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The burden of proof for Suicidal Causation in State Compensation-

Comments on Taiwanese Appellant Court Case No. 102-Civ.-12
Chiang Shyh-ming

Abstract

A fact's determination in a civil action, although determined by the
judge in accordance with the Article No. 222(1) of the Civil Procedure,
allows discretion of evidence found. However, if the burden of proof rules
are applied and properly revealed in both of the proceedings and judgments,
the procedural disputes shall be more transparent without rebuke. In addition,
a fact's determination shall be consistent with the principle of experience.
Since the adoption of expert opinions and witness's testimony falls into the
solid core area of the court exercising free discretion, it is supposed to
comply with the principle of experience to avoid arbitrariness and rebutting
evidence. Any arguments to the partial fact are not clear enough for the
degree of proof burden for the court to make decisions, according to their

circumstances, which may require further investigation necessary.





