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SUIGIARY

>This report briefly reviews the significancs for United States-
China relations of understanding Chinese Communist vieus and practlces
concerning strategy and nepotiation., It proposes that such understanding
can be adv;nced by seeking themes and patterias in their strategic and
négotiating behaviovr, soen against the context of goneral cultural
premisos «about influencing behavior, ;

A basic discussion of intersction and influence prbfides guidelines
for broadly considéring conflict and cooperation, and the relation to‘the§a
of strategic mansuvering and negotiaticn as major “natiénal influencing
stratggies", whose naﬁuro and importance have often been obscured by :
narrow viewings. This leads to a consideration of the importance of !n-
teractioﬁ and influence in Chinese culture traditionallv, and how they
have been organized aﬁd nanaged by a couplex eorbination of d;:ined 'fea
lationships, go-betweens, and aveidancez - plus semi-institutionaiized
menipulation of ail these aspoects of the systen, Generai Chinese models
for cooperative organizstion, and for hardling antagonistic rolation-
ships, are deseribed.

Agalnst this background, a number of major strategle themes are
discerned in the writings ol lao Tse-tung, which echo those of classical
Chinese uriters on strateczy. The main thanes are avoldance of clinches,
keepin: the.;nitiative; and the utilization of contradictery opposites.
The most general orinciple 1s to ennosh the enemy in contradietions, while
naking positive use of them oneself,

For nogotistion, the maln point concerns the fact that Chincse

nezotlation involves several different styles, dependins on the basic

- e o B A A2




ii

relationship tetween the negotiating parties, For ther, negotiation has
involved either an adversary relationship where (as with strategy) every
advantgge is sought, or reciprocal deference based on an assumption of
pre-existing basic harmony., American negotiatoré aré very unconfortehle
with,thg adversary style, énd ettempt to improve matters by our own diple-
matic approach; vhich alns at the gradual working out of preblens between
oppused but equal parties, This; however, is juét what the Chinese ha&e

treditionally distrusted and aveided ir. all spheres of interaction,
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CHINESE COMMUNIST PATTHRNS OF STRATEGY AND NEGOTIATION

I INTRODUCTION

Chinese Communist views ang practices concerning strategy and negot-
iation are of evident importance for United States~China relations, They
have correbpondingly received considerable military, diplomatic, Journa-
listic and éven scholarly attention, Such attention, however, has largely
consisted of exahining,'in a rather separate and piecemeal fashion, various
Chinese actions and statements in these areas which have kcen seen by us
a8 puzzling, incengruous, or inappropriate in some way, Ir contrast, it
is hore assumed that‘such particular Chinese Communists statements and
ections can not be adequately understood in and by themselves, nor by im-
pliéit comparison with American concepts and practices. Rather, we must
106k for reguiaritiesiand order - thomés and patterns - discernable in their
obaervable strategié and negotiating behaviors, and view these in ralation to
iheif own more genersl context, This context is the “general influencing
orientations” of the Chinese Ccmmun,ﬂrlsts. meaning their basic and typlcal
patterns and premises for behavior félated te Influeneing others and hand-
1ing reciprocal influence from them.'

The purpose of this report is to outline the nature and relavancs of

X

this provosed epproach to a major phoblsm, and Lo besin its'speeific

|
b

epplication,

{
II PROBLEXS AMD PROSFECTS
The Unlied States and the Peopls's Republic of China certainly con-

csive of each other primarily as adversaries, and for many years each party

‘has been busy with strategic militsry praparnticns. fisch side has labeled

its own preparations as defensive, vot each has shown marked concorn that

o,
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the other®s activitiss instead indicate apressive intent and plans, That
such a sit&ation is not ﬁncommon among nations should not obscurs the fset
that it displays basie incongruity and ambipgulty; 4t a2 therefore confusing
and diffioult to evaluete, For instance, is the.Chinaﬁé "defensive" label
merely a ruse, is it due to a misréadihé of-§ur béha?icr. or whet? Porbaps
the sort of .obseurity and“dffficulty' involved 13?;31&5 te lsee elsarly at
a less sweeping level of strategio cdnéern. E?en b&ief examinatien indi~
cates that Chinese Cuormunist views pf;military stratsgy,gnﬁ sotion differ
greatly from our own. Their obvious focus or manpower; guerrilla warfare,
and prolonged confliet is very différont from our orientation to modern

technical equipment and firevower, and the two do not readily £it togethur,

Two important consequenzes accompany this lack orvfiﬁ ~ whish of courss alac
involves other less obvious and more gubtle differences in stratepis orlentate
ions.These basic differences make it unusually diffigg;t to corrastly inter-
pret Chinese military actions, whether sirategié defensiva moves, threate or
cautionary displays, or even in actual fightiag, Our nwn'éiifiéalty in mak-
ing reliable Judgnments may be vffset in one res@aot by the similsr obe
sourity of our actions to them, yet in snother respect sven this also hes
disadvantages = ig is diffieult to cenvay clear warnines or indisate arr-
tain limits Yy op; own military acts and statements, as these may easily te
misreed, 1In a sense, this whole problem is epitomized bty the evidsnt pose-
2ibility that e war betwesn the United States and Chins might osour without
definite intent on either side, and the likelihosd that this would become’a
long and costly stalemate, because the two paritles can hardiy come to prips

clearly even in terms of force,

The pieture for negotietion is rather essier to observe - this area

2llows more contaet, short of war, and more opsn reporting - but strikingly
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&dmiler In genoral form. Incenprueusly, z#ain; in spite of the lack of
fermel governmeontsl recopnition, and the existerce of resiprocal suspleion

ard hostilily, the United States has been extensivoly invelved in dinlomatic

nepetiation with Communist Chlnag in the Koresn armistice nogotlations, the
1061~1962 Geneva Conlercnies on Lans, and the Warsaw ambassadorial talks.
Indeed, a3 Young nctes, we lave had “nore sontinuous diplomatlc contact and

diversified dialogus with the goverrnment in Peking than any of the non-

i
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Cymmanist Westorn governments with embaczies there."* At the sive time,

* Young, Yennsth T. Yegotlating With the Chinese Communists, New York,

MeGraw-Hill, 1968, P, 34, /|

—

h@ua?&r; althcugh thsse negotiations have had some constructive results, they § g

ﬁbviéﬁsly have both been quite limlited in thelr achievements - again; a near-

ARSI

stzlemste ~ and diffionlt te conduect., MNoreover, it is appsrent from Young's

detailed degeriptive material, and suggested alsv in other accounts** that !

% Rege, reports of various American negotiators reproduced in Peking's

Appreach to Negotiation: Selseted Writines, Subcommittee on National

Security and International Operatlions, Senate Commitiee on Governmental

Opsraticns, Washington, Government Printing Office, 1969,
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thgsevdifficulties have not bsen due solsly to econflieting practical and
political interestz, The approach and style of the Chinese Communist negot-
dators itself has often been puzeling and frustrating, even though the Ameri-
‘ean n@gofiﬁtars have been men of ability, expiriehce, and patience.

It would be nonsense to claim that important differences of interest or

sutlovk san aléays be resolved by the bast of nogutiations, and no such claim
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is made here, Yet handling such differences e&s well as possible is the pur-

Y

pose of all nogotlation, and it would cqually be ronsense to neglect the i
potential imperiance of negotiating styles and strategies for success or ~

failure in this process, The United States will inevitably be involved in

further interaction with China, no“mattér how our relatibnship develops in

the future, The difficulties inharent'ih this can at l:ast be clarified, an

Wy T

possibly be reduced, by gaining & better view of the Chinese Cormunist ap-
preach to negotiation, This elready is one aim in the writingsﬁbp spbeific
United States-China negotiatieﬁs mentioned above, Th§ p&esent study aims to
broaden and deepen our view by seeking to &isqérn basio n§@otiating prasts

lces and proemises, some deliberate and some habitual and vneonseious, whieh

Chinese Communist negotiators take for granted, but which are not readily
visible to us, 'xﬁ ' . |

- ')."‘
The corresponding situation for military strategy is both clusely inter-

related with that of negotiation; for ressons to be discussed shortly, and

guite similar in nature, This similarity may not be immediztely evident, be-
cauge strategic military planmming and action ordinarily invelves less direct
and obvlous interaction with the other party than doss negotiation. Yet
observation, interpretation. and estimation of an adversary's behsivior elearly
is;crucial for strategie planning alsv. Thé Chinese themselves have recog-
nized this from earliest times to the prasent. Sun Tzu, their classic writer
on stratery, sald “¥Fnow your enemy and know yourselfl, eand in one hundread

battles you will never be in peril¥~; Mao echoes this in advising the nesd

* Quoted by Richard Harrls, “The Philosopher Behind Red China", San Francisco
Chronicle, Jemary 5, 1969, '
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Yo familiarize oursselves with all aspects of the enemy's situation as well
a8 our ovm, to discover the Jaws of action of bteth sides, and to take these

laws into account in our own actions"*, In comparison to negoetiation,

* Mao Tse-tung, Stratogla Problems of China's Revolutionary War. Peking,

Foreim Lanpuages Press, 1954, P, 14,

knowing one's adversafy in strategic situatlions may be even more difficult,
because contact, which‘provides information, is less, ELut this only in-
creases the Importancs ¢f the similar need to know as well as possible, so
that the adversary's tnha&ior ¢&n best b2 understood and one's own best de-
sigmed to cope éffectivély ﬁith it = to minimize the problems of strateric
Judpoment previously poin%ed vut, and this no mattor what one's specific
policy ains may be, It‘shuuld be roted, too, that such problems of judgment
are éreater ths more differant the adversary i from oneself, Communist China
is certainly extrevisly differ?nt from the United States and again, in strate-

gic as ir nagetiﬁting matiers, adequate rosponse to this ohstacle requires that

il "‘.,',l Sitiadl
wo aimity dlacern theldr fundamental and general strategie premises and pat-
g, gt vH

'terns, as the necessary context for correctly viewing more specific and con-
erete behavior. This brief study ecan only bo an introduction to such a
sizeable tas%, but it does attempt to make cleer its importarce, to illus-
trate how it 2an be spprosched, and to state some relsvant findings. In
games involving enormous stakes, even modest gaine iIn skill areo important,
Two further general ﬁuints about the significance of this study need
explicit mentien, although they ﬁava been implied ebove, On the one hand,
its relevence extends, in part, beyond Communist China alone, As will bo
discussed, somne imporﬁant features of Chinese Comrmunist strategic orion-

tations relate to traditionzl Chinese cultural patterps. Petter undsr-
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standing of these is therefore pertinent to handling our interactlon with

eny Chinesec political entity, On the other lhand, there is an equally import-
ant limitation of such.knowladge. It must always be kept in mind that strate~
gic maneuvering and negotiation involve an interaction betweea two pérties, :
detter knowledge of Chiness p&ttarﬁs should help in dealing with thém; bg#
for optinmum elarity and effectiveness, wo need to examine eéual}y our own
charactéristic patterns, and the way in which the two apprugchss ers nost

1likely to ivterseoct,

III GENERAL APPROACH - CONFLICT, COOPTATICN, AND DNFLUENCE

In line with categories of our language, we usually.tand‘to-think ge-
parately of negotiation and atratogy, especially 8inc$ stra{e;y is eomnonly
thought of prirarily as strategy in militsry operationss this sepurvation 1s
reflected in the foregoing discussion, We lewnd to diat;nguiah even mcre sharpﬁy
between cooperation and econfliet, allies and adversaries, But such distinct~-
ions can sometimes be quite misleading., The discussion abuve has already indi~
cated soms similarities between negotlation and stratepy, and has.nbtéd tiat
both negotiation betwsen the United States and China and 5tr§tagic prﬁparat-
ions have for years gone on simultuneously, Even if we would not subseribe
eomﬁletely to the position of the Chinese Minister of Defense on the Taiwan

Straits confrentation - “Fight, Fight, Talk, Talk"* - it is plain that sven

P

* Peng Teh-nual, “"Fight, Fight, Talk, Talk", Pekir-, New China Mews Agency,

October 6, 1958, Translated in Pekine's Avproach to Hepotiationt, .,

war itself is usually proceded and followed, and often sven accompanied,

by nepotlation,

Such conneotions, morevver, are more than a matter of temporal ssscelation




or sequence, They exemplify fundamental relationships that bascome visibls
when nepotistion and strategy, and corflict and eooreration, are exaninod
togéther’in terns of & larger conception of interaction and influence, '™Men-
ever any two parties aré_invalveduin an ongoing relationship, their in-
teraction will 4nvolve certain’basic fa;tures inherent in this situation,
Sinee all obscivable behavior is cémmunicatiV6. and all communicaticn exeris
influeace, so long as any SRR éx;sts the two parties will necessarily
influsnos each other. Further, this influencing process will laréely,
and probably primarily, be oriented toward defining tbe nature of tﬁé re-
lationship ~ that 1is, toward defining the roie,and status of each party
end what each may expect in tho other's behavior, This is cbvious when
one or both parties wants to bring §£out gﬁy change in the gelationship,
tut it is equally true even if both are'satisﬁied with the status quo,
since In this case, the parties must-beﬁnve in such a way that the given
3itvation is reinforced, and nut disrupted, interactign is never statie,
but always & process of'maintaining or shifting a dyﬁamic eanilibrium,
Theso pgeneral characteristics of interection in an ongoing relation-
ship apply no matter what the size, nature, or specific aims and sttitudes
of the parties involved., At this level, also, . 8o 16ng as the parties
romain in some contact it doss not matter whether they are labeled (by
themselves cr others) as adversarjes or allies, or their relationship as
sne of confliet or ¢ speration, For example, if actual relationships are
exanined closely in terms of ‘the conflict~géoperation dichotormy, it bo-
comes clear that both conflict and cooreration are always involved, thourh
one or the other may bte emphasized and over time there may be striki-r
chanpes of emphasis. Clearly, aven the best of "aliies" encounter diffi-

culties between themselves and muet recort to friendly discussions to




deal with these, Houally, though less noticeably, there must be some
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minimum of explicit or implicit cooparation between the worst of "edver-
saries" for interaction to continue ~ perhaps sirained negotiations or,

et the worst, mutual resort to hostilities under seme common rules of

v -

fighting.. Such simple labels as “conflict” and "cooperation” remain handy,
and they can be very important praéficalxy; tg~th§ extent that parties
take them seriousiy they may greatly influence.the easa or difficulty of
conducting a relationship. - Mevertheless, the basic point remains: any
relationship necessgrily involves a.continuing, active process of recipro-
cal 1nf1uancé and adjustment, yith ad#antages andvdisadvanﬁrgos ‘on both
sides. : :

Othe: general characteristies of this influencing process need point-

ing out, First, sinﬁe influence is an inherent aspect of all communica-
tive behavior, intersction always ihvolves‘é combinatien of influence ty
habitual and unconscious béhavior,'and'conscious and deliberate attempts
to influence the other party., Although there are many terms for various
aspects of this process, such as bargaining, negotigtion, persuasion,
pressurs, and stratsgy, there does not appear‘%o be any accépted compre-
hensive ferm for “he whole, This its2lf may reflect a lack of overall
viewing in the past, In any event, such influence also elwzys involves
some combination of verbal communication and the‘application of more
concrete - physical, econonle, ¢r other - behavioral sanctions or rewards,
Where interaction tetweun nations is concerned, attention is eOmmomiy
focused on conseinve, delibsrately organized inflvencing behavior, ot two
kinds,. At the commmicational extreme there is diplowatic nepotiation.
At the other, thero 1is the stratezic use of force, In between, huwaver,

there is also a broad area of threats of punishment or promises of reward;
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these may be either mainly vertal or conveyed hy limited actions - for
example, visible strategloc depleyment’ of forces, As this implies, nepo-

tiation a'so involves verbal strategies in defining the naturs and pro-

bable consequences of situations and actions, which are Jnterrelated and
overlapping with strateglos of concrete reward and punishment.
Tlﬁée several aSpeété of what might ve called “national influen-

¢ing strategies" make up the most évident and emphasized part of "inter-

4
2
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national relations,” although this ﬁay also involve propsganda, cultural

TR Sk

exchanges, and othe:» contacts, The focal concern of this report is to
examine such strategi@s, for the Chinese case,ty. viewing them in terms of
the wider concopt of interaction and influence described, The qualify-
ing phrase is Qruoial.' In inqﬁiry as in other fofﬁs of acticn, the

general approach adopted is most determinative of ths outcome, and most

TN NI ATH 2 B s

considerations of negotiation and stratecy focus on these subjeets too
narrowly. The result hes been, paiadoxically, to preduce toth over-
emphases and underemphases in our views of the nature and importance of
these matlers.

For axamﬁla, unbiagad exanination of negotiation and strategy is
inhibdted by common assumptions about cecoperative and eonflictful interaction,
It has secmed plain, especially for iInternational relations, that similar
or compiementary aims and interestsc naturally should meke for sasy and
cooperative relationships, while differant or oppesing aims and interests
ecorrespondingly should lead to difficulty and conflict, Tn line with this,
difficult international relationships cormonly are explainod priﬁarily in

terms of conflicts of basic matérial, ideological or status interests -

g . -

rather than in terms of the strategic handling of these relationships,

Bul-perhaps this is too plain, and too simple, In recent years, various
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studies have provided pood views of smaller and more readily observable
areas of ongoiné relationships such as tho family, business organizations,
and labor and management: In these,afgaslit’isﬂﬁeébmihg ingfegsinglylélear
both that persistanfchnflict:can exist deépitq substantisl mutuality of
baéic‘interasts, and that . cooperation can occur dsspite important dif-
ferénces of inferast. There is no evident reason why this.should not be
trge even between nations, But th@_“diff@reﬁt interssts" or "eonflicting
goals" theory of intarnational re}éﬁi&ns tends to be-sqlf-validgting;
Mwn%béMﬂgme4mwi®m one looks first for differences of
interest gnd éoals’ﬁtheen qéﬁqsed_nations, Some such diffqrqncestcan
always be fouﬁd;JﬁocausgAno {wo parties, in any-relationship, aré'in come
pletely agré;ment. " In rac't; since the parties to any 'dispite themselves
ordinarily emphasiz_a such differences rgf,hez‘ than anythingz else about
thair relatiénship. they are thrustfupon‘the 2ttention o£ any observer
of the siﬁﬁation. So the hypothesis 15 “confirmed.’ Thus examinution of
the interaction process as'itselfia possible primary factor in interQ
nationél relations is forestalled, Instead, even when negotiation.is
considered worth soriou: study, it is prejudred as only of secondary in-
portance: How has nepotiaticn handled a conflict of interests?
Fopotiation and strategy commonly have been viewed narrowly in other
respects also, Although habitual and wnconsclous aspscts of behavior may:
be influential in tho corduct and outcome of even such hirhly deliberate

behavior as forwal negotiation and strategié planning,*  these elements

* In fact, writers on negotiation do recognize that in diplomatie situvat-
ions, which combine formal rules of bshavior and decsptive barpainine,

negotiators seek implici't behavioral cues to the othsr party's real
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neaning or intent, But this zsomchow is left as a secondary rattery the pos-
sible signifiecance of unconceicus  behevior is r 't pursued more deeply and

systematically.

have ;:meﬂonljv bean mglec.t-ed{ The usual tendency to look at explieit nego-
tiation and strategy coneretely and se;ﬁarate]y, rather than as aspacts of an
ovemlluinfluencing process, extends such restrictions on examining actual

behavi_or still further. Aind negotiation, especially, has comﬁénly suf fered

the further restriction of being considered normatively, The usual view is

not "What was done ,' and with what effects? 4n a cg_r'-tain kind of situation,

Inste:d ‘.ihe usugl‘ viewing impl;!cit]y poses fhe ovm*b.’il question "What is

the xizht way to. conduot négot‘lations?“ ~ althourh this nftitude may bo

concealed behind the appamﬁt]y factual ingquiry "What doés ne}.gotiatiun reslly

eonsist of 7" ' ' !
Unfortunatefly, these popular biase-s and rastrietioné- are roflected evon

in the serious literature in this field, The scholarly work of Tkle® ney

* Iklt;,v F_‘r'ad Charles, How i'ations Nerotiste. Few York, Fraerey, 1904,

be taken 23 an example, precisely because it is oné of bf;he bost stulies,
Ifcfi.e'a's prefacg very pi-Operly points to the shorteomings of diplematic his-
tories,"mémoirs, and mimuals, and he displays an admirable analytic concern
to question what often seams self-evident, Yet by defining nesotiation in
the limiting terms of explicit apgreements, he puts everything less explicit
at best in the sez;,ondary position of “side-cffects”, and anything unconscious
and habitual ‘somevhere in limbo, In addition, he also é.isplays some implicit

normative orientation -~ foward viewing VWestorn eustoms of diplomacy as proper

e
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negotiation and Soviet practices that differ from them as unorthcdox or abnormal,
All of £hose limiting approaches restrict progress toward gaining a larger
and more systematic viéw of the #éfualitonf international négotiat;on.and
strategic managvering.' Normative viewings separating ideal from aétual be-
haviors, hard-headed viewinge separating the explicit from the implieit, factual
viéwings gaﬁafaiihg séocifio acts or stetemonts from their contexts - all view-
ings which proméfé selécﬁiva treatment of available data according to‘pre- '
determined cxtepnalA;rite:ia aro likely to obscure any order inherent in tho

behavioral data thomselves, This also has serious prnctiéal consﬁquencea.

Without the development of syst@ﬁatio knqw}edge, more of practice must remain

depandent, somewhat ﬁncertainly, on art and experience. And especlally when
such limitations on knowledge fo unrécognizéé, 85 18 common, they act to res-

triet both one’s view of how other parfias'are operating, and of how one might

mest effeciively orerate to influence them,

There is, of course, no way of knowipg in advance the extent and nature
of discernable order in any domain of strategle and negotiating behévior.
But it is lmown that such discerning of order would be valuable, that certain
epvroachos obstruct this as described, and that by using other investigative“
approaches a considerable degres of order is often discernable in social be-
havior that initially appears variable, inconsistent, unusual, and hard to é

define, Thus, for exarmple, clinical psychologists make orderly sense of de-

viant bohaviors in our society, and anthropologists find consistent patiterns-
uﬁderlying the queer customs of native trites.

What is required, then, for the effective pursuit of order. and system?
A primary need, hy now obviscus, is a peneral concaption of the phenomens
being studied and their context, in relation to which specific data on ac-

tval bohavior can to viewed. But this alone is an insufficient bosis for

promotinz paresption of orler in cortaln important somnents of reality.
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For inatance, Schelling's poenetrating study® analyzes sirategic targaining

I

*+ Schelling, Thomas Ci The Straterv of Confllet. lew York, Oxford University

Precs, :;69. i

and maneuvering between parties using a framework closely related to the
conception of intersction and Influence discussed here, Mis nnalysis, - how-

ever, 1s at a very general and abstract lovel (hlthoughrwell {1lustrated by

concrote examples). His approach thus aids in seeing specific practiceg'in
relation tp ggnoral concepts, avolding the extremes of soeiny them either in
1solation‘or es gnivcrsal nérms. 'Buﬁ this level of anelysis is ﬁut readily
applicable toward gaining a better figw Qf any order inherent in the strate-
gic and negoliating prac#ices.of particul#r natﬁons. Since aﬁy goclo=-cultural
unit tonds to develoﬁlits own charactoristic system of concepts and practices,
19'311 spheres Qf behavior, this may constituéo a potentially significant
intermediate level of organisation. Any such standardized approach to stratecy
and negotiation, including aspsclts taker for granted and unrecognized, will
constitute the norm or “reality” of vargaining for the specifie party holding
it, an& its ﬁafticu]nr nature will be significant in any actual interaction

ianlying this pariy.

=
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The present stuly is aimed at this iutermediate level. 7t 1s empirically

o4

based on the close examination of statements and descriptions of Chinese Com-

=

munist prectices and conceptions concorning strategy and negotiation, But
the aim of this empirical examination is not ths sracification of objectlive
facts at the usual level of Specific details or specific instances, Rather
it is, by lovking at such material with ninimal proconceptions, te discern
what emphases and interrelations recur in the behavioral data - that is,

themes and patterns characteristic of Chinese Comanist wepotiation and
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strategy, In addition, any date available on influeneing tehavior in othe*
arcas may be examined similarly, in order to.clarify the broader context of
more generél influencing oriontations. This process of inguiry is inhefant]y
cifcularg ex;mina@ibn of spceifie examples_giveé,clues to move general themes,

on the basis of whish further specifio_matefiéls can bo reviewed, and so on*.

¥ This analytic #pproacb is discussedAmore-thorqugh]y in John H. Weakland,

"Method in Cultwral Anthrbpulogy“, Philosophy of Seience 18, 55-68 (1951).

This ‘oehavviom]'. or'iaf»tation also in;rolves concentrating on observing how thinegs
ere reqllgzlz done or conceived, rather than on seoking te eXplain‘ﬂgX parti-
evlar thinas were done by inferring unobservable sources and poals of bshavior,
In consoquonce of all this, the patterns discernedlin impurtant senses gre buth
specific and peneral, both conerete and abstracﬁ. and both vbjective and nor-
rative,

In line with the breadth of this approach, a large amount and wide var-
iety of data are relevant to the present inquiry, The materials utiiigad'have
Included both Western obsefvations and the Chinese Communists' owm statements
about strategy and diplematlc negotiation, traditional Chinese novels and drawss
depicting stratopy and maneuvering both in political and in family settings
and thoir modern counterparts in Communist £ilms and plays, and interyiews
with a varioty of Snformants on Chinsse negotiation in politiecal, business,
and family affairs, | '

Certain distinetlions are important for effective selection and utili-
zatlion of such varicd material. Cno’major distinction is that between

Chinese Comaunist waterials, such as Mao's stratepic writings™ and reports

%% Bege Yao Tse-tune, Stratecie Problens of China's Revolutionary War., Peking,

!

Foreign Lanpuares Proess, 1956,
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about thair bLehavior by Western observers, such as Young's aceount of nspot-

iating with the Chinance Commmnisis.® Chinese Communist materials must be

: H ———

* Young, Fesotlatine with the Chinsse Commmists...

taken as the primary sources,.g'jce éhey constitute direct exprescions or
projeotions of the thomes and patterns to te glarified - evon»if, and perhaps
even especlally if,‘tﬁey are selfnsérving. I£ is importaht to recogniéé,
however, that Chinese statémenté ;buut their ideas and ‘actions nacassarily irrore
what thay simply takq for gfnhtedf To gat‘q£ this important level, obser-
vations of beﬁayior are négdéd. For this, and fer poipting'out what is

strange and p#oblemgtic fqr us in the Chiness approach, Wectorn observatlons

are vexry v&luabla, 'Thes; are necassarily sécondary, bowovar, tacause thay in-
herently invelve 1nterprotation:based'un,nqn—thncso premises, Outside ac-
counts fro@ a dirfgrgnt‘and lass involved: viewpoint than the Ameriecan one, such

as Lall's discussion of the CGeneva Conference on laos** yepresent a useful

el Lali, Arthur, How Communist China Negotiates. New York, Columbia Uni-

versity Frass, 1958,

intermediate viewing.

A'second; eross-cutting distinetion is that Lotween materials directly
concernad with stratesy and negotiatiocn in Intermational velatlons, such as
the works just noted, and materials relating to influvoncing stratesies in
more liﬁited spﬁares of suodal interaction. Such materdals - say on ne-
gotiation and maneuverins in Chinese fanilies, socisl or business relations,
or local polities - obviously do'ﬁot offer direct information on internatioral
maneuvéring. But such small-scale situations are simpler and nove readily
cbservable, so that thoy are well suiled for discarnine the most basic ard
general culiural orientations concorning influercing processes. Any pro-

gress in discorning theso de correspondingly useful tovmed clapifring their

g
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more speelalized birher level variants, Informatiorn on pattorns in these
smaller spheres agadn m#& fnvolve eilher "native” expressions or foreign
obscrvatidnq. And in ihis area especially, Chibcse Cdmmunist maté:ials.may
usefully be supplemented by examining information on traditional Chinese
qultufe, for which detailed data are much more abundant, althouph leads from
these sources must aluays be checked for consistency with direct infermetion
on épmmunist Ching, '

v THI FARAGRMENT OF TNTERACTION IN CHINESE SCCINTY

Since this inquiry is nacassarixy largely cirecular, cne could tegin by
examining eit@ef Chiness ﬁcmmunisf patierns of‘internationzl negotiation and
stratecy or the more goneral patterns of influence and interaotion ¢dnstitut~
ing theirﬁbackgronnd aﬁd contexts, The latter choles appcars preferable hore
for thrae.reasqns. 1) By end large, general patterns ars easler to discern
adgquately than.thaip spe¢§a1ized variants, 2) MNore adequate data are availe
able, especially for concrate, first-hend materiels. 3) This study is a first
approach, not 2 final account, Therefore it is espocislly importént to es~
tablish a foundation that will elso serve for further Specifié incuiries.

Tt 35 important to recognize first of all that the Chinese traditionally
have bheen .oxtremely concerned with the importance of Interaction and influence ~
althouzh this eppears in two opposite and apparently contradictory forms,

Muech in Chinese culture displays direct intorest and concern about the stra-
tegic utilization of influence, From early times, Chinese histury is concerned
with political intrigue an& maneuvering, toth within and tetueen states, and
with the closely related subject of military stratery., For exanmple; Sun

Tzu's book on warfare¥, writlen over two thousand years aso, is predominantly

# Sun Tew, The Art of Var, tre by Samuel B, Griffith. New York, Oxford

University Press, 1963,

-
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a work on strategy. loreover, these thamss are net just the downin of spa~
elalistsy they have been highly prominent in the most popular Chiness oporas

and-historical novels, such as the Romance of tha Thiee Iingdoms,® Similarly,

* To Kuan-chung,‘The Romanca of the Three Kinpdows, tr, by C,H, Brewitti-

Taylor, Rutland, Vermont, Tuttle, 1959y, & valuable analysis of this work,

riving mueh attention to its emphases on strategy, was produced by Hu. lisien-

3:, ehin for the Columbla University Research in Contenporary Cultures project

suppértgd by OVR (RCC document €h 23, March 1947),

‘3 the even more fancus novel Dremm of the Red Chamter®* is largely a stovy of
b #  Tgap Hsueh-chin, Dream of the Red Chambor, trs by Chi-zhen Vang, New

York, Twayne, 1958;

o . . it

B . Influence and manipulation among the wermbsrs of a bi

(24

Chirvese family, At
simpler levels of Chinese daily family, business, and political life the

prevalence of bargaining, negotiation of disputes rather than lesal action,

and the use of go-tetwsens all ovidence manifest concern with influenee and

i | ;
: its managemont,
% . This conecarn alse is Qloarly not eonfined to the traditional past, In
the move recent perlod of Vationalist China, the warlord era was full of
: nilitary-politicael meneuvering and negotlation very like that deseribed in

the Romance of ths Throe Kinsdows, the novel The Tamily**v  doseribsd fanily

%% Pa Chin, The Fanmily, Peking, Forsign Lanpuases Fress, 1957 (written 19731).

political in-fighting not so different from that in Dream of ths Red Charter,

and "modern” Chinese students scught friends to act as their ro-teticens in

marriage necotiatione aven wien rojecting the traditional marriapge beokors,

e e s e A
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And at lesst at ¢ Igvel, similarities siill persist for Cwnmuniei Chin&.
Meo Teo-tung himself has written eftensively both on the managoment of polin

tical conflict* and on military sirategy and.taotics,ﬁﬁ not only émuliting

i ¥
i )

i

* To take only the most noted example, in On the Correct Handldw of Cone

£

tradictions Arong the Pcople. Peking, Foreigﬁ]LanguageshPrgsa,;196Q§_ G

% Nao, Strategic Pr 0blam¢...t also Selected hilitarv Wiritings, Peking,

%

Foreign Lanvua*es Pross, 1960. e 2 X

W . . i T . ’ 3

A N

f .A‘.-,A,.. “_;

¥k Ty, L3 Tgo~pong, Strategy: One Aﬂainst Ten - Tactics: Tﬂn Aa;ihst 0&0;

Peking, Foraign languages Fress, 1966. : , ‘

maneuvering, vhether on a persun to person level, as when a patriot e Chinese

verbally confounds a Japanese officer in the £ilm The Red Lantern REEE Gy

*iki Wihe Red Tantern = A Working~Class Bpic", Pekine Review, No. 48, 36~37,

Nov, 2"’*' 1,0()7 P

militarily, as in the "nzw revolvtionary Peking opera", Taking Tiver Mountain

by Stralec,wres Ppobably theve is much less comtercial bavgaining now under

. Sy

L "oaldne Tivex Fountain by Strateasy,' P oling Review, Yo, 5l=52, 12-33,

Dec, 26! 19:‘9u

~ae

&

Cormmunism, althowh & news report claims that wndercover "expediters" still

are busy makine deals based o "relationships"sxisis, 1t is elear, however,

. o

taavEks MTha flapn wot Jen of Hed Chind, San rrauaisco Sundey Dramines and

ERDES M

Chronicle, Herch 22, 1376.
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both from film denictions and observer's reports, .thut one function of Chinese
Party memlars is to act as eo-totusens, in politieal, industrial, ard even in
fanmily rela.tionship problems - for exanple, as marriape go-betwoens in the

film Sinyznp Above ths Reservoir,

;? On tba other hand, howaver. both traditiona]lj and currently there

%' ap@ears an. equal Chnnesc emphasis on: alnoot ?utomatic social ordsr and -

‘ ‘ harnony based cn fixed rules of social behavior, on solf-control rather ihan
;; : _’ 6ontrollina others, and indeed a considerable avoidance uf dircet interact-
iz : iun and. influsnce. Thus Confucius himself discoursed on the importance of

proper pgrformance of estahlished roles in both the family end the state,
und‘thglharﬁbniuus-andlcffective‘working of both when this is done: “Thera

is sovernment, when the prince is prince, ard ‘the ninigter is minister;

5 when the father is futher, .and the soﬁ 15 'son"* ~ and he made clear also
. NG ,

* “Confucian Ahaleéts, Book ¥IT, Ch, XI, in The Four Books, tr, P&'James

L ’ logee, Shﬁqghai, The Cormereial gress.'h{d. ¢

b

'thgt this requires prolonged‘p&actice of solf-discipline and trainins, The

X i T 4 XS

Chinese fémily system, based on Confuclan concopts, similérly streszed the

jmportance of harmony based on a whole system of defined differentiated but

interlocking rolesy this is represented in a whole literature cf family

instructions -and clan rules for propsr behavior and its maintc ** Ordered

ae Cf. Liu, Hui—chon Wang, Ths Traditionel Chiness Clan Rwles, Fonosraphs

of the Associatioen for Asian Studiss, VII, Locust Valley, Mew York, J.J.
Augustin% 1959,

D L &

. rulss of coromony, fovmality, and courtesy have traditionally been prominent
. aiso for nearly all Chinese social relationships - among officials, batwern

teacher xnd studont, eveir among friends to & considerable extent, The extent

] %
g '
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. : and sivhifizance of such rules and ovrder may often ba ccncealed by 'the ease
)
3 snd grace with which Chinese commenly learn to perforn their roles, and by

their basie widerlying vitality., Yet it remains true that much of Cninese social
intersction is based on principles almfost'- oppo's_it_a to what w‘e see 28 close,
direct, and froe fm;te&‘action .';am’fmg'%ﬁ.ndiviQufa.}ss The ':-C'hineée’ ideal A8 toward’

minimiz:‘u;;r such unstruétured, uncontrdlled dnteractipn, Lwn e.clibera‘ba be~

hav’mr is muted - specific reaueths, pointed questions, poaitive atatemntcf
sre avoidfed, impo*tant m..tters are 1ed up to pradually ahd indirectly hy way
of neulral or minor ones, The systen involvas framir:g of sit\w.tions as well .
gs ordering of ‘oehavior, "vtage-:stthw" as well gs perf@mances.

Ags. in, these cuphases are not t\fpiéal only . of ‘bhe pasta Although tOday

the ..p’ml" o content may e changed, and Confuc:.ani"m is cfficinlly discre-

dited, the idea of proper behavior according 'ho established rules and nowms -
now as p!‘eucrl ed by the "Thought of Lao" =is as strong as ever, and’ par‘haps
nore g0 than in the chaotic China of 191”-1950.‘ oe},:f-di_Sciplinq in propevr '59«1

clzl tohavior, ﬁow terned "aﬂti—iw‘ividual‘ sm", is one of t‘e virtues most

harpad on by the f'h:mnso Communists es vita.l to t‘*e kind of social order and

procress ther envision as ideal,*

% Tha dmportence of thesc themes, even in the upheavals of the Culthrél":‘se- .

volutior, and their relationship to traditioml orientations, is diseussed ‘in

John H, Veakland, "Cultural Aspscls of Chﬁm}'s Cultural Revolui}idn" {Tech~-

nical Report 1'o.5 under this contrast),

At Tirst all this scems contradiclory to the ev-ide‘xq:e just pressnted

that indieated active Chinecse concarn with interpersonal influence. Bub

both exinst and in fact, like many apparent opposites, the two emphuses go
& torother al o doopzr level, FPerhans the importanes Chirese have always

attached to using po-betuesns 1llustrates the nature and conreetedicss

LR Al
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of tha dvalinm most simply, Heavy reliance on go-tetuieens In negotiatiers

1 supgosts that ic Chinese communicatiqn and influénce are viewed as so Im-

fﬁr‘t:an'hland powarful that interaction Iis e matter of éon'cern in both senses -
» q.mafiér of interest and simmificance which must be pursued,,a%& 2 ratter of

st ARl ; |
anxlety wﬁich nust be organized and rvestrained to avoid ercessces and loss of
-contxoi. And in fact, the two go topether structurally as well s. Exten-
' ! . !

sive and subtle stratesic maneuvering end influence tend tolpfevail especially
1n.highlylprdgred systems' of social interactioﬁ. The nigiiity of the systém .
makes ﬁyis.méye nocessary, while the profusion of defined rul's and roles

makés'it.mo;e'passible. In this resopect, the Chinese social system resemblcs

formal diplomacy itself, oLk . ‘
. . Since an ‘emphasis on rules of social interactlon thus leads toward re-
‘b :

1gﬁedﬁmani;glations of thg rules, such manipulai?cn also tends to bacome sys-
k. temﬁtic ; ;n fact, to become part of the'social.rdlrs at o hieh;r ievei; this
treaks down the distinetion tetween following the rules of interaction and
manipulating them for influence, The same thing vecurs at the level of in-
dividual behavior, A Chinese informant joined a social group end took charre
of the entive c&nversation with her first rema;k,wﬁhich "one-upped" everyone
presents An American preéent commented on this as a Qery skilifvl piece of
eonvafsational moneuvering, The informant agreed &s to what she had done,
but said "You éhould'nt‘ggll it mansuvering, That imﬁlies it is cOnséinus,
planned, - It's not that way., It's in the blood, or in“the mother's milk," -
that is, hablitual and‘pgrvasivé.,whether inherited or learned very carly,
Fnriharmare,_ginco Chinaso behavior is basod so much on learning to porform
automa£i§ally roies feeused on soclal relationships, and since the roles are
largely cumplemayﬁary,'even\pérfprming one's own role properly influences
* others to bshave rueiprocally, Thgs one showld sxpsct that!Chinese will
usually be operating and negotiating, as a matier of course, ard ofien, in

ths many sitvations like basiness, politics and war where this 4s nezielly
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defired ar a proper conscious ajim, they will bes doing so even more., 'One should
also expzet them to Lo corres spond inely skiliful,

Of course, different particular styles of strategy and n¢E0£iﬂ£i°§q;@ﬂ?h'
with ils strengths and iimitationé,could acéfﬁpany Such-a-fundqmaptql ﬂnvblvpf
ment with the combination of orderé& inter#étiéﬁ and‘manipulatién‘bf 1n?1ﬂdnce;
ard it is necess Lary to inquire what is tyoical for the Chinssa at thib more
specific level, Fivrst, howevar. the main Chinese models of Spcial roiation~ | l
ship will be eyrmined briﬂfly since the 8 constitute tha broad utructures tu
which Jnteraﬁtive styles are relatcd - in cffect, the geners ganls tu»which

influoncinh etrategiea are relateds b R i

From what has boen said already. one would expaet that any Chinosa relationship
rodel would involve an crdered system. This 4s true, but Cﬁinese 3u1tura h&s
2lvays displayeu a talent for combining diversity with order. and: ha?e thare o1
ars several interralatnd alternatives,. A ma o distinctxcn 4n Chinese thebzhi
and aetien betucen people who oceupy defined roles in sore giben system of
relationships, and vetwsen people not sb placad in one given system must ;nit-
1a1ly bz noteds In the first casc; a family ﬁeing 8 tasig axaqp;p, thé'ﬁérsons

are involved, often very hdavily, in reciproeal (thongh not similar or-aqhal)

rights and obligatiuné,.regardless of their psrsonal inelinati@ns. .In the]éo-
cond case, such as two strangers, in thnofy there is no bornd at all and iﬁ.pr&ct—
fce interaction piotably will be strenply aveided, lNew relationships so&etimes
may be croaled, essentially bty adoptin: #ersons to soms position in ap'existing
system, and existing rolationships pay be broken -~ an incorrigible family wemn-
ber may a5 a last resort be expellod or “"washed out" as an informant put it,
Thore may even be important cases where the situation is unclear, Mao's divi-
sion of the Chinosa populace (plus certain outsiders) iﬁto the catepories of

“the peoyle™ 701 "Ry Clonivs of ths people™,*  for oxampls, seems to waver :

¥ Mao Tse~tuanr, “On the Covioct Haniling of Contr: oictiOWG...'

o v na fon i — et
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between "no-relationship” and "hostile r<lafloW>h1p for “the enemies‘of the -
people,” ‘levertheless, the view that if there is no defiined relationship
wihh in a system, *here is no relationship - and no revponsibilitiég - at #11
remains a fundanuntnl concept. both traditionally and todey, |

O 4

There are tuo quite different models of covperative organization,* Each

§

' ' * This ana;ysio ‘is based on John H. Weakland, “Concoptions of Coopsrative
brganization in Chinese Politicu," presented at the annual meefiﬁg of the

vﬁmepgqan Anthropqlog;ca} Assoclation, Mexicv City, Decembter 1959,

model may abply to a wida range of s1zes or kinds of sceial interaction, but

like so much else in Chinese socie*y both appear Basalhor: aspeets of the family

sygtgm. Tha?pgturnalistic model involves a system of roles which are  different
K gng of upqual”éfatuq bﬁt which,interlock, Qnder tho wise and.bgnavolént au-
thority d%d diractioh of a singls head, This is supposed to ensuro harﬁonious
and effective internzl functioning of the whole, This is the'stépdard nodel
for leaders and adhering members of established Chinese gystems. It was typiczl
far imperia1 China, being also rapidly adopted by sucessful leadeis of national
'; ' rebeilions; Maoist China in recent years also would larsaiy ceenm to f£it thie
patterﬁ. This was not only en Internal model politieally, tut also the model

for Imperial China's foreigm relations** - Chin@ as the leader of & varied

#* Cf, Joln K, Fairbank, od,, The Chinese lorld Order, Cambridee, “arvard

University Pross, 1648,

Jgroué"of secondary, tributary states. Again, this resembles the role Com-
mnniét China has attic.pted o pronote for herself as the leader of the “true"
s © Commnist world sinca her split with the Soviet Unlon,
' Chinese culture, howsver, has teon marked bty rebellion almost as much 25

by authroity, and the rebellious ones have had their eysten too, Their nedel
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in which all the meribers are both equal and similar -

at leagt in conmparison to a Chinese father.

This alignment is typ:lcal]y

depicted as one 1oad1ng,bg its mmbers operating .’m paralle],

effective

resistqnce against oxtarml destruetive forces. The: f:hinese Conum.misu m

have operatrd ‘more 1n tems of this model in their eurliw days; At mm .u ,~

prominent in their £ilms, which keep omphesizing imgns of ftheir g)dl&en ng&

of guerr 1a resistance to tho Japanese and the Ixatienalists. Int-mtmﬁiy. l

this model had some apphca.tiun .'m the 1950's, when the Chinese md todu. .

cribe the Soviet Union a3 t,heir "elder brother in the Soéialist mmtp, j
. Chinsse corcnptions of social relationship tha;s ‘&tross reciprécity f:&ﬂt. i

11

and parallel but separate behavior secondarﬂy; thera is 11tt19 ﬁqa
mediate mutvality, The s:tuation for antagonistic rehtionahj:p mxwms ii‘v
nore immediate]y pertinent here but, \mfortunately, .Lt a.lso is harder to. gbte T
a good look at.- This difficulty does nqt arise tecause the ,ngibﬂ;lﬁ;y“uf S
'anfagonlstic re].’atibnship"s is absent of'ignored', 'but Just _t'he reverse.; J‘
There is much indi:‘rec“t evidence to suggest that” the .Chinege haye & !@en pware~ B, j
ness and atlz'xiej:y ‘about.,potential confliet (especialiy‘ slmy direct confrpn‘tabi_on' | iy
between gcwig) at all levels of social interaction ‘and for a’ll‘écrts of issues,
so that such situations, both in action end discussion, aré.de@j.od end avoided
as much as possible, | |

The whole Chinese emphasis on achieving harmony via an orderly system of
relationships rogulating interaction and avoiding eguality, and on esctive pro-
motion of cooperation, already imply this major concern. In addition, cné can
discern soveral common methods for hardling potenilally antsconistic relation-
ships to prevent or at least limit confrontation, Where possible, at all levels
from individual to naticozal interaction, the Chinese have aimed for "non-
rolationship" rather than engage in a diffiecalt one,

This has toen especially

evident toward non-rmembers of Chinese culture, who eould not be relied ¢: plav

L tho rulos of tha Chiness systems Thus, if minding their o Chinsse Imsiress




‘|e Quent diplomatic missions to Peking or foreisn enclaves for Arab traders in

did not suffice to avoid unﬁlcasant contacts, a Great Wall mizhi exclude tha
rude and aggresave barb“rihuu. Wren total exclusion has not teen possible -
_or where there wus some benefzt to the Ch;nese from contact =~ limited relations
: haVe heen soucht as the next alternative, These limitations have involved

;hoth restrictions of tims and space = from the carefully Spaced and infre- .

C&nﬁon Iorg a«o, to the treaty ports reluctantly eranted the Western powers,
to the Canton trade ;airs and carefully limited tourism and foreign p@lltiCul
missions under the Communists today -~ and formal deflnlilon and" llmitatlon of
‘tcCthatﬂﬁ~contact behavior, again today as traditionally. Such limitations
hgvsbeQn 1mposed; or iIn situatione of wsakness kept as tight as poggible,
by variqu§ combihations of power, economic rewards,the use of intermediaries

to keep foreisners at 2 distance from the real seats of Chinese authority,*

* Cf, Naurice Collis, "the Misadventures of a Barbarian Gye", in Pekine's

Approach to Megotiaticn...

and skillful definitions of the situations; the Chinsse have teen adept both
at being precise when it suited their aims, as in prescridbing formalitles of -
contact, and at being vagus on substantive matters théy wished to avoid. When

pressures habs been too great, the Chinese have fellen back, still controlline

end minjmizing contact as much as possible, i3 overcome, there was alwavs ths
possibility of eventually absorbinz an intruder into the Chinsss system; then
he can be dealt with in terms of this familiar ‘system, an their homegroun’s.

This last move is most cloar in the field ol war and invasion, bui the strate-

gic approach is similar in othor areas of Chinese interaction.**

- e -

*  Cf, John U, Weaklands “Chinesc Comrunist Tmages of Invasion and Resistznce”

(Tecinical Revert Mool unier this contract).

r———— - o
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Where difficult relationships could not be handled within the Chinese

system of p ope‘r- behavior, yet could net be excludad in f'act, verbal labeling

of one party a3 exoluded a8 not pmperly Chinese (Chfmese hndlords aqd i
capitalists as not, bslongfmo to "tha psople"}, or no 1ong~ar 8 family member
has been cmmon. Failing this, confronta.tion could q. 1east be mmiﬁized hv
. labeling the other party as inherently: dﬁ‘farant t.nd unaqual, Where the;r

could put it over acceptab]y, th& chinese pretarenéa hms besst to de th:u w |
taking a stanee of benavolent superi&’iwq ir nemsary. and ﬁ‘pr".h ‘.tt., f.he;r : "l-
have taken the opposita position of deference and vespeets Wbm strugele A
becomes acute, but ineScapable, ho'wev'er. the Chingse tendeuoy is to c]aim [ §
position of total rightness i'ur enesalf and to define" tha cpponent Q.s 'tnt.ally
wrong and contemptlble; thus both the Chinese Communists and Na,tiqz_m}j.gtjs
repeatedly ref fer to the other side as "bandits" | ' s

To sum up, where .possibie antagonistic rqlqtionéhips tave .hé’en_ prevented
by positive structuring of roles and rehtimships, or avolded by Imving no
interaction, ’l’here some dilficult contact has teen either worth while or

inescapable, efforts have been made to keep this 1im1ted and structursd. If‘
such limits were overwhelmed, gradually a new siructure encompassing the 1n-
trusive party might be built, The means toward all these .’mterrela'bed E{O&lb
involved various combinations of power, reward, and verbal m’*nipuhtion. To
meny the currant behavior of Communist Chfma. nmey seem wildl,/ different from
s the preceding account of traditiomal Chinese emphasis on avoiding or limiting

antagonistic relationships, but it may be sugge'sted that judgment on ,thié should

be resasrved yet, On the one hand, it is clear thaf even treditionally the pic-

ture had two sidees.* ' When conflicts escaped the ordinary system of restraints,

* For a pood discussion of this, see Dennis Bloodworth, The Chinese Lookin«

@lass. Chepter 25, “The Dovelawks", Yew York, Farrer, Siraos and Giroux, 1967,

— o ———— ~
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they couwld be correspondingly violent and, as noted, exirere denunciution of
opponents éecame part of the system ~ perhaps both preserited aﬁd felt more
‘ strongly (though not necessarily accurately dirccted) tecause usually so
' ; :ep&?ssed.< On the othér_ﬁand. various observers have already noted that
-tﬁa Ghinese Commuhisfs offen are belligerent in words but more restrained
o in a&tiqn; 'Little-has begn}d&na byithem toward Talwan, no troops have been
sent tb?VEetndmi even in.quea,‘the fietion of "volunteer™ troops served
%o maintain some officisl Chinese detachment, '
{i'* e ) on.ch?r;pattarﬁ‘fog handling antagonistic relationships ~ on & difl-
v ' ferent level, though related to the Chinese inclusion-czclusion emphasis -
y npgds-maﬁtiona Thn.Chines? have long béeh dévoted to handling adversarics
aed ﬁy,dividiﬁg their enemies and forming alliances against them - but have
- been equally ready to shift and even reve;se thé line-ups to keep 2 stra-
’ tpgic~a§§$ntagelin cﬁénging circumstéhces. ‘This orientation also applies
AcTOBS vhe board from family relationships ?o ﬁational politics: It is
most important and preﬁinantiin chaotic times where many yarties are con-

téndihg, The Romance of the Three Kingdoms provides probably the basst

illpstrationicf this pattern, but the warlord era of the 1920's and early
: ‘30‘; is pot far béhind; the Chinese Communists thamselveg (both some in-
diﬁiduals and’#s & party) have c}early been involved 4n various such shift-
ing alliancos, with the Hatdionalists at times, in terms of varying appeals
fbr class support among the population, and most recently with the Sovict
Union. ‘ '
hgainst this background we may now proceed to examine some of the rors

specific themes in Chinese strategy and nerotiation, The following analyses

. should be recomized, however, as not & final account but only a semple of

what could be done with this approache In partieular, given more time and

space, not only could additional simificant themes be identified, but more
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attention could be given to the situatioral contexts in vhich different themes ‘

0 : . a
oceur, and to how various themes are interrelated in larger pattsrns, This
last point, 1nportant in any innuiry of this sort, is speeially éritical"
here. Partlcular theanes of Chinese irfluencinc benavior are often stated.

rather plainly in the uhinese sources, but very unsystematicully'by our

standar“s, and as a group these themes.appear;remarkdbky wan;ed,'complexp. Ty
B d 1 Jh
and even,contradictory. Thereflore adequate oomprahansion depenas greatly ‘5%

S e

underlie apparent complexity and opnositiOﬁ. Oﬂe qxample. concerning the ;

copceptual structuring of relationship; between strategy andanagdtiauidg;

Pt

LG TR

Will serve both to illustrate '-such..order  and to frame the subsequest
.. . vI. ' ]
discussion of these tro main topics.

Chinese works on st;ategy focus pa?iiaularly on military s?rﬁtng}"
(thqugh often with political éonneéiions); they areﬁcdncerned‘ﬁith.sitﬁa;iens ;
of active conflict between pronoﬁncéd adversariés. In Chinese thinking,
such situations are shérély differentiated from, and opposed to, norsal
relationships where thers is great emphasis on the maintenence of "haqmony“.
That is, conflict is presented either as maximal - almost no holds are Sérred
in Chinese political and military strategy - or as minimal, Yet despite
this conceptuel polarization, thers is also much Chinese emphasis on the

i

close coexistence of struggle and parleyling « in their "pight, Fight, Talk,

Telk" viewpoint, in thelr wide and rapid shifts of aliiance, ard in the
extensive maneuwrerirg involved in evoryday soclal relationshins, even though
Chinese dislike having this oponly labeled as strategy, Order mzy be perceived
in 211 this, however, by discerning that it involves concentions of polerized
onposiles in Hoth cases, but at different levels, such that one modera’es

or teaners the othsv. That is, the dichotomization of “"econflict” vs.

s S s O - e ST
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E g ; "hnrnony" 15 undercut by lhe sizilar oppusition, at a higher level, between
; .
i this dichotomy itself and o 51ﬂilar1y radicel imaze of cosxdsting conflict
3 4 s

and cooperatiorn, This pattern of conceptual and »ehavioral structuring

" . may be dif?icult to graép at first, but it seems to recur importantly in a

runber of areas of Chineseﬂthought and action,

{ s Sk ot 13 !
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o N THRES 07 STRATZGY
The subject of militer v—nolitical strategy in particuler is explicitly
dis;ussed by both ancient and contemporary Chinese writers, Fﬁth sorie redcr-
ﬁupe to 3loodu orth's nernentlve aceount of Chinese war’axe,ani to strategy

i

a8 portrayed in the Three Xingdoms end in Chinese Communist films as b?ck—

1 ¥ 3 .
ground material, this section will examine some of the main strategic thenes

\ 3 ¢ A ‘
presentad in the works of Sun Tz, Mao Tse~-tung (Stratesis Sroblems...),

} and Li Tébep@ng previously ment%oned. 3y end large, thesc three main sources

present mach the sane nictu“e, with differences of style or eaphasis; they are

LY 3 . 3 e L . By i
compleaentary ratier than differing in any sajor respect. This is expectabdle | 3R
‘ i

for 1i's work, since it is presented as “in zxposition of Comrade iao Tsc- |

.tung?s Thinking on the Stratezy and Tacties of the Feople's liar", but the 1
same Is largely trué even for Sun Tzu end iae; as Griffith notes, “iao Tse~ i
tung has been strongly influenced hy 3un Tzu's thought."* Therefors, in g ¢
| i 3 k

¥i1 3 i

* Sun Tzu, The Art of Uar.... Chepier VI,"Sun Tzu and a0 Pse-tuns"

order to obtein as clear and general a view of main thenes as possibdls,

i these works will ne analyzed Juintly rather than seperately. Nor the same
+ reason, and becauss illustrations of Important theres usualiy recur in a , i

scattered way throughout thess woris, theses will Varzely De suwmarized ar

Land
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paraphrased rather than guoted extensively, though selected page references

te the orizinal sources will be given in narentheses. Although these works

T

focus prlJarlly on milltary strategy and ogen struggle between adversaries,

‘-!

the strategic themes fourd there also have considerable relévance for nore

2 i3 i)

temperate situations,

» i
%

\ 5

.
o
A

First of all there is*great emphasis on the politdcal imnortaﬂhgﬁtf’

war (Mao 20, Sun'€3); Yao's famous dictum "Folitical nower. grOstaut

the barrel of a gun" is no new idea 1n Chlna - tbough in speakinglo

sm :

open struggle and not of political maneuvering and negoti&tion, this givga

only"ha}f of the Chlnese picture, ' Even more, these works stress thatuﬁhw
warfare not power but strategg is the deczsiVe elenent (ilao- 2, ui 1y Sﬁnwzi)s
"The esseac of the greqt Chlnese m;‘itary tradition has always beenvthaﬁ
brains baffle oraym” (i loodworth 312), so muck so that it is stated "t¢ win

one hundred battles is not the acme of’ skill, To suodue the enev" without

¢ acae of skill“ (san 77).

4

ssful strategy, the first requisite is lesders of troops who

are proper stretegists, The importance of such individuals is especially
o t

prozinsnt in Sun Tzu, and in fictional works such as the Thre? Kinedoms

ari the Chinese Communist filas Yua iu Lan and “jomen Geﬂerals of the farv

LA

T'a
e

Family., a2o is in nasic azreeasnt with this, however, a1thouah es 1eader of

a nass movedsnt he

puts less weight on irngds v1aual genius and mores on the proper

tralning of people’ for stratesie lead ship. 1ls tralning involves study

on the onc hard (i'2c 12, Sun €63) a

nd hard practical erperience on the other

(a0 1%, 27) in onler o develop the two essontial qualities of the strate-

gist = knowledge and character, A strategist must carefully colleet and ana-

lyze inforaation so as to have a c¢lear view both of the eneny and of one's

/4 L)
ovn foress (w20 14); also of the situation, both historic cally or anzlytically
(liao 2-5, S5un §3) #né dmrediately and conevretely

(sac 19, 79; Sun 105),
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To apnly such knowledes olfTveldvely, housvor, the leadwr must e not only

~

cunning, out fira, determined, ard courescous (imo 19; Sua 65), yet also
cool, sousethat detached, and cauticus (ihac 55, 35; Sun 103), ".e do not
allcw any Red Aray cownander to becons a rash and reckless hothead and iiast
encourage ecveryone of them to become & hero who, at once brave and wise,
possesses not only the courage to overcome all abstacles but the ability
ic control the changes and de"elopdents in an entire war" (lao 21), This

enpnasls on passionate determination and re=traine” analytic caleculation,

also stressed in many films such as Sonz of Youth and Dauchters ol China,

poasy

[y
O3 )
-

may appear rather a combination of opposites, 3ut this itself, as we s

Wltion to such leaders, succsceiul cxeeution of strateyy is scon

,-‘.

to deperd onr inculecating confidence and hlgh worele in the troops, by in-
foralnz than both of one's oun rizhtness end stranzy
an evil encuy (kzo 61; 3un 37), and on modilizing similerly supnort fro-

the general population (Neo £1-2; Li 32 ff,;Sus 6U4) ~ even By let ting trecns
or population directly experience the eremy's destructive capehilities

(Sun 137, Meo 83), Thesc are the three prime factors in the view of feao

(L1 33) as of Sun Taw (Sun 39) that wwn rather then woanons are decisva

ir war,

Assuming such supnort, thoush, that kind of stratszy do thase Chincar
stratezists cmolory? o will consider threc main strats:ic theses: Avoid-
ing the clinchzs, kesplin tha iritietive, and contraiictory oppositos,

It makes chviouvs sonst that the Chiness Corwunlsts worksd herd at
“avolding clischze® An ullch tin, nlght easily have been erushad Wy th

far greater forces of the iislonalists or tho Japznise in the 1930°s st

4 3 s s 3 LY
1940, orofovrds, o £ight  lusive, iehile, cuereilla-etrle warlore,
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2ut this dces not appear to be the whole, or cven the basic pleture; avoid-
ing clinches scoms a much wider, older and deeper pr;nciple for the Chiness,
Zven vhen the Chinese Comriunists were far stronger and the Natlonalists
weakering in thz late 1940's, the Communists still preferred to maneuver
flexibly and bygass or outflenk any strong Nationalist positions, Sun Tgu
also stressed maneuveraoility (Sunl69-70), indirect fo;ms of attack, avoid-
ing being corneresd or even cornering the enemy - since thls would lead him
to fizht more desperately (Sun 109-110; 3loodworth 321); the one gpparenﬁ
exception is that 2 general may place his own troops in a corﬁer (on.?death
ground") so th.y will fight desparately (Sun 137, 139), but this must be
done deliderately. In 3looduorih's phrasé (3loodworth 329), to the Chinese
"life itself is a puerrilla opzration". In war, even more, danger'and un-

n

ceertainty sre everyvhere, yet the Chinese stratesist seeks te insure certain
victory, or at least to be ceriain of avoiding defeat until a sore favorable
situation ean be arranged (Ii 23). The key to all this, in fact, avpears in

Li's title, Stratecy: One azainst Ten - Tacticss Ten arainst One, which but

condenses mejor themes Troz: Sun (79-80) and iao (109), with proper strate.y,
one against ten.can succeed, and ten agaiust onc succeed, One can operate
confidently and elfectively either from a clear position of weakness or froa
a clear position of sirengtha, 7Tut a confrontation between equals, one against
one, is uncertsin and to be avoided in war (Sun 25), as it is everywhere
elsc in Chirese affairs,

Sut how doos one opzrate siragically from the other nositionst If
ona's forces ore weak, "one arainst tzn", ons retreats, eluding and tiring
the pursuing encoy (3un 20), ﬁnﬁ "lurine him in" deep into one's own familiar
and friendly territory (las 43; 11 2%, 31), Then, at aporopriate points, by

dividing the snoay’s foreos (ino 62, L1 26 ©f,) ard coneentrating one's oun

e L e
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strenszth, local superiority sreat cnouzh to insure successful attach can

be achieved'(ﬁao 10&; Sun 9%): 1If one’s foreces arc superior, then one can
encircle and crush the inferior encny (Kao 1125 Sun 79). Tn the freuer CABE,
one aims at a protracted campaign plus quick decisive local attacks (lMao
123 £f,); in the latter, at "battles of annhilation" (ilao 130).

It is evident, however, that these two polar situations and strate-
gles are complémen%ary opposites, To succeed in eithor against ar enemy vho
wi’l try to counter with the other, one must sicze and keep the initistive
(Li 8), Essentially, this appears a matfer of getting the enery to res-
pond to one's ovm moves, in predictable and desired ways, while avoiding
eny such responsse to his moves (Sun 109), "rhose skillsd in wer bring the
eneny fb the field of battle snd are not brought thers by hin" (Sun 98).
Various possible moves to accomolish each half of this stratesic goal are
menﬁioﬁed. Probably the most basle wey to maneuver and contrel the encay's
actions is by stage management, creating situations to vhieh he vill nate
vrally respond -~ a means which fits well with goneral Chinese orienintlons
toward bchavior organized in terms of proper role response to dsfincd
situations, "the stage of actlon of & militery coumander is Huillt upon
oﬁjective naterial conditions, but with the stage sot, he can direct the
perforuance of many lively dramas, full of sound and color, of power and
grandeur” (iao 20), "Mose skilled at making the G€nesy MOVe do.so oy
creating a situvation to vhich he must eonforug they entice him with sone-
thing he is certain to take, and with lures @  osteonsible profit they avait
hin in strength" (Sun 93). Then the stasc is set sceretly, os is very con

non, tae enemy may be confronted uith a fail acconpli to which 1ittls posi-

tive resvonse is posihle. Sururise attacks (2o 114) ond andushes ars

T e ¥ Lt
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racomiendzd, and often wortrayed in Chinese Comvunist fiilms. Sun Tzu even
gtates that "all warfafe_is‘based on deseption" (éun 66), out this may be
of many kinds, Instead of secrecy, staée;setting nay ipvqlve open dis-
plays of apparent strength, or of casucl unconcern by generals known to

be cautious, as glgantic bluffs (Bloodworth 314), Or display and gocrecy
nay be cooined in feints;. "Wake o noilsz in the east but strike 1n the west"
(ia0 77), or even "Sometines I send agents to the enemy to make a covenant
of peeae end then 1 attack" (Sun 148), Personal disguise and impersonat-

ion elsc are important; the heroes of Chinese revolutionafy dramas ney dis-

gulse themselves es anything from knife-grinders (The Red Lantern) to bandits

|
(Ta~ing ser Mountein by Stratesy) to cather information and set traps.

A1l of thess tactles naturally must have their counterparts, to keep
the enemy froi sinilarly 1nf1uenc ¢ one's oun ﬁlans and actions.l In the
first pleca.ona uust be prepared for the eneny's cempaign with a counter-
canmpalgn, in order not to be "foreed irto 2 oassive position" and hurried
reactions (w20 39). Cne wust plan anead, not Jjust irmediately but or a long

Y

ran e Yasls, seoing & campaleM as a whole, not Just parits of Lt (iro 8, 101
Ife)e  3ut enz must e ually e flexidle; "the frequent change of plan is &ll
in the deye' viork" (Lao 115), (n2 wust evenyespond ~hen conditions arc favor-
2ble: “Cn tﬁc ore herd, we mast malke tleely wse of weskusssen expoged hy thu
entlifessy on the oth-r hand, ve must uancuver and disporse the eneny $y our
¢ setlons" (L3 31). Cne show'd counter the enwny’c moves and influence
by adopting opzesits ecursss, in a shifiing end flexible varg "ine .y ad-
vencis, vo rotreat; cnony halts, ve harassy eaeny tirss, we atteck; enrcony

ctreats, ve pursue” (2o €9), The skdllful goncral is unpredictahle ard

=y

dozs the vasrosclels "da changes bis usthods and alters his olens so thot

e S A Lyt Yoy yeme s et g oo o . [ S £ en > . s pu )
peoplie have ne lmw-ledice of vhad he de dolry™ (Sun 137); Mic is serenc and
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inseruballe", cven Yearndlo of lzevins hie officzrs and nen ln lgnorance

of his plaas® (Sun 137).  Fractiein, decaption hinsel?, he is consiantly

wary of deceit by thc eneuy: " hen he pretends

to flce, do not cursue...

Do not godhle proffered baits" (Sun 10%), " hen the encmy’s envoys s_eak

in huible teras, but he corntinues his oreparations, he will advance" (Sun 119).

Meanvhile, ths stratezist soeks information as to the enemy's true actiens and

intentions, froa natural signs (3un 11%), froa sples and asernts (Sun, Ch,X03I),

and from the loyel people (Li 3%). Throughout,

L)

it 1s dportant to e cautious,

to avoid underestinating the ercay and resultent rash actions, yet also nov

to couer before the ensmy and be influenced by fearing him (Mao 53

-~

Yeny examples ol ap areatly contredictory coubiviations of polezr oono-

sites are alrecady evident in the above theaes, and many othors, souz even

o8

sha”nor, are easy to find in these works on stratezy, Hao speaks of "active

defense" of de;nr.in in order to ettaczk, of re
] b3

of beinz devious in order to go direcet (20 49

in order to take (iao 82), Lspacially, as "ons

is weakness deloating strength,

of yieldinz to win, judo style ((ro A3wh), and in his stateront

Communists have mueh of thelr wavr material mnde

trezt in order to edvance,

2

also Sun 102), of giving

agedinst ten" 1llustrates, thoerz

this furthz» in an cx“wol'

that the

o«

and deliverad by the econo-

mically ard incdustrially strong: enemy (fac 132), Again, 3un Tzu points out

that discipline is necessary to felin confusion, courage to foign cowardice,

and strongth to felrn weakness (sun 93). Thus it becoies plain that pelarity

and the combination ol cppositos is iteslf a basie principle throuchout

Chiness strategic thinking and practice, 4As i

seys "Conrade a0 Tse~-tung

has vointed out that there is not a single thing in the world without a val

nature" (L1 &), atw.lly, the Chinese lowtunists phrraso tholr deslistic -

paasis - in larxist terns: "Je study, aralyze, aud

dlreet var by using the

§
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principles of dislectieal materialisa (L2 37). =ut duelistic viewing vas

Chinese long hefore it vas Jarxist, as Sun Tzu illustrates over anc over,
Yet recognition of the pattern is more important for understanding behavior
than arguing about its source or label, especially when one must (Just as

with struzzle, hariaony, and their combination) decipher opposites piled upon

e

other opposites, 1fao discrimninates sherply betwsen the strategiles of "left

opporitunisa” and “"Right opnortunisn" ~ and then presents his mixed strategy
as a unltary counter to this pair of opposites, lNost broadly of ell, the
Chinazse tend to view the world generally in terms of polar extremes, and

L)

opposs this with an extrenism of moderation (ef, 3loodworth 339).

In all this, the key peint for strategy is that the Chinesq Communists,
like Sun Tzu before them, sec duality‘and opposition =~ "ccntfadic@ions" in . F
their terainology - cveryvheres in varfare, The aim of stratezy is to ermesth.
the eneay in such contradictions until he is eventually defeated by his in-
ability to resolvo them (ii 3G£f.), while the Comnunists aim to win by taking

pasitive strategic advantage of contradietions in order to turn restreat into

attack, wealmess into strans;th, threats of encirclexent end annihilation into
*

eventual total victory,

Althouzs nezotlation is of preat Importance for Chirese, it secems to
have reeeived much less opzi: dlceussion than strategy, Host of the readily
aceezsslible anterinis on Chivese Conundist negotiation, in fact, conslist of

Aucrlean vritings wileh cdevola z najor pert of thelr etientlon to describing

difficultics cpnrdcaced in conducling such wnegotistion an? in understanding

b}

the behinvior of the {hiress niselictora,®  Sora inforsation is availabhle

vt

T Lefey Jeunty Fe obisting wwith the Chinese Cno orunisis,,e; and Aderican

anthois iz godini’s Jyyseh to .=
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. on rore tratiticn:l nucobinting seactice, cencclally frus inbervieus with

(5 -
s - et t g : e iy -
Chinzse inforaants, but such nepotistlon anpears of a Quite diffcrent char-

[y

acter, All this, in fact, reflects the point of nos t Lmportance heres The
b;sic style of Chinese negotiation varles greatly with the context - nost
: particularly, with the relationships preswiaed by the Chinese to exlst be-
tween the negotiating parties, | Meanwhlle, our assumpticns ghout negotiation
are quite different and conflicting, in ways ve usually do not perceive clearly,
Rauther than attempting to niscor ndd deserdne specific theies in Chin-

ese Conmunist nogotlation then, as was done for stretegy, this scobiion will

concentrate on identifying the major alternative Chinese approachss to necgot-

iation, the contexts in which they apply, ard how the jinerican agproach to
negotiation fits in with these ~ or fails to fit in,
Chinese informants asked avout negotiatien present a consistent, clear,

and apperently sinmgle pletures Almost any suzeilie issuc sy be successiully

. resolved, to the satisfaction of voth parties, if they take the right atiituic
and approzch, Tae right attituds is compesed privarily of toleranc:, ressen-

ableness, and mutual respect; these are exprosscd in an pnproach enphasizine

~

care not to make another "lose facd" - for cxample, gaining a noint shoulsd

not be phrascd as a defeat for tue other,.ard "logie" - that is, rational

discussion of what is the risat course to follow in & given situation, The
partles must be willing to compromise, or mel: conccssions, These, hovover, §
£
should not be phrased as bargeining, or as a guld pro quo, even vhen they %
b
might app2ars so to an objective outsider, but as cach party scoiny and o-roc- %
ing to vhat is correct, Similarly, theo "talking reason" invelved mirht locl: ‘ ;
like secking a ratienale for changing positiors tevard a hasis for agreonc.t, ;
. 1
but this should not be made plain, The whols procsss invelves uuch ol ;
. i
i
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contrel, which is scen as & very positive quallity of characher - but not

an €asy ors, 45 ong A*O“M «nt put it, the esrential ingredieni for suceess-
ful nezotiation, either te rosolve conflicts or proucte FOOperation, is
"patience"; the samé 1nformaﬁt, however, gave his lnterpretation of the
Chinese character for “patience" as "a knife in the heart"., The meinten-
arce of pastience, reason, and sclf-control 1s Gften aided by the use of:go-
betweens, who work out the detalls of agreecment separately with the princi-
pals; thosc often mect only at the end of negotiastion, to signify their
accession to what has already been settled, The go-between ray be an';rent
of 10Jor rank who does rot lose face by meeting oojections to proposed are

rangenents, or & person of nigher status, vhose "face" must be respected

Joy.both prineipals, and whose »roposals carry corresucnding weight.

411 of this sounds almost fantauuicallj different from the accounts
glven by Young and others of Chinese Ccuiunist negotiastion, "hci“ account

repoatedly stress aud docunznt amply tha*t these negotictors, far from boing

(.<i

tolerant and accouoéating, bullt wo all nennsr of difficulties, Thc;r
clutshed at every possible adventage, froa initielly provosing "loaded
agerdas" to beling intransicent over samall matters, not just issues of suo-
stance, They wore very formel and distant at best, and actively provocative
and insaliing at vorst - abtitacking incrican "face" rather then savin: it,

Py

aside frow readndng 2atdant - not to erse matters but to prolong then

lesely, cnd paintulning stlfecontiol - cven thelr insults discernably uepe
not gpontansous bul planasd, this whola nicbure of nerotinting bahsvior is

1

alnost Chectrlenlly oposiis o that presented above, Azain, this opiosite-
ness is the Moy Lo wrderstonding,  The inforasnts' accounts, without Beirs

so lavaled, referred not just to traditionsl wvractice, but to an ideal

- g oo o e T el e
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) Chinosc ﬂoﬁcl 5 nagotiation of particular matters within the context of an
estaoll,h 2d positive relationship, or at worst, negotialion to nznd such
e relationshin that has been disrupted, In contrast, the Chinese-United
States negotlations clearly have not only invol od Courunlsts rather than
“traditional" Chinese; perhaps even more funcdamentally, espzacially from
the Chinese point of view, they have taken place in the contunt of ean ante=-
gonistic relationshin, They have stated this plginly, if rot in exactly
these tomas, and in such elrcumstances, nsgotlation is conceived by ths
Chinese primarily as another form of struggle, in which every possidle

advantage shouls? De pursued by any avallable neans,* Chinese behavior in

¥ Cf, the several Chinese stetements in Pekinz's snaroach to lcsobistion,,.,

especiall; "Secrot Instructions to the Chinest -aray".

™y v
o]
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such nejotiation shoulda therefore be similar to strotegic mansuvers, as
. these have beon discussed here, rathor than to negotiation in any sensc !
more familiar %o us, ?
i
This central point has been resognized in part by Youfay he very corrvoetly §
speaks of United States deslings with Coamnist China as "adversary negotiai- 4
lons," 3ut the possitie utility of this ihéiéht is severely lianited Ly tio E
1 other factors, Young recognizes this "adversary" naiuro of thess nagotiations, g j
N
but it is plain that he finds this aluost impossible to accept as an unpleasent 1
but expectable fact of the situation, Instead, in comson with rost Americons 3
vho havo had to strugzle with this extreusly dilficult vusinzss, he cuite vilerw- - §
standably conveys that such behavior ig scrchor abnoraal and urong, hecnhile,
it is clear,if perhass rever complstely explicit, that he an? other incrican
negotiators keop hopiny and frjing to change this situztion, to induece the iiv. E
§

S e50 1o hecona wore reasonable nezotiators in our tevas, Sy natliently

meirin . e




e i

ARSI 5

158}

adhering to ths best “estern stanlards of diclomacy, Sut this itself is
1likely to be a sigrificant part of the orovlnn._.The ~estern approach to
negotiation is fundamentally hased on a concent of the gradual working out
of problems betweon opposed but equal partics bx open, though courteous,
discussion, Unfortunately, as has becen noted here repeatedly, open differ-
ences between equals are jJust what the Chinese have always distrusted and

avolded, in all spheres of interaction,* Such discussion, even of minor

* See also Richard H, Solomon, "Commundcation Patterrs and the Chinese

Revolution® The China .uarterly, No. 232, £0-110, Oct, - Dec. 1957,

differerces, 1s seen not as lezding to progressive conprohise and adjust-
rent, but as probably leading Lo the uncovering of larger disegreements

end rapid cscalatlon of conilict. As noted earlier, even when an overall
"harmonious" relationshilp is recogznized as existing. the negotiation of .
specific probleus must be appreachsd with eare,

It is 2ll too plein, finally, that the Unlted States and China do not
now have any such fundanental positivs relationship,: bor is this visible
for the forsacable future, In teras of the Chincse systes, there appear
to be three vays of decling positively with a difficult relationshio sit-

vation, Cne way is avoldance, vhich at least prevents escalation, and may

cool natlers sonnlial over time, .another way is for the parties to inprove

v

thedr reletionship pradually, bsgimming by discussin: only minor, conventiona

natters on wilch tveryonz cen readlly asree, The third vey is by one party
freely apd unilaterally opresenting the other with a sicnificant conceassiorg
to this ¢ Chincse noraelly feols meved to rospon? gersrously in kind., Fore
of these provides a cuarantes of sucersaful change - ana all are wnlilly

te ocrwr In the peesont stats of redslions betveon thoe Unibed

RIS EMA SRR G i

o




— Sads

&>
by ]
' i
[ ]
. China; yvet sons congldaration of thoir poguible fubire valuwe might be vorth :
. while, In any case, it is uscful to s=c, not just the marnitude, but the
nature of the difficulties we face,
it
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