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Distribution of proof liability n un justified benefits case

M N Lei
(School of Cwil Canm ercial and Econan ic Law, China Un wersity of

Political Science and Law, Beijing 100088 Chna)

Abstract There arem any negative facts nvolved n the case of un ustified benefits which are dis-
tnctive features in canparison w ith other cases In the cases of un justified benefits the burden of proof
shoul be specified in tems of different types and even n every legal requiranent In the current legis
lative systeam of Ching the chmant or applicant who brings the case has the burden to prove that his or
her clam is a good ong but sametmes does nothave to cling to the prnciple n tem s of the particu lars
An exanple of the latter is when sane negatve facts are proved the udge often makes a different distrr
bution of the burden of proof in those cases Thereforg it is necessary to seek theoretical statements to
make it clear

Key words unjustifed benefif burden of pwof negative fact legal requirement

(3% 86 )

G an e analysis on nstitutional difference and
regional econam ic disparity

ZHANG P ing
( School of E conam ics Fudan U niversity Shanghai 200433 China)

Abstract This paper analyzes the cause of regbnal econany d sparity problen n tems of nstitr
tbnal difference In he gane between the central and localgovernment because of the difference of corr
ditons of mitnl stage the central government makes different policies and arranges mstitutbnal nnov-
ation of local govemments and local govemments would also adopt different equilibrim strategies
Therefore the difference of mstitutional change has been fomed Consequently the mstiutbnal differ
ence anong the areas has produced Therefore the nstiitbnal differences anong the areasw ill exert an
enomous inflience on the econan ic perfomance of every area and expand disparity of regional econany

Key words econam ic perfomance regional disparity, nstitutonal differencg game of lin ited

strategy
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