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Abstract. The choice of models of the civil public interests litigation depends on legal tradition
and judicial policy in one country. Introduction of a new model offers a chance creating a brand—
new type of civil litigation. So far in China, the representative action has been of limited utility and
introducing the American style class action is out of possibility in short term, when it comes to the
civil public interests litigation, public suit should be the major type with the test case,
Verbanksklage and citizen suit as the supplementary ones. The conclusion is as followed: building
up the test case mechanism; enlarging the scope of the civil public suit and Verbanksklage;

introducing the citizen suit.
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