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Evaluation  

 

The thesis presents a negotiation analysis of the Six-Party Talks related to 
the North Korea’s nuclear programme which seeks to explain why they have 
so far failed to result in a positive outcome. Needless to say, the subject 
matter is of great currency and import; and in the thesis, it is submitted to an 
exemplary analysis combining a clearly defined conceptual framework and 
its thorough deployment on an empirical case. The argument is logically 
structured, the author’s style is eloquent and the narrative line is maintained 
throughout the thesis in spite of the complexity of the issue under study. 

In the introduction, the problem is identified and objectives are clearly 
defined: to ascertain the existence of a zone of possible agreement (ZOPA) 
and analyse positions, rationales and interests of actors partaking in the 
talks. The next chapter outlines the conceptual framework, including a 
definition of the RQ, introduction of elements organising the empirical 
analysis and two hypotheses related to actors’ positions. It is not 
immediately clear how the hypotheses were formulated, i.e. whether they 
were based on previous theoretical and empirical observations, or 
articulated contrary to them to attempt to falsify the existing knowledge. As 
a consequence of this lack of clear linkage to the latter, the theoretical 
relevance of the negotiation analysis that follows, while competently 
executed, is somewhat limited.  
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The next chapter contains a historical survey to the background and process 
of the talks. It betrays the author’s solid grasp of relevant facts, which are 
clearly and concisely presented drawing on a combination of primary and 
secondary sources. The following chapter discusses the (non-)existence of 
ZOPA. Two points may be raised here. The author seems to conceive of 
linkage as a factor increasing complexity (p. 29) that is necessarily an 
impediment to reaching agreement. However, while this may be the case in 
the empirical case studies, in general can the linkage also facilitate the 
agreement by expanding the possibility of the negotiating parties’ 
satisfaction? Secondly, provided that the author appears to reach the 
conclusion that DPRK negotiated in bad faith from the beginning – and she 
does so in a rather facile way based on a single piece of circumvential 
evidence, i.e. the government’s reluctance to implement verification 
procedures (p. 35) – was there any way the outcome (or even a mere 
existence of ZOPA) could have been affected by any of the other factors, 
e.g. divergent geopolitical interests analysed in the next chapter? If that 
indeed is the case, then the subsequent verification of H1 seems to have 
been determined a priori, and it is unclear whether the verification of H2, 
while a result of balanced analysis, is consistent with the previously reached 
conclusions. 

These issues notwithstanding, in summary the thesis is a thorough, 
disciplined and competently presented analysis of a complex empirical issue 
using a clearly defined, appropriate and sufficiently specific theoretical 
framework; and as such it should be considered a success. 
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