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_,Z_/\]-g} 17% Z]-]—,—, O I ‘4 7ﬂ7<-17]]5(] X4xl___ ZEO]._W_ 4 Q3) 7&]0 7(114 Z}‘Z
of 739l AEE & 4 glom, HE A 2Addte 8% Aelde 7
3L Qlok v ARG S ARt AMEE %X‘Olq AXH FAREA S F
A ARl AL Fador ok olel g mEHe] 24 o]jA)]
TZl(contemporaneous objection rule)-2 & HF2)o| A F-EER| ol 3lch AALA
o s oY olF FAH FEFE YA AL BeFort F4lo]
oA AEEoe] mgso] SHYEIT ejd HpFols W HAR| whel Welol
AlRlof] thgt g-gA2 vldtof gt APARE A W wivk 2Rt 4‘3]7F Ak
A5 50 1532 7=y e A4 FHa FAEHS S8k AN
th 2|29 EHAQl FAPHALS 1787 2 AEg o} FHH(Allgemeines Gesetz iiber
Verbrechen und derselben Bestrafung)@} 1791/94d ZZojAl vl ZEH
(Allgemeines Landrecht fiir die PreuBischen Staaten)o|th37) A]9] o]dfl= &
o Aol PAaFHL Al0l9lT. Tl ARE GApe] AR Rl o] A}

(parlement)¥} 3} FAZ=Eo] TAI5H= 1% Y(cours souveraines ou supérieures) O 2 A ET)
UIARY AR 5 °"i'}7‘  AFe asHde] Y, A A, b T HaH ol

AAKEE TAIA 2 %-8— cudd g YW, 37, deiits, Ay 18 5o Vlss 7Rt
FAE 1447158 whdd 44917 o l 5] HEES T2 vjdvF ez A=
ok, o] 2 23| E“;lﬂ ag o] 83 HEE 7&—9} Fo45-97E AAAQ] ARSI EAIZE H AT
Zep2o] IFHYL 1790 At = % 1 olF AL R RE SHE A=
FHARE os) ¢ Lﬁ‘r. gl 2olle o)A, ?ﬂlzﬂ A7l EHAe] A 98, 47‘*
Zds FAA S AETFRe} AL, AT ST 2009, 69-104. ¥hH 3= ARk} =
(Edmund Burke 1929-1797):= 19 2 Zgf> &wdof thgt A& (olels &7), g4 2017, 322
ofatollA] 5 Al wiEA FAe ] 5HAES FAE] Sl dHolrhs AHE gtk
36) Rumfelt v. State, 947 S0.2d.997(Miss.Ct.App.2006): “The contemporaneous objection rule
means that the objection must be interposed at the time of the alleged error so that the trial

1n F-lﬂﬁ

court may be given an opportunity to rule. Timely objections, followed by appropriate and
timely motions, are necessary to preserve such points on appeal.”

37) 17409 5918 Z2olle] xelsels] 24 @) Helo] 2ojal w7h Jjuke vidgch e
ABH 2F2A AejA ofnle] BAZHE AEd Ao stk a0 AR Zese)s
WAE 24 12 olo] 179163 1794 Uk FEME A o] WELS WAPE FHol
¥ 71z DRIt F7ke] Aol thek BALIT Sl AR ol dA ek

el
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gakshA| S7kek e olejo] $Ea uf F7he] o]ojo] BjgElolo} T W
QIck. S7tok Algle] Aol ol Q14 Wk Srf A o] A=A
18109 UEe| 8] o) SAE TR Fula GARagEe ToE Aure 4
o] AFH AL AT B FALSYS T A3 W)
2208, HAAE 5 RART 2hd FuRdl v e wEY BAS
bol S7b o) gAPARE Adatct Mol BT AR that A%
(AT FABS 1S gk ugt Awed S Urkd) 2d
o i FALEN BAS AR AR Wi WA Holdth 1
NS ue] AR HoR B AuRe Adtdelth Ut A4S
A W) B A gfat A wu gael dhe ®eld Hed 4 @l
R4 nh ARE o R EAshe MAALS A5S Bl WAUE AUNY 23
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38) Fridrich-Chritian Schroeder, Strafprozessrecht, 4.Aufl., C.H.Beck 2007, 4.
39) AI75z el whatd(A|74ze] deje} o F-o] FFoleld aTd wate]) Ivie ARile] delet
ole)s FFAIE 98] At £3)|S 7<rsf|oF dtt.(Dagegen ist der Staat denjenigen, welcher
seine besondern Rechte und Vortheile dem Wohle des gemeinen Wesens aufzuopfern gendthigt
wird, zu entschidigern gehalten) ©]2{3}F AP-e- 1689\ d=r2] Az]4A(Bill of Right)y} S33e
t}. o] ERRe WelEHe] Aig ARl dels $ogRE ok Aol ofye} I o] [N
EABR= AYS AWstltks nrt qivk ZAASE Ae o<, Hegwd) 9l aea
32 GatslA, @=AT A158(2006), FTAFEES], 195-223.

40) Déclaration des droits de 'homme et du citoyen(217F} AlRlof] #3l A 17 89L4 8 26

grgg F=g 7 F8 L5} AFgsta, 1793%3 i AFEAE. 1793 k2 oJ3) 5 FHat
A Zort, 19483 AlA Q@A 2 FE=HA

41) AL, AU AR, T A1333(88/10), 11.; HFE, AkaFolA Hake] A9)s}k 9.
298, T2E 9 FHEY AT dste], FAA AT A13A A45(2002), 127-155,
E3] 133 o|3}.

42) vro] Asfolrt. olols wiF /ol gs e ol Y, BAREH, SEAF 2015, 3; QHdx, A
el FARREH, 9FgAE 2009, 1 )8k 2 T2 EHf’L Hol2A A tstele £971,
YAaSH, 1 Ex1A9] 24 gk o]3)], A2E]2~ A 1005(2007), 255-271.

43) F.-C.Schroeder, 9]¢] A, 5.

44) Stock, Das Ziel des Strafverfahrens, Mezger-FS 1954, 429; W34, 99| &, 134.
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He FHeld YT AU
WA 2AS BASH: Z15E 75 ek 2hE HuFel FAkad
Me FRH0E A5 BoE §A5H: 5P Aol I = Fuko] of
Ueh Wakadel 1A Auke okt

o Aol melol FAWE FHolA] Aguit S5 ohch 59
735 7 (Beweisverbote) MO FAkad BAE AF)- BADO ZAF

A elo] SARIARE AFste] FIAANM FA BA 5 AA b
AGHE. WAL YARLE AAS BB A} SHe T} gk Fade] FAFA
FHSS Welo] FEHOR Saplae] 9N FASK: Stolth T4 A5 TF
She Aao] SAlSlel thal SAAZAS F3) BAIG 4 QA Ak T Fa
8-S FHAGARANN U 27 5 AR o7lolls T $A FEat 34
o FA 2AEH) BAZE P, FRAGNAE Hek EBHOR F7] ALG

A7} A-8=h48) Z=AA7)(4=7) = A (Beweiserhebungsverbote)49) gt A% A=

45) ot AAAFAE, FAkeEY 2o distold, HEAF 1998.

46) Emst Beling, Die Beweisverbote als Grenzen der Wahrheitsforschung im Strafprozess,
Sonderausgabe, Bd. 249, Strafrechtliche Abhandlungen, Libelli 1903; Rolf Hannrich(Hrsg.),
Karlsruher Kommentar, Strafprozessordnung, 7. Aufl.,, C.H.Beck 2013, Einleitung, Rn. 53 5=
Rn. 232 ©]3}, Rn.384 ©]3}.; 2=, = ZFAFAE] o|&F -z gt 211, FAAAAT |13
A A45(2002), 47-68S = Z=AFA| o) et 2T)E sla gtk Tt o] 22 n|e] ZAHE
2 FHoR 59 37 4L TR Qi AT Ab Fzol v SR o] R,
ngEE, B FARAEL ol2o] ozt W FHE 2AR Ik o AL WA
FATAE BTN SATH] ofvrh. 23 wre 5ol SATARY B5 A

1249 Haol 29g wach, 0= SEFYSANATLL A FA IR BEe) oA
o o] wiolx| 1 gk lar 71&3th(59) 1 A SAFAE vl=e] SRS wiAY
AHt} Yasiths 22| o]8th AFTEY e Hite] SATAE Ak A3 Ws($
Hek S0 g Aol BAAZE o= glenR)o] A7Isiof HIZA A7t 2 Sle
Y Y 724 zole duHA et

47) Peter Riess, Gerichtliches Kontrolle des Ermittlungsverfahrens, Ellen Schliichter(Hrsg.),
Kriminalistik und Strafrecht, Verlag Schmidt-Rémhild 1995, 501 ©]3}.; U. Eisenberg, Beweisrecht
der stop. Spezialkommentar, 2.Aufl., C.H.Beck 1996, 147 o|3}.

48) K.Amelung, Informationsbeherrschungsrechte im Strafprozess, 1990; Mittag, Beweisverwert
ungsverbote im Strafprozess, JR 2005, 386; Roxin/Schiinemann, Strafverfahrensrecht, 29.Aufl.,
C.H.Beck, 2017, 24/30; Wolter, Zur Fernwirkung von Beweisverwertungsverbote, NStZ 1984,
276.

49) = FAkeEH A60z, A244x. 53] A160x A23- WA Sl B ojue}t FHA



ST S QRS SR Z9oILh) PR O R 2] = FA|(Beweisthemaverbote)
B AT E4T LS A UR BREnlolN S E AV 4 g
Btk ol E Sol AT Po| To] S A ol 5ol sjuyos

27 =3 AAS FA B 274 ZAEA](Beweismittelverbote)
% ZoRADoI} BulAS FEsto] 54 AHUE RIS AL FAlshe U8l
t}.53) mpr|uto g ZAAE-ZX](Beweisverwertungsverbote) = =2 FU 1R 02 o
=55 gpdoluf FHgALel] o3k SAL} o] A HES 9Nt
59 B S AgelA] Hal) s WHolcksh ZANERA
o g ek Qe WER PR 90| FeUr Ao

[¢]
Lol A SO KT ALHOR FUMe AT YO FHFTES) mZape)
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9
do
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21'4
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el thigk 2AL o 77 glom, A3Fe P F
Asz g,

50) Roxin/Schiinemann, $]2] 2, 168. & S0 =7F FAARE ol
718N BAshs 7IERAIE A 5§ witolth A AR 9] dHY 55
HE2| QA AAelM Az} 28 ou]i= BGHSt 14, 358: F2¢ls o8 Aol cl4dS
FEste] FAFA Hderhs HAe] A4.

51) BVerfGE 36, 174.

52) 54 FAAEY AS3R AR SAR

53) 5 FAAhSH Al160az.

54) BVerfGE 34, 238 ¥+l sl iz =271 & n} Sk, o]oll et =ol= st Allel

o3t /4T a2 A%, FAPEAT A123(1999), 25-46; S, AHFAZSAAEZ o

ARRIE, HIPAPE A7 A4 A|25(2002), 375-390; AFA), T FAHLRTH G =391

oo gl W9, A2E2 A115(2003), 379 olah; WEE, ARlo]l USRS SA] SA%E.

i s AR, JEARAH AT AY A15(1999), 77 ola}t. o] =ol= $HrH

719 ARIER AErh(F 45) 2ev 59 Al o] A2 A 5 T A298

Z(A AR012)E fukete] Folglo]l w538 SHSAE o] GAlg e AR 42 Zlo] &

H ARz A1 AR B RIS Alejgh Zotk Allel] ofgt B9 =HE Fzto] 24

o] AFS Ydl AFeshe AL A% “BUHe] AFE 9 9d”(unantastbarer Bereich privater

Lebensgestaltung)-S Zsfj3kcl= Adrgolc}. o]F BVerfGE 57, 182(202 o]dh)ollA thA] &elstn

At o] AL s LajA BRIl ARE Al 4 o]Q]ol] AL83H] fdtel= HESY] e

QFellxfnt 1= onlolrt. ARIS] FPFATE WEE WESolzkaL BY] oY1 339

o]ejo] F A= AR ARE F AUtk

229] AP A = (Dreistufentheorie) o] -85l 795 @ttt o] 0|22 Zafx g stolA]

Fefe AoR TuE vrel 4 @AR S72AL 9 AR FA8E ol2olth. o] o]&2 5Y

7189 A2z A1l ofgh 7|1EA Aghe APt HEd gtk A2 oA HER B
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T YA AP35 SAARHEAE st SATARPE S FaL AT
A336z Allgdel met =Rle] oAt AA] 3 Selshs 9 oflel= T <= qlrk
oM™ & wl HHFM SAMTF(ABTR) S HE vt ¢l
SANBEO R At WBO| 7| AelolA vw:a% e & L DR
A A3 Aol Eulsitt o] gAlhdH o)A =4 o|Z(Evidenztheorie)o
FE s =01 A AAl A2 SllM 2747HAI7P 2 5 iAo
Al AL FEtkes 2R SR F7HEAIE WEof she dARSES] SAHA
TN o]F HAUFH 0B = 0] FALYT ATAIR FEE 4 3l 017
A AL A7) EARIT: AT olA SARES ARt Al 7IE2 A
AT AAF HY GOl ] EE oojo] EARITRAL HehE W SA=
ARg(Verwertung)®d = Qlet9) ofof] whe} o] 2/ AR} th2 e HukEls Y
BT BAE GAfIA A 5= QU JHQlo] sl FSRE S Al 1
BA7E A o] ST Aol TAE o ok A 8 S Ay
Ao TJAHO0L Jfolo] HE(F FH A298% HlFo X, A AR0IZE

HlEe) B3l 9 g FA)S Splslel S FAE AP AES AL ZAEE

ﬁ

el

o

AN AR B DA A136za% AL o} AL O AUSA, AP
ANEE FAY FAPTA UE AR A AN W L] BUFATA) A2
o] Q1ziol kg 5+ gl AAEAS] FA)e] FAE Al Fololw B 583}
A op gk ofn] FAME olF 244 S(privilege) o2 AT,

56) A7e] WALEHOR BREE Zehao) 5o GAasHlE o2 Aol itk o
FHog =maks FAASH A309%: “Le président a la police de I'audience et la direction
des débats.” (R} tﬂ@%‘?—l’?ﬂ 9 2523 PS 7hxIk) “Il rejette tout ce qui tendrait a
compromettre leur dignité ou a les prolonger sans donner lieu d'espérer plus de certitude dans
les résultats.” (A2 —én 9 ety BEe A2s e =] HA oY gt AElE
A7 Gals] Bl STA) T utel Pid Aol o
72374 97 olglol YAl FATHG ASHA @ 5o vk

57) SPHSEHEAN ofeE A 22, SPEFUZANAEE, A} 2005,
58) BGHSt 24, 125. o] $2& g SEALL F]ejxo] tfa) Wee] Sdelr} G PAze] A
EH gk ol o]z °ﬂ o8] 19 F71] ASFAE FAC 19713 39 17%

A A-S Tl 94611 % glo] AFE AWEe] FEAS AR dAls FES SAF
Toz &k

59) Klaus Macht, Verwertungsverbote bei rechtswidriger Informationserlangung im Verwaltungs-
verfahren, Duncker & Humblot 1999, 31 ©|3}.

60) BVerfGE 34, 238



A o ARsnh FATE oleit 28] vl EEEAE gt
ARGl 1A ol AR Sk 2R 8] erom FA7H
Ei gl 2A7} Glojof BiheD e o o] 1980 trkA] gigich 1984
Police and Criminal Evidence Act(PACE) A|78 %0 FA3}%] &3t Z7of s HY
o AR} 4 QlThe TS ol A TAZ STk $pHSP 4T St
HREE a2 7017 mZell AFE 4= o) APEEH(privacy) HIE A3t
R

HeldFF AR AN s FEE = Uk

M. 243 Qoof|A| HHAlst £ 9= JXX okN

et PAARE O] AR 2069 0] A} rdlo]7] uof &

AHs BAIL Ghe7l? Tols uFolo] tiet AAQ) THwo0] ZAgoL,

61) R v. Payne 1963 1 All ER 8482 7i%lo] HalA] AFst o WES HAo] FAElA
ALAIZ AFAoTh ZHe Wg-o] Fell= R v. Effik, R v. Mitchell 1992 Crim LR 580; R v. Khan
1996 3 All ER 289 %

62) Hungerford-Welch, Criminal Litigation & Sentencing, 5th. ed., Cavendish Publishing 2000, 448
ola}.

63) =7, 9lo] A, 452, FAHF ZANA o] AAG Aehs H A/ AY, ARRle] AMEHAl F%
719 S71s8. FHA ZAA, 2gjal F8 /S FALE, 3T Al48H A45(2013),
3-362 SAANEEA 93 FLsit

64) FAATS] a4z Al6129] 2 WEARARE, A254% FAaAZIZ QA e 9] 24, #2692
FTAINY Frol, A266x FTAFRE] $d, A26622] 3 FAMNAIEA}, 26622 5 FaEuE
2}, A266z2] 13 FRFERVY FH] &), A275% A2d} A276x AALe} v]aigle] 24,
A|2852 WA A286z RFHE, A204z A1 GARRRS] Aol ofgh FAZAL A298E AT
WAL, A204z2] 2 71 o] F FALIA | Zbs), A|3022 HALe] o dzle, A303x2 W1
H1ele] A&z, #3102 2 AR o9, A318% FAHFS], #318x2] 2 BAZTA B3
FAkeE 13 Al8x A2% TR YEFAE £ Sl

65) Z@F 22TE Al612] 2 WY HEF HAANEAE, A295% FHBZAZAL, A2962
QAT A298% A28 FAAUBRTAE, A318% A1 TAF Y 2 ZAH=}
PAkag 12 A4z A8 ARE o g

ﬂF

66) A7, BAREH, WA} 1982, 18 olstel e Al Ttk AT meE WA}
P Folg 2ud GAdsel WA WY are APach oles Age] EY Ae
ShUA U 71 olslsha Qe wiFoht A AlETelR F o We ofsizh Bastch
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o i SRS A% RUS 90 WSO 718 BA0R AR 2
Pk 24 FRE FYZHOE Felo] Frha W] of ke Ak} A Ak
AFoleh AUTE AR Gobtal Uk F P2 BE J|E R F71gu

2 ARshs ZoIAT), Tt 2] 82 9Ist AAleh gk 52l T2 o)
o Wgol gick

Al AT 9 FATO0IT WAt ARl Wee] 25 5
She Pk 387] ] 44 Tl 27O e AAER
Algkaolck. uhwlo] HUFe] 2o AN Y S AL B

spolsh Ak BUHOE AUFO PApag BRI AAH AL

rf: )
5
A

vl HZ SAEL T WAE AR vlwakal Qlvy. a7 QAR e} AAFoE A
ojdeg ek thdol OME‘rE A2 g/ oPdEASE oY, o] A, 30 ol

67) wigth/old=/Ped o, $19 A, 31: “AaF Tz A wet o T2 E Hslok
A7 olml Aae el 25Tzl B4 9] Wil QHEolo} Atk FAES ol
AwH o)) tolet.. AAFo 4 Q20)E BAAF)H grolE 0] BT WA
Aol F1ofahe W] He A Holol gick

68) 53], 91| 4, 25 oJ3}. ; Albin Eser(&=l4 o), @AMAEe] of HuFe]. HHe) 2d7rE
Fo}r], FALAAAT A267 A4E(2015), 33-57. AT W= 20110 HAG TP Fajass
HEHAA oleld Ee) AN ot ZFaE ATE Adsl YA2A, FAsel 5
R R R LD ER L EEEEE REARE EOREREES
ApFe) 2A4¢ T2 AT k. (F. A5 theilE AT Solw, FHel theld
= He] Zoleh. 223 o At 7}, 19417] Zubol AFe] So|9lm, 19417] Fub
ololls AATe] Solglow], 23 th ol thil AAFe] Soliekeka AL 9ok,
o] 237} EfgRAE mEA. ek, Zes GAasY SRS ade] Vi T2E HalFo)
(accusatoire)2} (Z-th2]) TFE2l(inquisitioire) = 7831}, Claire Sourzat, Droit pénal général
et procédure pénale, 2¢ édition, larcier 2016, 184. T} ZFA3F AL Jean-Claude Soyer, Droit
Pénal et procédure pénale, 19e édition, L.G.D.J. 2006, 24 o]} & 345 o|3}.

69) LaFave/Israel/King/Kerr, 9]¢] 2, § 1.6; Kiihne, Strafprozessrecht. Eine Systematische
Darstellung des deutschen und européischen Strafverfahrensrechts, 7. Aufl., C.F.Miiller 2007,

I olsh. SAAFe] Aboleha Melol FEVLE BAISA Eal AL ofrh. v 2 AeA
Q B4o] T wolt}.

0 AL, PESiA T4 B STl G kol W AGWZ00,10
olah ARG Bl vle-S BRoIN Al WiHate Bl B4 39 AL wE
t‘fh:} g JAE, —'—J]rv Mool APAE, oAy Ao #3667 (2007), 18-37. 53] 210]6‘]—
£ ol gig WE Sule APES slstels BREA Bt Abel Holol @tk @tk
Albin Eser(&=n%; o)), 91e] 2, 402 2k Aulsh AAEAY At AU 2 #2S

ol o] Fasftn aut.
71 AAAE DA gk JEEE FIe WE, Frragelre AN, AEEEAE 1999;
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9] SAbfgol AgHaola, AATLoIAE GAAe] T v ko] gt
BAGl] WAL SALZ T 5 ok PAIFAoIAE A 257} QWEE A
ol917] WRo] AR 715 GHTAYL. T2l SAat] et AR gie W

off Ao Welo] SAE A PEICE WAL BE Bl AT 4 Yk

Teha AUl WA kel A AT ARkl WY $41E w2

otk o] A9 72 Ak Wee] Fol2yk Bukd $A7RsSR S

4T 7| 4BFETE SRR e HFhE W ol g FAolA] AbHE U

2 9jIsta Q7] whzelch) o] BAL gAkasd A FAClE A=) o

§E ] Qo] Fold S0l AdTAY AN G thh HAAHOR of3
o

ot =k’ o] EriadAel s FaE sk E e ¢holsH

109 slo s 3, A AEAL Yike) Sl BYeT A A2
(2014), 161-192.; A2 z120 SATAY d3kE AP Amolder
ke PRe REYRAR, 27 A ARE A AzAe 254 R B0, 87
AP A AT Y 2005, 48.
A 2 T B AAA A A glok B4 T AFdA T Adio]
W A8H AL ohtk. ol2id olsl Ue) A5 Wl Bsi). Y%l 2 1w
wele B8 FEe 1547 FmA vhidgelehs 4% Aealel Azle FetEgica & &
oh @aHom Sl WA 0 SAl Ao eld 1S} Ak 9
omw WAL eTEE B e ol
73) 5o FAkaS 153k A 1534 Al FlaigTelol tig o) sk xel
oheh. Arla ol whel o] Aelo] girkn W v AAks M) Fel2 2lo] Awelz
S FAY 5 Qs Aol IRlE Breka 59 SR of 23] nFA R
A AR 75& 2k8lA Itk H]9-S 3t} Altenhain/Hagemeier/Heimerl/Stammen/, Die
Praxis der Absprachen im Wirtstrafverfahren, Baden-Baden 2007; Beulke/Satzger, Der
fehlgeschlagene Deal und seine prozessualen Folgen, JuS 1997, 1072-1080; Beulke/Sabine, Zur
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Verletzung des Fair-trial-Grundsatzes bei Absprachen im Strafprozess, JZ 2005, 67-75.

74) AT 2004 9367 20128001562 AH O R VA e|FelE YFlo] ofdghar gt Hd
Holghks F42 Aslks, felvet 71aAze] AR gk . 2N o] B elA, 183
7J(2014/8), 49-71.; AT, 714He]Foe] 88Al, AAl=F AN10E AN15(1994), 264 <]}
1€, o] 7\afolsh MABIAE, IPHst A295(2000), 180 ¥rl, HAte] 7)2A
o &3t AT, IFIAAATY 1993, 62; #Hd7], 714-A T2, AAguF I E=wA,
1993, 898 o3} %

75) 19544 19 99 YARLS Zotol that B9 £715ol4 Aol AUa w4 “mEABR
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ot Ao melth

B} ERHE 7} Beo] 20 THALS ARNZY] el waE 4 ik uhilel
QU T FEA PARFOIeL ARl S ke A uFe] Bl g
Papad Al A0l oFgo] W glrk o5 AR PR ST Ak
dfe AP B4 B7Rs A, Tela FATHAS) ofEthe BAEY EomEel

i

27 Hofet 4 Qi UL 7129} Bk ZHo] HolS T Wolul 20 WHUEL
w2 AQakk viElel AUF)H AbAlmel N WAL A AL SR

TAD, BAHOE ATl S SAS ESIAL Fao] AW AW A
AAE AN 5

VWVIG) A4 %

Ith(=4Y) = P XA H(Verwaltungsverfassungsgesetz,

L o) By 2ARISIE RSl 27 ol pamoR

IF-{

el BILAEE SIS Al 2 7R D5 ol 25ydos dofs
Aol FRE AP B.(FR)..0 A% el ARe
AR QERT Ea Felolel Qb mft .ol 4
JE A5AEY AR stolm ned 713 H 2 Foy vkl o ARl 3ol
Falelt 34Rlo] 71&H71E AS3] ke AR &3 Hol I Aoy iyl 7kl
WA &7 Ob- AZAUFNAM o7 A2 4 glojopt 2 Aerzia siA A Aot
A gade A 4 AU sl & 212 vl Aes Hopx AP AR YolRREA]
AR 7L Sl RellA o A& surbd Rk AT EC] Hojx mug 2715
vebd Ayt aeix Agke] 28e ARTE ¢ Ul 294 2THYE S o7t ek
AZyE 7HAAl | APUTE” AARA] A2 G AR Aleele] wleftt. “of e disixE
oA AETE AMR |F=A7] v 7Rl Fel d2s MRStk slFUt. F glew
HEEA] 7)27) Eoal sk 21 QIR el BhA] U A
A% F& AYUt(F)..olAe] oF8d A Lo & gi=
AETAE AAAMeEA AN T F5 & YUtE” o] £715 wt=d A Yl
Folgk AR oPlrES 7R Stk vk 7P e sl i AR Ed A
wh2th. o] Aol theixl 7h oA Ztellthr) 7S Rt b Abde ARHenE
FAPE] o|(HelRE v yhell® Wol . a3 ok Hedl 2 o2 el 7
ol Aol wWol Sl 1] o] BEs8la AP BEEaiA £ AUt o) 51%—3 i
=YYk 2l AA, Ak AN AR, FEPAPgA AT 2009, 140-14

76) 9= Rdle HAWH S Ql(Barrister)d S5t 2]¢l(Solicitor)S TE3}17] wE-ol] A& & ‘j\‘ﬂﬁl‘ﬂ
Skl TS fgtele HeE S WAWES Addsor ot

77) Gunnar Duttge, Zur Bestimmtheit der Handlungsunwerts von Fahrldssigkeitsdelikten, Mohr
Siebeck 2000, 376.; BVerwGE 11, 106, 108; 19, 284, 287/288; 23, 237, 238; 27, 295, 299;
35, 334, 343; BVerwG DOV 1974, 562, 564; 1978, 405/406(34 A w4 ¥4 A el= Duttge
o] F 134)
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Tel3 9] WAk BRI S AEHER) A} Gl S BAlolch B4
PR axfollis FARES] tas aFez o Zd7tel disl duEAE
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AAske FHEAE = o] A EASkE olie Akl BofsHA| g2 o]
718700 e A AALE @ 5 QRS 1S gu)t ek B3] gARRe
apollA] Zasiek ook 2ol WAle) A FAPE QPR Zapao] A9t 19734
HA o] 2H4AFA x| gerichtliche Untersuchung)S H| X512 dAfje] Azlef &gt 4=
APA)(Ermittlungsverfahren)o] tigh HAREATE gt Elof A Azke] 3
2A171E ol AR AARBE ] 913t Alroluk80) Alix(Privatklage) o] -9-fe F31d
A2 T A o] A E4) ch ofstel S2le] A% 19619 A
Moz gAre] Hghs dfE AolshuA frgrdsigie: ot 200749 7gez
£ AL AR nRARGIOL, of A3 ofF AR RN ofsfsh
sith. AuHon wele] BEAIS WA ohs Salel BaA7|7} AR5 1
FEAUA WA GAE A W AR A ARSA

82) A7t AAET} gl -2l 7B AlRle] A dE7E dARe] A
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78) 5 3ol HelFxe] A ke 7 FAKRichter, Amtstriger, Schiedsrichter) 5 AP 7]
Holrt. HArks 2HA ofy gt} ofel] yhate] WAFA o HArle TehEv= Asjzes Arst
A B AR efiel tiEk ofgrieh WelSE =de FAHCR, A3E A49d Ads
(2014), 221-254. 53] 229 ola}. I 2] FAREEUAH FAblAE 43 AR715E A
& A9 o WABe) FAZ TEND F Aok

79) HY FAAEH A199% olsle] FHNAl e At F7HAxHZwischenverfahren) = w714
hsg e

80) Entwurf eines Ersten Gesetzes zur Reform des Strafverfahrensrechts(1. StVRG), Drucksache
7/551. o] 7hAe] Fa ol W] FAEAE AREkaL, Al Sz APEERlE
fldatn], Aol thek o] AEds golatal, Facle] HAZM TS gstAl7| L, ZuHE] o
gk Aaks gEHoR odstal, %S A& Mt wiAAEE AN 383k AUk

81) olzdch W A266x2] 5 WA A26622] 16 FHEH A}

82) T FAREEY A40x-20l w2 HAks ARG tiaixlek 7| aFAE R Qv
ohk, ARl At e A 34Tt AFH R JiAIET AEH o 2= HALA 7145
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ghetol] AAOR OESHA H Aol AT ol BRI A 2 FFok
AP ol Bl S QIeks)
7Y DAL AL Nel T 24 o Aelskal Al ZHolA
215t At BAH SATFE et AusA) o PApRe) FEe
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83) olell et ATE+= 335, ARNAHA ] FAH 7R, ANHAE QS sk A}
25y A8 1Y HESS Talom, A Aol Al4617(2015), 107-131. Aol up=w 2014
W AR AFE 20,7200, ©f F43] F7FsEa okl g (113) gheds alps @Al
2FTEE AR AF3HEA AFAA e 25HANA A Ee R WSk, AFHT
WIALE B 21 AQkE) o] Aleke 19544 AF HE FAF 65) At =2 H= A
otk ohat 631 d7ke] AAR|Zbo] githe A EALE A FFo EAE hdstEd T4
AR TEEE Akd TP Fiste] Ao 7 AEAAS dAskL, A B SEAEAEE
%5 ")F*]'C Azo] BABE, Az Tt A BAE Y8 Hol iAol I TAaT R

e ke dpl(EhEAE dAskEte 3lo] o feldem Azsitt
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| gk Abei e

e 7 Agloleh. 275 Aesteld 3719 Yol
ol AR O oo} sk, w1 ARE 917 71 B vle] Fgslofof
29 7 ARl e e

2 Wee Wash BAE Z70 s AgeiAe)

& ek QA el ARA d
Qg3 AYY UIL FHAE oIHY FAGATHY FATAS FRT B
A or AgahE S4B SATAL BAZE BoRSHL 1 AB08xe) 29] 9

nlom 53] AEE Z7E FuolA th whke A AANTNE 5 ARt B

) 2T BHAR oldel W ZAFAEo] WA

ol Azl m}a} S ol = Sof Hakgo] ARk @A Hek
307z A1g = 7%ZHJ¥T49} AR08z AFAlETOlol A %

Ao ol Egzs—m Qe BREL W AB0TE Alge AT 5 %
Hom wu ANBEE WEel AR Sl Wit FE LA AgAc

o2 Sol APAISY WE AR WAL HAEAY W AHIQIAE o 2w 9]
o o] tARS BAA AR, WET W] T AL ZPAT AR
i AE ek el AEE 9] A YURA S 40

S4TI9 e A ool

FEAY FY ARSI S 71(F4 71 Strengbeweis 2} 2 571

84) ollgt AHe AEE, IFd AFALEH 11]934 2017, 382 F. 2} o] T2 EitolA
Asledsoe] 5o PakasHS 22 & 4 ¢glth. #u= Klaus Volk, Strafprozessrecht,

C.H.Beck 1999, 178; Putzke/Scheinfeld, Strafprozessrecht, 6.Aufl., C.H.Beck 2015, 158. Lx.2]
A% QA ST AR S0l dal Selel B9AY AEeE A0R Btk SUAHY
ZATH FHE 398 DA% FHow MsAN FHo e Fapuz dgel] e
oltt. sjgleby] EVIo(ZdA o), Y& FARREH, B 2012, 352 o3t

al IA2017), 9 ofal. o= T Sk Al 2k, TRt iEl/ol R/ A5 o), WA}
A, AR, FEAL 2016, 572 olsh= QAT 38 tlde FART APAML, ST A
B A, AUz, MEA 29 1F e 0 AR, AAwE 240A AN B3, Af2e
9 e B WA 3 AR, Qb A, 5 240 AR AWET) a0l 7k
AR WA BERA, Hates 2 A et dAS S A28 S tiide] "Avkal gtk
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Freibeweis) A& w2 A Atk I8y 5 wypa] A8oo] w2y o] RS
27173 (Beweisaufnahme)of] T3t Qlgkzolc). 912 % 4% gl 145 Al
ofat A% Wk, A% FAW T F5e] s
+ HE Sl FAE AUtk SAUGEY FAREH A48 WA AlT1=x)

Wde T AP 2ANEY FAREH AT22 UiA] A93=x), HE 21 4S5

(5 FAAEH AB6R), 24 2 AT DY ZAPAEYD BAaEY ARS1E

YA ARSTaz), 91 2AHEY FALEY ARME ARD), WAESOIA ] AL

A 24 (R MAEH AU4SE ofsh SolcksD) whwe] A5 FAT 91
AT FY AL Al WE(EIE BW B Pakagy ARz 33 Wel
oS3t YA} FA KT AT 71ES A wefsle] AYES AT WHY B
woll Slelshe A2 ojulateh

9219 B9 2 akkpo] Toldl FABY Y F 25AFNS FHoE
She ZATATFHL T8 Wold FAS Heshs SAFHOR TR Feig
LAt ek oIS So) W AI4TE A AI49ZE FeATt Zelo] T Al
£5] ZAAT A et FASAFAL AU ol AP} PO 4}
AN AR E WA BAIS ot AFSo} Gk Z WKL el RAle] WE
Qlo] FHAZIEA AR go] ohlet Wale] FEEE ARG ANE F
AN A AR BRIt Eolck of7|4 Eonteld B Wt of
2 So] 1 AIS0Z FUARY AFfAEO] B9 WU APYTN} ArH o

Td

o] FARACIME HAHos AdER 23k 4 9k
WAt om w AR07E Al A308% AT Z7 sk Bl glrk AB07

86) Hans-Heiner Kiihne, 9]¢] 2, 751 ©]3}.; Urs Kindhéuse, Strafprozessrecht, 2. Aufl., Nomos
2013, 228 o]3},; Roxm/Schunemann, $]e] A, 370 o]3}.; Schroeder, $]2] |, 162 o]3}.
87) Satzger/Schlukebier/Widmaier, StPO, Carl Heymanns Verlag 2014, § 244 Rn.12 o|3}. #-x&2
o} s Aelo] ke oA gl F9) s 7Y AR, AF, W HA 1F ARl Q17
37 ogelelan ek 5 FAag A2SIE A3 Qo) WS FEE T A% ol
ol welo] e GA ZARAG] el 241 Bavh Ak e AR2e F8el ool
tk.(Rn. 17)

88) Hinweispflicht 5== Aufklirungspflichtz}x F-2r, S FALaEH A1512%, #2002, #2643
WA AR66x Foll FAHSRE gt
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% AIF ZANRRL)E 22 olnjaly] Mrks we] xjelx weks vlAs)
= AQFHOIk) 19500 BARASHL nls 27N TFAE Q5 205 A7)
BARERO SEAIZTO 1] 2 Aol Al 8452 AR
| vl= g B2 Aud widAIE=ol: = g Aoz}
A7zl 114 D2 o= GaoMRA; AlEshA] ok WAL GAF & B vl A
TS AR G HEH AEollA wil AR FAR ] SRtEw, TIARSESS
F2 ApZ|AFdely BarF|(false prosecution) o] 79wt 1A =ECk Hx|F oz EAV}
UE FotdHEoM = HiHAI=S AlQlstar 7= Fok
Hiol| 2] @aeele] HUl YAy AIS2% AR 7|aMAFlel Helo] Agx]
HEFARAA 22HE FHOR Btk T A7 vide Aoz ARtk v
A HAAIET AU ARE AR S e
A = Aok fuEte] B FARREES FAS ol & HojFr|= itk
A PARE HofshA] ol wielo] Akt wlaiQl Ale SA=R ARE wfefste|ar
o Stk 53] AlZho] Qi AR o] olslEA] ghe wl PARFY] A HEe
E5oH = AR e] Ado] o=tk ERE ofjigt SR A S
Aoz o|gsle= AEolu A W2(=3]7h Hale] ot HApA|u7; Ay

ot SIE 10] 49 olelil S BATE 5 2l ALE Gk PAE
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89) 19823 771 4] FARRSH(, 416€ A30720] FAANRTIE FAMo] ohd A
B WA ARUEDE ZHSE A02 He) ol 90 SR Ha ANREE Wil
olsle] Ae AB08ES] A2 FHe] o gt PAaFUstl dAd 3
WAL, Yrix] adAale e S8 gl 74 o 4 4 rﬂow Bt
oed esoldt.

T, 919) A, 12 olsh. PAAFe] 2t HdHow Faasel EFE AVl 19619
5,16 ZAFH ol F FAEgE eIk o] Ao mEARAR(161%2] 2), HEFA AsH
(A131022] 2) o] A7hugich. AT FHALSH) 19503 A Frkade ol
Aol Apnlsh FARAL Q1Y, FAZA N AR o] Amglct.

A [z o] 2, AL W 2T 7130l A A2l TRE, Fag, A8
5 s7lolf ol ERER, A WA TlFow U4, BA, 1A Sol iwoiok stk
TG oleld Fg71F0] HARAS WA Wee] A7 €—6‘ gt WAl wet
BREH: e BAZ Belth o) vFoht 3T Be oldsl W@ B¢ o
FAAZ L, A7 Fol P8 AP SU] AFE Wke] ARBIE Y Jrolx]
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A, 9] FaFel Wek QA= PR} AV,
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aFollde vl AYHE AR8H Al455xe} o] o[ AP e THAIE

:

714X A Hprocedure for removal of criminal prosecution, 28 US Code §1455)
A=7} olek AAFo] adTr SATAZ ANSIAL UR GRS glat
JEa Aol ol WY HES AUT S 9k B P AR Wl
(Rechtsbeugung) 7} =3t}

Clef BA7E eloh visegt A7l Eko] vl S
Sto] Ve AR WARSHOAE LT 19541 GAkad it
W AR DL A SARIAT: I B B

TR BT AU AL, T SAFANFLA]

o
lfe

(]
ue
-z
Hel
i

wo,
oy I
> b
o —
O
o2 X

= ok

ozi

ot

2. 79l x|=t

HEWAL AM Q59 gl aEch o] AR S Rehu 54 R
o7 FEHEcE HARl= HZA 9l ¢]5FH (the legal burden, the burden of persuation)
o= Yo HuE otk nEY AsTRAE el glo] FAklA Atk ¥
A= duba] 57K (the evidential burden, T+= production burden)®9o|t}. w31
QU3 P4 BE NG| IS uhE Z42te] ZAFH L ADE B AZ
of gtk Uk FARTE 0]F} JTo] FAWYOR Folt QojAl 49 Y
Ql(the burdens of proof) 9] FA|e} 25+ EFFHth UHEA Q] o= AQlo & 7]4Y
A7k ARAS] WP ARG TSt olo] oiet ke FAN(the
burden of production)& Rt} m Qo] AtHlo] AklelSs ol=35)r7] 935l Z=A

(CCTV, #219] =2 5)E A=&3shd, A& Hul(the burden of persuation)S X|=

B¢ EAA.

92) http://www.fernuni-hagen.de/imperia/md/content/rewi/japanrecht/StPO.pdf

93) W1, WAL YAk Aolnle] Yol Aol vie vl E A3 A2, A7 o) A8
(2008), 80-108.

94) J.B.Thayer, A Preliminary Treaties on evidence at the common law, Little, Brown and Company
1898; Waller/Williams, Criminal Law. Text and Cases, 11th ed., LexisNexis Butterworth 2009,
25 o]3}; Roberts/Zuckerman, Criminal Evidence, 2nd ed., Oxford University Press 2010, 220
o)a}.



(testimonial and non-testimonial evidence) 502 JLEET) 2722 FH 49
FHjolm A|7olol ROl WeHolc ]0] Z$ aAnkd o4z

= HARIA Ak Sl o=

Qurzoz FA A
99 o] Ade FA Ado] Ado] B A 5 Uk Teld GarElo] wet
! U ¥ 5l

= 20

WAle Safehd oA oR IFE: ARt A7l ‘%*%4011*1 ]
a1Qle] =53 A2 HHAE S01 BN AT S710Iu ¥ Sd& &6l A
A #agol a5t A S77F "ok 384 Al 7IE2 FAIE 2R 5109
ek A= 74, e S719] QR ek K WA, 71089 Ao
7 ¥§7Hreasonableness)of| whErt. 5] Sl digt A=Al Fg=]
= 23 AT 1Ee A, A oFfy &5 e 298t AR PE] 5= 1R
o

A At 4 50

95) Sec.56(1) Except as otherwise provided by this Act, evidence that is relevant in a proceeding
is admissible in the proceeding.

96) Ju] EARNCEE =7 HHZﬂE 28t dulk AlZ)A] wliA] 7]5(general discretion)o|gkal gt
Feld/Alexander/Bagaric, $]¢] #, Uniform Evidence Law. Principles and Practice, 2nd ed.,
Wolters Kluwer 2015, 107.
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7= A atafel ojojo] el
Sgolch UukAoR Wl oiek 4

ojafElolr = ekttt WEolA ARtolet Abdel digt A ke 7HHA A
|5 S0l Aol A SAH AAL 71,

3 S Ak, Tarele) dejuto] A 52 7
o, 2 4% S0k 287] giie] Agel”] i
5

Aelo] AskE Aol ohet QgEl7] $Ig 27t Aol ahelx] oj4lo0o]

il

97) Roberts/Zuckerman, $2] 2, 110.

98) Roberts/Zuckerman, #]2] 3, 110.; W3, IS5 A 23t F31UA, vwFAPE AT A58 A2
3(2003), 385-409; F4=2l As| 2 v, AJIARAC lojM S A 23t A, &
o3l A|597(2013), 107-155.

99) W, AEA ol 23t Fx2] AA, APl A5 A463(2015), 1-43; 7187, vlTelr <]
AFEAE B8 7l2de] 9%, 2014, 2-11; 98] Y= A3 SN R SASEHS ¥4
Ao] ol B} =70 BERS olgg ARE AAsh by 1996.2.13, A1 9551794,
o] AMAA MY AL ¢ FEREo 2= mlok RoklAle] A7) 7] BEEslrhi
By 4ng 71743

100) olf+= m=Aou} 20079 HAE A307x2 A2 “wHapae] AL ey oo gl=

Amel T olzejof kR FAEACE SAYAS FEld gile] gle A= T4
(beyond a reasonable doubt) 7 =]o[t}. FAliGe] th o] HFAMA] B EARE FA
Hel g2 HErtdo] ofdel aFA eItk ] A3072 AFE “AHde] 172 F7 o) o3t
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101) o] 2HAlSel Adskelal B8 5 Stk 55, deld] S A3k AR, #1838 39
A2EEE] R ARAT AR Y] AT A1265(2010), 1-962 Zlee] Hehe £42 T3t
o SATAE AEshe ARE Skl Qo T2 Aol AelHeg FAHeR dk= Je7x
E e R sh= ZoF Helth

102) James Q. Whitman, The Origin of Reasonable Doubt: Theological Roots of the Criminal Trial,
Yale University Press 2008.

103) Teper v. R (1952) AC 480.: “the rule against the admission of hearsay is fundamental. It
is not the best evidence and it is not delivered upon oath. The truthfulness and accuracy of
the person whose words are spoken to by another witness cannot be tested by
cross-examination, and the light which his demeanor would throw on his testimony is lost.”

104) & AAe] FH3td S T3 A9 78 Feldozm Addteles Aert A45E, 99 2,
3 olal; A4, JeFr ol 233 SCAN 714, Mkl A403(2012), ZEoita et
€, 629-656 Solx AFHIL ok M2 Alwol7]E sht A A P £4E
ol AMdREE dSdle e dd AESAR] IS 7HAL Sl od RdE
Atola] Wol FHEATE o] w) “BA ol Nd2 FES] {HEe ol dult oY
SEAR A HIRERTE S EAdeld We AA o] FA ddd el
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olN

 Srol DAL o Bl 2Aelel AAow AR A%
A gu) FAUS che 2L ofelol i AR e F7]
A3 Apo] dhste] olu] T gk SollM 4ZE ARl o] o
= Agoleh 5 A A 4 Afrsehand hearsa)gl A<eleh
o= Tk Apte] XS emt “3o] ohje} £elo] s Akle] cis) A RS
sk QIehe ZHolA] 1T 4 on], AAZ FARHACIA QgEE A9 9
RO B 1SS T AR AERE AR 289 4 glon), Hagk 3ol 8
T A FOR A Bo) EH?‘& O
2 F3 gIek AlNA) Z9l0] A WA 7lek
N5 sl WAl Lhe 2 G Aoleh ZIE} A 1 AR A4l 4
AR AR 1S AL, B ehl, ANFIIROAA 7)S E7, £ 59

A B BRFASE W APISES FAFH] ohlet FAUE #4) Folck

A1 A ZARNA AR A FAL AR AR, Tea §U4 7%

o uet FA QAR) ol A9E WeAE A Wl U A9 o o4
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105) UEA 59 (3) Subsection (1) does not apply to evidence of a representation contained in a
certificate or other document given or made under regulations made under an Act other than
this Act to the extent to which the regulations privide that the certificate or other document
has evidentlary effect. o1& EolA A2 £AE ol 7 4 A4 “FH7o S8
YA A3 WET 5, Bl E S EAlein) Bl e YA
3152 B3] Sl AEE AREA Pl el AB1sE A3zl APATT
Helo] #TE vt SA2 Q99 5 Atk WA FHE BE FA2 AR 316z 32
AEZ P deh e e, e £ SAsde SAKEl ohlet 9%
el s ek

106) 718 857 R ol Wek AR 27} HAe oA Rahs Agel =
AESAE 1750}— 7N ‘?3-‘?—%1*] AR B A 715 2R O 7 Q5 gl
o, 2327t o5 g 71ed ofelo] gle X, A=l 2 715 Soltk UEA A65% A28
W= A7e. A82Z 5.

107) R v. Vincent (2002) NSWCCA 369, (20)

108) UEA 65 (2), 82, 84, 85, 86, 89, 90 &



AR Aol ohet A FAFMolth o7HE &b PR Holt Wk

HFOo = =9l Za1el 52 A Aglsh 4= 9loug APy o5 z2bAlsk
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2
T fle A9E AYdstd dE s HiAl Ha2 Aol gle & Utk

s 2] of
L o= A A 55}‘3}- Qﬁ(oplmon)% ARl Tt HARel Ee] A A
a7k SR AL O oix) Fkd Bo] ERhET AwA A mAjel
t}2c} o]9} HER =9 Z7(testimonial evidence)= t}E FH7}E whi=t}. 9|7
27 B = AR, W39l AT, Zele] HF gre} ol A
Al Ae] ZAME FAE Takick

A ZAFANA oA FAL uhe Ao mT AR, n)5e) Ag oy
ZATE AT01z0] Ak oA, AT0220] ARI} | AZAS QLgAS FHt
5 9lck B vk oA 41 K14o) el ma Faksof Fhek10) gl
d 712 dukA olsirs e ulsh, 71eA], A W8l tigh AR Al
J0259] A Wk A0S A AL AR FAS 25T 19
i, 7142 FE ojdo] s ARKS: olsfakzt] o] H(a), oJ7io] FEat
AP AR S ZAR AAIEE (D), Hao] Watheh f2)vk JR 2ol o8 -3
H(e), A=77k o] ARere] Argsh=d| e whet 2|3 HES A8 2d)
& asl) o] duFEAFRILE EHE AAF 235 Elo]o] AbolA e A9
EHE 7]Z0 2 Sushchll Tjet ZA0] o] s eke] of 2|7t mhe AR
7F At oHe AR o S &tk

% 5o} T70] FREAUUEAL olF o AlEstsiel 57 Wae AT

W

109) 72 A76% A28
110) Michael H. Graham, Federal Rules of Evidence, 9th. ed., West Academic 2015, 373 ©|3}.
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Structure of Criminal Process and Evidence Rule
Enhancing Due Process

Syn, Dong-yiel*

Under section 307 (1) fact should be proved by evidence in criminal procedure.
Nonetheless no one could insist what the admissibility of evidence be. A myth comes
up in several cases. Sometimes a judge determines without reasonableness. Big law
firm lawyers dominate the court. Citizens begin casting doubt on the criminal law
and its system in reading the verdict of several case. In this situation, a need is
to shed a light on the structural design of Korean criminal procedure.

The Korean procedure does not contain rules on admissibility in the meaning of
the evidence law, working in the traditional Common law. Our criminal procedure
however, dwells in modern inquisition rather than pure adversarial system. Modern
inquisition is far different from the ancient one since the French Revolution. The
structure and procedural scheme have been developed on the reason of territorial
and cultural background. Adversarial system is supported by a concrete and specific
evidence rule. In the inquisition, evidence rule is limited, even though the evidence
plays on a key role. To enhance the due process principle, we may as well look
more precisely at the structural design of the present criminal procedure.

Investigation and collecting evidence without supervising by judge, discovery
without having specific evidence rule, verdict without knowing criminal truth will

bring the process into a chaos. This is the point of no return.

* Professor at Department of Law Hankyong National University
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