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On coordinate diSposition of cross cases between civil

diSpute and administrative diSpute

LIAO Yongan
( College of Law, Xiangtan University , Xiangtan 411105, China)

Abstract :It is a very common legal phenomenon that civil dispute interweaves with the administrative dis-
pute, and how to deal with it coordinately is an important subject of procedure laws research. In author s
view , as for the disposition of this kind of cross cases, concrete analysis should be made according to con-
crete situations , and two kinds of different methods should be taken separately : One is to solve subsidiary
administration proble ms in civil proceedings ; The other is to solve subsidiary civil proble ms in ad ministra-
tive lawsuit .

Key words :civil dispute ; administrative dispute ; cross cases ; coordinate
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The legal reform of U.K competition authority and revelation to China

WANG lJian
(School of Law, Zhejiang University of Science and Technology, Hangzhou 310018 , China)

Abstract : Enterprise Act 2002 of U.K instituted a comprehensive reform against former competition au-
thority , which strengthened the independence of authorities and endowed it a broad power. Furthermore,
the Act built a new independence authority named OFT in place of DGFT and definitely prescribed the
competition authority as an independent legal entity . At the same time, the Act separated CCAT from CC
and renamed it CAT, and then CC was given a new task. In addition, the Act collocated effective power
for OFT and CC and strengthened their power of executing the law . In order to make competition affairs i-
solate from politics , the Act strictly restricted the power of the Secretary of State. We should actively
learn the experience of the reform of U.K and design a new style of the future authority in China that is an
independent and strong antimonopoly organization .

Key words :enterprise Act 2002 ; competition authority ; Office of Fair Trading; Competition Appeal Tribu-

nal
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