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Abstract

Starting more than thirty-five years ago, a small number of U.S. law schools began offering courses in non-
litigation dispute resolution such as arbitration, mediation and negotiation. Today, most, if not all, law schools
offer at least one course on non-litigation dispute resolution. There are approximately forty law school centers
dedicated to the subject. Many professors integrate the core concepts of negotiation, mediation and arbitration
into their doctrinal courses. Some law schools require one of these courses for graduation and others have
integrated these concepts into the core JD curriculum. While much has been written explaining these changes
and suggesting improvements, there has been little, if any, research on how the two-hundred ABA accredited law
schools teach non-litigation dispute resolution. How many schools require a dispute resolution course? How
many schools integrate dispute resolution into the core JD curriculum? What range of processes are taught? In
order to answer these questions and improve law schools’ ability to train skilled advocates, more thorough
research must be conducted. This presentation will outline the author’s effort to answer one of these questions —
which law schools have integrated non-litigation dispute resolution into the core curriculum and how have they
done it? In this presentation, we will discuss some of the challenges that are anticipated and encourage others to
conduct similar research. Given the nature of this “Works-In-Progress” conference and the early stage of this
research effort, the author is hoping for significant feedback from the conference participants.
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Vermont Law School Study: Integrating Dispute Resolution into the Core JD Curriculum

Purpose: To identify law schools with current initiatives to integrate non-litigation dispute resolution
into the core JD curriculum and to describe each approach.

Questions: Faculty Responses:

1. Law school

2. Faculty name and contact

information

3. Which statements apply to a. Has a program, institute or center for non-litigation
your law school, if any? dispute resolution — if “yes” please insert the name
(Please check all that apply.) below

b. Offers non-litigation dispute resolution courses for JD
credit (e.g. mediation, negotiation, arbitration, ICN, ADR,
restorative justice, etc.)

c. Integrates non-litigation dispute resolution into other
courses

d. Integrates non-litigation dispute resolution into the
core curriculum for all JD students

e. Completion of JD requires a non-litigation dispute
resolution course to be taken

4. Please list the non-litigation
dispute resolution courses
offered by your school and
the associated credit.
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5. Does your law school offer
experiential opportunities
(e.g. clinics) in:

Mediation?
Arbitration?

Other? Please specify.

6. Are there other dispute
resolution or conflict
management classes offered
in other departments or
colleges at your university
that law students may take
for JD credit?

7. ls non-litigation dispute
resolution incorporated into
other courses in the law
school?

If not, please move to # 8.
If yes:

a. Which courses? (e.g.
contracts, employment
law, civil procedure, etc.)

b. How is non-litigation
dispute resolution
incorporated into these
courses? (In other
words, is non-litigation
dispute resolution a
stand-alone subject, or is
it discussed consistently
throughout the course?)

Yes

No
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c. Ifincorporatedina
stand-alone manner, is
the non-litigation
dispute resolution
segment taught by the
instructor or by a guest
lecturer?

d. Isany one of those
courses required to
complete a JD degree?

8. If your school requires a non-litigation dispute resolution course to complete a JD degree, please
answer the questions below.

If not, please move to # 9.

If yes:

a. What course(s) can fulfill
this requirement?

b. Do you know of any
other law schools that
required a non-litigation
dispute resolution
course for graduation?

9. Number of full time tenured
or tenure-track professors
teaching non-litigation
dispute resolution courses
at the law school

10. Number of full time contract
professors teaching non-
litigation dispute resolution
courses at the law school

11. Number of adjunct
professors teaching non-
litigation dispute resolution
courses at the law school
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