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The Dilemma andBreakthrough of Civil Action Brought by Consumers
against Monopolization in China

Tan Jinke Yang shuqging

Abstract: It is no doubt that the civil action brought by consumers against monopolization plays an important
role in current China. Although the Anti-trust Law has laid a solid foundation for the civil action, it still en-
counters various difficulties in practice, for China has been putting too much emphasis on the government’
force for a long time. Moreover, the regulations about the consumers’ plaintiff qualifications in civil action,
the system of damage compensation and the procedures of implementation are not reasonable. To breakthrough
the dilemma of civil action, it is necessary to coordinate related legal system, relying on series of innovations
and improvements such as making plaintiff qualification clearer, improving the regulations of the burden of
proof, arranging the court costs properly, developing the damage compensation system, and establishing im-
plement assistance mechanism.

Key words: anti-monopolization; consumer; civil action

96



