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Analysis of the Value of Judicial Reform “Shanghai Program”
Ji Xiang-de Deng Chao
( Institute of Law Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100720)

[Abstract]In the critical period of current reform the core of the judicial reform is to improve the credibility of

hai program” it also need meticulous argumentation and prudent implementation.

[Key words Jjudicial reform; Shanghai program; analysis of the value

judiciary and to establish the authority of judiciary. The practice of three rounds of judicial reform has proved that ju—
dicial administration and judicial localization are two disorder factors affecting judicial independence and justice. Ac—
cording to the general theory of law and following the basic rule of law how to make the construction of the judicial
system and mechanisms with Chinese characteristics to solve China’ s problems is the key to the central topdevel de—
sign and local exploration practice. “Shanghai program” is a pioneer in this round of judicial reform. The “post”
system accountability system and staff finance and others unified management system highlight top-evel designing

pioneering leading values of the judicial reform. Meanwhile in the specific design and practice system of “Shang-



