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Abstract : Snce the end of Qing dynasty , we China have tried to congruct the court ingitution in nodern sense,
yet up to now it doesn’ t work well. An inportant reason for the failure is that we fail to deal with the reation
between the professondization of judges and the denocratization of judicatory. Generally speaking , the congruc-
tion of judicatory has noved along the path of professonalization of judicatory dnce the Cultural Revolution. How-
ever , without the cooperation of the congruction of denocratization of judicatory , the professonalization of judicar
tory didn’ t come into being, rather , it has brought bureaucracy heavily. To @lve it , we should condruct the
denocratization of judicatory. The conjunct point of the profesdonalization of judges and the democratization of
judicatory is the jury sygem. Jury sysemis not only a judicial sysem, but d 9 a political sysem.

Key wor ds: professondlization , denocratization , judicatory
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