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LUO Guan-nan

Abstract: The public contract in Italy and the administrative agreement in China have a great
overlap in meaning, and both of them have the dual nature of public and private law. In terms of
the public contract dispute settlement, Italy adapthe characteristics tfie integration of public
and private laws in the public contract througé thversified dispute settlement methods such as
reconciliation, good-natured agreemegrbitration and administrative litigation. The double-track
system of administrative litigation in settling the puldantract dispute, the bidirectional nature of
litigation, and the constraint of the Constitution guarantee the maximum protection of the interest
of both parties in the settlement of public cant dispute. It alschas a certai reference
significance to the improvement of current administrative agreement dispute settlement system in
China.

Keywords: Public Contract; Dispute Settlement; Italy; Diversification; Interest Protection
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