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BRI NME =71 BACA g8 s &8s 21 FAANNY
£ o £HEC]l 7] E¥ s HESHETN? X, ¥YS
Aelixe oW A=E FASIIoF stert? B9 22 2AES FHL

2 7AH Ak

1. BBt ool et Bime HER
L BIPES) FUkS) A
L ERICEE

Bhe1d —J5 AL FARAS] S Tkl Y AAHY
i = 71HE e A A4 FHE 24steln & u 2AEe A
Z AoEn. o714 FHzAold —h HAo] fFielA nlXe ¥4
BIE 2017] Aot A HAS FEste S gugnt F,
< HERI] o193 FERI] olefo] EFE FFEA BAE = AL
HEFZES 23s7] A% J=HY FA2AYE K30} o] FellA EHF
@ol T Aol met = FH2Ao] BB QT Ffn(harmony)

1) Robert Keohane, After Hegemony, (Princeton : Princeton University Press,
1984), pp. 5b1~2.
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ot ¥ JA3] FEFHooF gt

FHY MES xHE AR —HH 178 (unilateral behaviours)S’—]-
TMER TR (inactivity) 7 Aet, 729 F942 HIF EPLY) ©]5
ol I A=A = FA|qk A4le] F™o] ehde] mjA FAH
Hal =EA] ge A HROW TRE T2 T A F8E 9
n)gehy metA] gl BE P9 VETY 43 AR A8 e

ot A7t BRoA sEo] EotER Sl B A it

I A 4 9t ol#d one FH L TR 8% JHEE WEstn
At AAE 2 PR YLt ofd BH S AFsia dne AolH,
EAZE FYolT PHRNA FiF = = A
o, 2 Pt FEP Y= S HA Ao, ¥
o]zt Aol

7 ay e
o

=
=

o J[n

e

SR CEEL T

7S] FE-2 BURR ik, B4 2 A8 59 I 9ste] o]
2+ ok %kmﬂ’] %) (implicit cooperation)2 AT EE HAIH
Folol laba] YuAE wASH: Pz of ¢ AEA Bsle AR
PAALL 77t BAIH R FHEHE mEt A Hoh d4e %
4 (bargained cooperation)2 BAIAQ mAgFe] &gl o] FojA=
Zolt}. 3¢, 2o o5 FuE ¥ (imposed cooperation)2 — 50|
fii7olAl Ao T R 2N WS, ol WE} HEE St
F 345 w7 } = %ﬁiﬂ@ 24 BAst= Aotk

<3|

o
u

=2

2) Kenneth A. Oye, “Explaining Cooperation under Anarchy . Hypothese and Strat-
egy,” Kenneth A. Oye ed., Cooperation under Anarchy (N.J. . Princeton Universi-
ty Press, 1986), p.6.

3) Helen Milner, “International Theories of Cooperation among Nations : Strengths
and Weaknesses” (Review Article), World Politics 44 (April 1992), p.468.

4) Ibid., p. 469.
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RiEfe 2 B4 34 2 oY9 FEZ dEsa e sty

“Bti@ie™o) the ohinl S8 AA 2 ASlRoplA b3 FUAHA
o] R ek F7IHe] FHo BF FoE =&t AHs] AR
o R P - 1) - BB - R - TR TERERE o FH YA
28 Urt”
(1) A (co-ordination) : 20| E4 FARoldA HE w= F4
Mo AR 247 gle BAANEC PEAAL HFelE Y9E LI

2P A= FARE] X]"ITXH‘%}::'LL.‘@‘ Zta glom ghojd WakillM A S
Z2Aste] ggolde] He T2 og FASE o $AHE Aot

(2) ¥ (co-operation) : ol Ht 7|71 SHAA AFH 0]
o, vzl ZAE SA FHol 20| HF FFAGA 7L Ad
Ho g FHshs ZE Au|dt. ol HFre] FHYN = AEY F R
o A Fe] Tk FEME T W (scope)oll o} ATFHA 5L AL
Art. FHAPE AT PHOZA B - A - - B - FE Sl ol
S5 AP

(3) %3%}(harmonization) : 28 WERAAE FXF Yo FES
BE, 35 4 2 BAE ZpA ol iR FeJE =Est] HEFIES &
et Poe LA 2T ovle] 23 Weluths BEANAT K
R aRTe SHdMe 2ARY FAIHRA] Rttt o]z FMEH
P AS7IER stolg AY Y& TASE TF9 ¥4, = @

¢F(conventions)-2 4+&stE IS 3t}.Y

5) William D. Coplin, Introduction to International Politics, (Chicago . Markham Pub-
lishing Company, 1971), p. 252, pp. 253~55.

6) Paul Tayler, “A conceptual typology of international organization”, A.J.R.
Groom and Paul Taylor eds., Frameworks for International Co-operation (Lon-
don : Pinter Publishers, 1990), chap. 2.

7) Paul Tayler, “Co-ordination in international organization,” A.J.R. Groom and
Paul Taylor eds., op. cit., p. 29.

8) Paul Tayler, “A conceptual typology of international organization,” p. 14.

9) Mihaly Simai, “Co-operation . the CMEA experience,” A.J.R. Groom and Paul

Taylor eds., op. cit., pp. 57~62.
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(4) A (association) : A Foll= F7121e] AFS} 7M. —Ho R 3
I FE FAZITFE 2 —Hog s AFV A, ECKY oA
)28 Bl7]19] ECote] oA, I Id=71zte] A, 181 BlFY
3)9] F7izre] BAZE hEAQ] A Fol 23 FH A ol ).

(5) ¥3& 713534 (parallel national action process) . H3§& =
718E HBAOIF ‘FAAT] - AT - A9 - AL § AP ZAE]
A Bl A A7 FASE 2 DAl HFHol R B 238
ot A & E =&, MEF7IES FYE A E9 ki
2 HAIE AEsts BAE ot oy - A-ste FHEAS Tor). o]
He g9 YL F2 dintz, ARE, ololEHE, 2], 24d
T a7 uvlo} #EERe €38 (o] 28 Nordic Council)o] A Zto}xl

Y

[ez]
EvOﬂ Foll 74 54 [USS AASNT A QT Ve FaFPoR
R R Z71S0 AER 2ASS B%siel rdge »
BATA 2 BExlo] el TEREE HFoZH QUIIIY THo|S
FYsATIE ABE AT HrhgEchw

NHEZIEEAA o TRETAA o A4 dRe] ¥
of ¢ Y& njstH, F/E - ) - F/ S0l F2F FY
AE] At FAEn. A G5 AR At 4719 g
HEFA Fhikes S0 28ste 2] Holof It kY, RN

10) Gunnar Nielsson, “The parallel national action process,” A.J.R. Groom and Paul
Taylor eds., op.cit., pp. 78~108,
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BIBRS EEBAY TR LRTA Y w7 ?l ol Heet H=o
43 2L YAYAL G APk o] Sojof Bk,

RSl fukel wet BRI uF - o B9 A AYE FE s}l
ARSI 1 ARS ANMoE B BATE HINS UR FEoz
Agste Ao aEFoloF & Zolth. o= gEZe AV FH Mo
%?%H‘ﬂ: ¢ B89} A% ent=A £y Yo} Baw sl =

, RIS =257 99 HiE 5, FERAY 4T 12T b uyw
ﬂ7}4 A w4 F (mutual cross-examination) 5& ZIFd oz L

stof FRAZLY B RESDL SRstoicl & Aol
WA FRGH o BEFNL EHAY T g
£ Aol wF - o] V) - AkE BAdNE REH 2 n} A

L R

e el MR el 3 s Ai WK BAE ST G55
=1

)

0}04 AEA st ABARJN TR fTEREE] -u’J T 4
2. BRI Ol WY A W PR

AAFAH NG AR 8 TRER FEBKY F719) %

e S8AA Ao, S48 FYF JYZEEY FI3H g2 e 2

N
e

11) 8] 2E} (Paul R. Viotti) & ZABA ] et 3712 tieha o)X 24 @AA=e], the)
Fo 9 AAFY FTo2 IABA o R HINZAE EFstz Sldh. Paul R
Viotti and Mark V. Kauppi, International Relations Theory (New York : Macmil-
lan Publishing Company, 1987), pp. 1~9.
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focs

AT g Sl 27129 o7l gHe) ATl 2¥E B

=

oldZ & (Robert Axelrod), 29°]d(Kenneth A.Oye), Autolgd
(Duncan Snidal) 52 Aol 23} R HE| 2L =30 BMEL o g
st FAFY LS FAEL AT} o F BAH e kR FAL} FA|
EAolAe] EHo Hx - A & Aol loix Y] Zolo] ek HEE 2
AE XA FH, F 2ozl /&3 7IdY BES XA g
A AHE AXB] Fa ok
PHFA Azl Jz5t FHo| 2L BAE (S BirEE), v

ARBAFES BEEY), & GO ool Fohut ohld AThA
o) Fpshifel met HAHE L HEGEHO e golT 49 3

MR (S ZdA ole)& FUSAZI7] 9
T FAE A SAAANA N
Frlee MO o5& Uyl A WS EEHE(Tit-for-Tat ap
proach)& FAFSHH, o|Zol Z= =7lzke] HEHIE FEIHT HY
sich, oleba] HAFEERES (strategy of reciprocity)-& 7WEZF7150] FAHE
e} AAGIAN A AE o5& IUFHAZL Bl ohiz, F7izte)
FHEE 45 F Y= FA9 whHo] Hote Aolh.®
bl 18]l 2 (Joseph Grieco)= 7SS 2ilo] A& F Q= Er
F olo] 7Y AthA o]l vlwslHA 1 o]l B o F
Fam, EHAbEel AU clole 27erS Whae Y 4L
Aok FF%c}. weha] ‘o)de] FYPME e FPAP o FHE

F A
2

12) Kenneth A. Oye, op.cit., pp. 1~3.
13) H. Milner, op.cit., pp. 481 ~82.
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7 7} XqEHXq o|SFTol JYE ofH YthA °l o AEA
2 A M= I_J—O}E‘r— ojt}.®

o] &} %‘Ol c}%éc’ dqEUARY 2 H7 i, dER= € F
AREL A4S Adstn Axgsted 2H0] FoixA At

(2) 2% gel ¥ 71

YL ATolYe & AT e ?)Eﬂr Wfﬂ 7&"“7*751% S8}
ol Z74A gl e e 4€ 7
ok A, FEole ¥ 7&
of S Fefel B I4 * FA 9
TR 24, AA, SEW HE BE
WAt A&7 Fagrh ol ARAA =7k FEH L oAzt ¥
g7z Boe GARE FEFEA Bo &olsittal 22U Q)
ERL)
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ik

>

N

¢

o

S Ay ol I HE 7}
P EEECEs EmEREET}

Ty F7ER #e) S7 ik 2 B (side-payment)'” A9 7]
3 GiAA F7] "Ed FHo 2o /Y% F& 2AHT F AUtk

14) Joseph Grieco, Cooperation among Nations (N.Y.: Cornell University Press,
1990), pp. 47~8, p. 482.

15) Helen Milner, op.cit., p. 472. %@l 2 79 Akl gk RAS Fudte
E3E AR 5 Ut wekA] 2717ke) gE 2 iEe ol di=kAl SHER (EiE
ol oal 7hsstAl "ot ol3d BN TS IVt FE Al Sy &(EF
T 7128 TEN AEE TEsted Hulg Zolzn dwsta vk Robert
Keohane, “Reciprocity in International Relations,” International Organization 40
(Winter 1986), pp. 4~5.

16) Tk Aol ol 20K wivbrEkel SRPSS BERITHE A5y Boie 84
Al7le 2E 25t ¥¥e 59E 28 5 Ut K. Oye, op. cit., p. 18.

17) EFiSlE oJd A7kt v VAE 2719 A= (coalition) o] HolEol7] 915}
o F= HES 7l Ao, Zee] Ax tEe o5 A2 v BEulEEs 2y
29] Fej7t ok, L, TAYl B, (A& P4}, 1982), p. 204.



LR B8 ke B WA ALERY AAHWE PLOE 233

O 5o] B/ hEKES BAEA F573 AN 4& F Ue &30
Asl7] At FAETY] LS B Ai=e AAG Bt gol

e
1
T

A7 WEAAE AEshs FPL Hol 1 Uk
Heba A7ha 4o BAe R T2A 2ol Roke 2%
A5 ded x40 Bk AR ¥he W) A% Agow =
(R. Keohane) 5 715794 #l A2/ 5L FAHLL 84T AL A
7g o um 247 }g—% B

QFstar it $HH, 0] (K. Oye) 5 TAIA
% g @eEsl i g @
SAeltieE SRR B 430l
BN AT L AdH 0T Bl ztm
B9 202 AVt AGE ANFT Ak

(3) ®HEA (iteration)oll &3+ 714

FE 7L AlY(F Aol BiEE4E, 81 ol e HiRHE
7t 5% sUdn. wes] FE53 AL vl2 3|9 984 1)
ol 7t g gish=t] o] gt} m#io]d e X & viste A
22 O 271z 2A mEold S BAAA FEBAY ALY FH FiFE
BAfRS] TS ASkstal, @ AT 94 BT FR AYHS A
s, @ el 9] Al wel AE3HA HES ¢ e sEE A
A7l goz A

o

gtz 24z FAE4 o2

BUFYH AZo] Y2 BYYE F28 AFSHA R
$3 glom, 348 ATl B A2 ATE AZE Feie) FA
de 49eA ToT gtk BN 29 FAZA - FAU

18) J. Grieco, op.cit., p. 228. ALtoidd] WrEd, P2} 9 7= FE BRE E35HH
gl oldg BEY F Y& 7S FUAIA F7) b sHEN A= Bk /8
3, =3k gEo] Aol 847t He MEPYAEY AU o]y FF 7% L=
RfEAA Bt 938 4 itz AFstz Jr}. Duncan Snidal, “Relative Gains
and the Patterns of International Cooperation,” APSR 85(September 1981), p.
716.
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19) AR LN L A AR Y a8 XejH B 284S BERSAL AT FUHE
ANA g2 B gon, HAL Il =yE metstn Avke BEA
HAAZFY Hoyolala HriE7|E 3t Roger Tooze, “Regime and Interna-
tional Co-operation”, AJ.R. Groom and Paul Tayler eds., pp. 203~8.

20) Robert O. Keochane, International Institutions and State Power (Boulder :
Westview Press, 1989), pp. 2~3, pp. 13~18.

21) of7|A FAzHlH F4A HRD 2 T 2V HFZRA 2AE w3,

AR BEo] ks Aoz F7lo os] EAE HAA FE2E e Az

A= Fgadel 93t 44, 743 $9, F4 (conventions) 2 ¢EHl 73

T olshE 7R glow ARl ZIHE FHAA T HIFAY AZRA AR

s olsE = UES AHFH BAEQL 71 golx AR PAE A4S F

. #Ee HEs éxW" ot olte} PAXEL F7IOE FEFS vHH. o)A

oA BEL o (0.Young)e] folol ofdhd THEREER HF 7t B9 A8A4E

#EY shiolth o)HF BE 71231 FAXAE R &do| 7oA Hot

Ibid., pp.4~5.

oJ71A S FAH D FRY Juivt FREEE 4HY 4, 1, 7, ®

= FWAA ] A2 s, ke IAHFold IS A3 oE BA wtE

27 ABxAY Ve FFIV A £¥sts FAA AA (international

arrangement)E 9]0]dt}t. Stephen D. Krasner, “Structural causes and regime

22

~—

consequences : regimes as intervening variables,” S.D. Krasner ed., International
Regimes (Ithaca : Cornell University Press, 1983), p. 2.
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KERS o7 Y& &olsH st 715S 3T o T HF
9 g 712 g 588 AL HEIVIEY POl #F EFHAGE
sladto] ol ol2 Holehe e B ol whe AN MR b
ME F2AA 7] FEE EX5ke .

=714 9ol FFS v FAHTY g 7)Fel thE %
o wet Ak FolT UEI Yot AFHY TE
o] Qdz2+3k AE# ¢1X](Susan Strange) 5L ©]7]|3
olgt 7| & 8<le] 57t AT S ARt {EBEEC £ A
F7Hel mXe dFE AY FAEE Fohn HUHRvh o, &
2 (Raymond Hopkins), ¥t} (Donald Puchala), % (Oran Young)
9] oj2y)} 2128 9$~3A AE(Grotian tradition)dl] Y23 Q7RSS
I ool 7[R QR0 I e EE FAUEY T2 A
AAAN, FAHIE F719] F9jol Ak FFE vtk B
BramE A9 o

F3 (Robert O. Kechane), ~E}I(Arthur A. Stein) 5& JBﬁ‘—E—BH
R4 71 - AR 5 7E2F 89le] 7l AP g dFE A
o, FAHFL FFoldel EAste TIEFM AY J(non -Zero-sum
game) Aol A=A EAH FARY oz skl AR A
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g FAPY FASHe] ABALL ArpAlo] o5 GEHoR

fr HJ

He 1 Ee Alxete figlA 2AsH, 7H‘*‘51L7}91 s =4l
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M1 oxl o
r 2 o

23) BFL AFEER U FAE Rt FO ¥ B 9 HEY HHSE dE8FS
22X 2 BoliA HfE 5EE EHEY .r]vL HAS R Q3 E\:tﬂ- %ﬁz}}ﬁ
ol A2] 7129 HAL 2L T2 FopilA e Alstedl 285 BHEG A
Pu8) e FAAA Fo=24 JEe FAe Qi}—é 3%t R. O. Keohane,
op.cit., p.91; P. Haas, op.cit., p.79.
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24) Robert Axelrod and Robert O. Keohane, “Achieving Cooperation under Anar-
chy : Strategies and Institutions,” Kenneth A. Oye ed., Cooperation under Anar-
chy, pp. 228~38, pp. 252~53.

25) Stephen D. Krasner, “Regimes and the limits of realism : regimes as autonomous

variables,” Stephen D. Krasner ed., International Regimes, pp. 361~67.
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19] BAY ool =85 FL vk EY, T2 REMRIAA FE
T Ak Ags F Aok
Y Aol B IR A i =27t BejEo] v
HI Aok SAGE L olsist=tl ol Sl i 1
e AA, SWBAE BF7 JFHL STlolde] ¥
BE= *Vég Roj3d, ER2 SV RE Adsh] st 59 A
gol A= AYe Ayt AAE 7] 83 Fle 444
e A% A TP PRl FAHoz ¥YY 2AE
T2 Fe, & i - BHEte ZAo)7] mEe|r.®
H, SAEAY 7% - 9 - Y F Aol B FHEiiAae 74311?}
olE E7sti, IAAFY BAYEL 27t FHEE FRsh=n 2
o] FAAZT FPste 71 R IS H¥ste 7w gE 174
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st S8k A A=) J4 F AxsE 9% FSE AXE Fu
At 53] SAHHI 8L FAH A=sr}t e A= IFS 24
FoEA TARE g8 TE, &4 7Y gEE /2 - 538 F

26) o BolT AU AEMFRS) iR, BORREES M 2 780 e e, 9
TR Pl did Egel AHE BEY £ 52 JFsA 288 i
B2 A& E7EAE S Y Ytz IZH T k. Duncan Snidal, “The
Game Theory of International Politics,” Kenneth A. Oye, ed., Cooperation under
Anarchy, p. 26.
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27) Stephen D. Krasner, “Global Communications and National Power : Life on the
Pareto Frontier,” World Politics 43 (April 1991), p. 366.



AR BEE B 29 PR L AYERT AR5 PLoE 239

I i gies 1% FoARRnE 2] BRRRAY SRIBIRE

[ TEse ‘?’]@' 7]
ERge 484e Aoeln ARSAY + e EEBKeE A29
q_.zs)

g Juim REATE Tk BY, % 82,0 434S FYPoRA 4

Wge) FEEA PNE dAGE SA0 BARAE BAY £ e
RA Y] WobP ol @ SRAZL BLAT Bito] AFHA
YES WA Fo, Arhtel BB WRERE SATOZHA o
Y9E WESN TIES 51, 84 o Tk AU SA%oE
W FEPR 82 Eo} Fr, Wlel WUy Aol ol
omx 714 WAL fABTH.

28) Robert Axelrod and Robert O. Keohane, op.cit., p. 244.
29) Kenneth A. Oye, op.cit., pp. 1~2.
30) Robert Axelrod, The Evolution of Cooperation (New york : Basic Books, Inc., Pub
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lishers, 1984), pp. 27~54, pp. 126~32.
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Explaining and Achieving Cooperation
between South and North Korea:
Hypotheses and Strategies

Jae Wan Oh, Ph. D. (RINU)

The main purpose of this article is to address both explanatory and
prescriptive aspects of the following questions. First, given the “limit-
ed reciprocity regime” governing the inter-Korean relations, in which
high levels of policy inertia with weaker reciprocity prevail, what are
the circumstances that would favor the emergence of cooperation?

Second, what strategies can the two Korean states adopt to foster the
emergence of cooperation by altering the circumstances they are in?

Recent works on international cooperation have shown that the fol-
lowing three circumstantial dimensions serve both as an explanation of
cooperation and a target of strategies to promote cooperation.

1. Payoff structure: Mutual and Conflictual Preferences.

2. Shadow of the Future. Single-play and Iterated Games.

3. Number of Players. Two-Person and N-Person Games.

The above-stated three dimensions help us to understand successes
and failures of attempts at cooperation in both military-security and
political~economic relations. Based on them, we can derive optimal
strategies to promote cooperation by altering payoffs, lengthening the
shadow of the future, and reducing the number of the actors necessary
to the realization of the common interests. Such strategies are deliber-
ate efforts to change the very structure of the situation by changing the

context of the conflictual and cooperative interactions.
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The likelihood of cooperation increases by altering payoff structures
through unilateral, bilateral, and multilateral strategies.

1. Unilateral strategies. In “Cooperation under the Security Dilemma,”
Robert Jervis offered specific suggestions for altering payoff structures
through unilateral strategies, such as “procufement policy.” Unilateral
strategies can improve the prospects of cooperation by reducing both
the cost of being exploited and the gains from exploitation. But in
practice, unilateral actions may have the effect of increasing one’s
vulnerability to exploitation by others.

2. Bilateral strategies, most significantly strategies of issue linkage,
can be used to alter payoff structures by combining dissimilar games.
Furthermore, bilateral “instructional” strategies can aim at altering the
other country’s understanding of the cause-and-effect relationships
and result in altered perceptions of interest. For example, American
negotiators in SALT I sought to instruct their Soviet counterparts on
the logic of mutual assured destruction.

3. Multilateral strategies, centering on the formation of international
regimes, can be used to alter payoff structures in two ways. First,
norms generated by regimes may be internalized by states, and thereby
alter payoff structure. Second, information generated by regimes may
alter states’ understanding of their interests. Some of the problems de-
cision makers would encounter are the following:

1. how to provide incentives for cooperation so that cooperation would be

rewarded over the long run, and defection punished;
- 2. how to monitor behavior so that cooperators and defectors could be
identified;

3. how to focus rewards on cooperators and retaliation on defectors;

4. how to link issues with one another in productive rather than self-

defeating ways.
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A fundamental strategic concept in attaining the above objectives is
reciprocity. Cooperation in world politics seems to be attained best not
by providing benefits unilaterally to others, but by conditional cooper-
ation. Yet reciprocity encounters many problems in practice.

ROK-DPRKX relations have been dominated by conflictual behavior
norms since the emergence of the two separate regimes, even though
both sides agreed to the accord on “Reconciliation, Non-aggression,
and Exchanges and Cooperation.” Within this environment, sustained
and unilateral cooperative initiatives coupled with strong reciprocity in
the inter-Korean policies and a focus on long-term gains, are likely to
facilitate exchange and cooperation between South and North Korea.
The deepening process of cooperation may continue to move toward
more cooperative norms in the nature of South-North Korean rela-

tions in the future.



