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Abstract: The "Trial-Centered" litigation system reform is an important part of the 

reform of the modern judicial system and is of great significance for the construction of 

a modern litigation system. In judicial practice, exploring and constructing a 

"Trial-Centered" litigation system, including pre-litigation procedures, independent 

adjudication, and professional security, is of great significance for realizing court trials 

and improving judicial justice. In practice, we must actively implement the judicial 

responsibility system, grasp the key point of judicial system reform, further clarify the 

important position of trials in judicial practice, ensure the effective implementation of 

the principle of evidence adjudication, and eliminate illegal and hearsay evidence. The 

implementation of the rules will enhance the credibility of judicial trials. As judicial staff, 

especially court staff, we must fully recognize the profound changes brought about by 

the reform of the modern judicial system, take the initiative to adjust our role 

positioning, build a scientific judicial responsibility system, and integrate the concept of 

modern justice to achieve "Taking Trials As Central" goals to help achieve the goal of 

rule of law in China. 
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1. Introduction 

With the deepening of the construction of the rule of law in China, governing the 

country according to law has been placed at a higher level. Since the Fourth Plenary 

Session of the Eighteenth Central Committee of the Party in 2014, a series of important 

arrangements of the Party Central Committee have been underlining the reform of the 

judicial system throughout the society Important position in the system. As judicial 

staff, we must recognize this change in the political situation and take the initiative to 

adapt to the current development trend of the reform of the judicial system [1]. In the 

practice of judicial system reform, "Taking Trials As The Center" requires the full 

implementation of the rules of evidence adjudication, highlighting the main body status 
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of judges in court trials, and ensuring the substantive nature of court trials. Needless to 

say, with the deepening of the construction of the rule of law, both the public, parties, 

and criminal suspects have become increasingly demanding for the standardization 

and substantiveness of the rule of law. The party ’s central government has proposed 

a “Trial-Centered” reform goal, which is to enhance the leading role of trials in the 

entire criminal procedure, starting from the judicial system, litigation system, rules of 

evidence, etc., to build a modern judicial system to adapt to the rule of law in China. 

The goal of building. 

 

2. Judicial System Indicators: Court-Centric 

In the judicial system reform with "Trial As The Center", adhering to the trial as the 

center, on the surface, it involves procedural issues and achieves substantive justice 

through procedural justice. More profound content, the adoption of the "trial-centered" 

litigation system reform is a correction of the traditional investigative center, a 

profound change that involves the judicial system, and promotes the "trial-centered" 

judicial system reform. It mainly includes the following three items: 

 

2.1 Pre-trial Procedures Serve Trial Proceedings 

According to the provisions of China's current criminal procedure law, there is a 

cooperative and restrictive relationship between the investigative organs, prosecutorial 

organs and judicial organs in positioning. It means that in the criminal justice system, 

we must give full play to the institutional advantages of coordination and mutual 

restraint. In order to avoid procedural violations in the handling of cases, etc., by 

establishing a "Trial-Centered" system, the justice and rationality of handling cases can 

be improved. In criminal justice practice, the cooperation between investigative organs, 

prosecutorial organs and judicial organs is often greater than restrictions, and it is easy 

to form a criminal procedural system with investigative organs as the core, especially 

after the case enters the arrest stage. The lack of effective restrictions often leads to 

"mistake made from the beginning " situations. Primary elections eventually result in a 

judicial structure centered on the investigative agency, or even a arrest centered, 

which is not conducive to protecting the rights of the parties. It is not conducive to the 

fair trial of the case. By constructing a "Trial-Centered" judicial system, the leading role 

of judicial trials can be enhanced, and all criminal judicial activities before litigation are 

used as auxiliary work in court trials [2]. 

 

3. Independence Of Referee Power 

In the reform of the judicial system centered on "Reform As The Center" of the judiciary, 

it involves deep-seated issues of the system, and "Taking the trial as the center" is of 
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great significance to guarantee the independence of the power of judges. Different 

from the procuratorial organs and investigative organs in their power structure. 

Procuratorial and investigative agencies have a clear relationship between superiors 

and subordinates, and there is a leadership relationship between superiors and 

subordinates. However, there is an independent relationship between superiors and 

subordinates of court organs. In judicial practice, especially in individual areas, judicial 

trials are easily subject Disturbances from local political forces, especially cases in 

which party and government officials intervene in the handling of cases, often occur. In 

advancing the reform of the “Judicial-Centric” judicial system, it has been clear that 

extra-office personnel are involved in the record of criminal cases, and it has played an 

important role in intervening in trials. The "center" system is conducive to guaranteeing 

judicial fairness and guaranteeing the court to try cases independently [3]. 

 

4. High-Quality Judge Team And Complete Professional Security System 

In the process of reforming the "Trial-Centered" litigation system, it is necessary to 

build a comprehensive professional security system for judges. In the long-term 

judicial practice, the treatment of judges is generally low, and the workload of judges 

is very large. Under long-term and high-intensity working conditions, judges' trial 

efficiency is generally low, and the work benefits of judges are not guaranteed 

accordingly. Under such circumstances, a large number of outstanding talents left the 

court team, resulting in the overall strength of the rule of law system being insufficient. 

Under such high requirements and low guarantees, the court's talent system has 

broken down. Exploring the construction of a “Judicial-Centered” judicial system must 

have sufficient talents to support it, enhance the judge ’s sense of honor, give play to 

the dominant position of the judge in the trial, and ensure the relevant welfare and 

social status of the judge. Court talent groups are also significant. Exploring the 

construction of a judge's tenure and high salary system is of great significance for 

achieving the goal of “Trial-Centered” [4]. 

 

5. Litigation System Indicators: Restrictive Institutional System Focusing 

on Substantive Court Trial 

In the traditional criminal judicial litigation system, problems such as the center of the 

investigating agency and arrest are the most common. To explore and achieve the goal 

of "taking trial as the center", we must use the advantages of system design to 

standardize the investigative power and prosecutorial power and give full play to the 

The leading position in criminal justice, the establishment of a "trial-centric" restrictive 

system, the specific indicators are as follows: 
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5.1 Has a well-functioning judicial review mechanism 

In the process of investigation of criminal cases in China, there are generally strong 

administrative problems. The work of the investigative and prosecutorial agencies is 

not strong in external supervision, and the handling of criminal cases has a certain 

degree of closeness, and it is not easy for the outside to realize supervision, under such 

a structure, it is easy to have the imbalance of the power of the judiciary [5]. In the 

process of advancing the "Trial-Centered" reform, the judicial system and procedures 

for restricting illegal acts and investigations can be used to achieve the goals of 

excluding illegal evidence and protecting the rights of the parties, and promote the 

rationalization and fairness of the handling of criminal cases. In the judicial process, the 

judiciary must integrate its judicial practice, give full play to its role, and pay attention 

to examining whether the measures taken by the investigating agency and the 

procuratorate to restrict personal freedom are appropriate before the judgment. 

"Taking trial as the center" fully protects the rights of the parties. In addition, we must 

adhere to the principle of the exclusion of illegal evidence. We must improve the ability 

to recognize and correct evidence obtained in violation of the criminal procedure law, 

and play a substantial role in criminal trials to protect the rights of the parties and 

restrict the rights of investigating and prosecutorial agencies. Exercise, promote the 

legality and fairness of criminal trials, and contribute to China's judicial system reform 

[6]. 

 

5.2 Promote the substantive development of court hearings 

In the process of advancing the "Trial-Centered" system reform, an important content 

is to promote the substantive development of court hearings. In the process of 

promoting the substantive hearing, the role of pre-trial conferences must be brought 

into full play. The problem of exclusion of evidence shall be specifically resolved 

through pre-trial meetings and other forms to ensure the smooth progress of the trial. 

During the trial process, it is necessary to guide and allow the prosecution and the 

defendant to conduct full debate, promote the substantive development of the trial, 

and protect the rights of the parties. Through the direct verbal trial, the judge, as the 

center referee, can more accurately find the problems in the trial. To achieve the goal 

of a fair trial. In the practice of criminal trials, due to the close relationship between 

judges and prosecutors, many judges do not give the parties sufficient recognition 

rights in the trial of the case, and tend to support the opinions of the public prosecutor's 

office, which is not conducive to ensuring the effectiveness of the trial. It is also a key 

issue for the current "Trial-Centered" system reform [7]. 
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5.3 Improve the withdrawal of prosecution system 

According to the provisions of China's Criminal Procedure Law, the court, as the arbiter, 

can be sentenced to innocence or exempt from criminal punishment according to law. 

However, in judicial practice, both the court and the procuratorate have conducted 

sufficient exchanges and communication. For cases that may be acquitted, they are 

handled by the procuratorial organ withdrawing the case, which is not conducive to the 

"Trial-Centered" reform. This is a restriction on the judicial power of the judiciary. In 

practice, the relevant legal system should be improved, clear provisions should be 

made for cases where the procuratorial organ can withdraw, and a scientific judicial 

trial system should be established to ensure trials. The correct performance of powers, 

especially those that may affect the fair trial of the judicial organs, must be explicitly 

protected through the system. To ensure the fairness and authority of the trial by 

realizing the substantive trial, explore and improve the withdrawal of the prosecution 

system, effectively restrict the power of the procuratorial organs, promote the "taking 

trial as the center" to move to a deeper level, and ensure that the judicial organs 

exercise in accordance with the law, independently, and impartially Judicial power and 

promotion of judicial system reform [8]. 

 

6. Indicators of the Judiciary: Building a Detailed and Complete Evidence 

Rule System 

In the process of advancing the "Judicial-Centered" judicial system, we must 

strengthen the awareness of the rules of evidence and make full use of evidence to 

conduct trials. In the long-term criminal justice practice, many case handlers have not 

developed a sense of evidence, and simply focused on the confession of the criminal 

suspects, and regarded the opinions of the superiors and the attention of the party and 

government agencies as a form of evidence, which did not fully protect the litigants 

Rights have a certain impact on the construction of a "Trial-Centered" system [9]. 

Evidence, as a core element in the litigation, plays a fundamental and critical role in 

judicial trials and is of great significance for the realization of a "Trial-Centered" 

system: 

 

6.1 Progressive certification standard 

According to China's Criminal Procedure Law, it is a very strict requirement to achieve 

the goals of clear facts, solid evidence and sufficient evidence in the standard of proof 

in criminal justice cases. However, in the process of criminal litigation, litigation often 

focuses on the pre-trial stage. There is an issue of idealism in litigation. In the process 

of promoting "Trial-Centered" reform, we must pay attention to building a progressive 
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certification standard system and show it through layers Evidence, construct a 

corresponding evidence system, and then prove that the criminal suspect and the 

defendant have been charged, and ensure the objectivity and fairness of the criminal 

trial. Only in this way can the case stand the historical test. In the trial of criminal cases, 

it is necessary to set corresponding proof standards, effectively eliminate reasonable 

doubts, and achieve a valid proof purpose through a progressive hierarchy of evidence 

system to ensure that the "Trial-Centered" goal is achieved [10]. As a judicial officer, 

no matter whether it is an investigative agency or a judicial agency, a scientific 

evidence system must be established, especially through the hierarchical construction 

of the evidence system to improve the effectiveness of the proof and the targeted 

solution of "Trial-Centered" implementation. The main problems in the process are to 

adapt to the development trend of judicial reform. 

 

6.2 Detailed and complete evidence rule system 

In the process of promoting the reform of China's judicial system, building a 

"Trial-Centered" judicial system requires a detailed and complete evidence system. 

According to the provisions of China's Criminal Procedure Law and current judicial 

practice, there is still no clear evidence rule for the use of evidence rules [11]. 

According to the relevant rules of modern criminal procedure in China, due to the lack 

of clear rules, many judicial personnel still have many misunderstandings and 

misunderstandings in their ideological cognition in their work practice, which need to 

be further explored to enhance their awareness of the rules of evidence. At the same 

time, from the perspective of top-level design, we must also pay attention to the 

construction of the rule system of evidence to promote the realization of 

"Trial-Centered". 

 

6.3 Improve illegal evidence exclusion system 

In the process of reforming the "Trial-Centered" litigation system, it is necessary to 

improve the system of excluding illegal evidence and ensure the further progress of the 

"Trial-Centered" system reform through the exclusion of illegal evidence. In the 

working system of modern investigative organs, although the acts of extorting 

confessions by torture have been significantly reduced, the cases where evidence 

collection procedures are not standardized still prevail. In the process of criminal trials, 

through the establishment of a comprehensive system of exclusion of illegal evidence, 

the full use of litigation supervision procedures such as pre-trial conferences, and the 

promotion of the removal of illegal evidence. In practice, judicial judges should 

improve their cognitive ability, have a deeper understanding and awareness of the 

criminal evidence collection and litigation system, explore the establishment of an 
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illegal evidence exclusion system, adhere to the "entricity of trials", improve the 

effectiveness of judicial trials, and strive to guarantee Evidence with flaws in evidence 

can be corrected, and evidence with issues of evidence validity must not be used as the 

basis for judicial trials. Exclusion of illegal evidence can effectively improve the ability of 

investigative agencies to handle cases according to law, and at the same time 

strengthen the guidance capacity of judicial procuratorial agencies. The construction of 

the "Trial-Centered" system lays a solid foundation. 

 

7. Elements of the "Trail-Centered" Reform Index System: Improving the 

Procuratorial Supervision System 

In the process of advancing the "Trial-Centric" litigation system, a sound legal 

supervision system must be established, and the procuratorial organs, as China's legal 

supervision organs, occupy an important position in promoting the construction of a 

"Trial-Centric" system. However, mixing litigation supervision with litigation has 

blurred the independent value of litigation supervision. Therefore, in recent years, 

some local procuratorial organs have tried to separate specific supervision functions 

from litigation functions. This separation is a dichotomy between supervision and 

litigation, and it is believed that the separation of supervision functions from litigation 

functions can only show its independent value. Only in this way can we consciously 

carry out independent institution construction and exert its unique role. Combining 

litigation and supervisory functions can easily weaken the supervisory function and 

make supervision dependent on litigation and lose independence. In addition, 

supervision and litigation are separated, separated by different procuratorial business 

departments, and different prosecutors handle litigation cases and litigation 

supervision matters, to avoid conflicts of roles brought by the same prosecutor brought 

by litigation and supervision in one department [12]. 

Nowadays, the procuratorial organs of most countries have only litigation functions and 

no supervision functions. From the historical evolution of the litigation system, the 

litigation functions exist without relying on supervision. In other words, the supervisory 

function and the litigation function are theoretically separable. In addition, through the 

setting of the subject, procedure and supervision content of litigation supervision, 

litigation and supervision functions can also be separated. Guided by this theory, some 

local procuratorates have also made practical attempts. Some local procuratorates 

have separated the "trial arrest" and "investigation and supervision" work, and have 

separately set up an apprehension department and an investigation and supervision 

department. The trial supervision work is separated, and a public prosecution 

department and a trial supervision department are respectively established. Some local 

procuratorates integrate enforcement supervision, trial supervision, investigation 
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supervision, and case filing supervision, and distinguish them from litigation functions 

such as public prosecution. 

In the process of promoting procuratorial supervision, we must build a "Trial-Centered" 

litigation supervision system, give full play to the respective responsibilities of judicial 

organs and procuratorial organs, explore and build a scientific indicator system, and 

play their own roles to improve the judicial organs' An important position in the legal 

supervision system. Through the construction of an index system, it improves the 

comprehensive cognitive ability, promotes the development of modern procuratorial 

work, and achieves the goals of reform and development. In practice, the procuratorial 

organs should also actively act to adapt to the current reform and development trend 

of “Trial-Centered”, explore the role of procuratorial supervision, especially the 

function of trial supervision, supervise the court's fair performance of judicial duties, 

and protect the parties' judicial rights and laws. Justice and improve current judicial 

efficiency. Especially in the context of the confession and punishment reform, 

promoting the in-depth implementation of the confession and punishment system by 

taking the lead of prosecution will help to improve the effectiveness of lawsuits by 

investigative, prosecutorial, and judicial organs, and through the in-depth 

development of the role of different organs, it will help modern Construction of a 

"Trial-Centered" system. 

 

8. Conclusion 

In summary, in the current social-economic development system, the reform of the 

judicial system occupies the core position of social reform. In promoting the reform of 

the judicial system, we must adhere to the principle of judicial responsibility and 

establish a "Trial-Centered" litigation system. System to enhance the normative, 

authoritative, and safeguarding of criminal litigation activities, improve the efficiency of 

judicial and criminal work, and protect the rights and obligations of parties. As judicial 

personnel, especially court judges, they must adjust their roles and positioning in a 

timely manner, start from various angles such as the judicial system and the litigation 

system, actively change their ideas, explore scientific working models, and adapt to the 

current goal of building China under the rule of law. In practice, we must actively 

innovate, combine modern economic and social development trends, use modern trial 

concepts and trial technologies, and combine key and nodal issues in the current 

judicial system reform by constructing a modern "Trial-Centered" reform indicator 

system. Improve the efficiency of trial work, give play to the core and leading role of 

trials, and explore a modern reform system. 
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