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This research is conducted in the area of substantive law and procedural law. In
the area of substantive law, this study found that the High Court of Australia denied the Loss-of-Chance
doctrine in the judgment ruled in 2010. Comparing it with the doctrine of “ Significant Possibility”
(Soto Teido no Kanosei) and “ Right of Expectation” (Kitaiken) adopted or referred by the Japanese
Supreme Court gives valuable suggestions.

In the area of procedural law, Australian courts adopt the method called “ Concurrent Evidence” which
examines multiple experts simultaneously in the courtroom. Tokyo District Court Medical Case Division
uses the method called “ Conference Evaluation” (Conference Kantei), which is partly similar to

* Concurrent Evidence” . Both method aim for same purpose making it easy for judges to understand cases
and decide better.
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