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ABSTRACT

It was observed from the Korean War ceasefire talks, China-Soviet border disputes, India-China border
disputes, Hong Kong return negotiations, and South China Sea conflicts that China adopted distributed
negotiation strategy. Furthermore, the purpose of this paper is to derive an effective approach by
identifying the types of military negotiation strategies used by China in conflicts with neighboring countries.
Such research can contribute to the expansion of research topics on security-political-military relations
owing to recent changes in the regional security environment (North Korea, the United States, Japan, and
China) surrounding the Republic of Korea. Through the literature of various case studies, it was observed
that China’ s negotiation strategy differed depending on the attitude or response demonstrated by the
target country. Thus, it could be confirmed that China’s hostile negotiations alter and reach an agreement
if the negotiator acquires military victories, exercises tough measures that threaten the negotiations
themselves, or exerts diplomatic all-out pressure. This cannot be achieved by military methods alone. For
instance, in the case of the South China Sea dispute, strong diplomatic pressure transformed China’'s
negotiation strategy into an integrated negotiation strategy.
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<Table 1> Alternatives affecting China’s negotiating strategy
Classification Alternative to China’ s negotiation strategy Result Effect
. (threat of negotiation deadlock) pressure| Conclusion of ceasefire
.. China to conclude the cease—fire talks it| negotiations, no return of
6.25 Armistice . . . . ..
Talks(1951 ~ 1953) wanted to conclude, due to unilateral| anti-Communist prisoners | Positive
release of anti-Communist prisoners of|of war, Korea-U.S. Mutual
war Defense Treaty
China-India border | - (military defeat) India Loses From China’ s . . .
dispute(1956) Planned Tnvasion Effective control of China |Negative
. . - (military victory) The former Soviet Union
China-Soviet . .
border deployed mechanized troops to destroy| China s Abandonment of Positive
. the Chinese troops who attacked first and|Past Territorial Restoration
dispute(1969) )
consider nuclear attacks.
. (defensive diplomatic response) China’ s
L. proposal was carried out in response to Transfer of all
Negotiations on the . . .. . .
China s defensive measures, and the joint| Hong Kong sovereignty |Negative
return of Hong . ) .
announcement of the return of sovereignty| and sovereignty to China
Kong(1982)
was made.
. (military victory + strong diplomatic
China-Taiwan pressure) Taiwan won China’ s invasion
. of Jinmundao, and the United States proved|China’ s attempt to occupy .
conflict . . . . . Positive
to be a strong diplomatic alliance through Taiwan failed
(1949 ~current) .
the signing of a mutual defense treaty
and demonstrations by the Seventh Fleet.
China-Taiwan . (strong diplomatic pressure) Pressured by . .
. . . . China has begun to listen ..
conflict international condemnation and checks on Positive

(1995 ~current.)

China’ s expansion in the South China Sea

to neighboring countries.
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