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In this study, we search for a “ desirable” process of dispute resolution,
utilizing insights from mechanism design theory. Dispute resolution requires finding a plan that is
acceptable to all the involved parties and accurately implementing that plan. However, even if we
try to elicit each party’ s preferences about feasible plans, there is no guarantee that they will
answer truthfully, leaving room for strategic manipulation. To address this issue, we provide a set
of axioms from the perspectives of fairness, efficiency, and prevention of strategic manipulation,
and design mechanisms satisfying them. We also discuss normative desirability of our axioms.
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