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Abstract : The separation of snple cases from conplicated cases and of summary procedures from com-
plicated procedures is aimed at mitigating , through rational norms, the acute corflict between judicia
repurces and judicia needs 9 as gve different levelsof procedurd guarantee to different typesdf cases
and make it possble to uphold judice in the ordinary civil procedure. The theoretical bass and value
orientetion of various types of“ summary procedure” can not be defined merely as the” baancing be
tween judice and dficiency” . Nor can“ dficiency” be caculated according to gandards such as the
time limit of trid or the rate of settled cases; the sacrifice” to certain extent of judicia fairness by the
summary procedure is by no means imposed upon the parties, unilaterd , irrationa or without conmpen-
sation. On the contrary , in a society with plurdigic values, rationa design and gppropriate use of sunt
mary procedure can uphold judice by meeting different needs of parties.

63



