Preferences for Conflict Resolution Strategies in Public Works Project*

1-3)

4)5)

" Keywords:

Fkk

)

fukuno@econ.hokkai-s-u.ac.jp

()

*k *kk

By Mitsuteru FUKUNO** and Ken-ichi OHBUCHI***

8)-9)

10)

4-1-40,



4 2 M = 3.69,

D=.94
3
4
11) 7
5
M =291, SD =1.07 M =4.07, D =
2. 1.03 M =478, 3D =1.00 M =4.41,
=97 M =355, SD =1.15
16 3,000 2001
3 4
3.
872
434 394 28.7% 1
52.07 S =14.73 20
95 1
1 6 2
3
4
1
M =260, D =.54
2
M = 2.58,
D =.83



1)

2)

3

4)

12)

M=453 D =111

12
B 2,
, 1993.
, 1997.
, 2001.

, 2000.

55

11410028

5)
55
, 2000.
6)
, 210, 35-38, 1997.

7) Pruitt, D. G., & Carnevale, P.J. D.: Negotiationin
social conflict. Buckingham: Open University Press,
1993.

8) Houlden, P., LaTour, S., Walker, L., & Thibaut, J.:
Preference for modes of dispute resolution as a
function of process and decision control. Journal of
Experimental Social Psychology, 14, 13-30, 1978.

9) Leung, K.: Some determinants of reactions to
procedural models for conflict resolution: A
cross-national study. Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, 53, 898-908, 1987.

10) Lind, E. A., & Tyler, T. R.: The social psychology of

procedural justice. New Y ork: Plenum Press, 1988.

11)

, 70, 310-318, 1999.

12) Lewicki, R. J. & Sheppard, B. H.: Choosing how to
intervene: Factors affecting the use of process and
outcome control in third party dispute resolution.
Journal of Occupational Behavior, 6, 49-64, 1985.

*p<.05.**p<.01.




