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Thoughts on “The Supreme People's Court's provisions of hear the
government administrative cases of public information (draft)”

WANG Yu
(School of Law, Xiangtan University, Xiangtan 411105, China)
Abstract: “The regulations of public government information” promulgated one year and a half. Yet purpose couldn’t

be realized by way of judicial relief due to the lack of supporting judicial interpretation. On November 2, 2009, the

Supreme Court announced the provisions “public government information on the trial a number of administrative cases
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was issued (Hereinafter referred to as “Regulations™)”. Regulations "a clear case of government information disclosure
scope of accepting cases; confirms that the information disclosure of the scope of the proceedings the plaintiff and
defendant; to make a distinction between government information, coordination of the “Open Government Information”
and “Archives Law”. This is opposed to the “Regulations on Open Government Information” and it is a step forward.
But the “rule” elements exist by the government to refuse to release the handle, according to the possibility that
information disclosure increases applicant’s costs, Judges in the case can not meet the new requirements and other
issues. Therefore, it increases the burden of proof in government. While in Japan, “Information Disclosure Law”
established “screening review of principles”. To establish procedures for screening review of the amendments in the
“provision” is necessary.

Key Words: the Supreme Court; government information; the case of information disclosure; Shield Review Principle
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Abstract: It requires legal assurance so that the regional development plans can be carried out smoothly and effective.
Regional legislation should be the main law to adjust regional legal relationships or public affairs. It is the most
optimalizing choice of regional legislative pattern which relies on local legislation and conducts legislative cooperation.
Coordination is necessary for regional legislation, and the bodies, contents, procedures and the perfection needs
coordination. It’s necessary to build coordination mechanisms to China’s regional legislation, such as that regional
legislation can be coordinated synoptically by signing of inter-province or inter-cities agreements, or the contents of
regional legislation can be coordinated by legislative argument mechanism.

Key Words: regional development; regional legislation; legislation coordination; coordination mechanism
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