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(3] Peter Stein, Roman Law in European History ( Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999), pp.4 -5.

(4] Sally Engle Merry, “Anthropology and the Study of Alternative Dispute Resolution” , 34 Journal of Legal Education 277
(1984).

(5] Jerold S. Auerbach, Justice without Law: Resolving Dispute Without lawyers ( New York: Oxford University Press,
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lished JSD dissertation” , Stanford University, School of Law (2003), p.30.
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(8] Jerome T. Barrett, A History of Alternative Dispute Resolution; The Story of a Political, Cultural, and Social Movement
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(9] Jerome T. Barrett, A History of Alternative Dispute Resolution: The Siory of a Political, Cultural, and Social Movement
(San Francisco: Jossey-Bass, 2004), p.4.
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(15)  Jerold S. Auerbach, Justice without Law : Resolving Dispute Without lawyers (New York: Oxford University Press,1983) ,
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(21) Peter S. Adler, “The Future of Alternative Dispute Resolution: Reflections on ADR as a Social Movement” , in Sally En-
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[ Abstract] Based on a close reading of intuitional and intellectual history, this article
provides a comprehensive examination of the development of ADR in the US context. The author
argues that the evolution of the dispute resolution system and people’ preference in coping with
conflict are deeply embedded in social structure. The ADR mechanism has long been operating
in the US and its role has been highlighted or effaced in different historical periods. The modern
ADR system is the outcome of a series of social changes, including immigration, labor move-
ment, and civil rights movement. Intellectually speaking, the discourses of ADR have also ex-
perienced a shift of focus from criticism to realism and pragmatism, which makes the ADR a

highly effective dispute resolution method.
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