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Abstract : With regard to the bases of the principle of adversary hearing, there are various vieapoints such as
esence theory , means theory , theory of the prevention of unexpected surprise, procedural sffeguard theory , plu-
raliam theory , theory of the subject of finding law , theory of finding truth cooperatively , and $ on. These theo-
ries demondrate the necessty of carrying out principle of adversary hearing from different pointsof view. The arti-
cle stsforth that there are subgantive bases and procedural bases for the principle of adversary hearing because
contemporary civil procedures have subgantive values and procedura values, and civil litigation is actually the
field where civil procedure law and civil lav perform functions together.

Key words: principle of adversary hearing , bads, subgantive law , procedural lav




