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Comparative Study in the Prosecution Systems of Both Sides of
the Taiwan Strait

Lan Chwan-kwei

Abstract

If criminals are not prosecuted by the prosecutor, the judge cannot make
case decisions and enforce the procedures of judicial justice. To enable a
nation effectively prevent crimes and enforce the retroactive criminal laws,
various systems of public prosecutions has thus been established.

The objective of this study is to examine the differences between the
systems of public prosecutions in China and Taiwan from the perspective of
comparative law. The differences were discussed from six aspects: (1)From
the perspective of comparative law, the connotation of the systems of public
prosecution adopted by the two countries was explained. (2)The systems of
public prosecutions of the two countries were compared and also their
individual qualities, status, missions, organizations, duties, and ways of
supervision were found, compiled, analyzed, and collated. (3)Based on the
advantages and disadvantages, the conclusion proposed several analysis results
and suggestions, which can serve not only as a reformative guide that
encourages constructive competition between the systems of public prosecutions
of the two countries, but also as reference when the judicial authority intend
to make law amendments.





