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A Summary Assessment
) Second National Acadé?nic Conference

T dapanese Studles Network-Thailand

A -

I Chulalongkorn University
. on May 8, 2008

The Second National Academic Conference of Japanese Studies Network-
Thailand was held on May 8, 2008 at Chulalongkorn University. The main theme of
the conference was “Toward Japan-Thailand Relations Partnership?”. There were 127
participants of which 22 participants were paper presenters, and 105 participants were
general observers. Among the participants, 32 persons returned their completed
evaluation form to the organizers. The evaluation form contained three main areas of
questions to assess the level of satisfaction, namely 1) satisfaction of activities, 2)

satisfaction on speakers, and 3) satisfaction on services. :

1. Satisfaction of activities
1.1 Title of program activities were relevant to the objectives of the

conference
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1.2 Schedule and time-length was appropriate
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1.3 The content of the conference was interesting
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1.4 The knowledge gained from attending the conference
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1.5 The average satisfaction to the program activities and benefit in overall picture
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2. Satisfaction of speakers

2.1 Speakers’ presenting techniques
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2.3 Speakers’ time management
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2.4 Supplementary documents

40+ 38
m participants(%)

35 32

25

15

10

Lowost Low Moderate High Highest

2.5 The average satisfaction to the speakers in overall picture
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3. Satisfaction of services and coordination

3.1 The appropriateness of the venue
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3.2 The preparedness of audiovisual aids
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3.3 The conveniency provided by the conference’s management
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3.4 Food and beverage
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3.5 The average satisfaction to the services in overall picture
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Regarding to an enquiry to participants about how they received the information about

the conference, the chart below shows that
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Thirty-three percent of participants received the information about the
conference from their contacts and friends or from the advertisement publicized by
some organizations. Twenty-six percent learned about it from direct mails sent by the
organizer while twenty-four percent of them heard the news from posters put up in
different places. Another seven percent learned the news from some websites that the
organizer arranged. The rest five percent received the information from e-mailed

messages and from attending some other seminars organized by IAS.
Concerning the amount of papers background of speakers, tables and graphs

below show that the big amount of papers were from Bangkok, and universities’

lecturers and M.A. students were the main paper presenters in the conference.

Table 1 Numbers of participants divided regions

Region Papers presenters Papers participants
persons/(%) persons/(%) persons/(%)
Bangkok 17 (74) 17 (74) 93 (88)
North 3 (13) 3 (13) 3 (3)
South 1 (4) 1(4) 1(1)
Northeast 29 29 1(1)
East - - 4 (4)
Foreigners - - 33

Total 23 (100) 23 (100) 105 (100)



Graph1 Numbers of participants divided by region
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Table 2 Numbers of papers presenters divided by regions
Region Lecturers  Researchers Ph.D. Master’s Others
students degree
students
Bangkok 9 - - 8 -
North 2 1 - - -
South 1 - - - -

Northeast 1 - 1 - -



Graph2 Numbers of papers presenters divided by regions

N Bangkok

M North

M South

I Northeast

Lecturers Researchers  Ph.D. students Master’s

degree students



Current lssuse

ANSINYAMSIIUUandeg ADINYUIADU

IEFDINUALNIVEIANS

=

ATSIINYASLUURNEYEY

U

Wutdaundnndudiou
nnndnAiuoy wazina

-]

Turunrusanegvindeyeyn

URSHSUVINAYEYT S9Ny
Ussinantduduniouas

Uananigyadnssulunisil

Balundntu Fidvwdadn

ANSNaJINISVTILNWASLUUN
NEUEUIAINHNNNDIATUNT

WRALNYaeILReNTUTIN
TaitiNaowe

o

Atns JrTian *

Tuilaqiiu nsviinemsuuuddnyeyn viensaniu
1ud@ Contract Farming NAUNABNININ1TNLMIN L6 FU
AudaNeg 19N nluranglszind Tnaanizlulszing
mawvmun uede 1wy ng wazdnuaisdsanaluangs

% P ° a X ° Y o
wdinlas taafinasvininemsuuud doyeynilgnunldld iy
RNV LT T T uaZ AT ’menumﬂgmmmm
z?fmzm Ein ’&h.lﬂ.l'm’ﬁ‘ﬂ_lﬁj@ '&’mmmmmm zﬁ’mmﬁmm?
S AUAZANAIIIANEINTT TINTINAIN AN AN UL D
ANNANNUT FeNT Aty uaz g Funmdeyayn 1w
dyyrlaamsesznanendiniuinemnmms wian1sndoyon
pusoun WuFy wanannti navizellszaunisniaednis
nineasuuuidyordeslanuunnsneiusag nanape J
1// dd‘ v I = al 4
fansneasnsledsslaminin Weeidadsylaminin way
= dn:l' a o % . = al s 1 o
Fnsinusnladsslaminnn viedasslosinineduniy
sl NI A NIV nEmsLULRldUssauANd L FaLas

% a ° ~ =< A o A

wazdasonannisvnllluiige delunsiinasiinedu
Usziaua¥repnudaalfunisudsniivindyynyiues
NN FUnndnyey1 A9 9UTdBauuNINgi el
UszinAuazsinalszinaaslfmnudAnyunlszifiuzesilads
dl o v a o [~3 o = ¥
amlfiiaaudnsaluntsvinnensuuuddnyyinials
o v A 4 e J
HaulUgaN WIAR BN UAINUANE INBAFNG “Fauuu” 7
annsninlusvene 4l

" gulseanuulasanisdu luss Ine-giju



Y

' = v a o Ao PR o v
@?_H\T\lﬁ‘ﬂm']ll HAUERAAIT NIININTBATULLN ﬂ_mo_ll’]l,ﬂul, AINNAINTLTDL
T

o
o 0 o

wnndniuay wasilnaluaendneseviadvindyauasdFurindnymyn

17

> 4
NN AN

v '
A g o

) g A e v A
WUAUNIkazlanan1eeeangzuaunigil ﬂﬁiﬂﬂQﬁuu HLIEULTRIN NITHANINITN

o Y a A Lo N & A

NHATLUURATYQYIAINYNNDIEBNsHARset 1R T uR o lifeane 1iefiag
k7 v s o a o = o d‘ £ o ¥
dWnlauazldsslamiarnnisinneasuuuddyny Sauandunsdesinaonudila
VIR HLNNDIFFBILAINUAINNALLIHNUAZANNANNAILUIAAAOE

UNANAUN] UNTHATHENENNAUR I ARLA YNNI HF BN s N EAsLLLE
e A oo v o - o A .
yaruansnsllarnyunesannduluEesnssusunsndnuazfadaiidaauo
Tinsndndszaunadifa dauupnvizayunesiiaueil faseininisanidesuazAnm

o

P 9 = Ga e 2o 4 oA X
AHBANNIN LL@%HL°1|ﬂuﬂﬂu@‘wqziﬂﬁ‘uiﬂﬂq@uuqqﬂﬂﬂwun}@’]uUV}V’VJ’]NH

WuAinauiudn manemesuuufdyoy vuneie nsanasiuasamtinszdng
UIEnAunEmIng TuiFesneenisuan andn N195uTe warsAIINanAnTY dadu
(F99999 “NITLIAUNIT WINNFIETAY “UuInNe” vize “ulaune” winanaaznanald
daaunitiu fife nsnemsuuuddnnn Wu “wFesdianteulaune (Policy tool)”

A A =< A oA = , o Y |
wisaadlanilsluussapsesiianteulauie@u] Wi nsvinannisAasLULasatie
(Bilateral FTA) %178 n1sliAanNdemaawnmnalssina (Foreign Aid-ODA) il sasiu
Tl A0udn “What is 2”7 @wsuniainineasuuuiidynenaazladldaonuddny
WinuAIDIRdY “What for 2” Uaz “For whom ?” 1Ha9anAInINdn “What for ?” LAz
“For whom ?* Wuiiluarauinazinllgnismszuinfanisininuasuunddnyonluyw
NININA NI NNINIZLAIUNTHARLAZTIARBT89ANNANTA/FUINAITBINNINAR 79
T o \aal 1% A A A - a a Y
ez lgainsld “weisesdiedauluune” Fullatnadilsy@ntnngegnson

nelsiAnndn “What for 2”7 Wi AmeunAandsdtacldiuine ngszasd
P R T = 3 o X = [y o .
NesasdladsulaunaiFasnisinnensuuuddyurdgniaentdld Wy niswmunllyg
9INANITNEAT HTBNITAAAINEINAU YiFRRWT| Teiavanansanidudssiaulngs A
aznwudn FestiifeaiueyiuulaunendneslszmaluFenisimuwn nanpe Aidnia
Tunsimundsznaazdullufianiele Geiidennifosuuiugiuuuefnfiuansneiu
sendnanguiiunszuandn (Mainstream) WazNgNMLTBLUIAAKLILNNAEASN (Alternative
view)

o v o o ¥ o - d o - -

dwdunguiniunszuananiy Wesaindanuide luEesasnisasnyiAuin
NBATEFRA AU nsdsnuuarnisaieneldaaiunauadiAty Faanudyuil nns
nuneasuuuddynrenaaziiuanauviaduisresdenada viuulauianiswmun
sz Wasanaunsndsziunmaldlduninemnsld suiaiduessasdiendoslunis
wWasuduszuunisudanveslssmallgsruunisuanniaineasluaneouei iy



gaaunIsuuINY Tuneasaiudng nguiduwdauuun@enliaouddgunnig
nrzanae A uaTNNINIZANEANIAGTY %\1rﬁmfmﬁﬂmms\jqﬂuummqmﬁnéfumqmi
Waslsznaudiag msrznistlaealivnediailullaiunalnaaiatuanaazlailsiinlig
s ueslszrgulussausnuni ey @WﬂLLdHNﬁ N3N EATLLLH
o a = A A o Y
dryaygnidenun i lugunduaresiioneulounaresnisimunlssmawazuitoym
ANINEINAY AB1RAZAAAIINTWIAILATaIHBLTIUTIHUN e HANNNT DA LA UBIA KUY
waunadainandlivzald msmzlnailemudanisminemsuuufidyaninaluiFasnng
UsrAumelauninumng wildinasanisnszananauszeinaaInnIIvnians N
Tilgwanian Fedhazyildifianisnszataanusmoiandusecdiesasianialaung
atNvauLlszNaLFqs iquﬁqrﬁmmiﬂavlnﬁu@ai"jl,umfm?mﬁmmi virauLiatlwnszans
é 1 Y dl ¥ 1| dl 3 £ o al o
Aussrtatailusssuunginaadamndie lwaneidh ldnsvinnensuuuddnyoyn
- = ~ v wya [y - o X, @
Wentlszniaidan lungauds gnaclslsylamigegaainnisinnemsuusiifinagiiu
U3Enunnndneasns 89911y luszazanaprasdeiianaaza¥eilgymiluainy
FuiugsrudneusEndunemnans ludnwouei i mnianiuiBanan1snaRaiusae T
lunsldl AoufAmunniae nadennisviinemsiuuidyoyidullivelas (For
A a4 X Y v Y v T T =1
whom ?) uaziAzasilailanunsoudtlymaiuannaulduseld drseannsldinTeciiell
A o -2 = o v - o \ v
Wadngszasmin lwaanaaaiy dideinisldirTesietiieadngiseasiananlid
dszdninm pastiulaunauaysisenalnaesigerlsgniindazandoedinluGedl uas
Tadldusiiannzlunsilansnianszataaauiime videustlymaaueinamyinui wlus
Tunsdlaeanisldimsesieliiieimunlugninduinumsgrainnssn Sgaasfiulaune
- A o A4 X
waziranalneylsiiadoudnnisluEeaiiting

a

Tunsiaesiging ludaqiiu nsvinsmsuuuidyyignihanldetiendng

o a a C A v & v a A o § v a v
WWAUNAANATA U INUAE TaNTLazdnd Aqaaduideiidnazinldinamealdun
nemsnsuaziin llgnisuiiiguanuainay sauiansiaunIAnERsLalssmely

% \ @ > = T = = o - \
aupaday edalsfinn flaeuliuiladignediulomevieuanaidaauiselaily
nsdanldiaTasdanisvinensuuuddoyyoi wanzluansd anainuuaniei

dszmadnldinisaduayunisviinsasuuuddyan Ineliniaenauiiunuimuanuga

o SR = = Ao A o A4 X a o
FqlnedalilAtulounevtennnmnistu] Ndawiaiuded luansiinazenismii
inEATLULNA e A nTw LU INTINa A LA HAIR L ARY N EATNT LAZLTIMN
gouDNFuNUNNEIANLAZRsIndoNAaY wanaIntiu ulidinisvinnensuuuddnyoyn
Tuguzesasiienaulaungasfilsslemivanatsznie wifilildrseslienanysniuuy
\ Y @ = 4 a2 o > Yo A Y v v
wazliasnsngnlfiiluiasarasilantiadonlunsudifymlsaennannldudadnesiu
v o vy, N
sauian s I ludiunvtenaldRaulanunnssaaas EuadwsAuanfnei s
Aatiu AnndAynigineetaazfesailisuazwsanaiiunisueniviialilainnis
AnluFalaunauazuoneluFesasnisidnisvinnemsuuuidyniae unum

J ] A A £ = A dal
m@mummmfmﬂumuii Mﬁ‘ﬂNN’mu@ﬂLW?_I\‘]eLﬂsluﬂ’]i‘LWlﬁ‘ﬂLLéﬁ\‘mZ‘)VLﬂM?'ﬂﬂﬁ‘zUQuﬂqi‘u



[ 1 = = o = o £% v < 'ﬂl v
laidnazlnueungsaidaunianisnszanaenuia wienevinliguauiduud i el
aNNTnFaseiuLTEN I

luszauszuinlszina dszifuiimnuifaawuiunisineasuuuddyon
wazsinlafunisnaaivagianeia AINTWAININEINIT (Food Security) Tslntimnnu
MuNEl ANTUAInIse Tl liMung A NRannsianunsiiieene (Availability of food)
waieeenAen widmunasuispuaunsnluniadniieanus (Access to food) Al
= a A o o & o
falunany UssimAuar)ininau) 1eddan nsnemsuuuidnyangniaenididu

A A o <, o 3
wrasdlaneulaunelunislseiupuduamiseunseesay Taaewizilssman v
. X d oA me o o o e e .
&y nsnemsuuuilulsswasundudfurindynyn Wesanilszmeanlvindoygynss

' o ¥ v 5 ' ¥ =K
nanrazamnsnlsziugniustuemslinslundnesliuam arunanw uaznisdnis
879119 (Availability, quality and quantity, and accession) Tuanued tsemanfugFuiunems
wuufdyond uddnazanunsnseiumalfaeunsmInsuazmaiuaeslszmels wafla
aunsnilsziunnuiuamva sl lnaewizduaanannaniullnugilasimig
213199 sz AN NN ATy RNNd gl asAM e sTeslss AR Fu IR s UL L
&yt warluszazenaluwnldudninsasnsazgridaaunanissindulawmilailadanis

a aa = al a Laa Y 1 a o Py °
nan TnseaniznAn vreeagoidsnssnananauliuiussnaeslssinanidanayn
Fourynsineas luaneusisag Wesannuidnsesnislseiugniunisemisaes

= o a P < o o ! <
Auee N1stiansesilasunisnanlaasiiununieuiclunisdsziugniusenaia e

co o Ha o o n 1 g ol @ o a
anunisnlnenanaiilungaazinlignisiinsmsnsnaneduiieaussnu visegnangaas
UIEWINIY uazAmuduAmanmnsaesnanan nglantznadnieunsanaazlalls
Funistsziuias

Tuauzihaaii yuNewTedsAnNdaeANdNRUS sz d 9N IINERTUULE

AU TUANTUAININEIMNTTDINGNNITUAUAT UAZNGNUUIAANIABNRRAINLAN
ANl dufuuAanszuanan ieasaniymianudiunmiserunaiinainaanull
WeaewazastFunneng falu adunislsziuannusiivamieeng naiudano
v atiuduisndAty waznannemsuuuidyoyienaazdianaulandils ey
nsvnemsuuudynyndunisanasiuassninssndneguanuazgiuge luizesues
Punnuuazsan Aoiu Tnanszusunisll visgudn fae sandefuslne uazdy aznsy
avantiisdTunmuaesnananidaauluusazdaanan Geazdauisout/usanidoym
A ldigenarasewnsld TuausiuwaAanadandiuinilymauduaamnieanms
Anarnanldaunsnlunisdnfeemsdaaanmsuaziadsvaiaisenis Tnaanne
pNANmAtreanalnaa AT Il nan weeanIsuteiugs uazANEeuLaYeITTN

] o Y a J = o VYo ‘ﬂl ' v o :’/
Tamnsar s uwinfisuiulunsldiulenazesdszanauluiessine 16 e
nvnERILL LR dry1asanaas idanunsanaulanduasnisdniieanunsls wanzlne
waNNTUAY NMaineERTLULRdynastiuianuaunsouelsz@ninmlunimuas uay
nalnaaialunszuaunisimuasAasdie-aannndtas g Anyuiasuiiuag)



' v
a

- Ao o Ao e
°l|@\7Lﬂﬁm?ﬂ?ﬂﬁ‘@ﬂ?z%’]‘ﬁuiuﬂiszFW]T]_WHLﬂHm?LLUUN@mmq ilﬂﬂmﬁuuluimtmﬁ

&%
|
a v o

5ﬁmim§m§uﬁﬁmwmw‘?ﬂmmilﬂuiﬂmm@qﬂmﬁmmﬂi:mﬂmmemz@mmﬂwﬁﬂ
9 o d oA e, d Y o o

wdn anadarui@ssnazilignisulasunlaslassa¥enisnandudinemnsuazeiis

a a % o a P o = o
waainiavizesestants Insennzluilaqiiuinislgniandssunanadunszuanan
waannemsiuudynn luvaneszma Inafdszmafdiunidyynanaaziiu
dszmanslunazuangidnia Gwanrunisalaenanatiinlilgnissearnnfaunumaes
NONAENN9EUINaLsEMA (International Regime) TuFasiidnaasiuatinls sanfisAnniusie
mmﬁmﬁuﬁ‘awdw%ﬂﬁhm luginie LL@:famﬂmmgﬁmMuﬁmmmﬁumma
ANMNTLAZNNTU T AUAN NN UAININN U TR0

o e e « A 4 “ v .
mmmgiwﬂ UszihuFasaruduasmsasguilauasiiutlywinlding 6

Sunnsmsymiiniieaviaessunisassniiiuineuuinidn doawnnandnlszmalneiy
UsznANNARAUAINEATLAZEMNT TdedsaandudinemTLazamisaelugjaesdan

a A, - p o = L a X aa
pNARTIUszmAlnaasfitliyy Faspnuiuamisansaciifiniy Tnaencluilf
o o . o o . X o qua 4
(FRIANINENNEYR98110T Wi butlaqiiuliiesannaiadiansgeauninyinliinnisiu
FuaTATTUININLIEIAUEeIANNTUAINI9a1 NN TY walulssiduluiiAiFeendnw
27131170 14NN DNBIMITHINNTINTDIAN LN ENNALBIBNNNT MIIAAEINY AN
RN INARUTANgIU IHifinANFen SR INAS A NTUAINNT wazdginef
fulsunsaduayuliinisgniawasuwislulssmanaz lulsswaiauinusog Tned

o A o 2 A A ~ '
nsinersuuuidyangniaentdiugusidueresienialsuignazneuauese

4 e o, P a A A o . X ,

wlanngluEesls uldrnsfiulounsuaznisideniAsesiiantsulsunafnaiatiazlaign
dfwsandszmaieuinuluiaqiu wilussozanaanuluizesnnuduamise s
waznsiseiuanuduamsamsuginia sauisauduiussendnalszmealnany
UszmaiautinuluEesninaqiilesiumaniarligunsauaniasslsansall

nsvininsasuuuddny oy luilaqiiudvainuatsgluuy uazdoanainuans
. e X o4 R v . .
Trqusrad Naieiunanan Wnseld uidguianueinau wasimunlsemeliy
naduneRsaaaNIsn TaALRUIUNAa8199397 ANINAT8IN1TANTUNNIAE
e X i a i o o v A > A

pruansnaiulIveg i unuaRevlyiladeuanden illsuAndiaaudnlanidse
nsvinnemsuuuidyny TaaewnzluFewlsuiouazuuame Wiameuanldnnunig
wannsininemswuuidyydudszifundAyuazaisinlasnses Ansn AT
wazanifeniunInNng il kazAaslun1sANEINNIAINUAINUAIEHNNBIUTBUUINIY
=2 dll v { ] ic/» all o

Ane Tnaanizludsewmalvauas lulssmamnauiuluaguusiunTasinsvinnems
wuddygniaslifuaauanlawazandunisiuetendieans §llawiadiaeu

> Ao = X 4 X = \ - e = ,
LGH']SLQVWT@LWuLL@X@ﬂGﬁQFLuLﬁ‘@Qu i“ﬂJJmmiLLU\iﬁuﬂi:@Uﬂﬁim%WJNﬂu@xumumﬂu



. o I S N P v oo
nsiMuALWININTamANaTuNsAenATasNell  iNendeTasiatlazgnldasned
dsz@nsnngegauazeuratlsylaniliuniunsmsnsuaridinlugiusduan uazun
dszmauresdszimalugusisinasian

Charles W. Kegley, Jr. (2007). World Politics: Trend and Transformation.
London: Thomson Learning.

Charles W. Kegley, Jr. & Gregory A. Raymond (2007). The Global Future:
A Brief Introduction to World Politics. London: Thomson Learning.

David Craig and Doug Porter (2006). Development Beyond Neo-Liberalism?.
London: Routledge.

Dwight H. Perkins, Steven Radelet, David L. Lindauer (2006). Economics of
Development. New York: W.W. Norton & Company.

John Baylis, Steve Smith, Patricia Owen (2008). The Globalization of World
Politics: An Introduction to International Relations. New York: Oxford University
Press.

Joshua S. Goldstein. (2001) International Relations. London: Longman

Timothy Besley, Louise J. Cord (eds.) (2007). Delivering the Promise of Pro-

Poor Growth. New York: Palgrave.

unanifludauniienesinidedes nawdsuulamninideas
u‘Eﬂmﬂrﬂ'wﬂizmmmm’jﬂuummm:mu&i@ﬂi:mﬂim: NIlANHINIANHATTD
ajﬂuﬁummﬁummqmmi meqméquﬁmwdwﬁizmﬂé’mmimwmmmnjﬂulu
Gl



SNEOVIUNMISDVE

UnuhAASD lla:AAauAuiu

e KW
fnsec; OO

=g o

euUutavgunidUeunnitGasy

< q )
()

vadn IATiavdu MAndu
1lada1NNANIIVAIAIN
WwityrasniAiad a1nANS
fiuszuns Tugunynan
Agwnugieginluvinagnulu

AALRauNA NSy Ny

NNILASYENY GAFINNTIN
uAzAIAN nanfvnIAiag
fu riazuundadutiuhin
2adnudly

“Astlywhsbau” uavebyu
(Gre Vilage One .Product) usuloa:

[ a ¥

< v 2 =
uiduilszinan 1as oy 19y Q‘Vl']ﬂl,ﬂﬁ“lﬂ'ﬁsﬂ@

3 o

y
&
gaa NN wazwmatulad widwinazdiszklianasly

% = = = & ' oA =
[1Y20e} m?*nﬂa‘:mmya_lumﬂy"ﬂu@mqm'al,uml,l,@xmml,m
P Y i

= P2 a ar =
@uwﬂn"lmﬁnm&Lﬂuﬂizmﬂwwwumm Q_,I‘LluL’ﬂ\iF;I\iﬂ\iN

b_

a

ToymiFefaaasniaviesiu AT uillesaInnanagans
ADNNLATTYTRINIALEEY A1nnNsTidszrnadasunnany
' o v £ o = dld a 2’/
Ananiudedn ldmeulunialiesfifinauein wanng
\ATHFNA §AIUNITH uazdsAN nennenIATiesiu vie
g v - . r
guuyndafuiuiasesmuedly Taaanizlutamadssed
o ~ \ a o A
1960 MI5guranateiuleuneyaluiniswmuiiies uay
BARMNIINA) AaufiesnuAesdszauloyuin1sanaszed
auaudszansluiui (Depopulation) E9gULI NATIES-
fusasanagnielianinsRuumen quem wasdseamuly
ViasfiugnanandAtyaaisen Haananuuag it
asndu auluiigaladiasduunsiesiuludglugnauun
waswlNe WU iuTeIRIed Aoamued auduus
uanauliiiatunszual uyiesd winnsdsemag '
ylilutlaqiiuasnsumuaziasegialuiesdiuldiunis
aaa A é’
uily wasiERnEa NI

* agmaINan usSAANA TRANG “Unumniasguazniadan iy “n1siluyyiesdu” veecyu : nscd OVOP (One Village
One Product) wevledas” neniinug AnizAataians ar19yudns svdnendusssumans, 2551, Ing nua9ssos aua
Morihiko Hiramatsu, One Village One Product: Spreading throughout the world. (Oita: Oita Oita OVOP International Exchange

Promotion Committee, 2006), p. 7.
16



=
&

hunene W uLATEIRAuazimAly-
lativasnuliiamaniulsemanem s unnun
FauFaNeINA WANAIANNUNAIAT N IaNATIN &S
Tl p.A. 1945 iumdeusesEusuluilunig
Wautlszing usiuiduleniaduhaesduiiay
"lﬁuq'qﬁfmmLﬂmﬁﬁmmzﬁmmmﬁqmemz
andgy Iddunguadtuaudunsliundglu
~ = o o o
diluasarnnsnszanassnnalllunswemun
Y a a =

nesuAsEgiawazinatuladedaAnn auly
NAN9IEN 1960 Wulutaanainaladndlugos
A a % A A
watnasrasnIAias e lananenilui e

a v v o o dl 2 [ 1
wstyinauiuazyiuaiangalulan’ waziiutgog
falsaimaiAsegia® uaziiniszenesalunin
AAANMNIIN TAANIZAAAIUNITHLAT BIANS
agreraada lundassedl’ uiAuaIyiulada
NAFBNIATIANTUBLNNNIN NALNAIANANTU WH
TuiedunAURELINT TUENARITeET] INTITAU
fulminuanainazidumaslunisimundiasiu

o s v v A 1 o

gasnuesnauiuntudladunyldvieu au
TuilasfinAnuuedarasdauudn’ luiadulas
BRTINITNAVBILTZIINTAAAUDLAT LINTIZAUE
styiugdaulunjanduagfluilas® nanalddn g

A aaa a =& o 4? 1 £
AAEBIHTARTAN ANANNINTWWNTA AATTa-
AUAENTULEN LATUIANITINALIIUANIN UL

ﬂl o U QI o £ %

Wanasgaziaaviesiu inlidsemaulu

v 2 4 . C o ad Ly
Wesiu dedoulvnjavidunquantiidundting
WATAUTINTELNE Y AUANT A BT UNIT I8
wiaa wazliaauaulanniesd uraasaieauin

PR y X .

Auauiafunisiadaulu lunistuyiastuaes
pueslulssmaguaunn delugdosusn 2e9
nstadaulmluntsiuyiesdwludgulu in
ulumidaeian dee) nnaludamdnafiaglunia

v o 4 X Ad - .
vieeiu dudununnuianisnagauaainiguia
Tudszmagyunew “vyjiiulagiue” dadu
v o -~ o o L ez
Vst ululegmnzAidunilaluniaeian du au
neeiegdnanisdandindaninlaans lunauiy
A a o K aa Y @ =3 =®
Aa wnadszdmad WWsalng Tadeiunannny
FULEUDITBID Y LAZAIMNAILINYBIAU LT B4-
fu auldifauuanannisiaaaulu lunisiuy
¥ a 2 Yve o - X
nasdululesny aglaanmanlaufauileduun
4 . v o A X e 2 de o
et I lusedudandainauyviaai unninas
gy luledsny 1uTad1u19nie OVOP 78 One
Village One Product #38 —#t—& (ISSON-IPPIN)
1l pd. 1979 delddanaliviastuaasladnsls
[ d” =l FZ o aaa a = g‘/
Sunsuyaniganlfidnauuniadangiananass
wazaianszuanisuyviasduliindsemeadlu
Fag11170na71 1A9 1IN OVOP Ui uunAn
AN laEY LWSIZITNAUAINUNLY
an1Ag9AN Tudruaaatszanauluriesatune
wazsenlanIATgiuA g AyAsdIndae
Wanusandaluduse usdensliaann
ganyuniszanguluiastuiunan

ANNHANFAUDILUINIG OVOP wa4ledny
Wuuanainazwansbiiulaainaalaaeg
Uszannsnieludands luuAaziasnninINInaL

= P78 % v o s dl

auiganladn ludesmindmdinau Tneannz
FndAr19] TUINIZAYY INTIZANNIIANANAY
LASWAUIAULE9AINEINAY AUN T USTINT AN
dszgnsiaglinnednuinidudusudug e
AT

v o < d” 1 v a o

AEAINENLFAT danalTiuuITIF U
ovoP dafluuwanialunisilumyiesiuaescdilu
TdhduuduuulunisdJua nszdwiasdues

v oy

AULAIUALABNATLTZINA WANTINTTY AN



o [~ :9‘/ ] v = o o t:ll ! a v
dFaileandasddaqanani anaaaiasuli
dgl % Q‘ o a % = dJ 1 2

nsiuiestiuanfiulides deasaznanalaan

o a da X d e ey
mmmmwmmu@m\imnmﬂmﬂumm”lm
L@ﬂmmmﬁ@wmﬂ e “mﬂgum” 199 actors
sn\mm@mﬂﬁ ‘Vl\‘iiﬁ‘i.l’]@ﬂ’ﬂdﬂuLL@“’ﬁ‘ﬁU’]@ﬂ@’N
1/1Lﬂumﬂ@ﬂ‘lunwmmm@“lumumwj WATNA
Fapn sretlszanauluieduies souvieasdng
AN mﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ uazduiAd auulauigann
Fguna aunlinisiugiestiuresdyu lay
w1z OVOP aasladmziuitanidnun i
GHEND

[%

v = R d‘ [ 1 g//
AL uA AT UN U AN UNUINTS

Q

o

ANNATY f’{"\aaﬁm@nmwmtﬁi,m uazfguna
Feaiiureslednz soueniadenn welszaau
nau waresAnss1e] Junuanetnalslunis
At uulEUNe AT muIN19289 OVOP 184
fUuldszauaaugufa uazaamnsarinliy
Ussmauluwiesiuiaananduegia wazeted

giule

1. Anwaoatlunn Anwose gluuy 9o
y o " &
NINRUINIT LAaTAINA19UENT89 “NIs Uy
Vieedu” reslszmadiau
2. Ansaonalunn Anwouy gUuuL uwo
ultung FNAIATALINIG WazAINANIMTNYeY
WWINIY “ut Iy 11U uilananA el u3e
“OVOP: One Village One Product” 2848N%49A
To@ne
=2 ! 1 dld
3. ANEILNUINIBINTARIUF 19T N
SNV FR AP e
unuwsan1suy e wresduinnialy @
UNNEIIMITITFLIANAN WazigunaTiatinees
W1y raanaunIAdIAN dunNnaly Uszanmu
Ngx vieaNIAN $aNTNedAnIsnge ludenn Tne
il fAuwanig OVoP 2edandnledny

f910md T8lny (EmFE, 2006) U
mivda “One Village, One Product” Spreading
throughout the World &t ug33uuuwannaills
WeudawuaAnT3 N wazilsydRuesulauns
uuanan1sWuYiastiu OVOP aeuaies tnad
NIYATULLIAALAZUUIANTULLINNT UAH
N7ENAIBLNUBIANNANLTA IURIULBIT RID 1
1 a dl v = aj o
A Tuledne Wessiadewlull a.A. 2006 na
ANNBH OVOP N1wdada 27 11 Raisinatinaues
¥4, e oo .
nunane) ludwmdnlegnzunandsznaudog g
" da oy o - X
uytiulasue Mdusunuiauwueanlunisiuy

Yy f oda e o o
viaadiuresledns Midlwiasdiuusn Aa1u1en
Wnselasadasetlaaglszannsluiasdulaan
Andudy 1 lulednzneuiesnau tneiuqn
PIYUBIRUANDN AN RIDU TARAD 1198 LAY
nnan nudsglandudndienaneniuaslaiy

- I T
AND N wanand lumiedaranil dalaen
o | A o a a o = 1%
FaasinallssinAR e LI AAUe9d TR A LU 1E
Aun1aieed wlulssinAnule viu au tne
nvd WaLTud usiu Iaalidayadnlsunala
deuwunasldlfilele Taelas atnals wazean
NNILBNDNNEYUANANGAIINATAUD OVOP 289
ladnéing An

1. puluwiasdufeanssineAnenINa e
FULeY uavdngaunNag luiesiuaesny

2. AN Daninenns a9t ua9mLed

3. ANAaiesluneiuuliuN ARNAY

a ooda 2 Cao X

4. FudnEnaiNyaAnTigaw

5. MUNMNIT8NUannde

6. NMIRAUININEINTYAAR

BIANNIRNUAT UMY T U TN A st
21 WHNAIMIA1aaRy (kpB—R— 21 5t B2,



o o = =< L <

2001) Tumisdae TunnAsusaunilanyinumile
nanAual 20 1 (—H—@EB20E0RE) lHa7
D9uuIn19lUN13AHULLINAS OVOP 18999u9m
laanzinlunisanilunisiy avdwmuinigly
nsaiuulauaet 4 szae Tudaed unad-
sealmd Wadlng 3G OVOP ansssinumiailug
A31nsaandnlutl A, 1979-2003 Aa

1. 32T UAULUINIG OVOP (—H—&
EBOHE D) (1979-1982) Fuiudaniguiale-
anvavilsvadunusulaunailiundszanauly
v AI YV o 24 1 A o o
Vi uliian uarlipnusandeiuniediguia
Nednuedlean:

2. sveizaivpunarlisasaNat nAwly
afalssinan gananysal (2oED < -
A< D) (1983-1988) iudqafi funsad1enu

G o = v
wianinensymrralaadnisdscgn wazaiig
TsaFoudlun/ i ead e inguaun i
ndslnamaiazlanavliiudirlufesnans
ALLE

3. srazaiaenansnl wazdsridunus
NOID UAVUTRUETIN (—R—3TfE - ZR—W
SEBORER) (1989-1993) Luseazii i a1

o = o ¥ ©° v o dll
neRmuanTsaFaudmun g lanauliline
o a £ v £y a
puntensvd wlidscrauluiesiiuresny

v o 12 ql d‘ Y a
af1enanwal luieed vuesnuaawn aldiie
[ 3 [ 3 g asl/ o dld
snanwal warluszasildadusraziiniswan
wWasuaNgsne) Auaniuisne ueandamdn
Taamy WaluseAulssnALAZIsAUUIUITIR
wazduduszasndn1edmmaniasie) nely
Faudn aNAIuazau NensvfuaNdNRuE
airenanwnl waviszanduiusviasnulilluso
anmoe anseludaatidailugqaei ovor a5y
ANaulaaneneTf uardanoaee OVOP af)
ANNATNUTN R A NW LI LA LU U TG

4. szazilugAreanisviaaiien waznng

LANIUA Y (B - FOBA) (1994-2001) 1y

sveiz? OVOP lauwsuane lilfaununsnaasng
v a o v o a Ay o
uass uaz M1l e@avaacladmziiuiifan

YRIUNUNTNF

4
N ya o

wuaAndgadaladimseiainnisenu
enas wazeAsefifendes ludanaasunum
i”ﬁm@ﬁm?{ummmﬁiﬂ: Tedysy (TERUHIKO
Yoshimura, 2004) Yn74818398n114 United
Nations Centre for Regional Development (UNCRD)
‘lumu’iﬂia”ﬂﬁlm Sustainable Local Development and
Revitalization: Case of One Village One Product
Movement: Its Principles and Implications

ARV TRh i"gm@ﬁma'u‘lfa%mﬁummwﬁ
m"']ﬂvmﬁqmium@ﬁuyjﬁmﬁumm‘[@%m AINN9
yniinuwanig OVOP uasHunumnlunignaumm
ulgung LLmLﬂuﬁf;ﬁ;mﬁfnu\ﬂummﬂumumi
ANt lun N Fumaulunszuaunig OVOP
FAvuAsaziunumaesFguaResd ud o
unuanuanuyne %um'aur%\uwiﬁu@uﬁqﬂ%gﬁu
A nduunulunisdqe wazaINUITEIBINg-
alne leduse aunsnazaglasilszneniia
umumluwuanng ovoP & 4 du fiaztihdudni
wanlntputesiu aangnannluuuamig OVOP
Fasielail

1. AUNIWRAUINTNEINTYAAR (Human
Resource Development)

2. AUNIINAR (Production)

3. AMUNNTEY UATILL9ENI (Financial)

4. fAUNN9RANA (Marketing)

wuamne OVOP wasledmnziiu azlfaanu
&AnyiuAu visaninensyAraNin autiadnilu
vt lundnmsdrAysznismiteres OVOP Lile
IlaRaninenayaaa Tnsenzdiesduia

Aonn Hadeadndelng uazatusawun



[
4

wltune OvoP lilgWesnNmuiesag liatneil
138NN N

TUAIUAIUNINAR (Production) ANNUAN
n19a89 OVOP Wuazlulaiuinaan1snam
NARS g Tudouresduanaumaals lusn
AUA1AT) udliNeNeE 19N wiazsaNdanIs
a a k3 dl o/ v 1 v 1 dl 1 dl
NARABAINAUFAaa N LA 1MW daaunYiagLi e
UNANIA TUFITN LTNNIFN]

TuA11289N17_RULA LU TZHI (Finance)
ludaudrAnylun1santunlaungn1n1awemun
NNz UTeN 0 Lazn1staemaailadenig
¥ a ' o a M ve v o a
AU 1wy Fyunalednzarlydldliidudacu
W3 DLIUGANUU (Subsidy) WAAZUIW T
Uszsnaudnldgaslus1unisainelsaFauing
WHUIL AR UIBA A6 1T UUNa 9T g e 19
= v a o oA
wa lfnan W NN atinasativ

A ureIn1IMaIm (Marketing) HLUNLN
lunsvldiauniauanian waziaonusainig
AuAaruinisresdsndnleans Tnafiduay
o a P A oA
winllAn1smanaludu “an7ui 1iTeTedn1enig
ARANUUNLAUAT (Place)” BAT “N1TALETN WAL
szt dNNUS (Promotion)” Ll adAned91ns
AANA LAY “RUAN” 138 “Product” &1N13DNAY
asunelal “FNUNITNAR (Production)” &11UFU
Ui “99A7 (Price)” W MINUANNIT WATAA
Heunngres OVOP snidunisindngAuvieds
dld 1 v QI U v & a o &
oy luiesd uidunaireass Al una nsined
warWamu i aliiiayaA1iwa® A9ty Aanana
agulidmnedausaniu ovop lalduiulln
AuA191A1YN uslaznent NN A AUATaan W

a 9 aa \a a ada
HUAUAMAYAAAN AINNTHARN T AN IN
a o o o v QI a < 1 b3

wazdiandnual nefgunaiestiulednslyls
A1uA lEa9IN195931A7 NN9AATIANRLUAN 1TD
Sudasuladunacuanlusiusan usilaes

Wduwldaunalnassnain aedudsarAnylu
nsiazimunduAn lilgaaniine dasm1eniedn
o 1 a v 1 a d] va o v v
udnaduAILarn19aasy Gegadaaziiuld
ARIFNUAD “ADIUNLATTAININITTARIUUNE”
LAY “N17dATHWATU TN A NN U WNu
nanlun1InAIITE

auiugiunumeglu “nisiuyiiasiiu’
d! U o o I 6 o/ a 3
FegRdnazin liAmsiiuiunia 4 asAdsenad
lunsWmunaniusigaanatu uisaanliid
2 ngu An N1ATY (Government) WazNIARIAN
(Social Sectors) G luuAAzNgNAINITDULINIAAY
sl

nsdnasesdauriasduludamdasine 16
SueualunistnAsesdalesaIngdaunans A
wannisuarunt A lusgsssuynecd
Taensuannseuazag luaauiuinrauresgin
9IN1TAINT LA AN AIAN1TUTUIAIUTIN TR
vt uniaenudansase i 1999 daiy
Fqunaluwsaziieadn aziinisutioniaeeiuns
Unasaseaaaanlihdumauiaszdusinge e
WIALNAUAT (Shi) 1nALNALEBY (Machi) WAy
wALNaug U (Mura) Tneazldinaiainasudis
AINAIUINLTZI NI IUN U LazUuaS7 A9189
¥ A 2 = & A
ruzeu snsiverntesdszainslununmi
NOUNTE “UAs” Azfesdiilsrang 40,000 AUT
11l Feuaz 60 Fulilaastinuizeuazsiasagly

- y X .
weLies uazfeaay 60 Aullaasnnasussanuly
X A % a
WUN AzFelsenauaITNUeNNIANEATNTIN
Tnaupsntlszanagesiaust 500,000 Auaulilay
@ Fun1snvualaepdpmziguuas iiidu
a = o Sy oA v
“upsitAn” a9tlaqiiuludiluier 12 uvia dou
“lae” uay “utinu” duusazaandnaziilug



A AL T eI AN L AT AIAAN
Foah U 4 uAazdandaaziuuaLANF1eTL
aanlyl’ ‘Emmzﬁmmmmm@maﬂ@Lmsluﬁmms
Unmsasludiuiesdusesnuies aluusasios
fuazilenunalunisiinases wazaanunynla
m@‘umu mumuiﬂmﬂmﬂ faztin 1418
Fesduraanued Inefinisdadsanidanda vie
AomALNaT WAL Te LN Balsmad
Tn131UnAsesdauRefiu uay dunsniAns
Unasesdedldiudadlulssinafidssununag
Unmses uaz nasdlesiesduiiflulszaalng
a’jﬂ;mmﬁ@g’luéﬂwmﬁ’ﬁmﬁmﬁu

lunaidesszAufiesiupesdiu anunls

nanallaziulddniunisidlesss susiesnuiiily
Uszansdlne wardszanguean ddausanly
mamsiilesiesfiuaesnaniangas Aivlddade
ﬁdﬁi’mmif«i“Wi@@%@]’%UﬂﬁiLﬁ@ﬂr%wwnmmﬁm
uuj 0 afmeauluisdiurises Taildldsunns
LAIAIANEILNAN LAY mmiﬂﬂguwmm
mmummiﬂnﬂmQf;’mmmimmmumﬂmiumi
ueafat i AuluiesAuld SAnEAazidend
;;Iﬁﬁﬁm?{ummlfmm AZHINLINTUNNNNUAT
LL@:L"nmﬂnmmﬁmeﬁwmwhﬁuﬁ;;ﬁﬁmmrmw
Fenda widanssiufdanadesdauleaungann
squnanans dafululnenisidessziufesiuis
Faeliiflulszanaillag seesivlildmeuna
UnA3e3AaLesasng lua18m1a NEIUNAIY LA
luilu daunansazlfanslunsunasesiufes
funnndn Mlfiesduiienualunisinases
Flaqatnadasvannndnaasing faiulussdy
ﬁmﬁlumm’jﬂuﬁmﬁmm@@ﬂumﬁfyz:gﬁ YR

k7 o o o 1 4? Y o 4
1DLNIAL ?QNVN%I?.I‘LI’]EI[’*]’N"} Funn i iuasls

749 ISSON-IPPIN faznatndauadannid Ay
WA AT UNIANNUTE LS A LR RD Y NaR

. X Yy Mt e
vnauesluiesiulng W lAuiguanans
AN9NT 29D UNN1TUNATRIFALBILLLADL
v - c oy e g Ja X
d98asz M linawmuniaetuaesgyuluag)
AUAINAINITD BRI UNTIBID U WazNI1T AN
FoulouazuANAUYIaIlsraN 11 luY 89D WA Qe
v liesiuludgduuiauiainniswmuniuan-
FNNALIENINNT 901 LTS UANNITONINAG
w@eld izl uenaneAdss lifeienRu
gANLY ¥IBNIIGENAINTTLIANANG L19TiRsd
AN NRealuAIuNNTARaDeSatay 80 Tng

P%
=<

FIUENNNIARITBIUA AT U U LT UaY T

'
a =)

dd‘ [~ k2 v QI 1 v
ANENAUTAANNT BID UIBIAY LAATHDID U
211N MUANUNNTARITBIAUEY ABRINITDAALAL

e - - I .
LAYARATTRUAINAEUaIAL TR aINNe NN 1
Tunrsvmunaad uaueels widiieedulelu

=3 = U @ © £ dJ o

arsafiun#FlFunnedandudesieiguia
na1elugtrasn#niguianateleunilsl (ocal

. = ~ % ~ Y
allocation tax grants) Fafun@mels aEnsAn

o 4 ve = ad
uazn1ge Ndaunatatugdaivies lunsain
AFBIRUAINTTLUNANA Tiaatutiuazgnyide
Asudaszaaaiasduldunn wenzsasgn
ArLANAINUlEUNEFFUIANANAILA NS 19
wiansn Belindniudndadanaendeioaiui
zﬁ“ﬁmwmﬁ“ﬁm@ﬂmqLi’hmmwaﬁﬁmﬁ@nﬁqﬁ
dnavlifsougsed audrldfuaanaundu
guinviestin Ageazdanavinliulaunesiie) uay
ANIuadsr NN e wa NN ATRIFLeY
m@qﬁmamzﬁmmmmé’ﬂmﬂ%ﬁm@ﬂmq Gingl
mmum‘lummnumm weneuiazAaulaule
mwj TR Ty lH T e 109 AULET AL
Funnlugunnsads Wieazldlddaeniannlag
LaZFNEANLD WA 472 11N TANLHUINULRIF 2

"L”w
109 l3



UszanauladneidaudAnyiiluadnedelu
nsafiuulaunauyiasdiu a1uuuIm1e OVOP
199§ guariesdiuledns msnziedndudi
wlaunglfimlnanss

OVOP asazilszauadndisa wrannLiiu
Llddnanadszamutialedny wnanwaiues
dszanauaindguliddnaziestiulafniuazi

o S, SR
lananmal uazuuiAnluizasnes “ngu” NlHea

= o a ) = VI
sananaslludeanduatranilaouidy Al
4 4 o o = ] ¥ & 2
iHaadaynAelaanguudn ANmnivusanig
usslaiianguansnu

nqauaestsranTu W dssraunialu
Y a oo 1 ' - a
Hesiundunguaundunguuseanian a1
nguudinu vFeanIANARTIa NHEUE1ADY
= oA A, o a | =
Wasanifunguindaniedsanlaiumn dumae

o P 6 o _a Ao o«
WAz AUA Ineannziindmngaundl visewdu
lananenfrasiastuiiuiudsglaudienansnl
Lareana19a1nung la aui a9 wWmuIa uun
° o a a4 o oada X |
dufulule@nsing N iNA2 uuINuIe Wi
dany uazdszauadnuguiaaududaadeli
uwiaw wsanguaw) ulednz a1
: N a = = as

nqNARTUARTRANZIIamALN 2N T 2
“QUIANLNA” (Megumi-Kai:E2) WATNgHART
= e oA a v XA o o A
NeannguiwNendnituruuAnN NvAede
(Handmade Cookies Shop) Wesazuenay NlTe
NA'NIN “NANBLAEHA” (Aze-michi Group:
EsE 7L —7) Nnalsznauniafia ifusiu

avnsain1anems wse TWAE (Nokyo: &2
#) Whuesdnsfiliugawnaarils (NPO: Nonprofit
Organization)” fidauin d1luidaaiAaalanile
(Nougyoukyoudoukumiai: EZi#HREES) wie Lﬂu‘ﬁl
g”@”ﬂn”uwéqvl,ﬂiuuw JA (Japan Agricultural
Cooperatives) Tnglulednslaunsainnsnemslu
wraziui ynitestulugyulaundniiadszne
n91 7 d1uau aunsainisinemsasluulis
lunnstnilasendn Audn uazaruiuagaeq
A3NTNUIEUN T e T NN SN EASNITY
Uarn17UTeus

Wt a.d. 1954 Hnedpsudauavnsainig
nms Tnaudelfdteaadnslussduani seiy
Fandm wazszaunteludands (@1ine Lileq
aafti ) Tuwna JA Group lun1sRsasAnsvan
FLAUTNAT T UFIUNUT09aUNIAITA NFEane
@ﬂﬁam’jﬂuﬁuuﬂuuw JA-ZENCHU (Central Union
of Agricultural Co-operatives) UaIANTIAIAUNTOL
TusvauilseinAf paglf A utemae aan
ulgune LL@ziﬁHWLLuzﬁﬂuﬁ'mﬁiNﬂ (Guidance
Activities) LLrimuﬁnﬁLﬂumnmiﬂ@m Tuszau
Fauda uarsrAURasdu (811ne Lileg vie
wy1iny)

arnsafn1sinERslALTINLA A8 N9 A
VAN TidAty Ae

- sl EnEn Saainumsnasy

- ns AN NI EMARANUNEATINITN 1Y
Aavngunsnisnge] Tunisvinnisinums

- NITRUWARAUNNTRY [y Ru] vre
NN9RANNY mu%qmiﬂizﬁwhﬂ

- NIAANATBIRUAN TR



annsalnainensluudazszduaziingy
ugaszlunnsafiufanssusine Wldtasaiy
avnandnisinensluseauf Innau 3eludng

= £ ] A v 1 1 c
wWegliaaudaavaalus s N N ANNTIU

nsinmRssziutan aunsalieed uaziiy
aunsaln1sineRsLuudngUszasAnainuans
(Sougounoukyou: ¥B&ER) R Multi-purpose
Agricultural Cooperatives Y9 JAs %ﬂLﬂumuﬁﬂ
mmmﬁm'ﬁ'Lﬂummmﬂlmzﬁumm&i%u”lﬂ
avnsninaineasiaudr Ay luunum
ATUNIAULAUUNIIANTUNITNARRUA UTD
UTN95197 sasauiasin Isemzdilszney
a1 dnnEAsns sziunumielunsudn i
dasluntsdagssgUnsnlnienisinensil e
udewsa ey wazaiuayunisdu ludu
N3 WGEnRu wazdaslusirunisaaaansiae
wliavnsainmanemsfasiu azilaauing
%mr’fmm%ﬂﬁ'qm luusazuvisaziipnudasyly
N19UNATEIAULEY UTNNIAULEY WAZLAENE LN
avnsniliiaefinng Tmm%u@gﬂiﬁumﬂa:n@ums
Peduwsiazaunsnl mazdrannaniipnuainiem

Tun1snannueslaunn lddeesvaniannsal

nsinemslusyaugeauly lusvduilssne facdl
ANBATTAINUTELNERY JAZENCHU NN W
drviasiuladepssesionn wiadafasaanau
dqemaaanannsninisinensseaugaauliiiy
Y Yy & A a v 3= 1%
funnudn fazianndasetianss™ Guansly
Wiudn avnsainanemnsviestiulunsasuiaiu §
AHANNNID TN TN AWLea LA uANENgTY B

Frarursanannsaln1sinN AU AUE N

Usznaunisia ﬁlqwmmm‘tﬁm?mwmi:ﬁu@q
1l veawinla Arsdasylunsdilddesldn
AnuleunsrasannIninisnemsluseAuge fay
fanniuwintu

S luledny asifuiilinnsnedudig
wan bA wledne 1y AuAnemsludandn S1udn
UnawiaAai lsannAudiitedntesdouiivae
A INEATNIANLA AULNIAUEIFEd1FuAN
wanilazefldednals iednrilsannimneane
wennaagld wan1eiiuAluladnzaznanngn
wanviieresiiu mm%\iﬁhjﬁmﬁum@ﬁ%
L@INNNNLUA NN A LA N LA SUR WA EAT
WaNHANNINEAsNg "

a9Fnslalugasunuarilaie NPOs luiu
Anduanathadunnanislugalarenpasssi
1990 neldnguune NPO Law 7 aanunluil
p.A. 1998 1A BALATUNNTIA AT UTBIRIANT
arsnanied lugaanuarinle wazllldsasalas
3 NPOs Huasinefifedniudszandenu Civi
Society) @“mﬁizq%ul,'ﬁ'@mmﬁumu’luﬁmﬁm%
A ddnvestszaraulud1usine Inely
NOUNIEHNNT AN TLALGST fuasnamanil
wu n1sandunE’® gruiuesAnsliuassniug
lslulednzlutlaquiudifesreannunedu 143
ununuanldlunislinisaduayulusudns
i daynisne wdwdn wazailunising



ananasinInaludsndn Wy a9ANIEeIgINN,
BIANINNNIUNNE, BIANIAUATEANNS, B9ANT
v da/ [~ & v = dJ A v
AAUNNFALNALAN, B4ANIANUNNIANEY TaDials
Nl lenefaTuNiNedad3n OVOP Tneimss way
. X e A2 ,de -
aaAnganiiiuaaAnsnnesan lutan ledne
TaW uy el uaesaut uniuda deluilaqiiu
3 1 dﬁl ¥ o v dl o a a al
BAANTINANL A NN 51998 N WAZLETAIN
LL@:m@‘ﬁmm@mm'w%?am‘umﬁimwusluiﬂﬂ%m
o594 Tuaeansly waseninanilseng
Todnyiu Hegineivudnsuiinaadesiu
MWW eei U N a1Aylaun Oita OVOP
international Exchange Promotion Committee (NPO)
L wam . P
weiiail A dqmsfeunnaluniswamn uyiu
Huesledmzinanseansell whaviuldnnisld
o o o \ - \ PRI
ATBLZU Az N8 uA BN UTTINARN 1N
wiadn OVOP aedledme i1 idundn oy
29AN7 i wananuani s nadalneuedseing
TW3dlng enngansanisdandnlednzuaziiu
gEnunane ovop Tule@smy 1wl a.a. 2005 u
] dl = 7 v QI a v o 4
doenzanladniiestulednlanunisd uyun
k2 v £4 QI aaa 1
wda autatiuluiesdudddnauiuey uas
Nawmweals wavilaqiiuunedsrdnd fdennss
s ulsvanuresessng luuasemnanils
AT
wiiatlping

Usrg1n9 Ui 090 U UT 1T NUANA D
NEAINITUNIAIUAAUAN upliHlaLAsegRacilu
1R3AY NAENANAN NNATiRsiunALOADaE
Tngaziuladnlugoanmasswin 1960-1980 {
218U BINNUNILN AN TN T WA e

% 18 < .=4'
nanfesaz 64.9"° FaunaniannlunaAasIen

Ay A a a % a
1960 ytfuilpannasiauinluaugsia uay

< oA , - 19
gra1unsy daiiileslug duqagudnang
3| ] = 1 (=1 n:ll 1|
wWuetnanan dadduganesreyyy uwazna
-~ = P A a v o
Wwas Tnalanaanansiduilaanazyinanii

~ . o o a o A -
uazilpnuiuadengalulan ansive)yuieed

a v ¥ =K o Yo a a v Vo
Astastyiaudnfeiu e Suiiasi I w5y
Angaudanrinleantnlull A.a. 19647 aglsnans

o e v o 4 A
wWuaniFusuaesy A e uzes Junonnas

»  a Y = .=1' p
waziesduldruimassess Tuanziniadies
7 uqnAuetI9NTeLATEINA gRAIUNTTN
walulatiadaludtauandn JT9nTauInTy
Tyn? FedruduauilunnlusAnnauasfetag
do o Y oad A
Avaad unmnasluneasse 1960 WA 1
gasia Uil



Tl A.A. 1945 NAsRINIUUEANUAAIATIN-
Tanafafiaesliunanigewdniuds quuldgn
nesrdsdaduiusiinailnsanigs dauntn

=2 =) =< v o
psasilszinAs 7 U Tnuauziinasasdaenisin
Pa9UNaNALNARILERS Tutaeil A.f. 1945-1952
Tudaanansasilaniyy IAidundfguUdesinge
Turguetannnung tasanizlugae 3 dusn

=< dJ A =) 1
2199n138AATaY TeAalull A.A. 1945-1947 1w
= a A = 1 o o
An1sdguninides An1sf1efessuynyaiiy
Tud i eldunufysssuyninan daoiudy
dsrasilnaeg ey Tnafgossuynyarulud
A A o i@ S o d D)
viredFeniudrigsssuynylaaziindnnishe 14
auiaeddlnedunesilasny densaniiiy
Anawssaenld uaifwdendydnenfueslszsmna
aniantAsaiszuLRnAa viascuuANAUT uaz
A o ] aAa a
Auawagscanay Tnalsvarauazd@nduay
wiiiduldmandndsranidlng fyunasesri
¥ dlv ¥ vl o
wiinsuldUszaau Wanisnszaraaiuna an
BUNATBINIENINNIIA e WHNsiRansgdn
Waliaanpdasiuszuulseasylae
o o v Xoa s
wananilufgessuyayatulldelvingg
Usunraaswgnalagdaianszuuygnananig
¥ ¥ 1 = ¥
n13A1 W ugluuurean1sAnet 19T A
annfulaiind wsangugsnasuialnafdauia
¥ ¥ Y o
gnanan1enisAnlulszimalisiasnszaiaanuia
1a3ngueaninanisunaiuliunlseanauialyl
v da/d o ¥ 1 o KX v
wazAaeupBavnling ulaind feasunnaq

o v = ] ¥ a a o [z 5
ANNUANNNTANLET denaliiRaUTEn Inntaeay
= dl a 1 =2 A a o =
AnuNUIENFENN 1AEAT WTaLTHnluATe
Tunarsann siannludes 4 Ygarinauanistin
Asaarevaniyy idudasdnnedndunisiuy
YIOUTTEULIATHFNATBY T IN1ZanTgaINTn
Haouaslali g duiduuvanandudndAny
Tuiedey lutasilanztinnsasainanigs a0

wuwlunisdaaTuanudunmaAsEgnazes
= o ] | 4 A ]
iu anigy Winisdaemdedtivanasenans
219 etasiulufumAT A AAUNITNA
wane 1y walulatiinTesdns TWaaufuay
walulatiungaaiunssumiin i nsnaunniu
DQIUAN UATUANANTILUADNNAIUNITURG
VPV N S
Wi andgainidetayulunisdenefuAng
wundnlyldandan fuuirsegiasednag
WezasaIN warn1slgusine aslainng
WU Wu%lmmﬁnwmmumw PHELEEE
957"

Tudaed a.m. 1951 fyuldfuiensa
Auananig Tnadnisasuinluaus doyoyn
v s de X - o A
duaninnanzulungesuniugain ludun 8
fiuene 1951 T luausdyonduaninaanany
° ! = ¥ Ay |
nuuAdIarAuens T iy duet1adunisg
n19luduil 28 WwWnaw A 1952 §9luaus-
dyyaniuunlinesinglusdesilanengs
WraENANNIENINuMIAne uazneasinaan’yl
o Ay ~ \ %

Wuies Tasdiduesd aoaniaelud1unany
Uaanduaasnuies AaFanfasniausdoynyn

L S
AN uAIiLanigy dedenalicgudaniyy
funisrlunnsastANATEsAY N ARl sTINA
W anrshaniyy wvimiuuniunisyluies

= o N &, =
N13N11e uTaA NS uAILe Yud danan
gualuna U U NI mUILATH T A28
tfus®
d A e y
nsfiddulasunisguanuaiiuilasn-
AuvestszmAainaniyy fyuisaiunsnin
NINEINT LI UATRUNUN WA NANTUNIS
WauAsHgiazesdssinanuied i 196NN
Fadenaliflutoet] a.a. 1954-1967 s1elidlszan-
gAres Yulntutszanuiar 10 wWefidus
sap3andndszinalee Tulan auuiuiissine



mmumumsﬁmmLﬂmgﬁ%ﬂ'wﬁ’mmx‘[mm

Do

dl 1| é‘l o Ly a 1| 23
189U uld AnumiAassdueATEgRa Ly
A 2 Y  a P P
HANANNNAS N1ATiesduesunnadn
Wuniaineasnssusaslszmanalyuinisan
Faaaasiszaing wenzdszainsguludlaiu
iy egiilaslug evnauiuaunng ul
NIENILNATALATINANILNEAINTTN Waniin
psauAfainITuazh siasiumdudeanaiing
FTULLATHFNAUATERATUNTTHN IURBUAAUTI
wazams i ag luiasd unninensnssuiy
Aall Tneludamaass 1960-1980 WI991UNY
inemTnasnldanasduadnauinaiuilgnanoun
% v v a ZJ/ o a [~3
wdaludesu Anieamaniainaaslszained
YatadWI Iz AN BN WAUUTEN D91 UNNA
[Havagnamugamnal asnanalidn Bennaliies
gaasyunduwinlug Tyvianusugnaes
Uszainsn1Aia9d ud ana AN ULIININT U
windlu

' ¥
=2

Ay o . o
tdwaryawiueteunn aulunaagssei

o]

3

1970 frjulAnaneidunmeaunaniegnamnass
ga4lan SUALY 2 FFunadinisdaTuNIRERIN
LATHFNAUAIUTLNA BANUNUNAIUILATEFNA
wanelddszainslifidu 2 win geaiunssy
FIN97) BRNEFRRENNTIATY LFENENe Hulaung
Tun13419AULLLS 1 uRaandwld dnis
danauanuudinuisnazdilgm szuuienla
1 1 ¥ o 4 1 Y a v

AUINUANNT U afrenenn ey TWRudlgn
3 dl ¥ o a o o

i Wadhsnauluissmduduwenilszanu
UTHNALAANUINA 1A DUTL WEANW LT oy
psauAfaaaantineIuludinsaneu vienau
Wit LeEmaziuduidnninangan lganasine
1 An19amanusuEaudels udu® nned
FyunaaduayulilsraaudgsruuiAsegia

UATERAUNIIN Usznauiuszuun1sanaIuLed
U3 sulsziunnuduasludinnisaeu uas
voa  wad ooy . d
adann1sduniden M lidssaansuynanaiiing
dgusanisdnulude) inndeduguluiies
gy MiduqnguesaneaAsgia goia
wazgAAIUNITN Aaunnatdavindyuiaan

o a o - ~
uadnaesnegadeluies aannishseainsluy
nafiasdiy visanIANEAINITHIEININIZANEY
Wi annauluid e sausiegmsnniinaeg
dszgnsfiesas ensnisaneinesaaiias
FNNANLATIYTDUATHINATOILITENA (TULAEY
. . v A
AudszimATmLILaR

ToymiAuauianvesiesd uni Aoy
S .
JuLsININT watnann elavesdszainslu
a9 ~ a % 9
Wasdueuas dAnuudanaiaaseldaes
dszanslunimideasiuniaiiesiu §dnianis
Anwluai saslinenndudiiestineesnuies

Y 2 9 o = 9 o
wsiingnailes inaneluiasdulaiiianu Viesdtu
21ANITMALIUARINTTUIANATN LNT1Zaiaus
WNLNNIALEEY 378 UAZEAANITH AUAANIS
anneavedAsgiaTiestiu nateduilnym el
wuauunngelwiulnmuaRNANEeTY a9
e auauiasiuiessasiunngaafieslunig
§ v AI d?l 2 v AI = o
Huy el ud unn Diauluiesd udarunn

PNy | v o v 9 Y A
yaansiauludazldiunduiduinifiesiv
waziugnnnaslunisiuy nezsjuinsfinaes
muessiall NdrAtyAeludal a.m. 1979 Fguna
weaurasdaudnlednz lidnundluiaFaaiaus
Tun1stuyfiasiunguimaesnues Tnasaniiy
wlane Wwatnduuuanislunisiuyiiastu
299AULe9 wazlszdauANdITanem wan

P = P Y Ay
arunsoudTymnFeseldvesauluiasiuls
agvatailugilass



fuiazeudq nsiad aulualunisil uy
T I
viasduluiudsnneuningesiiniaiiesiuaes
4 . . J
tyuarvayluntnvonney tnalugiamaAssud
~ A o v A ad
1960 An17eAdaulualuniswWmuiyiesd unae
Ly A P Py x>
“ugtiuiinidannaouia” Angiiueaslu
FandaRaa1 wazlusoanAdss A uilean
fadnsvmunsiasi uresnueaiaauwlumiiou
auzd 2andnladluinicdinnuead u® G4
L X Vv A o '
wg i uiidungiiui Aunauuazeg Tunuian
Taifsnln ¥FaudnILianINAENL N1FLARUNIS
P % . X ° P
dmgfiiunarauanuisdainaiunn auldia
41 “guA” vide “nedn” wmezdaiudndnazidn
(N2 v a ¥ v 1 :j/ =3 £ =3 27
NHTUABULAUNINF 8TV WRIa LD

a
% a

poagAsemAul Hasduasunuazgnanaig
WTAAZLAYAINAIINATYANNNUN WA T L6
a4 y
wenenunavipdaulmnieluiesiusuieslunig
WuWiasd uduauig Tun1swene i & uan
dszanfiastiunazainnsnairaenanenluazqn
g liuniesdiule Teguraliaenduyqddiay
waalwiesduudnusminwdsgiduduAsne
1 Sé 3 d‘ ] d’ v % R4 AI
i ndu inedsaanivaaiese i ldunviastiv

ovor luulaunavessguiarieiuledns
= ¥ o v  a
W atdunuanisluntsf uyuaswamuifiaed u
fandeauatinaiunieniadied a.a. 1979 lu
Fundaledny® Fadudandanideluinizang
(Kyushu) nepeulsaesdssmadu Tnaidunis

FiIFwaas wnadsedma WwWFdlny (TmwE:
HIRAMATSU Morihiko) £21919N1994%9 AU
Taanzlurnzdy wradssima i uauyiean u
AN ladmAe AUNIFANHIAIBEAAIERTANN
wuanenaalaien el a.A. 1949 wazlsdn
NIUN NTENTINNITANTLNINUTLNA WAy
ANATUNTTHN 38 MIT] (Ministry of Economy, Trade
and Industry)® el m.A. 1949-1974 Tmalu T
A.A. 1975 lASUNNITNTIUANNUIENZAA N1
(IABS) ga19nan1sdandnleanslu avuduly
% s v = a o R v
Winrngaeauilusesgdny deunadsvdinaidala
= ¥  a a R yy
fatlywAnugunaasiesiu aasladnzals
AaLsU™ aulgdnungqeanulunistiunminwie
Tugaeusn i i1 Fuming i usasgqn
smn1ssandaledny wnedsvimasansudnan
T¥Fasarlslusunisuiuisanuiiaaiiugeg we
N L LAy . X . o
ANEIANHNTUN AN uasuyiaenu
=& Yas ¥ i a o K
489ALANA9 A SN NN9U TasunsEssing
Taapdulunlauns “n1saanunay (BExs)”
o o o a ~ P o
Wadandnladny Wegd N1 1D9 wazsune
Ty aealszmauluiesduldlnans
d’l dl a ol/ a o 2% v
annsadNunasainlaamny v lanlawy
fugduvuumidalun1sf uyeed ulnauien
Angnrnaedlsstnauluiedd ununia
arfryluntswamu N uyiesdiu Tnagduuunig
Wuynandstifatwlungiiulaenuy (ki)
dJ -7 3 o [ 3 a dl v
dadungiudn lwdminledns Aladinig
A kt Yy A v '
waaulnalunisiuyfiasd udoanulasninau

[3 [
a

uinaw] Aausit) 1961 Wasdnslesnslanso
N Sy 1o LA ' =
Hiszinan ldgune naname agluyuianas

) D =)

a4 aa ) '
ThaIN “I’ﬂﬂ']ll:ﬁ” NUAIMNNNNEIN “QL"II’]IWQ”



Asdanalilszaaululasuziaonuiuagiann
° = = a R
aungendivunlaluleanzuisiausians mwee
nsanunanlunsdaenmtituldazaan uas
ars1englinasing) daldenn
% < o =

wytiulasny @sennldnareniuiias

Toenuy® Adszang 4,716 AU wazdelupauii
¥ (73 o o o ¥

gt ulunyiuniasaziuliilgndroniunig
duidnresiguianan usgimyting weenay-
pz 819H% (Harumi YAHATA: %igas) 3aiumis
g luajUuuazdsrsnuannsnlnisinuwmsues
Tosnurluanedu A3duvaindelna 1nle
atuayuligiatiulgniaauazinidn N91ann
nandalaanenaiuuans i lilgnisiudnnuigy
punatslagnue ldwunziunisdgndameny
TdlsdgRdszmaiuliun nelddunudrnuinlu

1Y

wiiuazmuiziunnslgnivati usuatnaiae
WAZLNNAA UIHEHTAZAZAINLNUTNE 9LAT N 1T
puluiiasnilgniihauazinidn asunszuanuyli
Aulgnitzesizunanane uazidunisionie
81UNAFFUNANANAY Wasannluadaiiuladny
o o o Ay o a & A
FUTUIINT AN Faaf U ug AUYY NN
F3unananalaunnlif (local allocation tax grants)
S| o dl v s o o |d34
Wuanuauunn wasannmeldaasdandnsalua
=3 al a v
Asgoyidunonaaszlunisinasasnuiadsias
gafaulauirgaindguianans Aeu naedl

[ 4 U QI Y o
wytiulaenuz Iauluiasiulgniiaauazindn
windamuulauefguianansasneduduacu
Vime uaznsuasnisallinaaesginiiasiuacing
UNBILLERY

Tnalunisdqnnszualiiauludiesiitgn
Tozuazinidn wnuiiazidudieiifgunanans
aduayuludagldusananduiduat1981n
wiegzazarasAnmadyluniadoymoudl “dgn
fiaauazinian wazlidanane iEEEx TN

e g A Y § 9 s Ao
71 ~f723)” Waidunisnseiuliauluriand
usslalunisdgniiaauazinidanintiu Tnaaves
wnnIna il uLlszanaululasusn duasnunll
Wenanane Tuadeiunisllineasnadssmady
Faenduldlsdenn Insaniziuaulusandn

] a o Z‘; KX
gnauntledny Aaulszangulesnzaan
useqelalunisigniiaeuazinigdn

auludaq dunedqeuazinnanredn1a
Tognue lanane T uR uA17 ud 9999 240 1
waznaneiuAuA11uT afind uALL1NIZANTY
wananiu dednisudsgleanliidudusian
NALTIA W1 Tounee widntiae litae Tas
nztaalavAvarnatetduAI U1 d NN RS
1szaiilasiin “lagnuziiasinuiinuastiog
(BOBMEHPLE)” WATTNIIAALNANIAL 28
Tague TuaenaamaununIiug tenanaman
P oA = o« ~ %
Hunanresninangainvieunsadiu1aes
a GV dJ 3 v v = 35
Fufisagsamnsaivan IHAqaienesnuies
wavlunstuyiesiuaesuyinulesuygduuy
ANLVETNNINIAULEY T ARLNITTeNADRNN
FgunanatevizasausiasyinanuleuneeeigLa

Z‘; dl v AI ] ¥ v v
na1enie st uanlaliianunieuniuls

\ X Iy v a o =
nanaunilesiidqnilsznialiunuedseindlu
N193:34 OVOP



'
a

wwanelunisiuyiastiu One Village One

Product (——&) uuuaniealuy wazWmuid

Iy Ada o v a Y  a
azafapuNTInTN WiuniAsgiareeiasny
nauAuNT InefeapspnndassluntsAnine A
v QI dJ o P2 [
NOIN UL LAZAINNTRINIFLea e lae i Fag
Aenfgunanans anvivdensinEuazatuany
AL UANANE I LAZI M UFTTHUDIDID 1481
13 Geazafrepnnuniagilalutenansaiuay
TaUsTINIR9 9D N Uszanauluneeiy au

= | a Y a P

nanefluqpane wiayaAinaeiesiuls Tag

=< a 36 dl 1 « ] 1 o
WNEALUIAAARdUIZNNT® N9 “Anlunl WANN
WUUNB90YR (Think Globally, Act Locally)”
UAY “DRTTUALASNHTTA (Independence and

. - ¥ v a oA 1 A a
Creativity)” {nunlfiflunuidjis nandme An
wuuysiunaznziganzauligainugia Ine
aAunA Ty iesiu warauiesiudonde
Fanlanuni Tnaafraenaneal L wn uand st
991090 U TaaldAnuAnaF19asIARE 9B AT
v a ° PR a

2R9AUN 9D 1 AauUN i eed whazdsrainglu
v 4. v b A
NN aN1IaNaNFae laasnasatin Waune
a v KX Yo = ZJ/ £ E 7 o o
davalndn o suaanaaliiduganaanisdendn
laanclupausey U A.A 1979 wnagles e
AN iU AN KU N1 TTAY

S -
WUIAAN UL EINTRAUN N NN LD UILUIAR
wanlunisanduulourail uyiesdu nie
OVOP 224111 fiAa n1sl¥ANdAyiunsg
WU 1w (Endogenous Development:
PRHIRE)®
v o a £ o
AATTNUNAIY MINTENIIWRUIANN
n1auan (Exogenous Development | AKMEE)
Wunanlunisiuyiesdiuuda Tunraniand
azdaunmilyn Wy Toyuinaniazainnig
gAAIMNITN WIHBITIRE An19TENuART 3
AR “WAUITINAUTTNTIUNEATNITN WAL
ARAIUNTTN” (Concurrent Advancement of both
Agriculture and Industry) Taeflunisidiuniswmun
anneluwdunan widemsazldn1swmunann
¥ v v QI ¥
Aauantd1nide Tnearluriesd uatuignld
Anannaeaninannsluiesd unwldasnafiui
anesaanunradne@auandanaasnanieen s
16 TnaaduayuiuIAngraunssunaAagi
(Semi-secondary industries) fANAIE NA1IAR B9
v 3| ZI/ Y a o £ d‘?J
tTuaziuiegnan wazinuiinaugnaIunssu
WIBNABYIUNUINTAN IUNSHNARTAGAL $9u9Y
A o A v < oo a a ea
utlsgthnaanuminaaneag TeduAauuIAALIR
IBIUUININ OVOP 2adladmy



FvFULLART 3 18eunedszdnd Azl
WnIRELNAINANELen nanAe axllldnud
wgwum‘l,uﬁfmﬁ'mﬁ'famﬁamiﬁt,m'fqmmumm
aunalunfarnniauan wianlednzdnaou
fAAUNITNAUIA A 191 Nippon Steel Co. Ltd.
waz Canon Inc. 11xn LwiﬁéTmmﬁilﬁ;TqINmu@fg
Turwdewwaaudewuialunluledne Tuame
waaiud Mnswmuannalududaugn Ay
T lunsiuynnadaurestesdud A yminas
anasreadszanns Taefinszuauniaenunges
agnialinisaaniu Arnadala wazARe-
welavaspunielufesiu uaznisfiazinliusg
putinvngld wedsnTnd AedluuoAndiazld
uiﬂuw‘luﬂ’]iﬁuvjﬁmﬁu Tnedaulauneiiaz
Wanudanuiiuseld [udenuiianildedan
uazARenelaaesszanauneluiesdudy
aAny®

w1edsdnd IAndn1senszAugiue
m’mLﬂu@fgmmﬂi:mnﬂuiaﬁm:&uﬁﬂmmﬁu
meldlfurinanian uaznsfidennaasiu 163
wwoAauazwul AN wluldusludauaas
HAWAALTZE191A U380 GNP (Gross National
Product) awidenlddndudennd sanansn
Usz191/ 438 GNP (Gross National Product)
oriented society (ERM4E) NAAS WIUWAUW
\ATH A Waiuseldusifecedaian v
@ﬂ’]ﬂiﬁiéf‘lﬁﬁiﬂgﬁmﬁuim%u WAavin1aeld
9091ls2aNTNNETY uAneETAAnAUAAGN
nasdeaasudsnnredtedns i iudenndias
AuNanalalsza1ns wise GNS (Gross National
Satisfaction) oriented society (ERRREE) ﬁuﬁﬁ@
ynavluresiuanunsnagld ateaswgelifas

ATUATALNIWAULATEHENA AUgATINEIN19D
A Aa ad o A @ a
Rarldniildeslunisaanainuaniuludeanian
o dl U AI v o o £ %
AENNALYNATENNN Ttiuniianaylssasls
oo o A o
ludsinanannda Tddraziilulugiluuvans
o a ¥ = ¥ [ G
FRAUAT UTBB1AALIU AT UTRUETINUTENNT
' al' :.—; o L a A o o
vieaaafnn fgarldidililasunieieAy
19inn®
ANLUIA ALAZLUIBTELNEN Na1NIAY
o P a o A ¥ A o
FunmladrwunAauanaa wuisolszanauly
Y o o & o o o o
Aastwdunan vralianudAyndseaaulu
Y o 4 Y = o -
7990 9 luA UANNNINela N1TeaNsy 13e
v L - v o 4 -
winsviivanugilaluiiesiu defguialedng
° v P Yo o
AU LU FUde Lazneaudngass
o & ] A v o K =S
nsaduayuuTetasmaani 1y Inapfdads
ANAA Aunala n1raAsla wazidaguag
st il unan JanNHUTNI9NITLTUN UL
“aINA19T WUU (Bottom-up)” AaEusH ue
FevinAaIT B NUTHUNYAINLUIAA LAZABNNN
Wuuwamaiein IR uaedn wilemsjting
N INAMA 9T “T8 OVOP (One Village One
Product) taeifi OVOP Hazweiaululdaiqn
“TA99n13” UT8 “Project” WW31en199 11U
“Iaganis” Wuidadnaziqndugaaeslasenis
wnAaneneulEAG “Movement” uilamsesiaf
- = S = @ ~
AB N7 ARALINIATILNNT TARAANIIANENN
azlduuwrfn OVOP il “uwinne” lunsuy
d . aua . LA S
WanalinAnNIINmUNeeN9RAD T agwa s gt ly
y o s
7iaanulaamny
TUFNUNANNN9UBILLINIG OVOP Fifluan
a £ o o o c{'
RanilandnAty enznannieniugilassnas
asnalilszarauluiastudalaluqasannng
a A v @) 1 = dJ v
meLLuqﬂgum@quTmmﬂimLﬂufamqm CGREEAIlN



g Wil szanaun A dqusanlulasenisls
5ufuazidnla Fauuwanne OVOP dnanniset
3 1szn1s? Aa

pTyyriesd uganna unisaiig
HARAuTIINIAnAuluietiy uazdngauns
agluiasdiulifidunaeniulusziuana delu
AuuAseLAe WaynteA1dn “HanAnl vide
Product” uanlianlasidnaz@Anie 49209 vie
AuA1M arunsnausasls uweda usuaian
“NanAue” manuuanig OVOoP udadu Ta'ld

2 a do 9 Y oA | = ]
nunaiednausasliusifaas A wiay
saulufedudnqusacilldfag T98uA1ASL
fiadld (Tangible Products) fazidu@uA19man
AR MTuAUAI29 B D Ul was
v lalaeendadngauluviesduii doududin
Jusiasladld (Intangible Products) uazsanlili
ADNUNVBUN HIUAZINUNANIAEN97] 17T
WMANNAANIAN WAZINANNAT4AT uun ludans
. SAY
VNI

Tudaudurfiausesls “3a Tangible

A ) a4 L

Products #tiluqme wsnzlaield@eqatudn 39
waunedszinndus lule@nzwindu wazdeaine
eldldiudawminlegnsdnaae dedsznavly
o a v Ao , oA dl = d
potl Audfitudnlannungn Aa Winneumse
@ a dJ a i’/ dd’ 1 v 1 =3
Windang Tenaslednziuideatudaddusia

dad o oy o 5
wannangaludly uarBuAinnanAINui

vasTednzuldFunisuanndn 1,410 Auluusas
71 Faianevtadlednsiiiaraddouuiianinann
A9 341 wlefFus 1990199 MU BT AE LTI
Uszine

uz119P1 10 (Kabosu Limes) Ssefinnatlgn
1u‘£@§mtﬂmLLmLﬁmwhﬁueLuﬁjﬂu ATRIAIY
wiansmanatiey 100 wWefifusd Tnadnndsnng
NARNGN 4,550 Fsat]

b

%

annnau weelaq @EeE) Aduandudd

'
o o =2

A ! a a 14 o LS a
1Aty denadduanduAanansnizasledng

o

a 1

Fdauntansnainludszmene 30.7 wWefidusd
duannledpzAautaniniduinenny e
ATANAILLLNNNNIIAANATS 9.1 wafidusl T
Wudus 4 Tudiu Tnasunsondalé 5,180 siu
1A
Aol
\ada14ln (Bungo Beef) Liluiiaiiiiu
o s o o d” dl o dlal
wNANHIa9RIuda Iwazifluilanu1anngana
funinegluledne uazdarsasessiumiile
vapBanuvistivasdulull 2002
dal a v Gd’{ dl 1
UaNAINE AuAINI9NIslsernaudaly
WARWAIAINNIAIUNNTINEAT WU Uanyuin
(Wanmiena viselngnus) (@7 - BN (SEKI-
Horse Mackerel/SEKI-Mackerel) Miflutlaniifuny
wazuntsanizndandaleadnywingu wazdsan
wnndanyuniialite 3 win Ins@uAniaumd
Aumra9tandnlaanziuanil axlasunisansas
AfluduAImlaane (The Oita Brand) NoaLl
£ % a £ % 1 U AI
e wazaiepuglaliuiauluiestuees

Tafmz™



sURUAIALARILANTUTRURIRIUINLDAAS

P www.pref.oita.jp

Tudanaes@uAnausealyls (ntangible

< w4 a o Cod
Products) F4AABLINT UTENNIVBAUN LI
99NN UINANIA L LIeB AT WLeY TIuanIule
anaumantaldessing wlednz wu lu

- - A e 4
e Tazas (Naoir) An1sdmmAntaLanilas
Tausssndusndszma luggFeunazluldug
dusuude ne¥gunatiestiureslednziesdlfidn

4 ds e e 4 a4 aw e a
nuaw nafendnsniuazedeliunledns

a , a 2 a ~ .
an Wy unngsAnisaule Teans-leide (Oita-
Asia Sculpture Exhibition) mumﬂmamum‘émﬂq
(Beppu Argerich Music Festival) N17uaiadudaunss
WsauBIuTFlszantlaasladns (The Annual
International Wheelchair Marathon) F94ARAAN

IS 1

ynUuaudondn 22 U Gewsaclazilgsonuaadu

al

AINUIUILUTTINANGT 400 A WaZETNAINTAYN
yulanndnuasiuaunidonlunu fadueu
1szanNaF 19Tt an1anila auRan1viaanen
Wunleany usawnseianialulssineareg
laamenaneuNazainadaldssaasleansing
= 1 3’/ = a dy dldl 1
Ansnafanunmauesleslednza unnNdadn
7130F1 (Oita’s soccer team Trinita) W@ g1
- 4 4 sy A ey oo X
anesiiyu iasideliunledny wanaini
nasTua luguuuiesan s naunseies
a7 NamsoRmmuara¥liilesiufinaey
LL°'1“]<1LLN‘Lué’mmmﬂﬁ@miﬁﬁum”lﬁﬁ%ﬁuLﬂu
NARS TN aA e (NANABNART U A
TUTUNHANINLAZANENWTLEY)



wazannisdunisaiunealuslne 114
(Shoji KIMOTO) (Planning Director 984 Oita OVOP
International Exchange Promotion Committee) e
Todny Sandnladn: UssinAdiyu Wadud 7
funnAN A.A. 2006 1AHFAIRE19129R AN AL
v Mo - 4.4
saaluls Tudnaziflu n19usnng anunvieaiian
wazwmAn1and1AtyT 1 ldAsiazuanalu
A31958 il

WMANIANTANITLINNT FINNIEDIUN VI
~ XYoo= o P 9 '
Weaawanid liasgadnvieaiiaadiunlunsay
= 1 ' = Y v
wagataunuianmAaluwiazl wazlaidn
wnquangliaeeduA1ae9lszaniean welu
uanaaslsannas lnadndiuaaciinviaaiiean

% 1 = 3 =3 1
Wann luusaziies 413150 uiaA N wANFNY
anluannleatinatmian

2) Wewiauiavld nazanagiv
asasse (Self-Reliance and
Creativity)

fammuedld wazAnatinea¥ieassiana
WWINIY OVOP ABNITAFITUINNIEH UUAT LI
Tuanalalunisfienimaies wazAnairaassdlu
ML USuLlganansiouaisine vastiesiiuau
naneifuenanunl LLﬂ:qmmmmﬁmﬁ'u

rf%w,rsiﬁ'mt,uqmqnwﬁuvj RIS NI
OVOP lutl a.A. 1979 Te@mrdnans U ludmin

a ao v M val 0o @ o o [ o a
Aumndunaslilandranilszaias aasauinladng

(Kuju Town: X {EHT)

= aa
Hasulazas

(Naoiri Town: EAH])

IS a
LRGREH

(Ajimu Town: ZD\EzH])

anaysinzmany

(Bunkotakada City: Z#=HH)

- gunenldiiiesny

- Wh5uAus

- gunlvlenTay

- mﬂ%ﬁ@mmwiﬂzﬁuﬂq

shmdeunnls

- panaatingeu

- myjtiuiee s

- vhsugmel (Lﬂumwiﬂuﬁmﬁmmﬁﬂﬁ Aula
AIRALATITINIANAIENIIRNEABTI LAY
8133 WALV Nl yausasiuianiu Fu
13eN1181MN799NT)

%% y v A P
- ﬁﬁﬂﬂqutﬂ]'):ﬁ (@?WQLLM@QV}@QLV]EI']L@?_IHLL‘LI‘LIEQIW

Tnazluadanen InefuAs1e sauiednzes

= 5 < 2 a ] 4~
a1t luanun duaziduaeaini wralasu

LLLIURNLNN)

“ Oita OVOP International Exchange Promotion Committee. “Self-reliance and Creativity” http://ovop.jp/en/ison_p/jissen2.html

16/06/06



VNS 143 318N1T WANANAINAIIWAUY LAY
AnduauaInuuanie ovor Wlilises Tne
Fgunaviesi uldniraduayuundseanauly
Mo uluAuse 289n19ANENAT LA
uA el inliTaqiiulednydnd niueily
FINTALFINTN 336 718017 G981 usana
Nﬁmﬁmm’ﬁ@i”uﬁ@qiﬂiﬁfiﬂmﬂﬁmi RRENER
Wen mumﬂmﬂmwj 0 ﬁ@wu‘ﬂﬂ@mu
HRRAUATIMNANTA 810 218019 F9umaz
LARATTE A ai et 1§ uasd aldaasaniauand
wnanwairesleanzlaluasnem deaziiulsdn
A X . P
Ad AL Az Ul wavidaidaanaly
' 2 o A oansve o

uazsnvlszimananesil Aldfuussaiuayuann
Fyunariasiuredlednvies Tudrunisliaaiy
e A JUANUNNIEAR LATNIIAAIABENGA 393
:‘/ a dl 1 1 v a Gl a v 1

nanurAandazld it uganyuradulinlan

. 4. 2
wndszmnau iwanzrd adnavldiiunaunqiy
PR EXaN AT PR TR IO YRR P LY fa B P LIS IL
N1an1sRuraauszinaelyl Tunsdnsaanniiy
A 1 Aa o £ 4 v dl v £ 4
wraunasdde liaoufinaaiayeains wazly
\ N v o ° ~

Antonaelugtuuunisliauusdn 1le
Uszanaminailoyun lunisdoamvaaludneusil
aziflun1924 085 N IF U 2T URIN ALY LAY
Fyunaazlldnldedlszamudnazsiasinesls
918 weaz llsranmuluriaaduAneadNnasna
azls IneldAnaniniiniiasauasmuied 3N ld
o = = v AI £
Saua99d auUarsNaNy szl luieediuidn

v a o o :l/ dl o £ ¥ o % 1 v
HRFHARA T andufaals wazdusasldls
WAZTHANANANTIEABAINTTLNATRIAWUAD
Adelafunismausiy wazaNsandaanauly
RGN Gl

AMUUBNVIaILNgNL NN L LARzL a9 ULl 1979 wazil 2004

N w »
1< I RS T N

—
= o

Number of Visitors (million people)
& N

o

Y ufuin Kuju

@ 1979
m 2004

Bunkotakada

Naoiri

#iu1: Oita OVOP International Exchange Promotion Committee

aax)

“ @nat 2002 a0 Oita OVOP International Exchange Promotion Committee.

16/06/06

“Fruits of OVOP” http://ovop.jp/en/ison_p/seika.html



n1safranineansyana HuNIIWREUN
wé’wmmqmmluﬁmﬁ'u 4 qunamne OVOP®
%d%ﬂummﬁﬁmﬁqmm OvoP Tatiannznis
a¥refiivesiuldildsz@aniaan unisiesa
m?wéﬁﬁﬁm?{uiuium IidANaIN1ID LAy
unAasundeing ieausiauuanng ovop 'l
aeaNLUsr AN N

lumsussgnisadaminannsyanail mne

o

FyunalednylaansalsaFauiaiasnaiiegin

a9
|
Y  a

neadulinUsednaaw WunisFaunldwileu
1938 A 1l NNTEUATIT WA BLUL LAY
1 ld“ v a Y o dl o EX%
a1116197) i liiAndunfiannnsaiiacngly
o a o 1 v v
Wawnand s uuauesne 1 Tnadmeauly
Tsa3auians 9l unntarmanlunaunanedu
= A =) dl 1 =
wazanBaulunaunataAn Tl 2002 Aunuund
¥ o [~3 = 2 1 d] d' v
gd15an19AnHINIUAINGT 1,991 AW TIANA 1A
' P ~ , P ~
nannllae nsBauazutieaniduann JEaun
aulifazauhieliidufidassoyluusazanan
FINLFAYINGBINITAINE ATy TW Tuusiay
£ QI = dl 1 12"1 = al 1 o
Neadu 13aFaun ezl s aunauaniy
90l 11U 19978 UNTAAF 19T UN LN DLRNIE
WAAZRRAIUNIINT AN AU (Aelgna1unesu
VATET WU TIUAATAUATITEUTUANAZ UYL
e liiinA N uyot19g9g A TuLILOTU)
Vi 19T U nSFuR neunI9m1un1TNE A9
Tsa3augaun19a NI TaaFaulus ud
U A U \;!; o a al
WIAABN NTBNIFY T sansTadantlsaiTeu
ada v :// dﬂl d‘ a v v oa v o
wnaRansae Medieaissnaielnnagunlu
wane) a1eaen earldeanluiiufunludun

pUHUNAURas unnuenAuay Yivlusuto
wianlunn94519 Wanunanswt walulag 93
NINITLIUNT LAZNITANUDILARETIDGDIU

ﬁ*ﬁm@ﬁmﬁu‘i@%m Tneanizgdnanis
Fdnlednrluanizdy Ae wedswind 16
ﬁQﬂNﬁﬁﬁmvﬁUL?‘l‘ﬂ\‘iﬂﬁﬁ‘LNﬂLLWiLLu“JﬁmJ’E]\‘iL‘H’ﬂﬁ
uritszanaulunesduiuegann Tugaausni
\FBINTsas3 B e unsuuaAn uwaulaune
Wilszanaulufesiuldsug Wl ad 1979° i
Iaunneldyaaaiuguiguan §lugituly
Fasfiusingg Fawuara 47 watnasedluledaz
nau tagludasusnlduanldan TWvnezledls
i AuAnaNnNnIsinERT nMvietien sidewmAna
Tuasiiu WesuAvAsenanEel auanunsn
fidedecldlusziudsana® 3lugaausnlalld
naiflufiineladasmmiduingamumandulals
HarudlanunAnuas OVOP atinswalies an
Tulfaauiunalinaneiumanusiludomdn
wAfnudnglafnnslfpnudr Ao e
wazld i lasludsudnldfanuaula uazlufl
MsaeARNLLART Wieusnsziardn ovoP
TumldeRnrivesduusednelalumewiy s
mﬁ\‘iLﬂ?}lﬂuﬂ@qwﬁmmﬂLLW?’LLmﬁmﬁﬁlﬁmuﬁﬂﬂ
18505 Tneluneuusn 1 ld@e sl luniswe
ung Taatnaunsnauusnluld auunsnand
A.A. 1980 Tudesnentsfidn “andanadreriu
MAUBININLTINULDDE [BIZS | bA3BE L)
delduailuntneimenzdgRanusegnaman
uaZlgnadmiidnsnduan wiadldmifiumenis



Insirilesinemaiiesdlniazasa iNaLNeaung
WAZIENTUANALNTN PaNT9T19ANTRN7] Hu
TaIN19%

Tutdaetlszandunus OVOP liunuszanau
laamysunIy Uszanauassunsiudrulaune
0OVOP Hazifudnannwuesisadululedns aa

X A Wy v o
Wunud Adunianensnsss lladuiana
gratvnssuat udeclugl welueaty 919
Tadnzaainisazliaanuasyduludandn
Wavangsfagravnssuludasiuiidunszus
uan wazdszarauidnladngmanunssuazaing
AnsaAsuazaNasey Iuniestiuld §guna
v - a KX v o o b o
Nasnulednzaaneqszadunus g la
DIANYAINTRINBID U LAZAHINNITAND
890 WA ARUUIEUNEN19NITNHATHINAN
gramnIsy tneuedsednd lugiusiounuaes
o Y A a = a 2
Fyunariasiuledny asinagnilunisliaulu
Ve uiugmuAreunEnInssd Ingisian
NANAMLNEATNIIN WA UA LI AN UIBINANA R
AINYAAIUNTINIDE U AL 19Ty aaNn Taeni
AUANDNANHDIIIRINTA A LTANANAINLIAS
P P o o = o
fudgnluiGeunszan ganaulay Whunmeuiy
wazilszanduiusliunszaausiail

G Yy N a o & A
azwuldannisnueEsvdndnenaiuiiay
wasuAuAn wiaununuadyuazniasla
Uszargulufiestululednyligiladunisvianig
AT TUNNNZAUANENINUBIAULAZN UA VD
¥ a o = a a v
Wasiu IneldnisuFauiieududinemsnssuy
Augpanssuletnedniau danalilszraud
o o B
nadlanasiunfacgd ieroed uaesauesnIn
aREY
anANgIFaluNs e deyat19an9
) P oA a o &y ya o
atesaiies wiedsvdndldanuuiniglunisld
ABweunsuuanig OVoP liguseamuluiiasu
u v o
2w 13l
1. AN1991LUUUIAR LU LAY AN
waaulug sansieqayuNesne Wungn
T
= oy oA |
2. {nsaed i3 egeylunauesine T
ussenentiont wualJun wazavinidalagug
untszmaulunngugy waznniud ludsudn
Tadny
= 2 o
3. {n199nenuAINAR aulu $9NS
11941951197 HuBeansNaTulugLLILsne
A Yo v @
Watlszamulafufuazaaniuluiunig

' '
a a

OVOP win@eigunalednzyinlududuseniae

RAAINITLUST UL USIANURIRUANLNEAS (NEHATNSTN) ADILRDAE

AUSOEUR (AARIUNTTH)

AUAN
< £ 4
AANANAINWIA

37AN618 100 NN
3,000 W11 (U5ENn0d 1,000 L)

&uilgnluGaunszan 300 &1 (Usznnn 100 1)

g7 naulaq 240 &1 (Uszannd 72 um)
08T 200 L1y (UszNned 60 L)

#in1: Oita OVOP International Exchange Promotion Committee



1%

sa¥afindieciiu dedednduiladund Aty

-]
D

'
=

aNazvinli OVOP ussqulaunng N

R oD

2Ny ARALUETYITRE HaiunasWmun
£4

"mmauluwmwuuj ”Lumumm fiauflusie

12

2 ege = =)
o o
=

SR U WU 298 u1e9nw T af arld ey

al

)

vhgurud e usaunuaeusazted wldan

Q

>0

WauIAues waznauldgaemaenusiesdu
lugruzirgnau InednisnefalsaFawie
An waglimanuilun1swmun il uy e wun
2 o A P o 2 o
gungury Turedn “leadaunmungiininle-
qu@ﬁ” (Toyo no Kuni Development School: £®
Eo<hs)” Inanesaded A.A. 1983 uazd
AadeytlszanlseFeudn “Andid andsenne
ANAR uazsLgAAMYetesiaLiias (Practice,
(=2 3 )
o = = =K ¥ o 1 d’/ v
unFouraslisaFauinduiuiil dsenavldsae

Enlightenment, Continuance: % -

N9ILNVBINHATAT WININUAUNTDINIFINEAT
21an9eT 1L 19931 FaNDININIULB N A8
=K o P V) [~3 =
auliell A.A. 2006 AfdnFan1sAnEIaIn
{99l 81wUatingn 1,800 AL @AUAFHUAALANT

=2 ' Q’lj ° [ a A d‘ o 1
ANBILUATU mmuiuuaﬂL@ﬂmmmwﬁwuu%

naneiduinaviussd Ayresfiesiusng Tu
Jmdnlegn: Anaraaunatuiiuanndnesdns
viaanntiusne ludmdnledny wazldldpanng
e Boull unstuiesdveesn

AU TN R A TUNA LA TN
WARST IRz RsE Fqunalegnzazliniu
N3l ug ALY (Subsidy) wunldidaaun
Uszgraulukesd u mszazllianspanw
anansalunsiemues udazldnnsaiuayu uaz
domwmdeludumailamiie il ofl asWmun
AN INNARS DU ﬂﬂuéﬁﬁﬁ@qﬁuﬁ§guwaiﬂﬁm:
TWang ugaunils WATHIUNIAULIREY uag

Aud WA Tnludunandusisne 755u1a

Toamzaaunefsluy iataawdaalusiung
BANULL NITNAR WaUIRARS Ul G957U14
TegmzarlipanudrAnyunussqinaiidunias

dl U = Dd’l 5./52
WaziTadnazaINsnaegaladge s

- o oo

wanwilellaninieiguiatesiuledn:
v aa s dl U ¥ dl a a
fadannagniine WAUANNARBNNNTALININ
Aa aziinslisnedaunnandel viaresdud

o

o y = o
Wannautszauiailuiseqalaliiinnisuaedu

o

AUIUAUAMATNIBITHTY WASNARAUTIFIN

el

P
=

wenanHATE ey iiFana s ousine
N19IAAIA Immﬁm@ﬁm?{ﬂ@%mm:ﬁwmwLﬂu
Adaewmaeludunisnannreendad e
wanaaasledne Tnadununludiunislszan-
FuRusuAn A R Sudeld wavdudes
Laldugduwuusne sandeludrudeanienis
Anamng uazn1nszantRuAn Uz LU LFNe
Sndae Senszuaunng OVOP @wnsaasLleanin
duunug i elfifusrdudunewd 9aianuld
Aauansluniin 38

ANHNASAUDS OVOP 111 wamelisiule
o ldldd?j a
Fotau annauLiuay N Al uresanaladny
dsznaududandnsing Tudssinadguliin
wnAnaaaladnzllld sanianislasunisaansy
AINUIUNTF

Al dJ dl =3 Y o v o [~3 d’j

Fanilaniulddannlusuaaugsail
A a aaa |dlddy
Ao dszraululednzdainaauiiuagNnay
wziAsrgnazesdaninlednzaan tnalutag
Busuulaunalul a.d 1980 alssaiivag
Uszannsludsninledmz@a 1,405,000 U AoAL



ngzuU?uUn1g OVOP (One Village One Product)

siad] fedregidusudud 4 Wedaniumeldse
ﬁqmmﬂi:mnﬂm‘“\am”m?{uslulmxﬁqg LY N
1 A 2002 seldsaiaaasilszainsluledns
s u 2,585,000 1w siepusiet uazadudy
mm;_ui‘lufé”uﬁuﬁ 2 a0 9 4andn useuAdaudn
Walans™ waziilefauumelfied munes
dszgnsluwamnizagazsinvlidnlutl a.a. 1980
melfiad aranresdszaansluinizAagie
1,455,000 usiapusied demelfresnulednz
ﬁmg’rﬁfﬁndﬁmﬂmqﬁ usinluil aA. 1990 wils
neasswluniseiilu OVOP ek iad naas
Uszgnauiainie fe 2,313,000 iuseAuseil
druzaspnledny Aa 2,387,000 iensaAusiel] G
unndAnaneTesautannz Aedeuludaia
F5RANT AN TR OVOP

sralamasanuaaslszainslaanzlunaazil (MU WuLaw)

A S e e
g 8 8 8 g8 8

income per person (thousand Yen)

=

1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2005
year

u1: wnndeyasdnuwisdaninledng (k9 BHstBEER)

53

499
47 V(y‘]]@dm?xﬂ?“]f /,wmmm/ﬂmmwmumwuZﬂwmmmim wazrzimAaL muummﬁn@fluwmmmm uaese
Zﬁi”wmﬂi:mn?memwmnwmm@mﬂuﬂuﬂimmﬂmdmmw] YBNNIZAIY

Jnn f@ﬂw Lﬂu@dﬂ@ﬁ?%LﬂuLN@d?ViﬂJ Lﬂuﬂuﬂ??ﬂﬂl@dﬁ?‘ﬂ@LL@;’BWW’?‘VW7?‘5\1 ﬂuﬂﬂﬂ?dﬂ??‘ﬂ’)ﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂ LLZ‘);‘JL?JHLJJ@JW’)



yananiusaaziiulaannnisdinanuag
NARAUT N wandnealaaeviaan wlulTuno
NMIANA LATAIULLIANIINITARIAT 49983
NARADUILIANY TINIED AL VRINA BIA DU
WarlsinnaaIud A el e 130wl g u
Four HuAwsd a.A. 1980 uiunn Ingly
1 a.A. 1980 Huanunayar 35.9 WUAIWLEY
WATRUILIANVRINARA DI 143 DA WANAN
1 A 2001 BeAIEIBINARATUITDUARQITUNN
agn 141 Wud e tnedilsvinnaasnansioed
04 336 wila Taililuievsanany wavilszian
YRIUA NS I LN ez nntA a1y A e
a e o edaa v de v oWy o &
nARA TR T uRUANTudaals W Winvau
=8 j k% 1 a o I
nzuaalud wayeln sy ldsunandoei
Tuwdszinn@usnausiasladls™
AINNILUANBMUNTBID U N LA AT UAN
piaatneAugFaluntsuiToyuiuas Wi
ﬁ@ﬁﬂuﬁﬁmﬁmi@@mﬁﬁﬂm%ﬂm@ﬁmﬁu
gasladnziitiy M IMRANITRaNIWRLI a1
yulug dwludoamaassei 1980 aanlnlaiu
FINTAWINN I UANLATNUBILUINIG OVOP Uag
Tasna kN9 1l ludandnnuiaalug g
a1enAassw 1980 11T8497 Hokkaido One Village
One Product Movement (tisE—i—g:E8) Tneg
drnnsdandasaninlalélimssauzdn “aanlnin
X 44 . Ca e A ey
duaanun Neesusiaziduwasnandngaul
o a4
uwnviesnau Tnaenizinizaeugaesiy el
wilsginAandusfinaingad Asulaaaiudan
1azsiaagaRueasiull il Inaedulaly
ANEFaNaziialulaeFNanArluiaeiee”
luga9re9 OVOP 11 uanaInigunaled-
aela i Anudoemaawni et ulaansiaalan

o s [ s 1 Aﬂl o a d’l =
dmiuludandnsine Miietuuafniily wied-
svalmd {35uuWINIg OVOP AldAnsdAnisuan
-ﬂl v g Y o o s £ AI 1
wWasuang sanvivliAuusiiuiesiusng
nmeludszmalugiedinsanisdawminlednzeg)
andneaulull A.d. 2003 Wudnanlsnsan
AINNNFASIFNUNUNEINI1TN1999 T 0 Lo Bme T L6t
SUAUMNAENAALAINIFILET] A.A. 1979 LAY
Y o o dll 1 ¢4 ] A v o
Tdusaieyslunsliaudaumae uazlian
o o all 421 1
wuzthAuuuszimeauend Y ua ueeaiuy
19019 elauauiineadasdu ovopr luledny
VMNANIN OVOP International Center uazluign
lFnafiaernstunluessnsliwaseamiuanils
Tnaddngiszasdlunistamaesielszme oy
Nz UsemAnLuIAnae OVOP Tuldating
wlunaenns ludeqn Oita OVOP International
Exchange Promotion Committee Wl p.A. 2005%
= £ a Al o o @ -
ANUINRNEUTUAINNENTIURI OVOP AB
Aya aa X o a v = o aa
NMINEARTIENWUININ e Wedseind liEding
Auananniuengelasusedaanuiuildseina
PINNILLNIIZEUINIG OVOP 9481313 N LN
wardanavinliiAswgnaluiesdiuet9dandn
Tednziasnyau anmenuiiusgaesdsvanauly
o  a A aX 4do oo oa o
vinsduaeslednzhtu NdrAyAa sedauunlal
A AN v o o
W3a9 b Funisauuu N U niusedaluiua
i@y luan2n19LTneigia (Ramon Magsaysay
Award for Government Service) hﬂ A.A. 1995
o W Yo o A = R
wazin 69 lATuIadag e @nuinung :aNvivls
Fud oy i uineansuazatansed widslu
WInenaesne lusnelssima suviangad
IA5ULAT 849198 458NN B UNTIN BTAAN
Uszmlnadnsae Te@anyn i lasusediasu
nrufesfnne] Tnaanizaninedudumez



Fa9UTUITUA OVOP T8911tiied 1anan
£4 Wu9Mng OVOP weaianssldFunnssansiann
windszna uazgninlldseansldlulsesma
piner] wauEndae

nazuannIiuNNHuyieanuluisne) 2es
dseweguiliasaniiusiel] udosWuyviesiiu
Inafgunariesiuninitinanoudadaesiu auly
T p.a. 1987 Tafinnsdsznialdunuimunszime
WULYsNNg @1Tufl 4 (Fourth Comprehensive
National Development Plan) (1987-1997) {qn
. o d d o, X ,
Hanunsdqunilsluukunazdieluyniaviaqnu
Mlszavtlymainnisanauaudszaingluriasi
e luReuumeu T p.e. 1988 §FUNaNa9289
ST a ) o =
Wiw® deliunamuadng wlupduunaniguuss
dsznrAulounafagliiIuganyuaua 100
AUt 1138919 30 Aruuanludaqiiy Tiun
wiagnasaeinanugassine vNLsTinpasng
14 3,268 i laadszniAduulauiadeadn
“Tasannsunui wyiinuin” wia “HumelEEE
(Furusato Sousei Jigyou)” Lﬁmﬁunuiﬁuﬂ'
dszanauludesd ulanldwmuinesanii o
Naed ure9nu Nala LN MU UszmaLLL

T d oA

ysunigeduil 4 Adsenaeialnauniilu
U a.p. 1987 winisliRulilangesdguianans

(%
a

= 73 1 ¥ s v QI 1 Al/
Hnalaanldlsdanalun1sWmunviasd uatinesi
A

£14 L‘wswxm';*'1/1S”gm@ﬂmq‘lﬁﬁﬂﬁmdﬂmﬂiﬂﬁu

)

(33

o

s Tnadaliinld dasinalsf IS iNawmuniag-

fu’ i lduneiesi liiinanihRuldldvinasls

FaNINHIE BNTIENTWRN LN T 89D WAt 19898 1

v

a Y v A o £ 4
AN HRIPDINTURDU wazldinan uazuneiasn

D

delanfan d9ldlamsanntsdulalunisduy
vieediu aulungaviesisne udgyudaulugls
unRudeulugduldafed e ldlgewaaliing
A a2 d ow e
neuy vzasmuiesnuIeIny daflunienly
1// 1 $ £ dl v o a o 1
pauludfniasilaldfasiRuldvineslssremna
fiudnsayaisiNen N1l dRunseilis sz Rui
Ifidananfguraarldlfeslsaadlils™ uag
I R A 5
aen DU kUi elanilddenaadauudlu
suuINuRau ey Tuganuans®
a o P Py \
RunamullFunlddunuazliduasen
& Y a A ' o &
werlunisuyiastuluscazann vivaatiedaiiy
Tunsazyiasn luwsazdasndmeedFkuldnag
punala waznissindularesginluiestues
U dl ° a v Y e o
pi UnaviafianaaziRuli1daine visaaiuayu
Tudeiaunsoinasatiuls 1wy anaRunin Tu
o o a o o v v 4 ~
Faudainenlsn dnSuldaiiediuazaonia e
A a Y A A ° o
eaaefinanlanialuiesil vie a1neguiiy
ludsndnduziuy dRulilamuaiegaansues
Funuuluriean n Anadatiulunisn azilun
a v =l d‘ £ a v 1
N3TANERUAT 1IAANUN L INE RUALAALTL
MO0 UALEY waT A NA LA 8989999919 5
M1 I LN ANAIEN N LULAYA FINT IS 9INT A
e . A y A A e
wanzludadanile] wiluieaniaindening
o A Yy v aAa A o o My o . o
9811 wadviaanwaaludandelulsvne i
iy nauedIulidenas wiaafrvayanadel
I A o Y a g
fianaaziiuarunaneui inliin anasil wy
Y  a v Lo
viaanulaasinglasatiu
dmiuiaigunanane IiRuganyued

3 q

a oA

Al avanun g nsuwraziasny watunisg
wzindnanAazazinesls el Ruiluwn i

'
o o

wan wazinld@sies e Tnasgdanisaanngn

49



Y He o o
U9 ludandn

- ynalawefanangnludgiu

3

“eNNTUNT”

Uafiesiiludansa - ¥rthedsymamnalugjuuniedihlseBeuluied
“laa”

unettesdiluganda - &5 9eyandaed

“ﬁ‘V‘!”

Uatiesiiludansna - FonesAnus

“\Fenlay” - A5 NANUANE TN

Uavieeiiludansa - AnaFelanAndlaznasan

“Ipa”

LnaTieeiludandn - A5 WWBATUAA

“yalans”

unetesdiludanda - nnﬁmmui@%m URuNduusataANsTLIUNITAINIUINIS
“loanz” OVOP

11;: http:/fja.wikipedia.org

TR uldwmun Auyiesdiuiiduiesives
A TuAneidin1saann Tugtiuuainuuas
814 (Top-down) TnadiligAnanin uTanan
¥ ' o - < o

w¥anaesusaziesdululszing FaudefFey
Weuiunisduganyuainiguiananaly s

% -ﬂl ' a % =3 Pl a =
1097097619 lulegnzudaaziiulidn Tagnzdl
a1 uyieediu T9iAa OVOP agnauuiin
wda fiaansne TudwmdnaahRuldlduianng
wieafiu defineinldsesen OVOP

ull A.A. 1996 Squnariesiulednslid
A3NAIMUIENNLAUNNBE T UNNan13 LT aq7
“Oita OVOP 21 Promotion Council” tWa361q1lsvass

Tuntsaaiasy arud wazAttuztiiuuIuwn
Uszwman anlaluluiAn OVOP Ansali wuaAe
wazdalnsannsludaninfdn “OVOP 21 Connecting
the World” @914991nnN19A8F9 Oita OVOP 21
Promotion Council aunn fldEAmugassalu
Ao a % ) & !
nnsnladmnzazliAudaeuaaunuIuIlssinA
Ao a a | oA
AanaulalulnAnasladnsatnasaLiia
Tasna9aIni une Tzl ma LA LN aann
pumibsgansmnisdandnlaanslull a.a. 2003 16
a 1 1 A v
fnnsslasannistasmaauulsemalasliey
NUIENUNINEAAY OVOP T9UNA LATABNNIAA
FaaaAn il nataunanilsasinalunienislude
91 “Oita OVOP International Exchange Promotion
Committee (NPO)” 1ull a.A. 2005 Tasduns



a o & o o & o
gszlndidlulsvauesdns Ineddnglszasdudan
lunsdaemansinalszmanslusnunisliaaing
AN ApduNuNAEaiU OVOP audsilaqiii
ANMFUANNAUIAUBIUNUN TR L LUIN
d’l v 1 o a k2 AI £ 2; 1
OVOP 1 f1aznanaiuase uda BFususiaus
T a.d. 1983 Tnaidsvmeusnin iAo uaulanniuung
N uyiestiureslednzhe Uszmaau luian
Wieald (Shanghai) tHesangdnnisdealdliany
mledan 1N aqdasiu OVOP Nidaulnsuisad-
3vind AufnpoNawla uazasnmiandssyns
drudiasiunuiaaine adladyuredsednd
i@ eeldlunaudanan aldussansaly
pufiveduuuamniglunisinlugnisssynsfld
Auideald Tuaoudluaiawdn el iduiiag
= P , A 9o
Mdudasunalssugnainnssy weidagin
e e lE lAa Ul @aunIAn OVOP 2a9uns
a o 2 @A o a , 2w ova -
Fexalmd Mdedudn wwaAsduillylaidseTogl
Nz UN 9D ui L WnHATN TN LA L e
wen arnnsnvnannisuuanieiilidseynelld
Auuausaw] Al winssisiuningraivngss

ndmntsunsyma Taalennzysyma
e Tdanaulainetsieiies uas
Ihuuanluldszgnadvalusziufiesiu uaz
FTALUTEINA WAAIUTUNIINIZAUARGAINS
99U OVOP 1esledaziiu udanniinin
Uszmalalfaauanla uazlfdysounadoy-
Tadieanlfnanug Uszneufudnan oo
lulednzias uifdalalaiaonilugisssuating
Faan Wesandelsifivisnnilafieseduan
Lﬁ@lﬁmmﬁumuﬁmﬂi:mﬁﬁ@u%iuumﬁm
reslednvataflunienis dszneudy  $guna
TednziaendayslinandrAnyiu OVOP luviag
umueadundn auiidl A, 1996 Hlddnn9n
mgqmifmmul,ﬁ"@mfuauu OVOoP luszay
wnmAtuetaduning dusudssndlne
IhiuuAnvaslednzandssynfldifiansedu
wasiu lngshandlussrusanalulasenisd
dedn “uilwuauiiwanioue’ viie OTOP (One
Tambon One Product) TuTl A.A. 2001

Talasans wsanuamsluilszimaau o nalanfidiuwuann OVoP lafld

One Factory, One Product (Shanghai, China)

One City, One Product (Shanghai, China)

One Town One Product (Philippines)

Satu Daerah, Satu Industri (Malaysia)

i1 : Oita OVOP International Exchange Promotion Committee, 2006

% SEHASFRE. op. cit,, footnote 36. pp. 104-105



o ' o o a al ° a a o
Arat1eglasdyansailasanis wianuamenuudssmadiuuaaatadaslylld

oror! OTO e
OTOP
l\()m:'f'mﬂum(hwhmly PHILIPPINES evep
\\‘K‘K‘I&"ﬁ(‘( ONE TOWN, ONE PRODUCT Ol VILLAGE ORE IROBUCT INITIATIVE
Tr{-;lilrand Malaysia Philippines Mongolia
T Lj) \i\, //
Cambodia Taiwan Pakistan Malawi

11 919413 Wakaranban OVOP 284 Oita OVOP International Exchange Promotion Committee, 2008

UNnuUTNANASY Ia:nnauAdiu OVOP uauladh:

1. (wwumswannSwainsunna
(Human Resource Development)

UHUYHNIASDADAYUNIYSWIINUI
HSwyINSURRA
ANUNIIHENWINTNEINTUAARAIHUUINIS
OVOP wasladny ﬁfal,ﬂu?{qﬁ'j‘”ﬁmaﬁmﬁ'uiﬁ’
ﬂqquﬁ’]ﬁml,ﬂu@sjwﬁq o ifug i vinieud
%’Iuj TunsAiiuuuanie OVoP uaziflasann
OVOP Lﬂuummﬁ@lu‘ﬁma?gm@ﬁm?{uiﬂﬁm:
Tnamse Fyuananedcldldiduadunuan
Aendaslugunieimumingnay g 399
medensedldldfiunumanlunissalunis
Wmu’mﬁ*wmmqﬂmﬁ i ludauaesdsyarau
wslafdaulunisdnsnegnalfunuinsnunig

Auninensyaratesiguialedns Aeidaun
WudFunisiindy Wawn enanaduninans
o ¥ o elld o V QI
yanauaznaulfufuirnidnannaasiastu
' o 4 AI =] ¥
wesnuessialll Fguraresduisiunuaniudiu
Hatasinso

UNLINYBISFUIRNBINY
Tugaausn 2een1saniunlaunauy

, - . T .
Viestiuredledny Squrariesiulednsldiding

v oo o . o4 s
W Faadausslunswmunau Tnaduuafad
' 1 d' o a ¥ Yy ¥ A o
41 naufazWmunAuAnlffasaieiranmunny
Wenaw nswmuiauiiludaud Ay igaaes
OVOP s zmuuleLngramsladnziinanuiie
1 o @ a o o 1 QJQI 1
41 nawmAuida Ayl g g anlyl
AUNINILN ViTanARAUALAatNgln



NNINEUINTNYNIYAAA WD N194519
AL (A< h:Human Resource Development) 1114
w1adszlnd 33 uunanig ovop ldliaaiy
o o o o Xd d vy
gnAtyiudiingn auianldnananiudn nns
ainauiuiladandrAnygalunisadiu ovop
dl 3 1 Y v v o 1 dl a
PlAnanauudadnesiu wimssmindiAunazuan

a v

AuAniauinig Aalszanauluriasdw Tuld

dl ¥ Ql ¥
Fyuna asdulugnusndszanauluviesiu g

a9
U AelldaudrAtyfazimunauliiaaume
n319lna wazanNNInTaeiaaduraInLealung
Wuyiastiuls
Tramnuuanig OVoP azyutiuliiinag
¥ ¥ o 9 a = .2 = = 3 o
a¥afindiasiin Tnainnsnamalsagaulngsn
ImlaTuzAll (Toyo no Kuni Development School:
2oEs< pm) delsaToulalalurail ldlad
~ T ' ~ o o
WNeNuUaLAn wiazdanunszanasioaantilin
MIF9NTANIN 12 Wit Tuddazuiaasiiinizay
lsvainns 30-40 AU lasaziszazinanlunngide
:J/ ) v a 1 o a
Havua 2 U lunisdinFauazdlutaandaana
% (o = ~
wan nsarlufmAsEauneniIzianzas wasly
19908 ULAR AN AT FUUALANFANTWAN
ANFIBINT LAZAINNIMNIZANIDILARTDID1
TneauluriastuardlanialunisaanAuAnii
T ez Fauson® viaudnszivanansdiaay
Aldldidszaviaanzas iwszazldniaidoy
- A . v o

g19ladnzh Uszauninugsaluntdnnnisenu
1 Y o = 1y o
viraN et uauiunandudussene iy &

nadeydsvauuEmdargls guanmdanann

|
o a v

naulaq andraunfias gve “ichiko” AuA Use

A4 o oA

o A = % N4 A o
qf]LN@Q@@zﬁuQIuLﬂ@quqm@ﬂq WN‘H@L@E\TDLTJV]Q

al

dszima uasidndoun1ainisnanni gangalu

a o o a = P |
Aduresdandnledny daiszarunddmriouil
uananazaiuian1sgnlaqauidedsauso
gaduidnaealssuwsuuuugyuluiosgnauan
v ¥ 4 v I o a
aae Nndudusseneliaauiuniniseuaes
TseFauginTnloTuzal

FyunalednzdadnyinlseGewanizansn
TundnuinuigninaNaniy Lazaany
Y A -
paanslumeutiue Feaniasuantiaqiii Al

- Oitaken Fukushi Borantia Dagakkou (We1N
YAAINIA1UBIAaNaN AT aad AR N9 aad u)
il A.A. 1999

- Toyonokuni Kankou Karejji (WaW1LARINT
funisviaaiieg) lutl a.e. 1999

- 21-Seiki Oita Nougyou Juku (WRIuN
yaansaunsineasnssue alus) ud ae.
2000 sy

=< o ~ P Ay v

dainFaunavanisageulnlalura s
naulhidugdunguau Wunniubae dersu
annsadnainuesting ashadduinGaaiousg
Tunsidufiin Wwedndszarauluiesiuauly

G 1y dy s

N uyfianuresAuesnINnITLIaTiediueng
Whusneanld

mm’mn’]m“g‘l,ué’mmmamﬁmmimmq

aan ety UNLNNTBTFUIAT RN ULATLINLN
29455UNANA %quwmmm%ﬁm@ﬁmﬁuﬁu
Ay = o o o o
AN lsna1aunimanudnAny waziutladaunan
pan1siuyasd wiuad19un Tnaanizly



n3Eleed OVOP 1e4ledny wAnsnludduues
é“gm@ﬁ’m5quu1u'1ﬁﬁuiﬂmﬂ NTAN17I ¢
widalne fsamsadnandasmielugunisuin
Taanse WAAzdunuInTuA 1UN17I83% WAz
Uszanasiasldnanaluindadalyl

”ﬁm@ﬁ@\mumwmmmmmLﬂu@mqmﬂ

’lumaﬁlmjﬁmﬁumﬂu \Wasdafiastiuiinanu
zﬁ“wﬁuﬂﬂmmﬂmim@wmmumnmwgm@

nae Aaiuigunadiestuaadudienfugacau
HANAILIN HATANNPDAGAUYDIALILTBID WS

NINNAFFUIANANN TesaiRLLATEgRAlteeA

gaNaasUszINA
Tunstives OVOP wesledmyiu Dalaqn
SyunaviasiusaslednziduiladeandAnyadneds

* yaa a A o a &
HQWLWTWZLﬂuQV] TLITUNACUINDILLUAA m‘ﬁ uﬂd

(%

QI dy o o a Y v 1
needuIuE M ludndnledns wagldidnuntdas
dszansludandnlunndu uig1miuaunig

o

igma‘ll'aam”lﬁvi”mmﬁqmejwmnmm LLm'
714 ﬁuﬁ"ﬁm@mmumm‘t@@mvﬂmqm Aan

andnyngeazsiadlilianudosimassanuniuy

(7

D)

NAR

e

X
1

=
Zo

susaRulidan (subsidy) liundszarauluiias-
fu udaztilnanianfennlesldatinsdiiy
i ludunisuant dlulednzaziing
LARTaNHARALATITdald uasdudesldld
Tmafinirausuaatiny Usznaudunisimun AL
naw WidAug Auds wazfuuamislunis
ﬁuwmﬁmﬁ'u udaaeld AU aNG A fardy
qﬂmmﬁwmﬂimﬁﬁu WRan1TUAINGFNN
%Vi’wﬁﬁﬁlﬂuﬁqm T Anuuzn daemnanlu
ANUNITNAR u@nmnfu%ﬁm@ﬁmﬁu%%m:ffq
azaFeanuddy waranfuliaiuwusiinengg
WnNenszantag ludamdn
wanaNNHlun A ARUA AT TUFadld
wazausaaldls ?“gm@ﬁmﬁluiﬂ%mﬁwwlu

ANUNITNARLIIANUT UaznITRmUIAUA IR
duanuise vieldmuusinane eiin
ﬂtyﬁ’]‘ﬂvuelm%u (Support for Improvement and
Development of Sale Promotion & Merchandise:
BRYR - BROXE) N 1uan11Tum 9 inn
ﬁ*gm@ﬁmﬁ'uvl,é’ﬁﬂ&%ﬁu‘imﬂlﬁﬂiz‘mmuﬁﬂimu
Toywn wiakeenissuuzinludusiie @
Aendesiunimmandudn Hesudedld wazdu
rasldlAamd 1 dEnne

unumniadeandudsznaulldan 5o
Usza1tu NN uTeanIANA 1] aunsnd
NITNEAT 9NV TIN5 WIRLTEMFING Tenn
nmadauluniadepnsiudauiunuinly OVOP
Tnsannzlssanrunasnguilszanay duiae
ﬂ@mm@@mmmm funumeenedalugnunis
HABRTL mem@Lﬂummmummwmmim uay
Jusiaslllflnanss douannsniniainemsieana
aqudrAanIzlanaaauluguaaiasd u
sz ruazlandInuanANIANEATNITN RUA
dl X2 a v al ]
NaanuiasiluduAmIanemnssuidaiugdon
Tun) avnsnlniainemsasldaudAny ludunis
ATLAYUATUNITHARANE FIUTN9FIU UATLTEM
' M va a
sinee] Tl ldRununludauzesnisngn

dszrranledazdunuinnanidugnan
uazidug Aunndaaulasaanyesladududi
Tnadfinviasdulinisuusiy Taaluqatigiives
UszanguluiasiuliaddunuimdAningzas
5 o m A .
peduaundacndndena aatuluiedu
Tinnstaniy uazFasilannAaniialng d34e-

o

rdld a a 1% s dll ] A
NAUNA WANARATINaTIA Namaedie el

[

Anun1sa¥eassAnansiuel Tedandnlednziu
grinviesduaziiuaufiaaniuiu 109 39ldiunis

al



Beuflufunisinnsdanis wazuuaaNAn Ly
NMIUARRAUAT MIALINT YTANITYUAUNAIVIAN
= ; ~ o v o Y
Wieapinge] AnlsaEEuimuunagudo
Tugauaaesadszartuluiaan vieg
A A a 9 a a v Ao w %
UANAINNALHNAARWAN I URUA N T UR DI LA
o a o 1 v a v dl [ v 1 v
RNINUARATUTFN9 Wha Audrfidusesldls
RN wnasvieafien weAn1asne wafiduan
tladugrAtynvinlinnsi wuyiiasdiutlszaunanu
afa mavarlfsgainviasianliidiuien
o o dJ v v QI :J/ £ o
Aeludandn daainifuluieeiuilu feand
v Y a aa A v o aa A
wiMifluduania nanope Wwdniung vie
glisnennsos Tesatiuassiasdanuianile
danlatuadeliastuienadulilnuendneal
2a9aed U tudnazilugn niuies wmana
pinee uarlunisngldtaendneniresiaatu 10
v v QI v 1 1 o
Tuluiesdulddaanusanusasanlafulunng
o v = [ a A
Al aveenuen i lunuuaue wie
6 a ada a = ve v
ANEUT I AuUULAN W earld IWnanedy
BNANHOIRNI ANV BIDUAUSNN AR UL
waznanaiduqeany ansoat1eluiilasgvau
Tuledmy NaTITuAaI N INITANELTIR LAy
annaaaiate M luwuus AN n19snugan
warAnadnuAne luiasd unazan AN ue e fa
20alseusnlunuil An1sacuANeIAIINgaiy 4
Fu Tdagaauy wanainty Surnaduaily
L A9TIANF NN AN WA AT UITAURLLASLAN
@13 uazuAnnFuariusesunienlaniuils
Tuan 5 Twafiu e ilesAudangaouasy
a . & Ao o a o g a
a1 Auvartiduananend1Aynvinlignau
A Ao ~ H .
Whadasndinviaanaaieanlulszma wazmng
Uszimaliitlaundnilazngn 4 a1u® fasiu n1s
Fneudacldag luaniman Tnadscaiaulu
Y A A ' A o v 2
nasdud A NTanNasanlafuasnaiu unns
aFaileslugtuuumils wiaglaildadeauunlng

' A

usifinneslFlvagmilanmn unnsaiaenansnl
A mFuAuANAURealals
ludaure1umAnIafneT eadszamu
luiasduilavnsaniasonlatuiiuaenauanld
AeaY wnAnNIanInatadat aNnNnely
Ta8my TuleazfeumANIg [y $IUNANIG
WUF1q1IaR9aan (Kitsune Odori: Y x#D) 13e
WMANIALAUTIaNYY (Aya Odori: Z V&) Tu
[ a a d‘ ¥ o v ql alldl
wytiuEmEdNn dadumnusiuiviestundaunan
AUNNEIIUIUA LA AN AN ATT 1899 09D Uil
uazdnulszamninaudananaesni lu
doanAnIaaiglu wialatla (Obon: H2)
71190 U lUA 9T WA 9T UEIINATUAZLAN
o a = 9 A = = y A
unFaululsagauiestiugesdiusdi azsoad
o 4 o & g 4 9
Founuienazindes uazeanuandiianiasii
ar = o rd” IS
uazinwtszimalienansndillugn T

Tun199AAINgN vieaNIANLNaTINAUAR
HAR warWauAuAY lulednenguinadou
Tunjinazidungu vieananass wialifidu
e - : . -
nauggeanydeniudaulug uazngumaniilag
= Y a a v
nazdununiiuguandudutleginianas
WA
amivlulednziaslinnudAnyuning s
= A 2 1 db a A 1
ams wsaKgang A luINaains lnangu
wIaANIANIMAIHardnnssaNng uiuNafn
aFwassAnARAgAINIRn AL viseninenINi
agjlwviaany waztnaudeghidunandneilug
: P | o o
wuusne Ingluledneinguvseauianansy
sansafiuiaulsglduAnagndn 339 ngwu Gty
dnfudamdnninguasiniiuguilsgiidudusy
2 Tudag uazrdusy 4 Tutlszmadilu



| = = [
nguasTuInT uarinalsznaunisdulng
! o | ¥ . aal o
wuwaziduunanieinet 9 liunansau wu
1 v
NITINNG NN DY HF9eti1eduy anaw
aRgLgH (MegumiKaiE#) lwilleslen Feudlagy
uzidamanduenaneairasiesdulen iy
= =< q P a X ¥
faANIIamA T91HyaAWNNINaY wazaFag
ONANHNINNIIN AT UNELT DINAAATT
4 = < e o oA ' = aa
WIRANNUINANAIATY AD NANAATOYIACAA
(Aze-michi Group:E:E % )L—7) 2841890 LNEN-
e A Ay o o a
lazsINNg NN aNARF uIUNANN NN He
(Handmade Cookies Shop) tmeiindmpavluriasiiu
3
wudegihilugni wazilafruansaunaiendu
o - = 65 ] Na a
BNANHOIIUNBIBINTN ALY NANARTIILAR
Koy X . -
AUNANN A8 et LT uNg NUBIARTgI81Y
v a ' o 12 AI dl [ a o
wazldiuunAndninauuasiui ldresdauni
1%
waqluilaqiiu usans a1 daagnslaog
o a v A A2 oo oa
wazilseiulalusarfaesauuyiaaiuil AFndu
o E AN ' VA
layaunani ieed ugasnuniineaanaig
auing®
o o o o aq A AN,
Tunns iAo udAyAuasAT NN tnedn
funnuAndundslnazesigunaiiesiuledns
A % U AI %
wmazhadunisudtlymmnuguen luiasiuls
o o y o Y
Wueened iavsanniloymiiasiunauimaeiiu
Wumaznguaudaaulasanizgany 1o
angwdiniadesienuluniagsia way
v 1
gaa1unssy A9 uluied uRanaaus g
wazgade
dl o [ % v a v a <3
g ugnaguaalunaiuiduagan
a = | A o % ]
anunannunnllidaslungs ienneuls us
v
uFEmusalsanugnavnssuluiasluaniziiu
v ]
AaNFUNIIVUL ARSI AU NN
o o = A ae¢ o cda a
Anannlunnevinanu duuian 3duiAdNA o
o o =2 A v o 9y A
waslunevinevasilagdunanusiald luiasiiu
, a 4y o a Mo
pine) Tulednz Wasdaaiipnudauslaiiilania

v 1
Tuyanulies setis nsndlalananazlinig
o = U d‘ a o I3
AUAYUART [WNN9TINNgNIN D33 NA RS U]
aadunislilaniaans lun1slddAnann way
ANTNAINIFNUBIAULES I WAV aviaan wla
e A
AEHNUHNN

LS 1 val
avnsainnanemses e R ununlunig
a a k3 1 1 [~3 o 1 F N~ v a
HARAUAG9 atasusama WS udnde
1@ 1 7 £ o dl o o
wifinanaladniugaiuayund Aty wszaas
aduayu wazrliuinisludiuadaanimia
s = o o o
giUnsnfiATesde Awuzinlunisvanianemg
v
sonvistladelunnsnanlugtuuusne i e un
I a =< ' v a a
Auluiedd v d9lunmariesn wluladnviag
e = o a
avnsnfaziingzanelunne feshvesledny uaz
dsrsruresannsaiazifluaulufiaaduing 1eg
v 1
Fatis AUNIDILAAZNAINNITLINNTU KATAINN
v o v AI Zﬁ 1 a
i laludavieet uilu) Wuetnem wenzidy
y 2 X da o ae - -
dszarauluiastuiliasmiluganiiueny 1w
1 waziluann@nag luavnsninisinemsviasiiv
YDIAULA

. C X . A ,
ANNUANNTUA LT B9FAUN AN Self-reliance
v
and Creativity (BEHIZ - AIETH) A9UULNLIN
v a =8 1 e v o a A
N1am1un17Ruasazld e i uAS w uTaay
Uszanauusazdqslusrunisliaaudaawaaly
v 1 dl 2% % QI dJ o ¥
fusinge) e liauiesduaiunsnianisoiesls
v 1
NInesanIuAA s wsaanntiuin i



Aang wazpUinuuiauledasdud adleil
z€’1ﬁmﬂﬂqqéqiuﬂﬂaﬁ@zﬁuvjﬁ@qﬁu AU 909
lednzfldinmanailuega waciedredaiy
mszanniunTaduaiae wraanniuliariug
sine aglalldganautesdulugunuresu u
azldmsaamaludnumuuzi Avuduny g
putasiula lussudnlednzazidruises
uuzih uazreadNanantusne Aisgunale-
anzanaslflé Tnaannifusine tuilaoniiuzes
NAUWLINNNNNE anntiusine] ludwdinledng
faarelus

- AU TR ENINEAITNTTN LAz N
(Agriculture & Fishery Research Center:
REXERELEYY—)
A0NinAaeIN17Lsva (Fishery Experimental
Station: KRB HKEN €5 —)
ann11u34eLsin (Mushroom Research Institute:
& D ZHTFERR)
- Audlfanuuzidiuazilnimonssnlad Tl uva

J9uinladne (Oita Prefectural Bamboo Crafts
Training Guidance Center: 1T - JliEisE
'try—)

an1Uulaagna1unssN (Industrial Research
Institute: EEZERIE B> 4 —) (Tlusiu

Lo v  a a o o
u@ﬂ@qﬂui‘guqﬂﬂf]’ﬂ\?ﬂ ulednzdainng

AU lUAUN1ARUITAUAINT R UTRITAL
WA LNBRSgAAWENNNTIaaTEn LazALATe
liaesludendinleany uasvinlidminlegnziflu
o ) o = a . aao
7§40 11U n19dneuniy Tnaunianiguna
Tadnzanduinansgmiinviasi aadiudnag
¢ oA Ao d y 4 o
dnatvsalies Nd1ATYNAN waraieTeldes
1ladnyAa nnsudsdunIssausnidugnnis
wIu1A 1a@my (Oita International Wheelchair
Marathon: AAEBEVNTYSY YAR) TN

Wall ae 1981 waznanaunisuaadui il
lnaneafredlednsluseAusin wavsray
- A o e d

WA Liesarnidunisuaesdun waingnlu
Tanlaednsiaiiewnt wardiduaeduainiia
Tan Telull a.a. 2005 Wunisudsdunian 25
wardlgidudedu 320 Au a1nndn 20 Usene

#n199neulsz N a4 ANIsEULNIS
Ry viasedaungniscaunaudnialunig
a¥adsvlaad drunstunesiuliunledne
(Rewards for Achievement Program: Thi&
X7 B EEEEIE) WeaTyuaznaslaluniminau
parasgilszaunagnFalunisairedsslam]
uarWuyiesdiu anvailusaedaliuiaulagne
ALDU

o :j/ a = a

A UlUN1ITR NN LA luUNN 1T
ay A d e o
UR1 Oita’s soccer team Trinita NANALNINUIN
Wlszmduiusdminlaan lfiilunianaesau
Watlszmar 1 un1saanLi o LT U LB AT
sz

NAuNITRUkavaulsrian iunasg
FasmAeuunlfiGugauyu (Subsidy) fiaz 100
Frusuuuulhdanfutesd dae Wadszine
Aruleune “Iﬂ?\mﬂﬂmuﬁu‘dﬁ"}uﬁm” w3
“HUBRBIAEZ (Furusato Sousei Jigyou)” Lﬁl'aélﬁ
Fosfudnassuildsuiutues wazdanaslsii
Tl ﬁuvjﬁm?{ummmummLLmuTﬂmmm
squnanans dudastl A 1988 Tneaaiisine Tu
ledmeiwh@uildsunnfieshlusesen OvoP
luynitesin” mzledmduléiuuame ovop
Terwluniesiululedazeieuudn Fauslutl
A.A. 1979 AadlanunFenlunisun Runnaiuse
fuathauuumaieaiulunniei lusmin



A o v A o o Ay 1
Aafunanavieed lunaies Saudan lddaau
wianNnnaw waldRuniuiag el 14wz
TilaRnasrezea N TN a9 D LB IML

TuAuaulssu unsani9sw aunsal
A S L v A
NN EAINET U ULNATR U ULATUIRI] T N7
w2 ud @Ay twsrzuanainannsal
N3N ATV 090 WILLA AT eI Yuaza1N19n
UFUITINUBAZNNTRBUIAULAS A LA L1H Al
ToymiFesni1sdu annsalnsinemeiaed uda
Ariau1A19aunInin1gnNEAs The Nourin Chukin
Bank 890 AauUNId NN HATULUSTIA (JA-
ZENCHU) lugnunasduyuiiainisnliaundn
gasaunsnlfainls drannsninisinemsiasiu
1 dl o val
wiale @aunsfazyinalsznaunislam LAy
dJ o v [ 4! LS
NandasleNnn TdFAaeNanIaunIninnsnEmg
WA LA NN IIT Auaasslunisusng
LAaZAATEAINUIELILAINAUNTUNITLN TR T LU
FNRNATNNINVLYINTL
AunFuannIninnsnemsiesnuwaedletmny
IRENINWAININFRS AN INITUFATTIaaTY
Huatlsznaunisia |y aunsain1snemIviasn
A v aa rd‘ AI v
29918 89lae1ue A UN I unuauN I T uFY
Tumaunasiaies 1.5 411 118919 40 Tnau (3719
dananaassued 1960) weiluilaqiiu annenl
AnsnsRsuiaillallsznatinisannnistaeviae
wavduasu i anluiastulivinnisnemneiiiu
NANHURIa9d Y NTudtLasinIgn LAy
daeluzasnisene aendlaiuiuaasaunsnd
nsinumslesny aulullaqiuEuuiuinad

20 &1wey vl AN Il EATT R 4N
Auleald uarlaasninlunnsuIvnsann1TAuULe
TnedaniAndmsuannsainsinenslaeuzae
dnnsurdunuassannsalldldluntswiauluy
aad Wit gamnedszimaluusazd® auau
asdulasnurddndoulunisiensasmiiade-
dumssnnidususndue sesduu Wedung
daaTuusaniausalalunisngnanuvinauiie
Tiasduranuessoll

2% ¥ = a o 1 a al

¥ vivetFmsinee lulegnziunum
Tun178u TUAIUNTLFANANRYE HI9RTINAUAN
WfAszarrnlulegny vFaraRuliunfzunale-
8y 100 A748% (319 30 A1) ludl 1980
N TR A
iedaEINnTuy iy Teigunalednziitu
AlAFuLFAAIIUN WNINefIanTudLETN OVOP
Tudmdnledny suiuesdnsesigigualuiEes
nagalasy OVOP Tusnusing *

a o & v a ' o a 3
wedszlnd 1dRuuaAndn TIAITATUNUN

=4 o s v =
NANNN1TAAA NTaUTeT1EUNUTRUAT Y70

3

a v QI v dlba/ a o =& o
usnsresiesd wlinidunian wiadszdmndnn
wilidulszmnduiuslunnianldilanall
wansvialusnetssima wrandnseiasuunuIn

o a = 4
Wlusunuans (Salesman) LAEILAY AILUNLINU
A a o o a 9 aa
e NTduLNUIMAGIATYNIN ININZRUAIN AAY

v o o eaaxR o @
AANHNITU Tz NN UENARIazTzaLAINHAN LT



luntse1e Faunedselnd lugiusginsenig
Faudm lumounurasladny TAUIR A9
Tednzlilisvanduiuslunnszsine wedsvdnd
d e e g B <
Wupunsnindnaduligsnaulay seneiuge
A utfulugduuouil ad T und e luimylu
ABRNAT
Tudaeiansesnuniaiugansmanisdemdn
laane wiRlantamun el lulmnaqlnesendng
duwanlimanganaultqueclednslifog Jau
Viasduladmzauniaaauaneign G1iganau
Trquaniuufeu uardunzwioaTudaslihén
9 coe A X . .
Hagaznlsarmasastiunin wazdanilildwn
v = v ¥ 1 Adﬂl a da‘
ANNENA0e ArANtnaularedsANgsTiini
Tudnwuzil wiasnheiganaultquesiedny
W liaualdfunidnaesimnatan st ugedamnalu
ehuimanaslungelaifian Taalddnllasunens
n9aNUsznausa luARANANTIUANTUAAN LAY
a 1 v dJ F 2 a v U
wraadt g siluganamanislegns dudalil
P Y a @ ~ ] '
WatedAuA1ladazies Anazianudndanala
2 d‘ 3 Vo a 1 d}
danlaalungaianfilasunisfiasaainuilaly
. 4 oea A4 B
Ananasiasslueuiandiegsnaulag i
e autlaqiiugsndulsquesiegnenanendy
AUANANANHDIIIRIUTA warldndaun1anig
panalutlsemag ulududadamaiuididy
T
UL
mafugdnsanisdsudn Faduianin
fqunafiesiuzedlegnriouianazatnige
- ~ v o P
9 wazuaunAnludaninanela @ela way
Y v oa X .z .
wianladuiaentunn A luguziaunulag
- ¥ a = o o o o
ANATINIRIN AN LNAADNNUEN LT UF LN
~ o o o v a vad o
78 WAL A NAUSAUA TR ML IR T BLA 81
waziuifien wenaniilugiusiaunuresisuna
nasdusansaleans wiadsdng dnavnalania
Tunsf il igeuaniuiisine) vdeldusseny o
4 LAy A s da
an e Ml virewdnseiclusinadsuine

[ o

o . - o v o m
Walssmduiusdaninlegany wazdurnlegany
Tilungan

Tudauresfguialedn: Thduuuadanluy
nstsemndniutaudn waztisnisreslednylugyl
WULFeT 8171 TN ue9d9usnTnIgsee 9u
3 | = A
Walulmnautan 19 azddalawun use
dszmduiusaudn viaanunviesnasluledey
Tnafgaziiudamu wreudnseiannunuuluan
e Tuwsaziesaasdandnlednziazinimi

A o ' Ad 2 a o
v viseAadslugluuusne) ndenedud uay
usnnsaesledmzayson unisdaemanauly
Wesdulusunsdaasinisene dseaduiug
Tinvieufiaaniauayludsmwdinledny wavdsly
wafuiuineuindednlegdnsi@udsiug axls
¥ vl @ ] 9o 4 rd’j dijx
tlaflanamiudanistszanduiusil Inadine
a % :j/ o v % o k%4 M v ° dl
AuAnsdusiasls uazdusdasldls awananiui
Vieaieasing

LA .

wananiludunismain ludauaeanis
nsrana@uAn fgunaledns deaanuringuel
AmungduALaruInig anitdiuia i e
AMAUILRUAILATUTNT TN sz A NN US
Ve uldlunniesnluledns ludedn “and
& a ” H < 3
UNuLnNm” (Sato no eki: EDER) 72 “Homet

) o o a9y - A

own Station” gwiuaniitiunail uaniun
TudneuzduAn easdudireaviesduiu
2UTLFNNIA sie TnpaziduAuAuazLisnag
iluesiesduiue wredluimuassn wndneni
raspuluiesiuiuase] lnsdiasuyn 14 1o 3
e uay 1 vyjtiululedng sau 42 uie ialk
uinsunanluiesinau luledns ineigauf
wuanezesiasnan) uesduheiu uay €
a L = o oy
uFnnsauiudnviead aaiald@ndae uaz
uananandiiuiinazarsdududn deazi
UFN1961197 209Auluieaf uiu andae 19w
e Vo = , y A A
Hdeyareaunasviaafiensne luiesdiu dnag



< a o . .
vuldAaaansEm Oita Isson Ippin

2008%03A108

i bade=y i ZHIBEOFBE & :l:mrrmm i EaE® o BEse

SHOEYT TR

) mRRR

hFdv-—E

BHREE 6

BRERE Ok Tk EEES L

RHITIEThTE NN -
R ik,

EROEFAF TR TE DT UBETS|C IIAID

ZiEe0HE UL

TAIEE & HEMIETLET., FEZOHETROBLLE, FECEHUEADTTE
- PR ECES HEEE  &HC5YEyh Froipg TERREE

TEE- BN e 6 ¥16.800(832) 300e EB-60 1050008330 miﬁ.‘gg;il' ¥-30

MET-METNIs @ m ¥6,300(833) e ¥1.990

an\rmﬁ? FEIn

ﬁn iéi,‘ii ) i

e WY DL

1 ST IR ey STCESSZATANT
£ ) . - e N .

S AT &<CHYEyt FT-100 ; SCHLEYF FS-100

Py AT ¥10,500(833) |-,i d ¥10500(8:2)

Vi U=t —ATERO 3 tE

TS @ . i #

D=2 L R a - -

L By | e

FIEF @ | APV CEDYFLy T

EFET 6
TAZ V- SET @
ﬁ_l ;:‘If._larﬁ, &)

¥1.050(8:2)

un: http://www.oita-isson-ippin.co.jp

WineaasldTan wiaaasnniuiinainudue
Tuuuueuvesriesdiuiu Wy Inisiauantly
X A a0 %o A A o Y  a o o
N JueurFeu wisaNAWNwULTIeswlHA
dll ' =8 o o % QI 71
Wetsraunisad wavdnduienanualluiesnu
An139msat3¥nluTedn 15E Oita Isson
Ippin ANAR ENBLANADIUNYFETRINI9NNTANMUN
= v al a v a & @ ‘ﬁl Y v
AUA1 An19178RUAMN9B UMD T AL @l 14N
a Juslnalugaluds A33043m8 910 lunns
walulad wazindusivealednveanuaneialy
WAZANLTUNA AN HEUZNITUAASALAN LAZIIN
AU IRLUANNN LI U LT WATAINNITWAAS
AUAN WUUT1AS (Wholesale) tagn1suna@uAn

wuvanadantad ulas wazn1sudns@uAna

http:/./www.pref.oita.jp/10500/satonoeki 17/01/08
" htto;//www.oita-fta.jp/vtrade/e/company/je052.html 17/01/08

ok I¥S-30
¥3,150(82)

feepanglull A.e. 1998 Tiv 855 §1wieu 130
256 AULN”

F7U1R A9 UARTIUH WAL ulutlne
1 a 1% dll o [ N 14 a A
s Anldieszanduiug Audn Uinie vive
WMANIAGI9] ﬁ@%ﬁmﬁumﬂlu@”\mfm W e
ﬂivmauwuﬁqumv@mmmqq mumumi
@mwuwLLmuww@uMmuwmqmmwmmuq
viawladednnnseniaviesiianluglunsie
Tuledny Afmraaenldluqasine u Adanas
o = A [ ] A =
810 e wengtihwlwanse vsenuanil
0l qasine Tudandn sautaeaaynlufisne
= Yo = a o
waldinveufigasatnnsondy wazinllidu
y . d c oy
fayalunisviaauiaanieludamdnls



duFuunumresigunanestulufiunig
d’/ 2/ % a o K M v o
panatl wilulaqiiu wiedsvadndazlaldans
prundadugdnmanisdawminlednzudanniu
wisgunaviesiuzesiegn: Iaunisuineagin
san1ssandnleanzaulude Adeasaniluses
Ax wazrliinnsatiuayl OVOP agausilaqiii
dsznauiuunedszlndies ndsanduganiaily
gingraniedandnlutl a.a. 2003 FlFAsasumL
1uilszs1uang Oita OVOP International Exchange
Promotion Committee #i1ilussAnsliuassuina
° A L 2 X Moy v ) 2
mlsnassiu waldlduiulillunisdeemas
o Y A a N !
aduayuiasiulednzlnunsednsell usay
Wunistamasuiunlszmail diuuiAnans

laamellld widnaladndunisdssandunug

Fdaladnzlunteden asanidleunadszing
wanneldussenglusnalszmna Aaglyludauny
ga91719Te8my 1 aussanefaziindaat 1998
Tadnz Audrledny uwswieufianlesns e
fne ulegnzunszneunisussene CREY
Tunstssnduiusdmdaladng muradudnly
sunusing) Wuundszmeldgan

UNUIMTBISFUIANAN

Fyuranasdunuanludunisnannae
F1UNTTNITANLAUAT ABNN1TEF19 “annilsu
7179” 1198 “Roadside Station” (Michi no eki: ‘EDER)
Tunravansud uaulunng Sandasiatszina
njﬂu ey “qALITIHN” FENTNNNTAUNY
L‘ﬁl’ﬂﬁ/ﬂﬂ’ﬂu Tmmﬁﬁlqﬁﬁmﬂmﬁmvmﬂﬁmj Gy
fiaansn mumnm@u @mjmfa Waen Jqaisnig
m@ummmmqmm Lmvwmmmmmmmum
mmumnmmm Tustaafinanesing Fe¥udn
TugnniBuneiiesiednudnviiatesmielunis
NIzan8AUAN

v v
1o & o o o

LmeumqumﬁuW@ﬂafmvl,zivlﬁlmzmﬁqz
Toawmaedandnlednzudiesdandnines wazl
& fulaunalunnsi ez mandunsnataui
asdusanunlnansg wifgurananeliuleuie
sesulssimAf Az muntananalagaaniiy
wlaunelud A 1993 Tngsinfeslunisadng
“qnnTi5uN19” 103 anniialsEina €y Road
Bureau lU&9nANTZN99 Ministry of Land,

Infrastructure and Transport”® Aeiun1saf1eannil

AMNFEANUSANTS L ULNaslasNNE

= . .
NUN: http://www.we-love-oita.or.jp

° Ministry of Land, Infrastructure and Transport of Japan http://www.mlit

0.jp/road/road_e/contents00/next_stage02.html 17/01/08



a P = o I |
sumeiaieiadssme Aslddaniiuniseglu
Jmdnlednzsiat
e Xy v e
an1iFNneHEnszanesiagiatlszing yn
e wsllinniesdiu laaludsmdnladnzias
o P N = g, =
fyunanasaivantiliuniaies 11 annil’” 1
v v
TutnnzAagdanun 69 andl Walseinaluy
tlaqiiuil 858 e dvaziinlddnlulednzilaqiiu
= S 2 a sy A ° |
Fes 11 anrflvindu AuAnfionannuiefing
n v nmdd 2 s v ¥ oa o ¥
Andisinee] wlazldlannnanduAuinN Al
[ v

P A & o v = Y
ﬁ‘ﬁu’]@‘ﬂﬂ\‘lﬂ uladnzadnadanas1any taeld

d‘ S 32 9”& N ”
7997 “an1HLWfin” “Hometown Station” luynn

S N y o
e lulednziie Wa1gaagenizeealuieeny

A
a a v a ?/ ' ' 3/ =< 3 2 a v a
NanntwAaAIeg Nty A ldanittinune
JendanenitesuAaziaaduuInngn

- Y  a ' Ao
avnsadnaneAs N e WluuaasN Ndau
Tusuan unuzataen1alunisana LN e AN
1 =3 Y o v 1 o
asaiulatn Tasanizlud1uteaani19nisean
AUUNBAUAT dunTinIsinEmsReanululedny
j v = ¥ v v d‘ o 1
TneuguuddaziinisaieiuA N aa g
a ¥ v AI 1 v AI dl c
AUAINID UIBIAY W PULIN D90 WD aunTad
= Aa & o Ay Ao oa
NNTNEAIHNALTTNaUNIINA DIAURF WAL
1 v
NuuaruIislasannsniiediuiug lihdeaiu
TUANAINTA ASA 28 1NURIAUNTINTINTAT
Y  a A < o o %
Nadd uraNalagny dann1nlaF 1 uAae

a v

Aumviasnulunuindiu “Konohana Garten” 9
v o A k% o a v v
Frulusoiaalasuziaqundn Selnandaiiudi
v a A a A ,
avnsalluiastuau TuledrsBnuaiouna uaz

Tudandnnnlanzania 2 ue™

FAINNNTTAAN MU RUAN G 1T LTI 1
v v A a o 1 = 4! v v
2099951 WraLFuneine) Tuledny dainedu
A s v o 1 1 v a @l
wiraguenisAn ludealug) wiu Felnfinzieeid
AN lUAIUNNTIAANA AD AN1FARADIUN WAY
v a v vy a a A o , P
suduAYasnuraslaanliananaatming Taad
v
nngnenlganeld 20 wlafidus weAnldaneniug
v
Wuludauresriussqiusiieneaianany sou
?/ | 1 v £% 3| o dlﬂl a
vadludrdnsauliudundnauany Tnanguas
a Y v a' 3/ [ A M v
AuAnviesduniu Tisiesnasiiaanaies Tnelals
[~ 1 1 d‘ 1 1 £ 1 Y o
WuaAanunusaznele wiazldlanaleann
1 da, [R% v 1 [~3 d‘ 3| a 1
doutl wsitineFusinge Auenerduanuuadonlu
n3Uszandunusaaninledny wazduAledny
a £ o o = o 1 ~ o
waziiluanuilanaslunishegaiinviesiianliun
1 v
Wenluladn: wazundadusluladng”
v
AMNUNUINYIRUATBINIAG FUA 197
v 1 :// v k4 v AI
Tudusine 99 4 Arulunieil uyiesd uaes
v
TR MTAINLUINIG OVOP 9 9A TUNITW AN
NINLINTYAAR NITHAR NITRULAZILILTTHU
v
UAZNNIAATA YNNIARIUTNNIATTULAZNIAGIAN
funumsaniu uddmiuiguianateuddnasi
UNUINIBAIUNITIS UNT AU TENDS WATNNS
T sal ¥ v \ A 9 A , ~
AATA WA NN AL INITILLUARY 89D WAt 195
1 v
Use@Ansnn Taazdaunmlaaniaulaunaliitu
gavyulutl a.A. 1988 7 liussqulunieing
£ % AI a ¥ o a dl Ui £ 1 a
AT INTT LN eI Wl lad S win 1ol g asine i
dse@nEnn Daawafiuneaiesdlaifdnazin@ui
Tl ldatingles usaudnseivanisunien iy
nanaeelAreaviasdud1e Tunienisaainann
u‘llﬂmﬁﬁmmmwmwmivﬁumnmq WHAADNT
a @ M oy A . Y o
St Wl e ana LA aziaadu
WINT OVOP aaslaamy lunuan1any
a Py o a Py
qalFusuaIniasduies Taaidunuoniei iy



= o y  a

ponuiana lanazAnaninaeslsyanguluiaanu
Tunsnaziuyiiestiudundn audszaunagiia
lusunisenantueanitiuagaesnuluieiiu
Togny uarlMduusananauliesiuguy 7
dszavilgwatlszimanusolunisiuyiiastiun

. - a2
TULENUBIAEY AN AT UNTTRaN Uy a9 1A
wariyu Aslddenalunislifegaaaiuanlali
Fgunananaiuun At naulafuiaan unins

»
%

AulugdaanAasse 1980 aueaniiuulauasemy
mﬁ‘l,umiﬁfmmﬁaﬁmauvm NeADUN U TN A
= \ = o
T9gtunnresnisdoemasvesiguianataiulyl
Tugtluuvaasnisdeanisadllli (Top-down) Tallst
v =< G o
wuaunanala vrednan neesdszangnly
NAIDUANN UL LNITWANLNAINANNT UL (Bottom-
up) Wiauntne OVOP 2e4ledns UNUINILY
Fyunanansaslilfdanastnedediulunsi uy
Viashuliunestiuluglu

nsuyeadiuluguw uuloun vie
ATTUIUNITANHUTUULUNRUIAINE 19T ULIU

~ 9 o v  a v
(Bottom-up) tHesAreiguIaasiuazlinay
darmry Tdlddedy virenvuaulaunaialdau
Tuiesdudimnn ludnwauzuuuimuanuy
a9 (Top-down) Fgunanatvieslalfidugzeu
X e 2 ox . 2
nagng un1sNuyiesduaunn widunisGusu
mmwﬁ’ufa’mﬁ”\mfiﬁfﬂﬂﬁmﬁfau LL@”LLWi'ﬂiz’mEIVLﬂ
TuseAus el uqu i avteed umwj Fu
Lm@uimiumiﬁuvxlwrmmmmumummu
aunaneifunszua fgunanansasliaoudrAty
Ly 4, a4 e 2o
wiedduaueanulauleNe oA e aed Ul w
o an ey o 2 o= , P
W1 lenanaly fesiuaagnnsnaznanalean

S X
ulgunennsuviesiulu FuAULLLAN UL
ulguigresfguianatsiiesnuiedas

A o a2 WMoy , P '
wiaeneduiu luladanansnanaanasanis

WunwWaundiastiuniniin degldanulauisa¥
. - s L e L A e A
wiaanszaeduAn luusasiasnuiaculuaedn
“an1isune” 1wl A 1993 Te¥gunananaiu
Auaauli aliiasiuaiunsonszatsdudn
Y a ' ad o o= v L&
PRIV BID VALAIHUAD RN NA DR e waf L
LW ENWABBAINFBINIT INTIZNNTRIN U 29N
viesdu e lulszmadgyuasazduld sl Tu
laamziaalan daun e 12 wisluuneviaai
lule8ny Andl Sgunariesiuledn: Famagtaelu
AUN1INTEANERUANYBIAL IR BN WA N IANNS
Y Ny a o ] a v
#5149 “gartiuinie” Waluuraanszans Auen
o A o a
wazdmuass luneuyniiesnluleany
& Y a aa Y o
nsN e un Retuenguim linay
aaa A a ?/ M v o [~3
yRAImEanreslaansiiu Tulslsraumnugnisa
Tuszaznadudu waddunanlunisaniiu
ulennsatingrasilueasll e liAaAaNsTaEiL
TunsluyuazWauniasiu TnaliarudAny
Auninensyapailudrdny Avazdanaldanlu
F9BNAUT AT N9 v AN AUTUUIANA R
ovoP naualiflszaauidnla waziunsiuly
2 ode v o g N
Anigunadiasiudesnisnagin e liszaau
Windiag ANdUA AN NENATYABNITWRILN
Yo 9 a & g % o o =
furrieenu desadldscazinarlunissFaun 2
Muwstaziu atvrasiludasll
Y &
AINNTEUIUNNT BATLEUNI9IBIN1IN WY
Taaduraaladng ANWUINIIaY OVOP aziiuls
A LA AT UUBINILLIUNFAZTLUNUINUBINNA
Fuazniadeaniiuans1eiuaenly o us
a < o Y  a
WWIAA OVOP T9iLNLNNIBINIATTLATIBIN Y

Tednzdnandunuimatnasnsa Wasainiiug

FaunazldulaunaiineW uyiasdunasledns

'
=

GTNLLmﬁmﬁ%ﬁ“ﬁm@i@%mxiﬁﬁuwmﬂu%uﬁiamﬁa
sz duiusunAaiiliuissmauanledng g
Fufrinudesine ieldiszaawia g Tunsy
D9UUIAR me?{qﬁ?ﬁmﬂiﬂﬁmrﬁfmmiﬁ%mu@
urinanien Tudansesiusesnie N19851951N



Tnenflatszgnaufunsiuiedanfgunaledny
foan1sanuayuuds fgunalednsdeiiuunAngn
azldnisimuiiestwlugduuuresnisiiaoiu
o o ' o 3‘/ =2 v dl 4 1
dAtyundszanan daiudssiainisnazliaugy
Tl lwfeediusingr Adnannungeau lunied
azliiflufurAfadusiendindrginaliunfiasiiu
<2 ¥ v = =& 9 o ~
2091 AdldamulunisaielsaFautingin e
Tisouwnuuluiasusiasiasdulailanialung
WNWBAINT ANAR ANATNTDNENAYNAL
T fastiuaesauniasmurmas tneluies-
a VoA =l Sy o o
fuwslaziitey Adn1sEand Wawn Ufuilge uile
AuAuazLIN198097 aunaneduAuANduses
Truazdudaslaldaanun diunisnaind ol
unumaasnnatadauidisn linsdaeinaaly
AUUIN1IARAL
ludauaasnsWmuIninensypana 5l
& o ¥ A =<
unumlaanse As Sgutafesdiu daudunas
Wauminensyara Inaanizgiinviesiu tiu
Taaenilngunnigunaiestudugdnsaay
ludauaaanisuaniy glunuminegnsg
A o o a 3y . a4 g N
A Sgunatiesiu TngliAnndiamaediumaiia
ALz 29wty TuaunINanRUANIY
an1iY waEEuEe NFFARATN uanantil
nadean Tudounesilseanau nguusaaniax
1 = a a ¥ Z; o v 4
pinge] Humumlunisudndudvisdusesls uay
v Y v L =
Judaslald uazannsniniainems dunuanly
% o A A .
funnsatiuaywAsesianazginanilunisuas
Tudquaasnisidunazsutszunns §d
unumingnss fe SFUNaTiedliu IRuIARdaY
Tnsmaedszaaulaa iduiaGuilan wiaz
UnIuldaanuinlsusawi el g uay
AU wTaUNAIANEAe) INenoeT ot
wiaaTunisnan douniadern Tudouaasannsnd
~ vyl a
nanems Hunuinlugduuusesnislidintu
et llamulunisnaniuduaziznig duiu
ar a 2 dy A Y a
Fgunanaedlununludiuil Ae IRuganyu

wonlilanduyndesd luddu daduulauie
svsumnm ludlaanzasiasdulaaanunila wazly
Y o o o o a X o
TanuziniasdulunissinRumnsetl il 199w 1na
Y a & o Y . aa . \a \
fasduaginld datnanFandn lddnasanaating
OI/ A dJ a [~1 v a da‘ 1 s ¥
flatin daladmzA lfRuannulaunaiduny wasls
UnRulisasaniuanig OVOP
Tugauresnisnans Tugauaasnisuas e
AN DEIUUNUINAIUER (Production) Tudn &g
azwaaludnuand 31A1 (Prices), A01UN 1izaTaq
n1alun1samanuu e (Place) wagnig
1 v
szandunus (Promotion) dludaunassimiiv
M ¥ o a c Y dl o =<
TSN N3 A2 AReTiadaINN94a1399 AN
Aundn wazdunrunlldleiningaulananing
tszidusan Ausludouaasulauns OVOP Nay
nanqdn Wi AuAnTidyar i asagulsan
AuinlulednyldlAiuanaiunmaign wanels
AI 1 v A 1 o 'S
Wagaraaanisuilsgl vialdlananenlues
£ % AI v ¥ o ZJ/ =3 o
Viasduldnanaiiuqeuialiuds Al Reazidn
wA lugauraIan Ui et aenielunisan e
(Place) BAZN1TUFLTNANWUS (Promotion) 49X
14 1
unuamdnAtysianisluyiiasiiu idiuvinnasg
12 1
LATIEI AT na5g Tudouresigunariesiu

' o o

11319n1339u3nTeany ﬁummmﬂuﬁq LNUUNE

R e3¢ o)

ap

= o Qs o a ¥
FUIANUNUIMIUNNITANNTLI LT FNAUSAUAN
nnog 1lugduuumi9 wasTeanien1sdn
AMMUNEBL1LFA WA WAZTFUIANAIS Junun
AUTAINIINIFINTTANEA WA WAL aganLTTu
wlaunaszaudsznalunisdna¥ie “anniEune”
=l 1 o d‘ v ) d‘ o ¥
waziqmsananavan luntsnas iduninaee 1
NWNUAWURLAY R9nszanadaag lunndswdn G
a A a | \ % qa' X
Tulednziies 11 wis Tlasuyniiash wanainil
AAFIAN UNUINUBIANNIINITINEAT N H
UNUMNTUEIUTBIADIUN LATTAININNITA A
o 1 % % = a o 1 @ al
MMUNLUAZTNNTIN WTRLTEMANT ANUNLIN Y
FNUADUNUAZTAININNIIT AU E

v
v o

Aty Avaznannaglladn unuanlumn



madau fielunaiy Meigunaiesdu uaziguna
v = d?f 2 a' 1 ]
nadaudunumlunisiuyviestiu uslugou
1a9igunaTisiuasiunumMngATYy Hesanes
Inadanuiesiiuzesmuias §09AmNIzan
WALANSNINADIAID UALLEY A9ATHUNT N1
NeRaudIAEsantsWuyiasiurasladny
Wzl Anan naeeiadd wnnld auna i

'
a

ANNEE NI U B9D 1

Fgunanaa i lfidulEunazAnnuyiias-
¥

DUTUNIFUEUTN nnzysaulatmunsvinaly

b

v a

ANUGINAUATAAIINIIN Tellguenateha 1iaq
ey auviesnudszauidoyuianuauian Aaus
neasaed 1960 tusuin uilusiasdunifailoym
flananisnaaulualuntsuy st usoavias-
fufues M lfiAanszuanisluniasiu uas
v liiguranataviunn At uanlalunaisann
waziuniseanulaunaseiulseng adae
& a0 2 e : 5
Wuyiaedu Tudnwnzuuuanuuaans wuuly
Rugavyuidan  Tunnniiesiludgyuiafied
az 100 Aueulul a.a. 1988 T lulduads
ANBENIN UAZAINNTaN T84T U Tanane|
Y o Moo X Ao & Y  a '
viesiuldldinugunaluntsiugyiiesiunne
- v o a Ay v o a
wiaudsndnladngi lddnisandunszuaunis
FANHUUANIG OVOP NunuAneg waa s s
! dl % | a o dl o v
A.A. 1979 usiilasneiluRuanignimnienls
e Ruliamunnuyieiiy uneiasiuiuile
ludunislduldidandeuluajaaniguna
nawan lafiantulildecingls Aedemuiasiiu
2w lunnsaFaiiedue tetnFeu auannau
Wwendnwal liiluqeany uneineivlifazien
Tldezls widesld msziduaideainiguna
nas averRuldfenasudnuanalugled Tals
A5 19nAgeNWEat1esaEiL Wraudnseisludauanas
o ¥ aa < dl 1
WEUNN9ARAENS “anntiunne” Apna Wuunuils
Iedaaniasduilunan uddaniaans uazeld

NIINAVILTTUUAN amﬁ?umﬁammwﬁqeq
P Aay o o o
NIz EUNNUATREd AN iezvienld
Wi ldnnmaaslaldindeu Tula@nzdiias 11
N P LY eas 2
Wiie 197 NRleesiainndde vinli 11 ueldu
wiaziduuwnaalunisnszanadunle wen bud'ls
v 1% e A Y o £ % AI al'
afraendnwnivseqaaieliiuyiadnu Asuyni
INTIZAUANAIANIANNN NAINNANE WAL F
resannifiazagianizqalugl Teigunariediu
Tadaviiugaunniasnssll asesdnadng “annil
1% a ~ 1y Ny a P
uAe” waunyun Tnsanidinwnaasd
o ~ a = ~
nezanesalunnd Nninveslednsie 42 an1H
v v d‘ a v a'
prudaunniesn luleans Usrannulusiesdy
pinee] Asanmnsn sy lamiananitwinile
Iamantzlusrunisnane taaand an vy
LNANHIRNIZT A9 NIRUANLAZLFNT 1Nl
dselemiluminisnsransdusn wazilss i dunug
Aupn e lugnntivieanu
AMAZIANLEY THUNUIMENATY 7959
sz 1uLed Ng u?mmmrﬂ"]ﬂ avnsod
ANTNTAT LATH195Y u’?‘@u??ﬁwfiwj usndAny
~ PR, ' o ~
ngaasazuilliiuludauaessnlszaiauias 7
yananarigaulun1suanLUUANAILAY Tunig
A sl uLazusalalunisni e asd uaes
AR R AU URt 19NN BUANTi fasEuay
o al' , A o \ P 1 o
wianlanazdondeny doawmaeriuil uywaun
NI VUBIALA WNT LN e9D uFAassand iy
ANNLASTYN9TRTY tanlFTImLULAIAN 1NNy
Aeanisas1aenanenireeiedny wazniliing
selA et 1998 doung uuTeaN AN 19
wad unumlugdounesnisudn wenziungu
dszanauluiasiumusaiuuniiaulsgU@ud
dauannsain1sinEms WATeiiu UTENEIe q
unumaAny ludruniaanaludousesaniui
BAZN1INIZANEALAN



azwiuldgnisuyiestusesiedns a1
g OvoP wuiilulileeinasiunsuasdsiiu 3
anaazsiagldinaindnunsaznszuaunisaiiv
Taginalidunen AausWmwIninensyana 1o
nsaieautiues uinnauluiieudesdiiugi
Tunnsdnlanazdaamaeiu daaausinlanay
B AUVl A
vedastuatvldtede Aviunisuyuse
o v % QI aa o o o“ﬂld ¥ o
Wauviedtu AuiRdaiminaesgiinlsznay
o 1 I ] a a a U -al
Aumngandadanla acndus ilaluiesiu
o s . @ o d
ang1unlunisvinieiastvresdsranaududen
ardtyngn Avnlin e lianiud w1
B N L R R NI R R G ERTEITTY

ST

wiansuyviasnuaenedvtuasian

#115un191" OVOP (One Village One
Product) 2eale@my Uszmargiu unldiiuuuamnis
Tunnsimunzes ey Jlfminetraduglossu
1ull A.A. 2001 TulAs9n13 OTOP (One Tambon
One Product) 2245 3unalnagAuIaniguuns
VN Fudms G919 OVOP uaz OTOP snedlitly
wrneldlunisheaiuae Auyieddiu wsiluids

H

U iRTudANuAnAaiuAeudinamn

Haaaladlanialunisdaldnanng

0]

. . o s Ao ¥
dunrmadyaaaiugninaadeclulasanisniale

Tasenns OTOP 2e4lne Viansugdadsunisdenan
k7 ] o w v

wazgsznaunislunanes] wievinlildnuay
wANA 19 UsEUI1auUaliAaes OVOP uay
OTOP luiilaasi Al

ludaunes OVOP va9lednzyaiiunazi
wansnennsluiesdiu Miduaeeiesd uilus
fﬁﬂ L%hmLﬂuﬁmnaulummﬁmauﬁﬁ wazlTng

bW @V]’]GL‘M inaenansnfaan @\‘]ﬂ uuuj 6I.I UNN
LL@"@uﬁﬁﬂ‘*}wﬂl’]ﬂLWEQLL@LQW’]"’TLAV]@\W]‘L&%”] ‘*IN"]

WeliAnendnualfidndnardedesnd el
windu wazieidlunisaduayunisvieaiiaatios-
ululusadan Tuaniz? OTOP waslny flunns
winailiiningusznaunislua Tnaldantiadn
azvihaesiifluninegns vt dluesiudu
uvdudn videuiniviselal andaetneaniiy
enag i dTanaiaunienfeuiuauydqaein

3
J luaaaalng deAdeludes 0TOP aaslneniy
mmtﬁliﬂﬁumwﬂiﬁﬁmﬁwuw:muﬂqﬂﬁ”w”
ﬁié’%umﬁmmqmmw OTOP luamazniuga
YBINTUNNHUIUAT ;:I‘ifﬁ“mﬂ\‘iwimﬁ@iﬁmiﬂ@
‘Luii\‘mu‘ﬁ"&?ﬂ@ﬂmuﬁuﬁﬁwmw&u Taaw
g sunzanlgnagdrenaslsseulavialy
efAduaaduAnulagnasndn nafiam
ArWIugId AuA1 OTOP unzany feavd
iendnwal vieilninenslutesiidunzanudas
WhAT"] udaidnvesi szt ends
uzalfinmnannansamdavitiusinnrinfil uaz
Euﬁwmﬁﬁwﬁﬁmé’mmL@Wﬁ:’lummmwmq\ﬁ
wintdu usiflsmnemasuszaanariar ldnda

uananit lugnuilefum Aevsunuan

a

dunanneewiomes Taznaupdienzi A8
faanansninuvdudnldvanedsznnieden
don fag 11w Msnaui ?ﬁqﬁﬁﬁ%\umz‘tmmﬂgﬂu
AngnELAg i eldaauniugaenudn
Uil uuidmaenluazuaniufl viaud
Uszunnis LL@:VT’]MW&%@LLM%W@ faraniluun
u1nuda nauilaziialasanis OTOP wined
Thsens OTOP Adlgirdudniinanerudaidniax
TAganis wavdngAvaes@ud el lidu
niwenng visadmgauluediu vieduendnun
m@\iﬁmﬁffuj wiagala ezgnATMANaTe]

a o a

PAIUFENUAD T19F19TR LAz RaNANanAe



AANAFANNLUIZINA Wit aansonlATan1g OTOP
s [~3 dl k3 a 1 val dl
1095508 lne AflesdaAndnazldilanadiay
ATLAYUAUAIFD DY warAAnIsinigazdaudsy

a v v 1 1 a 1 al F 7
AuAmuliungofieTm 1w Slanialasanan
v
WAAIRUAN WAL LINA FANTTITIH LUIA AT
AuUAN GAHRINAUAT OTOP NsuRavidluid@ana
71969 FI LT UA LA H AN N
aannisdun sl ii aadesiu OTOP
lunsugadsunisganan’” wuanlasanis OTOP
v 1
aaglnauinisaitiunisaaalnsenisinszans
. . .
Aaat19ransaiasa i uulaugseaulssing
Al uulauneszauieaduluy OVOP wazLiy
A a & @ v o a !
AN LN AT UBLIUTIALTY A9 WLN AL TENA
. 4 . 4, .
wlgungeunedesiie Ussanaundaulugjas
dugilsznaunisagudn asliaauaulaluiuin
va w v A o
Azl AuAnra9nu179uTATaNT N aaz A N
WM OTOP Fusesnaunn uazaNihaula
v
P4AUAIAL 390T9NTaN1a11NN9DRNWARSRLAN
v
alusstlszmenaz lulsemealng J3tlunulu
AIUUNLINIDINITHAR WASNRWNA R DU 14
JUUUL8IN159ANTUTENIAAUNINAUAT UAE
AINNAAAT19879A LA Azl nFanisilsznan
v
OTOP Product Champion (OPC) n15lianasiaus 1
A9 T4 5 AN9 LNALNUANTNA NI NIBIA AN
. a = v v v o
wiazaia Wansed wliglsznauniswmun
Uiutlpeduinuesimnnzaniunisdeaan ne
AuAlFFunImsgIuAI92es OTOP 1T8AINNg
dsznam OPC Tazannzdnlaluszduge 1w 4
= o a v dl v
A9 1T 5 AndnaziluduANglsznaunisay
v
Aas1A1enaund auaulnadaulunliaiunn
= k3 o Z‘I/ = v K 3| 1 a
Uslnald futlu panavisagnAtaailuaiasiegis
A v oa oA \
YTRLLUAUANDNITE998N
A1 OVOP ve4ledmzid uulaunsaag

o 5 s o = o
FUNANN0NU LW?WZV]@\?E]H%@QEQ‘JJ{‘H@&N@’]H’W

WATHAINBAFZANNAILNANADUTININ k3N
MU 29D UNFIABIRININITT A DAINA U
NaN YTeiFUIANa1NIN Aazdesgauluunetes
dounane AnNagsylunslnAsessqlasaritias

e X2 ¥ o y  a Ay @ A
a9 upafledy fgunanesd wludYudded
811718 110197 AL LR WD T WU 89D WU
puLaals wazidanuialunisaiuulaunsaas

putadlaninnataadlng ovor Aulunilalu

o o Y A A aa ad o
ﬂquﬂ@m@\7Tﬁ‘].l']@ﬂ/]ﬂ\'iﬂuW"\zN@WﬁW’Qzuq‘HIEIUWH
¥

X Yo v o a X |
AU e uresnu tnaAnliuuied wayl
% o wa . = Ado a
AassaiunisaylAaIndounany delnananlagns
PR 4 ¥ A Ay o o o A 9
Tumauls ui uyieed ud gundsndna wiagqn
o o dlda o o rd‘ v 1
2N INTAN NI K eiAL7 ndnelnaasnaune
devaina lneanlsaanwuuld OVOP HuNun1g
v
ataiudunau ladldsegy Tdlfidulugduoy
2847A79N13 weilugiuuaes “uuImne” uazazrlu
ANNdIAAuANenala saudednaninaag
Auluiasiu vraldaaudAyiufaauuinndn
a v d?/ ] [~ o AI %
AuAn Rdupaustaiuuannig lnaBusulunig
dszandunus Wdsrarauluiesiulafuf way
i laluanignasazin uazsanIAEuRmW
¥ o w a Y Ao P
Jurestiu Tnaldaun ddnanin wazidun
1 v 1
tonFuresanluiastiuiu i Faulunn du
i AN AuAazLTnTg ianauliiluguinly
NNTRRUIRUAT LAZLTNITUATIANDULDIRAT LAY
i”gmmi@@mmm@ﬂﬁmm*ﬁmmﬁ@“luﬁmma
AATA LT DA TUANINRUAILTI9 U TN
1 v v 1
a0 uIFus 197 N 579N UAT WA auTNI9
sz uiedde 2INRIAIUNNTUFE I NN US
WAZNIINIZANLRUAT ATLNNATY wpiazlddanine
% s a o a A
nsliaondaamaaiuglfiatu mezidadnay
T A18NIININIALLEIAY
winaznaanaaiiuldisgnviastulne
o v o A ' a %
azWmunlaategesiunuuuvatnelaanyls



- Lo a o ~
el Asavaunsnasuneladn qilassausni
ATNLAD [FAIANNLANFANTUYBIFZULNITIN DY
WAZAIUIA TINDIAINNAATZAINAIUNANIUA
Y o a Y  a P
aatulng 1% sulszinnsaasviastulng fagse
1 v 1
1UNRAINAIVNANIN DAL U R WTUN VWU T 89D 1
a2 o ¥ a Y \
anvansimunieetulusuanssylinasine
U AI £ o 1 dl 1 v
vieatiulngsiessaaniguianancusuesdiiy fied
AI al o [~ = Dd‘ v
duidaruialuniaidunidesainaalean laann
a v o v v o % ] ¥ =S a
Aupndusiadls wazdusaalyls saNdeLINITU8s
Auluriaaniwes tnalufasdetulddrunataiie
aaunanespauladnanmasasnmunyiasnule
v a RS = a
Wadey sedu Hasdulnednamanududasy
A A o Ay
wazussqlaiameuiugy
gulassaduiulszalnaluzessieann Ae
“N19889118F1191a%9” (Corruption) 8NA3BEN
annisdunelgdszneunislulasenis OTOP
Tungaunnumiuassenide lafunsiuuidn
Fyurananaae liaudszanuundesiinne i
AU LTNTaIANINAUA LG sznauNg
v
‘lummﬁuimﬂﬁmuummn?ﬁm@nquﬁ aviinig
(-7
AUTH 7 FU WANAIUUTENIUN DY a9 1Y U
Uszunnauwaanaldniinaans 2 51 wnell
ndnfesar 70 Teiloyunsnunisgesnugsrianang
1 1 v
Fapafuiloymnudaanldludeaulneg faiunng
witToyninsaqailAssiaserAunisadneana uun
poanisdeauuaztinnziunaniulud fas
Wuauranwaani taeldnisdneiaasineiiu
A A o @ ' vl a a
wresde wazimundniulnge WluwiAniiaz
Ve TRsatANgaInla

Aanananianuapsaziiluludauaeasnis
o d' a v d' v
utlaTyunneluiamsauaaunfauiiazld
dszinalnaainisnldulaunail uy et umiu
sluuuaes OVOP waslednyldatielilsz@ns-
A wazesiumugluunaeasledned At
wletnauietradunienisseust A 1979 g
fadudeduindndnisdenaanisiqslugounes
AnuANFNa LUl R84 OVOP waz OTOP
atnednTemallude avdedselagallfunnng
Wanunszmalng Taaanizniswmun Wuyfias
fuduruinaesinaldldunnddas
lutlaqiiuiesiuresdaninleanzaylu
o o a ¥ aAda o 4
sraufFanlidn A39aTaunTu anIwA
WuagATuNIn wazaINITRINIALIEaLi9E
N VPN o 4
duldluszausmiunvwalaseiuniisudn o
a Xeo a o A o o
Aemdnpnniiuasetatine Wit Ua999udn
Todmzlu 1 A 2006 Wuduun Auansliiiug
Tdlsaiulinnasiuyviestusninansaly us
Y a o Na
azyaiulifnsWmungun wddsaeslszmnau
Tudsndalunan Melusuaninuindaannielu
amdn qUA N uasAnsuymeru atelafa
wlttnauaziedn Mdusnguddnrededny
o & o 4 A & o f2ywy ]
ananatelaqiuluGaiiunedsedngd linanadn
uifadufigrAnyigaluwuanig OVOP Aa N9
Wawmsnensyaaa Tnalinisdneaunain
To@nz densdaduandedrAnydanilanfyuna
Tagnyluilaqiiuliponud A ldudidadamiesinu
UENTRESPL P LMGIY



SILIUNISDVE

Background and Issues

The Origin of Nuclear Crisis

By 1945, only the United States had
the technological capability of nuclear
weapons production. To balance global
security order, since then, other four
countries including the former Soviet Union
(1949), the United Kingdom (1952), France
(1960), and China (1964) became nuclear
states respectively.’ Because of the mutual
concerns on one anothers threat, the U.S.
and the former Soviet Union increasingly
accumulated weapons of mass destruction
(WMDs), in particular, nuclear weapons in
terms of national defense options. As

regards, President Harry Truman believed

Piyada Jutaviriya*

that superpowers like the U.S. and the Soviet
Union at that moment regarded nuclear arms
as a competitive mechanism.” Both states
manufactured not only nuclear weapons but
also other destructive tools such as chemical
weapons and biological weapons. Inevitably,
this movement raised arms race in the
context of strategic stalemate, under which
each country collected weapons in order to
exert influence to control and limit others’
power so finally no one could win. According
to the mutual distrust among nations, nuclear
technological and manufacturing skills were
then proliferated to other regions.

Insecurity concerns stemming from
the nuclear development and proliferation

obviously occurred in Northeast Asia in the

* This article is summarized from thesis of Piyada Jutaviriya, “The Role of Japan toward the Nuclear Crises on the
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1990s. On December 31, 1991, North
and South Koreas agreed on the Joint
Declaration of the Denuclearization of the
Korean Peninsula which was later enforced
on February 19, 1992. Together, they
promised not to manufacture, produce,
accept, and possess nuclear weapons,
nuclear reprocessing and uranium enriched
facilities. In addition, the declaration
consisted of the obligation of mutual
inspections between these two countries and
the enforcement of the Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) and the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
created by Japan, South Korea, and the U.S.
In spite of the existing declaration, Chairman
Kim Il Sung of the Democratic Peoples
Republic of Korea (famously called North
Korea) caused nuclear a threat perception on
the Korean Peninsula. The crisis caused by
North Korea remarkedly occurred in the two
different periods: 1993-94 and 1998-99. In
the early 1990s, the North violated the
declaration by denying the IAEA’s inspection
at its two nuclear sites in Yongbyon as
a response to the U.S. protection and military
base in South Korea. Moreover, Pyongyang

later declared its decision of withdrawal from

the NPT on March 12, 1993, due to the US
ignorance of Pyongyang’s 1992 proposal for
the replacement of nuclear reactors and the
restarted joint exercise of the Team Spirit
military between Washington and Seoul.*
Significantly, North Korea tested short-
ranged missiles twice in May and June in
1993 in the Sea of Japan.’ Japan perceived
that the Northeast Asian region was instable.
Under this light, The Government of Prime
Minister Morihiro Hosokawa suddenly
condemned and protested North Korea’s
action, but the North ignored Japan’s
reaction. Pyongyang’s nuclear development
program was continuously kept on. After
meeting with the U.S. in June 1994,
however, North Korea agreed to halt the
nuclear program and signed the Agreed
Framework, so called the
on October 12, 1994. The reason why
Pyongyang signed this agreement was for
the exchange of Light-Water Reactors
(LWRs) for the replacement of the previous
graphite-moderated reactors which could
produce lots of nuclear warheads.

In terms of threat perception, it was
believable that national interests were

intervened and endangered by other



countries.® Under this light, President Kim
Jong Il of North Korea continued the nuclear
program and introduced again security threats
to its neighboring countries by the end of the
1990s. On August 31, 1998, Pyongyang
launched a Taepodong 1 ballistic missile with
a range of over 1,500 km. across Japan into
the Pacific Ocean. This action not only
threatened Japan, South Korea, and the
United States, but also broke the 1991
Declaration and the 1994 Agreement.
Moreover, it was anticipated that the inter-
continental ballistic missile namely
Taepodong 2, was produced for test firing
in the following year. For North Korea, it was
supposed to halt this test-firing mission on
the condition that the construction of its
nuclear reactors were finished rapidly and
also if the sanctions were left. On September
12, 1999, the North agreed to terminate
missile production, test, and distribution in a
range of 300 miles and to freeze its trading
of nuclear weapons, and its technological
and skills flow. In exchange, North Korea
demanded the compensation for any profit
losses that resulted from the ending of the
program. Of course, none of the involving
countries fulfilled the North’s requirements.

They enhanced Pyongyang only in KEDQO’s

energy project on the condition that North
Korea was to follow the agreement. The
North’s demand was merely a bargaining
strategy. Actually, North Korea unwillingly
gave up its nuclear program because of
state sovereignty, regime survival and
financial stability. As a result, the nuclear
weapons program was secretly accelerated.
Meanwhile, North Korea permitted the
inspection for food aid and the alleviation of
economic sanction in return. However, the
inspectors could not find the suspected
weapons including any devices since all of
these apparatuses were removed.” Despite
that the nuclear inspectors failure to discover
the hidden nuclear sites, their efforts in
requesting the renunciation of North Korean
nuclear and missiles program has existed.

To some extent, North Korea
developed the nuclear weapons program with
some important reasons. First, nuclear
weapons could be used to defend the
country from the nuclear threat of the United
States. Actually, the nuclear ambition and
ideology of North Korean leaders challenged
the U.S. more than the nuclear technology
and quantity. Second, it could be applied to
frighten and influence Seoul to give up the

idea of one Korea governed by South Korea



and to freeze its military collaboration with
Tokyo and Washington on attacking
Pyongyang. Third, after the Korean War, the
U.S. protected South Korea from communist
powers like North Korea, China, and the
former Soviet Union by stationing its troops
in South Korea. Under this circumstance,
nuclear possession was served as
Pyongyang’s priority to counter the US army
in Seoul. Fourth, Kim IL Sung and Kim Jong-l|
employed nuclear cards to preserve their
Stalinist regime. Lastly, nuclear possession
became a symbol of influential power, by
which North Korea bargained with other
states for the core interests such as food aid,
financial assistance, and recognition from the

international community.®

According to the severe destruction
of atomic bombing at the end of World War
I, all of the Japanese governments since
then have adopted three principles supporting
Japan’s peace constitution on the nuclear
issue: no manufacturing, no possession and
no permission of nuclear weapons entering

into the country.” Furthermore, Japanese

policy-decision makers essentially took
consideration on the administrations agenda,
the national peace constitution, Ministry
of Foreign Affairs’ policy, and public opinion
before enforcing the policy. In addition, Japan
implemented foreign and defense policies
differently. It consisted of a nuclear policy
toward other countries which was dependent
on the external factors such as international
relations, other countries’ attitudes, global
systems, periods of time, situations,
problematic areas, and the balance of power.
These factors were to accomplish Japan’s
core interests. In this regard, her national
interests here referred to security, stability,
and economic prosperity.

To maintain peace and security,
Japan agreed to join the NPT during the
Cold War period. Under the NPT provisions,
Japanese nationals were prohibited to
develop and possess nuclear weapons that
were consistent with the Basic Policy for
national defense under Japan’s defense
policy. In the international level, Japan
actively strengthened the anti-nuclear policy
by supporting the activities of protesting
nuclear development for military purpose
of other countries. It definitely wanted to

protect national and regional security.



Besides the treaty, Japan also promoted
the activities of the Korean Peninsula Energy
Development Organization (KEDO) which was
initially formed under the process of the
Agreed Framework by Japan, South Korea,
and the United States in 1994. This
organization has never promoted the nuclear
development for weapons production but
strengthened the development for the
purpose of energy production.

It was noticeable that Japan had
rather treated the nuclear crisis in Northeast
Asia more serious than in South Asia.
Despite the higher risk of a nuclear and
missile war between India and Pakistan,
Japan paid more attention in a peaceful
settlement on the Korean Peninsula by
arranging cooperation mainly with the U.S,,
South Korea, China, and Russia. The first
reason for this argument was that North
Korea’s middle-range as well as long-range
missiles could easily reach Japan because
of its geographical location. Second, Japan
has been afraid of other missile launches
from North Korea after it fired the
Taepodong1 ballistic missile across Japan
into the Pacific Ocean in 1993. Third, Japan
had realized that North Korea’s nuclear

program undoubtedly caused the proliferation

of nuclear weapons, technology and the arms
race of the non-nuclear states such as
South Korea and even itself in bargaining
with the North for national security. Fourth,
Tokyo wanted to balance the power with
Pyongyang for peace and stability in the
region and the international community.
Finally, Japan required peaceful negotiations
and normalization with North Korea relating
to the abduction issue'® that happened in
1970s and 1980s.

After Pyongyang’s missile tests in
1993, Japan changed its attitude immediately
against North Korea because it perceived
a national security threat. Since North Korea
tested the Nodong and other short-ranged
missiles in 1993 and denied the nuclear
inspections despite the NPT agreement,
as an NPT member, Japan determined that
it should cut off the contribution of food aid
and financial assistance through KEDO for
North Korea’s nuclear energy development
in 1994. This decision affected the North
directly because food and energy was
very important for North Korea’s military
arrangement, its national daily consumption,
and particularly for the secret nuclear
program. Besides, Japan believed that under

the suffering from the domestic economic



crisis, the lack of foreign contribution
probably forced Pyongyang to re-apply
the NPT and to follow the 1994 Agreed
Framework. Furthermore, Japan certainly
dispatched its Self-Defense Forces to join the
U.S.’s troops in a military action in order to
suppress North Korea in case of an
emergency. Japan’s foreign and security
policies essentially complied with the US-
Japan Security Treaty, under which Japan
froze the normalization process and admitted
the U.S. troops to station on Japan’s
archipelago. Apart from the reason that Japan
wanted to prevent North Korean attack, it
preferred that the U.S. helped protect the
country from other external threats,
especially China and Russia. In this context,
Tokyo believed that the Japan-U.S. security
alliance showed that Japan was not alone but
strong enough to balance the power with
Beijing and Moscow.

Since 1997, the aggressive act under
North Korean’s nuclear power was faded
because of economic and natural disasters. It
was difficult for Pyongyang to make
cultivation, trading, and infrastructure
arrangements. Significantly, it affected the
governmental fund for the state’s military as
the country lacked food, money, energy, and

welfare. However, it did not mean that

Pyongyang gave up its fundamental regime.
In July 1999, the New York Times reported
that North Korea developed a nuclear
weapons program and established secret
nuclear facilities to produce other related-
grade plutonium and missile warhead. The
North denied the inspection and argued that
it was just a satellite launch. North Korea
believed that this report intentionally
uprooted Pyongyang’s regime and threatened
its sovereignty."" The U.S. gave priority to an
economic sanction as a punishment, on the
contrary, Japan continued its contribution for
KEDQ’s activities in spite of the report. The
reason why Japan performed such behavior
was that, at least, the assistance helped
relieve the tension that meant Japan’s
safety. Japan was concerned that the
sanctions provoked the North to accelerate
the development program of nuclear
weapons in retaliation. Therefore, Japanese
defense policy was shifted to more

conciliatory manner in the 1998 crisis.

In dealing with the nuclear crises
caused by North Korea, five main actors have
made cooperation on a negotiated
settlement. The U.S. provided protection for

Japan and South Korea by reasons of long



close ties and common interests. Moreover,
the U.S. wanted to democratize Pyongyang’s
regime and supported the reunification of
the two Koreas for a peaceful co-existence.
For South Korea, the North’s nuclear
development remained a national and a
regional threat. Therefore, Seoul required
Washington’s and Tokyo’s active role in
persuading Pyongyang to consider a nuclear-
free Korea. Actually, China was a key player
in the peaceful settlement, who strove for
the most influential power in the region. In
addition, China has long been a major
supporter of Pyongyang’s economy, food, oil,
and importantly the nuclear skills. They
shared the common threat perception,
namely the United States. By the reasons,
China did not suppress nor enforce North
Korea as others required it to do. Russia,
who had provided nuclear devices and
technology for North Korea, wanted
Pyongyang to open its nuclear facilities for
the IAEA inspection. Russia froze the
assistance for North Korea after the missile
launch as a disagreeable stance. However,
both China and Russia had never agreed with
the U.N. economic sanctions, Japan, and the
U.S. against North Korea since this would
push Pyongyang to its earlier decision of its
nuclear weapons and missiles production.

As Pyongyang had refused the

normalization talks, Japan cooperated with

the United States to set up a working group
to study the strategy of opposing the nuclear
power of North Korea. Alternatively, both
bilateral and multilateral negotiations were
held for the purpose of peaceful settlement
and regional stability on the Korean
Peninsula. For Japan, the multilateral
negotiation would be the mix of rigid and
an adjusted manner, which would lead to
an end of the conflict. In other words, if
Pyongyang followed the conditions of the
negotiation table, every party would offer
peaceful help. Unless the agreement was
abided, Pyongyang would face an aggressive
pact such as economic sanction and military
action. Significantly, the multilateral
framework would create mutual trust and
help every party to maintain national interests
without any disputes in the international
community.

In order to preserve peace and
stability of the region, the United States, and
South Korea demanded for a peaceful
agreement with North Korea. When the
North accepted this idea, in August 1997 the
U.S., China, North Korea and South Korea
had held the multilateral negotiations, called
the Four-Party Talk in New York. Pyongyang
required that Washington must withdraw its
troops from Seoul, which was unacceptable
for both Washington and Seoul. They did not

believe that Pyongyang would really end



the WMDs and nuclear programs. For
Pyongyang, the cancellation of the nuclear
program might lead to the collapse of the
national regime and sovereignty, which would
be replaced by democracy under the control
of the U.S. and its allies. Although Japan did
not participate in this framework, Japan
helped persuade North Korea to join the
conference by giving some money for
peaceful energy use in KEDO.

The idea of the Six-Party Talk was
agreed in 2003 by the U.S., Japan, South
Korea, China, and Russia as an alternative
means for a peaceful settlement. The
meeting of the six countries has been held
many times until present. Japan preferred
the negotiation with North Korea about the
historical issues including the abduction of
Japanese citizens during the Cold War and
the nuclear program.' Japan talked about
these issues every time, but North Korea did
not want to refer to these issues. The North
asked for the reparation of the victims during
the Japanese colonial era. Most of the time,
Pyongyang avoided talking about its nuclear
program by holding the meeting and signaling
that there were lots of nuclear and missiles
hidden in the facility. This manner was
seemingly the way to demand the
contribution from other five countries, the

KEDO and the United Nations.

1. To understand Japan’s role and
policy toward the nuclear crisis in 1993
comparing it with 1998.

2. To point out the complexity of
international relations and Japan’s policies
toward North Korea’s nuclear crises, which
was surrounded by various factors.

3. To benefit students and other
people who are interested in Japanese
studies by focusing through Japan’s historical
politics and its role on the multilateral

negotiations.

Japan has implemented an
aggressive as well as a conciliated posture as
its mechanisms for nuclear tension reduction
of the Korean Peninsula between 1993-1994
and 1998-1999. The different perceptions
of threats and conflict resolution of all major
actors, including the U.S., China, Russia,
South Korea, and Japan itself, were possibly
important factors in the decision-making
process, which concentrated on the roles of
Prime Ministers, Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
and other bureaucracies.

Accordingly, to analyze and clarify

the mentioned hypothesis, the following



questions will be answered in this thesis.

e Why did Japan treat the 1993
crisis differently from that of the 19987

e What role does Japan play in the
Six Party Talks?

e \What has been the expectations
of Japan in the agenda of multilateral

negotiations?

In the analysis of Japan’s active role
and prospect in the nuclear crises on the
Korean Peninsula, the concepts of Threat
Perception and Balance of Power were

applied accordingly.

‘Threat perception’ or ‘Perception of
threat’ under Raymond Cohen’s view is an
anticipation on the part of an observer, the
decision makers, of impending harm usually
of a military, strategic, or economic kind to
the state.”

In short, the concept of threat
perception is applied to explain what is the
indicator of the perception of North Korea’s
threat for Japan; why Japan has decided to

take part in the nuclear program alleviation;

why Japanese defense policies in 1993,
1998, and the early 2000s were different;
and why Japan preferred the multilateral

negotiation instead of the bilateral one.

To understand the concept of
balance of power, the definition of ‘power’
should be firstly explained. Power, according
to the idea of Joseph S. Nye, refers to the
ability to attain the purpose and goals with
the possession of the resources: population,
territory, natural resources, economic size,
military forces, and political stability. He
added that a balance-of-power system is a
way that states choose various actions such
as the broadening of alliance to strengthen
power in order to prevent other states from
becoming dominant and influential actors
over the others in the global system."

In this sense, Kenneth Waltz argued
that great powers always balance each other,
while smaller and weaker states aligned with
great powers due to their autonomous."

In this research, the balance of
power is the strategic means that Japan has
applied to the 1994 and 1998 nuclear crises

on the Korean Peninsula, to lessen the



aggressive acts of North Korea and the
tension in the region. Japan has
strengthened good relationships with South
Korea, the U.S., China, and Russia for the
purpose of their assistance to balance the
nuclear and military power of the North.
Moreover, Japan attempted to persuade the
two Koreas to make a peaceful co-existence
for security and stability in the region by the
cooperation with the above four states to set
up the meeting. However, Japan concerned
that the U.S., China, and Russia would
overwhelm the two Koreas. Thus, Japan
joined the multilateral negotiation in order to
keep balance with these states and to
protect the two Koreas.

To achieve this goal, multilateral
negotiations would be effective and an
appropriate measure in accordance with the
crisis. The discussion would provide an
opportunity for peaceful negotiations with
North Korea. For instance, in the trilateral
security dialogue (among Japan, Korea, and
the United States) and the two plus four
negotiations or so called the six-party talk
(among the U.S., Japan, China, Russia, and
the two Koreas),”® the five states would be
able to bargain with the North for the

dismantlement of its nuclear program and the

nuclear non-proliferation. In exchange, North
Korea would call for food, oil, and financial
assistance for its survival. Eventually, the
balance-of-power strategy would be the
effective foreign policy that brings about
Japanese core interests. This concept helps
explain Japan’s decision-making in the
bilateral and multilateral negotiations, the
influential factors for Japan’s foreign and
security policy decision-making, and Japanese
policy implementation toward the nuclear
crises during the different periods (1993,
1998, and 2000s).

This paper mainly focuses on the
role of Japan as an important actor in the
multilateral negotiation settlement of nuclear
crisis on the Korean Peninsula in 1990s until
the Government of Prime Minister Shinzo
Abe. The implementation of Japanese foreign
and nuclear policies has depended on its
core interests, threat perceptions, and both
the internal and the external factors. From
the timeframes, the Japanese government
will be able to apply the experience as a
lesson to provide resolution for the changed
environment in the current and future nuclear

issue.



Japan’s Role and Policy toward

North Korean Nuclear Crisis during 1993-1994

The 1994 nuclear crisis on the
Korean Peninsula initially started on March
12, 1993 when Pyongyang decidedly
announced its intention to withdraw from
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)."
The intelligence sources of Moscow,
Washington, Tokyo, and Seoul believed
that Pyongyang had extracted enough
plutonium to produce small amounts of
nuclear weapons. Even though they had,
presumably, photographic evidence of
the nuclear reactors construction progress
taken by surveillance satellites, the North
Korean government still insisted that the
mentioned nuclear sites were military bases.
However, they sought other approaches
to convince North Korea to make a re-
consideration over the withdrawal from the
NPT and the acceptance of nuclear facilities
inspections. For instance, President Bill

Clinton warned that it would be the end of

North Korea unless the North terminated the
manufacturing as well as the development
of nuclear weapons. For Pyongyang’s
alternatives, however, the Clinton Admi-
nistration offered the construction of the two
light-water reactors (LWRs) replacing the
North’s graphite-moderated reactors in order
to avoid putting too much pressures on North
Korea. Nevertheless, shortly after the
announcement on March 12, Pyongyang
started testing various ranges of missiles
by firing middle-range Nodong-1 ballistic
missiles along with short-range Scud C
missiles into the Sea of Japan on May 29,
1993 and followed by the Scud B missiles
on June 5, 1993."° Moreover, the North
assertively denied the IAEA’s full inspections
of the suspected nuclear sites. Originally,
that harmful manner of Pyongyang was
stirred up by the U.S.-ROK Joint Team Spirit
Military exercises,'® the U.S. hostile policy,
and the international request for full
inspections of the two suspected facilities

in Yongbyon. According to Pyongyang, it was



believed that Washington was behind the
scene of the IAEA’s demand for the special
inspections by which North Korea argued
that it was the IAEA’s interference in its
internal affairs.

As his political strategy, the former
leader Kim Il Sung drew the U.S.’s attention
by proposing on June 12 that North Korea
would halt the plutonium production if the
U.S. agreed to improve the relations, to
provide financial assistance, and to establish
new nuclear reactors.”® Accordingly, the
former President Jimmy Carter, who
represented a special envoy, visited North
Korea to negotiate with the leader Kim. After
the dialogue, Pyongyang agreed to freeze the
nuclear operations in exchange with
technology and financial contributions for the
construction of light-water reactors.”’ The
hope of peace building on the Peninsula
almost collapsed along with the death of
President Kim on July 8, 1994. In spite of his
death, the antagonistic character, the Stalinist
regime, and the self-reliance ideology still
existed. It was clear that Kim Jong-ll, who
succeeded him as the new head of state, did
not only persist on the unique attitude like
his father, but also applied a more aggressive

manner in shaping the state’s policies. The

hard-line stance of the two North Korean
leaders alarmed all the major players in
Northeast Asia as well as the United States,
due to the fact that the nuclear development
program of the North was a direct threat and
a challenge toward regional security and

stability.

It was remarkable that the
Government of Japan conducted post-Cold
War policy toward North Korea in accordance
with threat perceptions and national interests.
In terms of security concerns, Japan
perceived that North Korea’s nuclear
brinksmanship was a national threat from,
first of all, the secret nuclear reprocessing
and the denial of the IAEA inspections of the
nuclear waste sites. The refusal of North
Korea over the nuclear sites examination
could imply that Pyongyang really had secret
plants as other parties believed. Pyongyang’s
decision on the withdrawal from the NPT and
its violation against the provisions under the
Safeguards Agreement also caused
uncertainty and instability in East Asia. Very
importantly, North Korean missiles were
launched twice in May and June 1993,

challenging Japanese security and regional



stability. In lights of national interests, peace
and stability of the Korean Peninsula served
Japanese economic and security interests. To
reach the goals, on one hand, the Japanese
governments made efforts to normalize
relations with the two Koreas and to promote
a nuclear-free zone on the Korean Peninsula.
On the other hand, Japan cooperated with
the US in the study project of the Theatre
Missile Defense (TMD) to deter the missile
attacks of the North. As a non-nuclear state,
Japan sought a peaceful resolution on the
North’s nuclear issue in order to fulfill the
NPT and the disarmament regime. Because
of these nuclear threat perceptions and
national interests, Japan inevitably got

involved in this issue.

With large-scale engagement in
Japan, the United States could not ignore
North Korea’s activities. The main reason
was that the Japan-U.S. relations remained
core interests of the U.S.’s East Asia policy.
Significantly, Japan became a major financial
supporter of the U.S. foreign affairs such as
the expenditure for U.S. troops in Okinawa
and the financial contribution for the
construction of the two light-water reactors
for the North Korean energy utility. In
addition, the White House exploited Tokyo as

a route to intervene in Asian affairs. For
instance, the U.S. required Japan’s support in
coping with China who continued expanding
its political and economic power in the
region. Furthermore, U.S. viewed Japan as a
strategic security point of the U.S. army. The
existence of Washington’s troops on
Japanese land facilitated the U.S. regional
control and psychologically threatened China,
Russia, and North Korea as such.
Consequently, the former U.S. leaders
continuously maintained relationships with
all Japanese governments since post war.
According to Washington, Pyongyang’s
nuclear problem was a regional issue.”
In this context, the U.S. cooperated
with Japan in dealing with the North by
strengthening their security ties. Washington
also persuaded Tokyo to pose financial
sanctions toward Pyongyang and to join
the study of a missile defence system. At
a global level, the U.S. enforced the
economic sanctions proposal against North
Korea’s aggressive acts in the international

community.

Threat perceptions and national
interests of China over North Korea’s nuclear
ambitions absolutely differed from Japan and

the United States. The real threat toward



Chinese security was the Japan-U.S. security
arrangement and the U.S.’s East Asia
policy. According to the reasons of historical,
strategic, and cultural sharing, the
Government of China included North Korea’s
issue as a major point in its foreign and
security policies. One of China’s goals was
to help surviving the North Korean regime®
by which Chinese security and economic
interests on the Korean Peninsula were
preserved. The existence of North Korean
sovereignty belonged to Chinese political
and military influences. It also guaranteed
Chinese power on the Peninsula.”* Since the
1950s, China had supported the North’s
nuclear training and cooperation.” It, thus,
was hard for Beijing to blame or criticize
Pyongyang’s nuclear projects. To balance the
power with Tokyo and Washington, Beijing
disagreed with the economic sanctions
against the test launches of North Korean
missiles in May and June 1993 since it rather
roused acceleration of North Korea’s nuclear

weapons process.

North Korea’s nuclear threat had

many impacts on South Korean interests. The

launching of Pyongyang’s missiles in 1993
broke the plan of improving the ROK-DPRK
relations and the Korean reunification. The
Kim Young Sam Administration proposed the
provisional idea of a Korean Commonwealth
for the time being as the preparatory process
of the reunification.”” Peace and stability on
the Korean Peninsula was the most
important point of South Korea’s policy. With
all efforts, Seoul also induced Pyongyang to
open the suspected nuclear waste sites for
international inspections. Moreover, Seoul
decisively joined the military exercises and
the missiles defense system together with
Washington for the security assurance of the
Peninsula. To strengthen peace and stability,
the Government of South Korea offered
assistance for the North’s energy and the
construction of new reactors. The South
Korean government disagreed with the U.S.
proposal of economic sanctions against North
Korea’s nuclear activities because it possibly
affected the peace-building process on the
Peninsula.

After the 1998 crisis, Seoul shifted
its political strategy in dealing with
Pyongyang. President Kim Dae-jung

announced the “Sunshine Policy” which



promoted peaceful coexistence between the
two Koreas. This policy was seemingly a
fundamental approach which brought about
their future cooperation. President Kim aimed
at improving Korean relations through
cooperation and conciliation. In addition, he
believed that this policy helped reduce
military disputes and armament. More
importantly, he wanted to enhance the trust-
building measure between their countries.
Moreover, this movement may lead to the
establishment of a Korean economic

community as well.

As Russia exerted influential power
over the Korean Peninsula since the Cold
War, the Government of Moscow realized
that the uncertainty and instability of the
Peninsula had an impact on Russia’s
economic and security interests. In regards,
North Korea’s territory was only 75 miles far
from Vladivostok. As a result, the North
became an economic path through which
Russia transferred the armaments to

Vietnam.” In the 1990s, Moscow’s policy

was to keep closer relations with South
Korea than the North.” Accordingly, the
Russian government disagreed with the
missiles tests of Pyongyang. Russia
cooperated with the UN Security Council, the
IAEA, U.S., Japan, and South Korea in
seeking a resolution over North Korea’s
nuclear weapons program. Under the
cooperation, Russia provided intelligence
support to clarify whether the North intended
to produce nuclear weapons. Despite the fact
that lots of Russian scientists were working
for the North’s nuclear project for long
periods, Russian leaders refused their
support upon North Korea’s nuclear weapons
manufacturing. To assure this idea, Russia
stopped exporting nuclear equipment and
technology as a warning to North Korea that
it must accept full-scope of the Safeguards
Agreement. In addition, Russian officials did
not allow Russian scientists to work in North
Korea’s nuclear lab anymore. Moreover,
Moscow agreed with Seoul concerning the
idea of the nuclear-free zone in the Korean

Peninsula.”



Japan’s Role and Policy toward

North Korea during 1993-1994

In Section Two named “Toward the
Construction of a New International
Framework” upon the 1993 Diplomatic
Bluebook, it stated that Japanese security
policy relied on three major points: strongly
preserving the Japan-U.S. Security
Arrangement, properly protecting national
defence capabilities, and actively providing
diplomatic moves for international peace and
security.” From the three pillars, it implied
that Japanese security was essentially
dependent more on the U.S.’s protection due
to the legal limitations under the present
Constitution. Based on the Exercise of Right
of Self-Defense, it was conditional that the
right of Japan’s self-defence to take effect
when there was a critical aggression against
the country; no proper methods except the
self-defense arrangement; and a minimum
level of the armed strength.””

It was unavoidable that Japan’s

defense policy relied on the Japan-U.S.
security arrangements.*”” Since Post War, all
of Japan’s prime ministers considered that
the Japan-U.S. security alliance was very
important for the maintenance of Japan’s
security interests. As a result, they admitted
the existence of the U.S. troops in the
country for purposes of the protection of
national security and the maintenance of
regional stability. Based on Japan’s Defense
Policy, the stationing of U.S. forces in Japan
undoubtedly ensured the neighboring
countries that Japan would not rearm its
troops any longer.”

Japan does not only emphasize on
national security, but also promotes regional
and global peace, prosperity, and stability. It
is noticeable that Japan’s Constitution serves
international peace and cooperation in peace-
keeping operations. To maintain international
peace, it is necessary that Tokyo has
encouraged international cooperation with

other countries and international



organizations, in particular the United Nations.
This attitude is also included in Japan’s
foreign and security policies toward the
global situation. Additionally, Japanese policy
makers realize that national values are vital
for conducting policy. Accordingly, Japan’s
supreme interests, which includes national
security, stability, and prosperity, are
arranged in the first rank that shape
Japanese policies. The preservation of these
core interests is a fundamental principle of
Japan’s foreign and security policies.

In the early 1990s, Japan
encountered lots of problems both internally
and internationally. The significance of
whatever issue based on how serious it was.
The domestic and international matters that
Tokyo faced included, for example, a
territorial dispute with Russia, criticism over
Japan’s role in the Gulf War, the relationship
between Japan and Russia, Japan and
China, and Japan and South Korea, and the
first defeat in its entire 38 years of the
conservative Liberal Democratic Party (LDP).
Among these problems, North Korea’s threat
in terms of its nuclear development program
needed urgent resolution due to a wide

linkage of most key players in the region and

a great impact against Japan as well as
international relations.

Though some Asian countries, for
example, India and Pakistan, also developed
nuclear weapons, Japan never took their
threats seriously since it did not directly
challenge Japanese interests. In contrast, the
nuclear program of North Korea was very
harmful due to the nearby location and the
aggressive posture of Kim Il Sung and Kim
Jong-Il. In addition, the Japanese people still
feared and suffered from the bad
experiences that resulted from the bombing
of the U.S. at Hiroshima and Nagasaki in
World War Il. Thus, they did not want to
wage war anymore. Japan attempted to
convince other states to end the conflicts
and to make peace with each other instead.

After the ratification of the Nuclear
Non-Proliferation Treaty in 1976, Japan has
continuously engaged in the disarmament
and nonproliferation activities since the early
1990s.** In order to achieve an active role
over the nuclear nonproliferation, Japan
convinced the nuclear states to accept the
NPT regime, including disarmament and a

nuclear test ban as much as it could.



In early 1993, the financial difficulties
had an impact on political activities, in
particular the re-election in 1993. Due to the
economic problems, private sectors had no
more contributions to support the campaign
as usual. The multi-parties system or coalition
parties reduced an effectiveness of the
policy-making process since the leader had
no absolute power to run the policy. It
showed that under the coalition government
ruled by the Japan New Party (JNP),*® the
real power belonged to Ichiro Ozawa who
influenced other factions in the government.*®

The domestic problem also had an
effect on the decision-making process of
Japan’s foreign policy. Prime Minister
Hosokawa viewed economic problem as an
emergency case needed to be healed. In the
security field, Japan had military limitation
according to an Article 9 of Japanese Peace
Constitution which stated that the use of
force was not allowed. At the same time, the
peace-keeping operations as well as the

international cooperation in peaceful means

were served as the objectives of Japanese
defense under the Basic Policy for National
Defense.”” Furthermore, Japan pursued the
three non-nuclear principles, which prohibited
the possession, the production, and the
admission of nuclear weapons into the
country.*® These factors limited Japan’s
defense capability in dealing with the external
attack. Japan’s security depended on U.S.
protection. Thus, Japan’s foreign and security
policies relied on Japan-U.S. relations,
particularly, the North Korean nuclear crisis.
The Japan-DPRK ties continuously
stagnated because of Pyongyang’s nuclear
ambition. Moreover, the security concerns
and mutual distrust between the two
countries were eventually deepening under
the external pressure by the confrontation
between the United States and North Korea.
Japanese people were worried and, at the
same time, condemned Pyongyang’s nuclear
development program. The Government
refused to continue the diplomatic relations
with Pyongyang. Prime Minister Kiichi
Miyazawa demanded that the North Korean
government should reconsider its decision
regarding the NPT withdrawal. He also

emphasized that none of normalization



discussions could occur until the North
accepted the full inspections, including
authentication, inspection, and verification of
the nuclear weapons program by the IAEA.*
Consequently, it caused the Japan’s lack of
progress and inevitably affected efforts to
negotiate with Pyongyang regarding the
nuclear-free arrangement and the abduction
issue, which was another concern of the
Japanese Governments.

As the aforementioned points, North
Korean missile tests starting in May 1993
were a critical point that Japan suddenly
perceived a security threat to the country and
the region. According to the annual White
Paper, Japan’s Defence Agency stated that
North Korea was a major threat to Japan.®
For this reason, the Government carefully
kept an eye on its move. Under the defence
policy, the Japanese Government decided
to strengthen its defence capabilities by
purchasing some deterrent missile equipment
from Washington and Moscow. Japan also
acquired U.S. missile deterrent systems in
order to deter North Korean missiles not to
damage the Japan’s archipelagos and
the surrounding areas.* However, this

determination raised critical debates in the

region about Japan’s rearmament. China,
Russia, and North Korea worried about
Japan’s military movement. They were afraid
that Japan was preparing to become a
military power again.”

Although Japan was reluctant to
negotiate with North Korea on the nuclear
issue, it had to negotiate because it
threatened Japan’s national security. Japan
participated in multilateral negotiations on this
matter to protect its core interests. Hence,
Japan’s North Korea policy at the meantime
mainly focused on national defence,
disarmament, and nuclear non-proliferation
in order to protect national security and
prosperity as well as regional stability. In light
of the 1993-1994 nuclear tension on the
Peninsula or generally called the 1994 crisis,
national security was Japan’s supreme
interest. Under a concept of national interest,
Neo-realist Kenneth Waltz defined that each
state planned the best choice for its
interests. Moreover, the basic values
including state security and survival were
valuable that states should defend.”

It was essential that Japan also
made more cooperation with other states

in order to deal with Pyongyang’s aggression.



For instance, after the test-fire of Nodong-1
and Scud missiles, Tokyo cooperated with
Washington in establishing a working group
to study counter measures against
Pyongyang. In the summer of 1994, the
Japan’s Defense Agency supported the
research of a Theatre Missile Defense (TMD)
system in cooperation with U.S. and South
Korea for purpose of deterring North Korea’s
missile attacks.* In addition, the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs of Japan announced
that Tokyo, Seoul, and Washington prepared
to inform the UN Security Council about
Pyongyang’s denial of the special
inspections, in order that North Korea
abandoned its decision of withdrawing from
the NPT

It should be noted that Japan’s
policy decision-making was likely proactive
in international affairs. Japan was completely
reliant on a multilateral framework as stated
in the Constitution of Japan that no country
could manage everything by itself alone.*
To protect the country from any threats and
invasions from the North, the best choice of
the Japanese government was to make

collaboration politically and economically with

the alliances. Accordingly, Japan’s North
Korea policy continued to establish security
cooperation together with U.S., South Korea,
China, and Russia and major international
organizations such as the United Nations and
the IAEA. Japan, in cooperation with the U.S.
and South Korea, encouraged North Korea to
accept the negotiation for an establishment
of regional peace and stability. Tokyo also
joined with Washington and Seoul in
establishing cooperation on the Korean
Peninsula Energy Development Organization
(KEDO)* for the purpose of an elimination
of nuclear tension in East Asia. Japan also
encouraged the North-South negotiations on
the Korean reunification. In addition, Tokyo
supported the U.S.-DPRK bilateral negotiation
for the resolution of nuclear tension though
it was doubtful whether Washington
discussed only the matter of long-range
missile capability without the terms of the
medium-range missiles test which was
Japan’s concerns.”

From the study, the major factors
that had an influence on Japan’s policy
decision-making were identified as follows.

First, the geographical reason and



Pyongyang’s aggressive manner had an
influence significantly on Japan’s decision in
taking action carefully toward the security
issue on the Korean Peninsula. Second, the
capacity of Japan’s Self-Defence Forces was
limited by the Article 9 of the present
Constitution. Under this circumstance,
Japanese policy makers decided to cooperate
with the U.S. in securing national peace and
regional stability. Third, the Governments of
Japan continued promoting the Japan-U.S.
security relations for the purpose of the
protection of national security against
Pyongyang’s threat. As a result, Japan’s
foreign and security policies were based on
the U.S.’s policy. Fourth, the Japanese
government realized that the national

economy was the supreme interest and

needed to be resolved first. Moreover, the
Government believed that the missile test in
1993 was just a political tactics of North
Korea, which was able to arrange a peaceful
negotiation to seek a resolution. Fifth, the
political change of Japan had a major impact
on Japan’s foreign and security policies
because there were many players in the
policy decision-making process. Under this
light, it took time to make a consensus that
served the dependent policy upon the Japan-
U.S. security treaty. Lastly, due to the
worsening of bilateral relations between
Japan and North Korea, the Japanese
Government instead promoted the
multilateral cooperation with the U.S. and
South Korea to deal with North Korea’s

aggression.

Japan’s Role and Policy toward

The North Korean Nuclear Crisis during 1998-1999

Despite the agreement between the
United States and North Korea on the U.S.--
DPRK Agreed Framework in 1994, East Asian
peace and stability remained in jeopardy.
Due to the different interpretation of the

agreement, the denuclearization procedure

was sluggish, particularly in 1998. On one
hand, Washington required that Pyongyang
must end the process of loading spent
nuclear fuel rods and, after that, the U.S.
provided the heavy-fuel oil shipment for
the electrical manufacturing for the North
Koreans. On the other hand, the North

preferred that Washington must first start



the delivery of fuel oil and Pyongyang later
halted the nuclear weapons program.
Besides, North Korea was angry that U.S.
did not lift the economic sanctions but,
instead, delayed the construction of the
two light-water reactors and the delivery of

1.* Pyongyang also accused that

heavy-fuel oi
Washington intended to reform the North
Korean regime and to disarm it.”” The U.S.
Congress made a decision to freeze the
financial contributions for the shipment of
heavy-fuel oil, while Pyongyang announced
the continuation of its nuclear program in
response.”’ As a result, North Korea’s nuclear
issue was locked in a stalemate. These
strategic moves were increasingly serious
and led to the second nuclear crisis of North
Korea by the end of the 1990s.

On August 31, 1998, Pyongyang
tested an intermediate-ballistic missile by
firing the Taepo-dong1 with a range of over
1,500 km. crossing Japanese archipelagos
and falling into the Pacific Ocean.”” The
launch of Taepo-dong1 was more serious
than the missile tests in the first crisis. In
light of national security, the medium-range

missile of North Korea had a firing capacity to

reach farther distance than the Nodong-1 and
the Scud missiles which were launched in
the first crisis. Further, the North signaled
that it had potential to attack all of Japan’s
cities.” More important, this test directly
affected Japanese living, specifically the way
of life nearby the sea. Thus, Pyongyang’s
1998 nuclear development obviously alerted
the Japanese to the major threat of national
security. In terms of non-proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction, the 1998
ballistic missiles test of the North was served
as another stage of the nuclear development,
of which both technology and weapons could
be transferred rapidly to other states. That
was very dangerous and threatening to peace
and security of Japan and other countries
in the international community. By all
reasons, the Government of Japan suddenly
responded to the North’s aggression by
cutting all assistances and holding a meeting
of Japan and DPRK for the normalization of
diplomatic relations. It was essential that
Tokyo conducted foreign and security policies
with great caution, in particular close
cooperation on the security arrangement

together with Washington and Seoul.



Furthermore, Tokyo willingly worked with
other nations in the operations of non-nuclear
proliferation and anti-missile tests.

For the United States, the missile
launching by North Korea in 1998 was one of
Pyongyang’s political approaches that the
North used to apply for international
assistances. Though the missile fell into the
Pacific Ocean, which implicitly targeted U.S.
territories, Washington did neither fear nor
worry much about Pyongyang’s act. It was
senseless if North Korea decidedly waged
war on the U.S. army with its small amount
and less effective nuclear bombs. In fact, the
U.S. threat perception referred to the
proliferation of the nuclear weapons and
technology to the rogue states such as lIrag
and Iran.** Importantly, the uncertainties and
security environment of the Asia-Pacific
region and Japanese territories along with
the surrounding areas were included in,
according to their security accord, the U.S.
threat perception as well. Under this notion,
at the meeting of the Japan-U.S. Security
Consultative Committee on September 20
and 22, both countries shared a security
perception of the North Korean missile test
on August 31 as a security threat to East

Asia.”

From the viewpoint of South Korea,
both of North Korea’s missile tests in 1993
and 1998 meant security threat to the region
due to the violation of the North-South Joint
Declaration on Denuclearization and the
Safeguards Agreement of the IAEA. It was
also a threatening action against the
engagement of the two Koreas under the
Sunshine Policy initiative of President Kim
Dae-Jung.”® It was unlikely that Pyongyang
was willing to encourage the idea of one
Korea and a nuclear-free zone for the Korean
Peninsula. For Seoul, the idea of Korean
reunification could not proceed unless
Pyongyang ended the nuclear program and
abided by the Safeguards Agreement.
Consequently, South Korea agreed with
Japan and the U.S. that the North posed a
nuclear threat to East Asia by the 1998
missile launch and its nuclear weapons
program. To resolve the problem, President
Kim continued driving the engagement policy,
namely the Sunshine Policy, in peaceful
means.

For China, although it has never
considered missiles in terms of weapons of
mass destruction as Washington did®’ due to
the possession and the once provided

cooperation of nuclear weapons and



technology with North Korea, China
expressed no opinion about the North’s
nuclear development program. As North
Korean missile tests in both crises were not
defined as Chinese key security threats,
Beijing rather paid attention to the original
threats to national sovereignty, particularly
the Japan-U.S. security arrangement. In
China’s view, the military cooperation
between Tokyo and Washington in the
missile defence system could raise the
tension over East Asian countries and lead
to the weapons race within the region.*
Moreover, they rather targeted China and
indirectly opposed the rise of China as a
major power of the region.” Accordingly,
Beijing strongly disagreed with Tokyo’s and
Washington’s proposals of financial sanctions
against Pyongyang.

Concerning the Russia-North Korea
relations, the contact between the Russian
Federation and South Korea broke their
friendship. The launching of the Taepo-dong
missile of Pyongyang increasingly worsened
their poor relations. The Government of
Russia, like other parties, was unhappy with
the North’s threatening act of no prior

notification. Under this circumstance,

Moscow demanded the formal declaration of
Pyongyang over the missile test in August
1998. Actually, it was possible that Russian
movement, in light of opposing the North’s
nuclear projects, was intended to distort the
fact that Russia had provided nuclear
materials and technology to support the
development of Pyongyang’s nuclear
weapons program. There was disclosed
evidence that the number of Russian
scientists had worked at the nuclear labs
within the same area of other nuclear plants
of North Korea since the end of the Cold
War.* Hence, the missile test of North Korea
in 1993 and 1998 was not a direct threat
toward Russian interests.

According to a report in the New
York Times on August 17, 1998,°" the Central
Intelligence Agency of the United States of
America (CIA) believed that North Korea hid
the plutonium waste at the underground
nuclear facilities at Kumchang-ri in order
that the IAEA inspectors could not trace
the plutonium reprocess. The Clinton
Administration asked the North for the
permission of international examination of
these suspected sites. At the same time, the

U.S. proposed a package of agreements for



purposes of decreasing tension of the region
and enhancing the diplomatic relations, in
exchange.” Additionally, all the key actors
jointly made all efforts in seeking peaceful
resolutions in order to reach the goal of
ending the nuclear problem and preserving
regional peace and stability. For instance,
Japan stopped implementing the sanction
measures against North Korea. Instead,
Tokyo decidedly funded the construction
of the two reactors at Sinpo in accordance
with the provisions of the KEDO mission.”
Japanese Prime Minister Keizo Obuchi
and South Korean President Kim Dae-Jung
declared that they fully supported and
cooperated with the U.S. Administration in
dealing with North Korea.* Further, Beijing
and Moscow visited Pyongyang to induce the

North to pursue the Geneva Agreement.

According to the Disarmament and
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT),
every government of Japan has made an
exclusive contribution to global issues

relevant to the non-proliferation and the

disarmament regime since early 1990s. To
promote peace and stability of the Asia-
Pacific region, Tokyo held the meetings with
the representatives of, for example, Pakistan
and India after their nuclear tests in May
1998 and discussed the resolution of the
denuclearization and the disarmament.
Moreover, Japan performed a leading role in
light of the non-proliferation regime by
arranging the Conference on Urgent Actions
for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament, namely “Tokyo Forum on
Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament”
during August 30 = 31, 1998 in Tokyo.”

In part of peaceful cooperation on
denuclearization and disarmament, Tokyo
seriously made ultimate sacrifices in seeking
resolutions regarding nuclear non-proliferation
and disarmament through such multilateral
framework as the G8, the United Nations
Security Council, and the United Nations
General Assembly. Japan employed
diplomatic and technical skills to urge North
Korea and other nuclear states to ratify the
Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty
(CTBT).* Moreover, as the basic approach on
nuclear disarmament, the Japanese

government continued the process of



submitting the draft resolutions called
“Nuclear Disarmament with a View to the
Ultimate Elimination of Nuclear Weapons” to
the fifty-third General Assembly of the United
Nations in 1998.% By the strong decision,
160 countries including the five nuclear
states voiced no objection toward the
Japanese proposal.®® Significantly, Japan
induced the nuclear nations including India,
Pakistan, Iran, Syria, and particularly North
Korea to ratify the treaty aiming to prevent
armament and proliferation of nuclear
weapons among the nuclear powers.

The Taepo-dong1 missile launching
by North Korea into the Pacific Ocean, as
aforementioned, raised a security alarm
toward the Government of Japan and the
citizens throughout the country. Resulting
from the 1998 nuclear crisis, the Press
Secretary Sadaaki Numata stated at the Press
Conference on September 1 that the test
of a ballistic missile by North Korea definitely
challenged the non-proliferation regime.*
Since the nuclear-free zone of the region was
regarded as a Japanese security goal, the
Government of Japan made all efforts to

denuclearize North Korea in collaboration with

the U.S. and South Korea. To carry on the
cooperative research on the defence system
under the Ballistic Missile Defence (BMD)
system along with Washington in September
1993, the Japanese Security Council
authorized the Japanese government in fiscal
year 1999 to do the technological research
jointly with the U.S on the Navy Theatre
Wide Defense (NTWD)”® system in line
with the Theatre Missile Defense (TMD)

program.”’

Japanese attitude over the 1998
crisis differed from that of the 1994 crisis.
The Taepo-dong1 ballistic missile caused
security concerns toward the Japanese due
to the longer range of the missile, which had
potential of destroying most parts of the
whole country. Importantly, there was no
prior notification of the North about the test.
Under the circumstance, Japanese Chief
Cabinet Secretary Hiromu Nonaka announced
on September 1, 1999 that the North Korean

missile test directly threatened Japanese



security. This aggressive action raised deep
concerns in terms of the regional peace and
stability as well.”” The North argued that it
was not a missile but a satellite launch.
North Korea did not feel guilty but threatened
again by citing that it had nuclear capability
to attack big cities in Japan. Press Secretary
Sadaaki Numata stated in the Press
Conference on the same day that it possibly
affected the bilateral relations between Japan
and North Korea.”” The idea of continuation
to normalize their diplomatic relations thus
collapsed. As a result, the abduction issue,
which remained one of Japan’s core
interests, was also suspended. It was
necessary that Japan reconsidered North
Korea policy and seriously responded to
Pyongyang’s posture.

In the second crisis, Japan’s role and
policies over North Korea’s nuclear issue
dramatically changed from ‘the wait and see’
posture to ‘the reactive manner’. In terms of
the wait and see position, the Governments
of Japan during 1993-1994 gave more priority
to the Japan-U.S. security arrangement and
the resolution of economic decline than to
the nuclear reactive policy. On the contrary,

the reactive role referred to the sudden

action that the governments strongly
counteracted to Pyongyang’s nuclear
aggression at an early stage of the 1998
nuclear crisis. As mentioned, Prime Minister
Keizo Obuchi reacted to North Korea’s
missile launching in 1998 by debating the
revision of North Korea’s policy at an
emergency meeting with his cabinet to
prepare the self-defense measure against
Pyongyang’s nuclear threat.”* On the same
day, the Chief Cabinet Secretary Nonaka
expressed that Tokyo really opposed
that action because it was not only the
reason of a security threat but also the risk
toward the operations around the sea of
Japanese vessels and airplanes as such.”
This stance was also transmitted directly
to the Government of North Korea by the
Japanese government.

Apart from the condemnation upon
the North’s aggression, the Japanese officials
in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs released
foreign and security policies in dealing with
Pyongyang’s nuclear issue to cut all relations
with the North. A few days later Japan
decisively suspended the diplomatic relations,
the food aid, the US$1 billion contribution to

KEDO for the construction of the light-water



reactors at Yongbyon, and the inter-flight
of North Korean air charter between
Pyongyang and Nagoya. In addition, the
government promoted the study of their
own intelligence satellite.”® At the global
level, Japan demanded that the UN Security
Council launch a press statement on
September 15 that North Korea’s actions in
August had endangered the regional fishing
industry and maritime freight activities and
deterred the trust-building operation of East
Asian nations.”’

Owing to the sharing perception of
North Korea’s nuclear threat, the Government
of Japan decided to closely cooperated with
the U.S. and South Korea. At the bilateral
level, Tokyo’s and Washington’s leaders
agreed to take various occasions to put
strong pressure against Pyongyang’s missiles
launching, development, and exports in the
Japan-U.S. Summit meeting on September
22. They affirmed the exchange of
information and viewpoints at all levels and
more so in the future. Likewise, Japan and
South Korea planned to exchange information
and attitudes, but at a high level. Under this
agreement, the two counterparts consisted
of Japan’s Foreign Minister Komura and

Japan’s Defense Agency (JDA) Director-

General Nukaga — South Korean Minister of
Defense Cheon Yong Taek, and Foreign
Minister Komura — South Korean Minister of
Foreign Affairs and Trade Hong Soon Young.
In the trilateral stage, Tokyo preferred to
develop the security cooperation by
continuing the research on the Ballistic
Missile Defense (BMD) system together with
Washington and Seoul. Moreover, Japan
agreed with the proposal of consultation
among the highest-level authorities. Lastly,
Japan and the two countries confirmed to
continue the ministerial-level consultation
among them at the UN General Assembly
(UNGA).”

However, the tough measure of the
Japanese Government by freezing financial
contributions to KEDO was objected by the
Clinton Administration and the Government
of President Kim Dae-jung. On October 21,
the Government of Prime Minister Keizo
Obuchi eventually announced its decision to
lift the economic sanctions and to make
further cooperation with the KEDO.” In this
context, it was reasonable that Japan’s North
Korea policy relied on the U.S. policy. The
Japan-U.S. security alliance was the key
factor that supported this point. The

Government of Japan since post-war has



realized that the Japan-U.S. relations was the
cornerstone of Japan’s foreign and security
policies as always mentioned in the
Diplomatic Bluebook of Japan. Additionally,

the controversial issue over the amendment

of Article 9 under the Japanese Constitution
regarding the military arrangement of Japan’s
Self-Defense Forces (SDF) was another factor
that influenced the Japanese policy makers

to conduct the policy dependent on the U.S.

Japan’s Role and Policy toward

The North Korean Nuclear Crisis in 21°° Century

The North Korean nuclear standoff
continuously posed numerous security
threats to regional peace and stability in the
2000s. The starting point was a public
announcement in February 2002 by North
Korea affirming its nuclear power status.
Pyongyang, moreover, declared its unilateral
suspension of the Six-Party Talks without the
fixed dates. Under this stance, Japanese
Foreign Minister Nobutaka Machimura told
the reporters that this matter must be
certainly submitted to the United Nations
Security Council (UNSC) if North Korea
denied the participation in the six-country

negotiations on the nuclear issue.” Since

then, according to the Pyongyang’s visit by
the U.S. Assistant Secretary of State James
Kelly in early October 2002, it was suspicious
that the North was conducting a uranium
enrichment program. The key players
including Japan, U.S. and South Korea
demanded that North Korea should end the
enrichment program. They also asserted that
Pyongyang’s nuclear activities violated the
Framework Agreement and considered to
suspend the December Shipment of heavy
fuel oil to North Korea.®' This movement
challenged North Korea’s decision upon the
abandonment of its nuclear weapons
program. The North argued that the U.S.
itself abused the Agreement and insisted its

intention to reprocess nuclear development.”



In December 2002, North Korea
increasingly agitated the regional concerns by
re-starting its nuclear facilities and expelling
the IAEA inspectors out of the country.*”
Further, the North Korean Ambassador to
China Choe Jin-su implied that Pyongyang
possibly lifted the freezing of missile
launching within 2003.** In response, the
Board of International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA) strongly criticized Pyongyang’s nuclear
reactivation on January 6, 2003.* The IAEA
Board requested that North Korea should
authorize the return of the inspectors into its
nuclear plants and give up its secret nuclear
weapons program rapidly, or otherwise,
envisage such measures by the UN Security
Council.® Afterward, North Korea declared
again on January 10 about its intention to
withdraw from the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty (NPT) as well as the |IAEA Safeguards
Agreement. By mid-February, the IAEA Board
condemned again the North’s action on
breaking the Safeguards Agreement and
reported this matter to the UN General

Assembly with the encouragement of Tokyo,

Washington and Seoul.”” What Ambassador
Choe Jin-su meant in December 2002
actually happened in the next year. North
Korea fired the surface-to-ship missiles with a
shorter range of 100 km. twice in February
and once in March 2003.* Moreover, the
North declared on April 18, 2003, that the
spent fuel rods were reprocessing.”

Despite the prolonged Six-Party Talks
comprising Japan, the U.S., South Korea,
China, Russia and North Korea, the
permanent peace of the Korean Peninsula
has not been guaranteed yet. The reason
was that the demands of North Korea and
the other five delegations did not get
together. In addition, the North always
exploited nuclear card as a strategic
bargaining power in order that other parties
fulfilled its requirements. For instance,
Pyongyang issued a statement on October
2, 2003 after the first round of the Six-Party
Talks that since the negotiations did not
conform to its interests, North Korea
considered continuing the nuclear deterrence.

At the same time, the North revealed that it



successfully reprocessed the approximately
8,000 spent fuel rods and plutonium.®
According to Hanyang University nuclear
expert Professor Kim Sae Hun, North Korea
made an alarm before the negotiation among
the six countries for the purpose of
bargaining power.”" Besides, the U.S.’s
hostile policy was another main factor for
which North Korea denied to participate in
the negotiations. At this point, the North had
accused that it was forced to develop nuclear
weapons due to the U.S.’s hostile policy.”
During the Asia trip by the U.S. Secretary of
State Condoleezza Rice in 2005, Washington
named Pyongyang “an outpost of tyranny”
that angered the North Korean government.
In this context, North Korean Deputy UN
Ambassador Han Song-ryol preconditioned
the U.S. apology for the insult and that
Washington struck it out or North Korea
refused to return to the Six-Party Talks.”
Besides that the six-party

negotiations appeared to make no progress,

the Korean Peninsula faced again serious
concerns by North Korea’s nuclear acts
frequently during 2005 and 2006. On
February 10, 2005, Pyongyang announced
that it had nuclear weapons in its hands as a
response to the U.S.’s hostile policy.* Next,
Japanese media networks reported on May
2, 2005, that North Korea tested a short-
range missile of 100 km. into the Sea
of Japan. However, it did not frighten Japan
due to its very short range and its
ineffectiveness.”® There was evidence from
satellite photographs that the North was
arranging a launch of a long-range ballistic
missile expecting to be a Taepo-dong 2
missile with a range of 3,5600-6,000 km. at a
military base in northern part of the country.*
In July 2006, North Korea launched seven
missiles which included the Taepo-dong 2
Missile with a range of 3,500-6,000 km.”
This incident abruptly worsened the
procedure of nuclear negotiations among the

six power states and the bilateral relations



between North Korea and Japan, U.S., South
Korea, China and Russia. More important, the
UN Security Council adopted the resolution
1695 co-sponsored by Japan, U.S., UK,
France, Greece, Denmark, Peru and Slovakia
responding to the North’s ballistic missile
launching on July 5.* There were several
meetings among the six nations to resume
North Korea’s nuclear issue up to present.
Lastly, North Korean leader Kim Il Sung
returned to the six-nation talks in 2007 and
agreed to abandon its nuclear weapons
program in exchange for international
contributions including the supply of heavy-
fuel oil, food assistance, humanitarian aid and

financial contributions.

In the context of nuclear-free
ideology, Tokyo has long adhered to the
Three Non-Nuclear Principles® as a basic
policy to maintain national peace and
security. Under the principles, Japan
intentionally refrained from the possession,

production, and permission of nuclear

weapons entering into the country. Tokyo
could arrange the nuclear activities only
in peaceful means and without the purpose
of becoming a nuclear state.'” This regime
inspired Japan to perform an active role in
international affairs by seeking measures to
reinforce the treaties relevant to disarmament
and non-proliferation and to denuclearize the
whole world.""

Owing to the tension of nuclear
brinksmanship of the nuclear states
especially North Korea, Libya and Iran in
the 21° century, Japan exerted all efforts to
prevent the proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction (WMD) including missiles, nuclear
arms, biological and chemical weapons and
also conventional weapons such as small
arms and military equipments. The Govern-
ment of Japan continued promoting the
Disarmament and Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Policies, in particular the ratification
and enactment of the Ballistic Missile
(BMD)

Comprehensive Nuclear-Test Ban Treaty

Defense system and the
(CTBT) in cooperation mainly with the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA).
Tokyo, for instance, held the Asian Senior-

level Talks on Non-Proliferation (ASTOP),



submitted a draft resolution on nuclear
disarmament “A Path To The Total
Elimination of Nuclear Weapons” to the
United Nations, and provided diplomacy for
purpose of establishing the CTBT.'”
According to North Korea’s nuclear
aggression since 2002, the Government of
Japan perceived that the North’s nuclear act
was a serious trouble that challenged to the
nuclear non-proliferation.'® Prime Minister
Junichiro Koizumi had announced that
the missile issue was significant to the
Japanese security and that Tokyo considered
making discussions for the settlement.'™ The
Government led by Prime Minister Koizumi
and Prime Minister Shinzo Abe conducted
firmly an active role and policy toward the
non-proliferation and disarmament under both
bilateral and multilateral frameworks. Under
the bilateral approach, the Japanese
government also regarded the nuclear issue
in the Japan-DPRK normalized negotiation
next to the topics of normalization of
diplomatic relations and the abduction issue.
During the bilateral summit between Prime
Minister Koizumi and leader Kim in

September 2002, Koizumi succeeded in

generating the Japan-DPRK Pyongyang
Declaration,'™ in which both of them willingly
abided by the international agreements
relating to the resolution of nuclear issues on
the Korean Peninsula. More important, North
Korea declared that it agreed to freeze the
missile immediately.'® At the Normalization
Talks in Malaysia in October 2002, Japan
called upon specific and active measures
regarding the abolishment of the Nodong
missile.'” However, their bilateral negotiation
on denuclearization and nuclear disarmament
had no progress on the Japanese abduction
issue.

In the context of multilateral
framework, the Government of Japan leant
on the international cooperation, in which
Japan played an active role in striving for the
enactment of nuclear disarmament and non-
proliferation. Tokyo convinced other states
parties to mainly preserve and reinforce the
nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation
regime. In addition, Japan proactively
proposed the disarmament and non-
proliferation at the ASEM Regional Forum
(ARF) and the Political Declaration on

Prevention of Proliferation of Weapons of



Mass Destruction and Their Means of
Delivery, that later adopted at the ASEM
Foreign Ministers” Meeting in July 2003.' In
dealing with North Korea’s nuclear crises,
Japan demanded that the international
community must forcefully ask the North for
the abandonment of its nuclear weapons
program with prompt, verifiable and
ireversible action.'” On the second session
of the Preparatory Committee for the 2005
Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty Review
Conference during April and May 2003, Japan
emphasized the unity of international
community in coping with North Korea’s
decision on the NPT withdrawal."® On the
third round of the Six-Party Talks, Tokyo
asserted that Pyongyang must express a
proactive action in resolving the nuclear and
missile issue, the normalization of diplomatic
relations and the abduction issue before
gaining Japanese economic assistance.'"
Besides those international institution forums,
the Government of Japan paid attention to
the nuclear discussion in the six-nation
negotiations, or-so called the Six-Party Talks

(SPT) despite its small role in the

negotiations. However, Japan realized that
the Six-Party Talks fulfilled Japanese interests
in terms of participation in the nuclear direct
talks with North Korea."” Significantly, Japan
kept a balance of power with China, for the
existence of Japanese regional power. Apart
from the Six-Party Talks, Tokyo exerted its
efforts in seeking resolution of Pyongyang’s
nuclear problem in close cooperation with

Washington and Seoul.

North Korean nuclear ambition in the
21% Century directly posed a grave threat to
peace, security and stability of East Asia
including Japan. As a counteraction toward
the declaration of North Korea’s intention to
withdraw from the NPT, the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs of Japan expressed Japan’s
deep concern and considered to call on North
Korea to reconsider about the NPT removal
and on the abandonment of its nuclear
weapons program all at once.'” Japan

persistently requested that North Korea must



return to the Six-Party Talks to seek for a
peaceful resolution immediately without any
conditions."* Additionally, another strategy
that Tokyo applied, in cooperation with
Washington, was to detect and contain the
remittance from a group of pro-North Korean
residents in Japan back to their homeland.
Importantly, the Japanese government
continued the hard-line policy until the North
return to the Six-Party Talks (SPT). In
response to the launch of missiles on July 5,
2006 by North Korea, Japan declared that the
missile launching directly threatened the
security of Japan and also broke the Japan-
DPRK Pyongyang Declaration. In this case,
Japan strongly protested the North’s acts.'”
In the process of Japanese policy
decision-making of the Koizumi Government,
there were hard-line policy makers that
preferred the containment and sanction
measures against North Korea to the
conciliatory means. These people included
the bureaucrats in the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs (MOFA), the coalition and opposition
parties, the authorities in the Prime
Minister’s Office (Kantei) and even his Liberal
Democratic Party (LDP). They requested that

North Korea must resume the negotiations

regarding the abduction issue and the
normalization of diplomatic relations or
absolutely face the sanction measures. On
the contrary, Prime Minister Koizumi
confidentially conducted diplomacy through
the dialogue. For instance, Prime Minister
Koizumi visited North Korea twice in 2002
and 2004 to negotiate for the resumption of
Japanese abduction issue. Moreover, he
required that Japan’s foreign policy became
independent from the U.S. influence. To
support this idea, it appeared that he was
indifferent to some of his opponents in his
government as mentioned above. China,
South Korea and even the Bush
Administration opposed the Pyongyang’s
visits and the Yasukuni Shrine’s visits.""®

In spite of the big support from the
public and the families of Japanese
abductees, Prime Minister Junichiro Koizumi
could not stand against the domestic political
pressure that had more power in making
North Korea’s policy than he had. As a result,
he decisively imposed sanctions against
North Korea during his terms. Unfortunately,
he lost his public support respectively
because of the deployment of Self-Defense

Forces (SDF) in Irag in cooperation with the



United States and the internal affairs,
specifically the failure of reforming a postal
system. Amid his last term, Koizumi
appointed Shinzo Abe a Deputy Chief Cabinet
Secretary in order to lead the procedure of
the abduction issue in October 2005. Koizumi
was under pressure from members of his
government to use proper sanction measures
against North Korea and therefore he
decidedly used them to negotiate with the
North."” During a one-year term of Shinzo
Abe as Prime Minister, he strongly pursued
the policy on abduction issue. According to
North Korean nuclear tension, Prime Minister
Abe cooperated with U.S. and South Korea in
committing both discussion and pressures
toward the North. He expressed a realistic
attitude in promoting the revision of Article 9
under the present Constitution in pursuit of
Koizumi’s view in order to potentially tackle
the modern threats including North Korean
long-range missiles, biological and chemical
weapons and terrorism."™® Inevitably, his term
was short due to the scandal of corruption of
his authority and small a support on his bill
regarding the deployment of SDF to
enhancing the U.S. troop in Afghanistan.
From the study, it proved that

Japan’s foreign and security policies toward

the North Korean nuclear crisis in the Twenty-
first Century drastically changed from
conciliatory to aggressive posture. In this
context, the Government of Koizumi and Abe
conducted tough policies against North Korea
such as the stoppage of food aid, the
containment of money transfers and the
import-export controls at Japanese ports. The
predominant issue of the Japanese
government engaging in the 21°" Century
rather than in 1990s was the abduction issue.
Prime Minister Koizumi seriously took into
account the resolution of this concern by
leading the official visits to Pyongyang
twice in 2002 and 2004 to seek the progress
of Japanese abductees missing. Moreover,
Prime Minister Abe pursued this policy so
strong that the Japanese people, especially
the abductees’ families, gave him an
encouragement.

Actually, it appeared that Japan’s
policies towards North Korea’s policy were
driven under the influence of the hard-liners in
the LDP and major governance organs such
as MOFA and the Prime Minister’s office."
It meant that the domestic political pressure
influenced the Japanese policy-decision
making process. However, it was effective on

the conditions that the policy users became



powerless and weak. Accordingly, the internal
pressure could indefinitely force Koizumi to
implement an aggressive policy toward the
North because he did not agree with some
approaches such as the direct financial
sanctions. In order to avoid the contradiction
and domestic political pressures, Koizumi
decidedly consulted a small group of advisors,
instead.'” Moreover, the powerful leader
could enforce the policy smoothly if he gained
a lot of support from most of the politicians,
governmental officials and especially the
public. Therefore, Koizumi had enough
influence to convince others to support his
decision.

According to peace-keeping ideology,
Japan faced complicated problems of security
policy implementation. On one hand, the
principle of Article 9 under the present
Constitution became an impediment of the
security arrangement in reality, particularly
against the modern threats such as terrorism
and biological and chemical weapons. On the
other hand, it was questionable that the
conservatives and regional powers including
China, Russia, and South Korea strongly
opposed the idea of the Article 9 revision.
However, the public and the families of
Japanese abductees supported the
constitution revision due to the security

challenges of regional threats, especially the

long-range missile tests, nuclear development
and exports by North Korea.

Besides the realist view of Junichiro
Koizumi and Shinzo Abe, the rise of Chinese
power was another key factor that forced
Japan to perform the hard-line stance in
dealing with North Korea’s nuclear issue.
Additionally, Japan gave priorities to the
Japan-U.S. security relationship and both the
bilateral and multilateral cooperation, in
particular the Japan-DPRK normalization of
diplomatic relations and the Six-Party
negotiations, for the power balancing. In the
multilateral framework, Japan was an
important actor in bargaining with North Korea
since it was the main financial contributor of
the light-water reactors construction and food
aid for North Korea.

Significantly, Tokyo kept playing a
proactive role in the disarmament and non-
proliferation regime. The Japanese
government still induced the nuclear states
and non-nuclear nations to ratify and enact
the disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation
policies. In the context of a bilateral approach,
Japan exerted strong efforts on engagement
with North Korea and sought the progress of
the abduction issue. Apart from the Japan-
DPRK bilateral relations, the Government of
Japan also maintained the Japan-U.S. security

relationship and the relations between Japan



and China, South Korea, and Russia bilaterally
for the purpose of permanent peace and

stability in East Asia.

In terms of threat perception, the
nuclear problem was one of Japan’s security
concerns, particularly the North Korean
nuclear crises since 1990s. Japan perceived
North Korea’s nuclear activities as national
and regional security threat. It was
unavoidable that the country took part in the
nuclear dismantlement mission. As one of the
key contributors of the peaceful settlement
programs, Japan supported the establishment
of the two light-water reactors (LWRs) to
replace North Korea’s moderated grade-
plutonium reactors. The financial assistance as
well as food aid was transferred through the
Korean Peninsula Energy Development
Organization (KEDO). In addition, Tokyo
always induced Pyongyang to join the six-
party negotiations for a peaceful resolution.
Japan actively promoted the anti-nuclear
policy and the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty
(NPT) to comply with the three non-nuclear
principles of the Constitution.

To ensure national and regional
stability, Japan was engaged in the Asia-

Pacific security arrangement with the U.S.

According to the statement in Japan’s
diplomatic Blue Books, in post-Cold War,
every government of Japan maintained and
relied on the Japan-U.S. Security Treaty even
though it influenced Japan’s foreign and
security policies. For instance, Japan
cooperated with the U.S. on the study of the
Theatre Missiles Defence (TMD) system and
the strengthening of the Japan-U.S. security
relationship. In this context, the joint security
arrangement automatically drove Japan to
wage war with other countries in the region,
which broke the NPT and Japan’s Peace
Constitution.'”’

In the first crisis, Japan neither
reacted against North Korea’s missile tests
nor successfully convinced North Korea to
abide by the Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty
and the Agreed Framework. Tokyo just looked
at the problem and carefully implemented
North Korea policy. In contrast, Japan
immediately reacted towards the North’s
missile launching in 1998, it condemned the
threatened activities and cutting all the
contributions to North Korea as a response.
Although Japan finally reconsidered assisting
the North in accordance with the U.S.’s
demand, Japan’s attitude and manner
towards North Korea definitely changed from

the wait and see to the sudden response.



With regards, Japan seriously dealt with the
North in the 21st Century. Japanese policy
makers learned that by using soft and hard
measures to influence their policy, it could
effectively solve their problems. In the 2000s,
Japan thus mixed two approaches together
and implemented carefully in the multilateral
negotiation framework.

The study proved that the role and
policy of Japan towards North Korea’s nuclear
crises continuously shifted in line with the
maintenance of Japanese national interests. In
the domestic terms, the influential factors
included the weakness of some Japanese

leaders, the political change of the leading

party, and the legal limitations. According to
the external factors, key players comprised
the Japan-U.S. security alliance, the global
system, international relations, and Chinese
power.

It was a wonder why Kim Jong |l
agreed to throw away the nuclear card
despite the state’s key mechanism of regime
survival. Possibly, North Korea exploited the
contributions of Japan and the others to
strengthen its secret nuclear project. The
missiles and nuclear threat would be raised
again when North Korea wanted to make new
demand of the incentives and the assistance

from Japan, the U.S., and South Korea.

Abbreviations

Korean Peninsula Energy Development Organization

BMD Ballistic Missile Defense

DPRK Diplomatic People’s Republic of Korea
IAEA International Atomic Energy Agency
KEDO

NPT Non-Proliferation Treaty

ROK Republic of Korea

SDF Self-Defense Force

T™MD Theatre Missile Defense

UN United Nations

u.s. United States

WMD Weapons of Mass Destruction
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