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(REHE: HAE)

A Dynamic Perspective on Conflict Resolution Strategies

LI Xiao-ping
Abstract ; Traditional conflict resolution strategy is based on a problem-solving model which focuses on
the role played by such factors in conflict resolution as the interest relations, communication and con-
trol between different parties. Unlike the problem-solving model, the dynamic system model highlights
the role played by the attractor which promotes the escalation of conflict, and explores the evolutionary
process of a conflict. From the dynamic perspective, the key to conflict resolution consists in changing
the inherent dynamical nature of a conflict system, which means changing the attractor that initiates
and determines the evolution of a conflict in time. The dynamic conflict resolution strategies involve
breaking up the closed system of a conflict, changing its feedback loops, restoring the multidimension-
ality of its system and creating and activating the latent attractors. The ultimate aims of conflict resolu-
tion are to form a new mental and behavior pattern along with a different psychological and social envi-
ronment.

Key words: conflict; dynamics; attractor; conflict resolution strategies
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