

  

 

https://www.adaminstitute.org.il/language/en/donations/
https://adaminstitute.us13.list-manage.com/subscribe?u=8d29c488fef49bf0267be720f&id=409cfa104c
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Te     r g      e      ł   ę        e    r   e    ę       g e     . L         ł pr e ł         

pr e     ż    ę           B        że   ę  er    ę p    p e ą P  r     Pe  r       e . 

W  e   e    g        ą e  ł     e    pr        er   ć      re    f @             . rg 
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The Russian invasion of Ukraine has reinvigorated NATO. Can the Chinese pressure on its 

neighbours, especially Taiwan, create an Asian equivalent of NATO? 

Heightened tension between authoritarian powers and the democratic world creates favourable 

conditions to reinvent the security infrastructure in the Indo-Pacific. Responding to the 

expansion of an aggressive power by forging an alliance, treaty organisation or just a coherent 

balancing coalition is considered in Europe a natural reaction. The lack of such a framework  in 

E   er            rpr    g f r E r pe   . Bef re         g   e p            f    “      N TO”, 

it should be explained why such a bloc has not yet been created. 

The most straightforward answer is: a weak tradition of multilateral frameworks in Asia. 

Nevertheless, the roots of the modern Indo-Pacific Order lie in the 1951 San Francisco Treaty. In 

an article for the Foreign Affairs, the than secretary of state John Foster Dulles explained the 

reasons why Washington did not attempt to create a NATO equivalent for East Asia and instead 

chose the hub-and-spokes system –  a set of bilateral ties centred around Washington. 

First, just a few years after the war, it was tough to persuade regional states to make an alliance 

     J p  . T e      p     pre e  e     D   e               e  preferre      ee J p   “ ep  

    ”      e U .   r  er  re, E                   ere        g     re  e      ere   regional 

pact. The Washington and Pentagon decision-makers feared a force over-extension and 

e g ge e               f     .      e  eg     g  f   e ’50 ,     ee e        r   e      re   

Britain were able to control the situation in their colonies in Indochina and Malaya and needed 

just limited support from the US. 

Decolonisation was then an important factor in Asian politics. Fresh resentments were one of the 

  gge   pr   e        e U       p       f   e    e ’40      ’50 . T e U      pr    p     

anticolonial, yet, in the name of fighting communism, it supported France, Great Britain and the 

Netherlands in their struggle to keep colonial empires. Dulles was well aware that new states like 

Burma or Indonesia would be reluctant to closer security cooperation with their former colonial 

overlords. 

Another reason not to create a regional treaty organisation was the general political situation in 

the region. In 1951 it was still not clear what the faith of Korea and China would be. Chiang Kai-

https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/united-states/1952-01-01/security-pacific
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shek still hoped to return to the mainland and defeat the Communists. Under such conditions, the 

U      re            r   “re     e ”            pr v  e   f   -scale war with the Eastern Bloc. 

Instead, Washington chose to set limited targets of the security policy and create favourable 

conditions for eventual military operations. Just as today, it meant hosting bases to hold naval 

      r   pre    .    effe  ,            e     ere      e       e f r               ,  r “        

     ”,    D   e  p     . H  ever,   e  re   e       Australia, New Zealand and the Philippines 

 e      “  e  eve  p e    f     re    pre e   ve     e   f reg       e  r         e P   f   

 re ”. 

 

Why SEATO and ANZUS did not survive? 

After the French defeat in Vietnam, the US made an attempt to create a regional alliance in the 

form of the South East Asia Treaty Organization (SEATO). Established in September 1954 

organisation included: the US, Pakistan, Thailand, the Philippines, Australia, New Zealand, 

Great Britain and France. 

SEATO proved to be a failed attempt. Due to reasons pointed out by Dulles and many more, 

SEATO had a very loose structure and did not establish operation mechanisms. Obligations of 

the member states were unclear, as well as criteria of how to define an external threat and how to 

answer  it.  In case of a threat, the pact members had to respond according to their own 

procedures. As a result, SEATO was unable to fulfil its purpose and was disbanded in 1977. 

Yet another attempt to create a multilateral security framework in the Indo-Pacific was ANZUS. 

 f            e        “ r     e  ”,         e p     e  ee      r    , Ne  Ze            e U . 

Even the current status of the pact is not sure, with Wellington claiming it is not binding 

anymore. 
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The birth of Quad 

The idea of a multilateral security framework for the Indo-Pacific raised in 2004 in the aftermath 

of the tsunami and the later rescue operations. However, it was the Japanese Prime Minister 

     ō   e,       r  g      pee        e        P r    e      2007, f r   e f r      e expre  ed 

the concept of the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue between Japan, India, Australia and the US. 

In this way the Quad was born. The general idea was to create a platform for four democratic 

    e       r    ge  er     r er      r  C    ’  exp             intain a liberal rules-based 

 r er        .   e’    e          ve p   e               e                ee  f r C    .        

Be    g         e  e     e         e Q         eg       pre   v        f    “      N TO” 

aimed against the PRC. 

This first approach to the Quad ended quickly for lack of interest. In the same year, 2007, 

L    r’  Kev   R     e   e     r    ’  Pr  e M     er      e        g           er    per      

with China. Thus, Australia proved to be the weakest link, although interest in such cooperation 

was also moderate in India and the USA. In the same year, Abe lost his prime ministerial seat, 

and his successors did not take up the idea of four-party cooperation. 

 

Quad 2.0 

The Quad returned in 2016 and this time it received more attention. Again, Abe was the spiritus 

movens behind the concept. The Japanese Prime Minister began to promote the concept of the 

Quad as part of the Free and Open Indo-Pacific (FOIP). 

This time, the Quad began to take a more hard security oriented features with China seen as a 

revisionist power in the region. With Chinese navy more numerous and modern it had begun to 

venture further and further from home waters. The Indian Ocean became an important area of its 

activity. As the PRC became more visible internationally and showed great-power ambitions, 

this caused understandable concern among military planners in Australia, India, Japan and the 

US. 
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T e   v e ’    e     ,    ever, f    e           e f g   f r          f   e  e           re 

peaceful activities. Building greater situational awareness in the maritime domain was mentioned 

first. It referred to a better capacity to monitor various activities, such as illegal fishing in the 

exclusive economic zones of other states. Attention, albeit less officially, was drawn to Chinese 

research vessels carrying out intelligence activities under the guise of scientific research. 

Finally, improved situational awareness and coordination are seen as means of countering the 

activities of Chinese paramilitary units, the so-called maritime         ,               “     e    e 

 e ”. T e e f r         re   e  ex e   ve      Be    g      e           E    C      e  ,   ere 

  e  e    e  per            e “gre     e”  e      e   re       f   r.   r      re    ,   v   

vessels of Australia, Japan and the United States are often helpless when confronted by 

aggressive but formally civilian militias supported by also non-military coast guards. 

With time the Quad broadened its activities beyond maritime issues. It now includes, among 

other things, humanitarian assistance and disaster relief (HADR) missions and a growing 

numbers of non-military policies, like delivering COVID vaccines to ASEAN states or building 

resilient logistic chains. Such an approach reflects a growing area of confrontation with China. 

T e g                    eep      e   C    ’  p  er             f g   f r   e “ e r            ” 

of people in other Indo-Pacific nations and reduce their own dependency on the Chinese 

economy, in areas such as rare earths, semiconductors, EV batteries, and medical supplies. 

During the Biden administration, the Quad meetings have become more often and more 

elaborate. Nevertheless, the framework still does not have any official structure, being an 

informal consultative format, which gives it flexibility mu    ee e          r    C    ’  e    ve 

influence and does not antagonise potential partners. The best example here is ASEAN, taking 

  e fr  e  r         p         e      e fe r            er   e   e  rg         ’   e  r         

Southeast Asia. 

Finally, the most vocal opponent of formalisation is India. New Delhi is very committed to its 

strategic autonomy, which is seen as a cornerstone of independent foreign policy. Thus, 

ambivalence towards formal alliances and binding frameworks is perceived as a constraint on 

own freedom of action. Because of this approach, despite tense relations with China and ever 
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closer military cooperation with the US, India is not a potential member of an possible Asian 

Alliance. 

 

A realistic pro-American Asian Alliance? 

Who can be counted in then? As obvious Japan and Australia emerge as the most obvious 

        e ’. B         r e   re    g-term US allies and increase bilateral security cooperation 

between themselves. The late prime minister Abe introduced a package of bills enabling Japan to 

participate in multilateral alliances. It was an answer to the growing tension in relations with 

China. However, no signals from Tokyo and Canberra suggest interest in creating any treaty 

organisation. Australia and Japan aim to build ever closer bilateral cooperation, strengthen their 

own alliances with the US and encourage NATO states, especially France, Germany and the UK, 

to play a more active role in the Indo-Pacific. 

Other US allies and partners in the region are even less likely to contribute in the context of an 

“      N TO”.      e    e  f       K re , f r   e f re ee   e f   re, N r   K re       re     

      r   re  .  e        e      re              Be    g’    v lvement, the North Korean 

problem cannot be settled or even managed. Hence the policy towards China, despite all 

tensions, avoids antagonising the powerful neighbour. Another problem is historical issues with 

Japan causing regular frictions in bilateral relations. One of the results of this situation is the 

staunch opposition of South Korea against any engagement of the JSDF in the Korean Peninsula, 

even in case of contingency. 

The effect of this state of affairs is huge problems in building basic security cooperation with 

J p  .         ee  p   f     ev  e        e O             r     ’     e p       r  g          e  

allies in East Asia closer together. After painstaking negotiations, Washington led to the 

conclusion of an intelligence-sharing agreement (GSOMIA) between Tokyo and Seoul. The 

agreement was due to be signed in June 2012, but opposition protests and a protracted debate in 

South Korea postponed the signing until November 2016. 
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The current administration of president Yoon Suk-yeol is the first to speak loud about the 

enhanced security cooperation with Japan. In September 2022, after six years, Seoul agreed to 

resume the high-level defence talks. President Yeon and his advisors consider previous policies 

toward China and North Korea unsuccessful. Improvement in relations with Japan and a trilateral 

partnership with the US is likely to bolster deterrence. 

An important step has been the first trilateral summit held on August 18 at Camp David. Three 

     e   : “C  p D v   Pr    p e ”,   e “ p r    f C  p D v  ”       e “C      e      

C           g J p  ,   e Rep       f K re        e U   e      e ”   ve  e    fr  e  r  f r 

future cooperation. Significantly the military cooperation seems to be a secondary issue. 

Although the parties agreed to held regular exercises, share intelligence data and develop missile 

defence, in the foreground were political and economic issues, like commitment to held regular 

summits with participation of foreign and defence ministers and chairmen of national security 

councils. Much attention has been paid to economic and technological cooperation, namely to 

      “C    -free”   pp              e          r , EV     er e      gree   e      g e . 

In the same vein was another meeting between Kishida and Yoon, this time on the sidelines of 

the APEC Summit in November. Both leaders declared deepening of bilateral cooperation in 

fields of quantum computing and hydrogen energy. However, it is still far away from any form 

 f    “      N TO”           re  f   e  ex  ROK pre   e            inue this approach. 

Nevertheless, just like Australia and Japan, the new South Korean administration is keen to 

e     e    per           N TO.      p r       g    fr    e         e pre   e  ’  Y    

participation in two consecutive NATO summits in 2022 and 2023. 

 

Southeast Asian allies 

The US partners and allies in Southeast Asia can be put in a single group. The Philippines, 

Vietnam, Singapore and Indonesia struggle with Chinese pressure. The key issue here, is the 

      C      e  ( C )    p  e. C    ’               e r     eq e   p r  it in the form of 

economic and political coercion and building of artificial islands have put the SCS as one of the 
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crucial geopolitical hotspots of the world. However, the dispute has virtually no effect on the 

regional security framework. 

In theory, facing a common challenge, the Philippines, Vietnam and Malaysia could try to build 

a mechanism allowing them to manage maritime disputes between them and oppose China 

together. But in practice nothing like that has happened so far. The claimant states are more 

interested in boosting security cooperation with the US, Australia, India and Japan, which aim to 

      C    ’  exp            e reg   . Eve       gr    g    per               e Q   ,   e U  

allies and partners in Southeast Asia seem to avoid multilateral frameworks in security 

cooperation. 

Nevertheless, the PRC does not pose a direct military threat to the region. Joining any anti-

Chinese alliance would definitely change this. Another factor is strong economic ties with China, 

effectively reducing interest in actions Beijing would perceive as too hostile. As a result, even 

Vietnam, for years the most vocal critic of the PRC in the region, remains staunchly non-aligned. 

Cautious posture does not mean a lack of support. The Philippine ambassador to the US, Jose 

Manuel Romualdez, declared recently that in case of the Taiwan crisis the Southeast Asian 

nation might allow US military access. 

 

Taiwan off the table 

W          T     ? T e f r   q e          f   e U     g   g     eep   e “  r  eg       g    ”.  f 

ye ,   v    g T            re     rg               “   g ”  p    .  f    ,   e    ere      q e       f 

Taiwan would perceive membership as beneficial. Definitely, it would enhance the island-    e’  

international recognition and give formal security guarantees. On the other hand, it would 

antagonise China more and further raise tension in the Taiwan Strait. 

Another issue is whether Beijing would treat a Taiwanese membership as a casus belli. If yes, 

there would be no deterrence effect, and the alliance would be counterproductive in this field. It 

is highly doubtful that any leader in Indo-Pacific would decide to join the pact that heightens the 
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risk of a contingency. Given the broad network of security cooperation, any multilateral treaty 

can be formalised after an eventual war starts. 

The case of Ukraine proves one does not necessarily need to be part of an alliance to effectively 

fight a hostile, neighbouring autocratic power. What one needs is strong support from the free 

world. Taipei seems to be well aware of this and since the Russian invasion of Ukraine 

concentrates on internationalising the Taiwan issue and building support in the West. Chinese 

actions like the recent Taiwan Strait Crisis of 2022 only helped here. 

 

Is the Multi-Alliance beneficial at all? 

  q e       f    er       p r    e                e   e  e ef     f    “      N TO”?      e 

case of the US, the answer is fairly simple. A treaty organisation would gather all allies from the 

Indo-Pacific, build an integrated security framework with hopef       e r  e  er ’     g      , 

procedures and mechanisms, and simplify the existing network of alliances. However, as was 

presented, to US allies and partners the answer is not so clear. 

Except for a broader and deepened security cooperation among the Quad, there is more interest 

in bolstering cooperation with NATO than creating any regional alliance. In face of increasing 

pressure from China and Russia, it is natural for democratic countries to seek closer ties with the 

Euro-Atlantic area. This posturing dovetails with plans to transform NATO into a global 

       e,  pe    g         e ex gger           e ‘ r e   r ’  f   e We  er    r  . Re          

in December 2020, the first meeting of foreign ministers in the NATO + IP4 format took place. 

This acronym refers to the four democratic countries of the Indo-Pacific region: Australia, Japan, 

South Korea and New Zealand. Since then, regular meetings of the North Atlantic Council with 

IP4 have also begun. Moreover, in May 2022, the first meeting between the NATO Military 

Committee and the four Indo-Pacific partners took place. 

Should we therefore expect Japan and South Korea to join NATO someday? Not necessarily. 

Most European allies are not keen to engage directly in far Asia and risk a full throttle 

confrontation with China, nor have the potential for doing this. It does not, of course, imply a 
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reluctance to strengthen cooperation with countries in the region. Washington seems well aware 

of this and is creating new formats like AUKUS or coalitions of the willi g,   pp r   g  r   e’  

involvement in the Pacific. Japan and Australia are also pushing Germany to engage more in the 

region. 

On the other hand, Tokyo and Seoul are also not revealing membership ambitions. Greater 

cooperation with NATO, but also with individual states from Europe, simply increases the 

number of options available and strengthens their own position on the international stage. 

Furthermore, given the magnitude of challenges and threats posed by the PRC, a local treaty 

organisation does not present enough potential. Thus, enhanced cooperation with the actually 

most powerful alliance presents a much better option. 

China has, of course, criticised the strengthening of cooperation with NATO by the Indo-Pacific 

countries while warning against the expansion of the alliance in Asia or the creation of a similar 

pact in the region. However, such posturing has more to do with attempts to impose its narrative, 

   e     pr p g         pr  e       f Be    g’  fe r            re     . 

It seems that since the ‘50 ,      e         ge . T e  re       f   reg       re     rg                

meets numerous obstacles, and bilateral arrangements with Washington continue to be perceived 

as a sufficient guarantee of security, with cooperation with NATO and its individual members 

acting as an add-on, multiplying the benefits. Of course, this situation may change in the future. 

Such a trigger could be direct Chinese aggression against one of its neighbours. Just like the 

Russian invasion of Ukraine, a war would totally alter all security calculations. 
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R                   U r   ę pr e rg       ł   N TO. C           pre        ą      ,   ł       

   T     ,   że     r  ć             p   e     N TO? 

W   ż  e   p ę  e   ę        r   r         r      ,   ś    e   e   r          stwarza 

  g   e   r        pr e        r    e   r   e p e  e        reg    e     -P   f   . Z   ą    e 

       ,  rg          r       e      p  pr      p              r      żą           p   e ź    

e  p    ę  gre    eg      r      e      ż      E r p e        r   ą re    ę. Br            r    r 

       W       e   e       E r pe                ą  . D   eg         ę   e   ż   p   ąć       ę 

  ż    ś   p  e      eg  "         eg  N TO"    eż      ś  ć,      eg             e    e   e 

     ł     r    . 

N  pr         p   e ź  r   :  ł        r e              r       p r     e    e    r      . 

N e   e   e    ,   r e  e   p ł  e  eg  p r ą        -P   f        ą  e    e    r      e       

Francisco z 1951 roku. W artykule dla Foreign Affairs     e     e re  r        J        er D   e  

    ś  ł p     ,        r    W     g      e p   ął pr        r enia odpowiednika NATO dla 

     W       e ,            eg     r ł     e     -and-spokes - czyli zestawu dwustronnych 

p   ą       p           ł W     g    . 

Pr e e          ,    e   e           p       e  r       ł  pr e    ć p       reg            r    

          J p   ą. Te   pr e          pr e  D   e          ł , że               e        eć J p   ę 

" r     ą   r     " pr e        Z e       e. C    ę e ,      W           ł     ż            

r   egł       r,      ż     ł      r  ć  p     p    reg       . Decydenci w Waszyngtonie i 

Pe   g   e            ę      er eg  r    ąg  ę      ł  r       g ż               e    f     . 

P      ,    p   ą        50.   g ą  ł       , że  r       r   W e    Br        ą        e p     ć 

           ą w swoich koloniach w Ind              M       ,     p r     e   r    U   p  r e   ą 

jedynie w ograniczonym stopniu. 

De                 ł    ę                          e    p      e          e .    eże 

re e    e           ł   e  ą        ę          ą  e    er       e  p           ec Azji w 

p ź            40.   50.       Z e       e   ł                          e,  e    że      ę         

        e    p er ł   r    ę, W e  ą Br     ę   H      ę           ł       r      e   per    

            . D   e          e      ł     e  pr  ę, że      p     łe p      ,     e     B r       

https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/united-states/1952-01-01/security-pacific
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     e   ,  ę ą   r   ł     ś  ś e   e    p łpr         re  e  e p e  e       e          ł    

              ł      . 

K  e     p    e ,        reg    e     r     reg      e   rg          r       e ,   ł   g     

sy       p            reg    e. W 1951 r       ąż   e   ł      e,       ę   e    e        K re    

Chin. Czang Kai-szek nadal    ł      e ę    p  r            e     p       e           . W        

  r             Z e       e   ł    e  ę  e             "  er            ",    re   gł    

 pr       ć     ę    peł ą     ę        e           . 

Z        eg  W     g      e      ł   ę         ć  gr       e  e e p         e p e  e        

    r  ć   r     e   r         e e           per               . P      e        ś,        ł     

posiadanie baz w celu utrzymania przewagi morskiej i powietrznej. W efekcie wszystkie 

      ą           ł   gr       e    p er   eg  ł           p     "ł        pr   r eż eg ",     

     ął D   e . Je    że  r             r   ą, N  ą Ze     ą       p        p      ą   "r       

  r   e     p e    eg      e    e p e  e      reg      eg    re    e P   f   ". 

 

Dlaczego SEATO i ANZUS nie przetrwały? 

P    ę  e  r        W e     e,       Z e       e p   ęł  pr  ę     r e    reg      eg            

posta   Org         Tr            P ł       -W       e  ( E TO). Z ł ż     e  r eś    1954 

r     rg           e     ł : U  , P       , T       ę,     p   ,     r   ę, N  ą Ze     ę, W e  ą 

Br     ę  r    r    ę. 

 E TO         ł    ę f     e . Z p               ch przez D   e  ,      że   e         , 

          ł bardzo   ź ą   r    rę     e         ł  e           per        . O    ą    p      

  ł             ł    ść   e    e, p      e  re   ą      r  er    ef            gr że    

 e  ę r  eg    re g            e.  W pr  p       gr że      ł      e p       e   re g   ć 

 g    e    ł       pr  e  r   . W re       e  E TO   e   ł         e   peł  ć     eg   e     

     ł  r    ą   e   1977 r   . 

K  e  ą pr  ą     r e      e    r       r    e p e  e        reg    e     -P   f      ł 

 NZU . Jeś            e          e     e   e        e "ś  er      g  e ",     e        ł ś  e 
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          ę        r   ą, N  ą Ze     ą           Z e          . N  e    e           p       e 

 e   pe   ,   p       We    g       er   , że   e  e        ż   ążą  . 

 

Narodziny Quad 

  e    e    r       r    e p e  e              -P   f    p     ł    ę   2004 r          ęp    e 

          p ź  e        per     r          . Je    że      p er    p      pre  er      ō   e, 

p           eg  pr e    e                p r   e   e   2007 r   , p  r   p er     pr e      ł 

    ep  ę C  er   r   eg  D    g  Be p e  e      p   ę    J p   ą,        ,     r   ą           

Z e          . W  e   p       r    ł   ę Q   . Og   ą   eą   ł      r e  e p   f r          ere   

de   r          p           p łpr       e    gr     e    e  p      C        r        

   er   eg ,  p r eg     pr   e   ę     r       p r ą          . P    ł   e pr e  e ł    e  

  ę   eg  e   , g       e C    . T   ł ś  e Pe      gł ś  ł   e   e Q       p erwszych stronach 

gaze        ął r  p    e     ć     ę "azjatyckiego NATO" wymierzonego w ChRL. 

T  p er   e p  e ś  e do     r e    Q                   ł    ę f     e    racji braku 

zainteresowania. Jeszcze tego samego roku (2007) Kevin Rudd z Partii Pracy z    ł pre  ere  

    r       p      ł       ż  ą   p łpr  ę   C      . T             r          ł    ę     ł       

 g   e ,    ć    ąż      ere      e  eg    p    p łpr  ą   ł      r     e -    że             

U  . Je    że,  e    e             r      e   r   ł f  e  pre  er ,    eg      ęp     e p   ę   

  e     er   r   e    p łpr   . 

 

Quad 2.0 

Q    p  r   ł   2016 r          r  e  pr    ł   ę   ą    gę. P      e,   e    ł   ę spiritus 

movens  e      ep   . Pre  er J p         ął pr     ć     ep  ę Q           ęść W   eg    

Otwartego Indo-Pacyfiku (FOIP). 

T   r  e  Q        ął     er ć   r   e   e     r e                r e  e p e  e     ,   

C       p   r eg               r     re             e. Wr    e   r   e      e   ś    r     

p   ęp  ą ą    er      ą        e    r   r      e  e ,     ęł        p      ć   ę   r      e     

r            ,     e               ł   ę               re   e         ś  . W    rę     C RL 
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     ł    ę   r     r   e               re  e   ę     r    e            ł    r     ęś  e  

  e       r     e       e,     ęł         ł   ć  r      łe     ep    e  e  śr     r  eg   

wojskowych w Australii, Indiach, Japonii i Stanach Zjednoczonych. 

Je    że    g    r   r      e  e     p ł    ę   e        e   p       e      r  ,   e      r   e  

pok            ł      . N  p er        e         e              e   ę   e  ś       ś   

         e       r  . O     ł    ę     eż     ep  e        ś            r       r ż         ł  , 

             e eg   e p ł        łą         ref    e                    p     . Z r      

   gę,       ż      e   f         p    ,           e               e pr     ą e     ł    ść 

          ą p   pr   r   ą                . 

Wre    e,  ep    ś       ść                 r         ą p   r eg  e      śr       p   eg  ą e 

    ł                 e     e  p r       r    , tzw.           r     ,         r    eż      "  łe 

  e  e   e        ".   r    e  e  ą   er        r        e pr e  Pe       M r   

P ł                  W                , g   e    ż      ą  per   e      . "   re    ref e" 

p   że  pr g       . Z  eg  p        rę      e  e     r    , J p      r          Z e           

 ą   ę     e r   e      fr           gre       ,    ć f r     e                    ,   p er      

r    eż pr e    e       ą   r ż pr   r eż ą. 

Z czasem Quad rozs er  ł     e     ł     p      e   e   r   e. O e   e   e    e      .       e 

p              r e   r   p        pr  p           r f (H DR). P      ,   e    e       że 

r   ą ą      ę p         e      r    ,                 r     e     ep   e  pr e      COV D do 

p        E N             e p e       ł           g          . T   e p  e ś  e      er  e    

r   ą        r    fr          C      . Ce e   e     e           r       e p  ęg  C   ,   e    że 

        " er         ł "                 r          -Pacyfiku or       e   e  e  ł   e     eż  ś   

          e  g  p   r          r                e   e ziem rzadkich, p łpr e       ,          r  

   p        e e  r             er  ł   e     e. 

Z                 r     B  e    p        Q       ł    ę   ę    e     r   e  rozbudowane. Niemniej 

 e    , r     p          e    ą ż   e   f      e    r    r ,    ąż        ą    ef r      f r    

             ,    r    pe        e         ść -     p  r e  ą     gr     e      e           

 pł     C   ,   pr         e     g      e p  e          p r  er  . N   ep     pr   ł  e   e   
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        E N,    r   r     e f r      e   p  e r     e  e   g ę           , że   że p    ż ć 

 e  r   ą p     ę  rg                P ł       -Wschodniej. 

Wre    e,    g rę      pr e       e  f r           ą     e. Ne  De     e     r    pr    ą   e    

    e              r  eg    e ,    r   e   p   r eg             e   ęg e      e   eż e  p        

  gr      e . W    ą                 e        e  f r                    ążą     r    e   pr e  

    e    ż          gr     e  e  ł   e              ł    . Ze   g ę          e p  e ś  e, p      

  p ę                 C           r   ś  ś e   e    p łpr           e   e         

Z e          ,     e   e        ą p  e      eg    ł     e e      eg                   eg . 

 

Realistyczny proamerykański sojusz azjatycki? 

N    g          r   e   ż        ć? N    r   e                           ą J p           r    . 

O    r  e  ą   e   e                   U         ąż    ę     ą   ę       ą      r   ą 

  p łpr  ę      re  e  e p e  e     . N eż  ą     ż pre  er   e  pr      ł p   e        

   ż      ą     J p        e             e    r                . B ł       p   e ź    r   ą e 

  p ę  e   re          C      . Ż   e   g  ł    T       C   err    e        ą  e          ę   e 

zainteresowan e     r e  e      e      e   rg          r       e .     r      r     J p   ą  ążą    

    eś         p łpr         r   e ,              ł                 U    r       ę      p      

NATO -   ł        r     , N e  e    W e   e  Br       - do odgrywania aktywniejszej roli w 

regionie Indo-Pacyfiku. 

                 r   p r  er   U     reg    e  ą  e    e    e    ł           e  e        eg  

  ł          e ś  e "         eg  N TO". W pr  p     K re  P ł      e , pr        e    

      ż  e  pr    ł ś  , K re  P ł      p        e gł        gr że  e .  e           e     e 

    e  pr  ę, że  e      g ż       Pe     pr   e  p ł       re        e   że      ć r    ą     

       e      r       .   ą   eż p           e  C   , p         e        p ęć,       

antagonizowania po ęż eg   ą     . K  e     pr   e e   ą   e   e      r    e   J p   ą,    re 

p      ą reg   r e   r      re             r      . Je       efe      e            e             

 pr e    K re  P ł      e     e      eg      e      g ż       J p          ł       rony na 

P ł   p e K re      ,    e                r         . 
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Efe  e      eg        r e     ą  gr   e pr   e                  e       r   e  f     e     e  

  p łpr         re  e  e p e  e        J p   ą. B ł             e      ż   e           

        r     B r     O    ,    r     ł   ł      ż ć      e  e              kluczowych 

                   W       e . P  ż         eg          W     g      pr      ł        r    

               e   f r                    (  OM  ) p   ę    T        e  e . U     

   ł       ć p  p          er    2012 r   ,  e     pr  e     p         pr e ł ż  ą     ę  e       

K re  P ł      e  pr e   ęł   e  p  p     e         p   2016 r   . 

Obecna administracja prezydenta Yoon Suk- e     e   p er   ą,    r  gł ś              eś  e    

  p łpr      J p   ą      re  e  e p e  e     . We  r eś    2022 r   ,       p    eś          , 

 e    re    e  g    ł   ę          e  e r                     e         e     e   r    ś  . 

Pre   e   Ye    r    eg    r       e    ą p pr e   ą p      ę    e  C      K re  P ł    e       

  e    e   ą. P pr                J p   ą    r    r   e p r  er       U   pr    p      e 

              ś       r       . 

Z    ą     r   e          er          ł   ę p er      r    r           ,    r      ł   ę 18 

  erp      C  p D v  . Tr        e   : “Z      C  p D v  ”, “D    C  p D v  ”  r   

“Z     ą    e                p   ę    J p   ą, Rep     ą K re            Z e          ” 

        ł  r    pr    łe    p łpr   . C        e,   p łpr                  e   ę   ć   e   ą 

 r g r ę  ą. C     ż   r     g    ł    ę    reg   r e ć    e           e,       ę        

               r   r        r    pr e   r   e   e ,    p er     p         ęł    ę   e   e 

p        e   g  p   r  e,     e           ą    e     rg           reg   r                     łe  

      r    pr     gr              r     r   pr e       ą     r    e p e  e        r    eg . 

W e e    g  p ś  ę       p łpr    g  p   r  e     e      g    e ,       re   e           

"           C   " ł                p łpr e        ,          r      p        e e  r        

oraz zielonych technologii. 

W tym sam             ł    ę    e  e  p      e K         Y    ,     r  e            

     p    eg           PEC. O    pr           e   r      p głę  e  e      r   e    p łpr      

   e     e    p  er                e erg       r  e . W  ąż  e        e    e          rzenia 

    e      e  f r   "         eg  N TO"     e  e   pe  e,         ęp   pre   e   K re  

P ł      e   ę   e           ł  eg  r       p  e ś  e. 
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N e   e   e    , p      e         r       J p    ,              r     K re  P ł      e   e     ę    

do zacieś         p łpr      N TO. W ż      g  łe     e     e        ł pre   e    Y       

         e                          2022  r   2023 r   . 

 

Sojusznicy z Azji Południowo-Wschodniej 

P r  er                 U          P ł       -W       e    ż      eś  ć    ednej grupie. 

    p   , W e    ,    g p r        e       g  ą   ę         ą pre  ą. K      ą   e   ą  e         

 p r    M r   P ł               . R     e    C   ,       ęp  e     re           p       pre    

gospodarczej i politycznej oraz budowy sztucznych    p  pr   ł , że M r e P ł              e 

   ł    ę  e                  ge p            p         p          ś  e  e.  p r  e    e    

 e     pr        e ż   eg   pł       reg      e f r      e p e  e     . 

Te re      e,             p   eg          ,     p   , W e       M  e      gł    p   ąć pr  ę 

            e         p       ą eg          r ą     e  p r      r        pr e           e   ę 

C     . W pr     e  e            ą          eg    e    ł    e    . P        e  ą r   e  

     ere     e     eś  e  e    p łpr         re  e  e p e  e        U  ,     r   ą,           

J p   ą,    r     e e   e    gr     e  e e  p      C      reg    e. N  e  pr   r   ą e    p łpr    

  r      Q   ,              p r  er   U          P ł       -W       e       ą   ę    ąż 

unikać   e    r       f r        p łpr         re  e  e p e  e     . 

N e   e   e     C RL   e          e p śre   eg    gr że          r eg      reg    . D łą  e  e 

       eg      e             eg            pe   ś  ą  pł  ęł            ę  eg        r e   . 

Kole             e   ą     e   ę   g  p   r  e   C      ,     e    e     e     ą e 

     ere      e     ł      ,    re Pe    p   r eg ł              r g e.       e    eg     e  

W e    ,    r  pr e              ł    gł ś  e   eg   r      C RL   reg    e,    ąż pozostaje 

  e    g ż     . 

P  ś  ąg     p         e          e      r      p r   . Pr   ł     ,         r     p     U  , 

J  e M   e  R      e ,  ś       ł   e     , że   r   e  r         T      e,     p      gł    

 e     ć        Z e               e   ść        ą. 
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Tajwan poza grą 

       T     e ? P er   e p     e  r   ,           Z e       e     er   ą   r    ć 

"  r  eg    ą   e e          ść". Jeś      ,   pr   e  e T                   e    p  ą "   g ". Jeś   

  e,    p         ę p     e,     T         g  e p   r eg ł    ł                r     e. Z 

pe   ś  ą    ę    ł         ę     r    e       e    p       p           ł  f r    e g  r    e 

 e p e  e     . Z  r g e    r   ,   gł         r   e       g       ć C        e    e   r   e  

   ę    ć   p ę  e   C eś    e T        e . 

O    ą   e   ą  e     ,     Pe    p  r      ł     ł         T            f         casus belli. 

Jeś      ,    efe       r          ł   ż  e ,          pr      ł   efe      r            er   eg .   

 e        e  ą p   e,             e  pr          reg    e     -P   f      e      ł   ę    

pr    ąp e  e    p    ,    r     ę     r          ąp e              r      e . B  rą  p      gę 

  er  ą   eć   p łpr         re  e  e p e  e     ,   ż     e    r       ł     że      ć 

sformalizowany po ewentualnym wybuchu wojny. 

Pr  p  e  U r            , że   e    e    e  r e     ć   ęś  ą        ,         e    e       ć   

 r g  ,  ą      ą         r             r   e . T      e   p  r e  e,        e   p r  e  e   r    

    eg  ś     . W    e   ę, że T  pe          e     e     e    eg   pr  ę            r       e  

           U r   ę     e  r  e   ę gł    e       ę     r     e      e     T                   

  p e       Z       e. C      e     ł    ,     e       e       r       C eś    e T        e    

2022 roku,             pr  p     p   gł . 

 

Czy sojusz wielostronny jest w ogóle korzystny? 

P     e      ż  e    g   r   :     e   r  ś   pr      ł    "         e N TO"? W pr  p     

       Z e             p   e ź  e     ść          . P     gr      ł                            

Indo-P   f   ,        ł        egr    e r     e p e  e        (  e         e ę)         

      ą          ł     , pr  e  r       e            r          e  pr ś  ł         e ą ą   eć 

       . Je    ,     pr e         ,                   p r  er   U     p   e ź   ż   e  e       

jednoznaczna. 
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Z     ą   e    er  e    p głę    e    p łpr         re  e  e p e  e        ę    p         Q   , 

  e  e  e   r   e    ę   e      ere      e     eś  e  e    p łpr      N TO   ż    r e  e  

jakiegokolwiek sojuszu reg      eg . W         r   ą e  pre     e   r    C      R    ,     r   e  e  , 

że p        e   r      e  ążą        eś  e      ę          re  e r            . T    p       

  p łgr    p       pr e     ł e    N TO   g              ,   reś       pe  ą pr e   ą      

"  r   e r   ę" ś              eg . Pr  p       , że   gr      2020 r        ł    ę p er   e 

 p      e       r    pr     gr            f r    e N TO +  P4.   r      e           ę    

   ere    e   r           r     reg         -Pacyfiku: Australii, J p    , K re  P ł      e  

i  N  e  Ze      . Te     e              że  e  rę     r  p   ę      ę reg   r      p      R    

P ł               e     P4. P              2022 r        ł    ę p er   e  p      e K    e   

Wojskowego NATO z czterema partnerami z regionu Indo-Pacyfiku. 

C   p      ś      e     e    ć, że J p       K re  P ł        pe  eg         łą  ą    N TO? 

N e    e    e. W ę    ść e r pe                     e  e     ł         e p śre   eg  

  g ż         ę      e  e           r ż       ę    peł ą    fr      ę   C      . P        e   e 

   p    ą  eż   p   e         eg  p  e    łe . N e                  ś  e   e  ę          eś       

  p łpr       r      reg    . W     g        e   ę   ć  eg  ś             r      e f r    , 

takie jak AUKUS czy koalicje   ę     ,   p er  ą      g ż     e  r         P   f   . W 

  ę        e J p           r     r    eż         ą    N e   ,         e      g ż   ł    ę   

regionie. 

Z  r g e    r   , T        e   r    eż   e pr e      ą           ł          . W ę       p łpr ca z 

N TO,      że   p     eg       p           E r p , p  pr        ę          ę     ęp      p      

              ł   ą p     ę     re  e   ę     r    e . C    ę e ,    rą  p      gę     ę 

           gr że      r       pr e  C RL,          rg          r  tatowa nie stanowi 

     r    ą eg  p  e    ł . D   eg   eż              p łpr         p  ęż  e            e  

ś                     e  ep  ą    er     ę. 

C           ś  e   r       ł      eś  e  e   p łpr      N TO pr e   r  e     -Pacyfiku, 

 e     eś  e pr e  r eg  ą  pr e  e  p    ą                        r e  e  p     eg  p       

reg    e. T    p           e       ę e    p   eg    pr        r   e     ł   e    rr    , 

 e  ę r  ą pr p g   ą   pr  e   ą      Pe        że     r e        ś  ą. 
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W    e   ę, że        50.   e  e e   ę    e  ł . U   r e  e reg      eg             ąż   p         

  ereg pr e     ,      er   e p r     e      W     g   e        p   r eg  e  ą            e     

g  r       e p e  e     ,   ś   p łpr      N TO    eg  p     eg         ł       peł   r  ę 

       , pr      ą eg          e   r  ś  . O     ś  e   pr    ł ś              że   e        e. 

T        ź e    gł      ć  e p śre              gre        e  eg     ą      . P      e       

pr  p     r       e             U r   ę,         ł      e    e  ł            e          e 

      ą e  e p e  e     . 
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W      ę 13          2024 T                   ę               r     ,       gł     ć   

p              r   : pre   e         p r   e   r    . Teg r    e     r         ł    ż   

   e          r      p            g ę   . 

 

Trzej kandydaci, duopol przełamany? 

P  p er   e,      ś  g    f  e  pre   e     p        ł    e      ,  e    r e   p   ż     

          ,      r      ż       ł ż  eg    ż         gł      ć  e ł g pr e  ż  ą e    ęś   

     ż     p     20-procentowe poparcie  p łe   e. O    pr e        e              ę       

partii politycznych – Kuomintangu (KMT) i Demokratycznej P r    P   ęp  e  (De   r     

Progressive Party – DPP) –       r       r    ł            ł ż  e    2019 r    T        e  

P r    L    e  (T      Pe p e’  P r   – TPP),    r     ł ł pr e  ć   ę       r     

 r    r   e T            e     ł  ć  r            p l polityczny na wyspie. 

W wyborach      ęż ł          DPP                    epre   e   W       L  ,       reg  

gł       ł  40,1% gł    ą    . H   Y -     KMT      ł 33,5% gł    ,   Ko Wen-je z TPP 

26,5%. Tr e   pr               ć, że    T      e      ą   e     e  “f r  -past-the-p   ” – 

  gr                    ę   ą      ą gł    ,    r    e          eść p     50%. J    że H   

 r   K  repre e    ą p     e p g ą       e     e      ,  p. energii atomowej czy stosunku do 

C   ,        p p er     ą pr e  e e   r       -DPP, w listopadzie 2023 pr            r  ć 

  p   ą     ę               pre   e         epre   e   . R               ł    ę  e     

f     e   e   g ę       r   p r     e   ,    r    p            eg ć   ę         re 

          . N e         e, że                  r      ł           e p     ć L   ,    reg  

p p r  e        ż      e pr e r    ł    g   50%. Z    ę               DPP pr          

 r g eg  p                eg       e        r  , p   e  ż p er     r      1996,       

p   ą      peł               r      T      e,         p r      gr     r e   r     r ę   

wybory prezydenckie. Je      r    eż p ą       e      r    DPP    ś                 r  . 

https://www.economist.com/interactive/2024-taiwan-election
https://www.economist.com/interactive/2024-taiwan-election
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/explaining-taiwans-2024-presidential-election/%C2%A0
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Próby ingerencji i manipulacje Pekinu  

W   r     T      e  e  r      ł    pr        ą pr e     e              er                 

    ł    e   f r           e   r    Pe    . J   p   ą Lev Nachman i Wen-Ti Sung, eksperci 

       C     H              C      ,   e    eż    g         ć p       “   ”,   e “   ” C     

 ę ą pr     ć  pł   ć               r  e    T      e. W pr e  ł ś               p       

 e   f r          Pe       r ł   ę       ć p           r   C          e          r   

pr e      ć T               gł                         r   e  pr           C      ej 

Rep     e L    e ,              K        g . H    r     e, KMT, p       ą     p     

  e   fr             C   , prefer  e    ż  e re    e   Pe   e ,           DPP    r   er    e 

          p          e  P        r         r      e     e        1992 r    (“ ą  e  e 

C    ,   e r ż e        erpre    e”). Pr    eg r       gł         Pe      reś  ł     r   ę    

KMT   DPP   p   e              r   ę    p    e        ą. 

Jak      ż  Richard Bush z think-      Br     g             , p          g ę e  C         e 

  gr           ą r  ę       e p        e       orczej na Tajwanie. Podczas gdy KMT 

pr e     e, że p        DPP   g ę e  Pe      e    e     ś        er   ą   , DPP p   reś  , 

że  e   g ę        gr że  e  e   r    Pe          ere  e T        e             e       ś   

    r            ę    e         Z e          . W   ś  g                      r   W       

L     pe    ł, że   e  ę   e  ąż ł    pr            ep   egł ś   pr e  T     , p   r     ą  

 r      ż  ą p      ę             e  pre   e   T      g-wen (Lai znany jest   pr e  ł ś     

  p   e      .       “    ł   e ”    r e   f r    e    ep   egł ś   T      ). 

 

Manifestacja niezależności wyspy  

Z    ę         -       e  DPP       r    pre   e            r ź     p   e ź “  e” 

T          pr p     e   r     e    Pe     p    ą e  re   f          p          e  e . 

             g  ł, że  p łe  e               e      eż       r          e   eż  ś      p    

                     ł        rę  e    ż    ś  ,     e    r e    p    e            eg  

     e        r  . E  per              C          ż  ą, że re           r   p      e 

re      ą   p r  ść T                      e     p     e       r      e,     r    eż   e    

https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/what-to-know-about-chinas-meddling-in-taiwans-upcoming-election/
https://www.reuters.com/world/asia-pacific/taiwan-vote-what-china-calls-peace-war-election-2024-01-10/
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/explaining-taiwans-2024-presidential-election/
https://www.reuters.com/world/china/taiwan-president-elect-lai-face-chinas-ire-after-victory-2024-01-13/%C2%A0
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/experts-react/experts-react-taiwan-just-elected-lai-ching-te-as-president-despite-chinas-opposition-whats-next/
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C      p  p r ą             e    p   e    e     r  e          r        (C     reg   r  e 

    ł  ą   ś    e      e                 e        r          e    ref    e   f         r    

p   e r  e ,                                      pr e e   ł  nad terytorium wyspy). 

Pr e     ą, że p           e     e     W       L    ę   e   r      ł p      ę T   ,        ą  

   re    e   U        r  ą    ę        ć        q     C eś    e T        e . O     e   r     

L   ,        r H     B -khim –   łe  pr e    wicielki Tajwanu w Stanach Zjednoczonych – na 

stanowisko wiceprezydenta ma   pe   ć    re re    e   ę    T  pe    W     g   e . N e 

   eż   p    e  ć   ę r   e   f      eg   gł   e      ep   egł ś   pr e  T      – mimo 

    eg  p p r         e    e   śr         e      p ,  e   e      T  pe   ą ś       , że      

krok jest niebezpieczny oraz niepotrzebny. 

 

Chińska odpowiedź na wybory   

W   r L   ,    reg  C     p   r eg  ą       ep r     ę,    pre   e   ,  e     e  r         

per pe      Pe    ,    r        eg  gł         pr     ł  ż        rg  e    gr ź     e  

Tajwanu –   p ą e  C        r    L     -W     e         ł           , że “p       e 

  ł              e      ż  e  g     ś  , że     ł   ć    e   e  ep r         e     ł     

      ą e   ep   egł ś   T      ”. W  ś      e    p             ę    e L      pe    ł    

C        p   e     e  e  e  p                    ę       że  e   p ęć. Je    , p      e     

C     pr      ł    epr      ą        ść pr e      r   ,       p  13                    

wygranej DPP Pekin wedle tekstu Atlantic Council   że p   ąć repre    e     ł        e  

   p . O     r     , pr  e      ł           rr        e          ą     pł   e DPP   U      

region, C       gą    ąć           e               ęść          eg  e  p r  , 

pr epr      ć     ł    p  ć    e          r e       e   f     ć             e   r     ą e 

  refę   e   f         r    p   e r  e  T       –  ą      p  e     ł    ,    re C         ł  

pode     ć        p   e ź       e   e     fe     e “  e   eż  ś  ” T  pe . 

M     eg     eż   ś       ć     e, że           ę     L         r    pre   e         e 

 ę   e         e  pr      ą    Pe                     eg      e  e         eg      ł     

zbrojnego, takiego jak inwazja. P      ś     ę r   e   p    e  ć  e     r       ł  pr e  

C     ą  r    L     -W     e   ą    ą ą     e      r eg ć          ć T  pe     pr   

https://defence24.pl/geopolityka/wybory-prezydenckie-na-tajwanie-wybor-miedzy-wojna-a-pokojem
https://www.pism.pl/publikacje/nielatwa-kontynuacja-tajwan-po-wyborach
https://www.ft.com/content/bc1b9521-8381-4fb8-aebd-80846a18085d
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/experts-react/experts-react-taiwan-just-elected-lai-ching-te-as-president-despite-chinas-opposition-whats-next/
https://www.stimson.org/2024/2024-taiwan-post-election-analysis/
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jednostronnej               q      . pr            ep   egł ś  . J   p   e J                   

P     eg             pr   M ę     r       , Pe      że r    eż pr     ć       ł   ć    

proces   eg        e    T      e,    ł     ą    ł      KMT   TPP,                 r  e 

ustawy. 

 

Nowe rozdanie w parlamencie 

      e      e  e                  r     ąże   ę r    eż      , że       r e  e     e     

pre   e    e  DPP   r ę  ,    e      ę   ł     ł p r              e  e p           T      . 

D   e  p r  DPP    p     ł     że   ę    ś  ą  e   g ę  ą   p r   e   e –   ł    ą      ę 

z 113 przedstawicieli Yuanie Ustawodawczym. Wyniki z 13 stycznia pre e    ą   ę  e     

    ęp  ą  : DPP – 51 miejsc, KMT – 52, TPP – 8,   e   eż   (  e   p er  ą   KMT) – 2. 

Oznacza   , p  p er   e, że      e     e      eg         L     e  ę   e   gł      ć    

 e p śre   e p p r  e p r   e   ,   ę    p łpr    DPP   pre   e             p r       ę   e 

  e  ę        efe     eg           eg  r ą  e   . P   r g e,        ą r  ę   p r   e   r     

r  gr         że   egr ć TPP  e        8   e      ,      że     KMT,     DPP        e 

   ą  e   g ę  e    ę    ś  . J   pisze P   Ke  e             Ce  er,   p łpr      p r  ą 

Ko Wen- e  ę   e   r    e      e                ż    p r   ,            ć     e pr  e    

ustawodawcze. 

 

Podsumowanie 

N e ą p    e,     r     T      e   13            ł   e            ż  e         

pr eł            r e                       p . K        DPP   gr ł  e pre e e    e 

 r e  e   r ę       r  pre   e    e,  e          ż e W       L     e p    r  ł     e   T   -

  g  e    2020 r        e pr e r    ł 50% gł    . D        , p r         r   ł    ę    ść   

Y    e U            ,    e    eg        ż  e    er        ę ą        e      pre   e   , 

  ł                    ł      p ęć   C     ą Rep     ą L    ą,         eźć  p        

   per   ę   KMT  r   TPP, p r  ą,    r    że   pł  ąć      power broker          e    e   

https://pism.pl/publikacje/nielatwa-kontynuacja-tajwan-po-wyborach
https://focustaiwan.tw/politics/202401140002
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/experts-react/experts-react-taiwan-just-elected-lai-ching-te-as-president-despite-chinas-opposition-whats-next/
https://www.stimson.org/2024/2024-taiwan-post-election-analysis/
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p        e . W   r    e p      ł    ę  e ł g   e  r      pr       eg  Pe      ,   L   

  pe  e  ę   e           ł p            r  T   ,    r ,                          e  

prowokacji, skierowany jest na sil e   ę    e         Z e            r       fe     ę 

  e   eż  ś      p . W   r     T      e  r        pł             ę ge p        ą   reg    e, 

w tym relacje USA-C    ,   gą   eć   p      e p    reg      e,    e   e    p          

p      U    E r pe    e ,        r    reg        -P   f           r C eś     T        e  

odgrywa znaczenie handlowo-ekonomiczne,  p          ż  e    er    ć   eg     r e ,   

    eg    ś       ł     Pe    . 
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