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=ABSTRACT=

Nowadays it is important for us to resolute medical disputes. Because a high 

incidence of medical accidents may be brought about according to many chan-

ces of treatment in the operation of health insurance and increasing concern of 

patient health. Patients and medical doctors have plenty of difficulty in un-

comfortable treatment circumstances of a high incidence of medical accidents. 

It is especially desirable that our society should prevent medical accidents and 

resolute speedy, fairly and rationally the happened medical disputes. Many leg-

islations were suggested to resolute medical dispute. But legal issue points 

stress only speedy medical dispute resolution procedure and don't compromise 

fair and professional procedure. Accordingly these legal arguing points had not 

been accepted by the National Assembly and people. If the speedy resolution 

of medical dispute was demanded to solve unsafe treatment circumstances, it is 

necessitated that the legislation containing legal issue points to procedure is 

enacted. Of course the interest of patients and doctors to legal issue points 

must be balanced. Because an arguing points to the reversal of proof burden is 

consisted of the entity judgement in connection with setting the basis of reso-

lution of medical dispute, the legislation to these is checked carefully.
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