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Abstract :On the base of the asorting of the hearing cases in Shanghai Gty by June 2000, the paper ,
by the way of rdevancy frame of the’ prerequidte - dfect’ , andyses the clams of each participants of
the hearing procedure and the inditutional gpace and method for the acceptance of these claims. The
paoer protegs, asde from the expected traditiond lega functionsof prodf of the legdlity and the main-
tenance of right , the hearing sygem, at leas infact , a9 bears the function of digpute sttlement. In
the final o the paper , the author sums up the possble gaces for the performance of the functions of
the hearing sygem.
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