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Research on the Link-up between Administrative Reconsideration and Administrative Litigation
YANG Hong
(Law School s Gansu Institute of Politics and Law, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract; The link-up between administrative reconsideration and administrative litigation is not only an outcome of the two sys-
tems’ development, but also claims universality, which has formed some common features. In China, divergence of administrative
reconsideration and administrative litigation is manifested in different forms whose major causes are the location of internal over-
sight, the reinforcement of independent realization, the influence of administrative system, and the needs of resolving administra-
tive disputes. The paper proposes highlighting the characteristics of administrative reconsideration, and establishing the final ruling
principle of justice.

Key words: administrative reconsideration; administrative litigation; systemic link-up

Trust Repair and Innovation of Administrative Litigation System

from the Psychological Perspective
ZHANG Zhiyu', WANG Xuehui®
(1. School of Law and Politics s Nanjing University of Technology, Nanjing 211816, China;

2. School of Administrative Law , Southwest University of Political Science and Law, Chongqing 401120, China)
Abstract: The core function of the administrative litigation is to repair the mutual cooperative relationship between the administrative
organs and the administrative relative persons. To repair agent cooperative relationship requires both rights relief and trust repair.
Trust repair is mainly realized via simultaneous cognitive intervention and emotional intervention. The main method of cognitive in-
tervention is the intervention of attribution, therefore, in the administrative litigation, administrative subject and administrative
personnel can be viewed as joint defendants, so that the negative cognition of the people can be attributed to the administrative per-
sonnel violating the law and discipline. which sets up a “firewall” for government organization’ s credibility, and minimizes the
consequences of trust erosion. The key of emotional intervention is to reduce the negative emotional strength, and apology is an ef-
fective method. Therefore, it is suggested to add apology in the administrative litigation judgment as a kind of auxiliary decision so
as to reduce the negative emotional level of the victims and to lay the foundation for the restoration of trust.

Key words: harmonious administrative law; relationship between the government and the people; trust repair; cognitive intervention;

emotional intervention



