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197742 AR 2B 5 AT 90 BRI, XL LTxA2 7 CTiihcbhl, BEKLY
HEOMOWELTEIT, BBEOWMEC KT 5#XET, borbABMLA, RELXEL
7t -7

FF, BALvER, #HREDOL 2/2F5REOKEFRF A NVETH D, &I HD,
1976 4Rk H, »+ &, /v - —, EC kK oEY, HEBEESBYELTC, M
DN, WA 1200 3 FEHES K] A LCEE BYEERX, hboOoKEr
HHEDHINRSED, P ELIRALDOKBRIET S o nE CRBOBRENZT LD THREL
Iolio FOZ LRI WL BE Lo RAERYMMOBBRIETHKBIC X T
HBRL, AEOERKRALTHLEL OBWHEE2HETIDENE LD TH S, » <
T, HYWEZEER VS £ T3, HFED 200 FKIBREC SV T—ETHE DR
HELMER AL XL, RoXL oD ThD, RHOHMb TELLBRF VL3
WERICEEEF CHIND IR EABYE LTI TH %, 20031 5 >8Rk 4 ], T2003188 4 )2

* KRN, B, ~VAOEE Y £ ~FBOYLEFHRIT EROI KL BT 5 LHIRIE
€ 3 — (1979, 3. 13-23) kI HEEONHBE R E T F & i & % i L “Soviet and
Japanese Negotiating Behavior: The Spring 1977 Fisheries Talks” (—z NI kE O ALK
WHFEM O FETHZE ORBIS » 1980 £EFBHBTFE—) *BHBUEHFTL, HABLCHDLIDOT
b "TAD LR IF — LRI BHOHEBE (EFE) LBV KRARASTTHR VX~ BT S
OHEMRE (AARE) (198041 B 18 H) waimIh, 2 AV IBIUTHE LTTI o HLICEL
BHABLEF R, 2B, FL 1T, EEO0HBTREOLDI, thboFahrbigIhic
BRPOBRELHBR L OO T FI 74 AT oEr LEhkh ok ibb Lk, BET
Lo,

1 Mg BRH/I, 1977, 5, 16.

2) EHFMEEH 200549 $r784) GEnt: BEFHFHE,1977); 5H & 200 » 1 v RS —
BELISERTERKIE > B —] (HFE: KK v—2A F 71t Fvrz&, 1977),
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Voo 24 P AREIRCEBEYVLHRINT, Thialssr Lt W FEEHLAVER I
1DTH D,

FREALEAIRL, EOFEHAID - Too Thi, FAREN, AR [HRE] s
EELT, RARCEL L] BB TLDH b THb, Whbds db 5 MHE L) M3
2, BEBIERFAHY HEEBORKORME LVBEBORKRTHDL Z LItOWT, W E
EHLHDTH K EFThe HYHEOWFEHEFKIMLE L TD2003 - 514 1%, &5¥
ATNTZHhOEDEE:ZESE L THEINS, Licd - T, BRIV - T, B/
HEAC, B &SI EBERIC, BEREEKBAEDZ VT TH D, mL LT, #it
FRELX, 200 31 RIRED MR DI DT TR Y 2 e WBfTE e o7, TH ] REDO D
<, THE] BBEC»ATH2EHCOREDSIH XDV L THHED UL bt T5%F & »
O, MEORBEEL, T EITWEL, FZHBHIDELSICDTHS,

AFRDEE L, MRBORMEZE*EHBEC L, IHR-L5—2DFENH DD TILis
WinkEZ D, THIE, MEZBED, ThithiEgoEOH5XEBT#HHEREE D, L
LHEFHOZTHCIZ AL E VS TIVE EEBLEELRI Lo ETHB, BY
WELR, Z0LEx, Whid[F¥7 « 7V Fe5—2 | OAL -5 FLLTTvVIa
7V vERRLETOHERERCRE « TR TE AL EOL - BB o)
Stetediz, BEADEL FICERN WD F 27y v 2 L) LD TR D 50, O
FIg7s - L&A, ERIE L2 VD TH D,

THENOERKO L TREBTEHRR S, BT BITS [30fb] (culture) DL,
b, kb2 X, THRARAOEHBLZEA 2 A 1] (1976) L LWwHAELXLDC L~ A
rve T = —ft CkEaw v e 7KR) 1, TRz bRy, Bico 28 BD
AZANEAEL P, LI vbhbh28EAY, [HAFEOEEFHEOM 2 ANE 5o
HMTHFEREZT LD, WhkDELERERE O, BEM, BEP, &R E IR
LTWA] b ThHbEL, THORBEERZDOVT, 2EDIHRHPL T 5,

T 5H—FDOXAWRELADD E, 25 LHRBORERBIIL, WEORL ) H—ED,
FLRDONIEARNEAE LY, TOXLEFHEOAVC L DTENL, HESHEHTET
XOLEBECINE - TL %o BUEH, #2pIRECMfi: THHOIN T, 25 LRIy
EHUETHHELLTEE TS IDRXIH LEWEOEF LS E 2 HIX, ToHE
ARETHAZEORE L I, foE~DTEI*MRT 5BCHEH IR S 9,

3) Louis J. Samelson, Soviet and Chinese Negotiating Behavior: The Western View (Beverly
Hills, California: SAGE Publications, 1976); Bryant Wedge and Cyril Muromcew, “Psycho-
logical Factors in Soviet C#sirmament Negotiation,” Journal of Conflict Resolution (Vol.
9, No. 1, March 1965), pp. 18-36; Cyril Muromcew, “Soviet Negotiating Behavior,” p. 5;
Sir William Hayter, The Diplomacy of the Great Powers (London: MacMillan, 1961).

) <A Trv—r—/HERTMBEbL 2Z2¥bl biribl —HAOEBLHEBEOH
e—) CGEgi: v 4 = RS, 1976), p. 249, 1961-63 FEDOKLEREILE (P2 x—7) &8, %
DWOTEWEFN T 7 —9— -H-F4—vd, HERBC, (AL A2110, BREXRBELE
—HEORATHSB) L LT, ORDL, [HZRA AL, LACAHRBEARBRLTV5EnD
», ALEPETR, BokthS toERBOEBHEEZ IR LA, BERNBALATHS, T,
BEONATEORIE, bR 7+ v ~T5FRECEKRLEEY S 25, Arthur H. Dean,
“Soviet Diplomatic Style and Tactics” in The Soviet Approach to Negotiation: Selected
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COXORTWEMMTD L, PR R EBICL )X L5 Tiihbr, 1977 48EFEOH
VREZBOH MO R L LT, HY HED 324k #5%2 ] (conflict of culture) #2515 % D
b, BESABI T TR D T D D 2o Hie—EH-T, B YHEEO e
TN 2 B2 XM Tc | B BT EIRER Y 1977 42D B Y s i A i R c T502s L & LIoTE
KRR THD o L%, EEMLZRIESLTLY, sHo, A< Ed, BY@EE,
2P\ C, MDOTERKRHERT DER LT bith -7 & Bbh b X 5, DL
PR LB ool bk, KRR, WL 5 2D TREND D Do

W7D R Y WL AT S, F— %), £ (FEHL) ofimicw LAEZ>
WO, F TR LRSI, AFEZL LT M5 _ERICED LW, LrdIg,
HEZDOBMADG 1977 SEOH v JER LA H Ulcihsnt, FEOMB L H, HEDOID
lbh o, Lichai-> T, KR, ZoOF=0MEBEE» >, B Y WEOINZRRBTEK
A, LRI FEOMELBHICHEIRLINbOEHEERTH L, £
TSR EET S,

I 2 % o & #

DAL X5 I FBRE R H 1977 4.2 A-5 B0 B v ELZ P BN Ih 5 B Y iEO
LWITEIRER A HT -T2 b7 n, ETREZBORKORN» < BHCESRL T,
AEEFACC L TR 5, TOREORAVBOEETHLE L EZ DHER, AEE
LT, HBBE I #2005l Uobhd s L asinT b,

1976 4212 § 10 H, v #lX, BEAFEREK F1 225 v] K ETR\T, Y #HD 2005
WEHEERBREEFET5 Y RS E@®N s MmE LY, v ELE»REHh 200 3

Writings, compiled by the Subcomittee on National Security and International Operations,
Committee on Government Operations, U. S. Senate (Washington, D. C.: U. S. Government
Printing Office, 1969), p. 61; Wedge and Muromcew, op. cit., pp. 18-36.

5) Muromcew, op. cit., p. 5.

6) M, YE= FOFERER-IC AT S [ (LB | (cultural influence) 7cus L [3cibmy
YW | (cultural determinant) #*FA L AP a —v S vy & —, O, =7THEIL, D5
e RE [ 3b8y 7 7 = — 5 | (cultural approach) DR R ¥ X OKasic2>2\Td, WACHEDY %
Bbhieuvs zic, &R, sfbpvdbon, LT [eoTuv ] (to what extent), BEBICEEx
x5 [BE] (degree) > WHZ L2 b THETHLD LV 3RAT7 7 r —FDRKEIC
DWTh, £3¥AERLTV5, John S. Reshetar, Jr., Problems of Analyzing and Pre-
dicting Soviet Behavior (Garden City, New York: Doubleday & Company, Inc., 1955), pp.
14-30; & <z, pp. 15, 16, 21, 23, 26; @ The Soviet Policy: Government and Politics in
the U.S.S. R. (New York: Dodd, Mead & Company, 1974), pp. 38-71.

71977 HHEOR VHRELBIC I A LTIE, BEOMDLEDN, KO X5 KHRX b, hid % A
g BAoMH | TEEME] WNo. 211, 1977410 A), pp. 15-29; Frank Langton,
“Japan-Soviet 200-Mile Zone Confrontation,” Pact/ic Community (Vol. 9, No. 1, October
1977), pp. 46-58; Dagmar Ahrens-Thiele, “Japanese-Soviet Fishing Dispute, “Radio Liberty
Research Bulletin (May 4, 1977), pp. 1-7; Japanese-Soviet Fishing Agreement, Radio
Liberty Pesearch Bulletin (May 27, 1977), pp. 1-5; ¥ 7, HBEEICH L LT, EX~FHE FEY
WMELTHONE—Y HOBTH L AT —) (E: #MEARERES, 1977), pp. 3-23; B A
Y REZWONE], TH#E] (No. 151, 1977, 6 A %), pp. 2-16,

1) HMzsecrnusi, 10 mexabps 1976.



VNI | N

KIRBECEZYD LIXTFRIL T DD, FOREN DY S CEELAREISET S &
B> TWhith s KETOHAARCE D, OV HDOEXIT, vz 2HADCHD
Thleh ol Lnd, VEIEZ, W2 AFEOWTCIN7FE2 A24 H, LEOHTME
SOEBIAB S IOHERKEZHE Ly BEBFSBREXAM LI, T, H1HEHEEK
D3A1LH»L LEBRESEEBCHE T L A2EDRPEE, 200 31 RO E K% #
FXHVHREBMREBEOWCY HEBEEMEA Va7 LA LDER Y LIS>E LT
WSRO AARKHE (FFE: SARFZEENKKE) ODHBXRERC UKD TH 70
BAZ, #E3k, v #D 200 FHNT, REEREH 100077~ veho, #7170 75 + v 2 KRBT L
T oo K IMBERERCE > T\ 5 &, TOLBESH234F D5y, v iHE 200
VRT3 T L v Thebb 0%V KBRELER YD > Tk EHRY a2 v F V7
TH-7cDiX, FBEBREN, YV HED 200 FEFEKBLOBHXIRE, 27>V #Esk (=
EHK), BIUV, Y ve= gk CREFECRELEMO T2 v < k) Ty R
BPEHEBEL O EThoke 2F D, BAINERBERL TS WS 4L 51U
B #VEEL LR LTWA I ETH T BERAINZ DB HRET D &I,
EDHEIT, TdeAmME | v s B, & 32 Frikk C&c MehHt] BREH
ROVBHBLED LLL§EDD EZH), HEERDDHZ E2FE R I 2 Lo
BARBREO (BB—K]) Ve Xsd Y BEHRS Y27 ok (1977, 2. 28—3.3) 13,
TcAR, V#2003 NIC KT 5 BERDREDHRME RS LU X ED S HERKD % 3 A 31
HE ClofiftT <<, 31 HnbRBA I/ LDEBRIAELIDOARATH e &
ZAHH, 3R Bl I hice A7 v RBIEEBWT, BYHERS2EDO A% o
SZ L, ZREBITET LI, T7abh, YHIE, () BARZHEL 300 123k KT 5%
BV, VEMS 12 FOKIMATHEEL 5 SR, ) v EDO 200 FOKIRNC BT 5 EEHE
AERPECT2EHER ORDDOER, YERLLOTHD, chcfnwL, BAMZ,
) *»EREHEBRICR TS5 LHE L, ¥, (i) #&DT, BABBECI VTSV HEOHK
HEEHEAYHECRY D X, AAEROENSEBLEHBRTS LB, ek
BaoFsobhrlcidxiclilsvElx, BLRBYVLELTOHIARBE TR, TEIH
EDOWREFH VI VWEFERLLDOTHD, EHK3 A29-3H, vEflk, F3IDOERY
BHE LI, T7hbb, HYEHElokdoOFIZ, 2424 HO Y EHMELERELYEE
L EHERL, XoTV#EM, SE0 MNRE] ZkaFIH LAl #t) BETH
ATHHAERMOSE > —BIHGELE LD IS5 L L TWAEBNSHELMN Lol DT H
Bo 2 FPOEEM AN EHEMHZ, 3l BE A 2 v XBOITYI D 24T 5L & DI,
BENITHAD I LT, FHEBREXYEHABHE L L CE A7 VIREBTIHIZERREL
720 2O, ERCHERBETHCHEI R TV Y Y « A« =V YRBRLLERIL, =
a/se 7« VEREDL, IBBELL, YVEHEOBMECHENFEAE LS koo, BAER
FAE Y B 200 TN BT 28EP L2 /B Sh, 3 A1 HFRER X TS
AE-15 i s

4878, BREENGY, THaAMF vEHESH, BHEEXFEL, BY K

2) Hzsecmust, 24 dPeBpans 1977.
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DK R DEH O X550 OFTBERD I, WK« A v = 7 XPOBFHRELS;
DRELAE ol 4A8H, (2K K- A2 7442, BBShi 4 A
13 HoL#kd, BAKREY (VERSSERT2AM6 KLV HEBNOFHRE] LD
FHLRICKIBEET D, \WbhdD “A v a v HE pRRERe, A, Zhbie
ACEREEZ T, #B ML t] 2V EFHLLRBDH LA E LT,
(BT % RDdI, BAMZE, ML) chd, HRFREA Y [BEE) #ERHRET S,
HHUE, B YTEAS, THEE] Ko e MRl ABEGRa LEEST 5 FBEY H
T, R EOREREL T KD, ThAOWThOZHES, THEMERBRESL] LA
FINEERES E LtV A ) YERIT X 5 TRFARDRDERIS) o foo WL,
FyFe, 7CEDHF, 4 416 H, HAEMAS ARRBIREOEIC OV, I T
v oA, BAME, Tt d, BN A — FAEGIUDR, [#HE) D
B, RETEHEH ORI SE, MoBERCLAETE IS bz Bt
EWVHETFARAIL LD DL, ZORITH - 1o

ZZETIE, VHR-ATH ot LIAN, T THbRANy =R, BA
MR A R B X A%, AEdUE Uhic, ORI L Te - DiE, 4 15 HDOWbWd S “Mil
RE” THotoo WL, THEDLDICAAXIE LV, BFTHT Tl Cley]
L, Biopd BRBKOAEEEET, vECRHTHNO T L MG SRR
REXBLI D THEY, MMHOEEOHEARACH ol &) EHHBR L
e, BRI, HAOMGR %, THELENCHED ] S5 Y Mmlam~E Lo 51K
BRIOEH AR LD THD, 4 I8 H, LHiLeBROFTHRXIUNHMSH, BAD
2003 P BEARRE 35 X OV 12 F BE O Vb B THEET L] ORI DI EE S
M, 52H, chb s —KCEAXEBLI, O LICXD, HARMD 200
KIS X, BA, HAD200FHT, AV, +5, nEDOHELRIFET
v FAE OIS » TR T H M, BEEIRAOLTELN LD THD, e
VG, fokx D) I LTh TR 3ithiow 232 HmcE % - e HANO
W OM SRS < X 5T b, T4 MEMo—¥@kowe, k] Mgt
FHALIS ETABIC R ECEBRLTES L, BABERDOR Y B o Hicit
L, Mo CHBREAETEIICI oo L THE 75 H 3-24 HOEHAR- A
va ek (3R] ORKEREC, BYRER, BCEBECETLIREZED, 2F
D, 519 HEBEWAZCEL, 21 HEASh TR Y BEYEHE (X, LOH8 K
T\, —i, [HE4) A LT LT, MR T B oW TORE &
INDLIENPIEINICDTH %o

II 3 & #F
Pl z e XAy adEgloBfcks e, B YyRgriElciy, SR (symme-

3) TaFHM] ONBEFED (48 OFHFERE, BWUMAMEOESEOERL LT, XKOEDID
DR E ol LB LD, @r@s [YoT o] LR LTV, Tiebb, OME2,
BRESHHAREE T LT LEok, CQRALLBAORSEOHBHUB O LD, EBINTIH
L, Qfic, BEZHHSCRETsimmEo B TRBNC S b L, P £ [Hials
Hetd 6% (Oalsteon 1) GEE: {TEGE{ER 1980), p. 97.

— 61 —



¥ NI} A

trical), JEXFRAY (asymmetrical) 7c, WA BIR I Nt, T, BIZELOLL T T &
3 5, BYRBITEHBERC KT AIERBELRECT 2D, 2X¥O0=40, £EOD
R X, ERBE-kav A0 ELT, BHEVWTLIYII>CELRS, T

bbb, (1) HEORBICI T 5 EAKERE, (2) WEAZECR TR R BR,
Q) MEORE BRIV LED HBITHTE A2 - v AR5, Thb,

(1) THEWHIE] vs. [HDHZ]
1977 FRIC BT 5 HY AEXBDICALALH Y HEOCREBHEBERCBIT S & b 12

SIERFAL LT, R, ETHEORAREICA T ERWEEL S XX bOx
BT LB 5, BAME, 4R, BHAAABHTC X - T MEEIO v L TEEP ~— 2
DI HEECID TETEIONRZR LTINS E L, WbiE “§83% 0 73” (position of weak-
ness) b, YHIZELADKIWL, YEMENL T, oL THBD oMk, 2% b
“BRFE D7 (position of strength) DEBAT, HARI Uizt DREIHE\, 72&T5 L,
ThdDTHEMLE VAT E bl b, BEL X 5,

9, HAMX 200 3 RIECHA LTI, BEXE2BHELHCHETS bR
Licl W TEZX DA S5, 2% b, kHE, EC, 77 %&, /Ay —, VH#HILIOKE
Py, TTHS ACBENTEI R T EBEBEERELSHET 6 2oflHRis Eoz & 7 <,
1976 S LRI, —HIC 200 REFEKIRES L2 B Mo I LR I ARADH
HHS I, AKRDEIRICNBMIbic b, 5T EDBEN, Wic &
S MNI—— > T DTH Do 2003 KB TH - & BETHDITEVIEREG LKL
KEEICIICE EhckE, v, pr &, /Ay —, BEL W STAERE, - BEOUE
HHEDOER YL CThH, KEANTFL CHEAEVCIRAALD, FANFERFLELTEEZELTE
o “NDOREE” D3bbo - HRANPWL DEHEERE LOFRUMAIEI» LI LTH, —BHEEIHh
P (FE B TR, 1976. 12. 18 fH#kd) o —iic “BEN” OHEN L TTHRE DD 2 1T
W2 ZbDDDLFA UL, —BIcEDEE LTHE K], 4, ] BEfBeEThid

D Ty v 458 1977. 5. 18, TEiE HTE) 1977, 2. 26.

2) TEARFFEE] 1977. 2. 17, Tv v » 4 $HHE) 1977. 5. 18.

3) 76412 B 10 Ho v # 200" R EFFEKIROME L | Ui T8 E HHD 3, S\ B B AL 12 4L D v S AR
REHBHED [bhbh O LRSS, KHEORBLHE LIcHERL Y HCEBRLTLLY, zhiET
DEREBKBHERLTH BL- J EOREERNM LD L, l"/f%@_zgo.’ﬁ #BET, HARIT,
AYBEZBCEISSINETO [WEOTP] 205EX THORETIL ] vBicicok ], &
Hulo, (AFARO TR SARK), THIEFHY 1976, 12. 11,

4 KBEA [2A7 7 ORZIE >k, TAHA==2, 2 1+] (1977, 6 B), p. 28, p. 33.

5) Dagmar Ahrens-Thiele, “Japanese-Soviet Fishing Dispute,” Radio Liberty Research Bulletin
No. 106, May 4, 1977), p. 4.

6) MELWREROBRMEOTIHFE6A, THIHYy—F 2] L0 VERBCOA AT YIAR L %
LEaLIPL>TOEREOHK L, TEA/IVXRREL LN Y ERSLBCIBER LCEEY — =
VOBRABERERLHINRDZIAHEL, THRAUZ D r o L WHEEBRLTELLEVE TR & 0K
HaeoXTwo, [((YHEBEC X A< VERS) YEIVbhATWSX 3B Cei\], [8H >
v—=+n) (19%, 265, 1977, 6. 24), p. 9.

7) T B H#l, 1976, 12. 18.
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XV Dh, REOLLMETH D, 7ok 203, 200 JIfaEH& X, MERE A0l Ab
o) OREAENE, HEE. . FOVWThORE XY LD T X -TC, BEREDOT vV
X, O E ST BEvbhiEkbicwv, Licai-T, sl Ui FEaEEL &
O XS IBITCE, AN, HARAOBIMESDOHWT 50 1P HLETIIH50%) KBS
L, ZDOBRERN (IR £ X) MED, BRERFEOMEXERT LEEOEEAHLT
va’& LT, ZOEEN200FKRBEOHRELYE L—RHRTLHS L5 2 LiexT
SISBEARIML TWic b w2 X5, FHERATH D E b, Yy, £ DHAAR,
awk%mmm%ogb DLARD M T HEHMEZ LD LI, EhbhdD T
T8> BH D o T6-TT T H T TOMFR O FEFHER X 5 —# D 200 FKKE T THRADH
EAFH - oDX, BRTEELSDLAVHIE T EZI LW HDTHD, HEM, FTDF
B REEHI 900 F b v D5, 3605+ v, D% h#36.5 2 —x v b AREKAEO
HERIBHNTRBT LT ek L, 1976 & flic & 5 &, v Hilx, #9007 v o)
H 600/ b v, T 60—t v b EXASDOKIENATKEBT L O bTHS
LLl, 2OX5eefvaisid, BARUAILCERATLECALLL) v, &
ORVICELERIRAERADOR N & Hbicoi, B Y ZEBEGKRCBT % 200 3785 X %
HERDIE « R TH b2 X o5, 2F b, B Y “HHEBARCOLBE A RET S /s
BUE, v, BHAD 200 FARBNTHEL CHDE560-60 5 v Thirhowwx L, H
A, VD200 FOKEKPITH - T\ B O —— U T KA 5 5 e Bk
—, ORI BIRYBDH IS0 N P vicDTHDHP, DX 5|H4 5 ol HEL b (77
3.8) X, UKD DIXSTs— )il BAADZIT L D Jia L\ 5% L\ F o,
CEPFFEER Y iy, 72 ) 2RIV E LU CEEOREEN D o TDZ LT E LK
MThoH] &, —IEY O LEMAE Ld Lich &, FEHIE, Vo, TEaLo vl
DB, BARDOEZEIRTE 2% TNBDKE, ZEEHARAA—RDHIEZ D5 119,
oL, 5 Y BIRIEHAT S & b, 200 RO BKIC X - ¢, BADPIERC 54
B Tl @RI LRI AREETH D, b, BARD Y HO 200 FKIE
NTHEELETLEL S, TREWHRL] Ladhxlch-TeDis, &< Mg
DS LS Bo LvL, ZDX5 7R, —S, el EmnrenilL, Fi
Wi [ Y WEOZBTEERICHA L, REMEHCT X, & OEM A Kk
THLDEVWHED A2\ Y, EESEI KT, DRICHE DO ERNGEHDFE 4 [T
FILTHMEND LR BRWIV, J8ENF v AF V7R - HESTCD, Wb D [hy
FONS ) A AET B L, TBVIIEAE IS A Al D 72 L, [FE% (petitioner) &
Wi (donor) & OFEIAMELTSH ] L d, RLTELLLMWIP, F/o LD X 5 it
8) MeE W T200 » 1 v HEEKE) (K EH#, 1978), p. 1103.
9 [k, pp. 110-113.
10) & | HBa), 1977, 35.
1) 7ok x v, XIEB2Y TEBERBCRG S NEOKE ], W FEkoBEy) CGlat: hrARt,
1979), &+ {1z, pp.139-143 @, *+Offt, Annette Baker Fox, “Small State Diplomacy,”
Stephen D. Kertesz and M. A. Fitzsimons, eds., Dipiomacy in a Changing World (Uni-

versity of Notre Dame Prees, 1959), pp. 399-364.
12) z ik, LA, MABERCHECTRELLSSMCH oyl [ERIZEElN] Levd,
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X, ERMEOXRB LA, B—aYa2— (ZOEDHVIEL, 2005 HoXxE: LTHESDS
H) #EHEDSC-TOELEWEET, R, @), F4rxlT, BEFRNOE - &W
DEMILFE 7 » 7 % —DFIEBRELE THELTDO, WhIZBENKR W LESIY e it
HHAWEABEBE L TB E b vbhiikbihlvy, CDZ EDOBET, RHEOSBMENH S
BfTe = =v s eFy 7Y, BiT5 TERRE] XS, SHELECHI-SC
EHRBBRL TS, THIL, ZDXSMBMTIE, 7o 2 XU EERANERERE - 0T
RN DOIEFHAY, EHLUAEAAEFTILEBE LN VWIRZ A DB E W X o, & 2,
ALTHVHEE TR UELELALD] DR, WHdPh [HFEE] OEHLEBY L - LB
WERECEZ I oD ? BB LIEINEECHSOERYVE D It D
i = -

T, UnEBREEHEL, BERC 7 =V —TEI ol &, HEKEASEREYR
HC, FEXBRIEL, HOOUBORA A —FHWCHA LD, WCBFA L eh -0
H—— i, ZBENDHRIND Z<AEDTHRRNE V2 X5, RBRMHATSH
DUVbhIE—MFE* AR TEEE, bhbhOBRKRELHE L DI, ¥, 1977 EHEORE
BB THRPHOEBHEEHE LD, BB L, §EDH ERBES & (—
AR LTYBIZIZZ O[S D B ) LicholtBmBETHD, EWHDE, — D0
X, BYHEELDL, DT LIERCEDII>LMBECHEAYR IR FRRLAEWV 2 6 T hH
o bz, BAWR, WHEE7C7, A—A L7 V7, =.—2—5 v FEREERK
DH/PNFEEICICWT 2E BARBEB UL, FEWHRCLIELEREDOSIEYE D, B
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1954,” in Dennett and Johnson (eds), op. cit., p. 8.
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p- 123, —f#kic, EEBBED 7 272 2 -2 HED Ay —F Lkl BoTWbEADDH Ay —F
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Sovlet and Japanese Negotiating Behavior :
The Spring 1977 Fisheries Talks™

Hiroshi Kimura

The spring 1977 Soviet-Japanese fisheries negotiations, conducted mainly in Moscow
from February to May, turned out to be one of the most protracted (ninety days),
heated, and difficult bilateral talks in the postwar history of the two participating
states. It was above all an economic battle for fisheries rights between the world’s
two top-ranking fishing nations. The two rivals found it necessary to make up for
the fish catch, that each had suddenly lost in other fishing areas when several maritime
countries adopted a 200-nautical-mile exclusive fishing zone. To make matters worse,
there was also the dispute — under the surface, yet ever present — over the “Northern
Territories” question, helping to make both sides inflexible and uncompromising. It
seemed impossible to draw a demarcation line for fishing without creating problems
related to territorial boundaries. In fact, the Soviet and the Japanese 200-mile
zones both include waters surrounding the four islands north of Hokkaido, whose
ownership is hotly contested. Moreover, differences and similarities in “national
character” — culturally conditioned patterns of behavior and thought — played a large
role in making the negotiations an unnecessarily prolonged and exasperating affair.
The first and second factors are rather well known and easilly understood, but this
last element has received much less publicity and emphasis. Consequently, it is the
cultural aspect that shall de analyzed here.

I Asymmetries

Throughout the Soviet-Japanese negotiations, one can isolate three sharply con-
trasting aspects of the two parties’ behavior: (1) their basic attitude toward the
talks, (2) the tactics and instruments employed, and (3) the behavioral pattern during
the entire negotiation process.

54) kHE, #EMHOHYHEMRE, LSCHYEE, BYHRETEHE CHLMEL, [ZiH]1 iy
(compromise) [ b $Ki> 7= | (sidestep) & L C\%, Peggy L. Falkenheim, “Some Determing
Factors in Soviet-Japanese Relations,” Pacific A Fairs (Vol. 50, No. 4, Winter 1977-78), p.
614 ; Ahrens-Thiele, “Japanese-Soviet Fishery Agreement,” Radio Liberty Research Bulletin
(No. 127/177, May 27, 1977), p. 4.

The original version in English language of this paper will appear in the forthcoming
issue (vol. 24, No. 1, Spring, 1980) of ORBIS: journal of World A Fairs.
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(1) “Negotiation from Weakness” vs. “Negotiation from Strength”

In 1977, the Japanese side negotiated from a peculiar position of weakness,
whereas the Soviets constantly pursued their objectives from a position of strength.
Tokyo’s method of negotiating, in fact, was labeled by the Japanese press at that
time “a petition or beggar diplomacy,” while the Soviets pursued ‘“diplomacy by
intimidation.”

1t should be noted here that Japan perceived itself as a victim of selfishness
on the part of maritime superpowers (the United States, the USSR, and Canada) that
wanted to gain exclusive control of waters in their proximity by unilaterally es-
tablishing 200-mile fishing zones — without waitng for the conclusion of the Third
United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea. @ The Japanese perception of the
Soviet position on fishing was not completely fair or well-balanced. It was not Japan,
but rather the USSR, that was most severely hit by the wave of 200-mile zone claimed
by various countries in late 1976 and early 1977. While in 1976 the Japanese catch
within those 200-mile zones constituted some 36.5 per cent of its total (9.6 million
tons), more than 60 per cent of the Soviet total (9 millon tons) was affected. This
fact received little attention in Japan and, indeed, was almost totally disregarded.
What was stressed was that on the bilateral (Soviet-Japanese) level, it was not the
Soviet Union, but Japan, that would suffer the most serious damage from the impo-
sition of 200-mile zones. It was pointed out that, while the USSR had been taking
500-600 thousand tons of fish within Japan’s 200-mile zone, Japan’s catch within the
Soviet zone was twice that amount (i. e.,, 1.22 million tons) — or nearly three times
as much if the waters around the disputed islands were included. ‘

No negotiator can be perfectly fair. It is natural for a negotiator to manipulate
the facts to his own advantage, stressing certain aspects and neglecting others. Granted
this general principle of negotiations, it is still of interest to know why the Japanese
side tended to, or pretended to, perceive of itself as the weaker partner, while the
Soviets insisted on regarding themselves as the stronger one. One reason the
Japanese so behaved, consciously or otherwise, seems to be a Japanese conviction
that the “low profile” (posing as victim) might work to their advantage.

As Professor T. Doi has pointed out most elegantly, the concept of higaisha-ishiki
(“sense of being victimized”) clearly derives from the unique psychology of amae
(“dependence upon the leniency of others”) in the Japanese mentality. More spe-
cifically, those who are totally engrossed in amae develop an attitude of higaisha-
ishiki when they feel rejected. In essence, amae refers to the attitude and expectation
of the inferior or weaker party in a relationship with, or a dependence upon, a
superior party. It involves an assumption that the stronger party will be indulgent

toward the weaker party, that he will recognize an obligation to act well toward
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the weaker party, and favor him without demanding a reciprocal obligation, since the
strong can afford to be generous, while the weak cannot.

What attitudes did the Soviets display in the 1977 negotiations ? The foremost
feature of Soviet negotiating behavior in 1977 was an arrogant attitude of superiority
toward Japan. Though the Soviet Union, second only to Japan in distant-water
fishing, must have been aware that the new restrictions on fishing hurt Japanese just
as they hurt the USSR, the Soviet negotiators nonetheless showed absolutely no
symphathy toward the Japanese. They showed no sign of understanding, for example,
the Japanese position that since the questions of licenses, fees, and legal jurisdiction
could not be dissociated from the question of Japan’s sovereignty, Japanese negotiators
would require the approval of the Diet. (The American negotiators had understood
this point fully and decided not to press the Japanese.) Indeed, the Soviets constantly
reminded the Japanese side of Soviet strength vis-d-vis Japan and sought to take full
advantage of this purported superiority.

Basically, the Soviets took the position that the fishing negotiations were more
necessary to the Japanese than to them —indeed, that the talks came about at the
request of Japan. Using the same logic, the Soviets threatened the Japanese negoti-
ators : if the talks were to become protracted, it would be the Japanese fishermen, not
Soviets, that would suffer most.

Taking full advantage of the fact that Japan’s need to operate a fishing fleet
within the Soviet 200-mile zone was greater than the Soviet need to fish within the
Japanese zone, Soviet representatives demanded that fishing vessels of the Soviet
Union be allowed to fish even closer — within Japan’s 12-mile territorial zone. Tokyo
rejected the demand, calling it totally unreasonable and without precedent.

Soviet high-handedness toward the Japanese is illustrated, also, by their bad
manners, which ignored generally accepted diplomatic rules and customes. The
Soviets unilaterally promulgated their two decrees on the 200-nautical-mile fishing
zones : they at first refused and then delayed issuing visas to Sunao Sonoda, the
special envoy designated by Prime Minister Fukuda, and to other members of the
Japanese delegation; They frequently, very often at the last minute, went back on

mutually accepted agreements and wordings. Other examples abound.

(2) “Non-tactics” vs. “Every Available Means”

Also significant during the 1977 negotiations was the difference in tactics used
by each side. = Whereas the Japanese rejected manipulative tactics as unnecessary or
even counterproductive, the Soviets made full use of every possible device that might
help to achieve their goal.

Generally speaking, the Japanese are sensitive to a certain Machiavellian conno-
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tation attached to the term “tactics” and to other terminology, familiar in the West,

3

such as “maneuvering,” “leverage,” “manipulation,” “bargaining.” This does not
mean, of course, that the Japanese completely reject the concept of tactics in itself
or deny their usefulness as a means to achieve objectives, as we shall see. It
does imply, though, that Japanese are quite skeptical of the effectiveness of tactics
employed in negotiation, especially those of a manipulative kind, which are perceived
as risky, dangerous, or even self-defeating. During the Soviet-Japanese fisheries talks
of 1977, the voice was frequently heard on the Japanese side that Japan did not have
any card to play against the Soviet Union.

The Japanese prejudice against the use of tactics is at least partially derived
from a conviction that when their demands are proper and reasonable, they should
be accepted by the other side without any need to resort to tactics. In other words,
few Japanese understand very well that diplomacy and negotiation are not matter
of good will or good intentions. The Japanese negotiator’s concern, then, is to let
the other party in the negotiations know exactly where the Japanese stand; it boils
down simply to a technical matter of accurate translation and transmission.

Japanese are also quite optimistic (or naive) on the matter of communication,
holding the view that one’s true intentions can eventually be correctly conveyed if
one is ready to make every possible effort to explain one’s position sincerely, patiently,
and persistently. The Japanese do not perceive language and other cross-cultural
differences as very serious obstacles. Many Japanese believe that such barriers must
be scaled, and will be scaled, if the negotiators try hard ehough and talk frankly
with their counterparts. In interviews given before their departure from Tokyo,
Messers Suzuki and Sonoda : “Ishkov and I are old friends. He will surely understand
Japan’s position if we talk to each other straight from the shoulder.”

In practice, though, whether consciously or unwittingly, the Japanese undoubtedly
do employ tactics.  Otherwise they could not ever win.  Tactics are necessary in
negotiations ; and if one is attempting to carry out a specific policy or strategic ob-
jective, the choice of tatics may be the critical variable. Yet, even here one discerns
a uniqueness in the kind of tactics favored by the Japanese, compared with those
preferred by other nations. The favorite “tactics” employed by the Japanese are
national solidarity and national sentiment. Even the fishermen, reluctantly or not,
agreed to follow the general policy, considering the territories more important to the
national interest. Japan’s political parties were also united on this issue. Even the
J. C. P. (Japanese Communist Party) supported the ruling LDP in its move to establish
quickly both a 200-mile economic zone and a 12-mile territorial sea limit.

The Japanese negotiators in 1977, striving to cope with strong Soviet pressure,

also made a very interesting appeal to ‘“national sentiment,” summed up well by
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Asahi Shimbun : “There exists a Japanese national feeling in Japan, as there exists
a Soviet national feeling in the USSR. If we badly hurt each other’s national feeling,
we cannot possibly establish genuine good-neighborly and friendly relations. The
Soviet decision on a 200-mile exclusive fishing zone would inflict a long-lasting injury
to the heart of the Japanese people.. We wonder what the Soviets think of, and
how they evaluate, this spiritual damage brought to bear on the Japanese ?”

One might expect Soviet negotiators to apply their own peculiar kind of tactics,
quite different from those employed by their Western counterparts. This is not the
case. The Soviets use more or less the same methods as those practiced by Western
diplomats, the real difference being that the former employ these techniques methodically
and regularly, while the latter use them unsystematically and infrequently. To put
it anther way, the Soviets are ready to utilize every possible means available of
achieving their goal, whereas their counterparts in the West are not.

Still, there are certain tactics and gambits for which the Soviets seem to have
a special fondness and which they use with greater frequency than they use others.
Bluffing — that is, the threat or display of force — is one of these. The Soviets
seem to be fascinated by this tactic, even in its brutal from, untouched by shame or
remorse, simply because it appears to them to be the most successful means of
achieving their ends. The Soviets, in fact, made full use of that tactic throughout
the 1977 fisheries negotiations with Japan. It was slso during those negotiations that
Kosygin suggested to Sonoda that Soviet relations with Finland were a quite ap-
propriate example for Japan. The implication was blunt and clear: the Soviets
expected Japan to follow a neutral policy and to defer to the USSR, both in foreign
and domestic affairs, in the same way the Finland has been doing since the end of
World War II.

Another favorite Soviet tactical weapon has been the efficient use of fime during
the negotiation process. Observers sometimes wonder whether the Russians have
a different concept of time from that prevailing in Japan and the West. During
the 1977 fisheries talks, the Soviets tried hard to exploit the characteristic impatience
of the Japanese people with completing a task once it has been identified. In the
third round of the Suzuki-Ishkov talks, in April 1977, the Japanese side, in the face of
interminable Soviet reiterations of the selfsame inflexible positions, finally submitted
three proposals to the Soviets and asked the Soviets to choose the one that pleased
them most. This impatience was criticized even in Japan as palying into hands of
the Soviets. Yet, it cannot be denied that the Japanese side was then greatly pressed
for time —if by May Japan had failed to reach agreement on the catch quota for
salmon, Japanese fishermen would have lost their opportunity for that kind of fish
altogether, for by then the salmon would have migrated into the Soviets’ 200-mile
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zone.

Another tactical instrument that the Soviets have almost never failed to apply
in their negotiations is that of divide and conquer. This Soviet tactic of divide
and conquer may be profitably contrasted with the Japanese notion of national
solidarity. The Soviets have stressed that ‘“the propagandist ballyhoo in the press
and in certain Tokyo political circles over the Soviet-Japanese fisheries talks naturally

reflects neither the true interests of the Japanese people nor the real feeling of broad
strata of the Japanese public.”

(3) Reactive vs. Initiatory Behavior

There is a great difference between the Soviets and the Japanese in the way
they proceed with negotiations once under way. The Soviets often start by launching
a strong offensive action; then they tend to retreat gradually in the face of strong
resistence by the other side, frequently ending up with what amounts to being a
substantial compromise. The Japanese, on the other hand, follow almost the opposite
behavioral pattern. They start reactively, unite themselves slowly, and then manage
the crisis fairly well.

When the USSR declared its zone in December 1976, the Japanese were shocked
by the news. The Japanese, however, are a nation that does its utmost to solve a
problem, once that problem is faced. @ Masao Maruyama was quite right when he
described the Japanese as a ‘“‘goal-achieving nation” rather than a “goal-setting nation.”
As an “open society,” Japan enjoys an advantage that the Soviet Union does not
have. The Japanese public, for instance, can apprehend quickly and correctly the
situation facing them. This kind of gradual and free learning process among the
Japanese culminates not infrequently in national unanimity and unity. It would be
remiss, however, if I did not add one final Japanese characteristic: Once negotiations
are over, the Japanese tend to forget quickly those valuable lessons that they were
paid for at such high cost. Instead, they tend to become preoccupied with the newest
tasks immediately at hand, once again leaving themselves unprepared for the next
round.

In contrast to the Japanese tendency to see harmony as the norm, the Soviets
seem to perceive constant struggle as a basic fact of life. It is not difficult to carry
this logic a little further to suggest that the Russian Weltanschauung teaches the
Soviets that a good offense is the best defense. Indeed, the Soviets tend to initiate
unilateral surprise attacks against competing states, especially weaker ones. The
purpose of such an offensive is to disorient the opponent, to intimidate him, and, through
fait accompli, to extract the maximum advantage at the lowest possible price. In

1977 the USSR surprised Japan several times with its unilateral offensive actions.
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What better example than the abrupt announcement on February 24, 1977, of the
Council of Ministers resolution? Announced only four days before the scheduled
arrival in Moscow of the Suzuki delegation, the resolution was a calculated Soviet
move, intended to strengthen the Soviet position vis-d-vis Japan and to force Tokyo
to negotiate with Moscow on the basis of this fait accompli.

Without a doubt, the best possible protection in such instances is sound pre-
paredness. Easier said than done. The next best defense is to show no sign of
yielding. True, the initial stance appears very firm — even final — but it must be
realized that the Soviets are trying to measure the opponent’s determination and
patience and to ascertain the exact point at which a real fight becomes inevitable.
Practically speaking, the concepts of “compromise” or “concessions” do not exist in
the Soviet vocabulary. Yet, Soviet history and writings also reveal many cases in
which Soviet negotiators have substantially altered their original positions and have
entered into the adjustive and accommodatory process of compromise. The important
thing to remember here is that the Soviets make compromises or concessions, only at
the last moment, when forced to conclude that there is no alternative to compromise.
In 1977, the Soviets decided to accept a compromise only when the top political
leader in the Kremlin realized that, otherwise, they might create such a difficult
situation that the entire Japanese nation would adopt an irreversible anti-Soviet stance.
Consequently, the USSR gave ground on their earlier demand that Soviet fishing
fleets be allowed to operate within Japan’s 12-mile territorial waters. They also
yielded, somewhat to the surprise of the Japanese representatives, to Japan’s request
for a special provision to the effect that the treaty is only ‘a fishing agreemenf and
would have no bearing on other issues between the Soviet Union and Japan. To
the Japanese, the amendment was a significant concession. Finally, in contrast to
Japanese ‘“forgetfulness” after the event, the Soviets did not by any means think
that the agreement with which the 1977 negotiations culminated meant an end to
the struggle for their best interests. They will continue to fight by searching for
opportunities to alter the agreement or to make it a dead letter.

II Symmetries: Non-Western “Rule of the Game”

Japan and the Soviet Union also share similar attitudes and behavior with
respect to negotiations. I will limit myself to just a few of them.

First of all, neither Soviet nor Japanese negotiators are necessarily inclined to
perceive the other party as an equal. Yet, to negotiate as equals is a fundamental
starting point in the Western concept of negotiation. As has been most clearly
shown by Japanese Professor Chie Nakane in her book Japanese Society, Japanese

are most accustomed to rank other people as either seniors or juniors, and only very
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rarely as equals. When it comes to dealing with other nations in the international
arena, the Japanese seem to find it difficult to free themselves of this “ranking
consciousness,” to use Nakane’s phrase. Projecting their national structure of human
relations onto the international stage, the Japanese tend to regard themselves either
as inferior, and thus weaker (e.g., vis-a-vis the Western nations and the USSR), or
as superior and stronger (e. g., vis-a-vis the small Asian countries). The Russians
are also extremely conscious of rank and hierarchy, tending to regard others, indi-
viduals and nations, as either inferior or superior to them.

Secondly, neither the Soviets nor the Japanese show much interest in the give-
and-take bargaining so common in Western, primarily European-American, negotiating
practice. The Soviets and Japanese tend to let their demands or concessions escalate
almost without limit, depending upon the leniency or toughness of the opposition.
Philip Mosely, relying on his personal experience with Soviet negotiators, tells us
that Soviet representatives are incredulous when told that “an agreement is reached
through give-and-take of views, by which no side gets its full position and each gets
a part of it.”  Similarly, Sir William Hayter, observing that “the Russians always
negotiate for victory,” adds that it never seems to occur to them that “the proper
objective of a negotiation is not to defeat your opposite side but to arrive at an
agreement with it which will be mutually beneficial.” Nor do the Japanese seem to
have become accustomed to the rules of a game that were developed mainly in the
Western diplomatic world. They tend to perceive negotiations as a sort of war, which
they must either win or lose. Therefore, it does not seem without significance that
two of the few Japanese books published in 1977 on the subject of the Soviet-Japanese
negotiations are entitled “The 200-Mile Fishing War,” and “The 200-Mile War.”

Thirdly, the Soviet and Japanese approaches toward compromise are similar.
Since each is firmly convinced of the righteousness of his own position, neither party
is disposed to compromise at all. In practice, however, they have no choice but to
make a compromise ; and a favorite technique employed by both in order to save
face is what the Japanese call tamamushi-iro, which literally means an insect,
chrysochroa elegans, whose color changes depending on the angle of the observer.
By analogy, tamamushi-iro is a diplomatic solution reached through a vague, ambiguous,
and generalized agreement that can be interpreted quite differently by each side.
The Western expression that comes closest in meaning to tamamushi-iro is the
notion of a “grey area.” In 1977, Moscow and Tokyo agreed to a tamamushi-iro
solution.  The article inserted into the Soviet-Japanese Interim Fishing Agreement,

finally concluded on May 24, 1977, is worth quoting :

No provisions of this agreement can be construed so as to prejudice the

positions ...of either Government... in regard to various problems in mutual
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relations.

Thus by limiting application of the agreement to fishery problems, both sides side-
stepped differences over the disputed islands.

To sum up, neither the Japanese nor the Russian people have yet adopted the
Western notion of negotiation, the rationale of which is “accommodation of conflicting
interests through realization of a common interest” based on the principle of “mutuality
at any level.” This, of course, does not mean that the Japanese or the Russian way
of negotiating is necessarily inferior to the Western approach. Such a conclusion
would be premature. Instead, it must be stressed that not a few countries in the
world have been negotiating, and will continue to do so for quite some time, in a
different way from Western nations. It is important that these non-Western socio-
cultual patterns be further studied and better understood.
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