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Owing to Japan's island status and its substantial reliance on fish pro-
ducts, it has had a major interest in maximizing the freedoms of the seasin
crder to minimize restrictions on its distant water fisheries and commerce
to and from its territory. It has strenuously resisted the movemient towards
the expansion of coastal State jurisdiction in the oceans. When, in the mid
1960s, Australia, Mexico, New Zealand, the Republic of Korea and the
US claimed their 12-mile exclusive fishery zones, Japan made its position
clear that the area beyond the 3-mile territorial sea was high seas open to
fishing by all nations. It then proceeded with diplomatic efforts to resolve
the dispute. While at one point Japan threatened to take New Zealand to
the International Court of Justice on the issue, in the end it entered
into agreements with each of these countries, which temporarily resolved
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