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A Reflection on the Principle of Accusation
Ching-Lung Chin

Abstract

A criminal trial starts when someone is charged with a criminal offense. If
it has specific reasons, the suit pending can only be dismissed through legal procedures.

Constrained to quantity of crimes in the substantive law, when there are
one or several offenses with plural facts in the case, the quantity of offenses
and effective scope of prosecution are determined by the trial. After the abolition
of implicated offense and continuous offense, the necessity of Criminal Procedure
Law Article 267 should be reviewed.

We suggest that the Criminal Procedure Law Article 267 should be deleted.
The trial scope can be defined by the pending litigation. The trial scope should
not be different from that of the complaint claim, if there are no new facts or
no evidence found, or no law applied wrong in procedures. When there is a new
fact found or new evidence existed in a crime case that the court cannot judge

at once, the case should be corrected through the appeal system.
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