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M odel A ctior Concurrently on Inproveam ent of China’ s Representative A ction
YANG Ruz

(Law School ofW uhan Un wersity, W uhan 430072 Chna)

Abstract M odel action, w ih its spec il feauires and functions that ohermass-tort settlan ent systen s lack, has

been introduced by many countries and regions into their civil procedural bws and w ith it same other countries are

settlng practical problams Snce the provisions concem ng class actbn n China’ s existng cwilprocedural law have

obvious defects model action should be introduce into our fuure civil procedural bw so thatmass disputes may be

wellsobed and judicial demands in the new situaton be met

In consderation of the unique features of model ac-

ton the relatbnship and ham on izatbn bew een it and representative action shou  be cared about so as hemerits of

the wo can fully appreciated.
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