e, 51745 B 15 w244 2007. 1. 24
2007 39 29 w3, pp.97-116 AAMTAY 2007. 2. 14
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1.4 A

AA 2] WzAS WA BAL APl YA BAGA 250 DA% A
AE oldstn &% YA EAHZAEQ ADR(Alternative Dispute Resolution : o] 3}
‘ADR’|z} hA|=o] #3le] He AL B gt o] AL oA APIAES o
AFE 7R ZF oM E HRE AE] gk dubdez Zgx AlFe g A
9] B9 /IR R Afo] B Azt v E-& &£83A L &% A ot
SHE BE3 JlEdie d= FEAEQ (@Z0 A4S AAE AFF)NEE de= A
< HosH Hol &% A EAQNEE HEde e XA =HJAh ol A4
& A AR Ee A AL 494, 4D 2 BaA Jeldag Fud wael A%
ojt}. o]} 22 APHE 91719 AZ(Symptome de la crise de la justice)2 Er|FHoz W
23 @ o] Zgxo] ADRAZZHA & § gtk 2oz EFstn gridez Id
g & Az 2 Holle oW dAlel A%l $A4H ok

25d AL A AAFLE LFolvt ADRY ot AT i), A, sk,
FA, 238 55 30T T F JE ADRE ZFA % uF, 4, 5Y, 4B 5
o] A=A RAREAF GAHEAS] 2o 587 4E2 dtn itk

Feugte] B¢ IAEAT FAHEAE sldFel slolA] ADRET 4A%E dYse
%ol st & 4 Utk a2y folA AFe wiet Ze &gl EAFLR Q3
o fEutete] o] ol AEVEL F8 AWTY ADRAEE HES A ueld HE
3 2de 2 YeAds Az gk ol AdA A2 diEd, F¥HEEY, 34
Adjz S ADRY] 2@ A7st o7t $ARAR glom, ARk A= AYAL
2 o] Ax=d #AF Aol iR Frt ol F AT FAHA HF, dE, IF L F
4ol ADRAEE Hlad A= A nZd vyt Aok 2389 /Y oSy $54 9
& she =2 Yoltolxe] ADRAZS] ¢ AFE AFE A gz & F Sl
FASTAIY ZF2 Wt =Y T @4 dsY AA F5& Idstn o,
u2je] EUgetel 7182 yHEe d48S & Aotk zElm fEvete] yahe sy Al
Ag Ao A Fuid, BY $& 288 $FA0ln AARY A7 B
FAHY AAE FARRL & 5 itk o3 HelA SElvEte] ADRAEE PlF, o
2 3 549 ADRo| FE AAAETS HEG Ao Fshes A 2498 ool ol
< Zlojth

xgxol ADRASE OhE HAFY 33 Az vsto] wl¢ SAxcln F58A &

D AN, "$uete v3e] ADRY W@ HRPH HE", 12147 @uAESe AAer A, $434
A 3371 =83, wAL 2002,3889.
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g3 grb TFro] ADRAEE 12 A} 200 o]Ate] v, B Aze] B 7]1EHQ
1995 2¢ 89l W& AANM 7P Fug ADR F#YHo= HriEa sioh
7= ZF29 ADRAEC #F /st 545 vlRse], azle ddRye &
€ 1E AL Fo Wgon o EF of A7 WEel 3lolA ADR¥H Ty
F2o| wes} e EMstn AES = Az vie Zesitkn & & gtk 87,
ApdEh DAbEE 2 wiatagg ety BaetA =olss ADRS o]&x A
A AZE WsE 7P & 5 gler, Agdes 249 e 5 SAHAIA
A&sta ZAAJN 2N @447 E o 423 7198 F Y= Aol

2

P

e

I.=Za2e] ADRAIE

. Zapxo)N o] ADR] st 54

xEFZroA ADRY| &F3te 8ol dubA e MARC(modes alternatifs de réglement
des conflits : ]38} 'MARC’o|2} Fhelglzx Eg £th MARCE Ydytzoeg AEZFQ
o2 IUte) APiviFhe] ASiEke Ad 9% diF WEE dAEE vty 238
4 e FAste /ldelth. MARCOl:= 9] Ax, 38, 23 2 AV xdddn
g S’,l‘:‘r MARC°ﬂ T olst ZE Uiy FHeo WAL ZF2 99 g uelA
ADRe| 71d& Aste WA Fdsith iy zehxol A4 e MARCY
Mg f_‘-’r“-??}ﬂl F3Ho 2 BAS 6H€5Pb e s 6‘@'5} SAE MARCAA A

A7)0 Sk oldd A FAY A A Aol $EIm £ AR D
g ARE 7k A o 8& LA olFeme B4 AT BUE dASNE 1

g
A 2% EAE wyo] olgln Bm Ut
2. Zakxel ADR Fd 7|2

At 19803 Ti7EA) o) EF 2ol A= APEAIEZF VR =83, |WE AL, B3ea, |
T A7 Bn, &9 EFAT AR FH TF2AAEL JHESta, £ $4 FeiH
B3 HAE AZeord Gt olEdt APEAIES $171( crise de la justice)= A
At B4 - ZA o] 330 WMALALY 7]% ZWoA (dans sa triple fontion de production,

2) CJarroson , "Les modes alternatifs de réglement des conflicts, présentation générale”, RIDC. 1997,p 329.
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de symbole et de régulation) PIA}ASHe] RS AF3TE vAE A7|=HYCED o9}
2L %A Z#gxol ADR A|EQl MARC7F HAdy] AZsidch. doe] T2
ADRAZ=E 19893 Jacques Larché “Fdolglo] A|&3t 1989 19 1049 SJAAEHE
¢t (La proposition de loi du 11 janvier 1989), 1989\d 49 2692] FRA|SHESL (Le
project de loi du 26 avril 1989) = 19959 24 89l ¥ (La loi n° 95-125 du 8 février
1995 relative 3 IDorganisation. des juridictions et & la procédure civile, pénale et
administrative)ol] 2J3te] B 2=y Alsigch. o] 7H&v] ADRAIZ] 7HF A A2
19953 29 8] Weld], o]AL 827 ZEE EEsIH, T ¥ A2l 262747}
AP 3tell 2 XA (conciliation et médiation judiciaires)®oll #3+ Holm 71 FL3Th
2 %4 Aok ol A Ba B 29e Ade) 474¢ W dke Aol T4
Qgolck. shfelel APA skl B 20| olRolAls] ASfAE A2 AU FAkR
£ Qolof 5] HRolh

g B 2 2o B 2R e Ao

(A21z2] A AR A€ 22 F thee] AR AlFgs] Aste AR
H(Conseil d’Eta)e] Aol F o3& FF3te A3AE ARE + U

1° o]&3} HAS A$-E Adstn Yol A o] dH|F A

2° FAARZL Flo] ol2& ARE Y] HAstd F542E T EE A
g 4.

Wite 239 Bee dgozA 3HF 4L Fstn vt AFske 719 W
Ate] @Rz W} FHFo] FHHA o A FEIF Eok I vl &%
o] A&dr.

gt AL Alesdd T Bl dulA AI=E AYy] 9ste] BARRe] TAE
F83A oW, a' I BARA 227 At dAdsta AP 7T .4E F
Fote AE =S 938 £ vk 3 AR ZARIA sejzAe] S35 A0
HH & SA TS

(A22z] BAARE 23489 Fgd B3 2§ ol wlEe AFRol 2RI
o7t Qe A5l BAAY] AAA 48E 133 Eof a3 wjEe] IF oRdn
I BAE H7VeEA] e @ Hl§-2 5 wiEdth

3) J.-M. Coulon, “Réflexions et propositions sur la procédure civile”, Rapport au Garde des Sceaux, Ministre de
la Justice, La documentation francaise, 1997, p.14.

4) o)A B/ata] A AL Julie JOLY-HURARD, Conciliation et Médiation Judiciaires, Presses Universitaires
d’Aix-Marseille, 2003 %,

5) 2002'd 994 999 ¥ (Loi n° 2002-1138 du 9 sept. 2002) A|8xo] 93l F7}g.
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BB R Z(aide juridictionnelle)7} & ZARRI A BB doE, A& Bg
71Ee AP #AE FH we FF A ARBpIRze] FABZAAIE TRl S
H| &2 PEHZ #3 19919 79 10¥€9 W(Loi n°91-647 du 10 juillet 1991
relative 3 1'aide juridique) A|457%¢} z4629] Z}etox] Zrte] Rgdo] Hrh

[(AM23z) 3l&) =& 239 977k 270 FPAnHAe] APHe] F& 7zt
< 2H3HA ofugt M9 WoellA FAte] ojted A Foll Hejxict

agele B7stn Wi e EE 239 dRIIRME AAE S QUth = E
a7b AR o2y FgEidoly 2% T & ZARY a7 g3 33 gNtE F
ZAAZL 4 U

(A24x 39 T 2302 A3Ae gt vd FFoFE A
slalQl = 29 29 a8o] £43te AnMe FARNY] Felek Futstd At
& T BAA AN F gtk B MFe U aFdAE ol8E & itk
O ® E7eta, Y e 2N PR Fejd =28 Aoy A 2
AL BANA SA Pk

(A25z] #4E & 2 2 golol FAHforce exécutoire)s Fiste AL
A7t Age & ik

(A26z] o] Ao FAHL A ALHA ] HEHA ket JAFAEL ANBFL
o] 23] H4a7& WAL Jon 2H9 RS T Age] Heo] AFgezs ¥

gzd 89 A4S AP

fr

2
(U
o

o

B

Lo

3. Zef2o] ADRAIZ S A1 sl

259 ZgoolAE ADRAE/ WE ATksl WekRel ofstel Wae FE Yol
3 BAS BT M1 gase 4 oz adsts $90E ol8xn Yok ol
& A REL Zaadlq 2004 ol §AHe] gthn @ 4+ vk ADRAIES
loin oA e AT RAYE Hold AAH A4S st S8 (conciliation)E
17899 s g8 Alvle] Axste] Bedol AZHoH 1 FA B o4
Aol W o 71EHYTEe Elsted 17903 8€e) W (La loi des 16-24 aofit 1790)&
Agoz Augdel ool Sake ZE ZAd tald o7 saaxe Fystack
oleig Az HALAE VA glolA WA AALS e WEbE WA
ol wak AYH Mol ohim Harye e AHe 2BL 2E AAWAL (uges

6) 28 A TS 23 Bk TFx ANESES MW oHE HANE D WA 3E w3
o 94 A
7) Julie JOLY-HURARD, op. cit., p.163.
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de paix)7} #FY 3 E AU A BAYA A AdelAd EL&3ithrt 18550 FE] Yol 27
slel g ol 837l AlFSIATE e Tl WAMEALY oF2gL 18061d9] A T
Aol Mgoz FHEHAT

agu 20417] Zelle 9F3F sElAEs A =, 1940 a9} 1950 ol =
ZZ2 APPSR A A =rt Uk wet sEle] WAz 2rEHATS adE
7ol AFHo R slEle Zga APHE odte] Hol ol&HUL, THA WAL
¥ A1z QALY 9FF UEA oA e HARoR sk ol
slafo] 2oA Aoz BFsta, TFx WAASY A2127t FAsa e slEle @
29 o]FH AFE TP oM WAlF= ofelgol B =t U 18Ed
ZgxroXE 1970 d o] AP #Ee]e] 38 A)| = (La conciliation extrajudiciaire)E -85}
T %l veston A AREE AR YA g AgelA BABARARE
o 3] A=EE =3t TS Fouigith ApY3keElQl (conciliateurs judiciaires) O 2
L2 HHAQA A3 FARA dF = AFUAE £ AEE ol st Al
.9 ol APYATL Y] IAze EFE FAAE THANAL ARRHAME a9

< BEEHA] g slEle AR oldE A £ e A e ¥ S f=T
T AgE FEUt BeEtAchio ApgaEele] ddle AFE A (=9 A523-13),
ATk Az B4 (1989 79 649l ¥), JMAT4E (1989 12€ 31de] ¥ <1992
3 29 8Y9] ol 93t MBE>)Y A9 o] B3 Fele 3lErt Axsy 54
g dolA oS o JFHeIAn

AP st FRE AP sslo] digt TFEE wkbge] ARz F
<o d¥E AE EE FAESG oY BAE SdF 19 AEd gste A
olu} HQlelA el Jles Addte AL FEFozA AP HAS a8 =F
et 19959 29 8Ue] W o] FA A|PHL WAIZ dlodF 19 AE o T
ARRZE odul A BElE B A3e] GARE Adste ATRE Fostm dok =3 1995
del He @2 Y ASo2 2 (médiation)o] B3I TS E wl Jrhid Zga
9] gl 93t 3L ul$- B AR Axoln BARA 2428 AGE YA
3 xRN AZAS FA It 199539] W F HE ARFoz RestE 199%6d 7

8) Julie JOLY-HURARD, op. cit., p.166.

9) Décret n° 78-381 du 20 mars 1978 (Décret n° 96-1091 du 13 décembre 19969) 2j&te] 7| =).
APE3}alel L conciliateurs de justice 2% Bl eth AMEEl|AL AR @B H A (procureur
généra) 8] A& EX FHI F A1nTEdFe) AR} 9 Az 97 1973 AdFHz o) 2dvi}
Bxeted Add ¢ vk APl A9 99 WYl 2550, 19 AL BIPQAAT §4
Ha gk

10) Julie JOLY-HURARD, Médiation et Conciliation, Rep. Droit Procédure Civil, pp. 127-131; B. Oppetit,
“Arbitrage, médiation et conciliation”, Rev. Arb. p. 312 (1984).

11) o] R} &g FA 3 AE-& X. Tarabeux, “La pratique de la médiation judiciaire devant la Cour d’Appel de
Paris”, Droit et Patrimoine, p. 42 (Décembre 1999) %,
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4 2299 #HE APEte] ApgA 24 BAd Aayrgeln EASAC glolA @At
g =4e A3 FARARl 2 A12D(médiateur) MUS 93t FAtAte] T E .7
tHoA A, 238 E AA gl glolA]). 199512 W3} 199613 7Y 2299 #& AlPH
ol AHeiY o|, Paris LGHAT} Grenoble BEHY-E 2] A=E A ol F&
Aztel] gk AAE WA v ofm Ao ujgide] BN 2FAE AR
FHee RS Z2HBATED o] HYe AEIA7) FalA AI7IRE 230 LS Al
Fata it

19959 H-E B23he Arle] 19961 7Y 2299 AlgH, 5 d 129 13¥9] AP
219983 129 28U} AlPFo| 2 ANA B HALGuge dlinstance)7t <H| A
24 3l E Al=dte Aol aFEE v, APESEIQleAl 19 slEjdFE AdT & 5
Jokn AT Atk APEEEIIAEE vl Ealo FHxle ApHeS galE tEI
A% Aolou, Aol WAl AE st APHZE FaE FYFEE A metEH
o] g-®r}

4. ekxe] AP el ol =

o,

o] AMA Hal L 2PATE T MpAdEe] FRoR FHH Utk
oeld AR A B 2HL Zgas) A
A 3 2 249 MY F89 SAL
WA el 9 24 4Pl A AEA W, o
24 A Fgel oJsd F48 9FHA Rolk
o717 Aol golok st AHA ALE

H
e
H
L)
rot
)
Y
N
b
o
2

2 2H02 2% A4 F AU AYL F At ASE ok 2T | APEE 3
% 239 AR A Bt date] AgHolol e ASE E WA, TE B
Al wARRE s R 29 B AYL we AR A 3t Adske A
= gk aeiste] kel @ 2] wA, AR WA P4 a0 B2 ALY 3
29 32o] 7l & & LNAY oI H PHL FroE xo] AFHoR o F

12) 240} 57] st 29T FAo] A wAlr$y A 131529 a780E FEAAL @ F x
gty AL FAANZ B Ho| glojof 1, FFPA|dME ¢EHH, HHIF n2 g2E 7]
AE AFgAHT] AZFHA ool dh =3I} 2AHAL HAHEN) FAXNEE FE £ e Hd, 44
QA EE FA%Se dsle B398 & AERloldME gy, 22 2ARNL 2AYYd 29 5¥4
BEA7 F7E AT AFFTE LAt Foth

13) X. Tarabeux, op. cit., pp. 42-43.

14) REwAe Fale 5 ¥ A2l 2 AI27R o)t o)A s MAZAL T 3 AS40E, A84T=E,
A847-3%, A883z L A11083%0), HeF slefo] AAZAL F ¥ A830=E oldtel, 2yl 1995d 24¥ 8
o] Bl olstd ARE AHA 3 L 24 e T W A131-129 A831-1F ol FAH Uk
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A1 3t

APEA s € 23 g F83 54 3 g9 APEE g9E dZstn A
et MR AxE NIl EF8Aactes hybrides)ol] Bttt Aot

Azt ez Qs slEle odd JlEe] wet e £5E F Ao
a2y Zgae ted e 333 E AT e 3lal(la conciliation extrajudiciaire), AW 3t
& (la conciliation judiciaire) ¥ 2 & 3}3f(la conciliation para-judiciaire)E T-H-3}iL
Ak A@L9] sle BAF e APHE-9 AE BEAo| fle ot AWl
T ZAX9 AL AHF Azol w2t P I e 5E d8(la conciliation
consensuelle ou ad hoc)9} A A #}s)(la conciliation institutionnelle) 2 1}o] At}

$A slE] e Sddde g4E A8 2E "avl g st wEtA 34 Sl
T FE3El= 38 AR QJAtellwt nigt AFEE Ao o] fojXth

olo] viate] HAA el E3t€ 7l 9t AFE sla T @t o] FoA|H,
I 53td 71#8e AdQloy Hele] & & Slth ol ¢ S3E JlHo] A e #A
TR FA718e oo AFE FA 2d 7 gutdoz LHF #AE /L

ARy 3ele FANe] B 53l (sous Iégide du juge) WL AFe HF oA
(dans le cadre d’une instance judiciaire) ©] Fo]z| & 3}ajolt}. AW Fale ALY BE
dlo] WAL Ex Ho] Astn AYste A Z2A <l (conciliateur bénévole)e] =8l
it AYE & Utk ARG shEle QA ZE AF HdolA o]FoE &+ gtk
it ARG sl A 3zt i gL 19953 2€ 38U B AlF o|FRE shedH,
AA7AA] A 140% H(tribunal d” instance)ol| A o] FolA& HAte] Bf-olTt 7H538itt19

ADAE sl AR ol AR sEE A RE stefoltt. ARAA 33
© 199 AFe HFdA ARG el tidtd AAd EAEAE Ha ok Add
¥ e Hele] Addte 2360 sl ojFojAnE PdH IFHeR AAVAPE
AYx ok AR#AE sele &5 dAF E2YsiAed oA #¥ Zof A&/ dF
2 Aol AAs} e 434 sale) S5 Fejol AT

A zAe B BE sl Wds 439 W el olFolAE 2o Al
WY 239 A5 AT AR 248 F9F FAE GARRE] FAE 4L F A 3R
2% & Addq g AP APEE 2L A ZE AFe] HEdA o]
Fol3 F 3len, o] Addte Afole AW w2 AL Ao wFo] W
2 A €t

15) 199613 7€ 229 2 1998 124 28Y WAL Asei(Décrets d’application de la loi n°96-652 du 22 juillet
1996 et n°98-1231 du 28 décembre 1998) ZZ.
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oEY EZFAdME tRE A e A9 diglelm, T APFFU A
ADRE #a13tA] HAA717] S8t dAe YA sl E AT Aol AFE vhe} ol

Bdo] Zaka Hole HIALEALY ol Fe BAAL] AR 3EE Wi XL
Atk ol g AL WMALAEY A127222E A131Z7A G FHE GAT 7lel=eel
7 7 WataSy A21xo] R H gtk 1 vl RIAtASH AT68Z, A863E B
A 840%%E 7AW (juge aux affaires familiales)?} 72 E4AQATTY] Aol o)}

< gt A g Aseta gith addx BFdtn oFH sEiAxs 4y Auad
oM fAIEol g} oA, =B5Y AR 51630 W& xFHAN AV 24l ohst
o oujA dAZAY Fal, WALASYH A840Z AT s LAAA MM dlaEle
Aotk E3 ofu|F el ol&eolu WA WAV EHAAY T8 FE=
dte] FFEE Apolw AT PgHAAY o] &olvt WA BALFAN BFH
o aglm 2o AR dele 9499 B hRE XFse A &7
Ari(=% A R 1459 x).

ote}r] ADR-E EFhiofA +%*§J+ 7}—%‘?..391 ddo] golA Fe3 J&S Ivn T
T Atk 53] o]& aFeA e B ALl BA 2T &AM
thie 23 a7t gAY g d9Le AR, ATt dARIZre] A4, olE =
T EAA RRo] WEH, olo] ¢&EA P o| 23k ¥4 JdHelthlD I HolxE ADR
FE0] HIZol dold Zo| AL AL EA A i}éﬂ—% o] g3t & ol&
tgith 1990 d el HolSo] FAPY Hopolal 2xt 21Fe 14e ditez 2 2X
3 A=) BatedA gk 19939 19 49 Yol AP F, IS Adlx A6y
2 AL Nae ARF PR B Al 2HS ARdE RS 2FE F o
stz Utk FAAEAAA 7149 dijte A A& HLo W

‘l

0

o A AAL olstl 7] feted AAT Aol AshAelA SHATAL
g FsHeg da gk AN 230 B 4 YE A4R0e 1996 49

1049l Aol FE= o Urtis

ZIHog, FAEo]l AR du|F FAAEE L2 FoZ e A=
et e Age Boln YA FAA=E B BgoM HaHog ojfe W
2 sei7ta ok

16) G. Herrmann,“La conciliation, nouvelle méthode de réglement des différends”, Rev. Arb. p. 346 (1985); F
Ruellan, “Les modes alternatifs de résolution des conflicts; pour une justice plurielle dans le respect du
droit” , JCP ED. G §9 (1999).

17) G, Pluyette, “La médiation judiciaire en matiére civile”, Gaz. Pal. p.1098 (4 Octobre 1994).

18) FAMIASY £Ao| B3ledi= M-E Cartier, “Modes alternatifs de réglement des conflits en matiére pénale”,
Revue Générale de Procédures, pp.5-10 (janvier-mars 1998) Z=.
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. Zzkxo] ADRAES] &831F

1. 233 s}s)e) A5

ARAoR g A=t AL L%9 Z7] dAlCA 7/PF WIHEA o] Fo] Xt
A E AP E e slElel oR|gte Aol Aol Bl FET ARE FE F A
ot gfel o5 It AkE MAdte A M Hase A, 1@ T ofuF
EAZA 2. 2Pz EF3ta, WARSY A21x9] vt ¥ oA A
aFo] APHE F A= e & F Y FEEE 7T AL EY A28
HEEHE ZAA Aol fle A% 39 Y Fad A FAE #Fse AL
wAte] Sdolgta RSt ok "FY WAl APEE slejolA A Ao e 4T
B Zhol=gl S 73t aeldte] RIAARSY #8322 wel dATAL] 28t
A%E e drle UIgS 20 & £ glu 3 AHe mEl HAe] ofdte]
13]of] g3t AAE § lok WAASY A13132E 23 AR Az 7)7He 3¢
ol 279 A utz} @At o] 13]¢] 3] A ¢ Johm FAHFHZ A
o a2y #ALe] 9st] APFH oz Ax" o dsides Azt A7 A EH
UA gt

Zg2 ol we} oulE g3yt d5AQ o7 B, o] 8L gutdozn F4
A dedl FEO AME FstA "ok aedte H8R1e FE9 4RE X
olXe EE ol&F HANA oHl4 & Azg duste AL ASHe AAE
EZ IR0 ojm G djuld vt WAtASY A840z A1 weEt AEHZA] Fe A
G 29AR Yo 232 HY (Cour de cassation)o]] ofdte] w]dg g 4 ch2D
olg|d RE AtlolA, e I} FARRZ} dulE gl Irkete 83& FAE
#E2E Fate &% AV, 2 242 J4E £ g AR I FE § Uu»

A FE ADRe| #3l, A AAA B 2 T & Sl dd=E
Aolgtes RS Ay 2oz st FFL AA3) Frleta IAT ZFrdA A3
vl =E5TH2) ZAAdA Gl FFAGE 2 B3l AY 73t AleklA zH ol

uh
o
Ir

19) C. Jarrosson, “La médiation et la conciliation : Essai de présentation”, Droit et Patrimoine, p. 39 (décembre
1999).

20) P. Couvtar et G. Giudicelli-Delage, “Conciliation et Médiation, J. Cl. Procédures civiles”, Fasc. 160, §§154 -
162; Julie JOLY-HURARD, Médiation et Conciliation, op. cit., §90.

21) P. Couvrat et G. Giudicelli-Delage, op. cit., §137.

22) Cour de cassation, Civ. 3e , 15 février 1978, Bull. Civ. III, #83, p. 64

23) J. M. Coulou, “La médiation comme mode de réglement des conflits dans la vie des affaires : Quel intérét
pour la justice civile”?, Les Petites Affiches, p.6 (13 juin 1999).



Y s 2gS TEATE ARS st BRe] ojun Yok IS A wstE oF
% < & Aol et ANE 25 TF2 Pde A9
AL ofltt. o ddl @ Aol oY AdelA HHE el g
AL $atA] &2 AL dele] Almrt Wws Aug o] ofd Afd A&HE
255 318 F fle AoZ ddan AEATY 1 F dgde dexgds T4t
Ae 29 BHEA 4Ae AR ohgtie Pais aEde] #EL A
A% w} gl gehv HI3o] ol AARRE adel Arigtezy ‘*A}Z}~—°l sl Al <
o #F FAHoBA =9F AgozH 99
& It @ W}X}ETH s Al=st
2 233 ¥7)e HYg 2goadt g 5 9l
|2 R4S 7 = )

&F9e] BRAEe Fdste a2 B2 o8 A gt o 1 F MR &
g7 AL Centre de Médiation et d’Arbitrage de Paris(CMAP)QIE], o] A& Paris A&
3|l o5t HYE AT CMAPE 2 A9l TS 7EX 3 glorm 1998 7€
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Texas International Law Journal, 1995,30,p.5.
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Revue Libanaise de 1’Arbitrage, p. 19 (1996); J. Cl. Goldsmith, op. cit., p. 248.
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Zerol ZARA &47]B-L COB(Commission des opérations de bourse)o] o,
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33) H. De Vauplane et J-P. Bomnet, Droit des Marchés Financiers, Litec, 2001, p. 175.
34) o]ol] #&}dE= Bull. COB sept. 1997,n°316% %,
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Jossey-Bass A Wiley Imprint, 2005,p.13.
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ABSTRACT

A Study on French ADR and the Present Situation of its Application

Yong-Soo Won

This article has the objective of studying French ADR System which is unique and peculiar
in the world.

Nowadays commercial conflict is resolved by litigation or ADR. ADR plays an important
part in resolving commercial conflict in the US, England, Germany, Japan and France. Untill
now, only French ADR System has not been studied at all in Korea. So we can safely say
that it is necessary to research into French ADR System in order to improve Korea’s ADR
System.

This study is composed of Introduction, Concept of French ADR System, Actual
Circumstances of French ADR System and Conclusion.

The Fundamental system of French ADR is the law of February 8, 1995 that is made up
of 82 articles. Among these articles, Judical Conciliation and Mediation are the most important.
It is universally admitted by most of legal scholars that judicial conciliation and mediation have
the character of contract. Because mutual consent is neccssary in order for judicial conciliation
and mediation to be effective.

French system of judicial conciliation and mediation is provided in French Civil Procedure
Law. Judicial conciliation plays an important role in Labor Law and Family Law. In the early
part of litigation , the attempt of consiliation can be made very frequently in France. Successful
conciliation and mediation are induced into negociation between parties.

Arbitration has its long history in Europe. In the medieval times, Western European merchant
began to use Arbitration System. After the medieval times had passed, Arbitration System took
root in France. But Arbitration System has not so developed m France. On the other hand,
Arbitration System has developed to a considerable degree in the US in spite of its short history.
It is due to the fact that the French dislike to have recourse to litigation as compared with
the Americans. However Arbitration can resolve securities conflict through various institutions

in France, which is very similar to the concerned US phenomenon.

Key Words : ADR, Judicial System, Arbitration, Mediation, Conciliation, Civil Procedure Law



