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¥R g4 A7uA, 3) Az stel A
A% ¥4 484 A7 2EH 947N o
FE HUE 4) A g4 RS 49 B
o e 243oz gie EAA 2Me
FhEol, (5) ¥Ael 4d, 6) ¥R AHe,
(1) Q4359 Hey A9z, a=2lx v
22 (3) ¥EAHY AYH APzde Az
A9 E7Z Fo

43 94 B

FAod g B =FoY AN FH
oly Aol disiA F&3 P& dYgxn Ue
A4= F3] =&t} Rubin# Brown (1975)&
%4 (bargaining)®} ¥4 (negotiation) %¥AE
TRAcE g& Aoz FHFsy Yo Y=
3 FEE Y 4+ Jddd, Axe F=2
MA7te] vivhE A 4EFLe 1T I
= 3Ahd Fvheh 2o BEEQ Adzte oy
e O¥e 23R8 vlEzide #en
ATD AL o FRee Aoz o oy
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YA slight distinction can be made between
the two concepts, in that bargainng usually
refers to interaction between individuals over
a sale or purchase, while negotiation is used
in reference to interactions involving complex
social units such as companies or nations
with mulltiple issues. The authors ultimately
define bargaining and negotiation 'as the
process whereby two or more parties attempt
to settle what each shall give and take, or
perform and receive, in a transaction between
them (Baron, 1994, p. 464).

T =% A4¥EL 3717, & (1) HAAHH)
HiFA =273 MY o] YgA](common

interest) 4%, (2) ¢HYH 9 REEN 25|
A9 o]e)zF(conflict of interest) A%, 12lx

) FEARSYG SAFA Ay ojouF
Fgeg ol stz ded, 2 Y
A FAE ANA 48, = 2EA R (partial
information)®} &A% Al(full communication)e]
Ae ool dFE Ym e ABog FAs
A% 2x FAY HAE T v P4
olgtn 2 YedME ¢ F A=A S
F3o] FREA F1 UL E RAFD o] A
HEZE R oW Hdo] 7158, A7} o
d A7t diF Frolm, FAL F F(a
play)& FAY Hdg 37 A =& &34 7
AARE 7E e YAARE S ‘2‘?}5} Ay
oA R0l AzHE AL AU &
A geleM o® oo} &3E YeAE
ojZoX ZEN E HUE o|Fdi ojud &3
€ d=AE 227 (REAR 437 gEQ
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Kelley(1968)7} @3te o] ZS(conflict of
interest) 4% o]@ &% 7)(mixed motive) 4%
€ 9uld=d, Kelley® Thibaut(1969)S &%
7] FHhS] dABA EAL & AAA o
2 d93n 9k

L ¥Fo] £53 BAE Qs old g
dte] AN, AFE Axse FHNN @A
TS AR HAolY g F4E
23328 g 943“’\1 Bz AS
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? “The accommodation processes observed under
these conditions(partial information, full
communication---82} F) are usuallv referred to
as bargaining or negotiation processes”(Kelley,
1968, p. 406).
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Zlsbe AR oatEAolgtn wakn e,

of Aol Holg FHAE B 3 o 2 o)

135

A 8T g 2 FIxEe M A}
AHE ol olobr|E Foe RF ool “WYY
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27 949 d7eda
AYolE. FAH F4e A7 &AE von
Neumann® Morgenstern(1947)9)  Theory of
Games and Economic Behavior7} © ZHo|t}.
of AolA AAEL Loz oy 8o A
2 EL o5 Z875A0 dsM =g



YukHo g of7|A Ado]&o] ARHAYGT B
o 22y olBtd ¥4 von Neumann® 1928
dol Aol Hxe Fo g Fd Al
24 AYel % Saddle point theoreme 2E
o} 2719 AYelBelMe AAYES =85
2 FY¥Hog OF Hol 5o o
{(Rapoport, 1947, 1950, 1956, 1950, 1953; Raiffa,
953). 4 Aol@rtEo] AAAFo] ohd A}
Y FA dEA ol EMubye s HY
th, dE &9 Rashevsky(1951)& A}3 8] Eo
FHEE Aot 19579 Fele oY g
WA RAErE EAZEAEH, od Axde
Schelling(1957, 1958), Luce$} Raiffa(1957),
Rapoport(1960) &°l Utk oj&o] AHHc =
ArE el et QteliMe] FRFH Ao A7
Al dFE F Aolg. AYo)8Y ZV)LHA
= Rives(1975)¢] Ao} Utk

AegelAel 23 F4e dre Aol
AA e ol 1y AYo|gol@ a9
291917}, 4=8a Anatol Rapoport(1960)&= Al¢
o]&o] ZAFol& BH NEZE 83 FHzo
2 B3 Qlkd Aol “AYgreld e
29 AFAY(games of strategy)EF u]die
Reg od £§ AA AdE orle 1dY A
Y& 2 28 AYE shig 242 4143

= A ml olﬂ qF ALY Ame g
8 F & o AR Ag Poldle
A0E HE 74014 71%]”%«1 £Ae AR

213 5] = (Rapoport, 1960),

A3t (§ Atgho]l &3jRw E}—E—
Boh), 2) 239 ZdAdA Aurta] deg
& & flon, aga (3) BAkabe Ado] FH3)

) olaf o] &

Aol 0|0

3¢ an entirely new mathematical approach to a

theory of conflict has arisen, called the theory of
games(Rapoport, 1960, p. 109).

© deo] g FAAE PAY 4 Jen, ¥
Aol AN o] Astrl Aol dde] AT F
AHe Aol ohyet Azt oJd ddg e
dx d3ite AME EF ga Yok EAo)
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Adel8L Feyoz FAE sAse A
HAZ g ddo] 3, A& F »l A
DA Jom, Aiols AFF HNEe
Atk Aol HAY}F HA de AF2E
Aol

A& Y (games of strategy) 483} UyzFHE
Aol 4% THMgambling) Ev& LAY
(games of chance)olth. o]fl AldeiNE A
7t £33 ¢ g¥iM AP A 5 & F
e AA7 itk WA o)A AYE e A
#e 528 Ve g 834 ged. £438 &4
o osiN Axrt APPAE udA o] AY
< “Yd2l AYlone-person game)’ X A Fi
ol A Y(game against nature)’s}x Bz 3t
o},

A AJAME FEoY FLECIAY dhe
Hgel Hgdch ot Aol AFAYRT ¢
gt Yol tadg dd AYE avE 5
Aoz ¥AMzy] Agd, od 3y EAe
THte] #¥HA ol&(the normative theory of
gambling)& Ut} o] o] AlFE
o] FFE AAE 5 AUed, AA AP zut
PFE ol Ao AA Hojuk= 7} Ut
d71M Aejste] 7olg oAr} A7E Aol
ojRL Hr} Hg AFAYAFIME vpH)
Aolth. AZIM®E A o234 oge] Y& ¢
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e Alge] B3 AY4%e gedrt v
& Aol

B¥I Hy FAY Y4 B AFE o
23 BHold 4¥A ATy Ao e A,
Z 19609 Aol NRAEAT. EF9] ojgy 2A
& Adolgd 7128 £ Holu A¥A dApe
aggaw @ 4 gl 259 EAg 4y
AolM APEA HW FHe BAE AYole
glol= Ads TEA e Aol

FHol AN HLoZ o2y RAL

i

Ago2E FARPAY BAE OE vz o

o] AA Al Schelling(1960)8 B 4 9AE
d, 2+ 19 {F9% The Strategy of Conflictol] 4]
“An essay on bargaining”c|® |29 & W}
¥ v 3 (Ch 3"Bargaining, communication,
and limited war' )= 3% 49 FAE 3
e, oA oln 1957de] BEE wxE
RE =FoltHSchelling, 1957). €74 1= 2
AF FAgol Izt APAATe] oz} A
A B, WAEY, AL KEoY o239
WHAAN #AQol dolde AHIm Yok
Schelling®} o]l §#&& vz Al3A e g9
Kelleysl Al 9% F0] 22 &3 diuzy
(interpersonal accommodation)o]l 3 Y9
AFE Al THED (Kelley, 1968). o1z
o}ME Schellingel AAMolu} ZFARA & Fg
AAHYA  ZdFol xFE  wEy waEA
Schelling®] AAME Fo} duide HABA 4
M doluke FHH A 2¥e 23 o
A2H AlZhe A9 bdaA Sox £
3 el Bl YoldtreE AL b
A2 AL 9E H29 AT o Y
vyged,  Siegel®  Fouraker(1960)e] 23}
Schenitzki(1962)2] =&o} Aot $W F
Siegel# Fouraker= THAl "Bargaining Behavior”

olgr A& ¥ tthFouraker & Siegel, 1963).

Schelling®] &3l g o83 EHo) Y&
22 o FAH BAE UFE H29 AAY
A77E EEHAG. o] d3re F gy
Deutsch®} Krauss(1960)9] trucking gamed ¥ o)
o 2 gdigto] B¥ £ e 2L YZoA A
E WA ol F EHYANY o)su S
of Atk o] AgolA PALASo] oA BE
€ Hdsterts AYAHY Hdd Jdge F&
2208 HUEe AEE AYAZL EHA
3 gtk FEEAe Hxo A¥E 1957
o} Fo}xth(Vinacke & Arkoff, 1957). 2 o]o}
196099l Kelleys) T98A 480 YU
(Kelley & Arrowood, 1960).

of gl A ¥ wie} o] 47 Habe B
e e Adolg s FA wAHYXY o
d EAE Az d¥Hoz A7e He A
A N FE2 ¢ F Atk FAHoE
49 BAE ¥93 Mzey] AP e
Schellingltl, o] zto] 1960 R ol uw29
AHE el el 4 552 AFAAGYn 2
T 4 dAld

349 994 A7

@S0 MY A7 3o Hxe AY
< o}olx Deutsch®} Krauss(1960)9) 4#Y
olg. olEe HYL AYol&dl 7127 »
Oe A28 W e BE Yojgtd d%
5 A B3 A7 HEE o)o] wo} WA
AlZL Zeoltk, 0ol 53] o}F e gaow
s ZAAd e A7} sHo] 23 YW
B %tk Deutsch®) B BAe 253 25
9 ol A Aot} 10) o)A AL
& B Kellevd 9&3E Az g A
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ot 189 Hxo HEE :4AYH He9
dATAY 38e AFddA FRAD Ao
o

oelzgel d#H AP Keleye AYolE,
53] Schelling(1960)9} Hi5=3t#2 AlYo|& BA
A e e AZAEY =YsEAN B
ZA (B AE, interpersonal accommodation)©)
& 3L TANNAT(Kelley, 1968), o|d H S
2ol A ADPEAMY 8y AT E AYstn
A%E HHY. didzAold AAHY 33
oluf Fatulo]l ol F Alge] Iy Y&
7t AA, e o go] AAZER, agn
7t o AdE o]8de=A §5 HojA ¥e
ApEE EA M BAFo FHo] dojdrie
Aolth. o(dA)E T W29 294 )zt
FAgO] @& Wx ZAA7t Geizke A E A
Ast=tZ FAFo] FHo) o] FojAdE AT
= Aojth, BE #w& F7E AXY Age #
Al A Bt AT A EUE AL
aadjor @t FAMgel € 3Ny rYg g
detA Al Gk dEo) FAHA A
A ARE & ¥l gle Aot Asag
Lol Agolv FToly RSy Ao Eujd
A FEol W3] Hol gz 9 A7l Ho
de A% Bd 9 g2t 1" RE Ae9 %
Aol ltke Aolth. 12]ln ojd FHAA B
AR (FANY ool =23 Aol EAEHA
ojgtn &t

Kelleye °o]@d F39 #Ho] AAstay &
3 FEAL Azshe A MY gelFez o%
ot BAE Feth 1Y AYol&AM9
F8H B ys FHEHA e A
FE5E FAHAM U2 g A¥sted 324
=&l €0 73 BFA olgde e o

rofn 4

" AHolA v HoldeANE MEA dt o
o AAd] F719 A7 $AFT Kelleyst of
AxAFe LI W ofF AYBA(close
relations) @77} A&E R ¢t mjdd), 1Y
BAZE AFHEAN AYBAE BAY weHR
M ZFH Yo Aoz EAANYA Yo
€ AZto]l YehiA 5.

old ddiUel BAMY BFHAE I
Hge] #AE B Aol tdxAett o)A &
e AFugot FrI&HA HI, Yutyo g
2 M JIAZAHA EdMHE 7 OE 7 9
o a8y Aol EdME A WA
22 F8¢ AP EE F OdE 5 IA He
Aolth, AYol2FA EdMe Z2FAFAY
S Y39 FeHQY FANAY EAN
Aoltt wrebrd ARt “FaE A2
(group problem solving)"ol@ FA|(eg., Kelley &
Thibaut, 1954, 1969 ol TElF ) EA =2
€ 43 Fu A9 olFelx, 1 Tele A
Hol &3 3ol ZA%UE Aol Kelleyol Al
Me "EA A | ¥l AANEHI) FeE
A3 Ee A& £ & A AQ9
& A7le AYe EANEZ AgslA) gegs
1960t Fu Role AlslA A g
Zo)dMe 3 WA g49 Y3 A3 &
Bk dojun ANeH, M E Kellevd =

=

rir

4 "Walton and McKersie(1965) distinguish
‘integrative  bargaining’ from ‘distributive
bargaining.” The former entails a set of
dispositions and decisions in a mixed motive
relationship which lead to increasing the total
input to the group. This is generally
equivalent to what we have been calling
problem solving. The latter refers to the
competitive orientation which is reflected in
each bargainer’s preoccupation with increasing
his share of the present input” (Kellev &
Thibaut, 1969, p. 46).
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Tole Al RE 3709 AA Shomerd #H&
A o] B AT 7HoG A
Ath(ell: Daniels, 1967; Gall, 1966, Kelley, 1965,
1966; Kelley, Beckman, & Fischer, 1967,
Shomer, Davis, & Kelley, 1966; Shenitzki,
1964). Kelley®] tidzFolgk EdlA ZE g9
4 4ol FHoY Y 4ol A& @
=tk YoM B ubs}l go] Kelleys HizA

K3
E

HRE A 383 $3% W4E ORe
EAle %Zhs} a9 /\1-5&- og .ﬂ.;@ﬂq :

ojF|BE F dE 2 x 2 AYoE 179w
olef e} 2o Aol I}

AglHY
1 2
! ol
Beojxie] > E @z g
210
2" 1 olAZFel A ¥4 Y (Kelley, 19689 1P &
T3S AY).
A 2FN AP R+ = )= Adj]
A Eo7be A} (outcome)ol 1, Faiwre] R
£ BolA Eobrke Adolth $4% HZE AR

28 931 Br 1&€ "Hils)e BolAl #28la
#&5 HAE 1€ "3ln BE 28 d3le)e
AdA FelEtth dojx) F e gajelA 2
&7t He dd(feolg. $4RdM Hez
olojze thH ge ¥ 2% shube BIA &
g5t o sue AdA K3 oy
ol9e] &Fol Axn 1AM N2 Frhe syt A
Ase Aoloh zey ojsigSoe] iy s
A olsl X7}t e AL b g} 99 o
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AN F AIEE O HARAAN $R2 ojolx)
= WA Ao £ g Hsle Ao Mo §
g3t o] F& FHaop Fue FoM:E F
Atdel Aol gu mEtM o] FolHe Y}
Y 5 e Aoldh FY4E A gn =
ME ZAAsE e 42T Qe 8ol A o
Y 4¥E ¢4 F(pure cooperation)o]} £4
BACAZAY ol RE ) (pure competition)
B3 FEMA EZE 7N (mixed motive) A
olgti &t (Kelley & Thibaut, 1969).

AA FAeld i AP4PME 2 9
ARt Al Eobrbe AH7h <9} -9 £ wA ko)
ot de] 9AZ dA otdelth agx
IAL ghg3te Ao] ol ofwel HA
3= Ao) 4o,

ol el 4L FAHolU HAYA
R BaFdolct AAldA o
Aol FL&AE EW3 A
P& o FddA dojprae
teAE #8443 REY F 4y
%zé ghe 9FE 43 ¢ 2% i)
¥4 E=E 48 ke Aol Uyt F& o
FiolA oW ARE FEANE F 279 'E-:
& ABAAgole} dh B8 o] aPoNE A
HEAA Eolrke FHA7) HAIHS AA 4
A AEFEAME old AREE APAluto)
ok Holx A9 F$ AYL s dapge
AAAA Eolzbe AR ¢ W AudA 5
ol7te Ae nEr)

SATA o)tz 3e
Holz, i

L.
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-}
—

3
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o5

e AYF o=

Fojn FabEe Aol A

e ¢ F UEE P Adge AL 9|
do. 22 g Fsod oy E4g

TN 7 PAAE FAE &z AT 8
A, HZAHQY Folol 228 71 A WA 9



FEAME SAE o FoE HE L3
= A9 347 & AHolx, Be A%A A
EA A7} 2 e s E H53e FANS

Kelley(1968)7} Wiizd A8A Fa3A
OF HYde A9 /5, FEY {5, wgE
M(EA R, £ahbs, A{EkE) Folt 17}
dde Adgox AT AL A (PIIEY
Al w2t oyl welo) FAS AN viNs &
e g Aot

HAPEle AYYE. Agidzgaege
2o FAE dATdie dg4%e
47}X 2 EF ¥ H(Baron, 1994).
o] #F& ¥#d+= Rubin® Brown(1975)e]4
< Aotk o] (1) HFEH oA Y (Prisoner's
Dilemma Game), (2) A4 %8 A Y (Parcheesi
Coalition Game), (3) &4 A Y (trucking game),
281 (@) FA=EHAYBilateral Monopoly
Game)olt}. o]&& AA¥o ojd A%g wd
2 33 Yok

Kelley(19688)= S+#AY9E TR/ 4%o
2 BHIA FAdh 2 olf= Kelley(1968)7F
Deutsch®}  Krauss(1960)9] &4 A Y{trucking
game) SHAYE REFAUNOZ EAAolR o]
AT A%z BEFs v vl dEeld 1
dd 28d av Ao {4 REAR 9
HEAY A2 s w31 Jozmz 44
de Aol A4 A¥ye FTEsEe
2 B3 Jde Aotk Hol RAAY i
HEL EEAYE FXR/AYY dger 3
I Atk Kelley7dh $4A9-¢ $3/849 2%
AA ALY He W BFAHAHo] Aol ¢l
3, E A go] Y] AL F B AE3
A & Yo FFHA ANU7] HEQ RoF

it

(o

&

—_

— o ¥ o2 o op
-4

g 2y Hel BAAN BAH (TS 3
A Be) FANY AR Ude AL AW,
Deutsch® Krauss®] 4 A4S 4L B
Holx Ao AgogE B 55 UL Ao

339 3%

BAIA FABH 5AA EA. Schelling(1960)&
29 AL ol&F E4elM HAAH A (explicit
bargaining) @ A3 EA(tacit bargaining)g& T
31 Atk FUIE ZEelA HAbe o) By
BAFAA GRS ANGE AL HAHY
FAAT Az HFH Adg HYse
A2 HFL FAFH EFoY 5oy B
g FA9 nAE Hie A 2L Ax EAFH
A9 &7} 8 Ao}

A4 2L QA o]g@dFe] U= A
o] dig I+ AFd EF FAHY A3t
gt v & Fol Az &R AR
FAANA Feld TANALE dAs AHEA
g AL d7sy] "gE otk HWAHA ¥
o] glol= ¥ “#(solution)’o] =28 AL
249 AAE H7| g Fojrt.

e R0l whF go} olopr)Ete FoE
=3 Zolng FAH FAHAME Aol gl
AU FzA R HHelztn £ # Urh
e 39 H3AH FAHAMe 4L A3 A
o] o7t "Erixn Hojol E Ao},

L
Bc

g4l el

Kelley7} th®#dte tidzg e A7 £7%
(Ee @49 Ade 58 aduAy 434
2lg A7E AP ded WM, B4
A2y dve AYddEd J2g @
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49 A48 AFstn gz T & U

Hyol Md. g4e o|IBS Ay g
sk 9 Y Fe shiolth fAe 7L o9
Z2Eol de FAYRANM HAWLE =as= A
ojth. o|AAF G dHE WHe ¥4 94
= 059 A7k wle] Ao (Carnevale, 1994).
e (1) M3x7t FA9EL e AR 7
BE (FFYAEAR), FHAE 2 WARA)
U FAe 2& A3t o g JAAA, aejm
AdAE (3) ZARL Z2lel =23 FA )

Jd% S22 Ggolh. S48 PEY g 3

ol ¥, AL 34 Folh. AF ZzeA
T FAHE PAA 2o} HNFQ FHo] 9
£ Re] BRolg,

Yy A JFAFE FHY A7
st FEHED YoM 2RAT YA FAL
9 FAHY 2AAANZ} AGES} o]d AL
7t FEEA 7] AE IFF AGL A
FOEZ e 9 E4E AUn Yok w
A PEETE ded #4497 Tuy B
F A& Aotk 49 dFEe UY®I @A
of #3 AFst g

Hadel A7 IurEd gL (1) ARAES]
BAAES A2 A deldl Qs 31 (2) o] A
A Al FAAIL AMgste WY Aeo] g
A "3 AT outcome)dl FEYE FoE Aol
olZ2g 1Y(IY 228 HAIFYE UL )

488 d———— 73

¢ d
\
---------------- > Heg,
19 2 "4 A Ao AAste gy o
TE(Carnevale 19948 23 3 HY),

r)l
s

Camevalex AgdHzo] AFHog PArIE 9]
A9 dHe e wE Ao RAROY
BAe Ag-deo] v Ay yge Ay
2 & d8e fdn 4ZsM & 7 2(path)
T 78T o] 2N Fo¢ Fe YA
7b £33 gAY A3 A HLErE
ShAT YA/ Aeo] M dPg wg 4
AEE 7S dde Holth aPdA be
AR AZolL co} dB2 AAYE A2E A
3l H=olg

HAdME 27bA] #ohissues)o] $H3}1,
Z Aol dYgse FA ol4e] di<Hoptions
or alternatives)7t EAj#t. 4 Al FnR(h
HE)E AT g FoAN Solnw dHole 3}
9 7Y & Ax o)o W e 4500
700%H9 e FHAY £ Aok AL o)d uiot
Aolol M om Feolg w2517 M FHL
e Holth drle) jAatdFe)l AYVY. o
e AdA e dHeel A F e,
o] ztel ojoj&g T7A A7} 4RI} Hot
ol 8 & Slu, dieke ETF of vl T Yot}

ol E9 AYdME o]YnFe AL
T A& FW(oint utility space)o.Z HHEY &
At} o] FHE g gL o) =)

o] =<t el o
Ag
1
l;\\ * ]
SRR
39 3 viiAdAMe FEALBY (ABE 70004

o BE F9oln "AYe 500U HolF uE FSolg
e Blgel(No Agree- ment) 2 H ol Carnevale, 1994% A
FHAE)



A a"(a¥ 3)M 1A- L 70078 27
2 BE Aol 2AHL 6500¥E, 374 e
6005t &, 4X ¥ & 5509t g, 5AHE 5009
€, 283 6XH L 4509 did e A
AE B3 g FLolt shFo] vAFE i
AdAE Aehel Hgol 1, & F5 w594
Ao Hfo] FopAr)

A, 38X, 2Yx 9AHE A7 1. 2 34
e Add wijairt Y2 iz e JAS
B ge Zed g ojAL d4 g4
ol dtoz FHEA AolEg OFAE
g Aojk. AAT FHE ¢ EoFr dEd
eddAe &89 4 o FEg. 38
et 13 dijh 6Aelol Etielslsl 2 ol
AL g 35 digd 494 o]FolA sHsAol
FA weF oigk 6, digt 7, a2lm et 8o
AT FA Teol FAHE B A o]FolF
Rojth. Y33t olE UUEL F ALY EFd)
A XY & 58718 AUy g ot oj¥A &
oAl g0l & digte] Ae A Aol s
e 2 g4l 5844 (integrative poten-tial)
& ARt 2t M2 o)z ¢ ¥Ho] 75
& 7] g &oltt.

AellM E FFALTLL djujAdgo AHF
o2 AHEHE Aol Hox AdH
drMe HZAAHA ddAHAE HEE £}
A& Aotk vt s @A 7 obd tiAA Y
o) MM FFELFTY Adoel driy &
Z7F AeAE ofF FHE 2g 57 Qi

1 O
B

ey
-

Py S
C\’_] TR

el di g4 AFdE 24 989 47}
Ao el g HY & Uk

(1) 4¥3A &2 (victory for one party). 1¥3
ol thgt ' EE ik fo] o)o] sjact

(2) & =9 79 FHelMe] ell(a compromise).
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a9 3elM oieh d oigh ? digt ¢ So) ool
Lig=3

(3) ¥4+ #el(a win-win agreement). ©]
A%E &P SO a¢ T o oig
g vtEdle Aol ohx, E¥Y Boe F
& A%E dv' P gk ¥ 39AM %
e, et | dier | a3 gt ° ol o

2
& a2

% Y7t "

(4 =g 4AHa failure to reach
agreement). ¥ Zo] §oE ARsH A4
< Z2g¥Et oJRAL 2¥ 3dME o Mz
EAHT e, tet MAHgel B gl
Alg a2 Ad 8 gt gA @

Jdurt & YA ZFoA
et

Folzg Hm Ale] HL&e EF HAA
e Hoigh (the best alter-native to a
negotiated agreement, BATNA)olg}x &g 7]
= @t giol ZEEoEN TOE FiM 1
A BAG A4 F 7V F& o] BATNA
o}, N9  Thibaut®} Kelley(1959)2]
CLa® 7 d3 frAbslth  =hd BATNAZF Sith
A, B8 Y32 Eolg & ded, o4
o] ddie dAoA £ FAHE Pojee
Aol oplet @ Fole AH(EAY Aol &
27 € £ Utk old A% oA 2
e addAE g ' BE digt %) 9o

&8 @ d98 &

o) =
T

ol

Y=ot 0|8 FUFWAME 2¥ 39 gL
TEERTLE AU AL, oAETel A 9
o, ARzt Aol Al fEd it
g olFoUlZl s A @R
(concession)& Zadich ojd FHAPIA &
T Ao §9 EFFU] F¥olmE HNE2E 9
Ao dHstele A Jdoh adH, §FFo)



FRIE A pdo} ojFgME FRIE A
o] olyzel o]d UYRE o] &(exploitation)d] A
Adwre] freEld X E Hsten ¥ 57 4l
O o3 A& dWo) o *: YU wEo g
ol HE A YAE Aol

© A4 oAt

2L UE FAed, 29 A
< olyx R (field MM T o]Foiztt FHA
79 e Addre AEH J4d
FAEE ez e AEA
o} A AF(case study)@] dlE Raiffa(1982)0]
A Folg 4 Ut

Ag4d d79 A% (1) IR} g 3
HAE AUz g4t A4S ) ¥} A
iz gaste 44, 283 ) AEHE
BHE AFH)AE de AS 9
o AP ZAkz ko] RAMT o}
AQJdl, (D AR dEHN  Ee *
(face-to-face), (2) XA & n@sts A, 14
T Q) AFH Hrdg ojgajM FAL 5=
A4+E ydch

A8 AL HE FAEe dAY AL Jag
dAe] FAAHE ¢EE AL o)g3=y, =
2 F7HAZF 7M gol Alg € due  od
§712 @, dAdd, Fuxe AL ¥ 0¥
Fake AAY 2e Aoz, gE Hue & 7}
A dgo] okt F o)ide] g ¥ ¥
& dhe Aol dAd, a9 s1AH 1 x
of ojd oMM AF ARE ¥H =1
He HEe Aod Eas 22 BAE

FAs T2t Yoy HHL A7y
At

4o e dgae sle sez Mzs
7] A2d 282 Rk AAFel T [andbook of

Ae

-

>
tjo

O:
S

g
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i B LK

Experimental Economicsgl= ¥ o]go] L3}
vheh o] ALgE MM 4EL ok AgAA
= AE%ae] oo 232 4L AJH, A¥
312 3t} Raiffa(1982, p. 6)& #pAlo] A¥
A5g Tan Y}

to e

dgel 4o 27

9 3ge ANz BEE 4 A A
o]\t Raiffa(1982) ©)& A BZAMRY 9 &
¢t FE 7NFELE IAE, F () 2%, wY
g, (2 27, dEgt gz (3) oA, gder
L2 YFn At 2% ¥y4e Ry
(distributive) 33 53 (integrative) FHC
2 FEHeH, F WA Ae Euiyod
Bty FHA AL SV I
B ddME @7t #e oAy £ shx
T FRE sted, & Fe go] wein &
£2 HA FYHa g

© %ol HJE Yie AL
ojty. o]E¥ R F¥ o] Hyulz A
A0l A& A% ARE Ho) voy sy g
W HA Fen doh 2o e AL uiy
Y Fde 23 ge dFoln gHe Ajs
Ygolztn 2 = A o) v KE walx
© WolEol] F& Aol oJHE MuYe
sidolth d2e Alztel X9 u4dd wWe
AT AFAGAE o ARE Yan, A%g
FEY FHdMe A& AzH we o] A7)

T

) o
&<

o0
fo to
2
ar gf
BoAr K

oy

r

e

7bA Hog RS g § 2o &
d3d e Zo) 29g ESAAT T A}

ol
A7k oA g ¥ FAY WE olsr @



H4E & & ded, od 4%E 58 FHo
gx gt
447 B
Hdgoldr A EHYY o]E B
24387 H3A AdREol wo d= dut
A HIWe dAse ¥4y dIAge ¢
015 FAAGANE A A 575 Ao
olg& Y g Bk
making). #1419 EH o}
AE TRT A Ho=

g He A¢E dEs

mlm

(1) %¥XE(concession
L7U ARE Fole A
FHRE A of2e]

Ag 91‘:’]?}‘4

tﬂ@(contendmg & AYE Four]
H?‘“ dhet AFE Rl ’&}E}V} YEIEE
AE3}AY Alo] FRITE PYHE Ele
dddl A¥gste Ag T

(3) EA3) A(problem solving). #%g 25
BEA7) e ikt Fohln ojF A
=¥g e A& T
(4) F%¥-&(inaction). H& ¥
Y ireE & A g RE "a}
H, 33E HAFHAY TN
o) BFg st

(5) EA(withdrawal).
=3

olE

1

&g =

=2

qde 2713

WS Ny PAHoz Awsw o
83 2o

Y. FHe A B AFHAE 3R

® “A strategy is a plan of action for

negotiation that specifies broad objectives and
the general approach that negotiators should
take to achieve them” (Carnevale, 1994, pp.
273-274).
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2 a%"d dye HIRE ZAE AHE
FAse 42, oA 2id FRE FA=Z
32 @' FAA Tt ol E 9 By
F# 2AE dede Aotk £HA FAF:
AN @347 33E A4E AY 55

o7} ol RolF w7tz Laxe Aol HolA
e Aotk A FAYs o F Aol ¥H
A vee dadd, g4ae 2R ¥42

©
-

A

o e doiF UA #A7E ok Relgh
F XFE ¥4 ZAzgn 8 o 2YA4

B8R 28d, §4EAt 4 £, Ay
AA Z7AsY g o)A o 94 Ay
7t A %

. 2ol g 718t = dde gty
o &ste dele 37 wile] A" o
(1) ¥¥(threats)®] AL (2) YAAA
(positional commitments), 28|32 (3) HE4 F

=0
=y

Z(persuasive arguments)o)t}.
Agol AudAN UYRE o]TojUlE o ®
© A FRAYHE FIAAN = iai 7}

AAW 9 APgol ol BT APAe
FAN ¥ AH 2 o7} BE 42 A
Atk Wz ARE AW 27 o Aol

ofue} Aoz & Fgho] 2= Ap4do] & ?1
AW 2 ¥ AL aUEF Foled
ol e AYL AUz 3dF vigee “H

< Eol1 wetA YAE FEE = AHYE
2HE 4 Ad Y AYAA ARE ALE
e Adiedl 433 ARAE 12 5 don,
2 2% Adizt 29 ¥ (counterthreat)g A
THED JWA FAel ¢ AR € F7)
At

4% dFo A dFe TBHE) o
th o] o]de FRE UL 4 o A9 A

|
Al
(=]

Hqole

LV A wy



re e

£ 3 g 2 JANAdL gl o A
€ A7t #83A Fod WAL T)E
e A¥d A4 @A g9 YAl
A7 AaAME AEAR o] Hol
FHE YA ethe Aol 4 HoA 2
Hop @k YFAAL aAYE EAs YL
T ded, dFARo2 dAe JHo] waHE
TE 5 Utk ol%e YL Yoz go
2 EFAUA AGE T 5+ QA H1, & »
Ao 2 EA Sz, vt 2 Aol Ade

A

oL

3ol

TEUAE de Hold o o3 4L ¥ &

A =57 4o old H$E IR Uye
AAY ol &3 ANFHY AL olUgx
g ot gy ol WA Moo
AL AFE dde AdT o)d 24
€ ddste e sue dRAAe g4 ¢
71742 H2 ol Aoy drdse osd
Y FAvhe 9R4A9L A HZ2 WA
2 AAATE Aol Ut}

A5H 3L 4odA Ao HAE o
ol duig) oo g F RgFIUE AL M
S3e Aolth. A7 mEd oy MEo
e Y4 BAE A 5L Bol 3 Ho
2 @ ¥R o {2 238 A HE R0
Felolth. ol¥A HEZHE dAHoE $i
g 7 dAT FrHoge 3 4L 4 u}
= Hol #odsor 3tk $4 A4 £
& X (integrative potentia)& Ad B¢ MEsz
Aol AR oW EFH 7o i}
A HE 21 A3 f2E g d2sE AL
TS £ Aok ® AEZAE AZA EHA
H AddE RFAE HeA Ho] Ao
¢ He Ax A

old ©o] QvlE AT HMEL Lo A
FE EAN AN FAH = FA AgHo=z

AHEE & g A5FAE ¥4 $53HQ
FUHE YA HolEE o)BojUe H¥L ¥ 5
A3, B FAR 4FE Hale YoE By @
4AA SRE AES 5% FE Y E A
5& FlAM dgddec] 43¢ 4+ dee Ao
2 395 dEA o 4z ST S
s =& HMPEE 278 S Qo)

EAHEE st FAHA Fe L AR}
At e 27 Hel $HEHE AuoA
¢HFE Aot = g dHe 4ol oy
g Hd3 el R goke o) := @
FEAHNZ wyold. £ g we Jz22A
2ol ohvet Azt EAE HARe D e
MEEAHA] Ut

TAHEL A WY A o EHAR}
TAsE T guo] ofAHo|HMET HAXQ
ZEE AEUdE A5 F(the win-win
agreement)E B4 & £ Aot YA4ol g
T AE 2 ViAol AHA Wye (1) 7}
EALE F7HAA g Eolrles oo w
FAZE e Aol o WL ug 2=
€ "#ol& 7]¢+= Ulexpanding the pie)"ahi
FEO FRA e (2) 4 FAR A3a
7t e @ANE 2o Ze de BAANEH
)8 goldiol olg BAUAEL ZHNIE 2
€ Ze Aolth %9 AWl ZY BAAE
BejAle  oiehg mFAH &AW (bridging
solutions)olg} ¥-&t} ol & W oWz 3y
FL ALE FAEo 2WAE YiE o)sE
GolEYTY # £ F2AE 97 9F Ao
€ 5 432& Aoz vEed 97 9
do] Eojut ZFol H2HUY B A
o BAALR gohlie BA7} HA
L oEE, e gAY 329 899w 4
o 87 dA F4% 5 AA H7) 9 &

p

¢

L8 f e n
)
B

o%



ojt}.

AfA PHe (3) 27 dAES ¥
#Hetol X & Fo] R thE HtdMe o
g ZolMq FEEA 3t Aok o] #Heb
of we} el YRE e AU, A =4
dAe € FLFAN HddAe FoF L
AM FRE 3t otk o YR uge
98 HAWYYL W2 Jol2  “trade-offs”
Y ‘“log-rolling”eletn B¢ H, FA= 9
g ujSolA FHE0] ool & 337 A3
W UFIFE 22 4t 9§ vodM & 2
ojty, oj= £ g 2R A "FotA 3]
“o} wlsg golot

FANAY /M3 aAAA By
Ago] Zze] EF, $449], BAYA
A el A £33 gelv el oA A
Bugg siA Hd GFEAsdol Sl
aPM FAse FAE ojFold & UA €
o FEEANELE YA HA4e wWgolg
2B Yo ol WHE HIHE A
o] Aot AdE WA 5 gk 1dd),
A% ARaAEL B ol A7) dolor 7}
Fithe Aol Az ded Ayt glew
Aol AFde AEE Advl 4LEAE =
Ede 9g4E A Hi gty FEagd F
AsHA €t

T3 B3re st AY dFS T2 &
Hogle AL I3 4, ojd Furge 27
A YAARE 37 Hol AFE Az 9
g 7Y T Y HEL FFoz M)
A #dY #x Ak Fyrgo] HiEHA
ojui 2 FA HW 2R AX HAHY A
Zo] "ok YFAI Fe@ FoXe Ty
22 AFe vE 5 Aok oRE FUARE 3
el dgojgte FE A3e o] T4

e ntAviAE B Z2og d4
F33A gevde HAAM 2o

gyagel Held A9zAS

9o Hie Bd (29 1 FR)M 2 A
AE Ao AFde A9 42A e o3
AY #+SVx A A2 dee dA A
g/ Az QS v o]Ao] Ay JIgE
3 £ T Uddx B3 Yot Carnevale(1994)
€ old 2de] wel Mo 4L F& A
HQ HAgz4g Zin Qled, old Ao
FEE Fe A3 J¥zde A (1) F7
H APz (2) AAH JPxPos diEd}
I Ao

S8 M¥@xzE 5714 dgxzde g
7H X283 2d& 294 2d(dual concem
modeDolth. o] Rd& A AAYsHe MYz
oz Fie EHHA ¥, &  AVB4
(self-concern)® A}oh @4 (other-concern)®] %
Fog TF3 olg FAY F79 i
Zfo] pEoidlE FE 1Yoz aRd
I 49 2ol ot

o) Bl ¥ BANZ
ue B4y
293 EE

Z7] Aol iy w4

¥4 284 29,
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A 2¥(OY 9 Aol E1 FA
ddi#Ado]l oW FAsld (problem solving)&
A BFE & 71540 Fon @A
w2d dui#del Yo oA (contending) d
€, ANBAL ged Ag@de] o Uy
(vielding)&, 2] 271345 Aaae] &
¥ Rod Fubg(inaction)d AFE HY 7%
Aol #de A& BAFET}

ol 284 EHe YAFAEY MAxE wy
e Aoz Y £ Y1 YAZAL vy

p
£

e Aog HHY $x YUY = o) Rywe

BHolEH FHAN AL sl AL
stedl o]8% = U:, YA AYxA9
AN A AG U ddL ey o) &
¥ FE Yok " ZH0lE FHE 3] oY
Al EE 28E ANBYE FolE dAnE 7
ee zHolztn B £ Utk YA 4¥ o
2ol EoJow 9ol YRY 4 Qo Ao
Ad Aol Wt 2@ A E YARNEL 9
HE AYA ¥9. 93502 27 Jo| Ay
g #8d A7 d& Ao B9 Aydn
AP FEE &8 stx @ AHolm, 1
O A%e 9 a¥oA Arioael ®e A9
AgstA "ok Ao Ao g BUE =
A BEE FE2Pe Hod 378 23 9=
4% HAL, 2Rt g3 Ao o &4
g & vg Ug Bn & Q48 9y @
Hx s

o] Ed& dHo] LA AA ojm wMeo)
AdE AAXNE JdaA sFe 2L ohr)
a8 d9E & F= UAT o] mde By §
BAX dAz Addd AFg R e Ho)
obdet “Ar1" Fete §2 Dapale] e
V3 E A4 s Aotk zrBAe EEo

dalol doh b 9 mde XEo Hyse
FARARZE G Ao M5EA 8 AFE ¥A
3o S Bolg AA HAPHME F o
ARZHASH Bi7F #4¢ #o2 9 aye A9
A= J2 BY AE & Aolth A9 1Yo
dAdste A BY 2ol dd3tE o) Yy
¢ e 4o guyo) o wgoz 7 ol
A 94A ddg £ Ak 28U Yt a9
ddste dgo] 2x %42 e ojw A
el Aio] gig ddde] da ojw
AT G o) oA Ao}
dAd, & o] YAAFE Asdn Aur}
FEE Au3oW ARdA s Bgoz
"ol 44 BdE A€ ALY 4 Yy
A7 hdg HEE oAddrs 48 Holo
M2 AFol Ao 28 HY Folm o= =
E A ol BaAe ¢E AL d2Y £ g
o 284 & ZgdMe gA4AHY o)
a8 A7 48 Ao}

Carnevale(1994)2 ¢ 2dg 28 92 4%
At e Aol £ WE @A
°f ¥ EE Eouvd met T e ¥y
ol d¥o] dojdtie AL ¥ 4 Yz AH
o Arl@adol Pow dnY dyez Yy
A% Ar)BAo] Fow ZAsdo)y Yy
¥8L ¢ Aelgs Aot AF BzeA T
ol 2¥L ¥ & LAzl AFMIE Ry W
olghe HE& HAsor ¥k = Carnevaled ol
B EYe @ % PR A3y "o s
AolA] AAl dao]l AYSe Ve e A
e At AEE GFd Folot @ty oy
old ¥4 FAA Camevale EA3 20
g A7 Be] 52 o FUBAE go] Fow
dolurl 4 ¥AYehetn 2o FHHo

o]

A

[»]
= Ay

i
pu—y

=
hu

AL AYBAE "% BYold Hol & 2 A7 dEe= ol d FR 37AsA
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dhdE (A ZriEdel o) 39 Adig
HAAe} ez £33 FAE #A52 A
g 9 (& AUTA) o s PAA
FANE A AFgA € e 498 #
Ao

o] o] AAlste EFA AL AU#
Aol AE5E 43w, nEn doj@iol 42
3 o o Y4AE Ao FAN AL o
47 dr3 wEd & e Heloh FAA
7 AAEQ Adte o] oj7le Aol ofY
g FFo] BF ojrle Helgd, F FAHE
& A#Hde Aolzpd, Add#E4o] o= A=
g o] dd HRsd W AriBdE &
ofo} T3] YRZ Folx Unm FRAL EY
HM EAHNZDE HEA dode 94uE HE £
At

284 2 & % BAAY A5HHEE 49
A e AolAg, o 2L TF NId:
Age FAE 5 QA F o thgo] o™ A
S 3 € AUAE 494 dFEG Ar@
dol & & FAAT AL dEAL d3ge
g, ol& FAE & fle ¥¥Ho| HAUD FhA,
I AR FAHES 9 € AYe
A & U H7AM dge HYAtEA
(feasibility)o] F 83ttt ¥de A|Aet g
Ae Aol YAbeAdd dFE Frh Ao
e, Alzte]l o dHele EAsAY He
HEE 28l Ha mEkM Aoz gHol
U SEE H3lA 2 AHo|th Carnevalews B3}
9 oY #HNAE F & HAE vt e
Zubgh Ajzto] BRbE o] YAt AE Edx
2o %8 §o4& TEsol 37 WEA, *8
U A9 dgE H3A 8o g3t

¥ E 284 =do] ¥4 At K&
g dde stsAse R ¥ F AT Gl A

A AHYAGG o] de F FAA 9 HIFH
59 odoln Azt Yo AH GG o3
AMe FH ddE e 230 23y o] B
do] 23 o9 A e dug vfdHEE
AT EF Aol

IRIN MUxE. AHAAA, FEAE], oA}
AAE T9 ddy A7EAE P He3
o Ao AAH HAYPXAEL E 5 YA #
o} o} o]&FH] A oEx Jte 2
& e VERAe ALEARA MY, @
ARde AgE AXFYPor A BF FEE
(heuristics)°|\}t =4 (schema)E ©] &3t A
ol ol HEHE of o]d FEECY =4
< AL 8 o AgEel Hige d¥e A
dolu 7o)t ol Azto g 3 Aol
A deo] AYEYG.  Carnevale(199)= 7
Mol o)y Ay Ee AL B3 Uk olgL
e dHEd o 2o

(1) 3" slo] 7}A(the fixed-pie assumption).
gae] o]jo] Y utEdy R Aot
Aozt ol7iw Uiz A eke Alzteloh o] ¥
AZtg ofatz o] (ME I AE WP

(2) WrEAH H7H8Hreactive devaluation).
2 AJE Adzt HY 21 7R E Hrid sl
T A%E B Agg 1 AAM2A Hiig
A @3 Azt Aoy FueA F& A<t
o]i2 et yelAe F& FU Aoy BA
= Aol

(3) 4 22 ¢(negotiation scripts). ¥AHY
Ag#AAFe] dig =4& U, o] m2d
mebx e PFE Mgt oW 23"
S AUy g5 ARl dFE Fu o2
A doie] ojxe] sjMe} gzt

(4) 733 A}il(rigid thinking). AH33 2%
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2 A" AILE $A e AP Ax o
Azt 324 dAn ggs 2aHEde
oA TEG.

(5) Ax9 Al overconfidence). YA E
2 AFE FEE AUAA B9 BE Ao
A, 7t FRE JMEAHE FHtEY =
¥4Zge AAx YA oj¥oE FA Y
T A%E BAY. ol HEo) YuMG
g Foh

(6) 7}8 4 (availability)®} ol A (representati
veness).
gited %S F1 gty AgHder o
& £ H¥ol AFF o7t F 4] U
A% A¥E M3 ¥ Aold. dEAe
H Aol didg " WFs Y HY A
Sqely ¥¥vtoz #odn MEFHQ 249
FAe A%S T ¥4 AUy ¥ 4
&2 HHsted dEAd o AR By $
A @A FAE HA Hal9 o" Y4y
B3 2oy oM AL AXY 5 A=
o, old A #@A a3 gAre) 1 4yn
9 zelH & FABE A7 Ye 5 Ak

(T) 71248 (Mood states). HAJ= Zos
Y= A 7NEo AN A¥L 2 £ Yuh
ofZte] HEE Wol 7|Ro] Folxn, o] 78
of @4 Z8E 7 A PAZ sRo] F
ow FzH EANAE 2As22 o
AHE =28 7M5Hol Eolt B8 YuE
o & &A =Hol BlEo] @ o]Folm sbsAo)

Fobac)

o)
d
=

}

YRk A3 Ay

0

il

d9dd 4gg )
2g ohye} AL agl

L.
ey

719¢] 2 H& At gA4RE ¥
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H &
a2 FE

=2 AMyud welo|zt F Ade HY
", o] &ol& (1) A8 (social norms), (2)
a4 e Q@ Al(relationships  between
the negotiators), 12|11 (3) e (group
processes)® & F Ut}

ALZlTt. 71 ZEhe AldFyold o
Fol olgsol Ao A gL Moz M
A Atgo] #94E &1 v 28 AZL 7}
A FHLE A HANN AHBE L A
=, (1) "¥HUe 2 A4 IHuE Wi g
2 Ao A ¥ o u=us ge 2
TE ALEZAEY, (2) FEo] oW v g
AALE 7lEl olopr|@ dgel 2z ¢ sW
A3ZAA EAE o7l Brhe FH ge
Ao Add #Fo] 24¥ 4 o, an
) FHL ZFol dod oo HAWL
TA#eZA ZEL Hisled Tge o
HAL & F Algo]l Z7] g ARE YALYD
470l Y W FEEH)? PHL So] v g
< FERGEA wED.

HAUXE 2hel QITHAA. AL ) A R
B HAAE o ESHYE AV BAE YAA
Fo dFg Ao ABBANN F2F Ao
A (power)BA S A2 (trust) B Aot} AP e
Fdid A3 Hdy d¥gez UE $ e
o, A7 Ao std @AHo] & Ro] YAt
A FRE 93ty RO R AE dojug
2 o B9 whdle 9 &(dependency)?ld},
NFA BES FAHAT s, o Ags
Fo] ¥ @& ARE dJor @ o
AlEts Ae Jdd o o&dte Folg
WHA7E 2L de AP YANA "AHER L
de7)7l 4. 23 YL Ad e vy ¢
21¢ 23S Weix e, A3 Zo] o) <
HotA gein sedM 4yl Ao A

kil
[
puy



a7l 29 old APFAL oA Y=t}

AZe 4ARez & 5 U3 oA
2 A4 5 v oW Yoz HAHWA
oA ¥ HAZAAE Ateld] A7l dowW Mz
Al 7hA g A LAEHE AddlA €
o ¥x A FxrFo] AN

A, FAIAELS 32 AS 47 o
d Jd& YEIT 287 Wi e
Aol e ol g TR B ol Al
9 Xdo] dste WEgoz Y& A g
g AT st PAAEL UHI}E FJ
o #8% AL 27 ¥ge Jdde F B
23t A dol Fopste AFE AL
ol =iyt AP, fdE Hele Ao A
Holxe 2z JdAdol ¥4 g4ed
€ Yy ¢A HY FEE ANEX g R
oy, B3] HAAF &A%Y diEM HYS
Aot s+ YA(accountability)el U W(HA
Aol met Adoeg FE RAgon} AYeg @
A 5o e @ UL o) 53 YYAEL
Je4dy NEE 2EYn j2g. #YAo)
ZzEe ZUdA BAAES FEE F A
@31 d@e g3te Aol dow, walM 3
BEtdol & o|FR A v Aol Uk X
£ gl A7 BHA® FAUAE F
g vHE LEe BYoE JFA4L Ay
Alzith a8y AddleA A2 gud A
< AFEA dFHa 294 Hasld JEE
ME2] G 37] W&o BAEIAE olE s
dol &k ole mBlsjA BT Ao e
FAAdEE =2 A% ARz Hgd)
2 q4E vEojlle AP Jdgn o

e dRE WAYA 3te Aol ol g F
Aok, oz Adeo] - YA L FHHIA
ol EAHol ol&3c Aot oH FHE

“Black hat/white hat routine”el&tx sl=dl, 3
ARe goH¥eg ven FAae AANA U
7HEA, A& “Ue F2 & HA o A
EF 23 AT 8 HFFo] o] EAde H
A2 A"etn UM A FEHE )T
We Aotk ojd £HE 433 Ay A=
Aoz &R Qo

YAUES & Aol ofym e 9 g3e)
2 2 Hde] @ g7} Yo ojA7A9 ¢
T A Aol Higd YMe R BRoe
e fdo] H4UEY 948 TE Ho) HAA
H71 o Foe Aotk = IdAddel A
A9 948 471 39 A4 4T W
O o dE: F33 AUE AEn, 23
o2 FAHE AFL Hile dol ¢ goxn
(ia=3
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Psychology of negotiation : An overview

Jae-Ho Cha

Department of Psychology
Seoul National University

The paper made an overview of the study of negotiation from psychological perspective. After
comparing the concepts of bargaining and negotiation, the paper dealt with such problems as the
history of psychological study of barganing, experimental approach to barganing, the vanety of
bargaining, psychology of negotiation, strategies and tactics of negotiation. and psvchological and
sociological antecedents of negotiation strategies.





