Friends with Enemies—Neutrality and Nonalignment Then and Now
An international conference co-hosted by WIAS, held in Austria March 2–3, 2020.
A brief report by Assistant Professor Pascal Lottaz, organizer.
On March 2 and 3, 2020, researchers from Waseda University and a consortium of international scholars led by the International Institute for Peace (a Vienna-based NGO) joined in Friends with Enemies—
Neutrality and Nonalignment Then and Now, a conference on neutrality. This successful scholarly
event discussed contemporary positions on neutrality; examined the role of neutral states in the postCold War world, and explored the relevance of neutrality to the future.
Sixteen panelists, academics and practitioners from Asia, Europe, and America, presented their work
and contributed their expert insights regarding neutrality as foreign policy, as a tool of diplomacy, and
as an element of national identity.

Keynote speech by ex-President of Austria Dr. Heinz Fischer .

The conference was honored to receive a keynote speech on March 2 by
the former President of Austria, Dr.
Heinz Fischer, who gave an insightful
overview of Austria‘s 65 years of neutrality policy. Dr. Fischer, who was 17
years old when Austria‘s neutrality
policy was first adopted (1955), gave
an engaging, personal account of his
life as a statesperson. He has served
Austria in various roles, notably as
head of state, as a member of the national parliament, and as a leader of
civil society organizations.

Over the two days, four panels discussed theoretical issues of neutralism, while a “neutrality and art” breakout session in the afternoon
of March 2 took a more emotional and artistic approach to the conference theme.
Panel 1, Neutrality and Nonalignment in a Historical Perspective, examined historical examples of neutral states and neutral international relations policy in medieval Europe and during the Cold War and
the Second World War. The wide-ranging discussions addressed topics including Finnish neutrality and
the question of its voluntary nature; Soviet Russia‘s role in the neutralization of Austria; and great
power constellations in the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries that prompted the adoption of various
neutrality strategies by small states and great powers.

Dr. Heinz Gärtner leads the discussion following the first panel
in the University of Vienna's Sky Lounge.
.

Panel 2, The Neutrals and Geopolitics, debated neutrality's relevance to and impact on today’s international system,
where the presence of small and large
neutrals offers opportunities to enhance
cooperation and decrease conflict. Realist, idealist, and constructivist approaches were discussed, and the change
of the neutrality concept received considerable attention. The panelists were in
general agreement that while geography
and tactical considerations are often the
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policy tends to have after-effects too, especially an effect on the identity of a neutral state’s population.
In the afternoon of March 2, the panel Neutrality and Art—the Art of Independence offered an alternative approach to the conference theme. First, a lecture by a sociology professor Christoph Reinprecht and Austrian Pen Club President Helmut Niederle illuminated contemporary challenges to artists from neutral states. Afterwards, six neutral state artists presented their poems and music, illustrating some of the previous debates in an emotional manner. Conversations about the art and science
of neutrality and nonalignment continued into the evening at the reception for participants and invited guests, organized by the International Institute for Peace.

Panel 3, held on March 3, was the themed
The Role of Neutral and Nonaligned States
in Multilateral Institutions. Panelists
pointed out that multilateralism has been
essential for neutral states to leverage
their potential, and that multilateral environments are among the most conductive
to the humanitarian aspects of neutralism.
Swiss, Austrian, and Belarusian examples
were illuminating. An intense debate followed the presentations, with contributions from current and former diplomats
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tics
is highly relevant to, and has a strong
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impact on, current affairs today. The diplomacy of neutral states is influenced by strategic concerns such as maintaining independent but
constructive roles in the international system.
The last panel, Neutrality, NonAlignment and Values—From Good
Offices to Engagement, consisted of
four presentations offering liberal
interpretations of the central theme
of values. The wide-ranging debate
brought a sense of unity to the two
days of discussion. That panel concluded the conference, and also
opened a new topic for the future,
the desirability (or the moral impact) of neutrality.
Many questions remain, but the insights generated at the conference,
and the network created there, will
support neutrality researchers
around the world in their crafting of
new approaches to national and human security in the coming years.

Practitioners debate.
From left, Christine Muttonen, former Minister of the European
Parliament;, Angela Kane, former UN High Representative for
Disarmament Affairs; Peter Jankowitsch, former Foreign Minister of
Austria; Pascal Lago, security expert.

For more information, and pictures of the conference, see the official conference report: www.iipvienna.com/news-reports-publications/2020/3/16/friends-with-enemies-neutrality-and-nonalignment-then-and-now-conferencenbspconclusionsnbsp-c738b

