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HFAA ik 80 o] H= slfolth Bl AL 19417 ofAfo}
T7he 5 HAxE A= om diste] obEiA g A et
starzt P A} opHl |7 e AlVIE HE YR =
sto] A=) X915 FAstAl Y v=3he] g g e =
& S = 1] AA oIk U A (1894 ) ¥} LA
(190l A S g Y2 g, WSA=EANREE)D, AP, 7
T, S SOl A A S FReEGlaL, o] % Al1AF At ]
SHOoEMA oL EIX G AlefdS GHsPAA2) I ofAlol=T}
Hzxo| Fd=o = ST

HH 19A417] vl=2 thASF =7kl A B g = 7k= o] Al JiA
o] 8 Fofl AATE O FEe-& JA(1797~1815) Al =] =
Foke] FHA Fos 7] flal AAE sidEdes 1 G
SHA Aol AAA vl=He] AL oFsIAH L, A =T
1812\ AA(1812~1815)' .= AR} o] AAYol| A w]=+2] 3]
T ol vlE) ddiF oz dMglont, v sflute] a&4<l &
O de=d8s S8l o= stola vl= Aol A ] sfjdaAdA
= A a3 @ w=o] opg] 7t B S S HiE e

A\SY

1) BEA =R, Pescadores)E EFOISE A% F 50km Boi7l w=olt) 19417]
AgA o] elelst A& wElAl HA}, o] #EE U] T8 A 2547 H
T} 1884~851d0l= gy} Mgl o], JAA(1894~95) Foll&= Efo|¢ha} g
Ao ojgitt 19451 Tl Wigks]of Efoglel]l &4k X(fi) o] H oM, 19501
o= Efolekdel| &3t d(BRO] HITE https:/en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Penghu. (F4:
2021. 2.20.).

2) YEL2 ALAF AN C] FE S W2AMT Z22F(1919)0l sl el o] Xul=t
72 wak(Mashalls), 71Z2F1(Carolines) 2 mlg]ol} % (Marianas) 5 2%
o] 59 WekA ke gk YIUZAE AAgeA ") F3A, WEEHY v o
HaA,y |, Ag sesfdefdara, 2001, 22-24%

3) 18219 AAe] TrHE F Fu] 22 g dAPdd Fol AlF ol (Serurier) =
‘o)A W& 3= (Naval Power)’o] HSIt}h ko2 10 dlol] ml=-2 2}=9]
39 2 EEYEA virke] F=<le] & AojryElar k. John W. Chambers,
American Military History(New York: Oxford University Press, 1999), p.486.
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A oprJotz HEaE7] A7 o] HATE AR NE FolA|
v} JE w4 (1803), M= A2 A4 (1846~1848)S &3l
Az Al EUel, el QE FRrO, agal 2dlae] HA
(1898)%)2 &3l BlF & A Hell thyriie] AWIAE FH o= H
PFo o] &S A sl

23| Q1 ake] Aol A 2l w2 sheto], Hejd, # B o]
=1 A (Eketo]l A% 2 oooww 9x])o) o]2= dhte] Auldt E)F
¢ Ams A, A3 Sl at7] Al om

°l
= A
19080l = sfeto] % HJOJ] - 31iT)6) nate] E)H

= 4
7|AE 3148

4) A1 HE5H £ (James K. Polk, AU717F 1845~1849) tE5H-2 WA= Zj
A 3l A9 3119 AFZARVEY HE ws §531, °1i el W=
18031 FolAofju} E5 o]F FETL F wjE Q). o] Eekg °ﬂ¥~
2 ZEh 4 vk 2 rEleh g Qe JERT e St 18004
of 530%F Fo|H H= 197} 1812 = 725%H, 1850\ ell+= 2,3007F H o=
03, o] F7F 429 1/56 A=rF AF ojdled] w2 Aolqlt). w=-HAE HA
A w1 e W F3 AEs ¥AS Ad 7P HGoluk FuUi%th Bruce
Cumings, Dominion from Sea to Sea’ Paczfzc Ascendancy and American
Power(New Haven: Yale University Press, 2010), p.146; D. W. Meinig, The
Shaping of America’ A Geographical Perspective on 500 Years of History.
Vol. 3, Transcontinental America, 1850—1915(New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1998), p.209—222.
53} 2sfelate] AL 18989 24 159, Fub opaht el W 2 H|Q)
(Maine) 37} 23150} 266™2] APgA7} dhalsto 24 A2k 9t 1898 44 254
u o= MAEuE Par 50008 GHE AL A5t diEE @z
(Willian Mckinley, Jr., 1897~1901)% 2#<l Sl S 32315t} 49 304 YA
7ol Qe ofrfolght) X3 Fo] AT 70l (George Dewey) Al ZeE|F npd ol A
iﬁﬂ‘ﬂ g AAgAste] SElE FoEM 400 231 Hejwe] ARl AulE
3tk 18999 124 21 wiXlE] tie&-E ml=ro] ZEjd Aol diel FHE 71
_T_! Atkar MRk Ivan Musicant, Empire by Default: The Spanish—American
War and the Dawn of the American Century(New York: Henry Holt, 1998),
pp.137-140.
18989 w3} 2HR1AA o]k Sl 1] > A AISkE A 3101 A& A
2tk o]% 1884 w| sftteH(Naval War College)©] AAHHA 53 sfdnls
oA et A1 Az diste] 7kEA7] AlFkstal wlgk Xﬂiol Xﬂ 2t} o
2 AAEPEA 1 s “W?ﬂ HQAek o] W] W] St A Ao =2A] nley
o] 2 A= AQ] FFH S F8k= 740] Adsiths Wool vhgs Fal 3
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& Ao TR FiEolo} Aol thek JiLo] WHF| o
A, dee] 59 B, v FAFENA T A A
solrlole] Aol Wit vl AR Ao ATED
=9] 7P RS 315 9lofA =
Al 12F A A o] % Lt digh u E A
HA o ko] Bl e AR o] % e
Aol HAE e XES BAS B, oA F & 7
e BAe = e

gl ok A4 dhak 80§91 2021, BjH YA S T A 7
= gke] X Egk BAo] MolR|aL Qit}. w= 3 Fo] o] A
HE1S Ry 98] AAA, oA fof 5 XBHo|a H3HH
wopll A A Lek AAS BA| AL At A= (1] A Al A= &
AAAow HAEEs FRkeled], vEe RIE-uEY A

(Indo—Pacific Strategy)’®), =2 ‘Y

fu)
e
fr
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S
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@)
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o] oA s et S 1elal sjelv)xe] BeAds s, 34
Q1 7149 tgAl S 15 REE Mo} u| dlre] Fpaljof 3 dARRE
gt sElgtar WAk oHst v e AEARA Alae I § FHEHE EX]
Al%(War Plan Orange) ®] Edi7} S BlEF AolA dallel oish g
SEE FToIES v e dsgo] HJrh James W. Hammond, Jr.,
“We are Products of 1898,” Proceedings(Aug. 1998), pp.60—65.

7) D. Clayton James, “‘American and Japanese Strategies in the Pacific War,”
Peter Paret, ed., Makers of Modern Strategy’ From Machiavelli to the
Nuclear Age(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1986), p.709.

8) =B F e 2007 QI%E WREE oblEe| 7 7 vheke] F(Confluen
ce of the Two Seas) @ A4S T3l =—elHge] My 7IXE AF=3tHA
HAx2 A7) AZE) 01%F 2017 119, EFE thEso] W A] ¢ Zl=
AFEr 99 A=-EYG e F71o Fefsiala, 20179 12€ H=9 =
7}ebR A 2F(NSS: National Security Strategy)oll HAIE|HA] w]=42] F2]49] o}
Bdgom AR on, 2018 59| stetolol] Sl H| EEFEAIE T2
BAE UAE-gHPEEZ WA o] AFEAE TS 7 & e
2 478191aL, ofeiA e v YelEn A S A9 HES AAska QlE-
e A He] 293 AHE HEshs guis 23T AL AABISITE Ministry
of Foreign Affairs of Japan, “Confluence of the Two Seas,” Speech by H.
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Road Initiave)'9S EaL Ugkt} 18]ar o] F HeF 7ho] =52
H=8] A Fgol gk A 2 7ES A% F s d (JAM-GC;
The Joint Concept for Access and Maneuver in the Global
Commons)’10) 3} F=ro] ‘WX AF(A2/AD; Anti access/Area
d—enial)'11)9] SleFekke] AR Lehta Ik, FSe F5ol
S shstel QL g el o) A B Shs)
Hge ol w=o] AAMe sk FH A= Hrevisionist
power) 2}l WASPHA H=4072 F=ro] S oJA|skal Ut

AAFelr} 7FHEdward Hallet Carr) GAF A= “19] A540]
aL, G AI7E B2 A Soll A 58 vk 717 Qlvkar A2kEE o

E.Mr. Shinzo Abe, Prime Minister of Japan at the Parliament of the Repu
blic of India, August 22, 2008. http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/asia—paci/pmv
0708/speech—2.html(2021.2.23.); White House, National Security Strategy of
the United States of America, December 2017. http://www.whitehouse.gov/
wp—content/uploads/2017/12/NSS—Final—12—18-2017-0905.pdf(2021.2.23.).

9) A= (¥, One Belt and One Road)E ST Z=9l Ath(—) <t &)

AAARES] Z(—HE oulsit) dulYd2AAL 55(HA, =2, 79, 3,
)3 A Y, 4, dE, 8 I ugl A|9AA dAst
of THIEA AEE BAE sk T AlAR et AR 2013 9€E 7}
Az e AF2E AAX AL BEEY ojo] T 10€ ATUAo} 73]
AAolA 21417] FEIAREE AQfsto] dd=R TS AlAlel &#aL, 2013
d A187] 3% A3l didzE 7oz FA A eSSttt Shannon
Tiezzi, "What Did China Accomplish at the Belt and Road Forum?," The
Diplomat(May, 2017).

10) JAM-GCE FHzx $72] A2/AD $138S dAIs] sk dERl FalldF(Air—Sea
Battle) 7N $& Aoz F33 FEA Fa--dudE X3 vz
AEE B3l v AA] dge] A 2 AYGFAL 58S PIAA TS A
A= 7idolty. Michael E. Hutchens et al., "Joint Concept for Access and
Maneuver in the Global Commons: A New Joint Operational Concept," Join
t Forces Quarterly, vol.84(2017), p. 136; Pentagon Drops Air Sea Battle Na
me, Concept Lives On, http:/news.usni.org(2021.2.22.); New US Concept M
elds Air, Sea and Land, http://www.defensenews.com(2021.2.22.).

11) @ WHE(A2, anti—access) © T2 AT ol 98] 2o] £ 2 gHdl] £
= AL ARG 59, @ AFAF-(AD, areal denial) : ¥H 5= ROl A4
o= A T o 2 g9 UlelA A AFe ARE ATe] g T
2, S BN EE I, 2019 = Sl A |, A8 A%, 2019, 89%:.
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=0l A3 7]=olxt, Ao} w49 thalekar Fvhi2) A B A
ol A= ml=re] oF 1009 | st AU FHAH A fjol] T=o]
TS XA glaL, oA sty Ao o vEharL itk
TR F 10001 d A vlsro] Bl A9 sfid= el Z2hA
= A7 HNE, g Fd AT} 1 o] o] mdzt st A 2gell
o < wol FEE R 7R s Akl s

A=7HA] B sl el W3t 71E At A o] obd vl

]

FolA. Z, Atk 2izje] Azl 34

12) E. H Car, 5= &, Akt 791017 |, M2 S=2Ah 2007, 84%, 134%
13) Akira Iriye, The Origins of the Second World in Asia and the Pacific
(London: Longman, 1987); Jonathan G. Utley, Going to War with Japan,
1937—-1941(Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1985); Herbert Freis,
The Road to Pearl Harbor: The Coming of the War between the United
States and Japan(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1950); Stephen E.
Pelz, Race to Pearl Harbor: The Failure of the Second London Naval
Conference and the Onset of World War [I(Cambridge: Harvard University
Press, 1974); Akira Iriye, Power and Culture: The Japanese—American War,
1941—1945(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1981) #Z.

Edward S. Miller, War Plan Orange: The U.S. Strategy to Defeat Japan,
1897—1945(Annapolis:  Naval Institute Press, 1991); Yoji Koda, “A
Commander’s Dilemma: Admiral Yamamoto and the ‘Gradual Attrition
Strategy,” Naval War College Review, 46:4(Autumn 1993); Tsunoda Jun
“The Navy’'s Role in the Southern Strategy,” trans. Robert A. Scalapino,
in James William Morley, ed., The Fateful Choice: Japan's Advance into
Southeast Asia, 1939—1941(New York: Columbia University Press, 1980);
Clayton James, “American and Japanese Strategies in the Pacific War,”
in Peter Paret, ed., Maker of Modern Strategy:' From Machiavelli to the
Nuclear Age(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1986) 2.
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Bekel 3 BTk uheh] H12FE el A vk Slepae
MR Re ojulglis gejolekn Azte] Atk

QAT B o) M]AIzk e A 2 B
of 71 gL AT WA B Aol A obxlol b Az
70

=

T =

% guEew SAE dRe] B w4 Avna ol v b
Y AES B Qe UY P Bk e vk
o

Th ALE EIRERZ(4mdAm) 00 Y2 20) Lol
CEAERIN

15) HH(Strategy) 4 FTolgt dubd o2 Fuj9] 7]F (mobilization of forces), -
el & AA(different campaigns) HE A thE AP (theaters of
conflict) 29| &g 53} & FIFH o7 HAYol ZHF(ultimate war goals)E ©]
F71 918t 444 4, 2 (Operations) 4] 018 AFE F2I3F Aol A 4
ST 317] Yske] AT Wol M FAFES] 7]%5(the movement of forces)oll ¥
gt A, A& (Tactics)d FFolet AFE FElshy] Hste] 543 AF Vo)A <]
Haflok g dFo] B3+ Aolty. Edward N. Luttwak, Strategy: The Logic of
War and Peace(Cambridge, Mass: Harvard University Press, 1987),
pp.69—70; Ted Hopf, “Polarity, the Offense—Defense Balance, and War,’
American Political Science Review, 50:2(June 1991), pp,475—93.

AVE Bl =EFR (PSS Sato Tetsutaro, 1866—1942)% Tt Y3 sk}
oA 7P gk Q= HMERlolth AlEw HUAA ol 1647 ARdT TA
AR FHERe i AFE FTPESll uigt AF(ERELR, Personal
opinions on national defense)’?] =&S THESISITE 1910—-12d Sfhet ul
Ho R FSIAN Ui FlrFe]e) vlo] Bl Al AR (BB L) S A
=33t o] 717 E9F AHEE 7PEA wl=ell tigk TRdA] sl Ei=(hypothetical
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HAddA Fd 319069, swriE wdko = Kol stz
AMEE 7Y 9 HEQ S ARE (B85, On the History of
Naval Defense)'®] 7053 S alo] A== A2 (B s,
On the History of Imperial Defense) & #HAZFslAT}. o 7|4 A}
Ev Ay 2e Auels SR, seaborne defense)” e
TFRdloF "rhal FEsHA, olF Fdshr] el A oiF
| o7} obd S YA AR FA A=A S FFAFEE 4= Q)
flaro] g stcar 3FQlth18) 1WA AlEE diE EE o
13l 54 AT FHE AT A1 A=l (i

N

{o

O

e e

naval standard)'® w]=re] S} wlag 70%Ee AR B vlE(a
fixed tonnage ratio)’ol] Wit o2& FFsIGIch Y xsHFe] HE 23
E e} glewoke] A nas @9sh]® sl David C. Evans &
Mark R. Peatti, Kaigun: Strategy, Tactics and Technology in the Imperial
Japanese Navy 1887—1941(Maryland Annapolis: Naval Institute Press,
1997), p.533.

17) 2HUE ol7h Aelsl SaEnh $ART B4 212 5 A F4e9
ol 2k A, Follg &8, 7] Aol SHA FA R FE i
oS 7KL AT, FAVE FEAS 7L & AFE FEeHoR A
A5 WAl 2N ASE 98 £ e 8-S O vk wEkA ey Hoivt

50 2ol ofe} AAjoll HAstA Aol A T4 7Ishe TE4e Jee

2 &, A Wolg FalloR star Eigleh. FAA Wole Wolg $FR

st BAHL DS FAFOEA B4 D Yolo] oS FA AL 9
= golo] o FejzA Ao JapEl ol A AHFIThE Well ol 9E el u

il
o

£ o RE Aol Pk HoA HE FATo RN FuAS Fokshs ¥
o] ol1g v F R Bl ek o AN FeeAl =l Wolnle] 7
3 A, He el d4H TAS W vhesgel A3 1
o /hd¥ = FAFslcE John Shy, “Jomini,” ed. Peter Paret, Makers of
Modern ~ Strategy: From Machiavelll to the Nuclear Age(Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1986), pp. 145—146; Byron Dexter, “Clausewitz
and Soviet Strategy,” Foreign Affairs, 29:1(October 1950) p.53.

18) {eRBECHS,  TrBspham( )y, At BER, 1979, 197%.
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{3, the enemy’s seas), A242 &3l (¥ L, high seas), A3

LG, territorial waters), A4 3liQF(iEs, coasts), A5
AL (N, ports)® AAsIGE 8l e dEs A
Aale] 1421 A Foto| A BE] Ao He ARsle] A3|HAS
gorsts Mol o sttt F4581¢lc}19)

AFEE A% S wabdr] e A<l st S-S
R BHA] AT AT RUERE)20), S 7S AR s

S7be] dite] ol JEAA By Aol ol A
=7kl gk A5 S8l 1ol EHH16P~ e HA TES
ggslol Bk Sgick ALEE Ve JbE o2 Agsigla,

=oll =8k 918l vl=re] sl o] 70%E Ao Jot
1 3kt A7) Wl sl o g o]7]7] ¢EAE 50%
o] FAIE Aok 8h7] Wil WA= Akl Hlsl 70%4] @l
He fx|aloF hrial FE) Tk WAL FAbe] s ]
60%2] dlwreS BA-ghd w79l & ARLAFES = 5 3

AL s Th2D 1Al o] A7) sl g el AmTt A ekl A

¥
E o ¥° | Jkﬂ

O

19) VeRREORRS,  TirBgplham (L), , 218—220%.

20) AATEe] Hel vhgto] AT AT A A 712 1 A Aol oh]
%1% 48R A% s doll ot Gig WYY Aow v
A AR IS PRolE AolE tliw FAoR dvat oA -
A oW Aozt AoJEk3itl Asada Sadao, ‘From Washington to
London,” in Erik Goldstein & John Maurer, ed., The Washington Conference,
1921-22: Naval Rivalry, East Asian Stability and the Road to Pearl
Harbor (Routledge, 1994), p.148; VgsoARs,  WirBEps lam( L), |, 228%,
APEE ml=re] Szt B, tiA o ® welE o] Q7] wiel dllwEe] HFel
TARATHL Bokal, opA|olR /A FEs] HElAlE BE Y-S Fdsliof §17] o
ol | Bolg 9lgk A FHdo] EAlgtta gt AlEE FA}
(BE) 9] 1.5:19] Al HRHBE#) 2 0.67:1(67%)2] EAI9}F 53kl s1sith
ghef W7} 0.679] HIERTE A2 sl Es HAskal QoW gt tigk 2]
7VsAde Yokt 3, 0.672 HIEHT o Falo] gk el 7FsAol
Fopxitka Fggr}. 187] wiFol] AREE WA 0.67HT tha 2 70%9]
Hlgo] At tigal7] 918 7P A -ek vigoletal itk Bradley A. Fiske,
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AR AgE Qe Aol 1A e 5 Y, A4
Z =] ;l(_ %‘—331 6]:}3} % OE]

Lt H==UUR(FRER A )2 sierze| U

ApEe) gAl Aol Aol sjite] ol A T o) QR 3
op e o] Albgollrh, 1907 49 AT AlE

49} P F(AR AT ) S BHH gL
Hz0] F7pAEE B ol

Aok

[e)
= =
THEFE FHRAG. @ Awre) $HFF AL dre T

“‘American Naval Policy,” U.S. Naval Institute Proceedings 31(January
1905), pp.17—24, 49-53.

22) st F71AAY] o] thek A2 AFaRS Norman Friedman, Battleship Design
and Development, 1905—1945(New York: Mayflower Books, 1978), p. 91;
Antony Preston, Battleship of World War I: An Illustrated Encyclopedia of
the Battleships of All Nations, 1914—1918(New York: Galahad Books, 1972),
p.113 #=
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(o3

Aok TS AAISEAL Tt Q) =] Z
M= S A 2570 Ak, A 5070 Abd, sl
o] 70% wl&ol fFsh= A 83 & =4¢F 839 A
5 HRE o 88 $S HRE AL Urt2d)

o]%, A== ALAF A = 12F 7§74(1918), H8€
Zofol] Zol & 23 7§74 (1923), st dflitwtF 22k (the naval
limitation treaties) 2% ¥ 32} 7§74 (1936)< sF3ich2) 1917
74 269, WZ3 ool A srtiAl THE E=RAMEECINEE AR
‘TaE Al TPEA R gt o AA g TR A A
‘8-8%Heh o] Al gL v|=ro] HAIF H B E = A=Al &
9Jt}.25)

o gARololok s, Fire Ae] §4& e, G
Ag

o e

N T

23) BAWAL GeFUE AEHoR BrEd FuTyoln, s8g} A
ggAe] w849 ) e FUSAT 1808 5 HlEszel 3 W
A sl WekAE 195 Aol i s-8gk) A Al ofoltiolE AlE s
ok, 190049] F wiA) icke] A% 87 Aol FAH wlo] W3tk ARAE
FOE 7|18 g o A 20,0005 SUEEn Ag 82, 18,0005
o] Zoiste FAEYE 84 Tom AE Sy 1AS XSt gl oA
o] do] g-85ue] V|doltk AES= H= e 70% HES FA3] 9
A= 8-83o] A FAolztar FSEIG L, 1907~1922W7H4] A 3
A WA FNdo] FSt) Holger Herwig, Luxury” Fleet: The Imperial
German Navy 1888—1918(London: George Allen and Unwin, 1980), p.42.

24) David C. Evans & Mark R. Peatti, Kaigun' Strategy, Tactics and
Technology in the Imperial Japanese Navy 1887—1941, p.149.

25) 19079 o] FHE Hl=g FAA AmoR W] AR Y2 FofAlolelA U
wol AuAel Agi BEgel A BEse v Gl A% 4 g el
el gdoka wskh olF Sla) YRS S8 AL FUF Aolth oA
A 373 A=) Bl 591E Ao, 1917l 8—48t), 19180l 8-63H,
192195 8= 8-89US BAishe AlSS Al de] sl gl wAloE
of W32 WAt A8 FALBFIANA ARTEE 8T AR vz 3
Zeagol jatahe Zoleka sk ALY AAA 5 g szeo] A
o opgh AN QRS AFFIA BFol BA3 a4 ol A
sl nlel sled F4L Bl Hele] P Agew A B A
ot} John H. Maurer, “Arms Control and the Washington Conference,”
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kA 19179, A2 m)=o] Algstar v Y H | P (L A

Alg) e sl o =AHE Gegt AR E 73 AW Aoz
k. 1920 109, I AR Y= T2 BELEFER)” ol
= FHREAE gHsit o] EAE 1] dluto] gl Y-S st
ARG FAT = 2A ] xotoz MejH Yol A 1] ste] 5
S| 7F Gt oA ar, sl EAE flE € st uEEE A
G3h7] fsiAe v st o] HAd 3:2 JEo] H[ES {5

19183, Y- (g Ai) & 2Hdgich. o] Alge] s
S o] AA w A] A D] FE(Luson) ol A= 1] ST
25 Aetalar FAlo] —ngj o= A e ol A A8k vl

S| E ‘X (interception) 21 3PHA] HFAH o2 A oA ]

Diplomacy & Statecraft, 4:3(1993), pp.271—272; 8-:88Hthe] 4|52l A&
thallid+= Roger Dingman, Power in the Pacific: The Origin of Naval
Arms Limitation(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1963), pp.51-52,
60—-63, 122—-127 #*%.

26) Asada Sadao, “The Revolt against the Washington Treaty: The Imperial
Japanese Navy and Naval Limitation, 1921-1927," Naval War College
Review, 46:3(Summer 1993), Dp.83—84

27) LEL 5o qid AAAE AU 8E oS5l QoA H=9 —Zr‘j‘ﬁ#tﬁﬂ 2
WIS Tl F wEER o}g}oliTEi ekl AHEAE, ¥, A
vhdeks AA 715 ZoR wasigit)t. 12l vjee] A jA 2 dEo]
A SABAL = ARV o} A (PHIAIE, AEERIAILE, nlElol AR &S
E9Jste] G Y ol s FESiAl| AL, mpA o R Al wisfel tis) ¥
A 2 Hd oz fasigith. o]zle] Yol ‘Ackakd (interception
operations)’ ol g+ A7} HTh 1918\ A1A}F A==l 43 &4
AR N Al orHAe] Bes Fdlle deoR deds AHEHsHA Ho
AATE, A2 7 Al div] A4 Az, BE FEshs 2o® $4EHA
o} g, AewE, el A wek Sst "415 ﬂﬂﬁl' o
v AAE sl A9 o] Alfle] BAH R FAstE A& 19261 1% 2
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el Qal= BEoRAE S 407 Ao 13} AAA R Wt $19)
2wk 2539 tEAT A FUFHE 3070 AR Y92 481900 dlde o
o Ax 793 107, FFEF 47, £FF 1277} nxgEoR Sk $4
ske} oplel, A5d o, PHAMSY, |, A2t AAREEOAL 1994, 170-171%:.



48 | Fel A5119%9%(2021. 6.)

3. Ao ¥k sfifEf ¢ A AR CRER,

interception—attrition) Z&F
7t HAE M2l stAler Y22 ol Ast

19200 A2 A7heh A5 2ol WAtk 1921~22 s
of = AAeh= 7hed dlEw o)Al A&

H a1, A @G 9y = ot AARAAE s 3
o o]ZFITE30) o] ¥ AlZhet AAA ofefe HollA] g =
o] AEL ofrlo} thFHe] BAE fFrAek=dl vkl Azgict 1
i i FgEre %7P°P oF AAA Mgo] Foprotel A el A
ASAR S IR B = gk Ads 7L AUk o) =
@A Eetel QbR S} oA diS 9 dEs]| oo ey =
A7ttt

AAE 3]9](1921.11.12.~1922.2.6.)% 3+ Zo=E 7he] &
53} sopr|oto M o] X17FekstE fIg HA 0w, O HEY A
of gk 4%(U1%-°ﬂ%-i%‘i-°éi)&%, @ st #gt
5 (H=@=- P ZFolgdefol) X Q) FTwEAldd w
2 97 Ao #AI 9x(v= P dE
A7l g = 225 2-F) 2oF 59 e F8 0k
A o7 o]Fo]x

A3 F3lo oFoldd H = F=(Charles Evans
Hughes)&= 7ol 3of 47(g-m]-L)o] A4 Ax
A Ag 2 FE3 Ax2AE S d7leka, 10493 FEES 1

N
-

{o

-

2

¢
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31) Department of State, Conference on the Limitation of Armament(Washington
D.C., 1922), pp.44—64.

32) Karen A. J. Miller, Populist Nationalism: Republican Insurgency and
American Foreign Policy Making, 1918—1925(Westport: Greenwood Press,
1991), p.135.
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33) Thomas H. Buckley, “The Icarus factor: The American pursuit of myth
in naval arms control, 1921-36,” Diplomacy & Statecraft, 4:3(1993), p.132.
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¥ &1 Mark A. Campbell, “The Influence of Air Power upon the Evolution of
Battle Doctrine in the U.S. Navy, 1922—1941," (Master’s thesis, University
of Massachusetts at Boston, 1992), p.46.
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Bel 13 AWO), FEFT2), FERFQ), TES L %
% e g

g Ad(2)= 745 o

35) Rear Admiral Youchi Hirama, ‘Japanese Naval Preparations for World
War II,” Naval War College Review, 44:2(Spring 1991), pp.63—64.
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¥ Z2]: Mark A. Campbell, “The influence of Air Power upon the Evolution of
Battle Doctrine in the U.S. Navy, 1922—-1941,” p.48.
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36) Yoji Koda, “A Commander’s Dilemma: Admiral Yamamoto and the ‘Gradual
Attrition’  Strategy,” Naval War College Review, 46:4(Autumn 1993)
pp.68—69.
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T4 o]$7] FAA o L) s
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Admiral Youchi Hirama, “Japanese Naval Preparations for World War
1, p.76.
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and the Origins of War—Planning against Japan,” Naval War College
Review(Jul.—Aug. 1980), pp.23—30.
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% Z2]: Edward S. Miller, War Plan Orange: The U.S. Strategy to Defeat Japan,
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(Questions Relating to the

42) John M. Ellicott, “Sea Power of Japan,” Record Group 8, JN, Naval War
College Naval Historical Collection (1900), p.23.
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43) General Board, “Conference of 1906. Solution of Problem,” Record Group
12, Naval War College Naval Historical Collection, pp.1—5.

44) GB 1906 Plan: General Board, “Confidential. In Case of Strained
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(Abstract)

The Competition of Naval Power between U.S.-Japan
in the Pacific Ocean during the Inter-War Period

Jung, Gwang—ho

This article analyzes the competition of naval power between the U.S.
and Japan before the outbreak of the Pacific War in the early 20th century.
Japan, which emerged as a new maritime power in Asia in the early 20th
century, began to seek hegemony in the Pacific region, whereas the United
States, which sought to maintain the status quo in the Pacific region,
recognized Japan's move as a challenge to the United States.

The U.S.—Japan competition, which took place in the Pacific region,
developed into a naval superiority competition, and eventually the Pacific
War broke out in 1941. The naval power competition between the two countries
raised the question of how to operate naval forces in Asia—Pacific, which
developed into a maritime strategy competition between Japan's
“Interception—attrition strategy” and the U.S. war plan “Orange” =» war
plan “Rainbow" against Japan.

After the end of World War I, Japan became the first Asian maritime
power and advanced to the South Pacific ocean. Japan joined the Washington
regime in 1922, but considered the U.S. as the first virtual enemy and
continued to build submarines, landing ships, and auxiliary ships which
were exceptional maritime arsenals from the treaty. After terminating from
the Treaty of Washington in 1936, Japan continued to strengthen its naval
capabilities and developing a maritime strategy(interception—attrition
strategy).

Meanwhile, the U.S. began to recognize Japan as an official potential

enemy in the 20th century, and developed an orange plan against Japan.



RN RFEA S ezt el A4 |1 79

The real perception of Japan's threat came as Japan's withdraw from
Washington Treaty(1936). In 1938, the U.S. began building up its naval
capabilities through the Vinson—Tramel Act to enhance its naval power,
and responded to Japan's naval capabilities. The U.S. won over Japan in

the maritime strategic level.

Keywords : maritime power, maritime strategy, interception—attrition strategy,
war plan orange, war plan rainbow




