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A Survey of the Punishment review system of the Military

Lin , Wen-Tsun -~ Hsiao, Hui-Yu

Abstract

The current Punishment review system of the Military, reinforcing the
provisions of the old law , is to avoid the monopoly of executive power by
raising the level of holding members and asking for the requirements of the
sex ratio of members and the participation of legal professionals. However,
the provisions are inadequate to regulate the whole contents of the Punishment
review system completely, and it may lead to the trouble of the implementation
of practical. Through the overall observation, this paper puts forward
suggestions on the legal system and views on the practical implementation
level from the perspectives of the convening of the council, the composition
of the members, the proceeding of the procedure and the approval of the
resolution due to the view of the protection of the procedural interests of
perpetrators not only strengthening the function of the befordhand process

but also fulfilling the purport of human rights protection.





