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[Abstract] In theUS, workers campensation statutes cover only injuries occurring during the course
of eanployment The provisionson the detemination of industrial injuries in Chinese Regulationson Industrial
Injuries Insurance are defective and should be revised by taking reference of the relevant ideas and cases in the
U. S In addition, the Chinese administrative agencies and courts should properly handle cases inwlving inju-
ries that have tenuous relationship with the enployment by taking the doctrinesinU. S case lav as reference
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