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THE JURIST

trial custody system fundamentally, separate arrest from custody, make arrest as the preceding procedure
of custody and set an independent review procedure of custody. On the basis of the principles such as ju-
dicial authorization, judicial review, judicial remedy and proportion principle, we could improve the pre
trial custody system with the measures as follows: maintain the Procuratorate as the examination body,
improve the review procedure, define the period, enhance the remedy procedure and diversify the alter
native measures of custody.

Keywords Pretrial Custody; Arrest; Alternative M easures of Custody

Bian Jianlin, Ph. D. in Law, Professor of School of Procedural law, China University of Political

Science and Law.
Criminal Trial Procedure: Its Magjor Reform and Its Expansion WANG Jiancheng* 89

A series of major reform are undertaken by the new amendment of criminal procedure law. Among
them, the recovery of the dossier deportation system, the establishment of pretrial conference, the
strengthening of the system of witness appearing in court to testify, the relative independence of sentene-
ing trial, the extension of summary procedure, the strengthening of trial level function of second in
stance, and the standardization of judicial review of death penalty procedure are the focus of the revision
and should be paid more attention to.

Keywords Criminal Procedure Law; Trial Procedure; Pretrial Conference; Witness Appearing in
Court

Wang Jiancheng, Ph. D. in Law, Professor of Peking University Law School.

China’ s Criminal Evidence Law is Changing: An Analysis on Its Latest Amendments
WAN G Minyuan®99°

Procedure law plays positive role in improving China’s criminal evidence law. Still, some problems
are left to be further improved through legal practice. For the purpose of having a more civilized and noe-
mative criminal evidence law, the provisions of the criminal evidence in the amendment shall be further
improved through judicial interpretation, so that the central of the criminal evidence system can be trans-
formed from putting emphasis on the convenience of execution of powers to valuing the protection of
rights, from emphasizing the form of the evidence to valuing rules of evidence, from emphasizing the de-
sign of detailed proof standards to valuing procedure rules to realizing the goal of proof.

Keywords Criminal Procedure Law; Evidence System; Evidence Rules

Wang Minyuan, Researcher at the CASS Institute of Law, Adjunct Professor of Hunan University Law School.
Review and Prospect on Criminal Def ense System in China GU Yongzhong*110°

After brought into the legislation plans by National People’ s Congress for ten years, the new “ Crinr+

inal Procedural Law” is issued finally. T he amended “ Criminal Procedural Law” made great progress on
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