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Abstract: The administrative litigation of universities has incorporated the behaviors of
universities into the scope of administrative act through legal norms and authorized clauses. In
the meanwhile university regulations are categorized into “intervening regulations ” and
“autonomous regulations 7. Tian Yong case and other judgments considered the two
alternatives  thereby establishing the so-called bifurcated judicial review system. In
comparison Wu Huayu case as a milestone holds that autonomous regulations should be
affiliated to intervening regulations thus proposing the unified system. The subsequent
guiding cases surprisingly established theoretical bases for both. The conflictive cases have
thereby

forcing the judiciary to selfrestrain the scope of judicial review which contradicts the

strengthened the idea to treat university regulations closer to administrative power

direction of university reforms. Consequently a possible solution is proposed to reconsider the
starting point of legal interpretation within the context of the procedural law and find an

institutional path to get out of the predicament.
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