
muoment is only a Ildamage limitation strategyl" which may entail

its own cqsts and further exacerbate the problen. Mandel I

concluded by advocating that xiediatîon be complienteci witb

other foras of intervefltion.J
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The presentat ion outlined the soc ial-psycZho1.ogical side

of conflict by examiining the imupact of oiir fundmntal

assumptions about the nature of conflict, including the

influence of perception, on the process of conflict.

Two contending approahep to the definitioJn of the nature

of conflict ver. prosene--the objectivist and th~e subjec-

tiviet. Each was argued to entai1 different viaws on the role

of third party intervention ini conflict resolution. The

former argues that objective incompatib.iity exists between

parties in a conf3lict, whereas the latter epaizaesth

impat o th pecepionof incoRpatibilities on the conflict

process. It was rgued that medi.at ion has tende towards the

obi ectivist view of cnlict, and to the extent that we buy

thnto objectivist view, we select Oxdy tlQse third-part

intervention strtei.s that reflect ths orinttion. For

example, the objectivist view (fraiuing resolution in terms of

a "balac of setti mt'~) would tend to seecopmie

yie dig, or winner-take-all, as possible aucms h

subjectivis view, on, the other hand, ek hog osla

tionto penup ~a raneo oiitcomes and~ possibilities <scha

percptins nd cmmo deinition of the problem. n sus

Altoug thsetwo ves aenot mutuaafly exclusie h


