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37

Abgtract : The Civil Procedure Law currently in effect has a problem because the standard of the require-
ments to commence an action is too strict. The esence of this problem is that the substantive require-
ments of judgment has been treated the requirements to commence an action. This article believes that
the system of complaint should be revised , the requirements to commence an action should be separated
from the substantive requirementsof judgment and the tria of the substantive requirementsof judgment
should pardlel the tria of the essentia issuesto make the dud - trial structure. During revisng the sys
tem of complaint , theindde structure of the court should be adjusted. Thisarticle suggeststhat the reg-
ister divison should be cancelled and the principle of the register process being separated from the tria
process should be abandoned.

Key words: requirements to commence an action; substantive requirementsof judgment
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