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On Compulsory Combination System of Litigants in American
Civil Procedure Law: Reviews and Reflections

LIU Xie-ci
(School of Law, Xiangtan University, Xiangtan 411105, China)

Abstract: The compulsion of compulsory combination system of the parties has been originated from the
principle of fairness and justice in American Civil Law. As long as it meets the starting conditions of the com-
pulsory combination procedure, the court shall make full use of the procedural measures to incorporate an out-
sider into an existing lawsuit in an orderly manner. This is closely related to the prevalence of equity in Ameri-
can Civil Law. Superficially, compulsory combination is a kind of deviation from the principle of the party’s
disposition, but in fact it is the guidance of the court’s action on the rights and obligations of the parties. In
this process, the scale and timing of guidance are the most critical factors. Facing the increasingly complex so-
cial contradictions and the diversified development of dispute resolution mechanism, the American civil
judicial system has tried to integrate the relationship between parties through procedural guidance, thus simpli-
fying the process of litigation. It not only helps the judge to sort out the case in detail and to facilitate the sub-
sequent trial, but also improves the efficiency of the case and reduces the occurrence of repeated litigation.

Key words: litigant; compulsory combination; legal right
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