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argument — style must also be an inherent component of diplomacy. This leads us to the

question to be addressed in the next chapter — what is style?
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the Ambassadors series.*'” Mr. Baek was not alone in his sensitivity to South Korea’s
status. His narrative highlights the importance of status as an influence on the South
Korean diplomatic style, and the predominance of an emotion-oriented motivation for

diplomatic action.

17 Jack Pritchard, Ambassadors’ Memoir.
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diplomatic style, and the predominance of an emotion-oriented motivation for

diplomatic action.
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Reflecting this, recognizing and comprehending the South Korean diplomatic style
highlighted phenomena of policy relevance. It provided a fuller explanation of the South
Korean foreign policy by directing attention to what is most relevant. Recognizing and
comprehending the South Korean diplomatic style thus narrowed the range of
information, which a foreign policy analyst must cover, including highlighting
phenomena, such as status, generational change, cosmopolitanism, and estrangement,

which are not immediately apparent through scholarly research.
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