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Discussion on the Public Interest Litigation of
Women's Rights and Interests in China

DAI Rui—jun

(Institute o f International Law , Chinese Academy of Social Sciences, Beijing 100720, China)

[Abstract] There are sufficient theoretical, institutional and practical foundations for incorporating
women’s rights and interests into public interests. All issues of women's rights that can be included in the
public interest are closely related to gender —based discrimination against women. As long as such be-
haviors are rooted in gender inequality and constitute gender— based discrimination against women, they
may become the object of public interest litigation. The systemic, stubborn, universality of the violation
of women’s rights and interests, the inefficiency and weakening of women’s rights and interests legisla-
tion, the insufficient supply of the rights protection system, and the ineffectiveness and limitation of
personal relief make it necessary and urgent to include women’s rights and interests in public interest liti-
gation. In recent years, public interest litigation authorized by law has accumulated rich practical experi-
ence, built a basic institutional reserve, and laid a good foundation for the development of public interest
litigation for women's rights and interests. Taking the revision of the Law on the Protection of Women’s
Rights and Interests as an opportunity, public interest litigation system for women's rights and interests
is about to be confirmed by law in China. In the future, it is recommended to explicitly include domestic
violence in the scope of accepting cases, and to grant social organizations that protect women’s rights and
interests the qualifications of public interest plaintiff, at the same time, the demonstration significance
and long—term impact of relief should be highlighted in order to better realize the purpose and original
intention of public interest litigation.

[Key words] Women's Rights; Public Interest Litigation; Gender Equality; Discrimination against
Women; Judicial Remedies
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