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Bar Association)

8) John Lande & Jean R. Sternlight, “The Potential Contribution of ADR to an Integrated
Curriculum: Preparing Law Students for Real World Lawyering’, Ohio State Journal on
Dispute Resolution, Vol. 25:1, 2010, p. 254.

9) Bobbi McAdoo-Sharon Press‘Chelea Griffin, “It's Time to Get It Right: Problem-Solving in the
First Year Curriculum”, Journal of Law & Policy, Vol.39, 2012, p.44.

10) Lande - Sternlight, supra note 8, p. 2560,

11) 19143 Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching (Redlich Report); 19213
Carnegie Foundation®] 7|59 Reed Report; 19711d Association of American Law Schools
(Carrington Report); 1979% American Bar Association (Crampton Report); 19923 American
Bar Association (MacCrate Report); 2007 Carnegie Foundation (Educating Lawyers:
Preparation for the Professional of Law) %. & HIAMES FH W82 Lande - Sternlight,
supra note 8, pp. 256-257 @ McAdooPressGriffin, supra note 9, p. 45 - 55 TH WY& F=Z

12) MacCrate®31X7F HEAREC] F58oF & 7|84 243 72 AN 107HA- s o= 2
ok (D) 24 2) W B4 B 585 ) HA AT (legal research); (4) AREEAL (5) 7
FuAleld; ) s (7) F7 (8) &% 3 uikkd A2 (ADREAL (9) W =3 3 A
o3, (10) |84 vt el <1 2 312, McAdoo - Press - Griffin, supra note 9, p. 50,

13) Carnegie Foundation, Educating Lawyers: Preparation for the Professional of Law, William
M. Sullivan et al., FEducating Lawyers: Preparation for the Profession of Law, 2007, pp.
27-33, 194-197, ibid., ZY534)N4 AU
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14) 1bid., p. 257.

15) McAdoo - Press - Griffin, supra note 9, p. 44.

16) 1bid., p. 45.

17) Ettie WARD, “Mandatory Court-Annexed Alternative Dispute Resolution in the United States
Federal Courts: Panacea or Pandemic?”, St, John's School of Law, Legal Studies Research
Paper Series, Paper #07-0077, 2007, p. 81.
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ABA Standard 3022)(4)19F 22FA 22F FAEC] E APHd =72
(professional skills)ol] thal &% wd-S WS AL Q7= 9dsta Yt
o] 7|2 nl= 2aFo] 4 9 thE ADR FEo| Bk A<l HEE 2|
S a1t o] Y|Fol W3k X, Interpretation 302-2% Standard 302(a)(
4208 FZA7e APHd 4SS AASL dsdl 2 5 EAEE, 384,
ADR Fo| EJFEQle} 2

1980t olls= SHAIE W Ao A FF B ARl dig @ Azl A
& AAeRL, A2 ADRE-EC] o234 2AE AlEsh=tl 719E 3kt 1981
d =% Roger Fisher?} William Ury®] [Getting to Yesy¢} 19821 d W ¥
Leonard Riskinnl9=2] =& “HIA}e] 22 A= (lawyers philosophical map)”,
198413 9] Carrie Menkel-Meadowx! =7} A|AIgF “FAIS| 2 2] A} (problem-solving
negotiation)"2] 7Wd Fol E22F wSo lojx EHHo|HA E&HA A
I A B HeAP) He ol digk A2 devhdS AlEsk=tl 71olst

Ak & 4 ok
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19831 ABA ZA}ol| w2t 437)] 2 2Fvho] ADRIES w534 AABIIE=
tl, 1986\ dells= 1 7} 433 Sk Ao E YERsTE 1997'd ZAL] wE, o
Thre] ABA Q1FEAFS ADRIE £E ADRZ Y-S AlFsta e, o3
e Atz o 2 nlAls]oA o] ADRY] A7}t I ETE 23 19921 of|A] 20024
7R e 22F AejE ol gk ABAZRARYVIA ABA QIF22F2 ADR, $A, <

18) McAdoo - Press + Griffin, supra note 9, p. 46,

19) Standard for Approval of Law Schools Std.302(a)(4)(2008), ABA &3|o]A]
(http://www,americanbar,org/aba. html) %%,

20) Interpretation 302-29] Y T Eh
“Fach law school is encouraged to be creative in developing programs of instruction in
professional skills related to the various responsibilities which lawyers are called upon to
meet, using the strength and resources available to that school. Trial and appellate
advocacy, alternative methods of dispute resolution, counseling, interviewing, negotiating,
problem solving, factual investigation, organization and management of legal work, and
drafting are among the areas of instruction in professional skills that fulfill Standard
302(a)(4).

21) Becky L. Jacobs, “Teaching and Learning Negotiation in a Simulated Environment’, Widener
Law Journal Vol. 18, 2008, p. 93.

22) McAdoo - Press - Griffin, supra note 9, p. 47.

23) Ibid,

24) American Bar Association, A Survey of Law School Curricula: 1992-2002, 2004.
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25) 1517 223 5 1407 22Fo] ADRAES, 1207 22Fo] =4 9 F4HEE, 1007 22~
Zo] ARAYEAPATIES, 807 BAFo] FATES, TP 807 BAF] JEF H A
=2 wFHIA ] HAS Aoz e lande - Sternlight, supra note 8, p. 276, 45
101) =

26) Roy Stuckey and Others, Best Practices for Legal Education, A Vision and A Road Map,
Clinical Legal Education Association, 2007,

27) ABA, A SURVEY OF LAW SCHOOL CURRICULA: 2002-2010: Executive Summary
(http://www.abanow. org/wordpress/wp-content/files_flutter/1341346391LawSchoolCurriculaSurv
eyExecSummary,pdf, 2013%d 39 154 7).

28) McAdoo - Press - Griffin, supra note 9, pp. 41-42.



126 1+HMFR F23% F25%

gohe Fde] MEANZE ABH] 9F 2] YeARRGAe] dgoldol
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Fgagel WPHES Bstel =08 £ Y RAo|n, FE T 4 AL
Role h2A Ak e o ) h2d RAbY BAlel of F /HAE
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1] ganse] Akl g BEe oz AvA ~hese B4 sdd 5
2 2% e PP Aol B 5 9L Aot Fwse] FFE BE2 (1)
Fgol e e AT % Aol i@ olsle FAATIE A, ) FPER, 5
A, A% 3 Avl e AFS BRI HE A, 0) BISDS Pk A, @)
4% A9 ATEE e B e 2, 6) @49 AARAEL olsfshe
2, 6) W91 $I8) e 2 ol AAE % )

AR Fels AAR oA 73] olsiaA
g S o] o e B WY F

g
gsel U-g Agsked slold @l s

7F AMFAR]D asf&oll thet oAbAA e RS Tk S-S AR o gyt
Hog Puol e e Hag Avfehod, oleld ke Wae 950 3
7P s o8 AdetaL, s FshkE AlE oldlsket = £t o
et s WA ot gk F2w2lel tiste] WHskeT vt 22 A
S d2 5 & Jupo: wjEFH A (distributive negotiation)®} T3 HAd

(integrative negotiation); %7]¢] 7o) &7}, Mary Parker Folettd] ‘$-2]o] A

s omination), EFg (compromise), 5§} (integration el =
A&k AHf (d ), B8 (comp ), &% (integ )o] A BRIy
2 FFAA 142l David Lax and James Sebenius®] 7} 4 (value-claiming)’
I} 7] ZAZE (value-creating) o] +3; Al2]gt Fofo|A Kenneth Thomase] 57}A]
A A, &, BA (competitive), P& (cooperative), 3|3 (avoidant), 8

T‘._"
(accommodative) % FF (sharing) 73; AX8tA} Robert Axelrod7} 2+ &%l

29) John Lande - Ximena Bustamante - Jay Folberg - Joel Lee, “Principles for Designing Negotiation
Instruction”, School of Law, University of Missouri, Legal Research Paper Series Research
Paper No. 2013-01, Hamline journal of Public Law & Policy, Vol. 33, 2012, p. 301,

30) Andrea Kupfer Schneider, “Teaching a New Negotiation Skills Paradigm”, in Washington University
Journal of Law & Policy, Vol, 39, 2012, pp. 15-16,
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‘Faro] dn) B0 eAF3s 2 (cooperation) = WA (defection) 5o] Ut
HehRoko A& 1980 dd] &yt MR E EE A =7 JEA HE FAd
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i

mlo

g
il

MHEEG =R, B4
o, 2ejg FAze (1) A A

4, 3 ¢4 2 owied 9%

.
in)

(integrative and distributive negotiation), (4) 374 ¢] (bargaining zone), 32|
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33) Ron S. Fortgang, Taking Stock: An Analysis of Negotiation Pedagogy Across Four Professional
Fields, Negotiation jJournal Vol.16, 2000, Lande - Bustamante - Folberg - Lee, supra note 29,
p. 3084 AL

34) Christopher Honeyman & Andrea K. Schneider, Catching Up with the Major-General: The
Need for a “Canon” of Negotiation, MARQ, L Rev, Vol. 87, 2004, Ibid,, p. 30894 A|el-&-

35) Lande - Bustamante - Folberg - Lee, supra note 29, p. 308.
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“Using Simulations to Teach Negotiation:

Susskind and Jason Corburn,
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»

Pedagogical Theory and Practice

Working Paper 99-1, 1999, p. 0.

38) Ibid, p. 7.
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42) John lande, “Teaching Students to Negotiate Like a Lawyer’, Legal Studies Research Paper
Series, Research Paper No 2012-20, 39 Wash, U, J.L & Poly, Vol, 39, 2012, p. 132,

43) Fd AlEY oA gag&Adol g vj#E o7& Alexander, N and LeBaron M, “Death of
role-play”, in C,Honeymn, J. Coben & G. Dipalo (eds.) Rethinking Negotiation Teaching:
Innovations for Context and Culture, St.Paul, MN:DPI Press, 2009; Druckman, D, & Ebner,
N., “Onstage, or behind the scenes? Relative learning benefits of simulation role-playing
and design”, Simulation & Gaming 39(4) %%, Noam Ebiner, “New Trends in Negotiation
Teaching”, Paper presented at the 24th Annual International Association of Conflict
Management Conference, July 3-6, 201194 2j<l-&

44) Ebiner, N & Efron, Y., “Using tomorrow’s headlines for today’s training: Creating pseudo-
reality in conflict resolution simulation games”, Negotiation Journal Nol, 21, 2005; Crampton,
A. & Manwaring M., Reality and artifice in teaching negotiation: The variable benefits of
‘keeping it real’ in simulations, Teaching Negotiation 2(1); Ebiner, N & Kovach, K.,
“Simulation 2.0: The resurrection’, in C, Honeyman, J. Coben & G. Dipalo (Eds.) Venturing
Beyond the Classroom: Vol.2 in the Rethinking Negotiation Teaching Series, St. Paul, MN:
DPR Press, 2010 3%, Ebiner, supra note 4304 A1

45) Druckman, D. & Ebner, N., “Enhancing concept learning: The simulation design experience”,
in C. Honeyman, J. Coben & G. DiPalo (Eds.) Venturing Beyond the Classroom: Vol 2 in
the Rethinking Negotiation Teaching Series, St. Paul, MN:DPI Press, 2010, Ebiner, supra
note 43041 A&
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46) Kathy Douglas & Belinda Janson, “The online mediation fishbowl: Learning about gender
and power in mediation”, Journal of the Australian Law Teachers Association, Vol, 1, 2008;
Kathy Douglas & Belinda Janson, “On-Line role plays as authentic assessment: Five models
to teach professional interventions. In Proceedings of the ATN Assessment Conference, John
Milton, Cathy Hall, Josephine Lang, Gary Allan and Milton (ed.), Learning and Teaching
Unit, RMIT University, Australia (ATN Conference) +%. Ebiner, supra note 434 #A2l-&

47) Lande, supra note 42, p. 132,

48) Ibid,, p. 139.

49) Susskind and Corburn, supra note 37, pp. 1-2.
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ABSTRACT

A Study on the Teaching of Negotiation in the Law
Schools of the United States

Lo—Ri Yi

In the area of legal studies, negotiation can be taught as a profession skill in
legal matters such as making negotiating a contract or resolving disputes
including alternative dispute resolution. Given recent changes in the legal
services market such as the opening of the market, expected higher competition
in the legal profession and a high expectation for lawyers role in society,
negotiation skills are an important element of legal expertise that should be
developed in law schools. The main purpose of negotiation training should be
to make law school students aware of their role as lawyers to help their clients
resolve their problems using their legal expertise and negotiation skills in an

appropriate and effective way.,

Key Words : Law School, Negotiation, Dispute Resolution, Alternative Dispute

Resolution, Legal Profession Skills



